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^ ^»"I '̂ISTRAT^-mit, principal bench%
^.A. No.157/95 IN ,
0:a. No.495/91 "' New Delhi. 'dated the

HON'BLE MR. justice B.c; SAKSENA, VICE-CHAIRMAN(J)
HON'BLE MR. S.R. ADIGE,' MEMBER (A)
Shri Amar Lai Babbar,
S/o Shri Hari Chand Babbar,
HSG Head Sorting Assistant,
Delhi Sorting Division,
Delhi-110006.
and J. 1 others

(By Advocate: S.R. Dwivedi

VERSUS

1. The Union of India through the
Secretary, Ministry of Communicati
Deptt. of Post, DAK Bhawan,
New Delhi-110001.

ons,

APPLICANTS

2. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle, Meghdoot Bhawan,
Link Road, New Delhi-110001.

RESPONDENTS

/. i^i^Jj^l55/95 .IN q.A.Nn /oi

Shri R.N.S. Aggarwal,
S/o Late Shri Chandgi Ram,
R/o 39-A, Vishwa Karma Park
Laxmi Nagar, '
Delhi-110092. 2
(By Advocate; Shri S.R.

Others

Dwivedi)

VERSUS

. APPLICANTS

1. The Union of India, through the
Communication,Deptt. of Post, DAK Bhawan, New Delhi

Master General:

Lii^/°f Meghdoot Bhawan,Link Road, New Delhi-110001.
RESPONDENTS

3. RA NO. 158/95 IN O.A. N0.1665/Q9

Shri Inder Lai,
S/o Shri Lacha Ram,

R/o 7-19, Nehru Nagar,
New Delhi-110065.

(By Advocate: Shri S.)

1. The Union of India through the
Communication^.Deptt. of Post, DAK Bhax.an.

New Delhi-110001.

2. ^e Chief Post Master General,
Meghdoot Bhawan,Link Road. New Delhi-110001 RESPONDENTS

applicants
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/ ^ . Shri Satpal Anand, s," '
,S/o late Shri gurditta Mai, : ^

' • LSG Supervisor (Retd.), ^
• ^ ^ Air Main Sorting Division,

New Delhi-110023. ; ^ , .ppT-rcANTS
- and 9 others .

(By A'^vocate: Shri S.R. Dwivedi) ,

:; ' • VERSUS ' ; -. • . v'/ '

1. The Union of India through the
* Secretary, Ministry of Communication,

Deptt. of Fost, DAK Bhawan,
. New Delhi-110001.

2. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle, Meghdoot Bhawan, ^
Link Road, New Delhi-110001. .. . . RESPSlNDENTS

- 5. R.A. NO. 161/95 IN O.A. NO. 1368/92 -W

Shri Kure Raw., " ./ -
S/o late Shri Chander Lai,
R/o. B-1357, Shastri Nagar,

• Delhi-110052. t, APPLICANT:
(By Advocate: Shri S.R.Dwxvedi)

VERSUS .

1. Union of India through the Secretary,
Ministry of Communication,

: "T r Deptt. of Post, DAK Bhawan,
. New Delhi-110001. ,

2. The- Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle, Meghdoot Bhawan,
:Link.Road, New Delhi-110001. .... RESPONDENTS

6. RA NO. 162/95 IN O.A. NO. 290/92 ^ \l^

Shri Radhey Shyam Srivastava,
S/o Late Shri Jai Narayan Srivastava,
R/o A/25, West Vinod Nagar, . 1 . , .
Delhi-110092 and another •••• APPLICANTS
(By Advocate: Shri S.R. Dwivedi)

VERSUS

1. The Union of india through the
Secretary, Ministry of Communication,

: Deptt. of Post, DAK Bhawan,
^ New Delhi-110001.

2. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle, Meghdoot Bhawan, '
Link Road, New Delhi-110001. ... RESPONDENTS

, • /i

i;;s.
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7, RA NO.168/95 IN O.A. NO. 12f)1/Q1

Shri lakhan Singh Gaur,
S/o Shri, Ra-m Ratan,
R/p D-28, Moti Bagh,

0; New Delhi-11002IV
CTHROUGH:. SHRI S.R- DWIVEDiV

applicant.

.VERSUS

1. Union of India through the
Secretary, Ministry of
Communication, Dept. of Post,
DAK Bhawan, New Delhi.

z. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle,
Meghdoot Bhawan, Link Road,
New Delhi-110001. ... RESPONDENTS

8. RA NO. 169/95 IN O.A. NO. 1309/91

Shri Padam Lai,
S/o Shri Parma Nand,
R/o R/OJ-1/254, DDA Flats,
Kalkaj: , ;^ew Delhi.
and t 'j others
(Through: Shri S.R. Dwivedi)

VERSUS

APPLICANTS

1. Union, of India through the
Secretary, Ministry of Communication,
Dept. of Post, DAK Bhawan,
New Delhi-llOOOl.

2. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle,
Meghdoot Bhawan,.
Link Road, New ,Delhi-1 . ^ ... RESPONDENTS

9. RA NO. 173/95 IN O.A. NO. 785/91

Shri Suraj Mai 'Jain,
S/o Shri Banarasi Dass Jain,
R/o 2981-A/222, Chandra Nagar,
Tri Nagar, Delhi-110052.
CAND ANOTHER)
/"Trhough: Shri S.R. Dwivedi)

' VERSUS

APPIICANTS

1. Union of India through the Secretary,
Ministry of Communication, Dept. of Post,
DAK Bhawan, New Delhi.

2. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi Postal Circle, Meghdoot Bhawan,
New Delhi RESPONDENTS

10. RA NO. 174/95 IN OA NO. 614/91

Shri Kishan Jindal,
S/o Shri Lakhi Ram Jindal, ,"
R/o 67-A, J&K, Dilshad Garden, Delhi-110095.
'and two others'* ,,

' • VERSUS • •
1. Vnion of India through tlie S.ecrel-.ary,

Ministry of Communication, Dept. of Post,
DAK Bhawan, Delhi.

2. The Chief Post 'vaster General,
Delhi Postal Circle, Meghdoot Bhav/an,

Delhi ...

A

. APPIICANTS

RESPONDENTS
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11,"' R.A. NoV 181/95 in 0,A^ 495/91

1 '̂ Shri-Bha jKLil;'shaiTO4
Shri (ISta) fluU^ Lai, , ^ ->,nn>in

J^o House No |̂1226^ l\!arQlas 0elhi-11Q04P«
2. Shri Raj Kumar Sachdavj

s/o late Shri Miushal Chand,
• (Vo 372, Guru. Ram Qas Nagar, ;

Gali No,6, Luxmi Nagarj
09lhi-110092 v;; . • • « APPLICANTS

UERSUS

le- The Union of India through the
Secretary, Pllnlstfy of Communication,
Oeptt® of-Post, OAK Bhauan,
Neu Delhi, '

2. TTffl Chief post Master General,
Delhi Postal. Circle, Fleghdoot Bhauan, ^
Link Road,
Neu Delhi-110001.- RESPONDENTS

12, RA Nc ,. 188/95 in 0 ,A, 495/95

Shri nanohar Lai Sharma,
S/o late Shri Sher Singh,
n-42, Shastri Nagar,
Neu Delhi-I10052, » « • • APPLICANT

VERSUS

1, The Ufiion of India through
its Secretary^ Dept," of posts,
Bak Tar Bhauan, Neu Delhi,

2, the Chief post Plaster General,
Delhi Circle,
Meghdoot Bhauan, New QBlhio oe««e RE^ONDENTl

13. aft No, 18IkO.A. No. 614/91
1, Shri" Sun dar Lai Afashist,

s/o late Shri Sita Ram, j|||k
R/o PICD Flats, SE part II,
New Oelhi-110049.

2, Shri Shiw Nath,
s/o Shri Brij Lai, " *
R/o B»11f South Anarkali,
Delhi-I10051,

3, Siri Gulaar Singh Arora,
s/o late Shri 3ai Sin^ Arora,

3O-B/49 East Azad Nagar,
Neu Dslhi-110051,

. „ VERSUS

1, The liiion of India through
Secretary to the Govt,

'• jar Bhsyang
;,rpsihi«'

2, The Chief post Piaster Generalj
Delhi. Gircl8, ffleghdoot Bhauan,

' - - New • Delhi-,

4

APPLICANTS

RESPONDENTS

• -S
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190/95
14.^ R'.a; No.^1'.. in O.A» 1309/91

i c v;-- ; •

^Shri Thakur Qa sV.
22 6-a/2i?^takash rlohalla^ie; r

•vEastvof.:.kaiia3h^\. •
New Deihd?^1? 0065. ^ ^ i

• 'I S: V. .-^VERSUS";:

• • • APPLICANT

1, The Union of India 4 Ors,
through Ihe Secretary,
Oeptt, of posts, oak Tar Bhauan,
Nbu Delhi-II.OOOl. .

2i The Chief post «asier General,
Delhi Circle, . v : •
Pieghdoot Bhauan, j v;ft-
Neu Delhi"»110001 • •••••..... RESPONDENTS

15. rIa: >NoM9l/95 in 0.A. 614/91
V^' •• • •-•.

1;^ tei Gulab Chand,
3/0 late Shri Bhaguan Dass,
R/o 929, 3%ta Flats, Nand Nagari,
Delhi-110093.

2i Shri Ramesh Chand'3ain,
s/o la te Shri 3yoti^ Prasad 3ain,
R/o 52/74, 1st F1box. Ram jas Road,
KProl Bagh,.Neu Delhi,

3.5 Shri Gur Bachan Singh,
s/o late Shri Gurumukh Singh,
R/o 8 52 i Tialak :Gali , Sat Gha ra,
Kashmere ^Gate, Oelhi-11P006. • • •

APPLICANT

; .^Rsus
r:*?

1, The Union of Ind^a through the
Secretary, Dept. of posts.
Dak Tar! Bhauan,; N^u Delhi.

2. The Chief Post Master General,
Delhi postal CiTcle,
fleghdoot Bhauani^
Neu -Delhi.; •

RESPONDENTS

16. R>A. No. 192/95 in O.A. 2048/91

Shri Bhola R^
s/o Shri Ghasi Ram, ^ .
r/o 14, School lane, ;Radheypuri,
Delhi-1100 51. :

, • ' VERSUS

U The Union of Indife ihrough tiie: vSecretary, Dep%.p|, ^ Bhauan>
Neu p^hi. . • ' •

Delhi postal; ;0ife^ Bhauan,
; . Neu Delhi. . k.

3. Tlie Sri Sup.^^ Sorting Oiv.^ _R.n.S. Bhauan, lD0lhi-110006. RESPONDENT
>

• • •
APPLICANT

r:l
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17^ R.aJWo/ 201/95 in o'.a: 495/9^.

Shri Babu Rani-VI, '
^ (Late) Gungan ;Ram,^ / ; ^

" " R/b; H^t^pT Plohallwii,
Gal iJNp,il; 5i5^ vGan dh1; :N
i)bihi-110031:.

VERSUS

;^i lhreunion through the
Secretary, bep tt. of Po sts, ;

;\:^ '̂v•da '̂' BhauanV§i\leo: ;Oelhii '̂'g^-y {-y - _.

2,£ ^ ofChief post M General,
/ Delhi Circle, PIeghdopt Bhauan,

••":Neu •-•O&l'h i»\' .•••

APPLICANT

RESPONDENTS

- • -it; .

Nb^202/95 in 0,A.1261/91

Shri Chandu Ram, :
S/o la ,te i^Shri Oiah Shyajn oass,
R/o 27/70, Gali No,8,
Near; Ch^ar^Wianiba, aishuas Nagar,
Shahdara, 6eihi-110032. applicant;/

:x'v ^ V.

,.VVERSUS_ --•/i-

rKl The Union,.pf India^throlugh the
Secretary, 0ept«^ of Posts,

5; ' oak BhaijLi^, Kbu Delhi;,

• ^r-:;: vo'; icar^i-^i^sTbe ;ChiaCfpP;st
Delhi Circle, neghdppt Bhauan,
N:ey...D®lhi,^:r^>^,., jonoqe^f., . RESPONDENTS

j V- IJii'.J..

19^R.A. Np^^06^95 in 0.a, 495/91 r
Shri Smi;. pusbpa Devi
l/p late Shri Radha Kishan Dhall (applicant)
S/b Shri (late) Tej Bhattj '
fVo 394, Cbatta Lai Piian,
Darya Ga'nj, KBu 08lh£-110002. i.. APPLICANT

• .V \ ?.

- - c:.(
^ ,-- r;

..V -,• •

•' JO- r*?

i ,fo rs •!

f -'V. 3
VERSUS

f l^^cihe Uhibrt^Pif India thrpugh the
>: t; K Qep;t.VPf ppsts,

vrrlj pak Shjauij^^^

•_ /i-;',, -^:p vthe .CJvie^ Pbst Piaster General,
^ ^ ^ j^q Oeihi^Sirpl Pleghdppt Bhauah.

•••Cc:-,-r .-/Neu^oeljii..;..-,. ,.;

'••'i • • :--i

;* ; .c:. - ;

RESPONDENTS

••>'1

--.'1

-•
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R ii tf B (fef •ciacijiArim) .

gy Hon< hte-^r-i- - I, ; •

/. these 15 R.As have been filed seeking

review pf the conpon judgment dated 10^.95 in
0,A.No|13^/92 Union of India &another

and connected casesiViThey are accoQ^iingly being

disposed of by th3^tporamon order,

2. Jh's f irst ground taken in these R;Vls is
that there is legal error, in judgm9i>t apparent
on the face of record ;i^c^se the promol^^^ to ISG

, is seniorityi-cun^fr^ rejection
of unfit and not 1/3 by selection, 2/3 by seniority
because this rule was modified vide letter dated
31,8;66^ Annexure^i The second ground taken is
that all the prevSj^s applicants who came to the
court and .vv^re send(^^

•respondenii, wer^reli^f and not evea a
single case was dismissed on the ground of limitation;
ynce tl^ present'|.As cannot b^ diSTnissed on that
•giound-i?-}/ ^ ^^

3. : unier CEd |̂=^,Bu^ .
judgment/order ean be ievie»Pd only if?

il it suffers from an error apparent= ^OT-,thglfaoeof,tl»=^®<=°'̂ '

which was not within nn-t be oroduced

V ; ; : "
• ill) fbi'iny sufficient raa^ construe

' to mean analogous J^e^sons,

' : :4• in so tar^as .the :fixst ground U•cQocerne^.
•i;i..IIsett^dthatt..-oruit..^-^*

which viere ftaned under tetic 16 3^^^
constitution and have statutory force.

- ' •• •• •

"• . . "' .rr—

' • '• ' •
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am®1^04 fijjir tex®cuti^ insteucti ons• N0 doubt, "Oie
. letterId by the

.applicant states t^ the sta'i^tory rules of the-

; fecrui%[e;nt Wil^l^^^^ in due course
'H;'- ;A' .Vi" ?.a v:.;?.'i ;^-t h" v,;/• :• "" " - ^

but v^^ther tJ^ Same vtere a^ not

ft l^ri st^d i^cause aw^ded rules h^ve;not been

filedj app^cants have f^led

• tp st^ate why^ produce this new material

T or^^^ feyidQnce^ \a time the judgment was made

despite due diligence!:

5i the second ground taken by the
a:::':;.:',:.]-. - '

applicant?_tlis pGo the fact that earlier, the ^
•• -.-•• "•p.;- iTfr ,iihiJ : y- • •. • • .
Cases the ground of li'oitatioo,

, dp?s not brihg an within the scope

47 Rule i CPC ^s defined above;

r a perusal of the contents of

^Aft; m;^s it abundantly clear that ;
- • .. " •'.• • • ...

,wh|̂ -tig applicantt are seeking t odb is to argue
:tt^'cas#j^lresh, ain^ in the guise of these review

applications, they are in fact seeking -

to fite - ^V^ appea Impunged ' '

judgment dated lC^S;95j, v«hich is a reaison^d and ^
well considered one delivered after hearing

the parties at ccvisid^rable

7; In Thungabhadra Industries Ltd, Vs;"^ The

Government of Andhra Pradesh- AIB 1964SC 1372, the

'Hon*ble Suprem^ feourt h^ held that a review is by _
N . •, •" •• U • . • -
no means an appeal in disguise;;^

Similarly iri^^ Chandra Kanta &^ other VsJ

• •

i . • -• •'•,.

• I

i
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Sheik Habib-j. ^IR 1975 SC 1^, the Hon^ble Su^^
•^C6urt;:^were;; .ple-ased vto that;^^;

->..'&>>• seriousstep and reluctant resort to it is
i ; prop®r ;

or patent mistake or like grave
: er^judicial fallibility;^ A mere rei^tition

thrmigh different counsel of oU
and overruled teguments, a~second ^ .
trio over Jjieffectually covered_groundor Sinor mistake of Inconsejuent^^^

. import are obviously.insufficient?" _

0 fcn.6

• gaJ'

(f

5- i; 1-
7 /-i-vV-

r.'ifc''

9; Similarly Vs^ A.P^harma &others-
AIR 1979 SC 1047 , ixirdships have held 'that:

•The povier oif review may be exercised
On tife discovery of new and topa^
matter or evidence which, after tnsr due dilig^ce was
within the knowledge of the persg
produced by hta at w

- order: was-maQes apparentwhere s^e mistak founds it

'" aWS s'.ssna-.
•' on^ihe'grounS.,^3^.^tst^^^

A fllfteTov^r-to correct all
if frr^fcoaimitted by the

10.

!^e re

, .ii'S ^

all the concerned ReAs«

•: i'.-

In the^aight Pf.the above, these R.As

0 ;.•• • •%:; O -5 i•L''t

I^t'a cc|»y W ^iis order be placed in

"I-"'

i h ( b.c«saksbna$( s .r/ad5^ i.5^: - chairman(J)
member (A) 4i ^r.^^(VCouVt OiTicer VICE CHAIRMANl ^

^ntral Ad.v.::.trafvcTribTinal

' i.^ ; - "-f .i .-oJ-.•'lii f:^4 f. -t; 'h:. rV D.:i'Ui-i lOv-'..?

ised


