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04-09-2018

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.18258 of 2017

1. Jitendra Kumar, Son of Naresh Prasad, Resident of Village- Ghora
Katora, Giriyak, P.O. Giriyak, P.S.- Giriyak, District- Nalanda (Bihar), Pin
Code- 8031009.

........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Social Welfare
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.
2. Principal Secretary, Social Welfare Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.
3. District Magistrate, Nawada, District- Nawada (Bihar).
4. District Programme Officer, Nawada, District- Nawada (Bihar).
5. Child Development Project Officer, Kauakol, District- Nawada (Bihar).

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Alok Kumar Sinha, Sr. Advocatge
Mr. Bhola Kumar, Advocate
Mr. Ashish Sinha, Advocate.
For the State . Mr. Rajesh Kumar, AC to GP3

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel for the State.

The petitioner is challenging the order dated
19.11.2017 (Annexure-28) from which it appears that the
petitioner at the time of filing the application has attached the
certificate issued by T.S. College, Hisua and when a final
time came for selection he has attached the certificate issued
by the Chatrapati Sahuji Maharaj University, Kanpur and the
certificate attached along with the application was found to

be a forged and fabricated document.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that when
the petitioner was having a genuine certificate there was no
question for attaching the certificate which was called to be a
forged and fabricated document. It has been done by certain
person who has inimical term with the petitioner.

These are disputed question of fact but finding has
recorded by the Collector that the petitioner has attached the
certificate along his application for the selection issued from
office of T.S. Collee, Hisua which was found to be forged
and fabricated document. In such circumstances, again
submission of certificate itself depicts the manner the
petitioner has tried to mislead the institution for selection.

This Court does not find any merit in this writ petition.

It is accordingly dismissed.

(Shivaji Pandey, J)



