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CENTRAL AD\' INisTRAT lVt TR 1 B:.JNi'\L , .. LlAHA B~D 8::1\'CH , 
A l.LAHA G.~ J ---------

Dated : AlJa~abad this the Sth Dece mber ,1 996 . 

Hon'ble Mr . s. Das G~r::ta,Ma:nho?r - (A) 
Coram : Hon ' ble Mr. T. L. V~rma, Member-.(J) 

Origina 1 Acp licat ion No. 923 of 1090 ----------.. 

Brahma Dutt T iv·ar i son of lata 

Sukh Ram Ii~ari, aged about 53 years, r /o . 

village Naubasta, Post ~arsipur , District 

fratapgarh . • •.... ApJ 1 icant . 

(C/A. Sri 0. F. Gupta ,Advocate) 

versus 

l. suoerintendt?nt, Central Telegraph Office, 

Allar.abad. 

2. Director, Teleqraph(::ast), Varanasi 

3. Union Of India, through Secratary , Ministry 

of Co:nmunication, Government of I..,dia, 

Naw !)a lh i. 

• ••.. Respondents . 

(C/R Sri N . 8 . Singh) 

0 R D S E (oral) ------
(By Hon. Mr. S. Das ::Jupta, Member-A ) 

This applicatio:--~ under Section 1 9 of the 

.~dminist.rative Tribunals Act, 1 985 has been filed 

seeking a di.t'3ction to fix the pa~r of the aprlicant 
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at Rs. 1C5C/- in place Of Rs . 99C /- as on 8 .1C' .l9A6 

wit h referenc~ to his juniors' pay which •a s a
1 

o 

fixed at Rs.lOSC/-. He has also pr::1 yed fOr grant Of 

arr~ars of pay an:J other alloo.-:ances which incr.aased 

due to enhancemant of aforesaid pay. 

2. The case set up by the applicant in this 

O .A. is that Sri R. F . Tiwari has be~n junior 

to the applicant and both of them got pr:n.Jtion 

to the post of Overseer on 8 .10 .. l=Je6 on which dat e 

the pay of Sri R . P . Tiwari was fixed at .!!s .l050/­

whereas the pav of the applicant was fixed at 

B!. . 990/- "~ithout any rea son. He subn i -=.te 1 seva ra 1 

reprasen1..ations b ut t.1ese war.: finally rejected. 

Henc~ this application. 

3 . The respon~ents have stat-=~ in ~he counter-

a ff idav it that the af ora said R. F. Tiwar i was 

promoted in 1074 against 20~ quota for tim~ bound 

prQnotion YWher~as t~1a applicant was not so prr.:moted 

in viev of the adverse remarks in the A .C.R. He was 

actuall y pr~oted in 1083 and t~erafore, he was 

getting much less pay than Sri R . P . Tiwari at the 

time of his prQnotion to the oost of O.,erseer a11d 

hence the lower fixation of his oay . 

~ . The applicant in his Rejo:ncter -Aff idavit 

has stated that he was wronqiy iqnor::~d in 1Q74 
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when Sri R. P. Tiwari was prt.:nloted aqa inst 2~ 

quota and therefore, his pay should be fixf! i by 

stepping up v·ith reference to the pay of Sri R . P . 

Tiwari . 

5. We have heard the learned c:ounse 1 for both 

the parti~s and perus:d the record carefully . 

6. The fixation Of nay of the ape 1 icant at 

a lower stage than Sri R. P . Tiwari is a rt:!sult of 

his subsequent prcxn~tion to higher seale aqainst 

2C·~ quota for time bound prornoti on .Th~ superse ~s i::n 

of the applicant in that pranot ion is not under 

challenge before us . Tne fact remains that h2 was 

prO"not~d -~~i, in 1983 whereas Sri R. . P. Tiwari 

was promoted in 1987. This resulted the difference 

~ ef fi~ation of pay,~s such,t~e same cannot be 
~:,y-,'~a 
ows'ZPJe lJy way of steppinq up of pay . 

1-

7 . Wa find no merit in this application and 

dismiss th~ same leaying the parties to bear their 

own cost. 

" ~ 
Member-J ~:nber-A 

-


