
 

     IN   THE   HIGH   COURT   OF   JHARKHAND   AT   RANCHI                                        
                                         F.A. No. 304 of 2023  

                               
The State of Jharkhand thorough Deputy Commissioner, Deoghar 

       …..    ......        Appellant 
Versus 

M/s Dabur India Limited through its duly constituted authorized signatory Sri. 
Ramesh Burman & Ors.                                  ….    ….  Respondents                                            
              ------                                              

  CORAM :  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUBHASH CHAND 
                    ------- 
 For the Appellant        : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Tiwari, SC-I 
             Mr. Krishna Kumar Bhatt, AC to SC-I       
 For the Respondents      : Mr. Subodh Kumar Jha, Advocate 
             Mr. Anand Kumar Sinha, Advocate  
                                                        -------- 
Order No.05 /Dated: 26th July, 2024 

1. Learned counsel for the appellant and learned counsel for the 

respondents are present. 

2.  It transpires from the office note that requisites were filed on behalf 

of the petitioner for service of notice upon respondent Nos.1 and 4 to 40 but 

no requisites were filed for service of notice upon respondent Nos.41 to 60. 

3.  It also transpires from the office note that on behalf of the respondent 

Nos.2 and 3 vakalatnama was filed by Mr. Anjani Kumar, learned Advocate. 

Vakalatnama was also filed on behalf of the respondent Nos.5, 6, 8 to 30, 32 

to 56, 58 and 59.  

4.  The requisites which were filed on behalf of the petitioner the same 

were not issued in compliance of order dated 03.07.2024 because there was no 

order to issue notice upon respondent Nos.41 to 60.  

5.  Since vakalatnama has been filed on behalf of the respondent Nos.5, 

6, 8 to 30, 32 to 56, 58 and 60, there is no requirement to issue notice upon 

them.  

6.  As such, let notice be issued to the respondent Nos.57 and 60 under 

registered cover with A/D as well as under ordinary process, for which, 

requisites etc. must be filed within two weeks.  

7.  The requisites of notice upon respondent Nos.1 and 4 to 40 were also 

filed on behalf of the petitioner but the same were not issued by the office 

because the requisites of notice were not filed upon the respondent Nos.41 to 

60.  
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8.  Let notice be issued to respondent Nos.1, 4, 7 and 31, requisites for 

the same is already on record, the same may be utilized.  

9.  List this case on 30.08.2024.        

                

                                                                                         (Subhash Chand, J.) 
Madhav/-   
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