
N£U OaHI,

"•• ) g.» o.»l\lo.2 y| 6/95

Neu Delhi : this the •23"'p,v„f

^  HON'BLE 0R,».|/E0ai/«.LLI ,nOTBEf,'{3).
/  3. I'dal p -1 r„ ,
/  ̂/o «;h ckI?^ ^^^ngar'122, Vlve)(as6Ta'„^'''5h.

2. Shi V K = r s •» n|/o £h:"^-i
^'^°?lebad,

^.shavir c-»r^ •^ vji sjncn
£/o sh. Ra-^-e;, .

Gha?iaK.^^ ^ured Nagar,

4.

5.

6.

32, Kaiiu°^^^^J^umar,
Ghaziabad. Desna Road,

Anita Jain iv/o
5h, Raja «;h f-i-frs

C-14 6

Ghaziabed'. Nagar,

S/o^5h^^E£ ̂ ^^"^odia,
Ghaziabad.^ Charr-ari,

Kab^'-taT"^V211. Kahsi-l Singh,
Dlstt

8.

9.

20.

21.

12.

v^.

. Kharkheuja,

Kumar,

X-291 ®3^"Lal,
Ghazlabfd?'^" Kagar,

Shorn^,



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

-*2i-

S/o sh. NsnakCb.^d^6/B. sector 31, Postal Colony,"''

BhG®)cCh)snd3/o j
I- r/n ' CnnloGl slnohC-6/17, Sector 3i ' '
KOIDA. ' Postal Colony',

satyendra sharna s/o
C-6/5, sector Tl Poc?^^ rS
KOIDA. ' postal Colony,

s/o Eh.olony, Govlndpuri,p.o.

^  '^S ho }\ UnP r /r\ T 1_

Gneziaba d.

Sh.196 F/A Nand Gram,
Ghazlabad.

All tho €>fCtf>t A-s.yAll th. .ppllcents^are.roWn^ as Postal itsslstant
Si equivalent po-^t In

^  Jn VOlTiOiJc- r\r>, c 4- ^ ^ jpost offices under the
control of Respondent Ko. 3.

V/s
Applicants.

1.

2.

3.

Union of India,
through The Secretary

Da)c Ehawan, nsv.' DFLHI-n .

Gen-ral,
D^hradun-24S ool.

Gha2labad-2oi 001.

/h^



- 3 -

2) 0 . a.No.2343/19 95

V

£h. Chancre prakesh

S/o Sh. Ehegwent £lndi<
C/o Eh. H.F. Eingh,
B-69, Lowrcnre Road^
DSLKI-110034.

Sh. Ashok Kurrer,
S/o Eh. Dar^-ab Sinoh,
C/o Harkesh, Gall No. 6,
House No. 96, Deyel pur,
DELHI- 11 0094.

2. Sh. Raj Kumar sharma,
E/o sh. H.C. Sharrrs,
H.No. 46-0, DDAFlat,

Mansarovar Park, Shahadara,
DELHI-110 0 32.

4. Sh. shlv Shaakar Pandey,
S/o Sh. Sri Ram Panday,
V-45, Eudh Vihar,
DELHI-110 041.

5. Sh. satya Ram,
s/o Sh. Tllak Slnch,
1451, Purobajle Colony,
Farldabad.

6. sh. Nakchhed Gipta,
s/o Sh, SuhuRoo Gupta,
C-29, Gall No. 2,
Sonla vlhar,
DELHI-110054,

7. Sh. Akshya Kunar Sharma,
s/o sh. s. B. sharma,
Vlll. Kakra, post Kurad Kaoar,
Ghazlabad-201 206.

8. sh. Ram Gopal,
S/o sh. j ugrtxDp,

Bharat Vlhar, Kakraula,
NrlW DELHI-110043.

9. sh. pratap slnclv-li,
S/o sh. Gdpl Ram,
8/14, Rej Mohalla,
SONSPAT-131 001.

10. sh. Ranpal slngh,
S/o sh. Ram Prasad Yadav,
V & P.O. Phulere,
Dlstt. Meerut.201 102.

/K
cdNn?. .p/
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ll, Sh. Kripal Singh Shauhan,
S/o Sh. C.s. Chauhan,
1493, Wazir Nagar, Kotla Mubarakpur,
NEW. DELHI-110 003.

12« Sh. pav^an Kunar Bansal,
s/o sh. H.k. Ban sal,
C/o Chandgl Ram Har Klshore,
Hahajan Mohalla^ sampla_l24 501. ( Rohatak)

13, Sh. Pateh Singh,
S/o Sh. prasadi Singh,
C/o Shlshpal singh(Fore-man),
Q.No. 60, Waterworks, Wazirabad,
DELHI-110054.

14. Sh. K.K. Pathak,
s/o Sh. Ram A:hal Pathak,
C/o post Master, s.R.T. Nagar,
NEW DELHI-110055

15. Sh. Rajveer Singh,
s/o Sh. Ram Kishan,

All the above applicants are employed as Postal

Assistants and posted in various post offices under I
■  'l

the Respondent No. 3. The address for service of

notices is C/o sh. Wukesh Kunar Gupta, 3482/5, VishhC?

Mandir Marg, Karol Bagh, New Delhi-110005.

V/s

1. The Union of India,
Through The Secretary,
Ministry of Corimunications,
Deptt, of Posts,

Dak Bhawa n, NSW; DELHI- 110001.

2. The Chief Postmaster General,
Delhi Circle,
Meghdoot Bhawan,
NEW DELHI-1100 01.

3. Senior supdt. of Post Offices,
Central Division,
Meghdoot Bhawan,
NEW DELHI-llOOOl.

RESPONDEOTS.

CONTD. .p.'



ir-
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3^ 0 o ft.No. 54 of 1996

1. s/shri \!!/irender Singh s/o Sh.Nenhoy Singh

2. Piyare Lai s/o Keshi Rem.

3. Snt. Day a A10 re u/ 0 A. K. A ro re 0

4. Zile Singh s/o Khachedu Singh.

5. Begh Raj Singh s/o Puren Singh.

6. So hen Lai s/o G an g e Rdti.

7. Sun de r Sing h s/o Nathu Singh

8. Ohiraj Pal s/o Bhoop Singh.

9, Rattan Singh 3/0 Banunrl ieio

10.  S. S. Ran a s/o Oe ep Ch an d«>

11• B^luan Singh. s/o Hoshiar Singh.

ftll the pbo m ̂ ppli cents s re employed 33

pastel ftssistents in Oelhi North Fostel Oi vision

in verious post offices under Delhi Postel CirciOo ■

Address for service : Shri Sent Lei ,Advoc:"'t9, C°'2l|Bh>

Neu Hulten Neger, Delhi- llOCfSilt •

.... Appl i can iti

Matsus

Un ion o f In di e th ro ug h1.

2,

the -Secrete rVp
ninistiy of Osmmuni tions,

Dep tt. of Posts,

Qek Bheusn, N eu Delhi - IIOOOI4

The Chief Postmester Generel,

Delhi Circle,

Pleghdoot Bheusn,

Neu Delhi- 110001 ...... '^ecpon diTi ts

4) 0. A.No. 1845/95

1. s/shri Qhanenjeye 3ha

2. j Kum e r

3. K. Devid Reju

4. Hs. Hsdhu Bel a 3sin

5. 3h. H.fl.Tripethi .

s/o Shri A.H:.3hn,

s/o 3fi Gopel,

s/o Prekessn.

s/o fleden LpI Dein

s/o K.3 ,"1. Trip nthi
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flil applicants are employiSo "S Postal

Assistants® Applicants 1 to 4 are posted in pprlfH"

Street, Neu Delhi He^'d Post Office uhils eppiicsni;

No. 5 is posted in Lo di Rsad He?d Post Offico, Nsir:

Del hi-3.

o. . Appl i can t3.

U'ersus

Union of Indie through

the Secretary,;  PI in is try of Osrnm un i c? tions,
Oep tt, of Posts,

Dak ahauan,

New Delhi - llOGOl.

2. The Chief Postmaster General,
Delhi Circle,

Pleghdoot Shauan,

Neu D9lhi - 110001 • • •«» RSsponien t';:

By Advxjcate; shri San t Lai ^nd Shri PI.K.Gupta

f'or the applicants®

Shri PI .n, Sudan for the rosponden tss
and Shri 8®Lall o

3U0GP1EN T

BY HON 'BLC Pl.R.q. ■T.AGlGE PICTBGR^fi)

AS all these 0 AS in vxal ve common gueaticno
o f 1 au and fact, they are being disposed of by
this common order*

In all these OAs the applicants ubo are

postal Assistants are aggrieved by the action

of the respondents in not extending to them

the benefits of the CaT Gabalpur Bench judgment

dated 16,12,86 in T.A.No.82/8 5 fAll India Postal

Bnployees flass II Union \/s. ^31 & othoro, uhorgby •
respondents' Circular da ted 30,1 0.8 0 ubich dealt
ui th the p a ym en t Q f ho url y rates of urges to

^  , :
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employees in Resarv/ad Trpined Fool (RTF')u"s helrj

to be discriminatory -nd v/iolative of Article 14 '

of the Osnstitutlon and was struck doi^« a diractiq-i

was issued to respondents that RTP ^ployees p e

the same duties as Postal Assistants shoul d be p agd '

the same monthly salary and emoluments as uera

being receivyad by postal Assistants with effast frfcf: •

the dates.of their appointment « FurthBjrnorej 2o uti ;

ijas directed to review their policy to stop

recruitment absorption of persons against rsgul.af

Postal Assistants end a direction w^s ^Iso issued

thet no person should be inducted from other

dap e r tm an ts like Re i luay fl eil Se r ui ce an d Tel aco-imXTi i r-'

cation Oep = rtmant to man posts of Postr-l Asslst'entS

until the applicants :ar0 absorjbad against regular

posts. Furthermore, no fresh persons uora to be

taken and recruited against the R7P. Until the Gc vt«

r^vyieUed' iitsforesaid policy, the aforosPid Circular'
dated SlolO.aT) in reg.ard to recruitment of fresh

persons to RTP was struck down and the absorption

of the applicants against regular posts '

Was directed to be tsken up in a phasai^manner ,

if necessary by creating supemumerury poa ts and '

subject to the screening of the unfit by a speciell

conSitituted Screening Committee uhich would -Isn ,

keep in view their seniority in the RTp. sLp

No.11513/87 filed against th^t judgrneit yas difmissr.d.
)

by the Hfcn'ble Supreme Cburton llaS.Ba ^ndiator

the benefits of the judgment dated 16.12,8 6 uerg

ordered to be extended to the applicants in O.a.

NO, 1345/92 o^ya Chand & others fjs, UOI by the

Cat Principal Bance judgment dated 14o12®92 .

'^PP^^oants inter alia contend th^t the

judgment- referred to above is a judgment in

■.y ■
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and it is obligatory on the part of tha rOEpondGnis ,

to extend the benefits of the judnment to other

similarly situate, and inaction is uiol ̂ ti ve of

Article 14 of the (ijnstitution,

4, The ra^on dents in their reply h? \^s cneii cnge^t;

the OA«F"irstly they contend th^t the ] u d^in "cs tslied

upon by the applicant uere judgmsaats in persona^

and not judgment in rem as contended by :^h8 ppliC'n'Lj

^  and their benefits cannot be extended to the
appl icentS..3econdly, it is contended that the

applicants ha \/8 subsequently being regul arised '

against available vacancies in their turn« Thirjly^,

it is argued that these 0 as ^ ra tiTie barred 'nd is '

hit by Section 21 A.T.Act# Reliance is aiao placed

on tha judgm^ts of the Hon'ble Sup r em a !3Durt in ,

3hoop Singh Vs. UOI 1992 (3) 3CC 135 md Ra tan -

^  Ch-nd Samanta Ws, UO I 199 4 (2 5) aTC 22B*

5, [jd have considered the matter carsfullyir

In both Ghoop Singh's case ( Supra) as uell as tan.

Chand Samanta's case ( Supra) the relidf sought

uas re-engagement which isi^one time opei'tion a In

the present Das before us^each month tha t the

applicants are denied the benefits which ha ̂/a besn

granted by the judgments of CAT Jabalpur 3aa.ch afv-j

CAT Principal Bench to those similarly situ'^tad as

themselves, constitutes e continuing cause of <>ction^

6; In two recant judgments o f the -ton'bio

Supreme Ctourt SLP (C) No, 1112 6/95 3h ri Ch;^r-to Lai /st

UOI & others and SLP(C) No. 14005/92 Gir-fh^ri l-l '
Ccunt

UO I & others, the Hon'ble Sup rOT h^s directed

extension of the benefits of the judgmr/j to to

the appellants on the ground that their c"'og iro

/k
of- those almilr.-ly ;



ar

r

- 9 -

uho h9 d been granted the benefits, In this conract',,""

ths follduing ex tracts from the Hon'ble Suprsmo

ODurt's order d^ted 3«1o96 is rele\/!'nts

'*It is app rop ri te that the 1,0 I fc ri-jat
all such persons alike and to grant
them the same benefits instead of ;
driving each one of them to litigation
in the course of which the L'O I is
itself required to spend considarabla
public money o "

SIm'"'"® partleul ar facts mt! ciffcrastaJS'ad'p
^c^esand ii# the light of the above thesq 0 ̂̂3

are allowed, aipd the respondents are directed to

extend the benefits of the CAT 3abr4pur Ssnch

Judgment dated 16,12*85 in Ta No»S2/36 aH

India Postal BnployaeS Class III Union 'l3, UCI

& others to the applicants in the pressat 0ns

but as these applicants hav/e appj>oachsd the TribLtt "'i

with considerable delay, we make it clo"r th-^ttha

extension of the benefits to the applicants

shall be with effect from the date of thio jud'im gn tf

but they shall not be entitled to any arroars,

8, In this connection, the applicants in

Oa No, 2 31 6/95as serted that the respondents' lat'rer

dated 1.8,9A (Annexura-a1) give them a fresh

cause of action, but in our view this aosortion is

incorrect. The causa of action actually arpsa

from the period during which they ware discharging

the duties of RTP on daily wage rates which from

the mp.terials av/pilgble on record was prior to

31.12,99, although these 0 as were thamsalyps

filed in 1995.

9, Under the ci rcuns tance, we held th-^t

these applicants before us would not bo entitled

to any arrears, and in fact wa notico th^'t neithaj?

in the CaT Jabalpur Bench judgmsAt d-'^ted lSo12,96

nor in fact the CAj^rincipal Bench judgment
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dated. 14.12.92 [)?ya Chand's cse (supr")j tbara

is any direction for payment of arrears^

10. The Ofts are disposed of in tems of

paragraph 7 abo v/e.

11» Let a copy of this judgment be placed cn is

files of each of the abo vemen tione d Oas*

/ ug/

f^TEn3E:R(3) HET^'3£R(a).


