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JUDGMENT

UIG E , M ETIBER Jl

Hgprd.

r9ii0f(a)is con earned, ra span dan to

H='1/8 correctly pointed out th-^t the mpttar oitenijs
■

Finally concluded by order d-ted 3.2^94 in C.P. Uo»

nnd the claim is barred by res^j udi on ta, tha spms.,

issue has been finally ndjudicn ted bstyesn the seme

p-Tt-ABo and cannot be eg sin to couth t-is C ,«

3. In so far as relief (b) is oonoemed,
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photocopy of the Ib'^-m account stPtamant (^nnexura-
fi-i-r .f

ba"rs Isiete the raspon dents' contantion "s fXintfinird

in their addl* pffid»\/it da tad 1»3«96 to uhich

thera is no rebuttol^, that tha Rpplic--ni -'Ined

absent frcifn duty ouing to sicknass -luring ihe period

No uambs Tj 199 3 to 3,6^94 -n :i th 4%. being rsc J a-vs oye

to his cradit for the said period^ thg same -;"S trestud

as iQ^m uiithout pay under rules except for tha

osriod 21«-2«94 to 28e2»94 yhich yes trs? nsd es ^^-'i

;"nd 1ba ye salary ui**3 psid to hiw®

4# In so Far reliaf (c) is cor, pa-.en9dj,

fnam re so on dan ts ' reply "S supported by their lathsr

d-ted 29®4®95 (gnna xu re-fl? ) it rpps^-ps yhan

-'pplic^'nt reti..r9d on s up a cnnu - tian or* 30.f«' sum

of 'h,47025/- stood to him on ■ ggo -r : ,

grstuityj, pjoa nhich =i sum of %t1B16S y-s rrUis tad

to umrds o ya r payments fiirde to him for ye-rious

periods during 199 3--94 yhsn he uses absent from duty

and had no la»ye s^^-l-ry due to nis credit#. Itiis

is *^'l3o SLpporfced tsy the contents of ,

aFfitfa. wit datsd 1®3#Ss filed by the sffici-i

respondents® There is no rabuttFl by the r^pclinrrrpt

'to the respondanta' reply or this ? i r|c wi t#

In fpct respondants point out th?r t sum, of fe,i.290/-

is still ou0d by the applicant tc " - "

racouaries of oyerDsyments •nada *s permissible under

.Rul a 15 to"' il uey Se r ui cs { P ens ion ) Fful *3S, 199 3#

5, Under the ci rcums tr^n ca, this Cg c-'lls fop

no judicial in te rfa rsn ce«, It is dirsin is sad, -c cosrgs®

ayto.*.--r"u p^
^  b e "f® 4 ,)1'; )

fi stoeia (ft) '
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