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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 577/2017

I K SAINI ..... Petitioner

Through: Petitioner in person.

versus

THE CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION
AND ORS ..... Respondents

Through

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU

O R D E R
% 18.07.2018

CM No.25602/2018

1. The petitioner has filed the present application, inter alia, seeking

rectification of paragraph 3 of the order dated 27.02.2018. Paragraph 3 of

the said order reads as under:-

“3. The writ petitioner says that the order is flawed for two
reasons. One, that out of the five appeals, three appeals were
filed by him while the other two were filed by his father.
Two, that a substitution application had been moved by the
petitioner which was allowed by respondent no.l/ CIC.

2. The petitioner states that the applications filed by the petitioner were

not allowed but were overlooked. In view of the above, paragraph 3 of the

said order is rectified to read as under:-

“3. The writ petitioner says that the order is flawed for two
reasons. One, that out of the five appeals, three appeals were



filed by him while the other two were filed by his father.
Two, that a substitution application had been moved by the
petitioner which was overlooked by respondent no.l/ CIC.

3. The order dated 22.05.2018, which quotes the order dated 27.02.2018

shall also stand rectified to the aforesaid extent.

4. The application is disposed of.

VIBHU BAKHRU, J
JULY 18, 2018
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