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OPEN COORT 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
A LtAHABAD BENCH : A LtAHABAD 

ORIGINAL APPLICATICN NO ·1249 OF 1998 
ALlAHABAD THIS THE 17TH DAY OF MARCH,2003 

• 

H~•BJE MR • JUSTICE R .R •K • TRIY!J>I ,VICE-cHAIRMAN 

1 • Shri Uma Shanka,.. .. 
2 • Sh,..i R<Vna Shank-aYi 

Both SalS of shri t.akhi,..am, 
rio Vi]Jage-Harijan Bast!, 
J agdishPl.,. 1 Poet & Dist ¥1ct-Ballia • 

(By Advoc8te Shri Wasim A l81D) 

versus 

1. Unioo of India, 

throogh Gene,..al Manager, 

N E • R. ai lw a y 1 

GorakhPlr • 

• • • • • • • • • •APPlic8nt 

2 • ~egi mal Rai 1 Manager ( Persoone 1), 
N .E • R ly, 
Ballia • 

3 • Work Inspector ( Karya Nirikshak), 

N ·E • RlY, Ballia • 
•• • • •• • •• «.espmdents 

(By Advocate Shri G .p. 1tgl'awa1) 

OltDEI\ 

By this o ·~. filed under secticn 19 of Administrative 

Tribunals Act 1985, applicants have Prayed for a direction 

...>--. ~-
to respatdents to cooside-r thet.~ case for appointment 

6 • 

and ,.egularisaticn oo the post of sweeper 88 they have 

a1T8ady worked with the respondents during various years 

tilll990 • They have 8lso Prayed for a dijection to allcw 

the applicants to resume duty and pay them salary• 

2 • The claim of the appUcants is based oo, that they 
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-2-

we"e engaged cn/18 ·10 ·1980~s Caaual sweepe" and ~eyworked 

upto 30 ·11 ·1990 • The applicant no-2 was engaged as casuaJ 

sweepel" Cll 09 .03 ·1985 • In broken s}:e lls 

1990. However, after 1990 they we-re not 

he worked u pto 
~ ~ 

allowed ., e to 

work· This O·A· has been filed oo 05·11·1998 i•e•, after 

more than eight yecn-s • Thet"t: is no applicati Cll f~ 

cCildcnaticn of delaY• In pa"a 3 it is cnly stated that 

the application is within time • HCMeve,.-, it is difficu 1 t 

to say that the application is within time, cooside ... ing · 

deJay~c;;~tt~a~lt;'?~~~I~~-~aye~ v._ 
fO"' condoning the delaY• 

3 • The 0 .A • js dismissed as time barred • 

4 • Theye wi 11 be no Ordef> as to costs. 

Vice-chai .... man 

/Nee lam/ 
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