
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9890 of 2017

======================================================
Vijay  Kumar  Son  of  Late  Munni  Lal  Resident  of  Village-Bajitpur,  Police
Station-Kadirganj, District-Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  Of  Bihar  through  the  Chief  Secretary,  Govt.  of  Bihar,  New
Secretariat, Patna-I

2. The Principal Secretary, Panchayati Raj Department, Government of Bihar,
New Secretariat, Patna-1 

3. THe Divisional Commissioner, Patna. 

4. The District Magistrate,Patna. 

5. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Masaurhi, Patna 

6. The Block development Officer, Masaurhi, Patna 

7. The Gram Panchayat Supervisor, Masaurhi, Patna. 

8. The Assistant Engineer, Masaurhi, Patna 

9. The Junior Engineer, Masaurhi, Patna. 

10. The Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Raj, Bhaiswan, Masaurhi, Patna. 

11. The Panchayat Sachiv, Gram Panchayat raj Bhaiswan, Patna. 
...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Vijay Kumar, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Kumar Alok- SC7
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. G. ANUPAMA CHAKRAVARTHY

ORAL JUDGMENT
Date : 30-08-2025

1.  The  Writ  petition  is  filed  for  the

following reliefs:

“(a)  Issuance  of  an

appropriate  writ/writs,  direction/

directions, order/orders for directing

the respondent Nos.  10 and 11 for

payment  of  Rs.  15,06,000/-  with

interest  of  completion  of  works  of

Scheme  No.  02  of  2015-16  and

Scheme No. 05 of 2015-16 which has

already been completed.
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(b)  To  grant  such  other

consequential  benefits  or  reliefs

including  the  penal  interest  as  the

petitioner is found entitled to in the

facts  and  circumstances  of  the

case.”

2. The brief facts, as culled out from the

Writ petition are that  Scheme No. 02 of 2015-16

was  sanctioned  for  construction  of  brick  soling,

drainage system and PCC work in Bhaiswan village

under Bhaiswan Gram Panchayat, from the house

of  Dilip  Ram  to  Tetar  Ram.  The  petitioner  was

appointed as  an  agent  for  execution  of  the  said

scheme  and  the  sanctioned  amount  was  Rs.

8,08,600/-.  The  petitioner  completed  the  entire

work under Scheme No. 02 of 2015-16, for which

he was  paid  only  Rs.  20,000/-  vide cheque Nos.

349082 and 349088, whereas the balance amount

of Rs. 7,86,600/- was not paid by respondent Nos.

10 and 11. Further, the petitioner also completed

the work under Scheme No. 05 of 2015-16, which

was sanctioned by the authority for construction of

brick  soling,  drainage  system  and  PCC  work  in

village Dariapur, Bhaiswan, Masaurhi, Patna, from
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Suryamandir  to  Sryug  Ravidas.  The  sanctioned

amount for the said work was Rs. 9,80,900/-.

3.  The  petitioner  completed  the  entire

works  under  both  the  schemes.  However,  in  the

month  of  June  2016,  after  Sadhu  Paswan  was

elected  as  Mukhiya  of  Gram  Panchayat  Raj,

Bhaiswan, the payments due to the petitioner were

avoided  for  reasons  best  known  to  the

respondents.  The  petitioner  approached

respondent Nos. 10 and 11 on several  occasions

for release of payments. As there is no other option

left to the petitioner, he was constrained to file the

present writ petition.

4. A detailed counter affidavit was filed

on behalf of the Respondent No. 6 admitting that

the  petitioner  has  completed  the  works  under

scheme No. 02 of 2015-16 and Scheme No. 05 of

2015-16.  It  is  also  admitted  that  the  petitioner

received only Rs. 20,000/- out of Rs. 8,08,600/- for

Scheme No. 02 of 2015-16, and Rs. 3,16,500/- out

of  Rs.  9,80,900/-  for  Scheme No.  05 of  2015-16.

The  counter  affidavit  further  disclose  that  the
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higher-up’s have not allotted the amount, and as

such,  the  payment  could  not  be  made  to  the

petitioner.  It  was  stated  that  whenever  the

amounts are allotted, the payments will be made.

5.  Heard  the  Learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner as well  as the Learned counsel for the

respondents. 

6. On perusal of the entire records and

considering  the  rival  submissions,  it  is  admitted

that the respondents are liable to pay the dues to

the  petitioner  for  the  works  completed  by  him.

Therefore, respondent Nos. 10 and 11 are directed

to pay the admitted dues to the petitioner as early

as  possible,  preferably  within  a  period  of  three

months from date of receipt of this order. 

7.  With  the  aforesaid  observations,  the

Writ petition stands disposed of. 
    

AMANDEEP/-
                         (G. Anupama Chakravarthy, J)
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