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Madan 1.al Chanana Versus The Financial Commissioner and others
2 2

e

$.A on 22.03.1982 und had completed more thatl fen years regular

salisfactory service with cmiséqucnlial relief af.mandutory injunctioﬁ
dirceting the defendants Lo regulate the pay of the plaintiff from
01.01.1996 (o the date of his retirement along with revised pensionary
benefits undcr.me revised rules 2008 and 2009 along with interest @
18% p.a. on the arrears from the due date to the date of actual payment be

passed in favour of the plaintiff and against the defendants.

2. The brief facts of the case of the plaintiff are that the plaintiff
was initially appointed on 10.09.1971 on the post of Clerk in Agricultural
Engineer Department Haryana, Chandigmh and thercafter, he was
pfofnoted on the post of Accountant on 20.06.1978 and remained as such
in the department upto 21.03.1982. The Finance Department Haryana had

invited the applications for eligible Haryana Government employees for

- appearing in he Haryana State Subordinate Accounts Services

Examination and the plaintiff was eligible for a‘ppeariﬁg for the same
examination and as such he was recommended for appearing in the said
exéminétion and he q'uaiiﬁe.d- the state S.A.S examination Part-II (OB)
and the result of which was declared by the Commissioner and Secretary
Government of Haryana Finance Department defendant r:i‘o._ll vide its
letter dated 02.02.1982 wherein the ﬁarne of the plaintiff Waﬁl at serial |
No.20 and subseciu’ently he was appointed in thie cadre of S.A.S on the
post of Senior Auditor vide letter N0.3888-TA-HR-3(405-4T)-82/1915-

18 dated 03.03.1982 and as such the plaintiff joined on the said post of

) wih .
“TTESTED

ner of Cun
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Madan Lal Chanana Versus The Financial Commissioner and others

Senior ‘Auditor on 22.03.1982 in the ofﬁcé lbfl Haryana Roadways. '
Sonepat. Thereaftet, he was‘pi‘ofnoted % Accoii"nits. Ofﬂcer 'bh. 6'4.'12.- 1597
in the office of Civil Surge'on, Panipat and further p‘romdt"ea as Séﬁior
Accounts office on 10.02.2007 in the Qfﬁce of State Transport Controller,
Chandigarh from he was retired on 31;05.2008.
S
3 It has been been pleaded that the post of Se'nior Auditor
( now called as Section Officer). The Section Officer would be by way of
ek

appointment, though after qualifying the S.A.S Examination P_a'rt-I and
Part-IL. It is also hot disputed that either of the employees working in the
hierarchy of clerk can appear in the said examination of S.A.S meaning
the'rei)y clerk/Assistant/Accountant/Deputy Superintendent. " The
Government of Haryana has also clarified vid'e its letter daled 06.11.2002
that in such circumstances the latter post shall be termed as initially
recruited meaning therefy « Direct recruited- fresh entrance” ifito ‘Govt.
service while clarifying they héve given example of the tracers working
in the department who applied for the post of Draftsman iin. the
Com;;issiongr or Board would be freated as first entry into Goveﬁl‘lnenx
service it they are selected on the post of Draftsman. Similar case is of
the plaintiff who has qualified the written competitive examinatio‘ﬁ of
S.A.S and is required to be treated as first eﬁtry into .Go'v't'. Service for the
purposc of ACP scales. It has also been pleaded that the Haryana Govt.
has 1aunched a Scheme of ACP Rules, 1988 vide its lettet dated

07.01.1988 whereas as per rules 5 of the Haryana Civil Service ( Assured

Sl ATTESTED

Exam of Coun
SJ I Y ~cum-uMIC, Kamzl
)5- } |




up gradatmn w1ll come lnto play only 1t‘ (;lue 1o fu
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Career ll‘ruurmsmn) Rules ‘1908 every Gosﬁmmﬁnl}_Ss‘:t\faﬂt, who has ke

col nplctu;‘ ten yeas u,p.uhr satmfactmy a;..rvic.y qnd noL ggt any.{ _anmal'

up gradation in terms of grant, of pay :acp;le hlgher lhan thﬁ ftmctignal pay

scale ptcscnbui as on 31. 12 1995 on. whmh dalc hﬁ WQS fﬁ;ml‘@ﬂ_

direct recmned Llcw nur.mcc

2 L SR

oF

b) Asa consequc,nce of the revmon of pay scalf: {o: thg saucm-‘S poél.qr el

© Asa consz.qumcc of any other. evam thrqugh »yhl;:b ;he fm}gxlqnal

pay scale of the post has been upg:aled with respecl. q[ the ﬁmgﬁonal pay

scale prescribed [or the poat as on 31. 12 1995 l‘or the purposc of drawal

of pay will be ehglble for placement into Lhe__ﬁrst ,_ACR sclaﬁ wuh

* reference to him as per detai‘. in schcdule I, Patt-ll gt‘ mg A,C; P Rules

S The cxp!anauon "below Rulg 5 ;1carly sgar&s. J.bat the_.

il : Haryana le, Servxces ( Assured Career Progrcss;;oq)_ﬁn}qa, ,199& ss’.ale

up gradauon of scale on the same post 'as speclﬁﬂd ,abqye.
Government Servant has not gm the benefit of at lenst 9,1_3 pa)g scalc up
‘I gradation within the prescnbed penod nf Le.n yg;xs or any ot,her
prescnbed period for the grant of ﬁrst Haryana CiVJL Sf:rvlcﬁ ( Assurcd
Career Progression) Rules, 1998 scale or two such functional up
gradation within a period of 20 years or within the period RSA No.3413

==
of 2014 otherwise specified for the grant of Second Haryana Civil

h!
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Madan Lal Chanana Versus The Financial Commissioner and othiers
5 .

Services ( Assured Career Progression) Rules 1998 Scale: If within ten .
years of service or within the prescribed period of service for the grant of
first Haryana Civil Services ( Assured Career Progression) Rules 1998,
the employee has already got at least one financial up-gradétion or within
twenty years or service as the case may be or otherwise prescribed of
service for the grant of second Haryana Civil Service (Assured Career
Progression) Rule 1998 Scale, the Government servant has already got at

least two financial up-gradation.

5. It has been further pleaded that the plaintiff was appointed in
the said cadre of SAS on 22.03.1982 and he has completed ten years
regular Satisfactory service on 21.03.1992 and therefore, the plaintiff is
——— :
fully entitled for the grant of Ist ACP with effect from 01.01.1996 in the
scale of Rs.6500-10500. The plaintiff has submitted an application to the
Director, Treasury and Account$, Haryana , Chandigarh which vi‘{as

forwarded by his office i.e. Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad Karnal

" "V vide his letter dated 08.02.2006 but the same was rejected vide Director

Treasuryh;nd Accounts Haryana letter dated 14.07.2006. As per rules of
SAS Cadre, 1982, it would be clear that any Govt. Employee of .cl'erici:al
cadre may qualify the SAS examination in the hietarchy as noted above
" butthere is a con.dilion that only Govt. _Emp]oyee can apply for appeariﬁg
the examination but there is no mode of dir_ect appointment on the post of
Section Officer thr.ough the Commission of Board. Thus, the appointrhent :

of the plaintiff on the post of Senior Auditor/Section Officer in the SAS
v & :

L
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C,adrd, is.not promdmnd'u po:.l as is evident rm‘m Ihe appbmimen‘tc ordcr |
issucd by Commissioner and becr..taly o Guv{ of‘ Haryana I“mam:e.
Department, Haryana Chandigarh vdated 03.03.1982 wher‘ei';}___ }hel;_.
sovernment has started the version of the orders as :- .
“The following appointments as officiating SAS .Sen'ior
Auclitors in the pay scale of l{s‘é00-30~850.‘90'0-40-1lOO-EB-SOelBSO
and transfers in the cadre of SAS- Senior Auditors ﬁre ordered with

immediate effect in the public interest”,

6. In view of said facts the benefit of ACP Sclaes under
rcv1sed ACP rules 1988 should have been given in view of rule 5 of ACP
Rules, 1988 provided the plaintiff has completed ten years or more
regular satisfactory service in the cadre and has not got any financial up-
gradation in terms of grant of pay scales higher than the funcuonal pay
scale The plaintiff was appointed as clerk in the hierarchy and his '
promotion could only be that of Assistant/ Deputy Superintendent and
Superintendent etc. Therefore, the joining of the plaintiff is as on direct
post of SAS for all intent and purposes and not for promotional post.
'f‘l:u‘s, it is clear that grant of benefit of the ACP scale is against any
government instructions and rules, Therefore, the plaintiff is enntled to
be granted the first ACP scale of Rs.6500-10500 with effect from
01.01.2006 and his pay may be regulated accordingly and also its
consequential benefits. It has also been pleaded that after the expiry of
the statutory period of 60 days the plaintiff again approached the
T i : '
ATTESTED

Examiner of Cauﬁ
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Madan Lal Chanana Versus The Financial Commissioner and others

defendants with a request to grant him first ACP scales as per rles but

they flatly refused to admit the claim of the plaintiff and w@_l"e_ada'r'r_’xant in F
refusal. Hence, the present suit. The suit of the plaintiff may be decreed

as prayed for.

7. Notice of the suit was given to the defendants. Defendants No.1

and 2 appeared and filed their joint written state’meﬁt wherein it has been
ﬁleaded that one Shri Balbir Singh filed a similar civil suit and the same
was dismissed. The said Balbir Singh challenged the said judgn;ent and
‘decree in first appeal before the District Judge, Rohtak who accepted the
appeal and reverted the judgment of the Trial Court and accepted the

civil suit of Balbir Singh. The State of Haryana filed a regulér. Second

‘Appeal before the Hon'ble High Court but it was dismissed and the

judgment of First Appellate Court was upheld by the Hon;ble High

Court. The State of Hai‘yaﬁa accepted the judgment and it v)as'-_‘de‘éided

- by Government of Haryana as per the State Litigatiion p’blicy to

* impletement this judgment in all similar situated cases. The defendant
L T - Y

no.1 conveyed his decision in thié_régard, to the defendant no.2 vide letter

dated 30.01.2013. Thus, it was prayed that suit be dismissed.

8. Defendants No.3 and 4 also app'eared and filed their joint
wrilten statement wherein it has been pleaded that the plaintiff kras filed
the present suit for declaration with consequential relief of mandatory

injunction regarding grant of first ACP scale of Rs.6500-10500 as on
ATTeSTED!

- Exam:h@? of Co
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Madan Lai Chanana Versus The Financial Commissior_ler'and others

01:01. 1996 as he was appointed in’ the caclre of SA on 2103 1982 The.

plainuifl has joined the office of dcfcndanl no.3 on 19. 02 2007 as benior
Accounts Officer and was retired from the service on superannuauon on
31.05.2008. The work of the plaintiff was satisfactory, but the matter
regarding grant of Ist ACP of the plaintiff will be decided by the
Director, Treasury and Accounts, Haryana Chandigarh i.e. defendant
no.2. However, no rélief has been sought from the defendants no.3 and 4
by 'the plaintiff. Denying other averments dismissal of the suit was prayed

[or on behalf of defendants No.3 and 4.

9. Replication to the written statement was not filed by the
plai'm'iff. From the pleadings of the parties, the following issues in the
present case were framed by this court vide order dated 30.05.2013 :-

il Whether the plaintiff is entitled to a decree for
declaration as prayed for?OPP.

2. Ifissue no.l is proved, whether the plaintiff is entitled to the
relief of mandatory injunction as prayed for?OPD

3. Whether the suit of the plaintiff is not maintainable in 1ts
. present form?OPD.
4. Relief.
0. In order to prove his case, the plaintiff has examined one

witness in all. Plaintiff Madan Lal Chanana himself appeared into the

witness box as PW-1 and he has tendered his affidavit ExPW1/A in his

statement and reiterated the averments made in the plaint.

raTTtSTED_

ne.-rofCOun
.,JIJ —-cum-4MIC, Kama!
Q‘z%‘ I'-‘-j Y /u; -




I—————_—

48~

Madan Lal Chanana Versus The Financial Commissioner and others -
ot

11. Thereafter, the p!aintiff has closed his evidence v’i_ﬂé his

separate statement recorded on 13.01.2014.

12. In order to rebut the evidence of plamuff the learned G. P
for the defendants NO.1 and 2 has exammed ong thness in all. Rﬂnpt
Singh, Section Officer office of Director Treasuries and Accounts
Deparment Haryana Chandigarh appeared appeared into the witness box
as DW 1 and he has tendered his affidavit as ExDW1/A in hzs evidence
and reiterated the averments mennoned in the written statement. He has
also tendered some documents i.e, copy of order of Hon'ble _ngh Court

as Ex.D-1, letter dated 30.01.2013 as Ex. D-2, letter dated 21.05.2013 as

Ex. D 3 order dated 28.05.2013 as Ex.D-4, letter dated 03.06. 2013 as
‘Ex.D-5 and letter dated 12.08:2013 a§ Ex. D-6, - : b v

13. Thereafter,Ranjit Singh, Section Officer office of Director

—

Treasuries and Accounts Deparment Haryana Chanchgarh has closed the

evndence of the defendants No. ] and 2 vide his statement recorded on

20012014,

14. In order to rebut the evidence of plaintiff, the learned G 223

for the defendants No.3 and 4 has also exammed one witness m all,

Manish Kumar Clerk office of Tra Transport Commissioner, Haxyana

’ Chanchgarh appeared into the witness box as DW 2 and he has tendered

his affi dav1t_as Ex.DW2/A in his ev1der_1ce and reiterated the avermen'ts
b P
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Madan Lal Chanana Versus The F inar;;ial-Commis“&?pD'?r andothr;xs IRR A

ndﬂred ﬂnmﬂ i

m;:nimncd in lm, wnlu.n slatemenl He has al& Lt

doe uments j.e. copy of arder ddled 22. 11 2Ql3 as E?S D '{ﬁl_ld O!deni ﬂatcd

\U2 12.2013 as Ex.D-8,

15. Therealicr, ‘Manish Kurmu'g Clerk qfﬁpf; of T@nsport__

Commissioner, Jlur\m.a Chandigarh has clcsed the evidence of the

'aclenddnls No.3 and 4 vide his statement recordecl on ZU QZ 104_

6. No witness was exammed in rebuna] e\qdence and thq aame :

was closed by the cour order vide order of even dale

'y I have heard leamed counsel for tl;e. p]a[nuﬁ: as gvell aﬁ.‘i_ I

,,,,,

learued G.P. for defendants and have peru.sed lhe case ﬁla vcty Qaremlly o

' My lssue-mse ﬁndmgs wn:h reasons thereof are as Lu:l.der

ISSUEs NQ 2

1_8_.'“ Since both these i msues are mter-lmked therefore, they arg be_nng

taken up.tpgether. The onus to prove. these issues wgs upnn, the yla;nnff R

Thc learned counsel for the plaintiff has contenc;ed that thg plamtlff wgs

workmg in the pay Scale of Rs. 2000-3200+Rs 190 8s, Spl Pay and a; pex -

5 scnal No.14 of Schedule 1 Part-II, he was to be pla;ed ln the ﬁs:al&,of ran

Rs.6500- 10500 shown in Col No.3 in the aforesald Schedule The |

competent authority dunng the pendency of the case, sanctioned the Ist

—

ACP Scale vxde order of Director, Treasunes and Accounts ,Haryana,

Changsgarh v1dc endorsement N0.4589-99 dated 28.05.2013.

AT TesSTED
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11
Accordingly, the pay was to be fixed by the Transpolrt Department under

whom the plaintiff was working at the time of retirement dated

-_— B

31.05.2008. Accordingly,

- -me the transport authority inadvertently

fixed pay at Rs.7700/- on 01.01.1996 by not accounting for the Spl-. P;{y

of Rs.100/-. The plaintiff represented to the authority for rectification of

pay and fixing at Rs.7700+Rs,100/- Spl. Pay on 01.01.1996 and

e

accordingly the same was corrected on 04.09.2013, This pay Fixation

was correct in all respects from 01.01.1996 to 01.07.2007 showiﬁg

Rs.21,0140/-+ Rs.6000/- Grade Pay under Revised Pay Rules, 2008.

19. It has been further argued that The Tranépor; Departmel_jt at

their own level refixed the pay of the plaintiff on 22.11.2013 'shbxi’}in'g _

Rs.22640+Rs.6000/-G.P. On 01.07.2007 and this pay fixation was again

refixed by the Transport Deﬁartment on 02.12.2013 shm%ring
- _..A—\\

. Rs.8100+Rs.100/P.P. On 04.12.1997 which is the date of promotion of

* plaintiff as Accounts Officer. In this connection , it is brought to‘j the

notice of court that no such provision for converting the special pay into

personal pay exists in any statute or under any rule. However, there are

. instructions of the Haryana Government which inter-alia states the

procedure for accounting for the special pay issued on 04.05.1982,
20.01.1983, 03.03.1983 and. 16.08.2012, The perusal of instructions dated

04.05.1982 would show that the special pay is to be merged at the tirﬁ_e of

ﬁxatitjgcm___y_piggomution. It has been further argued that moredver,

ATTESTED
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: be-dismissed.
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bé_qu"e_ ;e-ﬁxai__ion at___lﬁ_and Ivih time on 221120]3 a_f‘gd.:;bz;_lf?«g'ﬂi?:; it

Was incumbent upon the authorities to have issued show -_cziuse notice

before reduction of pay i.e, conversion of special pay into the personal

Pay and ultimately (here s tecurring financial loss from 01.05.199.8 til

felirement because Rs.100/.Sp was eliminated and moreover, the

authority has no Power (o review their own order without observing the

principal of natyra] Justice and further giving recurring financial Joss.

Thus, it was Prayed that the suit of the Plaintiff be decreed.

20. On the other hand, the learned G.P. for the defendants has
contended that the Plaintiff has fileg the present sujt on false and

frivolous grounds angd the order of re-fixation of the Plaintiff has been

- rightly Passed. It has beep further ‘argued that relief sought by the

21 In the present cage, Manish Kumar Clerk, office of Transport
Commissioner, Haryana Chandigarp, while stepping into witness box as

DW-2 has deposed in his Cross-examination that the ‘pay of the plaintiff
. % -
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‘--.-...-—-\

highér reSponmbllmes in companson to the post of Secﬂbh Officer The _

: _ grarited [I is establzshed fact L'hat post uf Adcounts Ofﬁc& 15 hMg:,__"

plaintiff was promoted on 04,12,1997 from the post of Secﬁo’n Ofﬁcéi‘ to 4

the post of Accounts Officer in the same pay scale of Rs. 6500 10500 in

which, he Wwas working as Sechon Ofﬁcer ﬁmcnonally in the Ist! ACP i

Scale of Rs.6500-10500. Ttie au‘lhont:e% have noz gw'en Béheﬁt oi‘ ﬁ’ne
e N

increment on the date of promonon as Accounts Gﬁicer b’ecause the Pay

——

' | Scale of the Section Officer in Ist ACP Scale and Accounts Officer are

the identical pay scale. The Haryan'a_ Govt. while notifying the Pay Scales

on 07.01.1998 has made very much clear below example 4 given under

et L
the ACP Rules, 1998 that wherever no such identical stage is found in
_--_'-——d-____,__-__,_. ———

the revised scale, the pay shall be fixed at the next abnve stage The
'h-._\____'_________ ’-._-_‘-—-\_—-———‘I

Transport Authorities have not kept in view of spirit of" Rules in any of’

the Pay Fixation Sheet issued on 08,08, 2013 22.11.2013 and 02, 12,2013,
""‘"‘-——____,._—..‘

."""—"——--—J—n———.__—

e

: from the case Jaw cnted in ‘Swaran Smgh and others Ve‘.rsus State

«-.'~

: of Haryana and others, 2002 (g}RSI(P&B), 917, mwmch it Fis

been held that promotion to the poSt of Head Teacher from ‘the ptﬁﬁ s

J.B.T Tedcher. Fixation of pay by grant of benefit of one mcreme‘m
while fixing the pay scale due to revmon of pay scale the beriefit of ofe
increment already granled to the petitioner ignored, It has also been held

that the petitioner were - -actually promoted and- -granted on mcrement at

the Head Teachers pbst carry higher responsibilities. The bénefit granted

ATTESTED'
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S P X However, the Pay Fucanon statement msued!rewsed on rhe reﬁresentaﬁon 2

of my client on 04 09. 2013 is correct. In tlus rega‘rd I draw my suppb’rt R
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1. The Finaneial Commissiones . and Priscipal Secvstazy to -

Govt. Haryana, Finance Depattment, ﬂaryana,’&hahaiﬁéfh;jl

2. The Direstor, Treasury and Accounts, Finsnce ‘Départment -
30 Bays Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.
3. The State Transport Controlléer, Haryana 30 Bays Building

Sector-17, Chandigarh,

4. State of Haryana thzough Collectsr Kapwai, ' . /"

T

/ t++-ev...Defendants.
\

“ 7 SUTE FOR DECLARATION Wit CONSEQUENTIAL RELIEF OF

MANDAGORY Iﬁaa‘ﬂﬁ*rzbn‘;

Clajfi: 18 is, therefore, prayed ;that:{é :dé¢fééT_$ci
declaration te the efféct that the plaintiff is entitled to
- first ACP scale of Rs.6500-10500 as on 01.01.199

§ as he was
appointed ih''the said cadre of S.A on 22:03.16¢

completed more than ten years regular satisfactor,
be. passed ip- favoﬁ? of a plaintiff  afid
- defendants .with & __cqﬁéequéhtial

tkiéipléiﬁtif-f :‘r'o'ni 01.01.1996 to tha date of -Hii‘é"-.'J‘:é'i:’fifé"rl‘_ié‘ri:t;'
along with revised pensionary benefits undey :.S'tl'lxé revised
rules 2008 and 200% along wWith ihtefest'@_lﬁ%fpya} oﬁ'the'

Toys % 8 1 ATTESTED
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From :
District Attorney,
Karnal. .
'To :
1 7 The Frnanclal Commrssaoner& F’rmcmal Secretary to Govt Heryana,
P Frnance Department, Haryana Chandigarh.

oy -~ The Director, Treasury&Accounts
T N A

Finance Department, 30 Bays Burtdmg,
Sector-ﬂ? Chandigarh.

Men&o No. . B2 fDAK:’2018 deted ;:-?o'.tll.‘.'l.ﬂ

Sub.- Executnen Petition : Madan Lal Chanana versus the FC &
Prlnmpdl Secretary to Govt Haryana Chéndlgél‘h & otherq

Memo. ’ R &

Abox}e noted Executioh Petltien is pendmg in the Court of Sh Rajat i
Verma, Learned Civil Judge (Junior Division), Karnal and was fxed fdr 20 02 2018

for comphence of decree in favour of decree holder namely Madan Lai Chanana In
this case, JD No 3 i.e. Transport Commissipner, Heryana 30 Bays BUlldlng.
Sector-17, Ghandlgarh ‘had complled with the- decree to the extent of his 1/3"
share. But on the behalf of JD Nos. 1 and 2 e The Flnanclel Commrssroner &
Principal Secretary to- Gowt, Haryana Flnance Departrnent Heiryana Chandlgarh
and The Director, Treasury & Accounts Finance Department 30 Bays Bwldmg,
Sector-17, Chandlgarh nothing has been done SO as to comply with the decree.
The Learned Executmg Court ‘has taken a serlcus view m this . regard and also

ordered for payment of their respectwe share to the DH in compllance of the -
decree, o’rherwrse property of the JDs will be attached In case of non comphance :

if any adverse order i is passed by the Hon'bie Gourt then concerned depertment
- will be sole responsible for the same

01.03.2018.

Treat it nilwst urgent.

Asstt Drstrrct Attomey.
Kamal ' !

{E-3%erter 1a Deptt,

Y

Now the case has been adjourned for
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_to thcm could nu{ b*_x\.’n.ifdr.iwn o :hur dxsadvén_ g’é Ict s¢ pag

' "'.'-;E:,Lulbs WeTe Teviee, 1 an | 1he impubnu] urder liab!e ilo-l : e quashed,

Fiond = 5

AT Th.us ﬁ'bl'l.‘l. lhé abovesalcl dlSCllSSlOﬂ I-._'ls-élear that aher the'
1‘3’1‘0?1’10[1011, fhe plmnuf’?'waf dz‘awing lhE Sﬂﬁfe salafy aseaﬂ: nd the -
fﬁj:ré[y ﬁxa t1o:r‘1 made cm 04 09 2013 Was correct; The dép«’m:ment has" réf‘ xcd | __

a '_if'_’-the pay of the plamtfff dé order dated 22 11 20114w e.f. s, 12 1997 i
.. the reVIseﬂ pay sc‘Ie o‘f Its 8100+Rs 160/- persmal b‘ay Bﬁt It sho‘nld' 7
; haVe been ﬁxed al the reVIsed scale of Rs. 8300/— Whlth Ws' eather fixed
| vide order dated 04, 09 2013 Thus the: order dated 4,09.2013 was

CO!‘I‘eCl and accdrdmgly the same is to be mplemehté‘d and fu‘rﬂisr the 4

"- : _'pEnsmnary 'b*enef ts a:e reqﬁlred to be calculatéd a&iﬂ the! pléuhuff'

' in faVour of the plamtlﬂ'

AITESTED ~ i
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