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In the matter of:

M/s Mohit Store

F7/443, Sultanpuri, Dethi - 110 086, AND
R/o A-45, Raj Park, Sultanpuri,
Delhi-110086.

Through Sh. Anil Kumar

Versus

The Assistant Commissioner (North-West)
Department of Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs,
GNCT of Delhi.

ORDER

This Order shall dispose of the Review Appeal dated 31-05-2022 filed by the appellant,
Sh. Anil Kumar of M/s Mohit Store having premises at F7/443, Sultanpuri, Delhi - 110 086 and
having R/o A-45, Raj Park, Sultanpuri, Delhi-110086 for Review of Order of Appellate Authority
dated 19-05-2016, under Delhi Specified Articles (Regulation of Distribution) Order 1981 and
Public Distribution System Order, 2001.

1. The Brief Facts of the case are as under:-

i.  That the Appellant has stated that the resbondent raised vacancies for fair price
shop in North-West Distt, Dehi. It was categorically decided that the preference
shall be given to the Handicapped persons for running said fair price shop. Apart
from this, there was other conditions for allotment of FPS such as educational
qualification, measurement of shop, financial soundness etc. The appellant
fulfilled all the conditions as required under Order the policy for issue of license
of fair price shop (FPS) in Delhi dated 27-07-2015.
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The Appeal of the appellant has already been decided vide Appeal no. 87/2016 vide No,
PS/SS(Admn)/PFS Appeal/F&S/2016/416-417 dated 19-05-2016 considering following
contentions-

“... 3. The Appellant in his review appeaf has stated the following:
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That the respondent raised vacancies for FPR in District North West. It was
categorically stated ‘that préference shall be given to the Handicapped persons for
running the said FPs. Apart from this, there were other conditions for allotment of FPs
such regarding educational qualification, measurement of shop, financial soundness, elc.
That the appellant being a handicapped and unemployed person have applied for
allotment of FPs vide application dated 28.10.2014 and submitted all then reguired
documents. The applicant has also submitted handicapped certificate, mark sheet of 12
class, required documents of shop stating thereby measurement of shop, front road size
of shop, letter from local MLA, financial soundness etc. The said application of the
appellant was duly acknowledged by the respondent vide recejpt no. 000079006 dated
28.12.2014.

That the respondent sent a meeting notice dated 20.08.2015 thereby called the appellant
fo appear before Selection Board, consisting of Dy. Commissioner (Revenue), North
West Distt,, AC (NW) and AC (North) District

That on 00.06.2015 the appellant appeared before the Selection Board and submitted all
his original documents.

That the respondent vide letter dated 19.9.2015 rejected the candidature of the appellant
without assigning any reason.

That the respondent has given no reason for rejecting the candidature of the appellant
and therefore the impugned orders are baseless, malafide and are based on surmises
and confectures, therefore the impugned order dated 19.9.2015 is liable to be set aside
and guashed. ;
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in the business premises of the appellant, |, therefore, égree with the decision of the
Selection Board that the appellant does not fulfill the requirement for allotment of FPS jn
this case.

7. In view of the above, | do not find any merit in the appeal fand therefore reject the
same. As a result, the order dated 19.09.2015 passed by the Licensing Authority, AC (North-
West) is upheld._.”

After hearing the contentions, examining the written submissions and perusing other
relevant records placed in the case file, it is noted that-

i.  That the appeal has already been decided vide Appeal no. 87/2016 and conveyed
vide No. PS/SS(Admn)/PFS Appeal/F&S/2016/416-417 dated 19-05-2016.

ii.  And that no new material fact, which has not already been considered, is placed
on record.

In the light of the aforesaid, the instant Review Appeal is devoid of any merit, and is
accordingly dismissed.

Parties be informed accordingly.

Special Commissioner (F&S)/
Appellate Authority
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(ARUN KUMAR JHA)
Special Commissioner (F&S)/
Appellate Authority
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Order on Departmental website.



