
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9296 of 2021

======================================================
Indu Devi, Wife of Jai Ram Sah, Resident of Village-Gaura Hasanpur, P.O.-
Teghra, District-Begusarai.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. The Principal Secretary, Deptt. of Industries, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Begusarai.

4. The District Development Commissioner, Begusarai.

5. Uco Bank through the Branch Manager Daniyalpur Branch, Begusarai.

6. The Branch Manager, Uco Bank, Daniyalpur Branch, Begusarai.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Kumar Praveen, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Abbas Haider, SC-6
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH)

3 22-02-2022 Heard learned counsel for the parties.

The petitioner is seeking a direction to the respondent

authorities,  particularly the UCO Bank, Daniyalpur Branch in

the district of Begusarai to immediately release the loan amount

in her favour under Pradhan Mantri Mudra Yojna. She is further

seeking a direction to fix the responsibility and accountability of

the person concerned who is responsible for creating hurdle in

sanctioning the loan in favour of the petitioner under the said

Scheme.
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The  petitioner  has  not  brought  on  record  the  said

Scheme under which she is raising her claim. Learned counsel

for  the  petitioner  has  submitted  that  despite  the fact  that  the

petitioner had been approaching the Bank with an application

for loan,  she had to send the loan application through speed-

post. The said submission is not substantiated by any statement

made in the writ application.

The petitioner has further asserted that he has put the

respondents No. 3 to 6 on a notice under Section 80 of the CPC

on 14.12.2020.

On perusal of the materials on record, we are of the

view that because of insufficient pleadings on record, this writ

petition deserves to be dismissed and is accordingly dismissed.
    

Rajesh/-

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J) 

 ( Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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