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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3105 of 2015
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 6263 of 2015

Shiv Nath Ray, Son of Late Khedu Ray, resident of village- Karmainiganj,
PO- Nechua Jalalpur, P.S.- Kuchaikot, District- Gopalgan;.

Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Food Corporation of India, through its Chairman, 16-20 Barakhamba
Lane, New Delhi- 110001.
2. The Managing Director, Food Corporation of India, 16-20 Barakhamba,
Lane, New Delhi
3. The Executive Director (East Zone), Food Corporation of India, 10-A,
Middleton Row Kolkata- 700071
4. The General Manager (Bihar Region), Food Corporation of India,
Regional Office, Exhibition Road Patna- 800001
5. The Area Manager, Food Corporation of India, District Office, Nandan
Patha, Chhapra, Bihar.

.... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :
For the F.C.I. :  Mr. Prabhakar Tekriwal

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

The present petition was filed in the year 2015 itself
with a prayer to modify an order dated 22.04.2015 passed in
C.W.J.C. No. 6263 of 2015. By the said order while disposing of
C.WJ.C. No. 6263 of 2015 a Bench of this Court had directed
the competent authority to dispose of the review petition
expeditiously and preferably within a period of three months from
the date of receipt of the copy of that order.

Sri Prabhakar Tekriwal, learned counsel appearing on

behalf of the Food Corporation of India (hereinafter referred to as



Praful/-
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“F.C.1.”") while pressing the present petition for extension of time
submits that the order of the writ court was received in the office
of the F.C.I. on 24.7.2015 and thereafter, the present petition was
filed for extension of time.

On examining the record it is evident that the present
petition was affidavited on 27.10.2015 meaning thereby that after
expiry of three months from the receipt of the order of this Court.
Moreover, this Court had directed to dispose of the review petition
preferably within three months. Meaning thereby that there was no
specific direction to dispose of the review petition within three
months itself. In that view of the matter, the Court is of the
opinion that there is no need to pass any further order.

The petition stands disposed of.

(Rakesh Kumar, J)
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