
IN THE CE . L ADMINISTRA'f'IVE rRIBUNAf.,-:JAIPuR BENCI:11 ~AIPUR~ - . 

R.A No .• 13 2001 . , ·• ,. ·~t_e of. order:· 01/s / £~:1.. 

1. 

3. 

4. 

S/o Sh.Prem Raj Khichi, R/o ,192;21, Surya Darshan; 

.Adarshnagar, Ajrner. 

• .·.Applicants. 

Vs •. 
,. 

Unii.on of India through the Secretary, Govt' of India, Mini. of 

Planning, Deptt of Statistics, New Delhi. 
I • • • • 

C~ief Executive Officer, Mini.of Planning, Deptt of Statistics, 
I •, ' 

Sardar Patel Bhawan, New Delhi• 
i ' 

. 3:rector ~ NS.:O(FOD), ?eptt of Stat.i5;tics, Pushpa Bhawan, Nadangir, 

flhi. ' 

. feg~onal Asstt.Direc~or, Govt of· ,India, Mini of Planning, Dep1;.t of 

·Ftatistics_, Nsso(_FOD~, Sogani Bhawan, ~aya Bazar'. Ajmer.. _ 

- ._ •• Respondent. 

Mr.s.~.Chouraeya - Counsel for appl_.ican_t. 
' ' 

PER HON'BLE MR.S.K.AGARWAi, JUDICIAL .MEMBER• 
j • • ' ' . 

. ' . . 
This review appl-i~tion has been filed to recall/review tQ.e order 

of tpis Tribunal d~ted 23.3 •. 2001 passed in o.A .. No.270/95~ s.N.P.Khichi · 

Vs. ·lDI & ·0rs. . 
I ' ; 

2 •. ' \fide order da_ted 23.~.2001 this· Tribunal dismissed the O.A. with 

no order as to costs. 
1 . - . . 

3. I We have perused the. averments made in this Review application and 
I· , , . . . , . 

al~o penised,ttl~ order delivered by thi~ Tribunal dated 23.3.2001 in -0.~ 
No~27o/95. . · · 

. : . 

4. /· The main contention of the learned counsel for. the applicant iri 

. tHis Review Application is that the T~ibu~l has not c~nsidered Rule I . , . 

7~1) (S) of the. Rules ~n its correct ~rspective and erred in dismissing 

the O.A. 

5.. Section. 22(3)° o:f the Administi::ative Tribllnals Act~ 1985 confers on 

A'.dministrati_ve Tribunal discharg-ing the functior:is under th~ Act, the 

same POW'ers as are vested in ·a Civil Court under the Coqe of Civil, 

-:broc~re while tryi~g a suit in re~ect inter alia,of ~eviewing its 
. I . . " . . \ 
· ec~sions. 

. ' . 

6. · A ..... Civil Court •;s power to review its oWn decisi.on under- the Code. of. 

Civil Procedure l.s <i:ontained in Order 47 Rule 1,- Order 47. Rule l 

provides as' follows.k 

· ~··order 47 Rul/e 1; ~pplication for_ r:eview of judgment: 

( 1 )Any persor;i considering bimself a,ggrieved; 
i , . . . ' 

.~· 
(a). by a decree or orqler .from which an appeal is ailowed, but from 

I ' • ' 

which no. appeal has been preferred. 

I I·, 



/\·~. /. J 
I , 

/ 

·, 

v. 

7. 

/' 
;z 

(b) a decree or ord~r/from whiC:h no apPeal is alJowed, or 

~c) Jby a decision on reference :froin a Court .of small causes and · 

wh0J f~o!_ll the discovery ,of new and impcrtant ~matter or evidence 

whi~h after the exercis~ of due deligence w~s not withiri his . 

kn{\vleege or could n~t ~e pr_odueced by hiln at the time w~en the 

decree was passed or order made, or on accrunt of some mistake or 
J . . ' • 

eri;:-or appar~nt on th~ face of ttie recqrd, or for a,ny ()ther _,.,, 

sufficient reason, desires to obtain a review of the decree passed 

or/ order made against him, may apply for ~ review of judgment to 

tde court Which passed the decree or made the order. " 

I h ba . f h bo:· " t . . f 1 · . t . - 1 that o t. e sis o t e a ve proposi ion o ~w, i is c ear 

power o the revieV{ available 'to the Administrative Tribunal is similar 

to pow r g,iven to civil court ul'.lder Order 47 Rule 1 of Civil Procedure 

. Code, here fore, any perso~ who consider ~imself aggrieved by a decree 

or ord, r from which an appeal is· allowed but from which n:o appeal has 
I I ' ' -

been preferred, can apply for review under Order 47 Rule l(a) on the 
I . . - . 

.ground that there is an error apparent· on the fac~ of the record .or from 

the d~sc;overy of ·new ~nd important matter o~ ~vidence which after the 
- 'i - . ( . . . . 
· exercise of due deligence ·was not within his knowledge or could not be 

-prddt+ed by. him at the t.i~e· wh~n the decre~-·or ~rder was passed but it 

. has 9ow come to his knowledge. -

-s. ! What the petitione:i;- is claiming through this .review petition is 
I , , 

that/' t~is Tribunal shoul~ reapprecia~e the facts and- material on record. 

This is beyond the pµrvi~w of this Tribunal, _while exercising the powers 

·of t e review conferre<(~pon it under: the law. It has been held by 

Hon'ble Supreme Court iri·the ca~e of Smt.Meera Bhanja ~ Nit'fi\al Kumari, 

AIR 1995. SC 455 that reappreciating fact;s/law amounts to overtstepping 

the juriediction conferred upon the Courts/Tribunal while r_evi~wing its 
'. - I • 

owq decisions. In the present petition also the petitioner is tcying to 

claim'reappreciation of the facts and material on rec6rd which is - . 
' . . 

de¢idedly beyond the power of review conferred upon the Tribunal and as 

held by Hori• ble supraiie ·Court. 
' ~ 9./ It has been observed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in a recent 

j~d:;}ment Ajit_.Kumar Rath· Vs. State of Orissa !_Ors, JT 1999CS) SC 57~ 
tqat a r~view cannot be claimed or asked for merely.for a fre~h hearing 

ot arguments or correction of an erroneous view taken earlier,· that· is 

.n · ± say, the. power of 1:-eview ca~ be ~Xercised only for correction· of a . 

.. ut that the .express+o~ _'any oth~r sufficient reason' used in Order 47 

·~ ten~ error of law 0
1

r fact which stares in the fa<:;:e without any 

laberate ar~ent b'ing ~~ed~ for establishing-it. It may be pointed 

q ~ 'X, Rule r means a reaso~ sufficiently analogru~ to th"'e specified in the r7 le.· . . 

-1 



; 

I . 

. V\ 

10.· We ha e given anxious consideration to the conteritipn ra~sed by 

the '1earne couns~l --for t_he ap~lkant _.in the .Review_applicatio~ and also. 

perused t_h I order dated 2:3.3.2001 passed in O.A No.270/95 and the whole.· 

case file thorougly. We have also given anxious c::onsideration to our 

. order and Je see -that det~iled re~son5 ar:e als0 given why it w~s . · 

~uitable tlo give such _direction. and wed~ not find- ~ny error apparent 

on the facJ of the recor? and .nq_ 'new iinportant fact or evidence has come 
. 1· . . .. ' ' 

into the notice qf this Tribunal on the basis of which ·the order passed 
. I . . 

by the Tri*1nal can ·b~ reviewed. 
I I ' . -

;11. In view .of the above and ·the facts a,nd circumstances of this case, 

we do .not lind aey error 'aPP"~t on the face of the ieoord to review 

~~~~1:~~~~n:i~~f~:·r~::::~:~~:-~;~i~ ~:i~e 
t~ , . _Q. AO . 

'(A.P.Nagratth) ~~ 
·Member (A) r Member ___ (J). 
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