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CEf'IT Hr\L ADMl.N IST f'.t.\ T IVE TRIBUtiAL 

••• 

Recistration .K. No . 623 of 1989 
~ 

Vishwcnath Ram ••• Applic~n-: 

vs 
. 

Uni en of I ndi c.1 u nd ors •• Re sJ:.onden ts 

Hon ' f • .r I • 0 a y ycJ , \ .M. 

Hon 1 
, r J. P. Shu rm... , J . . : . 

( By Han ' 1.~ J. P. Sharma , J . r • • ) 

The u ove dFplic~nt has filed this opplic tion 

under sect1 un 19 of the Admin~str~tive Trihunals' Act , 

1S85 . The gr ievJnce has been discuss ed in the ... pr.licat on 

is thut the oppliccnt a poor Hc.lrijan was d Jaterllldn (Pyau) 

s<re- 1e e in 1<;59 on tempordry basis. It is said t hat 

he bJs served f t. r c period of 6 ye a rs since , 1963 . . fter 

that the t.-I=r lict.: nt \'. s not told os t u hOIN his s ervices 

have te~n dispose~ with a s a gate ~an at the place of 

posting . 

2 . .• e have taken a very 
l.,~o<.cAi 

magnanimous to the 
" 

extent of 

utmost flexibility, but the c se of the dpplic~nt c~nnot 

come wi-elnin the purvie:J O".c. the jurisd.:ctian of this Curt 

on account of the follO\'Iin: reasons . 

Section 21 is an injuction on the Tribundl re~-rdin ~ those 

cause of action which have ~risen 3 ye-rs e drlier to the 

e .fcrcemen t f the s~id Act in Nov . 198~ cJnd the at:. Fli c-nt 

clajms the relief of the yea r, 1970. Though from his 

showinc:, it m .... y come to 1~69 or even e.:lrlier . Ignorc..nce 

of la •: have no excuse : but even dov~n-trcden and poor 

... ho are no.t vioilant on their r.i ht have t o be 'Ziven -
due c. .... ns.:. Ge r.Jt ion on this a cc aunt . But , mercy and 

md~ndnimity have its limit . The df:.plic'""nt did not go 

for recress of l1is rievonce for dll these ye rs and 

m de unsucces~ful repr senL~ticn except one re~lie. in 
Hvn ~le 

the ye~r, 1983 from the level ofLPresident of lndiu . 

Th.Jt re~ly lso does n t ~dd ~ny w~it t~ the con~ent n 
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r aised in the dp~1ic tion for t.ringing it \Iithin the 
.l: '0".• ~~-~ • 

scope of the jurisdictl n of tnis Trit ~nu1. 
!'\ 

3. It hcs been c1eurly laid- dan by the recent 

pronouncement of Dr . ~ .. Rathore c se repartee in 

• 1R 1990 p!.ige 10 th t only st::.~t,lt cry represen~atiuns 

and if rem ~n un- answered for six months then the 

1imitdtion te~ins t~ run a~ainst the rersons desiring 

the relief . Successive representc1tions do not in dny 

W.J'{ cdd c.Jny further c~use Of dCtion fur the limi tat .LOO 

. hich has e~rlier stdrted. 

4. The lea rr.ed counsel for the responder. s anted to 

file cOunter, but see in~ to the present petition, we 

xxxxxx find that the ~r~lic-tion is grossly barred by 

limit 1tion a nd so the appli c ut ion is oismissed ~n 

limine with costs on the parties. 

~MA~-tf 
MEMBEH (J) 

(sns) 

t'\pril 19, 1990 

t llahabad . 
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