IN THE ARMED FORCES TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH AT NEW DELHI
03.

T.A. No. 01 _of 2012
(Earlier O.A. No. 440/2011)

EE GO TR L - - i Petitioner
Versus

co T e S I SR e Respondents
For petitioner: Mr. Amitava Chauhan, Advocate.

For respondents: Mr. Rohit Pratap, proxy for Mr. Mohan Kumar, Advocate.

CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. MATHUR, CHAIRPERSON.
HON’BLE LT. GEN. S.S.DHILLON, MEMBER.

ORDER
13.01.2012

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

Petitioner is challenging the ACR of July, 1998 now in 2012. In reply to
statutory complaint, respondents have clearly mentioned that this ACR was
not considered by the Selection Board No. 3 when selection took place in
2009, therefore, that was not taken into consideration and challenge to that
ACR at this stage is highly belated.

Hence, we do not find any merit in the petition. The petition is

accordingly dismissed. No order as to costs.

A.K. MATHUR
(Chairperson)

8:S:DHILLON
(Member)
New Delhi
January 13, 2012
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