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<.:1£N'J'RAI_, AJ>~tlNtS I RA l IVK ·1 RIUlJNAl1 
ALl,AJJABAI> .BJ.t:N(~Jl 

1\I ,LA.liAllA D - - --

Originul .-\pplicution No. 864 (lf 2004 

Allubnbad this the __ dny of _ Augu"G 2006 

llon' blc NJr . . i\.K. Bhnlnngur, ~)c111ber (.J) 

I. Snit. Ajudhi ng<·d uhl)uf 6~ y~•r~ wifr. nf Int<' Shri Lulputi, 
resident of Village l>iprni, 'l'ehsil and Digtrict Mohobo. 

2. l\llohar Singb aged about 37 years Son of Late Shri Lnlpati, 
resident of Village Piprni, Tehsil and District Mahoba. 

1. 

Applicants 

{By Advocute Shri R. K. Nigont} 

Versus 

Union of India through <::;('neral ~lnnager, North (_"' entrul 
Railway, AUuhRbad. 

2. Divisional Ruilwny l\tlanoger, North Central Railway, Jhunsi. 
ties pond en ts 

{By Advocate Shri Dhnnnnjny A\vnstltl} 

OlIDER 

I-lon 'ble Mr. A.K. Bhatnagar, Me1uber (J) 

'f hrough this O.A. tlte applicunts hnvc prayed for a direction 

to the r~pondcnts to issue con1pnssionttle appoiotn1enl in Class l V 

Group 'D' category in fnvou~ of applicant no.2. 

2. l'be brief facts gi~1ing rise to this <) •• .\. ns per tl1e applicants 

are thut husband of applic:nnt ao.1 died in harnPSs on 07.09.1981 

while working on the po~t of Pnrct'I i'>nrt~r nt i\tlothurn .Junction. 

After the deuth of husbnr1d of upplicnnt no. I, her J)c-vnr-Shri Rntn 

Ak.J1tiynr Singh ~tnk<'d his dai1n hy n1i4irepre-senting in the 
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Divisionnl J~nilwny 1Jannger'q < lffice lhttf he ig the only nenr 

relative or the dec('nscd. f3y l~ftc.•r-di•ted 16.05.1 <>83. ~he was nsked 

to give her consent tor th(• ~nitJ ro,tnfntsMionnte uppoint111ent. She 

wns nlso nskt.'Cf for produring a l~·gul heir ct:rtificnte h1 fHvour of so-­

culled Ocvor-f~nn1 Akhliyar Singh. 'l'her1..·ufter in l)ect•n1bcr 1983, 

the upplicnnt no. J inf'orrned the respondent~ lhui h<.'r deceased 

husboud wus suri•iviug by .\ ~<u1s nnd <iurifl(•d f hnt hcr llrvor 

pluyt..•d n fruutl f o hc•r in gt•C ting f he c<Hupasslonntl· appointtncnt. 

'J'he npplicuot no.2 off hi-;< ).I\ runved nu nppficutiou on 07.0(l.1Q86 

for having thl' co1npnssionot<' uppoint111ent bcing the clder son of 

the deceuscd. .4.u affiduvit to this <'ff t'Ct wns also subrnitted by 

applicant oo.J. rrhereufter, she hns been sending repented 

rcprcsealntions since 17.06.1992 continuously for 
• • gav1ng 

cornpassionate nppoinl111eut lo her son but the respondents have not 

tnken action. She finally ~ubtnittcd th~ last repre.~e11tation on 

10.05.2004. W ft('n no nrtiou WP'"i tnkc•u, sht- filro the present O.A. 

Learned counsel for the s1pplicnnt subu1itted that tJcvnr of 

applicant uo. l played f rnud for obtuining the con1passionnte 

appoint111ent for himself. When ~he ca1nc to know nbout the clni rn 

of her Devrlr, she clarified the positio11 to the dcparln1ent by letter 

of Vecen1ber 19H3. Ll'ftrned cQunsct further subu1itt~d thnt inspite 

of so 1nnny representations sent to th~ depnrtrncnf no actiou hns 

been taken by theni. 

3. 'fhe respondents filed their counter nffidnvit, which 'vos 

followed by the rcjoind('r nftidavit of the npplicant. 

4. Counsel for the responde11ts invit<"d any attention on 

paragraph no.3, 6, 8, 1 O, 11 und J 2 of th<' counter nffidovit nud 

sub1nitted that the present 0 .A. has been filed by the i\pplicnnt nfter 

o Jong gap of n1orc than 20 years thnt too witl1out fi ling any delay 

condonation npplicntion. 'J'J1cr('fore, the < l. i.\. is liuble to be 

dis111issed being burred by St'Ction 21 Qf the .~dntiuistrntive 

Tribum1ls A cl. Lenrut•d ~J htrlher sul>ntitted tlmt on 
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verificaliou olso hy the d~pnrhnent1 tt wns found thnt ~he applied 

for co1npnssionate nppoint111ent frnudul('utly tJ~cJoriug his devar­

Rntu Akhtiyur Singh os his eld(•r son nnc.I the Wclfure lnspector 

who conductf...J th<' inquj ry, r<·ported f hut lhc pcr'\on \Vho nppticd 

for co1npnssio11ute nppointn1ent ~a~ h('r d<-vnr nnd nol hc-r "Ider 

sou. 'l'he report of fhe Wettttr" tn~pe{"for dnl1.·d 25.02.1<>83 und 

01.US.1984 huve bct>n filed H~ onn('"Ur<' < 'f~- 1 und <"'l~-3 lo the 

countt'r affidavit, which clenrly ~ho\.v thut th~ upplicnnl'~ intention 

was to defraud the f~llil\VflY!"S for ohtainlng con1pnssionate 

appointn1ent lo her dcvur deliberately showing hhu as her clder 

son. It wns further subu1itted by the respondents' counsel that the 

applicant no.1 applied for co1npussionatc nppointu1ent showing lier 

brother-in-lnw (devar) to be her elder son, which was subsf.'quently 

adruitted by her in application doted 02.04.1986, which hns been 

filed as annexure CA-4 along with counter nffidnvit. 'fherefore, in 

view of the pleadings ntnde in the counter nffidavit, counsel for the 

respondents subn1itted that the clai1n for cornpassionate 

oppointrnenl was rightJy rejected by the respflndE'nts vide ()rder 

dated 16.0.1986, ftled us nnnexure C l{-5 to tl.te counter uffidovit. 

5. I have henrd the counsel for the parties nnd perus~d the 

records availnble before 1ne. 

6. It is nn adn1itted fact tl1nt husband of the npplicant died on 

06.09.1981 \vbile \Vorking on the post of l>arcel J>orter in the 

respondents, departntent. Jn the applicnlion dated 25.02.1983 

(nnnexure CR-1 ), it is adudtt~d by tl1e applicnnt no.l tl1at Shri Rnn1 

Akl1tiyar Singh wns in renliVtis son n~ot dcvnr for obtaining 

cou1pnssio11ote appointn1ent .t~tl t k R:t:i:J . ln aun<'xure ( : ll-3 i.e. 

report of Sarpnnch of the Village, ~n111 Akhtiyar Singh has been 

sho"vn as sou of applicant uo.1. ']'hereafter, she ngni11 claintCi1 Rn1n 

Akhtiyar Singh as he-r son, nol ns devnr. She has also thereafter by 

letter dated 22.11.1986 (uonexure CR-4) clenrly udnlitted thnt she 

hns wrongly m<'ntioncd him os ~in, who is octuully her dev11r 
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(brother-in-lttw). 

rejected by letter 

'J'hus, th<- ctui 111 of the upplicnnt wns rightly 

duted 16.07.1986(C R-5), destrly ~tuting therein 

that ns she hus applied t'or contpns~iontttl' nppoiutnu.•nt ''rt a \Vrong 

infor1untiou with fl'uudul<'nt lntentiont thC'rcforcl her caSl' for 

co1npussionnte nppoinlinenf ;~ r~jccted. 

7. ll is nJso nd1nittcd by f hc t\pplintnt in pnrngruph no.4.15 of 

th<- O.A. thnt sbc has been continuously nu1king f{'flrt'Scutatious 

front 1992 lo 2003 nnd when no nctiou wns takeu by tbe 

depart1neut, she filed finnl representation on 10.05.2004, nnd 

thcrenfter fiJed tJ1i~ O.A. in .July 2004. 'J'hc law is very clear thnt 

repented representotions do uot extend lb~ period of lin1itation. 

Moreover, no delay ("Ondonntiou upplicnti'>n luts heen tiled by the 

applicnnts. It is also evident thut the nppticnnts hnve not 

npproacbed the d(•pttrt1nent with cl~un hands for· cousideration of 

co111passionAtc nppoiul1n(\nl to applicant no.2. 'fhe doi1n of 

applicnnt no.1 is totnlly based on the ~·roug facts, which dol-s not 

entitle brr for nny concession QO nny ground os sh(' hns sho~ n Sbri 

Rani Akbtiyur Slngh-brnther in lo\V ns her sou in variouis 

applications. 

8. l indcr the facts ond circuntstonces nu.'ntioncd above, l find no 

good ground to accede' to the prny('r of a1>plica nts. 1"hE'refort\ <).A. 

is disn1is'led on the ground of liutitntion ns \Vell as on 1uerits. 1'here 

will be no order as to cost. 

/M.M./ 
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