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CENTRAl. ADMINISI"RATIVE TRlBlNAL 
ALIA.t..IABAD BENOi 

. ALI.AHA&\0 

Datee :A1lahabad this the 12th day or 

Cox am : Hon 'b le Or. R. K. Saxena, JM 
Hon 'ble Mr. D. s. Bawe ja, AM 

ORl~INAL AFFliCATlOO NO. 1546 of 1994 
--------------

Dec .1'?96. 

thion of India throuoh Genera 1 Manaqer, 
C .Rly, V .! .Bonbay, D.R.M. C. Rly, Jhansi •••• applicant. 

(Counsr 1 for the applicant Sri G. F. Aga rwa 1) 

1. Shri Arnbika Prasad S/o. Sri ~pbor Chandra 

R/o. 26, Gares Phatak, Jhansi. 

2. Sri Arvind Ku.n3r son of Sri Ganqa Pr~sad 

r/ol Villaoe Ta1cra F.O.Mawai, Distt.Allahabad • 

3. Sri 'Rama Shanker son of Sri rhararn Fa 1 
r/o. village Takra P .• O.Mawai, Distt.Allahaba~ • 

4. Frescribed 
Wages Act, 

Authority under the Payment Of 
1936 at 3.1ansi. 

••••..• Respondents 

(TH RO..Y..:iH C0t1JSS L SRI R • C • S m-iA ) 

CCNNEc:I"ED WITH 

Origina 1 Application No. 8R9 of 1993. 
-~~.------

Union of India throuoh Sr. D .E. (N ~ 
Centra 1 Rai l~·ay, Jhansi. • ••.• Applicant. 

(Through counsel Sri G. P. A.gar..•al) 

Versus 

1. ANind Kunar son of Shri Gaya Prasad, 

r/o. village T kra I'.O.Mabai, District Allahabc-d • 
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2. Rama Shanker son of !Jlaram Pal r/o. Tikra, 
F .o. Mabai, Distt. Allahabad. 

3. Sri Ambika Prasad s/o. Kapoor Cha~d 
R/o. 32, Jamsher Pura, Jhansi. 

~. Fr~scribed Authority under the Pay.nent of 

Wages. Act. 1936 at Jhansi (!Rputy labour 
Commissioner). 

• ••.• ResP~dents. 

\.hrou~h cour,se l Sri R. C. Sinha) 

COONECI' ED WITH 

ORIGINAl AFPLICATIOO NO. 363 Of 1995 - - .... --.-~~-

~ 
Union of India throuoh --

• l.Gen2ral Manager, Central Railway, V. T. Bonbay, 

2. Divisional Railway Manager, Central Raik·ay, 
Jhansi. 

• •••. arc licatlt s. 
' . 

(throu~h counsel Sri G.F.Aoarwal) .. 

'12rsus 

1. A~hi~a Prasad age~ about 3C y2ars, son Of 

Sri Kapoor Chand, resident of 36, Gudripura, 

Garhia ~~atalc, Jhansi. 

2. Arvinrl Kunar a,.ed about 26 vears son of Sri 
Ganqa Prasad r/o. village Tikra, f.O. 
Mawai, District Allahabad. 

3. Rarna Shanker aaed about 31 years, son of Sri 
Dharampa 1, resident of village Tikra, 
f.O.Mawai, District Allahabad. 

4. The Prescribed Authority under the Payment of 
~ges Act, 1936 at Jha~1(D.L.C.) 

•••• Respondents 
(Thk:ough counsel Sri R. c. Sinha) 

•••••• contd. on oaoe 3 •••• . ~ 
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C~NECI' ED WITH 

ORIGI~L APPLICATIOO NO. 361 of 199S .. -~-~- .. 

1. Union of India throuoh General Manaoer, 
Centra 1 Railway. V .T .BQ'ftbay and 

2 . throuqh Divisional Ra ilway Manager, C.Rail,.ay, 
.Jhanti. 

• •••••••.•.. App lie ants 

(Throuch couns~ l Sri G. F. Aqa!""'al) 

Versus 

1. Ambika Prasad aged about 30 years, son of Sri 
Kapo~ Chand, resident Of 36, Guoripura,Ge~hia 
fha'tak, Jhansi. 

2 . Arvind Kumar aged about 26 years , son of Shri 
Ganoa frasad r7o. village Tikra,F.O. Mawai, Distrtt 
Allahabad. 

3 . R~ma Shanker aoed about .... 
Oh a ra':':": f~ 1, r e sident of 

31 years son of Shri 
village Til<:ra, P.O.MtH··ai, 

District Allahabad • 

A. The Prescr i bed Authority u~der the Pa yment of 
Wag~ s Act, 1 936 at Jhansi (D.L.C.) 

•••• Respondents. 

(Throughcounse 1 Sri R. C. Sinha) 

A N D 

C 0 NN E C T E D W I TH -----------------------

ORIGINALAPPLICATION NO. 5~9 of 19~ • 
~--- -----

Union of India through the ~nera l Manager, 
~.Railway, V.T. Bombay, D.F..M. G. Rly, Jhansi • 

• •.•• Applicants. 

(Through counsel Sri G. F. Aga~al) 

Versus 

1. Ambika Prasad, •ged about 30 years son of 
Shri lapoor Chand, resident of 36, Gudripura, 

A 
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2. Arvind Kunar aqed about 26 years son of Shri 
Ganga Prasad, r/o. village Takra, P.O. Mawai, 
District Allahabad. 

3. Rr.rr.a Shanker, aQ~d about 31 years, son of Shri 
Dharampal, resid~nt of village !akra, 
P.O. Mawai, District Allahabad. 

t1. The Pr~ scribed Authority under the l'a~ant of 
wa oe s Act, 1936 at .Jhans i . 

• • • . . . Respondents. 

lThrotJ9h counse 1 Sri R. C. Sinha) 

0 R 0 E R (or a 1 ) 
~---~-----

{By Hon 'ble Dr. R. K. Saxena, Memt-e r-J) 

These are five cases ~hich have been 

institu~ed by the Union of ln::li~ anci otr,ers 

e ra llenaino the awards civen on c!iff~rent dates - -
by the Pre scrihed Authority under the- PaymPnt of 

r;·ages Act, 1936. The brief facts of the casPs are 

o iven be lao,...! . 

O.A.No. 15A6~(Union of India Vc.Ambika~asan & ors) 

This O.A. is filed challenoinq the award . . 

dated 15.7.1994 rassed by the respondent No.4 in 

P.W.Case No. 37 Of 1992 (Ambika Prasad & others Vs. 

D .R .M. {Centra 1 Railway}, Jhansi ~warding \•:ages of (. 
~e.~ t-tl;_. 

fu . 16,20C'/- and co.npensation of ~.32.4CC/-. Bes~des 
" this amount, the present applicant was d:irected 

t o ,:av an amo~nt of ~.150/- as cost. It appee~rs that 

the salary of thf' aPJ Respondent Nos. 1 to 3 was 

deducted for the period 1.~.1991 to 31.1.1992 
. 

and 1therefore, the resoondent Nos. 1 to 3 had 

~poused eases before the Prescribed Aut~ority 

•••••••• 5 
• • • • 
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~~~~h ~7e PreseribQd Awth 0 rll'l, respondent No.4 

f ound favour with the r e ~oondPnt Nos. 1 to 3 and 

t h!l!refore, t h 2 sa i::i a~·ard was given. Fee linq 

a~ari eved , bv the said a""·ar~_:, tl-:i~ 0 .A. was pre~erred 

\':ith the rrayer that the same be quash~d. It was 

l)<;~ed b~ for~ the bench on 20.10.1994 wh en the 

sta y v-as a ls o granted . 
II 

T~is C.A. is filed challenoing the a~ard 
a 

f . ": .case Nos. 9C , 91 and 92 , Arvind Kumar, Rama 

Shank~r and Ambika Frasa d Vs. D.R.M. Central Railway 

Jhansi anc anothPr, awar~ing "'·aqes to the- tune of 

?s . 4236/-, P:s . 4236 and 4236/- and conpensation to 

t r e tune of R.;. 8473 .sr , ~. 8473 .RC' and P.s .a~ 73 .BC' , 

Be s i~es this amount, the present. appll c-ant wa s 

direq:ted to pay an amount of F.s .l5C/- as c ost to eac 

~\'t:&.c la imant s. lt a~~ear~ that thP. salary of the 

applicants /respcnc~nt Nos. 1 to 3 wa s de duct ed for 

the p~riod 6.2.1986 to 2C.8.1986 and thPrefore, 

the respondent Nos. 1 to 3 had-es~oused cases before 
~ 

the Prescribed Authority which ~ Prescribed 

Authority, respondent No.4 found favour with the 

respond@nt Nos. 1 to 3 and therefore, the said 

awa rd \>Jas qiven. Fee linq aggrieved by the said 

award. this "'app iicat ion .,as · pt-eferred cith the 

• ••••• 6 ••.• 
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rrayer that th~ same be quashed. It was listed before 
~~-~~L 

the b~nch on 3lvS:.Cfa and the stay order was 

nranted • 

0 .A .36; / 95 (UOI & ors. Vs. /lmbi'<a Pra !an & • ptber&) 

This 0 .A • is file :J challenging tre award 
t, 

dateod 3C .ll.lQ~ passed by the respondent No.4 . 

:in r.W.Case No. 74 of 1980 (Arnbika Prasad & ors. 

Vs. D.R.M.Central R;!ilway, Jhansi). awarding 

wages to the r~spondent Nos. l to 3 each to the 

tune of~. 17B5f'/- and c~pensation to the tune 

o! ~ . 35,700.0C. Besides this amount. the present 

applicant was directed to pay an amount of Rs.2a'/­

as costf to each v•orker and also against the order 

date d 26.12.199(' condonino the d~lay in filing the 

app lication by the respondent No.1 to 3. It appears 

that the salary Of th~ respondent Nos. 1 to 3 

was deducted for the ~onths frQ'n January ,1988 

to Feb.l989 amounting ~.1785C/- and theretore, 

thl? r?spondent Nos. 1 to 3 had.i5"Poused cases before 
&.. 

the Prescribed Authority which the Prescribed 

Authority, respondent No.4 found favour with the 

respondent Nos. 1 to 3 and therefore, the said a~·:ard 

~as given. Feelino aggri~ved by the said award, 

this application was preferred with the prayer that 

the same be quashed. It ,ras listed before the 

bench on 2Q.5,1995 and the stay orrler was grante~ • 

This O.A. is filed cha, lenq ing the award 

••••• contd. 7 ••• 

·- ___ ...,. __ _ 
..... 

• ... ' • • .. J .. 
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dated 30,11.1994 passed by the respon~ent No. 4 in 

P."''.Case No.a/88 1/S Ambilta Prasad ~nd others. Vs • 
• • j.... ~ 

O.R.M.C. Rai~ay, Jhansi ~herein-. awarded 

Rs.12,6C0/- each as waoes and comp~nsation 2 tiJnes 

Rs .25 ,20C:/~ and !s .150/- costs to each respondent 

Nos. 1 to 3. It appears that the salary Of t tr 

re-spondent Nos. 1 to 3 W8!; not paid fran themonths 

of March, 1986 to December 1987 amounting to Rs.23,!CO. 

and thereforp, the respondent Nos. 1 to 3 had 

~roused their cases before the Prescribed Authority 
~ 

which t\o:ie Prescriberl Authority ,respondent No~4, 

found favour with the respondent Nos. 1 to 3 and 

thPrefore, the said 8\'Jard was given. Fee ling 

aggrieved of the said award, this applicati~n 

was preferred with the prayer that the same be 

quash'!d. It \•Jas listed b~fore thP bench on 

29.5,1995 and the stay order was c;;ranted. 

0 .A .No I :>39/95 (UOI Vs. A.'1lbika Prasad & others) 

This O.A. is fil~d challen~ing the awerd 

dated 25.3.1995 passed by th2 respondent No.4 

in P .w .case No. 2r Of 1990 (S/Shri Ambika Prasad 

& oth!!!rs Vs I 0 .R JA. C .Ra llway, ) awarding Rs .12 ,15C~ 

as v:ages , Rs.24,3C'C'/- as two times conpensation 

and Rs.150/- as costs of each of tt-e respondent 

Nos. 1 to 3. It appears that the wa~es of 

respondent Nos. 1 to 3 have not been paid 

since 1.6.1989 to 20.2.~ and therefore the 

said responctents-t.spoused cases before the · 

L. 
Prescribed Authority which ~ Prescrioed 

t .... e •••• 

• • • • 
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Authority , respawlent No.4 fOdld favour wi'th the 

respondent 

.,as given. 

Nos. 1 'to 3.and therefOle, 'the said award 

' feelinq aggrieved Of the said a..ard • 

this application wes ~referred with the prayer t.bat 

tl"le saae be quashed. It was listed Mfore tbe 

Bench on ce .6 .1"995 an1 th@ stay order ~as passed • 

• 
2. The provisiO!'I of appeal aoainst the 

a\··ard is giV@n !'faction 17 Of the Fa~ent Of Wages 

Act. Adtuittedly the applicant in all the cases did 

nat prefer any ap-pea 1 and therefore, the objection 

was raised on behalf of thg respondents abo\lt tle 

juris~iction Of the Tribuna 1. In the case Of K. P. 

Gupta Vs. Contr'lll.@r Of P~inting and Stationary, 

AIR 1996, S.C. page 4Cf3, it .. as held that t.,e rOwers 

under Section 17 of the PaY'"~nt Of Waoe s Act rre 
~-

not taken a""·ay •1 Secti 1n 2R Of the Acbinistrative 

TTibunals Act, 1985. The resuh th9refore, is that 

t~e ap-.: l icant ouoht to have availed the rgmedv Of 
• 

appea 1 under Section 17 Of t~ sairl Act ~for 

ap~roaching the Tribuna 1. Since the apr licant has not 

exhausted all the remedi'!s and la'"' has also been 

so declared by the Hen 'ble Supreme COtJrt. thtS£.. 

il.As. ·donot re"'ain naintai!\able before this Tribunal. 

If the aprlicant is so adviserl. it may still appr~ch 

the A~p~llate Authority under the Act. All the O.A.Nos. 

1546/94, r: ~ "; Of 1993 t 363 Of 1995, 364 O! 1995 • and 

!>39 of 1995 are dismissed. No order as to costs. 

The interim ordersf-t'ich"'!!~ passed in the O.As. 

s't.and vacate :J • 

• •••••• 9 •••• 
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3. The copy Of this judgement be placed 

in each and every file connected with it . 
. ~ . 
•• .. 

' . ·, ~- : ., . .,.__ 
. -

M~mber-.A ·~I~ 
Memb

1
P.r-J 

. . ( paod~~· ) 
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