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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI

W.P.(C) No. 1448 of 2021

Sonali Automobiles, Thana Road, P.O and P.S. Panki, District- Palamau,
Jharkhand through its Proprietor Satyam Kumar, son of Pankaj Gupta,
Resident of Thana Road, P.O and P.S. Panki, District- Palamau, Jharkhand.

—_—

.. Petitioner(s)
-Versus-

. The State of Jharkhand.

The Chief Secretary, Govt. of Jharkhand, at Project Building, Dhurwa,
Ranchi.

The Secretary, Department of Transport, Govt. of Jharkhand, HEC
Building, near Project Building, Dhurwa, Ranchi.

The Transport Commissioner, Department of Transport, Govt. of
Jharkhand, HEC Building, near Project Building, Dhurwa, Ranchi.

The District Transport Officer, Palamau, Jharkhand. ...Respondent(s)

CORAM SRI ANANDA SEN, J.

For the petitioner(s): Mr. Ankit Apurva, Advocate.
For the State: Mr. Suresh Kumar, SC (L&C)-II

09/29.04.2026:
2.

Mr. Anshuman Kumar, AC to SC (L&C)-I

Heard the parties.
In this writ petition, the petitioner has prayed for following relief(s):-

(i) For direction upon the respondent authorities to
forthwith register Bharat Stage (BS)-1V vehicles having sold
before 1.4.2020 but the respondent No. 5 has refused to
register the vehicles without assigning any reasons, while
considering the fact;
(a) All the two-wheeler vehicles were sold in the
month of March 2020 confirming with the mandate
“no new motor vehicle conforming to the emission
standard Bharat Stage -IV shall be sold or
registered in the entire country with effect from
1.4.2020.
(b) On account of lockdown with effect from
23.3.2020 due to COVID pandemic, documents
relating to vehicles in question were presented
before respondent No. 4, when situation was little
relaxed for registration of vehicles but the said
authority refused to accept the document and
subsequent visits also fetched no result, in fact the
representation submitted before the authorities is
still awaiting response.
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(ii) To hold and declare that non-registration of BS-IV
vehicles sold in the month of March 2020 by the registering
authority is illegal, arbitrary and unjustified.
(iii)  For direction upon respondent No. 3 to consider the
representation of the petitioner and register the vehicles by
passing an appropriate order in the pending representations
of the petitioners which is pending since long but no order
has been passed till date.
3. It is the grievance of the petitioner that the vehicles, which the
petitioner had sold, are not being registered.
4. After going through the petition, especially the detailed chart
mentioned at pages 8 to 16, | find that none of the vehicles which the petitioner is
seeking to get registered, were sold by the petitioner as a dealer.
5. Further, the persons, who had purchased those vehicles, are also not
before this Court.
0. Thus, in my opinion, it cannot be said that the petitioner is an
aggrieved party to maintain this writ petition, as he has got no locus standi. This
writ petition is dismissed on this score alone.
7. If any of the purchaser comes to this Court seeking relief, it can be

considered.

(ANANDA SEN, J.)

29 April, 2026
Anu/-Cp2.
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