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r /o  Ic te  Ghlsavjr-’n, / o  ’ ’i l l .  "■ I . e .  ’ ena\jli, 

l :lrtric± - Sultan  :ur.

' . . J .pplicant

versus

1 .  I’DDon of Trdla ,

: i n ’ Stry of  r pilv: :ys, thxcuqh- 

the l.ullwdy Board, D e l h i .

2* The inchc rne/'.,ork I anaaer,

Ca r rioge anc . agen ; o r k s h c , 

rorthrrn  K d ilvpy ,  ar.l?c.gh, : ucknov.

. .Respondents

For the E^plicentt ‘ one

For the res-oncents: S r i  S .  Verm a, .dvocate.
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\'icr thip etition  the e'^ijlicant has prayed 

thr't hr be treated on di:ty v?-e.f. the d?te he hed ’ 

re ported on drty after  he v’fs ctirer from alLment of 

■ursorrdrr r F of r in d .  He hr £ e ’ sc c ’’ riined pension ?s 

also arrears in res'-eat of back v.Tges, 'enslon, D .A . ,  

tonus, e-^c.

2 .  ̂ leadinqs have be^n rxchanged betv;een the 

2-crties ard \;e have also h* Lrc the le e m e r  counsel 

for respondents. Kobody hr t put in a j earance on

be aha I f  oT the a, pi icant ;̂.’hen the case v?as called out, 

""hr re v?as fisc  ro rf;^}licction on his behalf for 

ac] O’.’ rr.-’Frt .

3 ,  ""he p licsnt ointed as l allrdar

vcoelie) in grain Fho of Forth'^m a^l' ay, Alarb'rrh,

T i:c‘''nov . on , nd f rcr"Oted as vei'-nr-'r
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v’2£ c^sorTrec ?s T’halasi in 1S51 and 

f\:r-*-her prcniote<  ̂ ?s tnrporrry lifter  vj.e.f. '̂ .2,'̂ 6. 

Accordlnq to the res oncSents, the apniicr'nt: resignrd 

fr^r" sprvice sr<? his resignation vas accepted w .e . f .

7 . 6 . f 7 .  It is further stated 'ey the respondents that 

the applicent not tei^g a pension o, tee, a s\Jiii of 

''".1B78.90 on c-ccount q L Provident Fund end Rs.1000.50 

on account of l .C .  t^ i '.;?s paid to hiir. in the 

presence of a GE2:etted Officer end tvjo witnesses.

4 .  '"he appllc<-‘nt in his rejoinder h^s denied 

these paymerts end fur+her states thot the duthorities 

broke their  silcnce anJy on I B . 1 2 .8 9  s t a t j m  that

he v;es ncn-,>ersion staff  and his cues has Ireen paid  

ir July l9 f7 .H e ,  therefore, argues that the C.A. is 

re' x.’ithir 1 :nit  ption.

5. '.:e are not corvincer by the contention of the 

applicant. It is clifar th-*- the matter relates to 

I S^ C ' s  cs the relief  is cl^iirrf since then i . e .  long 

beforr this "rfbur.pl \'rs est^ibl ished . The C . A . ,

the refore, clce rly attracts the provisions of s e c .^ l (2 )  

of the .* .T . Act relating to 1 iir.itation_, and is hit 

b /  the sarne. It  a] ^  needs no ern,hfsis that the 

d; ,.llc.'‘nt hlTiself hv~s been responsible for the 

inorcincite dele.' hj}o lo ches in ^referring  his c] aim 

bffore 6 judicial forur. It is also noteworthythat 

annexure rnclosed by the applicant v?ith his C . A .  

rnentioring thereini about the re^Tnents made to him in 

July  1S!"7 is r.-ted ^ . 1 ? . ^ S  v?hdle the C .  has been 

filcc ’ n 199? i . e .  beyord one end hal f  years. Cn 

this a round pI s-" C .A .  is barred by 1 irritation.

An ar 'ition:>l es;tc+- is the photo copies of the service 

rerorcs a'-eyed b"̂- the respondents v^ith their  reply, 

v'bdch irc’icat^r the r: notion ef the ^mounts found cue 

anc ’r^/able to thr a^pjic nt.  Tn vie\.' of these 

circvrrstances, v;ft fdr.c ‘ he claim of the a lic.-mt e? 

lac ir.g in rrcrit cs rslsc be. rrec by 1 i’r. it at ion . The
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