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Post Master General, Kanpur
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Kanpur City Division, Kanpur.

Counsel for the Applicant:
Counsel for the Respondents:
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The main plea of the applicant in this O.A is for iaauel r{_,’:ﬁ s toiED

set aside the order dated 15.01.1998 passed by the n-

rejecting his request for grant of appointment on com:paa :rf_ﬁ_-ié'r

-.-—F— [l

grounds.
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accordmgly the e _“‘-f‘ J. is 11_3.,3 Ly

hly time ba:

f.

(1997) SLJ(CAT)54 has “&z

l
# “’“”F

=,

7 li r,r hat no appicaton

admitted by the Tribunal unles ' made within a year from the

on which the final order had been -j_?;a_;;: In the s
further been held by the Hon'ble Apex Court 't that subsequ

of representation will definitely not extend ﬂm _jfn riod

ll‘

above view has been conﬁrmed in the case of Sri Niwas

»

."E’I]"‘(..;l' ’LEL,Q Y *.:u.,nm 1 aiter i'___a_c_;;gf._:_'._:_;:._ of more than 8 vyear:

] ' - iiaag. .:'r_-,"xf..-.‘ :'_1_‘.'![1'-.‘::&'1'1.'.1'.:,_'- ThHhAat
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Hon'ble Supreme W““ ”“i" fa“f:m ase of Mohd. Khalil Vs. UOI &

UOIL (1997) 2 SLJ (CAT) 520. He also cited the decision of

Apex Court in Bhagmal Vs. UOI & Ors (1997) '_"f’éi:l%-:ﬁ__f
according to which, the delay cannot be condoned un

grounds are shown. Thus, learned counsel for

submits that the O.A is highly time barred and as au

dismissed.




.
A
A
it : :
i ] i @ Y. i B | & L
= X . 5
! 8 i i nleainlg ) :
i " ) -
1l | I.;-;'. ) "} ] & kel S0 -
o 5 = =+ = k.
)
e . o &l i 117 o ne aNnpuace
b el =i La L g TNe ClA] 1 O i 1) =
% T ¥ - s i ———— 'y s
d
- = 4 b . 1 i
F : | b |
~A1.f:r , PEL Sed 111 Jaiiula \_._
r 1. Y a T - ;
arciy 194 %l i 'enJer, LINE

tha

L
at the (

barred.

5. Accordingly M.A H‘m @E‘ﬁj rejec
dismissed as time barred. "’

right of the applicant to pursuke
which he may file a representa

appointment, No costs.
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