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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CONT.CAS(C) 433/2016

NEETU ..... Petitioner
Through Mr. G.V. Rao, Mr.A.K. Upadhyay,

Advs.
versus

RAVI VENKATESAN & ANR ..... Respondents
Through Mr. Bhupendra S. Chauhan, Ms.Isha

Agarwal, Advs.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.R. MIDHA

O R D E R

% 22.04.2016

Vide order dated 8th January, 2016 in W.P.(C)134/2016, this Court

directed the respondent to treat the writ petition as a representation and

decide the same within a period of six weeks by passing a speaking order.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that vide letter dated 18th

February, 2016 the respondent has passed a speaking order but the same is

not in accordance with law. If that is so, the petitioner is at liberty to avail

appropriate legal remedies to challenge the order dated 18th February, 2016.

The contempt petition is disposed of with liberty to the petitioner to

avail appropriate legal remedies available to her against the order dated 18th

February, 2016.

J.R. MIDHA, J.

APRIL 22, 2016
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