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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.379/2010

uol Appellant

Through: Ms.Deepika, Advocate
versus
DHARAMBIR SINGH & ANR. ..., Respondents
Through: None
CORAM: :
,, HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
by ORDER
% 08.07.2011

CM No0.6794/2010

1. There is a delay in filing the appeal.

2. The delay is condoned.
3. Application is allowed.

LA.App. 379/2010

' For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.
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PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

JULY 08, 2011
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