
n; THE •:::Etl'rPAL ADMINI.STPl~'T'I~lE TR!P.Uil . .t..L. JAIPUP. EEUCH • 

J A I P U R. 

O.A. No. 375/93 Date cf decision: 23.11.94 

sm·JA LAL YADAV : Applicant. 

VERSUS 

Mr. r1. L. Pareek : Counsel far the applicant. 

t-1r. K. N. Shrimal : CO!Jnsel f·::>r th«:.: respondents. 

CORAM: 

Hon 'ble Hr. Justice D. L. i'1ehta. Vice-Chairman 

Hon'ble Mr. B.N. :>h::'lundiyal, Hember (A) 

PEP H•:IH'BLE HP. JUSTICE D.L. H~>:HTA. VICE-CHAIRHAN: 

Heard t:.h~ learned c.::mnsel for thE: parties. 

Preliminary objection wae raised that this 

petition is n·:.t maintainable a~ the applicant has a 

rioJht t·::'l file the Revieion P~tition under s. 29-A. 

The learned .-~ounsel f.:•r the applicant submits that 

there tdll be a question •)f limitation. VIe ,.;ill lil:e 

to observe that th~ time ~pent durin.;) thiE proceedings , 

in this Tribunal should not be c~unted against the 

applicant fvr tht: purpose of limitation. 

With thi~ direction, we allow the applicant 

to file the R~vision Petition. as per law. The 

Reviel';ring Authorities are expected t·:· decide the 

:=arne ~dthin a period of six months after filing of the 

same. 

4. 

with no order as t·:• costs. 

~ /,tv , rJ ('" 1 V 
( B. H'. DHOUNi:JIYAL ) 

Administrative H~n1ber 

;J-7,~ 
( D. L. HEY..I'r.~ ) 
Vic.:-Chsirrnan 


