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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 4805/2015 

 M/S SHATABDI SALES PVT. LTD.   ..... Petitioner 

    Through Mrs Purti Marwaha Gupta, Advocate  
    with Ms Shruti Munjal, Advocate.  
    versus 
 
 UNION OF INDIA & ORS 

..... Respondent 

    Through Dr Indra Pratap Singh, Advocate for  
    UOI. 
    Mr V.S.R. Krishna, Dr I.S. Singh, Advocate with  
    Mr A.S. Dattar, Advocate. 
    Mr Mohinder Singh, Mr Ankur Goel,  

Mr Lovekesh Aggarwal, Advocates for R-3. 
 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU 

   O R D E R 

%   06.09.2018 

 

1. At the outset, the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner states 

that he would be satisfied if the petitioner’s case is considered as a 

representation by the Railways and an appropriate decision is taken in that 

regard. The learned counsel appearing for respondent no.2 (Railways) 

submits that there would be no difficulty if the petitioner makes a 

representation to the Competent Authority, Indian Railways. He also assures 

this Court that if a representation is made within a period of two weeks from 

today, the same would given due consideration.  

2. In view of the above, the present petition is disposed of by permitting 



the petitioner to make a representation within a period of two weeks from 

today.  

3. It is further directed that if such a representation is made to the 

Competent Authority, Indian Railways, the same would be disposed of by a 

speaking order and communicated to the petitioner within a period of six 

weeks thereafter.  

4. It is clarified that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the 

merits of the case. And all the contentions and rights of the parties are 

reserved.  

5. The petition is disposed of with the above observations. The pending 

application also stands disposed of. 

 

 

 

       VIBHU BAKHRU, J 

SEPTEMBER 06, 2018 
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