IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.8520 of 2025

Afroz Ansari, Aged about 41 years, Male, S/o Matalub Ansari, R/o- Village-
Chainpur, PO-Chainpur, P.S.-Chainpur, Dist-Kaimur (Bhabua).

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
1.  The State of Bihar through its Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar.
2. The Principle Secretary Ministry of Panchayat Raj, Patna.
3. The Principle Secretary, Rural Development, Patna.
4.  The District Magistrate, Kaimur at Bhabua.
5. The Chainpur Panchayat Secretary, Panchayat, Chainpur, Kaimur Bhabua.
6. The Commissioner Patna Division, Bihar, Patna.
7.  The Sub-Divisional Officer, Kaimur, Bhabua.
8.  The BDO, Kaimur, Bhabhua.
...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Vinod Kumar Seth, Advocate
Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Advocate
Mr. Arvind Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Advocate General
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ALOK KUMAR SINHA
ORAL ORDER
(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)
2 12-09-2025 In the instant writ petition, petitioner has prayed for

the following reliefs :

“i.  To direct the concerned
authorities to ensure that the funds allocated for
development projects in all
Block/Panchayat/Ward are distributed equitably
and transparently, in view of the letter no. 10
P/G.S. 15 — 02/2017/270/P.S. (Annexure P/I),
Patna dated 09.01.2023, established guidelines
for the uplifiment of the downtrodden people of
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the society, who are always at the stake of
welfare state.

ii. Issue a writ of Mandamus or any
other appropriate writ, or direction to the
respondents to conduct a thorough investigation
into the alleged fovouritism and allocation of
government funds in its true spirit or not by the
responsible respondents amongst the citizen of
that locality in view of the scheme as made by
the state for the welfare.

iii. To direct the concerned
authorities to take appropriate action against
the officer(s) responsible for the corruption Act
and any other relevant laws.

iv. Issue any other appropriate order
or direction as this hon’ble court may deem fit
and proper in the interest of justice and fair

governance.”

2. The reliefs sought is not supported by any material
information read with the particular scheme, in which year such
scheme was existing and there are irregularities. In the absence
of these material, the petitioner has not made out a case. Hence

the present writ petition stands dismissed.

(P. B. Bajanthri, ACJ)

(Alok Kumar Sinha, J)



