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!Il THE CEIITPAL ADMpliSTP__l\TIVE TF:IEUilAL, ._TAIFTJE .BEI1CH, JJUf'UP.. 

*** 
Date of DeClSlOD: 

OA 290/99 I I 

via Bhabru, District ·Jaipur. 

· ••• Applicant 

Versus 

1. of 

Delhi. 

2. Director General, PoEta & Telegraphs Dep3rtment, 

Jaipur Circle, Rajasthan, Jaipur. 

? 
~· . Accounts Officer (Pension), Postal Accounts, Jaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

CORAM: 

I-IOU' ELE MP. S .1:. AGAF:WAL, ._TT_T[ti•:IAL MEMBER 

HOil'BLE ME.A.P.NAGRATH, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

Mr.Mahendra Shah 

For the Respondents Mr. Vi ja:; Sin·3h 

0 R D E R 

PER I-1011' BLE MP... 3 .1:. ~.GP.P..vJAL, ._TUDICIAL HEMEER 

In thie OA the 3pplicant makee a prayer to direct the 

retiral benefits. 

2. Applicant's c3se, in brief, is that he waa 3pp0inted 
I 

8.6.9~. Thereafter, the 3pplicant was selected for the poat 
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9.6.92. It iz stated that he r~tir~d aa Chowkidar, 

Class- IV, fr•:.m Shahpur=.t ·)11 ::::3 • .:::.98. It 1:3 atat~d by th·= 

applicant that he haa rendered 40 y~ars' servi~es from the 

year 1958 to 1998 in the department but the respondenta did 

retiral benefits, whi~h is ~!together illegal, arbitrary and 

in viol::Jtio:·n of th·::: prc.visi.:.ns ,:_,f c.:.nsti·tuti•Xt ·=·i India. 

above. 

3. Peply was filed. It is stated in the reply that the 

applicant is not entitled for pension ~a he has not 

completed 10 years qualifying service before retirment. It 

is stated that as per rulea E.D. Agents 3re not entitlej to 

pension. Therefore, the servicez rendered by the ~pplica~t 

from the 7ear 1958 to 1992 cannot be counted f6r determininy 

has no:· case. 

4 • 

perused the whole record. 

. 
5. Undisputedly, the applicant worked as EDBPM from 1953 

· tc. l Qq"i 
-.;- -, till h·~ j.:.ined the p.:.at ·=·f Chc·wl:idar, a •:;r.:•up-D 

p.:.st, .:.n 9. 6. 9:!. It is also undisputed fact that the 

of Smarny's Pension Compilatio~, .E.D.Agents are borne on 

non-pensionable establishment, therefore, E.D.Agents are not 
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appli;::ant 38 E. D.A·j~nt on non-pension~ble 

establishm~nt, 3S per Rule-1-:1 Sw::tmy's Pension 

pension and retir.=d. Therefore, the 

applicant ha2 n0 caee for interference by this Tribunal and 

this OA is devoid of any merits and liable to be dismissed. 

6. This OA is, th·:::ref·:·r.:::, dismissed havin·:J n0 merits 

vli th no o:·rder 

(A.P.NAGRATH) 

MEMBER (A) 

38 to costs. 
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/ ( S. K. AGARvvAL) 

MEMBER (J) 


