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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, v 

JODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR 

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

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

HON'BLE MR. J
1

USTICE ,A.K. YOG, MEMBER (J). 
HON'BLE MR. liARSEM LAL;, MEMBER (A). 

l.O.A.No. 299/2006 -.· 

Smt. Kamla Raii W/o Shri Hem GiriJl, aged about 51 years at 
present w~Jrking as Faras under Central Ground Water Board (in 
short C. G. W .B.) Jodhpur (Raj.). R/o Chopasani Housing Board, 

;:~_:;;-.:;:.;::=-~~ Jodhpur (Raj.). 
,,_ ~ ?:\' . ~ .. _::n _fi'l.:> .. ~ 

. :--.··· ....-·:· .. ;r.-.._ ~ '13';~ 
~:' ... :.~-;; . ." ·-~~~--- ~~ ·-.. ~ '\ 

~: :;:·,!· ,,:-~:·: ").,. .,. ....... . \\ 
... Applicant. 

VERSUS : '1r: .; ~ , · · • -·~!l .... \ \ 

:, (g~~~:-;· ·;tJ) ; ~ Union of Ind1·a Ministry of Water 
-: ~ ·-.··· ;~,,.. -~ 

1 
through Secretary, 

. ~~, · ~ .:·:~@?"·' _,ll- Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 
~~-.; ;·;;." ··-··., ...._·IR . Chairman, C~ntral Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 

'·<;.:_, '" ~~0..0.: Hariyana. / · 
3. Executive Enfineer, Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, C-

(0h\P-AR1t1J & 8,Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. · 
_ · Cti£CK£D · - ... Respondents. 

CONNECTED WITH:-
/ . . . 

2.0.A.No.300/2006 

I 
C.L. Malveya S/o Shri R.C. Malveya Ji 1 aged about 56 years at 
present worki~g as UDC uQder Central Ground Water Board (in 
short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o :Chopasni Housing Board, 

. . -· -.. ... Applicant . 
-.: _. _ VERSUS. 

_ ,_-

-i:Union -:~of_·- Inctra· through Secretary,_ Ministry of·_ W9ter._ 
Resources, Shrarri Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

I . ' 

2. Chairman, <Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
tlariya~a. I . _ · . ·. . _ 

-3. ExecutJ'{e Engmeer, Central- Ground Water Board, D1v .-XI, C-
- - I -

-81_Saraswati"Nagar-,Jodhpur. _- -- _ - ._ 
- 1\ ___ _._ c - ... Respondents. 

-- -

-.Y 

-·~· 
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AND:- ., 

3.· O.A. No. 30!"/2006 

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 r:s.vv 8.) Jodhfl'Jr (Raj.) R/o Opp. Police Chokl 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:-xr, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

. .. Respondents. 

AND:-

4.0.A.No.Ol/2007 

S/o Shri B.L. Chouhan, aged about 39 
ars at present working as TOO under Central Ground Water. 
ard (in short C. G. W. B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o V.P.O. Binjwadia, 
Tiwari Distt. Jodhpur (Raj.) 

... Applicant . 
. 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, Far:-idabad 
Hariyana. 

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

·~ .. Respondents. 
AND:-

..._-: : ' 

~--
S.O.A.No.n2/2007 

Bhanwar La I- Bhati S/o Shri Ram· La!,, aged- -about 59 years,~: __ 
Retired !:!S TOD -under Centra_!_. Grouna __ :Water- Board_- ~(in short-~~--~ -_ 
C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (f{af-) f:j .. ;o Pploiii ,Pa6ta,'J'odhpuFfRa]:) .. - _.-; ___ ~ -_ 

... Applicant. 
VERSUS 

l.Union · of._ -Iildii:l-- through. .-Secretary;· .:Miilist.fy -t>f Water - ~­
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, N·ew Qelhi. 

2. Chairman; Central Ground Water Board 1 N.H. IV, Fa~idabad 
Hariyana. - - - - - -

-- ~- -
-:. - .. 

.! 
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3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Wat~r Board, I 

8, Saraswati Naga , Jodhpur. 

Div.-XI, C-

. .. Respondents. 

AND:-

6.0.A.No.07/2007 

• Arjun Singh Gehlo~ ~/a Shri·Ram Lal Ji', a9ed"aboUt 50 years at 
present .working as punior I;:ngineer under ~entral Ground Water 
Board (m short C.Q.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) .R/o Chaturawaton Ka 

Bera, Mandore Road, Jodhpur (Raj.). : _ 

... Applicant~ · 

VERSUS 

_ 1. Union of Indi through Secretar:y1: Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shra~ Shakti Bhawan1 New DeihL 

2. Chairman, Cent!fll Ground Water Boa~d 1 N.H. IV, Faridabad 

~ Hariyana. 1 ' 3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Water Board, Dlv .-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Na 1ar, Jodhpur. • · - · .... Respondents. 

AND:-

~~~ 7. O.A. No. 56!2007 . . .•. .· : .· . . . 

. r.·· -{?~;-~· r~ ~ Udai Ram Sharma S/o Shri Ganpat Ram Qi, aged about 62 years 
·
1
"', ;; . ····"'"\ l', o at present workin~ re~ired as a S.T.A. frOm the office of Ceiltral 
.o: h' t... ~~ ~ ·tv' Ground Water B0ard· (m short C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (RaJ.) R/o 
_., .. ~>~ ...... ·.::Y !!' V. P. 0. Bha lki Pas Office Kund, Teh' 8i Di5tt. Rewari. · . 
• r.. ~\...' ::_;.,~-. ,. ;;..:,...·~· . .... : 
··, •·. ../ . : Applicant ·~· -t..~:~- £:-,.J>...... -~ ./ ·~ -~;<,·,r;-i\...x ··· · 

, .. _~ i VERSUS 

1.. Union of In I ia through Secreta~y, Ministry of Water · 
Resources, Sh~am Shakti Bhawan, Ne~ DeihL 

2. Chairman, Cemtral 'Ground Water B<;>ard, N.H. IV, Faridabad 

Hariyana. 
3. Executive Eng neer, ·Central Ground Vvater Board; Div.-XI, C-

Jj
1 

Saraswat.i \·agar, Jodtwur. . .. ReSJ?Onde(ltS .. 

I -- -

- ---- .. __ -= 

I --:.... 

.. 
-··-

I -
I~ 
I 

8. O.A. No.57[2007 
. I -

Sri Kisl)an _5/o Shri Kaoa Ram Ji, aged :about 52-years at prese_!lt 
I ~ . - I . 

_w_ork!ng as Assjstant ~echanic unde·r-the Centraf qround Water 
·Board (in sh-orf C.G.W.B.) ·Jodhpur (iRaj.) R/o .House ·No: 99-

Pr.athvi Pura, R1sala 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 Board, 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 R/o 199, Shant! Priya 
Nagar, Jodhpur (Raj.). 

-}-

... Applicant. ~~~ 

. -·_:-

VERSUS 

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-. 
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

.. . Respondents, 

' ' 
AND:-

10.0.A.No.61/2007 

Mukesh Malwia S/o Shri Bhanwar La I .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; Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan,.-New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, C.e;ntral tGrou·no_ -Water Board~ N.H. IV, Faridabad 
· ---::-~ H_ariyana.· ___ ----:::: _ -:_. --:~-:- J_:·. ~----- _-· _· - . . · 

- -_ · ~ : ~3~ Executive Eng~neer;----cE:r\traLGrdund wate-r Board, Div .-XI, -c-
-- --- -8, ·saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. -

... Respondents. 

SHRI Y.K._SHARMA, ADVOCATE -__ _FOR ~ll APPLICANTS:_ 
-- -. - -- =;-

_:SHRI M. GODARA, ADVOCATE --PR-OXY,COUNSEL FOR-_ 
SHR1 V1NIT KUMAR MATHUR, ADVOCATE --FOR ALL RESPONDENTS. 

_, 
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ORDER {Oral) 
stice A.K. Yo Member j 

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

of the learned coun~l for .the parties, are clubbed together as 

well as heard and decided by a common order. Since these 

O.As. arises from sirilar facts, raising common issues claiming 

identical reliefs whicrh can be heard and adjudicated together. 

For convenience, fabts of leading, case (O.A. No. 299/2006 -

Smt. Ka_mla Rani vs. Union of India & Ors.) alone are referred. 

out et learned counsel for the respondents I I 

submitted that claim m~de by the applicant and other similarly 

situated employees have been made and in this respect he · 

referred to the adbitic1nal affidavit in this case sworn by one Shri 

B.K. Sharma, ExeJutive E~gineer..:. dated 12.02.2008 (presented 

in the Registry o~ 25.02.2008) and along with this affidavit -

. ann-exed as~Annext.tre R/1. , This Memorandum indicates, that' all~ 
. . . . -·- --- -

-

-- _-- --fhe io apptk-a~ts (in:aiJo\':e ~oted-O:As.) have afr~-ady been-p-aid:--?-_:-

against_ 'their M~tcai-Bill~'· _ Th~ .said ~ch~dule ~iv.en in th~ ~aid 

· Memoraodurn conta-1ns name, destgnatton, descnpt1ve Gf Ongmal ___ -
_ •• 4 -- - - __ --·:_-·:--· --~-~ - ' __ - - 7_: -- - -. - ...:" {'"_ :' --. - -- __ -- - . : ·- -. 

- Applications~ n:?spective bills arid ·amounts paid in lieu thereof. 

Learned counsel for the lesp~~de_nts, __ on_ the instructions 



6 

received from the official- represented in person in the Court 

today, submits that amount mentioned therein have been paid 

on 20/22.11.2007. , Le~rned 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 

other Applicants) was "'fOrking in the office of Central Ground 

· 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,- th~ --only excuse offered by the Responc;lents_.for delay in 

p_ayme.nt W?JS that they forward-ed- papers for cfear<;Jnce_ to higher 
-· -:.-- . - . - - . .· . - . . . 

-- -- -- :-·, 

-~:- -~~~ ::c\-~ -~ --::_au-t~:~~ities: ::~:~ti -_- ~fhat-- some_ : inquf~y. ~\va~::: -initlated-- by ~the. 

:_- -:. --

Department on some --alleged complaint of 'bills' being 

' 
_-inflated/forged. Be that_asit ma_y, at least sin~e the year 2002 

- - . - --- . - --

conc~-r-~eq- autri~rities -rec-6m~ended (by wrlt·i~g-·letters to liighe~ 

_ atJthori"ti_es) _for making payments of 'Medicai-.Bilfs' -since_ the - --:_-- -- > :·: -_ c __ -~--- .. \\\:~-'- . ·. :::- ._---_ :~. 
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claimants who wer pressing hard for it~ payment; one Of the 

applicant had even
1 

served a legal notice. ~Abovefacts are borne 

out from letter dated 16.01.2002 f1led as Annexure A/5 to the 
I - . 

earlier O.A. No. 09/2005 - Amar lal Bhatj &. Ors. vs;- U.O.I. & _ 

Ors. (decided on 04.09.2006) and letter dated 22.04.2003 
. i 

annexure A/2 to O.A. No. 60/2007 - Muk:esh Sharma vs. U.O.I. 

. . ' 
& Ors. (noted abo e). 

Respondents vehemently contested claim of interest 
I 

contending that 'delay in payment' was ndt deliberate, it was for 

good cause and the Department did not act arbitrarily . or 
• - . I 

' 
It is ~ointed out that a C.~.I. inquiry was being 

I 

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

were made when this Tribunal ·passed interim-order dated 
. I 

01.08.2007 in this O.A.- which reads: 

"O.A.Nos. 299 2006 300 2006 : 301 2006 01 2007 
02/2007, OX/2007, 56/2007, Sl/200l, 60/2007and 61/2007. 

. . I . I ' . 

Date of order: 01.08.2007 

I 
. . '. 

. . I 

Mr. Y.K. Sharma, counsel for applicant. . I . . . 
Mr. M. Godjra, proxy counsel for i 

Mr. Vin:: :h(hub~~tcr:u:::~:o::eescp'~~mdino:s.the ::>f"\pl;r•nt<- ,·s fior 

-medic;{ ;el~b~~~~m~~-t ---~~~~h. ~~d ;b~en ·tu;;ed·--~~~n ~vide _ 
· --; Annexure At{ --I~_ the i~pughed·orier there is a reference-to. .c 

._- earl~e! orderp_assed_ f)y-#'iis-~en_~~ of tf}e· tribuna/in o.A._'.No._'~ ~ -~, · .--,_ .-· 
- ~::D9/200!i ti!f1d P'f:Sh:::A_mar.-l,.alB-If?ti ~40 other~-ifnd 0.~;-_N~< -:_,_;-_-:;- .: ~: ~ _·_­

~- 225/2()0-5 filelj :by. Shr1 Mukesh -sharrra & 28 o~hers where1n.1t. _ - -
- was submitted that the medical 'bills submitted by the. 

applicants. I were sti/1 pending fof final decision. The 
· respondents. in_ their reply _had stated that. some of the 

_ e/np_l()yee~ tad-rais~d very:hig_h _bills: ~ncr there~ore the m__at~er·- _ 
- - ._ -w_as -referr-e

1
'd to CBI. - Thts Tnbuna'l ;e1tte: heanng- the part1es -

_ - _ drrected the respondents to treC1t the btl/ of every_ e(T)ployee 
· - · - individually la!?d take a d_eCision. Th~ same is_ not decided on 

- ~- _-_ _. _mer.ifs_ev*! no""t -.-~: ~- -__ ... __ · .. __i _- _ . ..: ____ -_ .• _ _ 
.. . - -._ -1 _.- -_ - - _. i- - - - -

:· _ ... ., __ , 

" .. _ ..... _-

. -

,. 
- .. 

... ·.·- :. .. -· . -· 
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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 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 lakhs 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':S.Dondents the riro~edure adopted were CD!Ted !wt on f.a...'1 .it 
appeared to be inflated due to an organized racket. 
Therefore, the clearance of the bills had been kept in 
abevance. The matter was also referred to CBI for 
investigcttlQfl~ H01,vever1 we find that the present plea t~=tken 
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 b/11 and consider it on . 
merits as per !he rules governing In the Reimbursement of · ,~ 
Medical Claim. But' instead of considering the merits of the "'~- · 
b/11 as per the medical Reimbursement Rules, tire respondents ., 
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 requirecj 
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 oer ·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 cour.1selfor the p~rties. 

Sd/- Sd/-
. Administrative Member Vice Chairman" 

(underlined to lay emphasis) . 

Neither the. learned- counsel for; t~e app~!Cqnts nor the 
-. ·-. -- -. "" .. 

->_ ~:c=: ~~ -~ --~- ~-_:- __ "'r-espondents have referr~ -to.~partitJia"r-iti-fe/eircular/order of the·--- . - ,.... __ - - . - - . - - - _-- - - -

Department providing or.prohibiting_grant o~ interest on delayed 

payment of medial bills._ 
-- -- _;.-

Learned .co'unsel for the A.PP!icants; hoyvever; argued that_ 

!· 
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inte(est accrues i:n law if 'payment' in question is deliberately 

I . . 
delayed, and that since the respondents have admittedly made 

payments belatedly, therefore, applicants have claimed 'interest' 

by approaching clurt/Tribunal. . . 

Learned coulnsel for the applicants refers to the record of 

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

& Ors. as well as O.A. No. 225/2005 .- Mukesh Sharma & 27 

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

requisitioned from the Registry. 

Perusal of t1e aforesaid O.A. Nos. 09/2005 and 225/2005 

The O.A. o~ 09/200~ was presented on January 10, 

2005. 

Learned co nsel for the Applicants, however, failed to 

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

filing of aforesaid CD.A. No. 09/2005. 

There is :r)otrng on_ record to show -~hat r~spo~dents ha·;e _ 

rejected -the said claim of interest._ Ther~ ·is nothing to justify · _ 

· the action of the +spOnde~t~ in noLc~nSidering ~he said claim •. · 

orgrantmg mterest. 

-- . -

It is proved on record that there are in all. about 69 

persons_ ]_nvolved, .\JIJ{)ose 'medical ciainis:· ya_ry!ng ·from Rs. 
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10.. . ., 

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 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 

computingjcalc;:ulating 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 

' I ~ . 

payment of medical bills)' have been rendered· infructuous in 

view of such payments made during pendency or 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· n_ecessary calculatiQns) on· such. rate··-as per"'· 

(:r1terion given, abov~ w.e.f~ · Olst- January,.· 2005 ~UII_actu(il 
-... 

_ P~wm€nt; payment _Cj_ intire-st.under·_this ,Qrd~r: sh~-11::1)_~--- ·m~de:~~-
_-_- -_· _"""_·_::.... -: --- :._.-: :._-:-- :- ----. ~- -.- -- - -- . -_---__ _-- -. __ : -_-- ·.:.-. --=--= -~_:--_:·~-----

wlthiri within two months of receipt ·of certifiecj ~copy of this 

order. 

-~ -.... '.-' 

"-- _-:-_-:/. --~--Furth-er; we~·clarify-thattaki~·g.into-accotfnt that simiJarly _-.,:' --- ·,-
- - - . - . - . ~ - - . . . . - -· 

situated. other perso·ns (like the applicants before us in_ above 
. - - \\. ~ - . 

.. 
- _- ·: .. ~ : -

.,-, 
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~~ _: noted O.As.) Jay or (l1ay not have approached this Tribunal for 

t
/~; ~>~~~ f-to- -,;~~\~relief shall also, be paid against their 'Medical-Bills' and interest ·- ..... ·~ .. - \' ( _? r·:: ·::_,~. '[,.";· indicated a o~e in order to ensure that th~ respondents do 

~. <'. __ .3~~/~~.J·'~ot Oiscnmmate mter se rhetr emplcyees and then force them to 

\"' --~~;~~~~ I . 
... ,<7(1]6 ~10_0-· apprcach Tribunal/Court. 

-~ ~d/_j 
[ Tarsem Lall] 

Member (A) 

kumawat 

. - - -- :=-
.-· -
_-.: ~ -~ . 

- ----- - _, 
. ":_- -_:_- -·-

~ .,__ ;: .. ~ . :. . -

;:t!. 
- --~ . 

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

-.-
.. --- --:: --

. - - --

-. -- . 
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