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very limited. It has been clearly held in a catena of cases that a
judgment order may be open to review under Order 41 Rule 1 C.P.C.
if there is a mistake or an error apparent on the face of the record. An
error which is not self evident and has to be detected by process of
reasoning can hardly be said to be an error apparent on the face of
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allowed to be apeal in disguise."
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