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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 12148/2018

SANJEEV DWIVEDI ..... Petitioner

Through Mr. S. K. Singh, Mr. M.P. Singh,
Advs. with Petitioner in person.

versus

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE AND ANR.
..... Respondents

Through Mr. Jasmeet Singh CGSC with
Mr. Aditya Madaan, Advs. for UOI.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU

O R D E R
% 14.11.2018

CM Appln. No.47165/2018

1. Allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

2. The application is disposed of.

WP(C) No.112148/2018 & CM Appln. No.47164/2018

3. The petitioner has filed the present petition, inter alia, praying that

direction be issued to the respondents to revise / modify the list of

candidates for selection as a Notary in the State of Delhi.

4. The petitioner claims that he had applied for being appointed as a

Notary Public and his application was recommended by the District Judge,

Tis Hazari, Delhi. The petitioner states that a list of candidates to be called

for interview was published on the website of respondent no.1. However, it



did not include the name of the petitioner. It is in this context that the

petitioner has filed the present petition, essentially, seeking that his name be

also included in the said list.

4. Mr. Jasmeet Singh, learned counsel appearing for the respondents,

who appears on advance notice, has handed over a copy of the letter dated

09.01.2014 sent to the petitioner, which indicates that the application

forwarded by the petitioner had certain deficiencies. The said deficiencies

were not cured and for this reason, the petitioner’s application was not

included in the list of candidates who were called for interview.

5. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner states that the

petitioner did not receive any such letter pointing out any deficiency in the

petitioner’s application. He further states that he had sent a letter dated

12.10.2018 to the respondents, inter alia, pointing out that he had not

received a call for interview.

6. It is seen that the names of 430 candidates were listed for being

interviewed and interviews were held from 09.10.2018 to 13.10.2018. Thus,

the interviews are already over, and therefore, it is not possible for this Court

to accede to the petitioner’s prayer for being included as a candidate in the

said list. Further, it also appears that the petitioner’s application had certain

deficiencies which were required to be cured.

7. In view of the above, this Court considers it apposite to permit the

petitioner to cure the defects / deficiencies pointed out in the letter dated

09.01.2014 and resubmit the same directly to respondent no.1. Subject to

the same being done, the petitioner’s name be included in the list for

selection of candidates to be called for interview in the next round of

selection as and when the same is held.



8. The petition is disposed of with the aforesaid directions. Pending

application also stands disposed of.

VIBHU BAKHRU, J
NOVEMBER 14, 2018
dr
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