IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH, SHIMLA

CWP No. 3798 of 2021
Date of Decision: 26.11.2025

Vinod Kumar Guleria
..... Petitioner.
Versus

H.P University & Others
....Respondents.

Coram
The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Vivek Singh Thakur, Judge.
The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Romesh Verma, Judge.

Whether approved for reporting?*
For the Petitioner: Mr.R.L Chaudhary, Advocate.

For the Respondents: Mr. Neel Kamal Sharma, Advocate.

Vivek Singh Thakur, Judge (oral).

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
during the pendency of the present writ petition, petitioner has
submitted his representation before respondent No.2 Vice
Chancellor of H.P University, Summerhill, Shimla, which is
pending consideration.

2. Learned counsel for petitioner has further
submitted that he has instruction to submit that in case
respondents, especially respondent No.2, is directed to decide

the representation of the petitioner in a time bound manner,
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then, the petitioner would be satisfied and would not press
the present writ petition at this stage with liberty to file afresh in
case, his grievance is not redressed by decision to be taken
by the respondents.

3. In view of above, present petition is disposed of
with liberty, as prayed, with direction to the respondents,
especially respondent No.2, Vice Chancellor, H.P University
Summershil, Shimla to decide the representation of the
petitioner after giving him opportunity of hearing, if so desired,
by passing a speaking and reasoned order in accordance with
law as expeditiously as possible, preferably, on or before
31.12.2025.

4. Needless to say, immediately after taking
decision on the representation, the same shall be
communicated to the petitioner.

5. Pending application (s), if any, are also stand
disposed of.

(Vivek Singh Thakur)
Judge

(Romesh Verma)
Judge

November 26, 2025 (meera)



