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INTHE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
WP(S) N0.6090 of 2022

Shailesh Kumar, son of late Ram Bhajan Prasad, resident of

Kumhaini, PO Simla, PS Kasma, District Aurangabad (Bihar)

presently residing at Dhangartoli, near Devi Mandap, PO and PS

Chatra, District Chatra ... Petitioner(s).
Versus

1.The State of Jharkhand

2.Secretary, Jharkhand Academic Council, office at Chai Bagan,
PO and PS Namkum, District Ranchi

3.Sub Divisional Officer, Chatra, near Old Court Compound, PO
and PS Chatra, District Chatra

4.District Education Officer, Chatra, office at V.J. Institute
Building, near Old Court Compound, PO and PS Chatra, District
Chatra

5.Shri Dhaneshwar Prasad, Principal In-charge, Upendra Nath
Verma College, Chatra, Ram Manohar Lohia Nagar, PO and PS
Chatra, District Chatra ... Respondent(s).

CORAM SRl ANANDA SEN, J.

For the Petitioner(s) : Mr. Manindra Kr. Sinha, Advocate
For the State : Mr. S. Ahmed, AC to SC Mines-llI

09 /20.01.2026: Heard the learned counsel representing the petitioner and
the learned counsel representing the respondents.
2, It is the case of the petitioner that the petitioner was given
the charge of the post of Principal but he was removed on some
allegation. He submits that he was not even noticed and the alleged
enquiry was conducted behind the back of the petitioner. He lastly
submits that order has been passed by the District Education
Officer, Chatra and the enquiry was also conducted by the same
person who passed the order of removal from the post of Principal.
Thus, there is of element of biasness in the entire process, which
prejudiced the petitioner.
3. Admittedly the petitioner was not made permanent
Principal. He was only given the charge of the said post. Thus, the
petitioner has got no right to remain in the said post. “In-charge

Principal” is also not a substantive post.
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4. The other aspect is that the petitioner has been removed
on the basis of some allegation. It is his case that allegation is also
not correct and he was not given opportunity to defend himself.

5. Considering his submission, | direct the petitioner to file a
representation before the Deputy Commissioner, Chatra. The
Deputy Commissioner, Chatra after giving an opportunity of hearing
to the petitioner should come to an independent conclusion without
being influenced by the report of the District Education Officer,
Chatra dated 20.10.2022. If the Deputy Commissioner comes to a
finding that the allegation against the petitioner is not correct,
appropriate corrective measures can be taken by the authorities.

6. With the aforesaid observation and direction, this writ

petition is disposed of.

(ANANDA SEN, J.)
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