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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Criminal Case No. 7/92

Md. Rafiqul Mowla.
Jashimuddin.

Taslimuddin.

Rafiqul Islam.
Forkanuddin.—Complainants,

Versus

Showkat Al Talukder, Manager (Operation),
Shimuzn Specialised Fishing Pyt Ltd,,

1025, Agrabad C[A, Doublemooring,
Chittagong.— — Accused.

Order No. 30 dt. 22-7-98

ol ol o

The court is duly constituted with the following:

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,—Chairman.
Mr. Alhaj Nasiruddin Bahadur, — Members.
Mr. Faiz Ahmed,

The accused is present in court by filing hazira. The complainants files
an application praying for dis-osing of the case for non-prosecution on the
ground stated therein. The petitions dated 21-7-98 filed by the complainants
nos. 1-5 on the same ground is also put up to-day for hearing and order.

Heard both sides. Consulted the ILd Members. Both the petitions are
allowed. Hence it is,

Ordered

that Criminal Case No. 7/92 be desmissed for non-prosecution as prayed
for. The accused be discharged,

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Chairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong.
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGON
Criminal Case No, 8/94 '

Waziullah, §/o. Late Karim Baksh Patwariry,
Ex-office Assistant, Pastern Fisharies Ltd.,
Patpnga, Chittagong.~Compains,

Fersus,

Slaman Ispahni, Director,
Eastern Fisheries Ltd,
Patenga, Chittagong,

Head office: Ispahani Building,
(5th floor), Agrabad, P, s,
Doublemooring, Chittagong.
and  others.— Accuseds,
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Order No.129 dt. 22.7-98

Ths ci.maplamt Md, Waziullah filesan application praying for withdrawal of
the case on the ground stated therin. The accused also files an aprlication
prayig for haaring of ths withdrawal petition files by the complainant today
aftar rafixing ths date of hearing of the case already fixed for 29-7-98 on the
ground statsd therein,

Tha pstition of the accused is allowed . The date of hearing is brought
back, Heard both sides in details.

The complainanat had challenged his loss of lien to appointment u/s 5(3)
of the Emplyment of Labor (S. 0.) Act, 1965 in Complaint Case No. 153/85
bsfore this court ufs 25(1)(B) of the said Act, The aforeseid Complaint
Case No. 153/85 was disposed of by this court by a judgement and order
dated 9-1-90 and set aside the impusmend order dated 27-6-85 of loss of lien
and directed the management to reinstate the complainant in service with 25% of
his back wages within 30 days from the date of passing of the order.

The 2nd party files Writ pertition No. 2528 of 1990, The Hon'ble
High Court Division disposed of the said Writ Petition No. 2528 of 1990 on
13.1-93 upholding the order of the Labor Court, Thereafter the compalainant
was reistated in service on 23-3.93, In fact, the writ petition was a continua-
tlon of the original compalaint case, So the complainant is entitled to get
E}; back wages upto 22-3-93,

The complainant in his petition has stated that the complaint case has been
settlz] out of court betwasn the parties in ordar to maintain good relationships
amyizst thamsslvys, That ths complainant was paid anamound of Tk. 13000
towirds finil ssttlsant of this P. W. Cise No. 37/94 and for that the com-
plaintnant was not interested to preceed with the above case. Therefore, the
complainant desired to withdraw this case.

The prayer is allowed. Hence it is,
Ordered
that the complainant be permitted to withdraw Criminal Case No. 8/94
.3 Bought for,

Md, Abdur Rahman Patwari
Chairman, 1s¢ Labour Court,
Chittagong,
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

Criminal Case No. 1/96

Md. Solaiman Mazumder, S/o. Md. Ishaque Mazumder,
Vill. Sonachaka, P. O. Dolkharbazar, P. 5. Langalcoat,
Dist, Comilla.—— Complainant.

Versus

Md. Zahid Hossain, Managing Director,
Asssintic' Cotton Mills Ltd,, Head Office

Hotel Shahajahan, Sadarghat Road, P.S. Kotwali,
Chittagong and others.— Accused

Order no. 30- dt. 21-7-98
The court is duly conntituted as under:

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,——Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury, Members,
Mr. Tapan Doutta, "

The petition dated 7-1-98 filed by the complainant for withdrawal of the
case is taken up for hearing and order.

Hzard both sides. Perused he withdrawal petition dated 7-1--98 and he

casz record. The complainan has stated in  his petiton has  he accused
persons have setled the dispure ou of cour and he has no fur her claip
against them. So he desires o withdraw he case.

Consulated the Ld. Members.
The prayer is allowed. Hence it is,

Ordered

that Complainant be permitted to withdraw Criminal Case No, 1/96 as
sought for. ; :

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari;
Chairman, 1st Ladour Court,
Chittageng.
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Order no. 33 dt. 8-7-98
The cort is duly constituted with the following :

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari, Chairman.
Mr. Mpammed A, Jabbar Chowdhury, Members.
Mr. Safar Ali, ¥

The petition dated 8-6-97 filed by the complainant for withdraewal of
the case is put up to-day for hearing and order.

Heard. The complainant has stated in this petitin that both the parties
amicably resolved the dispute out of the court and he Will not adduce eyidence
in this case. So he wants to withdraw the case, The prayer is allowed.

Hence it is,
Ordered
that Criminal Case NO. 4/96 be withdran as prsyed for.,

Sd. Md.- Abdur Rahman Patwarg
Chairman, st Labour Cort,
Chittagong.
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Ordor no. 30 dt, 8-7-98

The court is duly costituted with the following :-
Mr. Md. Abdur Raaman Patwari, Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury, Members,
Mr. Safar Ali, Members,

The petition dated 15-6-97 filad by the complainant for withdrawal of
the case is taken up for hearing and order,

Heard. Perused the petition dated 15-6-97. The complainant has
stated in this patition that he compromised the dispute with the accused ont
of the court. Therefore, he is not inclinad to continue with the case any
more. The prayer is allowed. Hence it is,

Ordered
that Criminal Gase No. 5/96 be withdrawn as prayed for.

Sd. Md. Abdar Rahman —patwar
Cbairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong.
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

Criminal Cass Mo 1/98

Sachinadra Lal Chakravorty,

8/0. Late Nutan Chadra Chakravorty,

Vill. Dhopaghatta, P.O. Kaodala Tea Estate,
P.S. Rangunia, Dist. Chittagong—Complainant.

Fersus.

W.H. Eahed, Managing Director,
Kodala Tea Estate Ltd. P.S.
Rangunia, Chittagong and another— Aocused.

Order Wo. 7 dt 14-7-98

The complainat filsd a petition stating that the disputc was rosolved
amicably out of the court and that he prays for dismissal of the case
for non prosccution.

The acused No. 2 filed a petition praying for hearing of the case
to day after refixing the date already fixed for 16-7-98 on he ground stated
herein.

The complainant also filed hazira. The record is put up.
Heard both sides a length. The prayer of accused No. 2 is allowed

The deposition of the complainan has been recorde on S.A. Since he
somplainant has compromised with he accased about the dispute locally
and he does not intend to continue with his case, his prayer is allowed.
Hence it ia,

Ordered

that the Criminal Cass No. 1/98 20/(1) of he Payment of Wages Act,
1936 be dismissed for non- Prossoution as sought for.

§d4. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwar,
- Chairman,
Ist Labemr Court, Chittagong.



Sosk IR e, wlelw, @ oo, waae ,
IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
LR.O. Case No. 18/95

Registrar of Trade Unions,
Govt. of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh,
Chittagong Division, Chittagong.—JIst payr.
Vs,
President/General Secretary,,
Bangladesh Engineering Workshop Malik Samity,

Regd, No. Chatta-1071, 9, Kapasgola Road,
Chakbazar, Chittagong.—2nd party.

Order No. 20 dt. 5-7-98
The court is duly constituted with the following :-

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahmag Patwari, Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury.
Mr. Safar Al (Members,)

The Ist party files hazira and Teady for hearing. The case is taken up for
exparte hearing. No. oral evidence is adduced by the 1st party. The dogumnets
are marked as Exhibits, 1-3,

'jH:ard. This case emanates from ap application uys, 10(1) of the Industrial
Relations Ordinance, 1969 filed by the Ist party for cancellation of registration
of Bangladesh Engineering Works Malik Samity, Kapasgolla Road, Chakbazar,
Chittagong on " the ground that they above named union did not send annual
return of income and expenditure for the year 1991 to 1994 Perused the papers,
It reveals that the Ist barty wrote to the 2nd party as per Exhibit-1,2 apd 3 as
explain as to why legal action must not be taken against them for the reason

quoted therein. But the 2ad parly shown no reason. The 2nd party also did
not appzar before this court to contest in this case.

Consulted the Ld. Members, Hence it is,
Ordered

that LR.O, Case No. 18/95 be allowed expart without cost. The 1st pary
be parmitted to cancell the registration of Bangladesh Enginecring Works Malik

Samity, Kapasgolla Road, Chakbazar, Chittagong (Registration No. Chittagong-
1071) as sought for.

Ma. FAbdur Rahman Patwari,
~1st Labo
Chairman, £ ur €ourt,
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IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
LR.O. Case No. 30/95

Bangladesh Seaferres Union, Regd. No, BD-998,
Ameer Court (2nd floor), 1022 Agrabad C/A,
Chittagong. Represented through its President,
Mohammed Shahjahan—Ist party.

Fs.
The Secretary,
Ministry of Shipping,

Govt. of the People’s Republic of Bangladdesh,
Bangladesh Sacretariate, Dhaka and Ors—2nd parties.

Order no 40 dt. 19-7-98

The court iz duly constituted as under :-

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari, Chairman,
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury, :
Mr. Tapan Dutta, Memmbers.

The 1st party files an application praying for withdrawal of the case onthe
ground stated therein. Copy of the petition received by the 2nd party.

Heard both sides. Perused the withdrawal petition filed on behalf ofthe |t
party and the case record. The Ist party has stated in this petition that theyt
instituted the case praying for holding the circular dated 28-11-95 of Reconstitu-
tion of Preshers Seamen Selection Board issued by 2nd party no.l. That the
effect of the said circular has already been expired during the pendencey-of the
ease and thereby the present case became infructuous. So the Ist party dessires to
withdraw the case. The prayer is allowed Hence it is,

Ordered
That the Ist party be permitted to withdraw LR.O Case No. 30/95 as
sought for, ;

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Chairman 1st Labour Cour,
Chittagong,
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IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
LR.O. Case No. 15/96

‘Registrar of Trade Unions,
Govt, of the People's Republic of Bangladesh,
Chittagong Division, Chittagong.— Ist party.

V.

President/Censral Sercretary,

Apex Food Sramik Union Repd. No.
Chatta-1243, Sagarika Road, Custom
Academy, Pahartali, Chittagong.- 2ad parry.

Order no 17 dt. 2-7-98
The court is duly constituted as under :

Mr. Md Abdur Rahman Patwar,—Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A Jabbar Chowdhury,
Mr. Safar Ali, { ) Members.

The 1st party files hazira and ready for hearing. The case is taken up for
exparte hearing. Mo oral evidence is adduced by the Ist party. The documents
filed by the 1st party are marked as Exhibits.l & 2.

Heard This. is an application ufs 10(1) of the Industrial Relations' Ordinanee
1969 for permission to cancell the registration of Apex Food Sramik Union om
the ground that the 2nd party did not submit annual return of income mnd
expenditure for the year 1989 to 1995 and also did not hold election of the
executive committee after getting registration on 18-3-87 and that the union is
now non existent. Seen the report of the process serving peon who was sent
twice in the address of the 2nd party for service of notice, Asper his report

the office of the union is not traccable. It indicates that the 2nd party uniem
is now non fumctioning.

Consulted the Ld. Members. Henes it is,
Ordered

That LR.O. Case MNo. 1596 be allowed exparte without eest. The lst
party is psrmitted te cancell registration (Regictration No. Chittagong 1243) ef
Apex Food Sramik Union, Chittagong as sought for.

Md. Abdur Rahman¥Patwari
®hairman, ll.it Labour Coust,
Chittagong,
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IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
LR.O. Case No, 44/96

Registrar of Trads Unions, Chittagong Division,
Govt. of the People's Republic of Bangladesh,
Jambores Field, Agrabad, Chittagong.—Ist party.

Fa.

Oonsort Chemical Sramik Karmachari Kzllyan Union,
Regd. No. Chatta-1851, BSCIQ I/E, Chandgaon, Kalughat,
Chittagong.—3and party.

©rder ne 15. dt. 22-7-98
The eourt is duly constituted with the following :-

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari—Chairman,
Mr. Alhaj Nasiruddin Bahadur,
Mr. Faiz Ahmed. () Members.

The Ist party files hazira and ready for hearing. The 2nd party files
no hazira nor takes any step. The case record is accordingly, taken up for exparte
hearing. Nor oral evidence is adduced by the 1st party.

Heard. Perused the case record and exhibits. The 2nd party entered appea-
rance and filed written statement. But they takes no further step’ Exhibit-1 is a
lotter dated 20-7-96 addressed to thes Ist party by consort chemical industries
Ltd., Chittagong for cancellation of the registration of 2nd party union for
misrepresantation of facts. Exhibit-2 is an enquiry report dated 12-8-96 filad by
the Daputy Director of Labour, Chittagong who after holding enquiry into the
allegations found the same as trus. Since the registration of ths 2nd party was
based on eoneccalment of facts, the Ist party may be permitted to cancel their
registration,

Qonsulted the Ld. Members and]eonsidered their views. Hence it is,

Ordered

That LR.O. Qaze No. 44/96 be allowed exparte without eost. The Ist -
rty is permitted to cancel registration of the 2nd party Consort Chemical
mik Karmachari Kalayan Union (Registration No. Chatta-1851) as sought for.

Md. Abdur Rabman Parwasi
€hairman, 1st Labour Court,
@hittagong. ;
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Order mno. 10 dt. 19-7.98

Present 1 Mr. Md. Abdur Rahaman Patwari,
. Authority and Chairman,
1st Labour Court, Chittagong.

Thea opposite party files hazira and ready for hearing, The petitioner takes
np step and is found absent on repeated calls.

Hiard. Mr. A. k. M. Mohsanuddin Ahmed Chowdhury, Advocate on
bohalf of Ist party submits that he does not intend to take step. Hence it is

Ordered
that P.W. Case No. 9/94 be dismissed for default.;

84/-Md - Abdur Rahaman Patwarl,
Chairman,
Ist Lsbour Gourt, Chittagong.
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: . IN THE IST LABQUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

P. W. Casc No. 37/94

Waziullah, Sfo. Late Karim Baksh Patwary,
. Ex-office Assistant, Eastern Fisheries Ltd,
Patenga, Chittagong. —Petitioner.

Vermis

Salman Ispahani, Director,
Eastern Fisheries Ltd.
Patenga, Chittagong.
° Head office-Ispahani Building,
(5th floor). Agrabad, PS. - _
Dnublemuanng. Chittagong & Ors,  —Oppotite parties,

ﬂrdlt mno. 10 dv. 22-7-98

Present : Mr, Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Authority and the Chairman,
Ist Labour Court, Chittagong. -

The pstitioner’s files an spplication stating that the dispute was settled
between the parties out of the court:and that he.prays for dismissal of the case
for non-prosecution. The opposite party filed a petition praying for hearing the
petition  for non -prosecution filled by the petitioner to day after rafmng the:
date already fixed for 29-7-98 on the ground stated therein.

The petition filed by the opposite party is allowed. The date of hearing
Is refixed for to-day. Heard both sides. The petitioner has stated in his
petition that his claim made in the above case was settled out of court ang
for that he is not interested to proceed with the case. So he prays for dispose
of the same for nan-pmm:unon The pmyer of the petitioner is also allowe
Hence it is :

~ Ordered

: that P.W. Case No. 37/94 be dismissed for non-prosecution as sough
for. - :

~ ‘8d/Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
: Chalrman,
Ist Labeur Ceurt, Chittagong,
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: IN THE -IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
P.W. Case No. 41/94

Md. Abdus Samad
- Asstt. Chief Inspector,
Chittagong Division , Chittagong. Ist party.

Vorsus

Abdul Matin Chowdhury, _

Mﬁnﬂhg;ng Agentbﬂhowdhurf Sons Ltd,

an anaging Director, Bengal Mines Development Corporation,
Shewli, 67, East Nasirabad, Panchlaish, Ch:'tt;?gﬁ]ﬂg 2

and others.— Opposite parties,

Order no 13 dt. 19-7-98

Progont 1 Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari
Authority and Chairman,
1st Labour Court, Chittagong,

_Tho potitlonor takes no itup and is found absent on repeate calls. The
opposite’ party. files an application along with a copy of letter dated 27-6-98
praying for dismissing the cass on the ground stated therein.

Heard, Let the petition filled by the opposite party together with Its
enclosure bo kopt with the record. Since the petitioner is absent and takes
no step, hence it is, - :

Ordered

1ﬂmt P.W. Cass No. 41/94 bs dismissed for default.
8d/-Md. Abdur Rahman Patwar,

Chairman,
Ist Labour Court, Chittagong.
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
P. W. Case No. 28/96

Md, Mohsin Ahsan, S/o. Doctor Serajul Islam,
Vill. & P, O. Mithamon, Dist. Kishoreganj.— petitioner.

Versus

Director, |

Grant Geophysical Inc. Bnagladesh'420,
. Khulshi R/A, House No. 15/3, Road No.d,
4 Chittagong and another.—Opposite Fariies.

Order No. 18, dt. 9-7-98

 Present: Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
; Authority and. Chairman, «
Ist Labour Court, Chittagong.

The potitioner files an application praying for withdrawal of the case on the
ground stated therein. _ :

Heard. Gone through the withdrawal petition. The Ld. Advocate on
behalf of the lst party submits that the st party will not take step. That both
the parties resolved the dispute out of the court. So he does not intend to
proceed with the case. The prayer is allowed. Hence it s, ] ]

Ordered

that the lst party be permitted to withdraw Complaint Case: No. 28/96 as
" sought for. ' '

Md, Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Chairman, :
1st Labour Court, Chittagong,
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
P. W. Case No. 6/97 '

1. Md. Rafiqul Mowla, S/o, Abdul Khaleque.
2. Jashimuddin, Sfo, Mamtazuddin Matbar.,
%, Tasulimuddin, Sfo, Late Md. Mozekker,
; .~ Rafiqul Islam, S/o, Aktaruzzaman Matbar,
5. Forkanuddin, S/o, Late Md. Aminullah.— Pettiotioners.

Versus,

Fakir Enam Uddin,

: h{nnﬁging Director,
Shimuzu Specialised Fishing Ltd.
and others.—Opposite parties.

Order Mo. 18, dt. 22-7-98

Present: Mr, Md. Abdur Rahman i’atwm'.
Authority and the Chairman,
1st Labour Court, Chjttngun;.

: The patitioner No. 4 files an application praying for struck off his name
from the cause title of the case and to disposing of the case for non-presecution
on the ground stated therein. The petitioner No, 4 files another petitioner,
rays for hearing the petition to day after refixing the date already fixed for
6-8.98 on the ground. stated therein.

“Thz p:tition of the patitioner No. 4 to short back the date of hearing is
allowsd, The casz is refixad for hearing to-day. 'Heard both sides. The prayer
of petitioner no. 4 to struck off his name is also allowed. Amend accordingly.
as for the present, the name of all the'petitioners stand struck off including
petitoners nos. 1, 2, 3 & 5, the case is now without any petitoners.So the
case can nof proceeds in their absence. Hence it is,

Ordered _
that P. W. Case No. 6/97 be dismissed as not maintainable.

‘ Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
' Chairman,
. 1st Labour Court, Chittagong.
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

P.W. Case No. 1/98

Md. Khorshed " Alam,
%}u. Hasan Ali,
/0, Al-Amin Garments Industries Ltd.—Petitioner.

Vs,
Managing Director
Al-Amin Garments Industries Ltd.
Baktapur, Wajadiya Chittagong.—Opposite Party.
Qrdor no. -7 dt. 5-7-98

Prosent : Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Fatwari.
Authority and Chairman.
Tst Labour Court, Chittagong.

The petitioner takes no step and is found absent on repeated calls.

As the petitioner takes no step in connection with hearing of the case,
no noed drag the same. Hence it is

Ordered

that P.W. Caso No. 198 be dismissed for default.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwarl,
Charrman,
1st Labour Court, Chittagong.

IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

P.W. Case No. 2/98

Md. Helaluddin
Sfo. Late Hafizuddin,
Q)C Al-‘Amin Garments Industries Ltd.—Petitioner.

Vs,

Managing Director,
Al-Amin Garentars Industries Ltd.
Baktapur, Wajadiya, Chittagong.—Opposite Party.

Order no. 6 dt, 5-7-98

Present : Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Authority and Chairman,
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The petiioner takes no step and is found absent on repeated calls.

As the petitioner takes no step in connection with heatring of the cas
no need to drag the same, Hence it is,

Ordered
that P.W. Case No. 2/98 be dismissed for default.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,

Chairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong.

IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 181/87

Abul Kashem Howlader,
Accounts Assistant,
Valika Woolen Mills Ltd. —1st party.

Fs.

The Manager

Valika Woolen Mills Ltd.
Baizid Bostami Road,
Nasirabad IfA, Chittagong &
another.—2nd parties.

- Order no. 58 dt. 5-7-98
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IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

Complaint Csae No. 26/90.

Abdul Hamid, Sfo. Late Khalilur Rahman, -
Vil Kazirkhil = P.o, Chilbatali,
P.s, Hathazari, Dist.  Chittagong.—Ls¢ parry.

Vs

Proprietor, Islamabad Hotel,
Islamabad Market, K.C, Dey Road, Chittagong.—2nd party.

Order No. 51 Dt, 2-7-98.
The court is duly onstituted with the followmg :-
Mr. Md., Abdur Rahman Patwari, Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury,
Mr. Safar Ali, () Member.

The 1st party takes no step and is found absent on repeated calls.

Heard. The Ld. Advocate representing the Ist party is present in the
Court Room. He submits that as the Ist party does not maintain contact
with him he does not contemplate to take any step. Hence it i3,

Ordered

that Complaint Case No. 26/90 be dismissed for default.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,

Chairman,
1st Labour Court, Chittagong.

IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Cast No. 1/92. )
Nirala Kanti Barua,

S/o. Sudhir Chaandra Barua,
P.s. Katikchari, Chittagong.

¥,
Managing Director,

T.5.P. Complex Ltd.,
North Patenga, Chittagong.— 2nd party.
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Order No. 24 dt, 26-7-98
The court is duly constituted as under :-

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari, Chairman.
Mr. K. Gyasuddin. s
Mr. Tapan Dutta. J  Members.

The 2nd party files hazira and ready for hearing. The Ist party takes me
step and is found absent on repeated calls.

Heard. The Ld. Advocate on behalf of Ist party submits that the dispute
was resolved out of court. So he will not take step, Hence it is,

Ordered
that Complaint Case No. 1/92 be dismissed for defanit.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Chairman,
1st Labour Court, Chittagong.

—r F ESS——

IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

Complaint Case No. 10/92

Md. Feroz Alam,

Sfo. Md. Imam Ali,

Viill. Keshar Khail,

P.o. Eidgha Amin Bazar,

P.s, Begumgonj, Dist. Noakhali, — Ist Party.

Fersus
Chief Executive,
Amin Textiles Ltd,,
Sholashahar, P.o.-
Amin Jute Mills,
Chittagong.— 2nd Party.

Present: Mr. Md. Abdur Rahaman Patwary, Chairman.
Mr. Alhaj Nasiruddin Bahadur.
Mr. Faiz Ahmed. Members.

Mr Armanul Haque Chowdhury, Advocate for Ist party.
Mr. Abul Munsur Ahmed, Advocate for 2nd party.

Judgement-Dated, 02.07.98

This is an application ufs 25(1)(B) of the Employment of Labour Standing
Orders Act, 1965.

The case of the Ist party Md! Feroz Alam, is that he was a pcrnunnll
worker of Amin Textiles Ltd., Chittagong as FElectrician bedring Tokes No.
3083 of Electric Department in “A* Shift of Mill No. 4.



. qitiee omes, wiety, ™ 00, Sadk aent
mm—'

That he was granted casual leave for 4 (four) days by the Management
from 4.11.91 to 7.11.91 and with the said sanctioned leave he went to his
village home and during the said leave perjod he became seriously ill and
bed ridden, for which he sent an application to the 2nd party on 9.11.91
informing about his inabillity to resume duty due to his serious illness.

That the illnets of the 1st party detoriated and he wunderwent treatment
of Doctor Ahmed Reza Hasnat, MBBS, Medical Officer of Amishapara Health
Centre, Begumganj ,Noakhali. He was found by the physician to have been
wffering from heart disease and as such he was advised to take complete
sed rest for 3 (three) months withe effeet form 22.11.91. Then he sent an
ipplication to the Management on 26.11.91 together with a certificate of the
aid physician dated "22.11.91 praying for granting him 3(threc) months
save on the said Medical ground.

That in the meantime his illness improved satisfactorfly and he was having
found by his phvsician on examination on 9.1.91 as fit to resume his duty,
his physician issued a certficate of fitness on 9.1.91 and he was due to
report for doty from 10.1.92. But before that he received on  9.1.92 a letter
dated 5.1.92 issued by the 2nd party dismissing him from his employment
alleging misconduct ufs 17 and IE of the Employment of Labour (Standing
Orders) Act, 1965 and also alleging that a letter of charge dated 14.12.91
was sent to to him for remaining absent unauthorisedly from 9.11.91 end no
teply thereto having received from him, a letter of enquiry dated 21.12.91
was iesued to him directing to appear before an enquiry committee on
28.12.98 but he did not turn up and as such enquiry was held exparte
and the enquiry committee finding him guilty and there being no other
alternative scope to protect his employment, he was dismissed from employ-
ment with effect from 5.1.92.

That the 1st party en™reecipt of the said illegal erder of dismissal and
kaving been aggrieved with the same, he sent a grievanoe petition to the 2nd
warty by registered post on 20.1.92 ufs 25(1)A) of the Employment of
Labour (Standimz Ordsrs) Act, 1965 requesting him to withdraw the soid
:Ilu&ui'ardcr of dismissal and to reinstate him in service with back wage™

"7 The 2nd party on "recelpt "of the "said "grievance petition by a letter dated
29-1.92 directed him to appear “before the 2nd party on 3-2-92 at 11 AM.
The 1st party appeared bsfors him on the said date and time. Therefor, the
Ist party having not received any commication from the 2nd party was com-
polled to flle thizs oass for relief

The 2nd party filed a written statement denying all material allegations
mads in the original petition by the 1st party.

As a matter of fact, the ease of the 2nd party is that the lst party
most illagally without any sanctionsd lsave or prior intimation ]e[‘t}hu office
on 3-11--91 and thersafter remained absent from 4-11-91. By remaining himself
absent from duty hs sent two medical certificates dated 8-11-91 and 22-11-91
gne after another from his Mgdical officer. Persuant to his Medical certificates
from the attending physician, the 2nd party by letter dated 1-12-91 asked
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him either to appear before a specialist for treatment and report or to get
admitted into a nearest Hospital where necessary treatment is available and
thereafter to send relevant documents regarding admission and treatment, Al-
" ternatively he was also asked to appear before the Deputy Chief Medical
Officer of the Mills with all connected papers for further advice. The said
letter dated 1-12-91 of the 2nd party was sent to his home address which
was returned by the postal peon on 5-12-91 with remark, “the addresse refused
to accppt” when offered.

Thereafter the 2nd party by a letter dated 14-12-91 further asked him to
explain within 4 days as to why disciplininary action shall not be taken
against him for non ccmpliance of above office order dated 1-12-91 and for
remaining absent for long time beyond 10 days and thereby causing loss to
the office works and production of the Mills, The said letter dated 14-12-91 of
the 2nd party was sent to his home address under registered envelope. Similarly
asin the past, the Ist party refused to accept the said letter and the postal
peon returned the same undelivered with endorsement, *‘the address declined
to accept™.

Subsequently the 2nd party vide office Memo No. 22111690 dated 21-12-91
asked the Ist party to appear bofore the enquiry committee on 20-12-91 as at,
10 A.M. The Istter of enquiry was sent to his home address under registered
post. But this tims also in the similar manner as in the past two occasions,
the 1st party rofused to accept the said letter and further in collusion with
postal peon managed to send back the said letter to the 2nd party on 28-12-98
with remark “the addresse is ill and refused to accept™.

That, having found the 1st party absent before the genquiry committes, the
enquiry was held exparte. In the enquiry the Ist party was found guilty for
misconduct under Szction 17(3)(d) of the Employment of labuour (Standing
Ordars) Act, 1965 for remaining absent for more than 10 days, latter on, on
the basis of finding of the enquiry committee the 1st party was dismissed
from service by a lsttar dated 5-1-92,

That the sorvics rocords of the Ist party were not satisfactory and which
shows that he had developed a habit of remaining absent without prior leave or
sanctioned leave for several occasions. That while passing the dismissal order
for misconduct, the previous service record of the 1st party was also considered.

Under the facts and circumstances, the 2nd party prays for dismissal of the
cRIo.

Points for determinations:-
1. Whether the case is maintainable ?

2. Whether the 1st party is entitled to any relief ?
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 Findings an decisions;-
Poiot No, 1 ;

Heard both sides in details. Perused the pleadings of both the parties and

papers on record. It is not disputed that the 1st Parly was a permanent
worker under the 2nd party He was dismissed from service on the ground of
misconduct vide order of dismissal dated 5-1-92 Exhibjt.7. He submitled a
gricvance petition dated 20-1-92 to the 2nd party, Exhibit.8. Exhibit-9 is a
posatl receipt and Exhibit-10 is A/D, The 2nd party duly received the said
grievance petition by uptting signature on Acknowledgement Due, Exhibit-10
The 2nd party on receipt of the said grievance petition, directed the st party
as par letter dated 29-1.92 Exhibit-11 to call on them in this regard. Accor-
dingly he appeared before them. Afterwards, the 2nd party gave no decision
where upon the lst party instituted the instant case. The 2nd party raised
no question as to maintainability of the case. Of course, we find the cage ag
maintainable. The point No. 1 is answered in the affirmative.

Point No, 2 ;

It is a fact that the Ist party Md. Feroz Alam was granted casual Jeave
from 4-11-91 to 7-11-91, Exhibit-1, by the Management. He was due to reasyme
his duty on 8-11-91. He produced a Prescription dated 22-11-91 Exhibit.3
issued by Doctor Ahmed Hasnat, MBBS to show that he was taking medicines
as per his advice. But he produced no Medical certificate for the period from
8-11-91 to 21-11-91. The said Doctar on 9-1-92 issued a Medical wertificate,
Exhibit-6 certifying that Md. Feroz Alam (Ist paty) had been suffering from
Ischemic heart disease and he was under his treatment. Obviously Ischemci
heart disease is a complicated serious disease. Attending doctor Ahmed Reza
Hasnat gave him no advice for R,C.G., and other pathological test even for
once in the course of his long treatment for proper diagnosis and treatment
which seems to be rediculous.

The 2nd party asserts thatthe Ist party had developed 2 habit of remaining
absent on several previous occasions and his past recodrs of service are pot
satisfactory. The 2nd party furnished a letter dated 2-11-91, Exhibit-2 showing
that he was warned previously to avoid unauthorised absence and he did not
ciare, i

Exhibit-A is a letter dated 1-12-91 of the 2nd party instructing the Ist
party to appzar-before a Heart Specialist for treatment and report or to get-
admitted into a nearest Hospital and to send documents of treatment alterf
natively he was asked to appear before the Deputy Chief Medical Officer of
the Mills for further advice. Unfortunately, the Ist party did not accept any
of the alternative instruction to convince them that he was really sick and was
incapable to resume duty.

Exhibit-‘C’ is a letter dated 14-12-91 of the 2nd party asking the Ist paryt
to explain as to why disciplinary action against him should not be taken for
non compliance of office direction communicated vide Exhiivit-A and for remaj.
ning absent for long beyond 10 days unauthorisedly causing loss to the office
works and production of the Mills,



Exhibit<B’ is a letter dated 21-12-91 lssued by the 2nd party directing the
lst party to appzac bzfore a eaquiry committee on 29-12-91 to_ face chargs=
of unauthorised absence and he remained silent, The enquiry commitiee procee-
ded against him exparie and submitted a report on 4-1-84 Ealubi-'G’ tnding
him guilty of misconduct ufs 17 of the Employment of | Labour ||(Standing

Orders) Act, 1965.

The 2nd party on consideration} of | the enquiry report, Exhibit-'G’ and
having @ peep into his previous service records dizmissed him ficm service as
per order dated 5-1-92, Exhibit-7. 1t appears that the Znd party sent some
jetters Exhibit-A’ ‘C’ and 'D’ to the home address of the 1st party under
registered post and he ayoided receipt of those official correspondence with
malafids intention, The record tanspires from Exhibits-*B', "D’ and ‘F' that
letter dated 1-12-91 Exhibit-A, letter dated 14-12-91, Exhibit-C and letter dated
21-12-91, Exhibit-B were sent to the home address of the 1st party under
registered envelopes and the addressee refused to accept the same, as per
remark of the postal s“rofused” Even on one envelope, the postal peon recorded
an endorsement “addressee ill and refused to accept™ which indicates that he
was not willing to accept correspondences from the Management for reasons

best known to him.

The Ld. Advocate for the 1st party gubmits that the Ist party allegely
refused to accept official letters from the postal peon and for that reason the
2nd party ought tn‘scnd a copy of notice to his home address and another
exhibited in the notice board as psr provision of sub-section-5 of section 18
of the Employment of Labour (Standing Orders) Act, 1965, As all the pre=—
yions correspondences in this respect as aforesaid were directed to his home'
address, which is his permanent addres s we feel that the requircments of sub-
section-> of ‘section 18 of the Employment of Labour (Standing Orders) Act,

1965 was not relevont.

The court was duly constituted at the time of hearing of the case. The
Ld4. representative on workers side expressed his views that the lst party may
be reinstated in service with 50% back wages. On the other hand, the Ld.
Ieprﬂmmmra on employers side gave his opinion that the impugned dismissal
order was not unjustified. He 1s of the views that the 2nd party however
ghould pay all benefits acrued to the 1st party while he was io service.

We observe that the lst party purportedly was absent from duty for long
beyond 10 days unauthorisedly whiech palpably amounts to miscnoduct under
clause (d) of sub section-3 of section 17 of the Employment of Labour
(Stunding Orders) Act, 1965 and as such he was liable to be dismissed from
on cnosideration of his length of service, the order of dismissal,

service. But ) : L OfF ;
Exhibit-7 deserves conversion into termination on compassionate ground

Point No. 2 is dispossed of. Hence it is,

Ordered

that Complaint Case No. 1092 be allowed on contest against the 2nd party
without any order as to cost. The dismissal order dated 5-1-92 be converted
into termination. g 2nd party is directed to pay termination benefits as per
provision of section 19(1) of the Employment of Labour (Standing Orders)
Act, 1965 to the 1st party within 60 (sixty) days from the date of pussing of
this order.
Mid. Abdur Rahman Patwarl
Chalrman

umcm&mr
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IN THE LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 2/93

Jhantu Kumar Chowdhury, T/No. 31,

Chittagong Jute Manufacturing Co. Ltd,,

Kalurghat, Mohara, Chittagong. lst party.
Versus

General  Manager,
Chittagong Jute Manufacturing Co. Ltd.,
Kalurghat, Mohara, P. S. Chandgaon, Chittagong.—2nd party.

Order no. 35 dt. 6-7-98

The court is duly constituted as under:

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,— Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury, (—)Members.
Mr. Safar Ali,

The 2nd party files hazira and ready for hearing. The Tst party takes no
step and is found absent on repeated calls,

Heard., The Ld. Advocate on behalf of the st party submits that heis
not inclined to tkake step. Hence it is,

Ordered
that Compalaint Case No. 2/93 be dismissed for default,

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Chairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong.

B ==

IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 21/93

Mohammed Meah, Sfo, Late Khairuzzaman,

vill. Middle Halishahar, Ananda Bazar,

Chittagong. 1st party.

Versus

M/s. Shawallace [Bn.n&ladnsh} Ltd.,

Rashid Building, Strand Road, Chittagong. 2nd party.
Order no. 34, dt. 2-7-98
The court is duly constituted as under;

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,—Chairman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdbury,( - ) Members.
Mr, Safar Ali, ! :
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The 2ad party files hazira and ready for bearing. The 1st party takes ne
stop and found absent on repeated calls,

i
Hzard, The Ld. Advocate on bshalf of the Ist party is present in the

Eilash Room. Hbo submits that the st party does no maintain sontact with
him and he is not inclined to take any step, Henco it i,

Ordered
that Qompalint Qase No. 21/93 bs dismissed for dafault.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,

Chairman, 1Ist Labour Court,
Chittagong.

T s
IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 20/94

Mahamudul Haque,

Mater Techinician (Electrical),
Maintenance Department, T.S.P.
Complex Ltd., North Patenga,

Chittagong. — 18t patry,
(18
Managing Director,
T.5.P. Complex Ltd.,
North Patenga, Chittagong. —2nd_party.
Order no. 46 dt. 5.7.98
The court is duly constituted with the following =]
Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari, _ Chairman,
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury, Members Jj

B Mr. Safar Ali,
The 1st party takes no step and is found absent on repeated calls, |

Laig
Heard. The Ld. Advocate submits that the Ist party maintain no contact

with him in connection with hearing of this case. Therefore he is not capable
ta take any step.

Cogsulted the Ld. Mzambers. Henoe it is,
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Ordered

E

: i
that complaint Case No. 20/94 be dismissed for default.

Md. Abdur Rahaman Patwari,
Chairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong.
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IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 18/95

Abdul Quyum, S/o, Abu Sufian,

Vill. Sumerkha Memberer Bari,

P. O. Kazirkhil, P, 8. Senbag,

Dist. Noakhali.W1ist party.—Is party.

Versus

Prnpnur.ur,

Ajmesr Hotle,

KEDS Market,

Oxyzen More, Chittagong.—2nd party.

®rder no. 26, dated 8-7-98
The court is duly costituted with the following:

Mr. Md, Abdur Rahman Patwari,—Chairman,
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury Members,
Mr. Safar Ali, : i

The Ist party takes no step and is found absent on repeated ealls,
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Heard. The Ld. Advocate on behalf of the 1st party submits that his
client does not maintain contract with him. So heis not incluined to take
stap any more. Hence it is, ;

Ordered

tat Complaint Case No. 18/95 be dismissed for default.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,

Chairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong,

—

IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Cage No, 19/95

Md. Momtaz Mia, Sfo. Late Syed Ali,

Vill. Benonmuri, P.o.Bariakistapur,

P.g. Chandina, Dist. Comilla.— 1st party.
versus ;

General Manager, ;

M/s. Birds Bangladesh Agencies Ltd.

100, Agrabad C/A, Chittagong,;— 2nd party.

Present Mr. Md. Abdur Raohman Patwary, Chairman.
Mr. Alhaj Nasiruddin Bahadur, Members.

Mr. Faiz Ahmed, Members.

Mr. A.B. Poddar, Advocate for 1st party,
Mr. A.K.M. Mohsanuddin Ahmed Chowdhury, Advocate for 2nd
party.

Judgement-Dated, 22.07.98

This is an application ufs 25(1)(B) of the Employment of Labour (Standing
Ordors) Act, 1965.

The case of 1st party Momtaj Mia is that he was appointed as driver on
1,11.93 in the establishment of the 2nd party. He was diligent and sincere in
his duties and his records of service was clean and there was no allegation of
misconduct against him in the past. That the 2nd party dismissed him from
permanent post on 30.7.95 without observing the formalities as laid down in
Section 18(1) and 18(6) of the Employment of Labour (Standing Orders) Act,
1965 which was illegal. That prior to his dismissal the 2nd party lssl}ud no
show cause notice, issued no letter of charge and gave no opportunities for
his self defence. The 1st party never committed any misconduct during his
period of service.
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That the 1st Janrt}' sent a grievance notice ufs 25(1)(A) of the Employment
of Labour (Standing Orders) Act, 1965 to the 2nd party by registered post to
withdrew th2 illagal ordar of dismissal, The 2nd party duly received the said
grievancs paiition. Bui the 2nd party upheld the disputed dismissal order.

Therefore, the 1st party was compelled to institute the case.

The 2nd party filed a written statement denying the allegations made in the
original application by the Ist party. The caseof the 2nd party is that the lst
party was always used to misbehave with his superiors and to show arrogrance
in his attitude. He had the habit cf disobeying the orders of his superiors
for which he begged apology. It happened that on 29.7.95 when the officers -
were going to the office by a transport, driven by him. Suddenly, he in a
very rough voice asked the officers to grant him leave for one month. The
officors on board, asked him to submit application as per rules and to
submit the same in the office, He then entered into unnecessary altercations
with the officers and insisted for leave. At one stage he became agitated,
stopped the car and left the same threwing the keys. As a result of which
the officers had to leave the car and to walk to the office, On the following
day he went to the office and told the manager that he was not willing to
serve in the company any more and requested for terminationg hum from ser-
vice. The 2nd party did not agree to his proposal, "Rather, made an enquiry
mto the events of 30.7.95 on the spot, witnesses more examined when the
disorderly behaviour and insubordination of the 1st party was established, As
such he was dismissed from service vide letter dated 30.7.95. The Ist party
submitted a grievance petition on 1.8.95, The 2nd party on receipt of the
same reviewed the case once again, but could not consider his prayer.

The 2nd party prays for dismissal of tha caso,

i Fw
w Points for determination =~
E

1. Whether the case I.H maintainable 7
2. Whether the Ist party is eatitled to get the relief as prayed for 2

Findings and decision
Point no.l =

‘% The Ist party was admittedly a driver under the 2nd party. His date of
appointment was Ist December, 1993, Exhibit-1. He was dismissed from servige
with effect from Ist day of Aupgust, 1995 as per Exhibit-2, He submitted g
grievance pstition ufs 25(1)(A) of the Employment of Labour (Standing Orders)
Act, 1965 on 1.83.95 vide Exhibit-3, Exhibit-4 is a postal receipt in token
of having posted the said grievance petition under registered cover, The 2nd
party refused to review their dismissal order Exhibit-2 and communicated
their views on 5.8.95, Exhibit-5. Subsequently the Ist party brought the case

on 13.8.95. So obviously the case is within the prescribed time limit and as
such undoubtedly maintainable.

Point no. 21

It is not disputed thet while in service the 1st gnrty was dismissed op
30.7.95 Bxhibit-2 on the allogation of misconduss on 29.7.95 when the officers
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wers going to the office by a transport driven by him The 1st party claims
that he was always diligent and sincere in his duty and he never misbehaved
with any body. Exhibit-6 is a certificate issued by the 2nd party on 24 .4 93
in favour of the 1st party. By this Exhibits, the 2nd party certified him as
sincere, honest and hard working. The 2nd’ party further certified him as
possessing good moral character.

It is an admitted fact that no notice of show causé was issued wpon the
{st party for allegsd misconduct and no letter of charge was brought against
him. He was abruptedly dismissed from the service on 30.7 95 without con-
stituting any enquiry committee for holding domestic enquiry into any incident.
So ho was apparently deprived of self defence which is a denial of natura
justios.

In tho course of hearing, the Ld. Adyocate on behalf of the 1st party
submits that the Ist party although instituted the case for a direction to
rainstate him in service with the passing of time he is no longer facinated to
get back his job, but he deserves service bencfit for rendering dedicated
eorvice during the tenure of his appointment. The contention of the Ld.
Advocate appears to be cogent.

Consulted the Ld. Members on the said of employers and workers.
They expressed their considered views in writing for allowing cen percent
termination benefits to the 1st party in lien of reinstatement in Service as he
ig pot interested to rejoin in his former post. We hold our views that the
disputed dismissal order dated 30.7.95 needs be converted into termination
order in the intersst of fair justice. The point no. 2 is thus decided.

Henco it ia,
Ordered

that Complaint Case No. 19/95 be sllowed in part in contest withouot
cost. The dismissal order dated 30.7.95 be converted into that of termination.
The 2nd paty is directed to pay termination benefit in terms of Section 19
of the Employment of Labour (Standing Orders) Act, 1965 to the lst party
within 30 (thirty) days from.the date of passing of this order.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwarl
Chairman, 1st Labour Court,
Chittagong-
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IN THE I1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 35/96

Suma Pal, S/o. Nilufa Pal, Helper,

Arrow Fashion Pvt. Ltd. &

Arrow Fashion Garments Sramik Karmachari Union,
Regd. No. Chatta-1110. 82/83, Sadarghat Road.

P.S. Kotwali, Dist. Chittagong—I1st party.

Versus.

Sk. Abdul Momin' Mintu, 8/o0. Late Abdul Kaleque,
Managineg Director, Arrow Fashion Pwi. Litd.

Factory 8283, Sadarghat Road, P.S. Kotwali,

Dist, Chittagong, Head Office-Zifics Bima Bhavan,
Jublee Road, P.S. Kotwali, Dist Chittagong—2nd perty.

Order no. 1B dt, 8-7-98

The court is duly consituted wiht the following :

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patweri. Cheirman.
Mr. Mohammed A. Jabbar Chowdhury, arnce member,
Mr. Safar Ali ;

The petition dated 20-1-98 filed by the 1st party for withdrawal of the
ease is taken up for hearing and order.

Heard. The prayer is allowed. Hence it is,

Ordered
That Complaint Case No. 55/96 be withdrawn as sought for.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,

Chairma, Ist Labour Court,
Chittagong. ;

IN THE IST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Complaint Case No. 98/96

Nur Mbhammed, Sjo. Late Abdul Latif,
Vill. Chotosarippur, P.0O. Bhabanigibanpur,
P.S. Bpgumganj, Dist. Noakhali—Ist party.

Fersus

Ganeral Managar,
Amin Jute Mills Ltd,,
Sholashahar, Chittagong.—and party.
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Present :  Mr. Md, Abdur Rnﬁman Patwarl, Chalrman.

Mr. Alhal Masiruddin Bahadur, m*mber.
Mr. Faiz Ahmed, Member.

Mr. AT Paddar, Advocate for 1st narty,
Mr. A.K.M. Mohsanuddin Ahmed Chowdhury, Advocate for 2nd
party.

Judgemet-Dated, 15-07-98

This is an application ufs 25(1)(A) of the Emplyment of Labour (S5.0.)
Act, 1965.

The case of Ist party Nur Mohammed is that he was a permanant.
wnrkar undar tha 2nd party. He was uppninted nn 6.9.92 bearing Pass Mo
23738 and Toksn No. 10802 as weaver in the Weavine Department of Mill
Mn. 2. Since his annnintment, ha wns discharing his function honestly and
gincaraly, That on 28.12.95 after performing his duty the Ist party went home
and fell ill. He applied herbal medicines and he was not courad, Thereafter
the 1st narty went to a resistered dnctor on 30-12-95 and was under his treat-
maat till 29-1-95  uring the perind the 1st party was attacked with viral hepa-
titis. Suhsaquantly tha 1st party recnvered from illness. Afterwards he went
to tha 2nd narty in the Mill together with fitness certificate seeking permission
to resumz his duty. He submitted medical cerfificates in the labour office
Bafors hand the Ist party by registared post on 98.12.95 and late on by ano-

ther registered letter in January, 1996 informed the labour officer about his illness.

= That the T1st party received letter of enquiry under Memo No. Amin/Laboure
151 dat=1 3-2-95 from the 2nd party on 12-2-96 directing him to appeal befor
ths enquirv committes and except the said letter of enquiry he received no
etter of charge,

That the Ist party had instituted T. R. O Case No, 11/96 for directing the
2nd party to allow him to resume his duty. The 2nd party filed a written
statament.on 5-10-96. In the written stetement the 2nd party stated that the
letter of charee in ths name of the Ist party was sent in his home address
under registered post. But the Ist party did not received any such letter of
chargz. That in the written statement it has been further statrd that a second
lattar was ulso sent in the homs address of the 1st party under registered post
which was returnad undsliversd with remark ‘dead’. The 1st party was not
awars of av such correspondance, [t has also heen stated in the written
statzmt that another registersd latter was sent in the name of hiz wife on
93.1.05 and the said letter was also returned. The Ist party was in the dark
about any such letter. :

That ths Ist party attend»d the enquiry committee and the enquiry was
not condastad imnartially. The medical certificates, fitness certificate and his
jnining raport wars not presentad bafore the enquiry committee. The |st party
was not abssnt without _inf‘crm:tiun. The enquiry committee failed to consider
his casz and the enquiry report was not fair. Tt has been next stated in the
writtan statsmant that the Ist party was illegally dismissed from service on
3.5.95 and ths said dismissal letter was not received by him. He cemeto
l=arn1 about this illazal dismissal order from the written statement filled in I.R.O.
@ase No. 11/96 by the 2nd party. i
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That the 1Ist party submitted a grievance petition ufs 25(1)(A) of the
Employment of Labour (5.0) Act, 1965 to the 2nd party under registered post,s—s
The 2nd party gave no reply to the grievance petition within the prereribed timé

limit, Under the circumstunces the lst party was compelled to institute the
present case,

The 2nd party filed a written statement denying all material allegations
made in the original application by the lIst party. In real facts, the case of the
2nd party is that on the allegations of absenting from duty without leave or
authority with effsct from 28-12-95, a letter of charee was. s=nt to his home
address under registered post, but he did not submit any explanation. The
2nd party sent another letter to his home address whereupon the letter was
returned with remark that the addressee was dead. Knowing this, the 2nd
party aziin s:nt a lstter under registered post on 23-1-96 to his home address
in th: nam2 of his wife. The said lstter was also returned. Thereafter the
allzgations brounght against him was enquired. The Ist party attended the
enquiry 'in which hs was given full opportunity of defence. The enquiry
committes found him guilty of the allegation brought against him.

That on the basis of report of enquiry committee well as on the basis
of pist record of service {]F the Ist party, he wae dismissed by a letter of
2nd party dated 5-3-96. The Ist party did not submit any grivance petition in
tim=. Ths: petiton filad by the Ist party is hopelessly barred by limitation.

Therefore, the 2nd party prays for dismissal of the case.
Points for determination :

1. Whether the case is within time 7
2. Whether the Ist party is entitled to any relief?
Findings and decision:

. Both the points are taken up together for brevity and convenience of
discussions,

Heard both sides alaborately. Persued the exhibites on record. Admittedly
the 1st party was a psrmanent worker under the 2nd rarty. He was absent
from duty for long more than 10 days. An enquiry committee was constituted
by the 2nd party to enquire into the allegations of his unauthorised ahsence
He duly received the enquiry notice Exhibit-F ‘and he appeared before the
enquiry committze. So he must delagently follow up the result of the domestic
enquiry held in this regard, The 2nd party contends that the enquiry committee
found the 1st party guilty of misconduct for absence. The Znd party further
confends that on the basis of report of the enquiery committee Exhibit-H as
well as on the basis of past record of service of the Ist party he was dismissed
by alztter dated 5-3-96, Exhibit-1. Tt transpires from the top protion of the
disputed dismissal latter that the same was sent to the permanent address of the
Ist party under registersd post. The postal receipt marked as Exhibit-1/1 along
with his parmansnt address Exhibit-1{2) are on record. The registered l¢t+t¢r
was  not returnsd back by the postal peon on the execuse of non delivery which

bars strong indication that the said registered letter was properly served upom
the addressee.
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We have observed that the Ist party was present before the enquiry coms
, Jmittee, He was anxious to resume duty. So he was supposed to move heaven
wand earth to collect information about the out come of the procecdings drawn
up against him. Instead he deiibareatly instuted I. R, O. Case No. 11/96 on
1-6-96 secking direction for permission to resume duty. He asserts thut he
came to learn from the avernment of the wrilten statement filed by the 2nd
party in I, R. O. Case No. 11/96 on 5-10-96 about his dismissal from service
on 5-3-96. He further asserts that thereafter he sent a grievance petition
dated 15-10-96 ufs 25(1)’A) of the Employment of Labour (15. 0.) Act, 1965
Exhibit-10 to the 2nd party under registered post and then he filed the
instant complaint case on 14-11-96. It is curious enough that when the Ist
party was aware of the departwenttal proceedings by attending himself before
the enquiry committee, as to why he was reluctant togather information about
his dismissal from report of the enquiry proceedings and  instead he would
bring an I. R. O. Cuase bgaring No. 1196 for the purpose. All these acts
appears to have been manifestly done conciously by him with motive to @scape
from the yolk of limitation, Under the circumstances, we can not bu hold a
belief that in the prevailing back ground, the case is barred by limitation,

As per his contention the Ist party after performing his duty on 28-12.95
for the Ist half fall sick and he left for residence. At fiist he used hurbal
medicine and when he was not recorverea he consulted Docter Ratan  Kumar
Dey. As per medicar certificate dated 30-12-95 Exhibit-A he was sullering from
Bucillary dyssatry and the attending doctor advised him bed rest till recovery,
He under went treatment under Dorctor Ratan Kumar Dey from 30-12-95 to

29-1-96 vide madical cerfificate dated 29-1-96 Exhubit-4, This timo the same
%ontur 1ssued medical certificate  diagnising that he was attacked with viral
hapatitis- which is a grave and complicated desease. But he produced no
other papers vis-a-vis pathlogical reports and other test to substantiate his
ailment from such dreadful dissease.

The 2nd party wrote to him vide Exhibit-B stating that they received the
advice of his attending doctor Exhibit-A advising him for bed rest but without
prayer for leave there is no avenues to enjoy bed rest for indefinate period,
S0 the 2nd party instructed the Ist party either to resums his duty within 10
days or to consult a Civil Surgeon/Deputy Civil Surgeon/Medical Officer of the
Mill and to furnish their recommendation for medical leave, The 2nd party
cautioned him that unless he follows the direction of the 2nd party, appro-
priate measure must be taken against him as per existing labour law of the
country. But he paid no heed.

The 2nd party alleges that the 1st party was absence for long and he was
again directed by registered letter Exhibit-D to resume his duty and the same
was returned by the postal peon with the remark “‘the addressee was dead",
The 2nd party once againt sent another letter under registered post, Exhibit.|.
to his home address in the name of his wife Most. Munsura Khatun and (he
said lettor was also returned by the postal department. The Ld. Advocate on
be half of the 2nd party submits that the lst party was aware of such COrreg.
pondence and he avoided to receive all those correspondences in collusion with
the local postal peon in order to get an order of dischurge from the 2nd
party to receive all financial benefits as admissible in the case of discharge
on medical ground,
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The 2nd party further submits that agaist the allegation of absenting from
duty with effsct from 28-12-95 and show cause the lst parly did not submt.e
any explauation, As @ resuli an enquiry committee Wis constituted vide Exhi-
bit-F and the lst party appeared befure the said enquiry commiltes and he was
also Present at the time of enquiry and his statement Wis duly recorded by
the enguiry commitles and he was given opportunity to defend himself. That |
the enquiry commitiee afler holding enguiry submitied an enquiry reporl duted
3.3-96 Exuibit-H which was constitered by the 2nd party. On perusil of this
anquiry repuit, it reveals that the comuttee found the lst party guily ol mis-
conduct for absenting without leave for more than 10 deys. Corteguerly Le
was dismissed from service on 5-3-96 Exhibit-1 on the basis of 1epuit ¢l ile
snquiry committes Exhibit-FH and in view of his past record of service.

The lst party asserts that he had earlier informed the labour officer of the
2nd party about his illness by sending one registered  letter on 28-12-95 and
anothar registered letter in Jaguary, 1996 and that he was nol guilty of mis-
conduct. But he produced no documentary evidence in support of his con-
tention. We have ulready observed that at first the 1st party produced a
madical certificate showing that he was attacked with Bacillary Dysentary Ex-
hibit-A and then he furnished another medical certificate Exhibit-4 from to the
effect that he was suffering from Viral Hapatitis, But he purportedly remained
undzr the treatment of a private general practioner and he avoided direction
of the 2nd party to seck ‘advice from Civil Surgeon or pedical Officer of the
Mills and his illness from viral Hepatitis is not supported by pathological test

oic. :
Exhibit-1 is a letter dated 6-9-92 wherefrom we find that lst party N%:
Mohammad in the past was ylso dismissed from the service of the Nill for
unauthoriszd leave of absence. Subsequently he submitted a répresentation,
Exhibit-6, to the Joint Director of Labour, Chitlagong and on his request
vide Exhibit-7 he was reinstated in the service of the 2nd party. He supposed
to bz cautious. But this time also he was unauthorisedly abscnt from duty for
long and he was found guilty of misconduct once again. Thus his previous
record of service 15 not satisfactory as a result of which he was removed
from service in the form of dismissal for the secon time.
At the time of hearing the court was duly constituted. The Ld, Member
on the employer side and the Ld. Member on the worker side gave their
may be reinstated In service. In view of

yviews in writing that the lst party i .
our foregoing discussions we can not agree with the views of the Ld. Members.

Of course, it reveals that the order of dismissai Exhibit-1 was issued on 5-3-96
iving effect from 28-12-95 which is not |roper as a dismissal order can not
tnke effect from ante date. The lst party rendered services in the establish-
mont of the 2nd party for some years and in consideration of his tenure of
garvice OUr Views is that his dismussal order dated 5-3-96 deserve convVersion

into termination. The points for datermination are disposed of. Hence it is,
Ordered z

that Complaint Cise Mo. 98/96 ba allowed in part on contest against theq
2nd party without cosl. The order of dismisal dated 5-3-96 be converted *
into order of termination. The 2nd party is directed to pay the termination
banafit in terms of Siction 19 of the Employmsnt of Labour (5.0) Act, 1965
to the lst paity within 45 (fortyfive) days from the date of this order, ,
|

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwarl
Chairman
1st Labour Court, Chittageng.
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In The Labout Court at Chittagoug.

Complaint Case No. 10/97

Gamaluddin Yousuf, Sfo. Faiz Ahmed,

Vill. Harina, P.o. Adhunagar, P.8.

Lohaghora, Dist. Chittagong. —Ist party.
Vs h

FEditor and Publisher,

Daily Nayabangla, 101, ”

Momin Road, P.8- Kotwali,

Dist. Chittagong. —2nd party,
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Order No, 14 dt. 19.7.98

The court is duly constituted with the following -

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahaman Patwari, Chairman.
Mr, Mohammed A.Jabbar Chowdhury, Memder.
Mr. Tapan Dutta, Mamber,

The Ist party files hazira. The case is taken up for exparte hearing.
No oral evidznce is adduced by the lIst party. The documents filed by the
1st party are marked as Exhibits—113.

Hsard, Perused the case record mnd exhibits. It transpires from : the
3ad party entered appearance: by executing Wakalatnama but filed no writlen
state nant to contest in this case, The disputed dismussal order Exhibit-9 was
jssuad on 14-2.97 giving effect from 5.12.9:3 which is not proper. Hence it

Ordered.

that Complaint Case No. 10/97 be allowed exparte without cost. The
dismissal ordar dated 14.2.97 be set asids. The 2nd party is hercby directed
to reinstate the Ist party in service with nack wages within 3C(thirty) days
from the date of passing of this order.

Md. Abdur Rahaman Patwari,
Chairman, lst Labour Court,
Chittagong,

TV

IN THE 1ST LABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG

Complaint Case No. 29/97

Halim Mia, S/o. Late Rahamat Ali, )
Guard, Kaptai Opzration & Maintenance Division,
Water Development Board, Kaptai. —I1st party.

Xersus

1. Executive Engineer,

Kaptai Operation & Maintenance Division,

Water Development Board, Kaptai.

2. Sub Divisional Engineer, :
Kaptai (North) Operation & Maintenance Sub Division,
Water Development Board, Kaptai.

3. Superintendant Engineer,

Chittagong Operation & Maintanance Circle,

Water Development Board, Baddarhat,

Chittagong. - 2nd party.

Present -- Mr, Md, Abdur Rahuman Patwary, Chairman.
Mr. Mohammad A. Jabbar Chowdhury, Member,
Mr. Sufar Ali, Member.

Mr, Ashis Kumar Dutta, Advocate for 1st party.
Mr. A.B. Poddar, Advocate for 2nd party.
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This is an application ufs 25(1)(B) of the Employment of Labour (S.0)
Act, 1965 for reinstatemant in service,

The case of Ist party. Halim Mia is that as per MEO/GW-DP-61/90
dated 17.2.76 of the Managsr, M. EOW DB, Dhaka he was appointed
as Labour-A in the Erection Division of WD B, Chandpur with effect from
1.3.76 and his date of birth was 17.2.44. That when the scheme of the
Erection Division of W.D.B., Chandpur was completed his service was treated
as surplus and he was retrenched,

That after retrenchment, the 1st party had to undergo hardship due to
financial difficulties. Afterwareds Director of Personnll, W.D .B., Dhaka in
the interest of W.D.B., directed the 2nd party in terms of Memo No. 44,
WDB, (KP)/B-2/13-5-57/75 dated 28.1.80 to absorb him as guard, Later on,
Exccutive Engineer, Karnafully Mzchanical Division, Kaptai, Chittagong Hill
Districts absorbed him vide office order No. KMD/E-1/1201-(8) dated 3. 5,80,

That the Exccutive Engineer, Karnafully Mechanical Division, Kaptai,
Chittagong Hill District called for the service book of the 1st party from the
Exscutive Enginzer, Mzchanical Equipment Division, W.D.B., Chandpur.
Bat as his servicz book was not forwardsd from there in time, a new service
book was posnsd at the direction of the 2nd party at the place of new
poiting wharein the date of birth of the 1st party was inserted as 3.5.40
ADwrongly. Thereafter the 1st party wentto Ghandpur and after procurement
of his service book from there, he deposited the same in the office of the
2nd party, Unfortunately the 2nd party refused to accept the said service
book. Afterwards the 2nd party issued an office order under Memo No,P-40
1785(20) dated 29.9.956 directing him to apply for permission to proceed on
L.P.R. as hs purportzdly complsted the age of 57 vears, That the eaid
direction of the Ist party is illegal as the 1st party has not yet completed
57 year of age as per his date of birth on 17.2.1944, The lIst party
submitted a grizvance patition on 25.4.97 ufs 25(1)(A) of the Employment
of Labour (S.0) Act, 1965 to the 2nd party stating that he i not due to
retire on 3.5.97 and requested to withdraw Memo No. P-40/1786(2)0 dated
29.9.96. But the 2nd party without taking into con-ideration the said griev2nce
vance petition up held their earlier decision by issuing Memo No. 31r/715/
1(2) dated 6.5.97 and compelled the 1st party to procced on P.R.
Hence the Ist party filed this case.

The 2nd partyNo. 2 filed a written statement denying the allegations made
in the original pefition by the Ist party. The case of the 2nd party is that the
Ist party was appointed as Labour-A for Chandpur Erection Division tempora-
rily with certain conditions. He joined to his post on 1-3-76. It is not a fact
that his date of birth was 17-2-1944, That after complotion of the scheme of
the Erection Division of W.D.B., Chandpur Ist party was terminated. It is
not a fact that the 2nd party inserted 3-5-1940 in the new service book asa
date of birth of the Ist party whimsically. That on receipt of the previous
service book of the Ist party from W.D.B.,, Chandpur both the service books
were gent to the Authority for a docision and the 2nd party was awaiting for
arriving at a proper d:cision. Meanwhile the lst party attained the age of 57
years 23 par his date of birth recorded in the new service book as 3-5-1940 and
he was sent on L.P.R.
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Wnder the faock and eiroumstanoss the 2nd party parys for dismissal of
the case,
Point for determination :

Whether purported date of birth 17-2-1944 AD or 3-5-1940 AD should be
treated as crieteria for L.P.R. of the Ist party.

Findings and decision :..

Heard both sides in details. Perused the original petition, written state-
ment and papers on record. It appzars that Ist party Halim Mia was appoin-
ted as a labour along with 8 (ecight) others fgr Erection Division, W.D.B.
Chandpur by the Manager, Mechanical Equipment Division, W.D.B., Dhaka
and he was placed in the pay scale of Tk. 130-5-180-EB-6-240 Exhibit-A.
Accordingly the 1st party joined to his post and a service book was opened by
the Executive Engineer, Erection Division, B.W.D.,

Chandpur, on 18-7-77 Exhibit-B In the name of the Ist party. In this serviee
book, Exhibit-B the date of birth of Halim Mia Ist party was recorded as
17.2.1944. Subsequently as Erection Division, W.D.B. Chandpur was aboliser
the surplus staff of the said Erection Division, W.D.B, Chandpur in cluding
Ist party Halim Mia was released from Erection Division, W.D.B, Chandpur
with effect from 20-1-79 (A.N.) in order to join under Chandpur Mechanical
Division-III, Chandpur as per office order dated 19-1-79 Exhibit-1) of the
Executive Engineer, Erection Division Chandpur, Afterwards Executive Engincer,
Mechanical Division, W. D. B, Chandpur terminsted the services of the 1st
party Halim Mia along with 16 others vide Memo No. G.C.*1929] dated
24-7-79 Exhibit-2. Subsequently the Deputy Director of Personnel, W.D.B.
Dhuka senta list of 7 (seven) persons including the name of Ist party Halim
Mia as retrendched surplus staff to the office of Superintendent Engineer,
Karnafully Irrigation Project, W, D. B, Chittagong for absorption as Guard
under, his scheme vide letter dated 28-1-80 Exhibit-C. Thereafter the 2nd party
Executive Engineer, Karnafully Mechanical Division, Kaptai abrorbed the Is,
party Halim Miaalong with 3 (three) othersin his Diviion as Guard vide
letter No. KMD/E-1/1201(8) dated 3-5-80, Exhibit-3 and he joined on 14-5-R0,

Since then 1st party (Halim Miz was discharging his duty as a Guard under
the Zod party.

The problem arose when the 2nd party was contemplating to reconstruct
the service records of the Ist party Hulim Mia. It transpires that the Executive
Engineer, Karnafully Mechanical Division, Kaptai wrote to the FExecutive
Engineer, Mechanical Division, W.D. B, Chandpur for forwarding the service
book of Ist party Halim) Mia to his office as per Memo No. P-30/846
dated 20-2-83 Exhibit-D. But the Executive Engineer, Mechanical Division,
W.D.B, Chandpur did not send the said service book to the office of the
2nd party inspite of series of correspondence in this regard. It is very misfor-
tune in deed that the 2nd party initially received no response from there.
Later on as the date of retirement of the Ist party Halim Mia was not for
away an:w service book Exhibil-E was opened by the 2nd party in the name
of Ist party Halim Mia on the basis of some availeble particluars, in fact,
which are in cosistent, In the new service book, Exhibit E opened at the
end of the 2nd party, the date of birth of the 1st party Helim Mia was
shown as 3-5-1940 and if based on the siad new service book, Exhibit-E, the
st party Halim Mia was supposed to retire from service on 2-5-97. On the
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reverss, as per service book Exhibit-B opened in the office of E=cechtive
Engineer, Ercction Division, W.D.B., Chendpur earlier his date ?i' bitth was
17.2.1944 and he is due to retire from seryice on 16.2,2001 AD,

It reveals that the 2n: party directed the 1ist party to apply for
permission to proceed on L.P.R. with effect from 2.5.97 as per letter dated
28 4.97 Exhibit-4 and as he was not supposed to carry out the said direction
which was obtasibly erroneos, the 2nd party jrohibited him from attending
duty from 2.5.97. It further reveals that the Ist party submitted a grievance
petition on 4.5.97 by registéred post ufs 25(1)(A) of the Emplyment ol Lebour
(S.0) Act, 1965 which was in accordance with Jaw for witkdrawal of the
drection issued to him to proceed on L.P.R. vide letter .dated 28.4.97 Exhi-it
4 and the 2nd party without taking into consideration the said prievance pitl-
tion upheld the earlier decision conveyed vide letter dated 6.5.97 Exhibit-5.

Aactually we find from the contenion ofboth the parties that in this case
the sole dispute is with regard to the date of birth ot the Ist party Halim

Mia.

The court was duly constituted with at the time of hearing of the case.
The Ld. Members on the side of Employers and the Ld. Members on the side
of Workers both expressed their views in writting that there should not have
b2zn a1y dispute in the case of ape of the Ist party which was once suecpted
and admittad by the Authority. By this language the La. Members wanted to
say that since the date of birth of the lst party was earlier recorded as
17-2-1944 as per szrvicz book, Exhibit-B, and the same was accepted by the
water Davelopm:nt Board, there 15 no scops o reopen the issu¢ to say that
virtually he was born on 3-5-1940 as recordad in the new service book Exhibit-
E. In other words, the date of birth of the Ist party as recorded in the old
service book, Exhibit-B will prevail upon the date of birth as recorded in the
new service book Exhibit-E.

A

¥ We observe that 1st party Halim Mia was on employee under B.W.D.B.
Chandpur. As he was declared surplus/retrinched by them he was released
from there. Thereafter the Director of Personnel, W.D.B., Dhaka considered
his case on compassionate ground and advised the Znd party to absorb him
under them. They duly complied with the direction conveyed from the head
uarters since Halim Mia was an old staff of W.D.B. and formerly he was in
service the 2nd party instead of exchange of several correspondences time and
again which consumed waluable time and labour could casily collect his old
service book from previous station by deputing a special Messenger. We fur-
ther observe that when eomplication already cropped up the issue could be
resolved expeditiously by soliciting legal opinion.

In fine, we like to mention here that the Ld. Advocat on behall of the
2nd party while concluding his submission, gave stress on the aspect thut as
per noting in the old service book, the Ist party was terminated by W.D.B.,
Chandpur and as souch his date of birth recorded by them was of no use
Our views is that a man is born for once. The submissiun of the Ld. Advocate.
is not substantial in as much as from papers on record we come across that
he was treated as surplusr etrenched staff while he was releas edearlier.

In the result the case succed. Heneeit is,
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Ordered

that Complaint Case No. 29/97 be allowed on contest withot any cost,
The ordor dated 26.4.97 passed by the 2nd party is hereby set aside. The 2nd
party is diracted to reistate the lst party in service effecting from 3.5.97 within
30(thirty) days fromthe date of passing of thist order.

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari
Chairman,
1st Diabour Court, Chittagong.
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IN THE IST RABOUR COURT AT CHITTAGONG
Gomplaint Case No 7198

The Msnager ;

QOodalia Tea Estatq,

P. o. Nazirhat, P g,

Fatikchari, Chittagong.—TIst party.

Fs.

Pulin Biharj Bhattacharies,
Ex-Compoundar Oodalia Tea Estate,
P. O. Nazirhat, P.S. Fatikchari,
Chittagong.—2nd party.

Order No. 6dt. 23.7.98

The eourt is duly constituted with the following - —

Mr. Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari, Chairman.

Mr. Alhaj Nasiroddin Bahadur Member
Mr. Tapan Dutta o

The Ist party filos hazira, The ease is taken up for

hearing on the matter
of maintainability.

Heard both sides, Mr. A K, M. Mohsanuddin Ahmed

Chowdhry,
Advocate on bghalf of Ist party has smen

the informatign dated 9,7 9g
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nd party Pullin Bihar Bhattacharjes is now dead. Therefore, in the
of 2nd party the case is not maintainable. Hence it is,

Ordered

that Complaint Case No. 7/98 be dismissed as not maintaniable.

that 2
absence

Md. Abdur Rahman Patwari,
Chairman
Ist Labour Court, Chittage.

o7l WETE FiaA FAEA (Boy-tea), Bri-Tams, IRATH TAFE T FETEH
R FET T80 |
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