
CEMTIIAL AOMWSTHATUE TRJtUNAL
FRXNCIPAL BEWCMI v^fiikw. j

f t*t of daclilon: 23.11.1^^0,
• •- • • •' - n

1''
Appllcar^s,Shrl Ran nohan Nigam &Ora . ...

V®.

Union of India A Ora.

-/•,'

•• • Raapondiinta

*. Ilo.8?9/19RO-

Shri Phool Chand

Union of India I Ora,

O.A. Wo>751/iqrq,

Shri Raj Kuaar A Anothar

Union of India & Ora •

CORAH

• • •

Va.

• ••

• • •

Va.

• • •

Applicar^ ,

Rsapondanta

Applicanta «

Raspondanta •

Hon*bla «r. 3u8tica A«iitav Banarji, Chair»an.

Hon*bla Ir • I «K Jtasgotra, nambar (A) .

For tha applicanta in OA 1163/89 Shri C.O.Gupta

in OA 829/89 *
OA 751/89 f Shri «.L.8handula,

* counaal.
- Shri r.L. Uerma,

, Counsel,
(Judgmant of tha Banch dalivarad by Hon'bla
It. 3uatica A»itaw Banarji, Chairnan)

For the Respondents,

Thaaa thrvo Applicdtient faiaaidantical quaatiena

of law and^^^ and hava baan haard togathar and ua
proposa to ^cida thaa by a connon ordar*

^ ahort quaation for conaidaration in thaaa 0«Aa

ptrtaina to tha principla of "aqual pay for aqual nork",

Applicanta hava urgad that thair oasa ia ainilar to that of
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0th.» Junlot Co.pufori^4u Sl"*" -
hUhii .e.1. bf p.y jiith iff* *">" '̂'* •"" '"
th. b..U br d.et.l.«. fll«.M.y 41..

of the ,C.ntr,l M™inl.t».tlv. Trlbun.1 if| ih. foHo«ir9
eastst

!' '

T-335^B5 B^.S.lnl **I«. lOH"'" "" "
_ . "- >

(Annaxura A-4),

OS 1M2/CT ^ *.K.KhaniviB*^Ot*. f 0re6^9 A9Be
=•'"• I': _

- OA 1682/B7 - K.S,(l!NP* t ORs. . 0.cld.d on 16.11.198?
! V».

I (Alwaxura A^)

I-;.-

;-. i » '

^SI'

Mi

U. .tkt..); ^<h*n W, .pplicant. ion
tti« i ^ »

.ptonouBC.d.in,=qA A6fi2/«l»"•

•W :.«tbetb.HlBa9j **1^° *
th»lt Msii th« SovernMnt'ef iWi»f
.V v;.-;^ 9n i ' • i ,'

H.iouteM, Itiii'OWhl t.pli«d. «, th. CWlrmn, C.rtr.l ,
-•--A- ^ ^ V. : -...•. . i '

Watar CoiR^sslon^; Swa Bhavan, ll«u Oal^l vida lattar

lio^/i^l/87iEat#iJ dtfWd 24t^ ftbruary ,1989 (Annaxura A-8

Ifca

•i-s^Aa ragards tha ^rqpoM to axiland t ha
ipdgifnant"to tha aiinilirly placad'parsons,

' It his bian dacid8d thai''bBn8fit pf hlghar
ituil ii*V bt * "" national basis
^th ifrlct frdri.t ;i9r5 and actual basis
i^K'^ffac^tro^ 1 ^2^1988. Tha similarly
placed 'S^h^o^boliputaTs for this purposa (fo*
highar seals of pay) will ba onlyithosa «ho
uara in ths seals of Rs .150-380 prior to

tv: •'. •.,

.i 4. <-
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•• •. f .1VI ,1:&73;';prTg^ WBr«^lac@d in th» acala or
R8«330-56Q ^a^ed oi^he racooimsndations
of thtf Thi^d 4ay iCoininis3io.n

it meant that petsons aiinilafly placid will be given the

benafit of higher seal® on notional ba^ia with

• on •

' 'Bffsct from 1,i ,1973 : and^actual basis with effect
•rr V

from 1 .12,19'e8»' Siroilarly , the Govarnment took the
>. .. • ^

stand that the Senior Computers were only those who

were in the SQalp ,o'f ^Rs •150-380 prior to 1 ,1,1973 and

uera placed in tffe seal®'of Rs ,330-560 basad on the

racommendations of the'Third Pay Gommiasion,
V ^ ; •'« . s

Aggrieved by the a.bove, the applicants in these
• 1 i-f» fcl:'; Aj

three sets of O.As have challenged the above order

" '^'"datecf 124,2^1 ShBr ikldad^^ UaterResourcea,
,r

y " ' Neu tiWihi for quashing

" the aWma i- -TheV^-prayed for follouing reliefss

direct£ng the ^ys^indentscto allow all the

- including the applicants
herein the revised iscale of f)ay~, i.9«,

is ,425^00 fioin-date, |>ofi^J«>hich they
are entitled for the said scalaj

(ii) directing the respohdehts tb'give all
^tt>e in©^Jral^fT^.®f^^e.'^^oaia .of Senior .

CoPiputors including the applicants herein
^•thr^^yf:^^f^':R#542SfrDQ>frQtm?Is^. January,1973 :

V. ^ , or frosn the dates from yhich they were pro^tad/
ag^pinted «£th"^ «Sonsequent^al benefits liki

J ' arrears of pay1 aliowiHces, seniority etc.;
JA-iS r:-. "r'A,-- •: _/ yi

4iti)!'furthir..,dif|ct,ing_|hat^all the incumbents .
^3 r fc ^ jbf^the poets,of. S^oyl^mputors including the

:;;^y . applieiantf^hsrfi^.#ro, ffit it led to the scale of
;• ^'Ki-iuc • in.' '-;.-..-pay of

1; '-i
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; • • • • • ,... <<:• . .1 ;;• • • • ,. / %;i>5On b«hair of^th* rMpondsnts, thr«^ :pl»« •" p

tokens
hot Bainla«n.br#'undir ia« »• w

.accru.d.,in .favpur pf the .ppUcants .galMt th. „sppnd.nt.^
A^plio^iBare barred by tlcM> secondly,!the Judgtnenta
relied uppn by the applicants are judsmsftts in persPIWf^ ^
and not the judgineivts in rsii. arid as: such",: the above

'cited'judgnirte were iri^ffictive'irid-IWpplicaba?. : • 1
^ "'ji. • • w»4iM ++i^ %hfi ""0®dBr -0.PWinistry ofLastly, it was uugod ttiat tn© .tccabi

U«er Resourceafdated.?4i2,n3B9 cUrlfied the position and•

cvthefappaicafltsr«ere::,not>*S.tltled,te,the; reliefs asked fo^

KJ..Bhandula ,

rf-fep ^lsy^^,»nc!,^rS, for the respondents-^^
i ..Ihri^fJI. ftiptf ..^rgecl .̂that 80^ of the applicants ^

,, «««.« .:,:«ess inJiti*il!(,|fc.ryi|Sd a^^urtor.Cowutors in the C.U.C. •

,,pd,80ing,«ess,,apijp,l«>tsd.a| 3y |̂i^C^u^dr3 In the then .

I :-r^ e.ii ^SfiTlop

piBistry,9fJiris^yn,»pd P01J« aiid. some were appoit>t«^:
.. ' 'i . EW

3jr .t.Ownl^atiJ>n,j[JtBr65l^!^ «>s; "the organisatiotrt
theof^pplioants were, v ,

. ' ' • • • ' '• - j

m ?®P^or Computors. Such :
i "

iivJO df :th#rapp;Mt?athta|U|ip_.^^e.,ird-^ialJy^^«F>Ppi'*t®*^ ••

. 3uBibJ?sEoniputif8,v w»ff on^pro^tsd; as Senior

a ht ': ;V- •.! .;i ^

Sy

' 'i
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Coniputey»« . Th« ,d4|®» bf>ppoint»tnt« of ths •pplicantt

•8 OuHior CompuioTa/Senior Conputore and dates or

promotions as S'ahior Cofliputora ara givan in Annaxu^e A-1«
-r - -

It was also statad that such oftha Junior ComputoraA

Sanior Computors who uara working aithar in tha Organisation,

or in the flinistry, : thay along with othare working with

than, tr^ra all transfarrad^p tha C,U.C, w«a«f« 3*11 •1978*

In 1963, Racruitroant Rulas in tha oasa of tha Organisation

wara proRiulgatad (and they ware: called as Ministry of

1rrigation and Power (Ganga. Discharge. Circle) Non-f1inisteria2

and nihisteriai C^sj^'W'Rules ,1963,

At ttiiat tiW, ther Or^ariisaVion wias naiMd as Ganga Discharge

Circle . Late^ ^n it renaraid as Ganga Water J^esources

Circle in 197b arki' ^n"f972 itf' i^ ftirther renaieed as

danga Basin l^ater Resbuirces^Organisation* Recruitment

Rules 6f ail the thr^^oipartnentft showed that the post

of Senior Cdnputoir hks beah a non-^saloction post and so

far as tW •ethbd'bf ^roWtion is cbhcerned, the promotion

Was required to be made "from amongst Junior Computers* The

fwmber of po^^V ii Sahi^o# increased ^nifoW»

"Uhtii the prbiiiJlgatidh of t Civil Services

(Rdvised Pey) tiinty-fbdfth Amendment Rules,1974 ( for

Short, "the Revised Pay Rules of 197A"), the scale attached

H
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... ,• • • ' • • .'• ••••••- • ,•••*-.. -iM >:V;

' ;• • • . • . • .
to tht post of Sohior Coinputor y«8 Rs.lSO-SBO. Sub8iCM®nt

to th« eoRing into lorfi« M th. Revised Pay Ruita of

1974, the scale of pay fot the post of Senior Coiiputor

uaa raised to R8.425-1S-S00^B-1S^60-20-700 (partly)

and R8.33C-560 (partly). This was raisad on the

basis of the racotnmandations of the Third Pay Commission.

The applicants were all proiaoted as Senior Coroputors

in accordance with the aforerosntioned Recruitaent Rules,

It was further stated that in view of the aforesaid revised

Pay Hules of 1974, the senior most persons according to
vii; '' I' ..• V;J 7,! X ;}S .1-..C - ^ ; •? , •:

the seniority list of Senior Computors of each OepartBent

ware given the scale of Rs ,425-700 but not the applicants,

uho were given the pay scale of Rs»330«^50 w«e*fa 1 »1«1973,
s.•'55|vr;>r.,:p ^

Applicant No ,1 in OA 1163/89 was given the senior scale
•^g^i-n.g •

of senior Coioputor (Rs.425-700) on 27.7.19f7 and applicafit
•• '-••• :-sy ss

|iJo4 frojp 6 J5.1977. Two eolleagues of the applicants -

who were working as Senior Coroputore in the erstwhile

Organisation fit#, Jarveshrl BvSwSafcfii and 3aipal Singh
••.v..~ • ':

filed a writ petition in the High Court of Delhi (Civil
::i"'-X S- •ifi'':.:; \ J i :X!^ •'? ®Ic t5.:j j;IQ ;

Writ No, 698 of 1977) ehallenging inter alia the validity
. •'

of the revised pay scales for the post of Senior Eomputer

to the extent of Rs c330-560 and the Government npt giving

the scale of Rs•425-700 to all the Senior Conputors on

ih
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various grounds* Thi^JUrit Patition was tranafarrad

to tha Tribunal a|i^ nuidiarad as T-335/19B5, This was

haard and allowad by a Division Banch of this Tribunal,
.I-V; :: -v,-;-. r" ^ .• ^

Some other colleaguea Shri A«K,Khanna & Ors,filed an
-X '• '

OA No .1942/87 before the Principal Bench and by a

deciaion dated 6 .9,1988, the Application was allowed.

Similarly, another eet of colleague's of the applicants,

K.S.rkjnda & Ore filed OA No.1682/87 and the same was

decided on 16 J1.1988 by following the above decisions

of the Tribunal. The applicants hoped that thair

case would be dealt with in tha same way as in the
:

case of their other colleagues in the above judgments
» ^ V, • ^ M .. . -. - ?• ;.oC~ • Va::; S-cli >,r- :;....

but th®y ^'•re not given the benefit • Thereafter, the

applicants prayed for giving them the aimilar benefit
snmUqq^ .. • -r--=.5# .ifi - . - •

as was given to A.K.Khanna & Ors and K.S.fTunda &Ors

^ (supra) • This prayer was more or less rejected by the
'3.•-..;=w ,'̂ '6 .•• •> ' s ~ i' O';/' 'rtV-s?:' -v.' •:•

GoverniMnt by order dated 24.2.1989. Learned counsel

for tha applicants contended that the facts and law

applicable to them are exactly the aame as in the
lid* Ci-;.-^n si f. '>2 4%h\,\r'> 'n

eastaof B-S. S.lnt t ftnr.. A.K.Khanp^ * OTf. •»!

K.S.Pkinda & Ors, (supra) and they were entitled to the

same reliefe. He argued ,that the principle of

"equal pay for equal work" was fully applicable in their
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• sn.oijsl gKa

c«8» and, th«:••& had bifen QtaiAed to fthair colloiguaa.
t " ':K; .

All ofuata eimilarly placed and did ainiilar work
. 'i .1 • ' '

and ha^a,, thara was no justification for giving tha« •

•higher scale on,notional basis with effect froro 1.1 •1973

and- ectual basis with, effect frpro 1|,12».19B8«

I n sup^jort•of his cont ent ion, Shri ,G ,D .Gupta ^

learned cdunset for cttie cappl.icants referred to the

t»f ^ B i^-Sifit^i Anr .. A^K.Khanna & Ors * and

KIsiiWuhda &aOrsr. ^supra) .. 4n addition, he cited a
V'/'1 i-'U ' i '

dediei^n^ df thebSuprewBieouytv in the case of P .SAVITA
•" v},^ s Sin^iOQd ' • ii ' , j'

AND ORS. V, UNION OF INDIA & ORS. (AIR 1985 SC 1124). I

*tn The Supreme .CoiJrt, held that where all relevant considarait-

'^ohs^,ptfr»or» pos.ts,and

discharging~8imiii?"^di^fies be treated !
i- i Ip'q ?• i'fh.';

r:i

{•1

!Ji

1il.

•y n ';i
;•')

•T;<" • •

•3'-

differently* The matter pertained to Senior Draughten^
-• y!'

in Ministry of Defence Production who were discharging ^ rj
• 'tt.; "i -i i -v

I • _ _ . . i . - . • ' .

u U t ;v;^e|i;W|; |̂|̂ ipn8 cli^ groups^ That higher

'ec^e^fwasi grant^d^^ofcone^tigroup not on any merit-doa-

^ ' - aenidsity Jbaeie butt^onl^,jon^>e§niority-cium-fitn8S8 basis*:

^ < . - - -' - -Iw A^Hdfhe# grdund uasothat^ therevwas no di^nial anywhere

d ^lliat £both'of thesef types'ef DraughJtsroen^id the eaimi

- s -liiorfc^lihd=^diicfhergB the^aame functions e^d duties'#

Similar is the position in the present 0 .As • One
il ['

.. . • .•, i :i

la
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Qtbup of Sanlor CpaputpM ia being glvan louer sbals

"" " " . "• '

of-Ra .330-560 whara jaa the' pother grouj) ia given the
? -.'yv ; •-• _ • ^ - V _ ,

ecale of Re .;425-:700». The deciei^h of the Supreine'

Court in the caae of ^.SAVlTft & ORS (>...nraV

folloued in the Pas^ of 6>S. SAINI & ANR f^iimra^ »nH

the biwision of the ttlbcinal held: '

> - "T^he order revising itjiei pay acalea
,, . attached to the post of Senior Computore

to Rs ,330-5150 is accordi;ngly quashed and
the petitioners are declared entitled to the post

of ^Senibt Csinpu^^^ the revised pay acale
M of Ra.425-700 , The petitioners would be

entitled to ;the higher pay.jScale and all

attendant benefits including all arrears with

H-f fldt ?froli»i®thoi-date the-^evise^i pay scale of
Rs .425-700 became effective

.Usrr '.K; A ihu .w /c;--
giihfliif^riBnhlv^ in the l^ae of A^^Mna &ORS (supra)

reference was niade tb' thii decision' in the case of
• •

&I1S :5.ts3q t B.s: SAINI was stated that all

^t.he:Jtniar^.^^i^Q|? the same rule
which governed the petitioners in T-335/B5. Aplea

was taken there that the applicante were not party

to the Civil Writ Petition which later became T-335/B5.

: - it'Jas tejecl^b aW thd'mwi&rioa^^

•i-x : H v::;--; S'ie^^ntT valid.to extend

the benefit of that judgment to the applicant
^;;xf,g^jij<]they''?are'^eiitilarly >plaG^ as the petitioners

inT-335/B5. In fact instead of driving each
genior"iComput05 tiid»BBH redressal of

grievance before the Tribunal, when judgment in
T-33S/65-had. become-rfiHPajL, reeporwJente
ehould have extended th'e benefit of that

. • : judgmetititb the.ej^iTa:,?ilBS8,.^)f Se
eimilarly placed. Tha resDondflntw would be we|l
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^w<!itad tQ ^1^ P^.trtvai' and
I nil- _— Jornme ri ri'̂ '' i'alli

III """
Iiiiirii-Y°" '̂ '''•^-^^^ '̂-^77;;7--AhBir stlsaaaEa^ :

tsKsn by t|» respondentspetition the only 9 \ uere not the
^3 that they (eppUca^^"«^^^^JJ
petitioners in the
the appli=ah^° benef;|lt'»8
governed by the ®®"® ^ T-sis/eSi

. extended, to the pe, - : : thtfw ai»o •
should havs been " „ouid .»i.<int itself
BXteHding similar ^ \,f Atticlee

..::eUb",:;.-entio,K-"--ih'̂ ""'̂
in T-335/85....." !

.,'k V.' HiND&Xi^
In the case of JL-^* )

r,.U Ver.a had aleo raised an arsu.»nt,there
..U^ •^n^^sonam and .not in rem and

earlier judgnants were in personal. .

\hey coulS.norie^a^pii^i-^^^"- ""
repaued the iollouing -orde.

nue ;« mit t;p^«*.tfV'the ci<^nt^klon
of.Shri, *er«a-since in ^
notification creating tuo aialea was itself^
'quasfiediahd«that notification.^ppll'd to all
senior Computor. . Ue , ate, theteifore, setiafted

"that the judii^ihVtft Sainl^a eaS^WM a judgnert
^•-^n;.rgB^.A T-

•v

--Wt

•n' •

;' .,

j

1.::1
r;i
.;

; J

j -

•s ~ 'r! •; •?

• .' . •

••i r .v:;

•j i j -t c ®

, i 'V • ' vj .•-•

1.
ii-:-

Thi»' a^dgiwnt « ajna^t^c ^f ^Pt 8iw4^ans«er to the
point ralMd b* St,ri o" bsW"!' t"P"W*-

is • ' ' r

.=- r-.v,,nt»itn:-these .B»*s/.,;Wf reepe^foll^ ^gree with the
? Î reasoning; givenj byt^he Oiwiaipn Bench i|in K-S .fUN

x . .ii.i . .urn

• l'':.. 5\ i.'•'•'!•< Oi5=;no'1 » •;••!„:•

, case (supra) * and find that thp plea of the

•• • • n • ;
:i ; • • (L

•ilTi.r- .! ••:.•, • •>- . 3 : . .'
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jl i|
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,^qctrin^ P^liequal^y to the applicants

18 applicabi«, T^ne ptinciple la^^ Supreme
eourti in: the,case of P.SAVITA &dRS is fully

applicable in these cafe as'the^^ are similarly

situated like the appl'icants in B«S. SAIWI &aNR« wcage

and K^S. Wuhda^^A Anr.ta ttnnfh-T reason given

is that: the rule itself uas atrucl< down in B.S, SAINT* a

, "°t open'to. the respondents to rely on t8at

rule in 8ubsefqtjerit:.tas:ea..,s ^AS a fact, ue are

of the, vi^u t;,hat the ^pleas that are being raised by the

respondents are frigbious and^driwing senior Ccmputors to

seej| redress from the court when it should have been

granted by the department itself,
;-;s=r.K bcr-? J.. "1 ^

: . . Shr,i M«L. Verma , learned counsel for the

respbndentf^jCited the decision of the supreme Court in the

case nf STATE OF U.P . & ORS . V. P.P. CHAURASIA & ORS .

1XaIB 4 989,..SC 19) , He urged whether two posts are
•4. ^ -Vv. •->

equal^ should' carry ^ is an administrative

l:iQe6ti6n and-courtsj®Hpuld ,np^ interfere• This was a
\ " "• • ^ ' '

, case.i of Bench: Secreffi^ Allahabad

High court. Bench Secreteriesiu classified in Grsde I

arid, qride If Supreme

" ^oCJtlli^^l^hdt ^tuJe p^y scales in :&anie cadre of persons

' per-f^rMni' skme or similar, duties :were permissible on

t&grdCind^that^r'aae Tv tiad^origer.^^ snd parried

more responsibilities; is-Wo-^such basis for ,

classification in the present case. Consequently, this

authority.i»- inapplicable to the facts of the present cats.

• '-a, ' .

Si,
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(MR 1909 SC 29). ^ „ „I

vw...'•"iu.......

il e«B"ly'• " ii
.,Bf i>f<-n^RRW KANMLS-4.K»h'cited ca-se -of ,

Shri Verma then cxx. ,

' („, v«.<a M«>•; •" '•'• *»••""•* r"
' ev,en if the functions ana

''•"•u"u seal. 0; ^

' trinci;=le uMk couw not/invoked
'• 'invariably a^r«i<!»•

•i„ th.'ar=sW^ WbfeisMnal^«Sr«tb,rAll^«; ^
'̂pialtiUb^etsV

' 'j " • / I •

y\r'' f\':\ V.'.:0.-

i :' •,•/ /.

•' h'fi-:'"!

r--

•'•;' .r,
-.X—'..., . •.•.•-v.--.•>•*••.•:•

• • :• sLii".- V.;,/

V-- ' '5 i:-:3-a'-;:T^O "

:.;> f, J-

Tv.;!-^ j
facts •

•• ••; a / i. In-?

i^rted' dsin^l'wtth*. respondeht^ also cit^d

tha ca« rif gsWlOwMS-" -•
'Thi8'>bas««ak?.S:,dt cbar that the

^ V'4tS.al^PaV-.fW

of'attaineent th^bjgh consffltutlete} rerjedies. by the
enticement•oF fcirf^tltJlonM; riShtB-.

"1 -.- - •
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iil

•;!:
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One more majtter?iJh4ch was raised by ^hri !*1 .L.

•> V
Verma pertains to th^ question of limitation. He has

urged that the 0 •Asr.hay.e. been filed . in the year 1989 •

for seeking relief in a matter pertaining to 1973®

Uie do not think that the matter can be made to look

so simple as that, There are three different

decisions of the Principal Bench of the Tribunal uHich

have recognised that all .the senior entitled

to the scale- of Rs •A25r7DP; with ef fect from 1.1e197*3«

.. TNe Deparjtment^ itself accepts this position but says

; that it would be npti.an.al . and this decision of the

department that it uou^d be notional and not actual uas

' mEntioned, in>th,e^, order, aated 24,2.1989 (annexure A-B),

^^ '̂ The^G^usff-of: acftioj>^ ±h^r^fcn-e , arose in February ,1989,

and the-Department ;further said that they uould be given

" higher scale on;notionaJL, ba.sis uith effect from 1«1»1973

ui j ;;gnd acttua:!" ba:Si^j with, effect from 1 ,12,1988 , This is

•'bone df contention. . Consequently, the plea that it uas

• '"a matter pertaining .'to 1973 is, wholly misconceived, ue

reject the contention as untenable*

^ r U«;jd& npt^,SJB.e ^ny differ in fact in the case
k ;

. .Ge..;the present aPPliea-nts to that of the other Seniqr

ComputGrS' Who.have been .given the benefit from 1.1.1973

after the relevant.rules have been quashed in the cases
• ' '• I tc:

riF. B .S. SAIWI, & ANR ^ A.K. KHANNA & ORS and K.5. WUNDft

- ^ &?OBS. (supra) There is only one pay scale to be granted

to the. Senior Eofnputors and as all these Computors were

in service prior to that date^ they are entitled to the
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entitled to tht said scale.
,.„lt all thee. 0.Aa are allowed andIn the result , aiJ-

H-r»nte<J to treat all the appUcantsthe respondenta are directed
, the reviaed Pay soale C RS.^25-700

as senior Computors in

tK. aate//tr.v"a^" -titled to the said soale and
notrxce 1.12.1588. secondly. all the applicants
„ill also be entitled to all conaep.entlal benefxta
lika arrears of pay. .allowances and aenicrity.etc
The aho«e order uiU .e complied within aperiod of

j aprvioe on the respondenta.three months from the date of service

There will be no order as to costs.

fl.K.RASSbTRA)
(AniTAV BANER3I)

CHAIRMAN


