
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A.V.SESHA SAI  

W r i t  Pet i t ion  No .7 8 4 4  o f  2 0 1 8  

ORDER: -  

 Heard learned Counsel appearing for the pet it ioner and the 

learned Governm ent  Pleader. 

 An order passed by the Revenue Divisional Officer, 

Gudur/ 3 rd respondent  herein vide proceedings Rc.No.C/ 62/ 2018, 

dated 14.02.2018 cancelling the fair  pr ice shop authorizat ion of 

the pet it ioner under clause 5 (5)  of the Andhra Pradesh State 

Public Dist r ibut ion System  (Cont rol)  Order, 2008, is under 

challenge in the present  Writ  Pet it ion. 

 The pr incipal content ion advanced in the present  Writ  

Pet it ion is that  though the 3 rd respondent  herein issued a not ice 

and called for the explanat ion and despite the factum  of 

subm it t ing the explanat ion to the said show cause not ice, 

without  affording any opportunity of hearing to the pet it ioner 

herein, the im pugned order cam e to be passed by the 3 rd 

respondent , canceling the authorizat ion.  A perusal of the 

im pugned Order, dated 14.02.2018, reveals that  a show cause 

not ice was issued by the 3 rd respondent / Revenue Divisional 

Officer, calling for the explanat ion from  the pet it ioner herein 

alleging certain irregular it ies.  Denying the said irregular it ies, the 

pet it ioner herein subm it ted his explanat ion.  I n this context , it  

would be appropriate to refer to the judgm ent  of this Court  in 

the case of B.MANJULA v . DI STRI CT COLLECTOR, CI VI L 

SUPPLI ER
1  wherein this Court  held that  an ‘enquiry’ pre-
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supposes an opportunity of personal hearing to the dealer to 

explain his/ her case based on the records.  I n the instant  case, 

the sam e is given go bye.  Therefore, on this ground alone, the 

present  Writ  Pet it ion is liable to be allowed.   

 I n the said circum stances, the Writ  Pet it ion is allowed, 

set t ing aside the order dated 14.02.2018 passed by the Revenue 

Divisional Officer, Gudur/ 3 rd respondent .  However, it  is open for 

the respondent-authorit ies to pass orders afresh by following 

due process of law.  I t  is needless to observe that  status quo 

ante pr ior to the order im pugned shall stand restored.  The 

authorit ies shall com plete the enquiry, as directed above, within 

a period of two weeks from  the date of receipt  of a copy of this 

order. 

   Miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if any, shall stand 

disposed of.  

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

A.V.Sesh a Sai , J 

Date: 19.03.2018 

 

Note:  I ssue order copy by tom orrow 

    (B/ o.sm r)  

 

   


