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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 3564/2018 and CM APPL. 14048/2018

HAV / GD JAI BHAGWAN ..... Petitioner
Through: Mr. Ajit Kakkar, Advocate

versus

UNION OF INDIA & ORS ..... Respondents
Through: Mr. Pratyush Miglani, Advocate with
Mr. Vivek Kumar Singh, Law Officer, CRPF.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATIBHA RANI

O R D E R
% 11.04.2018

1. At the outset, counsel for the respondents has raised an objection with

regard to the maintainability of the present petition on the ground that the

departmental enquiry based on the charge-sheet dated 18.01.2018 is still

pending consideration and no final decision has been taken as of now. He

submits that till the enquiry is completed and a report submitted to the

Disciplinary Authority, no final decision can be taken.

2. Counsel for the petitioner concedes that the departmental enquiry

based on the charge-sheet dated 18.01.2018 is pending against the petitioner

and on 30.03.2018, the petitioner was granted two weeks’ time to respond to

the report of the Inquiry Officer. He states that his client has already

submitted a reply on 23.03.2018.
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3. This being the position, we decline to entertain the present petition,

which is premature. The same is accordingly dismissed alongwith the

pending application. Needless to state that if the petitioner is aggrieved by

the decision taken by the competent authority, he shall be entitled to seek

legal recourse, as may be available to him.

HIMA KOHLI, J

PRATIBHA RANI, J
APRIL 11, 2018
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