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central ADPIINISTRATIVE tribunal^ 3ABALPUR BENCH, 3ABALPUR

Original Application No« 262 oP 200>>5

^  ̂®P3lpur» this the 29th day of January, 2004

Hon'ble l*lr. G.Ohanthappa, Judicial Member

B.L. Gajbhiye, S/o Lalman Ji Gajbhaye
aged about 56 years, Senior Auditor
in the office of P & T Audit Office,
Bhopal, R/o 28/3, Or. Ambedkar Colony,
Old Subhash Nagar, Bhopal M.P.

(By Advocate - Shri Deepak Panjuani)
\/£R5US

t. Comptroller and Auditor,
General of India, Neu Delhi.

2. Director General of Audit,
(P&Tj Delhi - 110054

3. Deputy Director of Audit,
Post and Telegraph, Audit Office.

Rt:3P0ND.NIS
(3y AduDoatB - shri s. P. Singh)

ORDER fORAQ

The aboue OA ia filed seeking e direction to the

respondents to consider the representation of the

applicant and reimborse him the amount he is entitled to.

2. The brief facts of the case are that the applicant
had submitted his TA ADA claim uhich uaa incurred by
him uhile performing the Journey for attending his
personal case OA No. 597/92 in this Tribunal, since he
did not submit a prescribed f»,«, the respondents
aduised him to submit his T.A. claim in the prescribed
fprn enabling the respondents to consider his request
in accordance with Rules, the applicant has relied
on Gov/t. of India's instrurtinn Wn ^^"s^ruction No.3 reproduced below sr 55

3. The substantial question of lau inyclued in this
case is uhether the applicant is entitled for TA i OA
under the aforesaid decision of Souernement of India to



;

:  2 :

to attend the court in connection uith his personal
case against the Government ?,

3- The respondents have filed their r ,
reply and denied

in the 0.,. and their preciae stand.
- that the appii.3nt is not entiled for TA and DA
or any kind of allouanca to attend hi
.  , attend his case before the
Lourt.

the sduocate for either aides and--ted the pissdinDs. documents and the poeition of
la u

5. It is an admitted fact thai- i-h
applicant had-d OA .0. apainst the respondents, before this

tunei and he had submitted his ciai. fpr fA and OA
for attending his case T ha

*  9°"® through the Govt.ndia decision No.O repreduced belou s8 ,55
"«oh reads as foUo„3

^out. 3eruants'''inuoiiIld'ln ^'tendance of
as^It^"^ provision of legal aJw°f®'^^"9s-0rdersassistance to a Governmonf ^ai and financial

proceedings by or aaain^^ h°^ conduct
contained in c.t i*i u n £ against him are- illeu in T M u 11 #s mm gro

(A), dated 6he 8th Jam'i 45/5/53-£st3
uamy'g Compilation of Centra Annexure in

(-onduct) Rules, 1964) The ^^vil Services
allowance that shouiri h ^®.®*tent of travellinc
indicated.below - reimbursed in such cases

reimbursement of cost fc! h -T.A. for
use under Ariticle 320(3In view of this, T,a ai p ° Constitution
based on the grade to whJh^K on tour
by thrjdmf"® (if%njrr°'®"' aeruant
tho 1 ^bministrative (*Iiniai-rvy reimbursec

onder the aP^^® reimbursed to him j'j'^jnding such
case, uher! ^^^icle of the Cn„ P®rt

may be paid to him. T-"- as on
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servant ® Govarnmento''<'icial condSct" Government toabove. unoucc same as against

P^oceedinna in -
connected uith offloia."5"?- not

® Gouernmenfe servant :- ND^%°f ''^'"ion of
4, p '•"• ^0 oOmisaibie
servant'Sit by a Governmentto vindicate his cSSSuct Government
connected uith the off?; • ,'""9 ""t oP or
N" T.fl. ia admiSalcie " Position

S9sin3?TG^^ra„\"^^iJ„"^'«^^ P/ s private party
o^"ssSeitats: p^^r ss??:ros;-iwith consent of Governroent'"'"®"^ themselves,
a journey on tour may as for
servant concerned. ^ ^ thfc Government

r"T-'"~r:r55 -

It ia evident from the'aforesaid .
Government aervant under takea hi • ' '
"-ta in connection uith h

Ic entitled for y, yp ""ly
•  The advocate for fh

has

to eatapiiah the caae of th P°cttion of rules

-"3 - the OS V
that there i " ^ - "ot

''-ver" ull?:;;;; """•
'' any order aa

y  as to costs.

uuwicial Member


