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IN THE CE~ll'R.M.L ADr'IlHSTRATIVE TRIBTJllAL, JA.IPTJR BEUCH, 
J A I P U R. 

O .. A .No. 184/95 

f.tanj eet S in.;rh 

Versus 

Un i•:>n of India and others 

Hr. K.L.Thawani 

CORAM: 

: 

: 

s 

• • 

Date ·:>f Order: 1-~- \ '"i<Js-

;Applicant 

Respondents. 

For t re app 1 icant 

. Hon tble .Mr. O,.P .Sharrna, M::mter (Adrninist.rat ive) 
aon 'ble ~1r. Rattan l?ral-"..ash, ~ml:er (Judicial) 

0 R D E R 

(PER HOU 'i31E Iv.iR. Rh.TTAN FRA:C7ASH, l•EI~BER (JUDICIAL) 

· '8hr·i ~lanjee.t Singh has filed this application 
' under Section 19 of the Administrative Triblnal•s .~ct., 

1985 tc• claim the reliefs that the respondents be 

directed: 

i) to modirJ the impl.l.r;Jned order Anne::.nrre A-1 dated 

26.5.1980 rrt revising the grade fro~ Rs.210•270 

to Rs .260-350 \<Jhich is the actual grade of 

\'1ireman as pe:r Gazette notification and 

recruitnent rules laid d~m l:r.f the policy 

of the Governrrent 1 

ii) to remove the anomoly of 9rade of pay amongst 

the equals viz. lliremen and grant grade of 

\'lireman to the applicant i.e. P.s .260-3501 

iii) to grant correct grade of •;.ay tv the: applicant 

from the date of initial appointment with all 

consequential rene fits. 

2. Briefly put the facts of this case are that 

the applicant t-tas appointed as Wireman vide order 
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dated 26.5.1980 (Annexure A-1) and was posted at 

Sikar in the grade of Rs.210-270 and thereafter was 

trans fer red to Jaipur City Postal Division where he 

is working at ?resent. It. is the case of the applicant 

that respondent No.5 Shri Ram S~1aroo!_:.• \'!aS also appointed 

in Kota Divisj.on as \-Jireman but was given the grade of 

Rs .260-350 vide order dated 15 .3 .1980 (AnneX'..Ire A-3). 
-

The applicant made a representation abOut this 

discrimination to the respon::tents whereupon the grade 

of .Shri Ram Swaroop, respondent No.5 was also brought-

dcwn to Rs. 210-270 from Rs. 260-350. Shri Ram S\-raroop, 

the respondent t'lo.S ag9rieved by the order of the 

senior· Superintendent, Post Offices Kota filed a 

Civil Suit in the Court .. of f•l'lnsif r-agistrate (Nor:t.h) 

Y..ota \"!hich on traq.s:eer to the Tribunal \-Yas decided 

by order dated 15.2.1993 (Annexure A~4), \-Jherety 

the order of the respondents dated 9.9.1981 ,. ,, .. 

(Annsxure A-5) \'Jas quashed and the respondents \'!ere 

directed to refund the amot.mt if recov.;red from Shri 

Ram Swaroop and to pay him the arrears of p:1y and . . 

allowances. Similar decisj.on was rendered b'.:t this 

Tribunal .in the case of Nand I.al vs. Union of India 

in OA Ho.163/90 vide order dated 12.8.1993. The 

applicant after comin9 to kn0\-1 of the aforesaid tt-10 

judgrrents of the Tribun3.1 made a representation to the 

Chief Po::t I-Bster General on 22.3 .1994 through senior 

Supe:rintendent of Post Offices Jaipur City, Jaipur 

(Annexllre A-6) to tre~t the: applicant at par ·t-~ith 
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other Wiremen who v1ere granted grade of Wireman 

viz. Rs .260-350. The applicant alsc~ made :~nother 

represent-ation tot he Senior Superintendent of 

Post Offk:es J21.ipur City, Jaipur on 4 • .t. .1994 

(Annexure A-7) to the same effect but h3.vin:J 

received n·.:- response- he ha:: 1X:en constrained to 

file this application to claim the af•:>res.s.id 

reliefs. The applicu.nt has also filed a sep::trate 

l·fA l~o .198/1995 for condon3.t ion of de lay in fillng 

the orir;Jinal application. 

3. t-1e heard the le.3.rned counsel f·:)r the 

applicant at the adrr·issiqn .stage and ha·•;·e perused 

the record in great detail. 

4. It has been veherr,;nt ly argued by the le .. :lrned 

cc•unse 1 f·:>r the applic-::1nt Shri K.L .Tha\-lani that the 

applicant :be in;;; s imil:~r ly pla.ced perso:m has b:en 

discrimin:tted i~ th:: . gr~nt of p-3.Y sc::tle for the 

post •:.f Wirerr.an,,i~-·)"thich is viol3.tive of prin·~ipl.:s 

constlt.uti·::m ·:Jf India. In :Suppo.t."i: •:Jf his .s.r·;rum~nt, 

the Tribun~l dated. 9.8.1994 in C'A No.247/93 

Ram D::tyal l)..;rarv-~al :tnd o·::hers vs. 1Jnion f::>f India 

and others. 

5. 

t;1e argum.:mts adv:~.nced by th-5 l·::a1:-ned counsel 
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fo;r: the applicant. D•..1ring argurrents a request has 

been made on beh3lf of the a}.:.:_:,licant cy the learned 

counsel that the ends C•f justice \'lOuld meet if the 

repre: sent .;.,t ions made by the app 1 icant on ~t2 .3 .199·1-

(Annexure h-6) and on 4.4.1994 (p~nexure A-7) are 

considered by thE: respondent.s in the background 

of judgments given by this Tribunal in the case of 

Rajendra Kmrar arrl Ram S'ltJaroop (supra) as also in 

the case of Nand Eal (supra). 

m:~.de on behalf of tb,:; ::tpplicant and \·dthout 

e>:pres~ing any opinion on the merits of the C·::iSe, 

the reSf·Ondents are directed tc.· cons icier and 

e.~amine the represent.atic·n of the applicant dated 

22.3.1994 (Annc_zure A-6) and 4.4.1994 (Annexure A-7) 

in the li.;Jht of th'?. ju:19rt~nts givo::!n ~, this rench 

in th(S case of TA No.351/92 Rajendra Kun3.r and 

Ram Swar0op vs. Senior Superintendent of Post 

Of£ices decided eon 15 .2 .1993 and Nand Lal F!'ahrar 

Vs. union of India ani othe:rs (Annexure: A-5) decided 

on 12 .8.1993 and pass a speakin.J C•rder \•Tithin 

three r!lonths c•f the rece ir·t of the cor..y •:>£ this 

order. 

7. Original application as also the Hisc. 

Applicati.:.-.n .sre ar::cordingly disposed of at. the 

admission stag~. 

~'l»"hiJf\\~ 
( RA:I'T AN PRAKASH ) 

MElvJBER (J) 
( o.PQ-~~ l 

MEMBER (A) 
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