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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6967 of 2014 

====================================================== 

1. Saryug Bind Son Of Late Sahdeo Bind Resident Of Village : Nishiyanwa, 

P.S. : Masaurhi, District : Patna. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar.   

2. The Commissioner-Cum-Secretary, Rural Development Department, 

Bihar, Patna.   

3. Joint Secretary, Rural Development Department, Bihar, Patna.   

4. Deputy Secretary, Rural Development Department, Bihar, Patna.   

5. Director, Rural Development Department, Bihar, Patna.   

6. Commissioner, Patna Division, Patna.   

7. Deputy Development Commissioner, Bihar, Patna.   

8. District Magistrate, Bihar, Patna.   

9. Sub-Divisional Officer, Masaurhi, Patna.   

10. Block Development Officer, Masaurhi, Patna.   

11. Prakhand Pramukh, Masaurhi, Patna.   

12. Mukhia, Gram-Panchayat Raj, Nishiyawan, P.S. - Masaurhi, Patna.   

13. Panchayat Secretary, Nishiyawan, P.S. Masaurhi, Patna.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      None 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Vivek Prasad, GP-7 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 

MANDAL 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 26-10-2016  None for the petitioner. Mr. Vivek Prasad GP-7 for 

the State is present. 

 Heard.  

 Mr. Prasad states that a counter affidavit has already 

been filed which  would  indicate that  illegalities/irregularities  in 

selecting the beneficiary of Indira Awas Yojana  have already 

been looked into and rectified. He has also objected to the petition 

filed by the petitioner on behalf of the  beneficiaries  alleging 
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illegalities/irregularities in selection of the beneficiary of Indira 

Awash Yojana.   

 In my view, such application, at the instance of the 

petitioner, would not be maintainable. That apart, from the 

averments made in the counter affidavit, this Court is satisfied that 

the respondents have addressed the irregularities  pointed out by 

the petitioner. 

 The application is dismissed.  

 

 
 

 

Shyam/- 

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J) 
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