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                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                        CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                        CIVIL APPEAL NO. 980 OF 2014
                               ARISING OUT OF
                SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO. 18242 OF 2011

           JAGDISH NARAIN SHUKLA                Appellant(s)

                            VERSUS

           UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                Respondent(s)

                                    ORDER

                Leave granted.
                Heard learned counsel for the appellant. Despite notice, no
           one appears for the respondents.
                The appellant claims to be  a  journalist.  He  filed  Writ
           Petition  No. M/B 4188/2010 before the High Court  of  Judicature
           at Allahabad, Lucknow Bench pointing out  various  irregularities
           allegedly  committed  by  different  officials   of   the   State
           Government of Uttar Pradesh with regard to the implementation  of
           the Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Act,  2005
           (for short "NREGA"). In the writ  petition,  the  appellant  also
           gave specific instances of irregularities allegedly committed  by
           government officials. The High Court  initially  entertained  the
           writ petition as a Public Interest Litigation and  adjourned  the
           matter from time to time to enable the State Government  and  its
           officers to reply to the various allegations  of  irregularities,
           but by the  impugned  order  dated  19th  April,  2011,  abruptly
           dismissed the writ petition saying that  the  appellant  has  not
           filed a complaint under the provisions  of  the  U.P.  Employment
           Guarantee Grievance Redressal Mechanism Rules, 2009.
                We have perused the writ petition and  we  find  that  some
           serious irregularities have been alleged  in  the  writ  petition
           which require consideration by the High  Court,  particularly  in
           view of the fact that NREGA has  been  enacted  with  a  laudable
           object to  the  benefit  of  the  people  with  regard  to  rural
           employment and if a grievance with specific allegations  is  made
           by a member of public bona fide  that  the  NREGA  is  not  being
           implemented in the manner consistent with its objects,  the  High
           Court should take an active interest in at  least  ensuring  that
           the Act is implemented to achieve its objects by the  authorities
           concerned.
                We, therefore, set aside the impugned  order  of  the  High
           Court  and  remand  the  matter  to  the  High  Court  for  fresh
           consideration in accordance with law.



                The appeal stands disposed of.

                                          ................................J.
                                                              (A.K. PATNAIK)

                                          ................................J.
                                          (FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM KALIFULLA)

     NEW DELHI,
     JANUARY 27, 2014
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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).18242/2011
(From the judgement and order  dated 19/04/2011 in WP No.M/B 4188/2010
 of The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD, BENCH AT LUCKNOW)

JAGDISH NARAIN SHUKLA                             Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                             Respondent(s)
(With prayer for interim relief)

Date: 27/01/2014  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM KALIFULLA

For Petitioner(s)    Mr. M.C. Dhingra, Adv.
                        Mr. Piyush Kant Roy, Adv.

                        Mr. Gaurav Dhingra, Adv.

For Respondent(s)    Mr. Praveen Swarup, Adv. (N.P.)

                     Mr. Adarsh Upadhyay, Adv. (N.P.)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R
           Leave granted.

           The appeal stands disposed of in terms of the signed order.

         (G. SUDHAKARA RAO)              (SHARDA KAPOOR)



            COURT MASTER                        COURT MASTER
                  (SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE)


