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The Court: The petitioners are employees of the Kolkata Dock Labour

Board.  The grievance of the petitioner is directed towards wage revision and

other benefits which they seek from the Calcutta Dock Labour Board.  Counsel

on behalf of the Calcutta Dock Labour Board is represented and submits that

payment of funds is not to be made by them but by the Union of India.  Counsel

on behalf of the Union of India is represented and submits that any grievance

towards payment of alleged dues of the petitioners should be directed to the

Institute of Foreign Trade.  Significantly, the Institute of Foreign Trade has not

been made a party to this petition.  As such, no effective order can be passed
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against the Union of India or the Calcutta Dock Labour Board.  However, in

view of the fact that the petitioner alleges to be an employee and his dues are

pertaining to medical expenses, settlement of wage revision, retiral benefits and

pension, the petitioner is  granted liberty to make an appropriate representation

to the Director of Institute of Foreign Trade having its office at New Delhi.  It is

expected that if such representation is made within a period of two weeks from

date, the designated officer of the Institute of Foreign Trade will consider and

dispose of the representation of the petitioner within a period of eight weeks

from the date of receipt of the same.

With the aforesaid directions, WPO/259/2011 stands disposed of.

I make it clear that in considering the representation of the petitioner the

designated officer of the Institute of Foreign Trade will give a right of hearing to

the petitioner or his authorized representative  and pass a reasoned order.  I

also make it clear that nothing in this order will be binding on the concerned

officer of the Institute of Foreign Trade nor will he be influenced insofar as the

merits of this case are concerned.

                                   (RAVI KRISHAN KAPUR, J.)
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