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The petitioners, in this petition, have
chal l enged the resolution dat ed 8- 1- 1993, wher eby



recomendati on was nade to change the nonencl ature of the
petitioners from Store-keeper to Senior Clerk (Store) and

their inclusion in t he M ni steri al cadre. The
petitioners have challenged this nomenclature and the
effect of the sane in the present petition. It is stated

in the petition that the petitioners were initially
appointed for the post of Store-keepers and their
grievance was that they should be given pay scale of
Rs. 1400- Rs. 2600, which was equivalent to the post of
Store-keepers working in Drugs Controller Laboratory,
Forensic Science Laboratory and Cottage I ndustri es,
Health and Family Welfare Department, etc. However, the
same was not considered and instead of that they have
done grave injustice to the petitioners by putting them
in pay scale of Rs.1200/- to Rs.2040/- for which the
petitioners had made grievance. It was further stated
that instead of revising their pay scal es, their
nonencl atures were changed by the H gh Power Conmittee,
which was not within the purview of the said Commttee.
It was further stated that nomenclature of Store-keeper
was recogni sed since very beginning of the Departnent and
as per the Manual of store-keepers, the Store-keepers
were required to nmaintain stores in altogether different
manner . It was further stated that by virtue of
Resolution dated 8-1-1993 recommendation was nmade to
change the nonenclature of t he petitioners from
St ore-keeper to Senior Clerk (Stores) and they were to be
included in the Mnisterial cadre wth effect from
1-1-1993. It was further stated that the seniority |ist
of Store-keeper and of Senior Cderk were separately
mai nt ai ned by the respondents. Since the Store-keepers
were sought to be re-designated as Senior Clerk (Stores),
the petitioners and other simlarly situated persons
wor ki ng as Store-keepers in cormmon cadre, were met wth
injustice and hence, the said action was violative of
Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution of India.

2) At the time of admission of this petition, this

Court has observed that issue involved in the present
petition was simlar to the issue involved in Special
Cvil Application NO 2141/1990 and the sane was adm tted
by this Court and the Court has granted interimrelief in
terns of para 13 (B) of the petition and directed to hear
this matter along wth Speci al Civil Application
No. 2141/ 1992.

3) It is further brought to the notice of the Court

that Special Civil Application No.2141/1992 was heard and
di sposed of by this Court on 5-4-2002, wherein |earned
Assi st ant CGover nirent Pl eader appeari ng for t he
respondent s had nade a statenent that as per the



CGovernment instructions, persons fromthe general cadre
would not be transferred in the post of Store-keeper/
Senior Clerk (Stores). In view of the said statenent
this Court held that under the order of the Court, while
granting interimrelief on 3-4-1992 the position, which
was prevailing then would continue and Rule was made

absolute to that extent. Since identical issue was
involved in the earlier matter and after having foll owed
the said view taken by ne, | hold that the persons from

t he general cadre would not be transferred on the post of
St ore-keeper or Senior Clerk (Stores), ad-interimrelief
whi ch was granted earlier by this Court in terns of para
13(B) shall be nade final and it is held that the
petitioners' nonenclature as Store-keepers working wth
respondent Nos.1, 2 and 3 woul d not be changed.

4) In view of the aforesaid directions and since no
other issue is raised, this petition is disposed of.
Rule is nade absolute to the above extent with no order
as to costs.

(K. A Puj, J.)
/ mal ek



