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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.4433 of 2018
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7083 of 2018

Kumod Devi Wife of Kamlesh Tiwari Chair Person, Magahiya Primary
Agricultural Credit Society, Block- Panchdeori, District- Gopalganj, Resident
of Village- Nripat Chhapar, P.O.- Chhitouna, P.S.- Kateya, District-
Gopalganj.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar, The Principal Secretary, Department Of Food And
Consumer Protection, Government of Bihar, Patna.

Shri Pankaj Kumar, The Principal Secretary, Department of Food and
Consumer Protection, Government of Bihar, Patna.

Shri Animesh Kumar Parashar, The Collector-cum-District Magistrate,
Gopalgan;.
Shri Anil Kumar Raman, The Sub-Divisional Officer, Hathua, District-
Gopalganj.
Shri Anand Kumar Vibhuti, The Circle Officer, Panchdeori, District-
Gopalgan;.

Shri Anand Kumar Vibhuti, The Block Development Officer-cum-The Block
Supply Officer, Panchdeori, District- Gopalgan;.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Vishwambhar Prasad, AC to AAG-5

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR JHA
ORAL ORDER

On call, none appears for the petitioner.

02. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
contemnors/opposite parties submits that the order dated
19.06.2018 passed in CWJC No. 7083 of 2018 has been
complied and in this regard a show cause has been filed and

Annexure-D shows despite a number of opportunity, the
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petitioner did not produce any clarification, evidence or
document in order to enable the Sub-divisional Officer, Hathua
to take an appropriate decision in the light of the orders of this
Court. Learned counsel emphasizes that the matter was
remanded to the Sub-divisional Officer, Hathua for taking
decision afresh in the matter after serving show cause notice
upon the petitioner and granting an opportunity of hearing in
accordance with law. Learned counsel also submits that the
supply of the petitioner was never closed and therefore, in terms
of orders of this Court, the supply has been continuing in favour
of the petitioner.

03. Perusal of record shows even on the last date of
hearing, no one appeared on behalf of the petitioner. Learned
counsel for the contemnors submits that the order stands
complied. Therefore, nothing remains in the matter and hence,

the contempt proceeding stands dropped.

(Arun Kumar Jha, J)



