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| TEM NO 301 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XV

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

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

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

RAJASTHAN STATE RCAD TRANSPORT CORP. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

BUTA BEGUM & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with interimrelief and office report)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 25927/2009

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and appln.(s) for directions and
InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

Date : 22/09/2014 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
For Petitioner(s) Sushil Kumar Jain, Sr.Adv.
Puneet Jain, Adv.
Prati bha Jai n, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Shefali Shandilya, Adv.
P. Vinay Kumar, Adv.

SF §5%

Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

MR Calla, Sr.Adv.
Prati ksha Sharma, Adv.
Ankit Acharya, Adv.
Gaur av Dave, Adv.
Shashank, Adv.

G Sharmm, Adv.for
Ms. Parekh & Co., Adv.

SSS55FS

M. Ram Naresh Yadav, Adv.
Signature Not Verified

Ms. Ruchi Kohli, Adv.
Digitally signed by
Usha Rani Bhar dwaj
Date: 2014.09. 24

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
17:00: 18 I ST
Reason:

ORDER

On 9th July, 2014, after due deliberation the foll ow ng
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order was passed:
"Del ay condoned.

Substitution all owed.



Heard in part.

In the course of hearing two suggestions have been
given to M. Ram Naresh Yadav | earned counsel for the
State and M. Sushil Kumar Jain | earned senior counse
for the Rajasthan State Road Transport Corporation the
petitioner herein (i) that regard being had to the nunber
of enpl oyees, the Corporation and the State working in
har nony nmay grant pension to the enpl oyees who are alive
fromthe date of decision of the |earned Single Judge
dated 26.07.2002 without interest and (ii) simlar
benefit may be extended to the enpl oyees who were alive
after that date and died in the neantinme for the period
of their life and thereafter extend the benefit of famly
pension to the | egal representatives as entitled under
t he preval ent pensi on schene.

We hope and trust that the State shall conme forward
with sonme kind of an affirmative response so that the
respondents out of which nost have left for their
heavenly abode and the widows are living in msery and
t he nunber of people who are |iving without any kind of
subsi stence woul d get sone benefit. Be it stated, that
these are the suggestions by this Court to the nodel
enpl oyer who is expected not to bring in technica
fetters. W say so wi thout expressing any opinion on the
nmerits of the case

Let the matters be listed on 22.09. 2014 for further
hearing. "

M. Sushil Kumar Jain, |earned senior counsel appearing
for the Rajasthan State Road Transport Corporation has subnitted
that he has filed an application stating that the Corporation is
not in a position to accept the suggestion because of the financial
constrai nts. The sai d submni ssion | eaves us uni npressed because our

direction was that the State and the Corporation should work in

harnony so that the suggestion given in the order may have the
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room for inplenmentation. On a query being nmade from M. Ram Naresh

Yadav, | earned standing counsel for the State of Rajasthan, he only

apprised us that he has witten to the authorities and not got any

response. We nust put on record that we do not appreciate the

attitude shown by the State. In our view, the State shoul d have

taken t he suggestion absolutely seriously regard being had to the
concept of wel fare of St at e, t he fi nanci al pli ght of t he

Corporation and penury of the famlies of the beneficiaries who
have served the Corporation. It is quite perplexing that the

aut horities have shown no response to the suggestions.



In view of the obtaining situation, we would |ike our
pr esent order in entirety shal | be pl aced bef ore t he
Secretary of the State who in turn shall put it before the highest
Executive by follow ng the due procedure so that a solution can be
arrived at. We repeat at the cost of repetition, the suggestions

were given by this Court so that the fanmlies are not driven to the

streets.
At this juncture, we are obligated to state that out of
77 persons who are beneficiaries, 75 of them have already left for
their heavenl y abode and t he ot her t wo survi vi ng persons
oct ogenari ans. W may hasten to clarify, our suggestions given

her ei nabove would only relate to 77 enpl oyees and the said position
is conceded to by M. Calla | earned senior counsel appearing for

t he respondents. W may further clarify t hat when t he
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Governnent accepts a suggestion it is in respect of the singular
case and it will not have any inpact on the broader spectrum W
may al so note that M. Calla | earned senior counsel submitted that
the total financial burden on the State would not exceed Rs. 60
| akhs.

The Registry is directed to send the copy of this order
by fax to the Chief Secretary of the State of Rajasthan

Let the natters be listed on 13th Novenber, 2014 at 2.00

p.m for further hearing.

(USHA BHARDWAJ) ( RENUKA SADANA)
AR- CUM PS ( COURT MASTER)
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