
·~N:THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAiPUR.B~NtH, JAIPUR 

. 0 .A .N:o .362 /2000 '.!. 

I ' / 

Kal icharan, S/ o Sh .Kishan L_al, yrorking as Tailor, 

O/o Principal, Militar~ School, Ajmer • 

•.• • Applicant. 

·. 
Vs. 

1. Union of tndia through Secre~a~y to the G6vt, 

Ministry. of Defen.ce, New Delhi., 
' .. 

• I 

!.2. Controller- of. Defence .Accounts, - Southern· Command,-
., -

Pune. ,-_ 

.3~ Princi~al, Mili~ary School, Ne~r Central Jail, Ajm~r 

••• Respondents. 

Mr.P.V .• Calla Counsel for app~icarit 

Mr.Sanjay Pare_ek Coµnsel fo~ re~poqdents. 

CORAM: 

. ' Hon!ble Mr.S.K~Agarwal, Judicial Member. -

Hon'ble Mr.H.O.Gupta~ Administrative Member. 

PER HON'BLE MRS.K.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER. 

In this o.A filed under.Sec~l9 ·of the ATs Act, 1985, 
' .. 

the applicant makes a prayer t:,o qua;:;h. and set aside the 

order, dated 5.6.2000 (Annx-~Al) by which the pay of the 

~\ applicant was refixed/redu.ced and recovery- is being made in 

pursuance o~ order Annx.Ai. 

2. After filing this o .A, this Tribunal v ide. order 

dated. 7 .8.2000 directed ~he . r·espondents not to make any' 

re~o~ery fr6m t~e saiary_of the ap~licant in pursuance-of_ 

the orde~ dated 5~6.2000'till th~ next date.'·· 

. 3. ': ~n brief, the case of the applicant is that while he_ 

was working on the post of Tailor and drawing the pay in_the. 

scale Rs. 3050-4590 an· ·order dated 9. 6. 2000 was ·issued 

the applicant w.e.f.-20.12.1984 by ~hich 
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·the pay. 'of the applicant has been reduced, .and cons·equent·ly 
. ' 

the respondents are going t? make recqyery from.the pay of 

the applicant ~s exces~_payment • 
. "/-

4.· Re.ply was ·filed. ·In the reJ;>ly· .it is ·stated that the 

post held by the applicant wa_s·· riot upgraded. from. ~emi-
I . 

:skilled to skil,led category : thus ·the ·upgradat io·n shown in 

· CDA letter frbm Rs.210-290 to Rs.260-400Q does not: apply to 

;the applicant •. ~ t is .· ;;ta·ted that 1 since . the pay ·of- th~ 

applicant :..-was· wro·ngly. fJxed ·during the· :?rd Pay Commissi.on 
! 

~ . 
)1ad continued to. be· carried forward during ·rv and v Pay 

!commission to·o· and the appl·icant is entitled to semi-skille~ 
I 

~. ,-

i' 

. gr.ad~ only.· Thus, the impugned. order is perfectly legal and . 
, I . 
;valid,and the applicant h~s. no case. 
I . . . 

15_., . · E;Iear.d the_ learried counsel .for the parties and also 

perused· the whole r_ecord. 
- . 

6. ·.The learned· counsel -for. the applicant has· referred 

before "US . .the order. of ·Chandigarh . Bench of t,he Tribunal 

passed_ in O.A Noc.562/H.P 99 dated 16~8.2000~· 1 'rhe ],.earned 

cou.nsel for· the respondents was also· heard . and he submitted. 

' . 
i that: he, has nothing ·to argu~ aft~r the order passed by the 
! 

, 
I '. 
: Chandigarh Bench of the ·Tribunal. 

~ 

:'7·. Tn view ~of the submissipns made before US; we do riot 

·think· it proper that we.· should give our_ fin_d~ng on ·each and 
.. , 

. 'ever,y po·int 'in the. matter. and we would like to dispose of 
. I 

·this O.A in view of. the- ~.rinciples· . laid down ·by the 

'Chandigarh- Bench of the Tribunal .i~· o .• A No.56.2/HP 99 decided 

·on 16.8.2000. 

8. In view of the above, we quash ··the· :impugned order 

dated 5.6~2000 (A~nx.Al)_ and .direct the respdndents bot ~o 

I:__.-. , -

the· · salary of -th~ applicant in . recover .. any · amount from 

~nee .. of .. order at Ailnx.Al and if any recovery has been 

I 

I 
I 

- -- ·-- ·1 

,_ 



3 

made the same shall be refunded to the applicant within 3 

months from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. No 

order as to costs. 

-~--
(H.OaGUpta)· 

Member (A) Member .. ( J) • 
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