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IN

OVaVNo'? 1233/93,
,. kh-= tha -2'* ' day of ftprilf,^200«^Neu Delhi: this the Q /

HOntBLE inRVs;,R;.ftDIGEVtfICE CHRIRFWNCR)'.'
HDN'BLE PIRJKULDIP SINGH,nEI»lBER(3)
E,® constable Rshok SlngH? »|1794/0RP.
S/0 SH^Ospal Slnghir
r/o Goyepdhan Gatef Kumhet^
p  &TehfirKuinhsrV ^
olsttjBharalpu^Raiasthan W^RppUoant.l
(By Adybcate; Shri sfSVTTeuari)'.

Qoyt^of NCT of Oelhi^^
through Commissioner of Police,
police Headquarters;
i;p^Esta1^«
Neuj Oelhiil

2? A.ddrPcommissioner of police>^
AP & T» police Headquartersj,

I.p'.Estate^-*
New Delhi^li

:il Oy^Commissioner of Policef
'^"IbReepondent^

^  (By Advocate: Shri Haryir Singh )
*•'1

VfC(A:^

Heard both sides on RA No-;^232/ 99 filed by
Ex'itonstable Ashok Singh seeking rev^eu of the common
order dated 18^^'9 9 dismissing OA No'^1233/95 filed
by him along with 3 other 0As3

2, There is merit in Revieu applicants*
contention that uhen in his OA No^l233/95 he did
not rely upon the Hon^ble Suprane Court's judgment

State of Punjab Bakshish Singh 3T 19g8(7)SC 142,in
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tha Oft could not have b^n di^lssad on thaVround
of unapplloability of that judgment to the facts and

1.0 np the OA"l Furtheimore none of thecircumstances or tne uh*.

.pounds-advanced by applicant in his 0ftai23y95 uaca
dlscbssad in tha afhrasaid order dated

Under the oircumstance ue are satisfied that
this Rft comes ulthin the scope and ambit of section 22
(3j (f) ft'.T:Jftct read uith Order, 47 Rule 1 CPK!
4} fts nothing has been shoun to us to establish
that tha aforesaid order dated ISftfSS has separately
been challenged in a higher court of lauf ue allou
Rft Nof232/99'.' The crder dated 18TtBi399 in so far as
it relates to 0441233/95 is recalled and the Oft is
ordered to be listed for hearing afresh before the
appiepriate Bench on

( KDLDIP SINGH )
MEMBER (3)

f( sVrVadige )
\]ICZ CHAIRMAN(A)'^
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