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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPC No. 1092 of 2019

Parmeshwari  Paikra D/o Shri  Raghuvir  Singh Shrey, Aged

About  33  Years,  R/o  House  No.  126,  Kasdol  Block,

Hadhapara, P. S. Kasdol, District Baloda Bazaar Bhatapara,

Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary,  Water Resource

Department Naya Raipur, Chhattisgarh. 

2. The  Chief  Engineer,  Water  Resource  Department,  Civil

Lines, Raipur Chhattisgarh.

3. The  Executive  Engineer,  Water  Resource  Department,

Sukma Division, Sukma Chhattisgarh.

4. Raghuvir  Singh Shrey,  Aged About  55 Years,  Working As

Sub Engineer At O/o Executive Engineer, Water Resource

Department, Sukma Division, Sukma, Chhattisgarh. 

---- Respondents

For Petitioner :- Shri Shishir Dixit, Advocate

For Respondent/State :- Shri Sudeep Verma, Dy. G.A.

   Hon'ble Shri Justice Prashant Kumar Mishra

Order On Board  
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1. Petitioner is not a Government servant, she happens

to be the daughter of one Shri Raghuvir Singh Shrey,

the  respondent  No.4,  who  has  allegedly  performed

second marriage while in Government service and has

thus  allegedly  violated  Rule  22  of  the  Chhattisgarh

Civil Services (Conduct) Rules, 1965. Petitioner filed a

representation  before  the  higher  police  authorities,

which has been examined. 

2. In this petition, petitioner is seeking a direction to the

respondents  to  initiate  departmental  enquiry  against

the respondent No.4 for violating the Conduct Rules.

3. The petitioner is not claiming any relief for herself.  If

the respondent No.4 has violated the Conduct Rules,

it is for the employer to initiate  any action. Petitioner

has no locus to seek any direction in this regard as the

violation of Conduct Rules does not violate any of the

petitioner's constitutional and statutory rights.

4. The Writ Petition is dismissed in limine on the ground

that petitioner has no locus to maintain this petition.

         Sd/-
(Prashant Kumar Mishra)

      Judge

Ayushi


