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Il~ THE CEUTPJL ADIVJ.Illi2.TF:ATIVE TPIBUW\L, JAIFUF: BEHCH, JlHPUR. 

0. A. No. 244/9,_1 Dat~ of ordar: 27.5.1997 

Applicant 

Vs. 

2. The Diviaional Railwa7 Managar, West~rn Pailway, Fota 

Division, Kota. 

3. Sr.Divisional Accounta Office~, DPM Offi.:::.~, w~st~rn 

~ Railwaj, Eota Diviaion, fot~. 

4. Badt· i .~;-.,:) (_I Shri 

Weatern Eailw~7, rota Division, H2ad-guarter at G9n~apur City • 

••• Reapondents. 

Mr.Anil ~hanna - Counsel for the spplic3nt 

None preaent for respond~nta. 

CORAM: 

Hon'bl.:o- !VJl·.Gopal l:rial"ti"ta·, Vic·~ Chairmsn 

I-lon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administr9tiv~ M~mber. 

PER HOlJ'BLE MR.O.P.SHAPMA, ADMIUISTPATIVE MEMBER. 

In thia application und·:r S~c.l9 of the ~~~:tministrative 
r 

Tl·ibunala J..ct, 198:., S!n·i Ba.:lri Ft·asad has pr~'J.;.,j that th·~ 

deducted amount of Provident Fund (PF) of th8 applicant 

arnountir1g to Ea.9::::00/- ':ll...<.:On9\·Jith int.;:r.:at at ~1%. He has sought 

' a furthet· direction that the amc.unt ·:rr.:.n.;,.:.usly :lacluct·:;:,d from 

to the a);-pl i cant b·= fot·~ hi a r·:.t i ;_·ernent. He ha.= also sought 

·damagea/compenaation to th.;. tune of Ps.lO,OOO/- for thia 

illegal deauction from his FF 3ccount. 

Locoshed, Gangapur Cit7, Eota Divieion of Western Railway, 

prior to his retirement in 1993 was th~t he had mad~ only two 

of Ea.3000/- .:..nd Pe.4000/- fronl his PF account in 



2 

account. Th~ ~pplicant•a cas~ is that thia amount was actuali~ 

withdr~wn from hia PF 9ccount b7 anoth~r p~raon b7 th~ nam~ of. 

the time Qf filing of th~ 0.~ post~d ~a Driv~r Gr.A, G3ngapur 

been withdrawn from th~ PF account of the applicant and given 

recov~red from the pay & allowanc~s of th~ applicant in 

the Chief Vigilance Officer, 

Churchgate, Bombay. The applic~nt haa therefore pra7ed that an 

':) 
..Jo 

his PF account. In aupport of their sverm~nt the7 have anne~ed 

a document Ann~.Pl which i2 a photo cop7 of the applic3tion far 

withdrawal from the PF account. The 3pplic3ti6n ia dated 6.8.85 

and according to them it beara th~ signature of the 3pplicant 
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the matt~r at the tim~ when deductiona were t~ing 
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mad~ from hi~ pay & allow~nc~s but no such obj~ction w:ta raised 

by the applicant. 

4. During the argum~nta, th~ learn~d counsel 

appli·:::ant at:tted that the withdr.:n-v~l w~s not in fa.:::t m:tde by 

'1. 

secc~dly on account of recovery of the eame :tmount in 

inatalments from the pay & allow9nces of the applicant. 

the material on record. 

6. Annx.Fl shows th9t the aignature of Badri Pr9sad thereon 

.:.n Et viaual 

con21dera the argument for a moment that the applicant's 

wh~n the :tmount of PF d~nied to have b~en withdrawn by him was 

Ra.lOO/- per month. The proponderance of probability therefore 

not by somebody else. 

to costs. 

(O.P.Q~-
Administrative Member. 


