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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 1653/2018 and C.M. Appl. No.6817/2018  

PRAMOD MITTAL THROUGH: GPA HOLDER UDAY PRATAP 

SINGH       ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Kapil Sibal, Sr. Advocate with 

Mr. Nizam Pasha, Mr. Javendur 

Rahman, Mr. Aditya Pujari and Ms. 

Sneha Iyer, Advocates. 

 

    versus 

 

 UNION OF INDIA & ORS    ..... Respondents 

Through: Ms. Maninder Acharya, ASG with 

Ms. Amrita Prakash, CGSC with Mr. 

Sahil Sood, Mr. Harshul Choudhary 

and Mr. Viplav Acharya, Advocates 

for UOI. 

 Ms. Amrita Prakash, CGSC. 

 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER 

   O R D E R 

%   23.05.2018 

 

1. As noted in the previous order, i.e., the order dated 21.2.2018 

the petitioner seeks to challenge the order dated 29.11.2017, passed 

by respondent no.2/the Appellate Authority. 

2. On the previous date, I had also directed the petitioner to file a 

reply to show cause notice, albeit, without prejudice to his rights and 

contentions. 

3. Mr. Sibal, learned senior counsel, who appears for the 

petitioners, says that the reply to the show cause notice has been filed.   



5. At this stage, learned counsels for the parties say that they 

would be satisfied if the writ petition is disposed of with the following 

directions: 

(i) Respondent no.3 will pass a fresh order after granting personal 

hearing to the petitioner. 

(ii) In case the final determination made by respondent no.3 is 

adverse to his interest, it will not be given effect to for a period of two 

weeks from the date of service of the order upon him. 

(iii) Furthermore, pending adjudication by respondent no.3, interim 

order dated 21.2.2018 shall continue to operate. 

6. Dasti. 

 

 

 

      RAJIV SHAKDHER, J 

MAY 23, 2018 
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