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Union of India through
Ganaral Managor,
Northorn Railwof,
Heatlgoortor offico^
Baroda Houso^
New Oolhl*

2. The Divisional Railway Manager,
Northern Railway,
Moradabad*

3. The Asstt* Engineer,
Northern Railway,
Hapor* j «
Distt ;^hazi dl>aid RespondeaAeS
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BV mii.BlE im S.B.ADUg IgMBElXA).

Pirused the RA*

2. The grounds taken therein do not bring it
within the scope and aaribit of Section 22(3)(f)

A.T^t read with Order 47 Rule 1 CIC under which

alone any order/decision/judgneiit of the Tribunal
can be revie wed i-

3, In the guise of a review petition, the

af>plicant has actually sought to appeal against



• 2 -

our JudgMnt, vrfiich was a detallod and w»H
considerad ona, daUvarad aftar hearing both
partiaa and perusing the natarials on record.
Such an attanpt to appeal against a judgnant
in the garb of a raviaw application is inparBdssibla
in law as has been held by the Hon*bla Supraaa
Court in a catena of judgeant4

4# The HA is rajacted^i
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