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Admin ist :!:"cit ive I' r i!:·:.:trlccl 's ~~ct, 1. 9 E;':, read \-< i:-.h r-c..:tle 17 

h 1 1: 'd" ---..·v;' 1' tl' as a __ s:) .ee-n ac.c0nt£)arne o:.· --~---' f1lSC. -<-\.P..? J..ca.-. on 

No. ~. J. 7 /9!:. :E'Jr .::;ondon.::tt ion <:)f deLly in filing this 

rev iev-1 ctppl icat ion. 

2 • !:?":lt:h, the aa l'Hsc. 

•. /2 

/ 

/ 
.\ 



... 

-: 2 :-

be ·.:ii:=.r-.i.ssed. On th.:;; iX•int o:E .Jelc·y in filin·~· ·i:his 

Je'citi··c.lY:~rs at. Local (•ffi.::e at Jai:.Jur ,:;;.ncl then it 

A,lt.1-:c;u.;h 
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n~ specific elates have been given as t~1 "~dhei1 the order 

of the Tribuno.l d::tt:ed 13.7.1995 was r.:: . .:::eived by the 

revie\'i petitioners, still as the review ap_.Jlico.ticm 

ha. s teen filed on 9 .11 .1995, the de lay , , ... lthoJ.gh 

Jnexplained, in filing this revievl petitic)n ~:ry the 

review petitioJ~ers i2. •:!C:Yi'l.dOued in thli! interest of 

j'lstice and the Iv;A 517/SJ!:,for .:0nc1cma'cicm of delay in 

filing this revievJ pet it i·~·n is accepted. 

5. coming nmJ tt7• the merits of this revie1.:J .application, 

it is the set.t led posit ion in lavJ that t.he power t@ 

review its ovm order by thE:' 'I' rib~.ma1 Lmder the Adrnini-

st rat ive ':' fi,··::unq,ls A_ct., 1 ~8: . .ha.s,.. betjt! c ·=·ni'f 1-.(.sd un::Jo=:r 
. Act r~ad 'f'1.l.th Rale 17 <$£ tne 

Sect~ ion 2 2\3) of 1:1-.~.c: lj~~ .. rr;}n~:io~~L.:~J~ .1'-t,h::jifi,i): (rf2·9~.:ed·.lre) 

RJ.ll!;~, 1987 and is f.1rther circ:Jmscribeo by the limits 

1"" id dovm 1nder Sec:t ion 114 c·f ·the Code of Civil 

It is also settled la.w that a review of its 8vm order 

by the TribJnal/Court is permissible only on: 

(i) the disco•,Tel:_Y 0£ nevJ and importdnt m<J.tter:· 
or ·:?i.Tidt::n-::•2 irlh1::tJ a.fter the e.xere:i:se of d.:e 
diligence of the petitioner ;oJci.S not wi·thin 
his knov·iledge or could not 1:e produced by him 
at thr::- time ·"Jhc:n the order in q~estion was made; 

( ii) on account of some mistake or errer ap~')an:;nt 
c·n the fi::!c.s c.f the rE:c8rd; and 

(iii) or for any other sufficient reasGn." 

j 1dqment of Sr:rt . l":i2en:._ ahanj a vs. Smt • N irmala K-1mar i 
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the sc&pe of On:1er XLVII R<J.le 1 of the CPC pertaining 

tG review Jnd h<J.s held thctt t:he TrihJnal cannot. sit in 

appeal ovc·r its avn decisi0ns. 

7. In the instant CdSe :.iS well, vihat the review 

petitioners .3.re emphasi?.in9 is thu.·t this bench should 

re-appreciate the vJhole record of the case know ingf'-Illy 

that the pleadings as they have raised in their reply; 

have been d;J_ly consldered by the t.e··-Jch whilE deciding 

it vide it e: order da'ced 13.7 .1995. In case a.n effort 

is made to re-appreciate the evidE,nce once again1 it 

wGJuld virtJally a.mount t.o over-step;)ing the juris-

diction conferred uprc>n the T ribJ.nal for rev i..svi of its 

ovm order which is n.:1t pE.r;:nitt8c1 under t.he Law as 

Smt. I"'.eera Bhanj tt • s ·~'=' se. In .:tny v ie>v of ·the na tter, 

the gr.:Y•J.nd tal:.::n l:-~y th:;;: r2vL~:w p~·titionerz in the 

rev ievJ .._>et it ism C'lnnot ]:.:; te rm.~d as an .=:rror ap.t?arent 

on the face of record. The review _;;)e':itioners have 

failed to make c:J.t any other grou.nd as .;::.:nl'cdined :J.n:1er 

ther":?.fore des8n~es .LI3jec·ti&n ";hich is hr.::reby rejected. 

By c ire ~lat i<C>n. 
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