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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (S) No. 807 of  2017

Dr.  Smt.  Seema Rai  W/o Shri  Premnath Kamlesh,  aged about  44 

years,  posted  as  Associate  Professor  (Zoology),  Guru  Ghasidas 

Vishwavidyalaya, Koni, District Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Union of India through the Secretary, Ministry of Human Resources 

and Personnel Affairs, New Delhi

2. Guru  Ghasidas  Vishwavidyalaya,  through  its  Registrar,  Guru 

Ghasidas Vishwavidyalaya, A Central University Established by the 

Central University Act), Koni, District Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh

3. Dr. Smt. Monika Bhadauria W/o Dr. Satendra Kumar Nirala, posted 

as Head of  Zoology Department,  Guru Ghasidas Vishwavidyalaya, 

Koni, District Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

For Petitioner         :  Shri Anup Majumdar, Advocate
For Respondent no.1    :  Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, Advocate
For Respondent no. 2  :  Shri Shashank Thakur, Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy 

Order On Board 

14.05.2018

The  challenge  in  the  present  writ  petition  was  the  initiation  of 

preliminary enquiry by respondent no.2.    

2. Counsel for the petitioner, at this stage, submits that there are certain 

subsequent  developments  which  have  taken  place  like  the  very  article 

against which an enquiry has been proposed itself has been retracted from 

the journal and the said fact may be considered by respondent no.2 before 
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further proceeding with the preliminary enquiry.   

3. Given the said fact, this Court is of the opinion that no fruitful purpose 

would  be  served  in  keeping  the  petition  pending.   Accordingly,  the  writ 

petition is disposed of with a direction to respondent no.2 to reconsider the 

case of the petitioner as to whether there is any necessity for proceeding 

further with the preliminary enquiry ordered and to pass a fresh order in the 

light of the subsequent developments.    

4. The petitioner is also directed to submit a detail reply/objection in the 

light  of  the  changed  circumstances  to  respondent  no.2  which  the 

respondent  no.2  may  bear  in  mind  while  reconsidering  the  case  of  the 

petitioner.  

 Sd/-
P. Sam Koshy

Judge

Bhola


