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IN 'I'HE CEN'I'RAL A'DMINIS'IRATJVE\ TRJBUNALp JAIPUR BENCH~ JAIPUR. 

O.A.No.336/97 Dat~ of crder: 2-o{\.f~"l.-tnTT 
Aehck Kumar lVl:ittal, S/o Sh.Hadeh Chandraji Mittal Y R/0 J­

Ta-lOu Jawahar Nagar w Ja:ipur u pcsteo ae Sr .Auoitcr~ 0/o 

Accountant General(Aud:it)-Iw Rajasthan~ Ja:ipur • 

• • • Applicant. 

Ve. · 

l. Un:icn of Im)ia through Secretary to the Govt cf. India, 

Deptt. of Expenditure~ Mini.of Finance~ Ncrth Block~ New 

DelhL 
' 2. Cornptrcl1er & Auditor General of India~ Eahadur Shah Jafar 

Margw New Delhi. 

3. Accountant General (Auc:it-I) P Rajasthan~ Ja':ipur • 

Mr·.s.K. Vyae - Ccunsel for the appl :ican~ 

Mr.Jave6 Chaudhary·- Ccunsel fer respondents. 

CORAM: 

Hcn•ble !"Jr.S.K.Agarwal a Judidal Member 

PFR HOW ~LE MR.S.K.AGARWALu JUDICIAL MEMBER. 

.••. Respondents. 

In this Original Appl icaUcn under Sec.J9 o.f the Adrrinisf­

raUve · Tribunale Act~ J985w ·the applicant IPakes a prayer tc quaeh 

and set aside the crder dated 12.1.96 and 31.7.96 and tc cirect the 

respondents tc entertain the final bj]J of the applicant fer 

Rs.4042/- and tc pay an,d refund the amcunt already recoveree frciP 

the applicant including penal interest. 

2. In brief' the facts of the case a~ stated by the applicant 

are that while he was working ae Sr .Auditor in the office .of the· . 
~ I • 

Accountant General~ Rajasthanu Ja.ipur u appl :ied for L'I'C advance fer 

proceeding to Sclan en 28.12.94. Be was also Ea.nct:icned leave frcrn 

28.12.94 to 10.1.9~ fer this ·purpcse. Be .returned from LTC on 

9.1.95 and resumed his duties en 10.1.95. It is stated that he 

·submitted LTC bill ·en 7.2.95 for :Rs.4042/- for payment after fully 

aojust:ing ·the advance of .Rs.4070/-. The· bHl was oiar:isec in the 
\ 

O.E.II Section cf Accountant General(Aucit-I) on 9.2.95 but it is 

stated that .. the bill in original was returnee tc the applicant with 

certa.1n objections. 'Ihe appJ icant resubmitted the bill .alcngw:ith 

the·' required :inforrratfon wlth a forwarding letter. But the 

;respondents recovered the amount cf advance of Rs.4070/- :in twc 
" 

:instalroonts alcngwHh penal intereet of Rs.466/- frcro the 

~ r"'' appJjcant. Latercn :it wps infcrrred. by respondent No.3 tc the 

'v~ app1 icant that the b:ill could not be enterta:inec as it was not 

~submitted with.in. cne rrcnth after coroPleUcn of t~ur en L'IC. 'Ihe 

applicant replied that· he submHted -tl)e· bill on _ 7.2.95 but 

respondent Nc.3 vjde his Jetter dated 23.2.95 cskeo fer the proof 
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as tc the submissicl) cf the bi11 ·oo7.2.95. The applicant'.s reply 

dated 22.3.96. clarification dated 18.4.'96 ano appeal dated 4.9.96 

were rejected. He . furt~er eubrniftec a repreeentaticn on 6.8.9(5 

which was replied on 24.9.96. ·The case of the appl'icant· in ·nut­

shell is that he. submitted th~ ·final bill en 7.2.95 which was 
. ! 

aiarised and returned in original after making certa.in .objections 

-en it en 9.-2. 95 but the resp~n6ents VTi thcut· veri tying the fact anc 

without an enquiry recovereq the· amount of acvarice of Rs.4070/­

alongwith penal .. interest of -Re.466/- ·on the pretext of the 

provieions given in Rule 15(vi) cf the CCS(LTC) Rules~ 1988. It is 

further stated that the 'reeponaerite have ignored ,the i~structions 

·contained in OM No.31011/28/86-Estt (A) . dated -26.,3.87- ana the 
' . ' 

' . .. 
reepondente .. have nc authority to fcrefeit the whole -claim of the 

. ' . -

applicant tHee within 3 months after ccJl1:>leticn o:f. L'IC journey. 

Therefore •. the a:ppl-i cant fileo th~ O.A fer; t.he reiief ae Irentioneci 
- _/-' 

above. 

3. ' Reply wae tired. In the reply it- hae been denied that the 

applicant eubrrdttec the ·final bill en 7.2-.95 ana stated that the 

bill was actually received in the office en 20.12.95~ It is 

admitted that the advance was recovered ircm the applicant in twc . 
ine.talrnente . alcngwith .penal interest of R·s.466/-.- It ·is· also 

aomi tted that 'the_ applicant hae ccrrpleted his journey en LTC ·en 

9.1.95 'therefore~ under Rule 15(vi) of the ccs(ITC) Rul~s~ 1988~ 
I 

the applicant ought to have submitted h_js bHJ on 01:- before 8.2.95 
' ' 

but faHed to f:ubrcdt the same within the specified period~ It is 
. . 

further stated t_hat the appli.~a~t himself nae agreed for the late 

subrniseicn ·ct the bill. in his application dated 20.12.95. It ~s 

also stated that the applicant failed to prodUce the evidence in 

·support of his contention that the bill.was e.ubroitted on 7.2.95. 

Therefore-~ the action- of the responoents is proper and legal~ as 
\ ' 

per the provi.edone given in Rule l5(vi) cf the CCS(LTC) Rulesa 
' -~ j 

1988. It ie ·further stated that the applicant ceeerves to be 

proceeded under the . CC~( CondUct) Rules· fer tampering with the 

official- record~, therefore~' the ·_ appiicant has no case for 

interference by the Tribunal .and the C.A js Hable to be aisreiesed. 

4. .·Rejoinder to the .. -reply ano a.adi tiona! affidavi_t to the 

rejoinder' was alec filed by the parties which- ie on reco:rd. 

, 5. Heard the learnee·counsel forth~ parties and also perused 

. 

~ 0 ' the whole rec¢rd •.. 

~ 6. I:t ie not. die.puted that the apj;>l i cant hac taken an advance 

~ ~~ Rs.4070/- for availing LTC and he completed th~ jc~rney en LTC 

to_'sonali and backon 9.1.95-and resumed duty en 10.1.95. Rule 

.15(vi) of the CCS(LTC) ·~lesp 1988 reade. ae under: 

,, 
·,_ 
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"15(vi) Where an. advance has been drawn by a Govt • 
. servan't P t:he. · clairr fer reinburserrent o{ the expendjture 

incurred en the jqurney shall be submitted within c~e 
month of the completion of the return journey. 0~ .a Gcvt 
servant •s failure to de so. he shall be required to refund 

·the entire arocunt of. ~dvence forthwith fn one lumpsum. No 
··request· for. recovery of the -advance in instalments shall 

be entertained~-" 

7. -
1 

t Ac~ording to the above rule~ the claim of the expenditure 

incurred on LTC. journey shall be s'ub,!'Pitted wHhin cne month cf the 

compleUon· cf the return jcurney and on failure to do so. the·· 

appl kant shall be required to re.fund the enUre aroount of advance 

in one lumpsum. 

8. 'lhe learned counsel for the applicant has veherrently 

argued tnat· the applicant submit~ed his final LTC. bill on '7.2.95 

. · which was diar:ised and retl:lrned to him with certain objections. on 

9.2 •. 95. On -the other hand the learned counsel for the respondents 

'stated that the fact of subudtting .tne· bHl on 7.2.95 is altogether 
. ' . . 

incorrect and the· 'appl j cant working in the same 'office might have 

nanupul?ted the official record for this purpose.' 
I 

9. Oi1 a perusal ·of Annx.A3 dated 18.1.96§ Annx.A5 dated 
- I • 

22~.3.96~ Annx.A6 aated 18.4.96~ Annx.A7 dated 4.6.96 and Annx.A8 
I ' 

cateo 6.8.96• nake ··it .very ~leai that the applicant from the very 
' -

beginning has been agjtated .that he submitted the bill on 7 .2.99 in 

0. E-II Sectj en of respondent No.3 .which was duly. di ari sed and- the 
- - , I . . . 

same Was returned in cdginal tc the- applica.nt for· rerooving· cert~in 

cbj~cticns. The photo copy of the original bHl in question hae 

been filed by the reeponderits whkh also. suppcrte the contention of 

the applicant. ·It has been the contention of the learnec:i counsel 

for the respondents that the applicant· hims~if' wae posted in the 

sect.ion who- deals with the processing of the L'lC Eills~ therefore. 

the ·applican·t hirneeJf has mpnupulated the official; record and he 
. , .... ..... 

never processed his owrr recovery. He. further submitted that when. 

another incumbent was ·posted in place of !he applicant then only 

the.old caees_ coulo be prccessed/revieweo whereupon the LTC aovance 

·granted to the.applicant could be recovered. 

10. Admitte~ny~ no ~nguiry was c·~nductecl' by the responoente as 

to ascertain wh~ther the appi.ica.nt eut:>roHted hie L'IC bill. on 7.2.95 

inspite of the fact th~t- the applicant ·is agitating the fact again 

and again. Even rio affidavit of the concerned official who is said 

tc have revieweo/processed the LTC' case of the applicant has net 

~ be~n filed before the· Tribunal. Therefore. the responden~s _have 

faHed to ~stablieh the =,fact. that the applicant did not subroit ~he 

fina1 bil1 on 7.2.-95 instead on 20.12.95. '!'he-bill filed·by the 

app1icant contains certain entrH:•s shewing the prese~taticn cf.bHJ 

' 
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en 7.2.95 for which the re~·pcndents have ·alleged that in.terpolation 

was rra~e ·by the appJ icant but no enquiry 9f any kind :in this regard . 

has been taken ·-place by the ~esponoents. It is very easy_ to allege 

but :it :is. d:ifficult' to prove. 'lhereforep in v:iew of the evidence 

·produced on record• t.he responoents cculo not eetabl:i sh the fact· 

that the bi'11 for re:irrbur~errent of_'· L'IC claim of the applicant was , 
- ' ' ' I • 

.subm:itted by h:im on 20.12.95, only and not on'7.2.95., 

11. Moreover~ it has n.ot ~en the case of· the respondents that 

the,_applicant' has made any~ fraudulent claim of LTC- therefore. it 

was also w:ith:i_n the powers of the respondent·s• author:ifjes to relax 
• I ' ~ 

the prqv:is:ion g:iven under Ruie 15(vi) of the•CCS(L'IC) Rules~ 1988. 

Rule 18 of the CCS{LTC) Rules11 1988, .makes it very clear that the 

operation· of any of . these rules causes unaue hardship :in e.ny 

particular case~ thatp M:irdstry or· Department~ as the case may be~­

by order~ for reasons to be_ recorded :in wr:it':ing, dispenee with or'" 
-relax .the requ,irerrents of that rule to such extent and 'subject to 

euch exceptio~ and condHions as :it IJaY consid~r ne'ceseary for 

dealing w:ith ~he case in. a just and equitable roanner. 

12. In the :instant ·case~ the applicant could eetablish. tbe 
. ' ' 

feet. that he filed tJ:te final bHl for his· clai_ro of LTC on 7.2.95~ 

wi'thin one month from the aate of compJ eticn oi journey on LTC. 

Even for the sake of arguments it is presurred that the applicant 

did not submit his final bill. for rejmburserrent w:i,thin Jhe t.:iroe 

prescribed by the rulee. the department shculo have exerd sed the 
0. 

power under Rule 18,· of t_he CCS(LTC) "Rules so as to,get justice 

b~cau'se· it is not the case -of the aepartment that 'the applkant is 
/ 

having any frauaulent cla]m of LTC. 

13. I~ therefore 1, .allow the O~A ana quash the orders Clatea 

12.1.96 '(Annx.Al) ana 31. 7.96(Annx.A2) ana direct the respondents. 

to entertain the f)nal bill of RsA042/- ·submitted by the applicant 

.as per rules. The LTC advance Rs.4070/- and. the penal interest· ·of 
. . 

Rs.466/- so .recovered from the applicant may be refunaea after 

adjt]sting the amount of the LTC claim preferrea by the applicant. 

.13. No order as to costs. 

fl'leiPber ~ J ) • 
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