SLP(C) No. 20370 OF 2004
| TEM NO 41 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).20370/2004
(From the judgenent and order dated 31/08/2004 in LPA No. 175/2003 of
H GH COURT OF BOVBAY)
CUMM NS(1) LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
| NDUSTRI AL CLEANI NG SERVI CES & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned judgnment and wth prayer for int
erimrelief and office report )

Date: 11/10/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE G P. MATHUR
HON BLE M. JUSTI CE P. P. NACLEKAR
For Petitioner(s)M. Dushyant A Dave, Sr. Adv.
M. Haresh Mehta, Adv.
M. Prabhajit Jauhar, Adv.

M. S.S. Jauhar, Adv.

For Respondent(s)MR Uday U Lalit, Sr. Adv.
M. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
Gaut am Gahdra, Adv.

Makarand D Adkar, Adv.
S D Singh, Adv.
Vijay Kumar, Adv.

Ss5 %

M. Vishwajit Singh ,Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

| ssue noti ce.

M. Vishwajit Singh, |earned counsel for respondent No. 1-Industrial C eaning Services and M.
Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, |earned counsel for respondents Nos. 2 to 77/worknen, are present
on caveat and take notice.

Leave granted.

Heard finally.

The appeal stands disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(D. P. WALIA) (RADHA R BHATI A)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. OF 2004
[arising out of SLP(C) No. 20370 of 2004]



Cunmins (l) Ltd.... Appellant
VS.

Industrial C eaning Services & ors.... Respondents

ORDER

| ssue noti ce.

M. Vishwajit Singh, |earned counsel for respondent No. 1-Industrial C eaning Services and M.
Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, |earned counsel for respondents Nos. 2 to 77/worknen, are present

on caveat and take noti ce.

Leave granted.

Heard finally.

In the facts and circunstances of this case, we are satisfied to hold that the Division Bench

ought not to have interfered with the interimorder passed by the |earned Single Judge. It is
conceded at the Bar that the wit petition pending before the | earned Single Judge raises a v

ery small issue and may not take a long tinme in hearing. It is submtted that mainly the docu
ment entitled ‘ Menorandum of Understandi ng’ dated 21.2.1997 and the earlier orders passed by t
he Court are required to be interpreted.

The i mpugned order passed by the Division Bench is set aside. The parties are allowed the lib
erty of making an application seeking an early hearing of the wit petition. W also request
the | earned Single Judge to take up the matter for expeditious hearing in view of the questio
n of payment of gratuity to the workmen arising for decision, preferably within a period of fo
ur nonths consistently with the cal ender of the Hi gh Court.

We also nake it clear that so far as the order dated 27th Novenber, 2003 passed by the |earne
d Single Judge is concerned, the Trust shall deposit in the Court only such anpbunt as is avai
able with it. This is only by way of interim arrangenment w thout prejudice to the contentions
of either party which are yet to be heard and deci ded by the | earned Single Judge. The tine

for conpliance with the order of the |earned Single Judge shall be four weeks from today.

The appeal stands disposed of in the terns above-said.

(P. P. NAOLEKAR)
New Del hi ;
Cct ober 11, 2004.



