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/ ··INT E CENTRAL· ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR 

• ~ , . . I ' ,_ • ( . I ,, • ' • 

;· 

,Date' of order:· ... lo J~/-U'i-f · O.A.No•121/9S 
_. ! . . " ,, ' I 

...._ . , 

: . 
Moti La·l_, S/~. Sh.Sarwan .. Lai ·-.Bairwa, working as 

,I i I 

Leverman at,_Jaip\;lr
1
Rly Station, Jaipu~. 

- . . ' 

. I 
J 
' I , , . 

. , . . .. . -\..... 

. -i /. .~.Applicant • 
, , 

. V's.· 
/ . 

"1. 
\ . . 

' .I.. . Union of India through' the Ger:ieral Manager,. w-.Rl y' 

/ Chui=chgatE., Mllmbai~ . • . 
I • , ~ \ 

2. 
,I .( ' 

,·The· Divisional Rly.Manag.er,- .. W.Rly,_. Jaipur Divri, 

Jaipur. 

', • ~ •R~sponderits. • 
- . '· . / . 

Mr.·f .Pl."Mathur., .proxy o.f Mr,~R.N.Math~r, C,ourisel- for ~pplJcant 
"! - . c. \- . ' \ .. 

Mr.~.s •. shar.ma 
I : 

: for_ respo_nden~s·. 

' COR;AM·: - - I _' 

' ., 
/ 

Hon'ble Mr~s~~~-Aga~wai, .:;rudicia.l Member~··-

:- ~on'bie M~.6.P~Nag~ath, Administrativ~. Member. 
-1- ··,. " .. · - _:.. 

PER HON'BLE MR ·S.1<.AGA'RWAL, J.UDICIAL ·MEMBER. - . 
~ ' '4' • • "' \ • • ~- - ' ... • 

". 

·i·' -· · .... , "'- ·." . )--. .. 
! · - 'In this o.A filed. under ·sec.19 of the ATs Ac,.t, 1985, 

'•1 . • . ' ! • 

:-. 

'th~ appl.icant makes a. praye_r· ( i) . to 'dec,lafe .the. orders' :dated . 
. I '. I .. • - • • 1 \ • 

I. ' .. 

8·.2.90 (Annx.A.6), ·dated 2:3.90 (Annx~A7) and dated .1'9.3.90 
. . . -

_., ,,- ...... 
I. 

(Annx.AS), 
i • . ~.llegal; discriminatory 

• I • 

, .. ,~r~nciples 
, - . ,,,.. 

of-·natural. justfce; .. and. (ii} to declare that the 
. ( I 1 - / "' applicant· 'is· _·du,l.y "'p,r'omoted-'to ·the pos

1

t ·of· Ticket· Collector: 

.: W:-~-fi ~.he_ .. d~te<of,his_ ~d-'hoc appoin~mer:it i···.e·.· 4.10~-87 in_ 
I . -

ttile pay scale -1950~15.o.o~ a,rid .· to giv~ all, co.nsequential-
1 ) . ' 

. I -
. ·,· · befo~ fits~ 

I . 

i .. 
·2. . --

i I 

DurJ.ng the COU['.Se. Of arguments a·t ·the·· out· ·Set', the 

I I 
learned counsel 

I 
.I 

/limitatioq. apd 

for 

i:~garding qu-ashing. of 

..... 
the respond~nts ~raise~ a pl·ea . o.f 

that - the prayer ·of tbe. appl ~.cant -

A7 - and · A8 is 
I . .-

" " ·h pelessly .-, barr~d ·by· 

ordets at ·Agnx.A6, 

limitation·, .as .t.ne applicant lias 

l, ~ ' r. ~ 
. ,. 
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'•chal !~·ng~d these orders in the year 1995,' ie. aftet:_ 'about 5 

y~ar~. 
,' 

3: J ... seC.21 . of,~ th!! AdminfsJrative Tril;mrials Act, ··1985 

provides ,for ·limitation of' filing o.A •. Accord~ng·· to this 
I 

pr~vision, ·the· applicant· is, .required to· file the o.A ·with'in -, . 
one ~year from the· date o.£ pa:ss'ing the- order bu.t in this case 

'j • . I - ~ ' ' ' 

\he ·,ap~iicant ~dmi:tt.edly file9 ,this O.A after approximat~ly· 
. I I I 

from 'the· date of'· passing of the order. An_ 
0 ,. -

I . fl I \ 'I. ' • \ ' ' 

appl'l~ation fqr condonation· of delay has also b~e·n filed but 

on a perusal of thi~ appli6ati~ni we are of the opinio~ th~t 

the deJ.ay,i,n fili~g-the O.A has ·not: b~en pr,operly .explai_ned, 

iherefore,; we do ~ot find any .b;sis ~d condone the dl~ay.~s 
·i prayed by. the .. applican·t. · 

I . ~ 

·4. 
. ' \• . " .. I . 

The law .is'well settled ~nd ih ~atena of judgm~nt~~ . ' 
it. has been_. held.' that· the o .A. :Di led, more 

I : t, . I I . • ' t 

I o 

than a year from 

the!, date. of passing the· order is. ·barr:ed by 
. ' ~ ' . - . ' ' . . . ~ 

ljmitation if .the 

-_qel~y has not b~en prope~ly ~xpia~ned'. ' 
. I . , 

5'._ · . ~Q. Bhoop Singh vs_. Union ,of India··~ Ors, ~IR. 4.992 sc 
' ,i ' • • 

I 

1414, ~t 1 was held that inordinate delay or latches itself a 
. . . ! 

ground .to refuse relief_ irr_espective of the merit:· ,Of the 

claim., · " 

6. In Ratan Chandra sammanta & ors. "Vs.· Union 0
1

f India 

-~.Ors, JT 1993( 3.) SC 418'., ·Hon• ble. Apex Court he·1µ' that a 
. . I .... . ' . I • ' t j - . . . '. . ' ~ .~ . ' ~ 

person who' sleeps ·over .his· ,g't·~~vances looses- hi,s. right as 
. i :, t I ' 

well as.remedy. 
'•, I ( 

In ~dministrator of Union Territory o.f.; Daman & D_ieu 

Vs·. R.D.Valarid,' 1996(1) sec (L&Sf 205, ,flon'ble_ Supreme Court 
~,- \ 

, < \ I 

h~l·d that· the Tribunal ·fell into patent error ·in brushing 
' \ . 

\•. 

as--ide .. ·the question of limit:a~io'n by ,,observl:ng - that ·the 
I 

r~spondent has been 1ma}(.ing' rep.~es.en~ations from. time. t~ time 

. . . . ', a'ld l.:s sU~h ·the limi_ta qon: ,wou1 a not'. 9ome _in hi$., war .. 
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:• 

.J . I 
!· 

the settled legal .po~i ti.on and ,facts and •.. . 'I . 
In view of 

, cireQmsta.nces' of this. cas~. we ar·e of the .considered opinion 
8. : -

·I , .-. - . . . , . . . . . .. 
tha~ thls ·a.A is hop~lessly barred by_. limita.tion and. iiable 

, . I . . . . 
to be dismissed on this ground.. · 

9. . . The other. reliefs as claimed by the app~·icant has 

riot! b_een presse9 durii,'lg the course of arguments· •. 

10J 
1 

In .view of·. 'abov.i., ·we 'hav<? no option .except 
to 

dilmiss ·this o.A--a~ barr~d by liittita.ti.on • 

we, therefo~e, "dismiss thi~ o.A ~ith n~ o~der as to ill . 
. I • 
-costs • 

. - .. ·ii I · 
I 

I L~o 
(A.P.Nagrath) 
. -1 . . . 
M~mber (A).. · 
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·' . .:: , 

Member (J). 
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