
Chaju Ram son of ~hri ~ .Lal aged about ~Ll years wor"k:.ing as 

~inder "Pic"k:.er at Loco ~hed of Western "Railway, Jaipur • 
•••• 1\pplicant. 

l. nnion o-F :rndia through the General 1\~anager, ~\festern 

"Railway, Churchgate, l"lumhai. 

/.. c::ecretary, Railway Boarc'l, Railway Bhawan, Delhi. 

~. 'I'he Divisional Railway l'~anager, western "Rai bvay, 

Jaipur. 
A. ~hri niwan singh son of shri T<artar ~ingh, Loco C::hen, 

Bandi"k:.ui. 
t;. C::hri Payazoo<Jin, '~<'1\~-?, Loco C::hen, T•7estern "Railway, 

:n..chnera. 
6. !'1ohammad, F'~1-?., Loco shed, West~rn Railway, Jaipur. 

7. Rahim Bux, Loco C::hed, Western "Railway, Jaipur • 
• • • • "Responc'lents. 

i'1r. P.P. Hathur, Counsel for the applicant. 

Hon'ble 1'1r. cTustice G.L. Gupta, Vice chairman. 

Bon' ble 111r. Gopal C::ingh, 1\dmn. 1'1emher 

ORD"P.R 

~his 01\ has been -Filed whereby spea"k:.ing/impugned 

order Clated ?.O. 7 • 1_ ooR pas sen on the representation o-F the 

applicant pursuant to the direction of the ~rihunal has heen 

challenged.. 

?.. ~his 01\ has heen filed on l_o.l_n.:;:>nnl_. ~he impugnen 

order is dated ?.0.7.1998. Obviously, the application has heen 

\ 
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filed after the expiry of limitation. 

~. 'T'he applicant has fi lec'l an ~~"1\ -For conc:'l.onation of 

delay. We have gone through the contents o-F the 1''1:"1\. :T:t is 

stated that the applicant's wife was suffering from 

~pon<'lilosis ann, therefore, the applicant coulc:'l not approach 

the ~ribunal in time. ~his cannot ~e saic:'l to ~e a goon cause 

for condonation of delay, moreso when no ~~ec:'lical ~erti-Ficate 
stating that the condition of the wife of the applicant was 

serious has 1-)een filed. 

4. r.onsequently the ~'lA is dismisse<'l. nn.. ·is also 

dismissed as ~arred 1-)y limitation. 
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