
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.23278 of 2018

======================================================
Rohan Kumar S/O Sri Satyendra Prasad yadav @ Satyendra Kumar resident
of  Belodih  under  Gram  Panchayat  Belo  ward  No.  5,  P.S  Murliganj  and
District- Madhepura.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  Of  Bihar  Through  the  Principal  Secretary  Civil  Supply  and
Consumer affairs Bihar, Patna.

2. District Magistrate Madhepura.

3. Sub-Divisional Magistrate Madhepura, under District Madhepura.

4. District Supply Officer Madhepura.

5. Block Supply Officer Murliganjj under District- Madhepura.

6. Ashok Mandal Son of late Kanhaiya Prasad Mandal resident of Village Belo
Ward No. 8, P.S. Murliganj and District- Madhepura.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Diwakar Prasad Singh, Adv. 

 Mr. Vaibhav Vishal, Adv. 
For the State :  Mr. Upendra Pratap singh
For the Lal Bihari Das :  Mr. Mritunjay Kumar, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Arvind Ujjwal 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. G. ANUPAMA CHAKRAVARTHY

ORAL ORDER

6 25-02-2025 1.  Heard  the  Learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner. 

2.  Shri  Mritunjay  Kumar,  the  Learned

counsel appearing for Lal Bihari  Das, reported to

the  Court  that  during  the  pendency  of  the  Writ

petition, respondent No. 6 resigned. Subsequently,

he was selected and is now running the PDS shop

and he intends to file an impleadment petition to

implead himself as one of the respondents.
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3. On perusal of the prayers, it is evident

that the Writ petition was initially filed challenging

the  illegality  and  mala  fide  conduct  of  the

respondent  No.  2  and  further  for  quashing  the

selection  of  private  respondent  No.  6.  However,

during  the  pendency  of  the  Writ  petition,

respondent No. 6 resigned, and one Lal Bihari Das

was selected for the PDS shop. Therefore, there is

a  necessity  for  the  petitioner  to  challenge  the

selection order of one Lal Bihar Das. 

4. At this juncture, the Learned counsel

for  the  petitioner  intends  to  withdraw  the  Writ

petition  with  liberty  and  leave  to  challenge  the

proceedings issued to Lal Bihar Das. 

5.  Accordingly,  the  Writ  petition  is

dismissed as withdrawn giving liberty and leave to

challenge  the  orders  of  the  respondent  No.  2

granting license for the PDS shop to Lal Bihari Das. 
    

Amandeep/-
               (G. Anupama Chakravarthy, J)
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