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Ill THE CEllTE~_L [.1,[1MiilISTPJ'.\TIVE TPIETJI1AL I JAIPUP BEUCH I JAIPUR 

Date c.f c.rder: t:!> .04.2000 

R3.:n-=.-ah Ch 3.nd ~n·-r-m- "/­,_. ct kt i.: ,_, late Sht.·i Day3 Ram Sharma, now serving 

with Garriai0n Enginaer, Reta. 

Appl i ca.nt 

Versus 

1. The Union of India through its Secretary tG the Govt. 

cf India, Miniatr7 0f Defence, New Delhi. 

Engineer-in-Chief, Army 

Headquarterz, DHQ PO, new Delhi. 

Tha Chief Engineer, Southern Command, Pune. 

4. T~e Chief Engineer, Jaipur ~one, Jaipur. 

ORDER 

Pe1· H0n 1 tle Mt.·. 11.P.llawani, Admini3trative Member 

This R.:v iew · l~ppl ii::: at ic•n ha.3 been filed to 

recall/review the order 0f this Tribunal dated ~~-~-~000 pas~ed 

2 ., Vid~ dated this Tribun:tl had 

their own .:::0sts. 

-. :, . 

Tribunal dated ~~-~-~000 in OA Ho.614/94. 

4. 

applicant in thia Review Applicaticn ha3 been that the Tribun31 

facta therein in the correct ~r0spective. The applicant in this 
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Review Applicaticn aeets to reopen th~ caaa mer i t z , wh i ch i a 

n.:;t p•?rmi3elble in review. Th·? caa 0::: law n·:·w ('eing cited in the 

Review Application .3h0uld h3ve t~en cited ~1en the GA wa2 being 
I 

finally h·:::.~r.:l. In any case, the .:::aze law rlc.w being cited i3 

distin9uiahable, th 0? subje 0::t n13tt.?r b.:::in.;J II seni.:.rit? when a 
I 

dgputati0niat ia ab20rbed whereaa the jua6ment of the Ape~ 
I 

C'.ourt wh i ·::h waa 1.'el i o:d in th.; 0:.1-.:1°?1· .J.=ited ::::-.: •
1
::::. :::'.000 is dire.:::tl7 

appl i .::able, I 
of the Central Civil 

I 

(Redeployment of Surplua Staff) Fule 1990 b~ing applic3ble in 

the case of the applicant also. 

5. ""(':>)-f _.._. ._I. l_I the Adminiatrative ~ritunala Act, 
I 

1985 confers on an Administrative Tribunal discharging the 

22(3)(f) is as under: 

"Sec.22(3)(f): 

A Tribunal shall have, for the purpose of 

di.=.·:::hargin1;.J its furn::ti.:·ns under thia A0::t, the 2ame 

pcwers as are ve2ted in a Civil Court under the Cede 

cf Civil Pr0c~dure, 1008 (5 0f 1908), while trying a 

suit, in rezpect of th? f0ll0wing matter, namely 

(f) reviewing its deci2i0ns;" 

6. 

under the i:c .. ]e ·=·f Civil Frc .. :::.:-dure ia 0::: 0:.ntained in (•rder .J7 F.ul•o: 

1, Ord~r 47 Rule 1, pr0videa aa follcw3: 

"Order 47 Rule 1: 

Application f0r r~view 0f judgment: 

(1) An7 person considering himaelf aggrieved: 
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all0wed, but fr0m which no appeal haa been prefarrad. 

allowed, or 

(cl by 3 deci2i0n on reference fr0m a C0urt 0f Small 

Causes and wh0, from the diac0veray 0f new and 

imp.:.rtant mat tet~ •:·r ev i den.:: e which, after the 

' ~:·:er c i e .; (if due dt 1 ig.;n.::e wa21 nc·t within his '/ 

when the decree was passed ~r 0rjer made, 0r 0n 

the order." 

7. 

clear that power of the review available to the Adminiatrative 

Tribunal ie aimilar to power giv~n to Civil Court under Order 

himaelf aggrieved b7 a decree or order from which an 

can apply for review under Order ~7 Rule (l)(a) on the ground 

~nowl~dge or could not be pr0duced by him at the time when the 

decree or crder waa passed but it has now come ta his 

knowledge. 

e. What the petiti.:.ner i.3 °::laiming tlu-.:.ugh this revi 0::w 

petitic·n ia that this Tribunal ah.:.uld r 0;ar;0pre 0::iate the fa.::ts 
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Tribunal while e:-:er 0'.:'.isin9 the p.:0 w.::1·~ c.f the r·~view conferred 

upon it under th•? law. It ha.=- be•=n h·:-ld f:.y i·fon'ble 2upreme 

CoJJrt in the P.h=inja v. Uirmal 1:umaL"i, AIR 
I 

1995 SC 455, that reappL"8•::: i.=1 ting fa 0:::t:=.,'law am0unts 

c.versteppin9 the jur i c=d i ,::: i: ic•n conferred up0n the 

Courts/Tribunal while reviewing ita own decision3. In the 

pres 0?nt petitic0 n also:•. th.:: petitic·n°.;r ia trying to claim 

Tribunal and :is h·:-ld by H·:·n' ble 2upL"eme Cc·urt. 

9. It has b~en 0beerv~d by the H0n'tl~ Suprame Court in 

.... 
l I.. • It may be pointed 

. _J .. 
Order ~7 Rule l m~ana a reason sufficiently :inalogu0ua tc thoze 

specified in the rule. 

1 (). In th·~ instant 0:::a2e, en the i.='"?rusal C•f the order 

deliv~red and also the r~c0rd as a wh0le, w~ are of the 

c0neidered .:pinion that there is no erroL" apparent on th& face 

inti:· th.;. n.:·ti.:::e .:.f this Tribun:il .:•nth•? bas1a 0f which the 

11. In view of the above, and the facts and circumstances 

r-- ---------
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of thia cas~, we do nGt find any ~rr0r apparent 0n the facg of 

is no basis to raview tha ab0vg order. 

12. We, theref0re, diamisa thi2 r.:vi~w ap~lication having / 

no merits. 

cLL 
(N.P.NAWANI) 

\) A o 
~k__\j~~ 
I (S.F..AGARWAL) 

Adm. Memter Judl.Mo:mber 

\.L 


