
C'/;
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NEU DELHI.

R.A.No.207 / 96

IN

0  A .No. 21 38/9 5

an d

R.A.No ̂2407/96

Nau Delhifthis tha 14th day of 353iuaryi»1S97.

HON'BLE 1*18.3. R.ADIGE f!0*lBER( a).

HON'BLE OR.A.V/EOAVALLIp nEFI8ER(3).

Union of India,
Oommissionar of Police,

Delhi Police, 1*190 Building,

N eu Del hi

And

another o..« ., .'feviau Appli

(By Aduocate: Shri Surat Singh). j

\/er8u8

Hari Singh
through Superintendent, District 3ail,
fthtak, Mary an a .. • Reqaon dsn ts .■

0 RDERfO RALl

BY HON'BLE 1*1 R. S. R. A 01 CP W FflR r!?( ^
Heard.

2. The direction in tha judgm^t dated 10,7.96 in

0 . a»Noo21 38/95 Hari Singh Vs. ODmmissionor of Polico,
giuan to the respondents to dispose of the applicant^a :
appeal by a detailed and speaking order. Shri Surat

S ingh states that no such appeal datad 28.12.94 as

claimed by the revieu respondent uas receiued, and
the appeal dated 20.12.94 uas not entertained as
it uas unsigned..

3. AS the direction uas to dispose of the rovlea

respondents* appeal by a speaking order, the rBuicu
applicants should db so. It uill be open to thera to
point out in that speaking order that the appeal la
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unsigned, and bring to v notice any other

inPimities it fdun4- in tho samco
4» The RA is rejected#
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