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IN THE CENTRAL ADHINISTFL\.TIVE TRIBUNAL JAIPOR BENCH 
JAIPUR. 

OA MO .3 05 /'i Date of order: 23 .5 .1996 

GUN Dayal : Applicant 

vs. 
Union of I~ ia and others : Respoments 

Mr· Rajesh Moon:lia, counsel for the applicant 

f!ORAM: 
~·-....._ 

HOl~ 'BLE SHRI GOl?AL KRISHt~, VICE CF-1.\ IRMAt~ 
HUN 'BLE SHRI O.i? .-S!lARf·1k, l-Ef.n3ER (.MlMINisrAATIVE) 

Applicant Guru. Dayal in this application under 

seetiOD 1' of the A4ministrative Tribunals Act, 

1915(for short • tbe Act •), bas challen<je<il the 

GrQer dated 19.2.1992 ey which his services as 

EDBPM were disi)eosed with and Shri Har1 Om Sharma 

was appointed on teRfl!iorary basis in his place. 

2. we have beam the learned counsel for the 

applicant and have caref,~lly gone through the 

rec:ot'!s. 

J • The applicant has cata~orically stated in the 

application that he continued (!)R the post ef BD'Bl?M 

till 11.2 .1,92 ani thereafter the omers 0£ bis 

<ilis-entagement were issued l:iJy the I:lepartment. He had 

filed a Civil su.it als0 in the Civil court of Alwar, 

which had iSsued an intrim direction at Annex;~re A-3 

CI~,RJ"\iated 12 .~.1~92. It is not clear as to when the 
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aforesaid Civil suit was finally disposed of. Since 

the Civil Suit •..tas filed in retard to a service 

matter of an employee of the Gcnernment of India 

before a Civil court any direct ion, if issoed 'by 

the aforesaid r:ivil court would be without 

jurisdiction. If the applicant is aggrieved by 

any order terminating his senrices w.e.f. 19.2.1,92 

he should have pre £erred an application un:ier 

sect ion 19 of the Act within the period of 

limitation prescribed fQr it. 'rhe applicant has 

not made any representati~n before approachint 

this Trillunal as envisaged by Section 20 of the 

Act • The cnalle n.ge to the oz:der dated 1' .2 ·1 '92 

by this apf.:.li·~ati,,n :presented in this Tribunal en 

1i.S.199i after a l~pse of more than four years is 

hopelessely Darre<l by limitation am the groun:is 

for condoning the delay made in the MA are 

not convin11:1n•· The OA is, therefore, dismissed 

at the sta9e of admission. 

MA NG.24,/!i also stards dismisse~ ::tccordingly. 

q~~NI 
(GOPAL IGtlStUiA ) 
VICE CHAIRMAN 


