
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10640 of 2017 

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

1. Suman Kumar Singh, Son of Late Diwakar Prasad Singh, resident of 

Village- Borra, P.S.- Amdanda, District- Bhagalpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary Panchayati Raj 

Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.   

2. The Principal Secretary, Panchayati Raj Department, Govt. of Bihar, 

Patna.   

3. The District Magistrate, Bhagalpur.   

4. The Panchayat Raj Officer, Bhagalpur.   

5. The Block Development Officer, Sanhaula, Bhagalpur.   

6. The Panchayat Secretary, Borra Pathakdih, Sanhaula, Bhagalpur.   

7. The Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Borra Pathkadih, Sanhaula, P.S.- 

Amdanda, District- Sitamarhi.   

8. Subham Enterprises, Narayan Complex (Beloe Vijaya Complex), 

Gurudwara Road, Bhagalpur, District- Bhagalpur.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :      Mr. Shankar Kumar Thakur, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s       :      Mr. Ajay-GA-5 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

and 

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR 

UPADHYAY 

ORAL ORDER 

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE) 

 

2 03-08-2017 The grievance made by the petitioner in the petition 

in public interest is with regard to irregularity said to have been 

committed by respondent Nos. 6 and 7, it is a matter of enquiry in 

allotting the work of repairing of LED Solar light in the area in 

question to the respondent No. 8. 

 Keeping in view the averments made in the writ 

petition and the fact that the petitioner has already taken up the 
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issue to the District Magistrate, Respondent No. 3, we direct the 

District Magistrate to look into the matter and take action into the 

matter in accordance with law.  

Needless to emphasize that we have not expressed 

any opinion on the merit of the case. It is expected from the 

respondent No. 3 to proceed in accordance with law and do the 

needful within a reasonable period.  

With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed 

of.  

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

S.Pandey/- 

(Rajendra Menon, CJ) 

 

 

 

 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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