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RA 376/2000
in

OA 2299/98,
JAA2&75/2000

"ti- is th.- ca th day of Noveffibei , 2000Re;W Deibi tbis -i - n

.'r-Pobran Mai, ., . -, ,.
Q/n Si>r'' I y-bb' _ .' t;^ ^b/'J /"A ■Ra i lway QnaiXo.|i a , ̂Babr pailiaySstatiorV; ; ■ ^ppH«;ant
Delbi-U0 00^- ;.. r ^ ;

,  "- • ' i' Versus . '

1 :• Union o-f India tiiroijgb^ ' • , ' ' a '
its Secretary, - p - ■ -■

i b Ministry of ' j^g^pg ".Hallway.Bhawan. Ea^i .Maig, .
■  "Hew Delhifii® ,0®^- '; ;
''.. ^ ' .'h ' ,r

2  The, General Manage-i ,' - , •/', ^Nor-thern.:Ra 1 Ivyays., _ ,- •, . • •
Bardoa House, ' f. • ;, - • _ ,-- ■-
New Delhi-110 .001--- .• -,.- - ■- \

3. rThe.Divi'sional-^Railway Manager. _ ■ ■ - • , ; . -
■ 'Rn ft hern Rai Iways, - , - . • .
'"state Entry Road, -. - Respondents.

tiew Delhi-110 001-
. J- 0 R D E R (By circulation)

Smt. LaJcslira^MW^^ ; : '/

w. wave peruai t.a'bv iaw^PPl ba^ luec.
appuoaat seaUa. aev.e, o, ..e THPOHaCs o.a,. .ate. .
tP>.5.2000 iu OA 2299/98.

2, The applicant has tried to realgue the
^  M-^tion bv contending that the cause ofthe Review Application uy

1 1 cant is of a continuing nature and theaction of the applicant is
,ae.tio., or U.itatio,, .oes not ar.ae U, U,e o,eo..stanoes
Of the case. The grounds taken by the applicant

e-- ,..!, cri=.rfi-.ane to an appeal, butReview Application may be moie ge.ii.a.-
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,t., ls settled law that in the garb of a Beview
Application, the applicant cannot re-agitate the matter.
We are unable to agree wrth the contentions ot the
applicant that there is any error apparent on the face of
the order dated 16.5.2000 or any other sufficient grounds
as provided under Order 47 Rule 1 CPC read with Section
22<3)Cf) of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 to
justify allowing the Review Application. In the
circumstances, RA 376/2000 is liable to be rejected.

3  UA 2675/2000 along with RA has been filed
praying for condonation of delay. RA. has been filed on
9.10.2000. The Miscellaneous Application does not also
disclose sufficient grounds to allow it and on this ground
also the Review Application fails.

4. In the result, RA 376/2000 with MA 2675/2000
are rejected.

(Smt. Lakshmi Swaminathan) v®;.®'rhaU-fflin (A)
Mernher v-J
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