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IN THE CENTRAL AI>lINISTRATIVE 'lRIBUNAL ~ JAIPUR BENCH. JAIPUR 

Date of Order: lJ • 7 .2000 

-
udhav Das s/o Shri· Pareho. Mal aged 69 years. by oa/ste 
Sindhi. xesident of c/o Krishn Flour .Mills. Gumanpura. 
IO:> ta. 

• • • • Applicant. 

/ versus 

i. union of India through Principal Secretary •. 

2. 

3. 

Ministry of Railways. New Delhi. 

General Manager. western Railway8· Church 
Gate• Mumbai• 

The Chief Personnel Officer. Western Railway• 
Church Gate. Mumbai. 

•••• Respondents. 

Mr. Mabesh Shama. Cbunsel for the applicant. 
None present for the respondents~ 

CD RAM 

Hon'ble Mr. s.x. 1Agaxwa1. Member (Judicial) 
j ' 

ORDER 

In this Qriginal Application filed u/s 19 of the· 

Administrative Tribunals Act. ~pplicant makes a prayer to 

direct the respe>ndents tO hold the applicant entitled to 

:~ benefit of the Pension Scheme since 29.7.72 i\.~. from 
~----,..-~ ,. f ·~:......~ 

the date on which he has resigned from the Pe>st and further 
directions were a1,so sought to pay a11 arrea+s of pension. 

2. Admittedly It the applicant tendered his resignation 

on- 23.5.72 while workin~ on the post of Material <l:>llector 

at Ajmer. '1'he said Nsignation was accepted on 15.7.72 and 
which was made'effec.tive w.e.f. 29·.1.12. It ·is, stated by 

.~the applicant that a Pension_ Scheme was introduced 10: 
· . Railway Servants vide letter·issued by Railway Board on 
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i~.11.97 and acoi:>rdirig to that Scheme. option was to be 

given as the applicant did not .give any o!*ion. ~erefore. 

according to the giving pmsions. he should have obtained 

option f.or the pensionary benefits •. '!he ·qpplicant was not 

given any ·:P.ensi:onary benefits. Applicant made a J;epresentation 

but with no .avail.. It ·1s stated by the applicant that respon­

dents have discriminated the a~plicant with other employees 

and by arbi~a1-:..ry action of the respondents. applicant has been 
~-" , 

deprived of the pensionary·benefits solely on the gr0und that 

applicant tendered his xesignation from the service.- Therefore. 

appli_cant filed this original Applicat4on for. the reliefs. as 

acove •.. 

3. ~ply·was filed. In ·:the repl.y., it has been Stated that 
applicant tendered his resignation from the service of the 

Milways and his resignation was accepted. 'Jherefore. after 
. . . 

his rea;;ignation was accepted. benefit of ·Pension Scheme cannot . 

be given to the &pplic~nt. ·It is- stated that aca::>rding to \ 
I , . 

Rule 311. it has .been 1nade ve_ry specific that no pensionary 

benef.i. ts can be granted to railway servants who resigns from 

Govt~ Service. Therefore. in view of the provisions in Railway __ 

pension Rules 11 the appl~.nt was no·\JJranted'benefit of the 
fension ·schemE!. 'lberefore. this OAl!iaving no merit and is 

liable to··be dismisse~. 

4. Heard the leamed counsel for the applicant and also 

. perused the whole. record. 

"-.· 

s. It is an admitted f~ct that appl~cant resigned volunta-
. "· 

rily fmm Railwa.ys pn 23.5.72 and his resignation was accepted 

on 15.7.72 and made effective on 29.7.72 •. Therefore., in vie't'f · 
~ . 

of the provisions· given ~der Rule 311 of· Railway Pension 

Ruiies., the applicant is not entitled to pensionary benefits 

of Pension SOheme and responden_ts While rejecting the repxe-
. sentation of the applica11t vide ~rder d~ted 11.12.93 have not 
co1m1itted any illegality. 

6.· I• therefore. find no ~erit in this Original Applicatic 

Hence this Or~ginal Application is d:j!'Smissed With no order as 
\,'· 

to c:;:o s ts • 

(S.K. Agarwal) 
Member (J) 


