
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9050 of 2017

======================================================
Ravi Shankar Mishra son of Sri Subash Chandra Mishra, R/o Village + P.O.-

Raj Panjiarwa, PS.- Sagauli, Dist- East Champaran.

...  ...  Petitioner/s

Versus

1. Government of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Bihar, 

2. Principal Secretary, Vigilance Department, Government of Bihar, Patna. 

3. Director General, Vigilance Department, Bihar, Patna. 

4. The Collector, East Champaran, Motihari. 

5. The B.D.O. Sugauli, B.D.O. East Champaran, Motihari. 

...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Dinu Kumar,

 Ms. Ritika Rani, 
 Mr. Vijay Kumar Vimal, Advocates 

For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Anand Kumar, A.C. to A.A.G. 3
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S. KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE)

15 17-02-2020 Petitioner has prayed for the following releifs:-

“a.  For  directing  to  the  Director  General,

Vigilance  to  enquire   to  the  matter  after

lodging  the  FIR  about  misappropriation  of

Govt.  money amounting more than 80 lacks

in  installation  of  hand  pipe  in  Gram

Panchayat,  Pajiarwa  by  the  concerned

Mukhiya,  Gram  Panchayat  Sewak,  Junior

Engineer, Panchayat Secretary.
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b.  Also  for  direction  to   respondents  to

recover  the  loss  of  the  Govt.  money  in

installation of  hand pipes in Gram Panchayat,

Panjiarwa under the 4th Finance Commission

and  13th finance  commission  in  order  to

compensate loss of public money. 

c. Also for direction to respondents to enquire

into  the  matter  of  role  of  the  authority

concerned  who  has  failed  to  take  action

against  the  persons  involved  in

misappropriation of the Govt. money despite

the representation made by the petitioner.

d.  Also for  necessary relief,  order,  direction

for which the petitioner  is entitled in the eyes

of law.”

 

Having heard learned counsel  for the parties, we are

of the considered view that the present petition filed in the year

2017  has  outlived  its  purpose  inasmuch  as  pursuant  to  the

direction  issued by the court, the matter was got enquired into

and appropriate action has been taken, which is apparent from

affidavit dated 22nd September, 2018, annexed as Annexure A,

filed on behalf of the  respondents. 

At this stage, Mr. Dinu Kumar states that petitioner

may  be  permitted  to    approach  the  authorities  concerned

challenging  the  adequacy  of  the  inquiry  report  or  he   may

agitate the issue  with regard to inaction on a particular specified
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area/aspect. 

Liberty granted. 

Petition stands disposed of reserving liberty aforesaid.
    

Sanjay/-

(Sanjay Karol, CJ) 

 ( S. Kumar, J)

U


