
 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI  

   W.P.(C) No. 289 of 2021    

The Vegetable Growers Co-operative Society Ltd., Lohardaga, through its 

Secretary, Dilip Oraon       …..  Petitioner           

          Versus 

The State of Jharkhand & Others      …..  Respondents       

            ----- 

         CORAM    

  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH SHANKAR 

            ----- 

For the Petitioner:       Mr. Abhinay Kumar  

For Respondent Nos.1,3-5:  Mr. Rohan Kashyap, A.C to G.A-II 

For Respondent No.2:   Mr. Saket Upadhyay 

            -----  

  

05/17.10.2022 Today the case has been listed under the heading ‘Fresh Filing 

(Admission)’.    

  It is jointly submitted by Mr. Rohan Kashyap, learned A.C to G.A-II 

appearing on behalf of the respondent Nos. 1, 3 to 5 and Mr. Saket Upadhyay, 

learned counsel for the respondent No.2, that a counter affidavit on behalf of 

the respondent Nos. 2 to 6 has already been filed.  

  Learned counsel for the respondent No.2 further submits that the 

respondent No.6 was earlier posted as the Managing Director of the Jharkhand 

State Adivasi Co-operative Marketing Federation Ltd., Ranchi, however, he was 

subsequently transferred from the said post. It is also submitted that the then 

Managing Director of the said Federation should not have been arrayed by 

name as the respondent No.6 in the present writ petition and the counter 

affidavit filed on behalf of the respondent Nos. 2 to 6 should be treated to have 

been filed on behalf of the respondent Nos. 2 to 5.  

  On this, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that since the 

petitioner has alleged malafide against the concerned Managing Director of the 

Jharkhand State Adivasi Co-operative Marketing Federation Ltd., Ranchi, he has 

separately been arrayed as the respondent No.6 in the present writ petition.   

  Be that as it may.  

  The counter affidavit filed on behalf of the respondent Nos. 2 to 6 will be 

treated to have been filed on behalf of the respondent Nos. 2 to 5 only.  

  Notice.  



  Necessity of issuance of notice to the respondent No.6 will be considered 

subsequently.    

  Put up this case after four weeks under the heading ‘For Admission’.   

  In the meantime, the petitioner may file its rejoinder affidavit.  

     I.A. No. 387/2022 

  The present interlocutory application has been filed on behalf of the 

respondent No.2 for early hearing of the present writ petition. 

  Since the present writ petition has already been taken on Board, there is 

no need to pass any order on the present interlocutory application and the same 

is accordingly disposed of.            

Satish/-         (RAJESH SHANKAR, J) 


