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· IN THE cmlTFAL .?.DMIIliSTFATIVE TRIBUnAL, LU.IPUR BEncH, JAIPUR. 

*** 
Date of Decision: ~1.8.2001 

OA. 

D.N.Sharma, Retired Senior Tea~her, Railway Seni0r 3econdary 

Bandikui, District Dausa. 

Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of Indi3 thrGugh General M~nager, Western 

Pailw3y, Churchgate, Mu~bai. 

2. Sr.Peraonnel Officer ( W·::lfare), Western Railway, 

Churchgate, Mumbai. 

3. Divisional Pailwar Mansger (E), Western Railway, 

Jaipur. 

CORAM: 

HON'ELE MF..A.~.MISHRA, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

HON'ELE MF..A.P.NAGPATH, AD~liNIETRATIVE MEMBER 

For the Applicant "Mr.A.P.Sin<:Jh 

For the Respondente Mr.B.K.Sharma 

0 R D E R 

PEF. I-IO!l'ELE MF:.A.I:.MI2I-IF:A, JUDICLZ\L fi1EMBER 

The applicant h3d filed this OA with the prayer that 

the reapondents be directed to count the eervice;rendered by 

him in Gautam High School, Ajmer, from 16.7.55 to 10.1.67 as 

qualifyiing eervice for purpoaes of pension. The applicant 

has 3lso ~ought direction· against the respondents to revise 

and pay him regular pension 9frer refixation, with arrears 

etc., with interest @ ~4% per annum. 

hav~ filed their reply, to which no rejoinder waa filed. 
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3. It is c0ntended by the respondents th3t the school in 

which the applic3nt had served was a privat·~ e•~l.Ku:•l and waa 

not a Central Government aided Institution. The Institution 

in which the applicant h~d served h3d nci pension facility. 

The applic:~r.t had n•:::ver raised th·::: pc·int ;:,f countint;.~ the 

1996. The OA is hopelessly time b~rred, bears no merit and 

deserves to be d1sm1ssed. 

4. We have hearj the learned coun2el f~r the psrtiea and 

have gone through the case file . 

5. As per the alle1~tion of the applicant, he-had served 

Gautam High School, Ajmer, from 16.7.55 to 10 .1. 6 7. 

Thereafter, the applicant joined the respondenti in Railway 

BandH:ui, on 12.1.67. The 

applicant zupersnnuated on :8.~.89. It is alleSJed by the 

applicant that the said Gaut3m High School W3S financed by 

serv1ces rendered by him · in that school desarve to be 

service. 

' 6. The n•:::9::,ti v.::,t-:::.:1 the claim of the 

applicant on the ground that he had aer7ed in Public Sector 

and not in any Institution run by or aided by the 

Gc·vernrnen t. The applican~ in support of hi2 con·tention has 
I 

a certific3te issued by the 

Principal of th•::: said \:;.:rutam I-Ii·;rh Sch.: .. :·l, now Shr i Gautam 

Seni•:-r Higher Hathi Bha·~a, Ajmer, 

grant-in-:dd upt.:• 90% but th.:::r·=: is n·:· peneic·n facility to 
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clarify whether the school w~s an aided school even duriny 

the time the applic3nt was serving in that school. It is 

also sdmitted position that the applicant never rai2ed the 

Scl·t·: .. :•l C·:•tmt·~d as qualifyin9 S•=:rvice any . ·tim•= in the paat 

during his s·=rvi·~·= t.=:nure .:.r ev.=:n upt.:· si:·: y·~.:n-= aft.=:r h·:! 

During the course of ~rguments, it was submitted 

that the applicant came to know of Government Circular dated 

rendered in Public Sector Undertakings and from the date of 

thia circular the ~pplicant der~ived the knowledye that such 

service~ which he haJ rendered, coulj be counted for 

are not convinced. The allejed circular (Ann.A.'6) was 

issued by the Government of India in continuation of earl1er 

circulsre ·=·f 1960 5tnd 196-l. Aasurnin9 t.hat f·:·r th·~ fir.=t 

persona for pensionary purpose2 who had aervej Public 2ector 

Undertakings, then also arplicant's instituting the present 

OA almost after three years of the said circular cannot be 

said t.:. b·s -vli thin limi tati·:·n. Although in such matters 

services reridered by him .in Gautam Hiyh School, Ajmer, ·eoon 

after he had joined the ~ailways or duriny the serv1ce 

·tenure. 

during his service tenure or even si~ years there~fter, we 

do not see that the claim of the applicant de.=ervea 

All through the appl1cant ha2 been eleepins 

over his rights if at all there was any and, therefore, he 

is not entitled to any relief. 

7. a aid 

Institution was run as an aided Institution duriny the 
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period 1955 to 1967 and grant-in-aid for more than 50% w~s 

b.~in9 given to the school for bein9 run. 

certificate dated 25.1.97 (Ann.A/2) does not help the I 
applicant. There is n,othing to suppor.t the c.::rtificatE': vf I 
the Principal that the school was administer.:::d and 

the G.:·vernmen t of India since its 

establishrt'tent. The question of counting of services 

r~ndered in such Institutions could be regulated onJy 32 per 

the then e~iating provisions. If provisions in this resard 

had come in force sutsequent thereto then such caaes should 

be to have been covered by the G.:.vernmE':n t 

notific:tti.:·n. This aspect has not been clarified by the 

applicant as to wh~t were the regulat~~ terms in this re~ard 

then in e~dst.:::nc·~ in the year 1967. In our opinion, the 

circular cited by the applicant renders no help to him and 

c.:.nsequently, the claim of the applicant. d•::s,=:rves · to be 

8. The OA is, therefore, dismissed with ho crder as to 
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. .!l~ 
(A.P.NAGRATH) 

MEt-mER (A) 

(A.K.NISHRA) 

MEMBER (J) 
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