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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  W.P.(C) 9877/2017 
 SURESH 

..... Petitioner 
    Through Mr.Swatantra Kaushik, Adv.  
 
    versus 
 
 DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION AND ORS 

..... Respondents 
Through Mr.Anuj Aggarwal, ASC with 

Ms.Niti Jain and Mr.Yadram, CLA, 
Zone-6. 

 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR 

   O R D E R 

%   13.12.2017 

 

 Prayer made in the petition has been perused.   Learned counsel 

for the petitioner submits that provisions of Rule 138 of the Delhi 

Education Rules, 1973 have been violated.   Even presuming that the 

petitioner has suffered a compartment he is still entitled for re-

admission in the same class; he cannot be ousted.   

 On advance notice, learned counsel for respondent has put in 

appearance. 

 Learned counsel for the respondent under instructions submits 

that this writ petition may be treated as representation qua the 

petitioner and the same shall be answered in accordance with law by 

the Competent Authority.  Petitioner agrees to this proposal.  Ordered 

accordingly; the present petition be accordingly treated as 



representation qua the petitioner.  The Competent 

Authority/respondent nos.1 and 2 shall answer this representation 

within an outer limit of four weeks from today after giving a hearing 

to the petitioner and notifying him of the outcome of the 

representation. 

 Petition disposed of in the above terms.  

 Order dasti under signatures of the Court Master.   

 

 

      INDERMEET KAUR, J 

DECEMBER 13, 2017 
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