IN THE H GH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

SPECI AL CI VIL APPLI CATI ON No 4045 of 1988

For Approval and Signature:

1. Whet her Reporters of Local Papers nay be all owed
to see the judgenments?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?

3. VWhet her Their Lordships w sh to see the fair copy
of the judgenent?

4, Whet her this case involves a substantial question
of law as to the interpretation of the Constitution
of India, 1950 of any Order nmde thereunder?

5. VWhether it is to be circulated to the Cvil Judge?

ALI M YA M RSA SAI YAD
Ver sus
STATE GOVT OF GUIARAT
Appear ance:
None present for Petitioner
MR DP JOSH for Respondents

CORAM : MR JUSTI CE S. K. KESHOTE
Dat e of deci sion: 24/10/97

ORAL JUDGEMENT
1.In this case, the petitioner was appointed on
daily wages in the office of respondent No.2. This Court
on 30th July, 1991 passed the order, which reads as
under :

M. AR Dave, the learned advocate for
the Respondents nmake a statenent t hat t he
respondents wll pay the petitioners, wages as
per the Governnent Resolution dated 17th Cctober,



1988, with effect from Cctober, 1988 and that the
arrears from Qctober, 1988 till today wll be
paid wthin three nonths and thereafter regul ar
paynments in accordance with that resolution wll
be nade. In view of this statenent, no interim
relief is required to be issued at this juncture.
However, if the petitioners have any grievance,
they will be at liberty to nove this court.

2. In view of the statenent nade by the counsel who
appeared for the respondents before this court on 30th
July, 1991 in fact nothing now survives in this special
civil application. The counsel for the petitioner is
al so not present and as such nobody is here fromhis side
to say whether the benefits of the Governnent resolution
dated 17th COctober, 1988 is extended to the petitioner or
not. Simlarly, the counsel for the respondents is also
unabl e to say whether during this interregnum the
benefits of the resolution dated 17th Cctober, 1988 have
been extended to the petitioner or not. It is really a
sorry state of affairs on the part of both the sides.
However, it is hereby ordered that in case the petitioner
has not been given the benefits of the resolution of the
CGovernment dated 17th COctober, 1988 as undertaken by the
counsel who appeared for the respondents on 30th July,
1991 then the case of the petitioner be considered for
his entitlenent for the benefits under the resolution
dated 17th COctober, 1988 within a period of three nonths
from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order
and in case he is found entitled for those benefits then
all the consequential benefits should be given to him
within two nonths next. |In case the petitioner 1is not
found entitled for the benefits wunder the aforesaid
resol ution then a reasoned order may be passed and copy
of the sane nay be sent to the petitioner. In that case,
liberty is granted to the petitioner for revival of this
special civil application. The special civil application
and rul e stand di sposed of in the aforesaid terms with no
order as to costs.

kkhkkkkhkkkkk*k

zgs/ -



