NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
Writ Petition (C) No. 581 of 2020

Ku. Isha Banerjee D/o Baidyanath Banerjee Aged About 23 Years R/o
Kaishdham, Kumharapara, Fafadhi, Raipur, Chhattisgarh.
---Petitioner(s)
Versus

1. State of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Department of Higher Education,
Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, Mawa Raipur, Atal Nagar, District-Raipur,
Chhattisgarh.

2. Pandit Ravishankar Shukla University A University Affiliated With The
University Grant Commission, Through Its Vice-Chancellor, Pandit
Ravishankar Shukla University, Amanaka G.E. Road Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

3. Vice-Chancellor Pandit Ravishankar Shukla University, Amanaka G.E.
Road Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

---Respondents
For Petitioner : Shri Malay Shrivastava, Advocate.
For State : Shri Vivek Ranjan Tiwari, Addl. Advocate General.

For Respondent 2&3 Shri Sharad Mishra, Advocate.

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

10.02.2020

1. The grievance of the petitioner is that, the petitioner having done her M.A.
(English) and having secured 1420 marks out of total 1800 marks, she is
entitled for gold medal in the said subject.

2. The petitioner after much persuasion have been permitted to deposit the
requisite fees for the same and which the petitioner has already deposited
by Bank Draft in December, 2019 itself, thereafter when the respondents
have published the list on 24.12.2019 (Annexure P/6), the name of the
petitioner is not reflected in the list of candidates who have been declared
eligible for grant of gold medal.

3. Today when the matter is taken up, learned counsel appearing for the
respondents No.2&3 submits that since the date for convocation has not
been finalized, the grievance of the petitioner can be redressed by the

respondent authorities deciding her representation, after giving due



opportunity to the petitioner as well, at the earliest preferably within a
period of 7 days from the date of receipt of copy of this order.

4. Given the said submission of the learned counsel for the respondents-
University, the present writ petition is disposed of directing the
respondents No0.2&3 to take a decision on the claim of the petitioner within
a period of 7 days from the date of receipt of copy of this order. It is
expected that decision should be after giving due opportunity of hearing to
the petitioner and decision should also be finalized before the convocation
takes place.

5. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands disposed of.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge

inder



