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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cvil Appeal No.5680 of 1998
Auto Tractors Administrative
Enpl oyees Action ConmitteeAppellant (s)
VERSUS
State of U P. and Anr.Respondent (s)

(Wth office report)

Date : 12-11-2003 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SI NHA

For Appellant (s)M. S.B. Sanyal, Sr.Av.
M. Rudreshwar Singh, Adv.
M. Shishir Pinaki, Adv.
M. R P. Wadhwani, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M. Ashok K Srivastava, Adv.
M. Sandeep Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismissed. No costs.

[ Alka Dudeja ] [ Janki Bhatia ]
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Cvil Appeal No.5680 of 1998

Auto Tractors Administrative
Enmpl oyees Action CommitteeAppellant (s)



VERSUS

State of U. P. and Anr.Respondent (s)

ORDER

The Appellant herein filed a petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India before th
e All ahabad High Court for issuance of direction to the opposite party to inplenent the report
of the Santa Samti, to revise the pay scales of the nenbers of the appellant and to pay the
arrears from 1996 up to the date of closure. The High Court declined to entertain the petitio
n and, consequently, the sane was dismissed. It is against the said judgnment, the appellant i

s in appeal before us.
Lear ned counsel appearing for the appellant urged that the view taken by the High Court is err
oneous inasnmuch as the appellant’s right could not have been forfeited on account of the dism
ssal of the wit petition filed by other group of enployees who had nothing in common with the
appel l ant and, therefore, the view taken by the High Court is not correct. W do not find an
y substance in the argunent. The High Court in this case has declined to exercise its discret
ionary jurisdiction keeping in viewthe fact that successive wit petitions were being filed u
nder Article 226 of the Constitution and the reasons assigned by it in not entertaining the pe
tition does not suffer fromany infirmty warranting interference under Article 136 of the Con
stitution of India.
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The appeal is, accordingly, dismssed. No costs. However, it will be open to the appellant to
resort to any other remedy which may be available to it under |aw

(S.B. Sinha)

New Del hi ,
Novenmber 12, 2003.






