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Lieritr'al Aciniinistr-ative Tr-ji:)t,H"ial

Principal Benchs MefAj Delhi

0„A.hb= iP36/94

i^iew Deli-ii this tfiB 27tri Day of Septeniaar, PyjA

rfcri • b 1e Sliri. J.F'„ Si'sarutaFfcantier (J)

iion tale Shri BJ<.Singh, FtenberCA)

Shri

Pi"ianTjaci.Bt,
93 Bn, C„FPFhF».,
rcavij-ider- Parsg Srsala,
New Delhi--il0 0ii0„

(By Acivocates Siir'i U.S„ Chaudhary)

vB

1,.' UTiio'i of India

tfr'OlAg!") i.tB See::ret3!'-y,
Ministi'-y csf i-ksne Affairs,
!%?w Delhi.

2. Director Geiieral,
aw,
•3D StsnpleK,
S4ew Delhi"pi 10 (333.

3. Cofrwisanda-it,

93 Bn,,C.R.P.F.,
Ravinder F<a!~ig Shala,
New Delhi.

Appl i,r:ant

FissipcridentB

(By Advcsiates )

0 R D E R (Oral)

Flm'ble Shri. J.Fs Shariiia, i%?fvjbsr (J)

L,crrSie(4L.ierit as 'tgaicKirary trsyiB-fer of tie

appli.cant fr-orn 93 BM, aiFd- tei Allaliated wcxild be

reli,eved fi-ofn liis duties witli tte dj,r-ec:tiDn to

reKM' t to Groi..tp Ccmiiarjdant.

lie apjpij.cant tiled this apipjlicaticn cri

23,9.19?4 which casne for liejaring eyi 26.9,1994,

L.esitr'ai rcin!ini5trati.vs Trityinal was constituteii fc;y

tl fe l,A' fict, hrtij (ffct No,, 13 of rySS as afnendesi by

Aiit, 2787). iJ-ider- Sectioi-) 2 of this Act, it is laid

"Act not to apply to certain perstyis,
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any nKSsitier of trE naval, military or air

forTSB cir- of aiy oti'ier arfyed for-ces of the Ljriiya-yi

i-k::Mever-, trider Secti.iai 14 of tfe LiVT' tfiB

jLirxsciictlorT and |:K:)wer- of the i;:AT has tjeeri definey;J =

it Ci:3vei^-;;s ti'E s-Ervi-ce matters ccxscerTiirig c:iv.ili,ar!B

appxintecJ to any de-fence <ser"vicei3 or a pDst

cycoriected Hitii 'tte de-fe-yce. T!"e ccintef'iti.CT'! of ti"E

lear-necl coiihisel fof- tte applicant is that tfie

applicant for all pxr-pcsei-i; is a caviliary snployee

ti¥a..igh efiiplcjyeci j.n ijf'l"" and iie i'las placed r"eli.ar!ce

m tr-E auttiori-ty of 1991(1) a..,J vol.39 P 137 Anand

l-f asKstJ oaj-igal vs„ y"iac5!"i t:ff li"!dia= Iry tlyat case ttye

fEtiticryei- was i-oldi.rig a c:ivilj,an fxst in tis

friili'tary -far-m„ Tl-yat case, there-for-e, does not i-ielo

tl-s? applicant -for tte reascris that tie applicant Pi

cadre cartralling auttority is Gsrinandant Tr-ye

hcjrPble a.tpr-e?E [>s,.ir t caxisidsred tfie case o-f

Cavilj.af! anployees ui-ider (CfFf- ir-y tiie c:ase cjf R.

Visiwan Vs. Itiacry of Ir-ydia reparted AIFl l-?£)3 EE P

ci:>!5„ Ills tiemters o-f the SIEF- a lj-u.t {::}-f CRFf-- was.

ield to te tte nyenitei-B of ttE Ai--njed F-or-ces i.ir?der

Sartion 33 o-f -trie Cofistitutics-y o-f India.

-•:3 We lEard tre learr-ied ccxu-ssel for trie

applxcafTt also on tts adjoLic-ned date to Siicjw any

law, rule or notificaticri tj-yat ttE applicant as a

Civilian enyployee and ccsme wittdj-y ttye aiiipe o-f

jurasdicticry of tte Cefitral Adniiryistrative Tril:xu"yal.

T!-Te learned ccH..«-yBel -for tj-ye applicant wVly, argted

;..i laL Life appj,acan-t is a Civilaary tasyplovee laat

lc:oking to the ifnfxigrysd or-xler the applicaryt Fyas l:aaa-y
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giveii a Mifflfcer tf£!156e»31 „ Si,nr:gj is an Arned

i-orce of U-UO-! of India, tte Tribunal tes nc:)

jurisiictj.cri in tie niattsrn

applicatioT,, tiwsfGratis not

maintainable. Tte applicant is at liberty to

witr-idraw tiie applir:atic:r! and assail his grievance in

tre Ccwtent Cairt. Applicaticrn tfweforeas

dispossesirj-f ac!::c:jrf:ji.nri3v,
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