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By Cir cu let i on 

CE Nf RA!. A!l'·' I TIS':"RAT I~E T P.I8LNA L, A";DIT ICYJA L Bct-!rn 

ALlAHAAAD 

DATED : TH IS THE~Q~y OF J UUlf 1907 

HON ' BlE !J\R . S . DAYA! A.M . 
. CCRM\ : 

ReVIEW APF-LICATION NO . 4/97 IN O .A .NO. 734/96 
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D. K. PANDA - - ------ - - - - - - - Applicant 

C /A Sri T e j f. a 1 

•. 

.. . ..... ... 

. . 
Versus 

. . . 
: I · 

Union of Ind i a and others- - · -
•• 

• 

OR J SR -

- -- - -

By Hen 'ble Mr . S . Dava 1 AM 
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Re sJ:;·ondent s 
. . 

.. 

This r evi e-v-r applicat ·on has been fi led 

For revi~w of order dated 6 . 1 / . 1096 passad in c . A. 

no . 734/06 , which disrri sse s the same as· having become 

infruct uo us. . . 

• 

I 

2 • The ar ound on whicr this·review a ~ r lic aj.ic" 

has bee'i moved v;-3s that the a ,~ p lication given by the 

respondent nos . 2 & 3 s up[ orted by an affi~avit dated 
} 

6 . 12 . 1096 was moved to the eff e ct that the gr ievanc e 

of the appdicant has bGen redres sed by the St ate of 

U. P. by their order dat ad 2 . 12 . 1996 cancelling the 

transf ~r or~ er d at ~d 11 . 7.1996 • It is the conte'it i on 

of the ar pl icant in the r eview arplica : i on that the 

novt. of U. F . r assed anothar order of transfer dated 

21 . 12 .1996 1·h ich co nt a in::-d i he or :l er of transfer of 

the 'i3pplicant a s I.Ci.C.I.D.,in spi ta of the f 3ct thnt 

the situation had r~mained the same between 6 . 12 . 96 
to -21.12.1996 . 
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3 . The apr lica nt has sought t o e stab lish t~at 
' 

. .. I 
:!4('•." 

1 

the ~ r s-v iou s orrle r of transf '-' ~ v·a s vitiated by met l ~ce ·: .f 

\"~i ch c ant i11u ..,d ev en .:~ ft E>r tr e pr ev ious ordar of transf -:? r 

·d nted 11 . 7 .1006 v·a s v•ith :l r awn an; r~su lt ed in a s ubse-

. ·ouant orde r of trans f er dat ed 21 .12 . 1 096 • • 

•• 
. 

4. ~vi ew aor lication a0ain st an orde r can 

succeed on lv if err or ~r~arent :>n t r:o f a c e of tre ord er 

has resulted in seve r e in j u stice or new f acts \\h ich 

were not ~ no~n e arl ie r are rev ~a led and have a bearin~ 

o n the outcome of th '? ca se. No such situation is e sta b-
• 

l ished in the Re vie\\ a rr lication. It r emains unde nied 

t ha t the or de r of tran s f ~ r dated 11.7.1996 h a s been 

c a nc e lled . Th er e f or e , no c ause of actio n c a n n~· arise 

on the basi s of t ransfor order v·l1 ich no lonC' - r exists. 

Any s ubsequent or der of tra nsf er niva e fTesh c ause of 

a ct i on to the a r p lica nt a nd he wo d..d be with in his 

right t o cha lle nne t he same ~n4e r law, if so advi~ed . 

5 • The Rev i .;)v' a r r licat i on sho•J ld be r. r e f erred 

v·i th i n· 3r days fr om the dat e of the order. This Review 
• .. 

a rD lication h a s be en made on 12 .2 .1 997 . The r e is no 

r ca,.. on c i ve n for exr lainina cs to why the Review a r-p lica-. 

tion ha s b~ en . fi): d aft~ r mor e than 2 months of t h e 

order .rn?de i n ·the 0 .A. The Re view ap p lication is, 
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