
IN 'THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,' JAIPUI< BENCH, 

JAIPUR 

Date of order: -

OA Nc.18/_199~ 

1. 

2. 

3. -

1 • '-.. 

2. 

3. 

K.L.Kala, 'preeent 1 y working Setting 

Asejetant, H.S.G.II, O/o the Head Record. 

0 f f i c er , J p . Dn • , J a i p u r . 

Bhim Sin~h s/6 Shri Tejpal V~rma, preeent~y 

wcrking ae Sert i nc;:i Assistant, H.S.G.II 0/0 the 

RaDway Mail Service, J:aipur 

Prabhu Nara i-h ·YC!dav e/o Shri · Sunder Lal r/o 

Bad-ki-Dhani, Near Bail way Stat_ion, Kanakpu!"a, 

Jajpur .. 

~ .AppU cante 

Vereu,s: 

Union cf ·rnaia through the Secretary tc the 

Government of India, 
i 

Department o.f . Poets, 

Bhawan, San sad Marg, New Delhi • 

Dak 

The Chief Poet _ Master General, Rajaethan 

Circle, Jaipur 

Senior Sup~rintenden~~ Railway Mail Service, 

Jp ~ Dn. , lJ a j pur. 

Respondents . 

MriP.N.Jati, ccuneel fer the appljc~nts 

Mr. N.C.Gcyal, .counsel for the r~spondente 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble ~r. S.K.Agarwal, Judicial Member 

.Hon'ble Mr; A.P~Na9rath, Adroihietrative Member 

ORDER 

'Per ~~n'b_l~ -~E.:.. A.P.Na'grath, ~~!!;i__!!iB!Eati~~ M.erob~E_ 

The Gontrov~rsy in this CA is whether the 

applicants are.· entitlE·d tc their:-_ pro:moticn under B.C.R. 

/ 



(... 

: 2 : 

f roro the .. cate they cowplete• 26 years cf 

s.at j s fact cry service or frorr. first cf July ·or first of 

January of the year subseouent to the aate when the 
. ) 

appJ j canti:: corrpl ete 26 years cf eervi ce. There are three 

appl1cants in this OA and their ·.dates when they ccmpJetea 

26 years of service and the dates en whj ch they have 

ac.tu~lly been prorooted are jndicatea below:-

corrpletea 26 Yrs. actually prorocted 

-~-----------~----

K.L.Kala 29.3.95 1.7.95 

Bhiw Singh 21.5.94 1.1. 95 

P.N.Yaaav 1.1~92 L 7.92 

2-. The jflsue no rr.ore res-integra. This 

controversy ha.i:: been decided. by us in OA Nc.364/2000 by 

our 0ra,~r dated 9;8.2001. While discuseing the object. cf 

B~C.R. echeme, we had held jn that caee that prorrction 

under the R.C.F. echeme hae to be granted w.e.f~ the date 

the respective employ~€ completes 26 years of satisf~ctcry 

eervi.ce. In vjew of this position, the applicants should 

have been granted prorrot-jon _.w.e.f. the aate 'they haa 

ccrorletea 26 years of service. However, we find that in 

the case of the applic'ant, Shri K.L.Kala, a period cf 8 

cays has been treated ae· djes-non. This period, cf course, 

would not be· count.ea while determining hie length of 

qualifying service of 26 years and thus h.e cannot claim 

promotion w~e-.f. 29.3.95.b~t only from 5.4.95~ In the case 

0f applicant,_Shri Bhiw Singh, a period of 5 months ana 14 

days. has been treated as non-qualifying service. In hjs 

case ali::c the ~period of 26 yeare shall be aeterroined by 

taking thi~ factor intc actount. In the case of applicant, 



r-­
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: 3 : 

Shri - P.N.YaClav., no . .::pecific period of non-qua-lifying 

eervi ce ha-s been · ide:nt j fied, but ~-he respondents have JT!ac1e 

·a ref ere nee to some non-qual_i fying per i ca in their reply 

with regard to-thLs appl]cant in para 5-(iv). If there is 

any non-qualifying period, the saroe obviou.sly ha.s, tc be 

takeri into ac2ount for determining 26 years cf.qualifying 

' 
service. The rsspondents .shall verify the actual reriod of 

·non~qualifying servic~ in respect of three ~pplicants and 
, 

th.en mo'c:iify the dates of their actual prorootion frcrr the 
.c. 

·aates they actually coropleted 26 years of quali-fying 

I 
.service. 

;3 • : . We allow this OA,· but with, the observaUons a.:: 
··. 

brought .out -j n the para · abcve. .,The resp_onaent s are 

directed to coriiply with these directions within a period 

of three months from the date of receipt of cert j fi ed copy. 

of thie~order~ No order as tc costs. 

~r 
)~~ 

(A.P.NAGRATH) 

Adro ~ · Member 

!. 

-. 

/ 

Judl .Member 


