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CENTRAL ADM!N!STRATIVE TR!BUNAL
PR!NC!PAL BENCH: NEW DELH!

0 . A. No.869 of 1998

New Delhi , this the 3-.■-A, day of January. 200Q

HON'BLE MR. KULD!P S!NGH, MEMBER (J)

i  C. h .'ii n H r- pal Si '"? Q h
Shri RsfTs i\ur!ic:f Singh

^  i H ̂  P H j r 1 0 N £i O S r

chs ( U . P ) . present ernp ! oyed
1 HQP. Krich:3 Ms tws ,
i'idn i Chor/k . De I h { .

R\,- ^Hvocste Shir ' D rn

V/0 r 3fj£

P. V AHv/rsf

UPi ] o\'] of India through
Genets 1 Manager ( CorriiTierc i a I
Nqp thern Ra i ! .
Ba p o da Hou.s e .
New DeIhi

D i '■/ i s ! ons ! Ra i ! way Manager ,
Nor t i'^ern Ra i I way .
Moradabsd (U.P)

Pub ! i c Work-'s ! nspsctor
Ma J !babad,
D i 31 r i c t B i jnor (U,P ) .

t e Shri R . L , D h -a w a !"i .

nPHPR

A ! i c^ t

P ktv ci rv .n n H. n t"

H rs ' b ! s M r !\ u ! d i o Sinn h . M 0 rn b 0 r C ,J)

This 0 , A . a s bee n

t he Adm ! r? j s t ra t \ vs Tr i buna ! ' s

f i ! ed Linder Sec t i on 1 Q

Ac t . 1 SS5 . b'"/ Chandsr

i n n K n n 1 i :a f-j f in f K i <5 A ci \u n r\ C5 jci Ic «=; .-s Hi rj=4.'"' t i nn f-o t h p>

;  1 c; r-rjn-jmtJs nH i nn i hf^ Ann \ i f n ?:=• n ct ri #=» hs i m a>.3, ,w t_/ . , ^ . . , , w ■ , ^ w . . . t . . v-5.

; A n n m a n n. !-• i n A?")y other appropr i ate pos t and to regular!

h; Q fr-\ r ; r .C3 T; a n a I'iaH a I f'NpAHv y./rirpAri fnr rnnpA- f h.An

2 , T li 0 a p p ! i c a n t c ! a 1 rn s that in the years 1 9 S 3 a -i d

1Q84 he had v^''ork.ed on the post of Gangnian as a casusi !

laboLir^or and in al l he had wor!\ed for rnore rHArj 3P0 da'^-^'s

a,nd af t eI' 31 . 12. 1984 lie Ivad never been enoaof^N Wa



?S'

to havo mads ssvera! rsprsssntat ions to ths

and hs a'so sa^'s that hs has a rsasonabis be! ief that

persons who were engaQed after him as Gangman had aiready

been absorbed on permanent post by the respondents, but

non of his representat ions has ever been considered or

answered

3. He a'so c ! a i m.s t ha t his case is wi thin

!  i m i t a t ! o n .

4. The respondents contested this O.A. ma i .n! y on

the gr ound t ha t t he appI i ca t i on is bar red by t i me and i s

not ma i n ta i nab!e.

5. They further stated that the app! icant himself

claims to had worked as casual labourer Gangman in the

years 1983-34 and he submi tted his representation for the

first t ime in the year 1997. i .e.. after a lapse of almos'f

13 years, which shows that the appl icant is not interested

in the service of the respondents, so the. appl ication

being t ime barred, cannot be al lowed.

-• I t !s further stated that no representation has

ever been received by the office of the respond*^nt<= at

so i t is prayed that the appl ication be dismissed.

'  have heard the learned counsel for the parties

and have gone through the records.

When the plea of l imitat ion was raised, then th<=»



a^^r.! leant f i ! ed a rejoinder and in that he has al lege

that he had made several repsresentat ions and he ha

;a rt r"5 r> x S vj D h O t O C O p ! 05

T-'^e respondents hiave

^  f- h r 0 rs 0 s 0 n t a t ions and p o s t a !

I ci rs f j ' e d t h e i}

ir'iH i h i j reo i V to tha ra'oinder fi led by the appI loan

sta'p^d ti-sat even as per tl'se rejoinder, the ear! -est

f. t» t i ofi subfTi i tied by the spp I icsnt is of 1 .10.1Q8o

pi-iH hv thai t ! nvs also, the claim of the app I leant has

hi'f'e barred. .As .such. the 0. .A. should be

r? i a- n'i ! c Q sii/ l

1  cons ! dorod t-ho rna t tor c-arafi^ My. I t is

admi tted posi t ion that the appl icant had not worked

n i 1 c 1 QRJ. sf'^'d f i ! sd tho prossnt 0. A . on

27 3 199S and as such, there is no explanation as to why

I'": o ! r"! I -I:; i ! 0 r"5 T f 0 ?"■ 0 j Q r"; g p 0 P ! O d O f 1 A y 0 O S .

Q

» t !• r?

in Thiouoi"! the appl icant has a I ! eyed that he [iad

rnade var \ cus representat i ons and he has p 1 seed on record

cer ta i !'i postal receipts arjd the ph.otocop •" es of t !'■ 6 so

oa ^ i ed letters v/r i t ten by !'■ i it; ear ! i er . but when h i s

app i i cat i ons Vrsre not be i hq ansvvsred to . wfry d ; c he keot

s ! I for such a ! ohq per i od is not under s tan dab I e . I t

is a sett led ! a v-/ i !"i at s" e p 0 a t e d r s p r s s e rs tat i o rt s do n c t

ex tend tlte oei " iod of ! i fTi i tat 1 on . vVhen af ter the f i rst

}" 0 P r 0 s s 1"^ t at ion ft 0 '■w as rt o t give f"t a n y sat j s f a c tor y r e o ! y c {"■

was not Q i ven any Job j  1 H

a ̂  proa c- i*t e d t h 0 T r i b it n a ! i ft t ft 0 ear 1 S 8 6

i  f;

i  f C;P I f

F .•=> i 1 i j } '-.o n tfte part of tf^e app! Icartt for f i ! ing

app ! i cat i on before the Tr i buna ! even for 12 y^ears f ron';



; f p ̂  n p s s s n t s t ! o n ^
1 P.86, when he had made his fin

him,self was not interested for

.c.i ir-.h a long sp-e I ! of

to show that the appi icarr

wor-king onder the respondents,

intervening period when appl icant was not offered any job

nndar the Rai lway Authori t ies, is fatal to the O.a
f2 n ri

t!"! e same is I i ahie to be dismissed

1 1

i  j-j t i"! s 0 . .A

order' as to r

in view of the above, we do not f ind any mieri r
iH Nn

ind the same is accordingly dismisseo

V
,'y-

CKULDIP SINGH)
MEMBER C-J)

Rakesh


