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In this ap;;lication u/s 19 ot the Admintstrativ"? 

Tribunals /\ct, 1935, (for short, the .'1.ct) the ciS1r)]j_c<:nt, C.J. 

t'.1e impugn2d circular dated 27 .5.Gl sui·.:abl\r and th.at th·? ~ff~ct 

and. ± urthe r that the applicant b2 O.e cl area t 'J h.:wc~ p2s s 2d the 

D2partm2ntc:il Inc1m2 Tax Inspectors ~xJminati0n \';r.c".±. tile y·2ar 

l98C on the basis of max:ks 0btained in the y~ ar 1979 and 1S30. 

2. 'Je hav 2 heard the .o.pplic2nt ar.:i per us ~d :the r-::c->.'::-ds • 

3. The appL.cant ·made a re pr .?S :1 nt ati Jn ta the ":L. o ct .xot2 

tes and fJr a d.eclaration that he h::.id fuUy qualifi2cJ. ir. the 

··~·-(12"@1 



... 

ot the representation ;•as convey'd to the applica~ ~de 
Ann2x ure .4.-5 d. ated 23/26. 4. 93. The ·applicant was aggrieved 

by the circular dated 27.5.81 and the declaration ot his 

r'.::'sult in the examinat2.. 1)n h::; ld in 1980. The apr:licant 

agitat2d his griev<.mce atter a la)se ot mor'= than ten years 

when he made a representation to the ccmcern?d authority. 

In the presen.t case, the cause Jf Clction arose in 1981. The 

applicant should have approached an appropriate fcirum tor the 

redressal ot his griev:ance expediti·JLisly but he slept over 

this matter for a considerably long time. Since the cause of 

actiJn accrued to the applicant more than three years prior 

to 1.11.85, this ap~licatian is hit by the bar ot limitation 

as prescribed u/s 21.(2) cit the Administrativ? Tribunals Act, 

1985. This Tribunal has no jurisdicti·Jn to entertain the 

pr2sent petition. 

4. This Ci\ is, the ref ore, dismissed at the admissicin 

stage itselt on the ground ot limitation. No costs. 
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