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• •• Review Applicant

R.A. ND. 13/92 in
O.A. N3> 1833/88

R« K* Gup^d

Union of India & Ors.

R.A. ND. 19/92 in
O.A. N3. 1872/88

p . Sharma

Union of India & Ors.

R.A. ND. 20/92 in
O.A. rXj. 1356/83

Chandresh Nigam

Union of India S. Grs,

R.A. 21/92 in
O.A. iC-. 1357/83

Raj inder Kunar

'Jnloo of Indie & Urs,

R.A. iC. 22/92 in
O.A. IC. 1826/88

D. P. Srivastava

Union of India t Ors

H.A» iiu. 23/92 in
A' « 2 S8^/ So

Uev f<ara,n\

Union of India & Ors.

R.A. ND. 24/92 in
O.A. NP. 1861/88

Ami Lai Daksh

Union of India & Ors.
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R.A. NO. 25/92 in V
O.A. IX). 18^/83

Suresh Qharicjra ,

\ ynipn of India & Qr8#

' iD^ 26/92 tn
O.A« ^D. 1792/88

jogeshwar Mahanrta

Jjnion of India Ors.

i 27/92 in
O.A. K). lfe/88

Kumar

Union of India & Or

o • •

Vs.

• • •

Vs

• • •

Vsv

• •. •

Review Applicant

Respondents

Review Applicant

Respondents

Revlevv Applicant ^

. JySTKE 3I^GK , V13E CH AlRIV^N (J)
THE HCA'BLd. P. C». JAiNf (a) .

Petitiopiers through Shri G. D. Gupta with Shri
p. K. Gupta, Counsel ' '

0 R D '£ R
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Hon*ble 7<>r. Justice Ram Pal Singh], V.C. (J) :«

• Ail these review applicatibn^ jf il^d^plicants ^

in the above-cited 0»A»5 vihich were decided by a ccwiraon %

judgment delivered on 4,.10.1991 are being dec; ided by a single

ordjer as t-he judgment was canmon and the grounds for seeking

review ere-el so .

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

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

chairman (J) and Hon'ble Shri P. C. Jain, Member (a). As

Hon*bl© Shri G. IrWdiaran Nair Is no more, the Hon'ble
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Chairman diirected vide order passed on 20.1»1992 that the

review applic^ibns be heard by this Bench. -Accordingly,
we heard the learned counsel for all the applicants in these

review applications. Learned counsel^or :the applie ants ,
Shri G. p. Gupta, made his submlssidtts on t^^^^ of
discrimination as well as on denial of oppoftiinity to the

.applicants before the revised itipugned orders were issued.
Both these points have been adequat^y dealt with in the
judgmerrt dated 4.10.1991. The jilea/discrimination has been
dealt: with in para 15 and the plea of violation of principles
of natural justice has been dealt with in para 16 of the

;-judgment. Wetheref ca:e, see no appara^ err or on the face
oi the judgment. There is also no other valid ground as
envisaged in Order XLVII Rule 1 of the Code M.Civil
procedure t or andwir^ these review-appiications.

,^coxdingly, all these xsview ^oplic ations are dismissed.
this order shall;be placed,by ,the Registry on the

files of each of these review applications.
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