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Q?en Court 

CENTRAL ADMINIST~TIVE TH IBUNAL A Ll.AHABI'\D BENCH 

ALlAHABAD, 

~llahabad this the 31st day of January 2000, 

Hon•ble Mr. s. Dayal, Administrotive Member 
Hon 'ble Mr. Raf ig Uddin , Judicial ~.ember 

Original Application no , 951 of 1989 

rcsid nt of 165/u V1jc.1 Uogar, Ko.npur. 

T. No. 05 . CT f...'> 
I 

2:: R 

agar, Kanpur, i'.I o.·t45 •. 
..... , 

• 

o~ 2/4., B geJ:l ~urwo . Aj1t Oanj ~o.2, Ktlll,LJW" 

1.1'lu. 09 .. <.. t . ~) 

of 449 L. l. S, li"l1 s V1kaa Pan!tJ., 11onpi.tr . 

5 • .;.B, S1ngh ec1 of t.ri J.P. f1n h r·c-!d 

6. lC.ll. Shnkl& £~on of Sr·1 It ghu Nathji ShUk3a 

r 

61/336 Almapur l::ntato K npur . T. t'o . 12. \ '. f<) 

a. R.N . stneh Don of B. Cineh. r oid nt of 

1 '' Shostr1 Negar, Ysnpur , :r.No9 ( \ t 

9. ""•n .. ;tneh aon ol' SX·i Shr1 Chnntl, .rf'lln$oer.t o: 
3•l-B !Jon 6 . l~anpur , T.No . 107. \ I· k J 

I 

r· 1 • .Pr o .d 0 \ o1' Gi1 ~ 1 r-1 l' p 4 t 

4~ ,f-j ;..t, tr1 r, I ur . ' 
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11. D. P . f•i.a l hotra aon ot Sri H.K. Daa• 
' .. \ 

• 
re 1dent of 62/21, 7 Block, Gov1nd 

Nu .or , Kanpur . T.~o. 95. ( ""'AC,) 

.. 

12. Hot~l Ballebb eon o:t T.R. Gup ta, Resident 

or ?110/12, .. ho tl":l NQe" , Ksu:Jt~ur . T. No . ~48 , ( 11 ', 

13. R. C, Lbot1a san o! Sri Sent Ram Bhet1a 

I ~t41d nt o:! 118 /49 0 K UD l,pur 1 !t Kunpur . 

T I o • 156. ( <... c. ') • 

14. :;.B. Chaltr v rt1 son of I . D. Chalu ..awart1 

rea1d nt ot ~.II, 46 Anuapur Eatate Kanpur, 

~· .. Noit6o. ( ·1 \ \ 

15. ~ ·• Cb nd. oon ot Sr1 K1flhaD .L l, raa1c:1ent o! 

73B/19 U bol.1. 2, Konpw • T , No , 10. (J" "("') 

16. M wa LGl aon of S~1 Agnu Pres d, resident o~ 

108/37 P. Road, Gendh1 Nagar, Kanpur, T,No.69 . \-, ~~ .. 

17. A.P . Bhnt1a oon of Sri ~.n. BhC1t1a , reoidont 

o! 11.J/lt(JU 1~ u t:~Jt•v .. c.'l, 1{bnpur, '.L·.r-4o.,$). l · 

u! 41/3 V1ja1 Nagar , K.mpur • T . No .57. l ~ ) 
':9. Hesrbens Lol Don o! ~1 Har!&ll Chnnd, residant 

of Vija! Nagar . Kanpur~ T,No. 356. (Jlj 

20. P.L. S1nBb son of Sri H.~. S1neh. resident ot 

"". /1 ija1 N g r Kc,upur, T.No.236. l c , 

. 21.- h. m Ashrey son o! R.D. V rm 1 resident of 

1?7/631 V1nova Na or KMpLu·. T. No . 262. 

22a l,.u. M1sr aon o:f ::ir1 1. . c . f.l.tera, r esident o£ 
'! 1~/1JO, lJtuub Hotu1, K ~upu '• Z'.rJo . 7,. t 
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2'. • • J'i'W 1~1 uon ot ~1 u.1~. T1lltar1 

rc td nt o~ 116/353 Rewatpur, Kanpu.r • 

24. V.P. ~1ngb son ot Sri s.s. S1ngb, 

r Did en t of 67 A Kalyan;pur, Kanpur. 

l~.l.o. 70. ( '1\ C.1 J 

25. H.A.Panc.t y son oZ Sri J .N. :Pandey 

r-c u1c.t t ot X~ 123 /'3, ~ha tl-1 N B&r , 

Konpur , 'J.' • .No.4. C 111A ~) 

26. u y cl Anw (1 von o~ til' 1 Alle Jtukbe 

r o1d nt o~ 63/69 Har tGUb fY•oh l lC(U'lpur, 

· • No.uo. ( f( ) 

27. <.;.H. t>tisrc a on o~ A. P. f\'.11 or .r 1dent o'L 

• 

74/131 Dh nkutt1 Dh rtuDabala, 1Umpu.r.T.No.295({ < 

28. ~.c . Sharma son oZ Sri G.L. Sharma, 

rcoident o! GI/539 ILrmQ.Pur Estate Ka.npur. 

I f-. j 

29. K.L. Ra at son o~ Sri M.R. Rawat, resident 

o! 15/292 Civil Line lC npur. 1'.No.16 -~- ~ 1 
~·/o J~.h. UQuo ~on o~ U.N. Vea, 'EY.li 3071Arm pur, 

I· '') 
31. H.c. LbW..J.ca Cjvu o.r ::J .n. ut.aukle, roo1.(1t:Snt 

~r 3~/172 bcngo~1, 11ohal . Kanpur. T.No.2o. 1 t ) 

'2· l • 1... OuJd. oon or ~'l a • .:..... Gup 
11 

r a1aent 

o f 74/161 Dhon KUtti K npureT.No. 1,1 • T t ) 

.334 J. .. .ingn son of ~1 hola Singh resident 

o 1 ~y.II 315 Armnpur Estate, Kanpur, T.No.1PA 
\ 
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46. R • .N. • 1war1 aon o:t Sl-1 Mant'oo~ Tiwari 

r&G1dcnt of 111Ai377 Ashok Nagar, Kanpur, 

T.No. 3?8 .. (I ) 

47. B .. l'J. ! 1ngb on oi: Sri H .N. S1rlgh reaiden't 

• 

o:r ortr,r.7 /;rr L'Ll Ect. tn. K OJi\.lr. l'.'No.36. NT.# ) 

48. I , !( " 

r u t ot QI/279 /~u1upur t; t t , Kanpur • 

r . r. ;;'14 .. • 
\. ... 

49. Sud:'t .;Bn Kumar aon of srt Hem Cbander • ~ 

reaiucn t of 33l• /5 Shastri agar, Kanpur. ,, 

•••••••••••••••A9Plicant•. 

C/A Shri V. Nath 

Verauo. 

1. 1~e Cbairman Ordinance ~actory Board, 

1o-.. ; . Aucr:: l uw !toad , C l cutte-700 001. 

2 . ucner• 1 ilnnagcr , ~mall llrme b' ctory, Klll.p1 1 o d• 

Ailn!JUl. 

, • u.:.!.on ;t: 1ua1u • ./t"(; 1t, ·V: ~ ~ r:l' r\1 -f ..... n.apond nt • 
rJ.~h'j ttj 11:j L-i, ~ ~ A./' CbvV - fJJ2. l·~t . 

C/R Shri Ashok Mohiley 

Al t:>ngwith 

Qriginal Application n<;J , 810 of 1989. 

1. R.K. Srivastava, Grinder Highly Skilled Gr. II 

2. s.c. Rastogi, Grunder -A Grade 

3. B.K. Dubey, Grin c1er A Grade 

4 . Ram Pv;are, Grind,er A Grade 

5. Jagsish S&ngh, =trinder A Grade. ' 
~ 

I 

6. s.a. Singh, Grinder A Grade 

• 
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7. R,n, Kushwaha, Grinder A Grade 

8. B.B. ~rivostava, Grinder A Grade 

9. P.K. Awasthi Grinder A Grade 

10. Chakan Singh, Grinder A Grade 

11. S,K. Shukla, Grinder A Grade 

All workmen of Small Arms Factory, Kanpur. 

• • • Applicants 

C/A Shri v. Nath I Shri R, C, Sinha 

Versus 

1• Union of India, through Sectetary Ministry of 
Defence, Govt, of India, New Delhi, 

2, Chairman, Ordnance Factory Board, 1D-A, nucklanti 
Road, Calcut ta. 

3, General Managar, small Arms Factory, Kanpur, 

••• Respondents 

C/R Shri A, lvtohiley 

0 R 0 E R 

Hon'ble Mr, s. Dayal. Member-A, 

The applicant had filed separate CAs no 951 and 

810 of 1989 seeking the same benefits as given by Calcutta 

Bench in the order dated 30,10,87 os they were similarly 

situated, Further prayer was made that Grinder 'A' and 

•a• who were in these grades should be equated to grade 

•A• of other trades and be given the pay scale of 

highly skilled Grade II and upgraded to highly skilled 
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grade I and those grinders who were in the grade of 

highly skilled grade I were prayed to be treated as 

Chargeman grade II. These O.As were heard by the 

Tribunal and the order was passed based on the order 

of Calcutta Bench and Jabalpur Bench allowing the 

application and dire cting the respondents to give same 

benefits to the applicant as had been done by the 

Calcutta Bench of this Tribunal. The contention of the 

respondents that the recommendation of Expert Classifica­

tion Committee after evaluation of the jobs of Industrial 

Employees. were considered by Ministry of Defence in 

consulati on of the staff side and departmental council 

and cut off points of award of pay s cale of each job 

were fixed by them equating grinder special with turner 

'A', fitter 'A', grinder 'A' with turner 'B', fitter •a• 
3nd borer 'B' • Hence the respondents had prayed that 

the claim of the applicant be rejected. The respondents 

preferred an appeal against orcer passed by this Tribunal 

in O.A. 951 of 191.39 c. S a.Lso in OA 81C of 1989. The 

Apex Court in civil appeal no . 8109 and 8110 of 

1995 allowed the appeals in both cases and direct~d the 

Tribunal to have a fresh hearing taking into accernt the 

law laid down by the Apex Court on indentical question 

of law and fdcts in Civil Appeal no. 4961 of 1997 and 

1944 to 496C of 1997 in judgment dated 21.07.97 allowing 

appeal @gainst the order of Calcutta Bench in TA 1248 of 

1986 and TA 1361 of 1986. 

2. rt•rsuant t o the direction of the Apex Court 

giving time to the applicc.nts to file review petition 

to Calcutta Bench to decide the same on merits, 
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~lcutta Bench of CentBal Administrative Tribunal reviewed 

its order arising out ot TA 1240/86 and TA 1361/86. 

It took into consideration SROs 6E/6C, 28E/73 and 357/79. 

It a~so went into details of recommendation of expert 

classification committee regarding 5 pay sc3les of 

inductrial workers on the basis of point scora anf the 

point score given to grinder special, grinder 'A', grinder 

•s•. They also took into consideration the circulcr 

dated 16.11.86 prescribing uniform designation for 

different pay scales. This exercise to merge scales led to 
those 

higher scale whileLin higher scale who had not scored 

number of points requir~d to move to the next higher scale 

remaining in the same scale. Calcutta Bench in its 

review order dated 06.01.97 in RA 74 of 1991 found no 

disparity amongst the various trades during implementction 

of E.c.c. reco~rnendations and found errors apparent on 

the face of the record in the impugned judgment. It 

recalled the impugnea order dated 30.1C.87 and dismissed 

TA 1361 and TA 1241 of 1986. 

3. Since the order of this Tribunal in CAs 951/89 

& 810/89 was totally based on impugnea order of Calcutta 

Bench which has since been recalled in the review, we have 

considered reliefs claimed by the applicant in these 2 

~s which have been remanded to us by the Apex Court after 

orders in review passed. we concur with the finding of the 

Calcutta Bench in review petition nunber 74 of 19c;! and 

dismiss the OAs as lacking ~n merits. 

4. There shall be no order as to costs . 

. ~ ·+'" ~,.. ~<\__ 
Meffib~r-J \/ Member-A 

fpc/ 


