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ASHOK CHAWLA AND ANR VS STATE OF HARYANA AND ANR

Present: Mr.Anil Malhotra,, Advocate for the applicants-appellants.
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Instant review application has been filed by a different learned
counsel, who did not represent the applicants-appellants at the time when
the order dated 20.4.2017 was passed by this Court.

It is this order dated 20.4.2017 which is being sought to be
reviewed. Learned counsel for the applicant would obviously not be aware
as to what transpired before this Court when the above-said order dated
20.4.2017 was passed. In this regard, reliance can be placed on the
judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court in T.N. Electricity Board and
another Versus N. Raju Reddiar and another, 1997 AIR (SC) 1005.
Further no error apparent on the record has been pointed out. In fact,
learned counsel for the applicant seeks to re-argue the matter under the garb
of this review application, which is not permissible in law.

In view of the above, no ground for review is made out.

Dismissed.
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