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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 23/2016 

 DALEL SINGH      ..... Petitioner 

 

    Through: Sh. D.S. Kauntae, Advocate. 
 

    versus 

 

 UNION OF INDIA & ORS    ..... Respondents 

 

Through : Sh. Arun Bharadwaj, CGSC with Ms. 

Kanika Bansal, Advocate. 

Lt. Col. Ramanjit, for the Indian Army. 
 

 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAVINDRA BHAT 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE DEEPA SHARMA 

 

   O R D E R 

%   05.01.2016 

 

 The petitioner is aggrieved by the comments of the Colonel 

Records dated 22.10.2015 which state that it had finally determined 

the grievance articulated in the statutory complaint dated 05.09.2015. 

Facially, the said communication is not a final order and are merely 

comments or recommendations which are to be looked into before a 

final decision is taken and communicated under Section 26(5) of the 

Army Act, 1950. 

 The respondents would take into consideration not only these 

comments but also other relevant factors/records and communicate 

the decision on the statutory complaint in accordance with law. The 



writ petition is accordingly disposed of. 

 

 

      S. RAVINDRA BHAT, J 

 

 

 

      DEEPA SHARMA, J 

JANUARY 05, 2016 
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