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OA No. 222/2010 . ' 

None pre~ent.,_for applicant. 
. . ·<: ~· :~;~~{~$;~~: - . -

. In this tase; ,_~he grievance raised by the applicant is 
regarding 'payment or .. arrears of increments amounting to 

·. Rs.29.580/- for the beric)d'from Mav. 2001 to October. 2004. 
I . ~ .I I I . . 

In Para 3 of the OA. the aoolicant has stated that the 
I· I 1 

present OA is within limitation prescribed in Section 21 of the 
Administrative Tribunal's Act, 1985. 

When the matter was listed on 11.05.2010,. opportunity 
was granted to the applicant fiiing MA for condonation of delay 
as cause of action in favour of the aoollcant accrued orior to 

. . . i ' t 

year 2004 whereas the present OA has been filed in the year .. · 
2010. The payment of arrears of increment for the aforesaid 
period cannot be said to be a continuous cause of action. 

In view of what has been stated above, we are of the 
',; "'H' ""ha.,. .,.he pres·'""'n.,. OA ;,... i...o .... el'"',..s'y -1-;m"' b ...... ,,..e.-1 ,.,,h·1,.h ;s .. v1cv11 LI L LI c IL 1;:, II I.I c;:, I Lill c Oil u, vv \..I I 

accordingly dismissed at admission stage itself with no order as 
to costs. The view which we have taken Is in ·conformity with 

· the law laid. down by the Apex Court in the case of Secretary. 
to Governn1ent of India ·vs. Shiv Ram Madhu Gaikwad, 
1995 sec {L&S) 1148, whereby it was held that application 
before the CAT was time barred and the same could not have · 
been entertained and even the emolovee make no effort to 
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explain the delay and seek condonation. ~ 
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