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original application no. 103 of 1995.

Hont"ble Mr. ~. DaUl. Admini§trativ~ Member.

K.L. Sharma, 5/0 Shri N.H. Sharm~, Retired Guard (Gr. A),
Resident of 56/4, Tanki Road, Tundla, Dist. F.Uozabad.

••• Applicant.

cia shri Anand Kumar, Shri C.P. Gupta.

Versus

1. Union of India through General Manager, Northern ';i-

Railway, Baroda House, New Delhi.
2. Divisional Railway Manager, Northern Railway, Allaha-

bad.

••• Respondents.
C/R ... -
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Shri Anand Kumar learned counsel for the
applicant.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant files a copy
of the judgement of the Principal Bem'ch.in O.A. no.
1519 of 1991 decided on 12.11.92. He drawJ attention
to paragraph 3 of this judgement in which it has been
mentioned that although the impugned order dated 01.08.90
by which the applicant was informedtthe position with
regard to v~ious claims for payments made by him in

o •• 2/-



(

II 2 II

his represent~tion d~ted 08.02.90, Counsel for the
~pplic~nt ~t th~t time choose to r~ise only three
cl~ims before the Tribunal, le~ving the cl~im of over
time ~llow~nce,which is being ~git~ted now.

3. Laarned counse 1 for the ~pp lic~nt mentions th~t
the other cl.im were not pressed bec~use of .ultiplicity
of cl~ims ~nd ~lso mentioned th~t the cl.ims pDbr to
retirement ~nd .fter retirement were separ~ted ~nd cl~im
~fter retirement were r~ised before the Princip~l Bench,
of this Tribun.l. Both f~cts mentioned by the Ie arned

tVcounsel for the app Id.carrt do not find ~J mention in the
judgement of the Pr fncIpaI Bench of this Tribun.l. If
the app Hcarrt pre:£er~only some of the c Ladms in such.
situ.tion he ~ould be b.rred from r~ising other c~~ims
before the court subsequently. Therefore, the app lic.tion
is dismissed.
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4. There sh.ll be no order ~s to costs.
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