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HJ THE CEUTL~L l\DMHJISTP.~~TIVE TFIE.UrTAL :J_iUPUf' BEliCH: JlUPUP.. 

Dat~ of ord~r:ll.10.1096 

r.:.P.Jc.shi : Apr_:o1 i cant 

Vs. 

Union of India & Ors. 

Mr. Sur.~ndra Sin.;_rh, .:.:•Lms~l f,:,r th·=- a1:opl icant 
Mr.N.K.Jain, ~ouna~1 for tha r~apond~nts 

CORAM: 

Han'b1~ Shri O.P.Sharma, M~mb~r Administrative 

Hon'b1a Shri Pat3n Prakash, M~mb~r Judici3l 

0 R D E R 

PEP HON'BLE SHPI O.P.SI-IAPMA,MEMBEP ADMINISTPATIVE 

thi.3 und~l- 19 

Adrni rd at rat i v·= TL·i bunal a ,1\, •::: t 1 1 9 ,g 5 1 Sh1· i 

th·? 

beta 

;3 t ·=-J=·r·i n9 
-ng 

frc~rn Pa.5J5-600 w.~.~. 

16.7.1977 b2 i/ subj~·::t -
~.9.199J,~.5.1995, and 

18.7.1991 by which th~ r~pr~a~ntations of th~ applicant 

,. - ~ 1" - .- .:! - •• '· ., 
L t=: ,':;; . .t-' C_l J ·-~ ·=- 1 L ~ fCtO. y- from with-holding 

any amount from th~ r~tir~m~nt b~n~fits of th~ applicant on 

account of th~ remarta giv~n in the a~rvice book. 
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L. • Th~ - .c ,_J .L 
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tim~. With ~ffo::·:t fr.:·m 16.7.1977 a p~rs·:·n junio:•;..· t.:. the 

applic~nt Shri H.S.Parihar Inspect~r had been given the 

benefit of increm~nt. The applicant though promoted earlier 

from 15.11.1976 had been ignor~d while according the 

applic~nt repreeented the matter before the Commissioner of 

Inc·:·m·~ Ta::-:, Jair:.ur. The arom~ly pointed out J:.y the 

(Ann~·:.A--1} ·Hhe1.·eb7 the at=·t=·li.:ant 's t=·ay Hae e.tepped up to 

subj.;::.::t veeifi.:ati·:on. Th~ 

representations ag~inst the aforesaid communic~tion but 

these did not evote any eatiefactor7 response. 

? -·. 

of th~ Tt·ibunal ho:·ldin9 that n<:· ~..-~·:·:=tv•::r:z· ·::an J:.~ ·=-ff·=-·::t·:o-d 
the 

Hit h t·~·;Ft rd t 0 L all •:o-o;Je·:ll y Hro:·no;J s t ~r:·t=·i rt·;:J n.r:· ·;p .. ·a n ted ~12 in 

J:.~~n granted to the applic3nt in view of the provision2 of 

Rule ~~(c) read with Pule ~7 of the Fundamehtal Pules. 

4. Th~ respondente in their reply have taten the plea that 

the service boot of the 3pplicant had been forHarjed to the 

Zonal Accounts Gffic~r for v~rification of his service 
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th~ applicant'e pay h~d te~n wrongly atepp~d up. 

in nature ~nd theae do not give ~n7 cauae of action to the 

appli·:ant f,-,;- inv.:.J:ino;J th·~ juriadi·:i:i·:·n <:·f the Ti..·iJ:.unal. tlo 

Th~7 have, therefore, pleaded that ttia application ia 

his claiming relief have 918o teen gener9lly denied ty the 

h:tve ~one through the material on record. We have alao eeen 

subject earlier. 

31 ":' 1996 d..3 ata.t.::.:l . ..... 
appl i•:::ar.t . n:. l"" \=- (.~ (• v .;. l'" 1.., 

- ·"= •-•.L 

1:·1-

O:·f 

th·= 

th·= 

ju·:l~ments 

learn.:.:l .:.:.uns·:l 

anKoJJnt .~ 11 ·= ·;J ·= d t·=· 

retirem~nt no recover7 has teen effected 80 far. 

.:.n th·~ 

fo:•J: tho? 

hav·= b·:::en 

..- 7. 
in s imila.t:' circu..rnstances 

C•r1 tbe e.a.me iaau·~ ·=·f ater:·~;·in;~ ur· ·=·f t=··s~· Lin the 'rn•:::o:.me 

Ta:·: ha.:J 

official a. The 'I'ribun:tl had .:le·:id2d a num\:.·:1.· O:•f O'P.a filed 
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on this account.Withaut going into the merits of the 

issue raised in d~tail, w~ may refer to the judgment 

dated 13~7.1990 of this bench of the Tribunal passed 

in T.A.No.529/86 in the case of A.R.Choudhary and 45 

others. By this ot-d~r, the c.rder-.=. \·li thdrawing the 

been struck-down and the reepondents had been 

paid. The late3t ·:·r.:l.;;r paaa.=:d by this bench of the 

Tribunal was in 0.A.Na.l85/94 S.P.Gupta Vs. Union of 

India and othera and is dated 13.12.1995 by which, 

Tribunal in several cas~s, the recovery of the 

held to be bad in law and the amount recovered was 

8. It is not disput~d that th·:: facts of this 

case are identical to those in O.A.No.l85/94 exc~pt 

of the alle9ed ·=:-:cess amotmt paid has been passed 

and no recovery has in f3ct been effected. 

9. The objectivn - .c ,_, .L the 

application fil~d by the .:q_:.plicant is premature is 

the vi<=:w of the authorities that st·~J;·ping up Has 

wrongly granted to the applicant and his 

representation regard to the 
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cont..;nts of the said 

satisfactory r~sponse from th~ responcl~nts. 

hold that th-= .=.hall not entitl·=-d ·'- -L 1_, 

no 

do\·m th·= t:·a-:/ of th~ ar:·Pl io:::ani: as p.;:r tl···= .:,-:o:.nt·=nt.=. .:.f th·~ 
they 

cc.nmtunicatiorl Ann~:-:ur~ A-:.: an.:l Lsb::tll 1-..:oi: L·,:;:.::ov·:r 3D'l such 

~W)Jf)/___--
( RP..TAJ:1 PF:!H~AE'·H) 

MEMBER(J) 

tho;; J:.o;;n·=fite of the 

OJ 
(O.P.JARMA) 

MEMBER(A) 


