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8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CONT.CAS(C) 118/2016

ANURAG SAHAT ... Petitioner
Through:  Ms. Minal Sehgal, Adv.

Versus
ARUN GOEL & ORS. ... Respondents
Through:  Ms. Manika Tripathy Pandey & Mr.
Ashutosh Kaushik, Advs. for DDA.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW
ORDER

% 25.02.2016

1. This petition has been received from the Bench presided by J.R.
Midha, J. in accordance with the general direction dated 25™ February, 2016
of Hon’ble the Chief Justice.

2. Contempt is averred of the order dated 30" September, 2015 in
W.P.(C) No0.9373/2015 filed by the petitioner and disposed of with a
direction to the respondent Delhi Development Authority (DDA) to decide
the petitioner’s representation dated 28" April, 2015 within a period of four
weeks.

3. The counsel for the DDA appearing on advance notice states that a
decision was taken though not within four weeks but a little thereafter and
was communicated to the petitioner vide letter dated 4" January, 2016.

4. The counsel for the petitioner states that the same has not been

received by the petitioner.
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5. A copy of the said communication is handed over to the counsel for

the petitioner in Court.

6. In the light of the aforesaid, no case for entertaining this petition is
made out.
7. It is however clarified that the petitioner if remains aggrieved from

the decision would have remedy in accordance with law.
Dismissed.

No costs.

RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW, J.
FEBRUARY 25, 2016
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