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This ur.^cc aula 17 of the

Centrvil ^irVnini^trdtivc u?ri}rur>al CPraccdure) Rules, 1987 

has baen fili-'"’. for r-viei; of our juJlgement dated 

12«12„90 by.'. hich ap:ilicant’ s O .A .N o ,332/90 

Vlas f̂’dsmissoc: as harrcf by tim j,

2o The appliccitioti un 'cr Section 19 of the

-ict v;as fil  J-'"’. or. 3„ 10 ,90 to c?.aiir overtima allowance 

for th'; pcrioc fr^m 17 .12 ,73  to 3 .9 «8 7 . rhc only 

r?.levant fact stated, in t'r; p-ticion in orrler to 

Srivc limitatij:-’ vas thet the 1 ic-.nt’ s claim ha"I 

not I'cen rafusccl hy the roE'ion’cnts t ill  the filinC  

of -hu a,;olication un 'cr Stctior. 19 of the Act, It  

’.as h s l ’"’ that wl.j abs;;--cc j Z ".r order refusing

who clein o~ ov^jiilnu ■ot.E limitation bocausc

-h: claim for over::.!-" ccrj^^ noc from thu date on

’̂hich ic ’.;as rr.fas. ' ''uc. fC-̂ r _h,:: ’’.st^* v;h"^ ic c 

''ue.

3„ Ir. r?lirntlon for r ,vi~.: V- '• • r*

r:,f:j4.-r j ' tJ s v.>rai conmanicrtii;''?? -.r. con-'; ctio.- *i. 

bi3 ov._rtin:: clain , 13 i... c c-7 y r



dated 27o9.88 of the S.D . in which he asked the 

applicant to submit a claln r̂ uly signed ’ey the 

officer concomc:'’.. Annexuru-14 is the applicant’ s 

reply stating that the concerned official had 

advised him that he shoulrl request E .I I  Section 

to make OT.i claim for the pariod from April, 1981
I

to December, 1982 and t’leraafter the OTA claim for 

the p2 cioc- from 17,12,73 to 3p9,87 would be settled, 

Anncxure-lS is the ajplicant’ s letter to Accounts 

and Cash Branch rcquestlnr to make available 

the Attendance Registers to enable him to prepare 

his OIA claim from 17.12,73 to 3o9,87. Annexure-16 

is a report dated 16.3.89 of E-II Section suggesting 

that the -^.0. Lucknovj msy be requested to certify 

the OTA bills with Attendance i^egister, Annexure-17 

is a letter rated 13,7.90 of the concerned office 

to H-II Section stating that the Attendance ^^egisters 

for the years 1973 ard 1974 and fron 1975 to 1986 

had been sent to 3stt.II Section by letter dated 

4 ,2 ,87 , Annexure-18 is a letter dated 17«8o90 of 

the Of ficcr-in-Cbarga oJ; the concerned Section 

again infoJ^ing the 2-^1 Section that he had nothing in

»
connection vjith the Attanr'^mco Registers of the perio ’ 

from 1973 and 1987.

^  2 «

4, This is all the correspondence which is

sought to be consit-ered in the Review Application 

to show that the ai^plicant had been pursuing his
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claim? but it  is noticeabia that at no stage any 

authority accoptc;’ tfec applicant’ s claim so as 

to constitute an acXno--Ic.’.gansnt within the meaning 

of the Limitation .Vet for extension of the period 

of limitation. In th-“ circumstances, \'̂g fin<i no 

error gLppare;it on tkc faca of the record to justify 

a revii.:; of our juc’.gi^c’.t.

The Rovio; -.'i ^olication is dismissed.

Vice Chaiinman

Datucl th-̂ Kay, 19S1,
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