IN TIT BUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
554939

CIVIL APPEAL NOS. OF 19%4

Terlsing out of ELP (C) Nos. 4307-08 of 1993 and
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shri Raj Kumar Sharma & Ors., etc.etc. «e.hppellante
Veipus
Union of Indie & Ors. etc.ctc, .«.Respondents
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ORDER

Leave granted.

The Madras Pench of the Central Administrative
rribunal decided 0.A. Bo. 654 of 1989 by fudgment dated
29.6.1990 against which Union of India came to this Court
by filing a special leave petition which vas dismissed by
this Court on T..1991 (Page 44 of the paper book]. Union
of India then filed a review petition vhich too was
disnissed by this Court on 16.7.1991 (Page 45 of the paper
bo::ki. Gtrangely enough, the Union of India thereafter
£1led Review Petition Fo. 4 of 1992 before the M,dras Bench
of the Central Adminictrative Tribunal foc the review of
{ta muin judgment dated 29,6.19%0. This reviev petition
hag been alloved by the Tribunal by the impugned ordcr
dated 10,6,1992, The oper.tive part of t» impugned

fudgme it is as under!



"In th vresult, the operative jortice
of the judgment dated 29,6.1990 in
O.A. 65¢ of 1989 ir remscinded end the
original epplication stondes Aismissed.
sesssssilic Roview Petd tion 4r nllowmd

as abovc,"

5ds apreal by specd 2l leave ir against the
codd orxfirr & ted 1C0,0.1992 prered by the Trihunal

nllowing the nvire jetitden in these circumstances,

Ve have no doubt tht the 1ribunal was

in error Iin ciiwa.--ining the reviev petiticn and

then rllowinc it after the <recial leave petit on

agein: t {t- main ju'gment hLed Leer di:missed by

thiz Court and thr reviev petition filed in this

Court against the Ainmisreal of the special leave

petition he4 also been dismissed. It is undisputed
that the grounden which the review waps sought
heforc tha Iribunal ves & ground :oken in the
epecinl lcove petiticn er 3xl] ar in the review

petiticn £iled in this Crurt. In such =»
situsticn it was, to soy the least, wholly
inappropriot~ fcr the “ribuneal to rit in Judgment
on the merdt cf this Covrt't crder dismissing

the ep-cial lezve petiticn oiving finality to thr

-li}.



Tribunel's main order dated 29,6,1990, This alone
i sufficlent to get aside the Impugned order
dated 10,6,1992 rade by thc Tribunal alloving
the reviev petition, Accordingl , the appeals

sre alloved. No costs.
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Kew Delhd ( X.5, Faripooman )
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