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NAGA RMVMAHA P ALI KAGRAKHPUR &GRS Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
NARSINGHNSHAD Respondent ( s)

Date: 02/ 08/ 2007 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORA M :

HONBL EM JUSTI CEHK SEMA

HONBLEM JUSTI CELOKESHWARSINGHPANTA
For Appell ant(s) M. V.J. Fr ancis, Adv.

M. Anupa m M shr a, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Despite of service of noti ce, r espondent did not
put
appear a nce.
Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the appellant, we see no
reason to interfere. The appeal, being devoid of nerit, is, accordingly,
di smi ssed. We, however, nodify the order of the Hi gh Court to the
extent that applying the principle of "no work no pay’, the respondent
shall not get his back wages for the period he was out of service.
( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Gyan Bhatia )
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
INTHE SUP RE ME COURT OF I NDI A
CCM LAPPELLATEJURI SDI CT1l ON
CCVi LAPPEALNO 2253020006
NAGA RMMHAPALI KAGRAKHPUR L APPELLA
NT (S
& ORS.
Ver sus
NAR SINGHNSHAD RESPONDE
NT(S)

CRDER

Despite of service of notice, respondent did not put appear a nce.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the appellant, we see no



reason to interfere. The appeal, being devoid of nmerit, is, accordingly,
di smi ssed. We, however, nodify the order of the H gh Court to the
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