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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 7981 of 2018

Rajesh  Kumar  Sai  S/o  Shri  Noradhan  Sai,  Aged  About  29  Years, 
Working As Assistant Professor (Guest Faculty), History, Government 
College,  Balauda,  District  Mahasamund,  Chhattisgarh,  R/o  Village 
Dorkachhar,  Post  Saldih,  Tahsil  Pithora,  District  Mahasamund, 
Chhattisgarh.

---Petit ioner

Versus
1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Secretary,  Department  Of  Higher 

Education, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, New Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2. Union Of India,  Through The Director,  University  Grant  Commission, 
Bahadur Shah Jaffar Marg, New Delhi 110002.

3. The Commissioner, Higher Education, Block C-3, 2nd And 3rd Floor, 
Indravati Bhawan, Raipur, Naya Raipur, District Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

4. The  Principal,  Government  College  Balauda,  District  Mahasamund, 
Chhattisgarh.

---Respondents

   For petitioner : Ms. Laxmin Kashyap, Advocate.
   For resp.No.2 : Shri Rajkumar Gupta, Advocate.
   For State : Shri Syed Majid Ali, Dy.G.A.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

04/12/2018

1. The challenge in the present Writ Petition is to the advertisement dated 

11/07/2018 issued for filling up the post of Guest Faculty in History subject.

2. In the first half, the State counsel was directed to seek instructions and 

on instructions he make a submission that the advertisement has since been 

acted upon and the selected candidates has already been granted an order 

of appointment as early as on 23/08/2018 and the selected candidates has 

also given joining on the same date.
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3. Given the said facts that the advertisement has been acted upon and 

the selected candidates had been appointed, this Court is of the opinion that 

the present Writ Petition in its present form would not be sustainable and the 

same deserve to be and is accordingly dismissed.

4. Reserving  the  right  of  the  petitioner  to  approach  the  authorities 

concerned for redressal of his any other grievance so far as his monetary 

claims are concerned and thereafter if need be, the petitioner can approach 

the Writ Court.

5. With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  Writ  Petition  accordingly  stands 

dismissed.

 Sd/-

                                                                    (P. Sam Koshy)
Sumit                                          JUDGE


