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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 454 OF 2006

PREM LAL & ORS. Appel lant (s)
VERSUS

SECRETARY CUM COMMWNR. , GOVT. OF PUNJAB&CORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for nodification of Court’s Order dated 9.1.2006 and
with office report ))

W TH SLP(C) NO 753-754 of 2005
(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission to subnmit additional docunents and
with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

G vil Appeal NO 944 of 2006

Cvil Appeal NO 945 of 2006
(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of respondent and with
of fice report)

G vil Appeal NO 946 of 2006

Dat e: 14/12/2010 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Appellant(s)

CA NO 454 OF 2006 Ms. Mahal akshm Pavani, Adv.
M. G Balaji, Adv.
for M S. Mahal akshm Balaji & Co.

CA NCS. 944, 945 AND M. J. L. CGupta, Sr.Adv.

946 OF 2006 M. Nar esh Kaushi k, adv.
M. Sanj eev K. Bhardwaj, Adv.
M s Lalita Kaushik, Adv.

SLP( C) NCS. 753- 754 M. Yash Pal Dhingra, Adv. (NP)
OF 2005

For Respondent (s)
M. Prashant Shukla, Adv.
For M. Ajay Pal, Adv.
.2/ -
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

C. A.NOS. 944, 945 AND 946 OF 2006

These appeals are allowed in terns of the signed
or der.

C. A.NO 454 OF 2006 and S.L.P.(C)NCS. 753-754 OF



2005

List these matters after the Christmas and New
Year Hol i days, 2010.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Renuka Sadana)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed Oder in C. A Nos. 944, 945 and 946 of 2006
is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 944 OF 2006

THE AGRI CULTURE SUB | NSPECTORS OF SOl L AND Appel | ant (s)
WATER CONSERVATI ON WASTE LAND DEVELOPMENT
UNI ON (PUNJAB) AND ORS. ETC. ETC.

Ver sus

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. ETC. ETC. Respondent ( s)

Wl TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 945 OF 2006

MOHI NDER SI NGH AND ORS. Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 946 OF 2006

BALWANT SI NGH AND ORS. Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
ORDER
The  Agriculture Sub I nspectors of Soi | and

Wat er Conservation and Waste Land Devel opnent Union is
the appellant in Cvil Appeal No.944 of 2006. In the
ot her appeals, the Sub Inspectors of Soil and Water

Conservation and Waste Land Devel opnent are the
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appel I ant s. The appellants filed Wit Petition in the

Punjab and Haryana Hi gh Court with a prayer to issue

Wit of Mandanus or any ot her Wit directing t he
respondent s to rel ease seni or scal e of Rs. 1, 800-
Rs. 3,200 for the Agriculture Sub I nspectors of Soil and

Wat er Conservation and Wast e Land Devel opnent
Department after twelve years of service with effect

from 1.9.1993 as gi ven to Surveyors of t he same
Department vide Order dated 21st Septenber, 1993. The
claimof the appellants is that both the Agriculture

Sub I nspectors and Surveyors belong to the sane cadre

and earlier they were getting the same scal e of pay

i.e. 1200-Rs. 2100 but without any reason what soever and

in an arbitrary manner, the respondents have ignored

their legitimate claimfor the grant of sane scal e of

pay as has been gr ant ed to t he Surveyors of t he
Depart nment.

The | ear ned Singl e Judge, after el aborate
consideration in the matter, granted the relief as

prayed and directed that the Agriculture Sub I nspectors
be granted equal treatnment by way of granting senior
pay scal es as has been granted to the Surveyors by the
Governnent vide its Order dated 21st Septenber, 1993.
The | earned Judge further directed that this exercise
be conpleted within three nonths fromthe date of the

or der. However, before parting with the judgnent the

| ear ned Judge observed that the order shall be subject
to the decision in LPA No.162 of 1999.

The appel |l ant chal l enged only that portion of
the judgnent wher eunder t he | ear ned Judge directed
i npl ementation of the directions issued subject to the
decision of the L.P.A No.162 of 1999. The case of the
appellants is that the subject matter that arises for

consideration in L.P. A No.162 of 1999 has nothing to



do with the claimmade by theminasnuch as they were
claimng parity only with the Surveyors working in the
same Departnent while the subject matter in the L.P. A
No. 162 of 1999 is where the appellants therein were
claimng parity with the Surveyors in the Industries
Department of Governnent of Punj ab. It so happened the
L.P. A Nos. 862 and 1467 of 2000 filed by t he
appel lants herein were tagged for their hearing al ong
with L.P. A Nos. 1393 and 1394 of 2000 filed by the
State as al so L.P. A No. 906 of 1993 and connect ed
matters preferred by the State in the matters where
directions have been issued to treat the Surveyors in
t he Depart ment at par with t he Surveyors in t he
I ndustries Departnent.
By the inpugned judgnent, all the L.P.As. were
di sposed of by a common order without adverting to the
specific claimof the appellants herein clainmng parity

with the Surveyors of their own Departnent. The
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Di vi sion Bench did not consider the sinple question as
to whether the appellants herein are entitled for the
benefi t of t he O der dat ed 21st Sept enber, 1993
wher eunder senior pay scale of Rs.1,800-Rs. 3,200 was
granted to the Surveyors of the sane Departnent on
conmpl etion of twelve years of regular service
In our considered opinion, the claimof the
appel I ants ought to have been deci ded separately and
limted only to the question as to whether they are
entitled to claimparity in their own Department vide
Order dated 21st Septenber, 1993. It is precisely for
that reason this Court, while directing Iinmted notice,
required the respondents to show cause as to why the
matter should not be renanded to the High Court for
deciding the appeals relating to the petitioners Wit

petition on nerits.



For t he af oresai d reasons, t he i mpugned
judgnent rendered in L.P. A Nos. 862, 1393, 1394 and
1467 of 2000 are accordingly, set aside. The matters
are remanded for fresh consideration by the Division
Bench on their own nerits.

We reiterate that the only question that is
required to be decided by the Division Bench is that as

to whether the appellants are entitled for the benefit
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of t he Or der dat ed 21st Sept enber, 1993 and claim
parity with the Surveyors of the same Departnent.
The appeal s are accordingly, allowed without

any order as to costs.

.................... J.
( SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR)

New Del hi ,
Decenmber 14, 2010



