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O R D E R 
14.07.2023 

 Heard both sides. 

2. The main prayer in the OA 227/2020 was that the 

applicant was aggrieved by the fact that though he was 

promoted to the rank of Sgt on 01.08.1993 and retired        

on 28.02.1994, he was paid pensionary benefits in the rank 

of Corporal (Cpl). It is seen from the records that the         

PPO issued to him bearing No.08/14/B/03638/1994    

dated 17.02.1994 indicates the rank as Cpl, while the 

corrigendum PPO dated 27.10.1994 indicates the rank as 

Sgt, and the subsequent PPO dated 09.10.2020 once again 

indicates the rank as Cpl. Thus, the main issue at hand is that 

while the applicant is to be paid pension in the rank of Sgt 



from 01.03.1994, he has been paid pension in the rank of 

Cpl for certain periods, for which arrears in the rank of Sgt is 

to be paid.  

3. Based on the directions issued to the Respondents, they 

have filed an additional affidavit with the complete details of 

the pension paid to the applicant since 1994. The counsel for 

the respondents then demonstrated that the payments have 

been paid in the rank of Sgt, including arrears of OROP. The 

counsel for the applicant examined the details provided and 

stated that while there was no dispute in the pensionary 

benefits paid from 2006, it was still not clear from the details 

provided whether the applicant was paid the pension in the 

rank of Sgt commencing from 1994 or not.  

4. On perusal of the additional affidavit filed by the 

respondents, we find that the details provided of payment of 

pension commencing from 1994 still does not conclusively 

indicate that the applicant was paid pensionary benefits in 

the rank of Sgt as per his entitlement. Respondents are 

therefore granted four weeks time to once again verify and 

place on record the rank in which pensionary benefits since 

his retirement in 1994 was paid.  

5. List again on 16th August, 2023. 



6. A copy of this order be provided ‘DASTI’ to learned 

counsel for the parties.  
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