
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10287 of 2022

======================================================
Ramu  Yadav  Son  of  Mahanth  Yadav,  resident  of  Village-Ward  No.  05
Pursanlia, P.S. Kaluahi, District-Madhubani.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The District Magistrate, Madhubani.

3. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar (Supply) Madhubani.

4. The Block Supply Officer Kaluahi, Madhubani.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Abhinay Raj, Advocate

 Mr. Gagan Deo Yadav, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Arvind Ujjwal (SC-4)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI

ORAL ORDER

2 18-05-2023   In the instant petition, petitioner has prayed for the

following relief(s):-

“1.  That  this  is  an  application
for  issuance  of  an  appropriate  writ  (s),
order(s), direction (s) for quashing the order
dated  20.01.2022  passed  in  supply  Appeal
no.  40/2019-20  by  the  learned  court  of
collector  Madhubani  whereby  and  where
under the abovesaid Appeal no. 40/2019-20
filed  by  the  petitioner  against  the  order
dated  29.11.2019  (by  which  the  license  of
P.D.S. shop of petitioner has been cancelled)
has  been  rejected  and  after  quashing  the
abovesaid  order  dated  20.01.2022
respondents be directed to grant/restore the
license of P.D.S. Shop in favour of petitioner
and to grant any other relief  (s) for which
petitioner may found entitled in accordance
with law”

2.  The  petitioner  has  a  statutory  remedy  of  filing

revision  under  Rule  32(VI).  Accordingly,  the  present  petition
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stands  disposed  of,  reserving  liberty  to  the  petitioner  to  file

revision petition before the Revisional Authority at the earliest.

3.  The  Revisional  Authority  is  hereby  directed  to

decide the petitioner’s revision within a period of two months

from the date of receipt of such revision. 
    

shoaib/-
(P. B. Bajanthri, J)
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