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Original Application Nos. 299/2006, 300/2006, 301/2006, 
01/2007) 02/2007, 07/2007, 
56/2007; 57/2007, 60/2007 and 
61/2007: 

I 

' 
. I J- • 

Date of Ontler: ., ... this the 28th Day of February, 2008 
• 1 

HON'BLE MR. liUSTICE ,A.K. YOG, ME~BER (J). 
HON'BLE MR. JARSEM LAL, MEMBER (A). 

l.O.A.No.29 /2006 ; · 

Smt . .Kamla Ra~i W/o Shri Hem Giri Ji,· aged about 51 years at 
present working as Faras under Central: Groll_nd Water Board (in 
short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.). _ R/o Chopasani Housing Board, 

i~.::;f~~ Jodhpur (Raj.). 
~- ··· lJ"F'·-,.~ 

~~-- :.,. ... _ ;;,_-..-:'"*~~ 
[ .... %-;;:;:.:~~~-?~"' · .. ~~ \\ 
: .t·~·.,..::}::.>-,.~ -::--, -. \ VERSUS 

... Applicant. 

~'. ~('~(.:.!~,~ :~ Union of I~dia through Secreta:ry, Ministry of Water 
. ~.;-,, \ .. ··,,~i"';;;:·~~ .,il- Resources, sryram ShakttBhawan, N~w De!hl. _ 
~~- -.~., ... _..., .,._·~ . Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 

-~· i<i ~,'<>.~ Hariyana. I · . _ 
3. Executive EngJineer, Central Ground .Water Board, Div.-XI, C-

8, Sara-sw __ ati r· agar_.~ Jodhpur. _ , , .. Respondents. 

CONNECTED WITH:-_ 

I 
2. O.A. No. 300/2006 . 

C.L. Malveya S~o Shri R.C. Malveya Jl, aged about 56 years at 
present workinn as UOC under Centra'! Ground Water Board (in 
short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o ·,chopasni Housing Board, 
Jodhpur (P~aj.). 

. ~ .. S.ppiica nt. 

' - - . . - . ;... l. . - - _.__ . -

1. Union - o( -n-dia : thrQugh _: Secret'ary~ --Ministry-_: Dr~ Waf~r-
Resources, Shram· Shaktr Bha\;'Van, New Delhi. - --- · - -

2. Chairman, entral Ground Water f?oard, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Hariyana .. 

3. Executive E gineer, Centrar Ground Water BQard, Div.--:)<I, C-
• ~8, -SaraswatU'{agar; 'Jodhpur.,~-,_::_--:..---~- __ . _ 

7 

• _ 

· - 1\ ,~--~" . ·: - - - -- .... Re-spo~-dent~L 

~ .; ... -._,_-·_ 

-~ . : . - -
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AND:-

3.· O.A. No. 30f/2"006 

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 
~hart C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o Opp, Police Choki Nagorl 
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 
Hariyana. _ ' . 

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

... Respondents. __ :7!-. 

AND:-

4. O.A. No. 01/2007 

S/o Shri B.L. Chouhan, aged about 39 
ars at present working as TOO under ·central Ground Water 

Binjwadia, 
Tiwari Distt. Jodhpur (Raj.) 

... Applicant. 

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 Board, Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur._ 

~ .. Respondents. 
AND:-

... 

s·. O.A. No. 02/2007 

_ Bhanwar _lal .. BhCJti· Sfo __ Sliri Ram_: tal, aged. abol!t 59 yearsi 
Retired ·as ':TOD- -u~nder Centra[- Ground Water Board (in short--. 
~.G.W.B.iJodhpur'_(Raj.fRl?:-_Polo- II/,Paota~ Jodhpur (Raj;'). - ·· 

... Applicant. 
VERSUS 

1. Union . .. or.-c Indfa· -through :.-secretar-Y>-- Minist-ry --ef- Water· 
Resources;. Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. ·_ _ 

2. Chairman, Central Grour)d Water Board, N.H-. IV, Faridabad 
- H~riy_ana. -----

·, 

•• , __ 1 
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3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground W~ter Board Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nabar, Jodhpur. ! . .' 

· ... Respondents. 

AND:-

6. O.A. No. 07/2007 . 

Arjun Singh Gehldt S/o Shri Ram La I Ji, aged about 50 -years at 
present working ~s Junior J;:ngineer under ~entr~l Ground Water 
Board (in short ~~.G.W.B.) Jodhpur- (Raj.) R/o Chaturawaton Ka 
Bera, Mandore Road, Jodhpur (Raj.). : 

... Applicant. 

VERSUS 

1. Union of In· ia through Secret.ar{, Ministry of Water 
Resbwrces, Shnpm Shaktl Bhawan, Nev~ Delhi. . 

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

3. Executive Engi.~eer, Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. . : . . 

· ... Respondents. 

AND:-

~-}i~ . 7. O.A. No. 56) 007 · . _ · ~ . . · . . . . 

/:",!~'!:!:~"'"~' Udai Ram Sharml 5/oShri GanpatRam:Ji, aged about 62 years 
··, i? , · ._ ·.:· \ ·~~, " at present workt~g re~tr~~ as a S .. T.A. fr.om the offtce of ~entral 
": \z~. \. .-'.- §. . ~ Gro1..1nd Wat.er Board. (tn short C.G._W ::B.) Jodhp~r (RaJ.) R/o 
y\-' \' " ... ~"·' .:.·] ii V.P.O. Bhalkt Pos Offt.ce Kund, Teh. & Dtstt. Rewan. 
·-:. \'.~:~;/ ' 
\~-'·'- .~ / -~ ·:.-... ••· ./ -i... ... Applicant. 
· ~~ ·· .,--~-ri-ir<A 
----,~ 

VERSUS 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Sh~am Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, CeJtral 'Ground Water Bqard, N.H. IV, Faridabad 

Hariyana. 
3. Executive Eng neer, Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, C-

81 Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 
... Respond_ents .. 

8. O.A. No. 57 12007 I _ 

Sri Ki~han S/o Slhr:i Kan~ Ram Ji, aged about 52 years at present 
-·-wcrrkif19 as ·Assi~tant Mechanic under the Central Ground Water 

.··Board (in's_tlortlc.G.W.B.}Jodhpur (Raj.) ·R;o House-No. gg: 
. Prathvi. Pura, Ra ala Road, Jodhpur _(Raj.). 

... Ap.piicant: 

:- _,: 
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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 Board, Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

. .. Respondents. 

AND:-

9. O.A. No. 60/2007 

Mukesh Sharma S/o Shri Ramswroop Jl, aged about 45 years at 
present working as Store Keeper .under Central Ground Water 
Board (in short C.G.W.B.) ~oqhpur (Raj.) R/o 1-sl9, Shant! Prlya 
Nagar, Jodhpur (Raj.). · 

VERSUS -
... Applicant. -~ 

f. 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-
8, Saraswati Nagar, -Jodhpur. 

. · ... Respondents. 

AND:-

lO.O.A.No. 61/2007 

Mukesh Ma!wia S/o Shri Bhanwar La! 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-ul!a Colony, 
Jodhpur (Raj.). 

. .. Applicant . 
. VERSUS . 

1. Union of India · through ·Secretary, Ministry of Water -
Resources, Shram -5hakti-Bh_aw-an, NeW Delhi-. 

2. Cha.irrnan, Central .,Grou~d W~ter.-Boardt :N.;~:; __ fv, Faridabad : -
Hariya_na_._-_- _: ___ -•- -_- .· ~ __ - --- _ ._ . - . - -. 

3-:-Executive-·EnginE;e/ Central -~rou~nd ·wate~r:=-ciaa·rd~ Div.::"xi,-_ c- _:-
8, Saraswati Na_gar; Jodhpur. · · 

... Respondents. 

SHRI Y .K. SHARMA1 ADVOCATE-- FOR AL:L APPUCANTS. 
-- _.·· • - .o 

SHRI M: GObARA, ADVOCATE~ PROXY COUNSEL FOR-.-_ 
SHRI VINIT KUMAR. MATHUR, ADVOCATE:- FOR ALL-RESPONDENTS. 

'· 
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ORDER (Oral) 
(P r Justice A.K. Yog, Member (J) 

All the above-noted O.As. (listed today), with the consent 

I -
of the learned co~ns~l .for .the parties, are clubbed together as 

well as heard and! dec1ded by a common order. Since these 

O.As. arises from similar facts, raising common_ issues claiming 

identical reliefs which can be · hea.rd and adjudicated . together. 

For convenience, facts of leading case (O.A. · No. 299/2006 

~mt. Kamla Rani VIS. Union of India & Ors.) alone are referred. 

It may stated that the Applicants have filed these 0 .As -
. - - I , . . - -

for two- reliefs - (it) to direct the Respondents to make payment 

4<f.~if~~~ ... f p:nding MedicJI Bills and (ii) to allow interest @ 12% p.a. on 
~ ~- ~ I ,·~Gir;lf, i" • . 

. i; ~~"f~i.<TJ~~ ~ ~o ·yed payments. . 
~ ~- .. _<j E. )ty -
... ,,~.) llCI , .. , ...... . ~ ,_ 

-~~ "'i' :~:~-.._ ~ .... ~ At the outset/ learned counsel for the_ respondents 
,., ·,{G. 1),, '"'~ I .. 

submitted that clai~ made by the applicant and other similarly 

situated employ~es ha~e been made ~nd in this respect he 

referred to the additic:1nal affidavit in this case sworn by one Shri 

B.K. Sharma, Ex~cutive Engineer~ dated 12.02.2008. (presented 

in the Registry dn 25.02.2008) and along \Nith this affidavit -

copy oi' O!Lcc f·1cmora,dom dated Novernt.er 14, 2007 is 

annexe~ as-:~n~~xure R/1. This Memorandum indicates that_all 

· th~·1oap-~~~c~:~~J(i~--above noted O.As.) ~ave alrea~y_ be-en--;5~fd 
against 'their Me~i_cai-Bil.ls'. The said schedule given in the said 

· M~~o~anQum<:+tains name," designation, descriptive of Original · 

Applicati~ns, ;erdi~ebi;;s andam~unt~ paid i~ lieu thereof 

Learned counsel for the lesp~ndents; on the instructions 
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received from the official represented In person in the Court 

today, submits that amount mentioned therein have been paid 

on 20/22.11.2007. , Lea:ned 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 -"'~ 

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

Water Board, Jodhpur. There is no dispute tbat these Applicants 

submitted 'medical 'bills'. (details are not relevant) were. 

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

required under 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 · · -->:t 

payment_ was that they _forwarded papers fo·r -clearance to higher--
- - . - ~- - - - . :: - ~-: ·. - - -~ -_. -___ -

Department on some ·alleged complaint of 'bills' being 

' -
inflated/forged. Be that as it may, at re?J_St since the _y~c;Jr 2002 

- ---

concerned authorities recommended-(b-y\.v-rhlng le_tters to -higf;~r .. 
- ·. authorities) for makinq paym.ents · of 'Medi_cal-Bifls' since tli~ 
. . - . . . ~ . : • - . ~- _- . .· ~ • : ,:_: \\--. '-: __ J ~: - - . ~ • 
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claimants who wer pressing hard for its· payment; one of the 

applicant had evenjserved a legal notice. Above facts are born-e 

out from letter da 'ed 16.01.2002 filed as Annexure A/5 to the 
I . 

earlier O.A. No. 09/2005 - Amar Lal Bhati & Ors~·-vs. l:J.'O.I. & 

Ors. (decided on 04.09.2006) and letter dated 22·.04.2003 

annexure A/2 to 0 A. No. 60/2007 - Mukesh Sharma vs. U.O.I. 
I , . -

& Ors. (noted above). · · 

Respondents vehemently contested claim of interest 

'tiated on complaints regarding fictitious .'Medical-Bills'. 

were 

It may be noted that 'payments against Medical-Bills' -

~ade whe~ this ~ribunal passed. interim-,order dated 

01.08.2007 in this O.A.- which reads: 

"O.A.Nos. 299 2006 300 2006 301 2006 01 2007 
02/2007, ·o]/2007, 56/2007, 57/2007, 60/2007 arid 61/2007. 

. I I 

Date of order: 01.08.2007 

Mr. Y.K. Sh~rma, counsel for applicant~ 
Mr. M. Godara, proxy counsel for . 
Mr. Vinit MJthuy counsel for respondents. 

- In t~is. batch (~ases the c!airri of the applicants js for 
~medical reimbursement which had· been turned down vide 

. . ... I 

-- ': Annexure A/ 1. In the impugned order there is a reference to 
·- _-,- e_arllerofdJr:passed by this Bench of the Tribuna( in O.A No. 

__ - ~- _ 09/~005]il~o by $h. Amar La/ Bhati .~ 40 o_thers_ and O.A..__-Na, --~ 
- 225/2005 fti!ed by- Shri Mukesh Sharma & 28 others wherein it 

was submlitted that the medical bills submitted by the 
applica-nts]- weie still pending for final decision. The 

. responden s in .their reply had stated that some of the 
; emetoyee~l had raised- very hig.h bills and there~ore. the mat~er 

· ~~s -referred to CBI.- Th1s Tnbunaf; after heanng the part1es- -
?ir~c~ed t1~ respondents t? .treat the bill _o~ every em_ployee · 

_ 1~di.~Jd_ual/~ and take a deas10n. The same 1s not dec1ded on 
. ments_eye n~-1 • _ . _ -- . 

- .. , -

- :.:··. 
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F:om 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 
counter affidavit· filed ,In 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 fakhs and then the matter was 
~eferred to the Ministry of Health for their advice in respect of 
mflated medical reimbursement claims. According to the 
rf::E:-DDnd=:n!s the. D·rocedure adopted were correct but on fact .it 
apoeared ro be inflated due ·to an organized racket. 
Therefore. the clearance of the bills had been keot in 
abeyance. The matter was also referred to CBI for . 
iDvestig£tiQ.rr, However, we find that the present plea taken 
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 govern/rig in the Reimbursement of 
Medical Claim. But' instead of considering the merits of the ~­
bill as per the medical Reimbursement Rules, the respondents · P 
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 ReimbursementRu{es. ' . · 

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 affidavits may be' filed by the next date. List the case 
on 22.10.2007 for admission. Let a copy of this order be · 
given to both the learned counsel for the parties. 

Sd/­
Administrative Member 

Sdj-
Vice Chairman"· 

(underlined to lay emphasis) -

_Neither the learned- counsel .for~ the,' applicants nor_~the . 
- .. 

- -respohdents--have-'referre_d:to particu-lar rule/circu.far/ord-er-bf- the 
- . . - -- - - ·_ - - - : - - -::- - - ·- ... - .. - --- - . 

Department providing or ·pronibiting grant of interest on delayed 

payment of medial bills·. 
- -· - - -·· - ---

- +: -··. -.- -· .::..·· 

Learned counsel for_the Applicants; _how~ver, argued tbat 
- ..:. . - --· . - ..... ·-

,I 
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i 
interest accrues in law if 'payment'. in question is deliberately 

delayed, and that since the respondents: have admittedly made 

payments belated y, therefore, applicants: have claimed 'interest' 

by approaching C I urt/Tribunal. 

j 

Learned counsa! for the applicants refers to the record of 

earlier O.A. Nos. I 9/2005, - Amar l..!al ~h~ti & 40 Ors. vs. U.O.I. 

& Ors. as well as b.A. No. 225/2005 - :Mukesh Sharma & 27' 

Ors. Vs. U.O.I. & Ors. filed before this Tribunal - which were 

requisitioned from the Registry. 

Perusal oft e aforesaid O.A. Nos~ 09/2005 and 225/2005 

ows ·that applicants (including the present applicants before 

) had claimed in~er:st @: 12% per annum in the relevant relief 

The O.A. ·No. 09/20_05 was pres:ented on January 10,-

2005. 

_ Learned co nsel for the Applicantis, however, failed to 

show that 'interes~' was ev.er claimed by :the Applicants prior to 
. I 

Filing of aforesaid rA; No. 09/2005. 

There is notrng on _record to show ;that respondents have 

rejected the .said t"'rn ofinterest. The~e is nothing to justify 

the ac_tion qf,.the respondents· in not considering the. said -claim 

or granting inte;eJt.- · . _-. . . . · · 
c . 

It ls ·prove 
. - ---· - -,-

on record that there are in all about 69 

perso_ns involved, _ \.<'1hose. 'medical d:lims·· ·varying -from Rs . 
. · ·._ -

~ .- . - - -
- 1·: -

.- . ..:' .- -

-.' 
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1,000/- to Rs. 12,000/- have been paid highly 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 ha.nd, 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. 
t 

Further, what rate of interest should be allowed for ·~ 

computing/calculating such interest, we are of the opinion that 

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

Original Applications (in respect of relief claimed -for 

' I 

payment 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 fo pay requisite amount of interest 

(after making necessary calculations) on such· rate: as per · >:!'. 
""' criterion given above w.e.f. Olst J_anuary,- 200S- till- actual _. 

- . - . . ~~ . 

payment; payment cj_ intecest un_d~r_·this orde.r _spall-l;le maqe_ - .. " 
- .. - .. · .. - .· _,;..-- ~--..:-~ . __ ---_- :··~-- -~ ::: ·- -~-=---=--- . .- -~---·.:.: -.-·-· --: -~---~-

within ~ithin two- months of- receipt ~f c~-rtifi~d :cop-y- of tt:Jl~ . - . ---

order . 

. :. ~ Further, w~ ~cJartfy that t~king Jnto-account thatsimilal=~Y 

situated other persons (like the applicants b-efore us in above 
~ ... - ~ ···-· . . 

~- ~=-- . · .. 
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~-:- _ noted O.As.) may or ;nay ~ot have approached this Tribunal for 

~·:~~·· ~~. . ~-'. ~: r;\~relief shall also bel paid against their 'Medical-Bills' and interest 
~ ( -~~ !> ' \' 

( ~ r·. '; ~ \ 0~ indicated above in order to ensure that the respondents do 

~: • . . . ·::-=-./~i :;-r~/r l 
-~; •. ·--#:·.Jt__..._i,-- ot discriminate inter se rheir employees and then force them to 
l··. --~ --<~~<~/,' I 

''l'fq]-6 ··~1..;;~- approach TribunaiACourt . 
.--;// 

----:-
--· 

---£cl/--
[ Tarsem Lal ] 

Member (A) 

kumawat 

-- ---
- . 

- - - -
___ ........ 

Scf/--
L A.K. YogJ 
Member (J) 

--------

_..,._ ...:-_ . -··-

., 
' 
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