I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2995 OF 2010

Raj ast han Grani n Bank and anot her .. Appel | ant
s
ver sus
Bhanwar Lal Meena .. Responden
t
ORDER
We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.
It appears t hat on 17.09. 1981, t he re
spondent was
appoi nt ed by t he appel | ant - Bank to t he
post of
Messenger - cum Farash with effect from 1.10.1981
The case of
t he appel | ant - Bank is t hat with ef f ect from
1.8.1983 t he
respondent absented hinself from duties. The say of the
| ear ned
counsel for t he respondent, however , is t hat he
was deni ed
enpl oynent as sone ot her person had been appointed in his place.
After protracted litigation, it has been ordered
t hat t he
respondent be reinstated, albeit w thout back wages.
In the sinmilar circumstances of the case, the approach
t aken by this Court in Assi st ant Engi neer, Raj]
ast han State
Agriculture Marketing Board, Kota vs. Mhan Lal (2013) 14 SCC
543 conmends itself to us. In that case also, there was a de
ay
in rai si ng t he i ndustri al di spute. Consi der abl e
time had
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el apsed during which the workman had not been enpl oyed by the
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appel I ant . Keepi ng in view these facts, as a



SO t hat t he

wor kman in that case had worked only for 286 days,

ch of
2

this Court directed to awar d a compensati on of Rs. 1, 00, 000
(rupees one lakh) in lieu of reinstatenent.
Fol I owi ng the aforesaid approach in the factual matrix
of the case in hand, especially that the respondent-worknan had
wor ked only for one and a half years, though, according to the
| earned counsel for the respondent, the respondent had been
deni ed enpl oynment because some one el se had been appointed, we
think that it would be appropriate to give a quietus to the
litigation by directing t he appel l ants to pay a sum of
Rs. 1, 50, 000/ - (rupees one lakh fifty thousand) in full and fina
settl enent of all the clains of the respondent-workman
The appeal is accordingly disposed of by directing the
appel lants to pay a sum of Rs. 1,50, 000/-(rupees one |lakh fifty
t housand) to t he r espondent - wor kman wi t hin sixty days from
today, in full and final settlenent of all the respondent’s
cl ai rs agai nst the appellants. There shall be no order as to
costs.
Needl ess to nmention that in case of default in naking
the af ore-nentioned paynent, the sane shall carry interest at

the rate of nine per cent per annum

.......................... J.
[ VI KRAMAJI T SEN]
NEW DELHI ; J.
AUGUST 27, 2014. [ ARUN M SHRA]
3
| TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 14 SECTI ON XV
SUPREMECOURTOF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
G vil Appeal No(s) . 2995/ 2010
RAJASTHAN GRAM N BANK & ANR. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

BHANWAR LAL MEENA Respondent ( s)
(with office report)

a Ben



Date : 27/08/ 2014 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Appellant(s) M. Raj esh Kumar, Adv.
for M. Yashraj Singh Deora, AOR( NP)
For Respondent (s) Dr. J. P. Dhanda , Adv.
M. N A Usmani, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Assi stant Registrar

[signed order is placed on the file]



