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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11355 OF 2013
SUPERI NTENDI NG ENG NEER,

PHED, S| KAR & ORS APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS

PRAHLAD RAY & ORS. RESPONDENT( S)

W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11356 OF 2013

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11357 OF 2013

CIVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11358 OF 2013

CIVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11359 OF 2013

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11360 OF 2013

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11361 OF 2013

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11362 OF 2013

ClVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11363 OF 2013

CIVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11364 OF 2013

CIVIL APPEAL NO(S). 11365-11366 OF 2013

ORDER

Cvil Appeal No(s). 11355, 11356, 11357, 11358,

11359, 11360, 11361, 11362 11363 and 11364 OF 2013

The challenge in this group of appeals is

agai nst a conmon order passed by the Hi gh
Court of Raj ast han disnmissing the Letters

Pat ent Appeals filed by the Public Health and
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Engi neeri ng Depart nent of t he State
Gover nirent . The Letters Pat ent Appeal s filed

by t he State sought to chal | enge an or der of
t he | ear ned Singl e Judge of t he Hi gh Court
uphol ding the order of the authority under the

M ni rum  \Wages Act by whi ch t he Public Heal th
and Engi neeri ng Depart nent of t he State and

t he concer ned Gram Panchayat has been made
jointly and severally liable to pay the anount

due to t he concer ned enpl oyees (Pump

Oper at or s) as per t he provi si ons of M ni mum
Wages Act, 1948.

The Schene- Grani n Janta Jal Yoj na under

whi ch t he respondent s wer e appoi nt ed was

fl oat ed by t he State Gover nient and t he

i mpl ement ati on t her eof was entrust ed to t he
concerned Gram Panchayat. Under t he Schene,

accordi ng to t he appel I ant s, contribution of
funds to be provi ded by t he State for t he
enpl oyees is only Rs. 500/ - per nmont h and t he
rest of the expenditure is to be borne by the

Gram Panchayat (s). It is on t he af oresai d

basi s t hat t he or der granting m ni num  wage

hol di ng t he Depar t nent jointly and several ly
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liable to pay the nm ni rum  wages has been
chal | enged

The Schene in question was introduced and

i mpl enent ed for ensuring safe dri nki ng wat er
for t he residents of t he concer ned vil | ages.
The Schene itself was fl oated by t he
Governnent and the funds for inplenmentation of

t he Schene are to be paid by t he State
Gover nment . If that be so, it is difficult to
understand as to why the State al ongwith G am

Panchayat cannot be held jointly and severally

liable to pay the anmount.

| f at al | such a situation, nanel vy, t he
question of apporti onnent of funds ari se, t he
same can al so be deal t with by sui tabl e



adj ustnent s made in t he anount s all ocated/to

be al | ocat ed by t he State to t he Panchayat s.
However, that would not be a sufficient basis

to find faul t with t he order of t he primary
authority or in t he order of | ear ned Singl e
Judge  which has been uphel d by the Di vi si on
Bench of the Hi gh Court. W, therefore, find

no nmerit in any of these appeals. The appeal s

filed by the State are consequently di sm ssed.
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C. A Nos. 11365-11366 OF 2013

The appeal s are di sposed of in terns of

t he or der passed in t he Gvil Appeal Nos.
11355 of 2013 and connect ed matters. However,
we make it cl ear t hat paynent s made pur suant

to t he order of t he primary authority shal |
not be recovered.

.................... ,J.
(RANJAN GOGO )

.................... ,J.

(PRAFULLA C. PANT)

.................... ,J.

( UDAY UMESH LALIT )

NEW DELHI

SEPTEMBER 21, 2016
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| TEM NO. 105 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s). 11355 OF 2013
SUPERI NTENDI NG ENG NEER, PHED, SI KAR &CRS Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
PRAHLAD RAY & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with appln. (s) for inpleadnent and directions and permission to
file additional documents and exenption fromfiling O T. and
interimrelief and office report)
W TH
C. A No. 11356 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11357 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11358 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11359 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11360 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11361 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11362 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11363 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11364 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 11365-11366 OF 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 21/09/2016 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
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CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE PRAFULLA C. PANT
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT

For Appellant(s) M. S.S. Shanshery, Adv.

M. Anmt Sharma, Adv.



Pr at eek Yadav, Adv.
Ankit Raj, Adv.

==

Ms. Ruchi Kohli, Adv.

M. Sarad Kumar Si nghani a, Adv.
r Respondent(s) M. Sidharth Dave, Adv.
H. D. Thanvi, Adv.
Ri shi Matoliya, Adv.
Bal ki shan Ladhani a, Adv.
Sarad Kumar Singhani a, Adv.

SSS=4

Dr. Kailash Chand, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
C. A No(s). 11355, 11356, 11357, 11358, 11359, 11360,
11361, 11362 11363 and 11364 OF 2013

The appeal s are di smi ssed in terns of t he
si gned order.
As a sequel to the above, al | pendi ng

interlocutory applications are di sposed of.

C. A Nos. 11365-11366 OF 2013

The appeal s are di sposed of in terns of t he
si gned order.

(Neetu Khaj uria)

Court Master (Asha Soni)

Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



