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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

% Decided on: 9" December, 2020
+ W.P.(C) 9956/2020
ANTI CORRUTION COUNCIL OF INDIA TRUST
THROUGH ITS AUTHORISED SIGNATORY
MOHD . KAMRAN KHAN ... Petitioner
Through:  A.K.Singh, Adv. with Mr.Hussain
Mueen Farooq, Mr.Imran A., Ms.B Sudha,
Ms.Reeta, Advocates
Versus
THE DIRECTORATE OF EDUCATION & ANR. ..... Respondents
Through:  Mr.Gautam Narayan, ASC with
Mr.Adithya Nair, Adv.
CORAM:
HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRATEEK JALAN
JUDGMENT
D.N.PATEL., Chief Justice (Oral)
Proceedings in the matter have been conducted through video
conferencing.

C.M.No0.31675/2020 (exemptions)

Allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

The application is disposed of.

W.P.(C) No.9956/2020

1.

This writ petition, styled as a public interest litigation, has been

preferred with the following prayers:-

“i.  Direct the respondents to take appropriate steps to
ensure proper online Classes for the student/Children of
the Delhi Schools.
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ii. Direct the respondent's no.2 to take stringent action
against private schools who overcharging and denying
online classes in Delhi Schools.

iii.  Pass such further or other orders, which this Hon'ble
Court may deem fit and proper in the facts and
circumstances of the case in the interest of justice.”

2. We have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner. We find that the
allegations made in this petition, and the prayers sought, are vague and
unsupported by proper materials. The counsel for the petitioner failed to
explain what the petitioner mean by ‘proper online classes’, as mentioned in
prayer (i) of the petition. The learned counsel for the petitioner also failed to
point out the names of the schools which are overcharging fees and denying
online classes, against which action is sought in prayer clause (ii).
Moreover, no details in relation to these allegations have been furnished by
the petitioner in this writ petition. Although the writ petition mentions, in
paragraph 7(v) thereof, that a list of 76 private schools has been compiled
which are violating the Government orders in this regard, details of those
schools have not been given in the petition. Learned counsel for the
petitioner submits that these facts have been taken from a newspaper article.
The learned counsel for the petitioner also failed to point out the quantum by
which these schools are allegedly overcharging.

3. It appears that this petition has been preferred by the petitioner
without doing any homework and solely on the basis of a newspaper article.
Thus, this petition does not appear to be a public interest litigation rather it is
a publicity interest litigation.

4. The petitioner in this petition is in search of ‘proper online classes’.

This is a vague term and can always be a matter of dispute. A finger can be
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pointed at any school and allegations can be made against the same that it is
not running proper online classes’. The term ‘proper online classes’ is
used by the petitioner without divulging any details about the same and
defining what actually it means by ‘proper online classes’.

5. So far as prayer (ii) of the petition is concerned also, as mentioned
above, nothing could be argued out by the counsel for the petitioner as to
which school is overcharging fees and by what amount. When we asked the
learned counsel for the petitioner as to what is the fee prescribed for Classes
V, VI and VII etc., he was unable to provide the details. Not even a single
instance has been mentioned by the petitioner in the petition showing a
particular school which is charging fees over and above what has been
prescribed by the respondents.

6. No action can be taken by the Court on such a vague and incomplete
petition, styled as a public interest litigation.

7. We, therefore, dismiss this writ petition with costs of Rs.20,000/- to
be paid by the petitioner to the Delhi State Legal Services Authority within
four weeks from today. The aforesaid amount shall be utilized for the
programme ‘Access to Justice’.

8. A copy of this order be sent forthwith to the Member Secretary, Delhi
State Legal Services Authority, Patiala House Courts, New Delhi.

CHIEF JUSTICE
DECEMBER 09, 2020/ ‘and’ PRATEEK JALAN, J
W.P.(C) 9956/2020 Page 3 of 3



