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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATAIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH 

ALLAHABAD 

RESER\, [';D 

DATED THIS THE _~ DAY OF' :s \.>",.y, . 2010 

9 ri ginal Ap.I'lication-.l'lo . 62 of 2008. 

CORAM 

HON'BLE MRS. MANJULIKA GAUTAM, MEMBER (AI 

Mmku ... 11 SOil (I Sita I';l n, hrih, r Post "'hairnagar, District 
Farrukh.lbad. 

. . Applicant 

B\ Ad\'. Sri N.I"':. Singh 

\EI~SuS 

1. Union of India through Secretary Post, Depanment of Posts, 
Ind ia Ministry of Communications, Dak Bhawan, Sansad 
Md rg, f\c\\' LJt."lll i. 

2. P(,sl Masler Gcncr~d. K<..InpUf Region , Kanpur. 

3. Superintendent of Pos: Offices, F'atchgarh Division, 
Fa r r u k h'-I bcl~ I. 

By AdL S r i Saurabh Sri\dSU..l\'d 

Sri S.c. fl,1tshra 
Sri R.D. Tiwari 
Sr i Saurnil rn Singh 

O RD ER 

. .. Respondents 

Heard Shr; D.S. Yaelav holeling brief of Shri N.K. Singh, 

learned counsel ror the applicant and Shri D. Tiwari, holding brief 

ofShri s. Srivnsl;\ "<..1, It:'lrllcd L) IIlsL'l for the respondents. 

2. The fact. tH the G.s an hat the applicant \\'as working as 

E.D.D 1\ sincL 1. ,.J.I( ( ()11 the basis of his seniority and 

salisfaClO ry' \\'( rk. hL' W:I:-; ~i\'L'n ~ln order or <- ppointment on group 

. 
'D' post d<It·( 2l 10.}l • "'H.~ applicant joined the above group 

'0' post but \1 IS II I I lll'lk,lon 11 1.2007 on completing the 
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Un; at( h the period of serVIce of the 

dPplKdt t Oil grol ) 'D' '1 \\" 1:-. less than <) ycars and 9 months. 

which is nee! I 19 )( . .'riod, thefefore. he 1S not being 

paid (111\! pen:-- \"' . ' . b\ thIs the applicant has filed thc 

preSt'nl D.A. < III h 1 )WlI1t! reliefs 

"i) I I " Ic'r. fir directio" qllll\hi"R ""'I'II;:IIl'll order d"Ied 
_ :'.lfI._~( (1I/Un IlTt' I) Im'''t'' hy re'/}(JlUleltl \0.3. 

II' r. dirc'uiol1 tlin:clill;': th e r e '/JOlldellh 10 plly 

'" 
,.. 

3. Arler 

representalion d. 

reqUlre 10 \'C:. s 

allov,'ed to CUI 

65. 

4. In the 

stated that ~tli L 

according lO r 

of pens Io n i. 

compi('l(:d (J \ 

rendered b\' 

thercforl, hi 

taken lllto ~ 

5. H 'an 

of the ( )111 

Hnd thtl( 11' 

I'tll'1"/I f /1111111 'r retrial hCllejihjorlltll'il1t a/our: H'ifh IXuo 
I "11 \\ \11("/1 olher nrt/er which ,1,,\ 1/011 'Me 

(olrll 

1 
I 

• • 

" 

1 

l 1 

I 11/ /it IIlIft proper i ll Ille drclllm/tmce\ oj ,lte 

mller nth' or direction lI 'hiell Ihi\ Iltm 'ble 
. d," '1/1 fit ill ,h" cirCIIJIt\/(IIICI..'\ of ,lte {'(I~e. 

{ "f ol,hl' appliclItioll ", 

1IL1 iliOn, lhe applicanl made a 

n which he has slaled that he did 

I n oliling group 10' post he \\-'ould 

'["vice and that he should now be 

s or G.D.S. whe re the age limit IS 

d b) ~he respondents, It has been 

l le case or the applicant have been 

1ua li(\'ing service required for grant 

Jnlhs 'whereas the applicant has 

I 1d 5 days only and also services 

not counted for pension purpose, 

d of \\'()rking as G.O.S. cannot be 

ing qualifying service 

" perused the record on rile, I am 

en I>~ the respondents is correct 

of thl' applicant as G.O.S. can be 
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gl\CI1 to 11m while calculating 1he qU<ll!r~ing service. He jOined the 

~r()Ur '[) post of his o\.\'n \,,-'ill ... Illd later [OU! ct out that hc did not 

ha\'l' tl.( requisite qualifying service for grant of pension. 

Ignordl1tT of 1m,\' or rules is no ciefence If he had been vigilant, he 

had th( Iplion not to join the group 'D' post and to continue to 

work dS \'i.D.S. but he joined the group '0' post and, therefore, he 

is bound by Pension Rule governing group '0' posts. No case for 

IIltlT\TI Ion in the maller IS marie out. a.A. is accordingl~ 

dismissed. No ordt.:r as La costs. 

Manish 

'-I 
Mcm cr (A) 
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