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BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 2358/2024
CNR: RJHC020117912024 | URN: CW / 4430U / 2024

Ramesh Chand Gora S/o Kanmal Gora, Aged About 62 Years, R/o
Plot No.6, Gora Colony, Near Railway Line, Dholabhata, Ajmer.

----Petitioner
Versus

1. The Managing Director, Rajasthan Tourism Development
Corporation, Paryatan Bhawan, Third Floor, Opposite
Vidhayakpuri Police Station, Sanjay Marg, Mi Road, Jaipur.

2. Executive Director, Finance, Rajasthan  Tourism
Development Corporation, Paryatan Bhawan, Third Floor,
Opposite Vidhayakpuri Police Station, Sanjay Marg, Mi
Road, Jaipur.

----Respondents
For Petitioner(s) :  Ms. Neetu Bhansali
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Manvendra Singh Shekhawat, for
RTDC

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GANESH RAM MEENA
Order

02/09/2026
1. By filing this writ petition, the petitioner has made a

limited prayer to issue a direction to the respondents to grant
interest @ 9% per annum on the delayed payment of encashment
of earned leave from the date of retirement i.e. w.e.f. 30.06.2021
to till actual payment of amount of encashment of learned leave.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
issue raised in the present writ petition is squarely covered by the
order dated 06.07.2022 passed by the Co-ordinate Bench of this
Court in the case of Praveen Kumar Singh (P.K. Singh) Vs.

Managing Director, Rajasthan Tourism Development
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Corporation; S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 16191/2019 and
other connected matters.

3. Learned counsel for the respondents submits that all
retiral dues have already been paid to the petitioner.

4, Heard and considered the submissions made at Bar.

5. The Co-ordinate Bench of this Court in case of Praveen
Kumar Singh (P.K. Singh) (supra), has held as under:

"Counsels for the respondents cannot dispute
this fact that by passage of time, the matter has
become of delayed payment of the retiral dues.
Whatever amount has been paid by the respondents
towards dues to the petitioners, still, the
respondents are under legal obligation to pay the
remaining retiral dues to the petitioners and since a
considerable period of time has passed after
retirement of the petitioners and as yet the retiral
dues are still left to be paid to the petitioners,
without there being any fault on the part of the
petitioners, I deem it just and proper to award
interest @9% per annum on the delayed payment
of retiral dues to the petitioners, from the date the
same became due till its actual payment as
provided under the law.

In that view of the matter, the respondents
are directed to pay all the retiral dues to the
petitioners within a period of four months from
today along along with interest, @9% per annum on
the delayed payment of retiral dues from the date
the same became due till its actual-payment.”

6. The aforesaid observation clearly speaks that the
employees are entitled to 9% interest on the delayed payment of

the retiral dues from the date when the same became due.
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7. In view of the observations of the Co-ordinate Bench of
this Court in case of Praveen Kumar Singh (P.K. Singh)
(supra), and the facts of this case, the retiral dues have been
paid with delay to the petitioner. The petitioner is entitled to
interest @ 9% per annum on the retiral dues from the date the
same became due till the actual payment was made.

8. Accordingly, the present writ petition is disposed of with
a direction to the respondents to allow interest to the petitioner @
9% per annum on the retiral dues from the date the same became
due uptil it was actually paid.

o. The respondents shall comply with the directions given
above within a period of 90 days from the date of submitting the

certified copy of this order.

(GANESH RAM MEENA),]

185/ARTI SHARMA



