
/ I CENTRAL AOniNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JABALPUR BENCH 
«

CIRCUIT COURT SITTING HELD AT GUALIOR

Original Application No, 171 of 2004
Original Application No, .173 of 2004
Original Application No, 174 of. 2004

Gualior, this the 24th day of February, 2005
1

Hon'ble Shri M,P. Singh,'Vice’Chairman 
Hon'ble Shrl riaden nohan, Oudicial namber

■ '' ; ■ ' V’'i.... . V , . . . ’
1 ♦ Original Application No.' 171 of 2004 -

I

Gajandra.Singh Tqmar,. S/p, late 
Shri Bhagi.Ram, aged 56 yeara, .
Occupation - Service posted as 
GOSnc, Reaident'of 8,0, Kasoiada 
Attachment Ruar, District Dorena (nP)i..

and 6 others* .......... . •••

(By Advocate - Shri D.P* Singh)

V e r s u s

1 * Union of India, through'Its
Secretarvt Department of Post 
and Telegraph, Neu .Delhi* , _

2, The Chief Pqat'^aster General,
Postal Service, Circle
Office of the General Post 
Waster B-12),

3, The Director, Postal Services, 
Indore, (MP)*

4, The Superintendent of Post OfHce, 
Chambal Division, dorena (HP).

5* The Sub-Divisional Inspector,
Post Office, Plorena (flP)* ••

Applicants

Respondents

(By Advocate Shrl P,N* Kelkar)

2. Original Application No. 173 of 2004 ~

Sundar .Singh Tomar, S/(j, late Shri 
Harikiehan Singh Tomar, aged,54 yeara. 
Occupation -.Service,"posted as GDSflC/
DA, Resident of village and post Khand 
Ka Pura, Teheil Ambha (HP),

and 2 others, •

(By Advocate - Shi?i 0,P. Singh)

V e r s u s

Union of India, ^'hrcugh its Secretary, 
Department of Post and Telegraph,

Neu Delhi,

Applicents



•C)
* 2 *

and 4 others,

(By A d v o c a t e  -  Shri P.N. Kelkar)

Respondents

Orlolnal Application No, 174 of 200A3. _____

Bri j . Bhyahan Sharma, S/o> Shri Shâ ^̂  ̂
aged 48 years, Resident of Kut-tner.

A l w p u r , ....  ■

and 67 .others. •**

(By Advocate * Shri D«P»'^Singh)

...V_e r 8 u.8„,. . ,.

U n i o n  of India,'through its Secretary,
Departinent of Poet and Telegraph,
Neu Delhi,....

Applicants

• • • Rasp ondents
and 4 others., . ^

(By Advocate — Shri P.N.sKelkar)

0 R n ‘c R ' (Common)_

Rv Wfldan >iohan.‘ 'judicial' Herober. ■..... .

. U n c . J h e  l«u,:lnvoiyed-ln.aU th. c M «  is coMon, 

and t h e  f a c t s . w d . ‘h^,9Wncl? ral,.d ate Identical, for 

the sake_pf.convenience;these;jO^iglne^.Applications

betns disposed o f 'by, this common order,-

^ i l i f U l n g . t h e s e  gtl9lnS,l.'»l>Prt?““°"’

h«v. * ... . ,

.(/) •• i=hk;iidar?0>iij,.«iw.Ar:i/ig ,

uith'. a  .fM r t h e r ’^ i f a c t i o n . gr?n -

recommendation o^the^ a^ 1 1996 or revised,
a r e  gotting;.the:.8cale ,u..e,rv.a«:!

. i| ’ ■ '

3 . The,brl2 fact,;;^:th^'oa.as are.that th^^PPUcant,

i ) .1 , ;t .. , .. by the
are a g g r i e v e d . b y  t h V  order̂  ̂ ^ ,

.sspondent „c. 4] .Superintendent’of'Post Office. Cha.bal

Oivislon. Sy this ord.r th,> , y  s o ^ e  pf.the appllc^^ts 

has been deter,insd aa.122O,20,16p0/..lnst.ad;.pf..13r - ,  

2n2^ . h i c h  is not permissible as per the reco^endation

____ L

1
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*  4  *

referred to above. The releuartt portion of the order 

passed by the Tribunal is extracted,below ;

"9, For thereaspna r»cqrded ,above, ue allou these
OAs and direct t h e 'respondents not to make any 
recovejpy of the“aHeg(3d access payment made to the 
applicants, J n  .pas8>ny recqyery .ha? ^ e a d y  been 
made by the respondents, the same uill be refunded 
to^the applicants uiithin'2 months from the date of 
receipt'of a'copy of this order* ,As regard recalcu­
lating of ‘their aiiouances, the respondent's have 
issued the order dated 28,5,20p3 (Annexure,A-2; and 
similar'orders p a s s e d ,  by the .pther . divisions, the 
respondents uill issue notice to the applicants and 
give an opportunity of hearing to them before taking 
final^deQisiqn_pn_the matter.".

The , decision, ,80 .takpn .by . the Tribunal quoted above shall

mutatis mutandis applicable to the present cases also.

8. ,„In.vleu,pf the aforespid the .Original Applications 

are allpued.and the resppnderi.ts.§re, direote.d not to make ̂  

any_recovpry qf.,tt)8

ppplicants,, In.ca9e„any..,recqyery . has already been made by 

t h e ,r e s p o n d e n t s , .the same will be refunded to the appli­

cants within,.2 months frqm the date of receipt of a copy 

of this order. A« regards recalculating of the aiiouances, 

the respondents are directed that they uill issue notices 

to the applicants and give opportunity of hearing, before 

taking final decision on the matter. No costs.

. The. PMPply. of

memp .pf ,parties, to tfie,concerned parties, uhile issuing the 

certified copies of this order.

(nadan Mohan) 
DudioiaL IHember

 ̂ (n.P^ Singh) 
Vii^e Chairman
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I M  IHE H Q N - B L E  C E NTRAL ftDHINISTRfiTIVE TRIByHftL 

C I R CUIT S I T T i m  AT B m L i m

O . A ^ N d . Z 2 0 0 4
S u n d a r  S i n g h  T o m a r  €< O r s

..APPLJCANTSJ

V e r s u s

U ? - i i . o n  D-f I n d i a  a n d  o t h e r s

..N O N .APPLiCAMTS

SVWOPSIS

L i s t  O f  d a t e s  a n d  e v e n t s  

D a t e s  E v e n t s

2®.5,28S3

1998

The? presisnt Original Appiicatior! -filed 
applicant against the or'der dated
2S„5.-2fBS3. t h e r e b y  the pay scale of the 
applicants have been reduced without
giving bx> cjppQrtuvjity of hearing and
reviewing the D r d & r  of Taiwar Committee.

Ths Tslvmr CoffiiTtittee v?as recommended the 
pay scale of employee of the postal 
departijiev'st i^-e. E„D^D.A„,
E »D«Packer and revised w.e.f 1,1.1996 
and the saRse was oiven tci all the 
applicants.

Tfiat i.-jithD!jt issuing any notice and 
giviviQ as'i opport u n i t y  o-f hearing the pay 
scale of the applica?"its ^ere reduced and 
effected the legitimate claims^

2003 All the applicants had, given
representation but not yet has been 
replied. Therefore, the reduction of the 
pay scale vvhi.ch 5«as recommended by the 
c ommittee is illegal arbitrary and
unsustainable in the eye of law..

Place s Gvjaiior 

Date /o~l /28©4

Humble Applicants

thirteugh co!.,»nse 1

< Jitendra Hat'seshv^ari) 
Advocate
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IH THE HOM'BLE CEMTRAL A D H I NISTRATIVE TRIBUMAL 
CIRCUIT SITTING AT GWALIOR

Q . A , N d .^? 3  /2gg4

Sundar Eiinoh Tomar Hi Dth&rs

■ Union o f  Ividia I: Others

a p r l ,i c a i i o n  u n d i ^, RULi, 1. is),. (a i . q E. 

ADiimisiRAiiVE m i B U m : .  E f T O M i ,  ss ™  JillNI, 
h e a r i n g

.Mey it please this Hon'ble T r i b u n a l ,

Applicant's hun^biy subssit the nvemD D-f 

application as under ' t

1,, Thatj Th& applicants have ■filed this Original

Application against the actior! D-f reBponder'its, by 

“hich the pay scale o-f applicants has been determined 

as i22S--20“-16Sej instead of i375-25--2125 which is 

against the reccmmendation ct the Talwar Committee 

and also against the pay revision rules-. A pplicants 

are -further aggrieved by reduction of their pay 

scale and the action of recovery o-f salary paid tc;

t. tiB.o-i. i he cause 0 -5- a.ct.XD-n of all tt'te ap-plicants are

safiie,, In such cir’cumstsvices perjnission for joint

hearing may be ordered in the interest of justice.

p E  A  y E g

It is, therefore, humbly pr!=iyed that the 

appi ication ma-̂  ̂ kindl-y be ailoi.«ed and the applicavfts 

may be permitted to sue jointl-y in this Original 

A p p l i c a t i o n „

Hufl^ble applican'ts 
Gwai.ior through Counsel j

D t .̂ 7  F e b . . 2084

(Jitendra Haheshv^ari ) 
Advocate



m  i m  m : B L £  . c e n t r a l  A P H I N lS T R A T I V e  T R IB U N A L  

Q-W m r  Slju m . AI Gj^ALIOR

/2S04

Sundar S i n g h  Tomar Ors

■ ---APPLICANTS.

v e r s u s

Union ot India av"sd others

: ..mn-fhPPLicmjB

5 E I A1LP OF IHE INDEX

S^No» Particulars Ari ?■) B >! u r e B Page H O «

l l e j B o  D - f  Original Application

2. Copy of Order
d a t e d  2 0 . 5 . 2 S S 3

4„

Copy d t  Chart

Copy o-f the representation

5„ Copy of Hotice
•/•Dr demand of justice

Vakalatnama

1 to f 0 

A - 'i t[ -

A--2

A “3 ) f  '  f l  

A-4 ./(9 -/?

Place ; Gv^alior 

Date 5 ^  /cn_ /2084

Humble Applicants

t h r DUO c c<i.i rs se i

( J i  t e n e f a  H a h e s h w a r i )

Ad'vocate


