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1 . Uhettier rteportors of loc2l p3pers m2y b"' 2llou:=>rl tc /._, 
sec the judgment 

2 . To b8 r efe rred to the Reporter or not ? 

3 . whether their Lorciships wish to see the fair copy of 
tho judgment ? 

4 • Whether to bo circulated to :--11 rthcr Benches ? ( 
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Ccf\ TAAL AU .INI::>TRnllIVE l'RIBUN"'L 

Original n pplication No. 158 of l 9C 

R .S. Shukla •••• Applicant 

Versus 

Unicn of India and Ors R ' + • • • • espooaen ... s 

CURAM: 

Hon. r-.~r. Justic.a u.c. Srivastava, V.C 

(By Hoo. Mr. Justice u.c. Srivastava, 'l .C ) 

The applicant retired as Haad t.~aster in the 

Orddnance Factory, Kanour on 1.2.1980. His pensio­

nary benefits ~ere computed and thereafter payments 

were made to him. According to the applicant he was 

entit led to a sum of ~ .691/- per month cs pensial 

but he is being paid only ~.604/- . The applicant 

received a sum of ~ .21162 .5Cp pension from 1.2.so 

~~to 1938 . The reafter he received a letter 

en 19.4.98 from the respondents for recovery of the 

amountRs . 3765.60p it; alleged to have been pa id 

in excess . 

2. The applicant made a representation against 

the Sdrne on 25.9.88 requesting that ii the amount 

is not to be recovered from his pension . The appli­

cant has challenged the said recov~ry,obviously 

no recovery could hdve been reade from the pension . 
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3 . • J • ..; ir t l rr. ~ d c u ... e 1 f r t . 

r s, on ~ts co 1.€ 1 E.:d ... t t · rec v r h s .... 

de from ~ :i:: c.tuity <-nd nvt frc-. an·· 1:.nsi n ut 

hi;. re is n rrdnt for his contention . The 

. licant Ch 1llen_,ed th rl..!COV ry oS 1W ell S the 

short fixotic:n of t e ~ ..... nsic.n . In is coon ct en 

he f :.1~d re
1 
... 1 es ent tioo • .l.nc s e t e res or en ts 

\ ould hc..ve 
t.c. in . _, 

into co.1siaer tj_on th... lee;; of t e . t"'lic nt, 

the ot-. licdnt wculd not hav~ bc:n cant-Jell ·O to 

o 1:Jr0och this Tribundl . 

4 . nccordingly, this - tJ!-'licotiun is allo ed . 

The reStJ°'' ents "'re ...... i.cect.ed to d.:.s~cr->e of the 

re~resentdtion Joted 25 .9 .33 \.vi thin o period of 

t~o months by e1 s.i:akir.g oraer f.Jcirticulc.rly on 

the . oint dS to whe:tht::r t.1e a licon t 's ens ion 

hds been correctly f ix~d or not and 

recov~ry hos been me.de f ran pens ion or f ran 

grdtui ty f ran computad volue . ·Before ffidk ing 

r~coverv it is to be c:scsrtdined thdt \ 1ether 
• 

on o ~ortunity of oeing hedrd hos been given to 

hin. or not . lt vill be otJefl.for t e dutrority 

to """ive dn o orti...nity of hea r ing to the 

licdn t . 

5 . .ith these obs rvc.ti~ns, t liS 
lie ti n 

., tc. o. is, 0$ ed off f inc..l ly . 
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