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JUDGMENT  &  ORDER (ORAL)  
 

(Deepak Gupta, CJ.)  

  By means of this appeal, the petitioner has challenged 

the judgment dated 27.03.2014 and the main ground of challenge 

in this appeal is to the validity of the Memorandum dated 
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07.12.1992. In the judgment, the learned Judge has noted as 

follows:-  

“…..It is to be noted that the challenge to the Memorandum 

dated 07.12.1992 has not been pressed by the petitioner” 
 

2.  In the ground of appeal it is mentioned that this 

observation is erroneous. It is by now, well settled law that if a 

party wants to urge that any observation made in a judicial order 

or judgment does not reflect the correct factual situation then the 

proper course for the party is to approach the same court by filing 

a review application and informing the Judge that what has been 

written by him in the judgment is incorrect. It is only the Judge, 

who has passed the order who knows whether such argument was 

actually raised before him or not. If the party has not raised such 

objection before the learned Single Judge then obviously it cannot 

be permitted to raise the same in appeal. 

 

3.  Therefore, we reject the writ petition with liberty 

reserved to the petitioner to approach the learned Single Judge. All 

objections including the objection of limitation shall be available to 

the respondents to oppose the said petition if filed. 

 

 

                                    JUDGE                CHIEF JUSTICE 

 

sima 


