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| TEM NO 301 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON XV

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No. 25452/ 2009

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 19/05/2009
in CSA No.724/2002,19/05/2009 in CAP No. 4885/1991 passed by the
H gh Court of Rajasthan at Jai pur)

RAJASTHAN STATE ROAD TRANSPCORT CORP. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

BUTA BEGUM (D) THR. LR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth interimrelief and office report)

WTH S. L. P. (C) No.25927/2009
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and appln.(s) for directions and
interimrelief and office report)

Date : 24/11/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GOWDA

For Petitioner(s) M. Sushil Kumar Jain, Sr. Adv.
M. Puneet Jain, Adv.
Ms. Pratibha Jain, AOR
For Respondent (s) M. Tushar Mehta, ASG
M. Ram Naresh Yadav, Adv.
Ms. Ruchi Kohli, AOR
M. MR Calla, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Prati ksha Sharma, Adv.
M . Kumar Shashank, Adv.
M . Gal av Sharna, Adv.
Signature Not Verified
M. Ankit Acharya, Adv.
M. Gaur av Dave, Adv.
Digitally signed by
Chet an Kumar
Date: 2015.02. 06
16: 44: 47 | ST
Reason: for Ms. Parekh & Co.
M. P. Vinay Kumar, AOR

SLP(C) 25452/ 09

2

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

This Court on 13th Novenber, 2014, had passed the

foll owi ng order:
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"It is submtted by M. Tushar Mehta, | earned

Addi ti onal Solicitor Gener al appeari ng for
the State of Rajasthan, that in pursuance of

earlier order dated 22nd Septenber, 2014, the

St ate CGovernnent had convened a neeting and

was in a fix to take a decision as thousands

of enpl oyees are there. At this juncture,

M. M R Cal | a, | ear ned seni or counse
appearing for the respondent No.1, Rajasthan

Par i vahan Ni gam Kar anchari and Adhi kari
Kalyan Sanmiti, Jaipur, in S.L.P.(C No.25927

of 2009, subnitted t hat t here are only
seventy-seven enpl oyees. On a query being

made, M. Sushil Kumar Jain, |earned senior

counsel appeari ng for t he Raj ast han State
Road Transport Cor por at i on, submitted t hat
there are 60 to 65 wit petitions pending in

t he Hi gh Court of Raj ast han. M. Sati sh

Kumar Parashar, Executive Director (Legal),
Raj ast han State Road Transport Corporation
Jai pur, who is |looking after these cases, has

submitted t hat each case bef ore t he Hi gh
Court has been filed by an i ndi vi dua
petitioner. Whet her the cases are sane or
not , M. Jain and M. Calla shal | obt ai n
i nstructions.

M. Call a has filed a chart whi ch
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cont ai ns t he anount payabl e to fourteen
persons. It cones to Rs. 86, 67,324/ -

bei ng asked, whether the respondents woul d be
satisfied by one tine grant of the benefit,
M. Call a fairly conceded to t he

Sim | ar concession has been given to by M.

P. Vinay Kumar, |earned counsel appearing for

the respondent in S. L.P.(C) No.25452 of 2009.

It is hereby made cl ear that when we say one

time benefit, it nmeans t hat t he

representatives would not be entitled to any
ki nd of benefit after t he deat h of
enpl oyee.
The Raj ast han Road Transport
Corporation and the State Governnent shal
comput e the anount on that score and come
with the figure, as prima facie we find that
if the conputation of M. Calla is going to
be accept ed, t he liability of t he

Government in respect of eighty persons woul d
approximately come to Rs.3.5 crores and we

are sure t hat t he State shal | share

bur den as a one time measur e wher e
enpl oyees who have suffered and are suffering

can find sone sol ace. We say no nore on this
score. Yet, at the cost of repetition, we

reiterate t hat t he State Gover nnent

vi rtuous enpl oyer, as subnmitted by M. Calla,
woul d have a | ar ger canvass of

m ndedness and live up to t he concept

nmoder n enpl oyer. Needl ess to enphasi ze, as a

sane

| ega

t he

St at

this
t he

as

ope



settlenent would be arrived at, as perceived
at present, the judgnment of the Hi gh Court

woul d be nmodi fi ed accordi ngly and t he
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settl enent, which has been recorded, would
not be a pr ecedent. To el abor at e, t he
question of law that has emanated in this
case shall be kept open.
As prayed for by M. Tushar Mehta and
M. Sushil Kumar Jain, let the matters be
listed on 24th Novenber, 2014, at 2.00 p.m"
It is submitted by M . Tushar Meht a, | ear ned
Addi ti onal Solicitor Gener al appeari ng for t he State
of
Raj asthan and M. Sushil Kumar Jain, |earned senior counsel
appearing for the Rajasthan State Road Transport Corporation
t hat at present t he State and the Cor por ati on is in
a
position to settle the dispute with regard to the fourteen
persons, whose nanes are given at Enclosure-3 filed by M.
M R Cal | a, | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng for
t he
respondent. The said fourteen nanes are:
1. Jayantil al Dave
2. C. M Banerjee
3. Soor aj mal Shar ma
4. Poonam Chand
5. Rijjumal
6. Tej Sing
7. Udai Ram
8. Nazir Ahnmed
9. Chittar Singh
10. Chajju Ram
11. Madhor am
12. Amar Lal Mat hur
13. L.S. Rathore
14. P.N. Was
I n pursuance of the aforesaid order, M. Mehta and
M. Jain have filed a chart of calculation on the arrears.
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The total anobunt payable to the fourteen persons, as per the
cal cul ation, comes to Rs. 80, 46, 151/ -. At this juncture, it
is submitted by M. Sushi | Kumar Jai n, | ear ned senio

counsel appearing for the Corporation that the father of

Chittar Singh (at Sl.No.9), who was the enpl oyee of the



t he

| egal

ed
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Cor por ati on, was ext ended benefit of pensi on

Corporation and after his death, famly pension was given to
his wife and, in the neantine, the wife has al so expired.

M. Calla shall obtain instructions in this regard.

As far as t he ot her menber s of t he

concerned, the Corporation shall disburse the amount as per

t he cal cul ation ment i oned in col umm No. 5 of t he

produced by M. Mehta, within a period of four weeks.
The amount that has been nmentioned agai nst the name
of late Shafique Ahmad (nmentioned in the Chart), shall also

be paid to his legal heirs within the sanme tine.

st at ed, t he anount t hat will be pai d to t he

representativs of late Shafiq Ahnmad, shall be in full and

final settlement and the Corporation would not be liable to

pay anythi ng nore. Recording it as a settlenment, S.L.P.(Q

No. 25452 of 2009, stands disposed of.

As far as other enployees are concerned, M. Calla
has given their names. M. Tushar Mehta and M. Sushil Kunar
Jai n, | ear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor Gener a
seni or counsel appearing for the State of Rajasthan and the
25452/ 09
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State Road Transport Corporation, respectively, shall obtain
instructions and also give us a chart like the one they have
gi ven today, so that controversy can be put to rest.
For the aforesaid purpose, we grant the State and
the Corporation six weeks’ tine.

At this juncture, we have been apprised that one

and

S.L.P. (O No. 28124 of 2009, titled Raj ast han State Road

Transport Corporation vs. Madan Lal Sharma and Another, is
pendi ng bef ore this Court. Let t he sai d speci al
petition along with t he present speci al | eave

[S.L.P. (O No.25927 of 2009] be listed on 9th February, 2015,

| eave

petition

by

list

chart

Be i

| earn



at 2.00 p.m for further hearing.

(Chetan Kunar) (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master



