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Al 3ed AT gRT 2005 3MRars. (12)
U5 290 & IE Figrea ufquiRa feam @ 16 "The scope of

Review is 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 record justifying exercise of power
of review. In exercise of jurisdiction under Order 47 Rule
1C.P.C., it is not permissible for an erroneous decision to be re-
heard and corrected. There is clearly distinction between 'an
erroneous decision' and 'an error apparent on the face of record.'
While the former can be corrected by higher forum, the latter can
be corrected by exercise of review .jurisdiction. A review petition
has, therefore, a limited purpose and cannot be allowed to be

appeal in disguise.”
U 38 3R 2014 THF A (Feht) 254 F oft aAEea Jaf=
R g1 Is 3ifded = feem 2 fb-
Mere disagreement with view expressed in judgment-Or thant
other view is possible-Not ground to invoke review
jurisdiction-Review jurisdiction can be exercised only when

there is glaring omission or patent mistake or when a grave
error has crept in judgment.
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