
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2557 of 2014 

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

1. Shobh Nath Das  Son Of Late Hari Das Resident Of East Gurhatta Chowk, P.O.- 

Mirjhanhat, P.S- Mojahidpur, District- Bhagalpur 

2. Amit Kumar Son Of Uma Kant Ram Resident Of D.N. Singh Ghat Road, 

Deepnagar, P.S.- Kotwali, District- Bhagalpur 

3. Ghanshyam Das Son Of Jagannath Das Resident Of Noorpur, P.S. Nathnagar, 

District- Bhagalpur 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar through Its Chief Secretary, Govt. Of Bihar, Patna   

2. The Principal Secretary, Department Of Education, Government Of Bihar, Patna   

3. The Joint Secretary, Department Of Education, Government Of Bihar, Patna   

4. The District Education Officer, Bhagalpur   

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s   :         Mr Ganpati Trivedi, Sr. Advocate 

                                           Mr. Manoj Kumar Jha 

For the Respondent/s :        Mr. Dilip  Kumar, AC to GA 2 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI 
ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 27-01-2015 

 

 This Court is not required to interfere with Annexure- 

11 series when a clear and categorical finding emerges therefrom 

about the authenticity of the institution from where the so-called 

teachers training degree has been obtained.  The petitioners cannot 

succeed by inference. If the institution is authentic and it has valid 

recognition then the Court fails to understand as to why impeccable 

evidence was not brought on record even at this stage by these 

petitioners with the writ application. Circumstances do not establish 

authenticity or existence of the institution especially when clear and 

categorical affidavit has been filed on behalf of the State that when the 
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authorities of the Education Department made physical enquiry, they 

could not locate and discover the institution and nobody could certify 

its existence. 

With this kind of controversies, this Court is not 

required to hold in favour of the petitioners or their so-called degree 

obtained from the institution they supposedly pursued their 

education. 

Writ application is dismissed. 
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                                                (Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J) 
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