
IlJ THE CEUTF:AL AI,MiliiSTPP..TIVE TEIBUUAL, ,JAIPTJP EEtlCI-1, JAIPUR.. 

R.P.Ho.7/98 D3t~ of order: ~7.7.1998 

.-.n-. '='"L"a·}:a.~l-1 J::.l'n, .c.;,-_, ._C,ki-L"l. w.f .• J-::._·,·.r., - .... --'~ r-4 u--,-- P/n V J: • - ~ - II w ~ ~ :I ':I;-;:: •.1 • j •-::: -:1 • w 1 •. _ 

Chand Pole Ea=ar, Jaipur. 

• •• Review Petitioner. 

Vs. 

Church Gate, Mumbai. 

F• 7\ ~ .., 1• - (,...<'"') • ~~ u 1_ • I.-' ... • 1_1 L:• u I_, W~et~rn Psilway, Chur~h G3te, Mumba i. 

3. Dy.F.A & C,A.O (S&C), W0stern Pailway, Mumb3i. 

4. Gitil:21. Pande-:; Sl>J:., (St:C) Weatei.·n P3ilv1ay, .Jaipur. 

PER HOU'BLE ME.P.ATMT PP.i\f~ASI-J, JUI,ICIZU MEMBER. 

This review petition has been filed by the review 

u.A llv.l8:::/9e, W3s va·::ated. 

in M .JI, 
( 

time, the petition~r h3a be~n unable to place full facts before 

the Tribunal, before passing of the order vacating the stay. 

cvnfE:tTed uncl•?l: Se•:. ::::::, sub-ae·:t i·:·n 3 and SlJI:.-•:1 :n1ee (f) of the 

Administrative Tribunals f;.::;t, 19::::. reEt.:l \vith Pule 17 of the 

Central Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Pules, 1987 and 

further ..:::ircumscrib·::d by .se.::: .11-1 and Ot·det· 4 7, Pule l of the 

Cvde of Civil Procedure. In this review petition, the 

apparent on thE: f3ce of the record in pa2eing the order under 

review dated ~5.6.98 on the ground that the petitioner has not 

15.5.93. In the proceedings of the Court noted in the O.A, it 
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( 
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is mad~ out that 7tfto::r an interim direction \·l3.S issued on 

15.5.98, none appeared on the no::xt d~t~ i.E:. on 21.5.98. On the 
\ 

next date, i.e. on 22.5.98, th~ lo::arned counsel for the 

petitioner \·las r::·resent and the matt•;r \vas list·~d for further 

consideration in thE: matter on 5.6.98. On 5.6.93, the learned 

counsel for the petitioner sought an adjournment in the matter 

and t h ~ case was 11 s t e d .:• n 1 ~ • 6 • 9 8 • 0 n 1 2 • r: .• 9 3 , the 1 earned 

counsel for the l)9rti.;s \vere heard .:m M.A l\!.: .• 97.'98 \·!hereby the 

resp.:.nd·:nts hav.:: soU·Jht th·~ va.::ati.:,n (,f the interim direction. 

During the arguments on that date, it has come out that in the 

an •n·de1· on 6.~ .• 98 •. :.in.::e this .:;r.]er vl~3.s n(•t available on 

next date was fixed as 25.6.98. On ~5.6.98, the order in 

consequence upon the disciplinary proceedings initiated against 

the applicant vid~ memorandum dated 15.~.98; W3S made available 

and after perusal of this order dated 6.5.98, the interim 

direction issued on 15.5.98 was vacated. 

4. In view of the above, there hae n·:·t been any erro1· appar..::nt 

made out. Hence the Feview Petition is dismiesed a~cordingly. 

By circulation. 

(Patan Prakash) 

Judicial Member. 


