
Central Mmini strati ve Tribunal 
. Jodhpur Bench, Jodhpur. 

Date of Oxder J3 .9. 2002 

O.A. No. 13/20Qj 

Hastimal Soni S/o Shri I<i.~oor Cham aged 47 years, Resident 

of 9 - Himmat l\1agar, J?ooran Poori' s House, Pall : OffiCial 

Address : 18G Postal Assistant, Saving BanJ.~ Control Organisa­

tion, rJiarwar Junction. 

1. 

3. 

CORM : -

• • • • • App lie ar.t • 

Versus 

The Union of India: through : 

The secretary, ~linistry of. Communicat.ii.on, 

Departirent of PoEts & Telegrcphs., 

Oak Bhawan, 

New Delhi. 

The Post 1•1aster General, 

Western Circle,. fie ad Post Office, 

Jodhpur. 

The Assist art:. Super in te ment, 

POst Office, 

J a lore - 343 00 1. 

••• 

• •••• Respondents • 

Hon'b!e Hr. Justice G.L. Gupta, Vice .Chairman 

Han' ble t-1r. A.P. Nagratb, .Administrative r-.tember 

••• 
Mt. Kamal Dave, Advocate, pre sent for the app lie ant. 

Hr. Vinit I .. lathur, Advocate, present for the res,Porrler:t s • 

• • • 

·- -------- ------ -- _____ __J 



.2. 

Per N.r. Justice G.L. Gupta. : 

In this Applic<:ttion, the applicant has sought the 

quashroent of the order dated 19th September, 1996 (Annex. 

A/1) arrl directions _to alla·; the applicant the benefit of 

grant of TBOP under the Scheme after completion of 16 years 

of service .i.e. w.e.f. 6t·h January, 1994 with all the 

consequential benefits. 

2. It is pointed out by the learned counsel for the 

respon:lents that the grievance of the applicant has been 

redressed .as he t"l..as been granted tr1e bene£ it of the .Scl~.ene 

,.~,,~~,·~, w.e.f. 6th January, 1994 vide order dated 6th 1<lay, 2002 

(:· ... · -~,<· '·,·:'-~.··(Annex. R/1). It is obvious that the grievance of the 

~( 
' .•, 

~ 0 ' 

, •• ·c : .. ?;J?P lie ant has been redressed • 

\,_ · gi-- <~ The learned ·counsel for the applicant states that 
'>:·.·<~---- ~'./;. • 

still the _consequential benefits have not been given to him. 

4. The main grievance of the applicant has been redressed. 

The applicant may make· <i representation before the concerned 

" autoorities for consequential benefits and in case, his 

representation is not accepted, he is at liberty to approach 

this Tribuna 1 again, if he is so advised. 

5 • In view of the apove, the Applica.t wn is dismissed 

as llav ing tee orne in fruct uous. 

( A.P.~) 
i<ierrber (A) 

jrm 

• • • 

Nb order a.s to · c 

_ .L. Gupta ) 
vice Crfi:il:rnan 


