FIRST PARTY

SECOND PARTY

1 Mis Avery Dennison India Limited.
Plot No 68, 1™ Main, Phase I, KIADB
. layout, Peenya Industrial Area,
4 Bangalore-560058.

2 M/s. Sri Udyog Enterprise,

No. 252, 4™ Main, 2™ Block, Opp. Dr
Rajkumar Memorial, Nandini Layout
Bangalore - 560058.

3. M/s. Adecco India Pvt. Ltd.,

No. 7A, 2™ Cross, SLVP Complex,
| 2™ Cross Road, Chikkamaranahalli
i New BEL Road, Bangalore-560094.

STATEMENT OF OBJEC TIONS FILED BY THE SECOND PARTY No. 2
M’/s. SRI UDYOG ENTERPRISES

That at the outset The Second Party No 2 denies and disputes all the contentions,
claims, demands, allegations, averments, imputations and insinuations of the First
Party union save what is matter of records, and what has been specifically admitted

herein. Without prejudice to the above, it is respectfully submitted as follows,

: - Prel iminary Submissions;

The First Party Union has raised the above dispute seeking regularization of

vice of contract workers working under the Second party contractors in the

f the second party No.1. At the outset the claim for regularization is barred

The said workers alleged to be members of the first party union are
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not workmen under definition of the Sec 2(x) of the Indusirial Dapute f:’ "

gaki workmen are covered within the legal purview of the Contradl Labow
(Regulation and Abolition) Act, 1970 Therefore the claim for regulanzabon & nal
maintainable either in law of on facts
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2 The Respondent contactor humbly submits that the first party unn & nol &
recognised union by any of the second parties in this dapute The fral paity unan
Mamlwdmdmyom.mlbomummAMU'"*

— status a8 required under the Trade Union Act, 1926 The kit of worken submvied w
by the first party does not cary any Klentficaton of authenboation whioh ey
allegedly claim that these workers are employed by the reapondant coniracion The
Second Party No 2cannotmnmhmmummMuan '
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the list provided by the Fiest Party union The Firsl Party union ought 1 have

)
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produced the proololmu\\mupmddolﬂdmm« A0NY wilh thew
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identification, failing which [t i evident that none of these workens are memban of
{he First Party union L is necessary that thia Hon'ble Authortty directs the First Paty
prasent all lm\mkmmmmmnlontomtgmn
Firat party union has absolutely N0 Kows stend 10 e 1
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union to keep
person. Tharefore, the
claim / dispute before thiv Hon'bla Authonly
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1 has fled thek munumotmmnu
atated that there (& O jural amployee and employer relatonahip petween Ue Wal of 5
s and them The Second Party No 2 has been providing manpowss 1
olnumnlmtmmnhnbnnmhmdmw "
provided In respective laws (nokuding 1he Contract
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8 The Second Party No

-
e

worke

gecond Party N
with regard 10 he employeos

Labour Act Al the same time, i
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known the First Party Union in any form. The First Party Unlpogzlgrr‘wtgr5 ogmb"ﬁ by

Second Party No. 2. The First Party union has not raised any demands against the
Second party No. 2 at any point of time. The First Party union has also categorically
stated that they have no claim whatsoever against the Second Party No.2 in this

dispute.

4. The Second Party No. 2 is functional for several years now and has the
reputation of being legally complaint all through out. The Second Party No. 2 is
employer to its contract workers and is registered in accordance with the provision of
The Contract Labour Act and has obtained all required licenses. The Second Party
No. 2 is also enrolled under the provision of the ESI Act and Employees Provident
Fund Act. The Second Party No. 2 has registration code allotted by these statutory
welfare authorities and all its employees have their respective accounts wherein the
Second Party No. 2 remits the subscription regularly. Therefore the alleged claim of

the First Party union that the contract between Second Party No. 1 and 2 is sham

contract is completely baseless and false. There is absolutely no evidence on record

to prove. that it is a sham contract. The employees of the Second Party No. 2 have

pro— never raised any grievances or claims whatsoever against it in regard to the above

e is no dispute between the first party Union and the Second

dispute. Therefore, ther

Party No. 2.

5. The Second party No. 2 has employed the said employees and is the
employer on record for these employees working in the principle employer
establishment. The gecond Party No. 2 has always provnded employment to its
employees under various principle employers OVer the years without violating the
yees are provided with the benefits of minimum wages. holidays.

Law. All the emplo
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complying with every labour compliance appl apfE to the

herefore, there is N0 dispute whatsoever.

Tre Second Party No. 5 reserves its rights to file additional / amended

if necessary. It further reserves
judicial precedents should the
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need arse in the interest of justice and for proper adjudication of the
Second Party No. 2 has not specifically denied each and every contentions of the
Fiest Party Union in para-wise reply and the same cannot be construe

” ' Second Party Mo 2 accepts any of the contentions.

its rights to file
disputes. The

d that the

7 Wherefore, the Second Party No. 2 prays that this Hon'ble Authority may be

 pleased to dwmiss e daim raised by First Party union as untenable, not
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R ?:‘)?"M and barred by jurisdiction. The First Party union will not face any
At

" adwersty ¢ tws clawm s rejected Whereas in the event of any liability been imposed

on Secora Party No 2 without any evidence on record and justification will amount

b miscarriage of justice forcing 10 indemnify an lllegal claim. The Second Party No.

2 prays ot s Horble Authority may please save them from such harassment and
dgirns and advise the First Party suitably in the matter and close the
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