
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9016 of 2016 

====================================================== 

Ranjan Kumar Jha @ Rajan Kumar Jha, Proprietor M/S. F.Aditya Rice Mill 

Son of Chet Narayan Jha Resident of village - Adhkhani P.S. Parihar, 

District - Sitamarhi  

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

 

1. The State of Bihar through its Chief Secretary, Old Secretariat, Bihar, 

Patna   

2. The Bihar State Food and Civil Supply Corporation through its 

Managing Director, Sone Bhavan, Veer Chand Patel Path, Patna   

3. The District Magistrate, Sitamarhi, District Sitamarhi    

4. The District Manager, Bihar State Food Corporation (B.S.F.C.) 

Sitamarhi    

5. The District Certificate officer, Sitamarhi   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance: 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Ms. Nitu Kumari, Advocate 

                                               Mr. Yogendra Kumar Sinha, Advocate  

For the Respondent/s      :     Mr. Ajay, G.A.-12 

For the B.S.F.C.             :      Mr. Aditya Prakash Sahay, Advocate  

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 12-07-2016 Heard Mr. Yogendra Kumar Sinha, counsel for the 

petitioner, counsel for the State and counsel for the Corporation.  

It is the argument of Mr. Sinha that even when the 

petitioner is prepared to deposit the custom milled rice with the 

Corporation in obedience with the direction of the District 

Certificate Officer, Sitamarhi but is not being accepted by the 

Corporation.   

 The second issue raised by Mr. Sinha is that although the 

petitioner has deposited 20 % of the certificate amount in 
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compliance of the order passed by this Court in Criminal Misc. 

No. 31696 of 2015 but the same has not been accounted for, by the 

District Certificate Officer, Sitamarhi. 

Although contentions are advanced by learned counsel 

but the writ petition does not enclose any document which either 

reflects a rejection by the Corporation nor there is any document 

which shows that any such issue relatable to rejection of request of 

the petitioner to accept custom milled rice by the Corporation or 

for adjustment of the amount deposited by the petitioner in the 

light of the order passed by this Court, has been raised by the 

petitioner before  the District Certificate Officer, Sitamarhi.   

In the circumstances, no cause for indulgence is made 

out.  The petitioner should approach the District Certificate 

Officer, Sitamarhi for whatsoever grievance that is being raised in 

the present writ petition and which shall be considered and 

accordingly disposed of in accordance with law by the District 

Certificate Officer, Sitamarhi.  

The writ petition is disposed of.   

 

 
 

   S.Sb/- 
(Jyoti Saran, J) 
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