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UNION OF INDIA & Others,

Petitioner

Advocate for the Petitioner(s)

Respondent

_Advocate for the Respondent(s)

CORAM

The Hon'ble Mr. |,S, t3beroi, fteniber (3)

.'fThe Hon'ble Mr. I.K.Ras^otra, Rrmber (fl),

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the Judgement ?
2. To be referred to the, Reporter or not ? ro •

3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of the Judgement ? ^ •
4. Whether it heeds to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ? rn.

ORDER

By-thl, «opiie„tion, th, s,or,lic=«t u, to r.vf-J
our Judgement d=l,d 24th Igco, mrCC-to. -„H th,
ground, mentlonad therein, M, oroc«d to d«.Irt, th. AftSllo.tlon;
by Citc:ul,tion, in t»rir,3 of Rul,17(ilrt of th. Central «dn.!h!,ttatjv.

Tribunal (ProcBdurs) Ruins, 1997,'

Section 22f3) of the Administrative Tribun.®!)? ?»ct,
orovidBS for the same powers ofr-view, as are v^st^d in a Civfl Cnurt^
under fche Codp of Civil Procsdure, 1908, As dpt Ordsr XIJ/TT, RuTf. T

of the Civil Procftdurs Code, a dedsion/judoempnt/order rT.=v bP Ts.vJ9i,!ed7

i) if it suffers from an srrnr annarpnt on th" fncf" of

the rscord} or

ii) if on account of discovery r»<' any nww rnqt-^rlal or
1

- vidancf" which ues not within thi? I<nowl!*dq« o^

...cnntd,,7o,.



I : 2 s

n/^ •

party or coMir? not nrorfuc^d hy hi^ the

time thB judgwrnnnt u,as m^dp, insoite of du» di 11'q^^nct.?
or

iil) for any othR? Ruffici^nt rsasnn.

»7

* havE examined thK vgrinus qround'n mpntinad in tha

Peuisw Aoolication in the light of thfs abova Droviginnp), 3nd' grf? of

th® considarad wlaw that all the aspacts amergiriq from thiT30 qrounda

haya bssin hroadly dwslt unon, in our judg?imnnt, rftwiaij of yhfch

has hsen sought for, SiJe hava, thi-ri'ffors?, no hRsitation in holding

that any othar v/iau, if takan hv us, would amount to sitting in

judgomant on our ou/n yinu^ t.;v<an by us, in tha judgamignt, in q;ii?stion,

W®, therefore, do not find any merit, in ths orssent aoolication,

which is, accordingly, r-sjectsd.

1.1.^ I -
(I.K.RASGG™ ) ( T,<5,nBE:P0T )

mBrnbsr (Aj i^tembHr (^3)


