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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

PETI TI ON(S) FOR SPECI AL LEAVE TO APPEAL (C) NO(S). 33332/2012

(ARl SI NG QUT OF | MPUGNED FI NAL JUDGMVENT AND ORDER DATED 07/12/2011

IN WPCT NO. 51/2011 PASSED BY THE HI GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

SRl DEBASI SH MUKHERJEE AND ANR. PETI TI ONER( S)

VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A AND ORS. RESPONDENT( S)
[WTH APPLN. (S) FOR C/ DELAY I N FI LI NG SLP AND C/ DELAY | N REFI LI NG
SLP AND OFFI CE REPORT]

Date : 16/01/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA

For Petitioner(s) M. Kri shnan Venugopal , Sr. Adv.
Ms. Prachi M shra, Adv.
M . Anupam Shukl a, Adv.
M. Raj an K. Chourasia, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Shreekant N. Terdal, Adv. [N P]

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed

order.
[ VI NOD LAKHI NA] [ ASHA SONI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Signature Not Verified
Digitally signed by
Vi nod Lakhi na
Dat e: 2015.01. 20
17:08:57 I ST
[ SIGNED ORDER | S PLACED ON THE FI LE]
Reason:
1

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 519 OF 2015

[Arising out of Special Leave Petition
(Civil) No.33332 of 2012]

SRl DEBASI SH MUKHERIJEE



AND ANR. ... APPELLANTS

VERSUS
UNI ON OF | NDI A AND ORS. . . . RESPONDENTS
ORDER
1. Del ay condoned.
2. Leave granted.
3. The chal l enge herein is against the

order dated 7th Decenber, 2011 passed by the

H gh Court at Calcutta in WP.C. T. No.51 of
2011 declining to expand the partial relief
granted in favour of the appellants by the

| ear ned Central Adm ni strative Tri bunal

Cal cutta Bench (for short "the Tribunal").

2
4, The Tri bunal whil e uphol di ng t he
claimof the appellants nmade before it for
grant of higher scale of pay with effect
fromthe date of their appointnment i.e. 0lst
Sept enber, 1986 and 04t h Mar ch, 1986
respectively thought it proper to restrict
the paynent of arrears of the higher scale
of pay to and fromone year prior to the
date of filing of the OA.. The Hi gh Court
havi ng uphel d t he sai d or der, t he
appel l ants are before us by nmeans of the
present appeal
5. The mat t er lies within a short
compass. The genesis of the clai mmde by
the appellants can be traced to an order
dat ed 11th Decenber, 2003 passed by this
Court in Gvil Appeal No. 6609 of 1997



passed in t he case of one Rasheed Khan
3

hol di ng t hat t he sai d per son, who is
simlarly situated to t he appel I ant s, is
entitled to the same benefit i.e. higher

pay from t he date of his initial

appoi nt nent .

6. Fol | owi ng t he af oresai d
devel opnent, one Jai Pr akash had al so
instituted a proceeding before the Tribuna

i.e. OA No.602 of 2006 claimng simlar

benefits, whi ch was gr ant ed. The sai d
grant made by the Tribunal was upheld by

the Hi gh Court.

7. In the OA filed by the present

appel l ants, by an el aborate order dated 30th

Novenber, 2010, the Tri bunal upheld the
claim of t he applicants (appel I ant s)
bef ore it and negati ved t he chal | enge

thereto nmade on behal f of the respondents.
However, it confined the grant of relief,

as noticed above.

8. We do not find any reasonabl e basis
for denying to the appellants the benefit

of higher scale of pay fromthe date of

initial appointnent, which is clainmed to be

in 1986, as the sane has been granted to

Rasheed Khan in terms of the order of this

Court and al so to Jai Prakash follow ng the

sai d order. In fact, in the case of Ja
Pr akash, whi ch was filed bef ore t he
Tri bunal in the year 2007, benefits from

t he dat e of hi s initial appoi nt nent had



been gr ant ed, whil e t he same has been
denied to the present appellants, who had

noved the Tribunal soon thereafter in the

year 2008. Havi ng regard to the above and

the totality of the facts of the case, we

are of the viewthat simlar relief ought

to have been grant ed to t he appel I ant s.

The same havi ng not been so done, we

interfere with t he r el evant part of t he
5

order of the Tribunal as upheld by the High

Court and direct t hat t he appel l ants be
granted hi gher scal e of pay with ef f ect

from t he dat e(s) of their initial
appoi nt nent . | nsof ar as t he paynent of

interest is concerned, we are of the view

that the direction for paynent of interest

fromthe date when the appellants had noved

the Tribunal would be just and proper and

woul d neet the ends of justice. We order
accordi ngly.

9. The appeal is di sposed of by
nodi fication of the order of the Tribuna

as upheld by the H gh Court in the above

terms. The rate of interest payable wll

be 9 per cent per annum

.................... J.
(RANJAN GOGO!

.................... ,J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI
JANUARY 16, 2015



