
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No. 5527 of 2001 

ORDER: 

  This writ  pet it ion is f iled by the pet it ioner seeking to issue a 

writ  of mandamus declaring the award dated 24.01.2000 passed in 

I.D.No.41 of 1996 by the 2nd respondent -Tribunal, as illegal and 

arbit rary.  

2. Heard Sri R.S. Murthy, learned Counsel for the pet it ioner and Sri 

C. Suryanarayana, learned Counsel for the 1st respondent .  

3. It  has been submit ted by the learned Counsel for the pet it ioner 

that  the 1st respondent  was engaged for very limited period during the 

years 1983-85 and as the nature of work rendered by the 1st 

Respondent  was on day-to-day basis,  the quest ion of cont inuat ion of 

such workers, after work had been accomplished, would not  arise at  

all,  and so, the 1st respondent  was disengaged, and challenging the 

disengagement , the 1st Respondent  preferred the I.D., and the 

Tribunal after considering the ent ire evidence passed the award, 

direct ing the pet it ioner-department  to reinstate the 1st Respondent  

into service, but  without  any back-wages, while holding that  the 1st 

respondent  herein is ent it led for wages from 01.02.2000 irrespect ive 

of when he is reinstated in service, and challenging the said award, 

the present  writ  pet it ion is f iled by the department .  

4. At  the t ime of admission, this Court  passed interim order 

suspending the award impugned subj ect  to compliance of Sect ion 17-B 

of  the Indust rial Disputes Act . It  is brought  to the not ice of this Court  
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that  in compliance with the said direct ion, the 1st respondent  is being 

paid 17-B wages t il l today.  

5. When the mat ter is taken up today, the learned Counsel for the 

pet it ioner submits that  the management  is will ing to pay 

compensat ion in lieu of reinstatement  of the 1st respondent  and 

therefore, award of the Tribunal may be modif ied.  

6. The learned Counsel for the 1st respondent  submits that  there is 

work in the management  and that  the management  can reinstate the 

1st respondent  into service and the pet it ioner has a long service ahead 

of him and therefore, the 1st respondent  should be reinstated into 

service.  

7. It  has been brought  to the not ice of this Court  that  nearly an 

amount  of Rs.2.5 lakhs was paid to the 1st respondent  as wages for all 

these 17 years and the ends of j ust ice would be met  if  an amount  of 

Rs.2.75 lakhs is ordered to be paid as compensat ion in lieu of 

reinstatement  of the 1st respondent .  

8. Having considered the above submissions made by the part ies, 

the pet it ioner is directed to pay an amount  of Rs.2,75,000/ - (Rupees 

Two Lakhs Seventy Five Thousand only) to the 1st respondent  as 

compensat ion in lieu of reinstatement , within a period of six weeks 

from the date of receipt  of a copy of this order.  

9. With the above direct ion, the Writ  Pet it ion is disposed of. No 

costs. Consequent ly, miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if  any, shall 

stand closed.  

________________________ 
Abhinand Kumar Shavili,  J 

December 27, 2017 
Kv 
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