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CE '._'fR, \L rlD/\.1lNI~Ta \T IVE TRIBJ, r.L ( \ LLnH-\a~L 
A LL"'\ t ;-\81-\D 

Allahabad : This the 12th Day of January 1996 

O!'igina1 Applicdtion No . 1833 of 1994 

Ho n 'ble fi.1r T . L. Verina t J./~i. 
Hon

1
ble f\1r D. S . Ba\•Jeia , /'\ , ft~ . 

.. 

l . Vijdy Kumar Ti11dri , s , n of Sri Sacihu Sharan 
Ti;.1ari . 

2 . -"horawa Singh S/o Late Sri Shiv Nara in Singh 

3 . R,m Karan Singh Chauhan, Son of Sri Kanhai Singh 
Cha uhan . 

4 . Si dha Nath Mi s r a , S/o Sq Har Tirat h Hit h Misra 

5 . Kant Kumar D'<ivedi , S /o Sri Hanuman Pd. Lwivedi 

6 . Sri Nath Singh , '1./o Sri ~ . B . Singh 

(C/A Sri \f , J< . S i ngh) • • • • l"\pplicants 

Versus 

l . The Union of India , through its Secr etary , 
~inistry of Dbf~nc~ , South Block , 
Ne~"' Delhi . 

2 . Th1e Chief Controller of Defence hccounts 
(Pens ions) , Kll~1 habad . 

. . . . Responot;. rrt: s . 

0 ~ D E R (Ora 1) 

By Hon 'ble Air T . ~. Verma , i\lember - J 

The applicants in •11 these Original Applicdt i ons ar. 

Ex -sarvic omen who '•ere re - employed after retirem•nt o n 

varjo,,s civil posts . They dra .. pcnsi . n by Virtue of their 

service in the Defence Ser vices as weu as the salary of ,c 
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post v•hich they are h · ldi ng . They 1:1ere ear lier i n recE;i pt 

of Dearness Relief o n their pens i o n but the payment of the 

sciio rc.:lief ,:as stopped , by a Government Order . ThG rec".Jvery 

of payments eorlier mad<.: als o comme ncc;a . Tha various order s 

pa5S eo by the .a.dministrut ive MUthorities , baseo :. n the: sa i d 

Government OrdE::r , ar1... under chall~nge in these Origina l 

.-.. pplicotio ns . 

2 . T he. controversy in t his matt e- r has a1raady been set 

at r est by the decj.s i 1n of t ht Supreme Court in t he case 

•)f Uni?n of Inaiu a nd :itbcr s Vs , G. Vasu devan Pillay a nd 

others (1995) 29 t'\TC , 180. One " f the points : hich Ct:ime up 

for dE cisi1n by t he ~upreme Cnurt \'!as •.1hethe r the Government 

Orde.r by ··:hic l·. l h L Ex - servic emen re - employed on c i vil p0sts , 

\'Jere diserrtitled tn Dear nesc; Re lief o. thei r pension, i s lega 

and just . T he S.upr e:me Court ha s i rTt era lia held that these 

pens ionE:-rs c wn r i ghtfully be treated dif ferently from those 

Jho do not ge:t r e - emp loy Ed cJ no in th case of re - employed 

pe nsio ner s i t v1ould b e pt::rmissiblc: i n la ·.-. t0 deny Dearness 

Relief o n pens i on , inasmuch dS the salary to b e paic to them 

o n rE - employment t akes car t of t h~ erosion in the vo lue of 

th& money be c~use ~f rise in pric e , ~hich lay at the back of 

grant .... f Dearness Ael i ef . 

3 . As the decision 0 f the Supreme C~urt in the cuse f G. 

Vasudevan Pil lay i s squarely cippl ic<.;l bl e to the prese:rrt apol; - I 

cation , ~ll t he~c an"licgti~n~ arc di£mi ssed as having no I 
mer it . There sha 11 be no order as to costs . I 
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