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IN 'IHE CENTP".;..L A.bMIIJISTRATIVE TF"~:t:BlifJAL, C"Aif>T.J~ BEUCH, JAifTJR 

OA 303/96 

Suresh •:handra SharrtU s/o Sh. Ram Vilas Sh?t1~rra ~ged aoout 
33 Y•?.::i.rs,, re::ddent oi Plot H:i. 4,, Shriji Nag.3.r, our9.3.pura, 
Ja.ip1Jr :ind presently i::iosted as Postal Assist.::.nt, Jaipur 
City; P .o • , Jaipur. 

• ••• Applicant. 

Versus 

1. Union of India thl"O U.Jb Secr-~tar::· t;:, th-~ Govt. 
of India, D::lp:irt.me.n,t of J?o.:::ta, H.ini.str:t• of 
Comr11un.icati·:in, Sancha r E-ha.v~an, l~·=:w Dal hi. 

Chief Post H.3.ater General, R;:::i.j.a ~than C.:ixcle,, 
.Jaipur. 

3. sanior Sui.:.·erint•3n..:1~nt of Po2t Office,. Jaipur 
City_, Postei.l Division, Jaipur. 

•••• Respondents. 

Hr. C.B. Sharrra, Councel fo:i.:- the applicant. 
Hr. K.u. Shrimal. Coun;3el for th~ res1:ondents. 

<DRAM: 

Hon 1ble Mr~·· S.K. Agarwal, M;mb1.::r (Judicial)• 
Hon 'l:le Mr. Gop:il Singh, H~mber (Aclmini strative) 

ORDER 

PER rDN'ELE HP:. GJP!~ SINGH MEr\E:SR. (;..OHTITISTF.ATIVE) 
---------------~-----------------------------------

Applicant, Suresh Ch:J.11dr21. Sharm=i. h=i.s prayed in tht s 

applico.tic.n u/s 19 oi ths Adrninistr.::itive 'il~ibunals A.ct,, 

1965,, fol.~ a direction t;.) th.;: ras1x1ndent2 t::i e:·:tend the 

benefit of th.•3 jud.;iem::nt of the H'.:)n 1!:·l·;;; Tribunals to him 

as well. as also fo.:: a cUr.;cti:1n to th·~ resp:. nden t12 to 

count his service rendered as Reserve Trained POol (RTP) 
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before regularisation for puri:os~s of s~niority and prono-

tion with effect fr1.)m th2: dc.te of his initial app:>intrir:nt 

condoning the illterrnitt~nt breaks,. if any. He has also 

claimed difference of wages treating him at par with the ,. 

regular emplo::•ees from the d:ite of h.is initial app=-intmant. 

2. ~le h3.ve heard th;~ le.=m~d counzel for the parties 

and h.:t'VS gon·.::: thro,ugh th~ records. 

3. Th~ rrain contenti1)n of the le<ll""l1•3d counsel £or the 

Tt?s.r:ondents is th:i t the orders passed by various Benches 

of the· Tribunal are applicabl~ only to applic,zi.nt.=: thsrein 

and not to all similarly sitU·~ted p·~rs.:ms. The learned 

counsel for the: applicant has reli•=d on a decision of 

this Bench of the Tribw1al render·=d in OA 699/93 (11ahipal 

Jain v. Union of India and oth.;;:rs) dated 17.5094. which 

reads as follows:- · 

"Heard the l·~arnea coune:el for th:Z: parties and 
hav·= p·~rusea Ann·~=-=ure A-·!,, the judgeru.3nt of too 
central Administrative Tribunal, Chandigarh 
Benci1, decided on 25.9.91 in OA no. 1172/m of · 
1989 (J\n:s. Puramjit Kaur & N'.rs. Nure;;;h KWIElri 
v. Union of India) and th•:: judgenlE:nt of the 
Ernal:ulam Bench .in 01"' no. 784/92 decided on 
24.S.93. Th'3 judger.r=:nt of the Chandigarh Bench 
h3.s specifically mantlom::d that the application 
is fil'2<l for the beenfit of higher pa~· sc.=i.le and 
on the b.~sis of th·zi judgem::nt ittias observed by 
the Ti.· ibun5l th=.:i t by p::: rs.') n s of si milarl y posts ,, 

.bar of limit::ition ·will not. arise. In fact. Arti­
cle 14 com::s into play as the jUEl.gem;;nt is a Law 
and it sho1Jld be applied e·:.i:ua11y in favour of 
the s:.milarly situ:i.ted per:.'.)ns and the resp::·n­
dents sho1.1ld not encourage the litigation b7 
givin9 tha b;Qefit only to tr.t0s•:!: 1:·1h::> ha,te apr,r.:1 -

ach,:?d this oourt and declining b' give b 1.:in 1:::fi t 
ami'}t to thos ,: ·wh:\ h3ve not approachi:;d th·3 court. 
We dirc:ct th~ r·:-:::p:mdent$ to ex02mine th:=:: rre. ttar 
of the applicants in the light of th·~ said 
judgem::nt and if the: a1:iplic~nts are similarly 
si tuat·~d p:~t'SCJns • then th•:: bi31)&fi t of th·~ jud.9e­
ment cf the Chandig.:irh Bt?nch arid Ernakulam Bench 
sh.:>'Jld b-;;; given to the applicants al.s::>. The 
proca~:s of e:·~aminati,;:,n shou.lJ. be o~rrq;:>leted within 
I:our rronths fro:n th~ ·late oi i~eceipt of a copy of 

(
,. this order. Oh i.s disp:>so;:d of accordingly t·1ith no 
, . , ,. :"Order as to cos ts. " -(. ~1\4,~ ' 



4. In the circumst.~nces of the pr•3:::ent case, we al s:i 

direct. follo·wing the decisions given by th~ Jabal pur 

B•Z:nch and this Bench o:E th·= Tril:Jun.:il rendered in CA 

653/94 (Kalu Ram KUnlt.1w2t and Sa:cd.::.r H:il Y.:igi v. Union 

of India and oth=rs) d,.;iti;:d 12.9~95, th:it the resp::-,ndents 

shall exam.inf!:: the c.:t!:•e of. the appl.icant for grant of 

minimum of th:;: re9ular -pay scale of Postal. AssL1tant to 

th.e applicant t-1ith eff..;:ct from the d.:=:te from which h~ w.:.s 

initiall~r apfointed ,to .th•~ de.to?. when h::. \vas ap,J;Ointed as 

Post.al .~ssist.:i.qt on .:2 r.sgiJlar basis and to e:-:tend to him 

the b·snefit of this minimum of th".:: regul.=i.r scale of pay of 

J?o.::tal Assistant for ths afor~saiJ p1:ri6d,, if the facts 

of th.:: cass 21 re: fo•.md to b.:: simiL:ir to tlw: applicants in 

TA no. 8'2/S6 •. ~11 Indi3. Po?tal Empl·:>Y•=·~s v. Union of 

Indi~ and othi:::r.s. decided by th.:: Jabalpur B·9nd1 of the 

Tribunal on ir: .• 12.86. The res~~•:'.:lndents shall c.~rry ont 

grant th-:.: n•ec.e.::sary p=:iy sc~il1::- ~ if found admissible on such 

e:·.:amination. Within a p•?ri.:::>d of four 11onthG from the date 

of rec.;:ipt 0£ ~'i. c.::.i:y of this order. 

s. Ti10 OA is decide.:'i .3ccordi11gly :1ith no or.:'.\-?r as tO 

oosts. 

(,,_,..af'f4= 
(OOPAL SI1'¥1H) 
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