* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+  W.P.(C) 14087/2018
AMITMITTAL .. Petitioner

Through:  Petitioner in person.
Versus

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE & ANR ... Respondents
Through:  Mr Rishikesh Kumar, ASC with Mr
Premsagar Pal, Advocates.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU
ORDER

% 17.01.2019

1. The petitioner is present in Court. The learned counsel appearing for
the respondents states that the petitioner has an alternative remedy by way of
an appea before the Commissioner of Police. He has aso referred to an
order dated 28.12.2018 in W.P.(C) 14088/2018 titled as ‘Nishant Mittal v.
Commissioner of Police & Anr., whereby the petition filed by the
petitioner’s brother in respect of another eatery in the vicinity had been
withdrawn with liberty to avail of an aternative remedy.

2. The petitioner is present in Court and he seeks to withdraw the present
petition, with liberty to seek aternative remedy before the Commissioner of
Police. In view of the above, the present petition is dismissed as withdrawn
with liberty to the petitioner to approach the Commissioner of Police. It is
further directed that if the petitioner approaches the Commissioner of Police

within a period of one week from today, the Commissioner of Police shall



consider the petitioner’s appeal uninfluenced by any question of delay, and
dispose of the same as expeditiously as possible and preferably within a

period of one week, thereafter.

VIBHU BAKHRU, J
JANUARY 17, 2019
MK
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