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New Delhi , dated this the 7 ̂ 2001

HON'BLE mB. s.r. .'ADIGE, vice chairman (A)
HON'BLE DRJ, A VEDAVALL I , MEMBER (J)

'-li- i'l. -lO.A- No. 828 of 1997

I  . Shr r' H,:B'. ',Sa i n i ,
Stenograph'er Grade I ,
G/d' 'theTD.G. of Meteorology,
India Mp,teoro I og i ca I Dep t . ,
Mausam-jBhawan >
Lod i ■ ■ Road,v New DeIh i —110003.

2. Shri"'T;?X. Chacko

3  Shri ShyamaI Talukdar

o  A. Shri Chdran Singh

5. Asha A^rjpra

6. Shri Jf^P. Sharma

7. Smt. Rosa Kurian

8. San jay Kumar

9. ,.Smt,. Usha K i ran

10. ''^mt Omwat i Sharma

II . , Sm.t . M'amt;a Neg i

^  v:'
12. Smt . .Npel am Sabharwa I

13. Sm^'^';;Qasw|nder Bawa .

14 SmtC Suni't'a Kanojia

15. Smt; 7^ ' P

16. Smt ., ,Bhar t'i Bhuyan

17. Shri '^ha lander Sharma

18. ■ Shr i S?A. She i kh

19. Shri r(-N. Shaikh

20 . Smt . M'. S . Kut ty

21 . Shr t Y.G.H. Khan

22. Shri P.S. Chouguie

S' "1

23. V?Sh'ri M.'L. Madum

24. ' Shri A.6. Tamboi i
f  -li,, i!-,,

25. ': ',Shr i ' T . V'V Unntkrishnan
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26. Smt . i Das

I
27 . Shr i G 7;%' Pi i t a i

-A 28 . Shri B .^i^iSpundara Rajan

29. Smit . B . Shewaramani . - App I i cants

Versus

t . Union of India through
ttne Secreiary,
M'-ishistry of Science & Technology.
Techno l ogy Bhawan,
Ne.wMMabrau.l i Road,
New. .De I h i 1001 6 .

2. Tl^eV|Sepr«t:aTy,O  Ministry' d.f ■ Personne I , Pub I ic Grievances
andf Pensi'i ons ,
Dept of Personnel & Training, New Delhi .

3. The Secfetary,
Mini s't%y<? ofe F i nance ,
Dept. of Expenditure,
North iBTlock-',
New De lh i •

^ .

■' '/l V;

4  The Director General of Meteorology,
India Meteorological Dept. ,
Mausam"Bhawan,
Lod i Road,
New Dejlhii-nOOOa. - - Respondents

O  y O. A. No - 1Q01 of 1999
".At '-i''

1  . Shr i M.V.R. Rao,
.Stenographer Grade i ,
hentraI EIectricity Authority,

Sp, Siectoi—2, Kal i Bari Marg,
''t^.l e Market ,
New ■ be 1 h i — 110001 .

r- 'ffTA-! •. -lib . -i.

Sh r i 'j". N M Kheman i

^ Srij'! V' t.!,' "T'iTj* (' ̂3. WL.^,^;i^aridoiya
4. Sm't ' Sushma Sharma

5. SmtAPPomTje Manchanda

6. Smt ? Al'i t -vKaur Bhatia . . Appl icants
>vyh Versus

1. Union?of India through
the Secretary,
Ministipy of Power,
Shram" Shak t i Bhawan,
New De'4lh i — 1 10001 .

/I
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e.hH i rWan ,
Geritra^, Electricity Authority,
Se^a; iBhawan , R . K . Puram,
Ney-'iP^l^ i t ■

Th:B4i^.G^et^y ,
M i n i'lstlr y o^' E • nance ,
DeDtu^ii^f E^jpend i ture , •
Nor t h''ff-i'octc^ New De 1 h 1 11000 i .

"  Pu.,,c.n„v.nces1

anci 'P©ns i ons ,

Dept-Z-cif Personnel Respondents
& Trk9';ri ing, New Delhi.

T. .'d'. 0 A. No. 2135 of—199 L

•j Shr i i^- P • ^ ' ngh ,

otrecfeVate of Income Tax (IT & Audit),
^  R'/o A-73, Bhim Vihar,
^  Johar i Pur,

Delhi-110094.

2  'Sh,i7 1 Bu) ak i Ram

3  'j'vShr;;^^ Chander

A  La I
-vii '-pA Ik <;t;

5. ' '^|<r:s'^!&i i:bii^ Toppo

6  Bhutan iU . jcTr if!/- :■•> Vtr

7  ̂ v^;uh};ri^a Sharma
O  8. ShglJI-K^Arora

/5' ,i . . App 1 i cantsSh\riy:P-Nv Mathur • PP
Versus

v/V/i ̂

■j _ Union', of India through
the 'Siacretary ,
Dept/iOf Revenue,

.  Nor tll-i B, 1 ock ,
'  New ib-ie I h i "1 1 0001 .

2. "The Secretary,
Ministry of Finance,

.Z' Dept./ of Expenditure,
North'/Block ,

■  New De I h i .
- '-'i i

3  . safe ret ary ,(,c^.,:/Mih;istJry of Personnel . Publ ic grievances
.^:?^'^SahdTPenkions, r, i u .V|;Dep't,>v Pf Personnel & Training, New Delhi .

4, 'iK-i fT'.he\3Cha/!i; rman ,

;New r.Oe'liii i . ^ y
in' r*$

hi'
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5  The D.recAor Aud.t),
Directora;.te of i • • ■ ®
A.R.A. Centre, , ,
E-2, Jhandewalan Extension, Respondents
New De^>-1 •

'  2% ifc'r iuTih^n Ra. Magoo,6-°2%,XWahan Nagar,
DeT'Ki ~'l '

Smt;'.'s'ushma-;^or i

Smt ■ Ahii tai Sodh i

Smt .•^N^e 1 2^:5 Sardana

Smt-s'fK^- ^hutani

Smt.■Kanta"Datta

Smt. ;Sudesh Anand

Shri sR^K-Sharma
Versus

^  Union India through
Vhe Secretary,
Ministry of Finance,

" Dept. of Revenue,
North Block, New Delhi -

O  2 The Secretary, pubI ic Grievances"^^ihistry of Personnel , Put. M
& Tra.n.ng, N.. Delh, .

U,tan,g.o«,

' • D ' . B,.i ockV, Tth Floor,
1  .p Bhawan , .
I  ::P .Esta^^e, New Delhi .

3 .

4 .

o  ̂
6.

7 .

8 .

App1 I can t s

4
The,,,S:ecratary ,
Minis^try-^of Finance,
De'pti, ofi Expend 1 tore ,
North Block, Respondents
New,. Qe I h i .

^  A A No 1^7 "f 1Q98

Mrs.. 'Manju ^ ,
R/o b-132, Santa Vihar,
New Delhi .

Santosh V1rman1 ,
R/o S-8,Sr inivaspun extension,
New DeIh i-110065.
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1 , Uniort^'q<;f;ir(d)a through
the SOcr'etar'y (Labour ) ,
Mini s t ry.of Labour,
Govt . ,ot7 I nd i a ,
Shram Shakti Bhawan,

'  •' New De.l h,i ..

2. The Secretary,
Ministryniof Finance,
Dept. pf:;,Expend i ture ,
North Block,
New De I h i, .

3 . The D i rector,
V.V. Giri National Labour institute,
NO I DA.

•  'i ^

4  The A dm in.istrative Offi ce r ,
_  ' . vG-i r i':Nat i ona 1 Labour insti tute,
O  1^0 IDA. • • Respondents

Advocates, for the parties: Shri M.L. Ohri for
epp I i cants in al l the

-Y Y' ' V* O.As
S/Shri R . r . Aggarwa 1 ,

i ; . ' ; V.P. Uppa I and
nr. A.K. Bhardwa j for

,  f- Respondents

o

ORDER

S.R. ADIGE. VG' '(A)
T ^ !

These ve O.As fi led by Stenographers Grade

I I and Assi'stants working in some of the

subordinate/attached offices of Govt. of India had

been referred to a larger Bench to answer the

f o I I ow i ngY reference :

"Whether Stenographers Grade i i arid
Assistants .of subordinate and attached
offices of Govt. of India are entitled to
the, fpa^i/WcaT^^ of Rs . 1 640-2900 appl icable to
Steriographer^'s.,,; Grade 'C and Assistants
working, in Central Secretariat Service .

2. A five-member Bench of this Tribunal , in

which one oT--us(s.iR. Ad i ge, Vice Chairman (A)) was a
party ^ af ter hear i ng the matter in detai l , by order-
dated 15.3.2001,: answered the reference .in the
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negative and the Registry was directed to return these
"" • K-' V-"

appropriate Bench for disposal and

in accordance; wi th law.
V  '■ VV- P'

M - these O.As had come up before
<  "c'v--

this D i V i s ,i,pn . Bepeh .

M.L. Ohri appeared on behalf of

app I icantsV,,,^nd ^^Shri A.K. Bhardwaj, R.P. Aggarwal
and V.P. ; dppal,:'appeared on behalf of respondents.
These learn^^ counsel had .a I so argued the matter

Q  before the ^^1 1 Bench.
5. Bp.ith sides have been heard.

6. 'Shri Ohri contended that the aadoeeaadd
rul ing of the Ful l Bench dated 15.3.2001 was not
binding on this Division Bench, in the l ight of the
fact the Andhra,Pradesh High Court in its order dated

9.9.98^, ip , Wf=-i:850/98 had upheld the CAT, Hyderabad
Bench'sV-i^ddl ^^ted 23.7.97 in O.A. No. 737/97 C.

O  R^"^ai3^^pST|>tog;^pher Grade 1 1 , Advanced Training
Insti tuteT^mhisl^y of Labour, Govt. of India Vs.
Union of Others entitl ing him to the pay
scale of R's>|i;64)^2900 w.e.f. 1 .1.36 which this
Division Benelh was now required to fol low. in this
connection al leged that the' aforesaid rul ing of

h.d b^„ d.nb.r...|„ withheld
fro. the Ful lSeinch by reepondente when ,, he.rd th,.
^-ch Of :0 As itdoeos, despite e copy of the .forese,d
order being endorsed to th, Seoretery, Dept. of
Personnel S Tr.in.ng .ho ,s one of the Respondents in
the .pfeee^t,, O.As, th,t rol ,ng not pleoed by
ResponddhtB. ,before the Fol , Bench. fn.s

■ Vt' !

tr-, i.
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connection Shni OftVi cited the Ful l (Bangalore) Bench
rul ing in D.'M. Nagesh etc. etc. Vs. Assistant

Superintendent of Post Off ices, South Bangalore &

Others 2000 (2ji ATJ 259 in support of his arguments.

ri U

7... Wtien we asked Shri Ohr i why this rul ing

of the A.P. High Court was not cited on behalf of

appI icants before the FuI I Bench he stated that

appI icants were not a party in that case and hence

were not- aware; of the ruI ing when the matter was

heard by, . the ,F,u I I - Bench .

8. .Qn.jthej other hand Shri A.K. Bhardwaj and

others appearing on behalf of Respondents strenuously

denied any attempt by respondents to suppress any

rul ing from the Ful l Bench when it heard these 0.As.

They urged that the A.P. High had only dec I ined to

interfere wi/tH the CAT, Hyderabad Bench's order

entitl ing Shri, Ranga i ah to the scale of Rs. 1640-2900

w.e.f. 1 .1.86 as they did not find any error or

infirmity in that order. It was also pointed that

the CAT, rul ing in P.R. PanchaI Vs. Union of India

&  Others 1996 (34) ATC rel ied upon by A.P. High

Court in its order dated 9.9.98 had been discussed at

length tjy the 'Ful l Bench in its order dated

1 5 . 3 . 2001 , and ; ,i t is after discussion that theFul l

Bench had chpseni to disagree with the rul ing in

PnchaI 's case (Supra) in the background of various

Supreme Cour t--d i scuss i on .

9. In this connection it was emphasised by

them that the-FuI I Bench in its order dated 15.3.2001

n
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had rel ied upon several Supreme Court's decisions,
\

.! f.'

none of which had been referred to by the A.P. High

Court in its order dated 9.9.98, and in the l ight of
''-V

those Suprerrie Court's ru l i ngs re I i ed upon by the Ful l

Bench, its order dated 15.3.2001 was binding upon

this D i V i s i on' Bench .
V-

' T • ■ ''

10. We have considered the matter careful ly.

O  11. Neither the CAT, Hyderabad Bench's order

dated 23.7.97 in O.A. No. 737/97 G. Rangaiah Vs.

Union of India nor indeed the Andhra Pradesh High

Court's order dated 9.9.98 upholding the same appears

to have ■ been ci:ted before the Fu I i Bench when it

heard t his ,<bUnch. ".of O. As. The Ful l Bench after

hearing both sides at length answered the reference

made to i t i rillthe ' negat i ve , after considering the

ratio laid down vtby the Hon' b I e Supreme Court in

severa 1 rul ings on the subject. None of these

rul ings of Hon ' b I e Supreme Court find mentioniEtf in

the A.P. High^Court's order dated 9.9.98.

12. In^the l ight of the above, we are of the

considered view that we are bound by the Ful l Bench's

order dated 15.3.2001 answering the reference in the

negative. As the Ful l Bench has held that

' t. • }

-1
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Stenographers Grade i l and Assistants of subordinate/

attached offices of Govt. of India are not entitled

to the pay?- scaie of Rs. 1640—2900 w.e.f. 1 .1.86,

these O . As: are..:d;i smt ssed . No costs.

o

at

13; ■ ■ :?Let, airvcopy of this order be placed in

each O.A. case record.

(Dr. A. Vedaval lj)
Member (J)

k ar t h i k

' ■ / /

(S.R. Ad i ge)
Vice Chairman (A)
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