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QTlQiaal Applicatixm »d«247 of 199B

JabaLpur,!this the 28th day of january,12003«

Hou'ble Mr«Rjc;(^adhyaYa, Mepiber (Adooiv*)
*r *:

Chantainaii Eaa^iath Kh^deOcaTf
aged about 82 years,) S/o Shri
Kherd^ar, Betd. Officer &5>eriu-'^
tendent, Bhilai St^aeSL Plant, B/o 15^,
(C), pocket, Maroda Sector, Bhilai* -APPLIGaHE

(By Mvocate- Mr.yogesh Dhande)

mMS

1. Union of India through its
Se::retary, Ministry of Personnel
St Byjblia Grievances & Pensions,
Oepari^ent of pension & Pensioners
Welfare, Nirwachan Bhawan, Patel
Chowk, Nev Belhi**

2m Ooamandant & OIC, OCX), Jabalpiir,
Central Ordnance De|>ot, Jcb^pur*

3. Officer-in-Charge, APC Eecord,
Office, Ministry of Defence, Secunderabad*

4* Managing Director,
Bhilai StM Plant, Bhilai* .RESpONDBIirS

(By Advocate- Mr.P*Shankaran)
if-

ORDER (ORAD)

The applicant has sought a direction to the rei^>OB-

dents that pro-rata pension and other benefits relating

to the services rendered by him from 3*2*1944 to 3^*1960

in C*0«D„Ministry of Defence, Jabalpur may be allowed to

him.

2* It is Claimed by the applicant that he joined the

Central Ordnance Depot, Jabalpur as Lower Division Qlerk

(LDC) on 3*2*1944. In due course, he was declared quasi

permanent esployee and was selected for deputation and

foreign service terms to Bhilai Steel Plant w.e*f *12*10.56.
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His lien in the pacent department, i«e, Oentral Ordnaace

Depot, Jahalpur was terminated w*e»f« 3*8*1960 consequent

to his permanent absorption in BhUai SteeL ELant. The

learned counseSL for the applicant states that In view of

the Ministry of Finance's circular dated 10#11.1960

(Annexure Vl)» Ministry of Finance, Department of Expen

diture circular dated 16^.1967 Unnexure A/2) and Ministry

of Finance (P^artment of Expenditure) circular-letter

dated 8.4,1976 ,Unnexure A/3) the persons who were per

manently absorbed in public sector xandert^ings were

eligible for pro-rata pension and other benefits. The

matter has finally been clarified by the Ministry of

Personnel, Public Grievances and pesnions (Department of

Pesnion and Pesnioners* Welfare) O.M. dated 3.1.1995

(Anhexure A/15) to extend such benefits to all ^uployees

similarly placed as the applicant. The learned counsel

for the applicant stated that the case of the aK>iicant

is almost similar to the case of Narao^an Pandurang Saagwai

Vs. Union of India & others, which was decided by this

Tribunal by order dated 10.12.1999 in OA Kto .26 9/1996. This

Tribunal directed that the decision in the case of

Balakram Sharma Vs. Union of India & others in OA MO .744 of

1995 decided on 19.2.1996 shall mutatis mutandis applied

in that Case also. Therefore, the applicant was directed

to complete the procedural formalities for grant of pro-

rata pension within one month from the date of receipt

of thQ. order. It was furthsr directed in that case, in

the event, the applicant does so, the respondents shall

pass orders for grant of pro-rata pension to the applicant

within two months thereof. This Tribunal had also dtajryt-Pitiari

that no interest on the amount to which the applicant la

that O.A.NO .269/1998 was entitled.

u  3. The learned counsel for the respondents invited

\ \ attention to the reply filed and stated that the llm



£ the aptateaat on the quasi penaaeBt pest of L4),c
was tecMnatea on his refusel to revest hack t. Me' '

retired I «P«^uation., the ̂ loaet
o2TT a.
Bhiiai >->-

own voliti ^ "dertaklnq « his
be treated ^ be« abscrbed in pubiio

end he is not entiUed for pro^^, o»sio
conn OSS, ^ pension. The learnedcounsel for the re^ond^ts further stated tha. .
^lioaat vas only ouasi ^niy quasi penasnent eeiaoyee «,d not a
Petnansnt eapioyee, the benefit canno. .oenefit Cannot be granted.

'• «>c loanned counsel Of ww .
and after perusal of th both the partie,perusal of the records, it is held that the
applicant in this Case is entitled to the .snaf,
as has been given in the case of n
vs. .nion Of mdi. ̂  ors i

»«e.b^. iggg s„, «=.269/1998 dated loth1999 and earlier decisloti of i-hi m
OA Ho .744/1995 thsn s ̂rJhunai in

Salakrara Siariaa vs unlnOf India & Ors. decided on 19 ,,no,
annn f2*l998. iiccordln^y the
applicant is directed to cospiete the nroo»,llties fcr grant Of P"oedual for«-grant of pro-retea pension within n

iron the date Of rec el f a one «nthOf receipt of this order T»a a-i.
^llcent does so the rooes so, the respondents itoali pass eM.n a-
grant of pro-rata nan , oWers farf V rat a pension to the ar^.^i 4,^

■onths It na . oppllcant within four-ontns. It nay that the aon, i
any Interest <m the will not g«;the aaount to which he is «tiUed to
pro-rata pension. "oiUed to as
5# With the direction e, .a
Of. Partle V, " ia H^osedParties shall bear their own costs. I ' ' ^
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