¢! | TEM NO 202 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).20521/2008

(From the judgenent and order dated 18/01/2008 in CMAP No. 36314/2007
of the H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

U. P. VITI YA NI GAM KARAMCHARI PARI SHD. &ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

U. P. FI NANCI AL CORP. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

WTH

S.L.P.(C...CC NO 15034 of 2008
(Wth appln. for exenption fromfiling O T., pernmission to file SLP,
permi ssion to file addl. docunments and office report)

Dat e: 04/03/ 2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA
For Petitioner(s)
PC 15034/ 2008 M. P.P. Rao, Sr. Adv.
Ms. C K Sucharita, Adv.
Ms. Nirada Das, Adv.
M . Raj esh Goyal, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

State M. Pranod Swarup, Sr. Adv.
M. Pareena Swarup, Adv.
M. Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.
UPFC M. Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP (C)....CC No. 15034/2008
Permission to file the Special Leave Petition (C
No. .. CC 15034/ 2008 granted.

..... 2/ -
2

Since all the respondents are represented through
their respective counsel in SLP (C) No. 20521/2008, the
formal service of notice is waived.
SLP (C) No. 20521/2008
SLP (©) No..... CC 15034/ 2008

Petitioner No.1 in SLP (Civil) No. 20521 of 2008 is
an associ ation/ uni on of t he enpl oyees of Uttar
Fi nanci al Corporation. The other SLP is by sonme individual
enpl oyees. The petitioners in the two cases

gri evance that they have not been given any pay revision
for the past around 25 years even while the enpl oyees of
t he Gover nment and ot her cor porations, under

Pr adesh

make t he

simlar



conditions, are granted pay revisions at intervals of every
ten years.
The Fi nanci al Cor por ati on (enpl oyer of t he
petitioners) fully supports the petitioners’ demand, but a
strong objection has been raised on behalf of the State of

Uttar Pradesh. The State t akes t he stand t hat t he
Cor poration has been running in huge financial |osses and

in case of any pay revision of its enpl oyees, t he
addi tional financial burden would have to be borne by the

St at e. The State, in its counter affidavit, submits, in no

uncertain ternms, that it is not willing and prepared to

shoul der any fi nanci al bur den resulting from t he pay
revision of t he enpl oyees of t he State Fi nanci a

Cor por at i on. At this st age, it may be not ed, t hat
accor di ng to t he Cor por at i on, it is no | onger in such
financial distress. It is not only willing but also in the

position to bear the financial burden resulting from pay
revi sion of the enpl oyees.

In the aforesaid facts and circunstances, it seens
reasonabl e and proper to ask the Financial Corporation to
make a fresh representation before the State Governnent
proposing the pay revision of its enpl oyees. In case such
a representation is made before the State Governnent within
fifteen (15) days fromtoday, the State Governnent shal
consider it and pass appropriate orders on it within two
months fromthe date of its receipt.

Put up this case after three nonths.

(N. S. K. Kanesh) (S.S.R Krishna)
Court Master Court Master



