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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 9827/2017 and CM APPL. 39994-96/2017

SHRI SAVITUR PRASAD ..... Petitioner
Through: Mr. Mohit Chaudhary, Advocate

versus

UNION OF INDIA AND ORS. ..... Respondents
Through: Mr. Mr. Akshay Makhija, CGSC with
Ms. Anumita Chandra, Advocate for R-1 to R-3.
Mr. Naresh Kaushik and Mr. Omung Gupta,
Advocates for R-8/UPSC.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA PALLI

O R D E R
% 14.11.2017

1. The present petition has been filed by the petitioner praying inter alia

for issuing directions to the learned Central Administrative Tribunal to hear

and decide O.A. No.707/2017, in a time bound manner. Further, the

petitioner seeks advancement of the date of hearing fixed by the Tribunal in

the aforesaid O.A., which is 06.12.2017.

2. A perusal of the impugned order dated 12.10.2017 reveals that though

an application filed by the petitioner for seeking hearing of the matter on a

day-to-day basis was rejected by the Tribunal, it has fixed the petition for

final hearing on 06.12.2017.
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3. We see no reason to interfere in the aforesaid order. However, in

view of the anxiety expressed by learned counsel for the petitioner that on

the next date also, a request for adjournment may be made by the other side

or the matter is likely to be adjourned without the petitioner being granted a

hearing, it is directed that neither side shall be accommodated by the

Tribunal on the date fixed for final hearing. Further, the Tribunal is

requested to take up the matter on the date already fixed, for hearing final

arguments.

4. The petition is disposed of alongwith the pending applications.

HIMA KOHLI, J

REKHA PALLI, J
NOVEMBER 14, 2017
rkb/na
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