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Mr. Nilotpal Chatterjee

… … for the State
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In this petition the allegation made by the

petitioner is that in village Khodambari-1 Gram Panchyet

of district Purba Medinipur, large scale of defalcation and

misappropriation of funds, meant for the purpose of

MGNREGA, has been done.

It has been alleged in the petition that the fake job

cards in the name of the persons other than beneficiaries

have been open and the payments have been made in the

fake bank accounts.

Submission of learned counsel for the petitioner is

that as many as 400 bank accounts in the Axis bank

having branches in Maharashtra but having no branch in

or near the village have been open and the amount have

been paid for imaginary work in the fake accounts.

The allegations which have been made in the

petition need factual enquiry.
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Learned counsel for the State has fairly submitted

that such an enquiry can be conducted by the

respondent no.12, District Magistrate and Collector and

District Programme Coordinator, Tamluk.

Hence, we dispose of the present petition

permitting the petitioner to file an appropriate detailed

representation along with all the supporting material

before the respondent no.12, District Magistrate and

Collector and District Programme Coordinator, Tamluk.

On the receipt of the said representation the respondent

no.12 will conduct an enquiry in respect of the allegation

made in the representation and if in the enquiry the

allegations are found to be correct then appropriate

action in accordance with law will be taken against the

persons who are found responsible for such illegality and

irregularity.

Let this exercise be completed by the respondent

no.12 within a period of three months from the date or

receipt of the representation.

Since affidavits have not been called for, therefore

this Court is not expressing any opinion on the

allegations made in the petition.

The petition is accordingly disposed of.

 (Prakash Shrivastava, C.J.)

(Rajarshi Bharadwaj, J.)


