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OA No.201/2001 ' - . I ' I . I-. 
Smt. Jamna Bai w/n late Shri Dhanna Lal Mehar r/o Rang Talab, Nai 

Basti, Jota Junction,. Kota. / 

1. 

2. 

3. 

· Mr.Vinay 

-. . . . I 
I 

CORAM:i 

Applicant· 

I Versus 

' ' Union of Ind1a through the General Manager, 
I 

Rail\vay, Churc~gate,- Mumbai. 

D~puty Genet:a1 Manager, Western RaHway, Kota. 

Rail Path Nir1kshak, Ramgani Mandi, Kota. 
I -

•• Responoents 

Western 

I .. I . 
Saxena, counsel- for .the applicant 

~I 

·-

Hon'ble Mr~ S.K.Agarwa1, Judicial Member. 
I I . . 

Hon'ble Mr. ~.P.Nagrath, Administrative Member ... I OROOR 

PER HON'BLE MR. S.K.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

- In this OriLnal Application applicant makes ·a prayer tc . I -

dire t , the respondents tb provide family pension and other admissible 

~ne~its to the appl~can~ 6n account of death of·her husband late Shri, I I . . 
Dhanna Lal Mehar, ~an~man, Western Railway, , Rail Path Nirikshak, 

RaJanj_ Mandi and fur~her dire~tions are also, ,sought to. pay the 

:pe ton with interest aJ the rate of 18% w.e.f. 15.7.1972. 

2. 

1-, 

. I 
I 

_According /to the applicant Shri Dhanna Lal Mehar died on 
I 

15.7.1972. It appears that applicant filed a . Civil Suit before the 

Additional Civil Judge (Junior Divisi-on). and Judicial 

istrate ~ir~t Clasj' No.1, (North) ~ota whi~h wa~ dispos~d of by 

Court v1de oroer oateo 14.11.2000 w1th the d1rect1on that the case 

' ' 
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roay be fi ed before ·the· coiPpe ent court and thereafter the applicant 

has filed this OA for the relief as above. 

3. From the averrilen s made by the applicant, it will become· 

abundanti cle~r that S~d Il1lnna Lal ~ied on 1~. 7.19.72 and thereafter 

applicant has come __ before tht/ s Tribunal in the year ·2091. Although a 

Civil .Suit. was filed in the year 1994 but even in the _yea.r 1994 the '· 

case· of the ~pplicant was · ct within limitation. The appHcant was 

suppos~ to c~aim· the relief ¥it~in the-limitation periqd as provided· 

~-· ·- counsel· 
.... 

represen 

the 

applicant 

ministrative Tribunals Act. 'Ihe, learned 

bmits that appli.cant has f.ilea so many 

thing was done then she was coropelled to 

file a ivil Suit·. 'Therefor , the case of .the applicant, looking· to 

h~r fitncial and econom c posibcn, nay be col1Sider~ withi;, 

Hroitation. We are not in[lined to a'cept the. contention of the 

learned counsel for the ap · icant as it has been- held in· S.S.Rathore 
I • . 

v.. Sta~e . of MP and 

represe tat:ions d0 not 

~·:~ 
• 4. In 

SLJ ·1997 (3) CAT 45 that . repeated 

the limitation. 

others vs. R. K. Val arid, 1996 

(1). s~l . th~ Supr~nie Court held that "The Tribunal 

fell 1 -,~tent error m b us~1ng aside ~he question of l:imitati_on by. 

respon ent ·has been roaking representations_. from 

time t time and as such limftation would ·not come in his way"·. 

5. In Ramesh 

2000 (l) SC SIJ 178, it 

vs. Udham Singh ·Kamal and ors. 

s held by.the- Apex Court that th~. Tribunal 

right in over+ook ng the sta:tut0ry provisions as contained in 

21 (1) '(B) of the Administrative Tribunal Act. 

6. In view of he· settled legal position and the racts and 

circu stances of this ca .e, the case of the applicant. is hopelessly 
\, 

... 

-- ____________ ) 
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barred by 1i itation as· f:'he has filed her claim after 28 years of the 

death of - Slri , Dhanna 'Lal Mehbr. Therefore, the OA ·- filed by the 
I . . 

I . 
applicant nnot be treated to ~ave been filed within ljmitation. 

7. Ohe OA is, . therefLe, dimissed as hopelessly barred by 

limitation. 

. I· 

(A.P.bf 
Adm. Memben 

Judl.Member 
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