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| TEM NO. 13 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Speci al Leave to Appeal (O...... CC No(s).
9487/ 2017
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 24/11/2016
in WPMD  No. 21214/ 2016 passed by t he Hi gh Court of Madr as at

Madur ai )

AJEET KUVAR SAXENA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

M RAMESH AND ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and office report)
Date : 09/05/2017 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE PI NAKI CHANDRA CGHOSE
HON&#39; BLE DR JUSTI CE D. Y. CHANDRACHUD
For Petitioner(s) M. Shekhar Naphade, Sr.Adv.
M . Pradeep Kant, Sr.Adv.
M . Di vyansha Sahay, Adv.
M. E. C Agrawal a, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

Upon hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
1. The application for perm ssi on to file t he speci al | eave
petition is allowed.
2. Del ay condoned.

3. Learned seni or counsel for t he petitioner st ates, t hat

t he petitioner was not heard by t he Hi gh Court, and i f such an
opportunity had been gr ant ed to t he petitioner, he coul d have

est abl i shed t he bonafi des of hi s non- profit or gani sati on, and

further, woul d have been in a position to est abli sh, t hat he did
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not exercise his authorities as an enployee of the Railways. It is

submitted, that there is sufficient material with the petitioner to

denonstr at e, t hat he did not , in any manner, i nfringe t he Rai | way
Service (Conduct) Rules, 1966

4, On account of t he fact, t hat t he petitioner was not

al | egedly heard by t he Hi gh Court, and had no opportunity to
denonstrate the bonafi des of hi s actions, we  consider it j ust and
appropriate to permt t he petitioner to file a review petition

bef ore t he Hi gh Court, and to pl ace such mat eri al as has been

pl aced on the record of this case, and such further material as he
consi ders necessary, to authenticate the factual/legal position, as

has been expressed in the foregoing par agr aph. The petitioner is
grant ed liberty to file such a review petition wthin tw  weeks
from today. In case such a review petition is filed, further
action, as has been cont enpl at ed in t he i mpugned or der, shal
remain stayed till the disposal of the review petition

5. Needl ess to menti on, t hat if t he petitioner is aggri eved

of t he order passed by t he Hi gh Court, it shal | be open to t he
petitioner to assail the said order before this Court.

6. The speci al | eave petition is di sposed of , in t he above

terns.

( SATI SH KUMAR YADAV) ( RENUKA SADANA)
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