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R.A. NO. 13/92 in
O.A» N3. 1B33/88

R, K. Gupta

Union ot India 8. Ors.

R.A. ND, 19/92 in V/"
O.A» ^D. 1872/88

P. Sharma

Union of India & Ors.

R.A. ID. 20/92 in
O.A. iC'. 1356/83

Chandresh K'igam

Union of India 8. Ors,

vi.A' I'Lu 21/92 in
O.A. iL-. 1357/88

j^cjinder Kurnar

[:r-.ior, of : r,d i £ U f .

R.A. 22/92 in
O.A. Kt. 1326/83

D. P. Srivastava

Union of India & Ors.

Iv.A. ,i-L . 23/92 in
u ' A' » J Bo4/ B3

D&v Koran

Union of India 8. Ors.

R.A. ND, 24/92 In
O.A. R). 1861/88

Lai Daksh

Union of India 8. Qrs.
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R.A. NO. 25/92 in
Q.A. l-jQ. 1859/88

Suresli Chandra .

Union ,of India & Ca:s» .

H.A. 26/92 in
O.A, hP. 1792/88_

jogeshwar Mahanta

Ijnion of India fi> Ors.

, Review ^plicant

Vs.

• • •
Respondents

Review Applicant

Vs

•.» Respondents

RiA. NO. 27/92 in
0,A. NJ. 1841/88

Varinder Kumar • ® • ReVieiv Appi ic ant I

Vs.

Union of India & Ors» Respondehts

.. TIHEvHQN'BLE jySTKE, RM P,,AJ- SI^GH, VKE CHAlR?/AN (J)
THE HOK'Blii P. c. JaIN, MiWElER (A)~

• ' Petitioners-through ShriiG. D. Gupta vs ith Shri
D. K» Gupta, Counsel

0 R D '£ R

Hon*ble Mr. Justice R^ Singh, V.CaCJ) •»

/

' -r All these review applications f 11®^ ^ the agjplicanfes

in the above-cited O.A.s v^iich were decided by a common^

judgment delivered on 4.lO«1991 are being decided by a single

order as the judgment was canrr.on and the grounds for seeking

review are also canmon.

2. The judgment sought to be reviewed vjas delivered by a

Bench comprising of Hon'ble Shri G. Sreedharan Nair, Vice-

Chairraan (J) and Hon*bl® Shri P. C« Jain^ Member (a). As ,

Hon*ble Shri G. Sreedharan Nair is no more, the Hon*ble
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Chairman directed vide order passed oh 20»i«1992 that the

review applicaftions be heard by this Bench* jipcordinglys,

we heard the learned counsel for all the applicants in these
review applications. Learned cour»^^;fc^.vthe appl^^

Shri G. D. Gupta, made his subm issighs' on'th^^p^^^ of
discrimination as well as on denial of ^por^unity to the
applicants before the revised itrpugned orders were issued.
Both these points have been adequat^y dealt with in the
judgment dated 4.10.1991. The-pl6a ^discrimination has been

.^dsalt with in.para 15 and the plea of'ViolaTO^ of principles
of natural justice has been dealt with in para 16 ot the

,,Jjjid3Bert.; We, therefore, see no app^rant e^^ on the face
of the judgment. There is also no other valid grounJ as
envisaged in Order XLVII Bule 1 of the CodR,:Of,:C ivil
procedure for allowing these J^eview^'^
A:cordingly, all these? xeview applications are dismissed.

Adopy of this-order shall'be ^plac&drby ^the Registry on the
files of each of these review eppl ic atiore.
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