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NOTES OF THE REGISTRY 

.l ·-0 -:_) 

ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 

RA lS/2003 (OA 16/2003)· 

BY CIRCULATION 

Perused the Review Applicativn as also the order pronvunced in 

OA l~/2003 on 4.6.2003. 

2. All the points stated in the Review Application have ~·=n 

dealt with in.the OA. 

? 
-'. It ia cvmm:m l~vwl~e that the acopa of review is 7ary 

limited. In the review pr0ceedin;JS1 nothing can be re-3.rgued nor 

any new· c.:mtention be raised. See B.H.Prabha}:ar v. M.D.Karnataka 

State •2o:ip. ·Apex Bank Ltd.· - 2000 (..J:) SLR 5.::9, Ajit Kumar Rath v. 

State of 0rissa & Ors. - ~OCO s~~ (L&3) 192, and Subhash v. 3tate •)f 

Maharashtra & Anr. - 2002 (1) ATJ 551. 

4. It is not b~rne out that the error, said to be in the decisi0n 

of the Tribunal,, is plain and apparent. The Re-Jiew Application is, 

therefore, liable to be dismissed and is hereby dismissed. 
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