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Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Member(Adm.) 

Hon'ble Mr.Patan Prakash, Memb~r(Judl) 

PEP HON'BLE MF.O.P.SHAFMA, MEMBER(ADM). 

This Review Application has been filed by th~ Govt. 

no.384/94, Major R.N.Mathur Vs. Union of India & Ors. 

2. The Peview Application is stated to be del~ye~ by 3 days. 

How,:::v,::.-1.-, in th,:; int.:;.rE:.st of ju.=.ti·::~~, '·l·= c•::.ndon.~ this dE:lay on 

the basis of th::: prayer made by the govE:rnm~nt respondents in 

M.A.No.275/95 which, therefore, now stands disposed of. 

treatmE:nt of the applicant. The application waa allow:::d for the 

detailed r:oasons given in the order dated 12.5.95. 

Eatra th·= CGHS rate, only an amc .. urtl: - .-:: UL 

Ps.65,000/- was payable to Batra Hospital, which was one of the 

from Batra Hospital. 

tiE: 

this tr.:::atm,:;nt. 
·t 

However, a cheque of Ps.l lac was madE: ~ut 

applicant had given an undertaking that any e~penditur~ in 



2 

excess of Ps.65,000/- would be reimbursed by him. However, 

since a cheque of Fs.l lac was made out b7 the authorities in 

- .r: ._,.!.. E'.atra r-Ic·.= pit c: 1 th.~t paid tlv:! 

Hoapital. The Tribunal in ita order dated 1~.5.95 had held that 

lac to Batra Hospital and that payment of this amount wss made 

the Army Hospital, Delhi Cantonment, in favour of Batra 

Hospitsl ~nd that the applicant cannot be held responsible for 

the excess amount. 

r= 
Jo 

respond.:::nts 1s that there HaE:. a f.::.ctual en.-.:.r in th·~ ord.:::r of 

the Tribunal to the effect that whereaa the char1es payable to 

the Batra Hospital were Fa.65,000/-, an amount of Ps.l lac got 

paid to th::: Hospital. According to the govt. respondents, 

for the particular treatment obtained by the applicsnt and th~ 

government 1 s liability is limited to onl7 Ps.65,000/-. Further, 

be decided by them and cannot be bargained by the applicant at 

is c.n.:; - .c '-'L the Hospitals r:::cognised for th·= 

treatment obtained by the applicant and the rates to be charged 

by Batra Hospital for this traatment were the aam::: a2 provided 

by the Ministry of Health and PamilJ Welfare far CGHS patients. 

In oth.:::r HO rds the ~mount payabl= to Batra Hospital was 

Rs.65,000/- only. We do not find an7 factual error in the ordgr 

in this regard. 

R.:::view Application that fur t h ·= r ·= r L-or in 

of th.:: Tribuno.l in as much as th·= Tribunal hEld ·:·bs.=rv.•:::d that 

made Hospi ta.l in ,_ -
L c_t B.:t t ret 



( 

( 

vi~w of th~ ch~gu~ for Ps.l lac isau~d by th~ Army Hospital in 

favour of Batra Hospital and that th~ applicant cannot b~ h~ld 

,::, mo:ou n t t=·a id. Th·::: c•i f ic ial 

r:::spond~nta stat~d that this is not a cas~ of ~xc~ss paym~nt in 

as much th·~ ;:,nK•Unt \·laE' paid .::,a P·= r th =: b i 11 

Hospital. th~rn, th~ had 

und~rtak~n to r~fund any amount in ~xc~ss of Ps.65,000/-. 

7. We do not und~rstand th~ r~l~vanc~ of the points rais=d b7 

th~ official respondents. When only Ps.65,000/- w=r~ payable to 

Batra Hoepit3l and Ps.l lac w~re in fact paid, this was a case 

rais·=·:l by th·= HC•3pital. Th·= fact l."•2rnain3 that paym,==nt of P.s.l 

lac 

Hospital 

payment got made. 

- .c 
U.L the ·:h.:=gu.=: 

for reimburs~m~nt of th~ exc~ss amount b~caus~ h~ was not 

responsible for the paym~nt of exc~s3 amount. 

that the Tribunal ~rred in holding that even assuming that the 

applicant Has gL·o.nt.=:d a loan of F.s .1 la·: in 3o far as tha 

paym~nt to Batra Hospital i3 conc~rn~d, it was the duty of tha 

Army Hospital to ~nsur~ that psym~nt to Batra Hospital was made 

at th~ rat~ prescrib~d. According to th~ official r~spondents, 

the Tribunal had fail.:=d to appc.=:ciat;:;; tha.t paym•=:ni: to Batra 

Hospitccl \·16.3 mad·= •:On the basi3 .:.f ;:, loan appli·:ation m.=,d·=- by 

th~ ociginal applicant with a cl~ar undertaking that any amount 

over and o.bove th~ p~rmissibl~ limit would b~ borne by him. 

of P.s .1 la·:, cheque foL· F.s .1 l.::,c H.::..s made ou i: by t:h.:;; Army 

Hospital in favour of 

Q;_1hould have paid th·o 

Bat t·a Hos pi i.:.al. 

ctf!K•unt •:Of Rs .1 

Eith~r the Army Hospital 
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P3tra Hoapit~l ~t the rate which is pr~accibed for CGHS patient 

namely Ps.65,000/-. W~ do not s·~·~ arq .::rror in our ord.~r in 

this regat-d. 

10. We h.:,v.~ •:ar.~fully conaic:l·=-red all th:o aubmissiona made- 1n 

the F~view Application. We find that there is no error appar~nt 

from the r~cord in our order dated 1~.5.95. What the official 

fact2 of the caae and a review of the order earlier passed on 

mr~rits. Thi.=. ia not p::crniasible und.~r •Jrdec :-::-::-::-:VII Pul•: l of 

the CPC. 

12. Tha Feview Application is 

{)1ntp-~ 
( R.=, t.s.n Prakash) 

dismissed in li7Y 
( 0. P ~S~aJa) 

Member(Judl.) Member(Adm.) 


