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11. We have considered the rival submissions made by both ‘
the parties and perused the record.
LEGAL ISSUES
Review in absence of statutory provisions :
12. It is settled legal proposition that unless the
statute/rules so permit, the review application is not
maintainable in case of judicial/ quasi -judicial orders. In
absence of any provision in the act granting an express
power of review, it is manifest that a review could not be
made and the order in review, if passed is ultra vires,
illegal and without jurisdiction. (vide: Patel Chunibhai
Dajibha V. Narayanrao Khanderao Jambekar & Anr.] AIR. |
1965 SC 1457 and Harbhajan Singh V. Karam singh & Ors.. |
AIR 1966 SC 641) |
13. In Patel Narshi Thakershi & Ors. V Shri Pradyuman
Singhji Arjun Singhji, AIR 1970 SC 1273, Maj. Chandra
Bhan Singh V. Latafat Ullah Khan & Ors., AIR 1978 SC |
1814, Dr. Smt. Kutesh Gupta V. Management of Hindu ‘
Kanya Mahavidhyalaya, Sitapur (U.P.) & Ors., AIR 1987 SC |
2186, State of Orissa & Ors. V. Commissioner of Land | '
Records and Settlement , Cuttack & Ors., (1998) 7SCC 162: |
(AIR 1998 SC 3067 : 1998 AIR SCW 2975), and Sunita Jain | }
V. Pawan Kamar Jain & Ors., (2008) 2 SCC 705, this court | |
held that the power to review is not an inherent power. It | N
must be conferred by law either expressly/specifically or |
by necessary implication and in absence of any provision ' l
|
l
|

i

in the Act/Rules, review of an earlier order is impermissible
as review is a creation of statute. Jurisdiction of review can
be derived only from the statute and thus, any order of |
review in absence of any statutory provision for the same is
nullity being without jurisdiction. ’
14. Therefore, in view of the above, the law on the point |
can be summarised to the effect that in absence of any
statutory provision providing for review . entertaining an
application for _review or under the garb of \

clarification/modification/ correction is not permissible. g

At
for nfed s



S RN B Wl O fadid 04012018 B
gexo RRE omfedi @1 uferfireer ek gTed
aﬁ?uﬁ@%ﬁﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁ@ﬁwzoozzﬁa—sﬁwwl
F@T 79/2017 §% Sif6 WERTE SIRG WiEEd
R W A HTORE U WW @R §ORd
SATRYT i 28.11.2017 B R ¥ & qw H ©
Safs Sa afRm 2002 TH faRre sl ©
R 3 Ay & daa ofie & wewH ¥ R
FT BIE WO T8 £ AFAY STEH [ @

Tad =OfAE G AIR 2010 SUPREME COURT 3745
KALABHARATI ADVERTISING VS HEMANT VIMALNATH

NARICHANIA AND ORs & ogER Reg ®g i |
AfRfrm & weum B R & Reg g wed §
3= 7T | |

< Saa affad 2002 ¥ Reg w1 @1 DIE
ygur W8 2| SR $9 RIed & g9 ey
i 28.11.2017 & fag Uil HITCRM MG &1
TR e Ry Wi 7 A 04.01.2018 G B
forg wEYT e A FE ©, gfery WIRS faar ST
3| wEmarel g A el qIREd W Bl | |

I8 ST TSl faAE 09.01.2018 FI W ERT
foRaTaT SR Yol <RITe™ § G 34T |

B
(%w)\
fowen afseg 2

\
f R




