8( | TEM NO. 106 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON |

Y
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
G vil Appeal No('s) . 6260/ 2009
HARYANA STATE M NOR | RRI GATI ON TUBEWELL
CORPORATI ON AND ANOTHER Appel I ant (s
)
VERSUS
KULDEEP Sl NGH & ANR Respondent (
s)
(with appln. (s) for stay and office report)
Date : 20/08/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE MY. EQBAL
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE C. NAGAPPAN
For Appell ant(s)
M. Ashwani K. Upadhyay, Adv.
Ms. Kiran Ahl awat, adv.
M. Ronak Karanpuria, Adv.
For M. Ugra Shankar Prasad, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. Raj esh Sharma, Adv.
Ms. Shal u Shar e, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Thi s appeal is di sm ssed in terns of t he si gn
ed
order.
[ 1 NDU POKHRI YAL] [ SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR]
COURT MASTER AR-CUMP.S

(Signed order is placed on the file)

Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by

Sukhbi r Paul Kaur

Date: 2015.08. 21

17: 05:08 I ST

Reason:
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6260 COF 2009

HARYANA STATE M NOR | RRI GATI ON TUBEWELL



CORPORATI ON AND ANOTHER Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS
KULDEEP SI NGH & ANR Respondent ( s)
ORDER
W have heard | ear ned counsel for t he
parties.
The appell ant is aggrieved by the judgnent
and order dated 4.8.2005 passed by the Hi gh Court of

Punjab and Haryana at Chandi garh in Regul ar Second
Appeal No. 5526 of 2003 affirm ng the judagnent and
or der passed by t he Trial Court and t he first
Appel | ate Court.

The Respondent No. 1 filed a sui t for
declaration that he is entitled to higher pay scale
t han his juniors with ef f ect from t he date of
pronotion as Assi st ant For eman al ong with
consequenti al benefits.

In the year 1974, the Respondent No.1l was

enpl oyed as an Electrician with Haryana State M nor
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Irrigation Tubewel | s Cor poration (in short "t he
HSMI.T.C) in t he pay scal e of Rs. 100- 160.

Thereafter, in the year 1975, he was pronoted to the

post of Chargeman in the pay scale of Rs. 140-200 and

his services were regularized in the year 1979. In

the year 1981, after the revision of pay, he was

getting the pay scale of Rs.400-660. In the year
1982, t he r espondent No. 1 was pr onot ed as an
Assi stant Forenman in the pay scal e of Rs.480-760, but

his pay was not revised.

The grievance of Respondent No.1 was that



the persons junior to himdoing simlar work were
getting higher pay scale.

The Trial Court r ecor ded a finding
Respondent No.1 is entitled to get the pay scale at
par with hi s juniors. Accordingly, t he Sui t
decreed and the decree was affirned in appeal by the
Di strict Judge.

The Hi gh Court al so, after re-appreciation
of entire facts, di smi ssed t he second appea
affirmed the finding recorded by the Trial Court and
the first Appellate Court.

In the aforesaid circunstances, we do not

find any reason to interfere with the judgnent and
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decree passed by the Trial Court and affirmed by the
first Appellate Court and the High Court.

The appeal is, accordingly, dismssed.

(C. NAGAPPAN)

New Del hi ,
August 20, 2015
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