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n , ,No ,10 97/92

Meu lelhi: this the (^erch,1 999,

HO N' 9L r 3. 5. 3, '\ 7l3E, 71 CE EH aI 71 aM ( a) .
HflN '3LE M3S.. LAKsmi 37 Af^ IN ATH ATJ, Ti^3tlO)

"x, i3:in s i-'Tbl e 7h'ir'Am\yir Singh i,!o«1160/ S'J»
3,/o 3hri Sher Singh,
previous employed in Oelhi rolic0»
l/o 3-97, Ssngam park, Rene partap Begh,
g^lhi ^plicant,

( 3y Advocate: Shri Shankar f^ju )
\/q rsu s

Addl, CAmm i ssion 9 r of folice,
geuthpm R^pge,
police Heo dq U'"'r^.e 03, IP Estate,
Id 7j Ruildinq,
Neu Delhi. .... Ftespon dsPt jp

( By Advocate: S'nri 7ijay pandit a).

0 RDER

BY KJi\! ' 3L E r-I R. S. R. A01 BE. 71 CE CHaI 77 aN ( a) .

ije have heard applicant's counsel Sn?i Shankar

Ra j u an d re spon deO t s ' couns el ghr i Ji j ay pan di t a on

R. A.No, V9a seeking review of the order of this

very Bench dated 20,10, 97 in 0 . A.No, 18 97/92,

2. 7e are satisfied that impugned order dated

20,10, 57 requires review in accordance with Section 22

(3) (f) AT Act read with Order 47 Rule 1 iEP C.

3, Under the ci rcum 3 tan ce, the cforec.aid order

dated 20,10, 97 has been reviewed and recalled. Post
—r — ""

fo r f resh h rin g on 23, 4, 99
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4. Issue copy of this order to both pp-rties.
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( n 9^. L '\l< 3H^ I 5 iJ-f-1 IfN! TH aN )
"^ETiBER (3)

/ug/

( S. R. A3IGE )
/I CE CHaI an (a)


