
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7965 of 2014  

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

Sumitra Devi, Wife of Late Ravindra Narayan Singh, Resident of Village- 

Korigama, P.O.- Nimaithi, P.S.- Baheri, District- Darbhanga 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary Food and Consumer Protection 

Department, Old Secretariat, Patna 

2. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar Darbhanga, District- Darbhanga 

3. The Circle Officer-cum-Block Supply Officer, Baheri, District- Darbhanga 

4. The District Magistrate, Darbhanga, District- Darbhanga 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner         :     Mr. Rajeev Kumar Labh, Advocate  

For the Respondents   :     Mr. Shyam Kishore Sharma, GA 1 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 17-07-2018 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner as well as learned 

counsel for the respondents.  

2.   The present writ petition has been filed for quashing the 

orders passed by the Circle Officer-cum-Block Supply Officer, Baheri 

vide letter nos. 149 and 150 dated 10.01.2014 and letter no. 151 dated 

14.01.2014 (Annexure-1 series) by which several consumers of 

Anttodaya, B.P.L. and Kerosene oil attached with the shop of the 

petitioner have been shifted to other P.D.S shop dealers; and further for 

a direction to the respondent-Licensing Authority to make allotment in 

her name.  

3.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that several 

representations have been filed before the concerned authorities but to 
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no avail. It is submitted that that it will suffice if the petitioner is 

granted liberty to approach the Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar 

Darbhanga, (Respondent No. 2) with a fresh representation for 

redressal of her grievances which may be directed to be decided, on its 

own merits and in the light of the Government Letter no. 844 dated 

09.02.2011. In such event, the present writ petition need not be pressed   

on merits.  

 4.  Learned counsel for the respondents appears and has 

been heard.  

5. Having regard to the nature of the grievances and the stand 

of the petitioner, the present writ petition is disposed of granting 

liberty to the petitioner to file a fresh representation before the Sub-

Divisional Officer, Sadar Darbhanga, (Respondent No. 2) for redressal of 

her grievances. If any such representation is filed within a period of two 

weeks from today, the same shall be considered and disposed of 

expeditiously and preferably within a further period of eight weeks 

thereafter in accordance with law.       
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