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rise apnl u:3nt has sanqht. the mvii^w of the ii»dqe?rR5ni

fit. tL '/.iqqv,, It stated tisat twcs points have not i:;s3«;;n

trove red, whifts ate noted at / (a) and (h) in the anni hsrt ron

What the apnii.eant desires is that certain points raisefi bv

tr;e hva-ned teinnsel for resprsidisnt. No,,;:-; Itave not been deed t

within the -ifndntsw-int.. i-towever, thesfr mints were not

nmassarv to lie coiisidersrd as t.he ;n)Aiefiient is wtiol !y Ivistd on

the r.«j«-adinqw of the viarties and t.he aninrm^nts advanced to

liicjh! luht the rileadinns on rerrord.

As providoci bv Ikmticyn 22 oxf) the Act., the

d drnna.! rxissesses the aanva powers of revii^w as are vested in

a Civil Qinrt, while tryinn a civil snit. As mr the

j.31 t.isV.j;i.tOi'lf-i (•>!" (f" vr '-v r T I'v. i i\ ar the C^^ie of Civi.l

PrKx.irdnre, a fi(OTb.on/;irKiqefrfent/or'der can irxi revi.siw^i r

'111 lers from an ei~mj- anmrpnt on the fam

ot' tl'ie fiixrrord i or-

...:!o!e to he reviewixi on acrronnt of di srroverv

of any n^rw nBterial or- evidence which was not

within the knowiedne of the mr-ty or could not. Pe
m-rxiucvd by hp. at the t.rnie the iudf»nt wis
madfo despite due diliqencer or



o fnr any ath,^or suffirnpnt m^r-nn
..w.i,~.on «,v,,nar f:o i

r-ea'-KS)",

Ap..):icat1.on dopa not any of tt.o a^.,va.
«vinf3 and ti,e sarrK?. themforB, dismis^ad.
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