&l TEM NO. 208 COURT NO. 11 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).15019/2007
(From the judgenent and order dated 13/04/2006 i n RAPMP No.

12363/ 2005 & RWPMP No. 33006/ 2005 of The HI GH COURT OF A P AT
HYDERABAD)

S. NAGESWARA RAO & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
GOVT. OF A.P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP and prayer for
interimrelief and office report) (FOR FINAL DI SPOSAL)

WTH SLP(C) NO 15092 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 11/07/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE LOKESHWAR SI NGH PANTA
For Petitioner(s) M. P.P. Rao, Sr. Adv.

M. P. Venkat Reddy, Adv.
M. Anil Kumar Tandal e, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. |. Venkatanarayana, Sr. Adv.

Ms. Altaf Fatinma, Adv.
Ms. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

Appeal s are allowed in terns of the signed order. Parties
bear respective costs.
( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Anand Singh )
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
Non- Report abl e
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4443 CF 2008
[Arising out of SLP (C) No.15019 of 2007]

S. Nageswara Rao & Os. ... Appellant (s)
Vs.
Governnment of Andhra Pradesh & O's. ... Respondent (s)

W TH



ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4444 COF 2008
[Arising out of SLP (C) No.15092 of 2007]

Leave granted.

2. These appeal s by special |eave chall enge the order dated
2.9.2005 dism ssing WP No. 12363 of 2005 and the order dated

13.4.2006 dism ssing Review Petition No.33006 of 2005, passed by the
Andhra Pradesh Hi gh Court.

3. The appellants allege that they were working on NVR basis at
Tal i peru Dam site, Khanman District from 1986, continuously for

about fifteen years (with some artificial breaks). They approached the
Andhra Pradesh State Admi nistrative Tribunal for regularization. The
Tribunal rejected their claim The wit petition filed by the appellants
chal l enging the order of the Tribunal was also rejected. The review

petition was al so rejected.

4, The appellants submit that in regard to the simlarly placed
daily wage enpl oyees in the very sane project, the Andhra Pradesh Hi gh
Court had directed regularization, by order dated 13.4.2005 in W

No. 10282 of 1998 - Jagannadham vs. Engineer-in Chief, Irrigation

Wng & Os, by negativing the contention of the departnent that the

sai d daily wage enpl oyees wer e not directly enpl oyed by
departnent, but were enployed through a contractor. The State

Governnment had chal l enged the said order before this Court in SLP (C
No. 23679 of 2005 (Engineer-in-Chief, IWE vs. G Jagannadham &

Os.). This Court upheld the direction regardi ng regul ari zation, w thout

any nonetary benefits, by order dated 27.2.2007

5. The facts in this case and the facts in Jagannadham (supra) as
al so the contentions urged are virtually the sanme. In view of the above,

we are of the viewthat interest of justice will be served if this appea

t he



di sposed of in terns of the decision in Jagannadham (supra) by
directing regul arization of the services of appellants w thout any

nmonet ary benefits.

6. We accordingly all ow these appeals and direct the respondents
to consider the cases of the appellants for regularization wthout past

nonetary benefits and pass

appropriate orders within three nonths fromtoday. The three nonths
peri od shall be reckoned in respect of each of the appellants, fromthe
date on which he reports to the fifth respondent for regularization

Parti es bear respective costs.

(Lokeshwar Si ngh Pant a)
New Del hi ;
July 11, 2008.



