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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 232/2018
RAJ KUMAR . Petitioner
Through:  Mr. R.K. Shukla, Advocate

Versus

UNION OF INDIA AND ORS. ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Rajul Jain & Mr. Yuvraj,
Advocates for respondent No.1-UOI
Mr. Rajesh Gogna , Ms. Vipra Bhardwaj & Mr.
Akhilesh Kumar, Advocates for respondents

No.2 & 3
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR
ORDER
% 10.01.2018

Petitioner claims to be a daily wager with second respondent and it
is asserted on behalf of petitioner that vide impugned orders of 14" & 16"
August, 2017, his service has been dispensed with arbitrarily i.e. without
any rhyme and reason.

In the first instance, petitioner is expected to make a
Representation to second respondent to seek redressal of his grievance,
which petitioner has not done.

In the facts and circumstances of this case, it is deemed appropriate
to dispose of this petition with permission to petitioner to make a concise

Representation to second respondent within two weeks. If any such

W.P.(C) 232/2018 Page 1 of 2



Representation is received by second respondent, then it be dealt with by
passing a speaking order within a period of six weeks. The fate of the
Representation be made known to petitioner within two weeks thereafter,
so that petitioner may avail of the remedies, as available in law, if need
be.

With aforesaid directions, this petition is disposed of.

(SUNIL GAUR)
JUDGE
JANUARY 10, 2018
r
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