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for restraining the defendants from fema¢£ﬁ§ Tf?{r
from service. The said suit was dismissed? ‘ﬂ‘léﬁ
pre ferred
applicant/an appeal in the Court of District Judg
Allahabad which was transferred to the C“aum G‘E“
I Addl.District Judae,Allababad and the appeal
was allowed and vide order dated 15.12.83, +the
order of dismissal was set aside and the plain‘t;
was directed to be treturned back to the 'pl;a--i{
for presentation in tha proper cc:ur'l'. arl:. Ka
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* P ;;:ovn.sians of h eht " ﬁ.' ;’ "_’-“’ J “ ‘after t b
. “expiry of thesﬁ?‘rdb period : i
‘ confirmed and agiqfﬂl”_ ._ te “"‘ , status. The '_ ,_
; termination order has . _, ground . F
AR S that Section’ 251{E) of the I e A
: provides 3 partlcular procﬁ‘aure"tf
: terminating s€ rvices Of such an en@l ‘
pro.c:edure has not been followed and the juh;j_‘;‘ ]
yhe- applicant have: beert retained in servmce % e 0N
T+ appears that NO written ot atoment wWas fz.l’B.d ,i_ "_ ‘
the respondents and ultimetely this case was
tyansferred +o this cribunale Mo written sl:atemtm
has been filed even bafore the tribunal and as
such the sverments, made by the applicant, have .:
got to be Samitted. 20 years have paﬁsed and 3. rf:;} -:
\ug; not possible O grant an effective relief 'l'm :
applicant who had attained the 'bemm:"r:a:; ”“ $
Howeverh thelcpprentagt of the a;api&gﬁair&f
to be correct that the provz_sians_ff 1 h’g‘
of Industrial Dispute. Act were mﬁg 'ﬁ;ﬁ*'
result of which _is that the “‘he@_ :- oo
} pe void but that daa . "*“"”é“‘"’% :
| o | may be rélﬁa’cafgqg&"‘" n se .
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to be cor like !
placed ather emplayee&, 13& w;.lfi ’’’’’ ANy
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rs. i:th 'hhase ébserv?a;_’._._ ONS,
Feigl

for these yea
dispased of w;;:bhputr *ariir;.@qﬁa

app lication is
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