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Shri Ram- Mohan Nignm &0rs. ... Applicants,
; B Vs, Coal
Union of India & Dre, | oo R-apond;ﬁto o
x 829/1989, - -
Shri Phool Chand " eee Applicant ,
AU_n:lonv of llrgd}ma. & Ors, oo * Respondents
OA. No,751/1989, | _
Shri Raj Kumar & Another ess  Applicants,
,_} ' - . ’ v.. |
‘:3‘:, ’ . ‘ - .
Union of Ind;'q & Ors., . eve : Respondont.a.
) | B
CORAM - K -
- Hon'ble Mr, Justice Amitav Banerji, Chairman,
- _ . Hon'ble PMr, 1.K Rasgotra, Member ).
For the applicants in ‘?ba 1163/89 Shri G,D .Gupta,
R 29/89 & cunul.
in OA 829 89
Shri K ,L,.Bhandula
| | | 0A 751/89 [ ° 00 aep’ nandula,
For the Respondents, S = Shri M.L, Verma,
; ) _ Coun:el
- - (Judgmnt of the B-nch delivered by Hon'ble
Ay o M, Juatico Anitav Banerji, Chairman)

Thuo thru Applicticu uiu 1dont:lcal quest ions
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or hu and'~»f"'”"ct and have been hnrd togathor and uo

propoao toig‘icido them by a common order,
5 ohort quution for consi.dorat.ton in thcn 0.4
'pcrtaim to tho princlph of "oqual pay for nqual uork"

Applicants have urged that thoit case 1. unilar to that of
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LIt 4s. otntsd.thnt when. the, applicants lado a riprosoutatidngﬁ

the
sto the Govosaaoqt1fo:jinp1cuentation of the judgments

| ‘the basis" of docilioﬂl givon by tho Principalyaonch S -

:.of.thalgontrg;“Admin;gtr-tivo Tribunal £n tho follovwing

: lioo.cif%dfed on 11 4,198 o I

Dacided on 16.11.1988 | |
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pronouncod in. nA 1632,87~ﬂ£‘_‘!hngl_£—ni£J cass (cuprn)

~ahd - other ~4n..0A 212/1988- GANGADHAR RAD & BRS. in

“’13 Bl § l

tholr cas“ tho cova;nmene “of Tndia, :unmry of Uate

Re:ourcos, ﬂ-u Dolhi roplicd te the Chairnnn, Cont:a

 Water. Conmisslon, s.ua Bhavan, Nnu Dolhl vide letter

No .8/28/87-Eltt.1 da“tud Z&th r-bruary 1939 (Annoxuu
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juagqmont to tha aimilarly placed, paraons,'
- it h-s been docidad that “benafit or higher
u"l acalo may be-sllowed’te-them on,ggggggg;_ggg;g
j .; uith ‘ePfoct -Prom”1,.1.,1978 and actual basis
4 Gfth ePrectt Troh 1121988, The eiunarly
placed ‘Senior Gonputors for thie purposo (fo:
" higher scale of pay) vill be only ‘those who -
wers An the scals of Rs,150-380 prior to
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sr ARIT e J 1973 ang uercxplacad in the scals of
' Rs 330=560 baaed nn%&ha racommandations
“of the- Thi@d’&ay Commiasion.;ﬁ o

It meant thff'ﬁééédﬁs’sihilaflyﬁﬁlacéd:uil; be given the
bénefit of higher scals on notioﬂalgbagié with
- igffaet from 141 1973 andlpctual basis with effect

. from 1.12.19889 Similarly, ‘the Govarnment took - ths

T
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. stand that the Senior Computors were only those who

o w5

. o were in the scalg of' Rs .150-380 p!‘lol‘ tD 11,1973 and
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" wers placed‘in'tﬁé‘écalefof Rs ,330-560 basaed on the
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""" recommendations SFEEBefiﬁird ﬁa&xﬁommission-
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Aggrlaved by the"abovo, the applicants in these
thres ssts of 0.Ags have challenged the above order
Eéiga¥35;§?5§§§?isﬁaédhﬁ¥i€h@hﬂ1histryiof WaterResources,

'ﬁééﬂﬁéfhfE(Aﬁﬁﬁfﬁfﬁﬁh5%¥ﬁéﬁd“héMaubmay£d for quashing

’ a‘ithﬁigéaef w~Thay “have prayad for- follouxng relisfs:

p

SULALL Q0 eirestihg Ehs f8spendsntscto allov all the
THIGE Ty o aes chw o - aenior computors includ;ng the applicante
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herein ‘the revised scalé of’ pay, ie8oy

Ansad el and Re A4R5=700  from: thaddate from which they

o are entitled for the said sca19°
Gy ‘directing ihE’f%SﬁbﬁHbﬁ€s~tBBgiv3 all
ik ez i the incumbsnte of. the .poats . of Senior .
Computors 1nc1ud1ng the applicants herain
‘the 'sodle ‘of Re 1425+700:Prom Ist. January,1973
¥ hesiis .y o,OT fTom the dates from which they were promoted/

e agpgintid”bith ‘ail consequential bensfits like
SRS R A0 s érrdars of pay, allannces, aenxority etc.s

o 'wva..'.. iy

gaherel (iii) Furthgr d;:acting that all the incumbents
*:e & s ofethe posts, of,San}o: Computors including the

iralilimie g% applieant§3herein are entitled to the scale ef
d crigiua o owde =~'pay of., R$¢425-?09.3g5yr4
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LR T AT ccruod in. f‘avour of‘ the: applicant.s against the res;mndents,

Applicat.ibm are barred by tima, oacondly,jthe judgmants

relied upon by the applicants are Judgments in porsomm

and not the judgments 1n rem and as. such‘ the above
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) T e citad judgmaﬂts vere 1nef'|’act {ve and- inaPPncab“'

Lastly, 4t was' urgad«that the otdarﬂOKwth. Mministry of 43

Uatér ‘Résources: datnd 24 32, 1989 clarifiad the poaition and

the applicawhseua:a not:; entitlad to the: telisf‘e asked f‘or’
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R3S weieB Hime fnarnd8 haygxhea;d Shni G n Gupta gnd Shri K L Bhandula

Carmel TRrY hri. G.,D‘. !mpta urged that soma of‘ the applicants

me Dowereay ; 4WEre initia,llgwﬁcl;ui ted as,. Junior Computors in the C.U4 C. ',

Py ~and some.. Uer,g,qappointad as Junigr Computots in the then 4:
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. or in the Ministry,
“them , Vere all trans ferred to the C.W.Co wea.P, 3 .1 i 4578,
. SR Iﬂ 1 953"‘{ Rgcruitm.nt Rulgs .

o _‘Q'o‘.x'pjpt‘bmul-"gét'd'f and they were: called as Ministry of

At that tive, the‘Urg";nfsat“ion was named as Ganga Dischargs

" Circle in 1970 &nd’ In°1672°$t Uas further renamed as

" ::“;}v ‘_5.“':_‘7.;-";.”£i L bag e e o ~j . o ) -
Ganga Bisin Uater “Ra‘aourcee ﬁB_rganisat.ton .
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faras the-ethodof promtion is *'gb"'r}bofnq_d , .the ,,P:_.'q;mot ion B
| "was roquiromd{tobo made *é’l’”rb’u'rv‘ém"on‘lgs-t? ’J>u1nior Comp_uthio . The
ﬁumbgr of‘ p68ts assoniurﬁtomﬁtors “uas 1ncr§asod- ,né_nifold.
'4_“Uhtiiéfﬁéﬁpfsﬁﬂlﬁﬁfiéﬁ‘of'€h¢¢C¢ﬁﬁréi Civil Services

' (ﬁﬁvidlafPiV?3Tﬁéﬁty—fﬁd£th*ﬂﬁendmﬁnﬁ Rules,1974 ( for

promotions ,as gbﬁl_of nCosipl.'it'o‘ra ‘are !gi.von in Ann'axu:ro R=t,

_..Spih;io: Cpmputors i_lho wers udrking_ nithor in the Organisation

“cisene,

Computnro. The, dt&oo ohppointmnta of tho applicanto

u Junior Computora)senior Conputora and dates of

K":

It was also statud that such of tho Junior l:omputors/
o . : ; fk
.they along with others uorkinfg with -

“in the case of ths Oroanisation

Irrigation,and Poan (Ganga-Discharge. “ircle) Non-Ministerial

Later ‘on it Uas renamed ‘as Ganga Water Resources |

Recruitment .
Rulos of’ nll tho thrha obpartnenti shouad that tho post

of Senior Conputor has’ fbiéﬁf-d" n"d"l'i-‘-‘fii.'lfoction. poét and _"ao
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ehort, "the Revised Pay Rulss of 1974%), the scale attached



to tho post of Senior Computor uas_Ra.150-380. Subseguent -

wto the coming 1nto foreo 3{ thn Ravisod Pay Ruloa of
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thc scalo of Rs.425-700 to all’the SQnior Cdnputo:s on
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:: 21974 the scalQ ;f ﬁa; f;; ;;eféo;f oflscaior Eomputo¥
_::Qaa ?aisad-to Rs:425-45;500-£B;15-550-20-700 (partly)
‘%nd.Rs 33Co560 (p;rtl;) | This;jua; ;Q;sud on the
jb;;is.;fAt;; r;c;mm-nd;;ion§ ofvth; f#ﬁ:& Pay Commissione

The applicanta were all promotad as Senior‘Computore
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in accordance with the aforement ioned Recruitment Rules,
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It was further stated that in view of the aforesaid revised

Pay Rules o? 1974, the sanior most persbns,according to '*!. 1
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_ uero given the scale of Rs,425-700 but not the applicants,

B uha were given tho pay scale of Rs.330-560 w.s.f, 1.1,1973,
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Appllcant No.1 in DA 1153/99 was given the scnior scalo

oF sonior COMﬁutot (Rs.425-700) oft 27.7 997 and applicant
N '-’H':N’;l'f"‘i“"‘»':j{n;,_ ik REYIT ARy 86

No.3 fron 665 1977. Two colleagues of the -pplicante
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who unra uorking as Sonior Computore in the oretuhiln ‘
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Brganisatlon iiz., Satvashzi B. S@Sahni and Jaipal Singh'

filod a urit petition 1n tho High Court of Delhi (civ11

Urit Na. 698 of 1977} challlnging inter alia the validity

i

of tho rnvised pay ecalos for the poat of Sonior Computor
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) ‘ . variona groundsz Thqurit Potition vas tr-nororrod
- A s Ve S _,:.7:‘ Q. wz o )
i to th- Tubuml .!nd nu-bu'od as T-ssshgas. nm vas
haard nnd allouod by a Oivision Bonch of this Tribunal.
Some bther colloaguoa Shri A.K.Khanna & Bro.filad an
DA No 1942/87 before the Principal Bonch nnd by a
dacision datod 6 .9 1988 tho Application was allouod.
N Similarly, another oot of colleaguas of the. applicants, |
I K. s "h.mda & Ore fu.d o No.1582/87 and the same was
Ik fc&glv"‘—: é'f’-“ Fas ot - . RS N A."f":r f’\‘; .. T “ . N
y‘ o decided on 16..11 .1988 by follouing the above decisions
l | of the Tribunal. The applicants hoped that their
e 37 vy e B U S
(S a*:’- [ QI “r TLE o '; SR :,.3 3 ;- 'c,x‘ ‘:,._ o .:f- (fj, t;i': A
- case uould be dealt uith in the same uay as in the
! - case oF their other coll.agues 1n the above judgments
: | but they were not given the beneflt. Thoroafter, the
sigse 1o @ Coe i o o URTLAERY B mi b i o o
LA S ERE S L ‘&i _")5;»‘-. ) .
applicants prayed for giving them the similar benafit
Matiigus e VVEL UV an TR U-208, 0R) zotumw sk s R
o as was given to ,K. gnna & Dra and K,S,ﬂunda & Ors
.~‘ A avtl The g sl Um0 TV D e :
| (aUpra). This prayar vas more or loas rajected by the
e Governmont by order datod 24.2.1989. Learned counsel
Ed L2 TR '“‘5'«*3* Foivsemis el Ty SEg o »-* »‘- Rt '
| ‘ for tho applicants contondod that tha Pacts and lau )
.3-—&'2 4 S RIS E“.’-r,e x‘.;'§ a i H" \‘,. s g l'.«:t':* A‘_: Ty M G5 :
" applicablo to. thom are exactly tho aam- as in tho
WULTLE B 1y o2 5 = = &y EERT ST .
casosof B S S 1n & A _I_A_Mh_a_gn_a_g_gg. and
S ﬂu ad Br (aupra) and ihoy wers ontitlod to the
e L i f?;r.'__e PRI ._,:*_ = T oRiey ‘?'-y” -.=,.,~g e ".3""'%-»; a ek oy .
| sane rouof.. He argued that the principle of
TG . '*‘ﬁ’:- Y # ‘;:,,, 4.-.:;'4, '__‘.@}t avg e
) ‘oqunl pay’ for oqual Uork' was fully applicablo in thoir
%
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Jﬁ% ~;;sgv caac . and, thc ca%n had q;nn grantcd to’thoir colloégucco7fr¥

ﬁﬂ%zéw%v All of thcn ucrc similarly plucad and did similar uork 5;?
' | “ B
_— ;Q: and hencl, thorc was no justification for giving thcn %fﬁ

|

o ”;;high-:]apa1qﬁqnqgotigpar:pasgs_uitp“qfﬁqpt from 1.1.197; i

aﬁd;;’étufg;9§?;§ 9@§hf3ff29§,f?9m ?:12;3988° ‘I. . ﬁ,ﬁ
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’ ‘“4iéérndd”counsck Enr:ihc{applicants rcfdnrld_ to the 'f
R ?:? cases of B?S~ Seini & Anr., A,K,Khanna & ﬂrg‘ and __-'-%@

. Seam 1y L
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. AND oas.ikv. UNLON OF INDIA & oRs. (AIR 1985 SC 1124) .
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t ng; Thc45uprame 2qyrt held that uh-re all rolavant consxdcrat-
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7 o faret w’aafms. pexsons holding 1“"““1 posts and |

discharéing;w i fgfédﬁ?fgsﬁihﬁﬁldfndt Ea.treatad “Eﬂ
LY 3 LG R R Dot Qo b s
differently. The mattcr pcrtaincd to Senior Draughtalqii,‘
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T Sigiad s in ﬂiniatry of Defence Production uho uora discharging “oa
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°m funckione class ifi"' in t"o sreun's.; . That hiehér'
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pay scalo Mas granted—to,pna group not on any ncrit-dun-'
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- 3'“10 rity:bisis but:only’ onnsqniority-cum—fitncss basis.t~

LA

v X S0 b
RO S T ey

Mg @k ihﬁ?»&q-<yguﬁ:jjﬁf wr . -
. z ,.,, .
'~ Kiigther ground uasrthat thnro .was no denial anyvhere
Brer mzidh, o Foilen ot it
et i e g 31-}1 ‘.: :':L, L/_(x -~ . L

{é;

1."‘J "f’

SR S 2 avy S ;'}".",'7;_{', .:1.' ~".'--.r . ’ : :
Wt ST P, o li )

Similar is thc poaition in thc prascnt D.As. One

l
i
U

i -
EE .« . T
P '




s

 9%oup of Senior Computors is being given lousr ssale S

LTt ,h_: N ;:_}’ ' S e ‘”‘-.; :.%'» - - : S
of Rs,330-560 yh,ﬁ?fﬁ&fﬁhggiihéi‘groaﬁ"10 given the

 scale of R8,425-700, - THe decision of the Supreme’

CoUrﬁfih the case of ' ﬁ;SRVITK &*ORS“*(SUpfa, ués

folloued 1n ‘the - case ‘of B,S, SAINI & ANR (eupra) and

,,,,,,

i*'FhB“ﬁrdB?-rhvfﬁingwthaLpaysscales
gttgched to the post of Senior Computors
 to Re ,330-560 is accordingly quashed and
the petitioners are declared entitled to the post

~ " ~..gﬁéﬁg$dr§SenibthmeQﬁ§!§f§9 the revised pay scale
9 . .. | of 83.425-700.. The petitioners would be
) “‘“entitled:to:ths higher pay scale and all
TR ) - attendant benefits including all arrears with
me e n wEe 207 @fPect (from:thet date the:-revised pay scals of
Fan b _ Rs.425-700 became effective... |
WEEE : CEHD B SN oy an sy N
- Subsoquently, in casa of A,KQKHANNA & ORS (supra)
aYand o o " et
reference vas mado to tho decisiun in the case of
TESTERG LaLE g s:?SAINIfawwn&@.gésupmaiyaa@git.yas statad that all

SR EYY &

_h-——————-—

sthe-Sepiar Computnrs yere governed by the same rule

uhich governed the putitionora in T-335/85. A plea

uas takon thers that ths applicants ‘were not party
. to tho civil urst batition ‘Ghich 1ater becam. 7-335/95.
) lt uas rejected and thé“aivxsion Bifch held:
o sdad o 'ﬂut.thlrc‘is nc~valid Teason, not to extand :
the b benefit of that Judgment to the applicant -
Tenie o8 whan'thay‘aro sinilarly placed as the petitioners
- in T-335/85. In fact instead of driving each
FEF e L ' ?*‘~*Eof £he senior: computer to-seek redressal of
. grievance’ befors the Tribunal, when judgment in
A st T —335/85 had- become=finel, ;.the respondents
- should have extended tHe benefit of that
- 22t Judgment: to the:entire.cless, of Senior Computors
-+~ - similarly placed. I:mLsszngﬂgsnts.zeelg_bs_!e!l
w3 AR U daseriy ey B3 ieemy medosh wnilaiEl s
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In thxs partlcular

petxtion the only. ground taken by the reSpondents

ja that they (applican nts) were " not tne |
'"petiticners. i{n the earlier petition.’_Uhen
the appl;cants are simxlarly placed . and are
: n'governed by the same rules the benefit .as '
- . .gxtended, to the peti}ionars inT -335/85

should have been extanded to tham also. Not

L Ugxtending - eimﬁlar'banefit would amount itself

to a dxscrimination violative of Artlclee
14 and 16 of ‘the’ Const;tution. Hanca there
.:ghall-be an; 1dent1ca1 directlon as Uas jssued -

ln T’335/85 X o“

b

In the case or mqu N un (supra) Shri

Py em b 2
L R TR Foaaenhra Rz

FUERG

N L Uerma had also ra:sed an argument there that the

am andﬁnot in rem and

i k

earlier Judgmante uere in person

B they could not “be applied hare. : Thls contention was

' repelled by'the’DiV;slon Bench 1n the follouing uords:

ﬂUe are not imprcssod by the contanticn
of: Shri,Uerma.ainco in Saini's case the
’>notxfication creating tuo acales Uas itsalf
© " quashied and<that . notification. applied to all
v,;Senior Computors. _Ua, are, therefore, satlafied

o that the Judgnant $n Saini's’ case was a Judgmont :
mhE i-ﬁ'-;n:.ram,: R T T I T _ ':%"v" ’ L

oan

Thza judgmnnt as- a, mattanrof fact ngeq[ ansuer to- thl 'Z
‘ o

LTS nta 1n:thess. 0,Re. ;,Uq reepectfullv agf“ with ”"

‘li

reasoning given.by*tho D;vision Bench 1n

wj—“" ,_(f;!i?}ff?;;- and find that the plea of the
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.‘;situated 11ke the applicants in B.S SAINI & ANR'

doctrine of ﬂequal 5ay FS?n;

.g; e
ig” applicable. The PLiHCL

applicable

~daI uork" to the epplicanta_

ple 1a1d doun by the Supreme

¢:; ccurt in the case of P.SAVITA & URS (supra) is fully

in these cases as the appllcants are 31m11ar1y

_8 case

and K S Nunda - Another reascn given

T is that the rule 1tae1f uas struck doun in B.S., SAINI'g

”‘:;case, it is not open to the respondents to rely on. that

A ERY
< -

fifrUle ln subsequent casea.X As a matter of fact, we are

of the vieu that the pleas that are being raised by the

frespondents are fr1volous and dr1V1ng senier Computors to

. FER
:V.J-“

L seek redress from the court uhen 1t should have teen
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;ﬂpggranted by the department 1tse1f.

b Sy s e

K2l bd Jon
EEoein b

Shri M.L Verma,ﬂlearned counsel for the

"respondents clted the decxslon of the SUpreme cuurt in the

4

1. case of . STATE OF U.P. & ORS. v. 3P CHAURASIA & ORS .

B R I . R

: waféw;‘(ALR 4989, .5C, 19) "(He urgad uhether tuo posts are

:1lLQQUesticn and courts 8hould not interfere. This was &

17

P
57

:'fiégqual and should carry equal pay is an admlnlstrative

ARG .‘ L ,( G \.,, " Yoo 303 e
: B GhY: TR v PN

\

‘jt%ies and Section Ufficers °F Allahabad

ngh court. Bench Secreterles uvere classifled in Grede I

R

Tand Grade II on merit-cuméSeﬁiurxiyfbasis. The 5upreme

ot

;:Court Héid that tuo baY scales in: same cedre of . persons

) .

?'per-formiﬁé? iéme of'sfmixéfieutieSgwere‘permlsstble on

"tk grobng’ that ‘Grade T hed: longer experience and carried

'hete,teebonsibflitieeﬁ; There 1e»ne “such basis fcr

.classification in the present case. Consequently, thisv

iaqthqrityfie‘ 1na§plicab1e to the facts of the:breeeet,cele;

‘a .




R better quallfxed tha

{as in“the case, o o & OR§L%

f STATE UF U.

similar vieﬁ

‘the case of . UNESH CHANDRA GUPTA

ND UTHERS v gly'NATURAteEAS CQNMISSIUN AND CTHERS. |
ound that there uas S

(eupra) was takenéin

(IR 1939 '8C” 29) Thelr Lordshlps f

ade 11 and grade III

R
appeared to be

dlstlnction betueun Techniclans Gr

A\'Bfkihgwfﬁ'35Corporat1on and- the former.
n;the,latter,ﬂ 13951f1cat10n could

ase-and i therefore, thls citetion,-

'uﬁiéeﬁaane'ihfsudh*a’c

is entirely distlnguishéblegowibJ;,jfi.

;Jshri Verma then cited ‘the case*of UARAM KANOJIR

-Vs ALL INDIA INSTITUTE FF ﬁEDICAL SCIENCES & ORS.

- In tﬁls caSe ik uas held that

| ‘(ATR 1989(2) 4c 17)

”‘even 1f the FUnctions “Hnd ﬂ’kies OFMtUO‘pOStS are similar ':
it e open teffﬁ%‘state'%o grescribe: dlfferent scale of

pay on the baéfgéof dlfference “ins educationa-l quallflcatlo

al’ pay PR enual uork could not[;nvoked'

Prlnc1p1e of equa

_ 1nvarlab1y in eVery’kind of service, partlcularly,

1n the area of pfOfessional ‘gervices : lee medical

.prac‘ti_tibne‘rs. - This case ;ig” a180 distinguishable on .

o e e Br, .
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Leafﬁe&'ébﬁﬁﬁirhfbn the. respondents also cxted

the case of RANDHIR SINEH V v UNTON. DF INDIA AND OTHERS

(AIR 1932 sc 979) Thls case makes it clear that the

J} princlple of Vethal’ Day for equal unrk' is not a8 mere

demagoglc slogan. It is a constltutional goal capable

¢ »". RERLY

of attalnnent through constltutlonal rEMEdleS, by the
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enforcement of constitdaona1~r10hts.,'ﬁ; o 6
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One more matter-uhich was raised by Shri M.L.
) 4 % . '

'*Verﬁéfb%rtéins%to,thﬁ-qUestipn}df limitation., He has
~urged that-the 0O.As:. have been.filed, in the year 1989

vFoi“seeQing relief.-in a mattef:pertaininglto 1973.

We do not think that the matter. can . be made to look

“so simple as that, -There are three different
~décisfons16F-the-Principal Bench of the Tribunal which

';héve‘fEEéghiSedithat,allmthg,sen;o;,ngpqtors are entitled

to the scale: of Rs«425-700.with effect from 1.1.1973.

The Deparﬁmenthﬁtgg;f . accepts this position but says

- -that it wguld be notianal and this decision of the

e L L T -

" - department that it uou;g bg notional and not actual wvas
imentloned in:the order datad 24.2 1989 (pnnexure p-8).

:}Tﬁefcéusafaﬁ.aqtipn£$$Q3;@ﬁg;g,marose:in February,1989,

R
Sy o

-and the: Departmant Further sald that they vould be giuen

h‘gher scale on: notlcn§l basis u1th effect from 1.1.1973

Loiitignd wotual: bagis; uith. effect frpm:1.12,1988. This is .
‘’pone "of -contention.. Consequently, the plea that it was

"”ﬁa*matter_pertg;n;ngjio 1973 is whelly misconceived, ue

reject the contention as untenables

¢ <7 Werdo not: see gny,difference in fact in the cgse

13

“of.the present. appllcants to that oF the other Senier

J

‘Computors-who: have been given the beneflt from 1.1.1973

ﬁ-ugftbp:the~relgv§ng:;q;eahhavqubpen_quashed in the cases

IR LI
NN

‘6f BSo SAINL & ANR_, A.K. KHANNA 3 ORS and K.Ss MUNDA

)
-

- &¢ﬂRS;.(suppa),¢;Ihg;g is qn;y_one_pay scale to be granted

4o~ the, Senicr, computors and as all these Computors uvere

R R R e % P

in service prior to that date, they are entitled to the
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a .
pay scele of Rs.42sg?00 froExthe dates ghey wer®

entitled toO the saild scale.

In the result, all these p.As aTe allowed end

ths respondents are directed to treat all the applicants

as senior Computers in the revised pay scale of RSe. 425=700

from which . )
from -the dates they are antitled to the said scale and

not from 1.12.1988. gecondly, all the applicants
will alsoc be sntitled to all consequential penefits
1jke arrears of pay,“allouances and senicrity;etc;

The above order will be complied within a period of

three months from the date of service on the regpondents.

There will be no order as tc co?ts. _ o o
(1.Ke RnsngRng - (AMITAV BANER3I)
MEMBE CHAIRMAN
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