
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16829 of 2024

======================================================
Nityanand Jha S/o- Late Deo Krishna Jha Resident of Village- Bhalpatti, P.S.-
Bhalpatti  O.P.,  District-  Darbhanga,  presently  residing  at  B/405,  Lotus
Apartment, Patliputra Colony, Boring Road, Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar, through the Secretary, Rural Development Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Director, Panchayat Raj Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Darbhanga.

4. The District Programme Officer, Darbhanga.

5. District Programme Co-Ordinator, Darbhanga.

6. Block Development Officer, Sadar, Darbhanga.

7. Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Raj, Bhalpatti, Sadar, Darbhanga.

8. Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Raj, Bhalpatti, Sadar, Darbhanga.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Suresh Mishra, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. P.K. Shahi, Advocate General
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE)

2 22-11-2024   The petitioner  has  filed the above Public  Interest

Litigation  seeking  a  direction  to  execute  the  allotted

development  schemes/programmes  for  Financial  Years  2021-

2022  and  2022-2023  properly  in  the  Gram  Panchayat  Raj,

Bhalpatti  for  which  amounts  have  already  been  withdrawn.

Vague allegations are made of Government funds having been

allotted and several irregularities being noticed. The petitioner
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has also extracted some schemes which are said to have been

proposed in Bhalpatti, Gram Panchayat Raj as per the response

to query under the Right  to Information Act  (RTI) and again

alleged  irregularity  and  embezzlement;  without  any

substantiation. 

2. We find absolutely no reason to proceed with the

writ petition filed without any substantiation of the allegations

based merely on the response in the RTI application and a paper

report.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed.
    

Anushka/-

(K. Vinod Chandran, CJ) 

 (Partha Sarthy, J)
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