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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.A.No.1215 of 2024

Lizasmita Nayak .... Appellant

Mr.Budhadev Routray, Sr. Advocate
alongwith Mr.Durgesh Narayan Rath, Advocate

^  -versus-

State of Odisha and others .... Respondents
Mr.Saswat Das, AGA

(for Respondents No. 1, 2 & 3)
Mr.Mahendra Kumar Sahoo, Advocate

(for Respondents No.4 & 5)

CORAM:

HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE SAVITRIRATHO

ORDER

Order No. 03.07.2024

01. This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. Issue notiee.

3. Mr. Saswat Das, learned Addl. Government Advocate accepts

notice on behalf of Respondents No.l to 3. Mr. Mahendra Kumar

Sahoo, learned counsel accepts notice on behalf of Respondents No.4 &

5.

4. Let required number of copies of the memo of appeal be served

upon the learned counsel for the above noted Respondents within a

week.

5. List this matter on 24.07.2024 with W.A. No.1157 of 2024 and

connected Writ Appeals.

Bichi

(Chakradltarl Sharan Singh)
Chief Justice

(Savitri Ratho)
Judge
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK
(CIVIL APPELLATE JURISl^TION)
Writ Appeal (Civil) No. i S. I pf 2024
(Arising out of W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016

decided on 28.03.2024)
Code No. I

Lizasmita Nayak Appellant
Vrs.

State of Odisha and others Respondents
INDEX

SI.

No

1

2

3

4

Description of documents Pages

Synopsis
Date Chart

Writ Appeal
Annexure-1 A copy of the writ petition

bearing W.P.(C) No. 720
of , 2016 along with
annexures appended
thereto.

Annexure-2 A copy of the counter filed
by the appellant.
A copy of the judgment
dated 28.03.2024 passed
in W.P.(C) No. 720 of
2016.

7. Annexure-4 A copy of the
advertisement dated
22.01.2011

8. Annexure-5 A copy of the clarification
dated 19.12.2011.

9- Vakalatnama

Annexure-3
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33

in

118

15^

m' 182-

Cuttack

Dt. 04.2024

By the appellant thr^gh

ADVOCATE
SHRIDURGESH NARAYAN RATH

ENROLMENT No. 0-1650/2000, MOB:-9861041020



[A]
SYNOPSIS

That the appellant by means of this writ

appeal has assailed the legality and propriety of the

judgment dated 28.03.2024 passed by the Hon'ble

Single Judge in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 since the

same has been passed affecting the right and

livelihood of the appellant and in clear non-

application of mind. It is also alleged 'by the

appellant that the writ petitioners by

misrepresentation of facts mislead this Hon'ble

Court and accordingly the order dated 28.03.2024

has been passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge.

Pursuant to an advertisement made in the

year 2011, the appellant along with others applied

for the post of Sikhya Sahayaks. The appellant was

selected and engaged in the year 2011. Some

unsuccessful candidate challenged the same before

this Hon'ble Court in different writ petitions on the

ground that the appellant and similarly placed other

employees got vocational qualification after +2

pass and basing on the vocational qualification,

they were engaged. Ultimately direction was issued

to the Collector-cum-CEO to examine the same.

The Collector opined that since there were no

restriction to prosecute vocational course after +2

course, therefore, such acquisition of vocational



qualification cannot be termed as fraud and as such

since such qualification has not yet been cancelled

by the competent authority, therefore, the

appointment of appellant is not illegal.

The said order ■ of the Collector was

challenged by the private respondents before this

Hon'ble Court, wherein the impugned order has

been passed. The appellant brought to the notice of

the Hon'ble Single Judge that the in the meantime

12 years have been passed and the appellant had

already been regularized as Level-V (A) Primary

School Teacher, and that apart till date such

certificates have not been cancelled by the

competent authority, therefore, on the behest of

unsuccessful candidates, the appellant should not

have been ousted from her job affecting her

livelihood and the livelihood of her family

members.

By the appellant through

Cuttack

Dt. .2024 ADVOCATE



DATE

22.01.2011

30.04.2011

05.05.2015

21.08.2015

28.03.2024

DATE CHART

EVENTS

An advertisement was floated for

engagement Sikhya Sahayaks.

The appellant was selected and

engaged as Sikhya Sahayak

Number of writ petitions filed

challenging such engagement

were disposed of vide order dated

05.05.2015 directing the

respondent no.2 to examine and

take a decision

The respondent no.2 passed the order

in favour of the appellant by holding

that there were no restriction on that

date to acquire qualification and that

too such certificates have not been

cancelled by the competent authority.

The Hon'ble Single Judge passed the

judgment allowing the writ petition

filed challenging the order dated

21.08.2015 passed by the respondent

no.2.

Cuttack

Dt .2024

By the appellant through

ADVOCATE



Presented on

Reglatw

IN I HE HIGH COURr OF ORISSA: CUTTACK

(CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION)

Writ Appeal (Civil) No. i I ̂  of 2024
(Arising out of W.P.(C) No.720 of 2016

decided on 28.03.2024)

IN THE MATTER OF :

An application under Clause-10 of

the Letter Patent's Act read with

Chapter-VIII RuIe-2 of the Orissa

High Court Rules.

AND

IN THE MATTER OF :

An Appeal against the judgment

passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge

dated 28.03.2024 passed in W.P.(C)

No.720 of 2016.

AND

IN THE MATTER OF :

•Li^ASwt^Nayak, aged about 37
years; D/o-Kartik Gh. Nayak, At-

Bachhada, P.O-Jagannathpur,

Bachhada, Di^trBhadrak, at present

working as Level-V (A) Teacher in

, P.S- Bont, Dist-Bhadrak.

Appellant
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-VERSUS-

1. State of Orissa, represented through

its Commissioner-cum- Seeretary,

School, & Mass Education

Department, At-Lok Seva Bhawan,-

Bhubaneswar, Dist-Khurdha, Odisha.

2. Colleetor-cum-Chief Executiye

Officer, Zilla Parishad, Bhadrak,

At/P.O/P.S/Dist-Bhadrak.

3. District Project Coordinator of

Bhadrak S.S.A., Bhadrak,

At/P.O/Dist-Bhadrak.

4. Jayantilata Sahoo, aged about 41

years W/o-Abhaya Kumar Behera,

At/P.O-Alabaga, Via-Ertal, Dist-

Bhadrak.

5. Jyotirmayee Nayak, aged about 45

years, W/o-Sukanta Kishore Nayak,

At-Chinol, P.O-Guagadia, Via-Ertal,

Dist-Bhadrak.

Respondents:.

6. Sanju Rana, aged about 38 years,

D/o-Lambodhar Rana, At/P.O-

Binayakpur, P.S-Basudevpur, Dist-

Bhadrak.

Pro form a Respondent.
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The matter out of wmfe]|^ihis"writ

appeal arises was before this

Hon'bie Court in W.P.(C) No. 720

of 2016 decided on 28.03.2024.

To

The Hon'bie the Chief Justice of Orissa High

Court and His Lordship's Companion Justices of

the said Hon'bie Court.

The Humble petition of the

Appellant named above.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellant by means of this writ

appeal has assailed the legality and propriety of the

judgment dated 28.03.2024 passed by the Hon'bie

Single Judge in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 since the

same has been passed affecting the right and

livelihood of the appellant and in clear non-

application of mind. The present appellant was the

opposite party no.4 in the said writ petition. It is

also alleged by the appellant that the writ

petitioners by misrepresentation of facts mislead

this Hon'bie Court and accordingly the order dated

28.03.2024 has been passed by the Hon'bie Single

Judge.



2. That it is respectfully submitted that the

present respondents 4 and 5, being the petitioenrs

have filed W.P.(G) No. 720 of 2016 challenging the

order dated 21.08.2015 passed by the Collector-

eum- Chief Executive Officer, Zilla Parishad,

Bhadrak in Misc. Case No. 03/2015 pursuant to

direction of this Court in W.P.(C) No. 5077 of

2014 and batch is under challenge in the present

writ application.

3. That it is respectfully submitted that the

present respondents 4 and 5, who are the

petitioners in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 have

averred that an advertisement was issued by the

Collector, Bhadrak on 22.01.2011 inviting

applications from eligible candidates for

engagement as Sikshya Sahayaks. The educational

qualification required was, the candidate must have

passed +2 examination in Science/Arts/Commerce

^  or its equivalent examination declared by

appropriate authority and C.T. training. Pursuant to

such advertisement, the petitioners submitted their

applications. A merit list was prepared for all

categories of candidates. Petitioner No.l was



placed at serial No. 4 of the merit list, Petitioner

No.2 at serial No.5 of SPIBC Female merit list.

4. It has been also averred that in the initial

provisional merit list of different categories,

vocational course qualified candidates were not

included, for which some of them approached this

Court in W.P.(C) No. 6438 of 2011 and 6458 of

2011. By order dated 18.03.2011, a coordinate

Bench of this Court disposed of the writ

applications directing that the cases of the

candidates (petitioners therein), who have

completed +2 Vocational course with C.T. training

shall be considered by the Collector-cum-CEO,

Zilla Parishad and the provisional list of selected

candidates already published shall be revised

accordingly. Pursuant to such order, a fresh merit

list was prepared including the candidates with

vocational qualification. At this stage some of the

candidates similarly situated as the petitioners

submitted grievance before the authorities that the

Vocational candidates and Upasastri candidates had

obtained those certificates by suppressing the fact

of their passing +2 Arts/Commerce/Science

examination earlier, which amounts to fraud.



Further, some bonafide candidates having

Vocational qualification approached this Court in

W.P.(C) No. 7478 of 2011, which was disposed of

by order dated 24.03.2011 directing the District

Project Coordinator, SSA, Bhadrak to consider and

dispose of the representation submitted by those

petitioners within three weeks. Accordingly,

opposite party Nos. 2 and 3 conducted enquiry into

the allegations regarding submission of fake

certificates but without completing the same,

published a second merit list including their names

with the remark that enquiry is pending against the

Vocational and Upasastri candidates. Being

aggrieved, some similarly situated persons

approached this Court in W.P.(C) No. 18256 of

2011, which was disposed of by order dated

15.07.2011 with direction to the authorities to

complete the enquiry and thereafter consider the

representation of the petitioners in the light of the

enquiry report. It was however, made clear that the

authorities shall not appoint the candidates against

whom the enquiry is pending till it is complete.

Notwithstanding such order, the opposite party

Nos. 2 and 3 asked the Vocational/ Upasastri



candidates to furnish an undertaking that they had

not passed +2 Arts/Commerce/Science before

obtaining Vocational/ Upasastri certificates. The

concerned candidates submitted individual

undertakings that they had not passed any other +2

course examination other than Vocational/

Upasastri examination and if such undertaking is

found to be incorrect they shall be disengaged from

the post of Sikshya Sahayak. As such, opposite

party Nos. 2 and 3 issued conditional engagement

orders in favour of those candidates making it

subject to the order of this Court in W.P.(C) No.

7478 of 2011 with further stipulation that if any

irregularity is detected in future, the engagement

would be terminated. The enquiry proceeded

thereafter and on its completion it was established

that all those candidates had passed +2 examination

earlier but had suppressed such fact to further

prosecute Vocational/ Upasastri courses in

contravention of the CHSE Act and Regulations

and Sanskrit University Regulations. Accordingly,

all six candidates including the private opposite

party Nos. 4 and 5 were issued with second show

cause notices for disengagement. Said private



opposite parties approached this Court in W.P.(C)

No.32024 of 2011, in which an interim order of

protection was granted. At this stage, the

petitioners and similarly placed candidates, who

had been deprived of appointment because of the

inclusion of the Vocational/Upasastri candidates

filed independent writ applications challenging the

engagement of the so called fake candidates.

Several such writ applications having been filed,

all were clubbed together and finally disposed of

by a common order passed by this Court on

05.05.2014 in W.P.(C) No. 5077 of 2014 and batch.

After taking note of the relevant facts, a coordinate

Bench of this Court, inter alia, held as follows: ''In

view of the above, the Collector-cum-C.E.O. S.S.A.

Bhadrak is directed to take a decision by taking

into consideration the show cause reply along with

the enquiry report after supplying copy of the

enquiry report to the petitioners and affording

reasonable opportunity of hearing to them. It is

needless to mention that if the petitioners have

committed fraud by submitting the +2 Vocational

course certificates contrary to the C.H.S.E. Act and

the Regulations then they shall be disengaged and



consequently the merit list shall be recast. The

entire exercise shall be completed within a period

of three months from the date of receipt of the

certified copy of this order. However this Court

has not expressed any opinion on the merit of the

case.'" Pursuant to such order, the petitioners and

the Vocational/ Upasastri candidates ineluding the

private opposite parties appeared before the

Collector and participated in the hearing. After

considering the contentions raised by the parties,

the Collector vide order dated 21.08.2015, refused

to interfere in the matter by holding that even

though there is evidence of suppression of facts by

the Vocational/ Upasastri candidates but the

examination conducting authority had not cancelled

or withdrawn the certificates issued in their favour.

Furthermore, those persons had put in around four

to five years of service.

5. That it is respectfully submitted that assailing

the order of the Collector, the present respondents

4 and 5 approached this Court by filing W.P.(C)

No. 720 of 2016. For better appreciation of the

ease, a eopy of the writ petition bearing W.P.(C)
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No. 720 of 2016 along with all the

appended to the writ appeal as Annexure-1.

6. The present appellant, who was the opposite

party no.4 in the said writ petition appeared and

filed the counter affidavit indicating therein that an

advertisement was published on 22.01.2011 in

pursuant to the State Government Resolution dated

10.01.2011, inviting applications for the post of

Sikshya Sahayaks. The qualification required as

per the advertisement at Clause-2 (a) is +2

qualification or its equivalent qualification. It was

also required to pass C.T. qualification. Pursuant

to the said advertisement, appellant applied for the

post of Sikshya Sahayak and accordingly she was

selected. By submitting the vocational certificate

and mark sheet she applied for the post of Sikshya

Sahayak as per the advertisement. But her case was

not considered by the authority, even though the

advertisement provided that the candidates having

+2 and equivalent will be eligible for consideration

for the post of Sikshya Sahayak. The CHSE passed

an order on 15.02.2011 indicating therein

clarification regarding equivalency of Higher

Secondary Education by the CHSE Orissa,
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Bhubaneswar stating inter alia that as per the

proceeding of the academic committee counsel held

on 11.01.2010 and duly approved general body

council in its meeting dated 13.01.2010 the

followings are the criteria for deciding equivalent

to different stream of higher secondary education.

Higher Secondary vocational education having the

subject as mentioned below, i.e. History, Political

Science are equivalent to Arts Steam of the Higher

Secondary Education.

7. That it is respectfully submitted that the

Secretary, Council of Higher Secondary Education

wrote a letter to the District Project Coordinator,

Bhadrak regarding clarification related to

vocational and upasastri examination indicating

therein that the vocational examination is

equivalent to +2 Arts and Commerce stream of the

Council and the Upasastri Examination conducted

by the Jagannath Sanskrit Viswa Vidyalaya Puri is

also equivalent to the council.

8. That it is respectfully submitted that since the

Council has declared that +2 examination under

vocational course is equivalent to CHSE
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examination and the appellant submitted the

vocational qualification certificate at the time of

selection, her case was considered and engagement

order was issued in favour of the appellant vide

engagement order dated 30.04.2011. From that date

the appellant is continuing in the said post.

Subsequently she was made regularized as regular

primary school teacher with effect from 2017.

9. That it is respectfully submitted that some

persons, those who are not selected as Sikshya

Sahayaks made objection that when the persons

have already passed +2 CHSE examination, they

cannot appear in +2 Vocational Course, therefore,

subsequent appearance in the examination is illegal

in view of the regulation of the council. Therefore,

their selection are. to be declared illegal. Such

persons relied that as per Clause 2 (i) of the CHSE

regulation, a person cannot appear in the vocational

course after completing the eourse in annual CHSE

examination and accordingly the writ petition was

filed by some of the persons bearing W.P.(C) No.

5077 of 2014, 10872 of 2013, 11112 of 2011 and

21461 of 2013. All the writ petitions were taken up

by this Hon'ble Court and disposed of on
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05.05.2015 directing the opposite party no.2 to take

a decision with regard to the grievance of such

persons. Accordingly, the opposite party no.2

allowed such persons as well as the present

appellant to participate in the hearing process.

Accordingly, the present appellant submitted her

written statement. The entire stand of the present

appellant before the opposite party no.2 that since

the allegation was made with regard to fraud, as

per the Black Law Dictionary, fraud means a

knowing concealment of the material facts made to

induce another to act to his or her detriment. It was

also stated before the opposite party no.2, that the

allegation made against the appellant that

vocational Upasastri candidates have to be

considered in the light of the aforesaid dictum and

law. They submitted that there is no such provision

to have both +2 Arts/ Science and +2 Vocational

qualification from CHSE. The documents which

were relied on by such persons by obtaining under

RTI Act are of the year 2011. So since by the time

if any restriction is given by the council in the year

2011, the appellant has already completed their

course since 2006. Therefore, the document and or
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the order in 2011 cannot have any retrospective

applicability to give any restriction for appearing

in the examination. It was also stated that none of

the documents of 2011 was there at the relevant

point of time when the appellant appeared in the

vocational/upasastri examination in order to

acquire the qualification. It is the case of the

appellant that in view of the judgment of this

Hon'ble Court in W.P.(C) No. 6452 of 2011 the +2

Arts/Science was treated at par with the

qualification of the vocational. This Hon'ble Court

in W.P.(C) No. 6452 of 2011 observed that the

cases of the candidates, who have completed +2

Vocational course with C.T. training shall be

considered by the, Collector-cum-CEOs, Zilla

Parishad as per the instruction given by the

Department of School & Mass Education

Department and the provisional list of selected

candidates already published shall be revised

accordingly after considering the case of the

appellant and other candidates situated similarly.

10. That it is respectfully submitted that the

ground of the appellant before the opposite party

no.2 at the time of hearing that the certificate
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which was issued by the competent authority, i.e.

CHSE has not been disputed till to date. Therefore,

the certificate which was issued and not yet been

cancelled or recalled by the examining body, the

opposite party no. 2 cannot declare the certificate

issued to the vocational and upaSastri candidates as

illegal and void one. It is also submitted that if the

certificates have been wrongly issued in favour of

such category of candidates, then also it cannot be

recalled/ cancelled by the CHSE after about 10

years, when all candidates have changed their

position by virtue of such certificates and settled in

their life.

11. That it is respectfully submitted that since

council regulation does not have any restriction or

any prohibition to appear in the vocational

examination, therefore, there is no illegality or

irregularities committed by the appellant by

appearing the +2 Vocational Examination after

completing +2 CHSE Examination. Therefore, by

considering all the grounds of the appellant, the

opposite party no.2 had taken a right decision that

since the appellant appeared in the examination

before any restriction was there by the authority in
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the year 2011 and more so, there was no restriction

in the Council Regulation at the time when the

appellant appeared in the . +2 Vocational

examination, and lastly when the certificate has not

yet been cancelled/ recalled by the CHSE,

therefore, by taking into consideration all these

aspects, the opposite party no.2 came to a

conclusion that the selection made in favour of the
I

appellant cannot be declared illegal and

accordingly rejected the case of the petitioners,

which is challenged in the present writ petition. For

better appreciation of the case, a copy of the

counter affidavit filed by the appellant along with

the annexures appended thereto are annexed to the

writ appeal as Annexure-2.

I

12. That it is respectfully submitted that the

Hon'ble Single Bench took up the matter on

28.03.2024 and after hearing learned counsel for

the parties passed the judgment on 28.03.2024 by

allowing the writ petition' filed by the present

respondents 4 and 5 by quashing the order passed

by Collector and by directing the respondents 2 and

3  to re-east the merit list by excluding the

voeationa/ Upasastri candidates (opposite party
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2 3

nos. 4 and 5 to the writ petition) ̂ ^^^^^>L§suing
■  '7 ■appropriate order of engagement in favdtir of

petitioners therein either as' Sikshya Sahayaks or in

any equivalent post without any further delay. For

better appreciation of the case, a copy of the

judgment dated 28.03.2024 passed in W.P.(C) No.

720of2016is annexed herewith as Annexure-3.

Being aggrieved by the order

dated 28.03.2024 passed by the

Hon'ble Single Judge in W.P.(C)

No.720 of 2016, the appellant

has filed the aforesaid appeal on

the following amongst others;

GROUNDS.

i) For that the Judgment dated 28.03.2024

passed in W.P.(C) No.720 of 2016 under

Annexure-3 is not only erroneous one but

also non-application of mind and in contrary

to the law settled by this Hon'ble Court as

well as by the Hon'ble Apex Court in series

of cases as has been referred in the rejoinder

affidavit filed by the appellant being the

opposite party no.4.
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ii) For that the Hon'ble Single Judge failed to

appreciate the fact that since there was no

restriction on the. part of CHSE that a person

cannot appear in vocational examination or

cannot prosecute the vocational course after

completion .+2 Arts/ Science/ Commerce till

2011, which was also appreciated by the

Hon'ble Single Judge, but Hon'ble Single

Judge came to a conclusion that since an

undertaking was given by the appellant and

that undertaking amounts to

misrepresentation of fact and that was not
!

properly dealt with by the Collector, while

dealing with the matter as per the direction of

this Hon'ble Court, the writ petition was

allowed and direction was given to recast the

merit list of the year 2011 excluding opposite

parties 4 and 5 to the writ petition and to

issue engagement order in favour of the

present respondents 4 and 5.

iii) For that the Hon'ble Single Judge failed to

appreciate the fact that the appellant was

engaged as a Sikhya Sahayak in the year 2011

and after completion of requisite year of
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13 KPR

service has already been taken ̂ Hh^regnlan-;- -
•  •: .'■■■ '"■ ' ' ■■• ■. .:

primary school teacher since 2017 and she is

continuing till todate. The appeallant

appeared in the vocational examaintion,
which was allowed by CHSE as there was no

j

restriction on the part of the examining body,
which was taken note of by the Collector

while deciding the issue, in terms of the

direction of this Hon'ble Court that unless

and until the certificates are declared to be

cancelled or withdrawn, the recruitment

process cannot be declared as illegal one.

That was not considered by the Hon'ble

Single Judge 'and Hon'ble Single Judge has
decided the matter being sewed away with the
undertaking given by the appellant and
treating it to be a fraud. But fact remains the

appellant has not committed any fraud in
order to be selected as Sikshya Sahayak. The
appellant had completed the course much

earlier in the year 2006, where as the

selection for Sikhya Sahayak held in the year
2011. The appellant taken made any fraud in
Older to get admission in vocational course.
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since at that point of time, there was no

restriction with regard to admission in
I

vocational course after +2 Course,

iv) For that the Hon'bie Single Judge failed to

appreciate the fact that even though the writ

petitioner averred that pursuant to the

advertisement dated 22.01.2011, the present

appellant was selected, but intentionally

annexed the advertisement dated 08.12.2011.

The present appellant was not the applicant in

the advertisement dated 08.12.2011. The

dates of 22.01.2011 and 08.12.2011 have

much relevance to the case of the appellant.

As because only on 19.12.2011, the

Government issued a clarification that after

passing +2 Arts/ Science/ Commerce course,

the candidates those who passed +2

vocational course are not eligible for

selection. This clarification was issued on the

basis of query made pursuant to the

advertisement dated 08.12.2011 and

department letter dated 05.12.2011. So such

restriction came for the first time only on

19.12.2011. Therefore, in January 2011, there
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was no such clarification Or even restriction.

The writ applicant has already joined much

before such clarification was issued pursuant

to an advertisement issued in January, 2011.

But the writ petitioners by misleading this

Hon'ble Court, made an averment in the writ

petition, but enclosed another advertisement

in the writ petition so as to mislead this

Hon'ble Court. A copy of the advertisement

dated 22.01.2011 and the clarification dated

19.12.2011 are annexed herewith as

Annexures-4 and 5 respectively.

v) For that, the Hon'ble Single Judge failed to

appreciate the fact that by the time of

appointment of the appellant since there were

no restriction, they were selected and after

intervention of this Hon'ble Court in different

writ petitions. Additional Secretary to

Government issued a letter on 17.03.2011

directing. the Collectors-cum-CEO-Zilla

Parishad, Bhadrak to revise the draft merit

list after taking into account the candidates

who have passed +2 vocational course with

CT under intimation to, the Department.
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Therefore, the authorities are well aware of

such fact. But fact remains from 2011 till to

date, the authorities have allowed the

appellant to discharge the duty without any

disturbance. Therefore, the Hon'ble Single

Judge should have appreciated all such fact

and should not have interfered the writ

petition filed by the outsiders, who claims for

appointment pursuant to the advertisement

issued in the year 2011, even though in the

meantime more than 13 years have been

passed. By issuance of such direction, the

entire selection process, the entire select list

will be disturbed and the appellant will be

ousted from his employment.

vi) For that the Hon'ble Single Judge has

recorded in paragraph-14 of the judgment that

it has been argued at length that the private

opposite parties could manage to obtain the

Vocational certificates by suppressing the

fact of their passing +2 examination and by

obtaining duplicate transfer certificates from

the institutions where they had appeared for

the High School Certificate examination. This
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Court need not enter into this controversy or

render , any factual finding thereon as it has

already been held, that irrespective of the

manner in which the private opposite parties

managed to obtain the Vocational/ Upasastri

certificates, the same can have no legal

sanctity. Since the Hon'ble Single Judge had

not gone into the controversy, therefore,

coming to a conclusion that the certificates of

Vocational/ Upasastri have no legaU sanctity

is an error apparent on the face of it. When

the competent authority have not yet

cancelled the certificate, the Hon'ble Single

Judge coming to such a conclusion without

entering into such controversy is incorrect

one and needs interference of this Hon'ble

Division Bench.

vii) For that the Hon'ble Single Judge at

paragraph-13 of the judgment held that the

certificates issued to the Vocational/

Upasastri candidates including the private

opposite parties in the present writ

application being contrary to law have no

legal force and cannot therefore enure to their
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benefit. It is well settled that a certificate

obtained in contravention of the Regulations/

Rules can have no legal sanctity. For that the

regulation which has been referred to in the

judgment that vocational course, which itself

is a Higher Secondary course cannot be

obtained after passing the +2 examination,

which is also a Higher Secondary course. But

fact remains, the Examination Counsel of

CHSE vide Resolution dated 20.11.2015 and

the consequential communication by the

Secretary CHSE with regard to clarification

first time passed an order with regard to any

restriction to pass Vocational Course after

completion of +2 Arts/ Science/ Commerce

Course. Since by that time the appellant had

already completed the course, therefore, there

is no violation of any Rules or Regulation by

the petitioner to pass the vocational course.

viii) For that the appellant in support of case,

relied on the decision of this Flon'ble Court

in the case of one Basudev Guru v. State of

Odisha and others (W.P.(C) No. 16810 of

2016 disposed of on 18.12.2018), where the
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similar questions had come up for

consideration and • this Hon'ble Court

observed that what constituted "fraud" has

not been clarified. More so, acquisition of

subsequent +2 H.S. qualification in

vocational stream cannot be construed to be

fraudulent acquisition of qualification. It does

not confine any meaning whether acquisition

of vocational qualification after +2 Arts/

Science/ Commerce is construed to be a

second +2 H.S. course obtained fraudulently.

Therefore, the question of acquisition of

vocational qualification, after +2 H.S. course,

cannot be construed to be fraudulent one.

Thereby, the Council has misconstrued this

fact and issued such letter, which cannot

sustain in the eye of law. This Hon'ble Court

finally decided that the petitioners, who have

acquired vocational qualification, shall be

treated as genuine and on that basis they shall

be eligible to be considered for selection to

the post of Livestock Inspector and other

future service prospects.
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ix) For that the above judgment '^fir^sed by :;;CV
^v-V .4 "if. .. . _ Vi > ' ' A.'

■■ H ' \ '.y ■••■■''this Hon'ble Court relying on the decfsion iri^ '

the case of Dr. (Smt.) Prariaya Ballari

Mohanty v. Utkal University and others,

where this Hon'ble Court had taken into

consideration the principles of promissory

estoppels. This Hon'ble Court relied on

paragraphs-13, 14 and 15 of the said

judgment, wherein it has been indicated that

once a student is admitted after satisfying all

the qualifications, subsequent cancellation of

admission cannot be made since he would be

deprived of pursuing his studies in any other

institution. Siriiilarly, the principle of

promissory estopjpel has been considered by
the apex Court in Union of India and others

V. M/s.Anglo Afghan Agencies etc., AIR

1968 SC 718, Chowgule & Company (Hind)

Pvt. Ltd. V. Union of India and others, AIR

1971 SC 2021, M/s.Motilal Padampat Sugar

Mills Co. Ltd. V. The State of Uttar Pradesh

and others, AIR 1979 SC 621, Union of

India and others v. Godfrey Philips India

Ltd., AIR 1986 SC 806, Delhi Cloth
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General Mills Ltd. v. Union of India and

others, AIR 1987 SC 2414, Bharat Singh

and others v. State of Haryana and others,

AIR 1988 SC 2181 and many other

subsequent decisions also. In view of the

aforesaid authoritative pronouncement,

applying the same principle in the present

case, the authorities after lapse of 20 years

cannot unsettle the settled position by

arbitrary and unreasonable exercise of power

and alter the position.

x) Therefore, when the appellant had completed

her course in the year 2006 and got

engagement in the year 2011, after long lapse

of acquisition of the qualification, objection

was raised by some outsiders that the

certificates obtained by the appellant are by

way of fraudulent means. In view of the

judgment of this Hon'ble Court in the case of

Basudev Guru, it cannot be said that the

appellant obtained the certificate by

fraudulent means. Rather the appellant

applied for the vocational course and took

admission in the vocational course.
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completed the vocational course and appeared

in the examination conducted by the CHSE

and after being successfully passed out,

certificates were issued by the CHSE. The

certificates and the mark sheet which were

issued by the CHSE have not been tampered

or manufactured. These certificates have been

issued by the Council. The only objection the

petitioners are raising the appellant cannot

appear in the vocational course, after

appearing in the +2 CHSE examination, but

there was no such restriction by the CHSE in

the year 2005-06 when the appellant acquired

such qualification and such restriction came

in the year 2011.

xi) For that the Hon'ble Single Judge failed to

appreciate all such fact and unsettled the

settled position after 12 years of service of

the appellant on the basis of the baseless

allegation made by the writ petitioners.

Therefore, the impugned order is liable to be

quashed.
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xii) For that the Hon'ble Single Judge in the

impugned judgment in one hand directed to

recast the merit list of the year 2011, i.e. after

lapse of 13 years by excluding the appellant

and on the other hand directed for issue of

engagement order in favour of the writ

petitioners even without examining the

eligibility and merit position of such writ

petitioners. Therefore, the impugned order

suffers from non application of mind and

liable to be quashed.

xiii) For that the law has already been settled by

this Hon'ble Court in the case of Puspanjali

Mishra v. State of Orissa, 2015 (II) ILR-

CUT 982 that once a person has completed

the course and by taking the same course has

already entered into the service, after long

gap the settled position cannot be unsettled

by the authorities because of their mistake.

Therefore, when the appellant had already

completed the course and basing upon such

course, he have already selected and after

completing six years of service, they have

already taken as regular primary school
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teachers, at this juncture, disputing the

selection of the year 2011 by the petitioners

cannot be sustained. It is also further

submitted that since the petitioners were not

selected, they have challenged the selection

of appellant with a view that if the present

appellant will be oust from the service and

the merit list of the year 2011 will be recast,

their cases will be considered, which is not

permissible as per the law decided by this

Hon'ble Court in series of cases, that once the

thing has been settled that cannot be unsettled

after long lapse of years.

xiv) For that the Hon'ble Single allowed the writ

petition basing on the undertaking given by

the appellant. It is a fact that the same is a

format available with the authorities and at

the time of appointment, the appellant was

forced to put signature or else, he will not be

extended with appointment. The format of the

undertaking shows that undertaking to be

submitted by provisionally selected S.S.

applicants of Bhadrak District. Therefore,



the appellant has already been provisionally

selected and accordingly on the direction of

the authorities, she has put her signature. The

witnesses given by the officers are the team

members who were there for verification of

the service particulars. Therefore, all such

undertaking was obtained by the authorities

from the appellant.

xv) For that the appellant reserves to submit any

further grounds in support of its case at the

time hearing of the case.

PRAYER.

Under the above circumstance, it is

therefore humbly prayed that this Hon'ble Court may

be graciously pleased to admit the writ appeal and call

for the records and be pleased to quash the order dated

28.03.2024 passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge in

W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 vide Annexure-3 to the writ

appeal.

And for this act of kindness, as in duty

bound, the appellant shall ever pray.

By the appellant through

CUTTACK ^
DT. [Aj« 04.2024 Advocate
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I, Li 2i<^W7^«Nayak, aged about 37 years,

D/o-Kartik Cli. Nayak, At-Baclihada, P.O-

Jagannathpur, Bachhada, Dist-Bhadrak, do hereby

verify that the contents made above are true to my

personal knowledge and believe and that I have not

suppressed any material facts.

C attack

Date:- 0/<04.2024 .

CERTIFICATE

Certified that due to want of cartridge paper,

this petition has been typed in thick white paper

and further certify that the grounds taken in the

appeal are good grounds and it is undertaken to

support them at the time of hearing of the appeal.

CUTTACK

DT. \}\ . 04. 2024 ADVOCATE

DUR6ESH NARAYAN RATH
Enr. No:0-1650/2000
Mob;-9801O41O2O
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK.

W.P. (CI NO. ML /2016.

In the matter of

In the matter of;

CODE NO.

An application under Article 226 & 227 of the

Constitution of India;

And

An application challenging the illegal and arbitrary order

dtd.21.8.2015 of the 0pp. Party No.2 in connection with the

matters of appointment as Sikshya Sahayak.

And

In the matter of:

1. Jayantilata Sahoo, aged about 33 years,
W/o. Abhaya Kytnar Behera, At/P.O. Alabaga,
Via. Ertal, Dist. Bhadrak.

2. Jyotirmayee Nayak, aged about 37 years,
W/o. Sukanta Kishore Nayak, At. Chinol,
P.O. Guagadia, Via. Ertal, Dist. Bhadrak.

Petitioners.

- Versus

1. State of Orissa, represented through it's

Commissioner-cum-Secretary, School and Mass Education

Department, Orissa, At-Secretariat Building, Bhubaneswar,

P.O. Bhubaneswar. District. Khurda.

2. CoIlector-cum-Chief Exeeutive Officer, Zilla Parishad,
Bhadrak, At/P.O/Dist. Bhadrak.

3. District Project Coordinator of Bhadrak S.S.A.
Bhadrak, At/P.O/Dist. Bhadrak.

4. Lija Smita Nayak, aged about 29 years,
D/o. Kartik Ch. Nayak, At- Bachhada,
P.O. Jagannathpur Bachhada, Dist. Bhadrak.
At present working as Sikshya Sahayak,
Under Bhadrak District.

5. Sanju Rana, aged about 30 years, D/o. Lambodhar Rana,
At/P.O. Binayakpur,P.S. Basudevpur , Dist. Bhadrak.
At present working as Sikshya Sahayak,
Under Bhadrak District.

Opposite Parties



The matter out of which this writ application arises was not before this

Hon'ble Court in the present form.

io

The Hon'ble Shri D.H. Whaghela, B.Com., LL.M., the Chief Justice of

Orissa High Court and His Lordship's other Companion Justices of the said

Hon'ble Court;

The humble petition of the

petitioners named above;

Most Respectfully Sheweth

1 , That the petitioners, whose name find place in the provisional merit

list for the post of Sikhya Sahayak tinder Bhadrak Education District-II, have filed

this writ application challenging the illegal and arbitrary impugned order

dtd.21.8.2015 under Annexure-12 of the Qpp. Party No.2. claimihg to have passed

in compliance of order dtd.5.5.15 of the Hon'ble High Court passed in W.P. (C )

No.5077/14 and a batch of writ applications, on the ground that the findings

recorded in the impugned order is not only perverse but also contrary to the

materials available in the case record. The impugned order is also assailed on the

ground of absolute non-application of mind as the same stood contrary to the

settled principles of law, whereby, the 0pp. Parties No.4 and ,5 having committed

fraud at the stage of not only acquiring Vocational certificates (in spite of earlier

passing or prosecuting +2 Arts/ Science / Commerce) in contravention of CHSE

Act and Rule Regulations (narrated in para-20 to 25), but also obtained engagement

as Sikshya Sahayak by giving false undertaking, thereby, committed fraud, in other

words, by deliberately suppressing the material facts in disadvantage to the

bonafide candidates including the petitioners.

2. That the petitioners are citizens of India and the cause of action for

filing this writ application arose is well within the territorial jurisdiction of this

Hon'ble Court.
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3. That it is respectfully submitted that the State Govt. in supersession of

all previous resolutions, issued a detailed guideline for selection and engagement to

the post of Sikhya Sahayak vide its resolution dtd.10.1.2011. As per Clause-6(1)-

the eligibility qualification was prescribed that the candidate must have passed +2

Science,Arts/Commerce or its equivalent examination declared by appropriate

authoritv and C.T. Training. Following the aforesaid Govt. resolution

advertisement was issued by the 0pp. Party No.2, on 22.1.2011 inviting

applications from the eligible candidates. For better appreciation, a copy of the

Govt. resolution dtd.10.1.2011 and copy of the advertisement dated 22.1.2011 are

filed herewith as Annexure-1 Series.

4. That it is relevant to mention here that the petitioners have submitted

their applications in respect of Bhadrak-II Education District. The petitionerNos.l

& 2 belong to SEBC (Female) +2 Arts C.T. Category, had applied their application

along with necessary documents for the post of S.S. The 0pp. Party No.2 and 3 on

receipt of the applications, had initially prepared provisional merit list in respect of

all categories such as unreserved Male, unreserved Female and other reserved

categories. The name of the Petitioner no-1 found place in their respective first

provisional merit list at SI. No.4, Petitioner No.2 found place at SI. No.5 of SEBC

Female Merit list. For appreciation, copy of the initial provisional merit list of

SEBC Female category bearing the name of the petitioners is filed herewith as

Annexure-2.

5. That it is relevant to mention here that in the said initial provisional

merit list of different categories. Vocational candidates were not included either to

+2 Arts, C.T. or +2 Science C.T. categoiT, as a result, the Vocational candidates

had approached the Hon'ble High Court in different writ applications bearing W.P.
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(C) No.6438/2011 and W.P. (C ) No.6452/201 1. This Hon'ble High Court while

considering the aforesaid grievance vide order dated 18.3.20I I disposed of the

aforesaid cases. For better appreciation the order dated 18.3.2011 passed in W.P.

(C) No.6452/2011 is quoted herein below:

W.P.(C) No. 6452 of 2011.

18.03.2011 Heard.

The sole grievance of the petitioners in this writ application is

that they made applications pursuant to an advertisement for being appointed

as Sikshya Sahayak for which the eligibility qualification is +2

Arts/Science/Commerce with Certified Teachers Training. The petitioners

have completed +2 Vocational Courses from the Council of Higher

Secondary Education, which is not being treated equivalent to +2

Arts/Science/Commerce in the District of Bhadrak though the C.H.S.E. has

treated the same to be equivalent to +2.

Mr. K.K. Rath, learned counsel appearing for the School and

Mass Education Department submits that he has obtained instruction that the

+2 Vocational Course will be treated as equivalent to +2

Arts/Science/Commerce and there was no impediment for considering the

cases of the petitioners for appointment as Sikshya Sahayak. He also

produces a written instruction received by him that the Governement in its

Department of School and Mass Education has issued a letter

?.• dated.09.04.2011 as well as 17.03.2011 to all Collectors-cum-CEOs, Zilla

Parishad in respect of equivalence of +2 Vocational courses. In spite of this,

the case of the Vocational C.T. pass candidates have not been taken into

consideration while preparing the draft merit list as well as many candidates

have filed writ petitions before this Court and in the present writ petition, this

Court has directed to consider the case of the petitioners. The Collectors-

cum-CEOs of different Districts have therefore been requested to revise the

draft merit list immediately after taking into account the candidates, who

have passed +2 Vocational course with C.T. under intimation to the

Department.



Mr. Das, learned counsel for the petitioners submits that in the

meantime a provisional list of selected candidates have been published

without considering the cases of the petitioners.

In this view of the matter all the pending Misc. Cases as well as

the writ petition is disposed of directing that the cases of the

petitioners/candidates, who have completed +2 Vocational course with C.T.

training shall be considered by the Collectors-cum-CEOs, Zilla Parishad as

per the instruction given by the Department of School and Mass Education

Department and the provisional list of selected candidates already published

shall be revised accordingly after considering the cases of the petitioners and

other candidates situated siinilarly. Fresh provisional merit lists of selected

candidates shall be published. Since there are many similar matters pending

and all the Collectors-cum-CEOs have been directed to revise such

provisional list of selected candidates, this order shall apply to the entire

process of selection in the State. The interim order passed earlier stands

vacated.

A copy of this order be handed over to Mr. K.K.Rath, learned

counsel for the school and Mass Education Department.

Urgent certified copy of this order be granted on proper

application.

Sd/- M.M.Das,J.

6. That it is respectMly .submitted, that in the aforesaid direction, tliis

Hon'ble High Court, without going to the legality and validity of their

certificates or otherwise, particularly, the candidates whether having earlier

+2 Arts / Science / Commerce qualification can be considered on the strength

of Vocational certificates obtained by committing fraud, , only said that the

Vocational certificates are equivalent to +2 courses and their cases to be

considered. Accordingly, in consequence of the aforesaid directions of the Hon'ble

High Court, the 0pp. Party No.2 and 3 proceeded to prepare a fresh merit list by

including all those Vocational candidates to the merit list, without conducting

enquiry into the allegation of questioning the legality and validity of their



Vocational certificates/Upasastri Certificates obtained by practicing fraud despite

all those candidates had earlier passed a Higher Secondary Course in one stream

immediately after passing HSC Examination. It is stated that under the provisions

ofCHSE Act & Regulation, Higher Secondary Course Means, a two Years Regular

Course, Completed immediately after HSC Examination, therefore there cannot be

any double course at the higher Secondary Stage.

7. That it is respectfully submitted that before the merit lists being

finalised, the similarly situated candidates like petitioners along with others, had

ventilated grievance petition before the Op. Parties No.2 and 3, praying therein that

firstly, the Vocational candidates and Upasastri candidates, those have obtained

certificates by suppressing the fact of earlier pass of +2 Arts or Commerce or

Science and without either producing SLC or CLC or without surrendering their

earlier Council Registration Number, their case should not be considered vis-a-vis

the bonafide candidates (petitioners) at the instance of their alleged Vocational

Certificates and Upasastri Certificates. Secondly, as per the Equivalance

clarification, given by the CHSE, even the candidates possessing Vocational

certificates immediately after passing HSC Examination in consonance with the

provisions of the CHSE Act and Regulations, those candidates having Science

combination in foundation course of Vocational stream, they should be included

into the +2 Science C.T. Category not to the +2 Arts C.T. Category. Despite the

pendency of the above two fold grievances, without considering the same, when the

concerned collector proceeded to prepare the list on merit, at that juncture, some of

the bonafide candidates approached the Hon,ble High Court in W.P.(C) No-

7478/2011. The Hon'ble High Court disposed of the aforesaid case by passing the

following quoted order :
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W.P.(C)No.7478 of 201 1

Order No.02

Dt.24.03.201I Heard.

During course of hearing, learned counsel for the petitioners

submits that the petitioners have filed a representation under

Annexure-7 before 0pp. Party No.4-District Project Co-ordinator,

SSA, Bhadrak, but the same has not yet been considered.

Considering the nature of grievance raised by the petitioners,

the writ petition is disposed of directing 0pp. Party no.4-District

Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak to consider and dispose of the

representation of the petitioners under Annexure-7 within a period of

three months from the date of receipt of a certified copy of this order

in accordance with law.

Urgent certified copy of this order be supplied on proper

application.

Sd/- H.S. Bhalla,J.

8. That it is relevant to mention here that in pursuance to the above

direction, the 0pp. Party No. 2 and 3 initiated enquiry into the above allegations in

respect of all such fraud certificates/fraud activities of the candidates, but without

completing the enquiry published a second merit list including, their name with a

remark at remark column that enquiry, is pending against such Vocational and

Upasastri Candidates. For better appreciation, a copy of the second merit list

including all those Vocational and Upasastri candidates are filed herewith as

Annexure^3 series.

9. That it is respectfully submitted that notwithstanding receipt of the

initial grievance petition, when the Op. Parties No.2 and 3 without completing

enquiry, proceeded to engage all such Vocational and Upasastri candidates, out of

annexure-3series, at that juncture, similarly situated persons had approached this

Hon'ble High Court in W.P. (C ) No. 18256/2011 with a prayer either to exclude all

those candidates from the list or they should not be given appointment pending



finalization of the enquiry. The said writ application was disposed by this Hon'ble

High Court with the following direction:

W.P.rC)No.I8256 of 2011

Order No.02

Dt. 15.07.2011 Present: Mr. M.K. Sahoo, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Mr. Alekha Ch. Mohanty, Additional Government

Advocate for Respondents No. I to 4.

Learned Additional Government Advocate accepts notice on

behalf of the Respondent No. 1 to 4, Three additional copies of the writ

petition be seiwed on him.

Grievance of the Petitioner is that, documents submitted by

number of candidates along with their applications for consideration for

appointment to the post of Sikshya Sahayak, Bhadrak Education District-1

are under scrutiny as document submitted; by around 30 candidates are found

to be forged. It is not in dispute that an enquiry has already been initiated by

the Respondents against the said candidates along with their applications are

under scrutiny and verification. However, without completing the enquiry,

respondents have started with the selection process. All the Petitioners are

also candidates who have applied against the said posts.

Under the circumstances and considering the limited relief

claimed by the Petitioner, petition is disposed of with the directions to the

respondents to complete the enquiry and thereafter consider the

representation of the petitioners (Annexure-7) in the light of the enquiry

report.

However, it is made clear that respondents shall not appoint

the candidates against whom the enquiry is pending till it is complete.

A free certified copy of this order be given to learned Additional

Standing Counsel under signature of the Court Master.

Urgent certified copy of this order be granted as per rules.

Sd/- A Suresh, J

10. That it is respectfully submitted that notwithstanding receipt of the

aforesaid order of the Hon'ble High Coun directing not to give appointment before

completion of enquiry, the 0pp. Party Nos.2 and 3 specifically asked all those



alleged fake Vocational candidate / Upasastri candidate to furnish an undertaking

so as to state the fact that whether they have passed earlier +2 Arts / Commerce /

Science or not, before obtaining Vocational ceilificate/Upasastri certificates, so that

all those candidates being in possession of only Vocational certificates /Upasastri

certificates are to be liable to be considered for final selection and engagement as

S.S. Accordingly, all those Vocational candidates / Upasastri candidates submitted

individual undertaking stating the facts that they have not passed any other +2

course certificates (Arts/ Science / Commerce) other than their Vocational

certificates/ Upasastri certificates and their cases be considered on the strength of

such Vocational certificates/ Upasastri certificates, in the event, the facts stated by

them in the undertaking is found to be incorrect then they shall have to be

disengaged from the post of S.S. For appreciation, copies of undertakings

(deliberately furnished by the Vocational candidates/Upasastri candidates by-

suppressing the fact of passing earlier +2 Arts/science/commerce so as to take

advantage over others in the matters of engagement as S.S.) are filed herewith as

Annexure-4 series.

1 1. That it is relevant to mention here that on the above false

undertakings, the 0pp. Party Nos.2 and 3 issued conditional engagement order in

favour of all those fake Vocational / Upasastri candidates as S.S. The condition

expressly provided that this engagement order is subject to order of the Hon'ble

High Court in W.P. (C ) No.7478/2011 and subsequent order of the Govt. in S &

M.E. Dept. Apart from that it was further stipulated in the said engagement order

by the 0pp. Party No.2 and 3 that if any irregularity is detected in future, his/ her

engagement will be terminated without assigning any reason thereof. For

appreciation, copy of such conditional engagement orders issued in favour of 0pp.

Parties No.4 is filed herewith as Annexure-5.
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] 2, That It is further humbly submitted that however the 0pp. Party Nos. 2

& 3 proceeded with enquiry in respect of all those fake Vocational candidates and

Upasastri candidates in compliance of earlier direction of this Hon'ble High Court

in W.P. (C) No.7478/11 and W.P. (C) No.18256/2011 by giving notices for

hearing. Accordingly, on completion of enquiry, it was established that all those

Vocational candidates and Upasastri candidates have earlier passed either +2 Arts /

Science / Commerce with one registration number just immediately after passing

HSE Exam and in suppression of the said fact, they have further prosecuted the

Vocational courses and Upasastri courses in contravention of all nonns of tlie

CHSE Act and Regulations / Sanskrit University regulations. Thereafter, all those

Vocational and Upasastri candidates by giving false undertakings, have obtained

engagement as S.S. in disadvantage to the bonafide candidates including

petitioners. Therefore, on the basis of findings of the enquiry, all the Vocational

candidates / Upasastri candidates including the 0pp. Parties No.4 & 5 were issued

with 2"'' show cause notice of disengagement. For better appreciation, the show

cause notice for disengagement issued to all those Vocational candidates /

Upasastri candidates including Opp. Parties No.4 is filed herewith as AnnexUre-6,

13. That it is respectfully submitted that all those Vocational candidates /

Upasastri candidates including Opp. Parties No.4 and 5 on receipt of

disengagement notices approached the. Hon'ble High Court challenging the same in

different writ applications. The Hon'ble High Court while issuing notices in the

aforesaid writ applications filed by the Vocational candidates / Upasastri

candidates, was pleased to pass interim order in their favour protecting their

interest. For appreciation, interim order passed in respect of all Vocational

candidates / Upasastri candidates were same and identical hence, one such order in
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respecl of 0pp. Party No.5 passed in W.P. (C ) No.32024/201 lis quoted herein
below:-

W.P.iO No. 32024 of 2011

03 12.2011 Present: Mr. P.K. Rath, counsel for the petitioner.
Mr. S. K. Samal, Standing Counsel accepts notice

for respondents 1 to 3. Show-cause notice be issued to respondent
No.6 by Registered post on requisites to be filed within a week,
returnable within three weeks thereafter.

In the meantime, respondents shall file their
counter affidavit.

List after service is complete.
Sd/-A. Suresh,!.

I  Miisc..Claise':N^^OltflL of 2Qll. ,
Q4 22.12.2011 In the meantime, operation of impugned order

'  dated.24.11.2011 so far as it pertains to canceifation of enlageineht of
y  j the petitioner being Gontradietory to: the last paragraph of the: order is
2. I hereby stayed.
,'fJ It is made clear that petitioner shall not be

disengaged till further orders.
,  " i "However, the concerned authority shall continue
,  j the enquiry after service of show-cause notice on the petitioner, but
, , . I shall not declare the result without permission of the Court.
■ i Free attested copy of this order be provided to the

learned Standing Counsel under signature of the Court rnaster.
Urgent ceitiired copy of this order be granted as

i  per rules.
:  Sd/- A. Suresh;,J.

14, That it is respectfully submitted that all those Vocational candidates /

Upasastri candidates, those who were engaged on the strength of false

undertakings, they were allowed to continue as S.S. by the 0pp. Party No.2 and 3

in view of the aforesaid interim direction/order of the Hon'ble High Court. It is also

relevant to mention here that the state 0pp. Parties including 0pp. Parties No.2 and

3 also filed counter justifying their action initiated to be taken by issuing

disengagement notice on the ground that all those Vocational candidates /Upasastri

candidates have not only obtained their respective Vocational certificates /
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Upasaslri certificates by suppressing materials facts but also have taken advantage

over the bonafide candidates by giving false undertakings to the extent that they

have not passed +2 Arts/ Science /Commerce. For appreciation, a copy of the

counter filed by the 0pp. Party Nos. I to 3 in one such identical case justifying the

disengagement notice to all Vocational candidates / Upasastii candidates is filed

herewith as Annexure-7.

15. That it is respectfully submitted that all those writ applications filed by

the Vocational candidates / Upasastri candidates while pending, the petitioners and

some other bonafide candidates (thnse could not get appointment because of

inclusion of all those Vocatioiial candidates / Upasastri candidates to the merit list)

filed intervention application and also stay vaeatipppetifion in one hand and on the

other hand, the petitioners / bohafitte G^df|itiS/adSG fHed independent writ

applications challenging the engagement of fdke Vocational candidates / Upasastri

candidates. The petitioners in those writ application also prayed for their own

engagement so also seeking a prayer for their engagement afresh excluding all

those fake Vocational candidates / Upasastri,candidates.

In such circumstances, all those two groups of writ applications (one set

filed by Vocational candidates / Upasastri candidates challenging disengagement

notices and another set filed by bonafide candidates including petitioners) were

clubbed together and fmally were disposed of vide a common order dtd.5.5.2015.

For appreciation, the order dtd.5.5.2015 passed in W.P. (C ) No.5077/20t4 and a

batch of cases as described above is quoted herein below:-

W.P,(C) NO. 5077 OF 2014

W.P.(C) No. 50772014 W.P.(C) Nos. 539 597 598 10872 1487 21461 &amp;
620 of 2013 W.P. (C) Nos. 5340 1857 17561 1438 22346 25355 &anip; 927 of
2012 and W.P.(C) Nos. 32023 32024 32030 32025 32026 29301 11112 32029
32028 32027 29053 28415 28414 25693 25692 &amp; 25694 of 2011.
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09. 05.05.2015 Since common questions of law involve in ail the

writ petitions the same are taken up foi" analogous hearing.

Heard learned counsel forlhe petitioners Mr. B.P. Tripathy learned

Standing Counsel for the School and Mass Education Department and

learned counsel for the candidates, those who have passed the Vocational

course.

The grievance of the petitioners is that even though the petitioners

have undergone the C.T, training by virtue of their marks secured in +2

Examination but some other candidates have been engaged as Sikhya

Sahayak after obtaining the Voeational/Upasastri certificates from the

C.H.S.E.

According to the petitioners since those candidates had earlier

appeared in 2 Arts Science Commerce Sxamination under C.H.S.E, as per

the Regulation they are not entitled again to pursue the Vocational Course

and therefore the certificates obtained by them in the 2 Vocational

examination are illegal.

In some of the writ petitions the petitioners who are engaged on the

basis of Vocational Certificates being issued with second show cause notices

have challenged the same and some of them have filed their replies.

This anomaly if any has to be reconciled and a decision has to be taken

by the recruiting authority.

In view of the above, the Coliector-cum-C.E.O. S.S.A. Bhadrak is

directed to take a decision by taking into consideration the show cause reply

along with the enquiry report after supplying copy of the enquiry report to

the petitioners and affording reasonable opportunity of hearing to them.

It is needless to mention that if the petitioners have committed fraud

by submitting the +2 Vocational course certificates contrary to the C.H.S.E.

Act and the Regulations then they shall be disengaged and consequently the

merit list shall be recast. The entire exercise shall be completed within a

. period of three months from the date of receipt of the certified copy of this

order.

However this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merit of the

case.

The writ petitions are accordingly disposed of.
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Urgent certified copy of this order be granted as per rules.
B.P. Ray J.

15 That it is respectfully submitted that in pursuant to the aforesaid older

dtd.5.5.2015 of the Hon,ble High Court, both the groups appeared before the

Collector and submitted their respective grievances with documents. It is pertinent

to mention here that some of the eligible bonafied candidates filed a petition before

the Collector with a prayer that the earlier enquiry file be called for basing upon

which the disengagement notices to the fake Vocational candidates / Upasastri

candidates were issued and materials available in that record be considered along

with false undertakings. For appreciation, a copy of the said petition of the eligible

bonafide candidates is filed herewith as Annexure-8. Apart from that the

petitioners also filed various other documents including the false undertakings

submitted by the fake Vocational candidates / Upasastri candidates and also other

documents, more particularly, the mass exclusion of all identical fake Vocational

candidates and Upasastri candidates, those were exQluded from the 2012 selection

for S.S. For appreciation, copies of the Rejection list in excluding all Vocational

candidates and Upasastri candidates from the selection of Sikashya Sahayak of the

years, 2012 of the very same District of Bhadrak are filed herewith as Annexure'-9

series.

17. That it is respectfully submitted that apart from the above documents,

the petitioners also filed copies of the double certificates of the fake Vocational

candidates and Upasastri candidates before the collector. For appreciation. Copies

of double certificates of the 0pp. Party Nos.4 and 5 are filed herewith as

Annexure-10 series. It is also relevant to mention here that in addition to the filing

of aforesaid documents, the petitioners have also filed a written note of submission

along with a list of citation of judgments with copies thereof, which are relevant in
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the context of engagement obtained by committing fraud / by deliberately

misrepresenting the fact and thereby taking advantage over other bonafide

candidates. A copy of the note of submissions along with a list of the citation of the

judgment of the Hon'ble High Court and Apex Court submitted before the

Collector are filed herewith as Aanexure-11 series.

18. That it is respectfully submitted that the learned Collector without

considering all the aforesaid materials under Annexures-5, 6, 7,8,9, 10 & 11 series

and other documents available in the ease record of Surekha Samal and other

similar batch of cases and also without considering the relevant provisions of the

CHSE Act and Regulations and without considering the relied judgments of the

Hon'ble Apex Court and Hon'ble High Court, finally passed an order on 21.8.2015

holding inter-alia that the successful candidates (fake Vocational and Upasastri

candidates) have given an undertakings that they have not passed the +2 Ans,

Science and Commerce stream prior to the Vocational course is not correct rather

the same is an suppression of fact but this is not enough to disqualify successful

candidates and declare their recruitment as void. The Collector also gave a further

findings that as all those Vocational and Upasastri candidates have already put

around 4 to 5 years of service, for which, the learned Collector was not inclined to

interfere in the recruitment of S.S. made in the year, 2011. With this observation,

the Collector disposed of the case without considering the aforesaid materials

submitted by the petitioners and without looking to the settled principles of law to

the extent that once engagement obtained undisputedly on committing fraud or by

giving misrepresentation of fact and also or in other words, by suppressing facts,

thereby taking advantage over others, at that juncture, their engagement as S.S. is

nullity in the eye of law. For appreciation, the impugned order dtd.21.8.2015 of the

Learned Collector, Bhadrak is filed herewith as Aniiexure-12.
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19. That it is respectfully submitted that the petitioners on being aggrieved

by the aforesaid impugned order under Annexure-12 of the Learned Collector,

Bhadrak has filed this writ application challenging the same on the following

among other grounds

(A) The impugned order and its findings are not sustainable in the eye of

law as the same stood contrary to the materials available in record and also

perverse being contrary to the settled position law.

(B) The impugned order and its finding are also bad in law as the same

stood violative of established fact and the provisions of the CHSE Act and

Regulations / Instructions.

(C ) The impugned order is also not sustainable and tenable as the Same has

been passed contrary to his own finding recorded earlier thereby, issued

disengagement notice.

(D) The impugned order is also bad in law as in the instant case, the fact of

suppression of earlier prosecuting / passing +2 Arts/Science/Commerce

before taking admission to Vocational courses has already been established

and also at the stage of engagement, the allegation of suppression, of fact in

the guise of undertaking, has also been established. Despite that the finding

of the Learned Collector not to interfere in the recruitment of the year, 2011

is perverse and stood violative of the settled principles of law.

(E) The impugned order is also not liable to be sustained because of the

other reason that the learned Collector has ignored all materials & admitted

facts, more particularly, has deliberately avoided to consider the Annexure-4,

5, 6,7,8,9,10,11 and 13 series. In other words, had the Collector fairly

considered ail those documents then certainly, such a finding as recorded in
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the impugned order in favour of fake Vocational and Upasastri candidates

would not have been arrived at. ■

(F) The findings recorded by the Collector so far suppression of materials

fact is concerned, the same has been admitted to have been established

against the fake Vocational and Upasastri candidates, despite such findings,

there was no occasion to give clean cheat to such fake Vocational and

Upasastri candidates on the plea of 4 or 5 years of continuance as S.S.,

particularly when, their cbntinuanGe as S.S. was in accordance with the

interim protection of the Mon'ble High Court. The said findings of the

Collector holding inter-alia not to interfere in their continuance is perverse

and contrary to the law.

(G) That apart from the above, the fradingS; of the Collector not to interfere

in the aforesaid matter on the plea of 4 to 5 years continuance of all fake

Vocational and Upasastri candidates is an erroneous finding because of the

simple reason, as per their own false undertakings, all those fake candidates

ought to have been disengaged and moreover in view of conditional

engagement given by the 0pp. Party No.2 and 3 with a clear condition that

they shall be terminated in the event any irregularities is found and as a

matter of fact, in the instant case, after enquiry when irregularity were

established, at that juncture, they ought to have been disengaged.

20. That it is respectfully submitted that apart from the aforesaid grounds ,

the impugned order of the Collector is also untenable in view of the provisions of

the Orissa Higher Secondary Education Act, 1982 came into force w.e.f.?"' day of

September, 1982 and also the regulations framed there under. The said Act

provided for establishment of Council means Council Higher Secondary Education

U/s-3 to regulate, control and developed Higher Secondary Education hi the State.
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The Seciion -2(i) defines whal Higher Secondary Course is and Section-2(j) defines

what Higher Secondary Education is. For appreciation, both the provisions are

quoted herein below;-

Section-2(i) - "Higher Secondary Course" means course "immediately"

following the High School Certificate Course and covering a period of

two academic years which is provided for either in a College or a Higher

Secondary School and includes Arts, Science, Commerce and Vocational

Courses".

Section-2 (J)- "Higher Secondary Education",means such general and.Vocational

Education forming in itself a complete purposive whole, which

immediately follows Secondary Education as has been defined in the

Orissa Secondary Education Act 1952 and immediately "precedes" a

stage of education controlled by any university".

21. That it is respectfully submitted that Section-30 prescribed that the

Govt. is to frame first regulations dealing with admission, examination and grant of

certificate of Higher Secondary Course. Accordingly, Orissa Higher Secondary

Education Regulation, 1982 has been framed and subsequently same has been

amended by way of amendment Regulation 1983. The Chapter-VII deals with

Higher Secondary Examination in Arts, Science and Commerce. Regulation-107

under Chapter-VII prescribed that only a registered students is allowed to appear

one of the examination for not less than completion of two academic years after

passing H.S.C. Examination. The Regulation-109 also provided that no students

shall be admitted to an institution beyond six weeks from the date of publication of

the HSE Result and at behest council may permit a student two weeks more for

admission with a late fees of Rs.lO/-.
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'  .S>'
;  As per Regulation -113 (3) no candidate shall be permitted to take at the 2

examination in any subject, which he had not offered at the preceding Annual

Examination.

22. That it is respectfully submitted that like Chapter-VII of the CHSE

Regulation, the Chapter-VIII also deals with Higher Secondary Examination of

Vocational Stream. Regulation-123 also provided that any registered student may

be admitted to Annual Examination of Vocational Course for not less than two

academic year after passing HSC Examination from Board of Secondary

i  Education, Odisha and like Regutetion-109, Regualtion-124 also provided that no

students shall be admitted into an institution beyond six weeks from the date of
■ 3' iI  publication of Annual HSC result, only Couricil can permit a student two weeks

:  more for admission with a late fees of Rs.lb/-.

;T. '

'  23. That it is respectfully submitted that in view of the aforesaid
:

provisions of the Act and the Regulation, it is clear that (i) Higher Secondary

y. .. Course is a two years regular course and (ii) Higher Secondary Course is always to

be followed immediately after High School Certificate Examination, in other

words, Higher Secondary Course is a two years regular course, just after HSC,

either in Arts, Science and Commerce or Vocational Course.

Therefore, the State Govt. while framing the Regulation-107 and 109 so also

Regulation-123 and 124 in consonance with the object and spirit of Section-2(i)

and (j) of the Act, categorically prescribed that within six weeks from the date of

publication of the HSC result, one has to take admission into any one of such

courses or thereafter within two weeks more with late fees. Hence, at the stage of

Higher Secondary Education, there is absolutely no scope to prosecute two courses

simultaneously or one after another at the stage of Higher Secondary Education. In
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the instant case, both the O.Ps 4 and 5 have prosecuted both the +2 Course as well

as Vocational course^by submitting false and fake information before the college

authorities of both the colleges as well as before the CHSE simultaneously and

,  acquired both the certificates within three years which is not at all permissible as

per CHSE Regulation. Therefore, the impugned order of the Collector under
i

Annexure-12 suffers from absolute non-application of mind, simple because of the

reason that the Collector in his entire order has never considered the Regulations -

107, 109, 113(3), 123,124 read with Section-2(i) and (j) ofthe Act. Besides that the
-" i
;  Collector deliberately and willfully ignored the aforesaid provisions of Law only to
I  .

, , save all those fake Vocational and Upasastri candidates. Therefore, on this, score

alone the impiigned order of the Collector is liable to be set aside and quashed.
■fi ! ■ ■ ■■ ■

■f f c i 24. That it is respectfully submitted that a|aft;SQhi;th^^^^

the impugned order is liable to be interfered with, as because, in the instant case,

the learned Collector has deliberately avoided to consider the relied judgments of

this Hon'ble High Court and Hon'ble Apex Court. It is also pertinent to mention

i  here that in the instant case, the provisions of the CHSE Act and Regulations and

;  subsequent mstructions have never been considered by the learned Collector. Had
:  i

i'' ■
i i : the same been considered then also the Collector would have come to a conclusion
Hi
;,.g; ;

(  . that the act of procuring Vocational certificates and Upasastri certificates is also

amounts to committing fraud, which has been deliberately done to take advantage

over other bonafide candidates, on suppression of fact of earlier passing +2 Arts,

Science/Commerce. Despite that when the district authorities called upon all the

Vocational and Upasastri candidates to furnish an undertaking to the extent of not

suppressing any material facts to have passed earlier +2 Arts/Science/Commerce, in

such circumstances, all the vocational candidates and Upasastri candidates having



given false undertaidngs and thereby obtaining engagement is also amounts to

committing fraud. Therefore, any benefits including any engagement obtained by

practicing fraud is void and nullity in the eye of law. On this score alone the

learned Collector ought to have disengaged all those fake candidates.

25. That it is respectfully submitted that in consonance with the provisions

of the CHSE Act and the Regulations, the CHSE Authority (in reply to the query

made by the DPC, Bhadrak in his letter No.6387 dtd.31.5.2011), has categorically

stated in his office letter No.3920 /CiiSE (0) 'dtd. 13.6.2011 that the earlier letter

No.3142 dtd.4.5.201f, letter No.363G dtd.27.5.2011 and letter No.3669

dtd.31.5.2011 issued by CHSE Authority-cum-PIO are authentic. For appreciation,'

copies of such instructions issued >n letter NoJQ^O'/CHSE (0) dtd. 13.6.2011 that

the earlier letter No.3T42 dtdt4.S'.20Tl-, iedfef dfd.27i5.2011 and letter

No.3669 dtd.31.5.2011 along with the final letter dtd.13.6.2011 are filed herewith

as Annexure^lS series. All those letters unequivocally forbids the prosecution of

double course. Hence, all those instructions being available in the case record of

Surekha Samal, the Collector has never considered the same and even never uttered

a single word with regard to all those documents. Therefore, the findings recorded

in favour of all those fake Vocational and Upasastri candidates is not only contrary

to the above materials but also perverse.

26. That it is respectfully submitted that be that as it may, even assuming

for the sake of argument that one can simultaneously prosecute double higher

secondary course and thereby can register himself as regular students with two

registration numbers in respect of above two courses simultaneously or one after

another without producing CLC / TC or surrendering earlier registration number

then also in that event, even if it is presumed that their Vocational certificates/
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Upasastri certificates not liable to be a product of committing fraud, in other words,

found to be considered then also all those Vocational candidates having Science

subjects like Physics, Chemistry, Mathematics or Biology under the headings of

basic foundation course, at that juncture, all those candidates including private

0pp. Parties ought to have been considered for +2 Science C.T. Category not to +2

Arts C.T. Category. For appreciation, a copy of clarification regarding

equivalency of CHSE is filed herewith as Annexure-14. Therefore, the Vocational

candidates having combination Science Subjects in foundation course ought to

have been included to the +2 Science C.T. Category not to +2 Arts C.T. Category.

Therefore, judging for either of the angie, their selecfipn and engagement are not

sustainable and tenable. Apart from that the judgment / order as relied by the

learned Collector is also suffers from non-application of mind, particularly when,

all those judgment as relied by the Collector are not applicable to the facts and

circumstances of the case, as because, in the instant case, the Vocational candidates

/ Upasastri candidates have committed fraud in each stage, more particularly in

furnishing false undertaking. Apart from that their continuance of 4 to 5 years is in

view of the interim protection of this Hbn'ble High Court, hence, the plea of

estoppels or acquisance are not applicable to the case in hand, particularly when,

the suppression of facts has been established and the said facts has been admitted

by the Collector. In view of the above materials and the settled position of law, the

impugned order is liable to be quashed and set aside.

27. Therefore, in the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, the

petitioner having found no other alternative and efficacious remedy, has

approached this Hon'ble High Court for getting appropriate relief.



PRAYER

Under the above facts and circumstances of the case, it is humbly prayed that

this Hon'ble High Court be pleased to allow the writ application by granting

following reliefs-

A. An appropriate writ / writs be issued quashing the impugned order

under Annexure-12 and in consequence thereof the conditional engagement

orders be declared illegal and arbitrary.

B. An appropriate writ / writs be issued to recast the merit list by

excluding the fake Vocational and Upasastri candidates, those have obtained

engagement by suppressing the material facts as described above and

thereafter necessary direction be made to engage the petitioners as Sikshya

Sahayak with all service benefits at par with others notionally.

(C ) Or in alternative, any other WTit(s), direction(s), order(s) be issued as

this Hon'ble court may deem fit and proper;

And for which act of your kindness the petitioners shall, as in duty

bound, ever pray.

Cuttack. B.y the Petitioners through

Dale : Advocate.

A F F I D A V I T

I, Jayantilata Sahoo, aged about 33 years, W/o. Abhaya Kymar Behera,

At/P.O. Alabaga, Via. Ertal, Dist. Bhadrak , do hereby solemnly affirrn and state as

follows

1. That I am the Petitioner No. 1 in this writ application and I am looking

after the case on behalf of petitioner No.2.

2. That the facts stated above are all true and correct to

the best of my knowledge and belief.

Identified by

.Advocate Depone n t.

Certificate

Certified that due to non-availability of catridge paper this has been typed in
thick white paper.

Advocate.
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DEPARTWiEMT GAT^ N

.mE Dt I ^-/:'■/
Sofc^&et; GtiWsHn^plli^ehQagement of jSikshya S&hayaks.

Government had issued the Resolution bearing No 18536 dtd 19 11 no
Department Resolution No. 673/sSted l o.o of

15" nrt!fh Dorr^endum N0.20OOO/SME dated
Nr. ® dtd.14.11.07 & Addendum

«* engagement and the
i 1°" Sahayalts. The saf Resolutionu  -M ^ ! the Hort'ble High cXrt and theHon We mgh Godrf.^ thefr-order dttfe^W.^OIG in WP (C) I# 1361/ 2010and batch of cases passed order to the effect that "tW notification

1k tte consequential adverSsemenl which haJebeen annexed to -the other wnt p^tibn also stand quashed with the
recruitment of

S2it with the existing rulesS  of:dfeent types of teachers reqiSred toupgSSpp^oT®"' '
The Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009

came into force w.e.f.QI ,04.20lt) {here in after called in the said Act)
.f rvK-ff Right^ Childr^ to aodi Compals^ :Rule^2(W0 i here -in after
S SlJ? videN^jficati(^ No 17291/SlilE, Dtd force w e f 18'^
October. 2010. '

TJe s^d Act proposes to p^^f^e- antfiCbropuis^ to
every child of the age graqgo^tO'liilf^^'

As per the provisions under of the said Act, the state
Govemrnent shall ensure good qoall^ ellftierttefy education conforming to
tne standards and nonns specified in the schedule.

Keeping In view the provisions of the said Act and Rules and to compiv
the orders of the Honhle High Court In WP(C) Nos,1361 / 2010 and batch of
c^es to go ahead wi»i the recruitment process in accoidance with existing
rules i.e. the provisions eprttained In the Central Act and Rules framed their
umfer and the guldeliries issued: by the National Couneil for Teacher
education. {NCTE) as being the Academic Authority, Government have been
pleased to issue the present Resolution in supersession of all the previous
Resolutions, Gorrlgendum and Addendum for engagement of Sikshya
Sahayaks provided that engagement made, action taken or things done under
the provisions of the Resolution, Addendum and Corrigendum so superseded
shall be deemed to have been taken, made, issued or done under this present
resolution, namely; -
1  That, ail the functions of elementary education will be transferred in
phases to Zilla Parishad and other Panchayatl Raj institutions.
/r- xysK/'ji.o&m&m oswrisssjefmss RESOumon ioio uPo^Teudix
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2. That, the recruits sfiallto called as Sitehya Sahayaks fSSl
respective 2«RSds°m '®®' """ I'f
graduate Science. trainea eraauaB*^S "" oategory i.e. trained
the progiararae of
for ImplainaBlatlpn of the said Act ' ®il<eliya Abhiyan (SSA) and

^  ««« unit
b.y the Collector-cum-CHief Expniflt/A to be headed
CWe inspector 5
Coordinator (SSA) Distilct Emnimmanf ̂  schools, District Project
as members -me JSt Welfare Officer
the Committee wh?S Convener of
before the Zilla Parlshad Jhk ̂  ! select list and place the same

H-SSSSS—-
land C.T. rSilLT ̂flclS"^ ̂«t>y, appropriate authority

=bi»rasss?scourse recognized by Rehabilitation Council of India (Ra as^er the
requirement under each categoiy. ^ ^
said R^lipr»hf®Qf°t" ^®(2) and (4) of the
relaxation of Government for
SnmLufhoL fnr qupcatlon as laid down by the
SfSon wH^^bl candidates with lesserconstdered for appointment only on the basis of
quaifficatlon so relaxed by the eentraf Government
An selected as per the relaxed standard shall furnish

eflect that they shall acquire ther^utre_d toning qual^eatton w^ of 5 years at their own cost
mti.c !i / i-®- 0" the basis of percentage of
Ann? "? ■'"2 (o*" its equivalent examination declared by theappropnate autterity) and C.T. for G.T. candidates and B.A., B.Sc. (or its
B^Ed^eanditoS by the appropriate authority) with B.Ed, for

sase of untrained, candidates the percentage of marks secured in +2onts equivaient examination declared by the appropriate authority or BA
considild"^^ examination declared by the appropriate authority shali

f::C78KPVMmuE Cktptfisssioiom REmur/Ofi ,y)w apam.Djo



in case two or more candidates secure the same marks, the candidates
f!-'" saf"®. candidates passing High SchoolCertifi^te Examination earlier will be placed above the other in the select list

4.4 The select list for each Education District unit wiii be valid for a period of
one year from the date of its finalisation. This select list will be 150% of the
posts advertised for such Education District unit.

it of engagement shall be issued by the Zilla Parishad through its
C E 0, ZP of the District.

While issuing the engagement order the respective CEO Ziiia parishad
will exhaust the list of selected trained candidates of the required category

''® will fill up the remaining vacancies fromthe list of selected untrained candidates.
4.6 The engagement will be on an annual contract basis. Contract will be
renewed in subsequent years depending on the performance of the
candidate. While renewing the contract of the Sikshya Sahayaks (SSs), the
Zilla Parishad / Collectcr-Cum-CEO, Zilla Parishad must see that the Village
Education Committee of the concerned school has given positive certificate in
his/her favour about regular attendance and satisfactory teaching. The
Sikshya Sahayak (88) can be removed from engagement with a prior notice
of 30 days, If she/he violates the conditions of the contract on the basis of
adverse report of the Village Education eommlttee.
5. MODE OF APPLICATION
5.1 Applications will be invited from eligible candidates (registered with
employment exchanges / ̂ tate empldymentexqhahges.as the case may be)
through advertisement In Ibdal nwspaper§ by tfo respective Coilector-Cum-
CEO, Zilla Parishad.

A candidate may make an application for any Education District unit of
the State irrespective of his / her home Education District subject to condition
that he / she shall apply in respect of one Education District unit only.

Application wiil be submitted in following ways before the respective
CEO, Ziiia Parishad i.e..

(a) Registered post (b) By person
The candidate shall have to lumfsh an affidavit with his / her application

to the effect that he / she has not made application for engagement of Sikhya
Sahayak in any Education District unit other than the Education District unit
applied for. (f, on verification It is found that the candidate has applied in more
than one Education District unit for engagement as Sikhya Sahayak, his / her
application shall be rejected without assigning any reason thereof
6. ELIGIBILITY
6.1 The candidates must have passed +2 Science, Arts/Commerce (or its
equivalent examination declared by appropriate authority) and C.T. Training
from a recognized Board /University or +2 Science, Arts/ Commerce (or its
equivalent examination declared by appropriate authority) and 2 year Diploma
in Education (Special Education) a course recognized by Rehabilitation
Council of India (RCI) or B.A.,B.Sc. (or its equivalent examination declared by
appropriate authority) and B.Ed, from a recognized University or B.A.,B.Sc.
and one year B.Ed. (Special Education) a course recognized by Rehabilitation
Council of India (RCI). The +2 candidates must have odia as a subject up to
class-Vil and B.Ed, candidates must have Odia as a subject up to class -X
6.2 B.Ed. candidates must have registered their names either in the special
employment exchange located at Vani Vihar ( Bhubaneswar), Jyoti Vihar

ti-r'/SKfi fl.f.flsisMft: /Mttir.ss.'swnw ursou/rm y.)ii) uHomiinw
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( Sambalpur), Bhanja Vihar (Berhampur) or in the State Employment
Exchange at Bhuhaneswaf. +2 C.T. and untraiFied candidates must have
registered their name in any em^oyfhent exchange.
7  A6E;

Cartdldates shall not be below 18 years of age and above 42 years of
age. In case of SC/ST, Women, Ex-Servicemen & SEBC candidates the
upper age limit tday be relaxed by five years and Incase of PH candidates the
upper age .iirnit may be relaxed by 10 years.
8  RESERVATION

The Orissa Reservation Vacancies (in pasts and services for ST & SC)
Act, 1975 and rules made their under and such other princlpies of reservation
as prescribed by the State Government, from time to time, shall be followed.
Up to 331f3% posts will be reserved for women candidates.
9. ASSIGNMENT

The Slkshya Sahayaks shall perform the foliovdng duties.
(I) They must maintain regularity and punctuality in attending school
(ii) They must ensure completion of entire curriculum within the

specified time.
{ill) Assess the learning ability of each child and accordingly supplement

additional Instructions if any as required.

(iv)

(V)

(vi)
(vii)

They miisf ̂ sure rrpimum 1^^ for the students
as prescribed by the Competent Authority (School & IVlass Education
Department).
They must ensure at least 90% attendance of the children m
respective schools in alt dasses.
They shall reduce ifte tlropoufofthe chilckwi in schooi^ b^ 10%.
She/He shall mofivate the parents/ guardians of the village in which
Primary School is ihttaed rarofm within the age
group of 6 to 14 yaiu®; ft be his/her duty to contact parents i
guardians irr-Gas^ iiitt'^t to'a^^ regularly and get
back such children to the ctaSises,
They will hold regular meeting with parent and guardians and
apprise them about the regularity In attendance, ability to learn,
process made in learning and any relevant information about the
child. ,, ^

(ix) They shaB. pe^m- aillsuCh jbUi^^d^^competent authQ^tyasiandvyhi^Rregulred.
9.1 The Sikshya Sahayaks (trained and un-trained) will get consolidated
monthly remuneration as decldi^ by the Sovt. from tirne to time.

The untrained sikshya Sahayat© will start getting the remuneration of
trained Sikshya Sahayaks on acquiring Gaining qualification.
9^2 The Sikshya Sahayaks (SS) would attend training programme as may
be fixed by Govemraent. from time to time.
9 3 the engagement would be on the^basis of annual contract, in case Ziiia
Parishad decides not to renew the- contract, appeal shalMie to he
Government In School and Mass Education Department within three months
of non renewal-of contracL „
9.4 The Sikshya Sahayak shall be eligible for casual leave of 12 yduring one Calendar year. ShaMe shall not be entitled to any other anW^ed
absence beyond the aboue-menttoned penod. If he/she remains absent win
EAaSKPJIMmMF. D^I'W:OW\SS RESOUma^'!OIO UPOAtmdoc
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permlssidn and if she/he does not have any authorised leave at her/his credit,
the proportionate amountfrom consolidaited remuneration shall be deducted.
9.5 Any Lady Sikshya Sahayak who is having less than two surviving
children is entitled to avail leave on account of maternity for three months with
usual rerhuneration.
9.6 The agreement as prescribed , by the Government, between the
Collector-cum-G.E.O., Zllla Parishad and Sikshya Sahayak (88) is to be
executed on stamped f^per.
9.7 Funds as required for remuneration of Sikshya Sahayak (88) for each
district will be placed with the respective Zilla Parishads who shall pay to the
Sikshya Sahayak (SS).
10. Decision taken In the matter of engagement of Sikshya Sahayak (SS)
will also be applied mutatis-mutandis to the institutions looked after by the ST
& SG Development Department

This Resolution will take effect from the date of^ue.
By omejfiof the Governor

-y f j OommisaioneiisfUBis/Secretary to Govt.
mrno No. " /sm p&to IO-/-// I& ) • CLO)}

Copy forwarded to the Ggpfe leiMn-crfiaf^ Orlssa Gazette Cell. C/o
Cornmeree Department brfssa Secretariat, Bftubaneswar with a request to
publish the above Resplulffpnyih and
supply 500 (five hundred) copies to tWa Department.

Memo No. > ̂  /SME, Dato - ff
Copy forwarded to Finance Department / P&C Department /Panchayati

Raj Oepar&nent / ST & SG Devefopmenf for Information and necessary action.

Addl. Secretary to Govt.
Memo No. ' ■ /$ME, Date I 0 - j - //
Copy forwarded to Director, Sementary Education / SPD, OPERA /

Addl. Director, Planning (OPEPA) /Director. TE & SCERT, Orlssa for
information and necessary action.

t'-ms I Addl. Secretary to Govt.
flJemoNo. > ' ' /SME. Date 10 - I-II

Copy forwaFdeci to all Gollectors-cum-Chief Executive Officers, Zllla
Parishad / All DPC /All Dl of Schools for InfcnnatlGn and nece^|§QLaetipn,i

Addl. Secretaryl^'Gdvt,

Memo No. /SME. Date }0-l - J'
Copy forwarded to Section - I / V / VI / Xllt/five copies to XiV (Legal

Cell-I & fly Computer Cell/ Sr. Standing Counsel, S&ME Cell, Guttack &
Bhubaneswar/ 50 copies to guard file of Section-ll for information and
necessary action.

jo^W'K

i:X7BKP otpmsssmnss resou,tio.\ tow upOATEiyMiK

Addl. Secretary to Govt.
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.J! IM 2 ARTS CT CATEGORY- SEBC{W)
PROVISIONAL MERIT LIST OF SHIKSHVA SAHAYAK (150% OF VACANT POST)UNDER BHADRAK piSTIRCT-2011

1
31

Index

No.

Name of the

Applicant

Father/Husband'

s Name

Permanent

Address

Date of

Birth
Sex

Catego

%

Caste

certi.

No.

O.ate

Reside

nt

Certi.

No.

Employ
ment

Exchang
e Regn.
No.

+2

Full

Mark

+2

Mark

Obtain

ed

Perce

ntage

Full

Mark

CT

Mark

Obtai

ned

CT

CT

Percen

tage

Total

•PH/Ex.S

er./Spor

ts

1 117
KOUSALYA

PALE!

F-LATE

BHASKAR

PALE!

AT/PO-

PADHUAN.VIA-

ANANTAPUR.DIS

T-BDK

04.06.86 F OBC 55/11 305/11
T/3412/0

9
900 487 54.11 1250 848 67.84 121.95

2 94
CHANDRIKA

BARIK

H-

RAMAPRASAD

BARIK

AT/PO-

KUBERA.DIST-
BDK

21.10.83 F OBC 51/11 281/11
TW/221

2/08
900 460 51.11 1250 876 70.08 121.19

3 53
JAYASHREE

ROUT

H-SU SANTA

ROUT

AT.ARTUMP,PO-

BAf^PUR.VIA-

BASUDEVPUR,75

a)46

18.03.84 F SEBC 87/04
6325/1

0

VVT/300

9/08
900 456 50.67 1250 859 68.72 119.39

4 132
JAYANTILATA

SAHOO

H-ABHAYA KU.

BEHERA

AT/PO-

ALABAGA,VIA-

ERTAL,DIST-BDK

02.06.82 F SEBC
.81/20

11
750/11

TW/143

5/09
900 430' 47.78 1250 845 67.60 115.38

SPORT

S

5 238
JYOTIRMAYEE

NAYAK

H-SUKANTA

KISHROE

NAYAK

AT-CHINOL,PO-

GUAGADIA,VIA-

ertal.dist-bdk

.16-.05.78: F SEBC 57/04 682/11
CW/466

5/23
900 436 48.44 1250 831 66.48 114.92

Papp 1 of 10
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V.EPiT LIST OF S.Ss(100% Of VACANT POSTiUNDER BHADRAK blSTRICT-2011
(IN CONSONANCE WITH THE ORDER Of THE HON-8LE HIGH COURT IM V^.P. ( C ) NO^b4S2ni)^

CATEGORY Ui^ ̂

iSI

'Ng
joc'qx

\-h:.

\  i

vS!

Nama of the

Applicant

Fattve r/ H OS t>a nd" j Permanent
s Name Address

!r.e PRiNK! E OJMA

HO

1--MAHENDRA

NATH OJHA

AT/PO-

SUNDARPUR.yiA
KIJPARI.DIST-

BLS

BATA KRISHNA

SAt

F-ISWAR OH

BAL

Date of

B'irth

AT-KANATIA,PO-
MANGALPUR.VIA

TIHIDI,75613Q

Sex
Categoi

ty

01.05:84

01.04.81

;,>3
I hji.RANJAN

Inayak

jjYOTiSHRET

F-BAIKUNTHA

MAYAK

Vr.'PO-

CHUDAMANI.PS-

BASUDEVPUR.DI

ST-BDK

ll -BANAMALl
1;, ]jYOilRMA1t:.E

1 BAR IK

M

42.01.81

AT/PO-

BHAIRABPUR.Vl

.A

[J.ASU9EVPUR.7

561 ?5

14.01.92

M

SEBC

SEBG

SEBG

1

Caste

certi.

No.

.Date

Reside

nt

Certi.

No.

50/11

:83tWd
2"'-

Employ

ment

Exchan

ge

R^n.
No.

1-58/11

343/11

.6649/.

10

OBC 18/1 1

334/11

+2

Full

IIAark

*2

.Mark

Obtain

od

TW/50

7/11

T/161/1
t

1000

I.

Pdrce

ntage

757

Rill

Mark

CT

75.70

600

T/7340/

09

1 12/11

/ \

7

\ 4 ' ■

Z..

1000

465 77.50

787

WT/59

3'1 I
600 4.T,'

73.70

1250

Mark

Obtal

ned

CT

997

CT

Parcen

tage

7§W6

1250 919

1250

72.87,

1..

1250

869

Total

155.46

73.52

®5.2

912 75.36

PH/ExS

erJSpor

151.02

148.22

148.19

<^->'0 • \

Remarks

UPASHAS

TRI

(UNDER
ENQOiSY),

VOCATION

AL

(UNDER
ENQUIRY)
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AR 1 S CT
I^INAL MERIT LIST OF S.Ss(100% Of VACANT POST)UNDER BHADRAK DISTRICT-20T1

(,N cZsoScE WITH THE ORDER OFTHE HON'BLE HIGH COURT IN W.P. ( C ) NO. 6452,11)

CATEGORY. - UR

Employ

ment

Exchan

PHIEX.S

erJSpor

ts

Reside
ObtalPerce

iifage

RemarksPerceriCatsgoDate ofPermanentFather/Husband

s Name

Name of the

Applicant
ObtainCertl.

index

No

MarkAddress

WT/58

4/11

75.20SUDARSANPUR.

PO-SUAN,VIA-

ERAM.DIST-BDK

70.33F-RATIKANTA

PRADHAN
06.01.9t

ROJ! PRADHAN

VOCATION

.  AL

(UNDER
ENQUIRY)

AT/PO

ERAM.DIST
BDK.756162

WTyzT

74/09

144.96138/0 744 74.40665/11H-ASHQK

KUMAR ROUT
21.07.77MANASl

MOHANTY

VOCATION

AL

(UNDER
ENQUIRY)

AT/PO-

BINAYAKPUR.PS

BASUDEVPUR.Dl
ST-BDK

Tvy/10

194/10
103/1 76,00F-

LAMBOOHAR

RANA

68.50
24.04.86

SANJU RANA

AT

RADHANATHPU

R,PO-
MANDARl.VIA-
BASUDEVPUR.?

56125

WTJ20

4/11

144.1774.33109/11F-KALANDI

BHOI

13.06,91
STALINA BHOI



y -i .: ■ y-

kul-ll +Z AKl £> >- 1 I-- .o-r OF «Ss{100%OFVACANT POST)UNDERBHADRAK DISTRICT-2011C^sScE W,?H WE CrDER OF ™E HONBLE H.OH COURF .M W.P,C, NO, 8452,11, -'

. . r

Employ

ment

Exchan

PH/EX.SRssids
Obtalporce

ntage

RonUirksTotal eriSporPercenDate o!PermanentFathcr^Husband

s Name

ObtainName of tne

Applicant
Birtli MarkAddressndex

7rr=

BACHHADA.PO

JAGANNTHPUR
BACHHADA,VIA-

ANANTAPUR.PS-
BASUDEVPUR.DI

001/ -rggn-iR

VOGATIONA

L (UNDER
ENQUIRY)

PH(OR
T) 65%

TW/45

3/09
302/11F-KARTIK OH

NAYAK

29.02.88lija smit a
NAYAK

BACHHADA.PO
JAGANNTHPUR

BACHHADA.V1A-

ANANTAPUR.PS-
BASUDEVPUR.DI
oT gnu- -TKKn.iB

TW/97

8/11

137.3573.5263.83688/11FiBENUDH/\R

BHOI

07.05.91

AT/PO

SINDOL.PO-
TIHIDI.DIST-BDK

F-RABINDRA

KU. BARIK

07,03.89SIMAiNJALI

BARIK

AT-BAUMEDA

DAYANIDHIPUR,

PO-
BALIMEDA,75613

1

WTC6

4/11

137.2271.5265.70UPALI

APARAJITA

PARIDA

F-GIRIDHARI

PARIDA

25.03.86

VGCATIONA

L (UNDER
ENQUIRY)

AT/PO

ADHUAN.VIA
BASUDEVPUR,7

55125

VVT/13 137.1065,60H-CHANDRA

SEKHAR

PANDA

71.50
06.07.82SMITARANI

DASH

23rt)9



FILED
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• • UNHERTAKING TO BE SUBMI-TYED BY PROVISIONALLY '
SELECTED S.S. APPLICANTS OF BHADRAK DISTRICT CLAIM

TO HAVE PASSED +2 VOCATIONAL COURSES OR "
UPASHASTRI.

I  Sri/Sml/Kumari ^0=Ti. CC "Mcac-rQUi
S/0,W/0, D/0 of village at

"^r-jgyK o> <a. , P.O. P
P-S. Dist. residing

present at , village q .

P.0._\'^^^'^'^«^^^LVV^^u1•LR..P.S. Dist.
T^Xk2i.'5^_E^Il5AA being present in the verification counter today
(11.03.11) do hereby solemnly affirm and stale that, I have not passed +2
Examination or equivalent Examination from CHSE.Orissa or from equivalent
Council/Board/University before appearing at the Vooational Course/Upashastri
examination for which I have submitted my pass eertificate and mark sheet.

If any thing contrary to the above is established, I shall be criminally

^iOs^blilLij Ul iflyi tile (JrUviyiUl lb Lil \'d\N.

Knowing well the prevalent rules, I do hereby undertake that, I have
passed Vocational Examination from CHSE, Orissa or any other equivalent

Council/Board/Uriiversily OR Upashastri Examination from Sri Jagannath
Sanskrit University, Srivihar, Puri or equivalent. Uriiversity/Coundl/Board. The
Corpi^'Ofn. ■ Fc\BS <L«ri>r'^b^(DEty!^-V\a.afe.cs3BA^"Su^Wvv\tV^^ twc-

1. - \^a:L<^.vQ.V^ F(/// signature of the applicant

2. l}rtr^
}-i -M ■ K!&olq.l U-f - / ,



r

JI'JDERTAKING TO BL SBBivllTTED BY PROVISION

SELECTED S.S. APPLICANTS OF BHADRAK DISTRIC

TO HAVE PASSED +2 VGCATIONAL COURSES OR

UPASHASTRI.

i  Sri/Smt/Kumari .2.qLT>\ ̂
S/O.VV/O, D/0 Xr-o U of village at

■Q-iOL-M^Q-VJA't-g 'KA ' P.O. ^TC-P'
residing

at present at village . ffv.caJ^ Q \A ̂  u

P.O. Vv? P.S. ^"gg-Acg dsn Dist.
being present In the. verification counter today

(11.03.11) do hereby solemnly affirm and: sfetiK that; I have not passed +2
Examination or equivatenf :l^aKitlihatibn-fi®rhrCF($||e^^
Councii/Board/University befbre appearing at the VpcatiOnal dourse/Upashastri
examination for which I have submitted my pass certificate and mark sheet.

if any thing contrary to the above is established, I shall be criminally
prosecuted under the provisions of law.

Knowing well the prevalent rules, I do hereby undertake that, I have
passed Vocational Examination from CHSE, Orissa or any other equivalent
Council/Board/University OR Upashastri Examination from Sri Jagannath
Sanskrit University, Srivihar, Puri or eqMlvaient Uniyersity/Gouncil/Board. The
copy of the pass certificate has been submitted by me.

Witness ](Ct.qq .
1. ^ Uss. - ^ cx^Ql ^ Full signature of the aobUcant

.2. fihkir^u .
iJ>cv(afe .

.; I,
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DISTMiCT PROJECT OFFICE

SARVA SHIKSHYA ABHIYAN: BHADRAK
Order No. 3j / Dci«ed. Ihl Iry If
Consequent upon execution of on ogrft^j

NAYAI(,D/0-KARTIK CH. NAYAKiAT-BACHC'
ANANTAPUR,D1ST-BHADRAK and Collector-cum-CW;;|
engaged as "SHIKSHA SAHAYAK" for o period os mention'effl
Rs.4000/-(Rupees three thousand five hundred only)sub|e]^

fli. Ijltjed. 28'.Q4.11 between LIJA S/VtlTA
pNATHPUR BACHHADA,VIA-
I, LIJA SMITA NAYAK is hereby
iftt®nt on Q fixed monthly honorarium of

jJwJng terms and conditions.'
^ftinder _BMy^iV^l((LBiock.Place of enooaement ..!cli<^'Y^gQ.\(^ pffi.6|a

1. The "SHIKSHA SAHAY|K;|halli^otiv(ile thitporents/gt(^PJp^pViIlage in which Pry.'/UP schools ore
situated for enfoint'enfmlp'tthiidren wliliinihe age group.^Jf
2. It will.be his/her duties to contact parents/guardians in case'ctoldren fail to attend doss regularly and gel
bock such children-.to classes.

3. .Whenever applicable"'he'/she will work under the admipls|f,oti.V;'evCbntroi of Headmaster/Headmistress in
charge of the schciol to'which he/she is assigned. He/She jhaiffp'eMpT^^^ dutles as will be entrusted upon
him/her by the.concerned Headmaster/Headmistress.
4. He/she may be assigned any other work in furtherance.of.Qttj.ecti'y:e.-;pf:Uiijyei;salisation of Primary Education
by Chief Executive' Officer,.,IIP, or any other authority as-decti'edkbw^^ and Moss Educotion
Deptt.fr;omdini.e/fci|fime
5.-He/she-siioil'atfehdl^ os'fixedby
6. This-engdgefneat'ot^.'der'ls'-^ the/l'f^^^ in W.P. (G): No. 7478/201 1 and
subsequent oYdef'fif the?Otfvt?t|ii'S'& MIE. Oeptfl'

furlirk'Hrdered fhat if tinyS^0k0y /sheeted in future, his/her
engagement will he'terminated withoutassigglh^k^dnyc^ thereo

pis^rKt ProiecnCo-ordinator
IV^Itiidrak.

.  I MeAoNo. . /Dbted.
topf To. person conielned focMor^tion .end'necessm action. He/She is

join before the concerned H.M.of school wilh-oll ort
order will stand cancelled

Wetna No._

Copy, to the Heodmoster/Heo
necessary action. He/She is-requested to report I
through concerned BRCCfor'further oction of this en

Meriid'No.

directed to

iiTing.which this

indtor

Copy forworded'to the Bill

Memo No. kni
Copy forwarded to the concerne^hoC'

schools, Bhodrok-ll for information and necess.ory action.

enfiiml

information andisS'tof'Jivei'cdfifisr!)
the undersigned

'motor

hodrdk

sqry action,intdrmalioriconcern

ordinotor

eyelopmen spffider / District Inspector of

h-ordinator



V  ..v.— •- .

"■ ■ rVcnT rO-ORDINATOR,^^SfsSsHlAeXN-. BHADRAKsarvashikshaa ^
,  ,, . ^_s-9y_,.

ploce oi ensoaemen
y^Y-'/DP 5tiuuls orele loiiuwiiia \/ u rAv\^\>n n\Q^^— , .1, . \vhicn rry- '

W^^'^=-''-''-'''"'z::.
by thieitxecutive Officer, IP/or °"y ^

DisW idrak

Jw M nf school with oil origiiwft^'" \ rvidV^ > ., ■> ^ ,ioin beiore the concerned H.Wj
^riTor will stood concelleo. / \ BRodrok
|0m OeiUlO
order will stood cancelled.

memo No——

VBhodrdk

NVemo No. —LJ ----j|i-^^ OmSLJ^^^

Issued L\nasr RTi-aci-oo



. ..^iU^^iKSEeriEisreiMaSiew

ri4w»»*

w

'h or

5ARV,
"•-■ i i .\CjL;i^1 CO-Q l-i;L'' 1 !'v/'
0'A-A3H[YAN: BHADRAK

Order No. _/Date.
, ^ pursuance of the order dated 24 Dh 11 in R7r\ m

Misc.cLe';„%TomSf:SrlS?So\"2o"l"fSl sf

?n7irrmaU; ofSror^lfs^coX^
Lambodar Rana. At-Binayakpur, P'S^nur Vif R? TBasudevpur, Dist-Bhadrak is hereby &naaaS^om f®? o' .
Sahayak w.e.f. today [,e,23.08.20^f ° ShikshyaBy order of <A^o//ector,co,,,.c/,a/rman,

SSAi^^Bhadrak

Memo No.

information.
^°Py to person coiicemed thro^

'V

District PpeetC^-ordinator

Dlstrlc nator

Memo Wo. ^ :!3K\ng,\ „
Project Primary SchoruoalTKumar, Sanju Rana, return of the serS on
preservatonoftnelhWcopyinthe sdl« to Stord\Copy forwarded toAthe Sf^DC ^nriahair fnr imf
and necessary action. \ ' '^''aaDali for information

Memo No. P"^ /Daw

District Pl^ct C^-ordinator
SSA. Bhadrak

l1\of Sohooie, BhadraK?,t

^District Prd
ss;

itCo-^rdlnator
y Biradrak

i. ..ueaj,(naer kTi-/^.ci-Uu

^\0. S?A. f-:;-.;;;;, j"
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ODIHSA: CUTTACK

W.P.fCI N0.32Q25 OF 2011

Banajini Mishra ... Petitioner.

•Vrs-

State of Odisha & others.. Oppvparties.

SI.No Description of docUrrion^ Page

1

2,

Gounter

Annexure-Ay3 series

1-4

5-8

Cuttack

Date;-
Standing Counsel,

Schoof&^MS^i^Ed



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ODIHSA: CUTTACK

W.PTCV NO.32025 OF 2011

Banajini Mishra... Petitioner.

-Vrs-

State of Odisha & others Opp.parties.

I, Sri Manoj-Kurnar Behera,

Behera of Village- Maiasahl, P.p/P;l^- Wahggtfaba5i 0i^^^

working as District Project Co^ofdinator, i;^/BbadtakrAt/Pd/pi^:-,B|ad#k do

hereby solemnly affirm and/state as fpllQws:-

That, i have been authorized by Opp.party No-1 & 2 to swear this

affidavit on their behaif.

That, I have gone through the averments made in the writ petition and

have understood the averments made therein.

1. That, the District Project-C<H>rdlnatbr, SSfe BH

order dated.24.11.2011 without holding any enquiry. In accordance

With the order of the Hon'ble High Court in W.P.(C) No.18256/2011,

the District ProjeOt Go-drdihatdr,SSAiBhadrak has enquired into the

alleged matter against ShikShya Sahayak applicants who have passed

+2 Vocational course/Upasastri course after passing out the +2

Arts/Commerce/Science examination. Under the principle of the



natural justice the concerned Shikshya Sahayak applicants

(subsequently engaged) were given adequate opportunity to defend

themselves.

2. That, the District Project Co-ordinator,SSA,bhadrak has carefully

followed the direction of the Hon'ble High Court in W,P,(C)

No.18256/2011 and has enquired Into the matter before taking action

on the findings. The District project Co-ordlnator, SSA, Bhadrak has

not exceeded his jurisdiction. Similariy. the D.P.C.,SSA,Bhadrak

passed order on 24,11.2011 so as to issue/show-cause notice to the

petitioner to substantiate notice is not viblative: of the principles of

natural justice.

3. That, this deponent humble submits that there is nothing to comment in

respect of Para-3 of the writ petition.

4. That, this deponent humble submits that there is nothing to comment in

respect of Para-4 of the writ petition.

5. That, this deponent humble submits that there is nothing to comment in

respect of Para-5 of the writ petition.

6. That, this deponent hunibfesobrnits that there Is nothing to comment in

respect of Para-6 of the writ petition.

7. That, by the time the order No-2 dated.l5.07.2011 In W.P.(C)

No.18256/2011 of the Hon'ble High Court was received the petitioner

had already been engaged as Shikshya Sahayak. But it was specified

that "respondents shail not appoint against whom the enquiry is



<>fr-

pending till it is complete." Under sfuch circumstance issue of show-

cause notice is in accordance with the order of the Hon'bie High Court.

8. That, this deponent humble submits that there is nothing to comment in

respect of Para-8 of the writ petition.

9. That, it is not a fact that the District Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak

issued show-cause notice without holding any enquiry and without

giving any opportunity to the petitioner.

TO.That, it is not afact thatthe District Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak

arrived at a conclusion on enquiry that-the Vocational course certificate

is a forged and fake certificate. Rather, the crux of the issue is that she

had passed +2 Vocational course after she passed +2 Arts course

which is not permissible.

11 .That, this deponent hurnbleaubthtolh^tHlrl^^Ji^thih^ in

respect of Para-11 of thefwritpetitibn.

13. That, this deponent humble submits that there is nothing to comment

in respect of Para-13 of the writ petition.

14.That, it is a fact that the District Project Co-ordinator,SSA,Bhadrak

detected the irregularity corhmitted "by the petitioner in taking

admission in +2 Vocational course after compietetion of +2 Arts course

is against the principles laid down by the Council of Higher Secondary
Education,Odisha as has been communicated by the P.i.O of the

C.H.S.E(0). Even the said P.i.O also intimated to the District Project
Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak vide his Letter No.3920 dated.13.06.20li



m
'-Hf.
T

that the information submitted by letter No.3142 dated.04.05.2011 is

genuine and authentic. All the letters are annexed at Annexure-A/3

series.

.  15. That, it is not a fact that the scope of the enquiry by the District Project

Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak is limited to the genuineness of the

certificate only.

16. That, enquiry was undertaken In accordance with the direction of the

Hon'ble High Court in W.P.(C) No.1825e/20'11. In course of enquiry it

was lawfully detected,thataipersQn?Q^ft hbtilti:tdy:ff2Vdcati^

after successful coraplefetlqit-of^ll Ar^Ogrnr^

him/her. Hence, no irregularity has besn^ comfffltted by the District

Project Corordinator, SSA, Bhadrak in issuing show-cause notice

against the petitioner.

17. That, this deponent humble submits that there is nothing to comment

in respect of Para-17 of the writ petition.

Identified by DeppnentI

Asst. A.G's Office.

Certificate

Certified that due to non availability of cartridge papers plain blue papers has
been used.

Cuttack

Date: ■ Standing Counsel,
School & Mass Education Cell.
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Prom.

©r»0Qpa Ranjan Mishra.
J"=^ii^£orraa.tl0n ©ffiear,

•"•^•^•'®rissa',Bhubaneawar.
IP

sufoj-supply of information unfler R^I Act..
Ref j-Your letter ,No;.6337 .dt.'3l,Q:g^20,ai.:

Sir.

.^Ith re^arenoe to your latter on the subject■ cited ^bo' •
to say that the letter mi3U2 dti^O-a-osiVm i TS ^
abd mMU9 dtti31,;05'i20ll which ■ ' ^ ■ * ' ' <3t.^27 .'OSiiZOll
aufhe^ic. ^ applicants are

is is for your kind information^

ka/—
rA M g ^'4 Cl^

Project Clwfdi I
^. S. A., Bnflrlntl

Yours faithfully.

Public i' iforiftaxi r fi eg r,
n . , I)
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COUNCIL OP HIGHER SSCONDiuRY EOUCA lONs QRISSA
PRAI'^IGYAT-^ITHA: SA^I AHT^AFUR: BHUDWESVJAR-13

• * «

SE (0) , cTt.

\ S3

Ro.RTI.2V11„

From;-

Di-' Gopa Ranj an I4ishra,
Public Information Officor
CHSE(O) , Bhubaneswar.

To

Ramakanta Salioo,
C/o-Mabendra F.rasacl saboo
At-Kali daspur/Po-N arasln ghpur
Dist-Bhadrak,

Sub:- Supply of inforination unider RTl Act..

Rcfj- Your application dt;,.4-,.5-.,20'il.

sir,

With refbrGncG to your .application dt* 4. 5.1,1 on tba .subjGct citod
above, I am to say that you have rqoplied under RfTI Act. to Ibiow
whether a student can have tm Registration. Number. A student

cannot have tw© Registration Nimber. In case a studesnt fails

in the A.H. S.2xamination conducted by the Council and t?J<:Gn

admission changing his- stneam he will get a nev? Registration Nvrabci

as surrender of old rGgistration- number.

This for your kind information.

Yours faithfully,

Public Information Officer
r . j)

A*? Project Gc
S, S. A.. Bijadnil'



J  "■OUCA'i'IOM;ORTSPi^^VJI-IAPITIdA SAMAi-KCftPUR i..-iUDA.-;2SWAR.13
-0-

No.

^r.iri/i
./CHSE, Dt. 'Xf /

From,

Dr.Gopa Ran-jan Mishra,
Public Information Officer,
To

Ramakanta S.ahoo.,
C/o-MahGndra Prasad Sahoo,

Kalidaspur,'
Po- Narasinghapur,
PS- Basudevpur,
Dist-Bhadrak,

Sub.- Supply of iii£artftattoii; viiilir r®i; Act,
Ref:- Your application dt'« 4.5.11.
Sir,

With r^etence to your applloation at.4.5.20H on the
suhooot citoa above, I ™ t. oay that, you have appiied
under RTi Set teaaiaing aamlssion pieoedure of a atudent-

a student tnKes adtataslon m another College in 1st yea-
having been failed in Annual HS Bxam. conducted by the
Council,, the. CvL'uc the 1st nmn j

■  College, needs t© be released

rair::: - -——- -
This is for your kind information..

'A«< Project C<K
''v. S. A.. Bhadrak

Yours

'1^

Public Infofmatipn Officer,
■A/, r I)

G/



COUNCIL 0

PRAJN/a^ITr

No.

 -f" " JiU aa'
^O^pSA'
i;3 ':!' ■ ■

^'Iftsaau- . BY

RTI-PS/ll
.yCHSKo)., Dt,:

From

.jflirfc- .-if.
'if "^■ ■^

i-r

Dr;iGopa Ranjan Mishra,
Public infonnation Oificer,
c'.h;,'S .£., Orissa, Bhubaneswar.

To

S.ri Ramakanta Dash.
c/oj-Late Jogendra Dash,
At/Po-AronduQ,
Viaj-Basudevpur,
Distt-Bhadrak

Sub:-rSupply. of infonnation uhdor RTl

Ref:-Your application under RTI dfc.dSilQ'^
Sir,

v;ith-reference to your applicatlou tuidur HTI Aqt: dj'l^oJ04,, 2011 oi-;
the' subject cited above, I am- to cay that. you-;i under

§fe!r - passing

tioaal stream or not. as per rule 2ii,) of:,-.£h'e C!iii.Ki".3 .E. Aci: a..-.
'\w^' ■ ■pji ,lation 190 2, Hiyiver SecpnUary course rneajas-tdpu^i^^b: iinmed.iatej-y

RTI Act to get the information regarding
• -it&j-- '•+2 Arts/Science and Commerce course a: &fcud#-€f^jSl^fepeafe^fc +2

Vocational stream or not.

Reguli
following the High school, certificcita 'Course ppfvering a'
p-Qtiod of tv;o academic, years v;hich ic provid'ed^'ipit .either in ...
college or a Higher Secondary Scliool and inGldded'jlArds/Scianc.r! ^
Conmerce and Vocational courses, if 'a student .■®j5,e;a^and;..qualarr
in H.S .Examination in Arts .Science and Conmera^iJstl^e^^^
under, any recognised institution
admission again in vocational 31roam 'Of

This is for your kind informution.

Yours

KA/7

-h VI e.g-Ve.^
Public I

:  -"wi ,
:'e;cr.

'Ah Project
VS. A.. B



v\v\

I-To

The Collecior-CLim-Chiei' Execuiive Officer, Zj'lla Parisada,
At/P.O./Dist-Bhadrak.

Sub- Petition with a prayer to call for all the case records pertaining to enquiry
conducted in pursuant to the earlier order dtd.24.3.2011 passed in W.P. (C )
No.7478/2011 (filed by Sri Rama Kanta Sahoo and others) and order
"dtd.15,7.201 1 passed in W.P. (C ) No.18256/2011 (filed by Manin Parida
and others) for reference and consideration of the materials / documents
produced by the petitioners of the aforesaid case in proof of the fraud
committed by the vocational and Upasastri Candidate

Sir,

With due respect, we the petitioner in W.P. (C ) No.5077/2014 do hereby,

humbly beg to submit that

(1) The list of vocational candiciate^ and; t)p:asastri candidate those

have obtained certificates of Vocational pass and Upasastri. pass in

suppression of materials fact and in violation of CKSE Rules and

Regulations are available in the enquiry case records prepared / conducted

by the office of DPC, Bhadrak in pursuant to earlier order dtd.24.3 .2011

passed in W.P. (C ) No.7478/20li by Sn Rama Kanta Sahoo and

otliers) and order dtd. 15.7.2011 ;pasild;;ih W.P; (C) No;;I;0S|/20.11 ffiled by

Manin Parida and others).

(2) In all such enquiry case records pertaining to D'.I.-l and D.1.-2,

the documents / materials evidences of double certificates and deliberate

willfully acts of fraud are available. Those materials are also vital for

conducting the present enquiry in pursuant to the order of the Hon'ble High

Court passed in W.P. (C) No.5077/2014 (filed by Surekha Samal) and a

batch of cases.

We therefore, pray your good authority to be kind enough to consider the

above grievance and be pleased to call for all enquiry case records for furthej^

verification and scrutiny with further opportunity of hearing to the. petitioners on

the scheduled date fixed for enquiry i.e.10.7.2015. For which act of kindness, the

petitioners shall be obliged. cScuW

S" - 7 - I ̂  '
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gif

bhadrak district
SI.

■No.
Index
No.

Name of the
applicant

Father's/ Date of
Husband'S'Name Birth

UST OF applicants REJECTED DUE TO STUDIED
Sex Caste Edn. Dist. Remarks

« COURSE BOTH ARTS/SC/COM & VOC/UPASASTRll
3n BIDYUTAPRAVA

KAR
BASANTA KU.
DASH 01.04.84

RABINARAVAN
BEHERA

KABITA BEHERA
04.02.89

MANOJ KUMAR
BEHERA

RATNAKAR
BEHERA 2S.09;g0

BDK-II

BAIJAYANTI DAS BHOJENDRA
prasad das 03:02,90 SEBC • BDK-

mhi
UT

HARAPRIYA JENA
F-GANESH
RRASAB JENA

18/06/90

SAMISKYA
tripathy F-PIRADEEP KU

TRIPATHY
I81/+2 U

12.05;9.1 F

SOUOAMINI
BISWAL

prashantaku
ROUT 12.05;89

CHAKRADHAR BAL -KR'-'SHNA
CHANDRA BAL 06.CM.86

SASMITA DAS F-SANYASI DAS 04.04.90

list ofap^mt rejected due to one YB^R 0.S/EV OC/URI

AKSHAYA KUMAR
F^DJBAKAR JENA 10.0-1.71

.'Strict Project Co-orciha-o ''
y.A,. bhadrak
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END DIST-BHADRAK K reject list for the post of ss,2012 under bhadrak
district

tv
TBa
V

IND6

X NO

NAME OF

THE

CANDJDATE

61

29

31

56 A

320

32 375

LALITA

KUMAR
PUHAN

NAME OF THE

father/husba
NO

TAPASVVINI
NAYAK

SR/OHAR
SETHI

KAWINI KANTA
PUHAN

OATE ,
PERMANENT ADDRESS OF IsEX

BIRTH

Caste

PITASASH
MOHANTY

AT-JA<3ANNATHI po-

|15.06;w | M
ERAM,BHAPRAK-7M162

MUSI SETHI

PITABAS

MOHANTY

SHVAMA
SUNDAR

MOHANTY

PRAHALAD
CH. DAS

PRAVAKAR
OAs

BRAVAT

KUMAR
MAYAK

AT<^,
PAJ^DARABATIAVIA- |i5.P3«| F
OHUSt^.DIST-eHADRAKf

SEBC

•WtieAGAKM,VIA-
T*8f>!ifjHADRAK

loe.os.Tol M

AGANI CH. DAS

MURALIDHAR
DAS

MAHENORa
prasao NAYAK

AT/RiO.

PANDAgA6ATIA.VIA- lo9.09 66| M
m.US0RI.DIST.8HAORAK

SEBG

GgN

AT'PQtARASADIST-
?HAbi^ h4;02.67 M

AT-KHUNTA.PO-
lyi^SKftPjURiviA-
ttibiiSiibftiAOIST-
BALASGRE

CM.06.68l M

AT/Ppi^TI.VlA-
SIMULIA,D1ST-BALASORe|°^°®'^1 M

SEBC

sc

SEBC

©ASTE

ciERTI.
NO.

RES,

NO,

E,

REGD.

NO

924/11

933AH

mz/p?

'■ ti'

1985/1
1

1423/1
1

3314A)
6

MZa/l
1

1

FUL|.
MSKS
IN+2

MARK;
S

OBTfAl
f/Eb

v. OF
MARK

S

r/7SG8/
03

1580(0
8

3314A0
6

147S«I
8

2028/0
B

SEBC

327iCC^

' H '̂

y^ting

0/1

4ei3/1
0

3633/1
0

1000

900

900

900

745

PULL
MARK
SIN
CT.

74.50

406

340

900

900

£00

369

359

412

45.1

37.78

41.00

39.89

45.78

358 39.78

1250

WARK
S

OBTAI
NEO

%OF
MARKS

8^1

total
P6RCE
NTAGE

1200.

1000

672

513

145.78

45 11

37.78

56.00

51.30

97.00

91.19

PH/SPOR
TS/EX.

SERVICE
MAN

45.76

39.78

r
r.Lf- . .

REMAR'

KS

'Rojoa-due
lq-»-2vot a
♦3 in 2006

&2CP9
rcspocU«e{y

loHhci
T«*ator

eo«tfcai»»o<
o^waioin

aufr to

jnadcjtiuiae
CT mart

Rejeci
due to
ONE

YEAR

DSE

Reject
due to
DSE
ONE
Y^r

■Rejeel due
to

inaoeqoA
TE C T
MARK

Reject due
to

INADEQUA
TE MARK
SHEET
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EMD DIST-BHAORAK II
REJECT LIST FOR THE POST OF SSv2012 UNDER BHADRAK DISTRICT

SI.

NG

INDE

X NO

NAME OF

the
CANDIDATE;

name of the
father/husba

NO
PERMANENT ADDRESS

DATE

OF

BIRTH
SEX CASTE .tekri;

iio/
RES.

NO.

E.

REGD.
NO

FULL,
^RKS
lij +2

MARK
s

OBJAI
NED

,%PF
MARK

S

FULL
MARK

S IN

C.T.

MARK
S

QBTAI
MED

% OF
MARKS

TOTAL

PERCE
NTAGE

PH/SPOR
TS/EX,

SERVICE
MAN

REMAR

KS

1 258
suryatjarA
YAN NAY/ij<'

.gayadhar
HAYAK

ATrPOKHARlPUR(URyNtA'
)PP;LUNGAVlA:ERtAL.6
HA0RAK

08.0^.84 M SEBC
=83^1

1

.6348/0
9

1000 691 69.10 1250 6162 68596 138.06

PH

(ORTHO)
65%

Rqect dpe
iodcubi«

+2.p.ass -*2
voc

2 304

HIRANYA
KUMAR

BEHERA

DAJTARI

BEHERA

AT-RUOHUNGA.PO-
ASTIA.VIA-SlMUt lA.DlSt-
BALASORE

oa.os.ii8 M SEBC 4^11 2295/1
1

6124/0
n

1000 697 69.70 1250 745 59.60 129.30

Reject due
to double

appty-So'O
Ky.GS^

UPASAST

3 329
susanta
KO.OAS

LAXMANKUMAR
PAS

AT-MUKTESWAR PUR,Pb
PAKHAR,V*A-
AN4^TAf=W.DlST-
BAI^pRE

10.0S.92
•

; .M^ ^BC 21^' 71-76/1
.  1

10259/
11

600 42S 70.83 1250 822 65.76 136.59

R^ect due
la douUe

npptySora
KYSa? ^2

COM.

4 307
SASMITA
SARiK

Nirmal oh. WRQ^OHUbAMifWrvtv
BA^pE\/RUR.oisT-
Bif^ORW

: F SEBC
L. ^

0074/1
I

' todo 661 66.10 900 666 74.00 140.10

Reject <fue
to'BSS 1
YEAR

5 no
kalpana
NAYAK

Najesh ku
MOHANTY

AT-N^'1NOJASAHI.PO-
BASUDiEyPUR.BHAPRAK 07iQ3.B4 SEBC: :^0Bm 1000 750 76.00 1250 748 69.84 -13434

Ri^cct duo
todoobte *
2p;i$s *2

6 78
PR^TIRANI
KAR

MAHESWAR
^VAK

AT^pHANOANWJRiPCWlA
8eT;^A,-BI^RAK ■ -IS.OZBB : -P ^ GEN T/9072/

10
1000 662 66.20 1250 925 74.00 140.20

-Reje^due
' to cfoiuble

t2^pa$s

7 101
DHRUTIT/^
A

satapathV'

ANtWA
fiRRAYAN
tRJPATHY

aytpp- .
NAR:^HSti^OR^VlAT F GEN

i7soro
g

1000 699 69.90 1250 815 65.20 135-10.
• Rejec due

to'doObie

♦2 pass

8 214
PURI^
CtolDRA
sabqo

9ANAMAL1
SAHCX)

SHAirtE^;^ fli^AL
VIA;
ntCT- niiiyiYioo v

:22.U.86 m' SEBC 112/^ 819T/0.
9

, 1000 777 77.70 1250 619 65.52 143.22
due

.'to douUa
«'2-pas9

9 52
niranjan
nayak

ewokuntha
^YAK

AT/P0<itiOjjjV/^|,PS-
BAS,UOrvPUR,BHADR/y< 12.01.81 M SEBC . 604fiffi T77340/

09 1000 787 78.70 1250 369 69.52 148.22

Rejectdue.
io'double

10 22
Xt^P^

DHUPAL

PIJ!4BAPKAK
OrtUPAL

AT.Sy^;i?0feffiOpAu®W
SUGQ;W-ERTAL.QIST-
BHA0RAK.PIN-7S6124

25.0.5.89 M -GEN W^nlb
—

T/626/1
1

1000 672 67.20 1250 867 6036 13656

•ycBc^j ttjN

to^ouble
■»2ooss



*2 cr

END DIST-BHADRAK II reject list for the post of SS,2012 umder bhadrak district

{l^

NAME OF NAME OF THE

father/husba
NO

JNDE
DATE MARK MARK\ NO PERMANENT ADDRESS FULL %.OF PH/SPORCANDIDATE TOTALCERIT MARKREGD. MRKS MARK rS/£X. RGPjflARBIRTH OBTAf PERCeOBTAi MARKSIPV2

NTAGE

AT-BA^THI.RO.
Radha'bUavpur.via
BASUQByPUR.BHADRAK

MAHESWAR

behera
RAMESH CH

04.05.8a 5730/1 5271/8141/10 Rejeclduo

70.6^ to doub^o146.84JNANA
RANJAN

KABAT

♦2. pass *Zghanashyam
KABAT

AT/Rp.|^UARANiVlA
£RAM.pfSr-BHADRAK

8394/105.06.84 4359/0SEBC 1014/11 Rejcddue
(0 doubl«144 62

ATypo^Oii^^R.viA
anantapor,oist
bhaprak

SH/^HJREK
HA BEHEFIA

BIKARTANA ♦ z pass »2

8282/103.02 84 Kojociduo143/04 ao6/n
66 10 ttl 92 ioncvble12602ANASUYA

MOHAPATR
A

at-javapur,ro

N^^iNGHAPUR.VlA
bhagirathi

mohapatra

2 pass

UPASAST
7685/105.06.90 10T36/

73.60
?2 50 19 douWe16.35

AMARKU
BEHEF^

markanda *2 passAT: KUagAPHIA, PC/via
BHTADA. BALASbRE 17.11.83 33712 Rftjeddue

71.70.
HEMAN-TA
KUMAR
NATH

10 doubte
7H,-/UVIUNV».HU^

bw*«^via-
KL94

amulya

CHARANNATH

2 pass

URSASTHI
WAI|EWH#R,BHA0RAK V3.07JSi Ttxetrt

77.20 7C.40laxminara lo147.60At/f^ .VIA:
ANAi^APbR. DIST"

bhagirathi
BEHERA

*2-pass

ypCATtON7973/1
143/10 Wjed dua

to Double
So<o

W7254.4

65:60-
71.68

sontap»&a.via;
137.483^2 MADHUSMIT

ADAS SARAT CH. DAS
205.86 7708/1'-™^!^^ft8ABX*P0R.QIS T-

Rfti o-SPfTr.
Rejeciaue
topoubto
op^Soro
KY345

966/11
60.50

77:60 138.10CHAMDRAM Imanagobinda
AN! HOTA HOTA

AT-TAlABANDft^TO
GHATAPUf^iOfV
PlFOj^^TTeljADRAK 28.08-69 6290/1

37 11
45.71 Reject due

lo Overage
82.83

sasmita
ROUT Ot^lMASAHIiSnA^

nayagad

babuli rout
20.06.92' 10013/4

I

10074/ 7481/1 R^vEcrm
DUE TO

UNTRAINE

ooee

44j00
44.00

AT -RANKAfiBULIiPb-

GOQIPApA^bj^T
NAYAb^

BASAfllTA

ROUT BABULtROUT
1001374

1

20.06.92 10074/

11

7481/1 REjeCTED

lZ/ttrajne
Doac

canddat
E

44.00
44;00



bHADPAK.

COUNCiLOF r-^Gi FR SECOr,;jF:i 'EDUCATlOfJ,
1'--3UlA1 on REG!: ' f '

SAHEED KAHAVIDyaI.AYi^, BARAPUR
AJ?TS REGULAR ci?&

CA

^.4A503i
iy<900eo 03

224AB032

49000S 03

il24A6034
^jf^90i00_03

GITARANI HAJHI

BAIKUNTHANATA MAJi-l!
LAXMIPRIY^ MAUH!

^OPAi- CHANPR^S HANDAL
^HYAMA SlJN^AR WANOAL
fURNiriA nAHOAU

^AREKRUSwi(A ipCHERA
eOBlNQA iZkj^A
HEMALATA t|fpiA

Lay^bbT*^^
KAt,I>4I PRAV.A ANDA

CWK XP=I3I

F  A E 0

i37 36 61

fiCO

65 62
OS

66 65

•LOG

44 7&
POL

54 60

516

570

(WK XP=C)

iM ;A ,B
(22 33 40

(WK_XP»b| i I

1a Je : 0
'• I ?43 i3S . SO

(WK XP-BX
I
j

jLa-tABOSS {(AMALIMl iMSiK
Jj>^90023_03 ̂ RUSHNA CR«i^«. SAP. IK

i  KUNTALA BA^ikkUNTAL*

kANHV' 'a24AB039 kANHU CHARAN' HAttK
03 piRTIK CHANIWA HALIK

L
;<3

telALATft MAt-lS

p4AB04<3 ^ASTtiRIBALA HOHALIK
.^!4^SS_03 PlT/«AS «Ot^iK

LAXMIPRiyA MtSrtACIK

124AB041 JJlXMIKANTA KAVak"
4?007S_03 yUAKANTA MAYAK

fWJAKALATA NAYAK

•j24AB04S LizA^ITA NAY/MS
.,,-jU''^0O<7d._03 I^AICriK CHANDRA NAVAK /

SUSKAHA RiANJ MALUIK v.^'

^■ia4AjE043 LOPAHLiDP..', fiAY.A.K
'^'?0O21_O3 pHANDRA KATFTA RAYAK

.  fe lTASHRI NAYAK

!F !a IE ' „
!  - i3S : 3i SE

CHK XP-BJ ! (].. . . . j j
jK ]a jF" "" " G

!  . !i4 ias ' -SE
ctjK_xp=c:j i I ; ■ :

W !A Ie i . '
i,. i feA (36 SI

,.^24ASp44 HADHUSMITA LENKA
_j?^90QS3_03 pHINTAMANI LENKA

'! . ■ kANCHALI LENKft
- /TsAAB.OAS MABHIjFmiTa TAHIDAr

(WK Xe=Ail

(WK XP=B1

(WKXP=E

(WK XP=S

(WK XP=S1

"If Ia !e

03 i30

iPOL
; 3S 15

L.C>0 i
72 }B7

I 385'

|ECO i
J 20 30 i ; 241

:0S I LOG
24 ;45 i

rPOL
38 35 '

IPOL ;
69 60



SERIAL NO

r%

116S76
-

A

.  (.VaCAJJ.ONiL)
MEMORANDUM Of- MA IRKS

MIGMER SECONDArRY EXAMIIMATION

THIS iSTOCERTIFYTHAT L12^5„tTA NAVAX

SON/DAUGHTER OF K A P-T SK CHAN.DRA NflV AK/ S U 3 HA M lO R A N I , K A LL 1 G K

OFGlcVT VQCOTJOMAL jr. college B4 3 U 0 t P U I> ITASPASSED

ANNUAL EXAM 200g AMI. im■! ac,C( > in FIRST DIVISION

1  ■
I
i

HE SUBJECTS IN .WHICH THE CANDIDATE WAS EXAMINED AND MARKS OBTAINEt ARE AS UNDER

AiiDbQ
.  3(^.N0FR
\7Q.'

STREAIyl;.

^oqAt.86b/.0i\

r—
■■ SUBJECT^''"

ioiiAL

ENGLISH
KILl ORIYA
general pounoation.course
BASIC . FOUNDAT ION COURSEcomputer application

THSORT-I
THE0RYr2
THEORYtS

PRAC-TICALtI
practical-s
PRACTICAL-3

OAANDTOTkwi^
H,g(^uRES

T Y ■ c e v< c tt «>T* ^Gl>:

l 'AP.3-. ifl

100;
100 I

100 '

.SEVEN ZIH'

jirMABKS'OBTAINED'
iMiMilv;:

•AS
65 i

.6S ■
7,0

64
:52
1414
■SS
95

■95 I

GRAMD TOTAL WITH EXTRA OPTIONAL

;  PASS MARKS
■ Thaoiy

i  • PiacUcaib
i  - Aggregale I^^^QXhird

oivisTon'
^x/65X

OATE Q(.' PUBLICATION i " ' /(! '/.
y- UV - JUN- L 00 6

r" flip 31:

i iMi iKii I Lii oilLX.A.m.IH.aQII/.I'IA.,

■vL.

0' A' Vh '">01 -U:

>3rfroi



DISTRICT name: bhadrak

.  -if ^ ^ -
■irA6ULAs"i«. N HHUISI t.i

CX>aEGENAME: TRUPTI WCMEN'S COLLEGE/ J>SUCEVPUR
NNUAL 200^

STREAM: R 7 s SEC

V^xjV-y.-v-'

P/-3E: 633

EXTRA
OPTIONAL

AGGR.
MARKS

jPnONALS RESULTCOMPULSpRY
CANDIDATE'S NAME OPT 3OPT 20PT1J^OLLNc

MOTHER'S NAME I xl ^REGN No. I FATHER'S NAME >

iSTABOel jsUBHASNEHI NAYAK
G3C708J2 (WK XP<13)

127AB0e2 ISBRUTI , SAGARIKA' OAS
010707 02 <HK XP-IAO

127AB0B3 ISApiTAiiAfil MALIK
C3C7rt_02 lYfl WK . (HIC^X

T27ABb8A- ISABiTREE BfRBRA
HERA030699_02 (MK.XP*)

T27AB085' ISBA^KJO-A BIEKERA0307i>8,tt2MjJ^jj5Aj|i^j[A (HK_XP

rtj* RRlLtlC*t27;ABCUl^
03'0«96_Q2- cWxIkpAI

I3i; seTHi
■wi

izmoa;? . ISI:
oiwzRoife

n.mbif:
aj0495_02 IRlttA

•127*8090 jSRiWiff* ■ Afl^^DA. Rpy . ■ 'I .FM A
■Ci(K_X7^3VL0307?«_D2

127*8091 p*:S
03074(5 b2lRl^5»f*B MS- HfttrRltTA OA'S TUK »P

^27 A809,2 ■ ■ j|W,JU • RAN A
OS07.32_ (HK XP^>

127A8093 IsRTYA BH.AN* BARX*
030711_02lCHI«T>HANi JARXX

I atMTPRIVA EARtK rulf xP^CI

127AB094 UuCHlSHITA MOHANTt
03C795_02

127AB095 ISUCHISK.ITA PARHI 41 { 38
G3C698 02UkANTA^|CVHAR^PJRH3 (WK XP=

CWK XP=

jVa7A0O96 jSASMITA PANCA
!c3C692.02!|Sfftaf"pJK§K"''



c

I  ■■

,  '. ..'.'; ^;v
V:riva?J;V'j39fe

i

nOi^^Sv V-. —

^r^'-,cHii,M

■ i

■ j' 1

tt*3!LCJ»j

'-frr.: a?'V{

';Sic^A:
MM

•ffH\

A\

¥

?§!
:Sf;

g-^l ROLL NO."

.. ... MEMORAfflDffi^yARKS
.■ N<^HER secondary EXAM

RANA

RANA/LAXMI RANA

>JR COLLEGE ARE!' . .. .!;■:
1007 AND'IS:PLA(^g;|N

CANpjDATE WAS EXAMINED ANO MARKS'.'6bJ^

. S

M

M
1^'
isAr

ss

M-» i

•:ij,i -ACa

■•M. ■> •-
.rKV. t.-.L:

•■ '0 ' jGj-

ENGLISH
MIL ORIYA
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SANJU

RANA
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SuB; Supply of information under RTI Act.,2005

Dear Sir,

With reference to the letter and subject cited above I am to submit hetpvi;^ the Xerox copy
ofT-R-of +3 Final Degree Ex^,2007ofTmptiwomen's College, Basudevpur relating to
SanjuRana. She has not received her C.L.C.



BEFORE THE COLLECTOR-CUM-CHIEF EXECUTIVE'

OFFICER, ZILLA PARISADA, BHADRAK.

MISC. CASE NO. 3 / 2015

(Arising out of W.P. (C) No.5077/20I4 along with a batch of Cases disposed of

on vide common order dtd.5.5.2015).

DATE OF EVENTS AND NOTE OF SUBMISSION FIEED'. BY THF.

PETITIONERS (NGN- VOCATIONAL / UPASASTRICANDTDATRSV

1) 10.1.2011 State Govt. issued Resolution dated-10.01,2011 prescribing
guideline for engagetnent of SS on A^ud Contractual

2) 22.1.2011 Following the Govt, Resolution d:td.TO.1.2011, the
advertisement for engagement of SS was puHlished in respect
ofD.I.-IandD.I.-II.

Initially provisional merit list was published; In the said list
name of the petitioners / Intervener-Petitiotier . found place
excluding the vooatibnal candidates;.

4) 21.4,2011 2 provisional list was published including vocational
candidate and upasastri candidate.

5) 18.03.2011 one of the writ petitioner (Ramakanta SahoO,& another)
submitted objection to the inclusion of. f^e vocational and
upas^tri candidates on the ground that -they 'ate.-all. fake
candidates and by committing 'fraud and in /
concealment/misrepresentation of fact, thby have applied for
the post of SS.

6) 24.3.2011 The Hon'ble High Court in W.P,C NO-7478/20.11 directed
the pPC to consider the grievance'petitioti. of the petitioners
against the vocational and upasastri candidates' and -their
inclusion to the merit list.

7) 16.07.2011 Some of the Intervener-Petitioners also filed W.P. -(C)
No. 18256/2011 again challenging the inclusion of fake
vocational and upasastri candidate and- stej^s. being, taken for
engagement. The Hon'ble High Court ' vide, order
dtd. 15.07.2011 directed to complete the enquiry and
thereafter give appointment. But in violation of the above



8)

9)

10) 05.05.20,15

11)

direction, fake vocational candidates and upasastri candidates
are engaged.

The DPC by then conducted enquiry and found- that a l^ge
number of vocational / upasastri candidate haye committed
fraud in both way by Concealing the fapt of their earlier
Arts/Commerce/Science pass certificates and by giving false
undertaking. Accordingly, many of the fake- vocational /
upasastri candidates were issued-with disengagement notices.
Against Disengagement action, fake vocational candidates
and upasastri candidates approached the Hon'ble. High Coun
in different writ petitions.

The petitioners (in W.P.C Nb.5077/2014 & others) being the
genuine candidates intervened all those cases opposing ;the
fake vocatipnal and Upasastri candidates..On the.other hand
also filed independent cases praying for eng^gem.ent as-SS.

All the writ petitions were clubbed.togetlier and. finally.yide
order' dtdi5.5.20i5 were disposed of with a direction; to
disengage fake / &atid candidates and to engage genuine
candidates by recasting the merit. Copy of the order
dtd.5.5,2015 passed in W.P. (C ) No.50.77/2014 (copy
enclosed).

The foIlowing!i^uM:emerg^td be:dee^^^^

■ V-'i
•  : !

(A)

(B)

(C)

Issue No.-A

Section -17 -

What is fraud

concealment of
fact /

Whether the vocational candidates and upasastri. candidates
committed any fraud in acquiring vocational' and upasastri
certificates in contravention of the CHSE Act,Relation ■and
instructions ? or Whether the vocational candidates, and
upasastri candidates, cdmnntted fi"aud in obtaining-engagement
as SS by^ suppressing the earlier fact of prosecuting or passing
Arts / Science / Gbninierce course immediately after passine
H.S.C. Examination ?.

Whether the-vocational and upasastri candidates kave wrlifully /
deliberately concealed/misrepresented the fact to.. gain
contractual engagement of SS in disadvantage to the genuine
general candidates (petitioners)?.

In order to answer, the following provisions of Contract Act
1872 is quoted herem below:-

Fraud defined - "Fraud" means and includes any of the
following acts committed by a party to a contract,

■'. -1..



(1) - xxxxxxxxxxxxxx

(2) - The active concealment of a fact by one having knpwledlge or
belief of the fact.

(3) - xxxxxxxxxxxxx

(4) Any other act fitted to deceive

Section -18 - Misrepresentation means and includes
(1) ■ xxxxxxxxxxxxxx

(2) - Any breach of duty which without an intention to deceiye, gains
an advantage to the person committing it,- or anyone claiming
under him by misleading another to his prejudice, or to the
prejudice of anyone claiming under him.

In view of the aforesaid provision any thing obtained, by
concealmept of a fact or by misrepresehtatidn pf fact either
to deceive or to gains an advantage or to the disadvantage of
others is amount to fraud.

Question No.-B in order to ansiVer. theifafdres^^^ relevant
provisions are quoted below:-

(1) Govt. Resolution dtd.l.l0.2Gll . governing-, the ...field... at
Paragraph-4.6. The engagement will be on.ah Annual Contract
Basis.

(2) The provisions of the Orissa Higher Secondary Act 1982.
Section-2 - Definitions

Section-2(i) - "Higher Secpndaiy Course" means coinse''immediately''
following the BBigli ScKbblACettifit^^ and
covering a period of two academic years which is

provided for either in a College or a Higher. Secondary

School and includes Arts, Science, Commerce. ..and

Vocational Courses".

Section-2 (J)- "Hi^er Secondary Education" means such general and

Vocational Education forming in itself a complete

purposive whole, which immediately follows Secondary

Education as has been defined in the Orissa Secondary

Education Act 1952 and immediately "precedes" a stage of

education controlled by any university".

Section-30 (2) - The first regulations shall be-framed by the.Govt.
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ORISSA fflGHER SECONDARY EDUCATION REGULATIONS 1982.

Consists of Chapter -I to V which covers Regulation: 1 to 87

ORISSA HIGHER SECONDARY EDUCATION (AMENDMENT)

REGULATIONS 1983.

Consists of Chapter -VI to X which covers Regulation 88 to 164

Chapter-VII deals with admission to Higher Secondary Education

Regulation -106 -

Regulation -107 -

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

"Any registeried student of the Council may be admitted

to the annual examination in Arts, Science,. Commerce

Courses, if he / she has coihpleted in one or more

affiliated institutions, recognized, for the purpose of such

examinations a regular courses of study, on the subjects

in which the candidate wishes to be examined,, for not

less than two academic years after passing, the High

School Certificate Examination, of the Board of

Secondary Education. Qrissa. or some other examination

recognized by the Council as equivalent thereto

(Examinations conducted by the Central Board of

Secondaiy Education, Indian School Certificate

Examination and: the. Of S Education of

other states in India) and has been'.promoted to. the

second year class on the basis of 'the examinations.

conducted by that institution in the first year I'.

" No students shall ordinarily be admitted into an

institution six weeks after the date of reopening of. the

institution or from the date of publication of results of the

Annual High School Certificate Examinatipn.of the Board

of Secondary Education, Orissa, whichever is later,

provided that the Councils may permit a student two

weeks more for admission with a late fees of Rs.lO".

Regulation -109 (2) - "A candidate who passes the Supplementary High School

Certificate Examination of the Board, of. Secondary

Education, Orissa, may be admitted to an- institution

Regulation -109 (1)



<«-•

within three weeks after the publication oft the -results,

provided that, the Council may extend the date of

admission by 10 days with a late fee of Rs.lO".

i

Chapter-Vin

Admission to the Higher Secondary Education in the Vocatioflal Streani

Regulation -122 - XJOCXXXXXXXX

Regulation -123 "Any registered student of the Council may be admitted to.

the Annual Examination in Vocational courseSj 'if he:/ she

completed in any Higher -Secdhdhry'-School / Junior

Gollegei recK)gni2edibyftheiCounciftas a Vocational Centre

a regular course in a Vocational subject for not less than

two academic years after passing the High School.

CertiSeateExamipation of the-Boafd of'iSecbhdarv.. Qrissa

or some other examination r4ecDgnized by the Couiicil as

equivalent thereto, and has been promoted to. the second

year class".

Regulation -124 (1) ''No student shall be adhlitted into an institution six

after the date of reopening; of the institution or. from the

date of publication of results of the Annual High School

Certificate Examination of the Board. of Secondaiy

Education, Orissa, whichever is later provided that the

Council may permit a student two weeks more for

admission with a late fee of Rs. 10".

Regulation -124 (2) "A candidate who passes the supplementary High School

Certificate Examination of the Board of Secondary

Education, Orissa, may be admitted to an institution within

three weeks after the publication of result. Provided that the

Council may extend the date of admission .by . 10 days with

a late fee of Rs.lO".



6

Submission in reply to question-B,

(1) The Higher Secondary Course .is a two year course,, whicih is iimmediately
being followed from High Schools Certificate Courses,-The HigbCT;:Secondary
Course may be general (+2 Arts/ Science/ Commerce) and Vocational.

From Section-2(i) and (j) of the Act, it is clear that the course either general

or vocational is to be treated Higher Secondary Course / Higher Seconda^ry

Education, which is followed immediately from the stage of HSC. Therefore, there

cannot be two courses at the stiage of. Higher Secondafy'Education by any stretch,

of imagination to be prosecuted just after HSC.

Here all the fake vocational and upasastri candidates haye. prosecuted their

vocational and upasastri courses after taking admission.to the general courses- of.^-2

Arts/ Science/ Commerce, which was legally impermissible...Therefore all such

vocational &Upasastri candidates have committed fraud , iri^pbtainmg either

vocational or Upasastri certificates.

(2) The Regulation - 107 deals ivith admission to general courses +2.Arts/

Science/ Commerce and Regulation -123 deals with admission to vocational

courses. Both these regulations envisage admission just after passing HSC

Examination for not less than two academic year. Both these Regulations, are in

consonance with the Section-2 (i) and (j) of the Act. In view.pf the said regulation,

the statutory restriction has been envisaged that no two year course is possible to

be followed one after another.

(3) Apart from Section-2(i) and (j) read with Regulation -107 (& 123, the

Regulation-109 and 124 are expressly clear by stipulating time statutorily when and

how a candidate can take admission either one of the general courses or vocational

course. The time stipulation as provided under Regulati.Qn-.109 for general-courses

and under Regulation -124 for vocational courses are identical" and'sarne so-far

admission is concerned.
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Therefore, reading together the Regulation - 109 and 124 along with- the

Regulation -107 and 123 with reference to Section -2 (i) and (j), the Act and the

Regulation -1993 framed by the Government does not leave anyiscope for double

course or double certificates by any stretch of imagination rather it clearly

imposes restrictions that no admission is possible one after another.

In other words, only one course can be preferred within six weeks from the

date of passing HSC Examination. Hence,, the aforesaid provisions being, statutory

nature is mandatorily requited to be followed. Any course prosecuted , in violation

of / deviatibn of / derogatiort oftfie aforesaid ,provision of the Act fe Regiilatiofi and

thereby obtained certificates deserves no consideration as the''ceMfr'Cafef obtained
by committing fraud stands ifso-rfacto invalid and illegal. -

(4) The fake Votatiofral/Hpaaastri? vmf. petitioners in ,W.P.(C)

NO.32G24/2011, W.P.(C) No.3i^23/20^1, W.P.(C) No.32025/201T, W.P.(C)

No.32026/2011, W.P;(C) N6.1^7/20i2, W.P.(C) No.284l4/2011, W<P.(e)

No.5340/2012 have never disputed, the fact that they failed or passed with less

percentage of marks, again they have prosecuted the alleged vocational courses and

upasastri courses by antedating the said admission to the alleged course.

Therefore, the statutory time! as stipUliated^underi.Re -109 and 124 for

getting admission either to one of the general; course or . to yocational course

respectively is mandatory in nature. The certificate dbtamed by the fake

vocational candidates and upasastri candidates dehors the aforesaid

provisions of law are not liable to be considered for engagement of any public

post.

Therefore, all the vocational candidates and upasastri •c^didates have not

only committed fraud in taking admission to vocational courses by suppressing

the fact of earlier prosecution of general courses but also obtained such certificates

so as to acquire C.T. qualification and further to get engagement as SS..



Submission in reolv to auestion-C.

1. As per Clause-4.6 of the Govt. .Resolution, Sikshya Sahayak engagement

is a contractual engagement.

2. All the vocational and upasastri candidates have willMly^d dyiberately

suppressed/ concealed material facts i.e. the earlier passing of +2 Arts /

Science / Commerce.

3. The undertaking given by the vocational and upasastri candidate is very

clear to the extent that they haye willfully/deliberately given f^se information,

thereby, deliberately misrepre^nted the facts not only, tp gaila the post of SS

but also in disadvantage to

4. Hence, in view of the admitted fact. & definition bf .fraud ■ arid, the

judgement of the Hon'ble'High Court & Hon'ble Supreme Court, .they haye

committed fraud in Two stages

i) in obtaining vocational / Upasatri certificates

ii) in obtaining contractual engagement as Sikshya Sahayaik/6^-
^0.(0^ C(Mcl&nr ^

Bhadrak

Date : Advocate for Surekha Samal and others
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BEFORE THE COLLECTOR-CUM-CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER, ZILLA PARISADA, BHADRAK.

MISC. CASENO.3/2015

(Arising out of W.P. (C) No.5077/2014 along with a batch of cases
disposed of on vide common order dtd.5.5.2015).

T JST OF JUDGMENTS relied by the Petitioners
(Surekha Samal and others)

A) An act committed by a party with intent to gain advantage
An act to deceive another.

An act or omission or concealment/ misrepresentation of fact by which
a person obtains an advantage against another.
(including in reference to Section-17 of the Contract Act.)

1. 2009 (II) OLR (SC), Pager229, Para-36, 37.

2. AIR 1994 (SC), Page-853, Para-

B) Fraud &justice never dwell together.

3. JT 2005(11) (SC), Page-439, Para-15,16 & 18.
4. 2012 (II) OLR, Page-721, Para-7.

C) Fraud & its Consiquences.

5. AIR 1996 (SC),Page-686,Para-6.

6. SCALE 2011(9), Page-295,Para-ll.

7. AIR1998(SC),Page-lll,Para-6,7.

8. W,P.CNO-160/2012 disposed of on 09.01.2012
of the Hon,ble High Court in the context of
the present nature of ease.

by the petitioners
(Surekha Samal and others)

Through Advocate.
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fttisc. Case No. 03/201S ari.slna out of W.P, (C) No.5077 of ZOW ancl batch
of cases disposed of on common vide order dated.05.05.2015

Siireldm Samal ..............l^etlcioiicr
-Vrs-

Stute of Odiisha «Se Others Opp. farties.

S3LSJ2J1JR

With a view to complying wttli the prdcr:datcd:.05.05.20I5 of the
Hoti'bie High Court in W.P. CO) No.5077 of •2014: rtJong vvirji similar
cases ciubbed togetlier, titis Misc. Case has been taken up at this level.
The Hou'ble High Court directed the Coilcctor, Bhadrak to take a

decision by taking into consideration lire show cause reply along witli the
^ry ie]3ort, after supplying copy of tiie enquiry .report to the

^fitioners and affording reasonable opportunity of heaving to tliem. As
such adequate opportunity has been provided to tlie petitionei-s ajid others

to .substantiate tlioir claim witii documentary evidence as well as

•supporting materials on records.

In brief the is,sue involved in this case is three fold. Firstly, the
claim of Sureklta Samal and others in W.P.(C) No. 5077/2014,

10872/2013,11112/2011. & 21461/2013 and in .■sim.ilar w.rit petitions that
they have not been .selected and engaged a.s Sikshya S-abayak despite the
fact that they deserve consideration and engagement in view of the

ti' L _



provisions/terms and conditions advertlsod during Januaryt2011 under

Bhadralc District in place of candidates who have been- engaged as

Sikshya Sahayak by practising fraud and in contravention of Council of

Higher Secondary Education, Odisha Act and regulation. Secondly, the

claim of the petitioners in W.P. (C) No.32023/2011, 32027/2011,

32028/2011. 32026/2011 and other siijoilar writ petitions who were issued

with show-cause notice continuing as Sikshya Sahayak, on the ground

that they have been engaged svgjpresaing the facts is that they have
_ V

neither violated any rule or reg^ation of the Council of Higher

econdary Education, Odisha nor have they committed any firaud in

! V\ / Vocational/Upasastri paiM Certificates as alleged by
^ \ Surekha Samal and others. Thirdly, the Olabn of some of the petitioners in

W.P. (C) No.539/2013, 597/2013, 597/2013 is that they have not been

selected and engaged as Sikshya Sahayak and their candidature have been

rejected by the District Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak pursuant to

• the advertisement published during December,, 2011 though they are

entitled to get engagement order for the post of Sikshya Sahayak by

virtue of their Vocational/Upasastri certificates.

The learned advocate for- Surekha Samal and others (petitioners in

W.P.(C> No.5077 of 2014 & others) Mr. M.K.Sahoo submits that,, the

candidates having Vocational/Upashastri qualification have been engaged

as Sikshya Sahayak pursuant to the advertisement No.243

[21
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dated.22.01.2011 of the Diatriot Project Co^ordihat6r, SSAi Bhadrak

suppressing the facts -that they have passed, earlier +2

Soience/Arts/Gommerce Examination cqndi^ted by the pouncil. of
Higher Secpridajy Edupatiorj', O^sa. Bhubaneswar which goes against

the guidelines/resolutjon of tho Thoy are all fake candidates and

by committing, fraud and in conceahhent/'misrepresentation of fact, they

have applied for the post of Sikshya Sahayak. iHe also state that, pursuant

to the order of the Hon'ble High Court in W.P. (C) No. 7478 of 2011 and

18256 of 2011, the then D.P.Ci SSAi Bhadrak conducted enqtii^ and

found that a large number of .candidiMea •haying ..yocatipnal/upast^

(ification have committed fraud in bdth.iwayibyj.'cohcealihg^the-fact of
eir earlier +2 Arts/Science/Cbmmeroe pass certificates and :by giving

false undertaking to the effect that they have not passed
+2 Arts/Scienee/Commerce examination or equivalent examination from

CH&E, Odisha or from equivalent Counoil/BoardAJniversity before

appearing at the vocatiOnal/upasastri cotirse examination at the time of

receipt of engagement order. ACeordingly many of the fake

vooational/upasastri candidates were issued with disengagement notices

and against such action of the DPC, SSA, Bhadrak; the

Vocational/Upashastri candidates approached the Hon'ble High Court in

different writ petitions. The petitioners in W.P. (C) No.5077 of 2014 and

others being the genuine candidates intervened all those cases opposing

(31 ■

1
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the fake Vocatibhal and Upashaatrl c^didatcs and^ praying, for

engagement as Sikshya Sahayak. To cliari:^ the meaning of ifraud and

misrcpresentation/concealment bf facts they cited the provisions of

Contract Act, 1872 that .£:mid naeans tlip ac|Uvp;qohce§lment- of:a fact by

one having knowledge Or bOUigf 4i>f the. ikOt. OrSahy^-Other^^a to

deceive. As per said Act toe-eiieanihg Of misrepresentstion thatj any

breach of duty which without an intention to deceive, ga^ m advantage

to^e person committing it or any one claiming under him by misleading
•O.* *^Mtotter to his prejudice or to the prejudice of anyone claiming under him.

few of the said provlsipn anytUng obtained by concealment of a fact
!r by misrepresentation of feet either to deOelve Or to -gains an; advantage
or to the disadvantage of others is amount fraud. He submits that, as per

provisions of the Odisha HighW Secondary Act, 1982, Higher Secondary

course means course immediately following the High School Certificate

course and covering a period of two academic years which is provided for

either in a college or a Higher Secondary ̂ school and includes Art,

Science, Commerce Md Vocationai courses. Higher Secondary Education

means such general and vocational education forming in itself a complete

purposive whole, which, immediately follows secondary cducatiorr as has

been defined in the Orissa Secondary Education Act, 1952 and

immediately precedes a stage of edtication controlled by any university.

He also cited some points of the Orissa Higher Secondary Education

[4]
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Regulations, 1982. As per regiuiatlon-107,r toy registered student of the

council may be ad|giitted to the tojiual examination in

Arts,Soience,Goininerbe Oouts:^ in one or more

affiliated institutions, recpgiiiicdf for of such examinations a

regular courses of study, on-the tobjects in which the candidates wishes to

be examined, fbr not less than two ac^eniic yetos-after: passing-the High

School Certificate examination conducted by the^ Board of Secondary

Education, Orissa or some other examination reoognized by the council as

[valent thereto and has been promoted to the second-year; ciaas on the
le exammations conduoted; by that, institution in the^fint year.

As pef regulation-109(1), no students shall ordinarily be admitted into an
institution six weeks after the date of reopening of the institution or from

the date of publication of results of the annual High School Certificate

Examination of the Board of Secondary Education, Orissa whichcYcr is

later, provided that the council may permit a student two weeks more for

admission with a late fees of Rs.lO/- and regulation-109(2) says, a

candidate who passes the suppleimcntary High School Certificate

examination of the Botod of Secondary Education, Orissa may be

admitted to an institution within three weeks after the publication of the

results, provided that the council may extend the date of admission by

10 .days with a late fee of Rs.lO/-. Further he states that, as per

Chapter-VIII(regulation-122), any registered student of the coxmcil may

tsj
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be admitted to the aimu^ examination in vocatipnal courses, if he/she

completed in any Higher Secondary Schopl/Junior College recognized by

thefcouncE as a'vocational dentre a regular* course iiv a vocational subject

for not less than two aciiMi^io yean after, passing • the High School

Certificate Examination of the Board of̂ Secondary Education, Orissa or

some other examination recognized by the council as equivalent thereto

and has been promoted to the second year class.

Further he submits that as per Section-2(i) and G) of the said Act, it

ar that the course either general or vocatipnal is to be treated Hi^cr

tcondaxy course/Higher Secondary education which is followed

immediately from the s)^e of HSG. TThciefpre there cannot be two

courses at the stage of Hi|ther SieoOndjuy Education by any stretch of

imagination to be prosemite^ just afto In the instant^case all the

fake yooational and upaaastri candidates have prosecuted' their vpcatipnal

and upasastri courses afto takii« admission to the general epursbs of

+2 Arts/Science/Cpminerce which •was legally impermissible. Therefore

9.11 such vocational and upasastri candidates" have cornmitted fraud in

obtaining either vocatipnal or upasastri certificates. Therefore all the

vocational/upashastri candidates have not only committed in taking

admission to vocational/upashastri courses by suppressing the fact of

earlier prosecution of general courses but also obtained such certificates

so as to acquire C.T. qualificatiQn and fUrther to get engagement as

tej
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Sikshya Sahayalt. Hence, their engagement should be terminated and FIR

should be lodged against them and they are not allowed to receive their

salary and they should be ousted from their Sikshya Sahayak posts and

the deserving candidates like the petitioners in W.P. (C) No.5077/2014

and similar writ petitions should be engaged in the said posts.

The. learned advocate for the petitioners inoW.P. (C)' No.32023 of

2011 and others similar writ petitions Mr. R.N.Mishra submits that, the

petitioners in afpresbid writ petitions^ have neither violated any rule or

regulation of the CHSE nor Have: th^.'icMn^ifiied, any fraud in submitting

the VocationalAJpasastri pass certillbrtes as ̂ Icgpdi by SUrekha Samal

and others. He also states that, as per the Black's law dictionary fraud

.... i. fSTPT^ ̂ ^ns, (1) a knowing misrepresentation of knowing concealment of a

'  A/'^i mater/al fact made to induce another to act to his or her detriment and (ii)
j  a reckless misrepresentation made without justified believe in its truth to

induce another person to act." As per chambers 20"* century dictionary

fraud means deceit, imposture, a cheat. As per the major law lexicon

(4"' edition) fraud means and includes any of the following acts

committed by a party to a conpact or with his connivance, or by his

agent, with intent to deceive another party thereto or his agent, or to

induce him to enter into the contract:- (1) the suggestion, as a fact, of that

which is not true, by one who does not believe it to be true,(2) the active

concealment of a fact by one^ having knowledge or belief of the fact.

P)
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(3) a promise made without any. intentiOR or performing itj (4) any other

act fitted to decdi'vre, ($) any such act or omission as the law specially

declares to be irauidulent premises fiie allegations

against the vocatiohaVupaa||i!U^^ ̂ >an4ida^ be considered in light

of the aforesaid dictums and the ̂ w. He sublhits th Was no such

prohibition, to have;bodi +2 i^ts/Science and +2 vocational qualifications

fifom GHSE. All those docuRients now forthcoming and filed by the

petitioners in V/.P-CC) -140.5077/14 and other similar writ petitions either

inAe writ petition or befi^e thiaJipn-^bl* fi>rum are ofthe year 2011. But
'  ' ' . .

^  ̂ apne ofthOse:rett^pr in<&itiaMtifehK0bp!iu^^
•  V a/i tlie relevant time when the,

^  \ 'tbe qualifications. Fufdior all those lodw or iiifonmafiphsArtdw - re^^^^
upon by them- giving the stat^ent that one Cannot have both +2

Alts/Science and +2 vocational qualification from the GK§ife, 'Odisha.

Besides that as it may onCe the vocational/upashastri candidates acquired

the qualification much prior to isstiance of those letters or instructions,

those letters or instructions could not have any retrospective operation or

affect. Hence it is incorrect to allege that the vocational/upashastri

candidates have practiced fimid in the rnatter of engagement as Sisfchya

Sahay^. He also submits that in ptir^ance of the order of the Hon'ble

High' Court in W.P.(C) No.6452/2011 the candidates haying vocational

qualification were treated at par and the students having +2 Arts/Science.

L
[8]
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As such said candidates were allowed to apply for the post of SS. From
tlte aforesaid facts it is ciystal clear that there is no illegality or
irregularity cominitted by those: candidates having both +2 Arts/Science
and +2 vooationafquaJificatiOns'from the CHS& Thq objectors are put to
strict proof. In this m^er he also cited the order of the Hon'ble High
Court in the case of Dr. Pranaya Ballari Mohanty-vrs.Utkal Univemity
and others reported in 2014(1) OLR- 226. He also submits that in the case
of Guru Nanak Dev Univeraity-vrs-Sai^aya Kumar Katwal and other
reported in 2009® SGG.6IQ. it^hi«;.be«,,e^pd: by the Hon'ble Apex
Court that only the ex«nining.bo,fy, has the right to
withdraw or cancel a certificate. In the .i^t. ,c«se till date the -
certificates issued in favour of the vocationalAipash^tri candidates by the
appropriate authorities, have not yet been cancelled, or recalled by the

™ning body. i.e. the CHSE, So. this Hon'ble forum cannot declare
tificate issued to the vpcatipnalAipashastri candidates as illegal or

Therefore this forum has no authority or jurisdiction to declare such
certificate as null and void. It is the admitted fact that the petitioners were
duly issued with the certificates by the competent authority, i.e. the
CHSE; therefore there is no question of fiaud in the matter of issuance of
certificates. Hence their selection as Sikshya Sahayaks cannot be faulted
with and accordingly it needs no interference. He also submitted that if
the certificates are wrongly issued in favour of such categoiy of

01 ^ ^
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candidates then also it by •CHSE.Odisha

now after about eij^it to ten ye^, tab all'the candidates

changed their position by virtue pf such: certlEcate and settled in their lifp;

The claim of fee vppatibhal/upasastri cahfedates have been crystallized

and the certificates so issued in their favour cannot be cancelled or

recalled in view of fee settle position of low laid down in fee case of Dr.

Pranaya Ballan MohantyCsopra). The

Mohanty was challengod in WA No. 30 of 2014 before fee Diyision

I' JSenchoftheHpnfele«|BhCtou«butltWM<l&^»ed.So^ejiJd^ment>
-^^reached its fiiialiiy. iHe also submits feat fee Clause-2(i> of CHSE

relation never prohibits second +2 qualification for that thtn Hbn'blc
rum in fee case of Sint. Abanti Panda in Mlso. Case No.01/2011 hhs

held a candidate haymg +2 vocatiottal and -t-a Arts qualification prior to

a r i 2011 cannot be debarred for aeidod^ to'd^ and an another

order passed by this HOhfeie Fori^" No,534 ̂ted.Q4.04.2015'

pursuant to fee prdef pai^bd m OA.No.l79(c)/20:i5- Jfetikanfe p.as-vrs-

Collector, Bhadralc and pfeets regBrding fee engagement in the post of

Amin. because there was no bar at fee relevant time when the ctedidate

acquired the qualification and this Hori'ble forum or the Hon'ble

Collector has no authprify to cancel any certificate issued by the

competent authority. He submitted that the undertaking taken from the

vocational/upasfaastri candidates cannot be used against them as it was

-y ^ —
f4' tioi

fl y
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taken on coercion. The employee and employer relationship is that a

Lamb & I.ion relationship. The poor eimployee cannot have any bargain

power before employer. Unless such candidatfes have given any
undertaking they could not have given engagement. So such undertaking

is redundant. Finally, he submits that for the reasons stated above the

show cause notice issued to the vocational/upasastri candidates are

unsustainable in law and therefore the complain petitions filed against

them are also vague and baseless. Therefore the same be set aside and the

Sil^ya Sahayaks having vpcational/upMb^tri qualification be allowed

to continue in service with all conMciVientiKl' benefits.

Perused the order of the Hon'ble High Court, WNA' .

submitted by tlie advocates and official records submitted by the District

Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak. Heard the advocates previous dates '

,y. It is a fact that, some of the candidates were recruited to

pst of Shikhya Sahayaks (during tlie year 20T1) on the basis of

'Vocational certificate which is equivalent to +2

/Science/Commerce certificate prescribed by the Council of

Higher Secondary Education, Odisha. These vocational certificates

were obtained much prior to the recruitment around 2006,2007

Here two things are very crucial for the entire issue,

(i) The students obtaining the Vocational certificates after

completing +2 ARTS/Science/Commerce or concurrently having two

[111 —
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courses and obtaihing certiflcato. But their oej^rft'cates have not been
withdrawn or, cancelled by the oompetent authprities.

(ii) Seoondly, it -la the prerogative of the Examination conducting
authority to cancel or with#BW the •certificates issued by them and this
Court has no jurisdiction to pass, any comment on that.

It is very cpmmpn in human nature when one has two certificates

having equal importance^ he/she is most likely to produce the one which

will suit the best. T^e reetrtdiiQn' Qdiisha on this

igyy came in the year;

creation much prior to that. Had the
icruiting authority or the Ceitifioate Issuing Authprily should have taken

appropriate steps in the form of not allowing the candidates to appear in

the examination or withdrawing their certificates.

It is a fact that, the sucpe^fttl candidates have given an

undertaking that they have not passed the +2 ARTS/Sciencc/Comnlerce

stream prior to the Vocational Course. But subsequent arguments and

production of documents show that this is not correct and there is

suppression of facts. But this is not enou^ tP disqualify the successful

candidates and declare their recruitment as void.

Every Gpvi. Servant/Employce/Job Holder of this country is

considered to be a privileged person. If one gets a Govt. Job/Service and

112) ^2-—
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thereby secures his daily bread it is like enjoying the early dawn after

coming out of the perpetufd groom. Wh«i' het^she comes so nearer to get a

Govt. job/service, it is very natural that he/she has not smart enougli to

declare the true facts.

These Shikhya Sahayaks have already put in around 4 to 5 years of

service till date. On tlie basis of the analysis made in the foregoing paras,

this Court is not inclined to interfere in the recruitment of Shikhya

Sahayaks made in the year 2011.

COMPARED
This is pronounced in the open Court today i.e. on l5.?,08.2015

COU,SCTO8i>CUMrCHiaf^B£i>i-f0E OFFICER.
ZtbbA PXrtisnADVBMADRAK

HEAP CtERK K^.Gir'A^
RECORD ROOM

[13]
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B^te^.^iArST

SECONDARY • EDUCATI-ON.: ORISSA

BHU3W^SSv/ARs-13

CeUNC^lj OF HIGKEk SECONDS
^J1>:.\PITHA5 s AMANTAPURi

\  ' * * *

,_yCHSE(0)., Bti. tP^jifj]
■f rom

Dr.Gop-a Ranjon Mishra,
Public information officer,
c .l-I.S, 3,, Of issa','Shuban©awari-

TO

District Project Co-©fdinator,
3.S.A.jBhadrak.

Sub;-Supply of information under RTI Act,

Ref:-Your letter No,S387 dt,'31,05,!201l,'

Sir,

J

with reference to your letter on the, sub^j;aat ■ cited. aboye, ,1' am
to say that the letter No.3142 dt;:04VQiisv2011,■ N0,-3.0O- 'dtF^^
and No,-3669 dt;j31,:05.i2011 which vrefe sent bp the applicants are
authentic.

s is for your kind inforraatiottci'.

KA/-

^NectcWama!
V S. A., Bha<{ral'

V

Yours faithfully.

Public in leer.
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BY

/CH5 E (0.) .■, Dt '3\^->~ .
■m-95/11-

From

Dr.Gopa Ranjan Mishra,
public information O-fioei.C.K.S.F.,0 ris s a,Bhubaneswar.
■Fo

Sri Ramakanta Dash, ^c/o»-Late Jocjendra Dawjn, ,
Via:-Basudevpur, .
Dist: ""Bhadrak • -^v , ,

■  sub>,supply. Of information . :
Refi-Your application under RTI ■.

.. .1 '.t. . . .
■] p'i'T' AQt 2011 on,ath..e.or.«3 to ^

the subject cited abo
■ ■ RTI Act .to get the information ^

^s/s=l,.=e .na cohere.
■  vooatioaal stream or not. moanS.|iou>!)^ff injjedtntol.y

Regulation 1982. course inS SO«rln.g a
rouowing too Hi,gh 80K001 «" ei9h?0 in

adiuission again J- ,i.;|.

This IS tor your V;lnd iniorisutlon.

,->crafai-^Coursc.

Yourc

public I

s
--- A.

KA/t

; !^?u3iipy .."t!:

■fe

•>t Project OonJii""-
S.S.A..Bha<l«»

■■•itvr "■ i
'■ i y.' • • ■
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COUl'-CIL OF oFCOwi>«-iY x;.OU.CA'i'IO.W:ORI3.-

PRAjr^APITim S.^vSAWTAi^UR i^.nJDAi'i'iSSWftR; 13
-0-

NO. /CHSE, Dt•j2:3z /

From,

Di-.Gopa Ranjan Mishra,
Public Information Officer,

To

Ramakanta Sahoo,
c/o-Mahendra prasad Sahoo,
At- Kalidaspur,
Po- Narasinghapur,
PS- Basudevpur,
Dist-Bhadrak.

Sub:- Supply of information under RTI Act,

Ref;- Your application, dt;,. 4,S,11:,

Sir,

With rdference to your application dt.4.5,2011 on the

subject cited abeVe,. I am t®' isay that/ you have applied
under RTI ̂ ict regarding admission procedure of a student'
If a student takes admission in another College in 1st year
having f siiQd in Annual 35^ Sxsci* conc^uct^d by th©
C©uncil/. v-he C»L.iC £&n tho Isli ̂ Co;l-l:ego n©eds "to be iGl-Gas.'Qd'-
and required to be submitted in sooQnd College at the tiH\e'
of admission .

This is for your kind info-rmation.

Yours faithfully.

Public Information Officer,
<^-7- r ■ II

Project
s. S. A.. Bhadnk
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comciL OP higher
PRANGYAPITHA!

r

..P-TI. 24/11.
/CHSECO) , dt.

-ir Go-^a E^aJijan MisHra,".abUc information Offrcor
CHSE(O) , Bhubcinesv;ar.

>

RamaXanta Sahoo, ^
p/o-Mahendra Frasaa Sanoo
;'t-i:ali daspur, Po-N ar asin gHpur
O'i 3t-Bhadra3c.

sub=- Supply in£on.KtlOT unflbr RT-I Act .
rg£i. your application ctt.4. 5.2011,

rlt-4 5 11 on the.subject citedWith refercaico to your application . .. • • ̂  to loiow
T  m to say that you have applied under RTI Acuabove, I » Roglstrrtlon: Hub.b=r. A student

■whetner a student can a 4.,,,Hr.nt fails
o,o- heve iv.o Rogisttatlon Svm-bor. W cose u student £ul

rr :rstr r^i^^ rruit^ron ..bcr
.,3 surrander of old registration number.

L-his for your ld.nd information.
ypurs faithfully;

.public Inforraatioh Officer
cM"' y • .11

'Aft Project
S. S. A. Bhadrali

GO
.IN®®
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK~~~

W.P.(C)No. 720 of2016

JciycintilcitQ, Scilioo cind 3.iiptli6r... Petitioners

.  .-VERSUS-

State of Odisha and others ... Opposite Parties

INDEX

SI. Description of documents Pan

•  . - . • : •• ■ i
>  Prel^inary Counter, I-

affidavit by opposite

parties 4 and 5.

2. Annexure- A" copy of the
a/4

advertisement dated

22.01.2011

3. Annexure- A copy of the letter dated
B/4 ■ ^

15.02.2011 Af"

4. Annexure- A copy of the letter dated
c/4 no

12.02.2010, M

5. Annexure- Copies of the orders ^ ^
D/4 dated 03.05.2018 2^ ^0

By the opposite parties 4 and 5 through
Cuttack

Dt. 12.2023 ADVOCATE

SHRIDURGESH NARAYAN RATH
ENROLMENT No. 1650/2000

MOB;-9861041020



IN THE fflGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK

W.P.(C)No. 720 of2016

Jayantilata Sahoo and another... Petitioners

-VERSUS-

State of Odisha and others ... Opposite Parties

COUNTER AFFTDAVTT FILET) RV
OPPOSITE PARTIES d

I, Lizasmita Nayak, aged about 36
years, D/6-Kartik Chandra Nayak, At-Riachhada,

P.O-Jagannathpur Bachhada, Dist^Bhadrak, do
hereby solemnly affirin and state as follows

1. That I am the opposite party no A in this I

vyiit applieation. The present opposite parties 4 to
5 have has gone through the writ petition and

understood the contents made therein. I have been

authorized by opposite party nos. 4 and 5 to swear

this affidavit.

2. That the petitioners in the above writ

application has challenged (he order under

Annexure-12 passed by the Collector-cum-Chief



Executive Magistrate, opposite party no.2

rejecting the claim of the petitioners on the

ground that since the certificate which was issued

by the competent authority, in favour of opposite

parties 4 and 5 have not been cancelled and is

valid till to date, at that circumstances, no

decision can be tahen with regard to illegal

selection of opposite party nos. 4 and 5 for the

post of Sikshya Saliayak.

3. That it is respectfully submitted that the

deponent has gone through the writ application

filed by the petitioners. As it is understood by the

deponent, the entire case of the present petitioners

is that present opposite party nos. 4 and 5, who

were appointed as Sikshya Sahayaks by giving

certilioate +2 vocational, even though they had

passed +2 CHSE Examination, therefore, since

they were selected on the basis of the marks

secured in +2 vocational, when they have already

passed +2 CHSE examination, therefore,

appearing in +2 vocational is illegal and by giving

the said certificate, since they were selected, their



. 12-^"
selection is to be declared as illegal. Earlier they

had approached before, this Hon'ble Court and

this Hon'ble Court clubbed all the writ petitions

together , along with W.P.(C) No. 5077 of 2014

and directed opposite party no.2 to take a decision

and accordingly, opposite party no.2 has taken a

decision rejecting their claim, the. petitioners

prayed for quashing of the same and also prayed

to re-cast the merit list by excluding the

vocational arid upasastri candidates those have

obtained engagement by suppressing the material

facts as described above and thereafter necessary

direction be made to engage the petitioners as

Sikshya Sahayak with all service benefit at par

with others notionally. Therefore, the essence of

the writ petition, as it is understood by the

opposite parties 4 and 5 that according to the

petitioners, since the opposite parties 4 and 5

were illegally selected, their selection is to be

declared illegal and the petitioner is to be

selected.



4. That it is respectfully submitted that without

giving reply to each and every paragraph of the

writ petition and denying the same to be true and

reserving their right to give reply if necessary at

the time of hearing of the case, the opposite

parties 4 and 5 .submit herewith that an

advertisement was published on 22.01.2011 in

pursuant to the State Government Resolution

dated 10.01.2011, inviting applications for the

post of Sikshya Sahayaks. The qualification

required as per the advertisement at Glause-2 (a)

is +2 qualification or its equivalent qualification.

It was also required to pass C.T. qualification. For

better appreciation of the case, a copy of the

advertisement dated 22.01.2011 is annexed to the

counter affidavit as Annexure-A/4.

5. That it is respectfully submitted that

puisuant to the said advertisement, opposite

parties 4 and 5 applied for the post of Sikshya

Sahayak and accordingly they were selected. It is

also further submitted that the opposite parties 4

and 5 appeared in +2 CHSE Examination in the



^\2M^
year 2005 and 2006 respectively and successfully

passed the said examination. While the matter

stood thus, they again took admission in +2

Vocational course. Subsequently they also passed

+2 Vocational Course in the year 2006 and 2007

respectively. By submitting the vocational

certificate and mark sheet they applied for the

post of Sikshya Sahayak as per the advertisement.

But their cases were not cohsidered by the

authority, even though the advertisenient provided

that the candidates having +2, and equivalent will

be eligible for consideration for the post of

Sikshya Sahayak. The CHSE passed an order on

15.02.2011 indicating therein clarification

regarding equivalency of Higher Secondary

Education by the CHSE Orissa, Bhubaneswar

stating inter alia that as per the proceeding of the

academic committee counsel held on 11.01.2010

and duly approved general body council in its

meeting dated 13.01.2010 the followings are the

ciiteria foi deciding equivalent to different stream

of higher secondary education. Higher Secondary

vocational education having the subject as



mentioned below, i.e. Histrory, Political Science

are equivalent to Arts Steam of the Higher

Secondary Education, For better appreciation of

the case, a copy of the letter dated 15.02.20,11 is

annexed to the counter affidavit as Annexure-

6. That it is respectfully submitted that the

Secretary, Council of Higher Secondary

Education wrote a letter to the District Project

Coordinator, Bhadrak regarding clarification

related to vocational and upasastri examination

indicating therein that the vocational examination

is equivalent to +2 Arts and Commerce stream of

the Council and the Upasastri Examination

conducted by the Jagannath Sanskrit Viswa

Vidyalaya Pun is also equivalent to the council. A

copy of the letter dated 12.02.2010 is annexed to

the counter affidavit as Aimextire-C/4

7. That it is respectfully submitted that since

the Council has declared that +2 examination

under vocational course is equivalent to CHSE
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examination and the opposite parties 4 and 5

submitted the vocational qualification certificate

at the time of selection, their case was considered

and engagement orders were issued in favour of

the respondents 4 and 5 vide engagement orders

dated 30.04.2011. From that date the opposite

parties 4 and 5 are continuing in the said post.

Subsequently they were made regularized as

regular primary school teaGhe'r with effect from

02.05.2017 and 30.04.2017. respectively. For

better appreciation of the case, copies of the

orders dated 03.05.2018 indicating therein that

the opposite parties 4 and 5 have already been

made regularized as regular primary school

teachers after completing six years as Junior

Teacher and Sikhya Sahayak taken together are

annexed to Counter affidavit as Annexiire-D/4

series.

8. That it is respectfully submitted that some

persons, those who are not selected as Sikshya

Sahayaks made oojection that when the oersons

have already passed +2 CHSE examination, they



I??'
cannot appear in +2 Vocational Course, therefore,

subsequent appearance in the examination is

illegal in view of the regulation of the council.

Therefore, their selection "are to be declared

illegal. The petitioners relied that as per . Clause 2

(i) of the CHSE regulation, a person cannot appar

in the vocational course after completing the

course in annual. CHSE . examination and

accordingly the writ petition was filed by some of

the persons bearing W.P.(C) No. 5077 of 2014,

10872 of 2013, 11112 of 2011 and 21461 of 2013.

Ail the writ petitions were taken up by this

Hoh'ble Court and disposed of on 05.05.2015

directing the opposite party no.2 to take a

decision with regard to the grievance of the

present petitioners. Accordingly, the opposite

party no.2 allowed the petitioners as well as the

present opposite parties 4 and 5 to participate in

the hearing process. Accordingly, the present

opposite parties 4 and 5 submitted their statement.

The entire stand of the present opposite parties 4

and 5 before the opposite party no.2 that since the

allegation was made with regard to fraud, as per
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the Black Law Dictionary, fraud means a knowing

concealment of the material facts made to induce

another to act to his or her ,detriment. It was also

stated before the opposite party no.2, that the

allegation made against the opposite parties 4 and

5 that vocational Upasastri candidates have to be

considered in the light of the aforesaid dictom and

law. They submitted that there is no such

provision to have both +2 Arts/ Science and +2

Vocational qualification from CHSE. The

documents which were relied on by the petitioners

by obtaining under RTI Act are of the year 2011.

So since by the time if any restriction is given by

the council in the year 2011, the opposite parties

4 and 5 have already completed their course since

2006 and 2007 respectively. Therefore, the

document and or the order in 2011 cannot have

any retrospective applicability to give any

restriction for appearing in the examination. It

was also stated that none of the documents of

2011 was there at the relevant point of time when

the opposite parlies appeared in the

vocational/upasastri examination in order to
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acquire the qualification. It is the case of the

opposite parties 4 and 5 that in view of the

judgment of this Hon'ble Court in W.P.(C) No.

6452 of 2011 the +2 Arts/Science was treated at

par with the qualificatidn of the vocational. This

Hon'ble Court in W.P.(C) No. 6452 of 2011

observed that the cases of the candidates, who

have completed +2 Yocatibhal course with C.T.

training shall be considered by the Coilector-cum-

CEOs, Zilla Parishad as per the instruction given

by the Department of SchooT & Mass Education

Department and the provisional list of selected

candidates already published shall be revised

accordingly after considering the case of the

opposite parties 4 and 5 and other candidates

situated similarly. For better appreciation of the

case, the order dated 18.03.2011 passed by this

Hon'ble Court in W.P.(C) No. 6452 of 2011 is

quoted hereunder.

W.P.(C) No. 6452 of 2011

18.03.2011 Heard

The sole grievance of the

petitioners in this writ application is that

they made applications pursuant to an



11

<^0''
advertisement for being appointed as

Sikshya Sahayak for which the eligibility

qualification is Arts/Science/Commerce

with Certified Teachers ■ Training. The

petitioners have completed, 2 Vocational

Courses from the Council of Higher

Secondary Education, which is not being

treated equivalenl to Arts/

Science/Commerce in . the District of

Bhadrak though the CHSE has treated the

same la he equivalent to+2,

Mr. KK. Rqthv learned counsel

appearing for the School und Mass

Education Department submits that he has

obtained instruction . that the +2

Vocational Course he treated as

equivalent to +2 Arts/Science/Commerce

and there was no impediment for

considering the cases of the petitioners for

appointment as Sikshya Sahayuk. He also

produces a written instruction received by

him that the Government in its

Department of School and Mass

Education has issued a letter dated

09.04.2011 as well as 17. OS.2011 to all

Collector.^-cum-CEOs. Zllla Parishad in

respect of equivalence of +2 Vocational
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courses. In spite of this the case of the

Vocational C.T. pass candidates have not

been taken into consideration while

preparing the draft merit list as well as

many candidates have filed writ petitions

before this Court and in the present writ

petition, this Court has directed to

consider the case of the petitioners, The

Collector- Cum-CEOs '■ of different
Districts have therefore been requested to
revise the draft merit list immediately
after taking into account the candidates,

who have passed +2 Vocational course
with CT under intimation to the

Department.

Mt. Das. learned counsel for the
petitioners submits that in the meantime a

provisional list of selected candidates

have been published without considering
the cases of the petitioners. In this view of
the matter all the pending Misc. Cases as
well as the writ petUion is disposed of
directing that the Cases of the
petitioners/candidates, who have

completed +2 Vocational course with CT.

Training shall be considered by the
Collectors-cum-CEOs, Zilla Parishad as



per the. instruction given by the

Department of Schaal and Mass

Education Department and the provisional

list of selected candidates already

published shall be. revised accordingly

after considering the cases of the

petitioners and other candidates situated

similarly. Fresh provisional merit lists of

selected candidates shalf be published.

Since there are many similar matters

pending and all the Collectors-cum-CEOs

have been directed lo . revise such

provisional list of selected candidates,

this order shall apply to the entire process

of selection in the State. The interim order

passed earlier stands Vacated,

A copy of this order be handed over

to Mr. K.K.Rath, learned Counsel for the

school and Mass Education Department.

Urgent certified copy of this order

be granted on proper application.

Sd/- M.M. Das, J. "

9. That it is respectfully submitted that the

ground of the opposite party nos. 4 and 5 before

the opposite party no.2 at the time of hearing that
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the certificate which was issued by the competent

authority, i.e. CHSE has not been disputed till to

date. Therefore, the certificate which was issued

and not yet been' cancelled or recalled by the

examining body,. the Hon'ble forum, i.e. the

opposite party no. 2 cannot declare the certificate

issued to the vocational and upasastri candidates

as illegal and void one. It is also submitted that if

the certificates have been wrongly issued in

favour of such category of candidates, then also

it cannot be recalled/ cancelled by the CHSE after

about 10 years, when all candidates have changed

their position by virtue of sUch certificates and

settled in their life.

10. That it is respectfully submitted that since

council regulation does not have any restriction or

any prohibition to appear in the 2"^^ +2

qualification, therefore, there is no illegality or

irregularities committed by the opposite parties 4

and 5 by appearing the +2 Vocational

Examination after completing +2 CHSE

Examination. Therefore, by considering all the
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grounds of the opposite party nos. 4 and 5, the

opposite party no.2 had taken a right decision that

since the opposite party nos. 4 and 5 appeared in

the, examination before any restriction was there

by the authority in the year 2011 and more so,

there was no restriction in the Council Regulation

at the. time when the opposite party nos. 4 and 5

appeared in the +2 Vpeational examination, and

lastly when the certificate has not yet been

cancelled/ recalled by the CHSE, therefore, by

taking into consideration all these aspects, the

oppsotie party no.2 came to a conclusion that the

selection made in favour of the opposite parties 4

and 5 cannot be declared illegal and aecordingly

rejected the case of the petitioners, which is

challenged in the present writ petition.

11. That it is respectfully submitted that this

Hon'ble Court has also decided in the case of one

Basudev Guru v. State of Odisha and others

(W.P.(C) No. 16810 of 2016 disposed of on

18.12.2018), where the similar questions had

come up for consideration, such as



(i) After passing .+2 H.S. examinations in

any stream one cannot pursue +2 H.S.

studies in, an other , stream including

vocational stream. .The' student passed in

vocational stream cannot appear at the +2

H.S. examinations again;

(ii) if a candidate fails in +2 H.S.

examinationsv she/he can pursue +2 H.S.

course in any. other stream and can

appear at the +2 H.S. examinations after

completion of the said course in that

stream; and

(hi) since a student can pass the +2 H.S.

course only once/ if anybody has pursued

and passed the 2nd +2 H.S. course

fraudulently, the. 2nd course certificate is

to be rejected."

While dealing with these three questions,

this Hon'ble Court decided at paragraph-15 that a

bare reading of the above clause would go to

show that a student can pass the +2 H.S

examination only once, if he/she has pursued and

passed the 2"'' +2 H.S. course fraudulently, the
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second course certificate is to be rejected. What

constituted "fraud" has not been clarified. More

so, acquisition of subsequent +2 fl.S.

qualification in vocational stream cannot be

construed to be fraudulent acquisition of

qualification. It does not confine any meaning

whether acquisition of vocational qualification

after +2 Arts/ Science/ Commerce is construed to

be a second +2 H.S. course obtained fraudulently.

Therefore, the question of acquisition of

vocational qualification, after +2 H.S. course,

cannot be construed to be fraudulent one.

Thereby, the Council has miseonstrued this fact

and issued such letter, which cannot sustain in the

eye of law.

This Hon'ble Court finally decided that the

petitioners, who have acquired vocational

qualification, shall be treated as genuine and on

that basis they shall be eligible to be considered

for selection to the post of Livestock Inspector

and other future service prospects.



18

12. That it is respectfully submitted that the

above judgment was passed by this Hon'ble Court

relying on the decision in the case of Dr. (Smt.)

Pranaya Ballari Mohanty v. Utkal University

and others, where this flon'ble Court had taken

into consideration the principles of promissory

estoppels. This Hon'ble Court relied on

paragraphs-13, 14 and 15 of the said judgment,

wherein it has been indicated that once a student

is admitted after satisfying all the qualifications,
.  I •

subsequent cancellation of admission cannot be

made since he would be deprived of pursuing his

studies in any other institution. Similarly, the

principle of promissory estoppel has been

considered by the apex Court in Union of India

and others v. M/s.Anglo Afghan Agencies etc.,

AIR 1968 SC 718, Chowgule & Company (Hind)

Pvt. Ltd. V. Union of India and others, AIR 1971

SC 2021, M/s.Motilal Padampat Sugar Mills Co.

Ltd. V. The State of Uttar Pradesh and others, AIR

1979 SC 621, Union of India and others v.

Godfrey Philips India Ltd., AIR 1986 SC 806,

Delhi Cloth & General Mills Ltd. v. Union of
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India and others, AIR 1987 SC 2414, Bharat

Singh and others v. State of Haryana and others,

AIR 1988 SC 2181 and many other subsequent

decisions also. In view of the aforesaid

authoritative pronouncement, applying the same

principle in the present case, the authorities after

lapse of 2

position by

) years cannot unsettle the settled

arbitrary and unreasonable exercise of

power and alter the position.

13. Therefore; when the opposite parties 4 and 5

had completed their course in the year 2G06 and

2007 respectively, after completing more than 7

to 10 years, objection was raised by some

outsiders that the certificates obtained by the

opposite parties 4 and 5 are by way of fraudulent

means. In view of the judgment of this Hon'ble

Court in the case of Basudev Guru, it cannot be

said that the opposite parties 4 and 5 obtained the

certificate by fraudulent means. Rather the

opposite parties 4 and 5 applied for the vocational

course and took admission in the vocational

course, completed the vocational course and
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appeared in the examination conducted by the

CHSE and after being successfully passed out,

certificates were issued by the CHSE. The

certificates and the mark sheet which were issued

by the CHSE have . not been tampered or

manufactured. These certificates have been issued

by the Council. The only objection the petitioners

are raising that they cannot appear in the

vocational course, after appearing in the +2 CHSE

examination, That cannot be accepted, because

there was no restriction by the Council.

14. That it is respectfully submitted that as it

reliable learnt that the aforesaid judgment in the

case of Basudev Guru has been'carried before the

Division Bench in W.A. No. 115 of 2019 and the

matter was remanded for re-consideration where

the same is pending sub judice.

15. That it is respectfully submitted that the law

has already been settled by this Hon'ble

Court in the case of Fuspanjali Mishra v. State of

Orissa, 2015 (II) ILR-CUT 982 that once a person
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has completed the course and by taking the same

course has already entered into the service, after

long gap the settled position, cannot be unsettled

by the authorities because of their mistake.

Therefore, when the opposite parties 4 and 5 had

already completed the course and basing upon

such course, they have already selected and after

completing six years of service, they have already

taken as regular primary school teachers, at this

juncture, disputing the selectmn of the year 2011

. by the petitioners cannot be sustained. It is also

further submitted that since the petitioners were

not selected, they have challenged the selection of

opposite parties 4 and 5 with a view that if the

present opposite parties 4 and 5 will be oust from

the service and the merit list of the year 2011 will

be recast, their cases will be considered, which is

not permissible as per the law decided by this

Hon'ble Court in series of cases, that once the

thing has been settled that cannot be unsettled

after long lapse of years.
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16. That it is respectfliliy submitted that

the statements made in the writ petition, which

have not been specifically replied by the opposite

parties 4 and 5 and contrary to the above

statement made in this counter are deemed to

have been denied by the opposite parties 4 and 5

to be true, reserving their right to file additional

affidavit, if necessary, for a just and proper
adjudication of the ease.

17. That the facts stated above are true to

the best of my knowledge and as per the

instruction of opposite party no.5.

Identified by

i.4(X

Advocate DEPONENT
CERTIFICATE

to want of cartridge paperthick white papers have been used. '
Cuttack

12.2023 ADVOCATE



ll' '

'^1.
''

(IS)

ffi)

(uoneonpp leiodag

-uo']G::-rp3 ui GLUOidiQ jeqa 7,) ibfe3§ li3B6 6 ©3ISSg BOfo felB sfelfe SiC (lO^)

Bipu! p ijounoQ uoi^eiiiiqeqay ©irj I6hl3l03 blB li^&3 bfeb ©SIBIO&lb If209 03B I0hl3l03

b!f3 'SSeilSB hiM6 0BO9 IBlfe SBDiSa 6bB6 rdfi hSi?i6 / I(!i6 / 6lfi6 (Z+) SB 6fe (13)

! (310N Aq posiuBooay) fe|bi3§i6 Bira I5h!3l!39 biB IL3B9 Bfefe iSSIBIB^lii !12§3

IGhl3IB9blD ©SIBIBD hBGG GglDS IBlb 6bl3© IW hBgl6 / \&& {Z+) ©b 6b

I (aiON Aq pesiuBooey) (-^-b) 6l6b©l6 ©IB lOhblBS bli3 llPil'S bbB 63ISI©blb

IBBb 66B IblibeS be 63IB!L©t3 hbsG GglDS lOlb ©bl36 BIS© (2+) ©b 6b

I 69©iD(36 6669112 ie!lBbl2 IGhl3B9 6hl361i2

136 .i.'366 D-.,3!i39 BL3169B9 691131611216 / lBl6 ©11316h6IB9 6b6b§ -: 16h61B9 661EJ6 ' 6

I o.i;)33 6611096 IBib 6S6B166 691b6B13D lESg 1609 6^166 69L36;666t2 ai?6IRlI36I3 096169

b6163 6^6113 e61KB16 S61t3l66i.o61> mm fe 166 I85l| Pe|9S B lisuoisiAOJd) , w J. . w ̂ ^ V ^ . ,

( .16610 1131b &106 o6[^ mibl2.06696 h6B9 0D^ I 606 R69 ©IB 6B6' I0IB.6BI66 ©bl66l6 > . • ' vy , w. s-* w ••• *1^ (7» . > • ^

fr -^131131© 66696 h61B9 616-% o <8- b 6101^ 1 166166 ̂6,6 60Bl3tN

: 166B .(AJ06'B;B0)|6tl9l&9 ©66 I6l?)]b.6.iai!| ©IB 661096 60J0B m 01^ "S

. i [ 6hl36IB 1666 0^l69o©(^6Ibte61136161613121016^^^
' ■■ i ■ ' H " ' "

. .66B6B lb© be 6669112:1 0166B1I26 b666 66l3 BI666 bib ©9066 \& &!©© I 6h66112 j- r, ■ w ^ V. ^ V. . i,. ^

: .1666.©616 691© 06§h6 106 69616 1^669 I6l 66 S bo 6' 6 odol.a 16 I8BI12 ©IB 6-lb§Bg.
'65>;© .^©'%lb6 o6b ©IB d - •fefilEilS' 6S©'^©161316 ^06lh6'6 .*l5'6 %63lb9 ©I5fel6 ,
■6.6166 161© 6b©-06lhB16:.6IB§b IB!©6B .©B 6669112 :63I.D'bl2 ©0 0l666'66b ©6 696616 •

■■ IRIB 69l6t6i3lb / LI3lb h6lB9 6b© I 6BI66 66'Sb© »6b 6B166 l?.0B 6l&blliBI6 lBIBbl2 6©II2 >• • > • • ' • • Si* • . <y' w ^

. ■©959-0.1|,IBb' ©169. ©l6.6.69B6i6..1 66112.6 66 6616 ©1661126^606 BB 6669112 ©Slplb 6909
•b ri:'.b0:013tBb 161366 6669112 69%©. IBS13 h612 010h6. %6^ m :l6i366:6669112 69IB161Rlb / If b •:
■'|J^t2i©9B13E> SIB I 6966 feoB. (ibepyjv) hOlBhQB 6b ©169 §^©6:6669112 J^B [©61B& b|pi ';

16113lb/112lb 00B bB 6669112 ©IBblM 636IB66 6669I12^©IB h&m b6l69

Av.... i '-5

■■■ ^v69lB16L13b/ 1131b h61B9 6§© I s!2©lB166 61^112 011366 0660 6BiB Ife© 6b© ©IB 661#i: .... ^ • . ,. Vj ■ ■ ■■ ;r . ■ ■ .

661Sb .IB©. 6h66ll2 6.9©6iBb6lhi6 61il3lb66 0 613131b .666blfe6 fe.6 ©106 fe6l6 6b©

mm zi&msti m/SB,

■\y..

¥Ha 'CVS'S) WVAfflaV VHSSIHS VA'avS
anM.iin Tnsr rfiH j j "vra.<:

A
. y



XVdQVHQ V b b
iOJBU(pJ0-00 psfo-irl

I iSgiott ̂i3siHa61331^13 lfe§ \m isli^sa aaasis asi'abs saiibia'g 5b / a"i3i5b iKb 6 •

I e)353 6ur>iej-iapun 13163 6363 i3653'633l3 66 63i6lf3l6 felii 136!6i5''l2

I 601136 6QBi|fe) |[3I666 6t>^ 69i3i3 6616661316 m 631^13 .66r?l5b l®l'3 i")

6lDfe6 li56 6B613 '16161^12 1..5166hl?)T3 T343136 6E^136 lfe6 6fe=B"^6^ 6165 5G 66I6'36 3' X

I 6359 (^696696t>-) 6§l^96 I13l06f2 6hl36ll3 l39.66IL3ll^&9 6^6
666lh66 613f2lt3 6© 1126 6B / 6Bt3iB L10Bl[il2 ̂6 6BI6 6S]B6t2!BB iBil§>: 66IB96 'X ■ •w- W W N-/ ^

. I 60166 .65163 B6 o 5 I6LB 6I69B 69603. i56l6:Lf3lB 130^6 . , •

6L66IE^ I 60166 65163 06 ̂'l6lBB06 6I63B.69503 66l0lf?lB •B'6"6'61n o6tN lf2lB ]. ;:• 3 ̂ - ^ . ' i ., M ■ !,' ■' > , -I Jt- w s-» i > ■•,;••• I •

1656 o6tN 166)66 6661B 666^ '61666 8 6l6 fe%6B66 I 6h66ll2 I6I266I69 l361^06 ■
J ^ IB6 61S66I53 6f^I2'^06 6 66 o a o 6' 6 S' a o |6 B66 6S;6l6lf3lB : I61.BB\56 'lb • V • > - • > .

.:e963 6u!>iB}j8pun 6tN
'f.

6163 6353 felB6616 6366 66 631^6 06 TO 61653 661636 63i6lf2lfe ■6E661Q 1912 S6D > • - . i > . ■ ■ • . I . , . > I r

i4jri 4 1.

1.

."vV ihy
60II26 6^6 663736'66l3B06 66I6B9 »<. i- w- , v-> Sin' ^ ^

■6301653 felB 1963112 66156 66k5B :i6hBI03 6610'0l6IOl56l66B 6616 .6bv 0666 Lf2lB 6IS6 felEj W - SmO ^ ■ . . ^ ,

66l66:ti6oB 6h66ll2 610 1660 5B3 6366^ M100 60oB 6,01 6361066 6663112 610 60 tN6li39

. iBI0^P 16h6l09 610 1660 ('OS l£jl 'T3 ■O'S'-S-i-) 6iffi,6 t3lB66l6 6316tplt3 felB 6616,012 l.6fe ■■ ' ^
)6.16I09 ,&h00 606,1016^16112§8 6§B'fel0 6910160 li6Si61136 m\h 6S6l;ia!§ '6h00 66b \mh\[5 ; '; ■'"' '

'.11268'SiSS.te 6910160-h6!^0 Il36i6l®6.(2+) 666' 'B'6"6"te o6lx 66 06IR1B ■, i;.,: ,,.
' : . ■ 1 [i3^P6 gEl6 66|'&6136^B06 i36IBB9 690.1659 610 063II2''|2^^

■fe66 661'56-66lsiBj46l09 66i01^iO'66166B'b616 »6lx §66 6 11210 ^106616.6600 616610^ • . • ^ ] • ■:.^^: . •' '^■ . "*"1 ! •

■ 06^ 61666 '616 ©"^6606 6K60B 6h0610 696^^106 l00©loB 60jl 6361^66 666910 61060
, [k6I69^LB1G^0 16H6103 69161010:600 616610 8,61666 '616.6060^6 010 661600; l6]2l|HlSii|j
(6h00.606 10l60l6li26§ 651?'feb 66lfe 69W0 h606 166.69166 8 6116 o6.tN-6IB J#|l|9 3; ■.iSlillp:;

v- 0h00 60B 1016616 j068,j65B bl0 6910160..hl^61136 li6016 '166.. '6'®6 (2+) 66
■[ (uo!:|Bpr|p3 |e!.o.0ds pa;a ,JB0A I-)'6616

safe '&li3. 6i^lfe) 166 .(l0.y) Bipu] JO Hounoo uoiJBjUjqBqsy ©113 i6h6B9,1.0166161069 &h00
^6616 65B 16h6e9 bl0 69101,60 h6G6 60109 16b. 600136 ©006 113.6166 / 6115.6 696610 (6)

I (310N p8S!.uBoo0y) b|0.66l6 ■btN"6' 6i0 I6h6l03 I0I66I6 ■ " "S'!®
11238 6hB0 b0l6 35b bl0 6910160 h630 30169 1610 iS0B©6 ©066 1136 136 696310 (Bj :: ; b:*

(3iON pesiuBpoay) ^10 6613 6112 13h6163 1016^16
•fc.. IW mm 6^16 35B ^6 6910166 h3b3 3§169 16b <606^6 1136 6IS16 696310 (B)-
fc"'. ^



>jvyavHa "v's's
io}eu|pjo-iOO P6(\0-id lO^siQ

©5© '619§D lfe§

LSiai^rS l36S)©G}fe§ IfSG 61Blto§ -/ ifc !
1 JI6 66l>3fi BDe.6^9112 B151S9 ̂3D BbB SQIG OT 5^

1 6K1135 I95l3 SD d>a69ir2 ShBD &iet3t2 BlO"0'd)B 10§Do ̂
SliSfe (GLGhiS (li^StSS L©i«3®b ) ShKD ©©S a 06/60/0 S Ifi'felO 5 o 6 /^ o/X 6 10 69
^ . : „ . ^ _ .3. .. ..r:_ .„,.„'T^,,n >mlKl N _ .Ih.txl^ lf>",WIR5IS)'

^ -S I* f f

■bite'

»— 0

^oUbJ6U3hIbaib :61139

6(?«.IbSdUsJa0-8-^■S-h :6-666666

;i6R(ylba
6-8-h ■S-6&©-

6-©9

I6'b)
166 6+ .

B1©B§16

W^)
©I£i6 6 +

fel©6§l6 .1 ^

66)b

166

^©©616 ,

6.61b

6l©©6i6'
r©6

1BS6

1©6

fe.316

c
•J

16fe§ll^ §.W§. 1B!1|
i- I 6Blt2660'©616

"mBB ©663112 69156 BBScB 6^1hQ6 OW^jy) 0IBh66 6163 ©6691^ 69]fe©IB6
t^©l69 6669 o6t^-.l©9B 616112 ©1B9D1B 651695B 661666166 6 ©^IjplB 66612

616 69l56139.6#6 '&B6113B f66161t2 o6t>> 66616 '6BI?I6B l?©©©© iBoB ©6169666
:(D6 6§969112 :) 66© 66612i69166l6 616 ,e6^.»16B ©61^^ 616 L66D

•1©I566 ©669112llO-6|l© 66 W66166ID 61^5166 ©669112 6916^©S ©B "BITO© ©6& ©©
16^1126 69616112 6©B©lB -/o6>g.lj3 *©■661©"fe©!©:®^!®©

■■ 46i6©9616112 6©Bp -/oQoX *6 6BI©'b©M6©l6© IBS6 ■ 1 ©DI66;©6tB9© 6113 1661613

. lB16^1©>©:l©l©&12,166hl^!p 695©l©B6lh66 6^3121© 6© £) © ©IfeS IB!g ©©oD
'B©l©b916966 ©15^16;©©©66# ' f ̂ 6® ' '"\v"'.\ ' i§g!6ob 6&6B Ubil^'LbU3 666 6©=© 6IB
.©:L©U2IB 1©§© 1 ©glB©'©!© ©i©:l9B6oI3-6666b 161© <6©166B ©9©|© ^ ^ ®
J«|ia ) 6h6 fei^6.©6©:h&fe 6S6|!9:16©;c6I> ( ) mh% ' (usrasoTABg

->;a>l616©6'6p©'©6^ - )©B 1121© h©©.:©9oB 69oB S61f2 -6 61© £) 1
, , ^ . -.i I 1 6hl^:6!l2 1666 61516 "6©: "'"^^

616© R^9 6161266 666©© ©J©|.6© 691Bo© ©6169§^^^
06D-1121© •©■© 6©5&9 I 6h661©!l666 6616 ©©©l©B 66161.© o6tN;j3©l?l©S Rs69 616 66

ISeSBB m 69B©fel>- Sfe9 ISfe BSBfeiJSSfe B» 69«®S&t>- ei99B\^t^ SSb
19 €»m '©fesaefe) sisp© a biosqws 'bi0»® ' 'P® §® ^

l9Bi6«b

1916© 66161© °6t> ©B
©9161©!© ©1©©§16©©

«W" ■: • '■•:
■ •■!?■

jp-ti-ivyv-
ri3©©l©©"6Bl61© ei .1966^6 6 ^ i

~ ., . '

;^a©6re^B6 ■
. /J

Ji



I S
O
)

Q <£
)

O
)

!0
) 
^

^
 
S

Q
 £
2

©
)
 
4
)

£
2
O S l
O 5
0

O 2
5 ^
)

s C
S

/
e

0

'
i
.

.
0

£
0

0

?
2

c
n

Q 0
A

C
3

0 0 C
T
)

0

0
 1
0

0
 

tf
3
)

'
 d£
i

0 O 0 0 •
0

0

c
n

r
O

c
n

<
T
i

£
)
)

a
.
Q •
—
1

B
"

e
r
a s

0 0
.
,

0
)

U
)

0 0 c
n

0 1
0 © c
n

0 0
)

£
n

u
a
/
Q
0 1
0 © 2
b

0 1
0

'S
'

C
a

2
b

© ©
)
0 1
0

u
a

1
0

w
 

:
0
,

0 0 0
A

?
6

© 0
A

.
0

12
:

o © ©
)
0 1
0 v
Q

2
b
 
^

1
0 2 o
v

0 L
0
0 0 0
)
0 O 0 0 O ?
©
0 0
)

© © 0 0 0 ;
©
)

c
n

0 ©

B
-

O a
>

i
m
o K
-

f
O

s <
n

© 0
)
A S
i
)

s
a

c
n

0 c
n

0 0 0 0 0
)

.
y
£
«

© 0 0 0 0 O

'^
hi
%h
r4
3i
:

m
a
:
-

0 0
A
0
)

0 o >
—
(

a e
r
a

o
'

t
3

0 0
-
0 2
b
0 1
0

0

0
 
00
>

*
0

•
0
)

,
0
)

c
n

O ©
 .

-

v
_
i
/

-f
JQ

-
4
0
—

0
 
02 L
0

0
)
 
1
£
Q

c
r
>

)
0 ©
X
Q
)

..
 c
n
0 0
-

0
>
0 0
)

C
U

a O a
.

O
S B
'
a

0 0 l
£
Q

2
b
.
0 1
0 C
O
»

..
a
.

..
C
B

o
-

s t-
"
*

■
tr

i
o C

D
-

r~
»

-
o nS © C
Q

)
0 1
0

.
■ 2 2b 0 L

0

©
x-

Q
)

c
n

.

01
 

0

0
) 

.0

i! 0 <
3

0 ©
X

0 0 0
O 0 0 0 0 "td ■g
,

o -t
o

..
.

0 B
3

0 0 c
n 0 0 m

3
0 0 0

£Q
)

c
n 0 ©

'
 ̂ 

:0
©1

 
®

. 0
 

0
•0

) 
"•

c
n

,£
}

.0 C> ©
)

0 •0
)

©
)

© ♦
0

)

0 .-i
sa

-
0 10

5) © ©

1© w
ai

0

O
) 

1
0

0
 

0
)

0
. 

. 
0

 .
«

 C
9

-
o

22

S
0

.c
n © © .0 0 0 ©
;

0

2 0
)

, 
.
.
.
 

.

© ©
A

•© 0 0
■. 

2
;

c
n 0 0 c
n ©

..
.©

A

© © 0 © c
n

.0 © 22
. 
0 0 0

)
cn

:
©

L
0

1
0 C
2

a

0
1

0 ©
 
^

0
A

 
cnc
n © ©
1

A 0
)

a 0
)

c
n 0 cf
> 

-
© 0

A
0

. 0 c
n © © 0

—
0

_
cn

 
0

1
yC

2
© 0 0

 
-

^
0 _
ra

-

0
'

O

0 © 0
1

.0 1
0 c£
9

.c
n cn
 

^
©

 
. 

&.
..

■
 S

©
 

B
. 0

)- 
^

d a p
.

p
.

 i-
«

.
..

^
.

S
P

..
a e
ra

-.
.

CQ O

c
n 0 0 0
}

c
n ©

a O t2
.

er
a S
"

B
.'

.£
} o

. 
c
n 0 0 0
.

0
1

c
n ©

0 .£
©

.

C
i

©
1

0 0 .0 0 0 £1
Q

~
-

c
n

 e

0 0 i0
i-

,0
1

,
c
n ©

© 0 0 £
) O

c
n 0 0 .0
..

0
1

c
n © v
o

cQ
o

c
n 0 0 0 0
)

c
n © 0 0
A ©
1

c
n

.-
2

b
--

c
p

s
o

■
 i © i2
)

1
0 0 0 0 L
0 C
2

-
©

1.
 "

0

0
 

©
2

- 
:n

2
' 

>TX
0

 
©

O
 

0
■J

. 
i©

1
0

. 
0

© 0 0 t© ■
.0

"
©

1
0 .0

©
•

0 A J.
.:

..
c
n

 
■

0 0
1

c
n

cQ
 /

•
. %

'o
..

..
c
n

..
0

..

0
 

15
2

0
 iS

.0
 

©
,

'C
21

'--
0'

-
*-

$r
 -

-_
o—

c
n

,.
. 
.0

.
*
0

 
"-■

:iS
:..

,0
 

C3
g

 
0

' 
01

c
n ©

/o .<5
6- r

'/O c< I C
3.

a
©

 
2b

0
 

0

f 
®

0 0 0
)

c
n © /T
D 2 I

V
O

/O
I 0

. 
1

0 0
 ■

. 2
b

 
.

0
0A

 
L©

2b
 

0
d

 
'

^
 

©1
.0

 
©

2b
 

0

0 01
 

0
£a

 
0

j

0
 1

0

fg
c 

10

0
)

©1
 

^

©
1 

©
1

• 0
 

.. 
- 0

0
-

■ 
0



''■ -:d
CmUGlh OP HISHpn- 'o™,

1 Lv;' /"it'-1 " - ■ ■ - * i

From:--, - , . L /
feMouat. /J j^,]/!

Br j *ic;-iMa

Secretary to ©overnm^t;,^'
®ayf,;'. -
Bauaation Pej>artnfent.

.  . .^ ..■yy-tfi©, Qf^3g.., .

W«Sk%

-S-; : .the faliSwiiigS -hii 'SA'-'■■■ ' ■'■ ' ■■ '

Apg0.^tiiiQ^
as.

or ■ y^Mathematies -

CQmmaroe Stream-

St re-am

i3 £or year Wnd. information-ari-
[1&0QS

tenra^thfui,

/ fr-
>n Officer

2- -

\



■ V .

I

i  j

^"^^otwry/
CHSSCO)/EDSR.

"".Bto ioct Di raet or,
> . pn adrak *

,n ̂  • •, • • •

5ubi>-- Upa^astri'

:^'itft,;rof(^Gn;Cb clt.6.2,0 8 I m ALrocted
to infiointi you that the VoCaLioncil Pxnroin^tion is eqvUvali-p.|^ to

eo tho Couftcll and iho Upag^aatiii ■
is, conducted i>y. sti :treyShh^ Sari^kdLt '

e^uivaicrie/with ;Gouna^

/A.Cs<.-:^V: • . ; ' ■■ ■ • '^s/ ■ . '■ i. . ' ■
f. gaudidato cm -m^' -^2 Artn/SG/C^

^rationij;i the Mntciailat^ep ii?h.V . ■ ■. . ^ v;;; • •
:y<^^ ^ ^ y ■ ■ ■ ■ : : ■;■ '- ' . ■ •

ww^-:y-
iiM'
®P'v
■"as* ■■■ ■ ■

. .

yr>, }"• •■

1  "«:■ ■■ ■ ■

Yeu rE •^i^ithivjUy

eo.crct ary

•': U

fi

u
h :"
'  5
. .-)



•Sifb Q#|:. 4:- •■ .Mas'g-

&■ ■-.! ? -i

3«?i.

h'NW.Wcq'A''
11 . ( • »V"' •'-,r:iyf

s mw-^APHjpmiiLK

:||^\ . .- ■■■ ; ■-•••'•rt.r«;, . :;:s;^is:r---;

mmm. .1 •'.' • "iyT, -. IJ . .,.

■. I, ... , ;:;
~  "-"'-Ty!^...'.-'--,.)..'.;

f Am^^yMAHiyA
1

?.,!ftPAFJO
•  .■•:-i!;v! ,.' ■■.■;>;«/" ■ C

•  ; /•:: V'-'\-;.:::„~ . .;.:;r.7,:'L-;r-'|f'.;; •

i;? Kr fVJAm&AS B»H

'nu^RA^^mSApaAKA
iftSSisSS

SAGiARlRAMiSi^
.

22Q117 ^SANDHA&SDAPAOVfbasakiab^ik5AR0J8M[K

!;■ 5>fl34SAM^tAR.GJfi! UrpAYA QfR! (BMHCHA^GW^VKlSerOOi
" ' 1 i- -„.-,^nr'-;»' UiKiL'S' ipACH^AFnO'' 'JGWc.;e ^KlJA%iU'.-i--. ■ |r.r,.r.,,-^Ji

22.03 A7

0  nrnAjV^TAFANCA

•>; I ruRiNA CHAKCRA HAYA>

jr. PjSg: >{iR;.yAN PA^iZA
ijAXsA.M



/

K
T.r.'. \

rrTi*> •' .■•■-.—n

._- 'p-

jr- i.ujCS'<y^3£^.

j  , ). *'-iw"h'
I  ,. ,,[VjjqD£nnRi 1 __
I  ' ^ "v _—^— i

C,UrDArVOri,

t,ur(J\!,>5jP>l''c,

1} "« wSsi

1  ̂-.fla.-t'I ,'?< , *4- ','■>'^>5

050\ \Jl'^F, lO'^^ I—^
—  J a5"A.47

l| 65 3417 '" ■••^'

s^y
' .a'! >

. '  1<:4 ^|ilV"4V.AWitV'5'

F' '>V''''JA ii"*V"AM E^-^i
L  __L_,.,.,—^

piXCUPflS 5JI 11^'- ',^ijnjor " - —, -4

h i

v.4jbC$#S
-— -., »■

t— -— j 05.3'4 I

f^ij,js£^,RSO-_F,S- !. _.

aAi'ASXh[PHO'JPS =
I  .Q5.04.'>f

tFESfiK-

---I-' -' ' '" _

■%

4-^

'~r'~'i r 05.04^17 \
i:hcc\ p I ___—-1

BATCC LGUP SCH&Ct

BiNAIA^tAKCCAlUPS ^

SA3U"JJ>6iM ?R0 P? A
-  — -—■—

■;jiJ.Dh^CADA PROtf

OSTliWJ'ottP SvHClCC
AV.t51 f^^lJTAtJAS

S  i ^ ^ (W?04s,S4W PS

4.BIDYDHM(3Vp}}SAVITP3R0U

05 O-i'1^

\~ 05 04.17
05.04.17

i  {• I

05.04,17

05.04.17

.  ̂ .1 05.04.17

rF^—yrry^yiTASASWil PRO OP.3^,7^— >i'X_4

apA3R&K4r'-f.t

S.'T^^aY ^1^^U

,  ,, ,

i^SL<4\iyit'S"^iCH

'pA;w4A^kD^0TOir^'^ \P-'C'l 4 *
WILIUTA DA3NCCAL 5Q-.OpL , x 05.04.17

05.04.17fcHGoPAIlPRQ UP.5rf.Ww3p
—  "i^i' , >-"7TY

baghaMaTA^s
a  ̂ ^ V*;t» ^ .A

06.04.17

j. R.y.^svvAn s!^e^,"..>j
Jl &•

i

,.f.rJC-7JWlDAS
'smm

.--CIYABHARDAS
Vi ■J4''|BV»A'.UI!£'h3

ftKiRODKyAlAFOiS

45 KlIilAH SORS?l

S'jShyA.t's- l/ALi-ICn

i5 'SYNVVA. "

\. r ^ y ,  . 4 J '05'.04.P
"V"'

t.'C'AViO.'. ?"' s| ^

F- KTS iLASH CPlANDRA SCREW

06'o'4.77
^  ( *?-

06.m'i7DEUUGAO^lPROPS

GOVT. U G HIGH SCHOOl WESV,'.a.RPUR 1 q^ q4 "if
KARAKOIWL 1 " '

f RAllwlflTAJ.lAlLlCK

H-RAJMIDRANiyHi.

GKATAPUR HGOAL UPltYc) 5CHCO. 05.04.17

PANCHUTlKiR! G;P.7iGDfcHlGhSCHG£Si .l- ;--.05.0,4.17^

1 ii 56Sf;WJ%)iJ ...U - bll lAASEWMALllCK. KlATENTULi PROPS

50 b.i;-AKi:.lAj'
•  i ■ : ,

f7%feRiiO

- SHPtWGRAV.AJH!

f-BlRASINGHHO

SPIGFI WC'jiL I'rP E^tv.rO.

07.04.17 J
\  07 04.17 1

i  ll ;&AilOCiv.,!i : •- ■ tiA-iOii-AR D'EHU R! CHvAfi DA.r'.U CA P RO.'r'S

;■ 7REE14AIGA KUMAR
|f.5-hALK'

1*6.' » I • '. Cj i' r- ', n i"'- I i>
•  'tr*.o<^.i 7 f\i./ L. C

.  -

... .f^-
' ..:■CZ>

";, 08.04.17 1

1  08.04,17 ■ : • ■

v\l

mmmmmvm



;;j-, .-^l,,.: 4.X5SACUA/ Ku? W * \Crl)V^^v
2.., ^ oo,pf^|

;••, I •.".> * ;♦= *'*i" ".f/"V ' .••:';•'CHhUFP^ADA:^;-
-i

S.AS.UlksV NAr ;,,v;, ii.f....,^v■(,

'■i:,i.m-r::-r.r$
FTV,..., A?;

,;i;Q9.04,17^:c; !V$;:;

^vbLO-NP
/■'P--'.v.- ",-i 'y-i' -^KOpWAJ'^fV.tW f Jr -s'^P ' NuWr\r<<

TcNfUUiC^rf P-Si-.-. ■ ■.■,/ii'.v. . . . - • .• ..' , . . yit: j,^.- ' ----"g-T-r
ri-l;K

,  I ' HI

■ • ':4'''!t

■:S!W'IK
iiS

ir&SSiijgMI
'■^;:03.Ci4.17-77:

....
[:yu. )PIR ,:i.-\7>:,-1  "[ OIL'S'WStiOISHtJ^UafH' f P' ?

£.-1 - '.» ■' . ' ijIiT y

' ■:.r^11.04;i7'S;rijAYAPAT iiA!^PA.'^^'OA^WWi.C
<i

F HRUSIKP'^W'./AtV-^

i«Ri>tA?eK3^i:pf^||^||p|j7^F hsPJFXUOILLIPPW
" sy

Dftv' (AHA) .:
%kV''?jaweA7ITU£,Lr

a  .rV « ''

[;tlA{jA''K"SIPRO?Stf ^f, vD-^'tn-t-HHEMSPAl,!
. AT • I !:•" iSt:ir/lj'^

loorir
1  ty y|

KsaMipnoups
S'^tgaPP^^yia{g.s5^4ii .-v*-

150417saira^RO LpsSABIGA

F-Ksy^r

iSk} ««/

^i.toftCAD'A'FROUrS. , ~ -4 15 0^17

'tW 4, '
IBS^'A

mmm
fg: »«.*,»■ »Sf
E 1504 17UPS L tf^-%AKAbSlATHSAr^ ^ssaeniTTc S£5.aL.Ji1i'fe& A^s_J

mmmm
;JAm^j»i;^^^WAGA€^{yP(^!£J 5CFCU3

sasf §t5JDARHV^.D0rt!®^TA}^yMA-AS AKUMARirAYAK

rtSlwsSFrBV
PAF?IDA^J!?F|w,i

->■ -pi
« Stops PAStolTAPRASAO miM

%& •, ^ i

^wnrMI\7r>-v^ O St •■ M ».Uj>AV^A7L'.1A?tS^)C0 0505.17T7>S,\HC?0
^.TS ^ 'S Ji t '

F>asm3i&.DxiAPRo.yps A ^ zffDASA.RArHH.jJW"'0
ins

25.04.17{TAe/SSKEV
^1 fitL. ^ -tJPL

pAIWilAPSI , A fH-Syi.iDH!KK»J»,«,«^DA5 27.04 17

F'^GAMGiiiDHAR llCWAPA'^JAYSN'ITA V0HAPA7f^4 KAfWJAPAlUUQyES'' > ^•' 23 0417

CHHEHaKHiAPROpS > .
■''" '''■■' ■""''■i'ivS,fe.'0.t.,''i;~Si

P JO^YAN'DASPAh*.RA/,! D,"? 30 04n7

AB£J12R>i 30.04:17

ngpi7S r/A?4CfU^mMDim 30 04,17

fiJU RAW/. KAGUANASIPRO.PS.H.'9IKARTAf}RAilA 30 04^7

?..RAM£SHei4A,N'DRA
P.fi;TrAfiA}K r!AiKlAASAHiPRO.PS'- ':';. ^ ^80 t SUBHPAfJJAU PA ?TAN!A.'K 30.04.17

30.04.17-e 1 siPAA f: '■ A K!. I',{/ fi M-vivOAL • PA.RAMES'.VA,R.yAKD.A'L A.NAKHASAH1 PS

01.05.17BHlMPiJRPROPS52 lAHJUhlA PAIR.- -- 1I5.AYAWATHPA1RA

CVQ5ATKCLIADIA PSSiU!rKUM.^ReEHrRA?J R-SMfTA SAI-iU

07.05.17s^Llv/, RAlRft'l PRAPilAN ' J'VGULA PK'O.UrSfSf/ pcvi pp.AV'A r'R

02.05.17o'JAYAPATAKA lURAPARl PRO PIP-SUOARSMA'JBEI'ERAKABITA RAM SAHOO

020511K.R.AMRHS CHANDRA WAR'-v " IBUAYAPAT/WA KCOALUPEir I i; ::i i.iiW.il '>;



. •••;•• :.. .— •••

f'* - u 'tt, ,1
ji
"  tCfv,' Cv 1/ 1^ '

lA?

I  rJJU>p"0,_

"yWr

Wv ^lA [fULn^, A IJCI^p n

" P.s<DH,4,Sr5AJsH^ Jy

-  \. ;■ '■'Il
•■ - ■ ■■ Js

-  • • • .. . ' •:• ^

"\nr4-r

;^:20.054t
j  200517
^  2nit)T('

1S.07.17

,
tft ¥4, -'I

^ > 2
"  "1^"""—" I"'"I ii 'ii""

f" I ■ ■• ■ '. ,

rasOT-^siSH

!--'W.'._-...

.  A

F-erfA^s^lAT^^qiRM

R£fMSOItH

g iUmKiSm eAfi:4#?URP;5

J , i 'iJfKT,

-KhU^HNA ePWijBRA mU'SMU MM TO FEEDER PS

: gijyft'-i-iwiu "^llJA^ftfATA^:«»T^^iT.K
OOOAK 'JG.¥t3

''-M lUf-WRfiAHCO

\ ■'»
\



Ksrji-s

giUli sHSsWafiiSS'%!

\}iZii^W2;t f.ii -i

siisMiii^iS

--^ J X -'■ j " V

l»^l#;;g#afS5SSvtf^
1®

'! ,. .
M .. !.-. ',

4 * t« I '

•iLf Iisifflljl MTr l

i\ih \ -

m^tmM

.,i—p:

MMOH

;y>-!VufftSiS|S
#"(?iS(BitiifflNf;n _:

mm

ii®»immmm aiiisggiaHisaa

iwSgMM
.;iSiP

P»iS

si
Sfessa?

/Oiiil" til ."t P)

f I't >

e  '
rv'j.

r, ./■;>.ffUt'"*5

►VnsJ '
I

VrSpMBEgfcSMSk^S

ff :
M'l -i.M-iSi: -

111
'  1-'^ - ^

' ■ '' ^ ".v.-"-*;-.' .'ii';A&^

nc c<-iry action,

M'OiTSO h CJ.

r^imkl t'>r mlotiua^
-Wr. •= " '

ly'VAV;

District
W;m;Bhnai vl

Copv Ini avarcjet^-" to OIC

I  f J fni MiO-MoraiOHgld ncoc^baiN .auun

C^3_£0SjJ
catiov\ iViCcr.

,"\l

District I'rujcct Co-Q^igl^^
SSA, Bhadralt. 1



■-Si0i-

tW--Uc^

i#hly-t'p

Rftsr ■

■If ■■
13''"
tf >
ill'

DISTRICT PROJECT OPFiCE,
SiCIVA SIRSHYA. ABHTY ANi ®S®*

In pittSTiaticQ of ^esottoiou Ko. 1510'7/SMB/ dateJOLOS-lOn Cff the
l0^. .i.ii School &ter^E4u0atlojy Department, Oclisha. the following Tnrmed Jmtior

:- j: -o.''

■ Tejvcher^ undei BtisttdevpptBlocMtfpft^ who have completed six y^.\rs of coiuinuous
satisfeotoiy cnga^eihont as SlKsBya Sahayaks and JuaiOr Tcachecs tSKen Epi^elitei ace
•h»% :^phiht^::ifeRegular Pnmary^Si|wl ^eaehers

The scale oFpay tlid tithcr aWM Ip g;par^ with the
iMmary School Teachers of EleWeat^ry -Cadre (Level-V) under Soliool & Moss

■:,f|aohfeh: DhpaippitSiS^ with,cffeet from ii
■  flames.

:i
"  IH'

?/

M'
f6feef^H8s£S5nr«t®3^'. ■;

_ :/pitfe6L

'  ■ •■■■asisfeiV}' ■• ■

ll' w.^y«pj»SA<3Aflr.!yKH! y®Ala; 0502.14

Y'\ .'
'■?.■ . gAR^TXUf^ifllAptl ipflAKE^flElA'PFlASAO hWitAfll PARAPOKHAFJPRO,aPS' '■tloelij

w Tijr
,. • v

H^fAfiirRAMOlitoFAfM sachhadaps

:%• H.RflMflrcaMa5HAflA,Y ARUHAPS

tsP P-SANCHh^WDHIfAfiDA .
!f,v,";,. • •

'  23li2:,lo

■  :l' '  '0IM :

.1
iHrdfmiirilt

i'

■2#M ,

Aja rU/jMi?lGHAPiyiA SUSOtATAJtA-fldeAt'dpi,

'i A)vjPDfvy®tHWW suhAf;f(h?ihai);'dps- ;22;Q3i17

' A gpy^KWRBKHeKA. |w»TyAP|.BaME|ft g^SDStiisSrrflOM ■ 22.03.17

d oiiLip MLAR aARfic ;■;
■lu' -t- '

pACfiMYiWaR-AtJrA'P3 ■ ■22.03v'1?

■12-

V.'T ' ' ' ' ij.

GAcjADHAH VAtiAfOID • , • KASHIPdHPROSPS 22;03.17

■fa GvUptlpR/v SAHOO i LAXWPRASAli'pa 22,Q3h?

i: attJGAGHAR H't«A : ; ipARAMESWARlipW 0r/oawa.nwpi>:r pro. Ups 2Z.03;-1?

15 pAvkl-RI PBADHA1J jMAfltRAtiaAMAt MATfCvADlA.BSHERASAK! PSO.PS 22.03.17

h H£I.IAfaAKVN'ARMALUCX ? |-S3RABKA0RA,f.'.ALUCK MUIADIHI PRO.UPS 12.04.17

ir JA'i'Ami ItO'JT H.DiHBAf®HUn-0)T PARAP0K.ha.R! .PRO,WR I 22,03,17

13 JYOIjTMA a-vM BARIK tiAJJIL KUMAR BASIK SUB0PA1'A!1AN02ALUPS 22.03.17

K- JYOTIRVAyAAGASTI F- Di(ii,BAfiDHU AGASTi
UPENK?Af>IAlW UP(J,1E) SCHCOL
C1 fHATRAFAAOA MEUKSAHi

22,03.17

'OA..



•if

V . ,i

.b

L,
i"
li

'•• • •:•

s:.X)jL7i#ilA'!4?SAKU p.pjifxAR SAW |yKGf'^«RpROXtpS'. 22.03.17

21 <Alt4SKCHA®M-0ASlK F'lAMe.0£)AB;.a4,RiK cMif^HASPEJit. 22:03.17

a- PAbAl EBPXtroA-UGtlP.SCtiQOl •2203:17 ■ .

as.-.

•  ■• ■. _.;• •;

.2:2.03,47

241' i.2,Q3'47^
•  "

.2a yMMORA PRfiS/OB^Ete- ■ F;:T3fti\GlRA,THIBEfiE® BAlilMUKaA tlPtfipSfiHlit. 42;03#'
, . ^—...L.

^23^ jci'tllSta^PAFRA |2:(J34t • :

27
F.)iAKf(DRAPRA5<© LAiWiPADA'PRO-PB;. ^20347^ ■

; 23 HSt4JiJlAT^t!|^j^- ■ . H- K^E4SH eay4DRi!i5EK3RS; NWfl3Al^ii®f|v ;|2p:f ■ ..

^3 F.GmHTABHA3. ■niADAFRdf^

/o ■ wftr^N^Ati . , H-FiWFHRAfiJAJJROOT CfPXl5S,H0|§iR^iiA: iaj?#' .;:

3} MUKESRCHAKDPA SAHOJ F^KRU^NA C&yicM^CX^'^ Ri®>JAfM#SiiXSSp
■■ ■ ' .L.- . ' ; . ■  '22.p34f ' ■

it iBEtJlTAiWS RWJEESgAtoNOAJifi^^^ ERAMPS
■

3J tiWABEHARlMOHA^TflpX F-eUAVKUMy^MCHftfATRft ADHUA»f(!®A^OPSY- • ' ' . '
'  , ..,.., .4.. ■ .-■ ■■ ■ ■" '

4#3ii|x V i
:  .'.' / ' "'• •• : ■- :

■^1 filLAtiSEEBlHARSE
mohapXtra F-BlJOVKOMARMCflAPAm eovr^up^siEOWisllejSfe

p&wjg- ... r4- ;. LL..-.. • ■ 4 ' . .: ■ ' . ■ ;

35
^A.4.^ • : : .' ; j

5B7 Ry»ir#n;X|gHaiyi " "32>0S47' -- 5

3? li^BjiaSHCHAJiDRAOJHA BSiAiwj.jpi!^;pso;if'f- : ' 5
'  ■ ■■ ■'•.iV ". - ;"'i '

33 FiMEK«l.'ARMOmKTV («lS,KOQAL''U&i^T#X.
:.. . : . . ..■ . -T.V..; ■-

3'S- t^iffSWNffASEH^ CWA^TIA#!#. .  -1^54^ ' 4
1' • - • T' • ■■{- •■ -

40 RAJMKAifARjBslA, ■ ■■ ■ ■•] igs|E»^p|S0SL;.

r.GAMESHPR4SADPAf4E5A ^ RASIWpylift^APUR^i^ .22|)347' ■

'■m KBHABAH)BAJ4KARD&y. ;, if^OMlAEi) ■  .^i03ii7' ..

! J 3( XXf5KftWW8i)VAl; f..su!I3fakaR'BMiVal . '; I^Heafeypsi 4A(ai^ify R 22;(l3.ilir

44:. 54;4/UIATAS^Ci.O B-KAiusHiimNiM li!AeAp(4.iJ@S$ 22:0347

■ :45 SSr4tSNU:KliMARfeS r-XilHODflADAS X&^hfiip-^pisCKp^^^^ 22,0347^

45 SANTE'BH KUfMBmVAK F-6G0iBDA CT^BRA l^yAfc' AffATlRApROjS, 2:2,03.17

47 ^AMTQSH KUfMR PATI r. SWAM SU®AR PAT! GOVT. U:G. high SCflDOl, GOBINBAPUR 22.03,17

43 SASHIi<AHTA PARIOA F. UPENORA PRi,SAD PARiDA ARUHAP3 22.03.17

43 EASMITA Bi-iUYAN H LA>a',iDHAJ? l,1AU,iCK MUUiDIHI PRO.UrS 2203;17

!  53 S:aSI.I!TA MAUr-: n i,',u:-:tiw.nta MALIK NUAGACW UGMcS 22,03.17

i - SHASV.AT!6AR;K ji+SUSAUTAKUIrlARBEJ RADIiABALLAVAP'jR UGMES 22,03.17

C '.'
Jt. SHG PRASAD BARIK jr- M^i tI:i\'r'F?A PP.'^.Sj\D HARfK BAiARAMPUR FRO.UPS 22.03.17

■.

ns.^^



-;;-"'v"

-  ■ 'Si§

f
•w^'" 'rf ■

#

Sia^
w«f

W'

B

¥i\

I

^:' SUCHtSMlTAaAHiU iI'BOAYKyKfcP.PANOA S^RAPOKHARlAd PRp.yPS 2-2,03.-17

6f ̂ 5tIK.AMTI PiV^DHWJ }j.MSr4AWAKUA(AR.BEKE® 3ASyDEVP.URUGMES 22:0117
■  .

S5 SUKl]3,!AR PANDA •-RATMAKARPAiiDA Ryai?iAES|PORPRq,WPs- 005117

s|. ^OaLKiiNtARfAKliA. ;f%.!|yksK.te,PAR®A .. OiiAfffliA! AUBAGXMte:^ ■  22;0t7

'r^L'#1AHPAtR^- g#?ANLPSp.UkS5AyA^^ .22:0117

V, 1
lAy I»AlA! ■

sypAPSA|{pykuqi|te3 2041.7

M'- feKlCAS ■; 1 t.l®l:XS)i;PPX)1QM>IATrt t»a;HpOAL UPS, JSWAfeVNiFAPUR

?iij WlGDHA'RANl BAHK ■ rt-DiptlPA^Ni^Kto : BAtiftei3ARUSr4ES'

■iir ®WiA3itSLfe 1 - ff,YXJiJeskCH.ANDtiA
. .. . ■• :

PX6Hy®jfe8MX®^- . :O007

SpXf^lTP®: . ■ ^■; 04^07

#■ H|^!|aipgS-

p^^Y^ms UHABAt3®it§S: •  -WB. i

:O007-/.

M■ : ?,1AqHLIS>,i(TAf,lAUK: ,  ■ ;04ofl7:' .. '

■■W-- /.IAOHUSMITAHAYAK f{-£M^m«KRqUT SUKOEVPURPRaWS ' ;  , 1|04#-

' 'W ^LAfllXIXMp- ■ H-C^tJcHWAPR/ISA^JWffiit SiSJS.kOQALUPS,5U^ {■'Wmi. '

B«i!A3WTA'D4#i ■ !■ ■ MAHEllPOAlAf S1tiSP0R2AHSAypX[atJ©&E^  ■' ^W:!p7 :

W. ift^iiSK.PANDRAfWy ' > f-BAJSRIftSPHARAHMTH ?AANQAi|#)?,lpii& .: . ;O04i17 -.

71 RASHirpJtfWANt^lJBCJU F.|»Bll)D,RAf,miU IflikmiXB# . ' ■ it()477 ■ ■

-Jl UUi^NDRAPAIiXl ■V;ij4ii0f '. .4

^iOKTA-BH^ ■■.. UKADAUGMcS

SUKAMTIUSim^SAiH®- H-SAW/yiTBErttM JAfirfilNAWURPi •0007 ■

; /it H-WOvGCeikfflHSs PRAOHAN
;  4j,« av. -:a...

mohanpurps i>04#' . .

■ i'# tapXsranjamsetpi F-MAt'lieHADRASEWi
•••• .;. •:.' '•• -N :,.. .

TULMNPWNODA|#S 040:17

Ik

■1 ■

(teilikRfifiiDAa ill |l-R^ggSH kuhaI kiORArmr BANSHiPXTAW^f^:' O05il7

\l
:H'
ii

' :-;7a- SiKA^j.HIREKHA'BEH^-. ■ :|L qffipAii^ii's:. ■  'O05:.1.7
11
r

' PErtANKA PJtMOXRSil ■ 1
SASlf^THV ■ . . :1

tPANqBALjUi^BAf®^ . p;0i,ts

■ #
'  ' ' i-; ■•^'
A#?fr5L/MAN/NYAK: J: |YTO3i®P#!:l,EN!<X

?• "• • ■ ■ .: r

igRlCPiffiElMASWWOSi^^aHiOT
Mga ' ■ '

00.17

1' !
.81

ii' .!■
eiV^BATiBASKEY 1 li-AflBAISOREN •

7  J

BRAjANf-NDAPURPBaUBS 05.04,17

83 BWULATASV^iN J
' 3 1!

. k-SfDURlNDRAMCpANGHAlND NAiNDAPATALW pRO.UPii 05.04.17

i \ 83
': 1

GAYADHAAJ-tALLSCK r SHYAKSUNOAR.'N'AUJCiK BlOEIPLiR CADI PS 05,04,17

r

IF 84
■  . • !

lilSWREE SAIiOO I
:  i 1

1

i H-ASHIMAWUSAHGO KALIDASPUR PRO,UPS 05.09.17

as KUsiUM LATA MALIK H- BUDHIRAM MALIK guagaon pro. lips 05.04.17 i
)

'■X-



V. V

05a4;1.7eAftU05SWf^Noa2i.upE)
63. btJASANTkyMpR.^il^'jJ'^

:05.04.17gAUGKfttPif^O-JS
;HiSH^KAR5ETKI

67 jftABiftOBA'SETHI Q5^4pT7
i^eAHAagiis^iRs

ysJ:W!TPiS£TKl

ffillAWlAKAfCTABEHE
SOCHITl^BeKcW

65lQ4i^T-
■4 •;•■.•"'

SaiSANnKKUMspi^
08;Q5.17
!nA{4G\JASAHIPR<5>P5

sasmiiapanwa
i4imiHDAf§

Bi liiROfAKSHYA'DAS 08;O:W7
F4M8KI!!<Af7fAMrAK■33. STM^UIAVAK

1  ■

TO#

13^04#
SiJERAttTA.^E®

^Q4miiJESP®??!
£\3KAfffA:KO!®<4®f

mMm-

^5;ft4.t7
i»i*i„i, ^ ^

li 15.04,17

15.04,17
F-UCfilii^AAWJK

15,04.17
jui^iYWictwjEmssiw

15.04.17
F-SKl0S^fRAS®8AHCQ

15.04,17

18,04.17
H.SOORAVllWVW)Otm

IFASHCKfJALlX

8V.'ARt-^PSAyJ^W:
07.05,18

;/^B«TAPRITWFAW1 = 50.04,17SOfiHWOAtiff
APAIISEBEP. 50.04,17

aHASW4;ATApPI5«
F,^}i1WEN!3^'JENAgiSVVPQrAN:WA

30104#K^iaisFHi-pSaPShtRAMS«5SBEPA!3WSKfTRPOAQA PiUflSRA!-*!
BACHHACAPSrt^.E^MgpCHf,NDRASAHCe

BAJAAYpTl BEtferA
30.04,17SAlia<0Rll6ATIA'PR0>P>F,fejPA)^B£HBRA
30;04y1TT&iTOLlAPRClPb

H- D'iGAHlA KOt,®R'SPOODfeBA'SJllltASAHCO
30.04.17KlSWATKROSMKAPURfSF-RAJEtlDSA PRASAB B6HERA:
05,05.17

BHAiRA3PUl^ LfGUPi>

^ARiK
F-BAtiAMALlB.APiK

30.04.17BAUGHAl PRO,PSp. fvWilSV^^ BSHfcRA
KA.ILAS.H "a^HERA 30.04,17[jAMJIPADA PROPS; ADHu/-H.SHP£tV:A^nAMAll^
KAlPAS^A l.iA.NJAJy J'lALr



OF

i ■
?v-;- -

f-;

fnnED

13 W"

j. .V

4"-

;  H

its
: r

s, "■ '■
,f

U::
1st'
liifr

'• y

?. ' ■ 4^4

i'X:
■  :l

' ! -■•
i  i

—p.

!-SUMEI3Df?APH£fiA.
-

GCSttfrjABtfCHA P5 NtoV^T^^
XT'•<■■>„

m I^MASfHtOWAIlTi' J EMM PS 77v3{i^aiiaT"

m- U'UStRAt-ilHAYAK lrPfiASA?ffA!<QI.UftS\MXL • RtjACTAC?1HA!1I.SANPS 30;G'4;f7

m: AAtJbamtetei¥^ KBl&YA^WREAliM R.ARAPS 30;b4j'>

m. ItaATISBiSRA iaauKeSH'SMDRA'SXHG®. PAD?m4!?P? ■30iWW7

: ® (IRIM-KiiMARflAVAK .3p4^7'

I® 'RAWb\.MAMJAj13®H6i^. ERAMPS .30,(}4;1?

iip.j pmVANiatgEflESA ABa??A.F5 3<).0'41?

R^ifTAESH^ iSAWpRiPS- . . '30.04.17

S-,prf;P0pALllP%StJAN . VSOMlt.

E?^»g3m. ■ H^PRA®®KUMAR'?SS'^ XI3H0AW HD<5Al. pi#? ■
■  i.--r ■•.■.

im
': ' • ■ • ' . ' '"•
[WrrtQC51\^ SfA^ ■■ - '30i04i#'

m SAN>I#MAR&£J 30i04il7' ■

m

■  i; ■ . ■ji-iinmiirnmirri/irr

r-RtrfAl«HCSiPA!«». B!NAPAfiii;PR0»» ■; V ■

'  -■ ■ - .; . ; : Sj.;.
^WLfgWgSiEli^ ■ ■' ■■ ■vis H-WURriJOttotMSHfeNTY .; . .3047M^ '

: t« ^iJVtfijaatARiSA^ TV ;\:-.. . .w- ^
,3Q,04;f- ■

r' - '-i-- ■'. -'• -
S^ajISARST#- , V

'  ■ 7 • ] ^•Ifiniiiiiii ' i i "' ■ •■ •■
Blt-ttYARPORPS iomi

■

: :■#
:  V . Ji' ." ■ . . . ■ ."

/ -I-
)<AMlHlRUMAftl>BOtlPS,t . , ■Vi^Qi04^7^'

:

iF¥jkAHEip®- , ^p^Rltixmws ■ mmm - ,
..

-s 7  .

■ta
rrrf-i--: " '- ' ■■ ' ■ S Mm

r #
4" "i'"',"'."l

EUi?YAKWiTA»W'< !j%.RAN?AKA?J»V8®f a?tti3A'0?5f4inS ■  -BOiiiiiliir

% H:BWSKA«CHA?)i)RAPAtAl MSjlDARlfS: •30:o4vir

■

S'ivMHAPPA^TltoW k DEEPmRUMA^p^i^ tfttA5ftO?TUpfe'8 30:04.17

,«3
i

UP7 J,AP,ASAJITAPARfOX iH suii^fiii^^t,4fi!io
d.: ,:

aftU7iEDNbteL.yps: . 30i04,17

!« L(§1
i  ■■ •. ' i->-

/^JJiSAHQO' f
!  ! '

kftNMRiPy 30K17

w MA? HftSMITALENSCA Amiisaps O^i ,05:17

5'46
yI^KINIBE'HERA |f |.a.McSH^CH4feR^ERA ARTUN5P3 01,0.5.17

117

-tt

^HYU SETHI H ■|APjlJM!igW !, DAGADAOASHSAHIPROPS 02.0-S.17

DID 'ABIARMAUK j ; f-^RaESWAFrMfiUK KAfiNIPURPRO,UPS 02.05.17

MC n?!
rr f
.^KARAMI PALAl 1)-'Tusharkanta;das ERTAL HARIJAfi PS 02.03,17

KLlZA^IiTAHAYAK , ' F-KARTIKCKAMD^HAYAK (AAMGALAPADAPS 02.05.17

-■■ ■t. '^
15 HAS^ARlMAtW i ; F-GOURAHAR[W(tiMA

jI— - . — ■■ ' 1 .

UPENDRAMATH GHEPl PS, BtDElPLiWAL 02.05.17

! ■ ! 4,-



?5> iHiRAfUANNAY-AK F. ..MItWKW, ISwSr*'''"-^- .-pA . ■ -

Q2.0#  ■' %
»«iPUS'PAHiifajiMMJii:

•  i
*"{"""' ' ■ ' '

F- DAlTAa fAAilB' ; | !■»' il
1 m0^i7 'Iv

SAKliMTAlAPAfRA H»-PF«TAPKUfA4R.S0UJ AAWJiA'.Upfe .. '' 02;|54| V
■:5S5 ft CtWpRA.SEKHAR DHAT?P{J,R'P5 j  !}
t5? Ifeoia?:' j;:

■fg!? fmAf®lPA:§6THr' ,' ;0kis,l}|3g1l.re ' . ■ P5' ■ ■■ ■■■ ■'■ .if!||..05iOpf--; f
.^<54 RAMJULAtASAPiii: '  : ■; - , ■' |o5;QiYiV ii

.  :«9 :S,«5A»NAyW ^'^MsFesa^a-JsAs ■ ! iQ^afr fS-
:|^i. L^s-iiife- .

—  • ..^r.. . '., -. =..: • f

AfiiTAigii Kf.RASH'1 • .  ' QMsnr :af
m ft.B£8AafyiTACASH" . • ■ ■ ■•ilH®^|E?JiPiR^,^

F  ■ . • ' .V. ...iliV . . . .. . . ■moM?
■ m I'&AEA^l PRttPS; • - . ■ ■ - ■■ ■. ■.-;■:; ^

■  ■ ■; ■ ■
•ti, . fiATAfeADEPR^S Qtosiir

: .m
'-i . '• - '""A ■ A-;A"y . - . ; . ..F-

s- 11.01,17

'  ■ Dioiiy
;!1S7

■ rr^
GlTAtJJ^IMAW' , •
"-' • •• . '■ • . •• ' ^ . V

^_--.... .'. ..' ■■: ■ . . . .■• . . ' *■
saSN.HARB^pg.. Y ...

'  13.0047
' ; -M .GtimikiBeHSRA '

'  .. ■ ■ ! -|i. ^
ftBUAYkUJiVJSBEfiERA BllEYASf ' . zm.i7 ]

i ■  • ; F-BAIWJENA 01.07.t7 '

i'M r , ■^.■31.0747" ■|^'a
F-B/I^KtYfiABW luii.p.. .

S: ''"T! •! ■ :•,••—:—'.ji,
•  ■ ' .-I ■ mii17 ?'l ■

■  l»|DEO'ASiaHGlipSH
■- A ■-■-:• ■ F'-F'F

-'—-■::' . ..Ui.ai :-;

3OiQ0ii7 ;:
t-RASHMlteflJA^EAS asjftWpyRji^;.' '■ ^0iQ3ai7- 'S

F'KHAGESWARKOliAPATM JA^SATHPllfPI ■ -■■ .. ■-; .;

V 0l;B9^7' ,: -

175 M^lTA NAYAk j-DrprrJaffAJFi^APAiRA 3A«AP.ef3WIAflrpRO.UP5 io.a9;17

■ 17? :jgfiV5l,TRIl;ii!U,l,lGK ?^g00fiA{5cA.cWfe ■ ■" ,
'AK>1APURP3 Oiaio;l7

■i?5 ABHtfaAUYUSAMOO ' '-RAaHUMATHSiKi^' jDilNDABWDHAPS 01.11;1T ■ '
■ 571 )£aaRKUUDFAIiSABOO f aCRUSHiJACFWfDRAaMaS tiMRQij,AL UPSijRADISAKAFJTAPUR 09.11.17

S55 AYiKAiVTAPANffiRAHl F -UAWAItTAPAfliGMl - rlADHAMOHANPURLfGf.ES 0.9.11,17

m £AMJAYAKUf.iAROUTTA F -CHIMTAI.1A.N'1DUTTA p/OrABAMiSHRAPUR PS 03.11.17

132 S
j_

Uj.AiAD.AS H -uAGAMSiHAftlBAKIK f. [AKHAIPURPS . 09.11.17

m AKSKAYAKU,MARDAS r 1.'I5.H.AKARD.AS :G D.HODAl UPS, BRUIUArilGAOF; 14.11,17

184 SWAL«:WI MGHANTV H GDBARQKAH SV.'A.'N S WPQhiKARWDir-PO.Hr'.S 15.11.17

•i^.

v^-''



^yr- ■■

x; "f
.  ' >■ i
r's^ ;tS5'- oasOeSH KUMAR eiSWAL r-A0pmmRm0k BRAJAP}IDAPIJRPP,UPS 2m u j

-

&iM?tTA.&HCO (■tPXeAbNKA.RdAn.Ps .tJjdkiv

"Si. WUtt'tPR)Y,4pARSte!jM,,._.^
sAtWAli^DAS teAt-liieiisfeilooL ■ff;Ot,fa:

PRATfMATlf^t# ■ H-i.|llKytFKaPA®A 2fm,§

to» smwmAfi B-&4RaS^yAaj^R4Wi ■

Jl# F AkAor0tASlfiit bsHera tt|p®tAt}>MALlJ0S .  ■ jpi^ps;

:;t#; pSteSWitSmeASiK: F-SHYAf.®3PABaWrt

'M ilK^RiAvAoAS H-sfellJflJMARDAS

Si|#ljj4VRKfiK H'BsIa^takoWiIHBSh ;;

.  !# NpHmE^itoPaPMt

F J^ARUmPAHOA ;. #1)^ ;

' j

:  . . 4 SSA Bhadralt ■
IS'Ieojo ?>ro. ^ jfO^te. OS^&S'''fSCopyto perSl®4Sa for MoimattbnsMnec^ssary action.
Gopy-®rvvifcd[eci-to the Headtoasters coocemcd for mforraatioj] and

•iidesgao'-a&hon. ■ . ■ •

. v. ; • '■ '-■ SSA^ihld^'
MamOrNn. /Date.
Copy forwarded to {he Blooh Education Officer, Basudevpur/

Co^ordln^^^

Memo No Sl33^, .

I  It

C%:y ':s'ibmitlcd to "the Slate tptojcdt director, ■OBEFE, Bhhubaneswar/
,0ii»0tor| Elementary Edacation Odis^Bhutmnsswar/ Addl. Secretary to Govt., S &
M,,E.Depti.,Odisha, Bhuhpeswar tor fhvour of kted mformationjad necessary action.

Y

District ProyfeJt '^-ordlnator,

/\avocat0



IN THE HIGH COUR

W.P. CO NO.

TACK.

j
/2016.

In the matter of

In the matter of:

court

In the matter of:

I.

2.

CODE NO.

An application under Article 226 & 227 of the
Constitution of India;

And

An application challenging the illegal and arbitrar)' order
dtd.21.8.2015 of the 0pp. Party No.2 in connection with the
matters of appointment as Sikshya Sahayak.

And

Jayantilata Sahoo, aged about 33 years,
W/o. Abhaya K}«iar Behera, At/P.O. Alabaga,
Via. Ertal, Dist. Bhadrak.

Jyotimiayee Nayalc, aged about 37 years,
W/o. Sukanta Kishore Nayak, At. Chinol,
P.O. Guagadia, Via. Ertal, Dist. Bhadrak.,

Petitioners.

- Versus -

1* »n5ci

RUPEE

INDIA

RUPEE

5.

State of Orissa, represented through it's
Commissioner-cum-Secretary, School and Mass Education

Department, Orissa, At-Secretariat Building, Bhubaneswar,
P.O. Bhubaneswar. District. Khurda.

Collector-cum-Chief Executive Officer, Zilla Parishad,

Bhadrak, At/P.O/Dist. Bhadrak.

District Project Coordinator of Bhadrak S.S.A.
Bhadrak, At/P.O/Dist. Bhadrak.

Lija Smita Nayak, aged about 29 years,
D/o. Kartik Ch. Nayak, At- Bachhada,
P.O. Jagannathpur Bachhada, Dist. Bhadrak.
At present working as Sikshya Sahayak,
Under Bhadrak District.

Sanju Rana, aged about 30 years, D/o. Lambodhar P^ana,
At/P.O. Binayakpur,P.S. Basudevpur , Dist. Bhadrak.
At present working as Sikshya Sahayak,
Under Bhadrak District.

Opposite Parties



Order No.

22.

RUPEES.

RUPEE

piled

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.p.ro No. 720 of 2016

Jayantilata Sahoo & Others

State of Odisha & Ors.

CORAM:

Petitioner

Mr. M.K. Sahoo, Advocate

- Versus -

Opp. Party

Addl. Government Advocate
Mr. D.N. Rath, Adv. for O.P. Nos. 1 & 5

Mr. D.R. Nanda, Adv. for intervener

JUSTICE SASHIKANTA MISHRA

ORDER

28.03.2024

1. This matter is taken up through hybrid mode.

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

the opposite parties.

3. It is agreed by learned counsel for the parties that the issue

involved is covered by the judgment of this Court rendered in the

connected, mater in Surekha Samal and others vs. State of Odisha

(W.P.(C) No.18706 of 2015, disposed of on 28.03.2024)

4. Therefore, in view of the reasons stated in the detailed judgment

passed in Surekha Samal (supra), this writ petition is allowed. The

impugned order under Annexure-12 is hereby quashed. The opposite

party Nos. 2 and 3 are directed to recast the merit list by excluding the

Vocational/ Upasastri candidates (opposite party Nos. 4 and 5) and by

issuing appropriate order of engagement in favour of the petitioners

either as Sikshya Sahayaks or in any equivalent post without any further

delay and in any case, not later than four months.

5. Issue urgent certified copy as per rules.

A.K. Rant!



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.P.ICl No. 18706 of 2015

Application under Articles 226 & 227 of Constitution of India.

AFR Surekha Samal & Ors. Petitioners

- Versus -

State of Orissa & others

Advocate(s) appeared in this ease:-

Opp. Parties

RUPEES

RUPEES

For Petitioners

^ f, % fî Mr.lBTK. Ritth, Advocates
^  trt

Mahendra Kumar Sah

•n

u,

For Opp, Pf^es ^ srj-w'/

: Mr.-S.N. PatfnilkK
A-~-> '"i

X Addl. "GovernihSrit Advocate
-  a v\

^ I *

i:i

A  . A
n

i.
V- if' \.K

'4
•'■4

M/IxD;n. Rath Ss P.K. Rout.
(O.P^/No.4) g

'Mr/P.^K.'' BeheraAAd^vocate
'dJrNos. 5 & 6) /

CORAM;

JUSTICE sashIkantaMshra

JUDGMENT
28"^ March, 2024

sashikanta mishra. j.

The order dated 21.08.2015 passed by the

Collector-cum- Chief Executive Officer, Zilla Parishad,

Bhadrak in Misc. Case No. 03/2014 pursuant to direction of

P/Trf*/* 1 r\F "^/l



this Court in W.P.{C) No. 5077 of 2014 and batch is under

challenge in the present writ application.

FACTS

2. An advertisement was issued by the Collector,

Bhadrak on 08.12.2011 inviting applications from eligible

candidates for engagement as Sikshya Sahayaks. The

educational qualificatipn^f^mrtd^l^as, the candidate must
^ ff 'ii

have passed +2^!^a^nplon^ Commerce or
N

Its equivalent,^xaifenatio^^^^by afpropriate authority

and C.T. tr|inmg. Pursudhlfellol' such advertisement, the

I  fiffll ipetitioners s%bnjiitted theM'^£i;^^lications. A vierit list was

prepared for all categories oTcandidates. Petitioner No.l was

placed at serial No. l|"1o|^he^qrf^ist,^ No.2 at
It 1:7^^0

serial No.4 of UR merit lfst?an:dx:petttibner No.3 at serial No. 1

of SEBC female list. In the initial provisional merit list of

different categories, vocational course qualified candidates

were not included, for which some of them approached this

Court in W.P.(C) No. 6438 of 2011 and 6458 of 2011. By

order dated 18.03.2011, a coordinate Bench of this Court

disposed of the writ applications directing that the cases of



bH "
the candidates (petitioners therein), who have completed +2

Vocational course with C.T. training shall be considered by

the Collector-cum-CEO, Zilla Parishad and the provisional

list of selected candidates already published shall be revised

accordingly. Pursuant to such order, a fresh merit list was

prepared including the candidates with Vocational

qualification. At this stage some of the candidates similarly

situated as the pgitf^|rs fubipitpd'^^ievance before the

authorities (opp,pli(ggalty Nos. 2 anCgijIW the Vocational
■I'v

candidates ^dJ[^asaslrihcahdMtes hadj.dbtained those
certificates |y suppressing ^ the fact of thei^j passing +2

I  ■Arts/Commei^licience examinaton earliei||vAich amounts
to fraud. Fd^er, some "ibonafide candidates having
Vocational qualifica:tio4ady^0acp^ |hlaJ2burt in W.P.(C) No.
7478 of 2011, which was '^(Ssposed of by order dated
24.03.2011 directing the District Project Coordinator, SSA,
Bhadrak to consider and dispose of the representation
submitted by those petitioners within three weeks.
Accordingly, opposite party Nos. 2 and 3 conducted enquiry
into the allegations regarding submission of fake certificates
but without completing the same, published a second merit



^

list including their names with the remark that enquiry is

pending against the Vocational and Upasastri candidates.

Being aggrieved, some similarly situated persons including

the petitioners approached this Court in W.P.(C) No. 18256 of

2011, which was disposed of by order dated 15.07.2011 with

direction to the authorities to complete the enquiry and

thereafter consider the representation of the petitioners in

the light of the enqplt^'" nepGirt> I|5w&s\-however, made clear
13 - I? ^

that the authorities;^ shall not appoinf4tlie,^stndidates againstI-/ ̂  ■'VH
■  - - :ar

whom the /ehquiiy is y jpendihg till - iti, Is complete.
f  Jt'S

Notwithstanding such ordei; ,thp'^posite partyijNos. 2 and 3
1 ih i.-i il 'A/'! V A !
illasked the Vdca|fpnal/ Upa'sastri" pandidateW to furnish an

undertaking they%i%;f^^^d not y passed +2

Arts/Commerce/^dippceAiy|beiqj€^ Idbtaihing Vocational/
Upasastri certificates. The concerned candidates submitted

individual undertakings that they had not passed any other

+2 course examination other than Vocational/ Upasastri

examination and if such undertaking is^ found to be incorrect

they shall be disengaged from the post of Sikshya Sahayak.

such, opposite party Nos. 2 anci 3 issued conditional

engagement orders in favour of those candidates making it



subject to the order of this Court in W.P.(C) No. 7478 of 2011

with further stipulation that if any irregularity is detected in

future, the engagement would be terminated. The enquiry

proceeded thereafter and on its completion it was established

that all those candidates had passed +2 examination earlier

but had suppressed such fact to further prosecute

Vocational/ Upasastri courses in contravention of the CHSE

Act and Regulation^;rmid SSfslmit/0firversity Regulations.
If '<-5;

Accordingly, alLslx^dhdidates includingthefprivate opposite
-s

party Nos. 4,;/5 ̂  6 wereTssued>-with secoiid show cause
jf tl, , ES--''fA ft

notices for |iisengagement.'- .Said private oppiosite parties
i  U IIU 'f fr

!, I # (f! ,t i ■? ■;;
'L i > J -"-f- t /■/approached this-^ourt in W.T*...(C) No.32024^0^^2011, in which

an interim order^of protectioniy/^BTgranted. 4f'this stage, the
petitioners and similaidyc.plhc,^'ft&ii'Sidafe who had been

deprived of appointment because of the inclusion of the

Vocational/Upasastri candidates filed independent writ

applications challenging the engagement of the so called fake

candidates. Several such writ applications having been filed,

all were clubbed together and finally disposed of by a

common order passed by this Court on 05.05.2014 in

W.P.(C) No. 5077 of 2014 and batch. After taking note of the



relevant facts, a coordinate Bench of this Court, inter alia,

held as follows:

"In view of the above, the Collector-cwn-C.E.O.
S.S.A. Bhadrak is directed to take a decision by
taking into consideration the show cause reply along
with the enquiry report after supplying copy of the
enquiry report to the petitioners and affording
reasonable opportunity of hearing to them.

It is needless to mention that if the vetitioners have
committed fraud bu submitting the +2 Vocational
course certificates contrary to the C.H.S.E. Act and

the Regulations thens^hSW^ShalLjDe disengaged and

consequently the^'merit IMf^halhbe^ecast. The entire
exercise shaE be^^mpplM^Ji &U0n/fi p&pod of three
months fipm fFi^^dte^of receipflof the/ee^fipd copy of
this order. 'K

„V "" '■:%

HoWe^fithis CouHihas^nof expressed (^.y'hopinion
on thelrrtkfypof the cas'&^^f^ ' [Emphasis-added]

i'f ' r k\

Pursuant to such order, the ^pietitioners and the Vocational/
I  1 f

Upasastri caridi^dtes including^'the private"bpposite parties
%

appeared befofe^^ the Collector and participated in the
:rj:'

hearing. After consiMeim Ihe^ trMtehtions raised by the

parties, the Collector vide order dated 21.08.2015, copy of

which is enclosed as Annexure-12, refused to interfere in the

matter by holding that even though there is evidence of

suppression of facts by the Vocational/ Upasastri candidates

but the examination conducting authority had not cancelled

or withdrawn the certificates issued in their favour.

Furthermore, those persons had put in around four to five



years of service. Assailing the order of the Collector, the

petitioners have approached this Court seeking the following

relief;

,5^"

"Under the above facts and circumstances of the case, it is
humbly prayed that this Hon'ble High Court be pleased to
allow the writ application by granting following reliefs-

A. An appropriate writ/writs be issued quashing the
impugned order under Annexure-12 and in consequence
thereof the conditional engagement orders, be declared
illegal and arbitrary.

B. An appropriat^j^t/ wrj^Jje wsiiedto recast the merit
list by excluding^ y&^Mon^%and Upasastri
candidates j^hqse^^v^^%b^du0d-^ er^agement by
suppressipy the^^dterial facts as d^crib^\above and
thereafter w^B'^ary cM^ctton be mad^Afoa engage the
petition^q..^^^Sikshyg^^kdyab>^ith all ̂ enej^ at par
with omejp'^tionally.'^^i?

"■it
9- 'S(C) Orpi alternative, any othef wnt(s), direction(s), 'prder(s)

be issued as this Hon'ble'.qq,mmpiay deem fit andpfqper"
®- 4

Courilefl^fidavit 35eehf|filed by Ifie opposite party
■Sl. >" < •' ''' ri r- J%

\  . . 7^.Nos. 2 and 3 s^king to impugn^ order. It was
..'-A'

reiterated that th^\c^itihelLfeS|.fs^tied.7^ by the Council ot
Higher Secondaiy Education, Odisha or Shri Jagannath

Sanskrit University, Puri in favour of the

Vocational/Upasastri candidates had not been cancelled and

that the selection committee cannot ignore the certificates

nor has authority to cancel the same.



.lif
4. Counter affidavit has also been filed on behalf of

private opposite party No.4. It is stated that the certificate

issuing authority not having cancelled the certificate issued

in her favour, the opposite party No.3 cannot declare the

same as illegal and void. Moreover, the restriction regarding

appearing of candidate in Vocational examination after

passing +2 examination came in the year 2011 whereas she

had obtained B^year 2008. In - any
jyi. v.v

case, having alheady dtsued a certiEbate., 4t would not be

permissible |bh|r£;&e adthority to cahcel/withdraw the
M fesA 'iA
h  < V|

certificate as|the law of estoppel would apply, rj

5.

' i H •'

{ i '-.Vft r: IA bIn the, rejoinder filealb^jftHe petitioners it has been

stated that the%andidates in question are guilty of wilful

suppression of fact, which wasfacc^ted' by the Collector and

therefore, it was not proper for him to not interfere in the

matter. It was clearly proved that the private opposite parties

had submitted false undertakings, which amounts to fraud.

6. Heard Mr. M.K. Sahoo, learned counsel for the

petitioners; Mr. S.N. Pattnaik, learned Addl. Government



If
Advocate for the State and Mr. D.N. Rath, learned counsel

appearing for the private opposite party No.4.

7. Mr. Sahoo forcefully argues that having accepted

that Vocational/Upasastri candidates had suppressed

material facts and had submitted false undertakings only for

the purpose of getting engagement as Sikshya Sahayak, it

was not open to the Collector^to jiot interfere in the matter.
^0""-

■'AReferring to the ipisohmg adppfedlb}& the Collector for his
V4 -

fj .i>

i

disinclination to interfere inSldie.,matterOdh Sahoo would

'? ''ifit! »V - '.■■1
argue that wilfdltsuppression of facts and subrdission of false

s?i fi 4 5 wii i-i

undertakings! amounts to playing fraud on the authorities,
.1 u

which can never ^ be countenanced in lawf"^ J/As such, the
"A

engagement ordfeys issued in favour of the^e candidates are
;v fev- ^

^  j A''null and void. It is "-for theseJ^illegal appointments that
bonaiide candidates like the petitioners were deprived of their

legitimate right of being engaged as Sikshya Sahayaks at the

relevant time.

Mr. S.N. Pattnaik, learned Addl. Government

Advocate would argue that the Collector only found that the

candidates had submitted false undertakings but the



. If I'
concerned authorities had not cancelled/withdrawn the

certificates issued in their favour. Whether the certificates

were required to be cancelled/withdrawn is a matter to be

decided by the certificate issuing authority but not the

authority conducting selection of candidates for Sikshya

Sahayaks. According to Mr. Pattnaik therefore, the Collector

on equitable considerations rightly refused to interfere in the

matter as the candidates ini€uestinn%ave in the meantime

.rf;' A V'
rendered five to^j^^ears of service, \

9. Mr. 0.M|v,feath, leamfe(i^''''cbunsel rfbf AObposite party
^ V '

h  U [rtt 4 bj
No.4 submits that there was,'ho, restriction atj the relevant

^  c

time for a caiididate to obtain Vdcahonal cdurse after having
'A

passed +2 exaihination. Such restriction came only in the

year 2011. Mr. Rath fhrther subM even assuming that

the candidates (private opposite parties) had submitted any

wrong undertaking, the same cannot nullify their certificates

as long as the same have not been withdrawn/cancelled by

the appropriate authority.

10. The basic facts of-the case as narrated in the writ

application are not disputed. The enquiiy was conducted by

T> 7/1 nr\



17^
the Collector in pursuance of direction of this Court in

W.P.(C) No. 18256 of 2011. Further, the Collector was

directed to consider the matter by hearing all the concerned

parties and on consideration of the enquiiy report. The

enquiry report as such, has not been brought on record by

any of the parties but attention of this Court has been drawn

to the undertakings given by the private opposite parties.

copies of which are en^iosed |^>Annie:iiire-4 series. In each of

these undertakings" the" executants havensblemnly affirmed
&
■' y A As

that they hay^ hph'passed ̂ '+"2-exarhinatioh bpfore appearing
■^'-4 'a

at the Vocational/ Upasastri examination. ThisJ undertaking
'V- ^ . I

was found to'he^'laise as w;ould he ̂ evident frprh a perusal of

the impugned Order passeddoy the Collector.;;/In this regard,

the finding of the CbUebtor is jhs follow^': "

"(i) The students obtaining the Vocational certificates
after completing +2 ARTS/Science/Commerce or
concurrently having two courses and obtaining
certificates. But their certificates have not been
withdrawn or cancelled by the competent authorities."

The Collector further held as follows:

"it is a fact that, the successful candidates have
given an undertaking that they have not passed the
+2 ARTS/Science/Commerce stream prior to the
Vocational Course. But subsequent arguments and
production of documents show that this is not correct

^ Paee 11 of 20



and there is suypression of facts. But this is not

enough to disqualify the successful candidates and
declare their recruitment as void.

(emphasis supplied)

It is therefore, clear that the Collector had accepted the

factual position that the private opposite parties had

suppressed the fact of passing +2 examination prior to the

Vocational course. At this stage, it would apposite to

consider whether it wascxjpermissjble under the relevant

JL:Rules/Regulation^j^r%fife pNVat^Jgpo^te parties to have

-f --N ' -X
acquired Vocahbhal'qualification after corhpieting +2 course.

r'f r • r "'A

U  Vs ^ %
11. Mr. ̂ ath, learned counsel appearing for the private

i  ̂
opposite parley has referred'to the CHSE. Regulations to

A aA

argue that thdijprohibition ha%e dn the year|2011, whereas

■"^^1. --*\ -y'''the private opposite p^|3es had ac(|tiired; Such qualification

prior to that. Mr. Sahoo, learned counsel for the petitioner on

the other hand with reference to the Odisha Higher

Secondary Education Act, 1982 submits that a Higher

Secondary course covering a period of two years can be

obtained immediately following the High School Certificate

course. This also includes Vocational course. This implies,

both Higher Secondary course (+2)/Vocational course can

^  Pase 12 of 20



1^
only be acquired after High School Certificate course, and

therefore, are of the same level. In such view of the matter,

Vocational course, which itself is a Higher Secondary course

cannot be obtained after passing the +2 examination, which

is also a Higher Secondary course. In this regard it would be

profitable to refer to Section 2(i) and 2(j) of the Orissa Higher

Secondary Education Act, 1982, which are quoted

hereinbelow:
.■4^ -ifX %

"S

f f
.

.N

"2ftJ - flligfhr>' Seconda^,\ Cpurse'\f$idans course
'^rrimediafpig-h followiTig ihe Jtligh Schgol Certificate
Course a0f^covermg a period of two acg.de^e years
whicHj is provided for either in a College or'a ' îgher
Secondary School and <, includes Arts, Science,
ComrMerce and Vocational Courses". s

2fJ)-- ffligher Secondary Education" mearis such
generalymd Vocational Education forming in itself a
completiipurposive wholepwhich immediatAy follows
Secondary'i-Educc^tign as has hpen defmed in the
Orissa SocopdOnp, Edwcd^^YfAcpA 1952 and
immediately "precedes '^a ^^stgg€' of education
controlled by any unidersttyP-^

12. Further, Regulation, 107 of the Odisha Higher

Secondary Education Reflation, 1982 provides that only a

registered student is allowed to appear in one of the

examinations for not less than completion of two academic

years after passing HSC Examination. Regulation 109

provides that no student shall be admitted to an institution

Pnfifi 1^ nf 20



PILED ■■ tV' ''.\
> ify •

2IjjS®4
T\

beyond six weeks from the date of publication of the HSC

tfS- ̂

result.

13. In the case of Somasnata Rath vs. State of Odisha

and others^ a coordinate Bench of this Court had the

occasion to deal with a similar matter with reference to the

Regulations of Shree Jagannath Sanskrit Viswa Vidyalaya

-and held—th-at a—epB^didat;^—after—quali^diig 1-2-

Arts/Science/CornmerbeJl, clmadf Jtake\ admission into
.0̂ .

tf ^ 4-■i!/

Upasastrii i.-Wj

.
K\

 course'.^arid'that Upasastri cohfs'e 'is equivalent to

+2 Arts. Anoth^rtCoordinaterBeriGh, in the'-^case of Basiidev
. { '■'-■j- 1 ' r-»

Guru 6b Orsil vs. State of i^iik 6b Ors.^ helS. that as the

petitioners thereih had Vocatibiiai course after
-  .. .

passing the +2 %ts course cannot use such qualification to
a.";x.

their beiicGL Thus, there seems to dispute with regard

to the legal position that under the Regulations of the CHSE,

+2 course is equivalent to Vocational/ Upasastri course and
.ji , ■

therefore, a candidate having passed in one cannot acquire

the qualification in the ofher. Both are mutually exclusive. Of

course a candidate, who fails in the +2 examination can

' W.P.(C) No. 7031 of 2016, decided on 12.05.2016
- W.P.(C) No. 16810 of 2016, decided on 21.02.2024

Paee 14 of 20



IH
acquire Vocational qualification but a pass candidate cannot.

Thus, the certificates issued to the Vocational/ Upasastri

candidates including the private opposite parties in the

present writ application being contrary to law have no legal

force and cannot therefore enure to their benefit. It is well

settled that a certificate obtained in contravention of the

Regulations/ Rules can have no legal sanctity.

14. It has been:^ar^^d a|4&ngtH|thp.Ffee private opposite
V

J >■ ''■-X
//

parties could ihaiiage to obtain'"the Vocatiohdl, certificates by
S  t.

// .C'^v tV 'V
4  >v f V*' \ b'i

suppressing the'slqct of their passing +2 exShiihation and by
i-l , i if fj

obtaining duplicate transfer Certificates from the institutions
■  i .A . 4 ^ ^ y
where they llad^%ppeared-for^tfii High School Certificate

Tvv^r- rr
, examination. This Court need not enter intprthis controversy

"■'V V ' ^ -TT, ,V''
or render any factual finding, tnefebii^as it has already been

held that irrespective of the manner in which the private

opposite parties managed to obtain the Vocational/

Upasastri certificates, the same can have no legal sanctity.

15. Added to the above is the question of submission of

false undertaking, which according to the petitioners is an

act of fraud. What amounts to fraud is no longer a matter of

Pn<rp nf?.n



Iff-
debate. A deliberate misrepresentation/ suppression of facts

resorted to for obtaining any benefit amounts to fraud. The

oft-quoted observation of the Supreme Court in the case of

S.P. Chengalvaraya Naidu v. Jagannath®, are noteworthy.

"6. The facts of the present case leave no manner of
doubt that Jagannath obtained the preliminary decree
by playing fraud on the court. A fraud is an act of
deliberate deception uAth the design of securing
something by taking unfair advantage of another. It is
a deception in order to gain by another's loss. It is a
cheating mtended^fg^M-^dlvmg.gantage. Jagannatn
was working a^a^ler'^djit^^^ni^ Sowcar. He
purchased pe pf^^e^j ' 0̂i^mrt^p^tipi on behalf
of Chunilp .^^p&arT He had, bitffp volition,
executedftfiek:^yisteredf'release deip'^^^B-15) in
favour^if dk'ynilal S^dw0^ke^Kding^t^w'pfdperty in
dispuM. .^S^^daxew ih^ih^^dM^llcints ' ha^ the
total Aecfetal amount^id f^Waster Chicniicu Sowcar.
Withdp disclosing all ̂ Lese]facts, he filed the $p.tfor
the partition of the propeidy gn the ground thatpe had

behaJfl^L.. _
non-meiifioning of the^-r^edM deed at the/ trial is
tantamdtmt to playing^fdiS^i the court.^^e do not
agree wii^fhe observations ofthedligh Court that the
nppeVnn ts-deffv nj proa r/ced
the certijied regi^t^ed and non
suited the plaintifff'^lit^mitflvho approaches the
court, is bound to produce all the documents executed
by him which are relevant to the litigation. If he
withholds a vital document in order to gain advantage
on the other side then he would be guilty of playing
fraud on the court as well as on the opposite party."

[Emphasis added]

The ratio of S.P. Chengalvaraya Naidu (supra) has

been relied upon in several decisions. Further, the maxim

"fraus et jus nunquan cohabitanf- fraud and justice never

(1994) 1 SCO 1

Pnffp Td nfin



dwell together - cannot be lost sight of. If a person guilty of

committing fraud is granted the benefit of such act, it would

tantamount to perpetuating the illegality.

17. Coming to the impugned order, this Court observes

that the Collector has accepted that the candidates in

question had suppressed material facts and had submitted

laced with highly^mis|)l^cedi§ympathy for the wrongdoers,
/y vV

the Collector withdrew his haSds „pff the^niatler. As a quasi-
I; ^

judicial authority it was incumbent upon 'the Collector to
I  " ' ' I'l

exercise the lawful authority coriferred upon him to set right
t'l k A

the wrong. Sadly the Col^^^ftft^se to rOw^d the wrong

doers apparentl;^|on equitable considerations

18.

w &■

It is well settled'^thatD£)nce'a" fraud is proved, it will

deprive the person of all advantages or benefits obtained

thereby. This Court has already held that the Vocational/

Upasastri certificates obtained by the private opposite parties

^  can have no force of law and therefore, notwithstanding the

fact that they have not been withdrawn/cancelled by the



concerned authority, the same cannot be taken into

consideration.

ii

19. In the case of Ram Preeti Yadav v. U.F. Board of

High School and Intermediate Education*^, the Supreme

Court held that non-cancellation/withdrawal of the

certificates by the concerned authority will not raise any

in this-ease-and-

therefore, no relicf'^'cdnl^e grante^ in equitable
%

hi r"\ 'vX

grounds. This ©nui^Tfirther finds that thCCclllector has gone
#. ■■■% J'- %ff

on to refer to/the-Ifiuman nature to justify'Thte ̂ production of
H  ■' vi
3  y

one of the two certificates possessed by the priyate opposite
n

parties in of^ef'hio take^The benefit of eih|floyment. The
\

Collector held as\follows;^
'■'^3 -.-x

"vK jy x ;f -xy. _ ■ : ',1

S~''
/■If

"Every Govt. SewQnt/£mpl6y^e7 Job Holder of this
country is considered to be a privileged person. If one
gets a Govt Job/Service and thereby secures his
daily bread it is like enjoying the early dawn after
coming out of the perpetual groom. When he/ she
comes so nearer to'get a Govt. job/service, it is very
natural that he/she has not smart enough to declare
the true facts"

20. Having himself held that the concerned candidates

were guilty of suppression of facts, the Collector still

(2003) 8 see 311



m

proceeded to applaud them as 'smart enough' for doing so.

This Court refrains from saying an5d;hing more in this aspect.

It would suffice to say that such absurd reasoning cannot

ever be countenanced in law.

21. Thus, from a conspectus of the analysis of facts and

law and the discussion made hereinbefore, this Court finds

ThahThe-^>rivafe--opposite-^^^es5i|^-in;g-suppressedrmmterialr

facts before the appro^;Hateiauthopity> afsThe relevant time

could not havefbeeh'^Selected for appoiri^ent and actually
vVv,.

appointed. In|the;>p)rocess, the/ate of the hofidfi^e candidates
like the petitioners was sealed.' This Court therefore, has no

'A A J ̂ ^ A j/

hesitation in folding that TheHinpugned-hrdfer cannot be

sustained in the%ye of law.

ijt '"i\

22.

.yr:..

In the result, the"^writ"=p^^^ is allowed. The

impugned order under Annexure-12 is hereby quashed. The

opposite party Nos. 2 ahd 3 are directed to recast the merit

list by excluding , the Vocational/ Upasastri candidates

(opposite party Nos. 4, 5 and 6) and by issuing appropriate

order of engagement in favour of the petitioners either as



-m'
C" »

Sikshya Sahayaks or in any equivalent post without any

further delay and in any case, not later than four mopths.

Orissa High Court, Cuttack.
The 28^ March, 2024/ A.K. Rana,.P.A.
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.  -'Qgp^p^jyjEj^y OF SCHOOL AND f^ASS EDUCATION.

A

^ V.
^o. w cit.

From ;. ' , ,- ' 'k v 1/
,  , ■ .^ . .,

Apprajlta Samngi, IAS
Commissionar-cum-Secrete »'

To / ' ' ' ■ ■ . ■ '
GolieCTOr-cum-CEOs,

Zilla Parjshads. •
-•■ *

Sup; Ei^asewent of SS during ^ ^

Madam/Sir,

Instm^dft fdT^f^Fdltmant df Sikshya Sahayai<s hasbaea^^
Latter No. 23895 dtd.05.12.2011. Although a number of clarifications were Issu^ previousfy, yet
unifoRTiity was not maintain^ |irc^^ a gddd number^f Court Cas^
were filed, in order to apid su^h unpleasant situalionv GiarificatidnS^with illulifations in some key
areas are given below. This will help In theffocess of selection arid brlng urilflmriity thrbugh
the State.

1. Whether candidates hav|hp The Hori'ble High Court in Qi^ef dl 10:05^11
Sikshya Sashtri qualification shall WPC No;7b00/2011 JItendra Kqrilaf .LPanda &
be considered again^t!^A/B.Sc^vOther| yrs. State and (|thefs ha\^^ to
B.Ed, v^ancies? thbefle^ that candidates having S,A.a UniverisHy and thereafter, 'Sikshya iasjtrr shall

be ddrisiriered as TG Arts. In view of this, the
above dategory of candidates shall considered.
It may be noted that candidates haying Sastri with
Sikshya Sdltri qualification are not eligible.

2. Whether candidates having Govt. of Qdlsha ip erstwhile Education Deptt.
upasashtri with CT qualification Notification No.4399 dt.31.Q1.92 (copy enclosed)
shall be considered as +2 CT have decided that institutions imparting education
candidates? up to Upsashtri level are equivalent to Higher

■Secondary Schools. On the basis of this
equivalency, the candidates have undergone CT
training. Therefore candidates having upshastri

,  with CT qualification shall be considered as +2
\ , ~ Arts C.T. candidates.

SSIBN'l,'C:\Docuinerits and Settings\user\Desktop\SSS 2012\Clarii5catioii ^it-SS.doc
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+2Whether caindiclates
Vocational , :jpass; ^
qaaiificatlcn: sha!i;v^^^
for selection as Sikshya Sahayaks.
if so they will be .treatOd as
Science or Arts candidates?

The GoM0cjljOf yigher Secondary Education
CHSE^ r(copw-  ... . j,--''-'''-'

ehclQSid)K^l^ye;^Kindi^ ■ '^Vocatk^^
Examinatiorr cphddcted by the CHSE is equivalent^!
to the QXaiTiji^icfh co&cted-^ for +2 '
Arts, Corhntefee sffearns .'Sirni the clarification '
issued by CHSE vide Letter No.5 dt. 14.02.11 (copy
enclosed) indicates the equivalency df subjects
taught iq vocational Gourde Arts,
comrnerce -& Science stream. Therefore
candidates passed vocational course with CT prior
to 13.01.10 shali be treated as +2 Arts CT. After'"^
13.01.2010 candidates passed .voGatiohai course
with basic foundation course subjects like History,
Political Science. & Economics .shall be treated as
+2 Arts, Accounting cost management as +2
Commerce, Physics, Chemistry, Mathematics or
Biology as +2 Science Candidates.

Whether- candidatesafter passing
+2 - Art^Scieii<^'"^Gdhfli^^
course and tiien passed +2
Vocational stream are eligible for
■seledtrdht'l^iy^iWflW^

/  - V . ,
-V.

Whether candidates of other
universities having. BA/B.Sc.
qualification are eligible or not ?

No, becquse as per rule-2(% of CHM^Act &'v
'R^ulation 1982, the candidate after "passing" +2
Arte/Sdence/Commerce can not take admission
again In Vocationai Stream of Highdr Secondary
■Course.- ^ , .

The BA/B.Sc. certificates which are equivalent to'
the certificates, of Utkal University, Berhampur
University, Sambalpur University, Fakir Mohan'v
University and North Odisha University shall be
considered. . .. ^

Whether candidates having B.Ed. Candidates having B.Ed. quaiiflGation from other
qualifications , from other institutions . recognized ' by..,..NCTE.. shall be
Institutions / outside Odisha are considered provided the candidates must satisfy
eligible or not? other conditions of advertisement.

Whether candidates passed Oriya The Board of Secondary Education Odisha has not
examination ; (ME Standard) declared the Oriya Examination (ME) Standard
conducted . by NIGS ;/ (National: conducted by NIGS as equivalent : -
Institute ; of Open; School)^ are
eligible

Procedure to be followed for filling the General Administration Deptt. Resolution No
up vaca.ncles for sports man? 24808 Gen dt.18.11.1985' (copy enclosedj >

indicates the procedure to be followed for filling up
vacancies of Sports Quota. The same may be
strictly adhered to..

SSIBM/C:\Documents and Settings\user\Deslctop\SSS 20I2\aarification of SS.doc.
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Whether Applications of Untrained Oniy the applications of untrained candidates who
candidates shall be received? heidng to SC.ST & PH category candidates shall

be received. . / - .

10,.

11.

Whether cehdidatfe having +3
Science/ Arts with BHE from Utkal
Uiifefsity yylH be considered for
BA/B.S;C. B.Ed, posts.

Whether candidates haying
qdalfetioh of Sikshya Bisarad
from Hindi Sikshya Samrnilan
Aiiahabad willbe con '

- No.-

-No.

It may be clarifed that, at the tirfie of receiving applldbtloHe frorrr jjie
candidates the submissior? of Ernploymeftt Registration Card may not be insisted

Yburs faithfully,

Memo No. /SME, Date

Gomthlssloner- to Govti

Copy along with copy of the enclosures forwarded to all DPCs for information and necessary
action. .

~ Additional Secretah/ to Govt.

Memo No. _ ./SME, Date 19^1 j
Copy to State Project Director, OPEPA for information and necessary action.

-/
Additional SecretarV to Govt

True Copy

SSIBM/C:\Documents and Settings\user\Desktop\SSS 20I2\Clarification of SS.doc 4 jlAdvocate



FORM OF \

IN THE HIGH COURT Oj^RISSA, CI^^ACK
\^JPr((Tn^.ArG^pNTC7\t:^o. j f) I ̂  of 202'

Between:

.Petitioner / Appellant

-Ve^us-

/  -rrrr^Opp. Parties/ Respondents

Know all men by these presents, that by this VAKALATNAMA

i/we^ i kotrfiW

Ap^etlant/Respondent/Petitioner/Opp. Party in the aforesaid Revision/Appeal Case do
hereby appoint and retain MR. DURGESH NARAYAN RATH, ENRL NO.O-1650/2000,
PH-9861041020; MR.AMIT KUMAR SAA, ENRL NO.O-844/2008, PH-9438001396;
MR.SOURAV DAS, ENRLNO.0-1178/2022, PH-8917452487; Advocate(s), to appear foi'
me/us, in the above case and to conduct and prosecute (or defend) the same and all
proceeding that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the same, or any
decree or order passed theiein including all applications for return of documents or receipt of
any moneys that may be payable to me/us in the said case and also in applications for review,
and in appeals under Orissa High Court order and in applications for leave to appeal to
Supreme Court. 1/We authorize my/our Advocate (s) to admit any compromise lawfully in the
said case.

Dated[/^ / /2Q24

Received from the executants(s)
Satisfied and accepted as 1 hold
No brie/^for the other side.

Advocate
Accepted as above

Accepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above
Signature of Executants
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5WIN THE HIGH COURT OF ORIS^^S^g^^^K:
(CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDR

LA. No. of 2024

(Arising out of W.A. No. fJlfV of2024)
3- WA-

IN THE MATTER OF:

An application under Rule 27 A

of Chapter VI read with Chapter

XV of the Orissa High Court

Rules.

AND

IN THE MATTER OF :

An application for stay of the

judgment dated 28.03.2024

passed in W.P.(C) No. 720 of

2016 under Annexure-3 to the

writ appeal.

'  AND

IN THE MATTER OF:

Lizasmita Nayak, aged about 37

years, D/o-Kartik Ch. Nayak, At-

Bachhada, P.O-Jagannathpur,

Bachhada, Dist-Bhadrak, at present

working as Level-V (A) Teacher in

"*.S.

P.S- Bont, Dist-Bhadrak.

Appellant



-VERSUS-

State of Orissa, represented

through its Commissioner-cum-

Secretary, School, & Mass

Education Department, At-Lok

Seva Bhawan, Bhubaneswar, Dist-

Khurdha, Odisha.

Collector-cum-Chief Executive

Officer, Zilla Parishad, Bhadrak,

At/P.G/P.S/Dist-Bhadrak.

District Project Coordinator of

Bhadrak S.S.A., Bhadrak,

At/P.O/Dist-Bhadrak.

Jayantilata Sahoo, aged about 41

years W/o-Abhaya Kumar Behera,

At/P.O-Alabaga, Via-Ertal, Dist-

Bhadrak.

Jyotirmayee Nayak, aged about 45

years, W/o-Sukanta Kishore Nayak,

At-Chinol, P.O-Guagadia, Via-Ertal,

Dist-Bhadrak.

opposite parties

Sanju Rana, aged about 38 years,

D/o-Lambodhar Rana, At/P.O-

Binayakpur, P.S-Basudevpur, Dist-

Bhadrak,

Proforma opposite party.

4.,of 00^^



To

The Hon'ble, the Chief Justice o

Court and His Lordship's Companion Justices

of the said Hon'hle Court.

The Humble petition of the

Petitioner, named above.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellant by means of this writ

appeal has assailed the legality and propriety of the

judgment dated 28.03.2024 passed by the Hon'ble

Single Judge in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 since the

same has been passed affecting the right and

livelihood of the appellant and in clear non-

application of mind. It is also alleged by the

appellant that the writ petitioners by

misrepresentation of facts mislead this Hon'ble

Court and accordingly the order dated 28.03.2024

has been passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge.

2. That in order to avoid repetition of facts, the

facts stated in the writ appeal be treated as the facts

of this misc. case petition.

(./■) V notary -21/05 ■■ .

Qi: OV^'

3. That it is respectfully submitted that pursuant

to the order passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge of

this Hon'ble Court, the respondents 1 to 3 are

going to take steps to oust the present appellant and

appoint the respondents 4 and 5, pursuant to a



selection made in the year 2011 after 13 years,

without considering their merit position and by

affecting the gradation list of entire district, and by

this process the livelihood of the present appellant

is seriously affected, therefore, , for the ends of

justice and proper adjudication of the case, the

order dated 28.03.2024 passed in W.P.(C) No. 720

of 2016 may be stayed, pending final decision of

the writ appeal.

PRAYER.

Under the above circumstance, it is

therefore humbly prayed that this Hon'ble Court

may be graciously pleased .to pass an order pending

final decision of the writ appeal, by staying

judgment passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge of

this Hon'ble Court on 28.03.2024 in W.P.(C) No.

720 of 2016 under Annexure-3 to the writ appeal.

And for this act of kindness, as in duty

bound, the petitioner shall ever pray.

By the petitioner through

CUTTACK

DT. 04.2024 Advocke

i\vA\\ i^o-2w'0ay



r

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK

LA. No. o

(Arising out of W.A^ No.
r2024

of 2024)

RUPEES

IN THE MATTER OF :

Lizasmita Nayak Petitioner

Vrs.

State of Odisha and others .. ... Opposite Parties

i. Name
address

2. Father's Name'

AFFIDAVIT

and : Lizasmita Nayak, aged

about 37 years, D/o-Kartik

Ch. Nayak, At-Bachliada,

P. 0 - J agannathpur,

Bachhada, Dist-Bhadrak

: Kartik Ch. Nayak '—

3. Number of

proceeding pending

in the Fligh Court or

would be instituted.

4. Statements of facts

Nil

As per the averments

made in the LA.

5. The facts stated above are true to the best of my

knowledge and belief of the deponent.

Hegd. Ny



Sd

DECLARATION

1, Lizosw^ Nayak, aged about 37 years, D/o-

Kartik Ch. Nayak, At-Bachhada, P.O-Jagannathpur,

Bachhada, Dist-Bhadrak, do solemnly affirm and state

that I am the petitioner in this LA. and that the facts stated

above are true to my own loiowledge and are true to the

best of my information, which I obtained from the

personal sources.

I  believe the information to be true for the

following reasons : Basing upon official records and

information. Solemnly declare at the above said

this_i.'/'^?day of April, 2024.

Identified by

ADVOCATE

Solemnly
L-2

DEPONENT
aflirm^-"^ before me by

, who is Ideptifled'before
J(}A ' whom Ime by Shri

personally know.
This tPj ̂  day of April, 2024.

,
(/^/ \V /

NOTARY

.4 I r>.

f'Osy W

Dt)ft»^YAN RATH
Enr. No:O-105O/2OOO

Mob;-9861041020



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA,

FILED

[/O c^NO . - OF 20\M

^  Appellant/Petitioner

-¥i«fus-

Respondent/Opp. party

ivaavio if iWERTAKIN<i

the petitioner undertakes to produce

W'"1 Translation copy of the oriya

A™e5ture/s as and when this Hon'ble court

requiTid.

By the Petitioner through

CUTTACK Advocate

DATE:Uf/a^ / 20



SC/^^
9

Seat No :

Branch No:

Receipt No : 63143/2024

Filing No : D- WA 18436/2024

Case No : WA /O

Received From : Petitioner

Filed By: ADVOCATE FOR PETITIONER

Document/s') Filed :

1- Advocate welfare

2- Authentication Fee — Court Fee -Rs.3 (15720/2024)
3- RECEIPT (GOVT)

Date Of Receivin

COMPUTERISED FILING COUNTER
ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP

g : 13/05/2024 Time : 03:06:27 PM

13-05-2024, 15:06



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA:

bWE RU^

jjp.' / ^ of 202^ f

iSlTjXirr)^ Petit

fJjD -/i/r//w,

-Versus-

/y-/^

ioner

Opp. Party

MEMO

As per defect pointed out by SR

is filed herewith for removal of defect.

Cuttack

Date: \'^ Advocate for the Petitioner



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK

RVWPET/FAO/WA/WP(C)/CONTC/IA NO-

vRs ; ^
STATE OF ORISSA

'V\"

RECEIPT MEMO \ \ "

''^'■'■■O'^/CONTEMPT/FAO/WA/IA/ADblTIONAL/COUNTER/REJOINDER AFFIDEVIT/ EXTRA COPIES SET WITH ANNEXURL

\2U3l>/%

CUTTACK
DATE

SCHOOL ANJ^ASS EDUCAT^N
OFFICE OF W&ADJi^OCAJEia^ERAL



COMPUTERISED FILING COUNTER
ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK
ACKNOWT.EDGFMENT STTP

Seat No :

Branch No :

Receipt No : 64545/2024

Filing No : D- WA 18436/2024
Case No ; WA 1215/2024

Received From : Petitioner

Filed By: M/S BUDHADEV ROUTRAY (SENIOR ADVOCATE)
Documentrsl Filed :

4- Appearance Memo

Date Of Receiving : 15/05/2024 Time : 12:37:21 PM

15-05-2024, 12:37



IN THE HIGH COURTm^lUbliATliEl^PiA
CUTTAdK -

To

Sir,

MEMORANDUM

...j^..../^....No OF 20+20,5^

LI 'ZsjumnlU. aM^ *.I!.!!!'.l!"'..'!.'
^  Petitioner (s

VERSUS

^<S)%> Respondent (s)
Opposite Party (s

The Deputy Registrar,

High Court of Orissa, Cuttack

I have the honour to authorise Sri BUDHADEV ROUTRAY Senior Advocate

to plead on behalf of the .... in the above mentioned

case and request that the fact may kindly be noted.

Date.

Yours faithfully

ADVOCATE O

i agree

(BUDHADEV ROUTRAY)

SENIOR ADVOCATE



^  ̂ Court No. dj ̂

\5\ \ / IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTAOK
MENTION MEMO

\  1. NUMBER OF THE CASE : 0^/0-a/^. /^/Z /£^
2. NAME OF THE PARTIES ; I P~J ̂

^fSipCKA PETITIONER/APPELLANT

.  -VERSUS-

/  GPP. PARTY(IES)/RESPONDENT

3. PARTY SEEKING POSITION : vP^ITIGNER/QPP. PARTY/

RESPONDENT/APPELLANT4. NAME OF THE ADVOCATE SEEKING : SRI. DURGESH NARAYAN RATH

c  & ASSOCIATES5. NAME OF THE ADVOCATES

APPEARING FOR THE OPP. PARTY PARTIES : STATE
6. ^/^ENTIONFOR .

7. REASON FOR THE MENTION • ^

rny ^
8. DATE ON WHICH POSTING IS SOUGHT ■ } L f) 9^ O
9. WHETHER ANY CAVEAT HAS BEEN FILED ^ '

OR NOT

10. INDICATE WHETHER THE MATTER IS IN THE

LIST BEFORE ANY OTHER BENCH ; —

CUTTACK . JIN

DATE: I py SIGNATURE OF THE AHVTICATe"



I

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ODISH

(ORIGINAL JURISDICTIO

LA-JVo- ^ 'fV of 202^
r\V.A. 1^0. 1215(Arising out of W.A. No. 121^5 of

Lizasmita Nayak Petitioner
Vrs.

State of Orissa and others Opposite parties

INDEX

SI. Description of documents Page

i  No s
1

I  LA. Application 1- C|

1. Annexure-l/A A-copy of order dated

05.07.2024 passed in J Q
Misc. Case No. 24 of

2024 communicated

on 10.07.2024

Cuttack

By the petitioner through

Dt. 1^' 7- 2024 ADVOCATE
SHRI DURGESH NARAYAN RATH

ENROLMENT No. 0-1650/2000,
MOB:-9861041020



RUPEES

IN THE rxAXjrix viJOiUXCl or'

LA. No.s

lACK

OF sS^
of2024

(Arising out of W.A. No. 1215 of 2024)

IN THE MATTER OF:

An application under Rule 27 A

of Chapter VI read with Chapter

XV of the Orissa High Court

Rules.

AND

IN THE MATTER OF:

An application for stay of the

order dated 05.07.2024 passed

in Misc. Case No. 24 of 2024,

arising out of Judgment dated

28.03.2024 passed in W.P.(C)

No. 720 of 2016.

AND

IN THE MATTER OF:

Lizasmita Nayak Petitioner.

Versus

To

State of Orissa and others.

opposite parties

The Hon'ble the Chief Justice of Orissa

High Court and His Lordship's Companion

Justices of the said Hon'ble Court

I
i'HMOiPTA KUMAR MOHANH
(Notary, Cuttack Town

i.NO'ON-04/1995



nm

The Humble petition ■0#^
Petitioner, named above.^

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellant by means of this writ

appeal has assailed the legality and propriety of the

judgment dated 28.03.2024 passed by the Hon'ble

Single Judge in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 since the

same has been passed affecting the right and

livelihood of the appellant and in clear non-

application of mind. The appellant was the opposite

party no.4 in the said writ petition. It is also

alleged by the appellant that the writ petitioners by

misrepresentation of facts mislead this Hon'ble

Court and accordingly the order dated 28.03.2024

has been passed by the Hon'ble Single Judge.

2. That it is respectfully submitted that the

Hon'ble Single Bench took up the matter on

28.03.2024 and after hearing learned counsel for

the parties passed the Judgment on 28.03.2024 by

allowing the writ petition filed by the present

respondents 4 and 5 by quashing the order passed

by Collector and by directing the respondents 2 and

PiASlPTA KUMAR MOHANTf
Notary, Cuttack Town
Re ad. N o - 0 N-04/19 9 5



i
3  to re-cast the merit list by exeiuding the

vocational/ Upasastri candidates (opposite party

nos. 4 and 5 of the writ petition) and by issuing

appropriate order of engagement in favour of

petitioners therein either as Sikshya Sahayaks or in

any equivalent post without any further delay.

3. That it is respectfully submitted that the

writ appeal filed by the appellant was taken up

on 20.05.2024 and on the said date, this

Hon'ble Court observed that as jointly

requested on behalf of the parties, list this

matter on 03.07.2024 along with other

connected matters and W.A. No. 1326 of 2024.

In the meanwhile, let the pleadings and other

documents be exchanged amongst the parties.

4. That it is respectfully submitted that

thereafter the matter was taken up on

03.07.2024, on which date, this Hon'ble Court

was pleased to issue notice to the respondents

and observed that learned Addl. Government

Advocate accepts notice on behalf of

Respondents No.l to 3 and learned counsel

appearing for the private Respondent accepts

Pmmh KUMAR MOHANTY
Notary, Cuttack Town
Regd.No-ON-M/1995



notice on behalf of private Respondents, let ,

required number of copies of the memo of

appeal be served upon the learned counsel for

the above noted Respondents within a week.

Accordingly, this Hon'ble Court adjourned the

case to 24.07.2024.

juim

Wj of 0^

5. That it is respectfully submitted that in

compliance to the direction of this Hon'ble

Court dated 03.07.2024, extra copies of the writ

appeal was served on learned counsel appearing

for the respondents on 05.07.2024.

6. That it is respectfully submitted that after

the notice was made sufficient on the

respondents and the respondents were aware of

the pendency of the writ appeal before this

Hon'ble Court, surprisingly an order was

passed by the Respondent no.2, Collector &

District Magistrate Bhadrak on 05.07.2024 in

Misc. Case No. 24 of 2024 arising out of

judgment dated 28.03.2024 passed by the

Hon'ble High Court of Orissa in W.P.(C) No.

720 of 2016, even though there is no provision

of filing any misc. case before the Respondent

FBAfliPTA KUMAR MOHANTY
Rotary, Cuttack Town
Regd.No-OM"Q4/1995



>
no.2 arising out of Judgment dated 28.03.2024.'-^:

passed in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016, by

directing the Respondent No.3, the District

Project Co-ordinator, Samagra Sikshya,

Bhadrak to take immediate step as per law to

implement the judgment dated 28.03.2024 of

the Hon'ble liigh Court passed in W.P.(C) No.

720 of 2016. A copy of the said order was

communicated by the Respondent no. 3 on

10.07.2024 is annexed to the LA. as Annexure-

1/A.

7. That it is respectfully submitted that when

the matter is pending before this llon'ble Court

and legality and propriety of the order of the

Hon'ble Single Judge is to be decided in the

Writ Appeal by the Hon'ble Division Bench

and the respondents have already appeared in

the said writ appeal and notices have already

been issued on the said respondents fixing the

date of hearing to 24.07.2024, the respondent

no.2 should not have proceeded with the matter

and direeted for taking immediate step for

implementation of the order of the Hon'ble

Single Judge dated 28.03.2024 passed in

h

Jiitm

'  cuttack Tnm
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W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016. Therefore, such OF OS^
direction of the respondent no.2 amounts to

interfering with the judicial proceeding pending

before this Hon'ble Court. Hence the order

passed by the respondent no.2 under Annexure-

1/A is liable to be stayed and the respondents 2

and 3 may be directed not to proceed further

pending final decision of the writ appeal.

Hence this LA.

PRAYER.

Under the above circumstance, it is

therefore humbly prayed that the Hon'ble Court

may be graciously pleased to pass an order,

pending final decision of the writ appeal, by

directing the respondents, more particularly the

respondent nos. 2 and 3 not to proceed further

pursuant to the order passed by the respondent

no.2 dated 05.07.2024 in Misc. Case No. 24 of

2024 arising out of judgment dated 28.03.2024

passed by the Hon'ble High Court of Orissa in

W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016 under Annexure-l/A

qs9 to the I.A.

FHAOIPTA KUMAR MOHANW
.Notary, Cuttack Town
Regd.No-ON-04/1995



JIJI

And this Hon'bie Court be pleased to

pass any further order/order or direction/ directions

as this Hon'bie Court deems fit and proper in the

facts and circumstances of the case.

And for this act of kindness, as in

duty bound, the petitioner shall ever pray.

Cuttack

DT. IH'"?- .2024

By the petitioner through

Advocate

^WBimKUMAflMOlfANn
.Motary, Cuttack Town
I^Gqd.No~ON-n4/l995



>
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA:

LA. No. of2024

W.A. No. —(Arising out of W. 1215 0T2024)

IN THE MATTER OF

Lizasmita Nayak Petitioner

Vrs.

State of Odisha and others Opposite Parties

AFFIDAVIT

1. Name

address

and

of

2. Father's Name

3. Occupation

4. Number

proceeding pending

in the High Court or

would be instituted

(Caveat)

5. Statements of facts

Lizasmita Nayak, aged about

37 years, D/o-Kartik Ch.

Nayak, At-Bachhada, P.O-

Jagannathpur, Bachhada,

Dist-Bhadrak

Kartik Ch. Nayak

Level-V (A) Teacher

As per the averments
made in the LA.

6. The facts stated above are true to the best of my

knowledge and belief of the deponent.

I KUMAR MOHANTY
Notary, Cuttack Town

i.No-ON-04/1995



J

isrei

MVP

DECLARATION

I, Lizasmita Nayak, aged about 37 years,

D/o-Kartik Ch. Nayak, At-Bachhada, P.O-

Jagannathpur, Bachhada, Dist-Bhadrak, do solemnly

affirm and state that I am the petitioner in this

I.A. and that the facts stated above are true to my

own knowledge and are true to the best of my

information, which I obtained from the personal

sources.

I believe the information to be true for the

following reasons : Basing upon official records

d information. Solemnly declare at the above

A'k thisJJi^_ day of July, 2024.

Identified by

ADVOCATE DEPONENT

Solemnly affirm before me by
, who is identified

before me by Shri PV«- Vk -S cxQ, ,
whom I personally know.

This IM'Hn day of July, 2024.

Ha-iI
NOTARY PUBL4C, CUTTACK

PBAOIPTA KUMAR MOHAND
Notary, Cuttack Town ADVOCAIE
R£ad.No-ON.OA/19$5
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To.

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR & DISTRICT MAGISTRATE; BHADRAK

(Judicial Section)

Letter No..y.M'../Judi. Dated J.l(^.lf:/2024

The Superintendent,
High Court of Orissa, Cuttack.

Sub;- WP(C) No.720/2016 filed by Jayantilata sahoo & Others-vrs-State of Odisha &
Others(fv1isc Case No.24/2024).

Sir,
I am directed to enclose herewith the Order No.01 dated 05.07.2024 of the

Collector, Bhadrak in compliance to the Order No.22 dated. 28.03.2024 of the Hon'ble High
Court of Orissa passed in WP(C) No.720/2016 filed by filed by Jayantilata sahoo & Others-Vrs-
Stale of Odisha & Others.

Yours faithfully,

Deputy Collector (Judl)

00^19 / -y Collectorate, Bhadrak
Memo No.l±!../Judl. Dated .\r.(.°.r../2024

Copy along with enclosure submitted to the Advocate General, Odisha, Cuttack
for favour of kind information. ' t

Deputy Collector (Judl)
niirT) .ill-, Collectorate, Bhadrak

Memo No.yi^Judl. Dated 12024
Copy along with enclosure submitted to the Under Secretary to Govt., School

and Mass Education Department, Odisha for favour of information.

Deputy Collector (Judl) •
. WpyCollectorate. Bhadrak

Memo No..J.<^.l/Judl. Dated .'. /2024
Copy along with enclosure forwarded to District Project Coordinator, Samagra

Shiksha, Bhadrak for information and necessary action. ,

Deputy Collector (Judl)
Collectorate, Bhadrak



^ ' I'/

i^^#' k
' f.,' /IISSffAVS/v •

Memo No.,

and 5,

• W-

..yjjudl. Dated jjffi^2025
^py along v/ith enclosure fonvarded to all Petitioners and opposite Party No,4

Deputy Collector (Judl)
Collactorate. BtiaciraK
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\H THE COURT OF COLLECTOR & DISTRICT MAGISTRATE. BHADRA

MISC CASE No. 24 of 2024

(Arising out of Order No.22 Dated 28.03.2024 passed by the Hon'ble High Court
of Orlssa in WP(C) No.720/2016)

In the matter of:-

Jayantilata Sahoo & others

State of Odisha & others

.Petitioner

-Vrs-

.Opposite Parlies

Perused Order NO,22 Dated. 28.03.2024 wherein the Hon'ble High Court in
WP(C) No. 720 of 2016 titled as Jayantilata & others -vrs- State of Odisha
Sothers has given order which is reproduced as under;

'Therefore, in view of the reason stated in the detailed judgement
passed in Surekha Samal (supra), the writ petition is allowed. The impugned
order under Annexure-12 is hereby quashed. The opposite party Nos. 2 and 3
are directed to recast the merit list by excluding the Vocational/ Upasastn
candidates (opposite party Nos. 4 and 5) and by issuing appropriate order of
engagement in favour of the petitioner either as Sikshya Sahayaks or in any
equivalent post without any further delay and in any case, not later than four
months.

ORDER

05.07.2024

Order No

01.

This case is taken up today.

The petitioners and learned advocates for O.P No.4 & 5 appears today
and filed hazira. Heard them. Perused the Judgement Dated. 28.03.2024 of the
Hon'ble High Court as well as documents annexed thereto and also gone through the
report of DPC, 88, Bhadrak.

From the Judgement of Hon'ble High court, it is ascertained that, there is
no need of hearing in this case as there is clear instruction to O.P No.02 & Na.03
to recast the merit list by excluding the Vocational/ Upasastn candidates
(opposite party Nos. 4 and 5) and by issuing appropriate order of engagement in
favour of the petitioner either as Sikshya Sahayaks or in any equivalent post
without any further delay and in any case, not later than four months.
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Honco, thO: District Project Co-ordinator, Samagra Sikshya, Bhadrak is
IverGby instructed to take immediate steps as per law to implement the Judgement
Dalod, 20.03.2024 of the Hon'blo High Court passed in W.P.(C) No. 720 of 2016.

With the aforesaid observation, the mlsc case stands disposed of.

Send a free copy of the order to the petitioner as well as opposite
parties for information.

Intimate to the Superintendent of Hon'ble High Court, Orissa
/Advocate General, Odisha. Cuttack/DPC, SS, Bhadrak for Information and
nocossary action.

Coll
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.JWQiRUPEES

FORM NAiyiiflt
IN the HIGH COURT Of JUDICATURE ORISSA

)4/-4- A/g

Between /— / hLPt-^Ji Petitioner / ApJ^eiiaht
-VERSUS

0pp. Parties / Resppncients-5
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that by this VAKALATNAMA

■(j'T ■• <ln.» /
k£nCli^,'■\

_Pla|ht;iff/pefendant/Appellant/
Respondent / Petitioner / Opp Party In the aforesaid Suit / Appeal case do hereby appoint
and retain —r ^ _ ^>7 4-UPMrDI^ ^^^ lcU.IV\ ll{-f . <^jUn

t/<L rro n

kV^o&fkPJPh ^M-he^
Advocate (s) to appear for me/us, In the above case and to conduct and pfosecute (or
defend) the same and all proceedings that may be takeri In respect of any
application connected with the same or any decree or order passed therein
including all applications for return of documents or receipt of any money that may be
payable to me/us In the said case and also In applications for review In appeals under Orlssa
High Court order and In applications for leave to appeal to Supreme Court. I/We authorise
my/our Advocate(s) to admit any compromise lawfully entered In the said case.

Dated, the. ...20..
Received from the executatit (s)
satisfied and accepted as I hold
no brief for the other side.

oveAgo

AdvoJ
Accepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above;

(J\)ofcdn!nr)o^e
Signature of Executants
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(Arising out of Writ Appeal (Civil) No.1215/2024)

In the matter of;-

Lizasmita Nayak Appellant
-Versus-

State of Orissa and others Respondents
And

In the matter of:-

Akshay Kumar Mohanty and Others
... Intervener-Petitioners

I N D E X

Sl.No. Deseription of documents. Pages

1. Intervention petition. 01-^ IQ
2. Annexure-1.

Copy of the relevant merit list

of Sikshya Sahayak under Bhadrak
Education District-II Arts C.T.

category in respect of SEBC (W)
//", 13

3. Annexiire-2.

Copy of the common order dtd.5.5.2015
passed in W.P. (C ) No.5077/2014 ■■
and a batch of cases

4. Annexure-3.

13 "Copy of the order dtd.21.8.2015
passed by the Collector, Bhadrak.

5. Annexurc-4.

Copies of the order dtd.22.04.2024

passed in W.A No.412/2024 and

order dtd.31.07.2024 passed in
W.A.No. 814/2024

6. VAKALATNAMA.

Cuttack By the Interven^petitioners through

A&te.Date :
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IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK^^^

?(3]
“5

/2024.

( Arising out of Writ Appeal (Civil) No. 1215/2024)

LA. NO

In the matter of:

An application for intervention under order-

1, Rule-10 of C.P.C. read with Chapter-VI
Rule 27(a) of the Orissa High Court Rules;

And

In the matter of :-

Lizasmita Nayak Appellant.
-Vrs-

State of Orissa and others Respondents.• •

And

In the matter of;

1. Sita Sundari Das, aged about 39 years,
D/o. Narayan Chandra Das,
At.- Sadanandapur, P.O.-Bhuyanwash
Via-Guanmal, Dist.- Bhadrak, PIN-756163.

Akshay Kumar Mohanty, aged about 39
years, S/o. Anadi Charan Mohanty,
At./P.O.-Balimunda, Via-Naikanidihi, Dist.-
Bhadrak, PIN-756164.

2.

3. Kumuda Ranjan Sahoo, aged about 38 years,
S/o. Kamalakanta Sahoo, At-Sankbaru,
P.O.-Barapur, Via-Anantapur,
Dist.-Bhadrak, PIN-756046.

.... Intervener-Petitioners

To

The Hon’ble Chief Justice of Orissa High Court
and His Lordship’s other Companion Justices of
the said Hon’ble Court;

The humble petition of the
above named Interveners ;
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Most Respectfully Shpwpfh •-
?/;>
■'■ Cn

1. i^/?r O P ^That the aforesaid writ appeal has been filed

by the appellant challenging legality and propriety of the

judgment dtd.28.3.2024 of the Hon’ble Single Judge

passed in W.P.(C) No.720/2016 disposed of along with
W.P.(C) No. 18706/2015 involving the same and identical
issue [under the above two writ petitions, wherein,
common impugned order dtd.21.8.2015 passed by the
Collector, Bhadrak,

one

under challenge, the saidwas

impugned order dtd.21.8.2015

all the parties by the Collector in compliance of the
earlier common direction / order dtd.5.5.2015 passed in

W.P. (C) No.5077/2014 and a batch of around 32

was passed after hearing

Writ

Upasastripertaining to the vocational and

candidates got selected basing upon suppression of fact of

earlier passing +2 Arts / Science / Upasastri
completion of H.S.C. in contravention of the
of law].

cases

soon after

provisions

2. That it is

intervener petitioner No.l & 2
respectfially submitted that the

were not only the

applicants for the post of Sikshya Sahayak advertised
27.1.2011 but also got placement in the provisional merit

list. A

on

copy of the relevant provisional merit list of
Sikshya Sahayak under Bhadrak Education
filed herewith as Annexure -T.

District-II is

3.
That it is respectfully submitted that in the

provisional merit list, initially no such vocational and

Upasastri candidates, (those have acquired such
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vocational and Upasastri qualification over and above
their earlier +2 Arts / Science/ Commerce and Upasastri

pass), were not meluded. But in subsequent stage, the
District Authorities included all those vocational and

Upasastri candidates, as a result of which, on the strength

of their higher percentage of mark obtained in the
Vocational

courses / Upasastri Courses, they
placement in the final merit list, whereas the
Intervener-Petitioners

got

present

were not included in the final merit

list, as a result, the same was challenged initially before

this Hon’ble High Court in W.P. (C) No.7478/2011 by
similarly situated affected bonafide candidates,
was disposed of on 24.3.2011 with

which

a direction for

disposal of the representation of the petitiloners.
4.

That it is respectfully submitted that on

receipt of the aforesaid order dtd.24.3.2011, the district
authorities initiated

enquiry, hut without completing the
enquiry and without correeting the merit list, again

proceeded to take step to issue engagement orders in

respect of Vocational and Upasastri candidates,
which, at that juncture, some of the similar situated

bonafide candidates like of Intervener-Petitioners, had

approached again this Hon’ble High Court i

No. 18256/2011, which was disposed of on 15.7.2011
with a direction that the State 0pp. Parties
appoint candidates against whom the

till it is complete.

for

W.P. (C )m

shall not

enquiry is pending
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5.
That it is respectfully submitted that wSle

the matter stood thus, the district authorities after

conducting inquiry issued disengagement notices to the

Vocational and Upasastri candidates (those obtained
qualification in suppression of earlier

Commerce and Upasastri pass).

such

+2 Arts, Science,

6.
That it is relevant to mention here that both the

group of the candidates again came to this Hon’ble High

Court by filing their respective writ applications raising
rival claims to each others. All those cases, being clubbed

a common order

dtd.5.5.2015 in a batch of around 32 Writ- Applications,
copy of the common order dtd.5.5.2015

(C) No.5077/2014 and a batch of

together, were disposed of by

A

passed in W.P.

cases is filed herewith
as Annexure-2

It is relevant to mention here that the Hon’ble High

after
Court, in the aforesaid order under Annexure-2
hearing the rival claims of the respective group of writ

petitions, was pleased to dispose of the batch of 32 writ

it is needless

committed

applications with a clear observation that

to mention that if the petitioners have

fraud by submitting the +2 Vocational course

certificates contrary to the CHSE Act and the

Regulations then they shall he disennaoeri .nu
consequently the merit list sh^ll h.

recast. The entire

exercise shall be completed within a period of three
months from the date of receipt of the certified copy of
this order”.
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That it is respectfully submitted that none of

the petitioners of both the rival groups (one group of

Vocational and Upasastri candidates challenging

disengagement notices and other group challenging their,

entry into the final merit list and consequential

engagement issued to them) had neither raised any

objection / exception to the aforesaid common order

dtd.5.5.2015 passed in W.P. (C) No.5077/2014 and

batch of cases. In pursuant to the aforesaid common order

of this Hon’ble High Court, the Respondent No.2,

Collector, Bhadrak after hearing both the sides through

their respective advocates and considering all the

materials placed, recorded the following fmdings:-

“It is a fact that, the successful candidates

have given an undertaking that they have not

passed the +2 ARTS/ Science / Commerce

stream prior to the Vocational Course. But

subsequent arguments and production of

documents show that this is not correct and

there is suppression of facts. But this is not

enough to disqualify the successful candidates

and declare their recruitment as void”.

Although the order dtd.21.8.2015 passed by the

Collector, Bhadrak, is available in the aforesaid writ

appeal at running Page-102, but for instant appreciation, a

copy of the common order dtd.21.8.2015 passed by the

7.

a
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Collector, Bhadrak (in respect of D.I-1 & D.I-11 is filefe>

VX

herewith as Annexure-3.

That it is respectfully submitted that when

the Collector, Bhadrak while recording finding against

the Vocational and Upasastri candidates got engagement

in suppression of fact, on the other "hand, did not

disengage them and thereby rejected the prayer for

engagement of bonafide candidates (whose name initially

was in the provisional merit list). Therefore, some of the

bonafide candidates being aggrieved by the aforesaid

order of the Sub-Collector, under annexure-3, challenged

the same in two writ petitions bearing W.P. (C)

No. 18706/2015 and another W.P. (C ) No.720/2016 in

respect of both the D.I-1 & D.I -11.

That it is respectfully submitted that after

hearing, both the W.P. (C ) No. 18706/2015 & W.P. (C )

No.720/2016 were disposed of by the common judgment

dtd.28.3.2024, which has been challenged in the writ

appeal/ batch of writ appeals under Annexure-3, by the

Vocational and Upasastri candidates, those had acquired

such qualification by suppressing the fact of earlier +2

Arts, +Science and +2 Commerce pass. In the aforesaid

background of the case and in the event, the prayer of the

appellants (fake candidates having double certificates)

are allowed, then there is every likelihood of prejudicing
the interest of the Intervener- Petitioners like of the

private respondents.

!^T Of
8.

9.
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10. That it is respectfully submitted that

issue involved in the aforesaid writ appeal / a batch of

writ appeals has already attended finality in the eye of

law in view of the order dtd.22.4.2024 passed in identical
and order

the

writ appeal bearing W.A No.412/2024

dtd.31.07.2024 passed in W.A.No.814/2024.

appreciation, copies of the order dtd.22.04.2024 passed
in W.A No.412/2024 and

dtd.31.07.2024 passed in W.A.No.814/2024
herewith as Annexure-4 serie.s.

For

copy of the order

are filed

11.
That it is respectfully submitted that the

Intervener-Petitioners, despite their

finding place in the provisional merit list, have been
subsequently deprived of from

name and position

engagement/appointment

Sildiya Sahayak, at the instance of theas

appellant
(vocational and

upasastri candidates).Therefore, the

intervener-petitioner are being similarly situated like

private respondents in the aforesaid

of

writ appeal are

the aforesaidnecessary parties. Therefore in

circumstances, & in the event, any adverse final order i:

passed in the aforesaid pending writ appeal/ batch of writ

IS

appeals, then certainly the Intervener petitioners being

earlier in the provisional merit list shall also be highly

are theprejudiced like of private respondents (who
petitioners before the single judge), for which,
Intervener-Petitioners have

the

filed this intervention
application.
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PRAYER.

Under the above facts and circumstances of the

case, it is humbly prayed that this Hon’ble High Court be

pleased to allow this application by impleading
intervener petitioners as Respondents to the aforesaid
appeal and be pleased to give

the aforesaid writ appeals for

the

writ

opportunity of hearing in

proper and effective

adjudication of the common issues involved

aforesaid writ appeals so as to enable them to have the

benefits of the judgment under challenge.

an

in the

same

And for which act of kindness, the petitioner shall
in duty bound ever pray.as

Cuttack
By the Intervener Petitioners through

Date. /0//// Advocate.
%
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IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACR'/

LA. NO
/ . . /2024.
(Arising out of Writ Appeal (Civil) No.1215/2024)

In the matter of;-

Lizasmita Nayak

State of Orissa and others

Appellant
-Vrs-

Respondents

And
In the matter of:-

Akshay Kumar Mohanty and Others
... Intervener-Petitioners

AFFIDAVIT.

1; 4^ghay Kumar Mohanty, aged about 39 years
Dist.-Bhadrak’

PIN-756164, on being duly authorized by Others, do
hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows

Father’s Name;- Anadi Charan Mohanty,
Number of proceedings pending in the High Court
or would be instituted (Caveat): No

2.

3.

4. Statement of facts: As
Intervention application.

per averments in the

5. The facts stated are true to the best of
knowledge and belief of the deponent.

my

DECLARATION

I am the Petitioner above

solemnly affirmation that the facts stated in Paragraphs 1

to 11 are tme to my own Icnowledge and Paragraph
are true to the best of my information which I obtained
from the official sources

named do hereby

Itoll

as well personal sources.
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I believe the information to be true for the

following reasons:-Basing upon the official record and

information.

Solj ly declare at the above said this lO* day of
-^:r 2024.

I Identified by
f^trtJvLdJL (LI^olaoIy■JS

Advocate’'•■Glerk
^ur)r)an

Deponent

Solemnly affirm before me by Akshay

Kumar Mohanty, who is identified before me by
Ajay'lKhffiaf Panda,

personally known.

This is the;j0* day of W24.

Advocate’s Clerk, whom I

^V'

"ADVOCATE
NOTARY PUBLIC, OR/sSA

OSH

CERTIFICATE

Certified that due to non

papers, white papers have been used.

availability of catridge

Cuttack

Dtd. f0.11.2024 Advocate

of the Intervener-Petitioners
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PROViSiONAL MERIT LIST Or SHIKSHYA SAHA YAK (150 Yi OF VACANT POSTiUNDER BHADRAK DISTRICT-2G11

A.

Employ
ment

Caste Reside

certi. nt

No. Certi.

Date No.

Mark

Obtai

+2
+2 Full CT PH/Ex.S

er./Spof

‘i,

lAppiibjSKt
g-ather/Husband'

s Name

Date of

Birth

Catego Mark

Obtain

Perce

ntage

S! Permanent

Address(ijiridey
iw-.

Sex Exchang

e Regn.

Full Percen

tage

Total RemarksMarkr
nedNo ry

Mark CT ts
ed CTA ( '•

No.

AT-

H-GOLAK PR. BALIKTIRATA.PO-

ANANTAPUR.DIS
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J

.-rl
\
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,. S-BASUDEVPUR

%WT/122H-SUJIT

BEHERA
F OBC 85/11 523/11 900 483 53.67 1250 896 71.68 125.35RASMITA SAHU 13.04.8622,y

1/11

A *
;> ■

I

I
SVTULIKID.PO-

AYATAN.PS-

RAJKANiKA.DIST

KENDRAPARA,?

■S4237

i

T/7060/0BiSWAMBAR

BEHERA

f-banambAR-

BEHERA .

413/1
SEBC 594/11 900 879 70.32 125.1012.06.82 M 493 54.78 1250V61;-

60

AT-

.SAHO.Q: -;...

1218/ 5894/1 WC/189.CSHA’RANi

:SAHDQ::. '
SEBC 900 1250 830 66.40 124.5115.04.87 F 523 58.11,1.

8/0810 0
V

-...r
DK

✓

N.

v>.

\
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T

Employ

merit'

Exchang

e Regn.

Wark^2ResideCaste

Catecio certi.

PHiEx.S

eriSpor

CTFuiS

Kark

+2
Obtait/iark

Obtain

Perce

ntage

ntDate ov

Birth

RemarksTotalFather/Husband'

s Name

Permanent

Address

Percen

tags

Name of the

Applicant

FullSI Sex nedIndex

No.

Certi.No.py tsCTMarkNo.
CTedNo.Date

No.

I

AT/PO-

SUNDARPUR.VIA

KUPARl.DIST-

TVmOJI
1250 937 79.76 155.46F-MAHENDRA

NATH OJHA
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AT-
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0/08

DAS

AT-
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WT/584/
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PRADHAN

75.20 148.8734073.67 125044260091/11SEBC 33/1106.01.91 F41 ROJl PRADHAN4 11

/'feAT/PO-

BHAIRABPUR.V!
V

/ y-
JYOTIS'HREE

JYOTIRMAYEE

BARIK

WT/593/

148^1^g^/
F-BANAMALI

BARIK

75.36942125072.83600 437.112/1114.01.92 F OBC 18/11A-455 11

BASUDEVPUR.7

56125 /

/Y

/ ■

(

I
i
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V
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W.p.(0 NO. 5077 OF 2014 fc‘.:

W.P.(C) No. 50772014 W.P.(C) Nos. 539 597 598 10872 1487 21461 &amp; 620 of
2013 W.P. (C) Nos. 5340 1857 17561 1438 22346 25355 &amp; 927 of 2012 and
W.P.(C)Nos. 32023 32024 32030 32025 32026 29301 11112 32029 32028 32027

29053 28415 28414 25693 25692 &ainp; 25694 of 2011.

09. 05.05.2015

petitions the same are taken up for analogous hearing.

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners Mr, B.P. Tripathy learned
Standing Counsel for the School and Mass Education Department and learned counsel

for the candidates those who have passed the vocational course.

The grievance of the petitioners is that even though the petitioners have

undergone the C.T. training by virtue of their marks secured in 2 Examination but

some other candidates have been engaged as Sikhya Sahayak after obtaining the
VocationalUpa Sastri certificates from the C.H;S.E.

According to the petitioners since those candidates had earlier appeared
in 2 ArtsScienceCommerce Examination under C.H.S.E. as per the Regulation they

are not entitled again to pursue the Vocational Course and therefore the certificates

obtained by them in the 2 Vocational examination are illegal.

In some of the writ petitions tlie petitioners who are engaged on the basis

of Vocational Certificates being issued with second show cause notices have

challenged the same and some of them have filed their replies.

Since common questions of law involve in all the writ
• ,

• R

This anomaly if any has to be reconciled and a decision has to be taken by

the recruiting authority.

In view of the above the Collector-cum-C.E.O. S.S.A. Bhadrak is

directed to take a decision by taking into consideration the show'cause reply along

with the enquiry report after supplying copy of the enquiry report to the petitioners and

affording reasonable opportunity of hearing to them.

It is needless to mention that if the petitioners have committed fraud by

submitting the 2 Vocational course certificates contrary to the C.H.S.E. Act and the

Regulations then they shall be disengaged and consequently the merit list shall be

recast. The entire exercise shall be completed within a period of three months from the

date of receipt of the certified copy of this order.

However this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merit of the

>•-

I

f
I 7case.

The writ petitions are accordingly disposed of.

Urgent certified copy of this order be granted as per rules.

■V-

t,

Sd/- B.P. Ray J.

V

I
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was ready for delivery.
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" copy to the applicant.
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Sliac. Case No. «3£i.01S arising out of W.P, CC) No.5077 of ZOl-*and batch

of cases disposed of on conimon vide order dated.05.05.2015
Sui*eld»n Sanaa] .Petitioner

-Vrs-

Stivto of Odl.eba & Others Opp. Pni tiea.

With a view to complying with the. OEd(esr:d’atod.05.05.2015 of theS

Hori’ble Hish Court In W.P. (C) No.5071? of itfoiyg

oases clubbed togetlacr, dels Mlso. Case has been taken up at this level.

The Ho.u-ble High Court directed the CoHootor. .Bhadrak «> take a

decision by taking Into oonsidoracion Ueo show o^usia reply along widi (tie

fcport, atter supplying copy of tiio enquiry report to the

■ / ^rftioners and affording rensonabJo opportunity o f hearing to tit era. As

such ncloquttto opportunity ha.s boon provided to tlie petitioners and others

to substantiate tltolr claim

■supporting vnatoiials on records.

In brief, the Isnuo Involved in this case is three fold. Firstly, the

claim of Sureklta Samal and others in W.p.(C) Mo.

I 0872/2013,11112/201.1 & .71 <161/2013 and in filmilar writ petitions that

they have not boon .tolootoci and engaged u.s .Sikshya .SubaynU despite the

fuel tluu they deserve consideration and cngagemeiu in view of (he

I

wiUi dooumemary evidence as well as

5077/2014,

HI
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provisions/terms euid conditions tuLvettIvM nndcr

Bhadralc District in place of candldi^ who hove been- as

Sikshya Sahayak by practising fraud and in contravention ofJ^pMfcii of

Higher Secondary Education, Odisha Act and regulation. Second^, the

claim of the petitioners in W.P, (C) No.32023/2011, 32027/2011,

32028/2011, 32026/2011 and other shnliar writ petitions who were issued

with show'cause notice ocnnlnulii^ a» I

that they have been engaged stqtpxoiMihg the facts is that they have

0 neither violated any rule or regulation of the Council of Higher

I Secondary Education, Odisha nor have they committed any fraud in

/ submitting the Vocational/Upasastri CiatiiiiOfttBS as alteged by -

Surekha Samal and others. Thirdly, the 01^ oefthe

W.P. (C) NO.53P/2013, 397/2013, 597/2013 is that they have not been

selected and engaged as Sikshya Sahayak and their candidature have been

rejected by the District Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak pursuant to
f • -

the advertisement published during December,. 2011 though they arc

entitled to get engagement order for the post of Sikshya Sahayak by

virtue of their Vooatlonal/Upsaastri certificates.

i

‘ Sahayak, on the ground
i •

I

i

The loomed advocate for Surekha Samal and Others (petitioners in

W.P.(C) No.3077 of 2014 & Others) Mr. M.K.Sahoo submits that, the

candidates having Vooational/Upashastri qualification have been engaged

Sikshya Sohayak pursuant to the advertisement No.243oa

[21
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was ready for delivery.

Dale ftxSff lor notlfylna
Ihe repuldte number ol

(tampa and folio*. ■

j

I

dated .22.01.2011 of the District Froj^Ot -^et-Qr^^sthr. SSA.. Bhadtak. ’

suppressing the facts that they ' ^ 'passed earlier .f-2^'.

Sclence/Arts/Commerco Examination con.4t^ted by the CouncU !pf:

Higher Secondary Education; Orissa, Bhuban,ps-war which goes rrgair^

the guidelinesA'issolutionvof Uio Couheih ;Efcfoy arc all fake candidates and ^

by committing, fraud and in conoealnifsnt/inisrepresentation offset, they

have applied for the post of Sikshya S^ayak, He also state that, purauapt.

to tha order of.the Hon'ble High Court In W.p. (C) No. 7478 of 2011 antt ■

18256 of 2011, the then D.P.C, SSi4> BUhdtftk conducted enqpi|^ sEh,'(4>

fbund that a large number of

J.

f.-
)

t
f

L y

5?.;
i.

'OVfPARm gniJlfioation have committed friwid' qP ,

^ir earlier +2 Arte/Scletice/Commeroo psM'oectli^ChtieS.. and :by-giving

false undertaking to the effect that they have

f
i

not passed

+2 Arts/Soicnoe/Commeroo examination or equivalent examination from

CHSE, Odisha or from equivalent Counoll/Board/University before

appearing at the vooatlonal/upasastri course examination at the time of

receipt of engagement order. Accordingly many of the fake

vooational/uposastrl candidates wore issued with disengagement notices

and against such action of the DPC, SSA, Bhadrak;

VocatlonalAJpashnstri oondidates opproached the Hon'ble High Court in

different writ petitions. Tlie petitioners in W.P. (C) No.5077 of 2014 and

others being the genuine candidates intervened ail those cases opposing

the

I

VM

y
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the fake Vocaaonal aiwi Uiaashastrl caji^datcai and- piayingt for

engagement as Sikshya- Sahayak. To olariiey the meaning of^fcaud anrf

misrepresentatlon/eonccalmcnt of facts they cited the previsions of

i

i - ■■■
i

. i

•••>

Contract Act, 1872 that means tiro; iW!dve;ccihcealm^fcnf-a;^t»>ri‘

one having knowledge 6r Belief df or any. Qthl^vaBt^iiiisd'to

deceive. As per said Act^.OTeaniHg of misrepresentation. th,«i,-any.,

breaok of duty v^fbich without ap intention to deceiye,^ain ^acj^it^-
to^e-persoh .committing it or any one claiming under,Mm. hyim^le^g
_^or to his prejudice or to thoptqjudioe of anyone elahniag;iiider:h^>V
Lvieiw of the. said provision. aaythkJg QhttttoOd by .oOtp^ittc^ ^d,:fect:
tA by misrepresentation of tdther to^deeoivo'

t.

1.

!•

t

ij.'
(•

;

k
i

R

■

or to the disadvantage of osiers Is amount flwidl He submits that.K as per

provisions of the Qdlsha Higher Secondary Act, 1982, Higher Secondary
course means course immediately following the High School Certificate

course and covering a period of two academic years which is provided for

either in a ooUcge or a Higher Secondary school and includes Art,

Soienoe, Commerce and Vooational courses. Higher Secondary Education

means such general and vocational education forming In itself a complete

purposive whole, which-immediately follows secondary education as has

boon defined in the Orlsso Secondary Education' Act, 1952 and

immediately prooodos a stage of education controlled by a

any university.

He also cited some points of the Orissa Higher Secondary Education

(4)
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atampa and Iblloa. •'■• /
/

•' •; -'i; > V ••

Regulations, 1982. As pet regulation-t:07.r EStij^ ^^o^

cufoaittedcouncil may be thP' anftltial . . ' «xanii|iiitroh

Arts,Science,Comme^c warses, £f^lM^s^b?h8is,'CQiiiiiletpd in one or more

to in

I

affiliated instijtutions, tpcognla^' fbr ^ft.putposo of such examinations a

regular courses ofstudy, on.tho subjects htwhicli-^e candidates wishes toi

bo examined, efr not less than two ffica48mi6- y,§@Jts:-a;ffib^ High

School Certificate oxamlhation conducted- of ■Secondary

Education, Orissa or some other exa tipib.oWctl as

lYalent thereto and has been promf3

o examinations conducted- bjl'-'iSitfe

?:a>0n.--the ,
/

Ils ofn

As pjsf regulation-10.9C1>» no students- shall ordinafny he a^{tt'ed.jht&' an

/) /

1^-
VN

I

institution six weeks after the date of reopening of the Institution or ftom

the date of publication of results of the annual -High School Certificate

Examination of the Board of Secondary Education. Orissa wblohcver is

later, provided that the oounoll may permit a student two weeks more for

admission with a late fees-of Rs.lO/- and regulation-109(2) says, a

candidate who passes' the supplementary High School Certificate

examination of the Board of Secondary Education, Orissa may be

admitted to an institution within three weeks after the publication of the

results, provided that the couholj may extend the date of admission by

iO -days with a iaie fee of Rs.lOA. Further he states that, as per

Chaptor-VIII(rogulfttion-122), any rogistcrod student of the council may

IS I
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be admitted to .the afla^-0x«5aih^Ott in vbpatrenal. cptffscs, if he/she

completed in any Hlgh«fr Second^ Sohopl/Jimfor College recognized by

I
I..'I
1.'

1

1

the: counoE as &■ vocation^ Cdni^ .a rtgslat camrap'-ln a yasitttqn^ subject

for not less than .two

other exapiination. wcMWtaied';^^ ffi«-c&.t)tRdilI a&'ttapl-vaiefit tKe»pg>-

i
.t.

Certificate Examination,.

some

and has been promoted to itho second year class.

Further he submits that as per Sectlon-3(i> and Cj>:Of the said Act. it

linear that the course efther general or vocafional is to he treated Hiigher

pfecondaiy oourse/Higher Secondary education which is followed

immediately ftom the o<t BSC. T^fd^tt -therc c^ot be two

at the stage of Hi^er S«canda*y' by of
• • I

imagination to bo prosecuted Just after HS€.'In .the tastant.caae all the

fake vocational and upaaastrl oaadldatoa have prdseouted their vocational

and upaaastri courses after talcing admission to the general op.urses of

+2 Arta/Soienoe/Commwoo which was legally Impcrralssibte, Therefore

^11 such vocational and upaaastrl candidates'have committed ftaud in

obtaining oithor vocational or upasastrl ocrcifloates. Therefore all the

vooBtionaWupashastri candidates have not only committed in taking

admission to vocational/upashostri courses by suppressing the fact’ of

earlier prosecution of general courses but also obtained such ocrtlflcatcs

■so as to acquire C.T. qualification and further to. get engagement as

'Si t

. i

!

!-

I
V

1

t

ooursea
I

1

I
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Sikshya Sahayak. Hcsnce, their eiigaSem*^ shbuia bo terminated and FIR

should be lodged agadnat them and they are not allowed to receive their

salary and they should be ousted ftom their Sikshya Sahayak posts and

the deserving candidates like the petitioners in W.P. (C) No.5077/2014

and similar writ petitions should be engaged in the said posts.

The. learned advocate for the pertitloners ijsvW.P. (C) No.32023 of

2011 and others similar Writ petitions Mr. R.N.Mishra submits that, the

petitioners in afores^ writ, petitions-'hfcVb.‘--.*t:fSiihdJ‘ violated any rule or

regulation of the CHSE hof have in submitting

the Vooational/Upasafltri- pass oertif|iiSi|tl<i«^.^^®^iii#:by Surekha Samal

and others. He also states as per the Bisofc^s law dtotibnary fraud

^^ns, (i) a knowing mlsreprescntatiQn of knowing concealment of a

.1 fact made to induce anotltor to act to his or her detriment and (ii)

reckless misrepresentation.made without justlfled believe in its truth to

induce another person to act." As per chambers 20“’ century dictionary

fraud moans deceit, imposture, a cheat. As per the major law lexicon

edition) fraud means and includes any of the following acts

mated

Vn a

Ih

(4

committed by a party to a oonpact or with his connivance, or by his

1th intent to deceive another party thereto or his agent, or toagent, w

induce him to enter into the contract:- (1) the suggestion, as a efet, of that

which is not true, by one who does not believe it to be truo,(2) the active

concealment of o efet by one* having knowledge or belief of the fact,

17)
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<3) a promise made without any. imentipi* or

aet fitted to deceive, aoy such

declares to be i^ajjgul^fe Ifeda &o.:a&re«aid

(4.) any oth^

act or omission as the law specially

premises the allegations

>.to be considered in light

that there was no such

vocational qualifications.

of the aforesaid dictums and th® htw. He subpiits

prohibition to have; both +2 Atts/Sclcnce and +2

fiom CHSE. All those docupsents

petitioners In W.P;CC>, 1^:0.5077/14 and other slmilw.
now forthcoming and filed by the

writ petitions either,

^e writ petition of |«sif^a^«p»f«hsf^fe*uip 2pi l. But

^ne of those letteraofit^SniWtfel^^ .Act, Were in; force

tlie relevant time when: tlto vi
N>'

the qualifioations. ftifihcr all those

upon by them, giving the statement that one oanpot have both +2

Arts/Solence and +2 vocational qualification from the CHSE. Odisha.

Besides that as it may once the vocationalAipashastrl

the quallfloation much prior-to Issuance of those letters

!

candidates acquiredI

or Instructions,

those letters or instruotlons could not have any retrospective operation

affect. Hence it is Incorrect

or

to allege that the vocatlonal/upashastri
candidates have practiced fraud in the matter of ongagemont as Siskhya

order of the Hon’blc

having vocational

par and the students having +2 Arts/Science.

Sahayak. He also submits that in pursuanod of the

Hlghr Coun in W.P.(C) No.<5452/20H the candidates

qualification wore treated at

L
[01
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Oal» on which lira copy
was ready tor dallvary.

Date flxe^for notifying
Ihe- re^laltt number of
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As such said oandidj^s
allowed to apply for the post of'SS, Pram

ft. .&r..aW ftc» 1., U ^ „6 ffl.srt5,
te.sUl.rtC' o.»al»w: by amo .h»l^ boft +i^Solftce
and +2 vocatronal qu^ifi<»tlQns- ftom the CHSBi The abjectors are put to
strict proof. In this matter, he also Cited the

order of.the. Kbn’ble High
Court i

m the case of Dr.’ Pranaya ^allari Mohanty-vrsrUtkal University
and others reported in 20:14® 0LR:226. He also submits that i

of Guru Nanak DoV
in the case

W*TOIllJi*-»o.S«a,y, K«n»r K.t>yaJ laid inf^
royo^d

co^ ft.. oBly ft, ■

w«.d,™ ,, ^ «••'«*»«a«.tj«.d«B did-.
to ,y ot, ot, '

appropriate autliorlties. have not yet been cancelled

is

or rcG^led by the

Inlng body. l.e. the CHSk So. this Hon’ble forum
?tlflcate' Issued to the

cannot declare

as illegal or

to declare such

l h

vocatlonal/upashastri candidates

. Therefore this forum has no authority or jurisdiction

oertifloato as null and voldi lt is the admitted fact that the petitioners

by the competent authority, i
CHSEj therefore there is no question of fraud In the

were

duly issued with the oertlflootes
l.e. the

matter of issuance of

ocrtlfloatos. Hence tliolr aeleotJon

with find accordingly It needs

the certificates

as Slkshya Sahayaks cannot be faulted

no interference. He also submitted that if

are wrongly issued in favour of such category of

[91
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candidates then also it

now after about oigiM: to

changed their position by.Yimje'of supte o^ftoate

The cslaim of the vooatidhalAipa^tti c^didates have

•'i • :

by-CiJSBXleesba

i^e. candidates

i-

i

been crystaMizjsd

oaiinot. be, .canccllediand the certlflcatcs so afstiiW .'in-th-^ir &vonr.

recalled in view of the sotdo pb^tidn-pr iaw laid

Branay.a Ballari M6hanty<J«j^:^, ©V.
MG>hap.ly' was challoafi^-

or

dowii in the case of Dr.

f.
I -"jy

'h.
w mtB

I Bench of the I®

^ohed Its. finality. He
^lation never prohibits awond+2 .qiiallflcation for. ti

rum in the .case of Snjt. Abantl Panda In Mlsc.

re

:that, dlls

Case No.0l/20lf hhs

u -

I

held a candidate having +2 vocational and +2 Arts .quaiificatibn prior to

2011 cannot be debarred fdr seleotip'n to the post of QRS and

i
! i .

an another

order passed by this Hon’blc Forum vide order No.534 datc.d.Q4.04.204y

i

to the order passed in OwA.No. l 79(o)/20.15- Ratli^ta p,aa-

Collector, Bhadrok and otlters regarding the

Amin, because there was no bar at the relevant

acquired the qualification and this Hon'blo

pttrsuant
vrs-

engagemem in the post of

time when the candidate

forum or the Hon’ble

Collector has no authority to cancel any certificate issued by the

competent authority. He submitted that the undertaking taken from the

vooatlonal/upashastrl condidatca cannot be used t

against them as it was

iio;
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A

taken on coercion. The ^plhyee and omptoyer relatiolisKip is that a

Lamb & Lion relationship. The poor ernployce cannot have any bargain

power before employer. Unless such candidates have given any

undertaking they could not have given, engagement. So such undertaking

is redundant. Finally, he submits that for the reasons stated above the

show cause notice issued to 'the vocational/upasastri candidates are

unsustainable in law and therefore the complain petitions filed against

them are also vague-ar^d bstseldsa. Therefore the siune be set aside and the

Sihshya Sahayaks hayjng: be^

to continue in service with all oahs9<iH;or}*l«t heneSts.

Perused the ordei- .of the Hoh’blc High Court, \VNA ■ ,

submitted by tlio advocates and offloial records submitted by the District

Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak. Heard the advocates previous dates ’

aswet^^^gday. It is a fhot that, some of the candidates were recruited to

jmst of Shlkhya Sahayaks (during the your 2011) on the basis of

/vocational oertlfloato which Is equivalent to +2

Arts/Soionoe/Commerce certifleate prescribed by the Council of

Higher Secondary Eduoatipn, Odisha. These vocational certificates

wore obtained njivJQh prior to the recruitment around 2006,2007

1

\

Hero two things are very oruciai for the entire issue.

\ The students obtaining the Vocational certificates after(1)
I

completing +2 ARTS/Soicncc/Commcroo or concurrently having two

^
111)
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cciBrses and obtaiiato^-.oq^^catea. But theijE. de:i^'c|ites!'have -ntit. fid'eii

withdravm. or,; d^cctled, • "fey tfi® competestit. aw^cffiftdsi

(ii> SeoOn^y, it ■ is • prewgativs of the Bx^ipation conducting
' ‘'" in I I,ii;-|'I -„ I ,<ii«^®i>iiniii>iiiti»im-rr-n^

authority to caMcoio.r ■vi'ij^draw the oertifloates issued by them and this

Court has no jurisdiuttdn id pass; any comment on that.

:

i i

It is very common In human nature when one has two certMcates;

having edUai impprianiod'he^tdiUi likely to pradace the one: whiqh

will suit.

1.

on. this
’•

tho-he^. ■?h*,,«s#jpll«ie^i^^ .

came in the'yotm .zitl-

^education'muoh .prior.\td i^dt. Had

appropriate stops in the ftorm '

the examination or withdrawing their certlfloatos.

.V.' •
y

li
rf:

s i i -the ' i

. • ■■ 1.
9ho\iIdihav3 taken \

of not allowins the candidates to appear in

i

\

!D

t Is a fact that, the sucoesshil can.dldatcs have given
fce5JSSdSii!e«S»SaSK®!,»3!hJI

undortalclng that they have not passed, the +2 ARTS/Scicnce/Comnierce
va.'.5aca.it«Ssvv»ass;«j;*',i@4w^aKiaK'4 ■ ^ ■ ■ ■

■

Stream prior to the Cpurs^' But subsequent arguments and

production of documents show that this Is f not? correct and there is

suppression of facts. But this Is not enpugh to disqualify the suocessflal

candidates and doolaro their recruitment as void.

Every Govt. Sorvant/Employec/Job Holder of this country is

considered to bo a privileged person. If one gets a Oovt. Job/Scrvice and

an

I

;

i

N

112)
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Date of application for

the copy.'

^iPT

■^#niftir

OaU o< ii*lly«ry of Iht
r«qutsit» stmpa and

(olloa.

■ma^.

lit infe

_Dat9 of maklnj over the
copy to the applicant.

Date flxo^ for notifying
the raoultlle number of

•tempi and follot,-

!

Dale on which the copy
was ready for delivery.

JL

thereby seoures his daily bread it is like eryoying the. early dawn after

Gomirig out of the perpetiiai i^om. When' he/she oomea .so nearer to get a

Govt, job/service, it is very nature that he/she has not stn^ eijougli to

declare the true facts.

These Shikhya Sahayaks have already put in around 4 to 5 years of

service till date. On the basis of the analysis made in the foregoing paras,

this Court is not inclined to interfere in the recruitment of Shikhya

S ahayaks made in the year 2011.

This is pronounced' ^ dt9-<^xv'GoTm today i.e. on jj7*,08.2015

COMPARBDBY
flA.OT'^ iK^BOKFICER.COUaS

^S'.BHADRAK

/

■ HEAip CLERhf'
RECORD ROOM

Col!f>rtor'nf'}3,(3h/3eff'^f‘-
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACfeSS?

W.A. No. 412 of 2024

r-

Rajkishore Barik and Another Appellants

Mr. Pradeep Kumar Khuntia, Advocate
-versus-

State of Odisha and Others Respondents
Mr. R.N. Mishra, Addl. Government Advocate

Mr. Nirmal Chandra Das, Advocate

CORAM:

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MURAHARI SRI RAMAN

ORDER
Order No. 22.04.2024

03. This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. In the present intra-Court appeal, the appellant has questioned

the illegality of an order dated 21.02.2024 passed by a learned

Single Judge of this Court whereby the writ petition i.e. W.P.(C)

No. 18225 of 2023 filed by the appellants has been dismissed. The

appellants were petitioners No.4 and 5 in the said writ petition.

3. The controversy related to recruitment for the post of Live

Stock Inspector pursuant to an advertisement issued by the District

Chief Veterinary Officer, Jagatsinghpur district. The appellants

shortlisted after following the recruitment process.

Apparently, based on certain allegations made by the participants in

the selection process, the certificates obtained by the appellants

were scrutinized by the authorities. The same were found to have

been fraudulently obtained.

were

Page 1 of 3
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4. The learned Single Judge, after having examined the pleadings/

counter pleadings on record, concluded in paragraphs 8.1 and 8.2

under:

as

“8.1. As found from the record and as admitted by the
Petitioners, all the Petitioners after passing their High
School Certificate Examination, prosecuted their +2
Arts course under the Council and passed the said
examination successfully in the year 1996, 2000 and
2004 respectively vide Annexure-1 series, 2 series & 3

series. As found from the record, Petitioner Nos. 2 & 3

by taking a false plea that they have lost their SLC
certificate because of white ant, moved the concerned
school authority vide Annexure-A/14 for issuance of

duplicate SLCs. After obtaining such duplicate SLCs,
they got themselves admitted to prosecute +2
vocational course and passed the same in the year 2013
and 2011 respectively. Since by taking a false stand
before the school authority vide Annexure-A/14,
Petitioner Nos. 2 & 3 obtained duplicate SLCs and
prosecuted their +2 vocational stream under the

Council to which they are otherwise not eligible in
view of the provisions contained under Regulation
123, benefit of such qualification is not to be extended.
Not only that in view of the clear provision contained
under Regulation 123, a candidate is only eligible to

get himself admitted to prosecute +2 vocational
after passing his High School Certificate Examination.

8.2. Since Petitioners , after passing their HSC
Examination prosecuted +2 Arts course and passed the
same under the Council, as per the considered view of

this Court, qualification of +2 vocational

acquired by the Petitioners in the year 2013 and 2011
respectively vide Annexure-1 to 3 series, cannot be
used by them to get the benefit of appointment as Live
Stock Inspector as eligible Gomitra candidate.
Petitioner Nos. 2 & 3 to get themselves admitted to
prosecute +2 vocational stream, have committed fraud

as well as on the Council. Placing
reliance on the decisions of the Hon’ble Apex Court in

the case of S.P. Chengalvaraya Naidu & Indian Oil

course

course so

on the School

Page 2 of3
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Corporation Ltd. as well as the provisions contained
under Regulation 123, this Court is of the view that

Petitioners are not eligible and entitled to get any relief

as fraud vitiates everything. This Court accordingly
dismiss both the writ petitions and vacate the interim
order dt.21.06.2023. While vacating the interim order,
this Court directs 0pp. Party Nos. 3 & 4 to comply
with the direction issued by this Court on 26.06.2023
in W.P.C.(OA) No. 1587 of 2016 witliin a period of
two (2) weeks from the date of receipt of this order.”

5. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellants has not

disputed the findings of fact recorded by the learned Single Judge

as noted above. He has, however, submitted that the appellants did

not remember as to whether they had physically obtained the

certificates from the Council of Higher Secondary Education of

having passed +2 vocational certificates or the same had been

destroyed by white ants. He has submitted that the second

certificate in such circumstance ought not to have been rejected.

6. There being no dispute about the fact as concluded by the

learned Single Judge that the appellants had obtained duplicate

higher secondary course certificate fraudulently, we don’t find any

reason to interfere with the impugned judgment of the learned

Single Judge.

course

7. The appeal stands dismissed being devoid of merit.

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh)
Chief Justice

Signature Not Verifi^
Digitally Signed '“-'L'
Signed by: SANJAY KUMAR JENA ' .
Designation: SECRETARY
Reason: Authentication

106M)n: High Court of Orissa, Cuttack.! I
Date: 25-Apr-2024 14:35:56

(M.S. Raman)
Judge

SKJem

Page 3 of 3
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.A.No.814 of 2024

Dilip Kumar Pradhan Appellant

Mr.S.P.Mishra, Sr. Advocate
-versus-

State of Odisha & others Respondents

Mr.Biswabihari Mohanty, Advocate
Mr.Saswat Das, AGA

(for Respondents 1 to 5)
CORAM:

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE SAVITRIRATHO

ORDER

Order No. 31.07.2024

02. This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. In the present intra-court appeal, the appellant has put to challenge an

order dated 21.02.2024 passed by a learned Single Judge in W.P. (C)

No. 18225 of 2023 where he was petitioner No.3.

3. A common order had been passed in W.P. (C) No.16810 of 2016 and

W.P.(C) No. 18225 of 2023 by the learned Single Judge dismissing the two

writ petitions.

The controversy which was the subject matter of the two writ petitions

related to the recruitment to the post of Live Stock Inspector, pursuant to

advertisement issued by the District Chief Veterinary Officer, Jagatsinghpur

District. A candidate who had completed +2 was not entitled to get

admission in the vocational course. The appellant was shortlisted during the

recruitment process. Based on allegations received, the certificate of the

vocational course on which the appellant had relied on for his selection

4.

an

, was

Page 1 of 2
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found to have been fraudulently obtained as he had pursued the vocational

course after passing +2 course and in order to get admission into the

vocational course, he had obtained duplicate School Leaving Certificate (in

short ‘SLC’) by taking a false plea that the original SLC had been lost.

The learned Single Judge dismissed the writ petitions holding that the

qualification of vocational course could not be utilized by the petitioners for

appointment as Live Stock Inspector as eligible Gomitra candidate, as in

5.

order to get admission in the vocational course, fraud had been committed on

the school and the college.

6. The Division Bench of this Court by an order dated 22.04.2024 passed

in W.A. No.412 of 2024 which had been filed by Rajkishore Barik and

Manoranjan Maity, who were the petitioners No.4 and 5 in W.P. (C)

No.18225 of 2023, dismissed the writ appeal by order dated 22.04.2024 and

upheld the said order dated 21.02.2024 of the learned Single Judge.

In such view of the matter, we find no reason to take a different view

that what has been taken in case of Rajkishore Barik (supra).

The Writ Appeal is accordingly dismissed.

7.

8.

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh)
ChiefJustice

Signature Not Verified
Digitally Signed
Signed by: BICHITRANANDA SAHOO ,
Designation: Secretary
Reason: A ' '

Location: C

(Savitri Ratho)
Judge

tion

u. ligh Court
Date: 02-Aug-2024 16:18:52

Page 2 of 2



m
mt

/^“■'hTgH 9DURI.0R|
5iHq

. LEGAL a:

Wl
5Sj

I ‘W
jA.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE ORIS
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ident/ 0pp. Party/Defendant

Pi?R 1r<t?efivE/</E^
iSpOl

Know all men by these presents, that by this Vakalatnama.

M^cTjk/

... .si^W3n0u\. • • •*

lAV'

w>....

JS?" Petitioner/Appellant
/’Respondent/OppositepSty'in the aforesaid Case/ Revision/Appeal case in the aforesaid case do

,A7MS.S../lf^^hereby Retain
MR,«AL...cyKA*iD.sAJ5.As,..44>meATr4..ac.£.A/^...'

(Advocates) to appear for me in the above case and to conduct and prosecute ( or defend) the

same and all proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the

same or any decree or order passed therein including all applications for return of documents or

receipt of any monies that may be payable to me/us in the said case and also m applications for

review in appeals, before the Orissa High Court order and in applications for leave to Appeal to

the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. I/we authorise my/our Advocate(s) to admit any

compromise lawfully entered in the said case.
Dated the /2024

.

Received from the executants satisfied and

Accepted as I hold no brief for the other side.

Advocate

Accepted as aboveAccepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above
Advocate

Accepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above Signature of the ExecutantsAccept

k



( Arising out of Writ Appeal (Civil) No. 1215/2024)

Lizasmita Nayak Appellant
-Versus-

State of Orissa and others Respondents.
And

In the matter of:-

Kausalya Palai and Another ... Intervener-Petitioners

INDEX

Sl.No. Deseription of doeuments.

Intervention petition.

Annexure-1.

Copy of the relevant merit list

of Sikshya Sahayak under Bhadrak
Education District-II Arts C.T.

category in respect of SEBC (W)

Annexure-2.

Copy of the common order dtd.5.5.2015

passed in W.P. (C ) No.5077/2014
and a batch of cases

Pages
1. 01-10

2.

-It

3.

4. Annexure-3.

Copy of the order dtd.21.8.2015

passed by the Collector, Bhadrak. S3
5. Annexure-4.

Copy of the order dtd.15.3.2024
passed in LA. No.3015/2024

Arising out of W.P. (C) No.720/2016.
Annexure-5 Series.

Copies of the order dtd.22.04.2024 passed
in W.A No.412/2024 & the order

dtd.31.07.2024 passed in W.A.No.814/2024

6.

S7 )

6. VAKALATNAMA.

Cuttack
By the Intei-vener-petitione^ through

Advocate.Date ;
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IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA,

( Arising out of Writ Appeal (Civil) No. 1215/2024)

CUTT^p|^
\LA. NO

In the matter of;

An applieation for intervention under order-
1, Rule-10 of C.P.C. read with Chapter-
Rule 27(a) of the Orissa High Court Rules;

And

VI

In the matter of :-

Lizasmita Nayak

State of Orissa and others

Appellant.
-Vrs-

Respondents.

And

In the matter of:
1. Kausalya Palai, aged about 38 years,

D/o. Late Bhaskar Chandra Palai, At/P.O.-
Padhuan, Via-Anantapur, P.S.-Basudevpur
Dist.- Bhadrak.

2.
Jayashree Rout, aged about 40 years,
W/o. Susanta Kumar Rout, At.-Artung, P.O.-
Barapur, Via-Anantapur, P.S.-Basudevpur
Dist.-Bhadrak.

.... Intervener-Petitioners

The Hon’ble Chief Justiee of Orissa High Court
and His Lordship’s other Companion Justiees of
the said Hon’ble Court;

To

The humble petition of the
above named Interveners ;

Most Respectfully Shewpfh

1.
That the aforesaid writ appeal has been filed

by the appellant ehallenging legality and propriety of the

judgment dtd.28.3.2024 of the Hon’ble Single Judge

passed in W.P.(C) No.720/2016 disposed of along with
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/
W.P.(C) No. 18706/2015 involving the same and identi^fc'
issue [under the above two writ petitions, wherein Of:i / (, one \

common impugned order dtd.21.8.2015 passed by the
Collector, Bhadrak, was under challenge, the said

impugned order dtd.21.8.2015 was passed after hearing

all the parties by the Collector in compliance of the

earlier common direction / order dtd.5.5.2015 passed in

W.P. (C) No.5077/2014 and a batch of around 32 Writ

cases pertaining to the vocational and Upasastri

candidates got selected basing upon suppression of fact of

earlier passing +2 Arts / Science / Upasastri soon after

completion of H.S.C. in contravention of the

of law].

provisions

2. That it is respectfully submitted that the

intervener petitioner No.l & 2 were not only the

applicants for the post of Sikshya Sahayak advertised

27.1.2011 but also got placement in the provisional merit

list of SEBC Women categoiy at SI. No.l & 3

respectively. A copy of the relevant provisional merit list

of Sikshya Sahayak under Bhadrak Education District-II

Arts C.T. category in respect of SEBC (W) is filed
herewith as Annexure-1.

on

3. That it is respectfully submitted that in the

provisional merit list, initially no such vocational and

Upasastri candidates, (those have acquired

vocational and Upasastri qualification over and above

their earlier +2 Arts / Science/ Commerce and Upasastri

pass), were not included. But in subsequent stage, the

such
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District Authorities included all those

Upasastri candidates, as a result of which, on the strength"
of their higher percentage of mark
Vocational

vocational arid - VV

obtained in the

courses / Upasastri Courses, they
placement m the final merit list, whereas the
Intervener-Petitioners

list, as a result, the

this Hon’hie High Court in

got

present

were not included in the final merit

was challenged initially before

W.P. (C) No.7478/2011 by
similarly situated affected bonafide candidates,
was disposed of on 24.3.2011 with

same

which

a direction for

disposal of the representation of the petitioners.

4.
That it is respectfully submitted that

receipt of the aforesaid order dtd.24.3.2011,
authorities initiated

enquiry and without

on

the district

enquiry, but without completing the

correcting the merit list, again

proceeded to take step to issue engagement orders in
respect of Vocational and Upasastri
which, at that juncture.

candidates, for

some of the similar situated

bonafide candidates like of Intervener-Petitioners, had

approached again this Hon’ble High Court in W.P. (C )
No. 18256/2011, which was disposed of on 15.7.2011
with a direction that the State 0pp. Parties shall

enquiiy is pending

not

appoint candidates against whom the

till it is complete.
5.

That it is respectfully submitted that

the district authorities after

notices to the

while

the matter stood thus.

conducting inquiry issued disengagement
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/ Vocational and Upasastri candidates (those obtained
qualification in

Commerce and Upasastri pass).

such

suppression of earlier +2 Arts, Scienee,

6.
that it is relevant to mention here that both the

group of the candidates
again came to this Hon’ble High

Court by filing their respeetive writ applieations raising

rival claims to each others. All those

together, were disposed of by

dtd.5.5.2015 in a batch of around 32 Writ Applications. A
copy of the common order dtd.5.5.2015 passed in W.P.
(C) No.5077/2014 and a batch of cases is filed herewith
as Annexure-2.

cases, being elubbed

a eommon order

It is relevant to mention here that the Hon ’ble High
Court, in the aforesaid order under Annexure-2 after
hearing the rival elaims of the respective group of writ

petitions, was pleased to dispose of the batch of 32 writ

applications with a clear observation that it is needless

committed

course

Act and the

ke disengaged and

consequently the merit list sh.ll hp jhe entire

exercise shall be completed within a period of three
months from the date of receipt of the certified
this order”.

to mention that if the petitioners have

fraud by submitting the +2 Vocational

certificates contrary to the CHSE

Regulations then they shall

copy of
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7.
That it is respectfully submitted that

the petitioners of both the rival

Vocational

r:-

Xr

groups (one group of

challenging

disengagement notices and other group challenging their
entry into the final merit list and

and Upasastri candidates

consequential

engagement issued to them) had neither raised

objection / exception to the aforesaid
any

common order

dtd.5.5.2015 passed in W.P. (C) No.5077/2014 and
batch of cases. In pursuant to the aforesaid

a

common order

of this Hon’ble High Court, the Respondent
Collector, Bhadrak after hearing both the sides
their respective advocates and

No.2,

through

considering all the

materials placed, recorded the following findings:-
‘Tt is a fact that, the successful candidates

have given an undertaldng that they have

passed the +2 ARTS/ Science /

not

Commerce

But

production of

stream prior to the Vocational Course,

subsequent arguments and

documents show that this is not correct and
there is

suppression of facts. But this is not

enough to disqualify the successful candidates
and declare their recruitment

m
>

as void”.

Although the order dtd.21.8.2015 passed by the

Collector, Bhadrak. is available in the aforesaid writ
appeal at running Page-102, but for instant appreciation, a

copy of the common order dtd.21.8.2015

Collector, Bhadrak (in respect of D.I-1 & D.I-11 is filed

herewith as Annexure-3.

passed by the

f
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8. That it is respectfully submitted that when

the Collector, Bhadrak while recording finding against

the Vocational and Upasastri candidates got engagement

in suppression of fact, on the other hand, did not

disengage them and thereby rejected the prayer for

engagement of bonafide candidates (whose name initially

was in the provisional merit list). Therefore, the bonafide

candidates being aggrieved by the aforesaid order of the

Sub-Collector,under annexure-3 challenge the

two writ petitions bearing W.P. (C) No. 18706/2015 and

another W.P. (C ) No.720/2016 in respect of both the D.I-

1 &D.I-11.

same m

It is respectfully submitted that while the aforesaid

W.P. (C ) No. 18706/2015 and another W.P. (C )

No.720/2016 were pending being clubbed together to be

heard, at that juncture, the present two Interveners

also intervened in the aforesaid writ application. The

inteiwention application was

dtd.15.3.2024. Net copy of the order dtd. 15.3.2024 passed

in I.A.No.3015/2024 Arising out

No.720/2016 is filed herewith as Annexure-4.

were

allowed vide order

of W.P. (C)

9. That it is respectfully submitted that after

hearing, both the W.P. (C ) No. 18706/2015 & W.P. (C )

No.720/2016 were disposed of by the common judgment

dtd.28.3.2024, which has been challenged in the writ

appeal/ batch of writ appeals under Annexure-3, by the
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/ Vocational and Upasastri candidates, those had

such qualification by suppressing the earlier +2 Arts,
+Science and +2 Commerce

background of the case and in the event, the prayer of the

appellants (fake candidates having double
are allowed, then there is

acquired

In the aforesaidpass.

certificates)

every likelihood of prejudicing
the interest of the Intervener- Petitioners like of the

private respondents.

10.
That it is respectfully submitted that the

issue involved in the aforesaid writ appeal / a batch of

writ appeals has already attended finality in the eye of

law, in view of the order dtd.22.4.2024 passed i
identical writ appeal bearing W.A No.412/2024

in

and order

dtd.31.07.2024 passed in W.A.No.814/2024.

appreciation, copies of the order dtd.22.04.2024 passed
in W.A No.412/2024

For

and copy of the order

dtd.31.07.2024 passed in W.A.No.814/2024 are filed

herewith as Annexure-S series.
11. That it is respectfully submitted that the

Intervener-Petitioners, despite their name and position

finding place in the provisional merit list, have been
subsequently deprived of from engagement/appointment

Sikhya Sahayak, at the instance of the appellant
upasastri candidates).Therefore, the

as

(vocational and

intervener-petitioner being similarly situated like ofare

private respondents in the aforesaid writ appeal are
necessary parties. It is flirther humbly submitted that the

appellant ought to have arrayed the intervener-petitioners
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/
as respondents in view of the order under annexure-

4,which has not been done by the appellant. Therefore i :

the aforesaid circumstances, & in the event, any adverse
final order is passed in the aforesaid pending writ appeal/

batch of writ appeals, then certainly the Intervener
petitioners being earlier in the provisional merit list shall

also be highly prejudiced like of private respondents
(who are the petitioners before the single judge), for

which.

m

the Intervener-Petitioners have

intervention application.

filed this

PRAYER

Under the above facts and circumstances of the

it is humbly prayed that this Hon’ble High Court be

pleased to allow this application by impleading the.
intervener petitioners as Respondents to the aforesaid writ

opportunity of hearing in

proper and effective

case.

appeal and be pleased to give

the aforesaid writ appeals for
adjudication of the

an

common issues involved in the

aforesaid writ appeals so as to enable them to have the

benefits of the judgment under challenge.
same

And for which act of kindness, the petitioner shall
in duty bound ever pray.as

Cuttack By the Intervener P/etiti) .ers through

Date.
Advocate.



9
I,

m: »

/ Q.
,o .■»;
tci vy

.•i]

IN THE HON’BLE mCH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK

/2024.

( Arising out of Writ Appeal (Civil) No. 1215/2024)

In the matter of;-

Lizasmita Nayak

State of Orissa and others

%

33
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Appellant

, IkliO
; pill'

-Vrs-
)

Respondents
-'j

0

And
w'-

In the matter of:-

Kausalya Palai and Another ... Intervener-Petitioners
AFFIDAVIT.

I, Kausalya Palai, aged about 38 years, At/P.O.-
Padhuan, Via-Anantapur, P.S.-Basudevpur, Dist.- Bhadrak,
on being duly authorized by another, do hereby solemnly
affirm and state as follows

Father’s Name;- Late Bhaskar Chandra Palai

Number of proceedings pending in the High Court
or would be instituted (Caveat): No

Statement of facts: As

Intervention application.

1.

2.

3.

4.
per averments in the

..-A

5. The facts stated''\X

are true to the best of

knowledge and belief of the deponent.
my

declaration

I am the Petitioner above narrled do

solemnly affirmation that the facts stated in Paragraphs 1

to 11 are true to my own knowledge and Paragraph 1
are true to the best of my information which I

hereby

to

11
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obtained from the official sources as well personal
sources.

I believe the information to be true for the

following reasons:-Basing upon the official record and

information.

Solemnly declare at the above said'this 10“’ day of
:^!r'^2024.

•r
r

Identified by

Advocated, ..

Deponent.

Solemnly affirm before me by Kausalya

Palai, who is identified before me by Ajay Kumar

Panda," Advocat?merk, whom I personally
known.

This is the 20“’day of. T- L4.5

n
'A-#-:

METAJ! SABYASACHl GHOSE
NOTARY, ADVOCATE

^egd. No"ON-28/0-5
CUTTACK TOWN

NOTARY

OWiCk

CERTIFICATE
5

Certified that due to non availability of catridge

papers, white papers have been used.

Cuttack

Dtd. /O.l 1.2024

i

'ADHESiVEf'
5 5

--.-J

:sat
'y ■

Advocate

of the Intervener-Petitioners
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CATEGORY-SEBC(V\/)

PROVISIONAL MERIT LIST OF SHIKSHYA SAHAYAK (150% OF VACANT POST)LINDER BHADRAK DiSTIRCT-2011

/;
■ n\ w ,

f -
,ji-!l +2 ARTS CT

Employ
ment

Exchang

e Regn.

Caste

certi.

Reside +2 Mark

Obtai

ned

! i-

+2 Full PH/Ex.S

er./Spor

CTName of the

Applicant

Father/Husband'

s Name

Permanent

Address

Date of

Birth
Vhci^x Catego nt Mark

Obtain

Perce

ntage

Sex Full Mark Percen

tage

Total
Certi.No.ry

Mark CT ts
Date No. ed CT'>

No.

AT/PO-

PADHUAN.VIA-

ANANTAPUR.DIS
T-BDK

F-LATE

BHASKAR

PALEI

KOUSALYA

PALEI
T/3412/011.7 04.06.86 F■1 OBC 55/11 305/11 900 487 54.11 1250 848 67.84 121.9.5

9

JL

H- AT/PO-

KUBERA.DIST-
CHANDRIKA

BARIK

TW/2212 94 RAA/iAPRASAD

BARIK

21.10.83 F OBC 51/11 281/11 900 460 51.11 1250 876 70;08 121.19
2/08

BDK
;l

AT-ARTUMP,PO-

BARAPUR.VIA-

BASUDEVPUR,75

/

JAYASHREE

ROUT

HrSU SANTA

ROUT

6325/1 WT/3003 53 18.03.84 F SEBC 87/04 900 456 50.67 1250 859 68.72 119.39
0 9/08

6046

AT/PO-

ALABAGA,VIA-

ERTAL,DIST-BDK

JAYANTILATA

SAHOO

H-ABHAYA KU.

BEHERA

81/20 TW/143 SPORT4 132 02.06.82 F SEBC 750/11 900 430 47.78 1250 845 67.60 115.38
11 5/09 S

r

■s

T
I

H-SUKANTA

KISHROE

NAYAK

AT-CHINOL,PG-

GUAGADIA,VIA-

ERTAL,DIST-BDK

I
JYOTIRMAYEE

NAYAK

CW/4665'--. 238 16.05.78 F SEBC 57/04 682/11 900 436 48.44 1250 831 66.48 114.92
5/23

Page 1 of 10



(2 r

-Kr

W.P.rO NO. 5077 OF 2014 n’9

■ W.P.(C) No. 50772014 W.P.(C) Nos. 539 597 598 10872 1487 21461 &amp; 620 of
, ’ 2013 W.P. (G) Nos. 5340 1857 17561 1438 22346 25355 &amp; 927 of 2012 and

W.P.(C) Nos. 32023 32024 32030 32025 32026 29301 11112 32029 32028 32027

29053 28415 28414 25693 25692 &amp; 25694 of 2011.

r;
i

iff

rr^y

09. 05.05.2015

petitions the same are taken up for analogous hearing.

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners Mr. B.P. Tripathy. learned
Standing Counsel for the School and Mass Education Department and learned counsel

for the candidates those who have passed the vocational

Since common questions of law involve in all the writ

• 5

■%
course.

The grievance of the petitioners is that even though the petitioners have
undergone the C.T. training by virtue of their marks secured in 2 Examination but

some other candidates have been engaged as Sikhya Sahayak after obtaining the
VocationalUpa Sastri certificates from the C.H.S.E.

According to the petitioners since those candidates had earlier appeared
in 2 ArtsScienceCommerce Examination under C.H.S.E. as per the Regulation they
are not entitled again to pursue the Vocational Course and therefore the certificates

obtained by them in the 2 Vocational examination are illegal.

In some of the writ petitions the petitioners who are engaged on the basis

of Vocational Certificates being issued with second show cause notices have

challenged the same and some of them have filed their replies.

This anomaly if any has to be reconciled and a decision has to be taken by
the recruiting authority.

In view of the above the Collector-cum-C.E.O. S.S.A. Bhadrak

directed to take a decision by taking into consideration the show cause reply along

with the enquiry report after supplying copy of the enquiry report to the petitioners and

affording reasonable opportunity of hearing to them.

It is needless to mention that if the petitioners have committed fraud by

submitting the 2 Vocational course certificates contrary to the C.H.S.E. Act and the

. Regulations then they shall be disengaged and consequently the merit list shall be

recast. The entire exercise shall be completed within a period of three months from the

date of receipt of the certified copy of this order.

However this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merit of the

IS

I

- case.

The writ petitions are accordingly disposed of.

Urgent certified copy of this order be granted as per rules.

Sd/- B.P. Ray J.

V:

-1
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Data at aoDlleailon for

, ^ iho copy,^'

ik ■-'fti^ OJ^' . •31^ tm

JtfiSft %nt «ft

Oist« on which tht copy
was ready for delivery,

aite

Data of making over the
^ copy to tht applicant.

enftj

Date ot delivery of the
raquiaita atempi end

(ollae.

■it'

Date flaeiffoi; notifying
tha re^ielfe ii.uinbar of

etampa end fPIfoa, ■/

m \ tii-m ^y"l /^^o?■ sii Iif'MT^MS

EXE.Ctjr'yiVE Ql^TCiE^fi, B^tAPY^ATC.
ftliac. Cnso No. «3^01S arising out of W.P. CC) Nov5077 of .701-4; aha batch

of cases disposea of on common vide order datcd.06".05.2015
Snreldftn Samal .Petitioner

-Vrs-

Stn te of Odisha & Others Opp. Pni-ties.

Q.RUJUS,
g^W8.201S

With a view to complying with the; 0cd«5r-'d’ated.O5;O5.2O15 of thd

Hori’ble High Court in W.P. (C) No.507r nlfong. wWi similar

oases clubbed togemcr, tills Miso. Coao has been tftlien up at. this level. '

The I-Jo,n‘bIe High Court diroctud the CoJlootor, .Shadrak R) take a

decision by taking Into oonsjdorj\tion Uio show c^us(5 reply along witli the

2aiai4ry ro]3ort, attar supplying copy of tlio enquiry report to the

^rftioners and affording rensonublo opportunity o f heaving to tliem. As

suoli Hclequntis opportunity ha.s boon provided to tlie petitioners and others

to .substantiate tlioir claim widi dooumentary evidence as well as

.supporting materials on records.

In brief, the Ismuc involved in this case iu throe fold. Firstly, the

claim of Sureklta Samal and others in W.P.(C) Mo. 5077/2014,

1 0872/2013,1111 ,?/201.1 Sc 7.I461./20I3 and in iilmJInr writ petitions that

they have not been .iclnctod ,tnd engaged u.s Sikshyu .Sahaynk despite the

Ciici that they dosorvo consldenition and engagemeni in view of (he

f
(II I
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A

provisions/tenns and condittoos ad»«t|»^ 4idi^g. wder

Bhadralc District in place of candtdi^eis who have been-
V- • ' ■ ' ■ '

Sikshya Sahayak by practiains fiaud and in contravention of ©cfandil of

Higher Secondary Education, Odisha Act and regulation. Secondly, the

claim of the petitioners in W.P. (C) No.32023/2011. 32027/2011.

32028/2011, 32025/2011 .and other shpUar writ petitions who were issued
■»

with show-cause notloe oMttfOUiag «• Sahayak. on the ground

that they have been engaged sv^reMhlg the fhots is that they have

neither violated any rule or regulation of the Council of Higher

)Seoondary Education, Odisha nor have they committed any &aud in

submitting the Vocational/Upasastri pMs Oexti$.oatss as alleged by >

Surekha Samal and others. Thirdly, the 4f^#0ihe in
'i

W.P. (C) NO.53W2013, 597/2013, 597/2013 is that they have not been

selected and engaged as Sikshya Sahayak and their candidature have been

rejected by the District Project Co-ordlnator, SSA, Bhadrak pursuant to

the advertisement pubibhed during December,. 2011 though they arc

entitled to get engagement order for the post of Sikshya Sahayak by

virtue of their VooationaJ/Upssastri certlfloates.

I

>

I

!

!

I

The learned advocate for Surekha Samal and others (petitioners in

W.P.(C) No.5077 of 2014 <St others) Mr. M.K.SahoO submits that,, the

oondidatos having Vooational/Upushastri qualification have been engaged

Sikshya Sahayak pursuant to the advertisement No.243OS
/

(21
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1

>

.iq

" ' tfiiir
Oslo aV ajspUeaitan for

Iha ccypy^'^

■^#aif}3

Dit* ot d«llv«ry ef th«
fsquijiu(tamo*an*

lollot.

Ttiitfls.itaR t cntRj

^ Data of mafilng oyer the
copy to the applicant.

!' .

Data on which tha copy
was ready for delivery.

Date fixed' lor ndtlfylna
the reaulilta number of

atampa and foliot,-

j

!

datod.22.01.2011 of the Dfa^t Bijol^iest ^dn-O'^^ISS^n SSA» .efe4di#|k, '.

supprcaaing the facts that tht^ '.'bhVd p^sed earllcy

Selenec/Arts/Gommerco Examination cohdt^ted by the Council 9^

Higher Secondary Bduc^on, Orissa, Bhubaneswar which

r

f2-;

goes agaihst

the guidelinesA-esolutionvof itne Couneih "^oy ara all. fake candidates and ,

by committing, fraud and in conoealment/mlsrepresentation of fact, they

have applied for the post.of Sikshya Sahayak. He also state that, purapaiit

!

I . f'

1 f
.V

[■to the order of.the Hon'blo High Court \tn W,P. CC) No. 7478 of 2011 and V .
r?':

{,

18256 of 2011, the then D.P.C, SSA, BUadtak condiwted enqpily: Sn'd

fo^d that a large number of oahd};j(ige»;.,lii»iB^^
'

^g.?th'i:6:fhct. of ,

M

'OVfPARl ^ctHifloation have committed fraud inrliiotihx'

^ir earlier +2 Artt/Scienca/Conimefee. pass-oec£;£frc|ileSl and-•.by-giving

false undertaking to the . effect that they have

1

not pwsed

+2 Arts/Solonoe/Commoroo examination or equivalent examination from i

CHSE, Odisha or from equivalent Counoil/Board/University before

appearing at the vooatlonaVupaSastri course examination at the time of

receipt of engagement order. Accordingly

vooaUonal/uposastri candidates wore issued with disengagement notices

and against such action of the DPC, SSA, Bhadrak;

Vocatlonal/Uposhastri candidates approached the Hon’ble High Court in

different writ petitions. The petitioners in V/.P. (C) No.5077 of 2014 and

Othens being the genuine candidates intervened all those cases opposing

many of the fake f

the

;

IBl

>
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the fake Vocational ahfl Ulja^titastrl

engagement

oancUdatca and- piayiae^,

aa Slkshya- Sahayak. To olari^)^ the meaning of-^ud and

miarepreacntatlon/eoncealment bf facta they cited the pt-ovisions of

for

■

. I’

Contract Act, 1872 that ^sl mieatw tit© aetlve;co^^»ates^^of:;^^et by

one having Imowledge ■ or the. fiUst. or'any. tor
i:-

doceivc. As
per said Act' of misrejirosoiitjatic^^v

breach of duty ^hieh an Intention, to deceiyc^aib ^'at^agO
tojhe.person comniitting it or any one claiming under

to hla prejudice or to ^pta^dioo of anyone clafeoiag-.tktier.bim .

WW of the aaid provision. aa»tl^ obtatoOhby

/ by misrepresentation orfaot^ejther to- deooive <M"th-gaah»^cfeanjage -

or to the disadvantage of others is amount &aud. He submits tha^

-V

1.

-

%

i,'

aa per

provisions of the Qdlsha Higher Secondary Act, 1982, Higher Secondary
course means course immediately following the High School Certificate

course and covering a period of two aoademlo years which is provided for

either in a oollege or a Klgher Secondary school and includes Art.

oourscs. Higher Secondary Education

moons such general and vocational education forming in itself a complete

purposive whole, which. Immediately follows secondary education

Soicnoe, Commerce and Voootional

as has

been defined in the Orissa Secondary Education ’ Act, 1952 and

imnicdlntoly precedes a stage of education controlled by

He also oltod some points of the Orissa Higlicr Secondary Education

any university.
9

L
(41
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tiwi tiRri ^R# ^r R^rf

Dtl» of dcllviry of Ih*
riquIsU* tidmp* tnif

folloi.

Dots on which th« copy
' WSJ rjsdy for dslivsry.

JlictStfr ^ ^1

flTt^

Oats Q.f making ovtr tha
" copy to ths applicant.

- ■ ?lffe

Datt of appllcallan for

tha coo^"^
■Obr

Oats fixStf for notifying
tha rsj^tallr numbar of

•tafhg* an# fbllot, •

Regulations, 1982. As peir regulation- sttidferit 6^^

council may be adinltted to tfip-. ai^ijial. '

Axt3,Scienoc,ConiiHeroe . courses, in

affiliated instl^ons> totasjpdied' fbr of such examinations a

regular courses ofstudy, on.tho subjects ire whicfii.^e eandidateswishes to

be examined, for not loss than two accctomlc-iycars'after passing-the High

!

in

I

one or more

!

School Certificate examination conducted- by . .t^e', Hoard of ■Secondary

Education, Orissa or some other exi la CoimcU as

twYalent thereto and has been promQ^dr |Jifi|a|!;^b]|j^:sicn.- the' ■

o examinations conducted by-'tHat4«9|ltution

As pcf regulation-10.9C1><- no students «ttaU‘ ofdta^liy he adhiilttsdihth an

i--
/

iis of
jfedF,

■■’w

institution six weeks after the date of reopening ofthe institution or ftom

the date of publication of results of the annual High School Certificate

Examination of the Board of Secondary Education, Orissa whichever is

later, provided that the council may permit a student ^o weeks more for

admission with a late fees of Rs.lO/- and regulation-109(2)

candidate who passes' the supplementary High School Certificate

examination of the Board of Secondary Education, Orissa may be

admitted to an institution within three weeks after the publication of the

results, provided that the councij may- extend the date of admission by

10 -days wim a late foe of Rs.lO/-. Purther he states that,

Chaptor-Vin(rogulatlon-122), any rogiatcrod student of the council

says, a

OS per '

may

rsi
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be admitted to .the atmd^ .^aunihatiott In vo.cdfi^nal. cptjrses, if he/she

completed in any Higher Scconda^ Schopl/Junior Collpgo: rebd^ized by

\
I1

the: oouncH -as. a,. vocatiGnal :,dbnttp,s O0,mrs^^itt“Wsi^pi^\^hjbit
for not less than 't^o obiidbR^C' '^ailKRC: fi^

Sj^Ifxgh. '.Sphool
or

I
.Iff

Certifioato EXaminattetl,.

some other exa«ifa^tipH. rceogj^^ equiVar^hethetefo-
< .

and has been promoted tO second year ^ass

Furttter ho s«bmi» that as per Seotloh-2(i> and 0) Of the said it

ijsar that the course bfthbr goaerat or vocatlbnal is to be treated Hij^er

ondaiy oourse/Higher Second^ odUfeation which is fbUowetf

cannot be ^o

!

-V

j
[

Immediately from the i|a|» HSC. -thBr*

the Stase Stsbdh^' hy any- sttetch of

imagination to bo prosebuted Just #»» HSG. Irt ;the: instant oaae ail the

fake vocational and upoaasirl candidates have prdsocuted their vocation^

and upasastri courses after taking admission ■ to the general courses of

+2 Arts/Soion«o/Coftidl«roo which was legally impermissible. Therefore

51II such vocational and upasastri candidates' have committed fraud in

obtaining either vocational or upasastri certificates. Therefore ail the

vooationaWupashastri candidates have not only committed in taking

admission to vooational/upashastri courses by suppressing the fact' of

carrier prosecution of general courses but also obtained such oertifloates

i

1

oouraos at
I

so as to acquire C.T. qualification and further to. get engagement as

—

16)
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■^iftoiS^.
Dit* of dalivsiy- ot th*
r«/;ul5ltr tUmlM tnd

fbife*.

^JP<T ^ #>31^
TJ^gtfttto >ft

jr|gtfir ^ ^
' , ■ cnffe

- v, D8t«,pf application J[or

tho copjt-^^

aife

Datt o( malcins ovir the

" copy to the applicant,
bate on which the copy
was ready for delivery.

■fl*

Date flxeTfor notifying
the reeuJelte number of

stamps and folios.-

..■i-i

Sikshya Sahayalc. Hence, their eft^Ss^ent shbuld be terminated and FIR

should be lodged agadnst them and they otc licit allowed to receive their

salary and they should be ousted from their Sikshya Sahayak posts and

the deserving candidates like the petitioners in W.P. (C) No.5077/2014

and similar writ petitions should bo engaged in the said posts.

Tho. learned advocate for the pethion'ers inc-W.P. (C)' No.32023 of

2011 and others similar ivrit petitions Mr. R'.N.Mishra submits that, the

petitioners in afpreshid writ. p«titipn»' hftV4».h;bither violated any rule or

regulation of the CHSE hOf

the Vooational/Upasastri pass c

■ and others. Ho also staWa thati as per the SlBek*s law dtoti'oriary fraud

\ P^ps. (i) a knowing misrepresentation of knowing concealment of a

*matffl^l fact made to induce another to act to his or her detriment and (ii)

a reckless misrepresentation.made without justified believe in its truth to

induce another person to act.” As per chambers 20"* century dictionary

fraud means deceit. Imposture, a cheat. As per the major law lexicon

edition) fraud means and includes any of the following acts

committed by a party to a confract or with his connivance, or by his

agent, with Intent to deceive anodier party thereto or his agent, or to

induce him to enter Into tho contract:- (1) tho suggestion, as a efet, of that

which i.s not true, by one who docs not believe it to be truo,(2) the active

oonccalmont of a fact by one* having knowledge or belief of the fact.

I

in submitting

(gjiid; by Slfrekha Samal

'rJ
0:

X:

k' C'^
/

!
i

ih

C4

(7)
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(3) a promise made wi^haut aiiy. intentipn

act fitted to- d'epeive, 0^ atiy such tict
or perfbrmii3®>it, .C4>;^ -otH;OT ' r

or omission as the law spccililiy

declares to be fauauleiiifc- premises the ajlegatiops

to be cphsiflered in light

of the aforesaid diotums ab.^ the law. He -submits that there was no such

prohibition to have; both :+-2 Ajrts/Scicnce and +2 vocational qualifications,

fiom CHSE. All those docdpiTOta now forthcoming and filed by the

petitioners in W.P;CC:>.Cblo,^7/lA and other similar , writ petitions either

writ petition or
are of thoyemi2f)ll. Eut

Act. Were, in force'^^bne of those letters of-I'J,

I»•

1

tlie relevant time whea; i^ voi! iiii

1.

■the qualifloations, .FurOi^r those-

upon by them, giving the statenierit that

Arts/Solence and +2 vocational qualification from

one cannot have, bpth

the CKSB, Odlsha..

1

I

I

Besides that as it may once the vocatlonalAipashastrl candidates

the qualification much prior-to issuance of those letters

those letters or Instructions could not have

r

acquired

or Instructions,
I

j

1

any retrospective operation

affect. Hence It is incorrect to allege that the vocaUonal/upash astri

candidates have practiced fraud in the matter of

I or

engagement as Siskhya

Sahayak. He also submits that in pursuanod of the order of the Hon’blc

Klglr Court in W.P.(C) No.6452/2011 the candidates having

qualification were treated at par and the students having +2 Arts/Sciencc.

vocational

L
[01

)
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■■ , mCte

Date of ap'pffcatlan for
, llte copy/'’

.3i?lf^ ?5P<T

fliQia

Date pf. dtllvtry of th«
rfqpbUo pttmpi' and

folto*.

■cira^,

Ulcll^ff ItllR .sft 5^

Date of makfrig ovtr tha
* copy to the applicant.

sft^
Dais Oft which the copy
was ready (of delivery.

Date flxBW for nolKyJng
the- rt^plelte number o(

•tamps and foJIbi..

As auoh said oandidittes w«» allowed to

tlio aforesaid efcts it. is- ,^stal clear
to apply for the post of SiS.. From

that there is- no iHeg^ity or

irregularity committed; ^ camlldwes having l^.%Arts/Scicnce
and +2 voeational qualificjatlons'&om the CHSE.

i are put to

strict proof. In this matter, he also cited the order of.the., flon

Court in the case of Dr.’ Pranaya Baliari
’ble High

Mohanty-yrs^Utkal University
I

and others reported in 2014(1) OI-R- 226.

of Ghiru Nanak DeV
He also submits that in the case

UniVw,iO(i.yMi.S«V«0'a Kumar Kaural and ddier

rapormd 1. ^
Conn flu,, only dm "

withdraw

jic..

,f

i
or oanool a oertlficaw. tti the ,.:

oortifloates Issued in favour of the
die' -

;

vQO«ttocaJ/toBeshaiit®ipdh^^®5r
I

appropriate autliorlties. have
not yet been oancellBd or ree^led by

gening body, l.o. the CHSE. So, this Hon’ble forum
lifloate- issued to the vooatlonalAipashastrl

the

cannot declare
I . \ iV le 0(

candidates as illegal or
void. Therefore this forum has

no authority or jurisdiction to declare such
oortlfloato .as null and voidi It is the admitted fact that the petitioners Were

duly Issued with the oerUfloates by

CHSE; therefore there Is no question of fraud in the

the
oompotont authority, i.e. the

matter of Issuance of

as Sikshya Sahayoks cannot be faulted

no interference. He also submitted

certificates. Hence tlioJr selection

with and accordingly it needs

the certificates

that if

of such category ofarc wrongly Issued in fnvoui-

Ol
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candidates then also pj edi^a^by.GasS^d^
now after about eiglit ,|o; ' r;' m^ovcr^ ;|^e„ c^idatess
changed their position by:v^eprsucto corticate tnid seized lit thS&yf^I

The claim of the vosatidhaj/upa^ttl can^dates Aave: h.ccn, crysi^iiqd'

;9anat>t ; ’bd »anded^ dr 'and the certificates so IsstiW. in their efvour.
I
I

recalled in view of the sedlp^msilion-pf law laid down;
Branaya Ballari

Mohanty was

Bench .'Of the

^ched its finality. He a&d''sullmfcf:
^lation never prohibits .second +2 qualification, for: that..this '

^r«m in the case of Sn«. Abanti Panda in Miso. Case No^Ol/201 r Ms
^ held a candidate havirig +2 vocational and +2

!

a

'.S^4 jjsi
•7-

’A*'

• }■
<

m
m
pjt

\

Arts .qualification prior to

2011 cannot be debarred fOr selectipn to the post of GRS and an another

534 «Iated.Q4.04.20-15'order passed by this Hpn'blo Forum vide order No,

pursuant to the order passed in aA.No.l79(o)/20.l5- RatlJ^ta Paa-vrs-

Collector, Bhadrak and otliers regarding the
Amin, because there was no bar at the

engagement in the post of

relevant time when the canididatc

forum or the Hon’bieacquired the qualification and this Hon’blo

Collector has no authority to cancel any certificate issued by the l

eompetent authority. He submitted that the undertaking taken from

vooatlonal/uposhastrl candidates

the

cannot bo used against them as it was

(10)
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Otlf at dtJIvety o( th«
NquWt* (timpt end

foiro*.

aifte’ ^
Dat* n>^ far notifying
Uis rtj^KIt* number of

itarhpe and folloa,.

nSSift-^ ^-snl^ *
■''gift!?

Date of opolleallon for
•' the copy^^

aifte-

Date of making over the

“ copy to the applicant.
Oafs, on which the copy

was reacly for delivery.
i

taken on coercion. The employee and omployer relationship is that a.

Lamb & Lion relationship. The poor employee caiinot have any bargain

power before employer. Unless such candidatfcs have given any

undertaking they could not have given engagement. So such undertaking

is redundant. Finally, ho submits that for the rcMons stated above the

show cause notice Issued to the vocational/upasastri candidates are

unsustainable in law and therefore the complain petitions filed against

them are also vague apd baseless. Therefore the same be set aside and the

Sihshya Sahayaks having- •VoCadi0n41/4pi!^ii)J|iil''-qii^ifi‘cat i9n' be allowed

to continue in service •with all oonsorluenitlW-benofjtsi.

Perused the ordoi- of the Hon’ble High Court, V/NA- ,

submitted by tlte advocates and official records submitted by the District

Project Co-ordinator, SSA, Bhadrak. Heard the advocates previous dates ’

osvsveij-e^odBy. It is a fhet that, some of the candidates were recruited to

SS.2gpst of Shlkhya Sahayaks (during the year 2011) on the basis of

ocatlonal certificate which is equivalent to +2

Arts^Solonoe/Commeroe certificate prescribed by the Council of

Higher Secondary Education, Odlsha. These vocational certificates

were obtained muQh prior to the recruitment around 2006,2007

I

•2I

- ,•

■ Hero two things are very crucial for the entire issue.

Tho students obtaining the Vocational certificates afterI (0
«
a

completing +2 ARTS/Solcncc/Commoroo or concurrently having two

im
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csiufses,and: Qi3Lt^tttog,-.c«:tiSCEi^. But^ thcte ■h^ve.:-ndt^^^d

withdrdwn.or,:,sMcol‘ted. -.fey-^g oompeti^t.^^diaS'^ ' ..

■See&n^y, ft- ^a th© preiSogfitiVB of the Ejctaiiipation coedacthtg

auiftpflty to: oaHceiop •vS^ithdraw the certtfloates Issued by thein and this

Court has no Jurisdietlon to pass, any comment on that.

(il>

It is very common in humaiv nature when one has two certMcates

having eqjual hnportaao©. hcfWio^ i« m llftely to {iroduce the oiie: which

will suit the best. 'TFhw

, came In dt^'yefav .iSBljrt ft

on 'nKJoh ;prtor:h> tiSidt.

lorlty or the Certlflcato Issylh«,(^1|ti®ri(y' shodM
___ sskbssto#®'*'"*’-'"’' - ■ ■

approprTate steps in the ftorm of not allowing the candidates to epppef in

the examination or withdrawing their certificates.

©diSha oh;..this |

eft Vbcatfbhftf-1

B^:tSe.■■ I

•• 'i

l!

i •f.i
*

rI >oruj kg ai navalaken
\

i

t is a fact that, the successful candidates have given an
- *

undertaking that they hdvo not passed, the +2 ARTS/Sciencc/CCmnieroe

stream prior to the Voeatlpnal Co

production of documents show that this is?not' correct and there is

suppression of facts. But this la net enph^,|C disquallfj' the

candidates and do^aro otgir rcc,rwin;;!i(<fnt as ypid.

Every Oovt. Servant/Employec/Job Holder of this country is

considered to bo a privileged person. If one gets a Oovt. Job/Service and

f But subsequent arguments and
i

woes

s

112)

jf

>



/
;•

T

iC:

;> >■
■ !

(■

aa 5:-
U-jS

\(I
s«

L
\

I \/'

p^l'MM %<s
»8«

V.

•?tw ^r 15tl^
sftf^ ^ 1rn^ 30^ ^

/;

3|^ ej«r

# aite
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^Data of makina over the
copy to the applicant.

Dale of applicationfor
tha copy.-

■Jir
Data on which the copy
was ready for delivery.

Oat* riti'f for notifying
th* re4ul*|t* number of

•tamp* end folio*,-
A

thereby secures his daily bread it is like eryoying the early dawn after

coming out of the perpetutid.grbom. When' he/she comes so nitjarcr to get a

Govt, job/service, it is very nlttot^- that he/she has'not srh^ cijougli to

declare the true facts.

These Shikhya Sahayaks have already put in around 4 .to 5 j'oars of

service till date. On tlio basis of the analysis made in the foregoing paras,

this Court is not inclined to interfere in the recruitment of Shikhya

Sahayaks made in the year 2011.

This ls pronounced In tha-i01«ai”iGoan today i.e. on ihi>.0a.2015

OFFICER.
nVSHAORAK

CO

i

/•

/
iCl'' mr
heap clerk
RECORD ROOM

Co ilf‘> n (‘of's /«. <3 haeir^ f'’

. VW

®haieik
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTA

f W.P.IO. No. 720 012016

Jayantilata Sahoo & Anr Petitioners \.

Mr. D.N.Rath, Advocate

-Versus -

State of Odisha and Others Opposite Parties
Additional Government

Advocate

CORAM:

JUSTICE SASHIKANTA MISHRA

ORDER

15.03.2024

LA. No. 3015 of 2024

Order No.

21.

1. This rriatter-is taken up through hybrid mode.

2. This is an application for intervention, learned counsel for

the petitioner submits that he has no objection if intervention

petition is allowed. , . .

3. Considering the submissions and the grounds on which, the

prayer for intervention is made, the same is allowed.

4. The intervenors be impleaded as Opposite .Party Nos. 6 and

7.

5. LA. is disposed of

(Sashikanta Mishra)

Judge

Signature Not Verifi^
Digitally Sign5y'<?/’aA:
Signed by: DEEPAK PARIDA
Reason: Authentication

Location: OHC,Cuttack
Date: 20-Mar-2024 19:39:55
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No. 412 of 2024

^/ssb
ft-'-

■ ■

Rajkishore Bank and Another
Appellants

Mr. Pradeep Kumar Khuntia, Advocate
-versus-

State of Odisha and Others

Mr. R.N. Mishra, Addl. GovemmS AdvSte
Mr. Nirmal Chandra Das, Advocate

CORAM:

HON’BLE THE CHIEF TUSTTCP
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MURAHARI SRI RAMAN

ORDER

22.04.2024

This matter is talcen up through Hybrid mode.
2. In the

Order No.

03.

present intra-Court appeal, the appellant has
the illegality of an order dated 21.02.2024
Single Judge of this Court whereby
No. 18225 of 2023 filed by the ,

appellants were petitioners No.4 and 5 i

questioned

passed by a learned

the writ petition i.e. W.P.(C)
appellants has been dismissed. The

in the said writ petition.

3. The controversy related

Stock Inspector pursuant
to recruitment for the post of Live

to an advertisement issued by the District
Chzef Veterinary Officer, Jagatsinghpur distriot. The appellants
were shortlisted after

Apparently, based
following the recruitment process,

on certain allegations made by the participants in
process, the certificates obtained by the

were scrutinized by the authorities. The

the selection
appellants

same were found to have
been fraudulently obtained.

Page 1 of3



/
4. The learned Single Judge, after having examined the pleadings/

counter pleadings on record, concluded in paragraphs 8.1 and 8.2

under:

as

“8.1. As found from the record and as admitted by the
Petitioners, all the Petitioners after passing their High
School Certificate Examination, prosecuted their +2
Arts course under the Council and passed the said
examination successfully in the year 1996, 2000 and
2004 respectively vide Annexure-1 series, 2 series & 3

series. As found from the record. Petitioner Nos. 2 & 3

by taking a false plea that they have lost their SLC
certificate because of white ant, moved the concerned
school authority vide Annexure-A/14 for issuance of

duplicate SLCs. After obtaining such duplicate SLCs,
they got themselves admitted to prosecute +2
vocational course and passed the same in the year 2013
and 2011 respectively. Since by taking a false stand
before the school authority vide Annexure-A/14,
Petitioner Nos. 2 & 3 obtained duplicate SLCs and
prosecuted their +2 vocational stream under the

Council to which they are otherwise not eligible in
view of the provisions contained under Regulation
123, benefit of such qualification is not to be extended.
Not only that in view of the clear provision contained
under Regulation 123, a candidate is only eligible to

get himself admitted to prosecute +2 vocational
after passing his High School Certificate Examination.

course

8.2. Since Petitioners after passing their HSC
Examination prosecuted +2 Arts course and passed the
same under the Council, as per the considered view of

this Court, qualification of +2 vocational

acquired by the Petitioners in the year 2013 and 2011
respectively vide Annexure-1 to 3 series, cannot be
used by them to get the benefit of appointment as Live
Stock Inspector as

Petitioner Nos. 2 & 3 to get themselves admitted to
prosecute +2 vocational stream, have committed fraud
on the School as well as on

course so

eligible Gomitra candidate.

the Council. Placing
reliance on the decisions of the Hon'ble Apex Court in

the case of S.P. Chengalvamya Naidu & Indian Oil

Page 2 of 3



f
Corporation Ltd. as well as the provisions containM;

under Regulation 123, this Court is of the view that

Petitioners are not eligible and entitled to get any relief

as fraud vitiates everything. This Court accordingly
dismiss both the writ petitions and vacate the interim
order dt.21.06.2023. While vacating the interim order,

this Court directs 0pp. Party Nos. 3 & 4 to comply
with the direction issued by this Court on 26.06.2023

in W.P.C.(OA) No. 1587 of 2016 within a period of
two (2) weeks from the date of receipt of this order.”

5. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellants has not

disputed the findings of fact recorded by the learned Single Judge

as noted above. He has, however, submitted that the appellants did

not remember as to whether they had physically obtained the

certificates from the Council of Higher Secondary Education of

having passed +2 vocational certificates or the same had been

destroyed by white ants. He has submitted that the second course

certificate in such circumstance ought not to have been rejected.

6. There being no dispute about the fact as concluded by the

learned Single Judge that the appellants had obtained duplicate

higher secondary course certificate fraudulently, we don’t find any

reason to interfere with the impugned judgment of the learned

Single Judge.

7. The appeal stands dismissed being devoid of merit.

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh)
Chief Justice

Signature Not Verifiegl
Digitally Signed ) (M.S. Raman)

Judge
Signed by: SANJAY KUMAR JENA ' ,
Designation: SECRETARY [ f

ciy I Reason: Authentication
SK High court of Orissa, Cuttack.ll

Date: 25-Apr-2024 14:35:56
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.A.No.814 of 2024

Dilip Kumar Pradhan Appellant

Mr.S.P.Mishra, Sr. Advocate
-versus-

Respondents
Mr.Biswabihari Mohanty, Advocate

Mr.Saswat Das, AGA

(for Respondents 1 to 5)

State of Odisha & others

CORAM:

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE SAVITRIRATHO

ORDER

Order No. 31.07.2024

02. This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. In the present intra-court appeal, the appellant has put to challenge an

order dated 21.02.2024 passed by a learned Single Judge in W.P. (C)

No. 18225 of 2023 where he was petitioner No.3.

A common order had been passed in W.P. (C) No.16810 of 2016 and3.

W.P.(C) No. 18225 of 2023 by the learned Single Judge dismissing the two

writ petitions.

4. The controversy which was the subject matter of the two writ petitions

related to the recruitment to the post of Live Stock Inspector, pursuant to an

advertisement issued by the District Chief Veterinary Officer, Jagatsinghpur

District. A candidate who had completed +2 was not entitled to get

admission in the vocational course. The appellant was shorthsted during the

recruitment process. Based on allegations received, the certificate of the

vocational course on which the appellant had relied on for his selection, was

Page 1 of 2
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f
found to have been fraudulently obtained as he had pursued thb-^o^jtlbhirij

course after passing +2 course and in order to get admission into the

vocational course, he had obtained duplicate School Leaving Certificate (in

short ‘SLC’) by taking a false plea that the original SLC had been lost.

5. The learned Single Judge dismissed the writ petitions holding that the

qualification of vocational course could not be utilized by the petitioners for

appointment as Live Stock Inspector as eligible Gomitra candidate, as in

order to get admission in the voeational course, fraud had been committed

the school and the college.

6. The Division Bench of this Court by an order dated 22.04.2024 passed

m W.A. No.412 of 2024 which had been filed by Rajkishore Barik and

Manoranjan Maity, who were the petitioners No.4 and 5 in W.P. (C)

No.18225 of 2023, dismissed the writ appeal by order dated 22.04.2024 and

upheld the said order dated 21.02.2024 of the learned SingleJudge.

In such view of the matter, we find no reason to take a different view

that what has been taken in case of Rajkishore Barik (supra).

The Writ Appeal is accordingly dismissed.

;

on

7.

8.

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh)
ChiefJustice

Signature Not Verified
Digitally Signed ‘—' ■ (Savitri Ratho)
Signed by: BICHITRANANDA SAHOO •
Designation: Secretary
Reason: Autti^^jtication
Location: OnsiaHigh Court
Date: 02-Aug-2024 16:18:52
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i TEN RUPEES
:

— jeORM OF VAKALAl

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE ORISSXtlT::

!A/ • a4'^o ld-)B>

-Versus-

...-T ■J'

72024

Appellant/Petitioner/Applicant

, /fir Respondent/0pp. Party/Defendant
Fok XNjI^RVBNEk

Know all men by these presents, that by this Vakalatnama.

1/

ya• r...

U'ZUMnZK

%

. rJlSZiJStioM

Petitioner/Ap
pellant / Respondent/Opposite Party in the aforesaid Case/ Revision/Appeal case in the aforesaid
case do hereby Retain...

M .ti>.s....... .^^/yj. \i A.. .M)^. t±M,.. .iB?.\/.,....eA{.7..z:>..7.5..^.s^.e/<3=.?.y£.M.f?.a.-:...'?777 ^
/

(Advocates) to appear for me in the above case and to conduct and prosecute ( or defend)
the same and all proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the
same or any decree or order passed therein including all applications for return of documents or
receipt of any monies that may be payable to me/us in the said case and also in applications for
review in appeals, before the Orissa High Court order and in applications for leave to Appeal to
the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India. I/we authorise my/our Advocate(s) to admit any

,w]^lly entered in the said case.
../ /2024

comprom

Dated thd

Received from the executant(s) satisfied and

Accepters I hold no brief for the other side.

'Advocafe^*^

Accepted as above

/ i/Vdvocate

ccepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above

%

Advocate

^cp-nred as above

Advocate

Accepted as above

m ?■=;

,;g
m

iSignature of the Exe.

m
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