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central AWINlSTRATiyC TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH
R. A.No. 228/97

IN

O.A.No.1944/92

New Delhi, dated the 25th Nowe«ber,1997#

HON»BLE nR.S.R.ADlGE, VICE WAlfflAN<A).

HON'BLENRS. LaKSHNI SUANINaTHAN . nENBEfKO)

1. Shri V. K. Ahuja,
^0 Shri A*N.Ahujat

f^o H.No.127 7, Sector I tf.
Urban Estatee, Qurgspn.
Haiy ena*

2. Shri n annohan Oatta.
^o Shri n.L. Oatta.
f/o H.No. 28/7, Shaktl NaQar,
Delhi - 110007 ...Review Applicants.

yoreoe

1. Union of India through

the Secretaiy.
Minis try of Defence,
New Delhi.

2. The Chief of the Naval Staff,
through Dte. of Civilian Personnel^
Naval HeadquarterOy
New Delhi.

3. Shri K. R.Garg.
Chief Draftsman#

Both C/o Dte. of Naval Design.
4. Shri S.K.Sarkar, 33^ Kail ash Colony,

Chief Draftsman New Delhi - 3199^^J|apondents.

OROER(BY CIRDJLATION)

BY HON'BLE WR.S.R.AD1GE. tflCE CHaIWAN( aK

Perused the RA#

2. The contention that the case was subsequently

entrusted to Shri nainee. Advocate. who could not

appear in Court whan the case cese up on 30.7,97

because his naiie was not shown in the cause list,

is not a ground to warrant review.
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3» Nona of tha grounds taken in the Ra

bring it within the scope rfid asbit of Section 22

(3)(f) A*T«Act read with Order 47 Rule 1 CP C

under which alone aiy ordet/judgnsnt/dscision

of the Tribunal be reviewed*

4. In the guise of an RA the appliest are

actually seeking to re argue the entire case

as if it were an ^paal* This is not paroiasible

in 1 au»

5. The Ra is rejected#

( Mrs. Lakshni Swawinathan ) ( s, R.Adige )
naeber (3) Wce-Chai w rf»( a)
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