
/

, jrs?<S4.

rgMTBAl. a d m in ist r a t iv e TRIBUNAL. 
■" ITaAl.WIRBENCR

■lABALPUR

Bjritiw Annlitatioii No-14 irf2007 In 
r.ftntempt Potion No- 88 of 2005

Jabalpur, this the )3*^dayof 2007

B.B. Sianna& Anr.
Applicfints

V e r s u s

Uiuon of India &Qrs. Respondents

O R n E R gti Circttlationl

Ry A.K. Ggtfr, .Tudidal Member-

In the guise of ^ e a l the ajjplicants have filed the aforesaid review 

petition for reviewing the order passed by this Tribunal in CCP No. 88 of 

2005 on 20* March, 2607.

2. The main ingredients prescribed for fflii® a review petition are 

completely lacking. B is settled princ^le of law that the Tribunal cann<rt 

act as an qypellate court for reviewing the oi^jnal order and this 

proposition of law is s«q>potted by the decision of the Hon’ble Svqaeme 

Court rendered in the case of Uidon of IndiaVs. T^rlH^Hiw Ifei - 3224

see  n  AS^ 160 in -MMtt SCC (L&S> 18 -  K .l. Nq^idjikuparaB

Mai, Vs. V 1 PhiH" & Qm- S )^ ^ e  Court has clearly held

that if in a case where Tribunal has totaUy ignored the pleadings and shut 

its eyes to the materids available, in such circumstances the review 

plication could be maintainable. The Hon’ble S.q»eme Court also in the 

case of Subhaih Vs. State of Maharashtnt»  ASL -  2*>02 (1) ATI 551 

has clearly held that unless the eraor is plain and apparent, the Tribunal has 

no jurisdiction to interfere with its order.
V



3. In view of the discussion made above, we arc of the considered 

opinion Uiat the t^licanis have M ed to make out any case for review of 

the judgment and order elated March, 2007 passed in CCP No. 88 of 

2005. Accordingly, the present review petition is dismissed at the 

circulation stage itself. ^

(A .k .^G aiir)
Judicial Member
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(Dr, G.CriSrivfistova) 

Vice Ch^rman

•SA“

tJHiWEw? H .... .....
r-

(1) 3 ---

(4) .̂'‘ w
wasjt w^'acs e- ,

siaag?. fir...

c/aol>-
0 ^ ^  feweAfKTC

3x1 jfii-jgRr


