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By this mvi.ew application, t.he pet-itiocitej prays

for the mvisw of the order passed in tfe order shesst of

OA No.239:1,A)5. o)i 17.09.92. Tite applicant was IXrard in

perso... Ttie a?®licant prayed that be wants to press only

relief number (a), (b), (e) and <f) only of para 8 of the

OA, He fu!"ths;r txnterwifad that Ite does not want to press

lelief nufol^r 8(c) and (d) of the OA. Consequently, tie

was heard ort\ aAfiission and notitte was di.re<'.h:ed to be

issH^ to the i-es|.ionds«rts for 13.11.92.

In this RA, tws'cjontends in tiara 3 of tiie petition

that he did 'not such a st^tefnent at the time of

hesari.no btsfore ttie B®Tc;h. He has ai^50 filed an affidavit,

suptx'vrtifwri the RA.

cxintd.



{>etit.iont»r is rnakina a false statfWfiBnt. c'st! oath-

His prayer was clc5<3rly re5':x:>ple<l in the orrtershee>t, in his

pres^snc^e-

It was a statsma'it. of the petitioner at the bar

whi.cii was tiiscortled in the ordershefet. Hfencasj, thcjre

apfiears y(y no valid reasons to mview tlie said order-

passed on 17.09.92. itie RA is befreft of any (T^6^rit.. .

item-as, it is dlrsnriissed.
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