R'I TEM NO. 20 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil)...... / 2005
CC 8936/ 2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 29/04/2005 in WA No. 920/2005 of The H GH COURT OF

MADRAS)

J. PETER SUGUVARAN & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

COWM SSI ONER, TANJORE MUNI Cl PALI TY &ORS. Respondent ( s)

Wth I.A 1(Cdelay in filing SLP)

Date: 03/10/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R V. RAVEENDRAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Satya Mtra Garg, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. P.R Kovilan, Adv.
M. T. Harish Kumar, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Learned Single Judge of the High Court passed the follow ng ord
er:

In that view of the matter, | am of the considered opinion th
at the petitioners are

entitled to the benefi t of t he provi si ons of the Tami | Nadu I ndustri al E
stablishnments ( Conf er nent of

Per manent Status to Workmen) Act, 1981. Therefore, except to pernmit the authorities constitute
d under



the Tanmi| Nadu Industrial Establishments(Confernment of Permanent Status to Worknen) Act, 198
lto

enquire into the natter and pass appropriate orders within six nonths fromthe date of fi
ling of such

application by the petitioners, no further orders are required in these wit petitions. Howeve
r, it is made

cl ear t hat till appropriate orders are passed by t he authorities constitut
ed under t he Tami | Nadu

I ndustri al Est abl i shrment s (Confernent of Pernanent St at us to Worknen), Act 1981
the respondents

are restrai ned from terminating t he services of t he petitioners, unl ess an
d until t hey are otherw se

disqualified to continue in service. The wit petitions are disposed of accordingly. No cost."
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The Division Bench of the High Court on appeal nmade fromthe order of the |ear

ned Single

Judge substituted t he sai d par agr aph 8 by a direction " t hat t he Wi
t petitioners’ appl i cations for

getting t he benefi t of t he provi si ons of t he Tami | Nadu I ndustri al Est ab

i shments ( Conf er nent of

Per manent St at us to Wor knen) , Act, 1981 shal | be deci ded by t he concer ne
d authority preferably

within a period of one month of production of a copy of this order before the concerne
d authority in

accordance with law. ..."

The petitioners-herein did not question the finding of the learned Single Jud
ge to the effect

that an inquiry is required to be nmade by the respondents-herein for the purpose of passing ap
propriate

orders wi thin si X nmont hs from the date of filing of such application bu
t wher eas t he | ear ned Singl e

Judge prot ected t he services of t he petitioners-herein, t he Di vi si on Bench
did not say anyt hi ng

t her eabout .



Havi ng heard | ear ned counsel for the parties, we are  of the o
pi ni on t hat in t he facts and

circunstances of the case it would be appropriate that the petitioners be given liberty to ap
proach the

Di vi si on Bench for clarification. The speci al | eave petition is di smi ssed.
It will be open to t he

respondents- herein to bring the other relevant material to the notice of the High Court, if a
ny.

(Meenu Set hi) (Pushap
Lat a Bhardwaj)
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