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CE ·rRALADMli. IS"lf:RA1."lVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH 

~.\JJLAHABAD 

Original Applicatinn No. 5(>0 of 2005 

Tuesday. this the.' 13.a <i.'tY of J•'elJruarv 2007 

Don 'ble M•·- .Just.ice K.ltem ,. aran. Vi~c Cliairman. 
Hon·1,Je 1\-[r. K.S. Mt:nuo, !\'l.eml1e1· (._\..) 

Resi&nt of 1241409 E Block ()ovmd , agar .. i~anpn•·· 

Open Court 

.. . ..... .. .. .. Applicant 

By Advocate : Shri N . L. Agrawal 

l. 

Versus 

U11ion oi' lndi~ tl1rough Secretary Qt' D~f~nc~. 
Ne\vDelhi. 

2. Joint General 1\-lanager A<ln•inistrati·v~. Sn1aJ) Arms Factosy, 
1: m1pur 1'«3Aar 

.......... . 1iesp on dents 

By .4.dvocate : St1ri S. Singh 

0.KDER 

H on ~ble l\ilr. Jus.'t.ice Khem I<.:aru.n, ''ice Chairman, 

TI1C? applicant has pra}·ed that the respo11dents bt! ciin~ct~d to ruak~ p~l}'Tllent ot.' one 

rnore ACP s cale to th e appl 1cant. His cn .. w is that inJtially }1e was appointed on 

18.03 . 1964 on tl1~ post ot- Weld~-C but a.tter s o11•e- tim~ 11~ "'BS 1·e movcd and \,VclS re-

3f>J>ointed on 10. 09.1965 1n the scaJ~ oi' Rs.85-110/-. H~ aJleg~d that h~ pa~~ed tJJe tracle 

t"'st ai1d \.\.'7\S pro1n oted on 12 . 11 . 1965 " ritbi n a span of t"·o months. rl1~r~ came a ~h~m 

call~cl As::>1u-ed Car~er Pro.S3rt.""~sJon ui 1999 ru1d 11n<Jer that Scuc.>Jn e tl1~ apphca11t \.~:aq 

gi'\l'cil one s ucl1 b1..>n efit ot· Al-::P but \.~ 11ot give11 th~ s~c<>11rl ACP. Ht!, lht!retor~~ h as 

filecl th 1s O.A 

2. 111~ r-e::>pondcut~ l i ~Lvc con tt"sf~cl tl1c clai111 of 1 h.:! a 1>1>ticai1t. · 11t~y h~1 ~ al:;o tried 

to e-> rlY th<ll tiJ.e ben~fit ot second ACP \.'\~ also g ivt3 n t O· th.e appl 1c•u1t. 
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3. W..- hrtve heard the prutie~ counsel. ~n1ere appeunt to be a dispute that as to 

"·heth~r the second ACP \.\.raR giv·en to the applicant or not but 1t 1s a. fact that no Ol"'<ler 

reJhsing to grant the be;;1n ~fit of s~cond AC;p l1as been passed so far in spite of the 

representation given l>.Y tJi~ applicant. Copy 01· such rep.-~sentation dated 20.07.2004 is 

ru1nexu1~ A-1. \Ve think tl1at the que:-dion as to wf1ether- tlie applicant is entitled to the 

b.?ncfit of' Secon<1 ACP un<ler the re)t)vant scJ1~n1c?/orders hac; to ud examined firt4 by the 

respondents rutci in case they sa_>' th~t the applicru1t 1$ trot entitled theu, tl1e app11cant may 

HpJ>roach U1is 'J'ribunaJ nnd in c~ tl1e y come witl1 a case tha1 .at 11ad alreudy been g. anted, 

t}1~ n1attdr '-'Vilt en ct and t}1e r-e iM no 1>oint to k~p this ().A. pending here or to ~nter into 

the controv~rsy ID; to \Nltcther the 3Jlpl 1cant i~ ontit:i'3d to lh is bdnefit. So, the O.A is 

tina.Jly di~posed ot' W'ith ~ clirt""ctaon to 1-es1londc11t rto. 2 to coufitder aucl d1~1>o~c! of tl1e 

representa.tjou dated 20.07.2004 (an11ex11re-l) in accordauce with 1,1}ewtern1s of the 

Scheme relatir1g to A<..:P "rithin ap'3nod ot~3 montJJs fi-om the date acdrlifiecl copy ofth1s 

Or-cJer be produced belore hr1n and i11 case sucJ1 benefit ot~ second ACP ha' alreadv l>e~n 
r 

given to the applicant~ as stated by learndd counsel :for tl1e respora<lents, the authority need 

not ~doter into any fitrther exercise. No order ac:: to costs . 
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