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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  W.P.(C) 4194/2017 & CM APPL. Nos. 18357-58/2017 
 
 RAJEEV KUMAR     ..... Petitioner 
    Through :  Mr. Ankur Chhibber, Advocate.  
 
    versus 
 
 UNION OF INDIA AND ORS   ..... Respondents 
    Through :  Mr. Nawal Kishore Jha, Advocate for  

UOI with Mr.Nishant Yadav, Dy. 
JAG, ITBP.  

 CORAM: 
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATHIBA M. SINGH 

   O R D E R 

%   16.05.2017 

We are not inclined to entertain this writ petition which is based upon 

apprehension of the petitioner that an adverse order would be passed.  

The respondents have issued a notice dated 15th September, 2016 to 

which the petitioner has submitted a reply dated 27th October, 2016. In case 

of an adverse order, the petitioner would have liberty to challenge and 

question the same in accordance with law.  

It would be presumptuous and wrong for us to entertain a writ petition 

on an assumption that an adverse and wrong order would be passed or to 

stall or interdict the proceedings at this stage when a show cause notice has 

been issued.  

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the present writ 

petition may be treated as an additional submission of the petitioner to the 

authorities.  
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Counsel for the respondent states that the advance copy of the writ 

petition will be forwarded to the authorities concerned for examination 

before passing of an order.  

Taking the statements of learned counsel for the parties on record, the 

writ petition is disposed of.  

We clarify that we have not examined or commented on the merits.  

 

 

      SANJIV KHANNA, J 

 

 

      PRATHIBA M. SINGH, J 

MAY 16, 2017 
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