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CENTRAl l ADMINISTRATIV~ TRIBUN~L, 

IJODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR 

Original Applilation Nos. 299/2006; 300/2006, 301/2006, 
01/2007,1 02/2007, 07/2007, 
56/2007, ['57/2007, 60/2007, and 
61/2007.! 

! 

' . 
r: ., ... this the 28th Day:of February, 2008 

.i 
. I 

HON'BLE MR. J STICE ,A.K. YOG, MEf1BER -p). 
HON'BLE MR. T RSEM LAL, MEMBER ,(A). 

i 

1. O.A. No. 299 
I 

Smt. Kamla Rani W/o Shri Hem _Giri Ji, ~ged about 51 years at 
·f--- present working as Faras under Central Ground Water Board (in 

short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.). R/o Ch6pasani Housing Board~ 

'~,.:'·};;~~odhpur (Raj.). · 

,, .,~...-.-.-:•-·-A~ ... r-~ ,, 
1 

••• Applicant. 
~: ,:{;~~,>::}:::_:{'"' 0::\ ·. VERSUS _ ! 

~' ~('~L.~~~ :~ Union of Jndiar through SecretaryJ Ministry of -Water 
~~ ·\ ::·~,?~~.,.. q.- Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New ;Delhi. · _ 

~~'-;;. ·-~-, •.• .-" .-._-iR' • Chairman, Cent al Ground Water Boa~d, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
-:::.-:..:;.:__,;.:., '"11'c),_~ - Hariyana. · . I 

· ro & 3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground W~ter Board~_ Div.-XI, C-
COMPAR~ 8, Saraswati Na~ar, Jodhpur. : _ _ 

c·tt£CK£D . - - - . . - . . ... Respondents. 

_i ,. 

*· 7' .. 
-::.. 

i 

C.L. Malveya 5/o , hri R.C. Malveya Ji, aged about 56 years at 
present working a~ uoc uoder Central Ground Water Board (in 
short C. G. W .B.) J dhpur (Raj.) R/o Chqpasni Housing Board, 

. -- - l - . Jodhpur (P.aj ~). I. 

' ' I -.' 
- -VERSUS. '' -

__ ... Appiicant. 

- - -: --- - :_ -- - - --- :-~- ~-~ -_- - . ~- _- -- - - -- _-_ -r ,_ -> --> _. : ,_ -_- -- . --- -
-- ~ -.---1. UniOn·-~: Qf~ Ihdia -through_- Secreta-ry-,!- :Ministry-=-· .ot -Water. 

. Res?urces, Shra~ $hakti -Bha'{Van, ·New ;oelhL- - · -_ - ~ .. 
2. ~:~i~~~~, Cent1al Ground Water Boa~~, -N.H. IV, ~and_abad 

3:Executive l;nginJer, Centr-al Ground Wate·r Board, _Div.":XI, C-
.~- --- _, ---=:. 8, Sa-rf}sw_atl Na1J1ar~'Jodhpur;_ · { -- - -- _ _ _ 

1\ -----. 1 · ;.:R~spohdents_:_ 

- - - ' -

-- -
_._.: '·. 

1 •• - . ~-,. 

.; · .. ·. 
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AND:-

3.· O.A. No. 301/Z006 

Amar Lal Bhati S/o Late Shri Lala Ram Ji, aged about 56 years at 
present working as O.S. under Central Ground Water Board (in 
short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raf) R/o Opp. Police Chokl Nagori 
Gate, Jodhpur (Raj.). 

. .. Applicant. 
VERSUS 

1. Union of India throu'gh Secretary, Ministry of Water. 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Har'_1yana. ' . · ---

--:1. 3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Water Board, Dlv.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

AND:-

4. O.A. No. 01/2007 

.VERSUS 

. .. Respondents. 
'~ 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, Cen~ral Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Hariyana. 

3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Water Board 1 Div.-XI, C-
81 Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

~ .. Respondents. 
AND:-

·· 5. O.A. No; 02/2007 

• . 

l3hanwar L9i B_hati- S/o Shri ·Ram Lal, aged aq~:u:it s9~ ye~ts,_ ·:"-,> ~-
- _- Reti~ed a_s TOO under ~c.entral -Ground Water .B_oard :(in.-" short >-~-. _-: ::-. -- . . - - . -· . ' . - - - - - .·. -. .. . - . -. .· ·: . - · .. - - . - . 

_- _ C_.~:W.'B.) Jpdhp.Ur-(Raj";-) _fV'o-Polo II;panta,Jodhpur·(Raj:). _-.· > :'. -___ -- - - -

... Applicant. 
VERSUS 

--LUnion-·::.-0-f .I:ndia ·· thrb-u§h ·_ Secre-tary, ·_ Ministni:-, of :--Water: -
Resources, Shram Shakti" Bhawan, New Delhi. 

· 2. Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, N.H._ IV, Faridabad · 
Ha~iyaoa. _ _ __ 
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3. Executive E~gi~eer, Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, c-
8, Saraswat1 Nagar, Jodhpur. 

.. .Respondents. 
AND:-

-6. O.A. No. 07 I 2007 1 

Arjun Singh Gehlbt S/o Shri Ram Lal Ji, :aged about 50 years at 
present working ~s JLI!lior ~ngineer und~r Central Ground Water 
Board (in short G.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o Chaturawaton Ka 
Bera, Mandore Rdad, Jodhpur (Raj.). · 

... Applicant. 
VERSUS 

_ 1. Union of In ia through Secretar{, Ministry of- Water 
Resources, Snrbm Shakti Bhawan, -Ne\V DeihL 

2. Chairman, Central Ground Water Boqrd, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Hariyana. I : 

3. Executive Engi~eer, Central Ground \f!{ater Board, Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

. .. Respondents.-

AND:-
-, 

~~;,!-;~ 7. O.A. No. 56/2007 : 

Iff..,:"'- -r~1~'"1:~~r~ ~ Udai Ram Sharm~ S/o Shri Ganpat Ram 'Ji, aged about 62 years 

~
.-,::··~ ~ .. :~ .. -··:::-:-\ ·l · l o at present workinlg rerir~d as a S.T.A. from the office of ~entral 

: I~ t. .~ .§. '~"" Ground Water Board (in short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (RaJ.) R/o 
\-'. \: :,~ ··~----. ·.: . .) !f V .P.O. Bhalki Post Office Kund, Teh. & Distt. Rewari. 
~\ ~}~:~_/ L-'- ' . 

. \""''- ~~ ,/ .-~ 
\.~ ·-.; r - -< -1.. I ••• Applicant. 

·,.._, . .,··rro "''"" 
...... · .. ~--. 

VERSUS 

1. Union of In ia through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shrbm Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

I ' ! 2. Cha_irman, Celtral Ground Water Bo~rd, N.H. IV, Farida_ bad 
Hanyana. · 

3. Executive Engipeer, Central Ground Vv'ater Board, Div.-Xl, C-

8, Sarasv,-a::i f\il·''::Jcl, Jodhp~r. __ · __ 
- · .- _ ... Respondents. 

- - .· (' 
.. 

AND:- - - - -- · - - __ 

8. O.A. No. 57/~007 , . . : . - - -

Sri Kishan S/o Sri Kana Ram Ji, aged about 52 years-at present 
workL~g. as As sis ant Mechani.c under_ t~~ Centrai -Groun~ Wate_r __ 
Boara (In short c-.G.W.B:)· Jodhpur·(RaJ.)- R/o House No. 99 -
Prathvi Pura, Ras::\!a Road, Jodhpur (Raj.). - . --

... Applicant.-
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' .VERSUS 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Hariyana. -

3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Water ·soard, Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

...Respondents. 

AND:-

9.0.A. No.60/2007 

Mukesh Sharma S/o Shri Ramswroop Ji, aged about 45 years at 
present working as Store Keeper .under Central Ground Water 
Board (in short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o 1991 Shant! Priya ~ 
Nagar, Jodhpur (Raj.). · ~ 

VERSUS 
... Applicant. 

/·~ 

i'. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi.· _ 

2. Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad · 
Hariyana. 

3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, C-
81 Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

...Respondents. 

AND:-

10. O.A. No. 61/2007 

Mukesh Malwia S/o Shri Bhanwar Lal Ji, aged about 47 years, at 
present working as U.D.C. under Central Ground.,Water .Board (in 
short C. G. W .B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o K-17 Barkat-ulla Colony, 
Jodhpur (Raj.). ~-:: 

... Applicant . 
. VERSUS . 

- 1. Union of India through Secretary, 1'>1inistry of \Vater 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. _ 

).-Chairman, Central ,Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Farid-abad- · 
- · Hariyana. · · - - -

- - 3 ;Executive Engineer, -Central Ground Water Board; -Div-~-XI-, -=c-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur .. 

..-.Respondents. 

- · SH_RLY.K.-SHARMA, ADVOCATE- FOR ALL APPLICANTS. 
--

SHRI M. GODARA, ADVOCATE- PROX-Y COUNSEL FOR--­
~ ~- - -·:_- ~-

SHR1 V1N1T KUMAR MATHUR1 ADVOCATE :- FOR ALLRESPONDENTS. - -

--
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. . - _'ORDER (Oral)- j , _ --
(Per Just1ce A.K. Yog. Member (J) 

All the abJr-noted O.As. (listed tiday), ~ith the consent 

of the learned couns111 for the parties, are· clubbed together as 

well as heard anb decide~ by a comm~n order. Since these 
I 

l 

O.As. arises from similar facts, raising 9ommon_ issues claimin-g 

identical reliefs which can b~ heard and adjudicated· together. 
. I -

For convenience~ facts of leading case • (O.A. No. 299/2006 
! 
I 

Smt. Kamla Rani r· Union of India ~ Orsl.) alone are referred. 

f· It may stated that the Applicants have filed these O.As -

for two r.;liefs - (I) to
1 

dir<id: the Respon1ents to make p~yment 
.,"-'"'i:W,ft~ f p:nding MedicJI Bills and (ii) to allow !interest @ 12% p.a. on 
~_,g- ~~ ~ ' . 

,.,;~' -(~~~:;.~;;:~ ~ -~ yed payment . · : 

~ ~~~j~l ~; . 
·~ :.~'-,:~· ~ : ;p~" ~- .. J , ...._ -1>:' At the ou set, learned co.unsell for the respondents 

,., ·,{it. ~''""<>, .. 
submitted that clim m~de by the applifant ~nd other similarly 

~-
..J_ 

situated employ es have· been made and in this respect he 

referred to the aJditidnal affidavit. in thi~ case sworn by one Shri 

B.K. Sharma, ExJcutive Engineer....:. date~ 12.02.2008. (presented 

. in the Registry dn 25.02.2008) and al~ng with thi~ affidavit -
. i 

' 
copy of Office ·1ernorar1durn dated · ~ovembe: 14, 2007 is 

I. -' 
• I. ,. 

·--@!·· 

annexed as Anne ure.R/1. . -This Menio~ahdum i-nd)cates that-~alt 
. . . . - . - - I I . -. - ~ ~ --- --·- -

. - 1- . . - . - c • - • -· 

the 10-applrcant-s (in:a&ov(= -notea_d-.1\s.fba~e-~-~~e~-~i'b·eer{paia"~--~ --
-~ . - - . 

against 'their Me 1 icai-Bills'. -The sa-id s~hedule given in the said 
I -

Memorandu/11 certain~ nam.,, designatiin: desc:ip~1ve _of Origi~al •. 

AppliccJtions, resbective bills and amou:nts paid in-lieu thereof. 
i -
j-

Learned counse for the -lesp<2_rid~n~s, o_n . the instruction?. __ - · 
i . - .· _:l~ 

-i 

. f · .. - -·~ ·. 



received from the official. represented In person ,in the Court 

today, submits that amount mentioned therein have been paid 

on 20/22.11.2007. , Learned counsel for the respondents on 
·, 

instructions as indicated above further informed that remaining 

59 persons (who are not before us today and probably they have 

not filed O.As.), have also been paid amount of medical claims in 

January 2008. In these circumstances - main relief claimed in 

these O.As (re: direction to the respondents to make payment of 

their 'Medical-Bills') has become redundant. 

' Consequently, the . only issue, . which survives for 
---~-~ 

adjudication, is - whether the Applicants are entitled to receive 

Smt. Kamla Rani, the applicant in the leading O.A. (as also 

Water Soard, Jodhpur. There is no dispute tl)at the_se Applicants 

submitted 'medical· 'bills' . (details are not rele~ant) were 

submitted by them somewhere during the year 1996- 1998 - as 

required un.der relevant rules. Payment of these 'medical- bills' { 

remained pending in spite of their efforts from time to time. In 
-- . . 

short;. the only excuse· offered by the Respondents for delay in 

pa_ym~~t;:was_ ~hat they forwarded papers for cl~arance to higher· 

··_ autt:l~ri.t)e.S ·:and· -that some inquiry was _ initi~tea:-- In>': -i~e-~-~ ·: , _·: -~ ::.·=- ·- -~~ 

DepartflJent on some ·alleged complaint of 'bills' being 
' 

infl~~~d/fo(ged,_ Be that as it may, at least since the year 2002 

cont~;n~-d~ ·a,uthorities recommen'ded'"(by -writing -letters to .hlgher 

authorit~es) fo~ making payments of 'Medical-Bills' since the. 
• . -~\.'"'. J 

i ·~ I · / 
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claimants who_ we e pressing hard for itS payment; one of the 
I 

o I 

applicant had evei served a legal notice. :Above facts ar~ borne 

out from letter dated 16.01.2002 filed a~ Annexure A/5 to the 
I 

earlier O.A. No. Or/2005 - Amar L.:al Bh,ti & Ors. vs. U.O.I. & 

Ors. (decided on 04.09.2006) -and- letter-·dafecr 22.04:20~ 
j -

annexure A/2 to 9.A., No. 60/2007- Mu~esh Sharma vs. U.O.I. 

& Ors. (noted aboJe). 

I 

I 
Respondents vehemently contested claim _ of interest 

contending that 'd lay in payment' was not deliberate, it was for 

-' I 

-I 

It may be ~oted that 'payments -~gainst· Medical-Bills' 

made wheJ this ~ribunal -passed interim-order dated 

01.08.2007 in .this O.A.- which reads: _ 

Date of order: 01.08.2007 : 
I - - I 

Mr. Y-.K. Sh?rma, counsel for applica~~-
Mr. M. Godara, proxy counsel for i 

. Mr. vt:: :j,:h::,::u:::::o:~~:s:,:::r:~;he applicants is tor 

···~··· 

medical re:~bursement which had !been -turned down- vide - _ 
Annexu_re A~1. In the fmpugned ord~r-ther~ 1s- a refejence_ ~C? ,- -___ -
earlier order passed by th[s Bench_-o(the_ Tribu_nal if!~ O.A. No.~ -; _ : _ _--_ -
-09/290.5 fil~d by ~h.-~Ama-rla(.f?hap:~& 4C[~pthers _a_nq~ o..jl..-:-NQ:> _ ~--: ~- :_~ 
225/2005 ~led by Shri Mukes-h Sharma ~:28-others whereit1 _i( -o--

was subml,tted_ that the medical f bi/Js_ submitted by the -
applicants were still -pending fof final decision. The 
respondentf in -their reply had stated that some _of the -
employt;es_ ~ad rajsed very high billsiand therefore the matter 
--lrv~s -reterr~d to -· CBI. ·- This Tribunat]attt;:' hearJ~g tb:e partie-s'- -
d1rected the respondents to treat ttie bill of every employee 
indi~iduallyJ and take a decision. Th'e same is not decided on 
m_ents eve_ noli\( - __ _ > - ~- L _ -· _--- ·_ , - _ : . - - _ __ 

- • \ - • I • - • 

- - ' -' -~ J- - -

; ).· > ;:~-~~-:< ·._:-:;-
.. 
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From the perusal of the counter affidavits filed by the 
respondents in the present cases, it is seen. that the 
respondents are still taking the same plea as the one in the 
co~nter affidavit fi/ed.Jn earlier cases, stating that the medical 
reimbursement claims of the officials in the division were in 
fact of very high side. The expenditure incurred on medical 
claims during the year 1995-1996 was 4.89 /akhs and in the 

- year 1996-1997 was Rs. 9.44 lakhs and then the matter was 
referred to the Ministry of Health for their advice in respect of 
inflated medical reimbursement claims. According to the 
r~SDDndt-n!s the. oroced.ure adoDted were correct but O/l faa .it 
appeared w be inr7ated due to an organized racket. 
Therefore. the clearance of the bills had been kept in 
abeyance. The matter was also referred to CBI for 
investJg__cttlQD_. However, we find that the present plea CJk.en 
in the counter affidavits is also the same which was taken in 
the reply to the earlier O.A. · file.d by the applicants. We 
observe that this Tribunal directed· the respondents in the 
earlier OAs. to take up individual's bill and consider it on 

· merits as per !he rules governing in the Reimbursement of 
Medical Claim. But' instead of considering the merits of the 
bill as· per the medical Reimbursement Rules, the responden~ 

··· had again passed an order which does not specify any reason 
as to how the claims of the applicants have been turned_ 
down. The impugned order states that the . competent 
authority had reconsidered the claim of medical 
reimbursement sympathetically. We are of the view that 
sympathy is not required rather the respondents are required 
to apply their mind and decide the bills on merits as per the · 
Medical Reimbursement Rules. 

So we direct now the respondents to file a fresh 
· additional counter affidavits giving the details of each 
· claimant as to · whether they_ are entitled to the 

reimbursement claim or not as per law. The· additional 
counter affidavifs may be filed by the next date. List the case · 
on 22.1 0. 2007 for admission. Let a copy of this order be 
rJiven _to both the learned -counsel for the parties. · 

· Sd/­
Administrative Member 

Sd/-
Vice Chairman" 

(underlined to lay emphasis) 

Neither the learned counsel for the applicants nor _-th-e 
-. 

-__ ·-respondents h~we .. referred-to particular: rule/clrctHar/order:··of tile.~ : .-: -_ :: 

Department providing or-prohibiting grant of interest on delayed 

payiT)ent of I!Jedial bills. --- - . . 

Learned -counsel for the APPii_cants; however, argued that 
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interest accrues in ljw W 'payment' in ques~ion is deliberately 

delayed, and that since the respondents ha\le admittedly made 

payments belat€dly, lerefore, applicants haye cl<iimed 'interest' 

by approaching Coulrribunal.. : . . ' 

Learned counsE!I for the applicants reffrs to the record of 

earlier O.A. Nos. 09/2005 - Amar L:al ~hati .& 40 Ors. vs. U.O.I. 

& Ors. as well as O.A. No. 225/2005 .- M~kesh Sharma & 27 

'Ors. vs. U.O.I. & 0 s. filed before this Tri~unal - which were 
I 

requisitioned from t e Registry. ! -

Perusal of the aforesaid O.A. Nos. 09/2005 and 225/2005 

2005. 

' 
09/2005 was pres~nted on January 10,· 

. i 
I 
I 

i 
I 

Learned counsel for the Applicants, however, failed to 
I 

:show that 'in teres' was e~er claimed by the Applicants prior to 
,.. 
filing of aforesaid O.A. No. 09/2005. 

i 
l 
I 
I 
I 

There is no hing on record to show! that respondents have 
' 

rejected the said claim of. interest.- Th~re.ls nothing to: justlfy:, . - I -.:- .. 

the . a ctl on of the respondents in· riot co ~Sidering · th,(said·.d aiM-::- -" _ -- -_ - . ~ . - - . --

or granting inter st. 

. . --- -
~ --:_-:-

,ft is· prov 
on record that there~ are in all .ab·out 69 ·-

. . i . . I . . . . . 
v.¥"lose. 'medital ·cl~ims'. varyif\9 from .·R§. _ . 

- . . . ·. _'. -, ·- .· ~ ·- -- .• .. · .-· -·. . .. person~ involved, 
. ~ _-

: ··I: .. -- ~ ·.· .. 
. -- - . . - --

. . 
- .-. 

\ 

I 
\ 

\ 

.--.-: 
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1,000(- to Rs. 12,000/- have been paid _nighly belatedly and 
.. ·.· 

that there is no godd excuse for with""_holding payment ever 

since 2001-2003 (when they decided to make payment). 

On the other hand, the applicants for the first time 

claimed interest in O.A. No. 09/2005 but in the relief clause in 

O.A No. 09/2005 or in the present' O.As - no date has been 

Indicated - from which said interest Is claimed. Hence the 

Applicants are entitled to interest w.e.f. January 2005 only. ' . . . . 

Further, what rate of interest should be allowed for 
~-"') 

computin~/carculating such interest, w~ are of the opinion that 

rate of interest prescribed on General Provident Fund (G.P.F) 

Original Applications (in respect of relief claimed .for 

' ' .. pay_ment of medical· bills)' have been rendered· infructuous in 

view of such payments made during pendency of these O.As. 

Original Applications are allowed only to the e~tent that ~~ 

the respondents are directed to pay requisite amount of interest 

(after making nt::cessary calculations) on such rate as per 

criterion giver)· ab.ov~ w.e.f. Olsc January, · 2005 till actual 

·. pay,menh pay~edt.·ct_int~-re~t ·under· this order shall be made: 
- _,- - . ; _ _____ :. -- >" ---~ --~- --:::-.:. __ - _--- • -- -~ ·- -·. - _- . - -. . ...::;. 

:--: ·- - -: - . . 
·within within~- two months of receipt of certified copy of this 

o·rder. 

situated other persons (like the applicants beforE; us· in above 
. - .. ';'\ .... _;, . •· 

• •• • • # -

-... - . . . ~ 

:..·: 

.· 

_-:,...._. --
-- - -

I 
I I 

,j 
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~~: noted O.As.) may or {Tiay not have approached this Tribunal for 

"" - <r\~elief shall also be baid against their 'Medical-Bills' and interest 

f 1:>~ . t-8 ~~ ' 
( I I ' . ·. i -. ~ ~; ~ 'o. indicated above in order to ensure that the respondents do 

~., c ij • h If 

I.· _: 

l· - - ~ -

'· - - .-

~s.. ~- .. -~~-j£~:'&t. !)-~''/ ot discriminate int"'rr se ::heir employees ar~d then force them to 
,_: ~-~~ . ~~ . .. . ~ ; ~ 

.. ... .. _./ <> ............. # 

"'1'lq]0 ~~y- approach Tribunalj<I:ourt. 

--- - --

[ Tarsem Lal ] 
Member (A) 

kun; . .awat 

,. 

Sr!/-
L A.K. YogJ 
Member (J) 

.. 
p-~ ._ --;.··. -~;.- ~=-~ -~:- ... .. 

- . 
---- . -

--- ---
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