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It ii no doubt true that if the appellant's claim is found correct on

'-^;it' x' *""ra s" tniltf"a to te paid accordinB to the properly

ITJJ}"i';'#,"n inJ'i'* ""0 
the question or limitation would

arise for recovery ot ii" "'"u" 
for the past period' ln othel

words, the apputt"nt's claim' iI anY' fo ecoverY' of arrears

calculated on the basis ol difference in the Pay which has become

time barred would *t i"'"to'"t"Ut"' but he would be entitled to

proper fixation ot nis pav ln accotaanc::'tl i'l::.t-id 
to cessation

of a contrnurng wlong if on merits his claim rs iustilred

(E) qrn=ftu 3r'q(ilr 'urulenl errr filftc'{ e{fff, rqro I I s t -

5t5? /2oo8 "qr{d *IEI * l',* q-"" T[ff'tri 
qdtf,

B!fu ft-{i6 13 srrnir 2oo8 q FqEqI{ eftRttttto FF-qT Tqr

j.
t'- I ormallv' a belated service related claim wlll be

Er' ro lummanse' "il;T ffi;';;J taches (where remedv is
reiect# on the 8r

souBht bY riring ";t]ii 
p"tition) or limitation (where remedy is

souBht bv '" 'pp";;;;;;i; 
the Administrative rribunal) one of

the exceptions to ii" t'iO rule is cases relating to a continuing

' wronE' wt'"'" ' '"'it" 
related claim is based on a continuing

wrong, reliel can be- granted even if tnere is.a lonS delay in seeking

'^6"1w wrlh retererice to the date on whlch the continuinB wrong

li]--1"."0 
'it"r'' 

continuing wrong creates a continuing source

'J 

";i;;;*;'; 

ii"'" 
't "^ 

exception to the exception rr the

Brievance is in 'ul*tt 
of any order or administrative decision

which related to o"tt"tt"O several others also' and if the re

openinB of the is5ue would affect the settled rights of third parties'

then the claim witl not be entertained For example' if the issue

,"1,t"' to p"yt"nt o' i"+l'"tion of pay or pension' relief may be

g.anted in spite oi ielay as it does not affect the^riShts of third

parties But if the claim involved issues relating to seniority or

promotion ott'' "fi"tiing 
others' delay would render the claim

stale and doctrine of lacies/limitation will be-applied ln so far as

the consequential relief of recovery of arrears for a past period' the

principles relating to recurrinB'/successive wrongs will apply As a

consequence' nigr'-c*'ts wlll restrict the consequential relief

relatin8 to arrea's normally to a period oI three yea's prior to the

datelof filing ol the writ petition'
l' ^L --a-- ._'

ffi) qrc-fiq saf,q qrqr'ru gM fufud 3l{tf, Fqrr 4349

)"rorr'" *o- ot" fd6 < ts-trr e-tcr {rq Y "1" 
i olRo

ffi'ftq1;'i,'g'*i 2or, q 'L* \{Rrt {rR 6\ l?,.-{r1sTi

qrq tsE qlqrdu 'n 'rrqer- Re fr-AYn {lq{ 6{i d k'rro t
.. "i fa ,'P. A t'lfnoind fa;qr trqr *-

' 
llrn" writ petition in this regard was filed by him on 20th

september, 2019' Learned counsel for the appellant has

relied on the decision of Union of lndia & Ors Vs Tarsem

Singh [(2008) 8 sCC 648] to contend that the cause of action



I

for claiming pension is recurrent in nature and he ought not

i"'rlr" 0""" non suited on the ground of delay alone'

ln such circumstances, we set aside the impugned

ord", ,nd 1,r"., ,h" the appellant may be Eiven enhanced-

;";; ;t;;; so entitled io' bv sivins hrm the benefit.of

;'t'';;;i ,^;;";"nt before his superannuation but the

""i"r.* 
amount shall be disbursed to him from the year

1st lul 2016.

I

(s) qlTffq sa ql{rf,q qqdgs ET{r ftd ffiqrr oqr6

so14 / 2022 EieT oqn ftrqrt vq 31q d;II{ q. 9 YrnTl \rs
2022 I iaftYrr q€

3IdI)q qrRd ft"iq fuaio rr eria

1e63 d cRw
-q.rqroq d IIoaul

o1 o1 ,r{ t,-

ll{t @t qr*or emfu Ftqrjqlr qrcfr{

<rqr ogi d k{rf, t or s{ q-d dil,

The law laid down by the Supreme Court in the

case of M R' Gupta Versus Union of lndia and Others (1995) 5

SCC 628 provides that the law of limitation will be applicable

and the petitione" *itt not be entitled to claim arrears of

salary for which the cause of action arises on every 1st daY of

the month when their salary becomes due for 
-a 

period

exceeding three years prior to the date of filing of the writ

Petition

According this writ petition can be disposed of

modifying the order dlted 1o-11-2020 passed bv the Gwalior

gun.l of tt'" High Court of Madhya Pradesh in Writ Petition
"*l iii"tlzo'o tnakesh kumar shrivastava & others versus

ii.,Jlt 
"onr" 

Pradesh & others) to the extent.that in case

iie petitioner's classification is intact then lheY will be

entitied to the minimum of pay scale admissible to the post

on which they are working in the light of the law laid down

by the Supreme court in the case of Ram Naresh Rawat

riprsus Ashwini Ray 2017 (volume 3) scc 436 but their

[;";;.;'ii ;" restricted for a period of three vears prior to

[r'" J"ie ot f if inc ofthe present writ petition ie threevears

p(io( lo l'4'2O22 in the light of the law laid down bv the

Supreme Court in the case of M R Gupta Versus Union and

others (supra).

ln above terms' this writ petition is disposed of'

rz\ {ta fiEwc '},111'h 138s2 / 2022 (elil '{rl qrqcl fq 3l -q

:H ; , ""- 
qq 31{) q qrfud ftuiq ft4o 24 nft 2022

; frR =- q-. igoe d'3ryTx cRw ffir 6t qrtrdr 
'i-dts



qrrfi-q qrqrflr d rrqa qfiyET <Tq{ 6{i d ftqro t os q{

Xd otn ol 3{FlBtrtftd o1 .r{ i t

@ fte ffin ?F+t?F 4so2/2ozs (aftF-+m fiafl ri-arq q q
qr€.1 \q 3ru) t qrRd ffq R:rio or qrd zoze t
ftfuq qc+ll rsoa d 3r{qw cR{r {rRI of wrcn cr.r&
FiqrSm qrilh,{ 'utrr"rq ,} mH !1otur (rr{ aq-t ,}
ftcio r) 03 .rd [.i n* * ,ftButfto o1 ,r{ t'-

,..,,,,i'"1'.,Hii.,:ff :,[T,iJ"Tiil';::#'::J:1::":'$'-J:;::"J
laid down by Supreme court in Ram Naresh Rawat (supra). However, it is

made clear that +rears will be restricted to a period of three years and
notional fixation i.,idll be made as revised from time to time.

This Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits of the case. I

ln above terms, this petition is disposed of.

(iii) {fld 3rFdR-qf, qrrfiq qrqroq ai trs fi qcrrfl qr;rT 3rro1116 t fu q{ n ZEWi
6q t rrqn rqfr d qu tfto nf,c.n"ft offii a;\ retTfr q"ff-fi-ini d R-{i-o
e q-ftTri {firq azn o1 i-oc ai.rs st't CRq.r {rRr rfi={-d al ,T{ t I g*t 3uElR q{

{r offi"qil ol wqrr {;q t} ql?q( {rl$ ,{rk--r od .}i} qrdrrT cfi B .rq}fu
qrrftq saifi qrqrdq em ftqffto r.a<v "iBrrq oniRrd efrr sfi-fi-.a-rd
M 1,r1 orq fr-r"< A.dstr+rsro'm g+ orq' [(rgsz) gfl.fr.fr. 266] t q6
orftfrutRd fu-qr rrqr B fu qR
dl d ftrq ss drq 6) qlqi
JIjd< 14 d 3r6lid ft-qr rrqr'
,rS fuqr .rt {{o,n * t

d)Til o) 1ffi m.l fuqr rrqr t c) e-6 3r-q
6r o{Trrn q& trc $-f,ar cq}fu €fttrrr d

t{qI-tilT d eil*on di ;rdrnraq?F sq i ili-fld

,oe
li*-'

:

I

l
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GIYEKT VERMA. J

)q grranr.d.

M.R. Gop(a vs Unln Ol lrdia & ors on 21 At'gusr' 1995

thc TribrDal disrEissing as ulnc

,,6Y is conEarY to law? OnlY a
only qu.stion for dccisioo is : WtcltrGt tbc impugncdjudgmcnt of

,'a',iJ"ppri"",i* -"at by $c a,Dcllart for propcr fix'tion of his

facB arc .a."rial for dcciding ihi5 poinl 
- --- :- d" .'^v..mcnr Pol)4cchnic

appc,ranr joiocd nc scrv'* .1*: ti"ltfl,:ir}Tf ,,'],["Tllf,o,r,. n'",io.' or

)67. Thcrcaftcr, hc join.d *tti"" it fu ot*-)lr""r*., 
-o *", " 

y.s cnridcd !o fixaEon of his

ravonhisloinrngscrviccrnolciailwayswas-"-::::;---t8-lgTEinac.ordrrrccwrt!
:il;;il;;;:;;;; to &c o"v which hc wourd h'vc drasn or' :'"::
' No. 20 1 8 CN R s N 0447) *"'*ntt t o'-'-""tal Rulc 22< Thc rcFrcscotation of thc

:rtanr to this crrect ,-as .,icc,"d bcforc ;':*:j:::t#;r$ffiJl["i"^:i
i. Tl.. ,rpp€llari thco filcd aa applicati- 

#.ti.J17r;o*;n "-."qu-,i"r 
bcoctiK Thc

e. .ricn of his inirial pay uriti cff@! trom ' 
t '''.":-, _: 

"-e 
barrcd sincc thc cause of

i!..onwascont6lcdbylhcrtsPoadcrrsoorhcgfoutrdlhatllwa'trm..TY.]'
; ;;;-;;;" ,ioe or 

'lhc "", #ffl::#;:,Y:::ru: fXiJ:
35entarion bcfor. cooinB ioto forc. of tbc AclamErra'i 

l--. ]* 
""r.a 

a 6g i!trE tdi..l for

,scotadorlr madc by lhc aD'Pcraat fo( ptopct fi"tioo ofhB Fy ryt,r ruEgcd to D(

Plt'Po6c 
lr t'"" u"to *la

rrlu,,r h.r upr,"Hd," *r..*," iiff Hff,ilfJt$ffl* ta,d d,,;
t!. .ppcll.nr trad ucco cxpcssty tida o' * 

=-:.,;-;; 
Es.ilcd 6d o.d.t.t rttt tiEG

,rirl*, * e., o, ,"., "-,*, -S#J#j"ff#X'f,,* or u vo,"
ich \rll onc timc actiotr". Thc Tn-b.,'r bdd tDar-* :=::-;-*".t" 6c rplrlicirbn *'.r
: dE inirid Fy fix.rioo iD l97E vB bof'lcsslv b'd!d b' lic' AcGo'diDfB Dc

risrcd rs timc barrcd ryi* *r" ,.r offio?i. futrr*s curn c aopcr pry E ti!

i',r hc.dbod, sid.s. r.-' *"****IH'H:*5r#ffix
: of tlc @[Er- TbG .iDdLEt's gilv'oca tDat Dr5 F' r-],--- 

- - *f"" G.!* of dios "cL
ric.ss.ctiooofacddorilswragagtidbiEvh-hgac'bGo'f:rtC-:B

tion of his poy in tccord.rt! vi6 rul6 r'd D c'ssrrioo 
' 

t dY' IT-
m is justificd simillrlv' .ny tu'- "ttili"[*r 

craimca ur iiur' srtt*' prornotion 'rc'

rtd also bc subicct b th" a.r-"" tr r""rtll"- io ai"-'itt" t'i- to o*t rcl:c,l: 
lhc 

Fv tuM

be madc only on thc basis of thc situttii,l't*rr' * l '8'1978 withoul 
-rakht 

into account tny

r conscquenlial relief which "t", 
ot *l"o' i'"'r""t'Gs "na 

trt" bat of.lirEira'ion' Il ts rc this

,cd c\tcnt or p..,pcr rrv tir ri('|n '" ",,;l;;;:;;";; 
he rr'trtcd 'rs timc barrcd cince it is bascd

r r.icurring !.rtltc ol .rctron

, Tribunat misdireclcd rtsclf lvhcn it trsatcd thc rPPclldrts cl'rrm ,' ":" 
tI: 'c'ion' 

meanrnS

Eby rhat it was not a continuin8 ffon, #t tr, "-t-t-"'ca{sc 
of sction' Tht-claim o bc poid

lonecr sarary co,,,,pured on ,n.0"",. oril'J'i;;;-.; ': 
a rith "hich 

subsisr durins t'c

rc rcnure ol' scftrcc and "" 
* *"'ttii"f tn"-t"" or .o* tra'mcnt of rlE salarv whcn thc

rl( 'rc ,\ cnt'tlc(l k! snlary trnnP t€d ;t;; '" .ccordttc *rth thc ru16 rhrs n{hr or a

-rri(.r1r"r'rrL'r\i'x,rritr '"'"t:';;';."",."""trr'|'t(r,r'"tr(ur(rr,tll'::'mttu'a'!"nrn"*
rlrlt n'rh rrr" "rkrr) r'ih' rrEhr '' ''it'"''"' 'r"r'lr "' 

rtrrJ('ir ''r 't {'bjr'tros

:,r ' ,r'- , "'' ""'i",' 'i''r 'rrrl''' 1" 'i'' '-;': ''-:::1'l:'::'1,,i
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Union O, lndra & Afi vs Tarssm Singh on l3 Augusl, 20Oa

Supreme Court of India
Union Of India & Anr vs Tarsem Singh on 13 August, 2oo8
Author: RV.Raveendran
Bench: R.V. Raveendran, tokeshwar Singh Panta

I

Repo rtabt e
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE J URISOICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NO.5I5T-5152 OF 2OO8

(Arising out of SLP [C] Nos.3820-3821 of 2008)

Unron of India 5 ors. Appellants

vs.

Tarsem Singh . a Respondent

ORDE R

l€ave granted. Heard learaed counsel for the padies.

2. The respondent while.sorking in the Indian Army was invalidated out of Army service, in medical
category, on 13.1r.r9&i._Eq approached the High Court in 1999.secking a directiO+to the appellants
to pay him disability pension. Alearned Single Judge by order dated 6.rz.iooo allowed the writ
petition and directed the appellants to grant him disability pension at the rates permissible. ID so far
as arrears, the relief was restricted to 38 months prior to the filing of the writ petition. The
respondent was also directed to appear before the Re-surve.y Medical Board as and when called
upoli;" theiq,{,ellants. The appellants did not contest thr said <lr:cilion and granted disability
pension to resporrdents and also released the arrears of disabiiitv pr.nsion for 38 months.

'1 'l'l.r' resp,r'trlent hr-rrvet er rvas not satisfiecl \ccnrding t' hinr th, rlisahilitl pension ought to be
iiii,,-i ii(,ul tir!'diitr it tell drie on r3.Ll i98lj,. He tlr(icti!r tiit.il rr i.r.:rcr., parent,\porni. The saicl
appeal rvas allowed bythe Division Bench ofthe tligh Court hvlirdgment dated 6.12 2006. The
Division Bench held that the respondent wa.s entitkrrl to rlisahilitv ;;ension from the date it fell due,
and it should not be restricted to a periotl ofthrtt l ars anrl t wtl rrronths prior to the filing ofthe
writ petition. By a subsequent modification older datr.d 2'J.:, .2tro7. t he Dirision Bench also granted
intereston the arrears at the rate o[6Yo per annunr. l hC said jrrdg,rnent and order of the Division
R,'r,t l; is r hallerrg,ed in this appeal The ,rnlr ,1rtl'siir,1, I I ,rl th,'11'l{,r irrjs{.,r ti)r our constderation is

lndrar' Ka oon h[p 'indrankanoon.orgldoc/261 97086,

R.V.RAVEENDRAN, J.
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whether the High Court wasjustified in dfuecting pa)rment of arrears for a period of 16 years instead
of restricting it to three years.

4. The principles underlying continuing wrongs and recurring/ successive wrongs have been applied
to service law disputes. A 'continuing wrong' refers to a single wrongful act which causes a

continuing injury. 'Recurring/successive wrongs' are those which occur periodically, each wrong
giving rise to a distinct and separate cause ofaction. This Court in Balakrishna S.P. Waghmare vs.
Shree Dhyaneshwar Maharaj Sansthan - [AIR r959 SC 798], cxplained the concept ofcontinuing
wrong (in the context of section 23 of Limitation Act. r9()8 rrrrrt:sponding to section 22 of Limitation
Act, 1963) :

"It is the very essence of a continuing wrong that it is an act which creates a

continuing source of injury and renders the doer of the act responsible and liable for
the continuance ofthe said injury. If the wrongful act causes an injury which is
complete, there is no continuing wrong even thoug,h the danrage resulting from the
act may continue. It however, a wrongful act is of such a character that the injury
caused by it itself continues, then the act constitutes a continuing wrong. In this
connection, it is necessary to draw a distinction between the injury caused by the
wrongfot acrand what may be described as the effect of the sai&injury."

In M. R. Gupta vs. Union oflndia [rqgS (S) SCC 628], the appellant approached the High Court in
1989 with a grievance in regard to his initial pay fixation with effcct fronr r.8.1978. The claim was
rejected as itrtls r-a-isEd after rr years. This Court applied the priricftfes ofcontinuing wrong and
recurring wrongs and reversed the decision. This Court held :

"The appellant's grievance that his pay fixation was not in accordance with the rules,
was the assertion ofa continuing wrong against him which gavedse to a recurring
cause of id ! each time he was paid a salarv which was not comparte-ted in accordance
with the rgles. So long as the appellant is in service, a fresh cause of action arises
every rfrdEffi when he is paid his monthly salary on the basis ofe.#ficng computation
made contrary to rules. It is no doubt true that if the appellant's claim is found
correct on merits, he would be entitled to be paid according to the properly fixed pay
scale in the future and the question of limitation would arise for recovery of the
'arrears 

for the past period. Iri other words. thr. appcl la nt\ claim. i f anv, for recovery

-'-of 
arrears calculated on thetasis of diffir riiic in ffi-par n.hich has become tinrr

-=-baired ryould not be recoverable, but he rvori ld bc t rtitlcd to proper fixation of his
pav in lrccordance with rules and to cessr.tion ol a r.,,1tl nr ring rvrong if on merits his
,.lainr rr lLtstitieri. Similarlt.;rnl olhtr ( ,rifr. 1,r,r;ri .'ti,.l , !::ilr,:C br.him. such as.
pronlotion etc., would also bc subject [o tlrr r]cl.'r.c r,t lachr:s cl.c- to disentitle him to
those reliefs. The pay fixation can be,rirrlr.rnlr r), rlrc l)asis ofthe situation existing
on t.8.1978 without taking into acc()unl r\ ,tl:t,r t rns.qur.Itial n.lief which may be
barred by his Iaches and the bar of limitati,.. It is to this linrited extent ofproper pay
tixation, the application cannot be treatecl a: lirrrl bar rlrl.. .. .. 

.

lndra4 Kanoon hnp.-,/irdiankanoon org/ doctA6l A t0A6



"The High Court does not ordinarily permit a belated resort to the extraordinary
remedy because it is likely to cause confusion and public inconvenience and bring in
its train new injustices, and if writ jurisdiction is exercised after unreasonable delay,
it may have the effect of inflicting not onll' hardship and inconvenience but also
injustice on third parties. It was pointed out that whcn writ jurisdiction is invoked,
unexplained delay coupled with the creation of third party rights in the meantime is
an important factor which also weighs with the lligh Court in deciding whether or
not to exercise such jurisdiction.

In the case ofpension the cause ofaction ar:tuallv contintrt:s from month to month.
That, however, cannot be a ground to over'look delaf in filing thc petition.....-.... If
petition is 6led beyond a reasonable peritdsav threc vears normallv the Court would
reject the same or restrict the relief which could be granted to a reasonable period of
about three years-'

5. To summarise, normally, a belated service related claim will bc rejected on the ground of delay
and kches (where remedy is sought br- filing a rr'rit petitiorrfor liniitrtion (where remedy is sought
by an application to the Administrative Tribunal). One of the exceptions to the said rule is cases
relating to a continuing wrong, Iryhere a service related claim is based on a continuing wrong, relief
can be Sranted even if therrj is a long delay in seeking remedy, rvith reference to the date on which
the continumf wrong commenced, ifsuch continuing wrong -reates a continuing source of injury.
But there is an exception to the exception. If the grievance is in respect of any order or

ministrative decision which related to ()r affcctecl scveral othcrs also, and if the re-opening ofthe
ssue would affect the settled rights of third parties, then the clairn will not be entertained. For

ample, itthe issue relates to payment or re-fixation of pav or pension, relief may be granted in
spite of de-lay as it does not affect the rights ofthird parties. But ilEE claim involved issues relating
to senioriw or promotion etc., affecting others, delay would renfur the claim stale and doctrine of
iaches/tiffitation will be applied. In so far as the consequenrial r6fi-ef of recovery of arrears for a past
period, the principles relating to recurring/successivc wrongs will apply. As a consequence, High
Courts will restrict the consequential rclief rr:lating to arrcars normally to a period of three years
prior to the date offiling ofthe writ petition.

--6. In this case- the delay ofr6lears would att-t'tt thc rlorrseoLicn tiai ciaim for arrear3. The High Court
--r-;as not justified in directing payment cf alrea;.s lelfriii6, to r6]'c.rrs, and that too witl intercst. It
ought 1o have restricted the relief relafirr{ tr) iit.r|i,rs iU orriv thr.ct, r.ears before the date ofrvrit
i.l:lr,:r. 1r lfr)nt tha (iate cf d.n1ur.i: rj :, ..1,. ,,,,r.r,;rs lesser. li ()ught i.t..i i..
irave granteci interest on arrears in slir..ll .ilL r.l, it., t, .r..

Indian Kanoon hflp:rndiankanoon.orq,dcc/26IB,086

7 In view ofthe above, these appeals are alkrwt:tl. 'fhc order of the Division Bench directing
payment of disability pension from the date it ft'll tlrrr,. is scr asidr.. As a consequence, the order of
the learned Single Jrrdge is restored.

Umon Ol lndra & Anr vs larsem Singh on 13 AWUsl. ?O08

In Shiv Dass vs. Union of India - zooZ G) SCC zZ+, this Court held:



Union Ol lndia & Anr v6 farssm Singh on t3 August. 2008

....J tR. V. Raveendranl ....J [tokeshwar Singh Panta] New Delhi;

August t3, 2oo8.
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IN THE SUPRETIIE COURT OF TNDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDTCTION

CIVIL APPEAL N 4349 0F 2023
(Arising out of SLP(C) No.2646/2929)

DHARAITI PAL STNGH Appellant ( s )

VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ORS

Leave granted,

The appeltant's plea in tlis appeal is for
pension factoring within the same the annual increment

he would have been entitled to. This plea has been

rejected on the ground of delay. The appettant had

superannuated from the post of Fj,nance and Account

officer attached to the Office of rhe District
Inspector of Schools on 30th June, 2004. :

The writ petition in this regard was fited by

him on 20

appellant

& Ors. Vs.

ihat the

:h Septenber, 201.9. Learned counset for the

has relied on the dec:i_sion of Union of India

Tarsen Singh [(2OOST 6 sCC 648] to contend

recurrent in nature and he ougllt nor

suited on the ground of tletay aLone.

In such circumstalces, we

impugned order and direct that the

cause of aCtion i i( c td-! l-lrrr] pensl.on ls

to itave been non-

set aside the

iefpL

appe t tant may be

Respondent ( s )

ORDER



2

given enhanced pension, if he is so entitted to, by

giving him the benefit of his last increment before his

superannuation but the enhanced amount shall be

disbursed to him from the year 1't Jul , 207.6 .

The present appeat stands disposed of in the

above terms.

Pending application(s), if any, shatt atso

stand disposed of.

..J
IATITRUDDHA BOSE]

J
IsArrtJAE t(utrtAR]

I'IEW DELHT;
JULY LL, 2923.

I
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TSB
DISTRICT

hoY were

STAB

the &urt ha

chssified

Petitionef,s'

Permanent EmPloyces
vide

Fxecutive Engne€r'

Sehore Division' Seh

they have not been P

order dated s'4'29fB Passcd bY 6e

public Health Engin:enog hart6ent,

ore but desPite their Permanent
chssification'

aid minimurn of regular PaY scale from the

date of their classificauon- r -:1- rh^r ,rnda similar

t.earned counsel for the petitioners submits ** "':

tacts & circ'trmstances 
of the case' the Gwalior Elench of ftre High

( rrrrt i "l vlirdhva Prarl' 'lr n Writ Petitbn No'|642112O20

\h'i'' r'''r'r & {)thtrs verstts Sttte rrl

t-

l.

as

ll



M-R. GuPta Otberr (1995) 5 SCC

628 qpliable and the

salary for which

month when

their years pnor

to the

the order daterl l0-I1 by the Gwalbr Bench of

the irgh Court of Madhya Pradesh h Wrft Petition

No.l642lnDil (Rakesh Kumar Shrivastava & Others versus

Stete of Madhya Pradesh & Others) to the exbnt that in case

the petitioners' classification is intact then they will be entitled to

the minimum of pay scale admissible to the post on which they

are working in the light of the law laid down by the Supreme

Courl rn the case of Ram Naresh Rawat versus Ashwini Ray

Z017 lYohtme 1) S( ( J36 h,rrrhctr rtrrears rvill he rcstrtclcd llr

i 1r,;r. I ,t rhi, ( /, lr r,. i" 'liltr ' i I ltttP "f l" r"' ' '

3

MadhJra Pradesh & Others) vide order ilateil lO'll'2O2O

directedtheauthoritiesthatiftbeclassificationofthepetitionersis

intact then they shall be paid minimum of the pay scale admissible

to ttle post on which they have been classified as Permanent

employees without any increment and if any arre:rs are worked

out then the same shall be paid as expeditiously as possible

pref*ably within a period of three months' The petitioners are

slaiming frarity and are seeking similar relief

The law laid dovm by the Supreme Court in tte case of

the

of modi$ing

,



writ petition l-"' mr"e y"a's plf or b l'4'2Y2'in the light of the law

laid down by the Supreme Court in the case ofMS' Gupta

Versus Unbn of Indis and Others (supra)'

In above tams' this writ petition is disposed of'

fvrvEl( AGARIVAI-)- 
JI'I'G]E
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