"I TEM NO. 57 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).8654/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 20/02/2003 in CMAP No. 1599/2003 of

The HI GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

U P. RAJYA VI DYUT UTPADAN NI GAM LTD. &ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

RAM KUMAR PANDEY & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

(for final disposal)

Dat e: 04/04/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RUVA PAL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C K. THAKKER

For Petitioner(s) M. Pradeep M sra, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Bharat Sangal, Adv.
Ms. Sangeet a S. Pani ckar, Adv.

M. R R Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER



Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of but w thout any order as to costs

(Usha Bhar dwaj ) (Madhu Saxena)

P.S. To Registrar 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

ClVIL APPEAL NO...... COF 2005

(Arising out of SLP(CG vil) No.8654 of 2003)

Uttar Pradesh Rajya Vidyut U padan N gam .. Ap
pel l ant (s)
Ltd. & Anr.
Ver sus
Ram Kumar Pandey & Anr. .. Re
spondent (' s)
ORDER

Leave granted.

The Hi gh Court while deciding in favour of the workman, who had cl ai med the
pay-

scale equal to the «cadre of Noter and Drafter, followed the decisio
n of this Court in

Cvil Appeal No.618/85; Aminudin Ahmed vs. UP. State El ectricity Board
and Anr .

dated 28th July, 1993 to hold that the Ti nekeepers were entitled to the sane sca
l e and



seniority in the cadre of Senior Noter and Drafter. The Hi gh Court has overl ooked
t he

subsequent order passed by this Court on 5th May. 1995 on the Revision Petition f
iled

by t he Boar d by whi ch this Court sai d t hat t he or der dat ed
28th July, 1993 in

CA. No. 618/ 85 Am nudin’s case would not be available to ot her Ti nekee
pers. In t he

ci rcunst ances, t he deci si on of t he Hi gh Court nerely relying upon
t he order of this

Court in CA No.618/85 was w ong. However, this does not nean that the High Court
cannot come to the sane concl usion independently.

The | ear ned counsel appeari ng on behal f of t he re
spondent s states t hat

there is a subsequent order in

CA. No.619/85 which was not the subject matter of the review and which suppor
ts the

respondents. Unfortunately, the H gh Court has not referred to CA No.619/85
but to

C. A No.618/85 to reject the appeal of the appellant.

The | ear ned counsel for t he respondents al so states t hat
the award was

otherwi se correct. That may be so but we are of the view that the matt
er should be

considered finally by the H gh Court on nerits independently of CA No.618/85.
The

decision of the High Court is accordingly set aside and the matter is remanded back to
the H gh Court for deciding the issues raised between the parties on nerits afresh. The

Hi gh Court is requested to dispose of the matter, as expeditiously as possible since the



matter has been pending for sone tine, preferably within a period of four weeks from

the date of the receipt of the order of this Court.

The appeal is, accordingly, disposed of but w thout any order as to costs.

.......................... J [RU
MA PAL ]

.......................... J [C
K. THAKKER]
NEW DELHI ,

APRI L 04, 2005.



