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Thiswrit petition isfiled seeking the following relief :-

..... to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly
one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus to declare the action of
the respondents as illegal and arbitrary in not releasing the
annual grade increments and consequently release the annual
grade increments from the date of extending the minimum time
scale in PRC 1999 i.e., from 01.03.1999 along with 2005
PRC...... 7

Heard Smt.RAnnapura, learned counsel for the petitioners,
the learned Sanding Counsel for the 18 respondent and the
learned Government Pleader for Women Development and Child
Welfare Department.

It has been contended by the petitioners that they are
working with the 1s respondent Corporation since 1988 and they
are entitled for grant of minimum time scale of pay and also for
grant of annual grade increments from time to time ie., 1999
revised pay scales, 2005 revised pay scales and other revised pay
scales from time to time, but the respondents are not extending
annual grade increments to the petitioners though they have
extended minimum time scale of pay.

Learned counselappearing forthe petitionershascontended
that the 1 respondent has submitted a proposal to the 2nd
respondent on 31.10.2009 for release of annual grade incrementsin
favour of the petitioners, but the 2nd respondent is not passing any
orderson the proposal submitted by the 1s respondent. Therefore,

appropriate orders be passed in the writ petition directing the 2nd



respondent to pass appropriate orders on the proposal submitted
by the 1strespondent on 31.10.2009.

Learned Government Pleaderaswell asthe learned Sanding
Counsel appearing for the respondents have not disputed the
above said fact and stated that the proposal submitted by the 1+
respondent is pending with the 2rd respondent and the 2nd
respondent would consider the same and pass appropriate orders
inaccordance with law.

This Court, having considered the rival submissons made by
the leamed counsel for the respective parties, is of the considered
view that this writ petition can be disposed of directing the 2nd
respondent to consder the proposal submitted by the 1
respondent on 31.10.2009 and pass appropriate orders in
accordance with law within eight weeksfrom the date of receipt of
a copy of thisorder. No orderasto costs.

Pending miscellaneouspetitions, if any, shall stand closed.
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