WP(C) 6375/ 2015

BEFORE

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE NELSON SAI LO

Heard Ms. M D Bora, |earned counsel, who appears on behalf of M. P N Goswanm , t
he | earned counsel for the wit petitioners as well as Ms. S Sarma, the | earned
St andi ng counsel, Health & Famly Wl fare Departnment. Al so heard Ms. A Verma, t
he Standi ng counsel, Finance Departnent.

The controversy in the instant case as projected by the wit petitioners

is the non-inplenentation of the recomendati on of the Pay Anomaly Committee, 2
010, wherein, the petitioners claimthat they are to receive Al CTE pay scal es wh
ich are in fact not accorded to the Post G aduate teachers working in different
Honeopat hi ¢ Medi cal Coll eges of the State. The petitioners contend that when suc
h benefit has been given to the teachers of Allopathic and Ayurvedi c Medi cal Col
| eges, there is no reason to deny the petitioners the revised pay scal e.

Ms. A Verma, the | earned Standi ng counsel submts that although the Fina
nce Departnment had sought sone clarifications about accordi ng sanction of the re
vised scale fromthe Health and Fam |y Wl fare Departnent, the reply that was gi
ven was wi thout any justification and proper consideration of enhancenent of the

pay scale. Therefore, the Finance Departnent has sought further clarifications

fromthe Health and Fam |y Wl fare Departnment which is still being awaited.

The | earned Standing counsel for the Health and Fam|ly Welfare Departnmen
t, Ms. S Sarma submts that she has received a communi cation dated 17.05. 2017 fr
omthe Health Departnent by which it has been informed that the Health and Fam |
y Welfare Departnent is on the process and will be very soon submtting the ful

justification and clarifications to the Finance Departnent. She, therefore, su
bmts that the Health Departnent be given 2 (two) weeks tine to respond to the g
uery of the Finance Departnent.

In view of the above subm ssions, the case be posted again on 05.06. 2017

The | earned counsel for the respondents shall intinmate to the Court the
status of the case on that date. The respondents nay also file their additional
affidavit-in-opposition, if so advised.



