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1 . lJ1ethe, Rsportsr s of 10.al paoers me y be allowed to 
see the judgment ? 

2 . To be ~E fsrred to the Reporter or not? 

3 . Wkatnsr their ~ordships wish t o S Ge the fair copy 
or the Judgm(~t ? 

4 . litaths!' to be ei,eul flt 6d t o ,,1 1 ot h- s r B6nch 7 
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CL~rRAL AOMINISmAfIV( TRIBUNAL , 

ALLAHABAD B"£H 

O. A. No. 565 of 1990 

end Addi ticn aJ. Chis f PIech 'Ylic e1 £ nginoer, 

Jh;:1'lsi Central Railway ........................ Applicant. 

(By AdV",at. 3Mr! G. P. Agarwal) 

Vers..ls 

~l«;( *"t x kane l< gqr; )(l(J~<t """" R "'le,, " """'I X ""'" lO:(!Udx 

!l»xx.vv",t xf!('(N, -, ~ """'~x it ;o:l{j(;)i!I(l1-x ~t&.c XIII"",..,. 

1/1. Smt. Laxmi w/o. late Pancham 

1/2. Pr atop Singh 510. late pancham 

1/3 .. Suresh S/ o. late panchem 

1/4. Jagdish Prasad slo. late pancharn 

1/5. Rajesh e/e. lete Panc:hem 

1/6. Smt. Malth Qto. late Panchem 

Res ide~ts 
Jhansi 

•....•. Respondents. 

(By AdvOC ete Shri H40 p. Chakrauorti) 

CORAl'! -- -----

Hontble ~r. S. Dos G~pta, Member-A, 

& 

Hen I bia fW:r .. T. l. Verma, l"Iember-J. 
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1 • This apr,licstion :.mder Seetion 19 of the 

Central Administrative T ribun1'lls Act has been t!l.ed by 

the union of India for modifying the BlaJard p",s8cd by the 

Prescribed IlJthorit.y,under the ~"!yment of wages Act I 

by its order dated 23 . 12.1988 in P.W. Case No . 17 of 

1984. 

2. late PWlChem was employee as Boiler !'IaK; r 

Chargemen in Central Raillalay Jhansi. He retired on 29.'2.1984. 

As he wes involved in a criminal cas e , he 'III~ not paid full 

9::l1ary forthe period from 9.9.1976 to 2£,;.4.1982. He therefore, 

filed P.W. Case No . 174 of 1984 before the Prescribed 

Authority under the payment of Wages Act for a direction 

t~~ion orIndie to pey the deducted wages as given in 

Anne)(Jre ap ended to the ap~lication. Union a f India 

apPeared before the P: escribad Authority and t1led a 

written statement. The Ca:SE; of th~ applicant before the 

Payment of wages Authoric.y, as would apf:SM from the 

wr it ten st otement \ Anne XJre-A- 3) was the:t the emrunt 

f ound d..lB to the: appli.cant 1I.e9 worle d o,Jt and d...:e and 

drawn statement hnd been prepared and sent to the Senior 

Divisional Accounts Officer, Jhansi for verfic etion 

end preparation of the Cheq,Js. and that the ssme shall 

be pai.d to the cleimant after completin 'J necessary 

form8J.ity. It appears that ~ha ra 111&9 some del B) in 

Makin; tho payr.l< nt, Tha prescribed AJthority , wi'thoJt 
• 

w8iting Tor the payment m de, pBsDcd the i~9ned ~ard 
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allowin~ II au .. or P .. 5;,0 JqI_ to the applicant as the amount 

O,JB .. 

3. The learned cO..Jns 1 for the applicant has submitted 

that the award has be n passed by tho Preser ibad Auth:J rity 

withcut Bpplication of mind inasrruch 8S the SlaIard has been 

passed for a sum of P .. 59,IJOQ/ - whereas the applicant 

has made a claim for a sum of:: .. 37,880/ - .. The impugned 

..... ard, therefore, it was submitted on the f8ct of it, is 

illegal and should be set-aSide .. According to the 

petitioner, the amount due as worked out haa already 

been paid to the respondent by ChSCJ.J8 No.c-545423 

dat~d 20.3.1989 for R!:.. 37,905/- and t hat nothing lJIas 

dwe now to the r espondent from the applic ant. The 

respondent died during the pendency of tt-e applic "' tion. In 

his pla::e his heirs h<lVe been sub9titJted and arrayed as 

respondent Nos .. 1/1 to 1/6. 

We have hears the learned counsels for the 

parties and perused the record. The details of the claim 

have been given in Anne)QJr l,;; -A-1 ap ended to the application 

filed by th respondent before the Prescribed Authority . TtB 

r r spondent h~ not dispJted the correctness of the details of 

the claim of the respondent as given in AnnB)(Jr s -A -1. 

We have per.Jsed the said annEl)(I.Jre. The claim pertains 

to the period from S~pt f.- mber, 1976 to 1982. According to the 

details given in the Said schedule , the applicant had made a 

clnim for a sum ofll. 37,eatV- only 813 the diffBrence of wages paid 

and due. That being so , the award of ft . 59,OOtV- passed by 

the Prescribf: (j Authori",y on tho fBCe of it is illegal. 

hence the sarno can not be sustained. It may not 
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be o~t of place to mention hera that the respondent h8!J not 

di3P.JtOO tho payrnnnt OT 8 sJm ot .. 37 , 90:1 - by cheque 

No.C- 5l'l5423 dated 20 .. 3 . B9 

5 . for the reasons stated above, this Spplicatinn 

is allowed and tho al8rd dated 2:3 .. 1 2 .. 19 be 13 ~ ashed 'lrld 

the case is remitteo with a oirection to the Prescribed 

A.Jthority, undor the payment or !lieges Act to pass Tresh 

let...e.-
order in the light or the observation madd ~, after 

giving no ';. ic e to the parties. 

---PP, . 
77JlJl-~,tA 

Member (J) 

/VKP 

L:e 
I'lBmber (A) 
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