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| TEM NO. 301 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON XV
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD COF 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 TRANSPORT CORP.

VERSUS
BUTA BEGUM (D) THR. LR & ORS.

(Wth interimrelief and office report)
(For final disposal)

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

interim relief

Date: 13/11/2014 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

It is submitted by M. Tushar

rned

Addi ti onal Solicitor Gener al appeari ng

Petitioner(s)
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for
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Raj ast han, t hat in pur suance of earlier or der d

22nd Sept enber, 2014, the State CGovernnent had convened a
meeting and was in a fix to take a deci sion as thousands of

enpl oyees are there. At this juncture, M. MR Calla
| earned seni or counsel appearing for the respondent No. 1,
Raj ast han Par i vahan Ni gam Kar anchar i and Adhi kar i Ka

Samiti, Jaipur, in S.L.P.(C No.25927 of 2009, subnitted that

there are only seventy-seven enpl oyees. On a query being
made, M. Sushil Kumar Jain, |earned senior counsel appearing

for the Rajasthan State Road Transport Corporation, submitted

that there are 60 to 65 wit petitions pending in the Hi gh

Court of Rajasthan. M. Satish Kumar Parashar, Executive

Director (Legal), Rajasthan State Road Transport Corporation

Jai pur, who is |looking after these cases, has subnitted that

each case bef ore t he Hi gh Court has been filed by

i ndi vi dual petitioner. Whet her the cases are sane or not,
M. Jain and M. Calla shall obtain instructions.

M. Call a has filed a chart whi ch cont ai ns
anount payabl e to fourteen persons. It comes
Rs. 86, 67, 324/ -. On bei ng asked, whet her t he respond
woul d be satisfied by one time gr ant of t he bene
M. Calla fairly conceded to the sane. Similar concession

has been given to by M. P. Vinay Kumar, |earned counse
appearing for the respondent in S.L.P.(C) No.25452 of 2009.
It is hereby nade clear that when we say one tine benefit, it
means that the | egal representatives would not be entitled to
any kind of benefit after the death of the enpl oyee.
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The Raj ast han Road Transport Cor poration and t

State CGovernnent shall conpute the anmbunt on that score and
come with the figure, as prima facie we find that if the
comput ati on of M. Calla is goi ng to be accept ed, t

liability of t he State Gover nnent in respect of ei ghty
persons woul d approximately come to Rs.3.5 crores and we are
sure that the State shall share this burden as a one tine

nmeasur e wher e t he enpl oyees who have suffered and a
suffering can find sone sol ace. We say no nore on this
score. Yet, at the cost of repetition, we reiterate that the

State CGovernnent as a virtuous enpl oyer, as submitted by M.

Calla, would have a | arger canvass of open m ndedness and

live up to the concept of nodern enpl oyer. Needl ess to
enphasi ze, as a settlenent would be arrived at, as perceived

at present, the judgnent of the High Court would be nodified

accordingly and t he settl enent, whi ch has been recor ded
woul d not be a precedent. To el aborate, the question of |aw

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 24 th Novenber, 2014,
at 2.00 p.m



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



