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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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Heard M. Sushil Kumar Jain, |earned -counsel
appearing for the petitioner
This petition is under Art.32 seeks to assail the

earlier orders passed by this Court on the grounnd that the
petitioners are not parties to the earlier proceeding and
also on the ground that several other questions have not
been raised and answered. The question whether a fina
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order of this Court could be assailed by filing a wit
petition wunder Art.32, no longer remains res-integra and
has been answered in the case of Rupa Ashok Hurra vs.
Ashok Hurra reported in 2002 (4) SCC 388. The court in the
af oresai d judgnent in unequivocal termheld that a petition
under Art.32 assailing the final judgnent and order of the
Supreme Court after dismissal of review petition is not
mai ntai nable irrespective whether the petitioner was a
party to the case or not. The court has indicated the
met hod by which the grievance can be renedied by filing a
curative petition and the paranmeters for entertai nnent of
such curative petition has also been |laid down. It has
been held that the petitioner’s petition under Art.32 be
treated as a curative petition and procedure indicating
therein for consideration should be followed. |In that view
of the nmatter this petition under Art.32 be treated as
curative petition and the procedure for dealing with such
curative petition be foll owed
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