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8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 9017/2016 & C.M. 36528/2016

JAGVINDERSINGH @ ... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Naresh K. Daksh, Advocate

Versus
GOVT.OF NCTOF DELHIT ... Respondents
Through:  Ms. Ruchika Rathi, Advocate
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR
ORDER
% 23.08.2018

The grievance of petitioner in this petition is that there is no
response to his Representation (Annexure P-9) made on 17" August,
2016.

Although the delay aspect needs to be considered, but since there is
no response to petitioner’s Representation of 17" August, 2016
(Annexure P-9), therefore, it is deemed appropriate to dispose of this
petition with direction to respondent to give a speaking response to it, if
not already done. In any case, intimation regarding fate of petitioner’s
Representation of 17" August, 2016 (Annexure P-9) be made known to
him within six weeks from today, so that petitioner may avail of the
remedies as available in law, if need be. It is made clear that delay aspect

has been left open.
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With aforesaid directions, this petition and application are disposed

of.

(SUNIL GAUR)
JUDGE
AUGUST 23, 2018
r
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