* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
Date of Order: May 07, 2018
+ WP (C) No. 4860/2018

AMIT YADAV ....Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Sahib Rajput and Mr.
Sahil Puri, Advocates

Versus

SOUTH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION &
ORS. ....Respondents
Through:  Mr. Tushar Sannu and Ms. Ankita
Bhadouriya, Advocates
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR

ORDER
(ORAL)
1. For the relief claimed in this petition, a Representation (Annexure
P-7) was made to second respondent-Director of Education by petitioner
on 18" April, 2017. Learned counsel for petitioner submits that there is
no response to the said Representation. Despite service of advance
notice, none appears on behalf of second respondent-Director of

Education.

2. In the facts and circumstances of the case, it is deemed appropriate
to dispose of this petition with direction to second respondent-Director of
Education to effectively consider petitioner’s Representation (Annexure

P-7) within a period of six weeks and if second respondent is not inclined
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to accept the said Representation, then a speaking response be given and
the fate of the said Representation be known to the petitioner within a
week thereafter, so that the petitioner may seek remedy as available in

law, if need be.

3. The second respondent be apprised of this order forthwith to ensure

its compliance.

4. With the aforesaid directions, this petition is disposed of

accordingly.

Copy of this order be given dasti to petitioner’s counsel.

(SUNIL GAUR)
JUDGE
MAY 07, 2018
p
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