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ARMED FORCES TRIBUNAL, REGIONAL BENCH, MUMBAI
E-Court

34. O.A. No. 128 of 2014 with M.A. No. 67 of 2016 (E) & R.A. No. 6 of 2017

Ex. Master (CPO) Indrabhan Singh
By Legal Practitioner for the Applicant

Applicant

Versus
Union of India & Others
By Legal Practitioner for Respondents

Respondents

Notes of Orders of the Tribunal
the
Registry

25.07.2022
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Umesh Chandra Srivastava, Member (J)
Hon’ble Vice Admiral Abhay Raghunath Karve, Member (A)

Heard the applicant Ex. Master (CPO) Indrabhan Singh in person and 

Mr. A.J. Mishra, Ld. Counsel for the respondents.

Mr. A.J. Mishra, Ld. Counsel appearing for the respondents^states 
that disparity case is regarding calculation of dues which ^received'

from the NavyLhe wants to bring on record by way of supplementary affidavit.

He further states that Supplementary Affidavit will be filed within two
days.

Let Supplementary Affidavit be filed within two days and matter be 

listed on 28.07.2022.n
u &

*
(Vice Admiral Abh^y Raghunath Karve) (Justice Umesh Chandra Srivastava)

Member (J)Me r(A)

AKD/SB/-



Form No. 4 
{See rule 11(1)}
ORDER SHEET

ARMED FORCES TRIBUNAL, REGIONAL BENCH, MUMBAI
E-Court

(Suppl - I 8). O.A. No. 128 of 2014 with M.A. No. 67 of 2016 (E) and
R.A. No. 6 of 2017

Ex. Master (CPO) Indrabhan Singh
In Person

Applicant

Versus
Union of India & Others
By Legal Practitioner for Respondents

Respondents

Notes of Orders of the Tribunal
the
Registry

28.07.2022
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Umesh Chandra Srivastava, Member (J)
Hon’ble Vice Admiral Abhay Raghunath Karve, Member (A)

Heard the applicant Ex. Master (CPO) Indrabhan Singh in person and 

Mr. A.J. Mishra, Ld. Counsel for the respondents.

Applicant states that respondents have neither correctly fixed his 

basic pay nor paid the interest on arrears correctly. As per order, interest is 

payable on both arrears of pension and commutated value of pension. He has 

filed a calculation chart as directed by the Tribunal, and respondents were
•vv* cowio,

obligated to check the same and^submit their own calculation chartybut they 

have not done so.

Learned counsel for the respondents submits that respondents have 

submitted their reply after getting the calculation chart submitted by the 

applicant checked by the PCDA, Mumbai. The payment has correctly been 

made, however, for clarification, if any, a competent officer from PCDA, 

Mumbai may be summoned for the next date to be fixed to assist the Tribunal.

In view above, list the matter on 23.08.2022 on which date an account 

officer well versed in the matter shall remain present to assist the Tribunal.

(Vice Admiral Abhay Raghunath Karve) (Justice Umesh Chandra Srivastava) 
Member (A) Member (J)
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