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ALI.MHi\13t\D 

O,A .. Nc4 535/89 

Na~ab Singh ••••••• 

Versus 

Union of IndiQ and otyers. 

By ~on•ble Mr, t~harai Din, J.M, 

\ 

• • 

•••••• Appliccm t • 

• ••••••• Respondents. 

The applicdnts have prefe rred this applic~tion . 
. cY ~ ... r;..~· 

under sectionl9 of the f\dministrative Tribtnal J:\ct 1985 ,._ 

to issuedirection to the re spondents to make payment of 

arrears of salary for the pe riod when the dpp l i cvnt ~mcitir.­

ed under suspension. 

2. The relevant f acts giving ri se to this Dpp.Li~--. .· 
~ 

tion briEif ly stated a re thot the applicant was appointed 

on the post of gangman in Northern Ra ih..;dy on 11.12•196] ... 

!-e ·o~~s promoted to the post of keyman in t~e year 1984 

.:•nd WdS further promoted on the post of mate and 

presently he WdS I..'JOrking c t Rdilway stati on Bh3n·"ari 

Di strict Allahabad. The applicont wc:1s implicated in 

a crimina l case under section 395/397/412 I.P,C. and 

25 Arms 1-\C-t.~· The c:~pp licant was tried for s a id offences 
_.., 

but he wus acquitted vide judgment d3ted 3.9.1985 

and 26. 2.1973. ( /\nne xure · 1 and 2)'; It is stated that 

during the period of his involvement in the crimina l 

case he was placed under suspension and he was not 

paid the sdlary of t he sJid p~riod, hence he has come 
\ ~~ 

up before the Tribuna 1 for the relief sta ted"' a }D) ove. 

3': The respondents filed coun te r rep ly -md 

res isted t.he clc. im of the '"' PP licant ~ilnly on the 

ground tb~t the appli cJ tion is ~rred by limita tion. 

4 • I have h c..Jrd the lo.:arned counsel tor the 

parties clnd p erused the r ecord. 

o. Following the criminal proce~dings the dpplic•nt 

w~s pl<iced under so~nsion on 7.2.1972. He was 

r~inst.:~ted on 8.9 ~ '1979 before fina l decision of the 
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criminal case •. The ~pplic~nt w~s paid suspensio~ 

.. , llO\-IIclOCe since 1973 to 31~7 •. l974. ~ wus not 

paid suspension a llowance from t\.ugust, 1974 to 

Janu.;ry • 1975. Thereafter the app licdnt VJ..l s paid 

suspension allo\...-.a.nee till he was reinstated on 8;,9';'1979. 

dOd he is a l so ge tting his saldry regularly since then. 

The etpplic4;mt made representcl ·Ji on for payment of 

suspension a llowdnce and tt-e so larv but the Slit rna was 
• i 

not paid to him. The cause of dction accrued to the 
8 . '} 'lJlif CL-applicunt on 8e9• and he w~s r einstated claiming 

tor the suspension .:J llowcnce and the stillary of the 

period from August, 1974 to Januar ¥, 1975. As such 

the cause of action occrued to the applicant before ' 

enforceme·nt of the Admlni s"t.Pati,,e Tribunal Act 1985 

Thus the claim of the upplicant is badly barred by 

1 . . . ... . 
~ml. ~..~ ~.,.J.on. . 

6~ The applicotim being barred by limit&tion 

is here by dismissed with no 

Dated :Allahaba d 

17 T4 Fe b•, 1993 

{nR) 
• 

• 

order J s to the costs. 

!1~ . . 
~3 
Mem~r (J) 
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