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Leave granted.

On a claim nade under Section 33-C(2) of the

Industrial Disputes Act in L.C A No.219/1987 on the

file

of the Presiding O ficer, Central Gover nnent

I ndustrial Tribunal Cum Labour Court, Pandu Nagar, Kanpur

u. P

, the Labour Court nmde the foll owi ng observations:

"So wth this observation that his pay in
the revised scale of pay of Rs.1400-2300
was Rs.1900/- p.m as on 1-1-1986 and
Rs.1950/- p.m as on 1.1.1987, | disniss
his application wu/s 33C(2) |.D. Act wth
further observation that he shall be at
liberty to bring a fresh claimin respect
of various heads of his claimmentioned in
annexure B to the petition u/s 33C(2)
|.D.Act and wages if any due to him from
1.10.1985, after getting the point of his
retirement age determined in proceedings
u/'s 10(1)(C I.D. Act or if he finally
accepts 28.2.1987 as the date of his
retirenent.”

So far as wages are concerned, the Labour Court has
al so dismssed the matter on the question as to the age of
retirement. The Labour Court directed that he should
approach the Industrial Tribunal under Section 10(C) of the
Industrial Disputes Act and disposed of the matter.Again
the appellant approached the Labour Court by filing an

application being L.C.A No. 143/1997. |In that case it
was noticed that the order made in L.C A No. 219/1987 had
becone final, however, directed the appellant to work out
hi s rights further by approaching the authorities
concerned and thereafter seeking for a reference under



Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act.

We do not think when the Labour Court had already
made an order as to what the wages shoul d be, there was any
need for the Labour Court to direct the appellant to
approach the other authorities. Simlar nistake has been
committed by the High Court by not entertaining the Wit
Petition filed by the appellant. W, therefore, allowthis
appeal and direct the respondent to work out the wages of
the appellant and pension as directed by the Labour Court
in L. P.A No. 219/1987 as extracted above. The appeal is

al | oned accordingly.
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