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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I.A 3/2014 in Gvil Appeal No('s) . 2922/ 2011
Bl RLA N&K PVT. LTD. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF GUIARAT & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(for withdrawal of civil appeal)

WTH I.A No.2 IN

C. A. No. 2923/2011

(Wth appln.(s) for withdrawal of civil appeal)

Date : 05/01/2015 These applications were called on for hearing
t oday.
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Sri kal a Gurukrishna Kumar, Adv.
A. Prasanna Venkat, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Preeti Bhardwaj, Adv.

Di vya Jyoti Jai puri a, Adv.
Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant.
The applications for withdrawal of the appeals are
listed on the ground that the matter is settled. It is
stated in the applications that the order inpugned in these
appeals is in relation to rejection of the application
Signature Not Verified
under Sec. 33(2)(b) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947
Digitally signed by

Suman Wadhwa
Date: 2015.01. 07

10: 30: 27 I ST
Reason: for granting appr oval for di smi ssal of the  workne
n
concerned which order of rejection passed by the Labour
Court is affirmed by the High Court in the Wit Petition
filed by the appellant. That order is under challenge in
t hese appeal s on various grounds. The appel | ant managenent

filed these applications seeking wthdrawal of the G vi
Appeal s on the ground that the matter has been settled as

t he wor knen have been reinstated and the nmenmo of conprom se



is si gned by t he parties. The  signed settl enent is
contrary to law laid down by the Constitution Bench of this

Court in the case of "Jaipur Zla Sahkari Bhum Vi kas Bank

Limted vs. Ram Gopal Sharnma" reported in 2002 (2) SCC 244

in so far as not paying the sal ary/wages fromthe date of

dismissal till the date of reinstatement and for the reason

t hat rejection of t he appr oval application of t he
appel l ants ambunts to continue to be in service as if the

order of discharge or disnissal was never passed. The sane
cannot be accept ed. Therefore, the settlenent in so far as

not paying the salary/wages fromthe date of dismssal til

the date of reinstatenment of the concerned workmen is

rej ected. Hence, the applications for wthdrawal of the

appeal s are rejected.

( SUMAN WADHWA) (Renu Di wan)
AR- cum PS Court Master



