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ITEM NO.801     Court 8 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION IV-A

S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  3641/2021

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  04-02-2020
in  WA  No.  92/2015  passed  by  the  High  Court  Of  Karnataka  At
Bengaluru)

SHIVAMOGGA CO OPERATIVE MILK UNION LIMITED         Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

CHANNAKESHAVAMURTHY & ORS.                         Respondent(s)
(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. )

Date : 28-04-2021 This petition was mentioned today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT GUPTA

For Petitioner(s)
mentioned on behalf of Mr. Hetu Arora Sethi, AOR

For Respondent(s)
Mr. Ravi Prakash, AOR

UPON being mentioned the Court made the following
O R D E R

On 05.03.2021, we had passed the following order:

“Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  contends  that

considering that the termination took place 24 years ago and

according to the petitioner they were seasonal workers and

have also approached the Registrar’s Court after 10 years, a

lumpsum  amount  may  be  fixed  as  compensation  rather  than

directing reinstatement as there are recruitment rules in

place and those rules would be violated through the process

of reinstatement.
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Issue notice.

A copy of the order to accompany notice.

The operation of the impugned order is stayed subject

to the petitioner depositing a sum of Rs.2 lakhs for each of

the respondents in this Court within four weeks from today.

The amount be placed in FDR initially for a period of

91 days to be kept renewed.”

The matter was sought to be mentioned and as informed to the

Court Master there was perceived to be some difficulty arising from

the interim direction to deposit the sum of Rs.2 lakhs for each of

the “respondents”. It was informed that some of the respondents are

legal  heirs  of  the  employees.  However,  none  connected  when  we

permitted mentioning.

In  view  of  the  difficulty  expressed,  we  clarify  that  the

reference  to  each  of  the  respondents  should  be  read  as

“respondent(s)/workmen(s).”

(ASHA SUNDRIYAL)                                (R.S. NARAYANAN)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                         COURT MASTER (NSH)
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