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Secretary, ' '
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3. - Chief‘General Manager, o
(Maintenance - TelecommuniCation),
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4, Commissioﬁer,'Central Excise, ' .
(New pelhi-I), . '
Central Revenue Bldg.
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By- Advocates: 8/Shri K.C.D. Gangwani, R.R. Bharti and V.K.

similar issues and

The aforesaid two applications raise

r during arguments;and hence are

being disposed,ofAby a common. order.
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‘,impugned order

Dearness Allowance

‘ﬂ‘u& Mathur & Ors.. Vsr Unlon of Ind1a &/Ors.

3T;Tr1bunal g

':ﬁ;}dlstlnugulshable from ‘M. M.- Mathur ‘s case (supra)

"counsel has,

tﬁ%i??qundents.a .

. have

We have perused the plead1ngs and con51dered _the

2_"" Lo

submissions madegbyftheilearned counsel for the partles.

~~

3. The appllcants in O A. d2777/97'have chalienged the

aotion of the respondents in - g1v1ng tbe cut off date in the

dated 14 7 1995 (Annexure A—I) llnking the

(DA) to Average All Ind1a Consumer Price

Index "1201. 66 as “on: 1.7, 1993.»

/

(O.A.2232/95,

0. A 1341/97 and 0.A. 2241/95) which were dlsposed of by the

order dated. 25.1. zooo (copy placed on ‘record).

~Thls order has been relled upon by the respondents. Shri G.S.

Lobana, learned counsel for the appllcants, had submltted that

hef'would make hlS wrltten subm1531ons w1th1n one week) whlch

] ,granted to explalngas to how the present cases'fare

Learned

however, not submltted any wrltten submlss1ons_

"‘have the same been recelved from the ‘learned counsel for

!

e

4.  The appllcants have submitted that they have
‘ S

retlred betweenl

been denled ‘the rev131on of retlral beneflts as per

1.

impugned order..
au

1.4.1995. They have relied on the- Judgementsof the PunJab and

Haryana ngh Court in Kartar Slngh & Ors. ]Ys. State of

RSN

Punjab and Haryana (CWP 16439/93) dated"18 9 1997 '~In thls}

case, following the Judgements in Shamsher Singh & Ors. :'Vsa

State of _Punjab & Ors. (CWP 6863/86), declded on 18.4.1988

(CWP

decided on 22 4. 1991, 1t had been held that t.e 1mp031t10n of~ﬁi“‘“

a cut off_ date was bad and that all State Governmento

£

These 1ssue§,were ralsed in

the perlod from 1 7 1993 and 31 3 1995 and
the

They have: challi?ged the _cut off date:

14763/90),_;
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(4
e"}employees : were _~to : beg< treated al1ke 1rrespect1ve of the

’ fact whether they had retlred before 31 3 1985 or after that

ardate.‘ Shr1 G. S Lobana, learned counsel for the appllcants”

r’uhas also submltted that the SLP f11ed agalnst these judgements

Of{ PunJab, and Haryana ngh Court had also ,been dxsmxssed

;*However, these cases w1I1 not assxst the appllcants in the

,present <set of facts/gZCause the grxevance of” the appl1cants

‘\'before ’ué' ‘ to link the DA to £ICP index 1201 66 -as on

dealt w1th 1n Trxbunal 8 order 1n M M Mathur & Ors.' (supra)“

arbxtrary date

: dopted.by the respondents zs

‘18 also the contentlonA

whth

Casesu‘ In the present O As. the appllcants have referred 'toﬁ

O.M. - dated 14-7 1995 whereby DA was llnked to AICP Index
/ . _

) 1201 66 asvon 1 4 1995 whzch therefore,vralses.same £acts7and

X

7:Lssues has‘lralsed i M M Mathur s«caseaksupra) {}nduthatf.~

order, we had dealt. w1th the questlon of chooslng the cut off
date: of 1 4, 1995 and ‘had come to the conclu51on for the

reasons- g1ven thEFELH that the cut off date cannot be held to

be . arhitrary--and,‘therefore =

interfere”finw~thevmatteru=7Needfess§td{sayw

_off date in the present O.As have to be seen in the context of

order dated 25.1.2000, O:A.2232/95’with connectedﬂcases; were

Vo

‘ASn»ﬂ The(ixssues ralsed 1n the present O As, have been

—\1In-thoseg*

MJectlve sought to be achleved

f the appllcants 1n the presentg: e

e

o

'the%inpuéhed' cut'




(s )";.

dlsmlssed. _hInf the facts and 01rcumstances of the. case,‘ we

agree w1th the subm1381ons made by the learned counsel for the

respondents that the reasonlng 1n the order dated 25 1 2000 1n

// the other cases 1s fully appllcable to the present cases also.

1 an' ?n thev result,, for’ the ‘reasons glven above,

costsvﬁ;gltﬁif.¢:ﬂﬂw

(SMT LAKSHMI SWAMINATHAN
MEMBER(J) .
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- O;AJIIZOVS?‘ and 0. A 2777/97 are dlsmlssed.‘ No order ias to
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