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CENTRAL ADt.,lNisTRAT IVE TRlBl.NAL 
ALlAHABAO 82NO-t 

ALl.AHABAD 

Datee :A. llnhabad this the 12th day of Oec.19% • 

Con.:n : Hon ' b 1•1 Dr. R. K. Baxena, JM 
Hon 'ble ~~r. D. S. Bawe ja, All. 

ORl S:NAL AFFl!CATlOO NO . 1546 of 1 996 
---~------

Uiion of lr. oia throuah Gene ral f.anaq e r, 
C .Rly, V .T .Bc:rnbay, D.R.M. C. Rly, Jhansi •••• applicant. 

(C otJr.s~ 1 for the applicant Sri G. "f. ~a r1.·,a 1) 

v~rsus 

l. Sr r j A~bika Prasad S/0. Sri i<3poor Chandra 
R/o . 26 , Gare s Fna tak , Jhansi. 

2 • Sr i A :-vi n d K t.rn a r s on of Sr i G =: n,, a Pr ;i sad 

r/ol Vi llaoe Talcra F.O.Wia\•.'ai, Di stt.Allaha ba d . 

3 • Sri Rema Sh a nker son of Sr i !J'ia ram Fa 1 
r/o. village Takra P.O.tliav•a i, Distt.Allahab2 ~ . 

~ . Fr~scribe d 
waqe s Act, 

Authority unrle r the Fa'f.ne nt of 
1936 at Jhansi. 

••••••• Re sc on dent s 

(THRO:JGH COtJJSSL SRI R. C. SINHA) 

Origina l App lication No. 8~~-~!-!2..~· 

Union of lndi a throuoh Sr. D.E.(N~ 
Central Rail~·ay, Jhansi. • •... Applicant. 

(Through couns~l Sri G. P. Aqano:al) 

' • 

Versus 

l-'ra sad, 1. Arv ind K1.JTiar 

r /o. vi l laoe 

son of Shri Ga ya 

Tikra l'.O.l.\abai, 

- ~. 
District Allahabz- d. 
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2. Rama Shanker son of rtlaram Pa 1 r/o. Tikra, 
r.o. Mabai, Distt. Allahabad. 

3. Sri Ambika Prasad s/o. Kapoor Oland 
R/o. 32, Jamsher Pura, Jhansi. 

~. Fr~scribed Authority under the Pay.nent of 
Wa9e ~ Act• 1936 at Jhansi (Daputy labour 

Commi ssioner). 

• ••.• R@soondents. 

(Throuoh counsel Sri R. C. Sinha) 

CCNNECTE!> WITH 

ORIGINAL APPlICATirn NO. 363 Of 1995 
-----------
~ 

Union of India throuoh -
J 

I 

.. l.Gen~ral ~\anager, Central Railv.1ay, V. T. Bonbay, 
2. Divisional Railway Manager, Central Raik:ay, 

Jhansi. 

• ••• • a t'r lj cants. 

(th r ough c ounsel Sri G.F.Aqarwal) 

Versus 

1. A~bi~a Prasad aged about 3C years, son Of 
Sri Kapoor Oland, resident of 36 , Gudrip ura, 

Gar~ia ~tiatak, Jiansi. 

2. Arvin~ Kunar a ,..ed about 26 \'ears son of S!'i 
Ganga frase> d r/o. village Tikra, F.O. 
P.\3.,,.•a i , Di strict Al lsha bad • 

3. Rama Shanker aaed about 31 years, son of Sri 
Dharampal, resident Of villane Tikra, 
f.O.Mawai, District Allahabad. 

4. The Prescribed Authority under the Payment of 
Wages Act, 1936 at JhanSi (D .L.C.) 

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

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

ORlGINt\L APFLICATIOO NO. 3,1 Of 1995 
19 - - - ~ - -

l. Union of India throuoh Genera 1 Manaoer, 
Central Railway, V .T ~Banbay and 

2. through Divisional Railv.1ay Manager, C.Railv•ay, 
Jhanti. 

• •..••••.•.. Applicants 

(Throuqh counsel Sri G. P. Agar.r.•al) 

Versus 

l. lvnbika Prasad aoed about 30 years, son of Sri 
Kapoor Chand, resident Of 36• Guoripura,Gek:hia 
Phat.ak, .Jhansi. 

2. Arvind Kl!l)er aged about 26 years, son of Shri 
Ganga Prasad r7o. village Tikra,F.O. Mav:ai, Distri:± 
A ll~habad. 

3. R~ma Shanker aged about 31 years sen of Shri 
Ohara~· Fal, resident of village Til<:rA, F.0.Ne, .. ai, 
District Allahabad. 

4. The Pre scribed Authority under the Payrri~nt of 
\"laq~s Act, 1936 at Jhansi(D.L.C.) 

•••• Respondents. 

(7hroughcounse l Sri R. C. Sinha) 

A N D 

C 0 NN E C T E D y: l TH 
--------~-----------

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 539 of 1995. --- -------

Union of India through the ~nera l Manager. 
C .Railway, V. T. Bomi."'y, O.F . • fA. 6. Rly, Jhansi • 

• • . • • Applicants. 

(Through eounse 1 Sri G. r. Aga?"flla l) 

Versus 

1. lvnbi~a Prasad. aged about 30 years son of 
Shri Kapoor Chand, resident Of 36, Gudripura, 

--~ 

Gekthia, Phatak~ .Jiansi. 
,, • . . . ~nn+ ~ A ..... 
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2. Arv ind l<tJnar aqed about 26 years son of Shri 
Ganga Prasad, r/o. village Takra. P.O. Mawai, 
District Allahabad. 

3e Rama Shanker. aqed about 31 years, son 
Oharampal, rP.sident of villa~e Takra, 
P. 0. ~~ay,•a i , Di strict Allah a bad • 

Of Shri 

a~ The Pre scribed Authority under the Payment of 
\Va<Jes Act, 1936 at Jhansi • 

• • • . . . Respondents. 

lThrotJ?h counse l Sri R. C. Sinha) 

0 R D E R (or a 1 ) -----------
(By Hon 'ble Dr. R. K. Saxena, tl1ember-J) 

These are five cases which have been 

instituted by the Union of India and others 

cha l) enaino tt:e av:ards oiven on different dates - -
by the Pre scribed Authorit y urider the Paym f'nt of 

5ages Act, 1936. The brief facts of the cases are 

a iven be lCN • 

J' 

O.A.No, 15~6~(Lhion of India v~.Ambika_frasa d 8. ors) 

Th~ s 0 .A. i s filed cha lleng inq the award 

dated 15 .7.1994 passed by the respondent No.4 in 

P.tl.Case No. 37 of l992(Ambika Prasad & others Vs. 

D .R .t.~. (Cent ra 1 Rai lv.•ay), Jhan s i ~"'·arding \•.·ages of (. 
t~~(T;_. 

Rs . 16,20C'/- and cc:mpensation of ~.32,AC-C/-. Besides 
t\ 

this ~mount. the present applicant was directed 

to pav an am ount of P.s.150/- as cost. It appe"rs that 

the salary of thp •~Respondent Nos. l to 3 v..ias 

deducted for the period 1.~.1991 to 31.1.1992 

and 1therefore. the resoondent Nos. l to~ had 

~poused cases before the Prescribed Authority 

•••••••• 5 
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"~i ch tl':e Pxe !crib&d AYtt:inr=ll,.. respondent No.4 

found favour with the re~pondPnt Nos. 1 to 3 and 

thierefore, the said a~:ard \A:as given. Feelinq 

agorieveo, bv the sEid awar~t~is O.A. was ore~erred 

v·it h the prayer that the same be quash@d. It ~·as 

li c;te~ b{? for~ the b~nch on 2C.1C'.199'1 when the 

stay was also granted. 

This O.A. is filed chnllenqing the a~ard 

dated 23.3.1093 pass~d by the respondent No.4 'in 

J. • ~·.· .case Nos • 9C, 91 and 92 , Arv ind Kumar, Rama 

Shanker and .Ambika Frasad Vs. D.R.M. Central Railway 

Jhansi and another, a,,,.:ar~ing "'aqes to th& tune of 

~ , 4236 /-. Rs . 4236 and ~236 /- and c onpense1t ion to 

tre tune of Rs . 8473.ar, ~. 8473.BC and ~ .8473.80 , 

·-
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pray@r that t h9 sam9 be quashed. It was listed before 

the b~nch on lf:,f:~~ ~nd the stav order v1as 
• 

nranted • -

O .A .363/95 (UOI &. ors. Vs. Ambilsa Pra :ad e. · . ot.he~.) 

This 0.A. is fil~~ challenqing th! award 
t, 

rlat~d 3C.ll,1Q(\4 passed by the respondent No,4 

in r.\ti .Case No. 74 of 19R9 (Ambika Prasad & ors. 

Vs. O.R.M.Central Railv.ray, Jhansi), awarding 

¥.•ages to the respondent Nos. l to 3 each to the 

tune of lh. 17B5C/- and c().npl!nsation to the tune 

of~. 35,700 .CC. Besides this .amount, the pres~nt 

applicant was directe d to pay an amount of P.r..2CC'/­

a s cost• to each ,..orker and also a~a inst the order 

da ted 26.12.199(' caidonino the d~lay in filing the 

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

that th e salary of th~ respondent Nos. 1 to 3 

"·as deducted for the months frQn January,1988 

to Feb.1989 amounting Rs.1785C/- and theretore, 

the r~spondent Nos. 1 to 3 had.I.spoused cases before 
'-

the Prescribe~ Authoritv which the Prescribed • 

Authority, resp ondent No .4 found favour with the 

respondent Nos. 1 to 3 and therefore, the said a t-~ard 

"as given. Fee linq aggrieved by the said award• 

this app lication \'}as preferred with the prayer that 

1: he same be quashed. It ,,.as listed before the 

bench on 2Q.5,19<?.) and the stay orrier \t'.ias granted. 

Th is O.A. is filed cha , l@no ing thp award 

J(_ ..... contd. 7 ••• 
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dated 30.11.1994 passed by the respondent No. 4 in 

P .~·.case No.a/es l/S Ambilca Prasad and others. Vs • 
. · '- {. D.R.M.c. Railwsy, Jhansi ~er~in as-awarded 

Rs .12 ,6CC"/- ~ach as wages and cQnp~nsation 2 times 

Rs.25,2rr·/- and ls.150/- costs to each respondent 

Nos. 1 to 3. It appears that the salary of tte 

respondent Nos. l to 3 was not paid fran '.the111orrths 

of March, 1986 to D~cember 1987 amo~tin~ to Rs.23,!CO. 

and therefor~, the respondP.nt Nos. 1 to 3 had 

asroused their cases before the l'rescribed Authority 

which t~e Prescribed "uthority,respondent No.4, 

found tavour with the respondent Nos. l to 3 and 

therefore, the said a\•.iard was given. Fee ling 

aggrieved of the said award, this application 

v.•as preferred with the prayer that the same be 

quash~d. It '"'as listed before thP. bench on 

2 g .5 .1995 and the stay order was granted. 

O.A.No. 539/Q5(U01 vs. Ambika Prasad & others} 

This O.A. is filed challenqing the awerd 

dated 25.3.1995 passed by tha respondent No.4 

in P.W.Case No. 2r of 1990 (S/Shri Ambika Prasad 

8. oth~rs Vs. 0 .R .M. C .Ra! l"•ay, ) awarding IG .12 .15C,t 

as "·aaes • Rs.24,30C'/- as t\'.10 times canpensation 

and P.s.150/- as costs of each Of tt-e respondent 

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

respondent Nos. l to 3 have not been pa id 

since 1.6 .1989 to 20.2 .IC and therefore the 

said responctents~pous&d cases before the 

L. 
Prescribed Authority which t.)14 Prescri.oed 

t .... e •••. 
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Authority • re spontlent No .4 fOll'ld favour with tm 

respondent Nos. l to 3, and th~refore, th~ said award 

' was given. Fee linq aggrieved Of the said •~ard • 

this applieati~n "es t>i'eferr&d with the prayer that 

the same be quashed. It was listed before the 

Bench on 09.6.1995 and the stay order was passed. 

2 • The provision of appeal against the 

av·ard is given irfction 17 of the Payment of Wages 

Act •. A.drnitted ly the app lie ant in a 11 the cases did 

not prefer any appeal and therefore, the objection 

wa$ raised on behalf of the respondents about t~ 

juris:iiction of the Tribunal. In the case Of K. P. 

Gupta Vs. Controller of Printing and Stationary, 

A IR 1996, S .c. page 408, it was held that thl! p0v1ers 

under Section 17 of the Payment of Waqe s Act ~re 
1 

... ~ ../ 

not taken awey ly Secti•n 2A Of the Administrative 

Tribunals Act, 1985. The result th9refore • is that 

the applicant ouQht to have availed the rsmedy Of 

appea 1 under Section 17 of the said Act before 

ap r roaching the Tribuna 1. Since the applicant has not 

exhausted all the remedies and la~· hss also been 

so declared by the Hon 'ble Supreme Gourt, thtse.. 

~.A> · donot remain maintainable before this Tribunal. 

If the apnlicant is so advised, it may still appr•ach 

thE' AppP-llate Authority under the Act. All the O.A.Nos. 

1546/94,889 Of 199~, 363 Of 1995, 364 Of 1995, and 

539 of 1995 are dismissed. No order as to costs. 

The interim or de rsf.~ich ~ r~. passed in the 0 • .1.s. 

stand vacated. 
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3. 

The copy Of this judgement be Placed 

• 
in each and ev~ry file connected with it, 

Sc1l-
--- ... u ..... ....,. 

Member-A 

~-
• . . .. . -~ ' . ......_ 

Mem%//.:s - - -- -

(pand~~·) 
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