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In The Central Administrative Tribunal 
Jaipur Bench, Jaipur 

.......... Dt· ... ,.snt •. ~BitPla. Ja.ir.~ ...................... _.Versus ....... . vcu .. &. .• OJ:;s ............................................ . 

Date of Order 

27.6.2003 

-~-- - - .. ~--~ 

Orders 

BY CIFCULATION: 

Review Petition perused. The petitioner states 

that he ought to have been allowed interest at the rate of 

18% instead of 10%. 

~. 

·- . Vid~ crder dated 8.3.~003 the applicant's OA was 

allcwed directing the respondents to pay interest at the 

rate of 10% from the dates stated therein till the date of 

payment. 

? 
~-

The ~laiw1 thet the rate of interest cug~t to hav~ 

been rocre
1

cannot be th~ subject w~tter cf review petition. 

If the applicant was aggrieved of the order of the 

Tribunal ehe could challenge the order before the 

appropriate ccurt. 

4. As t ·:' the .:-c. s e c f Vi j;:. y L • Me h r c· t r a V E • S t ate .: f 

U • P • , ,J T 2 0 00 ( 5 ) S C 1 7 1 r o:- ferro: d t C• i n t he Pet i t :i ·=· n , it 

laid do\vn the t=·rin.::-iple- that jn all .::-ase·s 12.% intH·est 

should te allowed. Wh~re the rate of interest is not 

to allow a particular rate of interest. 

5. llc .::-as-e C•f review is rr•;:,cle •)lJt. The Fevie\oJ 

Petition ie diswissed. 

Vice Chairrran 


