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DJ THE CENrRAL ADMINISI'rtATIVE 'rRIB!JU.t.L, 

JAIPUR. 

O.l• •• Ik1. 642/33 Dt. of order: 29.1.:994 

M&hendr• : Applic•nt 

Vs. 

Union of India & anr. : Respondents 

Mr.D.C.Gupt• : Counsel for •pplic•nt 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.Gop•l Kri5hn•, Member(.J'udl.) 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sh•rma, Mernber(Adrn.). 

PER HON' BLE l·R.GOPAL I<RISHNk, MEMBER {JfJo:L) • - , ~ " . ~ -· -- - .-- ~ ...... _..... 

Applic•nt Mii.hendr•, in this •pplic•tion uJK~er S~c. 

19 of the Adrninistr•.tive Tribun•ls Act, 1985, h•s celled 

in question the verbal termin•tion of his services w.e.f. 

~2. 7 .ss ii nd he h•s •lso pr«yed th•t the respondents 'be 

directed tc1 regul•ri~e his serv·ices as Chowl~id•r in the 

regul•r ~Y sc•le from the d•te of his initi•l «ppoint-

Chowkid•r in the off ice of the ConEerv• !:ion A£ ::;ist•nt 

{C.A.), Arch•eologic•l Surve~l of Indi•, •t 3h•r•tpur, on 

D«ily i-:•ges w.6.f. 11.E'.86. He continued to work on 
I 

d•ily w•gcs till 22. 7 .89 but his sen~ice~ wer.e ver~lly 

tt!rmin•ted on th•t date. The verbal order of termin•tion 

i~ •~.::•iled on th~ gro• .. md t;h•t the s•me w•s ~de without 

complying with the provision~ cont•ined ia Sec.25~F of 

th•t before tl!rmin•tin9 his services no retre':'lchrnent 

compens•tion •s envis«9ed b7 Sec.25..::.F> of the I.D.Act 

w•~ paid nor the • . .oplic•nt was .;:riven •ny ni:>tice or r...-y. 

Thi!l cpplic•nt h•d e•rlier filed •n O.A. before this 

Tribun~l on the s•me subject cl•iming the s•rne relief 

•r:i::t it w•s decide·i by •n order of this Tribun•l d•ted 

20.1.9~ (Annx.A-~) th•t t>ince the applic•nt h•d neither 

~de • representittion to the concerned •uthorit~r" nor he 

C(\'~f~ h•·d •ppro•ched the concerned iii.Ithority under the I.D.Act 
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before •git•ting the m•tter in this Tribunal, the s•id 

O)~· •• No.824/8 1
::- presented by this very •pplic•nt w•s held 

to be not m•int•in•ble «nd •E. such it was dismissei-1 .• The 

«pplic•nt his now m1tde • represent•tion tij the concerned 

•uthority vide Annx.A-3 d•ted 16.6.92. How~ver, the 

le•rned couR!el for the •pplic•nt •dmits th•t the-ap9li-

c«nt h•s till a•te not iii.ppr~ched the concerned •H1thority 

under the I .D .Act, in -., iew of the observ•tions made by 

this 3ench of thf! Tribi1n•l while deciding the «pplic•nt' s 

e•rlier 0.1~. in reg•rd to the s•me matter on 20.1.92. The 

position t~erefore, rem•ins the same. Relying on (1993} 

25 A'IC 797 R•rne$h ~.imar & Ors. Vs. Union of Indi•, decided 

by the Ch•niig•rh Bench of the Tribunil, it is held th•t 

•pplic•i'lt did not •ppro•ch the •ppropri•te forum un:1er · 
l?t.'dk.!-f1;.,J ~tif{ tki 

the/Act in the first inst•nce. 

3. We, therefore, hold th•t this •pplii:•tion un1er 

Sec .19 ( 1) of the Admi~istr•tive Tribun•ls Act" 1985, is 

•dmission st•ge. 

n) 
(O • p :~j&rma ). 
Member (A) 

) 

CtkiCJt-H 
(Gopal Krishn•) 

Member(J). 


