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ORDER



1. These appeal s are directed agai nst
common judgnent and order passed by the High

Court of Allahabad in Civil Mscellaneous Wit

Petition No. 26553 of 2002 and connect ed
matters, dat ed 12. 01. 2006, wher eby and
wher eunder, the Hi gh Court has dism ssed the

wit petitions filed by the appellant-Society

and uphel d t he order passed by t he Labour
Court directing r ei nst at enent of t he

r espondent - wor knen.
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2. The lis in this bat ch of appeal s
pertai ns to validity of term nation of t he
services of r espondent - wor knen by t he
appel | ant - Cor por at i on.
3. The facts in bri ef are: t he
respondent - wor knen were engaged as the daily
wager s on t enpor ary basi s in t he
appel | ant - Soci et y. By an order dat ed
26.04.1988, the respondents were appointed as
t he seasonal enpl oyees. The respondent s
conti nued to wor k at t he appel | ant - Soci ety
unti | their servi ces wer e ter mi nat ed in
Novenber, 1988. Si nce nei t her was a
char ge- sheet dr awn by t he appel | ant - Soci ety
nor was any retrenchment compensati on pai d
t he respondents chal | enged t he sai d
term nation of services before t he Labour
Court.
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4, The appel I ant - Soci ety had cont ended

before the Labour Court that since (a) the



respondent - wor knen had only acquired t he
status of seasonal enployees by virtue of the

order dat ed 26. 04. 1988 and (b) t he wor k
carried out by t hem was ti me- bound, t hus
ending with the expiry of time of the work

they were engaged, the respondent-worknmen were

not enpl oyees in regular service.

5. The Labour Court relying upon t he
st at enent of t he Gener al Manager who had
i ssued the aforesaid order dated 26.04. 1988,

conferring the status of seasonal enployees,

had recorded the finding that the worknmen were

enpl oyed by the appellant-Society for several

years and wer e appoi nt ed by virtue of t he
aforesaid order and therefore, concluded that

the term nati on of services of the respondents

was illegal and directed their reinstatenent
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with full back wages, by or der dat ed
10. 10. 1996.
6. Aggri eved by t he af oresai d, t he
appel I ant - Soci ety had appr oached t he Wit

Court. The Wit Court had allowed the said
wit petition and remanded the matter to the

Labour Court for de novo consideration

7. The Labour Court, in t he de novo
pr oceedi ngs, has concl uded t hat t he wor kmen

had acquired seasonal status and held that the

term nation of services of t he
r espondent - wor knen was illegal and t hus
directed t he appel | ant - Soci ety to reinstate

themwith half of the back wages, by order

dat ed 03. 06. 2003.



8. The appel | ant - Soci ety aggri eved by the
af oresai d order had approached the Hi gh Court

by way of a wit petition

9. The Hi gh Court has observed that the
Labour Court has duly appreciated the evidence

of witnesses exam ned before it and no ground

for interference with t he order of Labour

Court coul d be made out by
appel l ant-Soci ety and therefore, dism ssed the

wit petition filed by the appell ant- Society.

10. The appel | ant - Soci ety has quest i oned
the aforesaid judgnment and order passed by the

H gh Court before us in these appeals.

11. We have heard | earned counsel for the
parties to the lis and perused the record of

t he appeal s.

12. In our consi der ed Vi ew, t he j udgnent
and order passed by the High Court is well
reasoned and wel |l considered. The Hi gh Court,

after car ef ul consi deration of t he f act ual
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matri x, the docunments produced before it and

the  subni ssions of bot h t he parties, has
concl uded that the order conferring status of

seasonal enployees was a valid order as the

power of appointment of worknen in sugar cane

industry is governed by Standing Orders where

Cl ause (ii) of Part B i ncl udes seasona
wor knmen and t her ef or e, t hought it fit to

direct reinstatenment of and payment of back

t he



wages to the respondent - wor knen.

13. In that view of the matter, we are not

inclined to interfere with the judgrment and

order passed by the High Court.

C. A. Nos. 3648, 3650, 3652, 3653, 3654, 3655,
3656, 3658, 3659 and 3660 of 2011

14. I nsof ar respondents in t hese appeal s
are concerned, we direct the appellant-Society

to reinstate themwithin a week’s tine from

the date of receipt of a copy of this order
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and t he respondent s are entitled for
continuity of service and ot her service
benefits. I nsof ar as back- wages are

concerned, we quantify the same to a sum of

Rs. 2,00,000/- in full and final paynent for

each one of t he respondents, in equa
i nstal |l nent, to be payabl e by t he
appel l ant-Society. The first installnent shal

be paid within one nonth fromthe date of a

recei pt of a copy of this order and the second

installnment shall be paid within two nonths

t hereafter.

C. A No. 3649, 3651 and 3657 of 2011

15. It is stated that during the pendency
of t hese appeal s, some of t he respondent s
her ei n, on attai ni ng t he age of

superannuation, have retired fromservice, and

some of them have expired. Si nce, they cannot

be reinstated in service now, we direct the

appel I ant-soci ety herein to pay a | unp sum



anount of Rs. 3, 00, 000/ - to each of t he
enpl oyees or their | egal representatives

towards wages, within two nmonths fromtoday.

16. Wt h t hese observati ons, al | t he
appeal s are di sposed of.

O dered accordingly.

............. cJl .
(H L. DATTU)
............... J.
(A K. SIKR)
............... J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELH ;
FEBRUARY 17, 2015.
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| TEM NO. 6 COURT NO 1 SECTI ON XV
SUPREMECOURTOF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
G vil Appeal No(s) . 3648 of 2011
KI SAN SAHKARI CHINI M LLS LTD., U.P. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
MOHAR S| NGH Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln.(s) for directions)

W TH
C. A No. 3649/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

C. A No. 3650/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3651/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3652/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3653/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3654/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3655/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)



C. A No. 3656/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3657/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3658/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)
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C. A No. 3659/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

C.A. No. 3660/2011
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and Ofice Report)

Date: 17/02/2015 These appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K SIKRI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Appellant(s) Vi shwaj it Singh, Adv.
Abhi ndra Maheshwari, Adv.
Pankaj Singh, Adv.
Ri dhi ma Si ngh, Adv.
Gaur av Si ngh, Adv.
Veena Kaul Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Radhi ka Gautam Adv.
r M. E. C Agrawal a, Adv.

35 FSFSSS

M. Kaml endra M shra, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court namde the follow ng
ORDER

Cvil appeals are disposed of in terns of
the signed order.

Pendi ng application(s), if any, st and
di sposed of.

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vi nod Kul vi)
Sr.P. A Assi sant Registrar

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



