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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In ternms of the interimorder passed by the High

Court, wages of t he per sons engaged for work is
fixed at t he rate of Rs. 190/ - per day with effect from
......... 2/ -
2
January 1, 2005, regardl ess of any revision under t he

M ni mrum Wages Act.

On hearing M. Colin Consal ves, |earned senior
Advocate and M. Prag Tripathi, learned A.S. G appearing on
the two sides, we are of the viewthat it is unreasonable
to freeze the wages payable to the workmen in conplete
di sregard of the revision of wages under the M ni nrum Wages

Act while the matter remnai ns pendi ng before the High Court.



We, accordingly, direct that the worknen woul d be paid
their wages as per the ONGC notification applicable to
unski | | ed workers.

We are informed that by G rcul ar dated Septenber
6, 2006, the rate of wages was revised, with effect from

Cct ober 1, 2005, to Rs.215/- per day and by circul ar dated

Mar ch 2, 2007, to Rs. 250/ - per day, with ef f ect from

Cct ober 1, 2005. The workmen shall be entitled to receive
paynment fromthe dates the two circulars canme into effect
and at the rates fixed therein.

M. Prag Tripathi stated here that the persons
engaged for work were neither 'workmen’ nor the enpl oyees

of the ONGC. He al so stated that at present only three

persons were engaged who bel onged to Gram Rakshak Dal . M .

Colin Consal ves asserts that the persons engaged for work

are "wor kmen’ and regul ar enpl oyees of the ONGC they do
........ 3/-
3:
not belong to G am Rakshak Dal . He, however, accepted that

at present only three persons were working but stated that
a nunber of workers had retired during the pendency of the
pr oceedi ngs. M. Consalves subnmitted that this interim
order should al so apply to those worknmen who had retired
during the pendency of the proceedi ngs.
The order passed by us would, for the present,
apply only to the three persons who are currently engaged.
The question of paynent, at the revised rates as per the
Crcul ars dated Septenmber 6, 2006 and March 2, 2007, to
t hose wor ker s who retired during t he pendency of
proceedi ng woul d be decided by the High Court at the stage
of the final disposal of the Wit Petition
W make it cl ear t hat we are expressi ng
opi nion as to whet her the concerned persons are worknen
under the enpl oynment of ONGC or whether they belong to G am

Rakshak Dal .

t he

no



It is hoped and expected that the High Court
woul d finally dispose of the petition w thout any undue
del ay. Bot h si des gave the undertaking before us that they
woul d not ask for any adjournnent before the High Court.

The Special Leave Petition is disposed of.

(Kanchan Jai n) (S.S.R Krishna)
AR Court Master



