
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CIVIL REVIEW No.38 of 2022

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1216 of 2022

======================================================
Saheb Sharma S/o Late Asharfi Sharma, R/o Bhorkath, P.O.- Kolwara, P.S. -
Pasraha, District - Khagaria.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  Principal  Secretary  Food  and  Civil  Supply
Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Principal Secretary Food and Civil Supply, Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Khagaria.

4. The District Supply Officer, Khagaria.

5. The Sub-divisional Officer, Gogri, District - Khagaria.

6. The Block Development Officer, Parbatta, District - Khagaria.

7. The Block Supply Officer, Parbatta, District - Khagaria.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Bijay Kumar Sinha, AC to AAG5
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SOURENDRA PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD)

5 24-09-2025 No one appears for the petitioner. Mr. Bijay Kumar

Sinha, learned AC to AAG-5 appears for the State-respondents.

2. We have perused the grounds of review. It appears

that  the  writ  petitioner  approached  this  Court  in  its  writ

jurisdiction after 11 years of cancellation of the licence under

the Bihar Targeted Public Distribution System (Control) Order,

2001.

3.  The  learned  Writ  Court  having  found  that  the
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petitioner had waited for 12 long years to approach this Court,

the writ petition was stale and at this stage even if his appeal,

which remained pending for 12 long years, is allowed, he would

not  be  able  to  get  his  licence  renewed under  the  new Bihar

Targeted Public Distribution System (Control) Order, 2016.

4.  In  the  review application,  the  petitioner  has  not

pointed out any error apparent on the face of the record of the

order of the learned Writ Court.

5.  In  such  circumstance,  we  find  no  merit  in  this

review application. It is dismissed accordingly.  
    

arvind/-

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J) 

 ( Sourendra Pandey, J)
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