ri TEM NO. 40 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).24676/ 2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 19/07/2007 in WA No. 1748/2001 of
The HI GH COURT OF MADRAS)

WORKSHOP ENG NEER, WATER SUP. & DRAI NG BD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
C. R ACHUTHAN Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Date: 07/01/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE V. S. S| RPURKAR

For Petitioner(s) M. S. Thananjayan, Adv.for
M. T. Harish Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. S.G@ru Krishna Kumar, Adv.
M. S.R Setia, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

The Appeal is accepted in terns of the signed order.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed Order is placed on the File]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 39 OF 2009
(Arising out of S.L.P.(Civil) No.24676 of 2007)

Wor kshop Engi neer, Water Supply .. Appel | ant
and Drai nage Board
VS.
C. R Achut han .. Respondent
ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.



Thi s Appeal has been filed against the inpugned judgnment of the
Di vi sion Bench of the Madras High Court dated 19th July, 2007, by which
the judgnent of the learned Single Judge dated 05.01.2000 nade in WP.
No. 7755 of 1992 was reversed and reinstatenent of the workman was
directed in accordance with the award of the | abour court.

Since, the facts of the case are nentioned in the judgnents of the
| earned Single Judge and Division Bench, it is not necessary to repeat the

sare.
The | earned Single Judge has set aside the award of the | abour

Court and remanded the nmatter to the | abour Court for fresh disposal in
accordance with law after affordi ng an

-2-
opportunity to the parties to | ead docunentary as well as oral evidence.

Under the circunstances, we are of the opinion that the Division
Bench should not have interfered with the judgnent of the |earned Single
Judge. Accordingly, we accept this appeal, set aside the inpugned
judgnent of the Division Bench and restore that of the |earned Single
Judge.

W direct the | abour Court to decide the matter afresh in
accordance with law, after affording an opportunity to the parties to | ead
docunentary as well as oral evidence, within four nonths’ fromthe date
of receipt/production of a copy of this order. Meanwhile, the appellant
shal | pay wages to the respondent-workman in accordance with Section
17B of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 fromthe date of the judgnment of
the Division Bench till disposal of the case by the Labour Court. Parties
agree with this arrangenent.

Al'l contentions are |left open to the parties.

NEW DELH ; J.
JANUARY 07, 2009. [ V. S. SI RPURKAR]



