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Nau Oalhij datad this the day o'^

HON'BLE nR.S.R. flOlGE PI ETIBER( A) •

HON'BLE DR.AoVEDAVaLLI nEt*IBER(B)

1o All India Logo Running Staff Asso ci atiofi( Rsgd)

( AIL RSA) through its Office Secretary &
authorised representative Shri Y.P<,{fehllj
S/o Late ShoKesar Chand Xbhli,
HoNo, 4O4I/I 6, Bagichi Rdn Chandatj
Pahar Ganj,
New EJelhi -110055.

2. Shri Sudesh R^j
S/o Late Sh.Basudeo Ran^
fyO Qir* No®47/3. Traffic Oalony,
Tatahagarp (u.B) ,o «4APpl 1 cg.^ tsV

(By Aduocate: Shri flahesh Srivastava )

Versus

I0 The ChairnjaHp Railway Bo ardp
Go vto of Indi^p Rail Bhauanp
Neu Delhi.

2. General ft an agerj , Eastern Railway^
17 Netaji Sub hash fb ad, Sairly Palace,
Calcutta- 7 00001,

3. Divisional ffiilway Mdiagar,
Eastern f^iluay, Sialdah Houiroh,

(u.B.)

4<p General MaOagor, BE Railway,
Gard^ Reach, Calcutta- 700043.

5. Divisional Railway 1*1 an age r.
South Eastern Railway,
Chakradhar Pur , Bihar ..»« I^QponckVBfeij

(By Advo cate: Shri R, L. Ohauan fo r Respond^ ts 1, 4 ^ 5^
Shri P,S.Mahendru for rsist of the

3UDGI*lEfJT

BY HON'BLe PIR.S.R.qolGf^ nmscRfAU

Applican t3(All India Loco Running Siafr'

Asso ciation( f^gd) one Shri Sudesh Ram) soak a
direction to respondents to grant the benefit of th©

Hon'ble Suprane Gaurt's judgment dated 5.8.93 in

C.A.No.4681^2/92 UOI 4 Or., v.. R.Redapp. 4 0 to . •
/X
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^Shri AaKoOBtta# Ao Ko3isua3(sin ce deca asod)| ;

Bagchi ' J S.G^guly and N,N .Naplt, as yell aS

I*lul<herj9p» uho although not a member of thc) c^plic3n%

As^ciationj is said to be similarly placed»»

2o The above nanad parsons partlcipatsd in thd

Railway strike in DanuaryplBSl and on that aocouftt

their services were tepninated by resorting to

f^le I4(ii) Railway Servants( Qlsciplino & Appeal)

l%jles» Bai^ng AoKoBiswas (since deceased)!? s/shri

Sudesh Ran; AoK»Oattaj LoNonukherjee; Apl<®BGOch£|'

SoGanguly; and N,N«Napit filed writ petitlono io

the Calcutta High Oaurtp which ware subsequsntly

transferred to CAT Calcutta Bench and ware heard

along with T. A.NOp419/86 0, 3. Tan ti Us. UGl &Ors.

and were disnissed by judgnent dated 25o1»88.

fleanwhile the Hon'bl e Supreme Osurt in C. A.^io<,4S81w

82/92 on 5.8.93 by a common judgment disposad of ;

a number of civil appeals (UOI &0 rs Vs. R. F^addcppn

& Ors). The Hon'ble Supreme Qnurt issued certain

directions which are contained in thaopsratlue

portion of the judgment. One of the directions uaP

that employeesy who were dienissed under Rule .

for having participated in the Railway striks of

1981 shall be reinstated to their respectiya

posts within 3 months from the date of that judgniGnt a

3. Two of the applicants covered by CAT CalcUtfe

Bench's judgment dated 25.^.88 shsmbhu Math i^ajunsda^

andnahad^ Saran Tanti filed SLP against the said

ju cement in the Hon "ble Supreme tourtj which was

heard along with Civil Appeal NOo2695/89 UDI a Ors<i '

Vs. S .A.Ahmed ^d was di^DOsed of by judg?iant datiadi:



5,11«93 viiereby the directions given in

C3se ( Supra) uere reiterated*

4. Plean^ile Shri So C.Bisual & Ore, had

Filed 0 0A.No. 248/9 4 and connected 0 A3

seeking the benefit of the judgment in !i3ddappa»$ ^ .

case (supra)o The said 12 OAs uere dienissadby

CAT Calcutta Bench by judgment dated 166ll2»94^

holding that those cases did not fall within

the 5 type of cases deli en ate d by the Hoii^bla

Supreme Osurt in Reddappa's judgment and the

order of removal against the applicants had

attained finality®^

5^ Against that judgment s/shri Bisual &

Ors. filed CA No. 1950-.1961/97 in Hon'bla

Supreme QDurt which was alloijed by order dntad

and those Gas were ordered to be restorad to thS) ,

file of CAT Calcutta B^ch for can si deration

afresh^in the bad<groun d of the Hon'ble Sup rsmo
Court's observations that to get the benefit

of the judgment in Reddappa's casSp those

appellants would have to be such persons yhoso -

claim petition had been dienissed, because

the appeals filed had already been dismissed

and this was a matter which would require ,

investigation on facts*

6. lib have hoard both sides and ha';/3

the matter our anxious consideration*

7. As the prayer of s/Shri Sudesh A. Xa

Datta, L«N .mukherjee, A.K.Bagchi, S»G^9uly end

N.N.Napit for reinstatement was dismissed by

CAlp Calcutta B^ch by judgment dated 2B*1>38

on merits after hearing both p artiesp d"5d ua ara aV •
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03- brdinata Banchp it would be improper, inarprop^isfe.

and illegal on our part to interfere with that judCCT^>tst

At the saroe time, it cannot be deniad thatplher

employee^ whose services were similarly tepnlnatad

by resorting to Rule 14( ii) Railway Servants (Oi3oo<s,

_Appeals) Rules have ba^ ordered to be reinatatad

by Hon'ble Supreme Oourt in their judgment in

Reddappa^s case (Sjpra) which has been reitsrated

by them in their judgm^it in S» Ao Ahmed^s cass

( Sup ra) ^an d as recan tl y as 14o^3ol37 the Ho n"bis Sup sat s
Oourt in Biswal's case ( Supra) has remanded those

OAS to the Cat , Calcutta Bench holding that the

benefit of Reddappa's judgment ( Supra) wouid bo

avail ^1 a to such persons whose claim petitions had

been diisTiissad bacausad the appeals filad had alro^d/

been dismissed, which uPuld require in uestig aticn

on factso

8<» Under the ci rcumstanca, we dispose of

this OA giving liberty to S^shri Sudash Ram & others:

named in para 7 above to represst to the authoritilea

concsmad^and bring the ai3o ue legal position to

their no tic0» Ue are sanguine that raspondsnts wilS

act upon those representations in the letter and

spirit of the Apex Court's decisions referred to abo va^

If any grievance still survives thereafter, it yilT

be open to Shri Sudash f^m &others named abova^to
agitate the safme before the appropriate fo rigm in

manner prescribed by 1 awo

9a This OA is disposed of in terms of para 3

abovoa No costs*

( DR. A. VEDA VaL LI )
n Ef!BE:R(B) .

( siR.Ak'Gr/)
ri gmg ,


