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PSl S*K*DHACK, VICE Ctal)

These applications involve the

sane controversy* They have been heard together. Hence

they are being disposed of by a conmon judgment.

2. The petitioners, namely, S/Shri S.P.Mishra,

J*S.Tank, Bankey Lai and D*N*Tandon were removed

from service in the purported exercise of powers



under Rule 14(2) of the Railway Servant5(Discipline

and Appeal)Bules'i:-i968( hereafter referred to the

Rules), It was alleged that they, alongwith some
•r> B ftislSiv,- '.trfca.am •

others had participated in a strike. We may

note that the provrisions as contained in Rule 14(2)

" are analogous to the cc«tente of the second proviso

to Article 31l(2) of the Constitution.

3v Shri 3.P.Mishra came' to this Tribunal

- V - ^i J.S.Tank preferred,

o - i. si: Ba^ UA. No. 1487/88^

5 ^ Shr^bitJf^^arid^ No.l488/88 in

^-t£-7ns the ord ers pass ed. .

-:i v. t 2 their

.vjjTTonJ^f^s This ^
i iv i OR vXJoixfs oS 25th November,

fivoO ss&^qya ^{tW^tS^esfllJ f^r aAs. It directed

^ihe'adecision on'

oi % Xn..R«4r%ugfflCie to the directions of this ^
Tribunal, the Revisional Authority vide its comnon

order dated 4th August, 1989, disposed of the

rosn&.^ > revision appl|catiiW3^i:<?f "^e aforesaid four
petitioners anci^^oWl^another person. It, in

substance, held that circumstances had not changed,

and, therefore, it was npt Practicable to hold an

inquiry against the petitioners.^' Against the

Said order of the revisional authority these

O.AS are directed.

4. ^ The Supreme Court in avil Appeal

No. 4681-82 of 1992 wi 5th August, 1993 by a

common judgment, disposed of a number of civil

appeals(Unionof India and Qrs vs.R.Reddappa & anr).^

The Supreme Court issued certain directions, vihich

are contained in the operative portion of the

judgment. Che of the dircfctions was that the employees
for having

who were dismissed under Rule 14(2),£ participated

in the loca staff strike of 1981, shall be tored



v'ii^ OJ- i ::9.W .:v ::od ^-"^;'ll'"?"*ii;HUr-'5qqA'• ••"'

:;iiv;sni;'j;6 , . :rr.:;i:- -;:v; -M. -
to their respective post within a period of three

/• Vs;sr >-. o-~;u^ 5>.n ? ijor4o
^ ^ , . months from the date of the judgnent*' We would

not re-iterate the other directii^s given because

we are directing the respondents to strictly

adhere to the directions givm by the ^preme Court.
T. -Jf-'^... ,;,.r •

, f,r ; s^ie - These aPRlicg^tions succeed and are allowed,

r. if, V i -We direct the resp<mdents, to restore the

-x : to th^ir reipecti\rfi^pc»1^, ^J:hin a period of

-sss: n^onths from t|i^ date Qfc presentation of

, ••' -T ;';•. if- %cM ?•: i c 5;^ :•'.s d to strictly adhere

I Supreme Court in

. ^vi-the^a%t^^;|l^^
•-

03 Th^'e i^hali be hia c^der as to costsf

•••'"• i ^ I.-i l/ll • ' • •

••^••• '; ' 'i' .. >'•'. '/.; 'j 'i ;.;v !.;;^: - - A i,.,i; .t 7. .: i;o

••>• > - V :- - -V
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