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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 4335/2014

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. ..... Petitioner
Through :  Mr. Ruchir Mishra and Mr. Mukesh

Kumar Tiwari, Advocates.
Versus

SRIPAL JAIN ..... Respondent
Through :  Mr. Manoj Kumar Sahu, Advocate.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S.SISTANI
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE SANGITA DHINGRA SEHGAL
ORDER
% 26.02.2016

C.M. APPL. 6312/2016

By the present application, the petitioner / applicant seeks correction
of a typographical error in Para 7 of the order dated 23.09.2015 by which the
writ petition filed by the petitioner was disposed of. Learned counsel for the
respondent has also pointed out another typographical error in Para 10 of the
said order. The prayer made in this application is not opposed.
Accordingly, the fourth line in Para 7 shall read as under :

“2007-2010 and also the period from 27.10.2004 to
17.10.2007 (period of suspension may be treated as period
‘Not on Duty’).”

In second line of Para 10, the word proceedings shall be read as
authority.

In Para 10 (1) second line, the word Disciplinary shall be read as

Appropriate.”



With these directions, the application is disposed of.
Dasti.

G.S.SISTANL, J

SANGITA DHINGRA SEHGAL, J
FEBRUARY 26, 2016
sc



