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’The.applicants hav= fl]ﬂ} th*s* UAG against th

apié3'uf‘rémuvaj {1 oin doarvics ahabmi Zﬁ.&.@ﬂ. The I i“NV541
huv:‘," in thelr raply, taken the pl=2a that tha spplicents
had not sxhaus Lad LH» alternative remady, The 1zavned

couns=2l for the applicants statas that no appeal nas been.-.
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arr2d in this caSe, which 15;éroviéedhunﬁér“thé§Héilday
S2rvants (Dilscipline & Appezl) Hﬁies. In view »of this, all
thesz four applications are'preméﬁure, The learned counsel
for thé abpllcantslstates that thg applicants maYﬂnpw be
vermitted to file appeal against'the srder of removal

dat-d 23.8,90,
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2. e, accbrdingly, dispns2 of these UAsS with the

diraction that in case th2 applicants file appealvagainst
the impugned ordsr within 30 days from the datz of Fhis
order3'the appellate authorityAshélifcahsider_the aépeal
on merits and not r:jzct the sam?imérely'on the groand
that fhe same has notbbeen prefe#fedEwifhin the prescribed

time, The partiss to bear th2il own costs,
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