
IN THE CENTP.AL ADMIN I STPATI VE TP. H·,TJlJJl,L, J AI PUP. EErlCI-1, J AI PUR. 

R.A.No.SS/1995 Date of order: 18.10.1995 

R.K.Rathore Appl ica.nt 

Vs. 

Union of India & Anr. : respondEnts 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Member(Adm.) 

Hon'ble Mr.R&tan Pratash, Member(Judl) 

PER I-lOlJ' BLE Mf:. 0. P. SI-Ll.\PMA 1 MEMEEP (ADM. ) • 

This Review Application has bean filed by Shri R.K. 

Rathore, who was the applicant in O.A.No.66/9l which was 

a ppl i cat ion foL· concl·:.nct t ion of cl.=:lay in f i U.n·~ the Rev i e~,.J 

Application. However, in the review application, the applicant 

has stated that copy of the ordars of the Tribunal was 

r e c e i v e d by h i m on 2 1 . 7 • l 9 ~~ :. , a f t •=: 1: h •=: h ct d a p p l i e d for the 

same. The r:evi•2W l.l.pplication ha.s b·=·=n fil,~d •Jn :n.S.l995. In 

the circumstances, we consider the Peview Application as 

having been filed in time. 

2. In the 0.7."., the pl.·a:}i~rs., of i:he applicant 'i.vas that he 

should be treated as having been appointed a~ Sr.Estimator/Sr. 

rn.·aftsman, sca.lE: Rs.4~5-700(P.) to vlhi·:h post he Has given 

' regular promotion b~r ord·=r d.::.t•:=:cl 29.10.1975. He had ft1J:ther 
, 

prayed that his~calE: of pay in th~ said post would be Rs.425-

700(R) which was equated with sc.::tl2 Ps.l400-2300 uncler- the 

action of the respondent in treating the applicant as having 

been appointed to the post of Dr-aftsman/Estima.tor scale 

Rs.330-560(R) which was equated with scala Ps.l~00-2040. 

3. The Tribunal in ita order came to the conclusion that the 

applicant was placed in the scale of pa7 Ps.330-560 by order 

(\ted 8.12.1981 and th.=,t 

(1J 
this was the scale of pay held by the 



2 

applicant on 31.12.1985 and the~efore, fixation of his pa7 in - -, 

the corresponding scale Ps.l200-2040 was co~~ectly made as on 

1.1.1986. The Tribunal f.:.un•:l no rc,·=xit ir! th·~ applic~:..tion and 

it was, therefore, dismissed with no o~de~ as to costs. 

has filed copies of pay slips which acco~ding to him show that 

hE: \'12'.13 plc.ced in the scale of t:..:,y F·.s.l400-:2300(PP) for the 

last so many Y·=ars and that h·= had b·?·~n drawin<J r:·a:-l in the 

said pay seals. He was entitled to gE:t p~omotion eithe~ in the 

appointed to the post of Trace~ in 1956. His reversions during 

the int=rvening period we~e incorrect. He has ~elied upon the 

ordE:~ of his retirement in \·ihich· it i;3 st.:,t.:::·:l tha.t h.::: Has 

holding the post of Sr.Eatimator at th= time of his retirement 

( "1-1-·· f'F• ~.) .£-l 1 1 ... • •• '\.- -~ • 

basis of the post which h·2 holdin9 th·~ time of 

reti~emant and the ~espondents have wrongl7 computed his pay 

in the scale of Rs.l400-2300 whil~ the scale of Sr.Draftsman 

and Head Draftsman is Ps.lG00-~660. ThE: applicant has crossed 

EfficiencJ Bar and a ce~tificate to this effect was issued on 

5. 9. 19 7 6. Acc·:·rd i ng t.:. the applicant , he ha.d pr,?s:::: n t .;;d t h-? 

said certificate as Annx.Al2 alongwith an additional affidavit 

.. in connection Hith his G.A. According to him, the Tribunal had 

erred in not tal:irr·~ into .:,cc•:•t.111t l\nn:·: .• ,a,l:2 VJhil·~ disposing of 

the O.A. Efficiency Bar is croased when a person is regularly 

that the order dated 28.6.95 is required to be reviewed. 

5. Photo CC•f·i<:::s of th2 so call.~d pay slipe at ll~nn:·:.PP-1 

filed by the at:·plicant de· not at all show in Hhich scale of 

pay th& applicant was placed at the time of his retirement. We 

ho.v.::: carefully ch . .=cb3d-up our J:,;;cord aivj fin·] that then;· is no 

~_j 
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tlv::J:·= is no Ann:·:.J.U:2 with th~= O.J.),. or Hith E,ny additional 

affidavit or any cli.:.hE:r application. Thus, thE:l:e is nc• recc.rd 

to suggest that tha applicant Has in the scale of pay in which 

nor i·s tb·=r·':: any =vidsnce to show that he had c1:os.sed 

Efficiency Bar in any particulctr .-:;.:::c,l•s ·=·f t=·ay. Th.~ Tribuna.l, 

afteJ: haaring bath the parties and going through the material 

e v i d •= n .::: ,= t o .s h o \·7 i: hE, t t h = .:;,. p p l i c a n i: h c. d b ~= ·= n p l a •:: ·= d i n any 

scala was ~s.l:200-:2040 w.e.f. 1.1.1986. The Tribunal has 

already delt with in pa1:a 7 of ita ordeJ: the applicant's pl;a 

DJ:aftsrnan and had not found this plea as tenable foJ: the 

applicant in the ~sview Application has virtually p1:ayed that 

passing the order dated :28.6.1995. An ~.A_ cannot be filed for 

- .c ,_, .L given •:111 merits Hhich \vould 

entail ;_·.=appi:ec ia t ion - .c 
U.L th·= by 

provisions of OJ:deJ: ~ZZZVII Pule 1 of the Code of Civil 

Procedu1:e. 

6. the Review application is dismissed in 

limine. 

( Rat.=..n PJ:.s.l:ash) 

MembeJ:(Judl) Memb.=x ( Adrn) • 
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