
IN THE CENTRAL POMINISTBATIVE TRIBUIKAL, JAIPUR BE.NCH, JAIPUR 

tOA lSJ/2001 with MA 117/2002 OATS OF OfD~R: !5'!:1.2J2003 

Surash Chilid Sharma sen G f Shri Dila R•m Sbarm• •ged 58 y(!ars 
resident ef B-192, V•ishali Nagar, Jaipurjl 

WRSUS 

l. Uni·~ •f India through St!cretary to Geven1ment of India, 
Ministry of Ogfence {Civil Side), New Delhi'~ 

2. The Sngineer-in-Chiaf, Array Headqu«rter, DHJ./Pa, K•shmir 
House, New Delhi,~ 

3. The Chief Engineer t W!sti!rn Command, Chandigarh. 

4. The Chief engineer, Headquart~rs, Bhati11d• Zooe, Bhatinda 
(Punjab)•~ 

5. The Garrisen Enginear, Bhatinda Military Station, Bhetinda 
{Punj~)·4' 

,~1; •• Respondents 

Mr. V.B. Srivastava, Ceunsel fer the applictint. 
r-As• Shalini She•ran, Proxy cc nsel for · 
Mr. Bhanwar Bagri, Couns"ll for the raspondents'*1. 

CORAM: 

Hon 1 ble Mr.~ M.L. Chauhan, Member (Judicial) 

Hen 1 ble Mr• A.K. Bhandari, Member (Administrative) 

OHlE R (ORAL) 

Thi! applicil"lt h•s filed this •pplic•tion 'At1ereby pr•ying 
for the f ~llewing reliefs:-. (. ) ;:; l. 

(ii) 

(iii) 

The service period ef the •pplicait frem l M•rch 1995 
te 14 December, 1995 m•y be tr!ated as ~ent on duty 
while qu•shing the i:>rder No. DA 334/96/54/SIBlP&A) 
d•ted 24.1;2000 ( .Anrsexure-6.) · m.d eral!r No.- OA 334/96/ 
a2/ara,(Ps.Al dated 5 April 2~-;z 
Th•! respondants be directed to meik~ cooiplete payment 
•f •11 th~ dues 911d pay .nd «11 owances to the applic.nt 
f erthwith, as .re admissible and p•Yable te him since 
1st M~rch 1995 with interest •ccrued theraen at the rate 
ef 24~ par annum «l and from when .nd how it is due and 
till it is p•id te tha applicant; 

Thi! •ctitJO &lf the r~sQond~nts to mak·9 i f aultY i1DP.lemen­
tatian •f the order QI this Hon'ble Tribun•l dateCi 
4th Oct@ber 1999 may kindly ba declared te b~ illeg•l, 
arbitrary, unconstitution•l •nd unwarr.nted .rid the 
s•me may Kindly ba condelllled •" 
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l 2. It may be i.dded hera thot the applicant hi.Ci earlier 

/', 

filed an QI.\ bef ~re this Tribunal which w•s alleved. The eper•tiva 
p•rtien of the order is reproduced as under :-

"In the circumstances, this applicatian is dispesed ef 
with a directicn to the responaents t• reconsider the 
applicant• s c•se fer traating tha eariod from 1.3 .95 t9 
14.12.95 as spent U\ duty keeping in view the decision 
ef Hen 1 ble the High Ceurt, reported in 1984 LAB. I.e. 
NOC 58 (IOOT), H. Millchaiah vs. Th~ Direct•r •f Medical 
Education, B.ngalore, refgrred to above. The respondents 
are further direct~d to clear the pending dues mentioned 
in the letter dated 15.3.96, at Annexuria P-1, within a 
peried •f thr~e mcoths from the date of receipt of a 
cepy of this order." 

3• Fr~m the ralief gr.nted in the e.rlier OA, the prayer made 
in this OA cannet be granted. It is evident that the applicant 
w.nts executim ef the order dat'9d 4.10 .1999, which is n~t legally 
p~rrais3ible in this prece~dings and, •s such, wa •re of the view 
that the pras:;:nt OA is wholly mis-conceived ind the same is hl!r~bY 
dismissed with no erder as te casts~ 

4. In view of the erder in the OA, no order is required te be 
passed in the J'>,1A No~ 117/'2002. and it is also dismissed1~1 

~~.~ ~~ 
(A.K. BHANDARI) (M.L. CH/4.JHAN) 

MEMBER (A) MaMBER ( J) 


