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Leave granted.

The Appellant has preferred this appeal
assailing the judgment and order dated
20.12.2024 passed by the High Court of
Himachal Pradesh at Shimla (“High Court”) in
CWP No.14955 of 2024, decided along with
CWPIL No.22 of 2022 and connected petitions,
whereby the Appellant, alongside other students

of Manav Bharti University (“University”), was
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left to approach the competent court of
jurisdiction for redressal of his grievance. The
grievance of the Appellant is that the University
has failed to verify his academic credentials,
without which his appointment in government
service cannot be confirmed and he has been
continuing in service without being paid his

salary.

3. The Appellant took admission in the B.Tech

(Civil Engineering) course in the University

under Admission No. _ and
Registration No. _ for the

session 2014-2018. He was issued the Detailed
Marks Certificates of all eight semesters, the
Bonafide, Migration and Character Certificates
dated 14.09.2018, and the degree of Bachelor of
Technology (Civil Engineering) dated
15.10.2018, which records that he passed the
examination held in May 2018 in the first

division.

4.  After completing the course, the Appellant came

to be appointed as Sub-Inspector in the State
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Taxes Department, Jammu and Kashmir. The
Office of the Additional Commissioner, State
Taxes (Administration and Enforcement),
Kashmir sought verification of his degree from
the University vide letters dated 19.05.2022,
22.09.2023 and 06.12.2023. By a further letter
dated 11.07.2024, it recorded that the
verification report was still awaited, and that the
appointment of the Appellant was subject to the

verification of his academic certificates.

5. In the meantime, on a complaint regarding the
alleged sale of degrees by the University, several
cases came to be registered against its then
administration, and its records were seized by
the Special Investigation Team. As a result, its
students were unable to obtain their academic
documents from the University. On a letter
dated 05.04.2022 addressed by the students to
the Chief Justice of the High Court, CWPIL
No.22 of 2022 came to be registered, and writ
petitions filed by individual students, including
CWP No.14955 of 2024 filed by the Appellant,

were taken up along with it.
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6. In pursuance of the High Court order dated
01.08.2022, a Document Verification
Committee (“Committee”) was constituted by
the State Government vide Notification dated
16.08.2022 under the chairmanship of the
Superintendent of Police, Solan, comprising,
amongst others, the Administrator of the
University and the Secretary of the Himachal
Pradesh  Private Educational Institutions

Regulatory Commission (“HP-PERC?).

7. On an application made by the Appellant, the
University, vide its letter dated 26.07.2024,
reported that he was enrolled for the session
2014-15 against the seats allotted by HP-PERC
in a course approved by it, that his name was
available in the Green Sheet and in the
examination record, and that there was no
dispute about the year of his admission and
registration. It, however, recorded that his name
had not been sent to HP-PERC in the admission
disclosure list and was not available in the

approved list. By a subsequent letter dated
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16.11.2024, the Registrar of the University
informed the employer of the Appellant that he
was a student at the University and forwarded a

copy of the Green Sheet.

8. The High Court permitted the students to
inspect the Green Register and the Disclosure
List at the University, whereupon the University
placed on record the status of each of them in a
tabulated form, which was disputed by the
majority of the petitioners. The PIL, along with
the connected petitions including that of the
Appellant, came to be disposed of vide the
impugned order dated 20.12.2024 by the High
Court observing that it was not in a position to
determine such disputed questions and leaving
it open to the students to approach the
competent court of jurisdiction. Aggrieved, the

Appellant has approached this Court.

9. The learned counsel for the Appellant submits
that he was admitted against the seats allotted
to the University, passed all semester-wise

examinations and was issued all his academic
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documents including the degree, and that his
name finds place in the Green Register as well
as in the examination record. His grievance is
not the non-issuance of documents but the
absence of verification thereof, which his
employer has been seeking since the year 2022.
The omission of his name from the Admission
Disclosure List is a lapse on the part of the
University, over which he had no control and for
which he cannot be penalised. He further
submits that the Appellant has been working
without pay owing to the non-verification of his
credentials, and that relegating him to a civil
court after the PIL had remained pending for
over two years would be burdensome and

inequitable.

10. The case of the Respondent-State and
Respondent No.2-Director General of Police is
that the Committee examined the case of the
Appellant and found his name enrolled in the
Green Register for the session 2014-15, but not
in the admission disclosure list for that year. It

was further found that the marks of the 7th and
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8th semesters recorded in the result gazette,
being 783/1300 and 920/1300, did not tally
with those reflected in the Green Sheet, being
863/1300 and 946/1300, and the documents of
the Appellant could not, therefore, be verified.

11. The University, in its counter affidavit filed

before this Court, has stated as follows:-

“1) That the as per allotted seats Petitioner took
admission in B. Tech. (Civil Engineering)
Course with Respondent No. 3 vide admission/
Registration No.

for the Academic session of 2014 -2018.

2) That the it is submitted on behalf of the
Respondent No. 3 that, Petitioner has cleared
in all the semesters exam 1st to 8th semesters.
As per the entry made on green sheet register,
Petitioner has been issued all DMCs.

3) That the name of the Petitioner’s is duly
reflected in the University’s ‘Green Sheet
Register’/ Admission Register, which is the
primary internal Record maintain by the
University. However, due to a clerical and
inadvertent human error, by the previous
administration of the University Petitioner’s
name was not included in the admission
disclosure list sent to the HP-PERC.

4) That the it is submitted on behalf of the
Respondent No. 3 that, there appeared a
mismatch in gazette and green sheet for 7th
and 8th semesters as such the copy of gazette
shows marks in 7th and 8th semesters as
783/1300 and 926/1300 respectively and
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12.

13.

that in green sheet and copy DMCs in 7th and
8th semester shows as 863/1300 and
946/ 1300 respectively.

5) That the it is also submitted on the behalf of
the Respondent No. 3, that the, due to
mismatch in copy of gazette and green sheet
mark,s Petitioner’s data could not sent to
HPPERC and Petitioner’s documents cannot be
verified.”
Since the counter affidavit of the University
disclosed a discrepancy in the marks of the 7th
and 8th semesters, this Court, vide order dated
03.09.2026, directed the Respondent-State to

verify the same and file an appropriate affidavit.

In compliance thereto, an additional affidavit
dated 18.09.2026 has been filed by the
Superintendent of Police, Solan, who chairs the
Committee. It is stated therein that the
Appellant was found enrolled in the student
registration register for the session 2014-2015
under Admission/Registration No.
I ot his name
was not found in the admission disclosure list
sent to HP-PERC, and the result gazette and the
Green Sheet of the 7t and 8th semesters

reflected the same mismatch of marks, owing to
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which his documents could not be verified. It is
further stated that the role of the Committee is
confined to verification and supply of
documents to the University, that the record
available with it is in photocopies and the
original record are with the trial courts, and that
the Committee was not entrusted to create, alter

or correct any document of the University.

14. As is evident from the above-quoted portion of
the counter affidavit, the University has
admitted that the Appellant took admission in
the B.Tech (Civil Engineering) course as per the

allotted seats under Admission No.

_ and Registration No. -
_ for the academic session 2014-

2018, and that he cleared the examinations of
all eight semesters and was issued all the
Detailed Marks Certificates. It has affirmed that
the name of the Appellant is duly reflected in the
Green Sheet Register, which is the primary
internal record maintained by the University. It
has further stated that, due to a clerical and

inadvertent human error on the part of its
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previous administration, the name of the
Appellant was not included in the admission
disclosure list sent to HP-PERC. The enrolment
of the Appellant in the student registration
register for the session 2014-2015 also stands
confirmed by the Committee in the additional

affidavit filed.

15. The letter of the University dated 26.07.2024 is
to the same effect. The only shortfall noted
therein is the absence of his name from the
admission disclosure list and the approved list,
which is the very omission that the University
now attributes to its own error. The statement
in paragraph 5 of the counter affidavit of the
University, that the data of the Appellant could
not be sent to HP-PERC on account of the
mismatch in marks, cannot be reconciled with
paragraph 3 thereof, since the admission
disclosure list pertains to the session 2014-15,
whereas the mismatch relates to the
examinations of December 2017 and May 2018.

The explanation in paragraph 3, which accords
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with the letter dated 26.07.2024, is, therefore,

accepted.

16. The affidavits and the documents on record
thus leave no manner of doubt that the
Appellant was a bona fide student at the
University, admitted against an allotted seat,
who appeared in and cleared all his
examinations. The omission of his name from
the admission disclosure list is, on the
University’s own admission, a lapse on its part
in which the Appellant had no role. Such a lapse
cannot be visited with adverse consequences
upon the Appellant, nor can it be a ground for
withholding the verification of his academic

credentials.

17. As far as the discrepancy in the marks of the 7th
and 8t semesters is concerned, according to the
result gazette, the Green Sheet and the Detailed
Marks Certificates issued to him, the result of
the Appellant in both semesters on either of the
set of figures, reflect as ‘pass’. None of the

respondents has suggested otherwise. The

C.A. @SLP (C) No.474/2026 Page 11 of 14



discrepancy, thus, does not touch upon the
admission of the Appellant, his status as a
student at University, or the fact that he passed
the course. Therefore, it stands established that
the Appellant has validly passed all the
examinations, as indeed the entire course and
was duly conferred with the degree as per his

entitlement.

18. The only issue that survives is as to which of the
two sets of marks, both of which form part of the
records of the University itself, correctly reflects
the marks secured by the Appellant in those two
semesters. That issue calls for no more than a
verification of the result records of the
University, which does not depend upon any
evidence that the Appellant could lead, nor
require the Committee to create or alter any
record, being in the nature of the responsibility

of verification entrusted to the Committee.

19. Having regard to the above, we are of the view
that no factual dispute is left as far as the

Appellant having passed the examinations and
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20.

21.

obtained the degree is concerned. For the
limited exercise of verifying the correct set of his
marks does not warrant relegating him to a
court of competent jurisdiction. Therefore, the
impugned order dated 20.12.2024 passed by
the High Court is set aside qua the Appellant.

The Respondent No.l-State is directed to
provide the result records of the 7t and 8th
semesters of the Appellant, available with the
Committee, to the University. On the basis of
records, the University shall issue to the
Appellant corrected Detailed Marks Certificates
of the 7th and 8t semesters along with such
other documents as may be necessary in
consequence thereof, and shall forward the
verification report of the academic credentials of
the Appellant to his employer, the Additional
Commissioner, State Taxes (Administration and
Enforcement), Kashmir within three weeks from

today.

Upon receipt of such verification, the employer

of the Appellant is expected to release all arrears
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of salary due to the Appellant, along with all
consequential benefits, within a further period

of four weeks.
22. The Appeal is allowed in the above terms.
23. There shall be no order as to cost.
24. Pending application(s), if any, also stands

disposed of.

.............................................. J.
[ VIKRAM NATH ]

.............................................. J.
[ AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH ]

.............................................. J.
[ SANDEEP MEHTA ]

NEW DELHI;
OCTOBER 14, 2026.
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