
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10892 of 2010 

====================================================== 

Samagra Vikas Mission,  Nichali Kila,Garhpar, P.O + P.S. Biharsharif, 

District- Nalanda through Mr. Manoranjan Kumar Managing Director Cum 

Secretary. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The Union of India.   

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Non Conventional Energy Sources, Govt. of 

India, New Delhi. 

3. The All India Women's Conference, Sarojini House No.- 6, 

Bhagwandas Road , New Delhi - 110001 through its President.   

4. The Chair Person,  Rural Energy Department All India Women's 

Conference, Sarojani House No.- 6, Bhagwan Das Road , New Delhi - 

110001 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Surendra Kumar 

For the Respondent/s       :     None. 

 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 20-03-2015 Heard learned counsel appearing on behalf of the 

petitioner. However, none appears on behalf of the respondents, 

though the name of the learned counsel appearing on their behalf 

is printed in the daily cause list. 

The matter at issue is claim of the petitioner for payment 

of  alleged contractual dues of Rs.86,500/- for the works  allegedly 

done in the year 2000-2002.  

According to the learned counsel, the work was allotted 

to the petitioner- a registered society, by the respondent No.3- The 

All India Women's Conference. The works are said to have been 

completed in the year  2002 and  bills were submitted for payment, 

but the  payments have not been made till date. Admittedly, the 

present writ petition was filed on 14.07.2010, after a long delay. 

There is undue and unexplained delay of more than 8 years in 

approaching this Court in the present proceeding. Furthermore, 
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learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner has not been 

able to show that the respondent no.3 is either a statutory body or 

an instrumentality of the State.  

In above view of the matter, no relief can be granted to 

the petitioner in the present writ petition. It is accordingly, 

dismissed. 

 

 
 

 

BTiwary/- 

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J) 
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