IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED :26.11.2019
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE M.DHANDAPANT
W.P.No. 23093 of 2019
and
W.M.P.Nos. 22803 and 22804 of 2019
1.Palanivelu
2.Jayarajan
3.Kaliaperumal
4.Miniane @ Manickame R
5.Sacheedran
6.Danabalan
7.Kuppusamy
8 .Ravichandran
9.Egambaramgandhi
10.Roy K J
11.Arunaguiry
12 .Amirdhavelu
13.Manoharan
14.Thillaigovindan
15.Ravindran
16.P.Ravi

17.R.Sethuramalingam
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18.S.Pakkirisamy

19.R.S.Mohan

20.R.Natarajan

21.Jose Basild' Cruz

22 .Vaithinathan ... Petitioners
vs

1.Union Territory of Puducherry,
Rep. by its Chief Secretary to Government,
Industrial Estate, Huzuga Theatre,
Thattanchavady, Puducherry-9.

2.Pondicherry Road Transport Corporation,
Represented .by its managing Director,
Puducherzry, Iyyanar Koil Street,
Raja Nagar, Puducherry-605 013. ... Respondents

Prayer: Writ'K +~Petition filed wunder Axticle 226 of the
Constitution of India praying to pass orders, directions, writs
in particular a Writ of Mandamus, directing the respondents not
to reduce the petitioner's pay  from the existing pay scale of
Rs.9300-34800 plus Grade Pay of Rs.4200/- and to pay the arrears
of salary from may 2019 and the salary of« the petitioners on
time as per Office Order No.38/PRTC/ADMN/2018/200-A dated
08.03.2019 along with interest at the rate of 12%.

For Petitioners : M/s.N.S.Tanvi
For Respondents : Mr.A.V.Ramalingam
Additional Government Pleader for Rl
Puducherry

Mr.A.R.Nixon for R2
O RDER

The case of the petitioners 1is that they are working as
conductors in the Second Respondent Corporation from 1991 to
till date. In the year 2007 the second respondent Corporation
has granted scale of pay with some disparity between the drivers
and conductors. Therefore, the petitioners made several
representations to the second respondent. The second respondent
passed an order dated 26.09.2012 vide order No.297/PRTC/12/1051,
had agreed to revise the Grade pay. Till date, it was never
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actually given effect to. Once again, in the vyear 2018 the
Second respondent Corporation revised grade pay and pay band of
conductors and drivers, which doubled the difference in pay
between drivers and conductors, due to which the petitioners
again made detailed representation dated 29.01.2018. Then, the
second respondent Corporation passed an order
38/PRTC/ADMN/2018/200-A dated 08.03.2019, where 1t 1s stated
that existing Grade pay has been raised to the next Grade Pay of
Rs.4200/- to the conductors, Senior Grade Conductors and
Checking 1Inspectors/Time Keeper with effect from 01.02.2019.
Since, by order dated 08.03.2019, they have been paid salaries
only up to the month of April, 2019. While they are waiting for
our arrears 1in salary, the petitioners were promoted from the
post of Senior Grade Conductor to the post of Checking

Inspector. However, in the transfer order, their scale was
reduced. Then, the petitioners made representation dated
25.07.2019 to .+ the second <respondent: Till date, their

representation has not considered by the second respondent
Corporation. /Hence, the present writ petition was filed.

2.M/s.N.S.Tanvi, learned counsel appearing for the
petitioners would submit that after considering - representation
and raising dispute finally the second respondent Corporation
agreed to increase the Grade pay by an order dated 08.03.2019
and thereafter without issuing any notice, the second respondent
Corporation reduced grade pay. Therefore, "the petitioners made
representation dated 25.07.2019, Dbefore the second respondent
Corporation requesting that not to reduce the 'scale of pay and
the grade pay. Hence, he prays to issue directions to the
respondent to dispose of the representation dated 25.07.2019 and
pass orders.

3.A.V.Ramalingam, learned Additional Government Pleader
appearing for the first respondent and Mr.A.R.Nixon, learned
counsel appearing for the second respondent agreed to receive an
explanation from the petitioners and also agreed to pass an
appropriate orders after receiving the explanation submitted by
the petitioners.

4. Considering the facts and circumstances of this case and
considering the limited request made by the learned counsel for
the petitioners, /I am 1inclined to 1issue directions to the
petitioners to give 'an explanation  within a period of one week
from the date of receipt of a copy of this order and thereafter
the respondents are directed to receive the explanation
submitted by the petitioners and pass appropriate orders within
a period of six (6) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order. With the above directions, the Writ Petitions are
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disposed of. No costs. Consequently, the connected
miscellaneous petitions are closed.

sd/-
Assistant Registrar (CS VIII)
//True Copy//
Sub Assistant Registrar
tta
To,
1. The Chief Secretary to Government,
Union Territory ~of Puducherry,
Industrial Estate, Huzuga Theatre,
Thattanchavady, Puducherry-9.
2.The managing Director,
Pondicherry Road Transport Corporation,
Puducherry, Iyvyanar Koil Street,
Raja Nagar, Puducherry-605 013.
W.P.No.23093 of 2019

pPVvs (co)
nr 09/01/2020
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