HIGH C()URT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Rev:ew Petition No.‘.iZof 2007
APPLICANT =~ ._ Dr. GS. Khatri son. of Shii BS. Klmm_
PETITIONER ' '~ aged about 60 years Resident of C-75,
' - QGayatri Nagar Raipur Chhathsgarh.
_ - VERSUS _
RESPONDENTS = 1. State of Chhattisgarh Through:

- Secretary Department of Veterinary
- Mantralaya, D.K.S. ‘Bhawan Raipur
 Chhatiisgarh. -

2. Deputy Secretary, Depamnent of
~ Veterinary ~ Mantralaya, - I) K.S -
'Bhawan, Raipur, Chha:ttlsgarh '

3. Director - of Veterinary Servxces-

Co- Rmpur Chhathsgarh | ‘ '

(Rewew Petmon under Rule 71 r!w Rule 75 of the: Chhamsgarh ngh Court:
Rules, 2005 for review and recall of the order dated 29.08.2006, passed in
E . * Writ Petition (S)No. 1778 of 2005) .

SB: _Hon’bleMr SatishK. nih

HAY

: Pll'eseli_t.r'. : Shn F.S. Khare, counsel forthe Apphcant.
o . Shri Arvind Dubey Panel Lawyer for the
State/r&cponde:ﬁs -

(Passed on :%1E of August, 260'7)

. R N Delay in ﬁlmg rev:ew pet:tlon is eondoned. :

o 2 The petrt:toner has sought review of the order dated 29 08 2006 passed -
: : _5* by this comt, on the followmg grounds
"2.1. Because th;s Hon'ble Court d:d not express any opmmn :

onto the aspect of aspersmn whwh was the actual cause of passmg :

the mxpugned order of compulsory retlrement meant % be a .'

punishment causmg senous prejudlce against the interests of the' '

i applicant.



.2.2 Because ﬂ:ls Hon'ble Court may also cons:der that the -
-_nnpugned order of eompulsory retlrement cannot be a utlhzed as a
shorteut to circumvent the prowsmns of conductmg an enqulry before L

! _'removmgthe applleant." o

| | 3 | 'Admﬂtedly, _the petltloner has not pomted out any mamfest error on - |
" the record and the peht;oner has not fuﬁher brought into the notace any new
fact whlch eould not be produced earher despnte dlhgent eﬁ‘oﬂ:s made by thef _
.. petmoner It is Well settled prmclples of law that the review proceedmgs are
| not by way ofa.n appeal and have to be: stnctly conﬁned to the scope and_:
. amblt of order 47 Rule 1 of the Code of Cw:l Procedure, even m exercise of B} |

rewew _}unsdmtnon by the ngh Court under Arﬁcle 226 of the Conshumon.

The apphcant has not produeed a.ny new ground for rev;ew except the same
| _ground wiuch has been cons1dered and declded in the wnt petmon |
| | 4‘.'  There 1s no matenal to rev:ew the order dated 29 08 2006 passed by
5  this eourthP (S)No 1778 ofzoos |

'5. Aecordmgly, ﬂ:l.lS rewew petmon stands dlsmlssed for the reason

- Imemioned above. :
S I Sd/- |
s . _ o — Satish K. Agnihotri |
I o . ' RN Judge f'l
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