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lM THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH- 

ALLAHABAD 
M.A~ No •. 3741/2C02 
Dy. No. ~6/02- 0 .A.Na; 1182 of 2l3fll2 

Allahabad this the 19th day of September,2002 

Hon 1ble Maj. <;en .• K.K.Srivastava, A.M. 
Hon1ble Mr. A.K.Bhatnagar, J.~ • 

1. - . Indradev Kardan,a~d about 65 years, 
s/o Late Shri Gyasi Ram, Hause N<>i'ill64, 
Old Gantt. Sadar Bazar, Mathurai.!1 

Qn Prakash Singh, aged about 69 years, 
Son of .Late Shri Sundar Lal, 
~ side nt of 2859, lv:ya Na gar, 
Hathras1•· .. · 
Giri Raj Kishore Jain, a~d about 
66 years, Son of late Shri Chokhelal, 
Fesident ef House l'D. 527, ieepal Wall. 
Gali, Naya Ganj, Hathras. - 

Nahar S~sh, aged about 68 years, 
Son Of Late Shri Narain Singh, 
. Res !dent · of · 2251-B , Be hind re ad 
post Off ice, Madhugarhi, Hathras:•' 

Itwari Lal, aged about 63 years, 
Son of Late Shri Prasadi Lal, 
Resigent_of .Trivedi Nagar, ~athras. 

Rad he Shy am, aged about 62 years, 
Son of Late Shri Karan Singh, 
Reside rTt of villac;e & Post- Ladpur, 
Hathras·. 
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counsel for the applicant - Shri Rakesh Verma. - 
versus 

Union . of lndia through the 
Secretary, Ministry Of Te le<?omrrunications, 
1'ew ~lhi .• 

Tl:e Chief General Manager··• 
Telecommunications, U .p. west 
Circ 1e , 03 hr adun , 

- Respondents. 

counse L for the respondent - Shri ij .•. Q~ •• J.~s~~~-•..:. 

Contd ••••• 2. 
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~ Hon• ble Maj. GeritK.K. Srivastava, A.M. 

In this OA, filed under ~ction 19 of the ~ i: •. 
Act, 1985, the applicants have prayed that respondent 

No.2 be directed to prano:te the aPPlicants under B .• c.B. c- pt 

schens against l0% post in the pay seal e of Rs.2C00-32DO 

with effect fran the date when their juniors have been 

promoted alongwith all consequential benefit attached 

thereto·;~ 

2~ .Shri Rakesh Verma, learned cpunsel for the 

applicant invited our attention to p,ara 4.viii and 

para 4.dx where in the details of the seniority list 

in respect of applicants as well as others who al ready 

stand pranoted has been given; On perusal of •rder 

~ dated ll';Jr.94 passed by Chief General Manager Telecan, 

u. P.Circl e, Lucknow, we find that the applicants are 

senior to manber of persons who have al ready been 

pr~ted under l0% S:.C.R.. scheme in the pay scale 

of RS·."2000-32JO;~ The applicants are presently woiking under 

Chief General Manager T~ecarununication, erstwhile 

U, P.West Circle, Dehradun now Uttaranchal Circle 

bec~~se of the creation of Uttaranchal state. A 

s :imil ar controversy bas been decided by this Tribunal 

by ez'de r dated 25-l-a:x::>2 passed in 0A No.1212/94. This 

Tribunal passed the foll('ltling order :- 

•vie have considered the subnissions of the 
Learned counsel for the parties and in ~ur 
opinion, the view taken by the respondents 
for denying the pranotion to the applicants 
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under BCR scheme is wholly illegal and sontrary 
to the erders passed by the Principal Bench 
and Lucknow Bench of this Tribunal/~' The 
benefit under s, C.R •. scbe:ne has to'"'be given 
to the strength of 10% in service cm~e 
satisfying certain conditions provided therein;~.a 

Jt• The abev e j udge:nent squarely covers the case 

ef the applicc:'lnts,,_ The applicants filed a representati,m 

before respondent No'•2 on 27.;.~~1al02£ The representation 

so filed has not been decided so far. 

4.1 The O· i~ is final! y disposed of with the 
direction to the respondent No~2 to consider the 

representation of the applicant in the light of 

j udgenent of Principal Bench, LucknON Bench and this 

Bench of Tribunal.~ The applicants are given libe~y 

to file a detailed .representation annexing the relevant 

judgements passed by different Benches of this Trib~nal. 

alengwith this order within four weeks. The representation 

so filed by the applicants shall be decided by the 

zespenderrt Noi2 within three months fran the date of 

receipt by a reasoned ard speaking ord er;i 

5,11 There shall be no order as to cos~ 

~ 
J.M. 


