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hLi Gi-. Ltict 	 Petitioner 

,hri K.zK. ihdh 
Advocate for the Petitioner (s) 

Versus 

Union 	 Respondent 

hri 'hevQe, 	 Advocate for the Respondent(s) 

CORAM 

The Hon'ble Mr. 	
• tdLtt 	 (-) 

The Hon'ble 	 Dr. r&s 	axra 	 mLr (J) 

JUDGMENT 

Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to see the Judgment ? 

To be referred to the Reporter or not ?  

Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of the Judgment ? 

Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ? 
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hri G.-. J)ctt 
114, rago Iat oC1et? 
utd eddlu i,,C;aCi* 	L(,Qc 

Ad vocite 	* K • K. h h 

AX rsus 

1, Union of fldjQ 
Notice to De served through 
aflU rept€ented by 

The Generi jreL 
Head uuLteL Ldtice, 4esLern aL1wy 
Churchte, iLrnb. 

2. The Chiet ngineer 
4esteLn kaj iway 
Head uar tei 
chur Ch :?jQte, itmoay. 

Mr 	hcvde 

-;p ii Caflt 

ae sponclen ts 

U 

Dt 

r lion I bie hL 1. K. Ramarnoor thy 	 j€rnbL (J) 

A. 

	

''be pre:trit piiCtifl is iLieu b the 	icar1t 

toL quashing the impunged charge sheet. The counsel for t - e 

piicuflt has rio come i ira with Q statement that the 

charge sheet hs oeein kept in byeance by an ordet dat&d 26-394 

in view ot this 	u€r, he dces not want to press the 	ar 

turther Shri heve ierfleo cinsel tot the responoents StQt - 5 

th t cnsequentii action iice re.esing ci an order 	wi i 

be taken in Que c..urse 



2 	 Jfl \T]&J j 	tLLfferAt L t - 	irrió. ccrs I. fu 

tL fltt & icn tc w .thdraw the 

M. 	Lssj Lfl 	 :n 	ccd ci coc dirc 

io .1tci€r ciS tO CCSLS. 
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