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AN MATTER

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.332/2001
(From the judgenent and order dated 19/09/2000 i n CAN 7836/ 00

of The H GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

N. S.C. B. 1. A GCRDUNDS WORKMEN S UNI ON &ORS
VERSUS

Al RPORT AUTHORI TY OF INDI A & ORS.

(with appln.for deletion of the nane of res.Nos.4 and 5 and

Wth prayer for interimrelief and with office report)

wi th SLP(C) No. 2381/ 2001

Petitioner (s)

Respondent (s)

(Wth appln.for deletion of the name of respondent Nos. 14,15 and 16

and with prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 21/01/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE D. P. MOHAPATRA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. VENKATARAVA REDDI
For Petitioner (s) M . Nar esh Kaushi k, Sr. Adv.
in SLP.332/01 & Ms. Shi | pa Chohan, Adv.
res.in SLP2381/01 M . Devashi sh Bhar uka, Adv.

Ms Lalita Kaushik, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M . R Sundar avar dan, Sr. Adv.
in SLP..332/01 & M. R N Keshwani, Adv.

pet.in SLP.2381/01

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
SP2
........ L.....l......T.......T.......T.......T.......T........J
In SLP(C) No. 332/ 2001 the name of respondent Nos. 4
and 5 are deleted fromthe array of the parties at the
risk of the petitioners.
In SLP(C)No.2381/2001 the name of respondent
Nos.14, 15 and 16 are deleted fromthe array t he
parties at the risk of the petitioners.
We have heard |earned counsel for the parties.
These two special |eave petitions have been filed by the
. PA
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wor knmen as wel | as the enpl oyer agai nst t he
judgnent/order passed by the Division Bench t he
Calcutta High Court on 19.9.2000 di sposing of the cases
filed by the parties. The operative portion t he
j udgnent/ order reads thus:
. SP1

"In Vi ew of t he above



. SP2

. PA

. SP1

recomendations, if it is accepted by the
Governnment of India then the incunbents
will be entitled to consequenti a
benefits therefrom Accordingly, both
the appeal, application for Stay and the
application for injuction against the
appel l ants are di sposed of as such."

Judged in the light of the decision of the
Constitution Bench in the case of Steel Authority of
India Ltd. & Os. vs. National Union Waterfront
Wrkers & Os. reported in 2001 (7) SCC 1 the position
has to be taken as settled that on a notification being
passed by the appropriate Governnent under Section 10 of
the Contract Labour (Regul ation and Abolition) Act, 1970
the contract |abourers concerned may approach the
i ndustrial adjudicator for adjudication of their clainms

relating to service. This position is
also fairly accepted by the |earned counsel appearing
for the workmen. Fromthe records it appears that the
services of the contract |abourers stood terminated with
effect from 18.9.2000 and the judgnent/order of the High
Court under challenge was al so passed in Septenber,
2000. Therefore it is not possible for this Court to
make any observations or issue any directions regarding
interim arrangenent to be nmade for continuation of
enpl oynent of t he contract |abourers concer ned.
However, if the concerned parties raise an industria
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dispute it will be open to both the parties thereto to
place their respective cases before the Industrial
Adj udi cati on Forum Wth these observations, the
special |eave petitions are disposed of. It will also
be open to the parties to seek expeditious disposal of
the proceedi ngs by the Labour Court/Industrial Tribunal

The special |eave petitions are disposed of. No
costs.

(Usha Bhar dwaj ) (S. Mal kani)
P.S. to Registrar Court Master



