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Patna High Court CWJC No.4474 of 2015 (2) dt.12-04-2016

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4474 of 2015

C Perhap Primary Agriculture Credit Society (PACS) at Perhap, P.S.- Sahar,
O /5 Distt.- Bhojpur, through Chairman, Kashinath Rai. S/o Late Surya Bilash

1.

2.

aiyR/o vill - Perhap, P.S.- Sahar, Distt.- Bhojpur.

........ Petitioner

Versus
The State of Bihar, through Principal Secretary Food and Civil Supply
Department, Govt. of Bihar at Patna.
Principal Secretary Food and Civil Supply Department, Govt. of Bihar
at Patna.
The Bihar State Food and Civil Supply Department, Govt. of Bihar at
Patna.

4. The Managing Director, The Bihar State Food and Civil Supply
Corporation Ltd., Bihar at Patna.

5. The District Manager, The Bihar State Food and Civil Supply
Corporation Ltd., Bhojpur at Arah.

6. The In Charge, Bihar State Food Corporation, Procurement Centre at
Sahar, Bhojpur.

7. The Enforcement Officer, for Paddy cum Block Development Officer,
Sahar, Block - Sahar, Bhojpur.

........ Respondent/s

Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Amresh Kumar Sinha

For the BSFC : Mr. Shailendra Kr. Singh.

For the Respondent-State  :  Mr. Kumar Priyaranjan, SC-23

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN
ORAL ORDER

12-04-2016

Heard the parties.

Although the petitioner claims that he has been issued

receipt by the Corporation which is 200 quintals lesser than the

actual paddy supplied by the petitioner but there is nothing on

record to support the contention. The grievance raised in the

representation placed at Annexure-4 does not satisfy the

requirement for it has no date as to when it was filed.

Although Mr. Shashi Bhushan Singh, learned counsel
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appearing for the petitioner has relied upon an order passed in
CWJIC No0.3940 of 2015 but I am afraid the circumstances are

\_ﬂ{‘ distinct and the relevant documents which were present in the said
writ petition to support the claim, are absent in the present case.
No ground for indulgence is made out.

’I*G The writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

(Jyoti Saran, J)
siddharth/-

Lol [ | |




