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New Delhi, this the9V^4 day of December, 2UU2
HON'BLt MR.KULDIF SINGH, &lEMBtK( JUDL )

Shri Nirmal Kuiriar
S/o Shri Dal Chand Sharma
H.N0.1/D523, Fratap Fura,
Hohtash Nagar,
Shahdara,

Delhi-llU U32.

Versus

-AFFLlCAiNT

1.

2.

3.

Union of India thiough
General Manager, Baroda House,
New Delhi-llU UUl.

The Chief Personnel Officer,
Northern Railway, Baroda House,
New De1h i.

•fhe Divisional Railway Manager,
Northerrn Railway, State hntry
New Delhi-IIU UUl.

OKHKH BY CLHCULATIQN

The present RA No.275 of 2UU2 has been filed
ic..-1-G for review of the order passed in OAby the respondents loi lexien

No.333y/2UUl on 17.y.2UU2.

In the RA the review applicants have taken

more or less the sar»e grounds to argue the HA, which the had
tahen while arguing the OA, iVhlle delivering the judgment,
all the grounds were considered. So fresh error has been
pointed out Which may call (or review of the order. further,
the HA does not come within the ambit of Order 47 Rule 1 CHC

4 ; ■, ,j-Y, i ,v i o 1 t' 'A 1 i \'R i r 1 buna 1 s
road wiLh Rule 22 (3) (f) < ! ' ^1 the admi.i . -.11 a - .
Ac!

In view of the above, nothing survives in the
O •

RA, Which is accordingly dismissed.

( kuLDlF piNGH )
member(JUDL)

Rakesh


