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Re span lent 

Tho app!::tcant, are "Gr inders" of different gr,.des 
• 

working il'" tho Crdnance factory Kilnpur. In this eppl!cdti '0, 

tht::y '1l\AI ~r J ~ "'C I eimil .:l r benefits 89 WOre given to other 

"Grindors" of sist~r un':"t!: by the order dated 07 12 88 in 

compliance of the juJg nt of Cdc' t t c:: !lLnch ur t e h,lbwnal 

dat",d :)Q 10 87( t.nncxurC' *-4). The) have also prayod fC': 

stepping up of' their g race by one stege i.e .. "Grinders'A ' 

and'S' be tn<atec e e crl.Jivalent to the :irad(;.'I\' .,d the 

"Grinders Special" treated 8S highly $killed Grede- I and 

I'Grinders highly skilled ff as chergernan~ Grii:Jl:-ll • 

2- Tho Ordni:ll'lce factories arE' proructicn units l.:ndcr 

Ministry of Defence, wit!- Chairman Ordnance r.octorie~ Board. 

Calcutta as their head; located in dirferant p~rt~ 0 t he 

courtry. _1·... '90 rectories consi~t . or d:rrcrcnt 

- " . I ~ -u. _ • 

factor. c . Th ldorkmLn r c8lteg~r!!'Bd int~ gr0i4 1: ~.i-

, .. • 

OJ tin to h .I.ghe r postr Q t- up rIJ! c.C>ry la-v 1, _. ' . ,;na.cv m3"1l1 
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of gradoal trade 0, ccm.,on seniority 

n ~xpert Classiricatior. Ccm-lt tee , Anamol ies CQ~ittee 

which uect in to va r ious service matters , including work load , 

levels of skills I'f>quired) classification of t 1:adea .. Tht! lIIrd 

Pay Comi7lission recolQ-endations also touched Pay stru cture and 

rcle,ted iscues, 

3- According to the aprl cents "Grinders" tr~de had edge 

m e..v other t rades..land it w<)£ considered as superior tr~e. 

b ecr;,US6 of aTduous nature of' work and highs!' d<illa invoh.'cd, 

and the po~r~ of IIGrindElr SpeCia l n was a post il"i the h":"ghly 

skilled categnry, from which pronotiooa f£re made to SllpcrvL :ry 

posts, while there was no wch categcry in other t r ades .. But 

overlooking this aapect, comMOfI seniority l i st of 1t r ede: 1i n 

the feeder cat8gory for promotions to charge~a) II Pozts 

Glae prepared by adtlp-ting the criteri c n of pay ?s.175'- in 

pur:::1.;ance of certsin executi\lB in3tructi~ns: in the year 1969 

by l:Jt"licn.,orkers drawing pay of ~.175/- were made eligiblo 

for promotion. Some of th e employees who were aggrieved, 

challenged these instructir ns and filed writ petitions 

before the Caloutta High Court. The contentinn of the 

applicants ~ :he writ .pe1:it..l m!!' a~ that the instr uctions 

-ar8 contrary ttl the rul.es and BS suc h they should n ot be 

followed and the 

promotions.,. 

High Cou,!, 

, " IM.l.l-_ 

, s· 

" "' 

of 1956 should be folJowed fur mzk!ng 
., 
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The bench went into various eepacts of the _tter, end allo ... d 

the cages. following the ab ve judg.ant, the &pandan ts p ••• d 

the order dated 07 12 89(Annexure. A-S) ..:ith regard to MmJorlty, 

promotion and oth r eervlca matter or th 'Grindors '. The 

applicants in this cao&: beforp us r£'preeented to the authoritIes 

that since they are alao 'Crinder. and they ehould bo given 

sl11111ar ben f1 ts by applying the above juci;lment. Their 

• 
repn:.sentations however were reject d on the c;rOl.Jnd that the 

judgment i~ applicable only to thosa petitioners and not to 

others who are not parties. 

4 - .!'trl 't'atlndr a Singh, learned counsel appearing for 

the applicants U:'9&1d t"at the applic::nta are similarly 
• 

placed as th workrraen IJ"I have been givon bonef ... ts the 

-, 
judgment of the tribunel 8ld deni&~ of I!IUch benefit ~.fd 

amount to discrilftinaticn. Hie furth e r content! n la tl at 

issus involved in this ~ase stands settltld by the Calcutta 

Bench, end as such th~ applicant ' s ar€ entitled for the 

relicfs prayed. 

5 - Shri K C Sinha, loarned counsel appoArin'1 for tho 

respondents ntated that cotEgorisatiorlof trade!! ('nd prolnOtion 

policy ara all ,"atta ,which fall with in the do,"ain of 

, 
"ixscutivP' l .dcreticn and c ompetency and orders i • .,ed 1n 

administrativa l n tG*aet a are not open to challenge. The 

lS8II'IIad coun r, did not cit: ny of benof 4 t S g .... v£n to 

' Crin(j6rs' -

Bench ,. 
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e anch in TAllo 1248/86 end T A No 1361/86 cOpla. of which 

are on rEcord. A bench of this Tribunel consieting of one of 

us (Han'ble K Obayya- " PI) c onsi dered aimil.ar matter In o. 

951/89 ~d 810/89 and allo ..... d tMa c .... following tho Ca lcutta 

Bench decisions. We are of the view that the case beforP.u ~. 

a~Qrcly covered by the decisions of Calcutt~ Bench. .. 

do not ace any feature to dieting..,ish this c~se. In the 

circumstances, we hold that the applicatiao should succeEd. 

accordingly, we di redt t : ,8 respondents to give aiailar 

benefits as werE given to 'Grinders' in co~li..,ce of 

deciaicns of Calcutta 9andp in T.~s. rererred to above. 

In case of applicant at Sl.~o.72(An8nt Prasad), who 1s no 

more, but is representEd by hi ~\oj PI" legal heire, monotary 

benaflts, if any, accruing to the dec eased appljcant may be 

-given to them. The eppllcatlon is allowed as above witl no 

order as to the cost. 

~'" If, " ~ 
"'EI'BER (J) 
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( IS) 

. . 


