
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.5089 of 2017

======================================================
1. Md.  Farid  and  Anr  Son  of  Late  Md.  Ganif,  Resident  of  Ward  No.  24,

Madhepura, P.O. and P.S. Madhepura, District-madhepura,

2. Bijay Kumar Bimal Sono f Sri Pulkit Prasad Yadav, Resident of Mohalla-
Vidyapuri, Ward No.18, P.O. and P.S. Madhepura, Presently Ward Councilor
of Ward No. 18, Nagar Parishad, Madhepura.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The District Magistrate, Madhepura District-Madhepura. 

3. The District Supply Officer, Madhepura, District-Madhepura 

4. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Madhepura, District-Madhepura. 

5. The  Circle  Officer-cum-Block  Supply  Officer,  Madhepura,  District-
Madhepura. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. S.B.K. Manglam, Adv. With

Mr. Awnishy Kumar, Adv.
For the State : Mr. U.P. Singh, AC to SC-4
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH 
SHARMA

ORAL ORDER

3 18-03-2023 1. Heard the parties.

2. The petitioner no.2 is an Ex-ward Councilor and

has  approached  this  Court  alleging  that  41  persons  were

removed from the B.P.L. list in his Ward. He does not mention

the names of those 41 persons and a general mention is made in

his representation. A list has been placed before this Court as

Annexure-1  to  submit  that  the  said  persons  name have  been

ousted from the B.P.L. list.

3.  However,  this  Court  would  not  examine  factual
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aspects. If any individual is aggrieved of his name being ousted

from the B.P.L. List, he alone has a right to take up the matter

before the concerned authority. Appeal against the said inaction

can also be filed by moving a complain before the concerned

Collector. The procedure being already available.

4.  The writ  petition is  wholly devoid of  merits and

accordingly dismissed.
    

Pravinkumar/-

Item No. 23

(Sanjeev Prakash Sharma, J)
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