ITEM NO.1 COURT NO.5 SECTION XV

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 21863/2007

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 07/05/2007
in DBCSA No. 633/1992 passed by the High Court Of Rajasthan At

Jaipur)

RAJASTHAN VIDHI SEWA SANGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. Respondent (s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file additional documents and
interim relief and office report)
(For Final Disposal)

WITH
W.P.(C) No. 109/2015
(Office Report)

Date : 10/08/2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J. CHELAMESWAR

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ABHAY MANOHAR SAFRE

For Petitioner(s) Dr. Manish Singhvi, Adv.
Mr. Surya Kant,Adv.

Ms. Madhurima Tatia,Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. Milind Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

; The special leave petition as well as writ petition

are dismissed,

(DEEPAK MANSUKHANTI) (RAJINDER KAUR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER




N234

ITEM NO.1 COURT NO.5

SUPREME COURT OF

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 21863/2007
(Arising out of im

Pugned final judgment and order dated 07/05/2007
in DBCSA No. 633/1992 passed by the High Court Of Rajasthan At
Jaipur)

RAJASTHAN VIDHI SEWA SANGH

SECTION XV
INDTIA

Petitioner (s)

VERSUS
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. Respondent (s)
(With appln(s) for permission to file additional documents and
interim relief and office report)
(For Final Disposal)
WITH

W.P.(C) No. 109/2015S

(Office Report)

Date : 10/08/2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTICE J. CHELRAMESWAR
HON&#39;BLE MR. JUSTICE ARHAY MANOHAR SAPRE
For Petitioner(s) Dr. Manish Singhvi, Adv.

Mr. Surya Kant,Adv.

Ms. Madhurima Tatia, Adv.
Fcr Respondent (s} Mr. Milind Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

OCRDER
The special leave petition as well as writ petition
are dismissed.
(DEEPAK MANSUKHANI) (RAJINDER KAUR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



SUPREME COURT OF INDIA (/)
AD "mmm I
- (htRARlay. o000l comitor/apRa/detalia T id=com.nic.aclann) _ — -

Gl Your Ao
Cane inbormation (chck hera)

| Oy Number | Case Number l Party Neme AOR Court | Tribunal Free Teri

RIRLY o i
[

Diary Mo. \(

25787 2007 v Sutrt

Diary No.- 25797 - 2007
RAJASTHAN VIDHI SEWA SANGH vs, STATE OF RAJASTHAN .
| Case Detalls
|
Diary No. 2570712007 Filed on 06-09-2007 12.20 PM  [SECTION: XV] DISPOSED

' Case No. SLP(C) No. 021863 / 2007 Regstered en 17-11-2007

PrasentiLast Listed  10-8.2016 [HON'BLE MR_ JUSTICE J. CHELAMESWAR and HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ABHAY
| On MANOHAR SAPRE]

DISFPOSED (Mofion Hearing
[ORDERS (INCOMPLETE MATTERS ! |As / CRLMPs)]) (Disposal Date: 10-08-2016, Month. B Year

Status/Stage 2018)

JUDGES: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J. CHELAMESWAR, HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ABHAY MANDHAR
SAPRE
! Disp.Type Dismissed
Category 0810-Service Matters * Pay scales
| Azt
| Petitioner(s) 1 RAJASTHAN VIDHI SEWA SANGH
| ' Respondeniis} 1 STATE OF RAJASTHAN . B
: Pel. Advoeala(s) SURYA KANT
Reso. Advocalels) MILIND KUMAR
.
UrSecton
ingexing
Earlier Courl Details
Tagged Matiers
Listing Dates
imeriocutory Application / Documents
Court Fess
Notices
Dafects
JudgementCrders
Mantion Memo
Rastoialion Delails
Drophots
Appaarance
Gifice Repori
Bimilarilies
Cavest




A i
iy ; e i! |
- - - Ij .- ]
1 . !
R e :. oo ;
] j II i .n-". \|.. ' Q\(;I/:)/
£e L T e
o S ol
: TR

IN THE HIGH COUﬁT"ErF':JUDIé:ATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT

n.B. CIVIL =pzc:1.u.1. APPI:AL (w::it) o, £33 /95
-in '

.:...: =g o Lk 1 :'

5.8, cIviL wmr .PE'I‘ITIDN m 1112;"1984

and Admlnlstrative

; _F_Jmﬁ,iH“

e Gavernment *Judlclal
St O

Depar‘tment,qﬂajﬁS’[:hanf Ja:.pu

Reforms, (G%
e Secrstary to

I'

( Rajasthan ).

D.B." CIVIL SPEGIAL  APBEAL -
-U/s 85 OFiRAJAsm.qN HIGH CQURT
ORDINANCE | AGAINST THE, JUDGUELS
DT, :8.9.1992 PASSED BY;]-D 3L
M.R..CALLA J., IN S.B. ;

WRIT PETITIOM ND.1112/84

ol ‘1 _.- '.I I| |.

..'i-\

it
h
kA
il
\ Cohtd .

++ Appellants-

Non=petitioners
'. Rajasthan Vldhl Seva Sangh Jampur
through its Secretarv, Sh. Ramesh
Chand Jain. : | ‘
2. Sh. KT Chhangan;lson of Shri Mewa .
Ram Chhanganl; reside . “

{JL!.. Respondents-
l‘l I Pe titiﬂn@rs.

I T e

e e
e LY " st

ST

- ——

iy .._'.._..—__.T e

L 2

e SR



IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR
, RAJASTHAN AT WJAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR

W .
D.B.'Civil;éée%ial Appeal (Writ)
ﬁ55553/1992
ZnEte of Rajasthéﬁu&iothers
e ; «eoeAppellant =
)
: Ve’rsus
~=lasthan Vidhi'éé%558an§h & Another
. i 1;% v+« . .Responden- e

~atz of Judgment
gt

7t May, 200°

HON'BLE MR:'JUSTICE H.M. LODHA
HON'BLE MR. “JUSTICE R.S. CHAUHAN

1 i
wy ¥

Drdér 18 to b=

thizether this Judg&éﬁt' /

teported in Law Journal/s; L Yes /e




vioreaqgr. its Secretary, Shri . Ramesh han i

1

I THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR
RAJASTHAN AT JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR

'J]ﬁ~ﬁ“G MENT, '

D.B. ClVll“Speclal Appeal (Writ)
No. 633/1992 !

[-

T[ﬁ

Secretary to_thé'Gﬁvernment, Jgudlcial

roment, Rajasthan, Jalpur

« JApprllan:.
Versus
Fajasthan Vidhi Seva Sangh, Jaipi

& g

[a

LAl

Shri K.C. Chhangani son of Shri Meuw
Chhangani,i?{iﬁesident i of . Tan

{knjazthan)

zte 2f Judgment ¥

Y sesesResponaent.

7% May, 2007
PRESENT

HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE R M. LODHA
FOM'BLE MR. JUSTICE R.S5. CHAUHAI

“ihanshyam Singh for Mr. R.S. Ratli:

4

s T ——

;”}than. through the Chief

T PR R

TS PR e



AP SNBSS S e

| 2

()
Additional Advoqa General'  for
appellants- State .:J' :

|
ir. R.A. Katta ) !

S y

Hr. Vijay Singh) for the ‘Fespondents

1
o

Order Judgment {Per R.M Lodha,J.):
|

This spECLal appeal is at the inztan-e
r the State Government taking except! .n

=2 the judgment dated 8t ' September, 147C

-;-

rassed by theﬁﬁﬁlngle Ju%ﬁ@ in  Writ

ition filed by -he present tespondenL:.

,\.' .J o L

ror the sake nf cnnvenlence Wwe shall refl«r

o the

2 appelﬁants, “tlie

1 '.'L '.II_-‘.' 'J]i

{ respondents
i

'-l

'fayed¢, int the writ

-

,;Government1;b directead

A " If
to give pay scaIaﬁbfﬁBGO-l?SA}tn the Leanl

r3zlztants and 'pay',? scale of 1000-186C
the Head Legal Assistants with effect f1 1

1** September, 11981.| il

2. The petitionets founded their claiwm :n

etter pay scale 'Pn the recommendati




wade by the Law Rlef' rms . and Legal Services

e .' |."|'\,\- !

Committee headed by ‘the then Advocate

General Dr. L.M;ﬁsinghvi {fqrnshort; “TAaw
i ;:. | l '.l! '

re forms Committee”) \ rﬂand tlie
sy . o

| -4 T

t | B‘E,. BEL:L J.l_i};
1Tt ‘ ! !

Temimi sgion (for.; short ' ‘Beri Loy

P ! .

Commission')..Tﬁé3petitionersfalso clainad
' ’ -:&

that

o -ll.:l':j ke J“ |

Rajasthan Legal_-Sqrvlce and therefol::,

1 .
q ‘,Ij\li T [ | !

they must be accordedl .pay scales of the

ajasthan Admlnistratlve' o Servics,
I
o At 3] ;
Rajasthan POllCEQ_ Serv1ce, ; Rajastlian
P 8 il rq I| |
Fzcounts Rajasthan; Judicial

sald pay scale beig

o

service etec,,

1000-1860,

4. The Government contesteduthe claim of
lpF f | ! Wt |

F e owrltlonersranﬁ denied that 'the Lagal

A=m1srants  and the; Head LegéL'.RssLHtmrr

o= re entitled jto the pay  scalesx r

Rajasthan Adm istrative Servicss,
thnsrhan Police ' Service, Rajazt) an



-, T et

e e

B g T R

Rocounts  Service! and Rajasthan Judicial
rvice. The Government also denied thelr
>laim that the Legal Assistants were

:chle of 760-1420 ands

enritled to the pay5

Lt

.: Head Legal A551stants the pay scale =f

12

2H=1 600, THe Government alse toock +*ie

el

srand that no rellef GDle be granted to

- exercise of writ
“urizdiction underi Af%lcle 226" of the

FEE TP foh ef Indle -siﬁee no  such
direianis could be lesued.

“he fSingle Judge rejected thé claim oF

Py
%5 Jol iy

b P geritieners'of'patity of the pest Sk

ffff,.“\ EVEREY Assistant 3witﬁ the' yRajastlian
¥ v oY | 7

j TN

- 3 \ .

E{ il Rajasthan Police

LT b

lapar x4 . e ¥ .' "

A\ WA S Sprvice, Rajasthan 'Accrunts Service and
xh”ﬂexf fhe Raja=than Judlcial Service, In i

. e, E

e,

e
ke

. :‘1'9!

i I

Bar]}ii{,. f'ﬁj.; i

otf the Slngle Judge it is too tall a

F*w& ﬁngm of the petltloners to *compere the

-.T"'""' -
I L

| TR o

2 pnff of Legal A551stants with that of the
F-—--c-—--—-...v-q........._,

Ralasrhan Judicial . Service. He found the




=

; ;
Juparison wholly mls%oncelved

5.  The Single Jquéﬂalso did not go int:
he smiestion  as to vhéther the

=al Assistg

uhirdinate servicé-qust because r|

iz
|
ATrOVersy was ~a-,,5ubject matter of
“eSEute dn Weit PEtltan No 1565/194n,
(= may lmmedlately notlce here that writ
Ly
us and we dismiszed
_____ Writ petition today by a Separats
s :
P, ) i_. |
7 ‘reating the post of Iegal ﬂ551EL nt
: post in a subordlnate serv1ce F e

view that it

e consideredfésgthe highest post

subordinate sefvicé and should
; .

7Y PAr with  the Post in the

- -

he

‘nate  service carfying the higheat

aﬂe. According to: ithe Single Judge

ave

L ‘ of Legal Ass;stant should h

a;ig




Jomer

e

b ]

L LrEant

Tlurst in the

Tate of

cdall Aumar

“iin the pay scalel No. 14

{2000 3200)
was  for

the othe'r1 posts like Police
By ASSLStant"IAccounté Officar,

Research Officer
Yo, 1

bee) pay
14, In the]opinﬂ%n of

the Singie
28 since the

post of Head Lega)

J.7tant wag g post_twﬁ*pay Scales highar
e

oI Legal Agéi%t Bt, the post of

Liegal Asaist&hﬁfﬁ

shduld be' in the
3 TTale Mo, 16 2200 =400
.
~¥ing upon the

»]udgment .of' this

»  Ghosh Versus

L -
Rajasthan {1989 RLR 966) and
Yaln Versuys State of joasthar
i\--} RLR BOT Y, the Slngle Judge held

was no dlfflcugty in directing

F_f/ ‘* fthere was pg 'justificatic-n

[
et e B et e
™

‘{recommendationd have beep put
EQT i gfﬂ'lu-“lj . .._\

b
i
:

L _r
TN T
4

<O




|
|
| |
' |
%
i ;
. i
it cblivion. Theﬁ:t Single Judge,
" e "rl' 1._ ;
accordingly, dlrected qhe Government %o
i |

1ive: due  regard to. the recommendations

iLdas Dy the Law Reforms'Committee and mal:e

E
Rppropriate provlslons sr as to give pay

scale Ne. 14 (2000- 4000 ’3*to the holders of

“hie post of Legal ASSlﬁtants and pay scale
1€ (2200-3200) to- the holders of ths

DDET Hezad Legal

w

date from which

Feptenbar, 1988. i.e. Tthef

Th% Rejasthan Civil Séf;ices {Révised'Pay
"cmov ) Rilles, 1989 came lﬂto f(;::'t;e.

Chg cwrrectness;iqu the directicns
siven By the Single}ldudbe in his order

11} i

ced 2 September, 1992 is the core issue

)

. |
FrToe Us ‘
5 B , |:' '-1.1 | / | iz
(0. Iz is  true that‘ ?he . Law  Reforms
: etk Hher
.-.;.“U-.”' ttee in its report d '-r-of 19%"  June,

- -

"”W'frjnug that the infrastructure of the
. ﬁ.zﬁ%ﬁ i r“:’ ‘\, :

legal peés?nnel "should be

fcrengtheiﬁd and theﬁ J portunltles of

s PP e ; ! '
- b % E
i L] ;—" ) 0 :
- b
1



Promotion and

advancement for the
o

@partmental - lega¢_¢9epscnnel {should ba

hizsivh
‘The samegﬂékorms Commlttee al=zao

1
CUHStlFUthH’ of Rajazrl.ar

UpGraded,

Fdgested  the

wEial Ssrvice SO as toiallOW'the 1nduc. ion
¢ law Jraduates ly}th_ a' minimum of two
Y2Ars experience atﬂthe bar andlto Provide
forr appropriate f?f {. for their

o) and f‘fpllr their

ad|

Comm;ttee was

F?fresher
courses. The LanL

| i
also of the v1ew approprlﬂﬁg rules

L |
onstitution of

constitute t he

i
-
Lk
-
==

#9Jal Service. In its eport

=
Ll

LE=

Committee 'suggested. that 1.

itai=  for the Rajasthan Legal

or Employmet

Yo Mot of  Assistant Commercial Ta::.
Afedrs by ASSLStant Registrars g
' P l
WOLE IHE | Ve Societies |
. * '] 1
i



iy

Angs Officers. The scale of £

usgested by thé.,sﬁ%d Committee for &

t=Jal Assistant waéiR%. 300-25-600-E2-

It may be noticed here that fthe

‘asthan Legal Subordinate Service Rules,

&
cluded the post of Legal Assistant

{ead Legal Assistant. The pay scaie of
. Assistant under these Rules wa=z (:0-

':

% wkils the 'pay scale of the Head Legal

=si~tant. was 275- 650 1

|
.

That consequent upon iz
L HES
mitzncations of the Law Refcrms

‘ciieittee, the Rajasthan ‘Legal Service
Ruies, 1981 were framed. These Rules wars

ani notified on 20t JUly, 1981. The =aid

_=z, inter-alia, prpv1de for cadre,

i racriuitment, proceduﬁe for dir=ct
s dly 'appointiment by promotini
? 13, (T “?. f1985 the title of tl.
= '\\ »-'-."'is"dainénd,éd. These: Rules since tin
% e ’ . ¥ ;

--\.EEL -f-e# zq..fnbn']
TiFo \,n ) -_"' e




1 10
areé called the Rajasthan Legal (State and
Tubordinate) Serv1ce Rules, 1981. The post
of  Legal Assistéﬁt|"is 100%? by direct

recruitment in subordinate ‘service while

e posts of 'Head Legal Assistant,

Aszssistant DraftSﬁéﬁh?ﬁKLAAssistant Legal
f Remembrancer, DéﬁﬁﬁyifLegal Reﬁembranc&r
E ana the Joint Leééifﬁemembrancer are the
i rorte in state serflcetégt
é e DE 48 commoq:;
4 nal in the yeér '1979 80, ' Beri Pay
" wnizsion  was appointed. by the S&tats
E LErnment ., The ':ﬁeri Pay Commiz=ion
“Tommendad the paylséale:of 760-1420 for
L The  legal aEsistanE and 900-16Q0 for ‘thae
E Y i ol Head Legal Assistant. Thea
Covarnment did not accept th\e pay SL_.Eile
et S0 |

i
i*Pay CGmmlSSan in

™ i T‘f'? 17
ftﬁ PHLlfPty and granted pay scale of GG0-
1240 to the Legal A351stant and B800-1550
. ’

Lo 'he Head Legal Ass stant _As ﬁi matter

\




o
R S
SR
i
of fact it is thl J pay that led to the
i
P

filing of the. WTl etltlon and the claim

i)
1(.. e ;i‘

for higher pay scale 5“

|
| G |
id. During the 'pepdancy of the wril
wibilion, a very 1mportant event happene.

Tiv= Rajathan ClVll Ferv1ces (Revized Fay

Y
srales) Rules, 1589 {for short, "thes Rul=as.

1989') came 1nto exlistence, effectiv:.

troam 17t September;%@i98§; The pay =cals

under the legal subordlnate serv1ce and o

the poét of Head Legal AESLStant te Join:

B b

eral Remembrancer o ol thg State Legal

i ,:ff |...
A I =1 -3

Service in the Rules of 1989 is thus
|

.L2gal Assistant 1200 2420 14002600 °.2)

.A=ad Legal Assistant| 1490-3050 2000-3200 (14)

~Azstt,Legal Drafts—.iZIOO 3550 2500 =4 250 (i7)
wan /Asstt. Legal j .

Remembrancer i .4
.De.puty Legal ~ 2750-4700 3450-5000 ("2)
Remembrancer ;
¢ f
©.J-int Legal 12750-5000 4100-5300 (74)
Remembrancer _fﬂﬁkﬂu




'h-""""" .
-
L]

B
. -

2B,

Aricd

- -
1.7V G
.

30Ve

“cranencations

ECNNENT employees.i.gg

12"

==

_'T} A
The Government says that the aforeﬂalj

scale to Legal Asslstants and Head

B

ia] Assistant under 'the Rules of 1¢%89

effect from 1. 9 1988 is based on the
-:WTCJ \
e ¥oif Equivalence

mittee constitutedfﬁﬁ“the Gbvernment on

¥

ani  2f  the employees_ for grant of

valent  pay scale'.a? that of Central f

— el

s
— — —
— .

That the Government‘acted pursuant to

r=port of the Lamr¢Reforms Comnl teo
"

[ramed utatutory Ruies under'.Artlule

l

~f the Constltutlén of India and

.+ 1led  the Rajas;haﬁ ' Legal ' Service

-+, 1981 is not in r'f:Ioubt. Surely " the

rnient was not bound to accept the

.Ii

--;mmpndarlons of the Tald commlttee in

entirety. Insofar as tha

s

midat ion of the Law Reforms

_ri== about the pay scale of Legal

!



13

vinlstant - and Héad Legal Assistant Leing

dnalogous to and ;at par ]with that

Assistant Commerdiél Taxes' Officers
Azzlatant REgistrars "of .. LCocperat ive
!

socleti or Employment Exghange Dificars .
is concerned' flnd the said
rocommendatlon ”'htivé as. 1s clearly DR

s 3 e T
SEEn of the word, "roughly!

Such recommendab

the Government no

‘was 1t mandatorv for
e ——— = T—

— e

—

a I‘l_._“l'.

ke Government tto ! aCcept . the -

nrAarizon suggested k@r the Commltthp 23

L
T he pgnt of Legal A551stant with =he
el 4 .
Asg Lt st Commercial Taxes Officer or this
| asbEiErenl Registrar of the Cooperatjive
- i F ! ]
Sl Erles, !
ot {
7. BPe that as it may, in the year' 1930
the Beri Pay Commission was constituted Juv
Flie " 5overnment and it partly accepted 1!
;-_‘_‘—_———\____-_-_-_'_____\—__
="onmendations  of  that Comm1551on and

— — A

incre=azed the then ex isting pay scalﬂ (3
A

ST A

x Al B

e — | V] ——



AT R s e T

14
A

L
L[
I_I:-J
)]
His
)
()]

tant an& ;Héad. Legal ‘Assistant

freac 500-8%0 to 660-1240 and 620-1100 to

GU=-1650 respecti%éi?; « though Lhe
v ._' ]

vernmsnt.  did not '_"'as_:cept .the pay ':_ﬁi
wended by the BeriECommission in its
s et . ST el S
SELL¥ESY. This shoﬁs ;ﬁﬁthout doubt that
.Thé s.vernment has géezlbonsciously malirnig
| :1h?.rjjn in respect of?%the pay scale of

W=k AZziztant and Head.Legal Assistant.
) e |

b e -
o B Ball Katta?i“tﬁél_counsel. for the
Fetitioners placed beforJ us™the statemenf

2 The form of compllatlon D hlthlghtlh

l ki

nat Inzpector Grade I Commercial Ta:

i ". i
Jlepartment, Cooperative]IhSpector (Gfrade-1I,
(38 = '. [

wezesrol, Azsistant, Group Instructor have

T

—

=i l1esd in the pay scale higher than |

int  wat  recommended by, the Beri Pay

“awnizzion while for the ;pcsts of 'Leg

al
_ i
Foslzrant and  Head Legal . Assistant, the

—

than that was recommepdaw

;
= tay =szale

—— e e

Seil Pay f“nmmJ.SSJ_on has been granted.
,.-__-:—-.+__
f0 ]

‘ . |

a5 i

L " oy - = —-_-.I- |1 {t-1 _l..-.
R e R ; e o T --*-T : tl,', i
- . | ﬁIUf .—. - A AW ) i |



15 ' *

would  submit ithEt looking to the

v \ i l'|||, v -) . "
islification, mode offrecrultment and the
i iy %

dutles that are required to be .discharged,

le3yal Assistant and the Head Legal

e clotant ought  to have been given at
1

-243%  the pay scale recommended by the
\ )

Serl Pay Commission. ,

omparisons’ are odious and comparing

YWY un-equals  is dangerous. By no

SLrevel of imagination, the posts of Legal

Fririant and Head Legaifﬁssistant can e

. o
Siiwersiwith o the  Inspectors or the

i fimar s of Commercial Taxes Department or
3 o 3

{

SORrAT ve Department | or = gther

|
[

Lepartients, In our considered ‘view, the

PHIT A0 of  the pay scale of Legal
in the year 1983 and that of

‘_-__._‘"“""'T ——
& thispestors Grade-l, Commercial Taxes
et and the  Inspectors Grade-1I,
Separtwent to find out that in

the pay scale of Legal

w Ii""l T

T I e, T - |



maet W

AsSslst
year 1987,

Assistant

lewer to that of IﬁSp%ctor Grade-I of
crmmerzial Taxes Depa;ﬁﬁent or that of
Loorwmrative Departmeﬁﬁ )

therefore,

*_Tv
5
0.

"me ymt scale of Legal- A551stant has to e

2 thie highest in| the subordlnafx

e, S wWwiuld  not be . correct lagal
i

by eleisThe Different pay seale +o diff ferent
|

Sregsriar of fervice/s in the Governmenr

‘e Tided  in the Rules framed unde -

T
09 LF the Constitution of India.

! L g

Sewz 1z acomplex exercise and diverse
\ i o ~

HTUr e d¥e taken into consideratior

Cit The Rules are \framed. Once the

Miles  mpe tramed, theyﬁ have Statutory

B e

] —




to be founded £
differently;

of unequals,

Upgrade the pay scalé_

f@rvice to the highEQ-”f

fubordinate Service ofy
——h—l—_\-——-—/.—___-—_‘__"_.'— e — ..

o legal basis

i
T e i awy
WA '

oz

issuing such

and thep

eby indirectly

Ledgal Aszistant




e o
| -
For the saméI
»
lI
i
Officers Associ’é#_
o
and Another

Supreme Court heldi’}'; h £l
b 2 \v’ 7 "’. 5

the’ State and cannb’-'!-‘. e
: AR

mandamus, If was held :

Rules in eXeEﬂ‘ Tﬁgﬁ}il.
¥ Jl'..:lhiml'[gl:%.
! ‘i J_ ki

e i Fl

make the

Jiinconsi's
} l.'l

Witk o s ¥ S T -
: Trary to el plmliol et
Y the 1‘. ..IL.: et Ien1datloﬁ "5--‘..- T Tl b g
e Pay Commisss L TR HE} St Fey Ft O

Commission by Mgk

|'.r<-. if s Pag
.'i’r"‘i'a WU R0 G,

" s boe _51':
-+ : kﬁ%}\mnh—-l e
|



s
i
- ,wh
3 RIBY
=
ciern e by
decision. ﬁ,}Lf
v R
of;”the Supret:
oﬁJHaryana anc
i r 4|
;?;lﬁ Secretariat
& e L
- can BIR R
Fersonal BlLarf ;ifl(2002j 6
¥ b3 !
Supreme Court «'; "important ;
observations pay and

determinationi

i=s for the exe ‘Te. While
several
relevant _ fac#rﬁl to be

byl of the

:State uov¢rnment "ditiohal

[ T e L l

o B & e B T

agr - s,




was held thatf”'
complex nature 0;?7§“
reaching consequent

I|
|
: ey Bl
natter and ;Y;?n the
[t
&

Government

administration Ofﬁ
(A '] f :

the Court deep

Ww-
inno Pertalnlnq ’
to

The Court

o —

Govprnment is paten

—

= SO ,__.,__.}

and ruewud1c1al to .

i ; L..I...: A ' ;i l'
and. the Governmentf" !

directicn

Gwvernment

or the




i Lo ' 'étter. The

= i

= <t |
; e e w1 HI
o eprt M| '
n fj_jkclaratlon
5 .J{' s ( h:
a.f it i
.

g poy and

\"';-ﬂ% -
i
i

court should

*:Liwpﬂ%ment the

same . 1l i

23. In the Finance

Department and B

::!-.
f% Bengal

Lon and

1}l scc 153,

i " '..|-:-'
iy Ml
AT ] -

concerningi, |payis
o ey

¥

great weightfﬁﬁji
: gr
on the Governme

24. Mr. R.A. Katth

eIy "-'*‘?-‘-, e, H o
petitioners, howevepi# avilyire '
By T I R v

_':‘..ﬁ I-'_-.'u
Ewc  judgments of £h

"':;I\ . = pe
EAN Frwsd

e~ i gk
S ()]
0,

[ ey

o

o

—

O
=
- -—-I—|i]! = !

——— —— =

S.K. Ghosh Versus,: 233

an I
- B ' F d : J';}f
Others {1984 RLR'}9 )‘ Padam 7
taik .! L R e . T S —

FKumar Jain Versus Sta

. ‘p;-!it-l i

(1peagl - winfaly,
il e - —

¥:::17
warafl & o Frardy v ofes
Mo I=T 7. TAT v s,

T

i, " TSNy .

== e 1'.:—m—_--
X ()

12) ELR €00}



.

5

In

the i“ fﬂtj'; ;t the Single

*;5\;?'

u*twm

- scales
Secretar
and Judg
is v1t1at_d ol ) ]
of the factithat t :;lgnored
the age-old:#i - 'ﬁbgtween
them on! I

PrivatéJ*

but
cadre of
to Chief Ju
the High
artificial
different
i.e. (1)

2040. The PZ¢
in the time-
740-1420 and ik
in the categﬂ' f
service whic :f class  (iid)
cervice in it asthan. jThe
Private Secreta i es, in (the
time scale pa?”’ £l Rs. l1210—
2040 are membe“ &

State
gazetted ,
these artifi

minlsterlal“

|
|




The Pe sonal

'nf

ay scqle of

the Senlor
'stant, 1nh“the
-f820 1550wand
ﬂ to

'Vfw@%afi

A

i s;conceqned
[ R R

one can qﬁ;fqu;;d'ratandu.the
creation. ofpifitHhée dlfferent
i

cadres of H'graphers iwith
three d: ]mﬁd951qnat10ns
and pay-sc nﬁﬁ \g already
stated, . Mssistants
are attachedig *Vdmlnlstratlve
cfficers ' iﬁ- ke - b;’ Deputy
secretaries, s wiand | Senior
Personal Assisf ! to SPEClal
'kecretarlesj’ i Secretarles

nOt ,rank:ﬂOf

R G Wﬁt‘.e.
ap-ached' £

> Secretarles

Rajasthan St’
Class I.

I ﬁn'respect
of  Private 'm glﬁ'

ftaries  tg
Chief Justlces “ﬁgab of ‘the,

Hiaoh Court fo t#their dutiss:
anci reronSlbllﬁi'gs are |
1dwntlual natur, . One wuuiﬁl
have thereforei}: iugﬁt that|
all. the - post fi [Privatd!
Yecretaries ';",i Lﬁ: ! Chiaf;.i
Ju%Llcn/Judges Ef_ﬁg Hid“il
Court, Lalculatqﬁi“_ ithe baSJ.s=|
¢f  one such postl per one -
g :

|

S I

S
i e s

7.
,i’ 11y f
\E
Hs.
J { L
% [
D .
! gaal - fasrd
Tidyw o=y P70 d
§ 0T
]-Hﬁ.r‘w-o-“'\-n- h.—."‘\nj






































































































