
sf{clrg ({6t{
qd Hsrqq fflTrq
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dg fuqd sde 3iil.fo tfr-6 iil{ anafr 6Ffql' d q+oa iil{ d
sq'q t t

qm+q sqflq =qrqfdq. Ti ftd d enr slnlc; No. 18154/1999 with

SLP(C) No. 16781-1678312000, SLP(C) No. 16784-16820/2000 The State of
Bihar and ors v/s Laghu Sichai Karmchari Sangh ii qq Frsfu fiqi6 so lo
zooo G SLp(c) No. 16181-16783t2000 with SLP(c) No. 16784- 1 6820/2000

t qrq ffq ol.o4.2oo2 nplr qmftq sa ;$qfdq. orrsqoG rrfr drur wP(s)
No. 1035/2002 eg ftd iFffi 1]q. -ic,3T Ti sral q=flTl gr.Errs {lcl Tq

erq q qrRd snfu 3rTtaT frqio os.os.zooz opl eiftq qrq Fr,fq fu{r6
18.02.2003 |

q6IYl{I,

fr?prt{sn €r{-dd frqq d rrqq q 66rT t fu qr;r+q saflq =qrqwq, r{
fqEdl d Erfl SLP(C) No. 18154/1999 rvith SLP(C) No. 16781 - 16783/2000. SLP(C) No.

16784-1687012000 The State of Bihar and ors v/s Laghu Sichai Kalrrchari Sangh ii <ru
Ft"fq ft-flrn 30 102000 Cq SLP(C) No. 16781- 16783/2000 $ith SLP(c) n-o. 16784-

16820/2000 n furr6 ol.o4 2oo2 t oqsr: f{q qq fuiq qfio f}-qr {qf:
SLP(C) No. 18154/1999

O"der dated 30.10.2000

"...The clirectiort given bv the le umed Single ,Iutlge that pertclingi

regularisation qf these daily-ruge rorkers. thel shotrld get the

minimtrnt of the pq, scale. is set o.sicle..

SLP(C) No. 16781-16783i2000. SLP(C) No. 16784-16820/2000

Order dated 30.10.2000

"Petitioner to comply tttith oJfce Report dated 20.08.2000. There

will be interiru siay ofoperalion of the intpugned orders of the High
Courl, mtil further orders. "

order dated 08.04.2002

"Heard the Learned counselJbr the parties.
App I icati on s for s t rbs ti t u rion s ct r e a I I ow ed.

In our view, lhe order dated J7'h Octoher, 2000 pctssed hy lhis Court in
SLP(C) No.- 18151/99 is a general order and is applicable to all sirnilarly
situated daily wage workers. In this view ofthe matter the order passed by
the High Court would not survive and lhese petitions stdnd disposed of

- accordingly. "
qrft-6 qq fufu d orjqrilq q qcl ${fltn fu+TFT. grens d qrttn '1317 f{41-o

isoe.2oo1 d ErT tR-f, iflq qm 6ffi d q.rou |6aqlc {rqlF tnrd gf xt
ffiqc rq qPreilr 1ilFr dRr liqfftd tF-m rGqfr equr< ffi qri or Ii'qrfl-q Felq
vqBn fuqr lwt
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3.

Bqi)ffi ffi qai6 i317 ftqio ts.os.zoor d Fpfu ot z_+n Eg Rrqt{ ,rffi .

.r)-.ssr rq cflq d ilrT Wlls; No. 1035/2002 d qrcqq r) ;rlfq ETrrqos tsa qrtficrq
d qqer fl .d, ffi t+fus, qd riqrqq funr, sr{sw drr FFfu orripT qaw fifi
l{{rfr r3.0e.2001 6t t+wd ori or stjtq I}-fi -rll 1 grl as t qm;ftq s@ qEncrzr

fm ft {ro os.o3.2oo2 +) Fq Interim order gtftfl fuqr lqr:-
"...ln the mean time with the consent ofboth the parties the operation of
the impugned order as contained in annexure-0I shall remain stayed.

Leatned counsel for the petitioners undertakes that this sttty will follou,
the final decision of this case. "

B-q,ciqfrq t ftr gr(tfi erricr q Annexure-Ol f Tr{frq 3i]aeT qrm 1317 ffi 1s.90.

2oo1 t I

qrRd s.rRq qrq fuq fi+to osos.zooz A c[jcfa-T n ftE-ft'-nr, s+rrq-s, iTff i
wrq{ ft-qr fu we1s; No. to35l20o2 ag ftffi offi sq. .r\-,ssr c+m grr€rus rr{6n
- d zFrtrrd qrfui oi Frqfrft-.F-ilT of zFli:qr$ Wi di oo T'd t .J.rdTT fa-qr qr w
;{Taq nil{ fr ie siqr r qR qqrqqf d 3ndi-6 i qa qsrcm Ii.qpr, grErs's dnr
falTrft-q qri6 1823 feqr6 i1.o4.2002 Fr.f< q;r q6 qfl€Tr *@-d of ,r{ fu sm
ilffi qq fr"qFflq q"m 1317 ffi-q i3.0e.2001 ert +S eiqr r

{f( \co WP(S) No. 1035/2002 q errre l]{qr{ ftrro ra rzzoos d am ftq 3Ifuq ;qrq
Fpfq crR-d fu-qr .rqr t'

"Mr. Kalyan Rai Learned counsel for the petitioners states that in view
of the lefter dated 11.04.2002 issued by the Secretary, Water Resottrces
Department, Govt. of Jharkhand this writ petition has became in-
fructttous.
Accordinglv thi.s :i'rit petition i.s disntissetl o.s in-frtlctLtou.\. "

s. qret$ sq t s('tq d{rT t fu sq-irm q-{r Fq d old que t grrqos {f-q ag
M sdqrt *nr arqr qqm w ri e-gw t+rfl tF{6 nil{ qm znffii @} rrqBf, rtr -

+f,{qtq 6r q{dq nflrqrq oT qrq c{ ffio os.oo.zooz 61 qrr+q ffi qa t+qltrq
ftqp1 6 frq r{qq qrof d srgri qr tqwa vq strf,r ftqp1 6 iftm ad-q.rm mffidi
+1 ffi eg ffi d tft6 ndc qm 6ffii d fr rrqtsd {n{ d +f,rlrq 6T {i.rtl
ndq g65{d 1tr 61 ftdq {rr prd d tl"l ftqr .rqr fu gil q{ fa;tfi r+tr 6r lji vq
qrffio nin Ek ts r-S d.n t qe entci qf, trfirtr{ fr+rr{, srEs's d arqr6 tqzs
ffio t+.oo zooz arr €r1fu6 a1 41 ,

gc: sfr ftsv qti rsq d nq i tnr.no q*o 1s23 ffio loazooz 1'q qrrfi-q s@
qr.IlFftt. gr{q.s d gr{r Wp(S) No. 5387/2002 t qqtq eql{ \rq irrq q=iFr gr{Errs
wGrr Vq 3rq q crft-d qqrtpT fu6 p.12z002 d 3rrdYm t ag M d tfro nf,{
,rnft o+flRdi 6) ffift-rwr +t ffifu ro qror nr+n vq sr{q{ cr5rr.o uor ti or
ffq Sir erd d qpr 

"iqft-a 
of .rS t fu {+ qrffio nf,{ Efu {€l e iil+.ff | q6 3ri{r

AqFflq q"l6 z+og fq;n-.F 10.0e.2007 arsr Frrfo o1 rr$ 
r

o. sq-$m 3rreer d 3rrdim t aqw tfto nf,{ +.ft 6ffi o) ffio to.og.zooz d qqfq
t qrRsTfuo g.ron ft6rr

I tt)tiltl cAsLt,ti?AN A nanol t:\t4tt.ctux t.acHtlstN('HAt D!41r,f tLtlct.slvrN ?,4y 1)! lsthr



7. ffiqq{ 2008-0e +i tft6 nf,{,.rift 6ffi oi frlnfls \itq 24os ffi+, toog.zooz

rm fqc qr € q+or nflrqrq of grffiax or faqTrftq qrr6 174 H-o 2t ot 2o0s gRr

ss prd d trrq an+eq Frfd o1 .rff fu gc offi d Riro roogzooz d $ fr ur rfr
tBo'Es$ o1 <s t t ron fr-qr qrv{rr

Bci--ffi 3iltaT qdrq i74 ftqio. 21.01.200s d f+O wp(S) No. 7o0tzo0g +q farfrq {rq
.FTFI Efr{Erus go er.+ d Ertr A .rfr | gq+ qrE t qj}fl o) cora roi gq m 04.08.

zor o) qrq fufq ffin w t qrR-o fu-qr rrrt:
"...6. As a cumulatiye ellect of the aforesoid facts, reosons and judicial

pronouncements, the respondents are hereby, directed to make the pctyment of the
wages equal to the salary at the lowest grade of the employees of this cadre in the
Water Resources Department, State of Jharkhand, within a period of fiyelye weeks

from the date ofreceipt ofq copy o:f an order of this Court.
7. This writ petition is allowed and disposed of. "

9. ftirrrr Elrr H6 o4.o8.2o11 o) qrRd qrq FFlq qt f+A q'rrifiq Effid s@ qrqrcrtr

srrq.s d $qer LpANo. 130/2012d am fr .lr{ Iiffiq os.o7.2oi2 oi qftd q;q ffq
61qr 3lffd qrRo os kqr ]rqr I T{, {so1 g-+ft ql{Aq rrql..r qlqldq d sqer Slp
(C) No. 9080/201: d Arn A .rfr, fu-s't qft-6 qpq trq ft-{i6 08 05 2013 d Am crffd
qR-o d.rqrt

10. {fl roR WP(S) No. 70012009 t qftd qrq Frvfu f{qffr o+ oa.zor I ,.finality

attained" zE{ ft-fl I

sm Rprft q qq Fplq ftqio oaoezorr t qFio observations d enoio i ft,il.tlq
qat6 24os ffi6 10 o9.2oo7 dnl Frrld enisr 6r qrqr srtlkd qrqr r{tt I

rr. gffiq B fu RiT6 o4.ol.zoj1 d crR-d qp ffpfq or TC.q &-rsrR qmflq qqrmq d
qqeT srfi{ror d'am rd n-i Fq 3Eirr oi lt EE n vqos of rrfr t:-

"...3. Counsel ./br the petitianer Jilrther sltbn?itted that in the present writ
pelitiotl, it is prqed that till the regulari.cltion ofthe petitioner in the services
o.f the respondent-Stdte. the petitioner ought to be paid ttfuimum pay scale,
rithout pal,ing any other allc.nances, as directed in paragraph-55 of a
decision rendered by the Hon'ble Suprene Court in the C'qse of Secretary,

State of Karnataka and Others Vs. Umadevi (3) and others as reported itt
(2006) l SCC l. The petitioner is not claiming regularization in this writ
petition, for which, qnother contempt application is already pending before
this Court... "

12. qj'fu6r-l it v"tk qr+frq qrd@ qrqmq r$ ffi Am crR( 3ntcr fur6 30 i0.2000

d 3r-gqld{ q rl.n ffi-fi nfl{ ,trft 6ffi o) slff-6 ramrfro SqR vs qrw+nqr fuqrq,
k6R, qc-T d rrf,fr no ss+o ffio ra.oo.tsga d qr+rlr d er5rrx serr q{q q{ zoos,

Bfi-q qs'r sd zoos dan Tffq G srfrq qwr qrd 2o1i q i{gfu *r gqq-6 ranqfl q;

d-qf, qqf qq qflanfra oqi gq mfrrwT d qrr d qrqd or fqqrEc fu-q.rl.r dr
{s mfl d wclEqw eff tB'6 nf,{,:i}.ft off qqi €E-d rffiq r<} d ary-v ior
qrw fugt

13. sqt-fi qTdq if,{ d 3rfl} 6i tfto nfl{lrffi'zrffi drgr erH qrM qrfiq Ba
qrqmq d r{qer {s onsrq d grsr Errn znl .Tg fu {€ tfto nf,{ lf.ft off d w t
oTtr{d crqf} or i-a+qrq f{qr qrq | {r srd ;i o{ qrq FFfq ql4-q!T d ce{ q crRd

lt. ( ot/l1l cASl, sA hN .4tlhd rtutb"-llec.t Lc etf I,lcH I I flNr- AI _ DAt Ly WAGI:S MtN pay 
I 2 ) |1 .ld



€3Ir I rrfi€Tr i qc cur .r+ fu wr1s; No.70012009 ii qrft-d qrq FFiq f{qrcr 04.08.2011
qlJl+q 1]-d-@ qrqrdq Fl{r affirmed .qrq Fr,fu t, in) erqi rqw i ..Finality attained,,

fu-+r B t ergqro.r o1 EE t qm;ftq qrqrdq amr crl?-d qs fffi Ho o+.oe.zot ii
fiqio 10.09.2007 o) q<m id+Trq +1 GtgrrqdT o) cutoffDate d vq i qrqr rzn I

Ss sintt fiqio toogzooz d ffiftf,ilT of fdfs fdr w,fr wge+ ?1i'6  -f,{ qnft 6ffii
o) gq 3ra& 6r qrim if,{ ud nilq srq}-.r gm qfu+r&o ioc d cE"aF airr.lo Jlay +
Grade Payl d w t 3rjqrq qr+r rrqr, d 6fu6r-r I t vdfuo paragroph-5| of a
decision rendered by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the Case of Secretary, State of
Karnataka and Others Vs. (Jmadevi (3) and others os reported in (2006) 4 SCC 1 d 3IJEN
*t an+riBo rids rr+rs qr qrGq qffis-q oT 3q+Eq qTkr 6{ ffi fiiv
E -qffi-i1s6 ffio so.os.zors fq oscB..d 3rrde{ 3ntg qro 310 kqio er.oazors eplr
q{i6 311 fiqio sr.os.zors gr.t ftrld 6{ {flfr 6fu d ifi-fi nf,{ qm 3rqB d {srd
<rclT ?Fr SrkIr;I qx fuqr.rqr tt filfi-q q{ zot+-rs @1 3rfrq falq ffio 31.03.2015 o)
3flil-{ ffn dri d roqqw oftq-q cq rrd 6ffii or $ TrdF q{ zots ro i ot ftqr
Tl TTI

14. qFfd fi-qo vRie< \rq qgffq sqfa ;qmrcq 6nr qrftf, =qrq ffq 30.10.2000 \r.r
oa"o4.2oo2 fr eii+-o at {{efl deTr Wp(S) No. t03st200z d qrfud 3idftq qrq Frufu
k{fo os.os.zoo2 osn eTfuq qrq Frufu frq'ro ra.orz.zoo3 s) Efu d vqi qq
rlrqr rrfl ft wp(S) No. 1035/2002 t qrfud =qrq Frufu o5.o3.20o2 d o1c.*o q
f+fa f+rrftq qri6 iB23 ffio rr.o+.zoo2 rrr-r+q sqTa qmroq EKr crftd
q-q ftorfq f{{r6 oe.o+.zooz d sqq q{fl;FrT sw t | {s qRRaTfr q il@ffi-{
erqts +i wP(s) No. 1035/2002 ii qrR-d qrq trq fu@ 05.03.2002 \'q ra.rzzoos d
ft-Ed 3tfrd qtq{ 6{i d rr+rq qq frD qrq fa'iarr d qnzrq rl ft-ae qol*qmr srrc-s
s@ FqTrITarq 6r qf4 qrq fu-qr rrqr t qtmci Bq+o B:-

"This file has been referred for filing LPA agqinst the order dated I8.I2.2003 passed

in W.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 which is at Page 30/C. It is to be noted that an appeal

before the Diyision Bench of the Hon'ble High Court is to be filed within j0 days of
lhe orders dnd in this case more than 6 years has already lapsed. The facts of the

matter is very peculiar. It appears thal Minor lrrigation lmorkers Association Godda

filed llt.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 challenging the arder dated 13.09.01 which was issued in
the light of lhe order passed by Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in S.L.P. No.
18154/99 dated 30.10.2000 in which payment oJ the ninimum wages to the Daily
Wagers were stopped and direction ytas issued lo pay the daily u,ages. lnterim order
on 5.8.2002 was passed in the Hon'ble Jharkhand High Cotot by which operation o-f

the impugned order y)as stqyed. Hon'ble Supreme Court oJ India in SLP No. 18154/99
in its order dated 30.10.2000 pa.ssed order to consider the regularization of the daily
wages employees in light of and in terms of the Circular of the Govt o/ Bihar dated
18.6.93 and the order of the Hon'ble High Court to pay then minimum wages pending
their reguhrization was set aside by the Supreme Col{rt.
This order was furrher clarified in SLP No. 16781-16783/2000 clated 8.4.2002
Supreme Court observed thqt direction given in SLP No. 18154/99 is a general order
and applicable to all similarly situated daily wagers. In compliance of the Interim
order of the Hon'ble High Court, order dt. 11.4.2002 was issued by the Secretary,

li: ( oulll t'Ast.: !A?AN )fuh. a 0t t$1..1 Leterin.,4cHlt slNcHAt D.1tLy trAc L,\ MtN. ?/1y 1) J t8 t.r



Water Resources Department, which is at pqge 6/C which was isstred in compliance of
the interim or'der that the daily wagers would continue to get their linimum vlages.

Bqsed on this order the pelitioner did nol press the y,rit application qnd submitted thqt
writ application became infructuous and accordingly writ application was dismissed
as infrucluous.
Order has bem passed 6 years ago and has not been decided on merit and therefore
LPA cannot be filed on h,ro grounds.

l. Hopelessly time barred.
2. W.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 has not been decided on merit.

In my view the letter dated I 1.4.2002 did not render the writ qppliccttion WP(S) No.
1435/2002 as infructuous bfi rather the sante v,as passed in compliance oj the interim
order of the Hon'ble Jharkhand High Court and therefore, the submission of the
petitioner in W.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 is not correct and based on that without decidin€{

the meriL the writ application has been dismissed as infructnous. The interim order
merged with the./inal order and therefore in my yiey', the order oJ the Supreme Court
would become applicable and is binding on the Govt. of Jharkhand and the minimunt
wqges cannol be paid to the daily wages employees. A decision in this regard nta1, be

taken by indicating the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in SLP No. 18151/99 and
SLP No. 16781-1 6783/2000 without preferring any LPA. "

i5. scitdd frarfr t Wf ftprfr qq gr; frn{rT gq t+frer oG Eq qrqr reT fu qm+q sqi@
qrqr+q d sql{ q fu+Trrr iliT Hn qrr6 1623 f{qio i1.o4.2oo2 o) re fu-qr ql{r
srmq{6 i I

16. sPid qRieq t qtTfiq qd@ = qaq arqr qrR-d 3rirT fu-o so rozooo

o1.o4.2oo2 d eEqTdq t qa rr$trc flqnr fRl trn 3ntqr rrtro rszs f-{i6
6i r< fuur qrf,r t I go1 {s 3{rtrT r) rrq< tl.fr sfl.dff enisr re qmr qtu 

I

Grrtri d 6r$T Td fr rrw 3rftmd trRr 6) d-H o1 or{qrJ d srql
17. {i1 erlyr w {Jefi wE}6R 61 3l1q}-qq rrw 'd 

I

\s
({+{r

{{{ol{ d ffiE iTtrs

ga fo{im
11 .04.2002

srrr fr g{

ll3( 'r'c-'o q:lo
qfrffi:- tcq 3rftqdT/trlfr erefte{ur 3rfu{idr, Eg Rd/trrff 3rftTdT, dg
ftt-q{r, !}fo-e (r'q EE M o+rrt q,r, -ils--€T7srie"€ {rcq eq nt+ o+ot eq]
ir4.a\ EarTe, Ts srscr# ofu fu nfror &L*,1$,

trs 57" JH--##" 
^'

cftftfr tqv++w qd {rqrErq afl.r, srrs's, .ra ,r) q"rT} f ;u=*t#J-Srqi^-or ^ ;_#(,E,.

L n'ot tRl ( ls| liAt'/1N ,1ih. tukr1 I sucn r. u\ t"4(;H t t slN('HA| , DAIl,f ty/1ct\\ ttltN t,4y I 2 I 1\\ &L

rrrors d ms' {{tr'q


