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   WPSB No. 549 of 2024 
Hon’ble Ravindra Maithani, J. 
Hon’ble Alok Mahra, J. 

 Dr. Kartikey Hari Gupta and Mr. Rafat Munir 
Ali, learned counsel for the petitioner. 

2.  Mr. Digvijay Nath Dubey, learned counsel for 
the respondents. 

3.  Initially, petitioner has challenged his 
suspension claiming that he is, in fact, a 
whistleblower and he needs protection under the 
Whistleblower Protection Act, 2014. There are 
multiple other reliefs that have been claimed by the 
petitioner. 

4.  Heard learned counsel for the parties and 
perused the file. 

5.  At the very outset, learned counsel for the 
respondents would submit that writ has rendered 
infructuous because after suspension order, inquiry 
was conducted and the petitioner has been dismissed 
from service. 

6.  Learned counsel for the petitioner would 
submit that against the dismissal order, WPSB No. 
484 of 2025 (‘the second petition’) is still pending 
in this Court. He submits that petitioner has been 
dismissed from the service on the ground that he has 
made false complaint, thereby, tarnished the image 
of the Institution. He submits that the complaint that 
was made by the petitioner has never been 
examined by the respondent-University and in the 
instant writ petition, prayer no. (e) relates to the 
direction to the respondent to take appropriate 
direction on the petitioner’s complaint dated 
20.09.2023. 

7.  The Court wanted to know that if the 
complaint is a sole basis of dismissal, it could have 



 
 
 
 
 

been challenged in the dismissal order in the second 
writ petition, which has been filed subsequently. 

8.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits 
that insofar as suspension is concerned, the writ 
petition has rendered infructuous, but, he may be 
given liberty to agitate prayer no. (e) in the second 
writ petition. 

9.  Since, the main relief with regard to 
suspension has already rendered infructuous and the 
dismissal order has already been challenged by the 
petitioner in the second petition, the instant writ 
petition has rendered infructuous, which stands 
disposed of accordingly. 

10.  However, insofar as prayer no. (e) in the 
instant writ petition is concerned, petitioner is 
always at liberty to incorporate it in the second 
petition. 

 

 
 
(Alok Mahra, J.)          (Ravindra Maithani, J.) 
         17.12.2025 
Ujjwal 

 


