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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.352 of 2014

quh Syndicate, an non-Governmental Organization through its Secretary Kumar
Mrltu*éy, Son of Shri Vinay Kumar Sharma, office and residence situated at
Mohalla - Miscout Lane No. 5, P.S. - Mithanpura, Town and District, Muzaffarpur

........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar, through the Principal Secretary, Department of Education,
New Segretariat, Vikas Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna
tEte Project Director, Bihar Education Project Council (Bihar Shiksha

Or
OFF IILF’;1’|y01ana) Shiksha Bhawan, Saidpur, Patna

3. District Magistrate, Madhubani-cum-Chairman, District Executive Committee,
Bihar Education Project Council, Madhubani

4. District Education Officer (Formerly designated as District Superintendent of
Education)-Cum-District Programme Officer, Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan, Madhubani

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Kishore Kumar Thakur, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Shailendra Kr. Jha, A.C. to A.A.G. 13
For the BEPC : Mr. Girijish Kumar, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 02-02-2015

Heard the parties.

The petitioner, claiming to be a recognized and
registered non-governmental organization, has established regional
training centre/Utpreran Kendra for inspiring the rural illiterate
children between the age group of 11 to 14 years to take up education
as, for providing such special training, the State had decided to
establish such centres for which the petitioner was given contract.

The petitioner claims that it had worked and about

rupees seven lacs were paid but it claims that even for its work done
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an amount of Rs.2,028,80/- is still due and has not been paid even
though the petitioner has given a representation to the District
Programme Officer, Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan, Madhubani as contained
in Annexures 4 and 5 and utilization certificate for that has already
been deposited which is also appended as part of Annexure 3.

In above view of the matter, this writ application is
being disposed of with a direction to the respondent no.4 to take a
decision with regard to the representation of the petitioner on its own
merit and in accordance with law within a period of one month from
the date of receipt/production of a copy of this order by the petitioner.
If some amount is found to be admissible to the petitioner then that

should be paid to it within a further period of two months.

(Dr. Ravi Ranjan, J)




