
f CC^TRaL Airn I ni strati ve tribunal principal bench

Oft No. 1287/98

Neu Delhi: this day of Dacenb er^ 1999,

HON'BLE HR. S. R. ADIGE VICE (H aI AN ( a) .

3 aQ do h an»

Late ri Babu R^ Kesary
B-4, dukhrsrn Garden^
PO Tilak Nagatp

Neu Oalhi -18 flppli cant^

(<^plicant in person)

y/ersOs

1, Union of Indiap
dinistry of Oefencei
South Blockg

Neu Delhii^

2. DG Ed E,
Aimy Headquarters,
Wg PO

Neu Delhi

.3. Qommanderp
Hg Base li)rkshop Group EdE,
Delhi Cantt-»10i'

4. Qjmmandant,
505, Army Base UJrk^op,

Delhi Cantt«»10 , o«.» Respondents^

(By Aduo cate: ri dadh av Panikar).

ORDER

HON'BLE dR. S.R^flOlGE UI CE tH ftl I?! flN ( flK

Aoplicant had filed this Oa on 10.7.98 seeking

a direction to respond^ts to release all his reti ral

dues, including OCfSl; oommutation of pension; pension

amount; G,p.Fund anount; leav/a encadiment and CGEIS

amount conseqUtfit to his retirement on superannuation

u» e, f e' 3]i'4,'98 , tog eth er' ui th penal interest for the

delay in payment from the date of retirenent till

paym^t uas actually madei^
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2, Respondents in thgir reply did not d^y that
applicant had retired on 3D,A,98 and also did not deny
that he submi tted hi s p ap era fo r p en sionary benefits
in AU9Ustp1997 but oontended that uh en he uas asked

to sign the pensionary p ̂  era p r^ ared on pfe-FeVisfd
scale he raffused to sign it and uas adOTant to get

hisp^sionary guards in revised scaieo Reapondenta
s'tait.er>th!§tHrB^:sed'.p ay rule3»1997 uera declared on
2?4,10« 97 and appli cant' s p ay uas p ro vi sionaily fixed

on 4,10«"97, All the paym^its on account of arrears uas

provisional sthject to adjustrient in future on final

fixation of pay#^ Pensionary awards uere to be made on

the pay finally fixed by the audit autho ri tieso'' Audit

authorities fixed appli can t® s p ay on 15o1«9a based

on uhidi his p en sionary auards uera released on 27o'5,98,

uhich uere foruarded to S3I» Ti s Hazarip Delhi (Link Bank)

vide letter dated 8,$;, 98 for release of pensionary auards
to applicant's Bankeriuiz#'SBIp Chaokhandi p Delhi , As

regards applicant's GP fundp respond^ts state that

cheque slip for fe. 67,70V- uas recaivad from the audit

autho ri ti es on 25«5,'98 and spplicant uas infouned to sign

the receipt of the ^ount on 27of5il98, but as applicant did
not return tfi e receipt duly signed, nor did he rgpo rt to

the Unit the G,p, fund anount of Rs, 67,70 z/' uas paid

to him on 29,7# 98, Similarly th eque for leave encashment

dnounting to fe, 635 29/- uas paid to applicant on 29o7.98,

and CG EX 3 amount as al so leave enca^ment snount uas paid
by cheque on 29^7.98,

3 . Appli cant h as filed rejoinder, in ihich he has

contended that reapondenta had deliberately delayed payment
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of his pensionary rJuaa and has also claimed that

respondents still oue hira teo1<W3/- as tii e balance anount

of LTC claim submitted by hira in ruary»1998; te# 18/-

aa balance anount of Medical OL aim submitted in

Augustp1997 ; fb, 2800/- on acccTiunt of payment of arrears

from the raoomm endationa of the 5th Pay Commission;

and Fb, 3D0/- as compensation, H e al so claims that he has

been paid ̂ ,2970/- less as gratuity due to revised

Da u,'e, f,' Januaryp1998,

Having heard both parties and perused the

materials on record I am

have paid applicant his

satisfied that respondents

retiral benefits and the delay,

if any, in release of the same was because of revision

of pay scales con sequent, to the 5th Pay Commission

reoomm endationa and not because of any wilful dalibarate

or malafide intent on thepartof respondents iihich

uould warrant saddling ih en wi th interest oo stso^

In as much as the dues referr'ed to in para 3

above are concernedp it will be open to applicant to

pursue the sene seperate^y with reqjond^t^

6. The OA is disposed of in teens of paras 4 and 5
abo ve»^ Mo costs,'

aoig(  s,
\/lC£ CHAlff)AN'(A)

/ug/


