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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
BANGALORE BENCH 

Commercial Complax(ODA) 
-Indiranagar 
Bangalore — 560 038 

Dated s 9 MAY M8 

IA I IN 	APPLICATION NOS. 263 to 281, 4 to 61 21 to 26, 28 to 33 

39 to 44, 59 to 633 120, 121 to 132t 

135 to 139 2 168 to 215, 218-to 239 

240 to 251. 	S 	to 262, 283 to 303 
415 to 43~[88(F) &1078 to 108~ MS~7 F) 

Applicants Res2ondents 

Smt A. Ranjula & Ore V/s The Accountant General (A&E)l Kernatakag 

Bangalore & 2 Ors 

To 

Or M,S. Nagareje 
Advocate 
35 (Above Hotel Swagath) 
let Main, Gandhinagar 
Bangalore — 560 009 

The Accountant General 
(Accounts & Entitlements) 
Karnataka 
Bangalore — 560 001 

The Comptroller & Auditor General 
of India 
No. 10, Bahadur Shah War Marg 
Now Delhi — 110 002 

The Secretary 
Ministry of Finance 
Department of Expenditure 
New Delhi — 110 001 

Shri M.S. Padmarajaiah 
Central Govt. Stng Counsel 
High Court Building 
Bangalore — 560 001 

6. Shri M. Vasudeva.Rao 
Central Govt. Stng Counsel 
High Court Building 
Bangalore — 560 001 

Subject I SENDING COPIES OF ORDER PASSED BY THE BENCH 

Please find enclosed herewith the copy of ORDER passed by this Tribunal 

in the above said applications on 4-5-88. 

SE, 	OFFICER 
(JUDICIAL) 

Encl I As above 



In tue Central Administirntive 
13mngmlare Rench, 7ribunal 
i3nngniare 

ORDER SHEET 

263 to 281 9 4 tplga 211 to 26p 28 tp 33, 39 to 449 
Application Nos . ...................... ....... .. 0 

Applicant 	
j9 to 63, `1120 1, 121 to 132 1, 135 to 139 9 188 to 2115"t 	Respondent 
218 to 2399 240 to 251, 253 to 262 9 283 to 303 9 
415 to 435/88(F) & 1078 to 1083/87(F) 

Smt A. Manjule & Ore 	 V/8 	The AG (A&E), Karnatakag 81lore & 2 Ore 
Advocate for Respondent Advocate for Applicant 

Or M.S. Negaraja 	 MS. Padmarajaiah 

Date 	 Office Notes 	 Orders of Tribunal 

7 

,9JV,fEiAL 	INISTRAI- WE TRI 	4 
"BITIONAL BENCH 

BANGALORE 

MA 

ItAR JRKR 

Applicants by Dr.M.S.Nagaraj 

and respondents by Shri M.S.Padmarajaiah. 

Shri Padmarajaiah requests 
for extension of time by three months to 

comply with our orders. Dr.Nararaj 'has 
no objection. Request granted. 

sc~ 

M  EMB 	 MEMBER(J) 
4.5.88 	 4.5.88 

.J 

Cr 

&AN G 

TRUE Copy 



CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
BANGALORE BENCH 

Commercial Complex (BDA) 
Indiranagar 
Bangalore - 560 038 

Dated s 	 Ar% 

19 JAN 
CONTEMPT 
PETITION (CIVIL) APPLICATION NO.S 	327 to 409, 410 to 416t 417 tiot29 434 to 442/88 
IN APPLICATION NOS. M to 239 9, 263 to 2811, 283 to 30t 415 t—o-Mq 625 to 631, 632 to 637 1, 

W. P. NO. 647 to 653, 769 to 771 & 866 to 871 	J 88 (F) 

Apeli6ant US- 

Shri P. Chander~
, Mohan & 111 Ors 

To 

Shri I.M. Shariff 
Advocate 
35 (Above Hotel 8wagath) 
let Main, Gandhinagar 
Bangalore - 560 009 

Shri R.S.A. Rao 
Accountant General 
(Accounts Entitlements) 
Karnataka 
Bangalore 	560 001  

Respondent(s) 

V/s The Accountant General (A&E) o Karnataka t 
Bangalore & 2 Ora 

Shri S, Venkataraman 
Secretary 
Ministry of Finance 
Department of Expenditure 
New Delhi - 110 001 

Shri M.-S. Padmarajaiah 
Central Govt, Stng Counsel' 
High Court Building 
Bangalore - 560 001 

3, Shri T.N. Chaturvedi 
Comptroller & Auditor General of India 
No. 10,, Bahadur Shah War Marg 
Now Delhi - 110 002 

Subject - SENDING COPIES OF ORDER PASSED BY THE BENCH: 

Please find enclosed herewith the copy of ORDER/2vk*/*N*v(*MxM6ERX 
C P. (Civil Passed by this Tribunal in the above saidZap~lication~s) on 

DEPUTY REGISTRAR 
Encl : As above 
	 (JUDICIAL) 



C*P(Civil) Nos. 327 to 409t 410 to 416t 411 to 429 & 434 to 442/88 

P. Chander Mohan & Ill Ors 	 V/s 	The AG (X&E), Karnatakat Bangalore & 2 Ora 

I.m. Sheriff 	 M*S. Paidmarajaiah 

4 Da-,(e 	 Office Notes 	 Orders of Tribunal 

18110198S KSPVC/LHARM 

Cope 10 to -416188(FI) 

Petitionersby Shri I.M.Shariff. 

Respondents by Shri M.5,Padmarajoiah. 

2, 	In these petitions made under 

Section 17 of the Administrative 

-Tribunals Act, 1985 and tha,Contempt 

of Courts Act, 197a, the petitioners 

have moved this Tribunal to initiate 

I Contempt of Court proceedings against 

the respondents for non—,implementation 

of the orders made in their favour 

by this Tribuna14. 

39 	Shri Padmarajaiahj learned 

Senior Central Government Standing 

Counsel appearing for the respondents 

brought to our notice that the 

Hon'ble Supreme Court had stayed the 

operation of the orders made in favour 

of the petitioners andg therefores 

submitted that these Contempt of 

Court proceedings are liable to be 

dropped, We find this submission 

of Shri Padmarejaiah is correct. On 

this,,'thess contempt proceedings are 

liable to be dropped, Wep therefore, 

~'I

drop the contempt proceedings. But 

~in the circumstances of the cases we 

'~"Oiyect the parties to bear their own A, 

W 1 	 costs* 
L) 

L 

C. 	No,327 to 409, 
417 to 429 and 
434 to 442ZSB(_F) 

Petitione'ri s by Shri I.A.Shariff. 

Respon dents by Shri M.S. Padmarajaiah, 

2. 	In these petitions made under 

Section 17 of the Administrative Tribunals 

Act, 1985, and Contempt of Courts Act, 

1971, the petitioners have moved this 



In the Central Administirmt1we 
rrribunml Rmngalcwe Bench, 

Bangalore 
C. P. (Civil) Nos. 327. to 409,p 410 to 416, 417 to 429 & 434 to 442/88 

P, Chander Mohan & Ili Ore 	 V/S 	The AG (A&E), Karnataka,, Bangalore & 2 fts 

Order Sheet (conid) 
LM, Sheriff 
	 M,S. Padmarajaian 

Date 
	

Office Notes 
	

Orders of Tribunal 

Tribunal to initiate contempt proceedings 

against the respondents for non—implemen—

tation of the orders made in their favour 

by this TriburnaL-, 

3. 	Shri Padmarejaiahq learned Senior, 

Central Government Standing Counselq 

appearing for the respondents placed 

before us t orders made by the authority 

in favour of the petitioners pursuant to 

the orders of this Tribunal subject to 

the terms and conditions specified thareine 

We are of the view that the aforesaid 

orders of the authority which would 

eventually result in payment~ to the 

petitioners implementlamb-the orders 

made in their favour by this Tribunal* 

In these circumstances we consider it 

,proper to drop these contempt proceedings 

a gainst. the respondents, Weq thereforeq 

.,drop these contempt proceedings against 

,,the respondentse But in the circumstances 

of the cases we direct the parties to beer 

their own costs, 

S 44 1. 

(L.H.-A.PE.GD) (K.S.PUTTASWAMY) 
VICE CHAIRMAN 	MEMBER (A) 

1861*1989 	 1641,1989 

J 
E UT*11 H8GISTRAr, pr)l~ 
I L 	̀dST; ATIV I JJJL;U1f 

P, .: 	L 0 1 ; :: 



VVO 

.......... 

FrOm barshan singh 
The A.sistant Regist- rar 
t;upram4 Court of L,Aia 
New Del'hi 

376 1-8 1/88 IVA ?*,No*.~, , — 
SUPRWIZ COURT OF INDIA 

NEW DELHI 
27.1.89- 

Dat 

To 
Th-, Hagistr6r 
nt'ral Adyninistrative, Tribunal,' 

r 
 _ ro, 
co-mmercial ,',cmplex(BDA),Indirana9ar, 
Bangalore-56003 8 

P:~ 

gL CIVIL) 	10534-54/88 PETIrAllIGNS FOR SPE;CI.-~L_L-ZV-7E arb 
t,:T 7rl - M 

CIVIL MISC, P4,'2IT!C`!5 NOS.22954-110 74 of 1986 
(Appins. for ex-pz-,rte st,-j-) 

The Accour,-,ayit ,,.'7eneral 	C- rs ...Petitioners 
vs 

Sh. T.i.V.,'Aanjunsth &-, Ors 	 Re spondents 

Sir, 

I am-directed to forward h~rewith for your information 

0 r C"e r and nac,~ssary action a aertified copy of the 
ications 

-Of this Court dated 25. 1. 19 69 TM ad e 	in the 	app 

bove-mentionad. 

ov 	

You s faiTfully, 

A6SISTA ' REGI6TRall 

S6 
tk 

e, 

ns/19.12.88/"ivA 



16 4 8 4 t.10 

P". . (
I ~, EME COURT OF INDIA IN THE SUPR 

C IV I L/jfjL&U& L/ APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

PETITIONS POR SPEM AL MAVE TO APPIAL (CIVIL) ROS-10534 to,,Wof 

(Under .Artiole 136 of the Constitution of India# from the Order 
dated the 11th March$ 1988 of the 91* Central Administrative 
Tribunal Bench at Bangalore in Applioations Nos* 415 t-0435 of 
1988M 	

q? 4 
CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS PETITIONS N05o 2g221 %O;tt Or 12M 
(A77plilationii for stax by n 	e of motion with a prayer 
f or an ex-parte Order) 

The Accountant General,# 
(Account*4 and Entitlements) 
Karnataka,w Bangalore. 
The Comptroller and Auditor 	

1980 
2* 

India$- Noe 109 General of 	 cc: 
7~c ~Lpl Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg# New Delhi. 

The Government of India, 
'b. y its Secre,tax7t M/o Pinances 
Department of Expenditureq . 
Now Delhi* 	 ... Petitioners 

Ler 

10 	Shri H*V Manjunath 
2* 	Shri H.R: Sriiivasa Mmrtby 
3* 	Shri YRama Murthy 
40 	Shri C.Se Sripada Rao 
50 	Shri K*S* Ramachandra 
6* 	Shri S.Viewanath 
70' 	Shri M.Suryanaroyana Rao 
31 	Smt, Vasantha Raju 
90 	Smt, Indira Vadiraj 
100 	Shri C.R. Muralidhar 
11. 	Kum. 0. Saroja 
12*1 	Shri Of,- Raghupat1W 
13. 	Shri K.Gopalan 
14% 	Shri M. Chandrappa 
15, 	Shri Hasan Ahmed 
%, 	Shri H.Ge Azeez Pasha 
170 	Shri K.P. Unnikrishna Pillai 
186 	Shri Tsq Ramachandra 
19. 	Shri S. Bhojarai 
200 	shri K, Mukundan 
21* 	Shri S* Sundarajan- 	 *Respondeos . 

(All the respondents are working in the office 
of the Accountant General (A&E) Karnataka* 
Bangalore) 

Contd.**e*~&o*2/- 

/I 

0 



r. 

Dgtjd tL19 g5jh. Jggyp.-USM8 
CORAMS 

HOK"BW- MRJUSTICH M,M-I)UT- 
H01PBLE MR.JUSTICE T*K.TH(X*= 

?or thePetitioners &,VCMahajan#Sr-,Advooate. 
(M/p.Akun Madan,, T,C* Sharma and,0*V*S* Rao.Advocates 
with~him) 

'AL AND THE APPLICATIONS THE PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL WAVE TO APIrE 

POR STAY above-mentioned being celled on for hearing before tbis Court 

1989 UPON hearing Cow2sel for the Petitioners on the 25th daY Of JanuOxYs 
herein THIS COURT while directing-issue of Notice to the Respondents 

herein to show eause wby Speeial leave,be not granted to the Pet4tioners 

erein to appeal to this Couxt against .'ihe.-orderl of the 0~~~ above- 

entionedo DOTH 01MER that pending the hearing and final disposal by, 

1his Court of the applicati mentioned above for stev after notioet 
on~ 

the operation of the orde0 dated the 11th Mar0h* 1988 of the Pentral 

dministrative Tribunal Bendh at Banealore in Applioations Nos*415 to 

35 of 1988(P) be and is."hereby stayed$ 

AND THIS COURT DOTH p=M OuDER THAT MHIS ORDER be 

punatual 
I 
ly obderved,and,oarried into execution by all oonoerned. 

WITNESS the,Hon*ble Shril.Raghunandan Swarap Pathake 

Chief Justioe of India$ at'.'the Supreme Courto 'New Delhis this 

of JenuaiWp 1,989'* the 25t#, qay_ 

(V.P.SINGRAL) 
DFXUTY REGISTRAR* 



SUPREME COURT 
CIVI I 	L/APPELLATE JURISDICT[ON 

JL 
iz- 

.4 c. t 
nt 

Petitioner 

I U 	ri 
Va 	 Respondent 

"Mun-ith c rs 

Engros&ed byint/ 
Examined by 
Compared with 
No. of folios 	 ,A 

SHRI 

' 0 
	

' V A dvoca te-ro'n'! Rq!-'I#e:co~r'd'for t t 	r!, 

SHRI 

Advocate-on- Recordfor 

SHRI 

Advocate-on-Recordfor 



All communications should 

be addressed to the Registrar, 
Suoreriv~ Court, by designation, 
,NOT by name. 

'Telegraphic address 

"SUPREMECO" 

D* No.6*3682-92 etc/88/IV—Ae 

SUPREME COURT 
INDIA 

Dated New Delhi, the.. 
3rd Ka 9 19 93 	 19 --------------------------------------------------------- 

FRONA 

The Assistant Registrarp 
Supreme Court of Indiat 

TO 

4he Registrar t 
Central Administrative Tribunal# 
Commercial Complex (BDA) 
Indiranagarg Bangalore-38. 

gIVIL APPEAL NOS.2262- TO 2~f& OF 1993 
tCentral Administrative Tribunal AP lications Noso240 to 251 
of 1088 9 415 

. 
to 435/BB, 929 to 9~97nq 188 to 215/88,, and 1078 

to 1083 of 1987o) 	 % 

Accountant General Bangalore & Orse etc _0* 	 ...Appellants* 

-Versus- 

Smt,, P.Pushpavathy and Others etc* 	 .,Respondents* 

Sir, 

in pursuance of Order XIII9 Rule 60 S.C.R,19669 I am 

directed by their Lordships of the Supreme Court to transmit 

herewith a Certified copy of the order dated the 26th Apriiq 

1993 alongwjA)t~~eeftified copy of Judgment dated 4th February,, 

1992 	thVappeals above-mentioned., The certified copy of the 

cree made in the said appeals will be sent later one 

K._~ase acknowledge receipt. 

Yours f aithfully 

T NT RBGISTRAR AS S: A 



o" 	a 
db*5ed to Aw a ww sM 

AMMPWf R~tar (AMC) 
_s—.. I 	--JW 3 

AlkklWaffiftP C.AhrO Alf NAM 
IN- THE SUPREME COURT OF INDA 

~Civil -APPELATF,. JURI.%40TION 

440152 
CIVIL APPEAL NO04-2,20 	1993 

(Arising out of Special Leave Petition(C) Nos. 10211-22) 
W3TH 

(W(Civil)- Nos. 10534-54P 13878-88a 14564-9104613-18/88) 

The Accountant Generalt Bangalore and Or-s. ... Appellants 
etc* 

vs* 

Smt, P,Pushpavvthy & Ors. etc, 	 *00 Respondents 

C R D E R 

t/ Special leave granted, 

It is submitted that the poii1ts raised in 

these appeals,are covered by aludgment of this cour.t 
inv~-tnion of India & Ors. vs. The- -Se,crQtar-y. Madras 

Civil Audit & Accounts Association & Anr etc. JT 19920) 

i~JC 5S6, These appeals are disposed of in terms of 

the said judgment. 

J'~ Y. 

j 

New be lhi v 
26th April q 1993 0 40 0 0* 0 0 0 0 



V_, 

IN THE 	COURT OF IN DIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

CIVIL APPEALS NOS, 1783-84 OF 1990 
4 

UNION OF INDIA AND ORS. 

Vs. 

THE SECRETARY9 MAERAS CIVIL 
AUDIT & ACCOUNTS ASSOCIATION 
AND ANR. ETC s, 

(With C.A. Nos. 772-777/89, 

s....Appellants 

,,,,,,Respondents 

1085-90/89t 535-40/89 9 

705-725/89 9 ; 945-74/89 9 1043-63/89 9 1024-42/89t 733 38/89 t 

739-747/8-9t 726-3!-1/899 997-999/89, 3117/89p 1064-84/89v 

1000-23M9 9 975-96/89 9 3623-25/88 t 369~8-3704/88 9 .. 

3705-14/88 &.3678/89). 
	 to he a ww eou 

3 

All these appeals pursuant to the special 

----ted Aare fil.-?d -by the Union--of India- - the l6ave gran 

Comptroller Auditor General and the Principal Accountant 

------- Geiyer-a-l-.--The-o'nly-qut..ction that or-i-se-e 

--4_s-_w-he_th­­_r- the 'bene f it ~un-d-e_r__-Of f ice-Memo 	-da-tp d- l2th__ 

June, 1987 issui?d by the Government of InO4.a q  Ministry of 

-Finance, Depart'ment of Expenditure should be extended to 
a 

the members of Ithe Accounts 	of the Indian Audit and 

Accounts Depart..mant 	A. .& A.D." for short) with 

effect from 1.1F86 as 'in the case of Audit Wing or whether 

it Bhould be fr(* 1.4.87 as indicated in the said Office 

Memo? Several ot the employees belani-,ing to the Accounts 

etitions and-tbe-Bangtlore Bench of, 

Central A.dminist-e'tive Trtbunal ("CAT" for short) held 

that they are entitled t.o. the benef it w ith- ef f e-r,.t f roM 



Subsequ\ent.tO.the Said judguent some of the 
the Nc~ounts Wing in 

	

	

emPloyees in 

- Tamilnadu f 11 ed Pet i t i ons thL 
Madras 

	

	 before the 
2ench of the CAT claiming that 

ben,?fit should be extended with effect from 1.1.86. 
The Madras m 

	

agree wi 	
, ench was not prepared to 

th the view taken by 
the Sangalor~~ -E~Inch and th(- matter was referred to the Chairma

n of the CAT who con 

	

'V--nch presided over by himself. 	
st-ituted a Full L 

view taken by 

	

	
'he Pull RGnch agreed with the 

the Eangalor' 

accordingly 	
2 BEnch and answered the reference 

2ench 	

. Following the decision 
of thO Full 23ench, 

	

passed the final orders. 
	

the Madras 

against Several orders 

	

	
-'III these appeals are filed 

Passed by the ~ladras BInch zLs well a's th, 
' a 

It is cOntend-=ld On behalf of t-be that the 
' 	 Union Of India 'ff'c'z? 11eiro dated 12.s.s7 is based on the 

of the Fourth C?ntral 

	

	
rc'00,mr--ndatiOns 

Pay Coahitission which consists 

	

The first Part recolruliends corres 
	

of two parts. 

existing Posts in the 

	

	
POnding Scales of pay 

for th~~ 
Accounts Wing giving cffe Th e 

	

	 Ct. f roin Other part 
'6 contained in Para 

11,38, 
rec-Orw&ndations th', 

Sovernme 	 Pursu,-Mt to those 

nt decided to 

effc-ct froin 1.4.87. 'It is 	
the 

cilsO contended that. the pull failed 
to aPpreciate correctly 

that t7be 	
Sench 

second p
art Of the 0 	 Of th*~? 

P~ay Coffb"'SsiOn Clearl ~.Y indicatc-d that the nujitbz?r 
. 
of posts 

to 02 Placed in th' 

	

by the GOver 	
'2se 8cales were to b,2 identified 

ftF-*nt and th,, 
GOverrbD~?nt 'could 

therefore decide then 
9'v2 effect at a later dat-e.. The learned 

	
c-Md 

Of 	th ~2 resPondents eiipl 	
couns . el. on Whalf 

Oy--"es contended that 
the Pay reCO(Mended 

	

	 COINTlission that th-,
re should be parity in th 

---.staff. in the 

	

	 pay scales 
Of the A.D ano Oth,;?r N-

-~nts organisations 
and since all Of th2in discharge, the similar 

'Uties th c , 	e b---;neFjt should 

t - 



:3: 

bO extend-ad to all of them UniforiiLly with effc~ct from 1.1.8S. To 

appreciate thes? contentions i ' - t 1)7-COjK!s necessary to re&,-r t.0 tha, 

history of the case briefly and to th~? rcelevant. 
documents 

including 	the 	
, 
recolaii2ndat ions Of the Pay commission. 

heade-d by th(- CojiptrollEr & v,.udit or G,~n2ral 
Of India (C.& 	r&cQrniend(:.-d 	timjz~ in 1933 4-70 GOv:-:rn11,-?nf- of 
Indtia 	tO 	bifurca,,6 	

I - % & 	 nt o t wo 	s,--lpar a t 	and distin-~~ wings, On,:? to LXclusiv.~21y 
d,~,al with 'audit-1 and the oth--~r 

to 	

, 

d~:al with fa2countslwith th~-Ar Own so
-parat;.-j pl-Irsonn-1--l. 	Th~~ 

Gov., rn"n-nL 	Of India a-,Ft,,-,r cons.jd.---ring all a 
sP~?c",L s aPDrov-2d 

th,:~ proposal in 	
19e?3. 

f or rul a 
0:-, 19.12.83 for bifurcation of thzL~ 	

I ea a 

& 7.. D. 	in~.,O 	t v.,C) 

and distinct wings froiii 1.3,84 prc)
,,?idin;g.-: for all incid--ntal 	and 	auxilliary 	Matt,:?rs 	th-:-,r----to. 	I - t~(--f or,& 	thz~ 

restru(:-,urinq of th, 
cadres, the.staff working in thz~ 	%D. wc,rc: asked to CX,~?rci 
S~: th~AE OPtion to s2rv:, in eith.Dr of t n_ -wo L 

wings. 
Option* Th.-nr, w-;~s a cri,~vanc,~2 

L 

t 	variojs eguivalcn- 	 th,;14L-. 

cadr.---s in 
Paid th& sajTr~, scalEfs of pay 	

an-z ~ccc%inrs wing w---;r::~ not 
and th, p,rsorls 

'win 	 to tha \Udit 
drawing more pay than 	P::_ 	 7. 

in 
The Fourth 

Pay CWUdssion w,'-jj.ch 	100~.i 	

'('-OOJncs wing.'- 

no into variojs 
.-Of th.-- 

	

	 CS 
r~?co;rjaand-2?d in its t 1) a t 'h,:~re snould b- parity of scales 

of 
-W len tha two n9s. Pay b2~~ 

took th-- 

	

	 The ~~vcrn:i!--nt 
n&-~?SSarY d&CiSic.n 

on th: tr-- s i s Of th.--- and 	the 	 U 3. ons 
Publishad in thL, 	 or) 	 Th& GovL-rnjii--~nt acc,~:PL-ld tb'--, f~~cOuft-fiendal 

Pay 	and doc 

. 

id.,-:-d 	

-10riC relating to the scal,2s of 

to givi:~ effc-ct frO,71 	in rcsp,:~ct 	
Of tho 



:4: 

recoiiimendat ions of scales of - pay --for- Group -"D" - euploye-es. 

Th2reafti?r Ministry of Finance, Department of Expc-nditure 

accordingly issued Off ice Maw dat--d 12.5.87 regarding th~~ posts 

to 'be placed in higher scales of pay and it was itentionod that 

these orders would take effc-ct from 1.4.87. The grievance of thesa 

omployees is that. these r&coianendat ions should take ef f ect f rom 

1.1.86. 	The Fourth Pay Com-Lission in para 11.3S of its Report 

made the following recomendations: 

'0a have consid?red the matter. Ther-e has all 
along bc-en parity b(;tw2en the staff in the IN IM 
and 	accounts staff of other depart- irents, which has 
b,_,en disturbed by restructring the IN & U into 
two separate cadres, Viz. 	audit cadre -* And 
accounts and establish-nant- cadre and aiving hiaher 
pay 	scales to a major port ion of the 
staff on the audit side. The audit and accounts 
functions are cojipleintnary to each other and -. ate- 
generally 	performed 	in 	many 	Govt. 
offices in an integrated manner Which is necessary 
for their effective functioning, The staff in 
thesz- of f ices per' f orm f unct ions of internal chack 
and audit 	suited to th~! requiruenants of each 
orWisation which arc? '.equally ii7portant. Tb:?re 
is 	dire& recruitipent in the 

. 
scale of 330-550 in 

all the audit and accounts cadres' 	through Staff 
Selection Cowin./Rly. Recruitment Board f rom 
anongst.universit 	 - arL 

	

y graduates. We 	therefore of 
the view that there should !-e broaa parity in th~ 
Pay 	Scales of the st.af  f in V~ & - AD and oth,?r 
accounts organisations. 'Accor"''gly qe -r din 	ecomond 
that the posts in the pay scale of Rs.425-700 in the' 
organised accounts cadres maybe given the'scale' of 
1400-2r,00. 	In th(2 Railways* this will apply~ to the 
post of sub-head in both'the ordinary and selec' Lion 
grades. W2 also reqoirdrie-nd that this should ix 
treated in fut -e as a functional grade requiring 
promotion 	 as 	 per 	noriial 
procedure. The proposr_~d scale of 2000-3200 of 
sact ion officer may . also' be 'treated as a 
functional grade. With '~he proposed scales, -there 
Will be no selection 'for any of the posts. As 
regards. the number of posts in -the functional 
scales ' of Rs.1400-2500 and Rs..2000-3200, we - -note that - About ­53 --per .. 	

- of the ti ot-al posts of 
junior/sc-nior auditor ajid 66 per - cent of the total 

	

posts of ordinary and '.-selection 	sect ion grade of 

t 



off icer in IA & AD are in the respective higher 
scales.GOVt-May 'decide the nURIber of\post.rj to be placed 

- 
in 'the scales Of M 1400-2600 and Rs.2000 3200 in the other organised 'accounts cadres taking this factor i' 

other accounts post may nto consideration. rAll 
be 	

. 
given the scales remir'Xi-nded in Chap. 8.s 

From this it emerges tJiat-. the Pay COflmission made two recokifnenda- 
tions i.e.: 

"M there should be broad parity in the pay* scales 
of staff in the IA & AD 6nd other Accounts organisations; 

(ii) the scales of pay of 
Rs.1400-2000 and Rs.2000-3200 should bL., treated as functional (grades) 	r;---qu i r ing proinotion as per norRel Pr Ocedure. The nLLT&r of posts to be placed in these scales to be decide-d by thc? Government." 

So 	far as the first part of the r-&occuriendat ions is concerned, it 
~?en inpla Tented 

and ther,? is no dispute about- the sairc. Thj~ 
*emnd part of the recom-nendations relates to t he treatment of the 

— kS 	3200---as- -f-ur~tt 
Pay 	Of Rs.-1400-20~' a 	jdLbb- -~ — - 

a 
grades requiring PrOMOtion as per nor 

11Zl PrQcO&rc- and also the 
number 

of Posts to be Placed in these scales of pay. . The pay, 
CO(Nnission also obsz~rved - tbat in respect of 

recolilliendat ions 
the Governaent will have to take sPI--I-Cific d;~?cjsions to givo effect 
fr4am a s vi tcl-131 e date k K-Pin - c 	9 in vi?, ~il t 	rL-,levant , asj>--%cts. 
Accordingly the Government Ka a 0 eM~An;z?~ 	 -ttiz? 
Of Posts to be placed in 

'se scales Of Pay and a final &cislon thL 
was taken i n the year 1987 and promotions were -to -b? 
norinal procedure. 	

as per 
Therefo~, .-: the Goverrunent i Ssued Cf f ice 

that the appointirents 
to the extent of number of posts s* hould I-x-- 

fnade 
with 'effe&.- from 1.4 . .87? The Full -Bench having noted that 

th-z? offices belon ging. to both wings do the sa ffe t ype of work, 
-that Lsqual Pay and .equal work is fully 
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applicable in the case of the. personnel belonging to the 

wing. The Full Bench interpreted the remmendations of the Pay 

Cbminission as to man that both the wings would not only get the 

revised scales of pay but they would also get froin the saiTk- date. 

It ultimately held that there is no apparent. reason to give 

different dates of imple'nentation to the manbcrs of the 1~ccounts 

wing and that the Office Wiro dated 12.6.87 is violativa of 

Article 14 of the Constitution of India and it accordingly 

confirmed the view taken by the Bangalore Bench. 

It may not b~_, ni-Acessary to refer to various decisions of 

this Court on the scope of ",rticle 14 particularly on the question 

of 	disc rimination.. Suffice if we refer to few of thein which aro 

cited quite often. It is w2ll­settl,'_',d that equality before the 

-1-avr 	w6s-that among equals the law.:_ should b2 equal and should -Ne-- 

equally aclninistered and that like should ba treated alik~L!. 

However, the principle does not. take away front the State th,1 power 

Of classifying persons for legitbuate purpos:?s. In 	-,,?runisa 

Blagum and Ors. v. rsahboob E~e_ guin and Ors. -(1953) S.C.R. 404 it was---- 

held thU-'S:-- 

"i Lagislature which has to deal with 
diverse problams arising out of an 
infinite variety of human relations nust, 
Of . nec~?ssity have the 	of 
special laws to attain partic~ilc 
object.s; and for that purpose it must, 
have -large powers of selection or 
classification of persons and things upon 
which such laws are to operate." 

In State of West Bengaj *v. Anwar Ali Sarkar (10.52) S.C.R. 284, it 

i. J, -, 	. . 
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Cannot be said that on'that date tha posts identified subsequantly 

werc. '31so in existe ' .. In such a situation the principle Of nop 

eqWl Pay -for equal work is not :-17tractQd as on 

in Ul India Station riasterse m.d '~ssisfant. Station 

flasters' .1%Ssociation & Others v. General i-ianagert Central Railways 

and Others (1950)2 -O.C.R.311 this Court hold as.,under: 

"It is clear that, as between the mntxrs 
of the'saiiie class, the question whet-her 
conditions of service ar,- the sa-ire or not 
in-v well arise. - If they are not, tha 
quest ion 	of : ae'nial 	of 	equal 
-OPPOrtunity . will 

. 

require 	serious 
consideration in such CasPs. Does th? 
Conpept of equal opportunity in mattars 
Of -effPlOYMent apply, bw-ever 
variations ' in provisions as between , 
m:wbers 	of different 'classes of 
ej- Ployeas , under the Stmt~a? In our 
opinion, 	the 'answer must -1-be ----in the 
negative, 	Th,& corimpt. of equality- -:can 
h3ve no existenc,? excx-pt with rz-ference 
to matters which ~lire comnon as between 
individuals, betw~?-_n whan ~equality is 
Predicat~~d. Equality of opportunity in. 
m3tters of effploym2nt can bc, predicated 
only as &-tween persons, who are either 
sceeking 

* 
tha saj'12 *efrPloyment, or have 

obtainad th~:? saiDe employment." 

Prccoeding further th_--~ Court hold th' US: 

'Th-re is, in our opinion no -es- Cap;e- _f rom 
tha. - conclusion t hat. equality 	of 
opportunity in inatt-ar8 of ptoaction, nust 

%'-c_iu-1lit7Y'as betwec-n meribers of the 
swc- C1.5ss Of arployeesp - and not~equality 
betw~aen meffb~~rs of s2parate, indep~~6i-.­t 

r 61 assz--s. 

111c-' Sam- PrinciP 

' 

le was later confirmd in the case of Kishori 

t1ohanlal Pakshi V. Union of India,%I.R. 1962 S.C.1139. 7- 

lh,~~ abov,~ ratio has been followd in Unikat Sankunni 

Menon v. The State of Rajasthan (19r,7)3.S.C.R. .430 wherein 
. 
this 

t_7 
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Court Observed &a unders 

It\ is ent irely wr 
one, 

	

	 Ong to think that every 
aPPOinted to the Saue post,, is entitled to cl 

identical em, aim that he 'Oust b~- 'Paid 
VPOinted 

	

	uments as an.Y Other person tO the 1 sl POStf disregarding the nic-thocl of recruitillerlt or the 40111 which the Off- 	 Source 
Icer is drawn for to aPPoinb 

equalit 	 that Post. No such Y is requiredi'cither by F~rt, IS of the 	 -\rt-. 14 or Constitution'" 
In 

125i—nder Singh . 	......... I .................... . . . . 	Q953) 	s L4Vl. .2 S.C.R.169, this quesi tiOn has been icOnsi&red and it is held that the quest . 
Of d,2nial of equ;j, 0PPc> 

	

	 ion 
r1 tunity Could aris, Ora 

Of thz? S 	 y as b-tween manters 	 A alre c. ass and that it 
_'3 OPen to th-- (;Overnrwnt t o wc 

constitute two distinct **rvice6 of 
emPlOYees doing the sam work but 	 I 

1~ct- to Aifferent -conditions Of - se- rvice 
Concluded that 	

The' -Court al~§6 
assuJTPtiOn that- equal work Bust remive equal 

thL 
J 

P1:1y Was riot correct and that it was-also hot - Correct- to -say: that. 
if there Was equality in 

PaY and work there ffust be equality 
in Conditions of service. 

iiaving given 
our earnest cOnsidLeration we are Unable to 

agree with th 

	

	 I 	 I 	
, liew taken by the Ful l 

EInch of Cr 
principlc? of equal p 	 _'T that the 

ay f Or'equal work is attract-ed irrespect _ive of 
-flr-+ tbit -the -posts -Wem identit- led And upgraded inthe 

1987. 7bere is no dispute'that~ after 
such Wgridition, offi Cers in both the wings who are doing 	I . 1 

	
. 1 	1 1 . 	11 	 the equal -work ar~, -be J equal 	 ng paid 

Pay- 	But! that c,3nn 
be said tc. be 

Well on 1.1.86 'also 

	

	 the Situc-Ition as 
lea The 	rir~ied t couns0l: bow v e.err 6ubirlitted that 

the recOMWndations of t be Pay 00mdssi0n should be accepted as a whole in r 	 C 
_'sPC_'r-t Of all the cati-egories of eVloyees. 
L 

In this Context, he relied on two decisions of this 
Court. In Pursbottam 

T 7 	e"_ 	 7 -7 
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lal and others v. union of India nnd another (1973) 1 S.C.C, 651 

a 'question caim up whether the report of the Second Pay Condssion 

did riot deal with the case of those petitioners.. It. was held 

thus; 
t 

'Either the Govermrent has made reference 
in respect of all Govermient employees or 
it has not.. Put if it has ma& a 
reference in respect of all Govem.lient 
eTrployoes and it accepts the 
recomnendat ions it is bound to implem2nt 
tha recomwnd-ations in respect - ' 511 
Gov2rnmcnt einploye0s. if it do-. not 

eport implaift--nt thE~ re 	regardin some 
employees * only . it commits a breacli of 
Vticles 14 and 16 of the Constitution. 
That is what. the Coverniment has done as 
far as these p~_-titions are concerned." 

In P.Paramesw-aran and Others V. Secretary to the Government of 

India (19e7) Suppl. S.C.C. 18 in a short judgilient this Court 

observed that because of the adadnistrative difficulties the 

4~bverranent cannot deny the benefit of Ahe-revised-grade,and -scale 

with effect from January 1,1973 as in the case of other persons. 

There is no d_J ute that in the instant case. the terals 

of referc~nce of Pay Con;..~.ssion ag,-died to all the categories of 

Govermient servants. '3ut the -quest- ion is as -to _f rom -which date 

-o abovc- natTely Aspist 	Nccoui s- the 	-ot he r catc ory referred t. 

Office:- etc. should g2t the high2r sctiles of pay. Identific;:3tion 

of these posts and the L.,ogradation cannot be treated as mere 

administrative 	d if f icLjlti es. 	The 	91mentation of the 

recoiTuw-,nd at-, ions of the Pay Commission according to the terms 

j 	thereof itself involved this ex,~arciseof craation of posts after 

i0eptification which naturally took swe 	Therefore ttv-- above 

di?cisioris Fe#ed upon by the learned counsel are of no help to 

:,7 *~_; _. 	----Zl~ 	" 	"::— ",`7 	. 1~--; -.- - - ~ 	- ­,,~ .. , 	- — 	—T &­—~-_`- `7" 	Mo~~ ­ --.7 	 --e .,Z; 	 ; 	 _- . r 	 7 	rM 
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, Ir,: 

the respondents. 

For all the above reasons wz: s,:~t aside th,- orders 

question-A in all these Civil )PpBals ind accordingly allow thw. 

In th--- circumstances of th,? cas~~s, th2ra will be no order as to 

costs. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF IND AaWh E 5R FW!vwWWV 	 R" ............ 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 	Supreme Court of In& 't 

a  ac 	 3= d59597 3= 
9.rit stition No. 	 of 	 199 
CIVIL APPEAL NOS,2269 TO 2280 -2281 'TO 23CM v 2302 TO 23121 

W_ __ ii — -- oaffims (Appeals by special leave Mtz by 'this Court by its Order 3ated 
the 26th April 1993 1n Petitions lor 5 ecial Leave to J~ 	Ivil) 
Nos'.1-0211 to 1*02229 10534 to 10554g 130 	 rViAc 89 to 138M. 1456 too , 591 
and 14613 to 14618 of 1988 from the Judgments'and Orders dated the 
29th ftbruaryq 11thRarch, 14th July,, 29th February and 25th January, 
1988 of the Central Administrative Tribunal,, Bangalore Bench, 
Bangalore In Application Nos.240 to 251,p 415 to 43~9 929 to '039 and 
188 to 215 of 1988 (F) and 1078 to 1083 of 1987 (F) respectively), 

CjY1L APPEAL NOS*22-69 TO 2280 -OF 12Ug 

The Accountant General, B=galore & 2 Ors, 	 ...Appellants. 

Versus 

Smto F, Pashpavathy & 11 Ors, 	 ***Respondents, 

(For full cause title please see 
Schedule 'At attached herewith). 

CIVIL APPEAL KOS,2261 TO 2301 OF 192.3,L 

The Accountant General# BanZalore & 2 Orso 	 Appellant a, 

Versus 

Shri NV. Manjunath & 20 Ors. 	 *Respondants,,~ 

(For full cause title please see 
Schedule IBI attached herewith), 

CIVIL APPEAL NO 2302 TO 2312 OF 1293 

Union of India & 2 Ors, 	 ...Appellants. 

Versus 

Shrl No Balasubramanian & 10 Ora, 	 ***Respondentst 

(For full eause title please see 
Schedule #C* attached herewith)* 

-CIVIL APPEAL ]NOSo2313 TO ?140 OF 1993, 

The Accountant General & 2 Ors* 	 *,.Appellants, 

Versus 

Shri H* Gopalakrishna & 27 Ors, 	 ***Respondents* 

(For full cause title please see 
Scheduel fD9 attached herewith), 
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CIV1L APPLAL-NOS,2341 TO 2346 OF 1223. 

The Accouata;.t Gmeral, Bazagaloro & 2 Ora. 

Versus 

Sxt, S.G. bharathi & 5 Ora. 

(For full cause title please see 
Schedule 'E' attache(~ herewith), 

CUHAM: 

...Appellantr 

0 0 , Res pond ants. 

26th Ajjril-,- 

a 

4 

~' 	,I 11ON"BUt-, I%R. %'dUST1CF K. JAYt-C.IANDF,~L FL-q-- Y 
hUNIBLE MR. JWSTIGE, 5,F. BBARUC'~A 

For the AppellantF. 
in all the appen1s: 	Yr. V.C. teahejcL. S(xiior Advocztc-, 

(Mr. P. Parmeswaran, Advocate with him). 
~1'4 	J. 	 tior - being called an for hearing ." e -4ppea* ii above--ivaa 	a eLL 

before this Court on the 2bth day of April, 1993; UPON perusing 

the record ano hearing counsel for the appellants herein and 

UPUh counsel for the appellants herein submitting before the 

Court tnat trie points raised in these appeals are covered by 

a Judgrent of this Court in Union of India & Ors, Vs. The 

Secretaa,-- Madres C1 il Audit & Accounts Associatic'n & Aj,.retc. 

reported in JT 1992 (1) SC 586t THIS COURT DOTH in disposing 

of the appeals in terms of the aforesaid Judgment OPPI".*R: 

THAT the JudgmentE and Orders dated the 29th February,, 

11th March, 14th July, 29th February and 25th January, 1988 

of the Central AdiuLtistrative Tribunal, Bangalore Beach, 

Bangalore in Application Nos.240 to 251, 415 to 435, 929 to 

939 and 188 to 215 of 1988 (F) and 1078 to 1083 of 1987 (F) 

respectively be and are hereby set aside and inplace thereof 

an Order dismissing said Application Nos.240 to 251, 415 to 435, 

929 to 939 and 188 to 215 of 1928 (F) and 1ID78 to 1053 of 1987 

(F) filed by the respective respondents herein before the 

aforesaid Tribunal be and is hereby substituted; 

...3/— 



AND MIS COURT DOTH FU-;'1"'~'.P-. ORDER that this ORDER be 

punctually obsei-ved arid carried into eny.ecution by all concemed; 

WITNESS the Hon'ble Shri Manepalli Narayanarao, Venkatachaliah, 

Chief 0ustice of India, at the Supreme Court, New Delhi,, dated. 

this the 26th d.ay of April,, 1993. 

(R'OCS JAIN 
DEPUfY REGISTRAR 
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IN TH3 SUPREU COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL 4PPELLATB JURISDICTION 

SPECIa LELVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO 

11—L—JIE m a tt e r~ 

The Accoun tant- Gene ral. 

Accdunts ec Entitlem-ants, 

Karnateka, Bangalore. 

20 	The Comptroller & 4,uditor 

General of I ndia, no.10,Bahodur 

Shah ZafarMarg q New-Delbi, 

The Government of India.-by 

its Secreta;y, MinistW of Fin 

Department of Bxpenditure New Delhie~ 

V/S 

Smt.S.G.Bharathi 

Sri r.Gokulnanda. 

Smt,Sovmya D,Pant 

4i 	Smt.~nasuv 'a Gokhale 

Smt N.S laol %~Tra+hv 

6* 	Sri D*R.13r1n1va8aa. 
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A 6.zy of April, 1993, 

f3l P. Parmeswarai,, 

WPV Advocate o!- Record for the Appellants in 
Civil Appeal Nos.2269 to 22,3r-,22;,1 t. 23019 2-7-113 to 234,~-- and 2341 to 2346v of 

Compared with 	SHRI C.V. Subba Rao, 

No. of folios 	 Advocate on Record tor the Appellants ir- Civil A 
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