
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH
Revlea^AEallojXlonJo^^^^^^^ '

(in O.A. No.bS of 1997 ) ^ ( 1 ' /

Ne« Delhi, this the lOthdayof August. 19S8
-applicant

Shri S.P.Sareen ■ •

Versus

-RESPONDENTS
Union of India & others

Q. R n F R (in cireuXa..tiQ.O..)..

This review application was filed otv ,

1 8. 12. 1 997 seeking a review of the ■ order dated : ,
5. 1 1 .199 7 passed in 0.A-. 58 of 1997.

2^ . i have .carefully considered, the submissions

made in the RA and consulted the records. , I find
that there is no mistake apparent on the face of
.record and the claims made out are merely arguments

.on merits which.' do not entitle the applicant for a
review. In the case of and^thers Vs.

UniorL,.^ ln.dia and...:,,c^her^^^^^^^ 1 997 (7 ) SO 2A their
Lordships have held that "the right of review is not

a right of appeal where all questions decided ai
open to challenge. The right of review is possible

■  only on limited grounds mentioned in Order 47 of the
4^; • code of Civil Procedure: Otherwise there being „ no

limitation on the power of review it .would be an

appeal and there would be no certainty of finality of
.. a. decision". This review application amounts to only

•  rearguing what has been stated in the O.A.

Therefore, this review application is not

maintainable and is dismissed at the circulation

stage itself.' . :

(N. Sahu)
Member(Admnv)

r kV.


