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RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.20617/2000

(From the judgenent and order dated 16/08/2000 in CMAP 26335/ 98
of The Hl GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

U. P. STATE ELECTRI CI TY BOARD Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
PREM PRAKASH Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for bringing addl. facts and documents on
record & with prayer for interimrelief & office report)
( For Final Disposal )
Wth
SLP( C) No. 20726/ 2000,
(with prayer for interimrelief & office report)
(For Final Disposal)
SLP( C) No. 6004/ 2001,
(with prayer for interimrelief & office report)
(For Final Disposal)
SLP( C) No. 6005- 6009/ 2001
( wvith appln. for exenption fromfiling OIf & with prayer for
interimrelief & office report)
(For Final Disposal)

Date : 19/09/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE M B. SHAH
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R P. SETHI

For Petitioner (s) M. Pradeep M sra, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. B.K Satija, Adv.
M. Pranod K Sinha, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) Nos. 20617, 20726/2000 and 6004/ 2001@@

Learned counsel for the worknen-respondents agrees that
wor kmen woul d not cl aimany back-wages if they are re-instated in
service on or before |Ist Cct ober, 2001. Learned counse
appeari ng on behalf of the petitioner-Board states t hat
appropriate orders re-instating the respondents, as per the
directions of the High Court, would be issued on or before Ist

Cct ober, 2001. It is made clear that the respondents-worknen

will not be entitled to any back-wages. Wth this nodification

in the inpugned order passed by the H gh Court, the petitions

stand di sposed of. L2l -
-2 -

SLP(C) No. 6005-6009/2001@@
[6060060060600600060600600;



Lear ned counsel appeari ng on behal f of t he
petitioner-Board submts that respondents-worknmen in-connivance
with the Oficers have produced forged Award passed by the Labour
Court. For this purpose he relies upon the certificate issued by
the Presiding Oficer, Labour Court, Varanasi on 13th Decenber,
1999 (page 75 of the Paper Book) wherein it has been inter-alia
stated that Adjudication Case No.151/90 entitled Ravi Prakash S/o
Sh.  Rama Shankar and Adj udi cati on Case No.209/90 Krishnamani S/o
Sh. Raj ender have not been registered in before the Labour
Court. Therefore, it was not possible to give any certified copy
of the Award.

I'n our view, this is a serious thing for whi ch
appropriate action is required to be taken if in reality
respondent s-workmen have conmitted any fraud. For this purpose
it would be open to the petitioner to approach the Hi gh Court for
review of the inpugned judgnent and order. Hence, this petition
i s disposed of accordingly.

Petitioner to file review application before the High
Court and High Court would decide the sane in accordance wth
law, and in any case, would see that appropriate orders are
issued for finding out whether, in reality, Adjudication Case
Nos. 151 and 209/90 were deci ded by the Labour Court in favour of
the worknen. Meanwhi l e interimorder passed by the Hi gh Court
shal | conti nue.
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