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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
 

+  W.P.(C) 295/2016 
 

 SARABJIT SINGH ..... Petitioner 
    Represented by:  Mr.Srinivasa Rao K., Advocate  
 

versus 
 

 THE DIRECTOR-GENERAL, INDO  
 TIBETAN BORDER POLICE FORCE & ANR ..... Respondents 
    Represented by:  Mr.Bhagwan Swarup Shukla,  
       Advocate with Ms.Priti, Adv. 
CORAM: 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG 

HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATIBHA RANI 
 

   O R D E R 

%    26.07.2016 
 

1. The hearing of the instant writ petition was being deferred from time 

to time because learned counsel for the petitioner stated that the petitioner 

intends to amend the writ petition.  

2. Today, learned counsel states that rather filing an application to 

amend the writ petition which may consume sometime before the amended 

writ petition is taken on record, the petitioner has instructed learned counsel 

to withdraw the instant writ petition and file a fresh petition on the grievance 

concerning displeasure awarded to the petitioner and its consequence 

concerning the appraisal done by the DPC.  

3. Granting liberty to the petitioner as prayed for the instant writ petition 

is dismissed as not pressed.  

4. No costs.  

 

 PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J. 

 
      PRATIBHA RANI, J. 
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