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0 .A. No • 4 59/9 7 Date of order: 5.3.1998 

Jagdish Prasad S/o Shri C}1aj j u Ram, by caste 
Brahmin, Age abcut · 34 ye3-rs 1 R/o Alipur, Tehsil 
Weir, Distt. Bharatpur (Rajasthan). 

: ApPlicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India through its Chief General 
~tinager, W.R5il\-.•3.y, ChLlrchg:Jte, B'.:lm'J:iiy. 

2. Divisional l-Bnager {P,ail\vay), Kota DiviSion, 
Kota (Rajastha~. 

3. S.e nior Divisional Person3.l Officer, Ra ilv.'a ~r 
Divis ion, J<ota (Raj). 

: Respon1ents 

Hr. H.C. Ganeshi·:i, counsel for the applicant 

CQR.A.M: 

ORDER 
'(PEF- HuH' BLE. SHG·.I.gATAU PF.AKASH, .t_1EHBEF·~ ( . .JUDICIAL) 

Through this ap~lica~ion the applicant herein Shri 

Jagdish Prasad hC.s -:=tpproached t_he; ·Tribunal under Section 19 

of the hdministr·3.tive Tribunals Act, 1985, to direct the 

~espondents to give to the applicant compassionate appointment 

on account of the death of ~is deceased adopti:ve~th~~ 

Shri C}laj ju. 

in the Re:spondents Pailt~3ys der;r21rtrrtent :tnd died on 1~.11.85 

while in F.~ailway service. It it: :the case of the applicant 

that after the death of hiS adoptiv~~f:tther he nPde 
~ 

re:}?eated re:presentatic·hs to the ro::sPondente to give him 

compassionate aJ:."'pointrrent. Th"?. respon1ents· for the first 

time replied by their letter dated 16.5.1990 (Annx.A-2) 

rejecting his pr·:iyer. He rro>.red the Additional District 
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Judge, B:i~,r:tn-5., District Bharatpur to obt·3in a Succession 

Certific·:ite ~'lhich \-Ja~: ultim3tely granted in his favmlr 

by order dated 6. 7.199 3 (Annx.A-3) • 'lhere:1fter he m3de 

a rer:•resentati6n on 1.8.1995 (A.nnx.A-4), 7.10.1996 

(Annx.A-5) and l·:1stly g3ve a netic~ of demand of 

just ice .j3 ted 13.4 .199 7 (Annx .A-6) • Ibving not received 

any re~ponse from thE re:spon:lents th::r~:1fter he has 

approached this Tribur.Pl to claim the: afores·:1id 

relief~ 

3. From the ple·~dings, it i= nt:•t m3de out v7hether 

the applicant '~.-.r·:1s a·I"IPjor ~-.:hile his'adoptive father 

Shri Ch:ijju F.am died on 9.i1.1985. The applic3nt on 

the bC.sis of the SIJ.cc.:::sic•n certific·=tte issued as :it 

Annexure A-3 h:1s also recei\red :1n 3.mcunt t:•f Rs. 42,949/-

on account of gratuit~., O.nd. 3.nother am:Hlnt c,f Rs. 9439/-

&s DLI. The ::..pplicant \'l&s informed by the r-::spon1ents 

as e~rly as on 16.5.1990 (Annx.ll~-:?) that he could not 

be exten:l.ed appointmr:nt on C·:)mp:tssit:•n3te ground. He 
year of the period of 

could have appro3.ched this Tribunsl within(~~~limitation 

presGritlEd unjer Sect ion ~ 1 of the Administrative 

Tribunsls Act, 1985. It has r:een consistent!~., held by 

Hon' ble ·the S LlPrE:rrle Cc.•urt th3.t in rrP-tters of comp::tss ionate 
such an . 

appointment ;L·:ipPc,t:ntment c:1nnot be sought for as of 

right more so \\'hen there h3.s been .a delay of ·3. number 

of years. In the case of Bhoop Singh Vs, UOI,_i!_..l92£ 

S.c. 3~:, it hae been hekl b~., Hon' t·le the Suprerre Court 

itself is a good groun:l to refuse relief to the 

petitioner irrespective of the merit~:. of his claim. In 

the inst~nt case the -~doptbre f3.ther of the aipl icant 
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is reported to h:lve: died on 9.11.1985 and this ~ has 

been filed on ~3.0.1997 i.e. almost after a period of 

more than 11 ye-ars. Further repe.:J.ted '!£~);tccessful 

representStions not provided by lat-J do not extend the 

period of limitation in filing the ~pplications as held 

by Hon' ble the Supreme Court in the case of S .s. Rathgr~ 

Vs, State of l-1.-P. AlR1990 S.c. 12· 

4. Consequ.ently, there is no merit "t-Jh3.tsoever in 

this Oh which iS dismissed -3.t the ~tage of admission. 

No order as to costs. 
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(Ratan Prakash) 
Judicial 'M9rnber 
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