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- Taluka : Raver, I ,_,gf*77 e e e
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| “ug~nwxﬂ,.ﬂkfg~(By Advocate _hr; S P.Saxena) L e ‘
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'v;;;‘Ji];ekf;ggr:ey S R Adlge, Vlce-Chairman (A)

i’ Appllcant seeks a dlrectlon to respendents to release .

\ .

o illf li;feﬁthefamounts staﬂélnﬂ i” the name ef her deceased husband

:l_towards P F., Insurancé Leave Wncashment DCRC- and famlly

”_.;lf;?“jf'flf ]f?pen51on w1th arrears and to grant intere t @ 18% p a. eniaf_f
}7ga11 the eutstandlng dues 111 they are, actually aald to
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'.\?;;appllcant
e e Heard- beth Sldes : 3 4
AT ‘ resse
L PO PO Durlng argumenté the only rellefs é;agaﬁ

¢

apellcant's COuneel were fer eayment cf 1nterest ow1ng to;;!l
K delayed release of flnal retlral dues from 1980 onaards‘f ,wf~

1

tlll the date of actual release
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4,  Respondents counsel corceded that applic=nt

was. entitled to iﬁtereét on ‘the delayed release 6f

GPF as this sumfre?resen%ed apolicant's deceased

husband'é‘own money, but as regards intefest on .other

: retlral dues he sukmitted that resoondents were not

llable to ray- the ‘same as apollcdnt had preferred thls

"OA on 6. 10 1998, .although her husband had explred in

1080 1txelf E

5. . In this connectlon, resmondente reply to The OA

'reveals thqt applicant's husband who jolned tbejr '

I3 -

service on or about 1956 was reaorted to have remalned

unauthorisedly absent from duty from 27.1.1970. tlll

-e27.4,1980. M&Jor aenalty charge sheet was 1ssued

to him on or about 12.&.1980, but the disciplinary

jproceedlnns could not be completed cpéndente

further state in thelr renly that they came to know

-about the death of anplicant's hustand enly when.

_applicant applied tor payment of adm1351b1e dues in

1992. Thus, according to respondent y apellcant'

hquand was unauthariseﬂly ébSent from duty for approx.

10 years upto his date of death, and thereafter

,annllcant took more than 12 years to inform reSpondents

atout the death of her husband,

-

6.  These contentions have not beeh denied by

~applicant in any rejoinder.

.v..v.j.". .
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\ _1nterlor of the state anﬂ she should

35
7. However,'there is no'satiSfactory,explanetion on

the part of the‘Respondents-as to why prompt action .

was dot takeh by them to pay épnlicant*s legitimate

.'dues when she brought to thelr notice the tact of the

death of her husband in 1992 Indeed 1n»para 7 of
thelr renly,to the OA filed on 7.10.1999 respondents ’
have stated that a’ sum- of Rs. 732/- towards P k.,

: amount has been arranged (emohaels supnlled) to be
Pl ———r——
_ walo Thls means once till that date, Whlch is

’abnrox1mate1y seven years after appllcant had brought

to respondents notice the ‘tact of the death of her
husband, _the. GPF amount had stiil not been actually
released Tt is iurther stated in aforementloned
para 7 that oayment of Iamlly oen51on and other dues
have also bheen processeé (emphasis supolled) and sent t
— .

for verification and. would be 7a1d if admlssible.

v4-In other words, tlll the reply of reswondents to the
04 was filed on 7.10. 1999, even the verlilcatlon of

‘appllcant s claim for famlly pen51on and other. retlral'

dues had not been comnleted, although she had brought
to resoondents notlce the Iﬂct of - the death of her

huspand 1n_1892 itself,
8. In msy considered view, a pgeried cflﬁ months

with effect from the date agylicsnt brought to

_respcndents'notice thetfact of. the deathvbf her

‘husband, Should'haﬁe been sufficieht‘for reSqudents

to process and verity applicapt's cldim for admissible
retiral dues upon her‘hdsban&'s unrertunete demise.

Apnllcant is a pcor and i7literate widow 11vine 1n the
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“comﬂelled te file this*OA merely to secure, her legitlmate_ .

Zf_fdues, whrch 1n any clrcumstances gave\her a contlnuous

4

”cause of actlon tlll the aues were actual1y Uald
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;;!;4‘9‘;.} In the. result thms OA’ 1s dlspesed of w1tb the

i
o

';igllewlng dlrectlons.'i;fﬂ“jﬂa

";'

‘ 4'1 Aopllcant w111 be entltleé to interest @. 12% .
ﬁ,r,;-p a..on GPF amount thh effect Irom 1980 f'&_ﬂ_-%..
| j;tlil the date of actual payment. | 'ﬂj;:} “' V'?j_ B

\Efv'? é2;1Ap@11cant w1?1 also be entltled to interest -,
*,;?_' @ 12 % p.a. on a¢l ether retlral dues released

:1%3,5L L _fto her, to be ualculated with effect irem the"’

oo date six monthc after ‘she brought to resv@mient’s
L 74?u;~55nqt1ce the tact. of the death of ‘her Kusband, 4
T lﬁ4tlil the date each @f the aayments were actuaLly
- - made‘ . .o -. L. o8 ) Vvl "I' . " Voo . ' .

' ” S Co S .

. v 3. The%e amounts sh@uld Be- g}ld t@ her w:thln
PRI 3 fionths from thre uate of recelpt of a cosyfs',
o of thls ordor. - ’“3-15 t j ,;T e
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