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Neu Delhi: this the " day of >'2001?

HDN*BLE NR,S.R?ADIGE,yiCE CHAIRNAN (a)?

HDN*BLE DR.A»yEDA\/ALLI,|yiErqaER(0)

Dagmohan Sajw.an'>
S/o Shri T<lfSa3uan'^
R/o sector -2/494, Sadiq Nagar,
Neu Delhi-49? ♦ Appli can t.'

(By Adyocate: Shri Deepak VBrraa),^

^erWus

Union of India
thro ugh

1? The Secretary^,'
Ministry of fern a Affairs'^-
Go yt.' of India^
North Block',"
Neu Delhi'lf

2? The Directoi^if 4
National Crime Records jureau'f
East Bio R.K.puram*^-
N eu D el hi- 66

3«1 Th eSe er e ta ry'^'
Minis.try of Fin.ancelV
QDyt-.i.Jof India^^^ .1
Dep tt? 0 f E)<p endi tu re^'
North Block>

Neu Delhi .. Responden ts'J

(By Adyocate: Shri S?l<vGUp ta)

jtiRDER :

sgsitcttaeSVcCfllr^

During hearing of this OA filed on 1 3^'5v98

applicant's counsel Shri Deepak yerma stated at the

bar that applicant uas confining his prayer before us

for revision of pay scale from 1400-2 300 to 1 600 »2660

for.the period 11119^^9 up til 41^93 alone and not beyo^
-S; "."i & ' . . ^

7?4;i93? yB shall therefore confine ourselves to

applicant's claim fbr revision of pay scale from 1400-2 300

to 1600-2 660 for the period 1li9^9 to 7?4?93 alone and

not beyond'ii
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2^' Applicant uho uas working as LDC in.QBfencP

Ministry was solected for appointment as SrI in Computer

and System Division of MCRB on deputation basis in

the scale of R#^!1_;^0"2p4P for a period of 3 years vide

Office order dated 2 3i'6v8 9(AnnBXurBi^A2)'8' His deputatation

was further extended for one year 3i|8^92 vide

order dated 3T5^8^%» Applicant represented for

permanent absorp tion as s;l,^ in ,C .& S Division of NCRB

on upon which by Memo dated 3lf!3?93 (Annexure-A3)

he uas informed , that it was proposed to appoint him on

transfer basis as SI in C &S Division and redesignate

him as Data Entry Operator Grdup 'C' (fe^l 400-2 300)

with effect from the date he exercised his op tion •!

3« Meanwhile by MHa letter dated 6f!l0»|91 (Annexure-KAt

sanction was conveyed to jredesignation and revision of

pay scale of various pDP post in NCRB Uef 1T|i9;^8 9 as

per details given below :

Sl.''No, Existing designation No.' of Revised design No.'
& scale of pay posts'^! a tion &. scale qj,

of pay:^!
—  D(B S ts

Constable (800-11 50) 47 DEO Gr.A
115015D0 36
DEO Gr.'B

2. Head Con stable (9 50-1 400,'; 1 350-2200 19

plus Rs.&o/-spl'.'
pay) 10 DEQ Gr.c

.  -
1400-2 300 6

3i Sub-In sp .Hi 320-20 40) 63 OEO Gr^D
1600-2660 3
DEO Gr.'A
1 600-2660 s?;

StatV^Asstt^^Cl 400-2 300) 2 DEO Gr'^A
1 60 0-2000 2

5# Insp .^S ta tjllln vestiga tor
(1640-2 900) 42 DEO ■ Gr.'b

2q 00 - 3200 40

DEO ■ Gr9E
2000-3200 1

1 54 164
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Thereupon^ based on DPC's recommendation by

order dated 12^4^93 (Annexure-AA.3 ) applicant uas

appointed as SI in C & S Oi\/ision of NCRB on transfer

basis in. the scale of R^l320"-20 40 iJ«^e»'f'»l 7j4»i93j

con sequent. Upon implementation of EOP scales in C &

S Division^ ^nd upon exercising his option he uas

redesignated as DEO Grf C( Rsiil4Q0-2 300) u'^effrp 7^4^19^

5» Applicant cannot claim to have been unaware

of the ,.t?3ntents of flHA's letter dated 6^101^91 (Ann«'-AA1)

redesignating and , revising the pay scale of various

EdP posts in NCRSf and he has shown us nothing to

establish that he made any grievvance against the

order dated 12^4^93 redesignating him and revising

his pay scale as DEO GrfC(Rs^1 400-2300)♦' Indeed

respondents in iheir addlfaffidavit dated 12fl2i^2Q00
hav/B categorically asserted that the re designation

of various posts vide flHA order dated 6f5«^91 was no

on one to one basis and applicant uas asked to exercise

his op tion whether he uas willing to be considered as

DEG Grfc(l^«'1 400-'2 300) and he exercised his option for
the post of [^0 Gr^'C and he was absorbed in that post
u.B.ff 7«4f93 vide order dated 12v4f93 (AnnBXure-AA3)f

Pursuant to order dated 12f4,93 applicant

became entitled to draw the scale of Rs,^1400-2300 w'.^'e^^ff

7i^4,i93 onwards, as qEO Grfcf

7«' In so far as applicant's claim to draw the

higher scale of Rsil 600-2000 fbr the period 1i;l9v8 9 to

7#^4f93is concernedV that scale was actnissible to DEQ's

Gr«"i D and GrvAf but applicant had not been redesignated as

DEO during that period and continued to be an SI for that
- T

entire period in the scale of 320-2040*'

8«' Applicant contends that by respondents* order

dated 6fl1^J97 (Annexure-A 1) and order dated 6f2f98

Sis in toe scala of Rsfl 320 -20 40 like him but who were
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junior to him have been placed in the scale of 600i2 650

uj«e«-f«1 11ii'9.'-89,y^he is therefore entitled to the same scalep,^

A perusal of the orders dated Si111i'!97 and 5'^;b»^98

reveals that those Sis have been placed in the scale of

600-2 SSDu.e'i'f .' 11»^92'89 as Processing Asstts Gr-lA

and not as Dat^ Entry Operators^. In this connection

Finance Ministry's OW , da ted 9. (Annexure-A4) on

the subject of rationalisaWon of pay scale of EDP posts

makes it clear that the posts of Data Entry Operators

uere seperate and distinct from Data Programming

Assttsl Data En try .Op era to rs uere themselves in 2grades

at the entry level#! One grade uas Ibjn 50-150 0 for

Higher Secondary candidatsfuith knouledge of data entry

uork^uhile a slighMy higher grade of RsS!l150-2200 uag

provided at entry level for graduates uith knouledge of

data entry uork'il It uas also the promotional grade for

DEO Grv'A^^ Thereafter there uere the promotional grades of

DEO Gr^t(Rs, 1400-2300)^\pE0 Gr^ (1600^2 600) and DEO Gi^

(fei200P—3500)# Qata Entry Assistants on the other hand

fell under the category of Data Processing and Programming

Staff, and Data Entry Asstts. Gr'jiA jp the scale of

Rs. 1600-2 6 60 uere tte entry level for graduates uith

Diploma/Certificate in Computer Application, uho could

be p romo ted to DP A Gr3 (Rs.2000 -3200

10» As applicant has not.produced any materials to

establish that he uas a gradua;te uith Diploma/certificate

in Computer Application , ue find ourselves unable to

direct respondents to place applicant in the scale of

Rs|l600-2660 fbr the period 1l|9;8 9 to 7;'4^93, in vieu
of the express provisions of Finance Ministry's Circular

dated 11 ;:'9s^9 neither S.M;Ilyas ICAR & Ors^ 1993(l)e5sLR
nor the other rulings cited by applicant's counsel advance

applicant's claim^

TheGAis dismissed^ No co stsSl
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