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P E3 ) p AT Segad gaTed, |8 fdeell @ ERT SLP(C) No. 18154/1999 with

SLP(C) No. 16781-16783/2000, SLP(C) No. 16784-16820/2000 The State of
Bihar and ors v/s Laghu Sichai Karmchari Sangh % =ara i f&=& 30.10,
2000 U9 SLP(C) No. 16781-16783/2000 with SLP(C) No. 16784-16820/2000
H =g v 08.04.2002 TUT AEARI STd STATOR, FREUE YT §RT WP(S)
No. 1035/2002 &g Rf=rg HHaR |g, TSl Ud 3+ -9 ARGV g U9
arg # uiRg Ifalw emawr faAle 05032002 o ciftm =ma fofy femie
18.02.2003 |

HelRM,

FegaR S favg & H9g & @& 2 5w Swead ey, T8
feeell @ ERT SLP(C) No. 18154/1999 with SLP(C) No. 16781-16783/2000. SLP(C) No.
16784-16820/2000 The State of Bihar and ors v/s Laghu Sichai Karmchari Sangh ¥ =a1g
fofg fe9® 30102000 TG SLP(C) No. 16781-16783/2000 with SLP(C) No. 16784-
16820/2000 # f&T® 08.04.2002 H woer = =g ot uRa foear mar—

SLP(C) No. 18154/1999

Order dated 30.10.2000

“...The direction given by the learned Single Judge that pending
regularisation of these daily-wage workers, they should get the
minimum of the pay scale, is set aside...”

SLP(C) No. 16781-16783/2000. SLP(C) No. 16784-16820/2000
Order dated 30.10.2000

“Petitioner to comply with office Report dated 20.08.2000. There
will be imterim siay of operation of the impugned orders of the High
Court, until further orders.”

Order dated 08.04.2002

“Heard the Learned counsel for the parties.
Applications for substitutions are allowed.
In our view, the order dated 30" October, 2000 passed by this Court in
SLP(C) No.- 18154/99 is a general order and is applicable to all similarly
situated daily wage waorkers. In this view of the matter the order passed by
the High Court would not survive and these petitions stand disposed of
. accordingly.”
uiRd =g Fvia & sueE A O 99eE YR, sIREve & udie 1317 feAie
13.092001 & ERT Qi@ dd9 AR SHAIRAT B =JAqH dITHH AR Hd gY W
e va it v grr fPeifa 2fe 7ol egame g o @1 favrfig fofa

|y foar T |
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SR o w=id 1317 faid 13.00.2001 & faofa @ gHifa g Ried wHemr w9,
ST TG 3T & gRT WP(S) No. 1035/2002 & AEgH I AT SIREVS Sod ~ITerd
® e < s, forad wiEe, St weweE fawrn, sRave grr fefa e g 1317
el 13.09.2001 &1 FRET &9 &1 Y fhar Tam| 59 are § A S ey
gRT f&id 05.03.2002 DI %7 Interim order UIRe T Tam—
“...In the mean time with the consent of both the parties the operation of
the impugned order as contained in annexure-01 shall remain stayed.
Learned counsel for the petitioners undertakes that this stay will follow
the final decision of this case.”

JooiEAg & b SuRiad ameer § Annexure-01 faWTfig amcer u=ie 1317 faid 13.09.
2001 B |
iR sfdRe = vty faie 05032002 & srgurer= # Ay fawrr, sivgvs, <= A
wEe fear f WP(S) No. 1035/2002 < Riamg SR 99, TSl a9 JRETS BN
— & PRiRd qrerel B FEfEfaERe @ eRag gof 89 9% qd 9 4iaE fear o <@
REATH dO9 & T BN U WRHY B AR B OOl AR [OUrT, SIRETS gRT
foarfa w=ie 1823 f3i® 11.04.2002 Fifd &% I8 yawen WG @ 78 fb Iad
arErTo o i 95w 1317 A% 13.09.2001 &R 81 BFIT|
a1 Fo WP(S) No. 1035/2002 ¥ 3rTell garg f&iF 18.12.2003 & gRT = afqd =ara
ot oika fosar mar 8-
“Mr. Kalyan Rai Learned counsel for the petitioners states that in view
of the letter dated 11.04.2002 issued by the Secretary, Water Resources
Department, Govt. of Jharkhand this writ petition has became in-
fructuous.

Accordingly this writ petition is dismissed as in-fiuctuous. "

. ABAYYl ¥Y ¥ Toolg AT & b SWRIGd Hedl HH & Dlo-—@US H HIREUS I Y
=g FHaRT T gRT §AF 99 ¥ wgw 9l e aa9 Rl sfHEl @1 wata St @
da-EM B GATH daadE B AT W faAE 05.06.2007 BT AEAG HAI S SR
T & §g Jus aral & R W YuNid U @eedl faWeT @ <fFe daq |rf s
99 THYEd o @1 e g owd & ar forar mar 6 gw W B g @1 war ud
aiffes da= gfg <¥ = BN W' ARy o WHRE fMrT, SIRwve & | 1425
a1 14.06.2007 RT HYfaa @1 1T |

U 99 favg vd 96T @ BA H [9rf uaie 1823 faAie 11.04.2002 TE AT ST
R, SREYS & gRT WP(S) No. 5387/2002 H = HHAR Ud 3 49 IRETS
RS Ud 3y H uiRd rareT feAd 12122002 & Sle H og fHER & afFNE a9
ARl SeERal S FaffieRer S Y 96 gaad 39THE Td SHOR AT 9T <1 @l
fofa g0 ord & [y Sgfaa @1 T B 5 = arffe o afe T & SRl a' emew
faarfia w=ies 2409 famis 10.09.2007 g1 fAefar @t Y|

SWRIGT <Y & ATeild d Tagey afe da- wrfl Sl &1 faie 10.00.2007 & g9m@
A uiiRsifies yerar fer |
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10.

11.

T2

13.

faxirg ad 2008—09 # < da= wrfl wffET @1 faurfa o=ie 2400 fe=i@ 10.09.2007
gRT RY O W& =9 9a-m1H &1 gAfdar & Rvrfia vslis 174 R=id 21.01.2009 &7
9 T & W aded frfd &1 T {6 379 St @ R 10.09.2007 & qd <1 S WE
e AN BT T YA fhar STe |

SIRIGT AT GG 174 QA6 21.01.2009 @1 AR WP(S) No. 700/2009 7 fheir I/
M IREUS Ud 3= & gRT &f 7| 39 a1g # IIRABT BT 98Tl I@d 8¢ Q16 04.08.
2011 &1 =gy fofa Fr=ifea v & ol far Tan—
“..6. As a cumulative effect of the aforesaid facts, reasons and judicial
pronouncements, the respondents are hereby, directed to make the payment of the
wages equal to the salary at the lowest grade of the employees of this cadre in the
Water Resources Departiment, State of Jharkhand, within a period of twelve weeks
Jfirom the date of receipt of a copy of an order of this Court.
7. This writ petition is allowed and disposed of."
faumT gr1 i 04.08.2011 @1 wRa =g Aol & gHd! A= @edls Sw =R
FREUS & WHal LPA No. 130/2012 & gRT <1 715 R 05.07.2012 &1 ik =a1g foiy
gRT 37dTel RS B fear 7ar| g4 g9t gHlk A+ Wdied <graTeld & 96T SLP
(C) No. 9080/2013 & gwT <1 7, o wiRa =g Fvfa fR=ie 08.05.2013 & gRT 3die
GRS 8 T |
¥4 UHR WP(S) No. 7002009 # uiRd =@ fAvig e 04.08.2011 “finality
attained” & foraT |
S Rerfq § =g fofg f@Aie 04.08.2011 # afdfa Observations @ 3felid & faumrfi
THE 2409 fEATH 10.09.2007 ERT e smeer &1 Squrer fébar ST raferd oram AT |
Seorig 8 f 316 04.082011 &1 wiRa =g fvfa &1 /= MR AR <A ®
HHET AT & gRT W T F SR @1 47 gfte # I@aR b i 8-

“...3. Counsel for the petitioner further submitted that in the present writ
petition, it is prayed that till the regularization of the petitioner in the services

of the respondent-State, the petitioner ought to be paid minimum pay scale,
without paying any other allowances, as directed in paragraph-35 of a
decision rendered by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the Case of Secretary,
State of Karnataka and Others Vs. Umadevi (3) and others as reported in
(2006) 4 SCC 1. The petitioner is not claiming regularization in this writ
petition, for which, another contempt application is already pending before
this Court...”

HIESHI—1 H Ioolvad AR Faled ATy =8 ool gRT uiRd ameyr feH1d 30.10.2000
& e § Wil e a9 Wl Sl B wifie geete guw ud o T,
fa8R, 4eAT & Hhed %0 5940 f&HAF 18.06.1993 & YIge & JJAR Y @RI 99 2003,
fecia =xor 99 2000 T e va SR @RoT A 2011 H Fgfed o Fafa wme &
wWigd Uel W uewenfid a4 gy Fafifiess & afr & A @1 feres fiar T 2
39 Fgfad & werasy vt afe dam Wil ot eroe Wi waiffo uaY & orqeu aaH
LIS REA

AT & WHET 3 AT B T SRR @ g P 3= e 999 9 &l @ v H
FHRINT AR BT dq=wH e 9| 39 amel § g =g i ardor @ uer § wiRa
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14.

BT | 9l H I8 urm A f WP(S) No. 700/2009 F uiRa =ma fvig fe=ias 04.08.2011
AT Haled e g7 affirmed =g fofy 8 S e waey # “Finality attained”
far 8 | srqurer @ gfe & wFF =Jrae gRT TRG = ol f&Aid 04.08.2011 A
fe=Tes 10.09.2007 BT =IATH ITTHA @I AFIT BT Cut off Date & Y # YT T |

59 UaR feid 10.00.2007 & Fafafdevor & ffSr g6 Wi wgwa e 9o “rft sl
DI T AT B YATH Iq9 BS IAT IMANT gRT URHAT I & e Sfava [Pay +
Grade Pay] & 9 # 3gAMI URT AT, W BfSHI-11 H Ieelad paragraph-55 of a
decision rendered by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the Case of Secretary, State of
Karnataka and Others Vs. Umadevi (3) and others as reported in (2006) 4 SCC' 1 Ea AR
B ToHeEd HWolw UWIE W ISy ACORYE BT STgAed WK BY Wihid e
STUih—1156 &1 30.03.2015 Ud ToHaed 3Mded AT UAH 310 &I 31.03.2015 TAT
UAE 311 f&d 31.03.2015 gNT FFifd & O wffal @& < a1 Al s@fer & Iar
|TaT Bl YA dR e mar g fadf af 201415 @1 sifem fafr RAie 31.03.2015 @
aae ffd 89 & Wera®y Hiauy a9 T HHAl &1 e a¥ 201516 H B fem
T 2|

aftfa favga uRuew vd =i walt=a =ammera T wiia =ma fofa 30.10.2000 vd
08.04.2002 ¥ 3ifda wravqr a=m WP(S) No. 1035/2002 ¥ uriRa siaRy =1 fyefy
fe<ita 05.03.2002 o affan =g Fofa R 18.012.2003 &1 gfe # @ w®
T T f6 WP(S) No. 1035/2002 § urRa =g fofar 05.03.2002 & srguras #
ffa fawrfr w=ie 1823 fasii® 11.04.2002 w1+ wal=a =mmem gRT wilRd
=y fvfa @ 08.04.2002 @& WHEr AT WU & | 39 uRRefG # dobrel
gy # WP(S) No. 10352002 # wiRd = foofy feei® 05.03.2002 UG 18.12.2003 &
fivg o SR & & W R fafer =y fawmr & wreow @ fage wEifdaaar smavs
9ed T BT Add U fhar ar | W e 8-

“This file has been referred for filing LPA against the order dated 18.12.2003 passed
in W.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 which is at Page 30/C. It is to be noted that an appeal
before the Division Bench of the Hon’ble High Court is to be filed within 30 days of
the orders and in this case more than 6 years has already lapsed. The facts of the
matter is very peculiar. It appears that Minor Irrigation Workers Association Godda
filed W.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 challenging the order dated 13.09.01 which was issued in
the light of the order passed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in S.L.P. No.
18154/99 dated 30.10.2000 in which payment of the minimum wages to the Daily
Wagers were stopped and direction was issued to pay the daily wages. Interim order
on 5.8.2002 was passed in the Hon’ble Jharkhand High Court by which operation of
the impugned order was stayed. Hon'ble Supreme Cowrt of India in SLP No. 18154/99
in its order dated 30.10.2000 passed order to consider the regularization of the daily
wages employees in light of and in terms of the Circular of the Govt of Bihar dated
18.6.93 and the order of the Honble High Court to pay them minimum wages pending
their regularization was set aside by the Supreme Court.

This order was further clarified in SLP No. 16781-16783/2000 dared 8.4.2002
Supreme Court observed thar 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,
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Water Resources Department, which is at page 6/C which was issued in compliance of
the interim order that the daily wagers would continue to get their minimum wages.
Based on this order the petitioner did not press the writ application and submitted that
writ application became infructuous and accordingly writ application was dismissed
as infructuous.
Order has been passed 6 years ago and has not been decided on merit and therefore
LPA cannot be filed on two grounds.

1. Hopelessly time barred.

2. W.P.(S) No. 1035/2002 has not been decided on merit.
In my view the letter dated 11.4.2002 did not render the writ application WP(S) No.
103572002 as infructuous but rather the same was passed in compliance of 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 deciding
the merit, the writ application has been dismissed as infructuous. The interim order
merged with the final order and therefore in my view, the order of the Supreme Court
would become applicable and is binding on the Govt. of Jharkhand and the minimum
wages cannol be paid to the daily wages employees. A decision in this regard may be
taken by indicating the order of the Hon 'ble Supreme Court in SLP No. 18154/99 and
SLP No. 16781-16783/2000 without preferring any LPA."

15. SoIed Rerfer # qof Refy v g fad=mr wa w#fien &= gu urar w3 {6 Ay Hatea
YIS & G J 9T grRT fefa umie 1823 faAid 11.04.2002 &1 WE fHIT ST
AEAF 2 |

16. aftfa uRUew # AFART Walea =are gRT wiRd emeer &A@ 30102000 U faAT®
08.04.2002 % AUl & ST FERA faurT gy fFfa amesr o= 1823 el 11.04.2002
I g a1 ST 8 | Uaq 39 IS H g Wl SRt JATQE IE AET W | AT Bl g
areen & &R yd # ur ifSemtg fdr B diem @ eRag & 9 |

17. §9 SR WX e USSR &7 STHe- urel & |

/13¢

aRfef— s s/ Wit o s oy R /e erives s, o

Riarg / SiRwEvs U oy Riars SHEn Y, Tee / SIREvS
I BT el Ud qaedd FHRag ag uivd |

g1

gfaferft— 99 #9oR, S WA v, sRevs, = $1 gEael ud snavde

UM |

\

N LA

W)

FEACOURT CASE SAPAN Awthorization-Issued Lerters LAGHU SINCHAL - DAILY WAGES MIN. PAY 2.4 18 dov Page 50f'5



