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ORAL ORDER

5 20-03-2023 The petitioner, by way of this writ petition, assails the

order passed by the District Supply Officer dated 13.02.2016,

the order passed by the appellate authority dated 06.05.2017 and

the order passed by the Revisional Authority dated 13.02.2018

whereby the petitioner's license was cancelled and upheld by the

appellate  authority  as  well  as  by  the  revisional  authority

respectively. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that all the

three  orders  do not  take  into consideration  the representation

and reply filed by the petitioner. The petitioner had produced

certain evidence  in  support  of  his  defence,  but  the  same has

been  ignored  and  not  considered  properly  by  the  authorities,

including appellate authority. The orders, therefore, deserve to

be set aside.
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I  have  considered  the  submissions.  The  allegations

against the petitioner are of factual nature of not complying with

the conditions of the license. As per Rule 27, even if one of the

conditions  is  not  complied  with,  the  license  is  liable  to  be

cancelled.  There are  as  many as  eight  allegations against  the

petitioner of which several  allegations have been found to be

true  both  by  the  SDO as  well  as  by  the  appellate/revisional

authorities.

A  detailed  order  having  been  passed  on  factual

aspects,  this  Court  under  writ  jurisdiction  would  not  have  a

scope  to  interfere  with  such  decision  making  process  as

principles of natural justice have been followed by giving full

opportunity to the petitioners.

In view thereof, no interference is warranted. The writ

petition is dismissed. 
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