
---Ill THE Ct:l1TP.AL ADMilHSTPATIVE TPIE:UUAL, JAIPUR BEtJCI-J, J.2UPTJR. 

r. A 11 - r:' 4 -. / ,- "' v. • ~u. -' _.:;., ':J~ Date of order:4.8.1997 

Mah~ndra ~umar Jain Applicant 

Vs. 

Delhi-110001. 

2. Chief Engineer(Civil), Telecom north ~one, First Floor, 

Area Centre, E-~, Jh3ndewal3n Extension, New Delhi. 

Maharaahtra Telecom. Circle, GPO Building, ~nd Foor, Bombay-1. 

4. Accounts Offi~er(TA), 0/o the Chief General Mansger Telecom 

Rajasth3n Circle, Jaipur-30~008 • 
. _, 

••• Res P·=·nde nt s. 

Me. I~. L. -Tha wan i Counsel for applicant. 

Mr.S.S.I-laaan - Counsel for respondents. 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.Gop91 rriahn3, Vice ~hairman 

Hon'ble Mr.u.P.Sh3rma, Administr3tiv~ Member. 

PER HOU'BLE ME.GOPAL rPISHDA, VICE CHAIRMAN. 

under Sec.l9 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985, seeking 

a directiun to the resp.:.ndents to:• Et•:::c•:.unt f.:·r the missing 

respect of the applicant and mske payment to him with interest. 

2. The caae of the applic3nt ia that he retired from service 

w.e.f. a "' ~- in the 

Superintendin9 ·=·f w.:.rJ:s (Civil), of 

Telecummunicatiuns, Eomb3y. While making pa7ment of the bal3nce 

in the GP~ 3Ccount, the mia~ing credits for the ~foreaaid 

credits for the aforea~id periods are given in par3 1.5 3S well 

e.\.N1~_,.. aa Ann:·:.A:::: .:,f thi.=. appli·:::ati·:·n. Th·: missin·~ .:::re.jite in the GPF 
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dated 8.8.1977 at Annx.A9. 

3. The grievan•::.:e ._:,f the appli·::ant is that n.:. ar::tion is being 

taJ:~n by the resp.:.ndents t.:. pay the r·~mainin9 balan~e 0f the 

' GPF despite the fact that GPF subscriptions have been jeducted 

1973-74, vide certificates at Annxs.A5 & A6. 

4. On the .:·therhand, the r•?a!_: .. :·nd·:-nts have stated that the 

application is. barred by limitation. It is :J.ls.::. .atat·~d that 

efforte t .. '.! 
... -L•-' call for the 

missing credits from the concerned Audit Offices vide Annxa.~,S 

and 10 and other letters but the verification regarding 

incorporation of credit2 for the aforeeaid peri?ds in question 

in the aforesaid GPF account of the applicant either b7 offi~ea 

offices tc. \·Jhom the ,:;pp :l.:·c.:•unt Haz subse•:;yuentl~z' tranaferred 

could not be ~ompleted due to incomplete information and non-

submjssion of complete documents by the applicant. 

5. We have heard the learned counsel for the parties and have 

perused the r•?CC·t-d. 

6. So far ae th•? questi0n ,:,f limitati.:,n .ie ~cn~e{-ned, it is 

pertinent to note th:J.t the applicant retired from service 

w.e.f. 31.5.90. It •)11 14.9.9~ that there a 

communication fr0m the .:,ffi.::e ._:,f the Chief .:;enet·al Manager, 

Maharashtra Telecom Circle that on receipt of the GPF miaaing 

credit::: from the .:;:c.n.::erned sudit ·=·til·::es the payment \vill be 

arranojed t.:• the subs·::riJ:.er. The pre.=ent appli.::ati..:·n \vaa filed 

on 8.9.1993. In these circumstances, thi2 :ipplication cannot be 

e:J.id to be barred by limitation. 
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it has been stated by the respondents that 

arrangement could be made by respondent No.3-to make payment aa 

d·=sired by the appl-icant if he had furnished sufficient and 

proper information and material to the ans\·TerinSj n~st=·•=·ndent 

concerned and his further claim of payment is suGject to 

verification of credit entries. The applicant has filed an 

affidavit before the respondents in compliance with the 

direction contained in O.M. dated 8.8~1977, Annx.A9. 

8. In vie\·! of the facts st3ted above, t.·Je direct respc·n·:lent 

No.: •• 3 to settle the applicant's claim for payment of the GPF 

balance in respect of the missing credits in view of the 

afo.::.resaid affidav,it· and the certificates at Annxs.AS and "A6, 

'. within a period of 4 months from the date of receipt of a copy 

of this order alongwith interest, as admissible under ru}es. 

9. The O.A is disp.:.sed of ac•.::c.rdingly \•lith no vrder 

costs. 

c,KlV£N~ . 
(Gopal frishna) 

Administrative Member. Vice Chairman . 
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