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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  CONT.CAS(C) 973/2015

AMAR SINGH & ORS ... Petitioners
Through ~ Ms. Monica Kapoor, Advocate.
Petitioners in person.

Versus
DR S AYYAPPAN & ORS ... Respondents

Through  Mr. Rajeev Sharma with Mr. Rajat
Krishna, Advocates

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANMOHAN
ORDER
% 25.07.2016

Learned counsel for the petitioner fairly states that in pursuance to the
order dated 15" May, 2015 passed in W.P.(C) 673/2012 petitioners have
been reinstated in the service and arrears of pay and allowances have been
paid. She, however, states that the arrears and allowances have been
calculated at Grade Pay 1300, whereas the petitioners are entitled to Grade
Pay 1800. She further states that similarly situated employees are being paid
Grade Pay 1800.

However, in the opinion of this Court, the Grade Pay issue cannot be
decided in contempt proceedings. Consequently, petitioner is given liberty
to first file a representation with the respondents and in the event the



petitioners are aggrieved by the decision of the respondents, they are given
liberty to file appropriate proceedings in accordance with law. It is clarified
that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits of the case and
all rights and contentions of the parties are left open.

With the aforesaid observations and liberty, present contempt petition

stands disposed of.

MANMOHAN, J

JULY 25, 2016
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