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ABSTRACT

Review is the jurisdiction of the court which though functus officio has disposed
the suit earlier. The judgment of a court when cannot satisfy a party and when
appeal is not preferred the party prefers a review with the self-same court. Review
can be preferred only in cases of aggrieved party who suffers from dissatisfaction
from the result or judgment. The effect of review though always does not change
the judgment, the satisfaction of the party that the party claimed its desire to the
same court which finally pronounced the judgment. All review does not call for
alteration of judgment on the amendment of the judgment. Only the satisfaction of
the court can call for an alteration of the judgment. Parties should always think to
prefer an appeal and as a result failure in the review should never cause any pain.
Parties should remember that review is not a right but seeking a mercy before the
court. Hence the effect of failure in review should not cause the feeling or invite
the feeling of failure in justice. Effect of review means the mercy of a court,
whether positive or negative. So parties must be alert and courageous to receive

the effect of the review.
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