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·. I N-,TH E ,,.QENTR~t~:ADMINTSTRA:UI'VE TRIB.lJ NAL 
•• • :. 1!' ' - • • 

-· · . . , ·· -: JAIPUR:·BEN'GH · .. ;·- . . :. _:; . ; ~ . . -: . . ' .-.:. i:. . ·. ·: . : . 

i 
_.- ':1 •. .. : ........ Applicant 

. ·VERSUS 

1. Union. of India through Secnretary. to the Government of India,_ 
. Department of Posts, Sansa~ Marg,, New ·bel hi. . . : .. 

· -<2.>"Printip?l·,cnief ·Post·-·Mastef: :General, Rajasth~n ·Circle, Sarder -
. . ·Patel Marg, -Jaipur. · -/1 . . 

· 3.- Superintendent _cjf. Post Offi:ces, Jaipur Mouffssil, Shastri Nagar, 
Jaipur.. . . .i;. . . . 

4. · Post_Master, Post Office, Da,bsa, District bausa (Rajasthan) . 

.. ' )i _' 
..... -.; ....... Respondents 

'.jl 

(B.y-Advocate: _;. ___ , ___ -:-.:-:) .- i: · 
- !1 

.. il 

. I ORDER (ORAL) 
\!·. 
j; . : . . •. 

The· applicant has filed ::this OA against, the order. dated 
.. :i. . 

'I 

29.10.2010 (Annexu'r~ A/1) wH·ereby the respondents proposed t~: 
;J . ,, 

. . . . . . \ . 

recover a sum ·of Rs . .20,025/- on a~count of excess payment made :for 
. :·- .· . : _li . - . 

a. period w.e.f.- 24.03.2000 to ~,9.09.2010. As can be seen from this 
. -. II ... 

' . I . . ~ . . . . ;. . . . . 

order, it is stated th?t the appliqant was entitled to the f':·,=~~~!j~~~-. TRC ·_in_ 

· the pay ~cale of Rs.2745-so-4245 w.e.f. · 01.01.2006. whereas th.e 
·. . ' . . . - . ·. :: : . .-· . - -- -

·_appl-icant was given se.cond -TRc/lin the scale of R?~ 3660-60~5760/~. ~n. 
- • 1- ·, •• 

·, . 
' 

. the second part ·of the order,. tH.e respondents have stated that TRC of 
lA_· . . : . . : . . .. .': ·. -. . - . I .. . . • • . . 

-v i: ,, 
d 

'• . 
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the applicant a~ on 24.03.:20-cJO in the pay scale- of ~s. 1280-35-1980/-
- - ~I - -

. . . . . . . . :; . .· . . .· ' 

was to. ~e fixed at Rs.1595/- -and )/thereafter the pay of the applicant 
. . ~ 

- .. . . - i. .·• . . . . 

was to be fixed iri the followir;tg mapner. The pay of the applicant as on 
. . . . 

-01.03.2001. should:. be. fixed . at :i Rs.l63.0/-, a~ on· 01.03.2002 at 
~ ·. . . /! . . . . ' 

'I t' . . ;;I . - .. 

' Rs.1665/-,. as on· 01.03.2003 afii Rs.1700/-, as on 01.03.2004 at 
. . ' . ·.. i! . . ,. . . 

Rs.1735 + Rs.'Q7/-, as on 01.03.2005 at Rs.t770- +87 and as on 
I 

. ·.. ;: . . . . . . 

. 01.0'1.2006, the pay bf·the applic~nt' shall be revised in the pay scale 
' ' -~ . i: -

I' 

·of· Rs.2745~so_~4245 .- whkh .cornes.i to ~s.4023/- equivalent ·to . . . . ~ . 

• " . . • .1 • 

Rs.4045/-:.. It is· further stated that the second TRC in the scale of 
- . - . - ·: . 

' . 
. . . ' - ' ;; . . - ' ---- ~ -- -- - - . ------- --

. Rs.3660/- as p~r order of the GDS committee,.:·/,.~, .'-::--'"""~-~---::_o.·=~·;·-~:-_.'.;:: __ .•. .· 
. . ' ' ' - !,: . ........ . --------- --- . - - --- - --

- - - ~-- . ' 

. [--_~_,r.~> -/;:~;:-:_,.;:_:G::T_~:. ~-- · . "-c.· >can· not be fixed. 
--- --:----- - - ll . 

' • ' -- ~. -f 1! 

~J. 
I 

. li 
2. · · It may be stated ttia·t the ·appiicant was granted TRC in· the scale 

. . . ll . . 
- . lj . • - • 

of Rs.1280-35-1980/- with effect.from 24.03.2000 to 28.02.2006. The 
. ' . . ~- i! . . . . . 

applicant beihg agg~ieved ~by thJ action of ·the. respondents filed OA 

No. 115/2006 before this TribunJr whereby the applicant had claimed · 
- . !t • . . 

TRC in the higher scale of pay ·of Rs-.1600-40-2400 w.e.f. 24.03.2000 
• 1,- •• 

!! . ,, 
. or in .the. alternate to revise his ;!TRC at Rs.1S95/- + DA · in the pay 

I , • i . 

. i . 
. /itt-· scale of Rs_~l2S0-35-1980/- by ·proteCting his last pay. This TribunC!I 

allowed· the OA of the applicant v(de order dated24.02.2010 to the .: . - . - .-r-· ... - - .. -
.extent that TRC of the applicant be fixed at Rs.1595/--- as being last . ... . ~ - - . . . :) . / . 

ir - ~, 

_ pay drawn. Thus as per the orde~ rendered by this Tribunal, the TRC of 
· · - • l1 

. . . [! . . . . . . . . . . 
. the. applicant as on 24.03.200Q was to be fixed at Rs.1595/-. As 

. . . - . ., \ . . . . 

noticed above; the pay of the:( applicant has been fixed rightly at 
. . . . . -: I; . -

. . . '. . ... ·i; . •" . . . . ' 
· Rs.1'595/- as on 24.03.2000 vi(;le impugned order dated 29.01.'2010 _ 

. . .; . . ' . 

. . - II - . • . - . . 

(Annexure,A/1). Further as_ on ·i:01.01.2006, the PC!Y of the applicant 
I 

was to 'be af revise·d in th~ pay scale -of Rs.2745-50-4245/-; · 

\\, '• . 

!(" . 
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Admittedly, the.applicant was notj!entitled to--the tRC in the scale of 
. • . . • • • • 1 ' , • • ' i! . . . . .· . . . ' 

Rs.1600-40-2400 (Revrsed scale Rs.3660-70"'"5760/-. Thus· we see no 
. . . - i.' . 

. • • • • . ;! . .·· . 

infirmity in the:impugned.order--dat'e.d 29.10.2010 (Annexure A/J). 
• p ·_ • 

,I ·:1 
'i . ~~ ,, 

.. ·I 

3. ··Learned counsel for the applkant submits that the applicant was 
' • ' ~ Jl~ • • • I 

I· 

granted second TRC in the scale :fof Rs.1600-2400 w.e.f. 01.03.2006 . . ·. . . . . . . . . . . t . ·. . . , . . . . .. 
and ·in that event~ality~ it was · ii;lcumbent upon the respondents to 

~ . !! . 

" 
. revise h.is pay on 01.03.2006 in the ·sec_ond TRC of Rs.3.660-70-5760/-

- - .1 . . . 

ii 
whereas the _ respondents __ are _making - recovery pursuant to the 

'i 
. . . . . '. ,, . . . .. 

impugned order dated 29.10.201.0 (Annexure A/1) as if the applicant 
- "' - • • • • ,,1 ~ 

I 
.\ 

was entitled for the TRt in the :,pay scale of Rs.2745-50-4245/"" till 
, I'. .. 

:t 

date. 

' . " we·. see . considerable fore~ in ·the submission'· made by the . 
- . . I 

I )! . 

learned counsel for ·the applicant. Admittedly, . the applicant was 
:I 

. . . ;! .. 
granted · second TC in the S!rale of · Rs.1600-40-2400/- ·.as on 

.. 
: ' 

;I 

01.03.2006, which TRC had been' r:evised t_o Rs.3660-70-5760/-. Thus 
. . . (!' - . 

prima-facie, we are of the View:th.at ~ith effect from 01.03.2006, the· 
' ~- . . . .· . . . /( . . - ': ' . . 

. _· . ·. .. !l - . . . 
basic- pay of the applicant at·R~:.4.045t- should not have been taken. 

:i 
into consideration till 30.-09.201!0. Accordingly, the respondents are 

. . ' . I . . 

. · directed to look -into the matter again on -this aspect and_ pass . 
. . . . . . . ' Ji 

. . . ,I .-

a-ppropriate. order -within a· peripd .: of two months frgm the date of . . 
. . . . ... 'i . . . . . .. . . . 

receipt· of a ·copy .of thi~ o~der. It is,- however, clarified _that 
:J 

. '!-

respondents may affect recoyety .on account of excess payment, if 
. . .. .· i: \ . . . . . 

any, made upto the period February,_ 2006 but recovery of the excess . 
. 1/ . -

.. . II · · • 

-9m6unt, if any, after 01.03.2006 shall be effect only after passing the -
. . . . . . 1: . . . . . . 

' . ~ . . 

appropriate order in term~ of the observations made hereinabove. 
·-~· '· , I~ . . 
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4. With these observations the OA is disposed of at admission stage 

itself with no orde·r as to costs. 

(ANIL KUMAR).· 
· MEMBER (A) 

AHQ 

I . 

·.rwfhr/· 
(M:L. CHAUHAN) 

MEMBER (J) 


