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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 11317/2015 

 NARESH ARORA     ..... Petitioner 

    Through Mr. Sudarshan Rajan, Advocate. 

 

    versus 

 

 UNION OF INDIA AND ORS.    ..... Respondents 

    Through Ms. Jyoti Dutt Sharma, Advocate. 

 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR 

 

   O R D E R 

%    14.01.2016 

 

Learned counsel for the petitioner after some hearing accepts that the 

impugned order dated 4
th

 November, 2015 interpreting paragraph 5 of the 

MACP guidelines is correct and, therefore, he would not press the present 

writ petition.  He, however, submits that the pay band and the grade pay as 

fixed in Sashastra Seema Bal (SSB) is not on parity with his counterparts in 

other organisations/ministries and he would like to raise the said issue by 

way of a separate OA.  We take the said statements on record and observe it 

will be open to the petitioner to raise the said issue in accordance with law.  

It will be also open to the respondents to challenge and question the 



contention of the petitioner.  The order passed in the impugned OA and the 

present writ petition will not be a ground not to entertain any such issue 

raised by the petitioner.  We clarify that we have not expressed any opinion 

on the contention or issue to be raised by the petitioner on merits and the 

response of the respondents thereon.  With the aforesaid observations, the 

present writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn.    

   

 

      SANJIV KHANNA, J. 

 

 

 

      ASHUTOSH KUMAR, J. 

JANUARY 14, 2016 
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