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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.9961 of 2015

Sikandar Mahto, Son of Shree Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
Manoj Das, SOn of Late Ramji Das, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

. Banarsi Mahto, Son of Khepadi Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-

Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
Suren Mahto, Son of Shiv Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
Tanik Mahto, Son of Kalicharan Mahto, Resident of Village- Paharpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
Faudi Mahto, Son of Lachhu Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
Dilip Kumar, Son of Bouku Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

. Bishundeo Tanti, Son of Late Shyam Lal Tanti, Resident of Village- Kiranpur,

P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

. Fudo Devi, Wife of Anandi Das, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-

Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Rita Devi, Wife of Mantoo Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Mira Devi, Wife of Awadhesh Kumar, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Anandi Mahto, Son of Late Charitra Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Ram Bilash Mandal, Son of Soshan Mandal, Resident of Village- Kiranpur,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Sonu Mahto, Son of Kalicharan Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Bhubneshwar Mahto, Son of Late Fulo Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Rameshwar Mahto, Son of Charitra Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Dhodhai Mahto, Son of Late Gonu Mahto, Resident of Village- Kiranpur,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Ashok Paswan, Son of Ramesh Paswan, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Sikandar Yadav, Son of Ram Chandra Yadav, Resident of Village- Paharpur,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Rajesh Yadav, Son of Kamo Yadav, Resident of Village- Paharpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

Darish Mian, Son of Late Jumman Mian, Resident of Village-Haibatganj,
P.S.- Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
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22. Bilash Yadav, Son of Bindeshwari Yadav, Resident of Village- Paharpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

23. Razia Devi, Wife of Wakil Sharma, Resident of Village- Kiranpur, P.S.-
Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.

...... Petitioners
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary, Department of Rural Development,
Government of Bihar, Patna.
The District Magistrate, Lakhisarai.
The District Programme Officer, Lakhisarai.
The District Development Officer, Lakhisarai.
The Block Programme Officer, Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
The Block Development Officer, Surajgarha, District-Lakhisarai.
Smt. Bindu Devi, Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Raj Kiranpur P.S.- Surajgarha,
District-Lakhisarai.

Nk W

...... Respondents

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ambika Bhagat, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Prabhat Ranjan, A.C. to G.P.-6

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

4 21-01-2019 No one appears for the petitioners.

Learned counsel for the State is present and
submits that the claim has been made for payment of wages for
the work done by the petitioners under Mahatama Gandhi Rural
Employment Guarantee Act (for short “MANREGA”)

A counter affidavit has been filed by the State,
wherein the statement has been made that whatever the money
was to be paid under that scheme has already been paid to the
petitioners. In such view of the matter, this writ petition has

been rendered infructuous.
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It appears that there is no contradiction about the
payment made to the petitioners engaged under MANREGA
scheme and there is no rejoinder to the statements made in
paragraph no.8 of the counter affidavit.

In such view of the matter, this writ petition is

dismissed as having become infructuous.

(Shivaji Pandey, J)
pawan/-




