21 TEM NO 301 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

REVI EW PETI TION (C) NO 1512 OF 2005 IN ClVIL APPEAL NO 6608 OF 2003

UNION OF | NDI A AND ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

RADHEY SHYAM AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing review petition and office report)

Wth Wit Petition (C No.400 of 2003
(Wth office report)

(For Final Disposal)

Cont. Pet. (C) No.326 of 2003 in Wit Petition (C No.90 of 1997
(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing rejoinder affidavit and office
report)

(For Final Disposal)

Date: 27/02/2006 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE AR LAKSHMANAN

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G P. MATHUR

For Petitioner(s) M . Mohan Parasar an, ASG
In RP.: M. K. Radhakri shnan, Sr. Adv.

M. S.WA. Qadri, Adv.



M. Rudreshwar Singh, Adv.

M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

In WP. & Cont. Pet.: M. P.S. Mshra, Sr. Adv.

M. Bijan Kumar Ghosh, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Dr. Sumant Bhar dwaj , Adv.
M. Mahesh Pandey, Adv.

M. S. Dutta, Adv.

Ms. Midula Ray Bharadwaj, Adv.
M. Mhan Parasar an, ASG
M. K. Radhakri shnan, Sr. Adv.
M. S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
M . Rudreshwar Singh, Adv.
M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
M. D.S. Mbhra, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
R P. (© No.1512/2005 in C. A No.6608/2003:
Del ay condoned.
The review petition is al | owed to t he ext ent i nd

i cated in t he

si gned order.
No costs.
W P. (O No. 400/ 2003  and Cont . Pet . (O No. 326/ 2003 in WP
(O

No. 90/ 1997:

It is admtted t hat t he Wit petition and t he
cont enpt petition



have been wrongly tagged with Review Petition (C) No.1512 of 2005 in Givil
Appeal No. 6608 of 2003. These petitions are de-linked and would be listed

separately in due course.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ V.P. Tyagi

A R-cumP.S. Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

REVI EW PETI TI ON (C) NO 1512 OF 2005

I'N

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 6608 OF 2003

Union of India & Os. ... Petitioner(s)

Ver sus

Radhey Shyam & Ors. ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Del ay condoned.

By judgenent dated 22nd August, 2003, while disposing of

batch of matters, Civil Appeal No.6608 of 2003 was al so di sposed

of and directions wer e i ssued to t he Uni on of I ndi a and t he



Rai | way Admi nistration Units for regularisation of parcel porters.

Thi s petition seeks review of the judgenent, whi ch is al so
reported in 2003 (11) S. C. C. 590, i nsof ar as the judgenent
di sposes of Civil Appeal No.6608 of 2003. The contention of the
petitioner is t hat t he r espondent - enpl oyees in Cvil Appea
No. 6608 of 2003 are not par cel porters and i nst ead are
substituted porters. It seenms clear fromthe record that the civi
appeal in question is to be heard and deci ded on its own
merits. According to the | earned counse
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appeari ng for t he respondents, t he case of his clients is al so
substantially covered by the judgnent dat ed 22nd August, 2003.
We, however, express no opinion on either of the contention. It is
evi dent from the judgenent t hat t he aspect of t he respondents
bei ng substituted porters or not or being parcel porters or not and
t he ef f ect t her eof has not been gone into in the judgenent of
which review is sought. W, therefore, recall the judgenent dated
22nd August, 2003, i nsof ar as t he pr esent appeal is concer ned
whi ch woul d be heard on its own facts and merits. All pl eas

woul d be open to both the parties. Parties are also granted liberty

to file additional docunments within four weeks.

The review petition is, accordi ngly, al | owed to t he ext ent



above not ed.

No costs.

[Y. K. SABHARVAL]

[DR AR LAKSHVANAN]

[G P. MATHUR]
New Del hi ,

February 27, 2006.



