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2001

. .App1 i cants.

Versus

Ui0 & others .Respondents.

ORDER(BV CiRCULAiriON)

S.R.ADIGE.VCCA)

V \Per!used the RA^ ,
2. The grounds taken -therein do not bring

it within the scope and ambit of Section 22(3)(f)AT
iS* ^

Act read with Order 47 -Ru.le 4 CPC^ under-'wh i ch alone

any order /decisieh qf,-*' -the Tribunal can'be reviewed

«■»

a
3 . I n the qu i se of an RA the rev i ew '

appl icants have sought to reargue the entire case

which is not permissible in law.

4. RA i s rejected.""

(Dr.A.Vedava Mi )
Member(J)

(S . R . Ad i,ge)
V i ce Cha i>.ma,n (A ),
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