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NOTES OF THE REGISTRY ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 
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BY CIRCULATION 

Perused the Re-,.Tiew Appli.:::ation and the order dated 6.6.2003, 

passed in OA 422/2000. 

2. The applkanta (respvndenta in the OA). want to rely on three 

new documents. ,, 

3. It is 0:::ornm:m knowled3e that the ac.:ipe of review ia very 

limited. In the review pr·:>.::eedings, nothin.~ •::an be re-argued n1:>r 

any new· contenti:>n be raised. See B.H.Prabha}:ar ·· v. M.D~Karnata}:a 

State C•:>Jp. Apex Bank· Ltd.· - ::OOO (.J) SLt< :"29, Ajit Kumar Rath 7. 

State .'.)f Orissa & 0rs. - .:::ow Si.X! (L~(S) 192, and Subhash 7. State of 

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

4. It is not bvrne out that the error, said to be in the decision 

of the Tribunal, is plain and apparent. The Review Applicati·Jn is, 

therefore, liable t•J be dismissed and is hereby dismissed. 
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