
IN THE. CENTRAL ADMI' ISTBATIVS TBIBUN AL 11 AIPUR BENCH, JAIIUR. 

OA 499/2002 
DAT OF OFl)fi R: l4~'P7'~2003 

Sushila Devi r Singh by caste an aged about ro years ' 

resident of 21, Bh a:-a Patel Nagar, T a9ere Nagar, Shalimar Bag, 

'QlP. Gupta STD, Aj :r Road, Jaipur~ 

VERSUS 

1;!~ Union of In ia through the Secret ry to the Govexnment of 

India, Department. .f Telecom, Sancbar Bh wan 5 New Delhi~1 
Chief Gener l Manager, Telecc•m Ra asthan Circle, Jaipur~~ 

General Man ger Telecom, D;istrict Pali, (Rajasthan )~i 

Mr. P.J'.F~~ J atti, C ' s el for the 

Mr~:: S .R~! Sanotha, roxy counsel for . 
Mr~' Tej Prakash Sh nna, Comsel for the spcndents'.;~ 

CORAM: 

Hon' ble Mr. Justi ~~.L'~i Gupta, Vice Ch 
! .... { 

)' 
-~ 

PER MR. JUSTICE G • WP.TA 

l 1The appli c t claims interest % co the delayed payment 

of gratuity1· prov sicnal pension and s 

2. Mr'•'. Veer S gh, husband of the a who was the employee 

·--'~P the Department of Telecan. submitted m application for voluntary 

retirement, which was accepted by the D partment w~\e~:f·~. 1.2~11995 

vide .Annexure A/2! It is stated retiral benefits of late 

Mri1 Veer Singh we e paid to the applic: t en 20 ;l0'i~2COl vide order 

Veer Singh had e ired on 22·i9~2000 whe 

wed to the applic lllt'i!l 

remitted to her~' Mr. 

family pension was allo 

. I 



,, 

~ 
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3~~ In the coun r, the respondents ha e stated that the Tribunal 

has no jurisdic: ti to entertain this m ter as the order dated 

11'~~10~}2001 was of a~s.N~Lc which is not]cne of the Departments of 

the Govemment~ It further stated tha all payments have been 

made to the deceas d emplayee c:n complet~on of legal foDDalities as 

required for sanct oning the payment of Jratuity and there was no 

delay on the part f the respcndents ~: It is also averred that the 

charge sheet was i sued to the applicant under Rule 14 of GCS(CCA) 

Rules, 1965 end a epartmental inquiry- w s held against him which 

was later dropped~~ 

4~ In rejoinde , the applicant disp es the correctness of the 

averments made in .. he ~RJk~~_:_gal@ng ch rge sheet to tha deceased 

employee~ It 

benefits was due 

I have 

the documents pla 

rred that delay in ma ~ing payment of retiral 

negligence on the pa of the respcndent.s ;~ 

the iea:z:ned counsel parties and perused 

6~1 It is admi e,d case of the parties that the husband of the 

.3pplic~Vetired on Jf~2~~1995 voluntari y ~, It is further nat in 

dispute that the . 
1 

ount CJf gratuity, sJ[i. ngs fund and arrears of 

pension v.ere paid to the applicant on l.l~!0;·12001 i'ite'~~ after the death 

of Mr~i Veer Singh 

It is seen that Mr1[ Veer Singh h d retired much before the 

B.S~N.L. was fonn d. Mr. Veer Singh was the employee of the xespcn­

dents~! The liabil ty C::.Jto pay gratuity savings food and provisional 

pension was of th respcndents: In thes circumstances, the 0;1A. has 

;-ightly been file in this Court. There is no merit in the contention 

that this Court h s no jurisdiction to ear this matterJI 
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a. Rule 68 of CS{Pensiro) Bules pr ides that where the 

payment of gratuit is delayed due to- a inistrative +apse, interest 

shal~ be pai.d to t e employee·;~ In the O~ ;! dated 101i~l:~~l983, it was 

provided that gratiity becomes payable de immediately after ret.ire­

ment. In the :O.M~ ated 28~47~.1994,_ it was provided that if the 

payment of gratuit was delayed, interes @ 7% per annun beyond 

three mooths upto ne year should be all wad and interest @ 10% 

beyond ooe year s uld be allowed-..-

a~~'l ed in the ~o.M~;, dated :;1i1"~fl991 that 1rtlere the 

pension scnctiooi g authority does not gl.t s~fficient time for 
" 

prQcessing pensio papers such as in the case of voluotaril y retire-

ment after qualif d.ng service, interest s payable beyond six months 

from the date of tirement~t 
.• 1,' 

9::1 In the in ant case, as already stated, payment of gratuity 

was not made even within the p~riod of ix months frcm the date of 

retiremen·t~; The a Plicant. is' therefore, clearly entitled to interest 

on the gratuity 

10~ It was sta ed in tha rep! y that ep_artmental inquiry was 

pending against t e deceased Employee';i' Jhe applicant has denied the 

torrectness of th s fact in the re joindJr;' The respondents have not 

disclosed the fa of the departmental .Inquiry.- Even it is not stated 

as to on which da e, the charge-sheet w s given to the deceased 

employee o:r· on wh ch_ date, the ~-~e~rtme tal proceedings were ordered 

to be dropped~' In any case, thie.&ie-- is not the case for the respondents 

that the deceased employee was pur(;ish in the departmental inquiry;~ 

If at all, depart iental proceedings v.e held against the deceased 

employee, they vr.ie e later dropped. The ff eci1j was th Clt Veer Sin rp 

had been excoe~1J d. The deceased employee was, therefore, entitled 

to interest on ~ delayed payment of glat.ui ty.; 

.,-- ... 

---- ------ -----------~----~-=!~~-===~--~- ---~ 
I 



11. 
No satisf act ry cause has been shov · by the respondents for 

not. making pa)tment f provisional pension from liiill~~l995 to 22'.~~·\9:~120CX)~~, 
No reason has been ssigned for non payrile t. tx.> the savings fund also\i~ 
The applicant. is, erafore, entitled to interest on all these sums 

for causing delay · payment!~1 

12. Consaquantl , the 10A is allmV?:d~ T e respondent~ am directed 

to make payment of interest @ 10% on the .• c.G~R. of Rs'.';l 31,024/-

f rom l~~lf~l995 til the date of actual p yment.;; The xespcndents are 

ay interest @ 10% on he Savings ·fund and on 
also directed to 
arre~rs of pr?visi nal pensi,:>n from l'~lJ.r.'11995 till the date of actual 

'~ payment'~~ The inte st on provisional pen ion .shall be calculated 

keeping in view t dates on which it wa payable';~ 

The .. -\:. shall also get cost Rs;', 1000/- fr010 the respon-· 

dents~· The directed to of the interest 

and co st s 1Ni thin o months f ran the da e of communicati(n of this 

- - ----- ------ ------ -------- -~--- -- -


