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\.lf·'~· (,1) r<i'i"r""r ¥ r'~"" ~2 it; >~·a<rn r.r_:_ ~ ~·· •. 
CENT~L ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ~ 
· llODHPUR BENCH, JOQHPUR - w 

Original Appl cation Nos. 299/2006, 300/2006, 301/2006, 
01/2007, 02/2007, 07/2007, 
56/2007, 57/2007, 60/2007- and 
61/2007: 

. I • 

Date of Or I er: .•.. this the 28th~Day _ _of February!_20_08 __ . __ 

HON'BLE MR. J
1

USTICE f'-..K. YOG, ME_MBER (J). 
HON'BLE MR.IARSEM LAt.,. MEMBE11. (A). . 

l.O.A.No.299/2006 

Smt. Kamla Ra+i W/o Shri Hem Girl Jl, aged about 51 years at 
present working as Faras under Central Ground Water Board (in 
short C.G.W .B.' Jodhpur (Raj.). R/o Chopasani Housing Board, 

;:~-.:;:~ Jodhpur (Raj.). 
~ -!:'." • . -~::p ~"'?.;--.. 

,.__ - ""' ·;i~ 
:::,·· ,-:·:_~-- ;J~~ 

J, • ..:-<-::;,·-'-~~--~~" ··. ~~ -

.. ~Ap[31lcant. 

j;: ,:;~~·!·/: .. :·'J:::~-;.-.s, ~~ ·. VERSUS 

-~ ~(%i_: ... ~.,~ ;~ Union of ndia through Secretary, Ministry. of · Water 
~.;. ·\ .:··0i-;::~~ ~ Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 
~ ~·~- ·.;._, · ....... _, ....._·iR' • Chairman, qentral Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 

'-'-~,;~ '"~'""'~ Hariyana. .I · . 
COMP ARED & 8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. · 

3. Executive E]gineer~ Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, C-

c.H£C.KiD · · · ... Respondents. 

-- -- . -- . -

--

. --
,. 

CONNECTED WITH:-

2.0.A.No.3~0/2006 
. I - . -
C.L. Malveya 5/o Shri R.C. Malveya Ji, aged about 56 years at 
present workirg as UDC uoder Central Ground Water Board (ln 
short C.G.W.~,) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o Chopasnl. Housing Board, 
lr·v.J.:--n::!""" (P~..;) _.~\...! lll.,O.....,i l .,._....j"• ~ ... fl:pp!\cant. 

V.ERSUS 

--l. Union of India through . SeGretary~- .- M-fnistry -of Water-· __ :~- ~---::_ _-- : · 

Resources, Shram ~hakti Bhaxva-n,. New Delhi. -
2. Chairman, Central Ground Water, Board, N.H. IV, ·faridabad 

Hariyana. 
3._ E~ecutive~ E~gineer,_. Central _Ground ~ater Board, ~iv.-X-I,, _c- _ _ 
. S,SaraswattNqgar,-Jodh_pur.c- -. ____ -, ._ .. - .. -_.-c-·.--

. · · !\ _ _: __ .. · - -' .... Respondents:;-·--: · 

'.·_ , . 
! -- -_. . - -·-. ~ 

\ ·-; .---_- . -- ' - -
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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 C.G.W.B.) Jodhpur (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, Div.-XI, C- 4./· 
8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. 

. .. Respondents. 

AND:-

4.0.A.No.01/2007 

... 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 __ La! Bhati _S/o Shri Ram La I, aged about 59_ yearsi 
- -~-:- Retinid -as TOD under Central Ground Water Board -(in .short - -- -.:-· -

- _:_- __ :_ ··=-c~G:w.B-.) Jod_hpur (Raj.)"R/o Polo n,-Paota, JodhJ:fui- (Ra).).---_:-.:.-:_-- -_ -- __ 
. ' . 

... Applicant. 
VERSUS 

-1: Union . -E>f -·India. through --Secretary',- _ ivilnistry-- of·. ·water· 
Resources, Shram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman, Central Ground Water ·Board, N.H. IV, _Faridabad · 
_ __ HQSiyana:._ · ~-- --~ _ 

\ : 

. . \ 

.. -: _·- :.-.-
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3. Executive Engine r, Central Ground Wa~er Board, Oiv.-XI, C-

8, Saraswati NagJr, Jodhpur. ... Respondents. 

AND:-

6.0.A.No.07/2007 

Arjun Singh Geh\o 5/o Shri Ram Lal Ji 1 aged about SO years at 
-present working a Junior ~ngineer under Central Ground Water 
Board (in short C. .W.B.) Jodhpur (Raj.). R/o Chaturawaton Ka 
Bera, Mandore Ro d, Jodhpur:.(Raj.). ·· · · · 

... Applicant. 

VERSUS 

r":· .· 1. Union of Ind .a through . SecretarY, Ministry of Water 
Res?urces, Shr~m Shakti Bhawan, Nt;:\:V, Delhi. · 

2. Cha1rman/ Central Ground Water Board, N.H. IV, Faridabad 

Hariyana. I · 
3. Executive Engi~eer 1 Ce~tral Ground .Water Board 1 D\v.-XI, C-

8, Saraswati Nagar/ Jodhpur. · ... Respondents. 

AND:-

~.;."!,:~ 1. O.A. No. 56{12007 ·. .. . ... ·.• ·. ·. . . ' 

:~ ,~~. ~~ • Udai Ram Shar a 5/0 Shri Ganpat Ram Ji, aged about 62 yearS /(.~~,·· ~· . ~ ' . . . 

··f:~, ;

2 

. ·· ._;._ .. -,~~~, " at present working retired as a S.T.A. frcim the office of Central 
.o r I c .. \ . ' ~ . "' Ground Water Board (in short e.G. W. B.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o 
,;,.•\;•'.·-···;') ff V.P.O. Bhalki Pokt Office Kund, reh. & Distt. Rewari. 

·c·~.''"-~' :~/· ~ 
... Applicant. 

\""'- "'\ ~-./ ··CJ>; 

"'·.,. "".. / "-
,. <, ·- -~· ·~ :,,..lro i'"" · 

....... ...._~-...,. VERSUS 

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

· 2. Chairman, entral 'Ground Water Board, N.t-1. IV, Faridabad 

.:<... Hariyana. 3. Executive Elllgineer, Central Ground Water Board, Div.-XI, C-

.. 
::-

... Respondents. 
. ~ -.- I 

----
---- . ·:_ .. ...= -- • -

8. O.A~ No. 57/2007 , 

Sri Kjshan 5/~ Shri l<an~ Ram J;; ag~d about 52 years at present 
. working. as· Assistant" MeC:hclAlCUOder the Central Gr:our)d Water 

.. ~·Board (rn sh·· ·rt c:.G:-w .B . .)Jodhp.un- (Raj.).- Rfo -Nouse No .. 99 

Pratrwi Pura, l~asa!a Road, Jodhpur (Raj.). . I 

·I! . - . 
. :--- ·_ .·. 

' . 
· ... Appli<;ant . 

( :-

\ 

;.·· 
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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. 

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.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o 1~9, Shant! Prlya --~ 
Nagar, Jodhpur (Raj.). · ·1_, 

... 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:-

lO.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 .8.) Jodhpur (Raj.) R/o K-17 Barkat-ulla Colony, · 
Jodhpur (Raj.). 

. .. Applicant. 
VERSUS 

1. Union · of India · through Secretary,- Minrstry of Water~ 
- (3.esources, Shram Shakti Bhaw-an, New Delhk · . _.· ' 
2. Chairman, -central c1Ground Water Boa.rd, __ N.H. IV, 'F~r:idabad:_ 

~- ·-Hariyana. _ ·__ · · - ._-- - · - ·- "·· · · 
~:-3.- Exet-uH~e -~i:~gln'e_~(,- Centrai-=Ground- Wat~r-- Boa/d:-6;v;-xi;-.t:.: -- --

8, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur. · 
... Resp~ndents; 

SHRI Y.K. SHARMA, ADVOCATE- FOR All APPLICAN::rS. 
. - .·- - - -~ -- - -

SHRI 1'1. GODARt•., ADVOCATE --·PROXY COUNSEL FOR -
SHRl VlNlT KUMAR MATHUR, ADVOCATE -:- FOR ALL RESPONDENT~. 

/\ 
\ \ 

-\ 
I 
I 
I 1 

I 1 

I 

J 

- -- .. 
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ORDER (Oral) 
P · r Justice A. K. Yo Member J 

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

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

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

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

1dent1cal reliefs Jh1ch can be hea.rd and adjudicated together. 

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

· -smt. Kamla Rani 'i!S. Union of India & Ors.) alone are referred. 

It may stated that the Applicants have fil~d these O.As -
, 

for ~-~o reliefs - (i) to direct the Respondents to make payment 

-·--~ ~if:.~~~ pending Medical Bills and (ii) to allow interest @ 12% p.a. on 

r.~{>. ~~Bt;:,~ 75f-~ ~ I 
.1~- f~~,>~"""!.:/)).,s ~~a yed payments. - -

i ~~~ f~:·:-.: .-} l ~ : J 
~\ ~'V:f..._.:.:/;,..0) !!:' 
-~ " ~~- -·-~ ~ "rP~, '\> ~~ ... , 1_~' At the o tset/ learned counsel for the respondents 

1..._ ·,I C. ~\\'TAU, l . "" 
submitted that c aim made by the applicant and other similarly 

situated employkes- ha~e . been made . and in this respect he 

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

B.K. Sharma, Executive Engineer...:.. dated 12.02.2008 (presented 

dc~t~d i·-~_c\rernt~er 1-4 i 2007 ~:; 

the 10 applican1s (in abOve noted O:J\s_) ~ave already been paid 

against 'their Medical-Bills'. The said schedule given in the said 

-Me,;,oca ndcm -clntai ns name: aeSig nation, desc'i ptive of Orig ina I 

App!icOti~ns, +'ecti~e bills and amounts ~ai~ in li~u the;eof • 

Learned .counseL for the ;{eSp<?ndentS1 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 re·maining 

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 m~ke payment of 

' 
their 'Medical-Bills') has become requndant. 

' 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 that these Applicants 

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

submitted by them somewhere during the yearl996- 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 del_ay in,~ 
. . -:~ 

-payment. was -tl')ai: -~hey forwarged ~~pers for clear~ nee to hiQher "_ . 
- --

·./\· \ . . ' 

-) ' ' 

\ ·. 

- ----·authoritr-e·s: -=and-~ tri~r,'- _so-rrie :--~in'Cfu-ir¥ · -w~S= initiat_ed ~-by ' lhe-> __ - _:- -~ .,.,.~ -._ -~ _ 
. - ~ .· - - -_ - - . :. - ·- -.- - --- ·.- -- - - ,.. __ - - - . 

Department· on some ·alleged. complaint of 'bills' being 

' 
inflated/forged. Be that- asJt_ may, _at least since th_e _y.ear 2092 

_- -- ";. _:._ ---- - .. 

- ·· concerned authorities recommend-ed (b_y writing-letters· to higher 

. 9utl)orities) for Il)~kjng -payments ~of 'Medical-Bills' since the 
. . '_-: \\\.)- -' .. · . . . -

-. 
• . 
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clai~ants who. wle pressing_ hard for its payment; one of the 

applicant had ever served 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. 019/2005 - Amar lal Bhati & Ors. vs. U.O.I. & 

Ors. (decided on 04.09.2006) and letter dated 22.04.2003 

annexure A/2 to lA.
1 

No. 60/2007 - Mukesh Sharma vs. U.O.I. 

& Ors. (noted abor)· 

Respondents! vehemently contested claim of interest 

contending that 'delay in payment' was not deliberate, it was for 

good ~aus·e and the Department did not act arbitrarily or 

being 

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

made whem this. Tribunal 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, Ol/2007, 56/2007, 57/2007, 60/2007 and 61/2007. 
. I I 

Date of order: 01.08.2007 

I - . 
Mr. Y.K.Shfrma, counsel for applicant. 
Mr. M. Godara, proxy counsel for 
fVlr. Vinit M~thuy counsel for respondents .. 

fr"} th!s batch cases the claim of the a!oplicants is for 
medical-reimbursement- which had been turned down vide 
Ann~xure A~1. 1n the impugned order there is a -reference to _ 

_ _ ~artie~ _ord~rpass~_cf__-by this Bench of the Trfbun_?l in,:o.A.-_No>:: . 
. -:-- _--:- -:: 09(20()5--filrtd~by S~h.;:Amar La/ Bna_t(&, <10 others an---'d.~O~~; !'f6, 
- -- 225/2005 f{led by Shri Mukesh Sharma & 28 o_thers wherein it 

was submitted that the medical bills submitted by the 
applicants I were still pending for. final decision. - Tht; 
re~pondents in_ their reply had stated that _ some of t[1e 
employeeshadraised very-high-bills and therefore the matter 

-- was referr~d t6 CBI. · This Tribunal after- Hearing the parties- · 
directed the respondents to treat the bill of every employee 

. indi~idually[ and take a decision. The same is not decided on .. ments_ever~. . . . . .• • . . .·. . .... 

-, 
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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 earller 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 
r:eferred to the Ministry of Health for their advice in respect of 
mflated medical reimbursement claims. According to the 
r:::soondr:-nts the o·ruedure adopted were correct but on fa..."t Jt 
appeared ro be inr7ated due to an organized racket. 
Therefore, the clearance of_ the bills had been keot in 
abeyance. The matter - was also referred to CBI for 
investig_C!tiQil_, 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 aAd 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 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 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 affidavils 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 

Sd/-
Vice Chairman" 

(underlined to lay emphasis). 
--~---

Neither· t~e le~r~-ed ._co_uf1s~i for the applicant~_ r:~or t~e; 

~- ~ -~-~---<-----~- --respe:nd~nts- ·hav~ _referre~d tcr~partieular 1-~1~/<:irtu!ar/orde~ ·of th~e.-
. - - - . -- - - -~ . - - . - :-- -- . - - . - - . - . : - - - --

Department providing or ·prohibiting grant of interest on delayed 

payment of. medial biHs._- _. 
- -· - - -- -

.- -·-

·-· .. .::· .. Learned _<:ounsef· f()r the Applicants, however, argued that 
. . - ~- - . - . - -· -.- ·--. -- - ~ . - - . - . ' . 

- . . .-.. ~ 

,. _-.:.::_. 

-- -~- -- .-

\ 
I 

'1 
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interest accrues in law if 'payment' in question is deliberately 

delayed, and that sr·nce the respondents have admittedly made 

payments belatedly, therefore, applicants have claimed 'interest' 

by approaching Coulrt/TribunaL 

Learned counjE!I for the applicants refers to the record of 

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

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

·ors. vs. u.o.r. & brs. filed before this Tribunal - which were 

-~- - I 
requisitioned from the Registry. 

--( -

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

ows that applicJnts (including the present applicants before 

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

The O.A. No. 09/2005 was presented on January 10,-

2005. 

Learned co nsel for the Applicants, however, failed to 

show that 'interest· was e~er claimed by the Applicants prior to 

filing of aforesaid O.A. No. 09/2005. - -

There ·is no hing on record to show that respondents have 

rej'etted th~ ?aid claim of interest.-_ -Tf:1ere is ~nothing -to:jus_tify-

or granting interr. 

.. It i5 p;:~v~~ on ·retard thilt th€re ·are in ·all .abOut 69 

persons involv~d~ ~ose 'medical claifr\s' __ varying from RS_. -

- '-
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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 hand, the applicants for the first time 

claimed interest in O.A. No. 09/2005 but in the relief cla(;Jse in 

0.-'\ No. 09/~005 or m 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 . 

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 . 

. I 

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

the respondents are directed· to pay. requisite amount of interest 

(after making necessary -calculations) ·on· such , rate as per 

c:iter.ion given above . w.e._f.. -ot st Januaryr 2-DOS .til_l . actual 

p_aymen_t; ·payment -(I_ intere~t. under this or~f!r shall ':.b€ ·maqe · 
.-=-----. ~= --~~- -~--_::---_- -_--_-- -_ :: : ~~=--- ;.-_· -~~--~~.:.---:_--~~--- _-:_ :~>; __ -~~ ~----~- ,._~ ~-=- - -_- -~-

within within two months of -receipt· of certified copy of this · 

order .. 

: Fucther,- w.e.-crari~y -that't~kiog into _-atto\j~t thafsfmilarty. 

situated other persons- {like ·the applicants before us in above 
. -~ ·. ,. 

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

--""-· 

. \ 
.I 
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~--"; ;- noted O.As.) may or ,may not have approached this Tribunal for 

f
_;t:_--... f'is - ;_: r:·,11ief shall also be paid against their 'Medical-Bills' and interest 

II ..... c.~ . to: , ~ , 

II ;/f ~~'\£J indicated ab~ve in order to ensure that the respondents do 

\\; s~ '. --~7;4-__}~~otdiscriminate inter se rheir employees and then force them to 

\\l-'_ --~~~:~~~~ I 
~~y-- approach Tribunal/Court. 

., 

- . 
.. _· .. ·.::: -· :-

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

--- . -
- -- - - - _..:_. -. -- - .;.__- -=-· 

-S;.c/~ . ~~ I 

[ Tarsem Lal 1 

Member (A) 

kumawat 

~ - --- __ ' . 

-- - - -- ---.-

-
~ ·-

--- .; - - -

-- .-- -· _:-
" --

Sri/-· 
l A.K. Yogj 
Member (J) 

---------

. _; -· -

.. 
;:. ~-- - -

------~-
-- --...=: -o._ 

." 

-- - :- --.;:- ...: . -- - :.. ---

-- . ·-

. · .. 

• _-: =: 
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