vI TEM NO. 133 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XV

SUPREMECQUR T OF I NDI1 A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 2377 OF 2007

DI ST. ADW. COM U. P PRIM AGR. COCP C. S.C. S. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
THE COLLECTOR, M RZAPUR, U.P., & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Date: 14/07/2009 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU

For Appellant(s) M. Dinesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
M. Siddharth Sengar, Adv.
M. Prateek Dw vedi, Adv.
M . Abhi ndra Maheshwari, Adv.
M. Mani sh Srivastava, Adv.
M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Pradeep M sra, Adv. (NP)

Ms. K Sarada Devi, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The appeal is disposed of and matter remanded to the

Hi gh Court for hearing Wit Petition No. 2331/2000 on nerits in

terns of the signed order. No order as to costs.

(Ajay Kr. Jain) (I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2377 OF 2007
District Administrative Conmittee, Appel | ant
U P. Primary Agricul tural Co-op.
Credit Societies Centralized Service,
M rzapur, U P.

Ver sus

The Collector, Mrzapur, UP. & Os. C Respondent s



ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

We have carefully perused the inmpugned judgnment of the High
Court dated 29.09.2003 as well as the order dated 21.11.2003 on the
recal | application.

It appears that whil e al | owi ng t he Wit Petition No
29032/ 2001 filed by the District Co-op. Bank Ltd., Mrzapur directions
have been given in Wit Petition No. 2331/2000 filed by the appellant
herein before the High Court.

Wiile the High Court has held that the respondent No. 5
before it was not an enployee of the District Co-op. Bank, it has gone on
to give directions in WP. No. 2331/2000 without deci di ng the
controversy in that wit petition on nmerits. Accordingly, we set aside
the observations made in the | ast paragraph of the inpugned judgment
to the follow ng effect :-
"The respondents No. 2, 3 and 4 are directed to recover the anount

under the citation fromthe petitioner with interest and pay the sane to
the workman respondent No. 5 within a nonth fromthe date of

production of copy of this judgnent."

and al so the order dated 21.11.2003 on the recall application. W
remand the matter to the High Court to decide Wit Petition No.

2331/ 2000 on merits. The appeal stands di sposed of in the above terns.

No order as to costs.

( MARKANDEY KATJU)

(H. L. DATTU)
NEW DELHI ;
JULY 14, 2009



