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1 • Llhethe r ne porters of local p3 pers 
see the judgment 

To be rP fe rred to th8 Re ;Jcrte r or not ? 
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3 . IJhether thei r Lordships wist"> to see the; fair copy o~ 

the judgment ? 
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Registration O. A • . Jo . 6~1 of 1990 

Union of Indi 
and oth~rs • • • ••• • •• 

Versus 

Shri Sri .ath • • • ••• • • • 

. - ,_ 
.&.! ...... • 

Applicants . 

H.espcn ent . 

l!on ' ble .. :r . Justic~ U. C . S:riv:lstavc , V.C. 
Hon ' ble I.·u:-.__K. Ob yya , 1.\Cmber (A) 

( By Hon • . tr. Justice U.C. Sriv~stavil,V .C . ) 

The respondent was working as C ~sut~l Labour 

in t~e office of the Jy .:. ~ . T . E . {Construction) 

.vticrowave), North EJstern ail ;a~' , ::iorilkhpur . . d s 

services were ter~in•tcd onl4.3.~9€4 on account of 

unauthorised absence from duty . Ha fiLed • suit 

agilinst the same and his suit was d~creed ex-par~.e 

by the ,~unsif vide its o:-der d:ted 1 . 4 . 1985 . 

2 . ~ccording to the ilpplicants . i.e . the Union 

of Indi a .and others. the respondent never wor~after 

14 . 3 . ~)84. He filed an application unJer SEction 15(2) 

under the Payment of #ages Act for the period 17 . 3 .1904 

to 30 .11 .1905 which was dismissed by the ~:orkman 

Compensation Commissioner and Prcscrib~d Authrotj vidf 

its crder d~ted 13. 3.1939 . He filed yet another 

opplic~ticn undc~ Section 15(2) for the period 1 . 12 .19C5 

to 3~.1 .1987 \dth the s~me ~lle)ations ~nd ~ccording 

to the cspondents ~!though , he was engaged ~s a 

C.asual Labour and he had not work.:d on any day , but 

the .~rkman Compcns~tion Commissioner and rescribcd 
hi s 

Authority illegall y allowedL!Pplic_tion vide order 
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and judgment d t wd 3J . 3.1990 . l~o.v the first 

•pplication filed by the respond~ntsa w•s dismissed 

on the ground th t he h~s not \rorked but so far s 

-che s cond application is concerned , the finding 

~~ich w~s rccorJed rather became final bwtween 

the parties. Tne second Gpplication could r.ot have 

been disposed of without taking into consi1cr tion 

the findings of the Cdrlier pe=iod and its l ega l 

ccnsequences. 

3. Ace ordingl y , the e1pplic ation is allcvtcd and 

the order pessed by the prescribed authority 

d _ted 30 . 3 .1990 is quashed and th~ prescribed 

authority is directed to deci de the ccse of the 

applicants' 0nion of I ndia end ethers in accordance 

with law after taking into consideration the 

pendency of the ecrlier cppeal and it!:) ccnsequances . 

-r"'e 
~'. application is allow2d as stove . No order as 

to costs. 
~ 

~~~~~ J.lember(A) 
Dated : 8 . 2 .1293 

(n.u.) 

Vice-Chairman 


