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Central Administrative Tribunal
Principal Bench: New Delhi

OA No.1476 of 1996 decided on 1st August,1997.

Mohd. Yamin
(In-person)

.Applicant

Vs.

The Controller of ^ r
Administration CBRI Roorlce© & anr

(By Advocate : Shri Manoj Chatterjee
with Ms.K. Iyer)

.Respondents

CORUM

Hon'ble Nr. N. Sahu, Member(A)

1.

2.

To be referred to the Reporter or not? Y^S/NO
Whether to be circulated to other Benches
of the Tribunal? 7^/^°

( N. Sahu )
Member(A)
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CBHYRAL AmilHISTRATIVE TRXBtmM.^ PRINCIPAL BEKCH

V  . - ■ ■ . ,. ■ ■ ■ - -
Qglqinal ADPlicatioa HOrtl476 of 1996

E3e^ Delhi^, this the lat day of Mgmst* 19^
/

Hon^ble E3ro B<> Sahm^ £3esaber (&)

^bhdoYaaiQ« S/o Shcl Siohdo Ibrahim^
~ J^sstt(€>en) 9 Central Bailding Researeh
ZQstita^®9 RoorIcee<=>247 667 »APPLIC{USI¥

(By Advocate « self)

verstts

l»She Controller of AtelnistratioQ^
J  CoBoRoIo«]^oorh(se»247667

2oYhe Joint Secretary(Adran)«Cooncil of
SeieQtlfie & Industrial Research^
Anusandhan Bha^ran^Rafi Marga
Nev.. Delhi 110 001 <=RSSPOBDMTS

(By Advocate^ Sbri BteuaoJ Chatterjee & MsoKoIyer)

J U D 6 M B B T

By Hon'ble Mr^M.Sahu^Hgnber (a)«

Tb@ prayer in this Original Application is

%  for a direction to waive ?the recovery of coe^und

interest & direct the CHai/CSRI, Bo Delhi to recover

only the eiaiple rate of interest as per the CSIR

sanction 0<,M,HOol6(63)7/87»B«.XI dtd,5o9o870o

2o The brief facts are that the applicant had

drawn house building advance of RSo379 000/»Yide

aforesaid ra@ao dated So 9o 1987 (Annexure«=.A®4) o An

additional house building advance of RSoll0 48O/» was

granted to him vide 0,MoBOol6(63)/7/B7«BoI2 dated

22o9ol988 (ABneuure-A»5) o By an order dated SoSol^S

^  the ̂ plicant occupied the accoEmodaUon supplied
'•i

by the respondents with his family including his

married son and throe grand childreup The terms and
\

conditions of the house building advance were that
the principal house building advance amount will be

recovered in 136 instalments of Rso 270/- each and
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I37tl]k instalment ot Rso280/« pins interest ̂ 11 bo

recovered in not mere than 23 equal monthly instalments
I

of Eso27®/» each and balance out of DC&Go The rate

' of interest ̂ 11 be at 7^ upto R8o259 000/«» and 8^

over and above RSo25tf000/»o IB case the eiployer^s

accaisBQodation allotted to him and occt^ied by him

is not vacated after talcing over possession of the

house purchased at the station vhere the Government

servant is ei^loyed^ the rate of interest on the

house building advance 9ill be charged at per

annumo ^e applicant claims that the terms do not

contain ccHqpunding interesto The re^>ondent8 vide

their letter dated 3,llol993(Annenure->A»l} informed

that ccn^^unded interest amounting to R8o53o718/a

urill be recovered from his salary from the month of

October^ 1893 one^arda at the rate of Rsol^OOO/oper

montho The applicant vacated the occupied quarter

of the ®iiployer on 3lol2ol993o

3o During the course of hearing leave %7as

granted by the Tribunal to the applicant to approach

the Director General«Council of Scientific and

Industrial Resear^,0ew Delhi for relaxation of

any of the clauses of the rules, in view of the.fact

that the applicant had undergone considerable strain

ana financial difficulties.las he was involTOd in a
criminal liUgation relating to his son Shir Hohd.
AhoatUwho was claimed to have been nardered by the
Police on 26,9,1993, learned counsel for the
rospondents has placed before me a letter of the
Legal A<2^ser to the c«to sm*. 4.u ..une CSZR on the subject of waiver of
penal Interest at the rate of 16«

* 1655 per annum on the i
amount of hba sanctioned to the a nd 1

^ applicanto It is Istated that the DG catp1X3.CS1R considered the documents and
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^  ̂ stayed in
Pies oi tne ,,,,,, ,„.et,ention. «.e

accosmoan"-®" «> ®'° fjeqasot police intervention
,3. noticed «. son «es involved
against the app this pntpose ths

f

against the por this pnipose ths

.  1

c

^ several crinin ^^e
applicant s house in c^X
paiice several ,a,oi,ed in terrorist
atped that the sppU ^ cB«atged that the sppUcanV _ ^ cBRl
ctisanel activities in the applic^ ^ ^therefore, did not think it «>
colony. ,„tes for charging of penalcolony. ,^as for charging of penal
for any relaxation ^ jejection of the

.  a<qt Toer aiuo^i®® ^ .interest at «P ^ ^ fartherinterest at !«% PO^ ann»-. ^
.eguest for eaiver. ^,,ava»ces

aane for the aPPllo«»' to redress hi
lationship bet»e

avenue for ttoe apP relationship between
« «iew there is a© .

iaced by the applicant on account
the alleged proble-s ,,tles nhich havethe alleged proble-s ac ^3,0
of his son's involveoen ^
attracted the attention ^ ^ accomodatlon.

lover'8 acco—odation to o ihete«=P^°X®^ , relationship bStseai the t®.
1 ao not find any causal

.  i.< <=4 r ation tor no^
I do not find any causal

/. -tification for no^is. therefore, no Jus acco—odation
ansoiover's acGOBsaodation »
^  ..,.ot »as ready for use.
-evtiAVer's acGOirao»«*employer » readv for useoacguired Py the applicant sas ready^ ^^ ^^^^^

fl-ag to the respondents a P
S. According to ^

^^r-AAna to the resp*"'^'5^ According to ...... that an eoployee
,  ,985 role «(b) leys doun th(HBA, Aules, i985. r ^ ^aao^

availing HBA ac _.^ied such accoiraodationavailing acco»odation
acconxbdation, ^ ̂  A»
ne Shall vacate th.  -1, -acate the sam© ow
^a shell vac ,^t he

audertaklng - el- ior allot-ent on acquiring a
oould forego . _ all the conwould fore^ the righ ^ conditioi

a-d that he would abi^©house by him an ^ ̂Qterestgln

-!"!!™ ri;r» -the event of default he cstr (aBA)Bule8.1985.

rate of interest prescribed undor eontd.....<'/°
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6o Under ,&nnexare<^»4 dated 21/24o6<>1991 since

the applicant did not vacate Idie quarter °tbe general

rate of interest at the jste of 163& is to be charged

from him on the entire aicoont of Rso 48480 granted°o

The applicant alleges that there is no provision for

coi^>oundlng of interesto This conpounding was held

to be arbitrarjo

7o Rule 11 of the CSlR(HBA)Ruld3« 1985 prescribes

interest rate of 1®$S per annum coo^unded is^mallyo

Therefore» the applicant has no ease whatsoever o It

is true that in cosaminications at Annenures A»2/ 6 &. 15

an in^ression has been conveyed that only simple

rate of interest at double the interest rate Charge

would be collected if the applicant does not vacate

the accommodation but in view of the categorical

provision of Rule 11 ibid, there is no dther altef«

native except to pay the interest at the rate of

%  16% cospounded annuallyo

8o Zn the result, the Original Application is
■  ■ ■

dismiss^o The parties shall bear their own costso

rkve

(Ho Sahu) iiVlc/z
Me^er (A) ' '


