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The applh,ant has warked as Blesel Smnter w1th
. f,ih.esai, Narrow uauge, Northern Raxlway, Kalka (Hr:j:_}” Thé""ln'r'

 ;1 53le1; ant filed tms appllcatmn m ;eptember, 1994: th"
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granted by the Hon'ble 3upreme Court of ~Imdis in
identical cases titled as UOL & Ors Vs, R;Redap;za ahd’
Q?s. reported in 1993-LIC 2203). The rellef ‘prayed. for

by the applicant in this case 15 that the beneflt of the

Judgement dated 5.8, 1093 remeremd by wen‘ble Supreme

: Ceurt of India referred to aoave be granted to the ay‘% ; %:g

2. By the order da‘ted 9th chm';ber, 1994 5 "thlf‘e Was

issued to the reSpoment: to file ’thelr reply mt‘un

'four weeks and the matter was ord ered to he lis ted on

21st L}ecenber, 1994, inh ’71. Ni 19?4 Fri Roiﬂhawan aﬁpf*ars A

'for tha rt_:wondn';ts and prayed for fur ther time th four

N@ek:: further time was allowed and th@haae was ovdere»d to

be listed today, ‘ g o

3. : Shri R.L.ilha_wan appears on“‘ behalf of’the re;zponéew&s
and prays :‘Eor fur ther time to file the repl y.

4. We hea*d the 1earned counsel for the a H_c’ nt
~who submitted that the respomen‘ts !’aavm not dlSpGSed of

“the ‘representation dated 7 3.19 94 arrii the aprlic at;oq be

kept pending ard the respondents may disposea of the

mpresentation m the meantime, In any circums fances the

“application do lie because the applicant has come after

a period of six months from making of the re@pressntstioin

i.@. the representation wss 'n,:;:?}e ‘:oq ".3.“94 :md ’the

pre: ent application has been flled on 28th ggptembeﬁ,lgg#;

However, the mstter o‘_f the applicant cannot be considered
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shnui&anecusly one by the a&ninistrat on 1tself and the
other for judicial review. The fact that is to be consid ered
in this case is whether the appli’cant is Sequerly,"coveréd-
with the decision of the case of Union of India Vs, R.
Redappa and Ors.(3upraf or not, 1f tha4é ll*aﬂt is full
covered by th- Jud;ement the resgondents are bound to grant |
the relief to the applicant as directed by the Hon'ble ’
~Jupreme Coﬁrt of India in the aforesaid Judg@nent. In tﬁat
case the Hoh'ble Supreme Court has considered the’ cases of
such enployess who have participated in the Loco strike of
}.980-7-8L. Some of the employees were removed from services
by participating in~the‘loco strike under rule 14 (2) of the
Rallway 3ervant Appeal Aules, 1968. Under that rule the
formzlities of proceeding regiulr encuiry were dispensed
with. Such matters.were assailed befbre various Behchesyaf
CeieTe and in some of them the relief was allowed and in
- Other it was not, S50 the matter has come fina‘lly a'gains tithe
J”Lfdgement 0f various Benches of CeAsT. before the Hon'ble
3uyfene COuit of India and thy t has been conaluered in the
¢i5e of Union of India & &Irs. Vs, .Redayfa andg Qrs.

Gt wat-
4 n notice the respondents make their mind: factually

to the 9931tlen the apg Flicant enjoyed and whether he is

covered by the 'decis icn of that case it s5hall not bé fair

to give a judicial review on a none action on the part of il
resgondents.

Se ln view of the c1rcwn5¢¢nces, we do qot 3zaqt any A

fgrtheryi time to the res yondents “tu file the ﬂuunt@r Emd

R




‘mgh tly accedad/to the fact that the repr

~ with no order gas to co;ts.
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g‘entatlen =
nade by the applicant on 7.2.1994 shall be ﬁzapased of

by the reaponaents Je further add if the representatxsﬁ"

made by the applicant is not available with thefrgsgénﬁ@nts;}

~ tnen the ayyllcﬁnt 1o make fresh repr@sen+a&10n alaﬂgWLth a'f

copy %& the earlier representtion to the respondents within?

e a week from the daste of this arﬁer. The respandents

*hareafter shall dlSpose of this regreseqtﬁtlon thhzn ;

a parxﬁd of three months. If the appllcant is Stlll

,‘aggr ieved by the order, if any, passed by the respanaents

on the representdtlon he shsll be free to as s all *hat‘
crder, ifso nglSed by filing s fresh application
taking all the gro;nds which has been taken‘by hﬁn in
the présent applicaticn,
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qu arplication, therefore, is d&ﬁm&%&@d acc0rd1ngly
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