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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JODHP~ BENCH,JODHPUR . 

Date of order 1.12.1999 

O.A.NO. 27.6/97 
.,. 

1. Shri'. Bhagwan Ram S/o Shri. Daulat Ram age 36 years, R/o 
- Berawala Bas, BhadWasia, Jc;>dhpur at pre.se,nt~ O.A. in the 0/0 

2. 

'3. 
•_; 

4. ' 

5. 

6. 

' 7 •. 

S.S.P. Jodhpur. · 

Bhagat Raj S/o Shri- Achalu Ram aged 35 years R/o First B Road 
Sardarpura, ·Jodhpur at present·· P._A. Post, Office Girdikot, 
Jodhpqr •. 

Askar Khan S/o · Shri · Subhan Khan aged 36 years ~/o Raj,ive 
Gandhi Colony, Jodhpur at pres~nt P.A. Post'Office Nandanvan, 

·Jodhpur. 

Ram Lal S/o Shri Balu Ram aged 34 years R/o 56 Bank Colony 
Jodhptir at present P.A.·Head Office, Jodhpur. 

Jetha Ram S/o Shri Naina Ram. ag·ed 34 years R/6 Bali 
Distt. Pali,_ at preserh.·P.A. Post·· 9ffice Bali.. 

' ' • • I I 

Chaturbhuj S/o Shri Anna Ram aged 34 years R/o Hous' 
No. 33-A Ka~a bandi Jodhpur at present Accountant 0/0 
s·. s. p. _Jodhpur. 

Prem · Prakash S/o Shri 
9/411 Chppasni Housing 
Jodhpur. · 

Gopal 
Board, 

J i aged 3 6 years R/o 
at present P~A. H.O. 

Kanhiya -~al S/o Shri Rani Dan Paliwal aged 35 years 
R/Q 20~ BJS Colony Jodhpur ·at present .o.A. s.s.P. 
Off~ce Jodhpur.,· 

Giri Raj S/o Shri Ramrakh, aged 38 years R/o Hathi 
Ram Ka Oda at present P.~. Post Office ~utche~y 
Jodhpur.' 

• J 

10. Pancha Ram S/o Shri Amluram aged· 39 years R/o Phalodi 

11. 

at present P.A. in Post Office Phalodi, Jodhpur. 

Nenumal 
Dungri, 
Dungri. 

S/o Shri Ramjivan aged 34 yea'rs R/o · Moti 
Al:war at present P.A. in Post Office Moti 

l2. 1 Ram Singh S/o Shri Mahesha 
Phalsund Distt. Barmer cit 
Distt. Barmer.· ·, 

Ram ·aged 40 years R/o 
present_ S.P.M.Phalsund 

13. ·surya Prakash S/o ~hri Punam Chand·aged 37 years R/o 
Parjapathi Kirsna Store, Merta Road, at present P.A. 
Shastri Nagar Jodhpur • 

. - ' 

Shaitan Singh' S/o Shri Bhanwar Singh. aged 36 ye·ars 
-· ~/o Malinath Market Barmer at: present P~A. in 
H.O.Barmer~ 

' 
15. -Lal ti Ram S/o Shri Uda Ram aged 3 2 'years R/o Ram de ora 

Distt. Jaisalmer at pr~sent S.P.M.Nachana. 



''• 

,. 

I' 

' 

16·. 

17. 

18. 

' 
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Dili.p Kumar S/o Shrf Mangilal aged ·33 years, R/o 
Village · Khich.an at pref!emt' S.P.M. 'Khichan .Post 
Office~ . · 

Dala R~m ·s;o Shri Ram Chander aged· 32 years R/o 
B~opalga~h Distt. Jodhpur at pre~ent P.A. P6st Office 
Bhopalgarh. · . 

1
• . . 

Maya Meghani~ W/o Shri Manohar aged 38 ye~rs R/o 
Malinath Market Barmer~ at ~resen~ P.A.· H-?·:Barmer. 

lQ. Kamal Kishor B/o Shri Jeth Mal aged 33 years R/b C-
'82 IInd Ext~ ~.N.Nagar- Jodhpur a~ present. P.A • 
. _Shastri _.Nag.ar Jodhppr. · 

20. Shri R.P~Tiwati S/o ~hri ~unji R~m aged 49 years R/o 
Gu1ab Sagar J0dhpu:r. at present·S.P.M. Jawah'ar Chowk 
Jodhpur. 

• •••• APPL !CANTS. 

1. 

VERSUS 

Union of Indi_a through Secretary Ministry 
Communi cat ion, Department 

1 
of Post, ·. Dak Bhawan, 

Del.h·i. . · , · 
,I • 

2. ·chief Post Master· G~nera1~ ~ai~sthan Circle, ~aipur-
7'. 

Post . Master General (West ~egion) Shastri Nagar, 
.:r odhpur. .., 

/ \ 

' 
Senior Super in t.endent 
~oad-, Jodhpur. 

Post Office~, Railway Station 

• •••• RESPONDENTS~ 

HON'BLE MR. A~K.MISRA,JUDICIAL MEMBER 
. - / ' 

HON~BLE MR.GOPAL SINGH~ADMINISTRATIVE.MEMBER 

·Mr.K~S.Chouhan,·Counsel.for· the applicanfs. 
~i.Vi~eet_Mathur, Counsel for the. respondents. 

PER MR.A.K.MISRA 

The applica'n.ts have .filed this O.A. with the praY,e 

that the resp6nderyts may be directed to gran~ t·he sarr 

benefits to the ~pplicants vis~a-~is regul~r-employee~ c 
. ' ) 

·the department for t~he period ·o·f .R.T.P. with the· sala1 
I 

and arrears along with .. interest @ · 18% p.a. Tl 

/ 
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re,spondents be further directed' to regularise the 

applicants with full salary vis-a-vis regular _employees 

whohave been. granted these benefits by various other 

circles for the period of R.T.P. The applicants have 

further prayed that the period of R.T.P. short duty be 

counted for purposes of seniority and the department be 

directed td assign appropriate position in the seniority. 

list. 

2. Notice of the O.A. was giv~n to the respondents ~ho 

have filed ,their reply in which it is stated by the 

respondents that recruitment of Reserve Trained Pool (for 

Short "RTP") Postal Assistants was d6ne in the year 1982-
' 

83. These candidates were given practical training as per 

rules and after. completion 6 f training they were engaged 

from time to time as per the requi~ements on ~aily wage 

basis. On· occuring the vacancies in the department in· the 

1987 and afterwords year 
-~.--:, \:·:~·. 

':·.\\appointment in the dep'artment. 

they were given regular 

The applicants are in any 
'il' 

':)lease not entitled to benefit of_ regular pay and seniority 
' r"l 

e,tc. for the. period they remained RTP. It is _furt het 

stated by the respondents that the order rendered by thE 

Ernakulam Bench in. a similar matter was debated upot 

before the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Civil Appeals No. 80· 

123 of 1996 - Union of India and Others Versus K.N.Sivada 

and Others and the order of the Ernaku)am Ben~h wa 

reversed. In view of the decision of the Hon'ble Suprerr 

.Court the applicants are not entitled to any relief a 

claimed by th~m. The O.A. deserves to be dismissed. 

3. We have heard the learnid counsel for -the parties a1 

gone through the case file. The-learned counsels for t 
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parties advanced their arguments as per their pleadings 

and cited rulings in support thereof which we have also 

co~sidered. In our opinion the principle laid down in the 

judgment pronounced by Hon'ble Supreme Court in Civil 

Appeals Number 80-123 of 1996 - U~ibn ~f ·india and Others 

Vs., K.N.Sivadas and. Othe·rs would guide the matter in hand' •. 

•· It was·held in thatjudgment by Hon'ble Supreme Court that 
/ ' 

the RTPs are not entitled to regul~risiti6n from the 

initial date of their appointment as RTP. It was a,.lso 

held that .t~;tey are. not entitled to re~gular pay ·equal to 

the. regular employees' of the cadre in the department. 

Following the principles lai~ down by the Hon'ble Supre~e 

Court in the aforementionad case we have'also rendered our 
\ 

order in O.A. No. 203/1994- All India Postal Employees 

Union Class I II etc. and Others Vs. Union of India and 

Another. We do not find any reason to dife·r ·from· the 

earlier pronouncement. Moreover, in the insta.n't· case· the 
.. . . tJI4 

prinsiple laid'.dow,n by \:h,1.;::~H~'ble Supre~e Court w·hich is 

quoted as feb libws, f;ull y c~~~·rs the controversy in hand. 
-:~> f.< • '· 

"· •••••••... ..It has further· been observed that "we find 
that the teTiefs ·,which_ were granted by the Tribun~l 
are wholly unwarranted, lo9king to the·· service·· 
conditions of .RTPs as compared ·to th~ service 
conditions of casual labour,s." While concluding the 
Hon'ble Apex Court has held as under 

·PAny service which was rendered prior tb regular 
·appointment in the cadre, ·cannot count :E.o\r the 
purpose of this rul_"e because it CC!nnot be considered 
as service in any eligible cadre. The Tribunal was, 
therefore, wrong in granting to RTPs the ben~fit of 
service rendered by them prior to their regular 
app6intment for the purpose of their eligibility to 
appear for ihe departmental promotiori examination." 

4. In view of what has b~en discussed above, the 

applicants are not entitled to any of the reliefs as 

claimed by th,m.The · O.A.des~rves. ~o be dismissed an~ 

is,therefore,hereby 

~ (GO~~ •· 

Adm.Member 

di~missed.No orders as to cost. 

-*'~~~llfi 
(A.K.MIS~Aj 
Jud1.Membel 
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