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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CONT.CAS(C) 374/2017 & C.M. 18664/2017

JL TANGORIA .. Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Suresh Sharma, Advocate

Versus
A VGIRIJA VYAS & ORS. ... Respondents
Through:  Nemo.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR
ORDER
% 17.05.2017

During pendency of disciplinary proceedings, petitioner had made
a grievance by way of a writ petition about some documents not being
supplied to him during the course of inquiry. The said writ petition stood
disposed of vide order of 7" November, 2016 wherein it was observed
that it would be open to respondents to supply such documents within a
week, as may be available with them or which can be shared with
petitioner. According to counsel for petitioner, no copies of documents
have been supplied to petitioner in pursuance to the directions issued on
7" November, 2016.

During the course of hearing, petitioner’s counsel had informed
that inquiry is over and petitioner has been called upon to submit a
representation before the Disciplinary Authority.

Learned counsel for petitioner submits that without requisite
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documents, representation cannot be made to the Disciplinary Authority.

Upon hearing, I find that in the order of 7h November, 2016, vide
which petitioner’s writ petition is disposed of, there was no clear cut
direction to supply the documents, copies of order sheets and annexures
mentioned at page 73 to 134. If petitioner is unable to make a
representation for want of documents, then the said grievance can be
made in his representation before the concerned authorities. No case for
initiation of contempt proceedings is made out.

This petition and application are accordingly dismissed.

(SUNIL GAUR)
JUDGE
MAY 17, 2017
r
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