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Open Court 
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL ALLAHABAD BENCH 

ALLAHABAD 

(TH IS TH E 2 7 1 11 D ;\ Y Or J a n u a r y 2 0 11 ) 

Hon'ble Dr. K. B. S. Rajan, Member (J) 
Hon'ble Mr. S. N. Shukla, Member (A) 

Origj_gai Application No. f:)89 OF 2002 
(U /S 19, Administrative Tribunal Act, 1985) 

1. Babu Lal Verma a/ a 48years S/ o Late Shri Madho Prasad, 
R/ o 55 Bihari pura. Prem ager, [harisi. 

2. Lakhan Lal Verma a/a 46years, S/o Late Shri Madho Prasad, 
R/ o 55 Biharipura, Prem Nager, Jhansi. 

3. Gurudev Prasad Verma c1/ c138 years Late Shri Madho Prasad. 
R/ o 55 Biharipura, Prem Nager, J hansi . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Applicants 

VERSUS 

1. Union of India, through the General Manger, Central 
Railway, Chatrapati Shivaji Terminus Mumbai, 

2. The Divisional Railway Manager (P), Central Railway, [hansi . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... Respondents ""'~ 

Present for the Applicant: 

Present for the Respondents: 

Sri Rakesh Verma. 

Sri Ani l K umar. 

ORDER 

(DELIVERED BY HON'BLE DR. K. B. S. RAJ AN, MEMBER Ull 

We have heard Sri Rakesh Verma, learned counsel for the 

applicant and Sri Anil Kumar, learned counsel for the Respondents. The 

applicant claims the benefit of Railway Board's order dated 
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05.05.1995/ Annexure-A-4, translated copy made available at the time of 

hearing. The same reads as under:- 

R.R.B. No. 43/95 

Subject: Raiuom] Seniices (revised pay) rules 1986- 
cln rific« iion Regn rd i11g. 

[No.PC-/ V;37/lncre,nent/2, dated 5.5.95} 

Please refer to the clanjication furnished ngninst 
the point raised at S.No.1 of this Ministry's Leifer o] 
eoen number datert 18.5.87 indicaiino f/117t increment i11 
the pre-reuised sole is to be nllotred first toltere lhe 
increment fell on 1.1.86 aiu' then the pny [ixed in the 
retnsed scale of pay. 

2. The Staff Side ttcnuuuied in the National Co1111cil 
(}CM) tluii n Gm1cm11w11t serrant tohose increment fell 
on 1.1.86 should hare his pny fixet! in the reuised scale 
without tnking into account the increment and iluu tlie 
increment mny be nllotoed in the reoised scale of pny. 
The ntntter has been under consideration of the 
Corernntentjor some tiiuc. It lios noto been decuied thnt 
11 Gm1em1111'11! serruu! t1'/1osc i11cr1'111c11/ [cl! 011 1.1.86 
lllt1y he aluncett 1111 option to get tiis pay re/ixcd [rent, 
1. 7 .86 in t/1e/vf/071,i11g nuuiner.: 

"The pny in the revised scale as 011 

LL.86 11111_11 he fi:red 71,itho11t t11ki11g into 
account the i11cre111L'11/ dur 011 7 .1.86. A.fie,· 
//1(' 17t1y i11 fill' troisct! scnl« is 5() [ixcd, //11' 
increment 11111y hr allouvd on 1.1.86 i11 llu: 
rcuiscd srnLe." 

3. The option 11111y he exercised by f/,e concerned 
employee 1uill1i11 11 periorf of six 111ont/1s fro111 lhe dale of 
issue of tl,esf ordas. !11cnse 110 option is exerciser!, it s/1111/ 
be presu111ed t/1111 tl,e Gm1fm111e11! e111ployee l,ns optrrf to get 
hls pny fi.xerl by rlmwi11g i11cre111e11t in the pre-rn1ised scni;;­ 
nnd, lhere~fter, the pny bfi11g fixed i11 t/1e rn1iserf scnle in 
nccordn nee ·tl'i th tltf pro1,isio11s of thr Min is try' s letter of 
ez1e11 no. dnterf 78.5.87. Co11lenls o{tl,is lell:er 111ny bC' gi11e11 
nde17untt> publicity." 

2. In pursuance of an earlier order dated 27.5.1994 in OA 

No.1272/1988 the respondents had pro1noted the applicant 

retrospectively as hereunder. 
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330-480 ~~ 7-12-93 _, 
fitc? ~-// 

380-500 ~~ 24-3-87 _, 
< fitc? ~-/ 

1320-2040 

3. On the basis of the above the applicant's increments would 

be based on his date of promotion to the next grade i.e. highly 

skilled labour w.e.f. 07.12.1983. 

4. Counsel for the parties are not in a position to recollect as to 

what was the rule position relating to grant of increment at that 

point -of time. It is presumed that the applicant was granted his 

increment w.e.£. 01.12.1984, his date of promotion being 07-12- 

1983. If that be the case, the applicant's increment in the year 1985 

would be 01.12.1985 and for 1986, 01.12.1986; thus, his case is not 

covered under the Railway Board's circular. 

5. In view of the above we do not found any illegality in the 

impugned order at Annexure-A-1 as such this O.A. has to be 

rejected. It is, however, made clear that in case rule position 

available at the material point of time provides for increment as on 

01.01.1985. in respect of the applicant the applicant may prefer 

suitable representation to the respondents. In that event, the 

respondents shall consider the case of the applicant for extending V the benefit of the Railway Board's circular mentioned above. 
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With the aJ::a:: OA is disposed of. No costs. 

Member-A Member-J 
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