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s IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI.AT NEW DELHI
+  W.P(C) 11274/2018 |
MOHAN KUMAR SAINL .. ‘Petitioner

Through Mr Anil Goel, Advocate with petltloner -
in person.
versus
« GOVT: OF NCT OF DELHI AND ANR. ..... Respondents
I Through Mr Gautam Narayan, CGSC.
CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU
"~ ORDER
% 22.10.2018
CM 43780/2018
1. - Allowed subJect to-all just exceptions..

2. - The application is disposed of.
- W.P.(C) 1[27_4»/5018 & CM 43779/2018

3.  Issue notice. The learned counsel appear‘-ir;g for the respondents
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accepts notlce _

- 2.  The pet1t10ner has filed the present pet1t10n inter alia, praymg that -
_respondent nos. 1 & 2 may be directed to decide the petitioner’s apphcatlon
for extension of the RTV Licence. The petitioner -was granted a hcence to -
-‘operate the service from Sultanpuri to Jahanglrpun ( Route F-125A). He
requests that the same be extended for the route up to MajlisT Park Metro
Station. Tt is the petitioner’s case that applications 'fo/r _othe1'~sﬁ§h similarly-

situated operators have been decided but the petitioner’s application has not-
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been de01ded as yet.

3. In view of the aforesaid averments, the respondents are dlrected to"
decide, if not already decided, the petitioner’s 'apphcatlon as expedltlously

as possible-and preferably within a period of. four weeks from today, after

~ affording the petltloner an opportumty to be heard. If ‘the petitioner’s

application ‘has already been decided, the said "~ decision shall be

communicated to the petitidner

» 4. Al rlghts and contentions of the part1es are reserved

5. ~ The pet1t10n is disposed of. The pendlng apphcat1on stands dlsposed

~ VIBHU BAKHRU,J -

' /OCTOBER 22,2018
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