*I TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

A 3/2005 in

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).14751/2004

(From the judgnment and order dated 30/06/2003 in LPA No. 620/2001

of The H GH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI)

MGMT. , SUDAMDI H COAL WASHERY OF M S BCCL Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

THANDI MAHATAIN & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For directions and office report)

Date: 19/02/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C K. THAKKER
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Ait Kumar Sinha, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Santosh M shra, Adv.
M. Shiv Mangal Sharma, Adv.

Ms. Sharm | a Upadhyay, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER



Wi | e di sposi ng of speci al | eave petition No.

14751 of 2004, this Cour t on Novenber 22, 2004

passed the foll ow ng order

"W see no reason to interfere with
the decision passed by the Division Bench of
the Hi gh Court. The special |eave petition is

di sm ssed

The procedur e set up by t he

Presiding Oficer of the Labour Court for the

purpose of identification/certification of the

wor kmen provi des t hat t he concer ned

wor kmen nmust file (i) a verification certificate

from the sponsori ng uni on, (i) verification
report regardi ng hi s/ her identity from the
concer ned B.D. O or Circle Oficer al ongwi t h
hi s/ her phot ogr aph and (rii) verification
report fromthe Secretary of Kangar Shram k

Sahayog Samiti. In addition to the aforesaid

we al so direct t he Col |l ect or, Dhanbad
District, to file a verification report as a pre-
condition to t he paynent of t he anount s as
directed by t he Labour Court. The entire
exercise to be carried out within period of six

months fromdate. "

From t he above or der, it is cl ear
t hat

identification/certification of the workmen was necessary. One of



t he directions to Col | ector, Dhanbad was to file ‘verification

report’ as a pre-condition to t he paynent of t he anount s as

directed by the Labour Court.

It was cont ended on behal f of t he enpl oyer t hat t he

Col l ector had not submitted ‘verification report’ as a pre-condition

as directed by this Court. 1In view of the above assertion and since

not hi ng was pl aced so far the Collector is concerned, this Court on

August 11, 2006 passed the foll ow ng order

"It appears that an order was passed

on 22nd Novenber, 2004 regardi ng t he
procedure to be fol |l owed for identification of
enpl oyees. A direction was al so issued to the
Col | ector, Dhandbad Di strict to file a
“verification report’ as a condition precedent.

Let this report be sent directly to the Registry
of this Court wi thin a period of three weeks

fromtoday."

Pur suant to t he above orders, a conmuni cati on was

sent to this Court on August 28, 2006 alongwith the report. The

report refers to a letter dat ed July 20, 2005 was referred

The sai d letter, inter alia recites that District Magi strat e,

Purulia had encl osed reports of t he concer ned B.D.Os whi ch

speak for thensel ves

In our opi ni on, what was ordered by this Court was

t hat t he Col | ect or shoul d file ‘verification report’ as a pre-

to.



condition to the paynent of anounts. In view of the said order,

in our opi ni on, the exercise was required to be undert aken

the Collector. Since,it was not done, let the matter go back to the

Col | ector Dhanbad so as to verify and pass and appropriate order

in the light of the observations nade by this Court. Earlier report

is not acccept ed. Let t he Managenent al so be gi ven an

opportunity of hearing so that the matter comes to an end finally.

Such an exerci se be undert aken as expedi tiously as possi bl e,

preferably within a period of four nonths.

I.A. No. 3 is, thus disposed of.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Vinod Kul vi

]

by

Court Master Court Master



