
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16695 of 2019

======================================================
Soni Kumari W/o Amresh Kumar Resident of Village and Post- Dharampur
Bandey, P.S.- Patory, District- Samastipur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Food and
Consumer Protection, Bihar, Patna.

2. The Divisional Commissioner, Darbhanga Division, Darbhanga.

3. The District Magistrate, Samastipur.

4. The Sub Divisional Officer, Sadar, Samastipur.

5. The District Supply Officer, Samastipur.

6. The Nazarat Deputy Collector, Samastipur.

7. The District Co-operative Officer, Samastipur.

8. The Block Supply Officer, Morwan, Samastipur.

9. Smt.  Jyoti  Ranjana  W/o  Naresh  Kumar  Nirala  Resident  of  Village-
Dharampur Bandey, Ward No.-5, P.S.- Patory, District- Samastipur.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Arvind Kumar Sinha, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Anisul Haque, AC to AAG 5
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JITENDRA KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT
(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR)

Date : 24-08-2022
Heard Mr. Arvind Kumar Sinha, learned counsel for

the petitioner and Mr. Anisul Haque for the State.

The  petitioner  has  challenged  the  selection  of

respondent  no.  9  as  a  PDS  dealer  on  the  ground  of  the

petitioner having better qualification and more suitability for

being selected as PDS dealer than respondent no. 9.
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Under  the  aforesaid  circumstances  and  the

controversy raised on behalf of the petitioner, we direct the

petitioner to make a suitable complaint before the Divisional

Commissioner within a period of thirty days, who on receipt

of such complaint, shall, after hearing all the parties including

respondent no. 9, pass a final order within the next sixty days

giving reasons in support of his decision.

We have particularly directed for affording hearing

to  respondent  no.  9  before  passing  any  final  order  for  the

reason that this order is being passed in his absence.

With  the  aforesaid  direction/observation,  the  writ

petition stands disposed of.     

krishna/-

(Ashutosh Kumar, J) 

 (Jitendra Kumar, J)
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