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CENTRML AMMINISTRATIVE TRISUNAL [ RINCIPAL 3EICH
N £y DEL HI

R.2.MNo «153Y 9T,

In
0,3.Nc.1782/92.
s
Neu Delhi: this thaodd™ day of July,1997.
HOM'SLE MR, 5040152 MEMSER(A).
HON 19LE DR, 1. VEDAVALLI, MM32R(D)

shri 8ishan Singh,
14/839, Lodhi mlony,

Mew Delhi

and 10 others ess Rovisw ppplicants.
Ve rsus \

Union of India & another «o.Review Rezpondents.

_030eR(3Y £IRCULATION)
JY HONIBLE M Re 5. e ANI3E MIBER(A)

Parused the R e
2. 8 are satisfizd that none of the grounds
taken therein bring it within the scope and anbit
of Section 22(3)(f) AT Act rend uwith Order 47 Rule
1 ®Cunder which alone any o rdax/ judgmen t/ dacision

of tha Tribunal can be rsviewnde

3. In the quise of an RA the =pplicant has
sought to reagitate the matter and reargue the case
afrash, uwhich is not pemissible in law, as has
been l1aid down in a catena of judaments of the

Hon 'ble Supreme Court including 4. TeShama VUs.
a.,P.S5hama & Ors. AIR 1979 sC 1047; Chandra Kanta

& =anothar Vs, S.Habib aIr 1975 SC 1500 and Thunge-
bhadra Industries Ltd. Us. Sovi. of andhra Fradesh

AIR 1864 SC 1372

4, No nood grounds have hoen made out to
warcrsnt sny departure from the nrmocedurs of

disposing of this Ra by Circul ation under Rule 17(3)
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CaT( Procedura) Rules,

Se Under the circumstance, the prayer for

Further haaring is rejected and the R4 is dismissed.
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( 7m.a.vE0avaLLI ) ( 5.R.10I%E )
m 73 7R(3) ma3cr(a).
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