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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.17891 of 2017

Bindeshwari Sao Son of late Jagarnath Sao Resident of Mohalla- Vidyapith
Chowk Lakhisarai, P.O. and P.S. Lakhisarai, District- Lakhisarai.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar.

The Divisional Commissioner, Munger Division, Munger.
The District Magistrate, Lakhisarai.

The Sub Divisional Officer, Lakhisarai.

The Executive Magistrate, Lakhisarai.

The Assistant District Supply Officer, Lakhisarai.

...... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Dineshwar Prasad Singh
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. S.Raza Ahmad -AAG-5

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the
counsel appearing on behalf of the State.

Petitioner has approached this Court after exhausting
the remedy of revision, the revisional authority Commissioner,

Munger Division has passed the following order:

M BT AR F RN ol AfEGE BT I © &
RIETUThd] gRT T TR gl el Wler, TSGR & FaeR
IUHERIT & U ST 81 I8, Abd BHd b HH A H
QR <1 Ud Sffell Ugfe R @R~ & HIAEGIR R B
IRIY ¥ AT o1 ¥ge fovar wr @ & SR 2

QRIETOT 3ifielkg Ud 7 =TaTerd fWel H Sueied
BRIl B AqAd b1 | 7 =IRITer gRT UIRT 3fTasT &l
3raciip fobar | =T =amaTerd gRT UIRd 3feel H Sfeeifad & b
el @ fd%g R T ARIY W BRIUTAd  TeIRiD,
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AR | Sirg Hrr 7397 o faq oR gfoafed & —

1. Ao g™ o1 9@ goen & eiRa & A
AR WA (§HM) BT I QT T 8 AR A4 ST 9
Germer fam ST 2,

2. IUITGIRN & RTeE dre § Siell ufdfte &7 Sl
g 3t Riaw A &1 wren= far o € Se i
A8 &1 ufafte fhar Sirar g,

3. o fadvor &t # srfef =8t 2,

4. SUHIFIRT & 1T BT FABR A8l [haT ST ©
g

5. IS # aftfd ddadl Ud ScRardl & w0
JMERYT &1 T |

Suad aftfa deal R feRIwRa /=1 <Ired g/
fai— 23062015 & UIRT MY HI JAMGT I@T T 2|
GRIETOT SReTend |

JMRT B UfT & A1 19 RITATed 31f¥elg T arad

Ao |
SETfua gd Fenfed |
Z0310

SURCH]
IR yHsd, IR |”

The Commissioner exercising revisional power is not
supposed to pass cryptic order like the instant. The power of
revision is vested with the Commissioner with a view that he
will take appropriate decision in appropriate case. From the
perusal of the order dated 05.07.2017, the Court finds that there
is absolutely no application of mind and there is no reason
assigned for dismissing the revision.

Accordingly, the order contained Annexure-P-10
dated 05.07.2017 is quashed. The matter is remitted back to the

revisional authority who is required to take fresh decision in
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accordance with law.

It goes without saying that the revisional authority has
to assign for passing the order while exercising the revisional
jurisdiction as the reason is 3™ Principles of natural justice as
held out by Constitution Bench of the Apex Court in the case of
S.N. Mukherji Vs. Union of India, AIR 1990 SC1984.

Necessary decision afresh in this regard must be taken
by the respondents Commissioner within a maximum period of
90 days from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this
order.

With the aforesaid, the writ application stands

disposed of.

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)
mdrashid/kamlesh
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