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Sir, »

The dispute before the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Appeal {Uinil) No
1832/2004 (Manipal Academy of Higher Education versus Providem Fund Commissioner) was
whether the amount received by encashing the eamed leave is & part of “basic wage™ under
section 2(b) of the Emplovees’ Provident Fund amd Miscellaneous Provisions Aet, 1952
requirng pro rata a}mgﬁﬁy@fﬁ sontribution.
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