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. IN. ·ral CE_NTRAL Aj)MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL I J AI~UR BENCH' JAIPUR 

O.A.No.104/99 Date o~ order: 28.8.2001 

Mitnu Lal.Sharma, S/o Sn.Sua Lal, ~/c Sangur Nagar, 

inf~o~t of HMT, Beawar Road, Ajmer. 
. -
••• Applicant. 

Vs. 

1. Union of India through the Ge~eral Manager, w.Rly, 

Churcngate, Mumbai. 

2. ·The Divisional Rly.Manager~ w;Rly, Ajmer. -

••• Respondents. , 
I. 

Counsel for applicant 

tor respondents. 

Hon'ble Mr.S.K.Agarwal, ~udicial M~mber. 

Hon'ble Mr.S .• A.T.RizvL .Administrative iVJ.ember. 
'-.. 

PER .ON'BLE MR S.K.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER. r· 

j In this a.A· filed undei Sec;19 of the ATs Act, 1~85,· 
the applicant makes a ~rayer to grapt invali~.pensiori to the·. 

applicant ~.e.t~l7.4.90 and co pay him arrears with 

' 
- interest. 

·'2.· The case of the applicant ·in brief is. th~t he met 

~itn 'an accident on 26.11.88 whi,le on duty at P'alanpur 

Railway Station and injuries suf·tered on account of- tnis 

accident resulted nis total disabl~ment.nence the applicant 

is ~ntitled to i-nvalid pension, as .per provisions given in 

Railway Service (Extraordinary. P.ens ion) Rules, 1 ~93. It is 

·stated that .the applicant filed. O.A No.547 /95 before tne 

·Tribunal which was decided on 7~9.98 directing . 'tne 

respondents to examine t~e applicant's representation dated 

15.~.95 and to take a decision in th~-light of provisions 
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cantain_j·a in': ~ailw~Y s~Jvke 0

(Extraordinary Pel'sion) Kules', 

1993 •. It 'is stated tnat :i,n pµrsuance of 'the orders passed .by 

te-~x· aimsi· n, Tet·H>ua,.nn,.ad· 1,_.· the re;reseO.tation .of the applicant Was 

ultimately, the -appl~eant". ·was not~ found 

I . \. 
' :. . ' . - .· ·. - . . . . 

entitlel 
1
t_o, invalid- pe?si<?n,1 as p~r order dated 23 .12·.98·. , . 

. There·fare, the appi°ican.:t . filed th·iS O.A for - the relie~ as 
' 

·above. I .. 

. .. 
3. RepJ:y was filed.: Iri the reply. the respo_ndents hav.e 

I : . r . .-- • 
deni.ed the ~ccident. on /2.6.11_.88,as ·alleged by the applicant .. , 

. I . . . . . ·., .. . . . . 
·and st t,ed· that if, th~ applicant nad me.t with an ac-cident 

. I . . . . . '. . . -, : . 

while'• on. duty, he' shoulc:i pave- reported t:'o ~ail way Doc.tor 

_ .. 'about· ttte. ·said· accident -.~nd rin that case· tne Railway Doctor 
. • ' .. , . I . I ' ' 

· must ave. /issued a ~ertificate ... ·.,·Injury'. on duty" •• - It• is 
J ... D • I . I 

state. t,h'at the Medi"cal Board found. the; app.J,.icant ·unsuitabl-e 

:tor type of 
, I . 

job ' . 
tne 

• 
,·a.ppli/ant was .reti~e9 ~~e. f. _ 17 .4·-.9~··· It is ~.stated ,th~~ tne· 

·.applir~nt was on •leave from .26.11.88 to 30.11.88 .and h.e 

.. remained·at'home from.26.11.88 to 1~12.88 and._he reported -
' • 1' ' 

. . .sick ~ cin 2 .12. 88 at R~ilway Hospital I Ajrrier ~-.It :· is denied 
~/ - • j 

·~ . tnat /'tne. appl-ic.ant- ·~as attended by) S/Shri Padam :c?a.nd, 

ShanMer Lal. ·and Pant:rlulal on pr a ft er 2 6 .11. 88. · T·here tore, 

it ifstio.~ea that' the. ~pplicant was rightly lield ·Mt ,:ntitle 

to any invalid pensiop nence the applicant has no case. 

\. 

6 • 

-~~. 'I '.' .Heard t'he 'le~rned· couns~l· ~or thef pa~~ies a~d also 
~ . . '\. . 

I ' . . 
. per.used tne .'whole record. 

. 5. ' ' '. ~he a~plic~nt failed to eatablis4 tne .fact that he· 

was met with an accident on 26.ll.8·8 at .P~latfpur Whil~· on 

·duty. If . there . was._· any· accident took place · wi tn the 
' ' 

'.app~icant on 26.11.88 at Palanpµr· Rail.way Station· then the're 
"· , . ' 

· ·was i no reason: llV'_hy he 

, 
9 

·~t'a,~f at falanpur 

-r~ 

should_. p.ot be. at tended by the Station . . 

on 26.11.88_. Tne' contention ot the 

I .. 

/---

.• 

I .. 

I' 

.. . -1 --·- ----------

' ' . 

/ 

. . 

I 
, I 

. i 
.. I 

' I 
I 



. ' 

·, / 

/ 

'' 

I .. 

I 
/· 

3· 

' ' / 

.. 

applicant( tnat' ne was att~rid~d- by some staff members .is al,so . . I . . 
contradictory in view of· the explanation, given_ by the . . ~ I . -

·, respo~derts in t'ne :reply 1 • theref_ore 1 cannot be b
1
elieve?• _ Tne 

: applicant stated to be· on leav,e w.e.f. 26~11.BB to 30.ll .• 8'8 . . 

' ' . " 
and it hr 'met witn_ an ·acc~dent while o'n' duty on 26.11.i;rn, ·he 

's~ould hjav~ reported the-said incident to the Railway Doctot 

and in that \Case tne · Rail-way Poc~or must have issued a. 
' . 

cer-ti ti ate "injuiY_, on· duty". Bu L in the instant case i no-
. ' ' . . /, 

such incident reporte(i tt'o the Railway Doctor /ao.y· Railway .., 

authori~y, the~efore~ in our .considered view the applicant 
' I ·,'. 

I , , 

tailed to make. out ~ny case' of giariting invali~ pen~ion in 

his .·fajour, .as per th:e: prov ision:S .contained' ·i~ Ra.ilway . 

Service ( E~_traordina'.ry Pens ion) Eules,, 1993 ahd ·the 

applica t · was ~ightly .. den-ied .invalid pension v ide order 
-
find any dated ' 2 3 • 12 • 9 8 • 

j - I' i 'rhere fore, we 
1

do not infir~i ty I 

i.tlegality in the said :orde·r. 
'.:. ' I -

6. We, therefo~e, dismiss this O;A naving no ~erit witn 

no order as to.costs., 
I • 

· f~Py-
(S •. A ~ •r • F i z v i ) 

Member (A). 
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~M·· 
.. ~ ·(~.K.~g~rwa0 · 

Member (J). 
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