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In the Centr•l AdminiJs trative "'- r4bul'lil.l, J · ~ •~pur Bench, Jaipur. 

D•te of Order: 22.4.93, 

R,P, No. 41/93 in O.A. No. 143/91. 

•• . JRet it ioners. 

v. 

U .0. I • & ors. • • • Respondents. 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble l'!r, Ju!'ltice D .L. ~ht•, v.ice Ch<:Jirm.._n. 

Hon'ble Mr. 9.9. M.;.hil.j;in, Adm. ~mloer. 

The petitionLbas been considered under rule 17(3) 

of the Central Administr .. tive Tribunil.l (Procedure) Rules, 

1987. 

2. The petitionern 11iiVe st«ted thO<t while deciding 

the 0 .A,, rule 3 03 of Indian R•.<ilway Estiiblishment Mwnuiil 

hiiS been 14st sight of. The ap,;>lic•mtz h;,d not memtioned 

this rule in the grounds of his 0 .A. Even if the rule w•s 

urged •t the time of arguments, the mere f•ct that that 
is 

rule hil.s not been discussed in the order, kxz no ground 

for review of that order. There 01.re no other grounds •lseD 

in the petition, t-Jhich may juztify revie\1 of our order d•ted 

16.2. 93 under Order 4 7 Rule 1 C ,P .c. 

3. The petition is accordingly dismissed in limine. 

(9.a~~~~l( 
A.M. v.c. 

Thanvi. 


