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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cvil)....CC 2185/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 04/10/2002 in LPA 108/02
of The H GH COURT OF M P AT GMALI OR)

M P. LAGHU UDYOG NI GAM Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
VI RENDRA SI NGH & ANR Respondent (s)
( Wth I.A No.1 - Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP )

Date : 03/03/2003 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA
For Petitioner (s) M. AK Chitale, Sr.Adv.
M. N raj Sharma, Adv.
M. M Mannan, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M's. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
Ms. Aruna Gupta, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
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Del ay condoned.

I ssue notice. M. Hemantika Wahi accepts notice on
behal f of Respondent No. 1. Respondent No.2 is proform
respondent. Service on Respondent No.2 is dispensed with.

After hearing |earned counsel for the parties for
about 10 mnutes, the Court granted |leave and allowed the

appeal .
. SP1
(S. Thapar) (V. P. Tyagi)
PS to Registrar Court Master
The signed order is placed on the file.
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(Arising out of SLP(C)No..... CC 2185/ 2003)
M P. Laghu Udyog N gam Appel I ant (s)
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Virendra Singh & Anr. Respondent (s)
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Del ay condoned.

Issue notice linmted to the question of grant of back
wages to the workmen. Ms. Hemantika Wahi accepts notice on
behal f of Respondent No.1l. Respondent No.2 is a proforma
respondent. He is an officer of the appellant - MP. Laghu
Udyog Nigam Both counsel pray that the service on Respondent
No. 2 be dispensed with. W order accordingly.

Leave granted.

Respondent No.1 was working with the appellant viz.
M P. Laghu Udyog Nigam Adnittedly, he worked for nore than
240 days. He was renoved from service on 31st March, 1986
The learned Single Judge of the High Court, noticing these
facts, allowed the Wit Petition of Respondent No.1 in terms
of j udgnent dated 15th February, 2002 and directed
re-instatenent of Respondent No.1 (Wit Petitioner) along with
back wages. The Letters Patent Appeal filed by the appellant
was dism ssed and, therefore, the managenent is before us in
t hi s appeal
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Having heard |learned counsel for the parties and
having regard to the facts and circunstances of the case, in
our view, Respondent No.1l is entitled to be paid 50% back
wages and not full back wages from date of renoval

Therefore, the inmpugned judgnent of the Division Bench
confirmng that of learned Single Judge is nodified to this
limted extent. Respondent No.1 woul d, therefore, be
re-instated and paid 50% back wages. The appeal is disposed
of accordingly.

New Del hi, J
March 03, 2003 (H K. Serm)



