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IN Tf1E CENTRAL. ADMINISTRATIVE, TRIBUNA1.,JAIPUf- BENCH,JAIPUR •. 

* * * 
D t f ·De · · ,.-, 1· I \__,j :__J .. ~rD 2-, a e o c1S1cn: ::::. \ . \.. 

OA 7i/97. 
·, 

1.-· Laxman.Swaroop Sharma, Postal Assistant 0/o Head Pest Office, 

Kcta. · 

_2. Bhag Chand Verma, Postal Assista·nt, Head Post Office, Kota. 

/ 
Applicants. 

· ' Versus· 

l. Union of- India· through Se-cretary of Posts,- Gc,rt.of India, Dak 

; Bhawan, N~w oelhi. 

2.- _Post ·Master Generpl (Southe,tn R~gion), Ajmer: 
. . 

3. Chief Post Master General, Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

4. Sr.Supdt'. of Post Offices, Kota Jn., Kota.'. 
', 

5. .Balbir Singh Chaudhary, Postal Assistant 
I 

under Head Post 

Master, Sri Ganganagar. 
J, 

Respondents 

CORAM: · __ 
'I 

HON'BLE MR.A.P.,NAGRATH, ADM.MEMBER. 

HON'BLE.MR.J.K.KAUSHIK, JUDL.MEMBER 

/ / 

For ·the Applicants, 

For the -Respondents 

Mr.-Rajveer Sharma 

Mr.H~L.Agarwal, proxy coun:9el 

for Mr:Bhanwar Bagri 

0 R DE R. 

PER HON'BLE MR.A.P.NAGRArH; ADM.MEMBER 

The two applicants of ·this OA were initially appointed as 

Postal Assistants on 9.11. 72 and 16.3. 72 respectiv_ely. · In due course, 

thE·yca.me to' be. promoted ··tc the post of UDC (SBCO). A Time Bound -One 

Prowct.ion (TBOP) Scheme wa~ introduced by the respondents on 30.11.83, · 

which was made applicable to the ·staff. of Postal Wing and not to SBCO. 

A ~ienn~al Cadre ~eview (BCR) Scheme was introduced vide
1
letters dated 

-2'6.7.91, 11.10.91 and 22.7.93 wit_h a view to provide prcmctional 
. ·/ -. 

prospects· to the employees o_f the Department of Posts.· As per these 

schemes, the -officials . who. COIDplete ·presc;-ibed ~·ength of servic_; 

satisfactorily in the gra.des~ are ·placed in the next higher grade. . -
~ben the applicant discovered that their erstwhile juniors have been 

considered eligible, for TBOP,. they submitted a representation .dated 

21.5.96 cl'airning benefit of higher _.sca1e of Rs.l400-2300. w.e.f. 

4.)2.88 in respect of appl,icant No.1. i.e .• · Laxrran SwarOo:e Shprma, and 

16.3~83 in·re_s~ct of applicant No-.~ i.e. Bhag Chand''verrna. By the 
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·iiT'pugned order dated 6~5.96'· (AJ:ln.A/1) the ·applicants wer~ informed 
;• , 

that since they belong to. the c~dre''-(of Postal ·Assistants ( SBCO), which .. 
' . ' ' . . { I . : l .' 

is not inter~hi:mgeab1e with·. Postal Assistant~· (Post Offices); hence 
• t \ •. . ., 

the question of repatriation·cannot be considered. By filing thie OA, 
. . ' ~· . . \ ' 

the applicants_ have ll'ode a prayer that the r~spondents be':.di~ected to 

. reP.atriati thein in. the servif;of. Post Offices, where they ptiginally 
I , , 

belonged and they way be permitted to get their seniority and _pay 

fixat.ion in tha.t Wing~ 

2: . we, have heard the le~rned counsel .for ,th~ parties and also 

per1;1sed the reply filed by· the respondents . and the various orders 

.'re1atfng to TBOP and BCR, as 'brouaht on record • 
. - ' 

· 3. · 'l'he f!18in ground on which .the clairo ·of the applicants has been 

denied by the respondent's. is· that .the TBOP Scheme of 30.11.83 ~f' ,not 

applicable to ~BCO Wing •. < For·· SBCQ, the · echeme ·was extended only_ 
. . ., ' . ), '' 

w.e.f. 1.8.91. This -scl).emE' '·provide for ob~aining options from the 

employees_ as to whether they would like· to opt. for this _scheme. or ~o 

·opt for the old .UDC cadre~. _Both the applicants clear'J.y. opted the TBOP . 
I . '· 

Scheme' ~ich ~came applic~ble tO' SBCO Wing w.e.f. rl.8.9l. Since the· 
. . ~ ,. . -

applicants .made a choice on their own, now they cannot seek relief for 
' 

go]ng back to to their· old cadre of ·UDC in the Post Office • 
. -

~ ' 'I ' 

4. The learned counsel for the applicant', reiterated .th_e stand of 

the ~applicants as per· their a~erments in the· OA. The applicants made 
i ' .. . ' \" ' . ·. -

·,out .a· case ·that -vide. letter dated 8.2:96 TBOP/ECR Schemes were 

modified and this clear)y. provide_ for extending the benefit to the 

seni0rs so _long as the -juniors-?vailed the 'benefits. The contenpon 

.of .the a·pplJcants-was. since·their .juniors in. the-Post 6ffices have· 
. . ' . ; ' . ' ' . 

been given 'the ,benefit of these· schemes w.e.f. 1983, they e1re also 

' similarly entitl~d. The·learnea counsel for the r.espondents defended 

the case of ~he respond\.nt~ by sayi~g tha~ the letter dated 8~2.96 did 

not create any right in favour. of :the applicants as it mere provide 

prowotion to the . seniors __ ·with respect . to their juniors .) in the 

respective Wings of :fost Office_ and. SBCO •. S~nce the applicants had . ' 
chosen to remain in SBCO, .they cannot deriye any benefit out of this 

letter dat~d 8.2.96·and seek repatriation to their eatlier.cadre • 
• 

5. we· have given, careful thought t:'O the. rival ~ontentions. It is 
\ 

not the case of. the. applicant_s that their juniors if'\ SBCO Wing t,tave 

been· given some ·~benefits under the TBOP/BCR. Schemes, which. has been; 
. \ . '- . ..~··. /· 
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denied tc, ·them. They are ·claiming only w:ith. respect to their 
. ,, ., . 

. erstwhile .jun:iors of the Post Office Wing. In' support of their claim, 

they ar~ placing reliance on the letter dated 8.-2.96 (A~n.A/10). We 

have carefully perused the contents of this letter, which has bee~ 

issued in modification of TBOP/BCR 8chemes. It has bt?en noted in the 
\ f • • 

said letter that some officials e.g. UDCs in SBCO, LSG (both l/3rd and 

2/3rd), :Post 'Office & RMS Accountants, who · were sen:i or's before 

implementation of
1 
th~ schemes were denied" higher scale of pay 

. . 

admissible under the schemes while ·some junior ·officials became 
' 

eligible fer; hicpher.scale ;f pay by virtue of their length~of service. 
~ . . - . . 

It was decided that such of the UDCE~ in Cjrcle Office· and SBCO, LSG 

, (both l/3rd and 2/3rd), Post Office & RMS Accountants, whose eeniority 
' . 

. was adversely affected by/iroplementation of BCR Scheme placing tne:ir 

juniors in .the, next· higher scale of. pay, will now. be .. considered for 

the next h:igher. scale. from the date. t!Jeir immediate juniors became. 
' eligble. A reading of thes.e instructions does riot g:ive any impression 

·whatsoever that this also mean th~t those who have changed ·t:he:i r. cadre ., 
' 

from one Wing to another can al~o claim this benefit with respect· to 
' their juniors in the erstwhile cad:r'e. The ·prayer of .the applicants is . ' 

-' 

not· supported by any rule or ;instructions on the subje~t. They have 

been in SBCO afl these years and ~~w they.cannot go back-and impinge 

upon the rights of those who,· have continued ip ·the Poet ·Office. Wing. 
\' 

6. . In view of the discussions '.In the preceding paragraphs, we_ find 

no ·merit -'in· the ·case of . the applicants. This OA :is, therefore; 

dismissed. No· order as to costs.· 

~:_~lv/ (,(Y);_ 
(J.K.KAUSHIK) 

MEMBER (J) 

·' 
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t._;_jJ' 
(A.P.NAGRA1H) 

MEMBER (A) 
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/ 


