| TEM NO. 204 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).12594/2004

(From the judgenent and order dat ed 11/ 12/ 2003 in W  No. 19285/ 2003
of The

H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

NAGAR COUNCI L, RAJPURA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

TAJI NDER SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for c/ del ay in filing SLP, exenpti on from filing cl/c of
e i mpugned

Judgnment and office report) (FOR FINAL DI SPOSAL)

WTH SLP(C) NO 12600 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgnent) (FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

SLP(C) NO. 12603 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgnent) (FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

SLP(C) NO. 12611 of 2004

(Wth appl n. (s) for c/ del ay in filing SLP  and ad-interim ex-parte stay)
(FOR  FINAL

DI SPOSAL)
SLP(C) NO. 12592 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned



Judgment, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 12597 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgment, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 12606 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgment, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 12608 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgment, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 11357 of 2004

(Wth appl n. (s) for exenption from filing cl/c of t he i mpugned  j udgnent,
prayer for

interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 12612 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgment, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 12614 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned

Judgment, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 15/12/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
2
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
For Petitioner(s) M. Ajay Mijithia, Adv.

M. Raj esh Kumar, Adv.

Dr. Kail ash Chand, Adv.

M. R K Talwar, Adv.



M. S.L. Aneja, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M. Arun K Sinha, Adv.

M. K G Bhagat, Adv.
M. Vineet Bhagat, Adv.
M . Monohar Singh Bakshi, Adv.

M. Debasis Msra, Adv.

State of Punjab M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.
M. Mikesh Kumar, Adv.

M. Vinay Arora, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

Appeal s are dismssed in terns of the signed order.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Pushap Lata Bhardwaj )

Court Master 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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5873 COF 2006

[Arising out of SLP(C) No.12594/2004]



NAGAR COUNCI L,

RAJPURA

TAJI NDER SI NGH & ORS.

W TH

C. A NO 5881

C. A. NO 5882

C. A NO 5883
C. A NO 5874
C. A. NO 5875
C. A NO 5876
C. A NO 5877
C. A. NO 5878
C. A NO 5879
C. A NO 5880

APPELLANT

(S

Ver sus

RESPONDENT

)

OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) No. 12600/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12603/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12611/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12592/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12597/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12606/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12608/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 11357/2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12612/ 2004]
OF 2006[ @ SLP(C) NO. 12614/ 2004]
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

The claimof the worknen, inter alia, is based on a

deci sion of this Court

Si r hi nd &

Os. Vs, State

i n Muni ci pal Enpl oyees Union (Regd.)

of Punj ab & Anr., (2000)

432. Paragraph 19 of the said decision reads as under:

SCC



"1 f al | t hese condi tions are sati sfied, t hen

appropriate relief under Section 33-C(2) of the

I ndustri al Di sput es Act can be grant ed to th

appel lants in appropriate proceedings."

In the I'i ght of the said observati ons, t he | ear ned

submits t hat t he question as to whet her t he wor kmen

entitled to wages for extra work or not nust be determ ned

in terns of t he provi si ons of t he sai d rul es and

separate proceedi ng under the Industrial D sputes Act, and

the H gh Court, thus, fell into error in issuing the inpugned

di rection.

An application under Secti on 33-C(2) woul d be

mai ntainable if the worknen has a legal right inrelation to

hi s claim They  will have to establish the sane.

proceedi ng, undisputedly the appellants shall be entitled to

raise al | contentions bef ore t he I ndustri al Court.

therefore, do not find any nerit in these appeals.

Appeal s are di sm ssed

e

counsel

not in

In such



( S.B. SINHA)

New Del hi;

Decenber 15, 2006. ( MARKANDEY KATJU )



