
$~1 & 2 (Special Bench) 

* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  LPA 161/2024 

+  LPA 201/2024 

 

 ANIL KUMAR ANAND     .....Appellant 

Through: Appellant in person. 

 

    versus 

 

 UNION OF INDIA THROUGH ITS SECRETARY (FINANCE) & 

ORS.        .....Respondent 

Through: Mr.Vikram Jetly & Mr.Rakesh 

Kumar, CGSCs with Ms.Shreya Jetly & Mr.Sunil, 

Advs. 

 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA PALLI 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GIRISH KATHPALIA 

    O R D E R 

%    22.11.2024 

CM APPL.68023/2024 in LPA 161/2024 

CM APPL.68024/2024 in LPA 201/2024 

1. These are applications filed by the appellant seeking recall of the 

order dated 09.04.2024 as also the order dated 09.08.2024, vide which 

the review petitions preferred by the appellant were dismissed. 

2. The appellant, who appears in person, again urges that he was never 

an employee of UTI Asset Management Company but was, in fact, an 

employee of UTI Mutual Fund. 

3. Having heard the appellant and perused the order dated 09.04.2024, 

we find that the observations made by this Court in its order dated 

09.04.2024 to the effect that the appellant was an employee of UTI 
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Asset Management Company, were made on the basis of the 

appellant’s own averments in the writ petition. We are, therefore, of 

the view that by way of the present application, the appellant is only 

trying to re-argue the matter. This, in our considered view, cannot be 

permitted within the limited ambit of review jurisdiction that too in a 

case like the present where an earlier review petition preferred by the 

appellant already stands rejected by this Court. 

4. The applications are, accordingly, dismissed in the aforesaid terms. 

 

REKHA PALLI, J 
 

 

GIRISH KATHPALIA, J 

NOVEMBER 22, 2024 
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