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CiiHTKAL WaiNlSTKATlVI; THIBUNAI. FHlNClFAt BENCH

K. A. No. 'J11/2UU2 in
O.A. l()95/2U()i^

New Delhi this thenl^cl^^" •'anuary. 2003

HON'BLi: SH. IvULUlF SINGK, MiiMBhK (J)

Shri .Swadesh Ran j an , Ph i
S/o Shn Shi.v Dayal Singh,
Govt. Boys .Sr. Sec. School, Golcaipur ViJiage,
ii-B.lonk; Uelhi-94.

H/o '62/'i, Siialcti Vihar,
SadatpLir, Delhi-94.

Versus

(V,vt. of WCl of Delhi, through,

1 Chief Secretary,
Govt, of NCI of Delhi, ' nf5-
Delhi achivalaya, i.P.Estate,New Delhi-llO OL^.

2. Secretary (liducat ion) ,
Govt. of NCr of Delhi,
5, Share Nath Marg, Delhi-54.

Applleant

Director of hducation,

GoVt. of i'!C!' of De Hi I ,
Old Secretariate, Delhi-54.

,..Respondents,

n»)^KR I^Y CiRClJI.ATlQN

Ihe present KA No.311 of 2UU2 has been filed

by the applicant for review of the order pa.ssed in OA
No; 1095/2002 on 4.10.2UU2,

^ in the RA the review applicant has taken

rnoj-e or less the same grounds to argue the KA, which they had

taken wh i le argu ing the OA. Wh i ie de Jiver ing the judgi.ent,

ail the grounds were cousidered. No fresh error has been

pointed out which may call for review of the order. Further,
the HA does not oorae within the ambit of Order 47 Kule 1 CPL
read with Kule 22 (3 )> (f) (D of the Administrative Tribunals

Act.

3 In .view of the above, nothing survives in the

KA, which is accordingly dismissed.
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