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Shree Subansh Jha Gyanendra Sanskrit Prathmik Sah Madhyamic Vidyalaya,
'@ajaari Brit District Sheohar through its Headmaster Bimal Chandra Jha, Wife of
Sri Gﬂa'hend Kumar Jha, resident of Village-Sugia Katsari, P.S.- Sheohar, District-
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.9968 of 2014

Sheohar.
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-~ Joint Secretary to Govt., Department of Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.

SN

........ Petitioner
Versus
The State; of Bihar through the Principal Secretary (Secondary Education),
Department of Education, Bihar, Patna.
The Principal Secretary, Department of Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.
gl’p- pecial Director (Sanskrit), Department of Education, Government of
ihar, Patna.

Bihar Sanskrit Shiksha Board, East Boring Canal Road, Patna through
Secretary.
Chairman, Bihar Sanskrit Shiksha Board, East Boring Canal Road, Patna.

7. The Secretary, Bihar Sanskrit Shiksha Board, East Boring Canal Road, Patna.
........ Respondents

Appearance :

For the Petitioner : Mr. Durga Nand Jha, Advocate

Fort the State : Mr. Arvind Kumar-1, SC13

For B.S.S.B. ) Mr. P.N. Kumar, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 15-10-2015

Heard counsel for the petitioner, counsel for the State
as well as counsel appearing on behalf of Bihar Sanskrit Shiksha
Board.

The only reason why the claim for recognition of the
Institution was rejected by the Joint Secretary, Education Department,
Government of Bihar on 22.07.2011 as per Annexure-9 is
insufficiency of fund in the security fund/security money.

Submission of the counsel for the petitioner is that there

was some miscommunication because subsequently Bihar Sanskrit
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Shiksha Board has informed the State that the actual balance available
under the said head is said to be Rs. 88,989/-.

\_ﬂ" In view of the same, the writ application is disposed of
with a direction upon the respondent-state authorities to reconsider the
matter and take a fresh decision within a reasonable time frame

’I*G preferably within a period of six months from the date of production

of a copy of this order.

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J.)




