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OriQinal Aoplication NO . 525 of 1990 

Bhajan Singh • • • • • • . . • . . • • • • Applicant 

Versus 

Union of India & Others •• • • • • • • • Responients 

Hon ' ble Mr . J ustice U.;;.Sriyastaya. V. =.. 

The original applicant died during the 

pendenc7 of this case. Thereafter a substitution 

a?plicatioD has been filed and the same has been allowed 

by the tr !bunal, but his heir and legal representativ~' 
• 

have not carej to carry out the substitution order and 

has preferred to remain absent'eMWD ~~, 
~ - - • 

awl.,,>0~an ~ b.¢4n eii~. 

2. The applicant has prayed the ~i: that 

the respondents may be ordered to pay a sum of RS I 

16195.98 with interest of 18% from May 1984 till the 

date of actual payment. The amount which he claimedon 

the said particular amount on the grouoo that dur ing 

the suspension of the applicant between 16.8.82 to 

10.11.1982. He was not ?a id a single paisa f or ~h~ 

=: irs t. M :m t:.h ~ ... n "3~:)"1J i! :mtr he was paid Rs . 400/- and 

in third month he waS paid only Rs. 78/-

of Rs. 47B/- waS paid to the applicant during 

suspension period . His salary at the time of 

suspension was 278 + 372.70 5t: bile I",~ e~ ~ +hat",. 

-«604 .70, a p i ~he total salary of three months comec 

to 1814.10 and a net amount of Rs. 1814.10 -~478 -

t1336 . 10. ~\still remains unpaid. He has also 

claimed an allowance of 

~ 90¢ Xccommodation 

R s. 70/- pe"' ll16j>..~ ali- l'9QC: 
• L-

and thus between March , 
~ which 

1980 till April 1984 . he claimed a sum of Rs . 3430/- L 

.:ontd .• 2/-
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dcrording to hi~ r~main~ unndid. 

a ell'll of Rs . 201- per month for 7.4 montr.~ i.e. R~ . l 80 

f rOt"Tl the :lal1way D..!p.:lr t"Y'!nt and certC&in othe rs c.l'TIount 

includinq aver U"" hill for the pe dod 7 . e .198/. t o 

17 . 8 .1 9 82. JUt of th~ ~uspen~i~n dlJcwance all the 

other clcli11S are o ld lr.d stole dnd have rather bec:Jne 

barred by ti~ Moreover dee in respect of 3 period ~~en 

.~ministrative Tribunal Jid ~ot co~ i,to exl~tence . :0 

fa~ 0$ the sur,pen~ion allo~ur.ce i~ c~~ce rr.ed~ the cQuse 

of act 10" in rosI,)e ct of .1ame i"; continuing a:"l .... ·iJC" ~ -
a Ii ve . It wa~ the duty of the respondents pay it und 

there is no ju~tific~tinn for withholdi~g it. Accorcingly, 

if the same ha~ nnt ~en paid, the ::.-e~p"mcent.5 are 

directec to pay the balance 0f ~u5pensirm .::rnount tQ the 

heir and legal repre-~ntatives of th~ deceased applicsnt. 

within a period of 3 month!" frnm the dat'~ of co-rr:runicati .... r 

of this order . With Lh~~e cbs~rvati~ns l the applic3ti n n 

is dir;poc;erl of finally. ~Jo Dreier as to th~ cost::- . 

L 
Vice- Chairman 

Allahabad Dated : 25.11.1992. 

(RAA) 


