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CENTRAL ADM.LNIS‘J.‘RRTI\.E TRIBUNAL ALL2HABAD «
Registrati~np (®ene)No s 301 mf 1986 .

K-P'SEXEna L3 I ™ appl iCant'
versus
The General Maneawer,Telephnne

The Mzall -H“" ad, Kanpur e ResSpondent »

Hon'ble DeSeMicra,a «m.

H"‘ll’llble G+SeSh arma,J oMo

( Delivered by Hon'ple DeSemicra)

This is an aPpPlicati»n under
Sectisn 19 »f the Administrative Tribunals
Act YTITI nf 1985, against the order dated
141041985 passed by General Manager(Telephﬂne;
vanpur (respondent) deducting a sum o f
RS «2880/- fr-m the gratuity amount, admissiple

to the applicant, »n his retirement .

[y —
Zepdmittedly the APplicant, pie wWhile
Wwoarking as Supervisar at Telephone aXchan ge
Lajpat yagar,kKanpur "btained LTc advance
7 f RS +2880/= 5n 5.1041981 for himse] £ and
his ifamily members. The aPplicant submitted
@ claim for rest of 20 per cent LTC advance

°n l4th June,1982 al~ng with certain pepers
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CuNIURAL ADMINISIRATIVE TRIBUNAL ALL2HABRAD «
Registrati~n (P «a«)n2o- 301 nf 1986

KePeSaxena e e s e a_:_}pl icant-
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The General Manayer,Telephone
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< The Mall‘uﬂaﬁ,xanpur e+ R2SpPHndente

Hon'ble DeSeMicra,A «Me.

Hn'ble ceSeSharma,T M.

( pelivered by Hon'ble pDeSe.Mmicra)

A

This is an applicati»n under
cection 19 nf the Administrative Tribuneals
Act YTTIT nf 1985, against the order dated
14.10.1985 passed by General Manawer (Telephone
A wanpur (cespondent) deducting a sum o f
]S 2880/~ fr-m the gratuity am~runt, admissible

t» the applicant, on his retirement.

s~
2.aamittedly the applicant,wime Whilé

warking as Supervisor at Telephone EZXchange
Lajpat Nagar,Kanpur ~btainec LTC advance
~f 15 +2880/= on 5+101981 for himself and
his iamily memberse. The applicant submitted

a claim for rest nf 20 per cent LT adiance
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~n 14th June,1982 al~ngy with certain psapsrs
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in support »f the per frrmance 2L the journeye L
The matter remained Pending fr-m

from No vember 1981 tn October ,1985 and the
applicant was informed vide letter dated
141001985 that the bill »f LTC advance
Submitted by him was nnt genuine and actisn
ior recorery of advance, given to him, had
been taken+ 9%aEx The gPpplicant has challenged
the recovery order passed by the resp-ndent
anc¢ has prayed f»sr Setting aside the »rder
cdated 141001985(copy annexure 1. &~ the
aPDlicatiﬁq)and Cirecting the respsandent to
repay the am~hunt cdeducted fr-m the gratuity
fund vide nrder dated 5.11.1985 al-ong with
interest permissible under law «nd a further
CGirection to» the resp-ondents t» Pay the

rest of 20 per cent »f LTC advance am~unting

to RS '9?0/"-

3e.ve have heard the ar guments of
the learned counsel for the part ies and have
caretullyperused the documents »n record. Tt
has been contended oh behalf ~f the applicant
that the decisinn of the respondents
holding that the bill submitted by the
apRPlicant was not genuine 1s an illegal

decisinn and that such a decisinn coulé not

be taken after & gap »f 4 years fr-m thedate i ]

>f the payment of advance. It is alleged that
Since the day the applicant submitted the
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details of the bill, the authnrit ics concer ned
remained silent and n» notice or nbjecti-n
with regara to the said prc bili was ever
glven t» the aponlicant fAr confirmationn nf
the bill,in questisne. The claim is contested
by the respondent wh» has given detiils

n1 the acti»n taken by them in verifying

the c¢enuincness nf the receipts submitted

by the &applicant in support o£f the claimes

It 1s &ls» stated that a bonafide drubt
about the genuilneness nf these receipts
érmnseé ~n perusal of receipt nn. 2235 bearing
the dete of 18th October, and receipt n- -
6785 bearing the date »f 12th Qct-ober « The
respondent has filed copy of communication
Cated 11 +8.1986,receiwdé from Executiwe
Ofificer Kanya rumari{annexure C-A-.-ZA) in
which it 1s stated that no receipt no «75072
dated 12.10.1981 regarding entry of Bus N> -
BL% 7502 within Kanya gumari Township was
issued by them. T'he abnvementioned receipt
pertains to the certiiicate issued by M/s
Punia Travels,wh» had grantad the receipt
dated 1@,10-1981 for the payment received

iram the applicaent f5r the journey perf-rrmed

on M
by Vwy mgpismessik and 5 other members o f his

family between 3.1041981 and 20.1041981 fr-m
Kanpur t» Kanya Xumari and backe. The

respondent has stated that the claim o f the
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made recovery of LeTeCc+ advance nf 35-3880/-
plus penal intzrest at the rate ~f£ rR8«10%

am~runting t» RS 1,518/~ from the death cum
Was ovdeved
reticement greatuity of the applicant|>n 5th
N~ vember ,1985 as the apprlicant retired »n
318t August,1985. It {sals» stated by the
resp-ondent that the applicant had submitted
his LTC claim 2n 14th January,1982 and the
nntice InC reciovery ~f the same was giwen
t~ the apolicant vide letter dated 14th
Octsber,1985 and the frur years' time is to
pe calculated wee ofe the date of submission

~f the claim and not from the date of

advance paid to the applicante.

4 «We have considered the matter

and we are of the ~pinisn that the action of

the resoondents in scrutinizing the claim

~ £ the applicantwas in accordance with tha
was within thellbower

rules »n the subject jand there 1is'n”

{1legality »r irregularity in this regard.

we alsn find that the time taken 1in taking a

decision can not be termed aS peing undue

~r deliberate d&lay &S the respondentghad

to get {nfrrmation Irom var inus agenciles

situat=d far away fr~m the ~ffice ~f£ the

respondente The respondents appear t> hav2

+ aken a lenient .iew in the matter DY
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only ik - %
ordering’(;:acavery 2f the due amrunt and not

resorting t» disciplinary actisn under cclqugj
-3 RUIES_ 1965.

¥ it
f?_ ! ¥or the reasons,mentisnecd above, we =

g P are of the o2pinisn that there is n> merit
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