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IN THE CENTRAL 7-\DMINISTRA..TTVF; TE.I BUNAL~ JJ\IPUR BP.NCH, JZ\ TPUR. 

Oi\TB qp ORDER: l0.l2.?.0_01 

01\ 20.9/200l 

Ga:i;;ga Ram son of . Shri · Kesra, resident of Ramjanganj · Godlri.i, 

'Post ·B.r.impura, District Tonk (Rr.i.j.). ' ' 

. ••• Applicant. 

VERSUS 

. ·l. The ·Indian Raiway through the General l'~anager, Western 

RRilway, Church.gate, 11~umbai. 

2.. The· Sr. DA.O,- Western Ra-iiway, DRM .Office, J;:i.ipur •. 

3. h h · k of\ a · / T e Branc Manager, Ban , Raro. a , Br;::inch Banet ha, 

'Tehsil Banetha., District Tonk:.· (Rajasthan) 

, •••• Respondents. 

'k I . h 1 f h l' . M~· Vi ram Sing , Counse . or t e app. 1cant. 

Mr. B.K •. Sh.:=trma, Couhpel for respondents no. l & 2. 

Mr.·Vikas Jain, Counsel for respondent no. 3. 
I . 

CORAM 

Hon' }:)le Mi:-. s. K •. Agarwal, 111ember (Judicial) 
-_ ,._...:·· 

I 

' 
ORDER 

PER HON'BLE MR. S.K. AGARWAL, MEMBER, JUDICIAL 
, I 

In this ,QA filed u/s 19 of the 1\dministr::i.tive Trihunal •·s 
' . . 

·A.ct_, applicant makes a prayer to direct the ,respondents to 
' " rel~ase the pension~ amount to the · nppli?r.i.nt @ ~s •. 30?.()/- per 

month, as mentioned in the PPq. 'Further prayer has also . lJeen 

-_ made to pay the· arrears of the· pension amount from necemher.1 
. l_.1~ '. ... 

_]_QQ.Q.alongwith interest·@ 18% interes~ p~r annum. 
c:__---- - . 
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2. J\dmi ttedly the applicant was superannuated on 16. 7 .1997 

and. PPO issued in favour ;of the. applicant clearly shows that 

app:licant was entitled to monthly pension @ Rs.· 1275/- per month 

and after commutation' of pension, the applicant was entitled to 
. as ·Bens ion. · . . 

Rs. 765./- ~er month/I: n perusal of reply, filed l:>y respondent ,no. 

/ 3, it appears that Bank made p;:=iyment \to the applicant Dearness 

t\llowance @ 170%. on or.iginal amount ,of pension of Rs. l275/- and 
' I. . ,,.. ·• . . 

in this way made excess payment. bf. 9.s. 71, 882/- 'to the applicant . . 
w.e.f. 17~7.97 to 31.10.200Q. In the reply.filed by respondents 

rio. 1 & 2, it has been mac;'ie very clear that as per PPO '· the 

average emoluments were determined at Rs. 3020/- per month and 

pension amount was-....deterniined at qs •. 1275/- pe:r; month and i'lfter 

commutation:, this. amount was determined at Rs. 765/- per month. 
\" ,P • f. . - ' 

Therefore, the cont_ention of the .applicant, that applicant is 

~ntttled to pension @ Rs.. 3020/- -j_s_ completely erroneous and he 

i9 only . entitled the pensiop as per "PPO issued "by the 

Department. 

3. 
I 
It is also .worth mentioning tha;t applicant ma<:'le respndent 

3, Bank of- Baroda, as necessary. ·party' in this case against 
~/ ' . 

no. 

whom no ;r-elief is si:mght. Bank ·of Ba.roda . has only been 

authorised hy respondents no. l~& 2 to disburse the pension ~o 
/ \ . . 

the employees and Bank_ is always paying/disbursi;ng payments 

as per the directions of respondents no. 1, & 2. Therefore, Bank 

of Ba."roda in this case is not a necess§lry · pa_rty •· 

4. I, therefore, find· no has is ·in the ·contention of the 

appli~ant.that applican·t is entitled to _pension @·Rs. 302(.)/- per -

month,. A.pplica11t ·is· only entitled pen_~ion _as. per PPO issued by -

the Department. 

5. I, therefo.re, do not· find ·any merit in this OA. ·and this , 
OA is devoid of any merit and is li~hle to dismissed. 

6. I, ·therefore, dismiss this OJ\ having no merit. No order 

as to cost.s • 

·' . 
QA;~ 

~.K; J\GARWAL) .. ,' 

·MEMBER (J) 


