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CENTOAL ADniNIS'rRftTI\/E TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

OA No-&3D#99f^ _

NevJ delhi: this the ff day of JVL^ §200"^
HON'BLE MR ,S,Ri'ADlGE VICE CHAIRMAN(a)'

HDN'BLE DR.fti^VEOAUALLI MEMffR(3)

Sift

Mansa Ram^^'l '
s/o Late Shri Tej Ram'i^
r/o Shri Rohtash SingHl' ;
R/0 C-8/247, Yamuna yiharf _
Delhi ......Applicants

(By Ad\/ocates Shri Ri"\/'Ssinha)
\ygrsup

lS Ministry of Railuasy (Railuiay Board)'i'
Gbvto^ of India^l .
through the^-Secretary^p^
Rail Bhauaitif
Neu Delhi«=»11.

21 Northern Railuayp*
through the General Manager'j'
Baroda Hogsep^
Neu Del hi®

sS The Div/isional Railuay Manager'^i''
Northern Railuay:^
Bikaner Oiv/isionV - -
Bikaner, Rajasthanf. ;%-."oflespondBnts'.1

(By Advracate: Shri RlLi^hayan)

order

S^R';.AdiQey\/C(A)

The only aurv/iving claim in this OA is for

payment of interest @18^ p on a ccount of alleged

delay in release of applicant's retiral benefited

.Applicant.uhile.working as CPS/RE uas

proceeded against departm en tally yide charge Memo

da ted ,28 .'6 J95 (Annexui^-A-'') .on the charge of dananding

and acc ̂  tinO- deooy consignee and R3.24/®

excess cash found in Qov/tS cash on 5i''4j95.

3.''' In his statement dated 5?4.195 (Ann exure®Rl )

applicant a^jnitted to charging excess from the

consignee but requested for sympathetic treatament keying
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in view his retirsrasw^ on 3lll^«r95l

4^i Applicant uas placed under suspensipnl^ Pleanuhile

upon his attaining the aga of superannuation on 2jlo^^95,
the prooesdings already initiated against him uere

continued under Rule 9 Railway Services Pension Ruleslf

Applicant filed OA No^540/96 challenging the nemo

of rfiarges and alternatively sought a direction to

respondants to conclude the DE uithin a reasonable period

and thereafter release his rstiral benefits together with

penal intarest @ 18^_pfa^ That OA uas disposed of by order

dated 13^7^98 (AnnexurBiA^2) uhereby r espondente uere

directed ^ conclude the aforesaid DE uithin 4 months

from the date of receipt of a copy of the order in uhich

applicant uas also to cooperate fully and thereafter

respondents uere to pass appropriate orders in accordante

uith laul

6o^ Having regard to tha fact that applicant

had retired on 31/^*^95, the disciplinary authority by

order dated 3'^11 o'98 ordered the DE to be closed^

Thereupon applicant filed CP No.'■1 39/99 uhich
uas rejected by order dated 13^9^991

O

8'^ Upon closure of the OE against applicant by
order dat«l 3o'11i'98, order for payment of OCRG, leave

encashnent and commuted value of pension uere passed on

20oDS?99; revised PPO uas issued to him in April,1 999,' and

payment of transfer and packing allouance uas arranged

on 5;Mi2000|

9,^ Manifestly under rul as applicant could not have

been released his final retiral dues ciiring pendency of the

DE against him'o^ The OE uas dropped on 3»^1o^^, and from

that date till the date paymant of his final retiral cftjes

uere ordered viz'ol 20,^5^99, cannot be said to bo an unduly
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long period to uarrant respqodento being saddled yitfi
payment of intereatl Applicant has also not succeeded
in establishing that the pendency of the OE from 28i^6.<95 till

it yas ev/enttjaily dropped on ill 15^98 on account of
diiatoriness

respondsnts^lone to uarrant a direction to respondents

to pay Applicant interest. @18^ p.^a,^ on .account of delay
in release of his final retiral benefits!

10o^ ' The OA is therefore dismissed.' No costs'

( DR.A.\iEOA\iALLI ) ' (S.RoADIGE 0 _
mefieEr Cj) yicE chairman (a)!®:'

/ug/


