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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
~ODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR : 

I . : 
Original Apprcation Nos. 299/2006~ 300/2006, 301/2Q06, 

01/2007,l . 02/2007, 07/2007, 
56/2007,! 57/2007, 60/2007 and 
61/2007.! 

' . 
Date of Or er: . , .. .-thi~ the 2-8!~ Day of February1--2-008 -

HON'BLE MR. Jl!JSTICE ,A.K. YOG, ME~BER {J). 
HON'BLE MR. TARSEM LAL, MEMBE~ {A}. 

i' . 

1;0.A. No.299f2006 i 

Smt. Kamla Ranil W/o Shri Hem. Girl Jl, :aged about 51 years at 
present working ~s Faras under Central [Ground Water Board (in 
short C.G.W.B.) odhpur (Raj.). R/o Cliopasanl Housing Board, 

;:~:;-~;~ Jodhpur (Raj.r 
~.'"- .. ::n ~';..~ -

~ .. -.......... ~ I 

' I .... ".\ -... ~-- ·; *~~ 
l' .... - .;r:-..._ ' ,. ' ,;) -~~~~f~-;~·X-~~~:~-~~.0 · ... ~ ,~ 
· :~~ .. · ();·>) -=i> ·. ~ .VERSUS 

·I ... Applicant. 

~~ \t(~(, .. ~~~) !ll Union of India . through Secreta~, Ministry of Water 
~j, \: .:·~~~-·-r_,~ Resources, Shr~m Shakti Bhawan, NeW Delhi. . 

~-;:,.:_''" '"'''<~. Hanyana. · , · 

--·----

~~ ·<,-~··: .. ---:_., o;, ... ·IJ: • Cha_irman, Ce4ral G_roun. d Water Bo~rd, N.H. IV,· Faridabad 

3. Executive Engi eer, Central Ground Vtater Board, Div.-XI, C-
COMPAR[l) & . 8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. · 

C.H£C~~D . . I' 

. ·.- . -.· 

. CONNECTED WITh:- . . . 

... Respondents. 

- . I 

2.0.A.No.300/2006 

C.L. Malveya S/ I Shri R.C. Malveya Ji, iaged about 56 years at 
present working s UOC U(lder Central Ground Water Board (in 
short C. G. W .B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o Chopasni Housing Board, 
Jodhpur (Ra_i~). 

-- _VERSUS 
! . 

. .. Applicant. 

-_- ·.- -:- _--,. -· --
- -- - . - - - - i . 

- --. _-L ~-~~~;:~~:: ~i~~~ st~;~~ig~ha0~~~e~~~ I De~~istry_. - of ~-W ~terc _c_ - __ -:. ~ ·_ • -

2. Chairman, c_ e:ntral -Gro-und Water Bo~rd, N.H. !V, Faridabad 
- 1-_iariyana. · , · 
3. Exec.utive Engi eer, Central Ground Wate·r Board, biv.-Xf, C-

: ~:··-: 8, -~ar:aswat_i· N gar; )odhpur.~- : , .·_ . 
} ~- ~-.-:Respon_d:ents. - --r\ ---- . 

. ' . 

- \ 
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AND:-

3 .. O.A. No. 301/2006 

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 C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o Opp. Police Choki 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 Wate:- !3;::,ard, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Hariyana. _ ' . _ -~ 

3. Executive Engineer, Central Ground Water- Board, Dlv.-XI, C- r 

8, Saraswatl Nagar, Jodhpur. 
. .. Respondents. 

8ND:-

4.0.A. No.Ol/2007 

... Applicant . 
. VERSUS .. 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shr:am Shaktl Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridab9d 
Hariyana. 

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

AND:-
: .. Respondents. 

- ~") 

5. O.A. No. 02/2007 

Bhanwar Lal Bhati S/o Shri Ram Lal, aged- about 59 ye·ars; 
Retired as TOD under CentraL· Gr'qund Water: Boardc (in_=sljort­

-C. G. w. B.) Jodhpur_( Raj. r B./a Polo' II; ,Pacta~. JQd~pt.Ir_ (R~j~y:< ,- :' -: 

... Applicant. 
-VERSUS 

t:.Untofl of Indja -_ thro·u-gh: Secretary'~- ---rY1inist-nl~:~-0(- Water 
Resour-ces, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi._ - -

2. Chairman, Central Ground W?-ter Board, N.H.- IV, Faridabad 
Hariyana.- --,- --

:: -~ ·_ . . : . 

- ~- - -

:i 
-.• 

--
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3. Executive Engireer, Central Ground vYater Board, Div.-XI, C-
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. : 

- . ' 
... Respondents. 

AND:-

6.0.A.No.07/2007 . 

Arjun Singh Gehl~t S/o Shri Ram Lal Ji, :aged about 50 years at 
-present working crs Jllllior l;:ngineer und~r Central Ground Water 
Board (in short 1.G. W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj!) R/o Chaturawaton Ka 
Bera, Mandore R ad, Jodhpur (Raj.). 

...Applicant. 
VERSUS 

- ! 
• c_;-;,.,, ·t'·' . . J 

1. Un1on -of India through Secretary, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shr~m Shakti Bhawan, Ne\y Delhi. 

2. Chairman, Centl ral Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 
Ha~yana. _ : 

3.-Executive Engi~eer, Central Ground vyater Board, Dlv.-XI, C-
81 Sar:aswati Nagar1 Jodhpur. · · - · 

· . . ~.Respondents. 
I 

AND:- ' 
'. ! . 

~~~ 7. ~.A. No. 56/2007 . ~ :. . . _ 

. .,(-i'/~~"'r,_ • Udal Ram Sharm~ S/oShri GanpatRam'Ji, aged about 62 years 
, i.::.' • _ · .. · \ :-<(-~- , o at present workllj9 rettr~d as a S.T.A. fr.om the offtce of ~entral 

o' \t~ __ \ J_ ~ . ~ Ground Wat_er Bbard_ (m short C.G~W:_B.) Jodhp~r ~RaJ.) R/o 
.~:\' \'' _ .. ~~--~:~~:) ;; V.P.O. Bhalkt Postl Offtce Kund, Teh. & Dl?tt. Rewan. 

~~- "\.~:~/ ;;;-. ' 
~~·',. ... ~~./. 
0-. ·.;,. -. ·" .. ~Applicant . 
. ~ .• .-.ITo ~'""' .......... ~ 

- --..:. _,· 
. .., -. -

VERSUS 

1. Union of India through Secretar-Y, Ministry of Water 
Resources, Shrbm Shakti Bhawah/ NeW Delhi. 

. 2. Chairman, Cerltral 'Ground Water Bo~rd, N.H. IV/ Faridabad 
· H-ariyana. . _ I , . . 

3. Executive Engi eer, Central Ground ~v'ater Board, D1v.-XI, C-
8, Sar-~swati N·. gar, Jodhpt.n:. ! · 

- i :: -.. ~Respondents. 
-~ . -:. ·_ -.. -

·- i 
. :-. - . "' . 

·_I_ :_ 

-
· 8. O.A. No. 57/' 007 

Sri Kishan 5/o S.~ri Kane:: R_9m Ji, aged a~out _52 years a~ present 
__ working~ .as ·-Assistant Mechaf!it-under tHe CentraLGrourid Water 
·-~Board -(iri<short.lt_.G. W .B.) Jodhpur-~ (R?j.\ - R/_o: House· -No.' 99 

Prathvi<Pura, Ras Ia Road, Jodhpur (Rajp: · 

:,~,_Applica ilt. 

. i 
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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 Ji, aged about 45 years at 
present working as Store Keeper .under Central Ground Water 

-Board (in short C.G.W.B.) ~odhpur (Raj.) R/o 199, Shant! Prly~ 
Nagar, Jodhpur {Raj.). · 

... Applicant. 
VERSUS 

t·. 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 Malwia S/o Shri Bhanwar Lal Ji, aged about 47 years, at 
'·s' 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.). 

VERSUS 
' 

. .. Applicant. __ 
!1. 

1. Union. of -India through- Secretary~ Ministry of Water 
. Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan;:New Delhi. &.. 

_2, Chairm_an, Central ,GrouncL Water_ i3o~rdi NJ_·L IV, Faridabad 
~- --~ =-- Hariyana._ - - -_-- ·- - _ _ · ---- · : · · 

-__ c _- :3-. ExecutiVe ·Engineer,·\::entra'f·--Grounh ·water 'Boardr Div.-XI, c-
8, Saraswati Nagar; Jodhpur. _ - - -

... Respondents. 

SHRIY.K. SHARMA.~ ADVOCATE- FOR AL! .. _APRL!CANTS.-
-- - - - -. 

. - - SHRl- M.-GODARA, ADVOCATE ~ PROXY COUNSEl i=OR·- . 
. SHRi VINIT KUMAR MATHUR, ADVOCATE .:__fOR All RESPONDENTS. -

I 
i 
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ORDER (Ora!) 
(Peli Justice A.K. Yog, f'.1ember (J) 

All the abovernoted O.As. (listed to~ay), with the consent 

of the learned counsEtl for the parties, are clubbed together as 

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

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

identical reliefs w1ich can b~ hea.rd and' adjudicated together. 

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

$mt. Kamla Rani vs. Union of India & Ors .. ) alone are referred. 

It may state/d t~at t.~e Applicants have filed these_ O.As -

for ~.~o reliefs - (iV to direct the Respondents to make _payment 
·-:::::_,- I . -

/~~lrrr. ~~- f pending Medical Bills and (ii) to allow interest @ 12% p.a. on 
(§:..~ ~lllr,.. r~ ~ -
,,; f•/~~~~::.~,..,_--s-:!: .a_ yed payments~ . -

I:!' f..'- ...----~ ~ ' a 

;~, ~~ ~~;j;.)~€ >; 
-~ ~ ~::,. '~-~~- ::z. 
;p~· ~ ,~· -~ ... , '1_ 1.:' At the outset, learned counsel for the respondents 

· - ,.,.,,.c,\1\'\-il."~ / 

submitted that c'tm made by the applicant and other similarly · 

__.. - - -

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

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

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

in th'e Registry Jn 25.02.2008) and along with this affidavit -

annexed -as--Annexure- R/1. -This Memora~dum fndicates that all 

·-__ --th~c ~i~-~1~~~~~~n-t~~-S~-~a'f5o~~ ~~otea o.As .. ) Mave aire~d~.-~ee-n-_paie -

against -'their ~e~dicai-Bills'. The said sc~edule given in the said 

:Memprandum Jptains ni.me, designation, descrip;ive ·of Original'· 

.. A;p;ica;'ions, r+ecu:e bil;s ~n~ amoUnts p~id ;~ H~u t~~r~;f:- -

Learned couns 1. for~ the [eSp'2_ndeo.ts~ on the instruction~ 
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receiv~d 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 'Medicaj-Bills') has become redundant. 

;-'Wt· 
I · .. 

' 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 

. other Applicants) was vyorking in the office of Central Ground 

Water Board, Jodhpur. There is·no dispute tt)at these. Applicants 

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

submitted by them somewhere during the year 1996- 19.98 - as 

required under relevant rules. Payment of these 'medical- biHs' 

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

short, the o-nly excuse offered by .the Respondents".for de.lay in 

~~ 
pay'meQ.t ~a~ :that they forwarded p_apers foLcle~(ance. t.6 -hig.her 

~-: -- .";_ . ":-·· . - - :- . - -·. - . - .. 

_-_:._ '-aolborities_:~~ ~r1a ~~-at -some- i~qul~y _'-wa?.: ~initiat~d =~:by. -th'e 

Department on some ·alleged complaint -of 'bi~ls' ·being 

' 
inflate<;l/forgi::d. Be that as -it may, at l~ast :since the _year 2002 

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

authorities) for making -payments of 'Medical-Bills' since the 
-. -_-~_.··_ .. _--_._--- _---~_\\\.'1-'J __ -- -· _:_=- _-.-

- . - -- -·· 
.·-· --<-· 

f 
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clai~a·nts who. were pressing hard for its payment; one of the 

applicant had even se~ed a legal notice. Above. facts are borne 

out from letter dated 16.01.2002 filed as Annexure A/5 to the 

earlier O.A. No. 09/2/05 - Amar La! Bhati & Ors. vs. U.O.I. & 

Ors. (decided on 04.09.2006) and letter dated 22.04.2003 

annexure A/2 to O.A.INo. 60/2007- Mukesh Sharma vs. U.O.I. 

& Ors. (noted above). 

- Respondents themently contested claim of interest 

contending that ;del~y in payment' was not deliberate, it was for I - - . 
good cause and t~e Depa~ment did not act arbitrarily or 

malafide. It is p~inted out that a C.B.~. inquiry was being 

'tiated on complar: regarding fictitious 'Medical-Bills'. 

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

were made when/ this T.ribunal passed interim-order dated 

01.08.2007 in this/O.A.- which re~s: ... 

"O.A.Nos. -- 299/2006, -300/2006, 301/2006, 01/2007, 
02/2007. OY/2007, 56/2007, 5712007, 60/2007 and 61/2007. - I . . 
Date of order: 01.08.2007 

I . . . 
Mr. Y.K Sliarma, counsel for applicant. · 

I - -
Mr. M. Godara, proxy-counsel for . 

-'' Mr. Vinit 1athu~, cou~sel for respondents. _ 

In .qhfs iJ;:tch cases tht: claim of the. applicants js fo1 
- medical reimbursement which -had been _turned down vide 
Ann~x:_ure /All_. · jf?_ theim~gn_ed~o~~er ther~ Is ~ r~ference to__- -

_ ear{Jer: or&er pas.sed b_y th1s Bench .TJf the -Tnl}unal m O.A. No. 
_ _. . I - • - _.. • • - c • - - - - -

_, _ 09/~~05 flied bY Sfl.·~t;-m·~r·L~f-.?tha~i-&---:40--oth_~rs_and O.A.- ry~~. -~-

225/200~ filed by:Shri Mukesb Sharma & 28 others wherein it 
was submitted that the medical bills submitted by the 
applicantk were still pending for final decision. The 
respondrJnts in their reply haa stated . that some of the 
emp/Qyeks had raised very high bi/Js'and thf=refore fhe matter 

-~as"" rere(red ·i:o CB]; -~:This Tribuna/ afte: ·hearing the: parties· .. 
dJrectedfhe respondents to treat the bt/1-of every employee . 
individually and take a decision. .The same is not decided on 

- m~rits e~e~ no~- - ._ . . - - - .. --. 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 
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 lakhs and in the 
year 1996-1997 was Rs. 9.44 lakhs and then the matter was 
-~eferred to the Ministry of Health for their advice in respect of 
mflated medical reimbursement claims. According to the 
rt:s.oondt-n!s th= Droc:dure adopted were correct but on fact .it 
appeared ro be inflated due to an organized racket. 
Therefore, the clearance of the bills had been kept in 
abeyance. The matter was also referred to CBI for 
investi.Q9.U9J . .! Ho1vever, 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. I file,d by the applicants.- We --=-­

observe that this Tribunal directed the respondents in ttl~ _ 
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 Rvles, the 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 required 
to apply their mind ·and de'cide 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 er law. ·The additional 
counter affidavi s 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.Jsel for the parties . . · 

Sd/­
Administrative Member 

Sd/-
Vice Chairman" 

(underlined to Jay emphasis) 

-~=­
Neith'er- the learned couns~l fqr ::the --.aJ?J~Iicants nor the 

--

_ :_:. -- --r~sp~riae-nts ha~~ refe-rred to- pa-rticul~r-;-roi~lcl~cul~-ri.order of the - . - :-..- - - - - - ~ - - - -

Department providing or prohibiting grant of intere_st on delayed 

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

. Leaf(led counsel .for the AJ?plicants, however, argued that 
- - -· 4 - ~ :_ 

i I I 

! 
I 

I I 

·~ 

\. 
\ 
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inter"est accrues in law if 'payment' in question is deliberately 

delayed, and that si~ce the respondents have admittedly made 

payments belatedly, therefore, applicants haVe cl<iimed 'interest' 

-~-----

;r0 
I 

by approaching Court/Tribunal. , 

Learned couris~ for the applicants refers to the record of 

I -
earlier O.A. Nos. 0912005 - Amar L:al ~hati :& 40 Ors. vs. U.O.I. 

& Ors. as well as d.A. No. 225/2005 ~ Mukesh Sharma & 27 
~ I -

Ors. vs. U.O.!. & Irs. filed before·thls Tribunal - which were 

requisitioned from the Registry. 

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

The O.A. 
09/2905 was presented on January 10, · 

i 

Learned to nsel for the Applicants,. however, failed to 

. show that 'intereJ. was e~e·r claimed by" the Applicants prior to 

filing of afor12said O.A. No. 09/2005. 

There is no hing on record to shovv that respondents ha .. .re 

rejecteD th~ Silij claJ,;, . of .ir\t€rest. •··· There is nothing to. justify 

tfte action uftb1 risponderjts in nuf_~onsidefi"g the s~id cf~im . . 

or granting interest. -

".· . It is ProTI ;,~· r~~ord th~~ \t;~re are i~ all about 69 

persqns_ invoived
1 

_ y..;hose 'mecjical cl~ims' _varying from· Rs. -- - _- _. : -. - -~- -

( 

~ ---
-:_ ~---
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1,000/- to Rs. 12,000/- have been paid highly belatedly and 

that . there is no go(jd excuse for with"-holding pay.ment 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 
I . 

Applicants are entitled to interest w.e.f. January 2005 onl,. 
. ' - . 

·~· 
I '-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) 

ccount shall be just and proper. 

Original Applications (in· respect of relief claimed · . .for 
t 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 ex.:tent that 

' -

the respondents are ·directed to pay requisite amount of interest ~ 
• 

(after making. necessary calculations) Qn . such ·rate· as.· per · 

criterio_n·. give~: above w.e.f .. Olst_ January, ·2005 till. actua] · · ~-
- .·:. :, 

- ~~ r payment; p~yment d.-interest -u.nd.er. this orcf~r -~nail. 'be ffi'aci€/ .. 
-- --- i-- ~~------ _______ =-----:: ·~--_~:.-=---~- ---_-=. - __ - ... :~- _--~----~~ -::-=: __ --. -· 

w!thln · within two -months of receip-t of ·certified copy of this 

order. 

. - . 

-situated other persons (like the app!iqmts before us in above_ 
. . - ,';\ ... , . -. 

.· __ ... -- - ,_- .-.- .-

·. -·. -: 
. -~" 

: ·~· . 
·.. ; • -~ •• p 

.. ·. . -' . 
~-- ,._ .. 

\ 

l 
/ 
\ / 
\' 
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·- - ~' -~ -·':. . ·. 

·.·.-®·-···. - - . . 

- t( . . 

! I 

~';; noted O.As.) may or ;nay not have approached this Tribunal for 

f
'~"'-- ~ ·--.:.: ... ~-_relief shall also b paid against their 'Medical-Bills' and interest 

~ .Q 0~ . ~ ' ,. ~ (/~,' J ~,· ~ \ ·~ indicated above in order to ensure that the respondents do 

~ ',. ; .. -~,..I!Ji k#ot discriminate i~ter se their employees and then force them to 

~- ~~ ··t I ~_.,,i;,,.;.:~· approach Tribunal Court. - . 
~----/ --=------

[ Tarsem Lal ] 
-~-) Member (A) 

kumawat 

... , 

--=-- _- -:..:._·: 
r ,· --.:• ·--- -- .- • • •• ::___ --

.--~ ~ - - - - -- ~-- - -- _- ? ~-

-
- .· ·- -- - ~ - ----- --:-

---- _ .... - -
.. 

- .-
- - ---

-·. 
- -~-- -

soi__;_ 
l A.K. Yogj 
Member (J) 

--~- - -·· ·- ·: __ .-:------:--- .-__ ·_ 

-- --

-
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... 
ta.ct l1 and lll destrOY~· 
in my presence on ... 0.1.. n-)( ~ 
under the supervision o1 
· ection officer ( J } a!psi 

der t ..•. .1 •. ~ .. 1.ar.1.1-


