The Regional Provident Fund Commissioner
Employees Provident Fund Organization,
Sub-Regional Office,

Bhavishyanidhi Bhavan,

PB No0.1806, Eranhipalam (PO),
KOZHIKODE — 673 006

Sub:- Eligibility for receiving Pension on actual wages of the employees under

Employees Pension Scheme 1995.
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Dear Sir,

With reference to the above subject, | hereby resubmit the following:-

1.

I was an employee of M/s. Instrumentation Limited, Palakkad and was a member
of Instrumentation Limited Employees Provident Fund (ILEPF) Trust at Kota.
Based on our request ILEPF Trust had approached EPFO Kota, Rajasthan for
approval of higher contribution in EPS by the Employees from employer share in
EPS’95 fund under Para 11 (3) of the Employees’ Pension Scheme 1995 Vide
Letter No.ILK/CHQ/EPS-1995/2012 dated 29.05.2012. The same was followed up
vide letter Nos. ILK/CHQ/EPS-95/2013 dated 16.01.2013, 29.03.2013 and
17.12.2013 with RPFC, Kota (Copies of all letters attached at Annexure-A).

In addition to above, | would like to mention that Assistant Provident Fund
Commissioner, Kota vide letter No.PF/RJ/1139/Enf/Pension/2013-14/7548 dated
12.02.20214 denied permission for contribution on higher wages under EPS’95 for

IL employees. (Copy enclosed at Annexure-B).



3. In the above context, we had approached High Court of Kerala in 2015 and
favourable orders were received. Presently, Higher Pension is drawing by the
undersigned by EPFO as per Judgment dated ............ in  WP(C)
NO..oiiiii e by Hon’ble High Court of Kerala, after receiving the demand
notice from EPFO, Kozhikode and after payment as per demand notice. Thus this
ongoing pension against valid PPO NO............c..ooe.e... on higher wages cannot be

modified in anyway.

Considering the above, undersigned is eligible for higher pension and it is requested to

kindly ensure that undersigned continues to receive Pension on Higher wages, as per

The order of Hon’ble Supreme Court mentioned is applicable for those cases, who are
not getting Pension on higher wages and not applicable for cases like undersigned who
are already getting pension on higher wages. In its order, Hon’ble Supreme Court has
never mentioned that those getting pension on higher wages should be re-examined for
eligibility. Hence please do not misinterpret the Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgment and

not deny the justice.

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully
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