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CE NTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
PRI NCI PAL BENCH 

O.A~ No. 2559 OF 2003 

Ne w Delhi, this the 21 s t day of July , 200~ 

HON "BLE SHRI SHANKER RAJU, MEMBER (J) 
HON"BL E SHRI S .A. SI NGH , MEMBER (A) 

R.G. Nangia 
s/o S hri Navneet Ram Nan gia 
R/o 7/11 East Patel Nagar , 
Ne w Delhi. 

(By Advocate S hr i M. K. Bhardwaj ) 

1 . 

Versus 

Commissi on er (Admn) 
Kendriya Vidyalaya Sangathan 
18, Institutional Area , 
S haheed Jeet Si ngh Marg, 
Ne w Delhi. 

2. Dy . Commissioner (Ad mn ) 
Kendriya Vidyalaya Sanga than 
18, Institut ional Area. 
S haheed Jeet Si ngh Marg, 
New Delhi. 

3. Principal 

. . .. Applican t 

Kendriya Vidyalaya Sangat ha n , ( S .P. Mar g) 
Gole Market, 
New Delh i . 

4 . Asstt. Commissioner (D.R .) 
J NU Campus, N.M . Road, 
New Delhi . 

( By Advocate : Shri S . Rajappa) 

ORDER ( ORAL) 

. .. . . Respondents 

Heard learned counsel of the parties. 

2 . In this OA , t he applicant is clai min g 

refixation of his pay and wor ki ng out pensionary 

benefits by adding stagnation i ncrement by followin g 

part o f the pay. 

3 . The learned counsel of t he appl ican t 

contends that in the light of clarification No .l3 



I 2) 

under Ft~ i~sucd by the Ministry ot finance on 

3.'1.1987 all tilL' central Uove1 nmen t 0triP10Veec wt10 

have opt.€:d for (;(;~ (1~1·') 1=-:ules, 1'18t. th€: maximum of 

whose pay scale does not exceed Rs. ~ 7vv and who n1ay 

reach the maximum of their revised scalt:: ot fJi..I.Y shaLL 

t.>very :;: years at. t.hc ma><imum or the respectiv·~· :=:.c:a1e:..: •. 

fhe Stagnation lt1crell1Cnt shall L·e "-'quiv<.:llent to t:hc 

rat.e of the incren•ent: last draw11 by them in theit ~·av 

• The OM 

daled 3.'1.1~87 has not been found valid and by the 

~:.ubsequet1t. decision of Lhc r'iini::::.L1 y of f1t1unc.:e ot 

3tJ •. U • l 'lt.<t::. iL l•a:.:·. been clarified that the l>eneflt of 

::-.taqn.:-1tiot1 incren.cnt will be admissible ir1 the 

pre-revised non-iunctional se1ect:ion grade which ha::;; 

been c~.llo..,Jcd so on personal pay_ Had thf~ applicant 

been ~1rant.ed the st.agnation increment, his pay would 

have beet• fixed and also conscquencial benef!ts would 

have been affected his pcnsionary benefit~ as well. 

•4. un the other hand, tiP:) lco::trned counsel fot· 

the respondents by refLrring to CCS (Revised Pay) 

F~ule::;., .1'/8& stated that having opted for the .-evised 

pay th~ applicant has already been granted three 

::;tagnaUon increment:::-, and~ therefore 011 revi::>t-~'J pay~ 

he is not entitled to any stagnation increme~t-

S. Having reqard to Lllc cla1 ification issued 

by the Ministry of finance which was a conscious 

decision cal<.ing into consider-at.ion the revised pay 



• 

1 ul..::os. in the 1 ight of the above OM. thi:::. UR is 

disposed of with a direction to the res~Jndents to 

r·ec.;onsidel the issue of grant: of ::.tagnation :increme.-1t. 

revision of pay of the a~plicant and consequenLial 

pertsionary benefits in the light of tile OM mentioned 

above. 1 Li::::. di rect.ion sh.::ul be cumpl ied with within a 

per iod uf three moi1ths f 1 om the date of receipt of a 

copy of this ord~r- No costs. 

~fLvL.)l 
(S.A. sn4GH) 

MEMBER (A) 

/r·avi/ 

s.Rt~ 
(SHANKER RAJU) 

MEMBER (J) 




