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ITEM NO.40               COURT NO.12             SECTION XV

            S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                         RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2013
                                          CC 6008-6009/2013

(From the judgement and order dated 17/09/2012 in WA No.2040/2004 and WP
No. 15497/2002 of the HIGH COURT OF MADRAS)

ARULMIGHU SANKARANARAYASWAMY DEVASTHANAM          Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

S. SRINIVASAN & ORS. ETC.                         Respondent(s)

(With I.A. Nos.1-2 for c/delay in filing SLP)

WITH

S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 8448-8449 of 2013
(With I.A. No.1 for c/delay in filing SLP and c/delay in refiling SLP and
office report)

Date:03/05/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RANJAN GOGOI

For Petitioner(s)     Mr. R. Balasubramaniam,Sr.Adv.
                      Mr. B. Karunakaran,Adv.
                      Mr. Krishna Dev,Adv.
                      Mr. Senthil Jagadesan,Adv.

                      Mr. V. Prabhakar,Adv.
                      Mr. R. Chandrachud,Adv.
                      Ms. Jyoti Prashar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)     Mrs. G. Thilakavathi,Adv.
                      Mr. Gautam Narayan,Adv.
                      Ms. Asmita Singh,Adv.
                      Mr. Mubashir Mushtaq,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

               Delay condoned.
               Heard Mr. Balasubramaniam, learned senior  counsel  appearing
      for the petitioner  in  S.L.P.(C).......CC   Nos.8448-8449/2013,   Mr.
      Prabhakar, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner  in  S.L.P.(C)
      ......... CC Nos.6008-6009/2013 and Ms. Thilakavathi, learned  counsel
      appearing for the respondents in the first matter. She states that she
      will appear on behalf of the respondents in the second matter also.

               Learned counsel for the parties point out that the  issue  as
      to whether a charitable trust is an industry has been  referred  to  a
      larger Bench by this Court’s order in Civil Appeal No.897/2002:  State



      of U.P. Vs. Jai Bir Singh,  and  other  connected  matters,  which  is
      reported in(2005) 5 SCC 1. In view thereof, leave is granted in  these
      cases.
                To  be  tagged  with  Civil  Appeal  No.897/2002  and  other
      connected matters.

               Both the counsel for the appellants make a statement that  in
      the meanwhile, the appellants will continue to make  payments  to  the
      employees as per the Payment of Gratuity  Act,  1972.  The  appellants
      will make payments to the employees as and when they retire  and  will
      not drive them to go to the Payment of Gratuity Authority.

     (A.S. BISHT)                             (SNEH LATA SHARMA)
     COURT MASTER                          COURT MASTER


