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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.8082/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 09/04/2001 in AN 68/2001
of The HI GH COURT OF BQOVBAY)

CONVEST JAIN CLINI C GROUP OF HGOSPI TALS Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
CONVEST JAIN CLINI C GROUP OF HOSP. EMP. UN Respondent (s)
( Wth Appln(s). for permission to place addl. docunents on record

and with prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 11/05/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE M B. SHAH
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K. SABHARWAL

For Petitioner (s) Dr.A M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.,
M . Dhruv Mehtra, Adv. ,
M . Sapt ar shi Ghosh, Adv. ,
Ms. Shobha, Adv. f or
Ms.K L. Mehtra & Co.
For Respondent (s)

M .S.S. Napade, Sr. Adv. ,

M . Gopal Jai n, Adv. ,

M's. Nandi ni Gore, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard the | eaned counsel for the parties.

The petitioner, a charitable hospi t al
chal l enged the interimaward dated 14.8.2000 passed by
the Industrial Tribunal, Munbai before the High Court
of Bombay by filing a wit petition which was di smi ssed
by the learned single Judge. Agai nst that order,
petitioner preferred appeal before the Division Bench
of the H gh Court which was also dismissed by the
i mpugned order. Hence this SLP

-2 -

It has been pointed out that by the inpugned
interimaward dated 14.8.2000 the workers are given the
benefit of an interimrelief of RS.600/- per nonth from
28.6.1998 i.e. from the date of the filing of the
appl i cation. It is also pointed out that wvirtually
nmost of the evidence is recorded by the Tribunal but
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for one or other reason the matter is prolonged. It is
the case of the petitioner that even at the final stage
workers may not get this relief and subsequently it
would be difficult for the Institution to recover back
the said amount fromthe workers. |t is the subm ssion
of the |l|earned counsel for the petitioner that even
consi dering the paying capacity of the Institution also
it would be difficult for the managenment of the
hospital to pay the said amount.

Considering the fact that the dispute is
pending before the Industrial Tribunal since 1998 and
the fact that nost of the evidence is already recorded
by the Tribunal, we direct that the anobunt as ordered
aforesaid be paid from14.8.2000 and not fromthe date
af filing of the application i.e. 28.6.1998. Wth the
aforesaid nodification, this special |eave petitionis
di sposed of accordingly. The Tribunal is directed to
di spose of the petition as early as possible preferably
within a period of six nonths from today. Lear ned
counsel for the parties state that at the time of
hearing before the Tribunal their counter parts would
not ask for any adjournnent.

(Vijay Kumar Sharma) (K. K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master



