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IN 'IHE CEIJ'IPAL ADMINIS'IP.ATIVE 'IRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

Date of order: Gf / 6/ :J.)r·:,) / 

R.P. l·¥::. • .::4/?.(,(1} (OJ!. Ik .• 28/97) 

Chhanu Mal Parasar s/o late Shri Ramji Lal Paretsar r/•':1 .2-·~Hll.-10, 

Aravali Vihar, Alwar. 

• .Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India through the Secretary, Department of 

Posts, M/o Communications, Dak Bhawan1 New Delhi. 

2. Chief Postmaster General, Rajasthan Circle, Deptt. of 

Posts, Jaipur 

3. se-nior Superintendent of Post Offices, Alwar Division, 

Alwar. 

Respondents 

ORDER 

Per Hon'ble Mr. A.P.NAGRATH, Administrative Member 

This Revie\>1 ApJ?li cati en has been filed under se<;-~-: 17 

with a prayer that order dat~ 13.7.2001 passed in OA Nc .• 28/97 be 

revh-Ji?d by the Tribunal. By the said order, prayer of the appljcent in 

the OA was dismissed as having no merits. 

2. Apart from repeating the submissions made in the OA, the 

grounds on which the ~~eview has been sought are-

j ) That the orde-r states that applicant S€·€.J~s •:p..lashing of I 
the order dated 22.7.97 (Ann.A/1-A). The applicnt's pleal 

is that there was no such otder dated 22.7.97. 'Ihus thisl 

statement in the first sentence of the order i~ 

incorreoct • 

ii) In the oral arguments, the applicant has relied on 

rule 12 of Rule 11 of ccs (CCA) Rules, 1965 but 

does not find mentjon in the order dated 13.7.2001. 
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SC'·:fot:> •)f revi e\-J •:•f ~· · judkial c•rder is lirrd ted and the 

net icc;- •:·f the Tribunal, despite t:lue diligeno.:e. 

4. 

5. 

at:plf.:·ont iE1 rr.:::l:ing an atterrrpt t:· tal:e advantage ·:•f a typographical 

.E'lTC•r. 'Ihe Ann.A/lA is dated =::=:.7.1-=•-=u:; wheree.e we fincl that it has 

errcr is noJt an et·rc•r ·:•f foC"ts ·::·1· en·or c·f lo.w and thie is ~n atte·mt=t 

in futility on the r:ert of the appl kant. 

6. Other g1x•und tal:en is thot the Tribunal did not tal:e 

indicate the date fr·:•m whkh it "tvill tal:e e-ffe··.:t and the peri·xl f·~r 

\·itd ch the penalty sho:·uld t~ •:JJ:-E>rctted. It sh:•uld als(.. indkate the 

time-scale for \vhi·.:h the C'....:•vernment servant is reduced t•:• the extent 

de·::-ision and it tentemcunts t•:· rehearing •.:.•f the ·::ase. W€· d·J not find 

any merit in this P.evie·\v Appli('c•tic•n ancl the same is liable to:· be 

dismissed. 
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We, therefore, djswjss thie Revjew Applicatjon. 

~" 1\_,j.~ 
(A.P.NAGRA'ffi) 

Adw.Member Jud}.Membe>r 
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