IN THE CHHATTISGARH HIGHT COURT OF JUDICATURE

PETITIONERS

o

RESPONDENTS 4y

3)

4)

AT BILASPUR

159"

W.P. NO. " 1 2001

:1)‘/;f""MIS RAJPAL RICE MILL, NEORA
e

THROUGH : RAJKUMAR RAJPAL,
AGED 34 YEARS, S/o SHRI TIKAM DAS
RAJPAL, PARTNER, VILLAGE TULSI,
PO. NEORA (TILDA),

DIST. RAIPUR (CG)

M/s GINDLANI RICE MILL

THROUGH: RAMCHANDRA GINDLANI,
AGED ABOUT 37 YEARS,

S/o LATE SHRI NANDLAL GINDLANI,
“VILLAGE TULSI,

PO. NEORA (TILDA),

DIST. RAIPUR (CG)

MOTILAL AGRAWAL,

S/o SHRI TARACHAND AGRAWAL,
AGED ABOUT 32 YEARS,
PROPRIETOR, M/s MUNKA CHAWAL
UDYOG, VILLAGE SINODHA,

NEORA (TILDA), DIST. RAIPUR(CG)

Vs

UNION OF INDIA,

THROUGH ITS SECRETARY,

DEPTT. OF FOOD & CIVIL SUPPLIES, -
NEW DELHI. »

_-STATE OF CHHATTISGARH,
 THROUGH : ITS SECRETARY

DEPTT.OF FOOD & CIVIL SUPPLIES,
& CONSUMER PROTECTION
RAIPUR (CG)

FOOD CORPORATION OF INDIA,
THROUGH : ZONAL MANAGER(WEST),
MISTRI BHAWAN, MUMBAI.

DIST. MANAGER,

FOOD CORPORATION OF INDIA,
DISTRICT OFFICE,

RAIPUR (CG).



=

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA FOR
ISSUANCE OF WRITS IN THE NATURE OF CERTIORARI,_MANDAMUS,
PROHIBITION AND OTHER SUITABLE WRIT, ORDER/DIRECTIONS TO THE
RESPONDENTS.
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_ , : - Shri Dhirendra Mishra, learned counsel for petitioner.
- 8hri UsN. Deo, on instructions from Shri A.S. Gaharwar

for respondentno.l.

Shri Rajeev Shrivaswta\ia; learned counsel fa the
respondent no.2.
| ' .— | Shri B.P. Gupta, learned counsel for responderks 7

nos.3 & 4 (FCI). EE e e

O RI{p E R

On 16/8/2001 noticel was J.ssued and an interim order
was passed to the effect that until the next date of hearing
the impugned order dated 30!/7/2001 (Annexure-P/lO) isswed
by the District Manager, shall remain suspended. It is con=-
tended by Shri Dhirendra MIbra, lear ned counsel for the
petitloner that the pet;.tio;ner had brought and unloaded
2000 qu.intals of boiled rice in the premises of F.C.I at
Nai,la. At th.i..s stage. Mr. B.P. Gupta, learned counsel for

respondents nos. 3 and 4 «submits that some quant:i.ty was

earlier deposited and some more quantity was subseque.ntly
depos:.ted. It is also furt er contended by Shri Gupta

that far want of productioni certgfﬁz.ﬁtf, certain quantity

- of- rice could not. be depos ﬂtedﬁ‘ﬁowever, it is submitted
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8hri Mishra that producti

from the Competent Author

interim order passed by t
concerned Authority ought

the supply of rice by th

loss was also sustained b

to Mr. Gupta, learned cou

meets the minium standard

However, it ie'centended

according to Mr,., Mishra,

upon verification, if rice supplied by the writ petitione}wg

e

on certificate duly obtained

ity has since been subnitted,

It is further submitted by Shri Mishra that in view of

his Court on 16/8/2001, the
to have verifiedand accept%;““

Povever,

e writ petitioner,

about 15 days the trucks: Were lying there and in the process

y the writ petitioner. According

nsel for respondents nos. 3 and 4,

, there is no reason to reject.

that if rice thus supplied is not

quallty of rice. chever

supply alrmady made by th

sub ject to submission of

other persons such certif

it is how the thlng is do

froductien'certificate

it is submitted‘by Shri Mishra that in respect of

| from the cOmpetent Authorltv.

good in terms of specificetion/standard laid down in this
regard, then the Authority has no alternatiVe, but to reject.

It appears that I need no give any flnding as reggrds the,

since rice is also perlshable

good;. the Competent Auth rity should immediatelyw,-rlﬁy

and take final decxs;on o acceptance or rejection of the

petitioner. This shall be ‘done

hough
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cate is not insisted upon, if -
/
e, then the petitioner must comply

with the requlrement of sybm;ssion of product;on certificate
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Let it be done Within

¢ertain quantity of rice is r
is no harm supplying sample o
betitioner, if requested, in
should also be done in accor

down in this regard.

ten days from t oday.

If
jected, in my view, there
re jected rice to the

his regard. However, such

nce with procedure laid

" The petition is dispoped of.

Certified copy as per|rules,
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Chief Justice



