
V r EM T:i?iL rri IN I 5TRa TIV E TRI3 UN '\L f RIN CIP !\L 3 EN CH
^ " ME'J 3ELHI

R^ a.Mo «159/ 97«_._

In

0 No .1732/9 2.
Nf

N'bu Delhi: this thaj^^."^ dey of Duly, 1997.

HCN'3LEHR. S. R. ADI3 E ET'ia ER( a) .

HDN'BLE DR. 1. u'EDAVaLLI, nT13~R(D)

Shri Rishan Singh,
14/3 39, Lod'ni Oniony,
N su Delhi

find 10 others ...Rev/iew Applicants.

^ \/ersu3
Union of India & another ...Rcv/ieu R^endents.

n RnrRfBY ni RCUL ation)
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Perused the R, A*

2. !JB are satisfied that none of the grounds

taken therein bring it within the scope and ambit

of Section 22(3)(f) AT Act read with Order 47 Rule

1 CPC^under which alone any ordar/juidgmeni/dacision
of the Tribunal can be reviewed.

f ♦
3. In the guise of an RA the applicant ha-s

sought to reagitate the matter and reargue the case

afrash, which is not permissible in law, as has

bedn laid down in a catena of judgments of the

Hon'bis Supreme Court including A. T.Shqma Us.

A.P.Shaima & Ors, aI R 1979 3C 1047; Chandra Kanta

& another Vs. S.Habib AIR 197 5 SC 1500 and Thungt-

bhadra Industries Ltd. 'Js, Go vt. of Andhra Pradesh

Al R 1964 SC 1372.

4. No good grounds have been made out to

warrant any doparture from the procedure of

disposing of this RA by Circulation under Rule 17(3)
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CMC procedure)

5, Under the circumstance, the o ray er for

further hearing is rejected and the Rft is dismissed#

( hR. A.VEQfWynLLI ) ( S. R. AhlGE)
ril^9ER(3) ri3^3ER(A).
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