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GBVIRAi. .CiMlNISiaAUVE IHI SJi^AL )U ,,
3EMCH; NE^V i^ELHI /

Ivl.A» 639/95
R.A.N0.71/95 in

o. A.No. 288/95

NewiielhL, this the 27th day of March, 1995

Hon* bie -Ihri J. f . ^Siarm a, Manber( J)

Ho n' bl e iir o.k . 31ngh., MetnberC

/" \

•A^i < /
•k: -lyh:

1. ,Ms., :|brnitiia M. .f'arida,
Scientist '3*,.
T8.T ^Jivision,
Central xio.ari Research Institute,
Mathura HoaljNew Delhi.

2. San tosh Jalihal#
Scientist '3',
T&T aivis ion,
Central Road Researdi Institute,
Mathura Road,Nevv Delhi.

3. Devesh Ti/'^ari,
Scientist '3*,
I'i^S '-iivis Ion,
Centxal Boad Research Institute,
i/iathura Ro^^d ,New Delhi.

3y Adv oc a tei i'lr i C, L, Nars imh an

Vs.

/\f|jllcant-s

Council oi Scientific &. Industrial Research
through Director-Seneral
Council of Scientific & laiustrial Research,
Anus andh an ,3h3Van,Dafi Marg,
Nevftf .Delhi.. -

2. Tns Directcg:,
Central Road Resear'ieh Ir^titute,

i'vl a th ur a R oad , Ne'.v Delhi.

C R C E R

.. Resporrients

Hon*ble Shri J.l. oliarma, Member(j)

All the three petitioners have jointly filed this

tievlew application against the order dated 24.1.95 Passed in

O.A.NO.288/95 which has been held to be not nna in tain able

as not. making out a prima facie caSe and is preisature,

2. Hlong-i^si.th this Review? application, there is a M.A.No.

639/95 for amendment of the original application which appears

to have been filed by the Review petitioners on 22.2.95 with a



.pray® -to the Hegis try" that the said seeking
amendment of the or*.lginal application be placed betor-e

the Bench on 24»2»95»

' ,3. ,fe have considered the groundstaken in the aeviewiPr -

^application. The averment made in .the Hevaew acyjli cation ^ - .
is that when the application waS heard on 17.2.95 ,o.n is.® paa.,.
the learned counsel wanted to raise certain more- points,

and wanted tosutaiit his contention by oral .subraisston

. .wlth-out any i-n the original application. : %is .-- -.P
oral re.ques t was acceded to and the learned counsel

. s tated that he may file a written subft"is.sim- aO that:regardi.:

However 8 :the caSe waS reserv®i crders. on 24r2,95.. 'tiiis-
the .arguments already been conclijled .In. the case :©n ...,p

admission on 17.2.95, the points raised the .tlmftof .

arguments as well as averred in the application h-as .been ;.

\ fully discussed, in the . judgement under review, lie .groufri. ;.,p .
taken iQ: review is that the M.A.639./95 £® amftitilng .the. y .

original .application could not be placed before .the .Bench

before delivery of the judgemen.t, for this the Kfcv.i.c.v*.

. applicant th^selves are-at fault. ^ the. judqanent . y.:; .
was .already reserved on 24.2.95, they only requested ..the

Registry to place the matter on 24.2.95 when "the 1ui§©mers|......
^ was announced in the open court, the le.'i ned counsel >.

for the Review applicants mentioned this fact ttiat ha has:;®; ;.

• moved an. appli cation, Hov^ver, si.nce the .3udq€®.ent. was .

ready arxi was in the process of being pronounced, nothing yy

could be d-one. Moreover, the impugnedorder only .
,1 • ^ '

the pericd of: probation .fcr 3 a: 6 months and that peidai "q.";.

has expired in March , 1995, Thus we d o not find that ;the

proposed .merriment could serve any purpose.
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4* The Review application lies ordy .A^-iSn triej e 1'.; an

er^f*. apparent on the face of the Qrci.er. ffi.erely oecads^e" v

the applicant could not oienticn the fact uf havinc ;r,i.p/ed

an application for amendment couid not be a .Trouiid to revP

Wie jud \;e-fient and change the C. A. itself. First thsi..A=

for .3?Dend.rent haS to be- considered and only then the j.A,

can be allowed to be amended which is not vossiblo after

the judgement has been announced after heading the learned

counsel on 17.2.95 and tdie date of judgement was decl jred

as 24.2,95. The Review application has, therefore j-?a dssU

aiXi the Sane is dismissed by circulation.

/}

dk •

Cj^

'membbi( i)


