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205 Seven plaintifﬁé'ﬁgii;fgj& Eeba,
Sheo Kumar, Ram Bali, Gomti and Kal
for injunction restraining the rESﬁﬁﬁfgﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬂm

et ——

withholding the payment of overtime wonb'wﬂ€f¢¢#f
taken from them and also to restrafmffﬁf? or
the amount of overtime already paid to%&h “};mﬁ&?ﬁ@u
As Trolleymen the plaintiffs drive the tI ; ‘
under the rules they have to work only fary
but the defendants take overtime work fnamﬂﬁfff,
plaintiffs and at cometimes they have to won?yJﬁ
ten to twelve hours. Duye to overtime work thm-%
plaintiffs were paid wages by way of cﬂmpansatiaa?ﬂ-
Mow the defendants are threatening to step thgnpa& !
of overtime wages although they are taking ova@&iﬁ&jl;
work from them. They are going to stop further i
payment of overtime and to realize the overtime

compensation already paid hence +ha sulbi S
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there was
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all O’Han ce %%,E{G I:_.ff;:{?&;'iﬁ_}{i:- l?hﬂ_%mcj *?;C,*'* and when

found admissible & '

in the instant cagg
are not doing over

" zisuch they are not ﬁn}; j}
So on 8.10. €3 orders uera ias

d e s
amount already paid, The plaintiﬂf?“

entitled to aget Rs. 1992-69 only as g\?&ﬁ ‘allowance | _

paid Rs.1425-09 s
7
uhich Rs.900/- has already been rtecovered.

d R'E . 73 :."'

but he was uwrongly

No.2 was entitled to get Rs.

e but he was urongly pail

time - allowanc
out of which Rs. 500/~ has alraady bﬁg
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in excess
plaintiff No.3 was cntitled to get

1092-70 only as overtime allowance but he uaﬁ B
“t

cess out of which

recoverad.

RS o

paid Rs. 2463=22 in ex

wrongly
lready been recovered.

Rs .2370-52 & Rs,500/- hagia

plaintiff No.4 uas antitled to get Rs. 090-47 only

as_overtime allnuanca but he was wrongly paid Rﬂaﬁﬁﬂﬁ;il

in excess out of u hich Re.500/- has already been

plaintif f Nas.S o 7 have alsa ‘been paid

,£/¢i27 recovered.
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recovered
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yere violated.

could not file rulaﬁfﬁﬁ% *}:(L

o gverpayment, So the dufsﬂdanb
¥ to supply to all tne plaintif‘i’s in
the details regarding overpayment iigqf%ﬁgt"# ”:
" on which overtime work was taken, the anlgunhp 5
2nd the amount recovered, the place of pr%ing @aaA'

R
uhether the residantial accommodat ion uas prﬂuinuﬁ\

or not and after hearing the nlaintif fs pass sUfﬁfhﬂE :
orders according to rules. In cass the plaintiﬁfﬁr"-
are satisfied with the orders to be passed in E‘EY
i
1

compliance with our direction the matter would rest W

otheruise they will be at 1iberty to move this
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Tribunal. The application (Suit No.1920 of 1983)

is disposed of accordingly., Parties to bear their

-

Vice Chairman

own costis.

Dated the {{ Feb,,1988 |
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