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        ITEM NO.  104           COURT NO. 7             SECTION  XV

                S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A

                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

        CIVIL APPEAL NO.  2750/1997

        Kozhikode Medical College &             ..      Appellant (s)
        Mess, Employees Assn.

             Vs.

        The Principal Kozhikade Medical College ..      Respondent(s)
        & Ors.

        ( With appln. for stay )

        DATE    : 5.12.2000:       This/These matter (s) was/were
                                   called  on for hearing  today.

        CORAM   :

                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAJENDRA BABU
                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. VARIAVA

        For Appellant  (s)   :     Mr. N.M. Varghese, Adv.
                                   Mr. K.V.Mohan, Adv.
                                   Mr. Tessy Paul,  Adv.

        For Respondent (s)   :     Mr. C.S. Rajan,Sr.Adv.
                                   Mr. K.M.K. Nair, Adv.

              UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                 O R D E R
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                The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.
.SP1

             (Meenu  Sethi)                      [ Meena Trikha ]
              Court  Master                        Court Master

                     Signed order is placed  on  the file
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                          IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                          CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                          CIVIL APPEAL NO.2750  OF 1997

        Kozhikode Medical College  &           ..     Appellant
        Mess,Emloyees Assn.



                                       Vs.

        The Principal kozhikade Medical        ..     Respondents
        College & Ors.

                              O_R_D_E_R@@
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                In  a proceeding arising under the Industrial Disputes
        Act  before  the Industrial Tribunal Respondent Nos.  1 and  2
        were  represented  by the Government Pleader and  an  advocate
        while  the  appellant  was represented by  its  President.   A
        contention   was  putforth  before   the  Tribunal  that   the
        respondent Nos.1 and 2 should not be represented by advocates.
        The  Tribunal  was  of  the view that  the  President  of  the
        appellant  is a qualified advocate and there was no impediment
        in  allowing  respondent  Nos.  1 and 2 being  represented  by
        advocates.  That view of the Tribunal was affirmed by the High
        Court in a Writ Petition and,thereafter, in a Writ appeal.  We
        find  no  substance in this appeal and the same  is  dismissed
        accordingly.
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                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                ( S. RAJENDRA BABU )@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                                                .....................J@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                (S.N. VARIAVA)@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAA
        New Delhi,@@
        AAAAAAAAAA
        December 5, 2000.@@
        AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA  


