¢l TEM NO. 1 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON XV
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Givil Appeal No(s). 1718-1719/2001

CENTRAL AGRI CULTURAL RESEARCH | NST. & ANR. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
PRESI DI NG OFFI CER, LABOUR COURT & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. for directions and nodification/clarification and
interimrelief and office report)
W TH
C. A No. 1720-1721/2001
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 1722-1723/2001
(Wth InterimRelief and O fice Report)

Date : 24/10/ 2016 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JCOSEPH
HON&#39; BLE MR, JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
For Appellant(s) M. R K Singh, Adv.
M. Virag Gupta, Adv.
M. A Mangal asseny, Adv.
M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.
For Respondent(s) Ms. Sushma Manchanda, Adv.
M. Ajay Kumar Singh, Adv.
M. Amish Kr. Sharma, Adv.
M. Gurneet Singh Makker, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta Kumar, Adv.
Ms. Vithika Garg, Adv.
Ms. Vidushi Garg, Adv.
M.

R Das, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
The appeal s are di sposed of in terns of si gned

non-reportabl e Judgnent.
Pendi ng applications(s) shall stand disposed of.
(Raj ni  Mukhi) (Renu Di wan )
Sr. P.A Court Master
(Si gned non-reportabl e Judgnent is placed on the file)

NON- REPORTABLE

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 1718-1719 OF 2001

CENTRAL AGRI CULTURAL RESEARCH | NST. & ANR. APPELLANTS
VERSUS

PRESI DI NG OFFI CER, LABOUR COURT & ORS. RESPONDENTS

W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 1720-1721 OF 2001

W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 1722-1723 OF 2001

JUDGMENT

KURI AN, J.

1. The appel I ants appr oached this Court chal | engi ng
the Award passed by the Labour Court and as confirned

by the H gh Court.

2. Taking note of the fact that the appellants have

paid wages in terns of t he Section 17 B of t he
I ndustri al Di sput es Act , 1947 for quite | ong, a
suggestion  was made  as to  whether the appellants
woul d be i nterested to have a one-time settl enent,

| eavi ng t he question of | aw, as to whet her t he

Appellant No.1 is an industry or not, open.
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3. Apropos t he suggesti on, t he appel I ants have now

franmed a  Schene, a copy of whi ch has been pr oduced
before this Court alongwith additional affidavit.



4. The | ear ned counsel for contesting respondents

submits t hat t he schene as such is not accept abl e to
t he wor ker s. Be t hat as it may, now that t he

appel I ants have framed a Schene with regard to t he
settl enent of gri evance of t he party-respondents, we

are of the view that these appeals shoul d be disposed

of directing t he appel I ants to i mpl enent t he Schene,

in substitution of t he awar d passed by t he Labour
Court. Ordered accordingly.

5. However, we make it cl ear t hat in case t he
party-respondents have any survi vi ng gri evance, it

will be open to them to make a representation bef ore
appel | ant No. 1 or pur sue t he same in appropriate

pr oceedi ngs.

6. In view of the ensuing Diwali Festival, we direct

t he appel I ants to di sburse t he benefits in terns of
the Schenme on or before 29 th

Cct ober, 2016.

7 The appeal s are disposed of.

No costs.

[ KURI AN JOSEPH]
......................... J.
[ ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN ]
NEW DELHI
OCTOBER 24, 2016



