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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 6529-6530 COF 2005
B. N. SHUKLA & ORS. Appel lant (s)

VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)

Date: 15/12/2010 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU
For Appellant(s) M s. Rekha Pal | i, Adv.

M. AV. Palli, Adv.
M. Kumar Raj esh Singh, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. A. Mariarputham Sr. Adv.
M. Nar esh Kaushi k, Adv.
Ms. Sunita Sharma, Adv.
M. S.N. Terdal, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The appeals are disnissed with no order as to
costs.
[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Kusum Gul ati ]

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NOS. 6529-6530 OF 2005

B.N. Shukla & Os. .. Appel I ant (s)

Ver sus

Union of India & Os. .. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

W have perused the Border Security Force (Air Wng

Non- Gazetted (Conbat i sed) G oup ‘C posts) Recr ui t ment
Rul es, 1997 and Border Security Force (Air Wng, non-
conmbati sed G oup 'C and ‘D posts) Recr ui t nent Rul es,

1996, which were notified on 15th Decenber, 1997 and 9th



January, 1997, respectively.

In the said Rules there is

vast di fference in t he pay- scal es of Seni or Aircraft

Mechani ¢ (I nspector) and Senior Aircraft Mechanic, which

are respectively Rs. 6500-200- 10500 and Rs. 4500- 7000.

Admittedly, the said Rules had not been chal |l enged
by t he appel I ant s. Ther ef or e, havi ng
significant difference in the pay-scales of the said two
posts, we are of the opinion that the appellants cannot be
permitted to contend that by prescribing different pay-
scales for Senior Aircraft Mechanic (Conbatised) and Seni or

Aircraft Mechani ¢ (Gvilian), t hey wer e
agai nst during the period from 18th June, 1991 til

9th January 1997 and 15th Decenber, 1997, i.e., when the

1996 and 1997 rul es wer e pronul gat ed.

In that view of the matter, the decision of the High

Court, holding that the appellants could not claimparity

with t he pay- scal es of Seni or Aircraft Mechani c

(Conbati sed), cannot be faulted wth. There is no nerit

t hese appeal s. The same are dismissed accordingly, with no

order as to costs.

s [ H L. DATTU ]

NEW DELHI ,
DECEMBER 15, 2010.

accepted

di scri m nat ed

a



