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New Delhi: this the day of nay,200Ci§
HON^BLE MR.'S.Ri'AOlGEvVICE CHAIRWA®;:(A .
H0N*BLE NRvKULDIP SINGH nETIBER (5)
KyCvShaunaf Uorks Flanager,'
High E>^losi\yes F^ctoryV
Kirkeef
Pun8i4l1 00 3 •'•V Appli canVF
( Applicant in parson )

ir'sus

e. Chairman & DGO F
Ordnance Factory Board?
i Ministry of Oefen r
IOA, Auckland Road?
Calcutta- 700 001.'

2,^ Shri R:.t]ayaranian?
5x"?^GM/0F I tarsi,:
C/o General nanag ar"!'
Cordite Factory?
Aruuankadu -432 002

(By Advybcate: Shri S'Ifl?Arif ).
• •-<►'.Respondents^

Heard both sides on RA No?2l/98 seeking
review of the Tribunal ts order dated 28f11^97 in
OA No?1154 /95i;'

In OA No.^1154/95 applicant sought a direction'
fbr e>^unging of adverse ranarks fbr the year I992-93
and 1993^94 uith consequential reliefs?
3? After hearing both parties; the OA was
allowed in parf? in as much the adverse entries fbr
the year 1993:.94were ordered to be expunged?
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In ths RA applicant has asserted that the

counter to the rejoinder and OA fil ed by Respondent
No,12 is not maintainable • that no further pleadings
could have b^n alloued after the counter had been

filed by respondents; and that Respondent Nof2 had
made certain false submissions in their pleadingsf

open to applicant to have miade

each of these assertions in his pleadings and during
the course of hearing^^

0.1 The scop e o f an AR is severly limited

by Section 22(3) (f) AT Act read uith Order 47 Rule 1

7.^ None of the g rounds taken in the RA bring
it uithin the scope and ambit of the abo vef In

the guise of an RA applicant has sought to reargue
the entire case which is not permissible in law®

8® The RA is rejected'^
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