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"eCN '9LE nR,R, aDIGE, VICE CH/M Hf'l AN ( f*)
•rCN'9L E RS. LaKSHHI CJA!"! IN aTHaN , nfjIBER (3).

Dagdish Yadau,
E-177, Neu Rajinder Nagar,

Nsu Delhi -SO ,. . . Appl i-an k..

\/p rsus

1. Delhi Administration
t h rc ug h

the Secretary,
Did Secretariat,
Del hi .

2. Oemrn i esion a r of Police,

Poli ce Hqs,,
I,P. Estate, nSD Ruilding
Neu Delhi - 02 .

3. ?h ri Visender Singh,
D. No, 139 6 C/o
Police Headquarters,
I.P .Estate,

Neu Delhi,

4,. Sh ri Sumar Singh,

No. 0-1446, C/D

Police HB'sdqiiarts rs,
I • P • Es t a 10 ,
NQu Delhi .... Respon dents,

0RDER(9Y ClRgiLATION )

HGN ' 3L E n R. S. R. ADI GE. VI CE DHfAl 11 AN ( a) .

Pe rused the R, a.

2, No cogent reasons have been given uhy

the applicant's counsel could not appear uhen

the case came up For hearing on 4,2,98.

3, Furthermore in the Ra applicant alleges

that the department representative had given

false information that the applicant has resigned

from service during the pendency ofOAand it is

.hg grounds for revieu On the other
A
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hp.nd the applicant himself adnits in para 3 of

the Ra that he took vjoluntary retirement in

riay,1B9 3 that is during the pendency of the Oft
which UBS Piled in 199 2#

4, None of the ground? taken by the applicant

in the RA bring it within the scope and ambit of

section 22(3) (f) ftT ftct ,read with Order 47 Ride 1

CP C*

5. The RA is rejected.

r— - ^ yVnT-'-'i' •
(piRS. laksh!»ii s',iA"nN aT^Tan) (s.r. aoi^e: )

flETABCRCO) VICE CM airman (a).
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