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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 318/2017 and C.M. Nos.1525/2017 (stay) & 1526/2017
(under Section 151 CPC)

NAVEEN KUMAR & ORS ..... Petitioners
Through: Mr. Shantnu Tanwar, Advocate.

versus

EAST DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION & ORS ..... Respondents
Through: Mr. Amrit Pal Singh, Advocate for

respondent No.1.
Mr. Santosh Kumar Tripathi, ASC
with Mr. Rizwan, Advocate for
respondent No.2.
Mr. Arpit Shukla, Advocate for
respondent No.3.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VALMIKI J. MEHTA

O R D E R
% 13.01.2017

1. Only because writ petition is not being pressed, I am not taking

action against the Advocate who has filed his personal affidavit in spite of

the order dated 2.12.2016 passed by this Court in W.P.(C) No.11364/2016

titled as A.K. Srivastava & Ors. Vs. Union of India & Anr. It is seen that

the petitioners are seeking employments with the East Delhi Municipal

Corporation and which is in the list of institutions disputes of which with its
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existing employees or prospective employees are to be decided by the

Central Administrative Tribunal (CAT), Principal Bench, New Delhi.

2. Accordingly, the writ petition is allowed to be withdrawn, as

prayed, with liberty to the petitioners to approach the CAT, and if there are

any issues of public interest, then, qua those limited reliefs, initiate

proceedings as a Public Interest Litigation petition.

3. Writ petition is accordingly disposed of.

VALMIKI J. MEHTA, J
JANUARY 13, 2017
Ne
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