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IN THE CE T~AL ADMINISTRATIIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR. 

I . . . - 11 \ O.A No.270/95 : Date of order:·:z.._3_ 2-w 
I . ·~· -

S.N.P.Khichi, S/o 'Shri Premrajji Khichi, R/o 192/21, 
I . 

Surya Darshan, Nasirabad Road, Adarsh Nagar, Ajmer. 
I 

••• Applicant. 

Vs. 

1. 

2. 

Union of India· through the Secretary to the Govt of 
I . 

India, Mini. Planning, Deptt of Statistics, New Delhi. 
I 

Chief Executive Officer, Mini. of Planning, Deptt. of 
I 

. I -

St~tistics, Sardar Patel Bhawan, New Delhi. 
I - . - : 

Director NSSO( FOD), Pushpa Bhawan, Madan.gir, Delhi. 
I 

.. 4. Re~ional Asstt.Di~ector, G6vt. of Iridia, Mini. of 

Pllnning, Deptt.of Statistics NSSO(FOD) ,. So9ani .-_Bhawan, 
I . 
I 

Naya Bazar, Ajmer. 
I 

- ••• Respondents. 

Mr.S.R.Chburasya - Coun~el for applicant. 
-1 . 
I ' 

Mr.Hemant Gupta, Proxy of Mr.M~Rafiq- Counsel for respondents. 

CORAM: 

Ho1'ble Mr.S.K.Agarwal, Judicia~ _M~mber 

-Hon'ble Mr.A.P.Nagrath, Administrative Member. 
. I . 

PER. HON'BLE MR.S.K.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER. 
I . 

In]this O.A th~ ap~licant makei the following relief: 
I 

i 

a)(i) Toifix_his pay correctly from 1.1.86 at Rs.2480 PM in 

scale Rs.l600-2660. 

ii) To allow next increment on 1.5.86 or on 1.1.86 itself 

t i i) 

·as ~submitted in par_a 4(13) above alongwith arrears of.' 

pa~ and allowances theret~ by suitably ammending office 
I 

or~er dt.~.5.94 and 31.8.94 1Annx.Al & A2). 
I· 

To al:j.ow fixation on promotion to post of Supdt. we f 
·-1-•. 

20.7.90 under FR 22(a)(i) fr6~ ~.1.91 under FR 22(c) as 
\~ . .- ..... 

pet letter dt. '22 • .8.90 (Annx.Al3). 

~o irefund Rs.995/-.-. ~llegally, & wrongfu_rly deducted from 

DC,G of the applicant by qu~shing letter dt.5.9.94. 

i 
I -
I 



c) 

I . 2 .. 

To refix his retira · dues inc::luding pension, DCRG etc & 
I· 

pa a,rrears ther.eo f:; and all consequential benefits • . . 
d) . To allow -interest @ 18% per annum on all sums due to 

the ·applicant~ ' 

I f h. · 1· · · e) Coits o t 1s app 1~at1on. 

2~ . Faats of the case as stated by the applicant are that . l < ! ' 

TA No.34f/92 fi~ed by the·. applicant· was- decided by. this 

Tribunal o.n 5.8.93~ ,The qirections given by the Tribunal· in 
I 

( 1 . 
·the aforesaid T.A could b~ complied with ··only after. filing a 

Contei_Dpt Jet_ition. I,t is. stated that the applicant was wrongly. 

fixed in the pay_scal~ Rs.l600-2660 at Rs~2450 w.e.f 1.1.86 

whereas there is no stage ·like £his and the applicant was 
. . I 

en-titled ~o be· fixed at Rs.2480/- on 1.1.86 in t-he pay scale 

Rs.l600-2660. It ·is further stated that on promo~ion as 
- I • . 

Su~eri~teident in pay scale-Rs.l640-2900 the da~e of increm~nt 

should hale been_l.l.91 whereas the respondents have illeg~lly 

and wrongfully changed the date. of incrJment a<S 1.7.91. It is 
. I . . . - --

further st~ted- th-at abruptly the respondents • depart~ent has 

r~covered ·Rs.995/~ -from ·the applicant as excess pay~ent 

. . 
without · :fiurnishing any ¢1etai1s ·. and without affording an 

' opportuni y of h~aring to the appticant. Thereforei the 

applicant fil-ed the O.A for the relie-f as mentioned abo've~ 

3. R_e,ly. ·was filed. It is stated in· the reply that the 

fixation done by· the ·respondents was checked a.t different 

level aridl it ·was found per fect_ly alright. It is also stated 

that afte · allowing stagnation increment in the.- revised pay 

. ~ _ scale the lpaiof the applicant was righ:ly fixed at Rs.-2420/­

'l)'>W'\ on 1.1.86 I a.nd next· _increment was allowed .on 1.1.87, after 

qualifyin~ 12 mon~hs 1 ·serv~ce, raising-his pay ~s.2480. 'It.is 
I . . 

a11?o state~d that on promotion as· Super'iritendent the ,pay of t-he 

·applicant_ was fixed according to tpe FOD memorandum qated 

23.8.94 a d p~yment made tb. the applicant in· pursuance of the· 

1 -

-. 

'' 



~I 
' 
' 

~) 

3 

ii*atiori. It i~·stated th~t every g6vt setvant ii ~upposed t6 

refund t e, excess ~m~u.n'C: · paid to him. The applicant was 

requested to pay/refund -Rs.995/- vide letter dated'5.9.94 but 

he did riot comply with th~refore, the amount was deducted from 
' 

his· DCRG payable to him ~bd in this way, the ap~licant has no 
;·. . . - . . 

case for interference by this Tribunal. 
' ! • . . ; . 

4. · Heard the counsel 1for the parties and also p~·rused the 
I . ., ' . I 

, whole rec:::ord. and the wri
1

t ten submiss.ions filed on behalf of 
. I . . I . 

th~ respondents. I 

. . I ' . . . . ~I 
· 5. It: 1s an _und1spu te9 fact that t).1e applicant was drawing 

- >a basic ray ~f Rs. 750/- in >the >scale of Rs.470-750 ·as Asstt. 

Superintendernt as on 1~1.86. It is· also clear. on a perusal of 
I - f 

Rule 1(l)(B)(d), the pay ~f Asstt.Superiritendent the a~ou~t o~ 

first an~ 2~d instaime~t~ of interim r~lief should be. worked 
I ; • • 

out only on the· basic pay and' not on basic pay plus special 

p4y~ Therefo~e, in view· 0f the Central Civil Services Revised 

-pay Ru~ Is ·. 1986:. and tpe · wri ften submi'ssions filed 'by the 

responde ts, we are of the con~idered opini6n that the pay of 

the applicant 'in the, revised pay scale Rs.16QQ..;.2660/;_ as on 
' . ' 

1.1.86 as ·rightly fixed at Rs.2420/-· and on 1.1.87 th~ 

iopplican~. was entitled to increment of ·Rs.6~/- r·aising his pay 

at Rs.24SO/-. 
- .j 

6. As regards other ieiief regarding change of the date of 
- I . 

increment, we do not. f~nd' any ipfirmityt/illegality in the 

action of the-respondents taken for this purpose. 

7. I .. appears that Rs.995/.- was recovered as excess amount 

for _which the applicant. was informed by way of a letter ~to 

the same but rieither 
I 

the appl:,_icant furnished any deposit 
J 

explanation to thi.s effect no·{ he has deposited the. ·s.ame wi t'h 
. . (. ·. 

the re~pondents• depar~mertt. Therefore, the ~espondents• 

departmeln.t had de"ducted 'the sam~ frqm the ·difference of DCRG 

·payable- to the ~pplicant, •. Ther~fore; no ill~gality appears to· 

. ! 
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-have _be_e. committed by th~ :respondents in deduct:i,ng the excess 
I 

amount o Rs.995/...,. paid to the applicant •. 
. I -

8. Ak the. fixati-on of pay of the applicant as on 1.1.86 

app~ars ito hav,e been ~orrectl'!: done and his date of incremeot 

on prom0tion have not been changed wrongfully or illeg.aly, ' 

therefJle·, the applicant: is not· ent-itled to any relief sought 

for. 
9. I e, therefore, d~smiss the o .A having no nierit with no 

order as to· costs. " i 

·~lj 
(A.P.NJgrath) 

.-
Q All .· 
~~ ." ( S. K .Agarwal) 

, ' 

.Member ( J_) • 

Member (A). 
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