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ORDER:

The petitioner was appointed as a permanent fair price shop
dealer of shop No.6, Kankanampadu Village, Veligandla Mandal,
Prakasam District.

While so, the Enforcement Deputy Tahsildar, Kanigiri,
Prakasam District, inspected the shop and submitted a report dated
23.06.2015, based on which a show cause notice was issued to the
petitioner dated 26.06.2015 alleging four irregularities. The petitioner
submitted her explanation dated 17.07.2015 and after submission of
explanation, an order of cancellation of authorization was passed on
31.07.2015. Challenging the same, the present Writ Petition is filed.

Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the learned
Government Pleader for Civil Supplies for the respondents.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that no enquiry
was conducted in respect of the allegations and the allegations are
trivial in nature.

I am not impressed by the argument advanced by the learned
counsel for the petitioner. The allegations on variation of quantities
when considered in the light of the explanation submitted by the
petitioner show that the finding recorded by the third respondent, prima
facie, could not be found fault with. In view of existence of alternative
remedy of appeal against the impugned order and keeping in view the
findings recorded by the third respondent, this Court, without
expressing any view on the merits of the case, gives liberty to the
petitioner to file an appeal before the competent authority within a
period of thirty (30) days from today.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that
the petitioner should be continued pending disposal of the appeal. In
view of the same, the petitioner is given liberty to file stay application
also along with the appeal and if the petitioner files stay application,
the same shall be considered by the appellate authority and disposed

of within a period of one (1) week after filing of such application.



However, it is needless to mention that the appeal shall be heard on its
own merits in accordance with law after giving due opportunity and
shall endeavour to dispose of the same, as expeditiously as possible,
but within sixty (60) days from the date of filing of the appeal.

The Writ Petition is, accordingly, disposed of. There shall be no
order as to costs. Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending shall stand

closed.

(A.RAMALINGESWARA RAO, J)

20t August 2015
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