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PRINCIPAL BENCH

NEW DELHI THIS THE fJi^DAY OF AUGUST,1994.
MR.JUSTICE S.K.DHAON,ACTING CHAIRMAN
MR. B.K.SINGH, IfEMBER(A)

RA No.190/9^ In OA No.2051/90

Uni,on of India & ors.

vs.

Shri R.S.Sharma

RA No.167/94 In OA No.2026/92

Union of India and others

Shri R.S.Sharma
vs

Applicants

Respondent

Applicants

Respondent

ORDERfIN CIRCULATION')

JUSTICE S.K.DHAON-

By a common judgemeirt, OA No2051/90
OA No.2026/92 were disposed of by us Ob 2.2.1994?
In the two OAs, the parties were the san,e. Separati
review applications have been filed in both the

The contents of the two review applications
"e verbatim the sa»e. We are,therefore, tahing

the necessary facts fron. RA No. 190/94 in OA
No.2051/90.

- It. o,, applicant^
..acted Illegally in the case of M

ase ci the respondent 1#

- resorting to. the twed cover" n 1cover procedure. vm
accordingly quashed the decision of .k
Promnf Departmentalotion Committee to place if
with ^ recommendations-Respect to the respondent in a ..eealed cover..

erected the applicants to open the
— cover and act in accordance with the d •

by the n decisionthe Departmental ' Promr,+•
Promotion Committee.

The material averments in ri m
0^ No.2051/90 are these l„

.. That ""ed:'^at the present ».

against the order dt.7.2^94 Tu''"/ 1,
on the Of the L 7 "Totesaid
passed h "at tht 7s J"dgement
Of the ffl^+ this Hon'ble Trih was

biT'"" "bre was ce?tafneese,co«^ 'bb"ng on the "u7come "o77h '̂
knowledge of tv,- tirought hofOf this Hon'ble TWhnn,,^.""
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In para 4, it Is stated

coSSteV was "llfed""""'Hed
both the f a. T department in
bv tho if* ® counter-reply filed
CBI invelfefi^a
sheefbe"1s"su'ed'' "^Trre"
Wpobtant aspect which coild not be brourtf
ihlle %h°e°"fL d"" Hon'hle'%rSai
arguld The matter was being
anfhf?ity'with "espfc?"'to T
«e%onden't"h°" '̂'- Prosec"fon"r""'t\":respondent herein vide letter dt

0!°"" Drc ,?th^ proceedingsfor the '̂ye^^ifff"!!.^".;.",^. ?PPliean't
have been kept
action of the
with the law
Supreme Court

1991 and May/July/Dec.92
in the sealed cover. This

applicant is in consonance
laid down by the Hon'ble

OF INDIA Vs'kAVAT titled-UNION
1993(2) SC 705 Tht^ ^UMAR-reported in JTheld' 4at th^ deeisio^ to

^^ese '̂-f ra"s;"%hl"'-r "e
were kept in the soflitrf Proceedings

o°J tJ?rx%ib%^1l °S\=eii"axuuiiai at.ai.2.94 be reviewed "

V

In "e^re^ey.Appiicatlcms, there is npt
_even a whisper'Cof the fact that -a.

In spite of jdue,
diligence exercised by the applicants,the fresf

review applications, could not be filed. It is not
recited that the applicants had no knowledge of
the said fresh material when they filed their counter-
affidavits and when the matter was argued.

We have given a thoughtful consideration
the contents of the review applications and we

are satisfied that the requirements of Order 47
l.Code Of Civil Procedure, wherein our

jurisdiction to review our orders is niers IS circumscribed,are
not fulfilled in the present case.
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7- We may note that the judgement was reserved

in these cases on 28.1.1994 and the review

applications were filed on 7.3.1994 and 18.4.1994

respectively.

8. These review applications are rejected

summAily-

MEMBER (A

(b.K.'DHAON)

ACTING CHAIRMAN


