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NBU QBlhi: this tho 2^' day of /jr^'L ,2GGi;

HDN *BLE mR.S.RC'AOIGE,yiCE CHAIRMAN (A)

HG N • BLE OR . a4a/E pA VALll, MEM EER (G )

Manoj Kumar Poddari ,
s/o Sh,^Shri Lai Paddai^|

-R/o 10 9, 8,0 state Market^
Timarpur,"
Delhi o...... Appli cant

Vs# ̂

 <5 "i

1  Ministry of Railuays^^'
through
Secretary''^'"
Railway Board'^^

Neu Oalhilf

2.H General Manager(p),
North East Frontier Railwayy
Maligaon (Assam)o'

3'i1 Appointing Authority,
Malig^ni
Assam^l

■  '■/
4f! ORM,

Mali gap ni _
Assami Respondents^

jCRnERfBY'r-TRnULaTIOMV'

s'Si^diQsffl/cCa^!
perused the RA.!

2f The grounds taken in the RA do not bring it

within the. scope and ambit of Section 22(3)(f)AT Act

read with Order 47 Rule 1 CPC.^

3.' In the guise of an RA applicant has sought to

reargue the entire case as if it were an appeal which

is not permissible in law.^

RA rejected.^'

( DRfi^A^^'\/EDA.\/ALLI ) (S .Ri'AD IGE -
member (3) VICE CHAIRMAN (A);
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