2 | TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
G vil Appeal No(s) . 8902/ 2010
SHARWAN KUMAR Appel I ant (s
)
VERSUS
STATE CF U. P. & ORS. Respondent (

(with appln. (s) for early hearing and office report)
Date : 29/07/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE MY. EQBAL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA

For Appellant(s)
M. Sunil Kumar Jain, Adv.
M. Pawanshree Agrawal, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Pradeep M sra, Adv.
M. Suraj Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER
Thi s appeal is di smi ssed in terns of t he
ed
or der.
[ 1 NDU POKHRI YAL] [ SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR]
COURT MASTER A R -CUMP. S

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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Reason:
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 8902 CF 2010
SHARWAN KUVAR APPELLANT( S)

Ver sus

STATE OF U. P. AND OTHERS RESPONDENT( S)

sign



ORDER

Thi s appeal by speci al | eave is directed
agai nst the judgnent and order dated 21.8.2008 passed
by the H gh Court of Judicature at Allahabad, Lucknow
Bench, Lucknow in Speci al Appeal No. 354 (SB) of
1999.

After heari ng | ear ned counsel for t he
parties, we do not find any reason to interfere with
t he i mpugned or der. Thi s appeal is, accordi ngly,
di smi ssed

However, | earned counsel appearing for the
appel l ant submitted that the salary of the appell ant
was with-held for about 10 years and it was rel eased
only after the contenpt petition was filed, that too,
wi t hout gi ving any i ncrenent and revision of pay.
The respondents are directed to look into the nmatter
and see that if the salary was not paid, as per the
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revi sed pay scale and increnments have not been given
the sane shall be cal cul ated and rel eased in favour
of the appellant within a period of two nonths from

t oday.

(ARUN M SHRA)

New Del hi ,
July 29, 2015



