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(Order on RP No.10 of 2025)
Heard learned counsel for parties.

The respondent applicant has filed the present application seeking review of the
judgment and order dated 19.11.2024.

Several grounds have been taken in the review petition. However, on specific query,
learned counsel for the applicant confines to ground No. 3 and 4. It is submitted that
there is an error apparent on the face of the order under review, holding that the
applicant herein acknowledged the alleged cash payment of Rs.20,50,000/- in the
appeal filed by the applicant respondent challenging the impugned order which was
the subject matter of the instant appeal. In other words, applicant had acknowledged
in judicial proceeding/appeal instituted by the applicant challenging the impugned
order that the applicant had received Rs.20,50,000/- from the opposite
party/respondent.

In paragraph No.4 it has been stated that in the balance sheet of the appellant
opposite party herein, the cash transaction is not reflected in the balance sheet,
reliance is being placed on the balance sheet of 2013-2014 and 2014-2015 obtained
from the office of the Registrar of the Companies, New Delhi. In the judgment and
order under review, it was recorded that the applicant herein had admitted cash
transaction in his own memo of appeal instituted assailing the impugned order which
was subject matter of the instant appeal. Since cash transaction was not disputed, it
was not open for the applicant to rely upon the evidence of other side to rebut or
retract from their own admission. The admission of a fact by a party (applicant) to a
lis acknowledging the assertion of the fact setup by the opposite party requires no
further evidence.

We have carefully perused the grounds and considered the submissions. We do not
find any merit to review our judgment and order.

The application is accordingly rejected.
(Order on Rectification Application)
Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Learned counsel for the appellant applicant seeks rectification of the judgment and
order dated 19.11.2024.

The rectification pertains to typographical/computation error as detailed in
paragraph no.7 of the rectification application. that inadvertently, direction for



refund of the decreed amount at Rs.24,51,875/- has not been directed to be
refunded/returned to the applicant appellant.

The rectification/correction application is allowed.

The correction/rectification detailed in paragraph No. 7 of the rectification
application shall be incorporated in the judgment and order dated 19.11.2024. The
appellant applicant shall be entitled to refund of Rs. 24,51,875/- along with, interest
accrued thereon.
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Dated: 20.11.2025
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