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1, Union of India through
the General Manager^
northern Railway^
Baroda House»
NewDeHii,

2. The Divisional Railway Manager,
Mortl^rn Railway,'^
Delhi Division,

Me .ar Me w De ih 1 Rai Iway at ion ,
Mevif Delhi

By Advocates Shri R.LJDhawan
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He ardi'

2, The lib ant who admittedly was engaged
in Railway Department as Casual Labourer for
115 days from JD.U.83 to 13.6.84 under PWI
Ghaziabad is seeking inclusion of his name in the
Live Casual Labour Register, -in this OA filed
on 4«10»94.

3, The main ground taken by tfie respondents in
their reply is that the OA is grossly barred by

/PL

.Applic an

.Respondents,



limitation as. the lie ant is approaching

Tribunal after remaining silant for o¥Sr JO

y«ars#.lt is also contended that in ternis of
Morthern Railway Pointed Circul-ar Sl,NoJ77i^

(Anne,xiire«Hl) the engagement, of fresh casual

labour after 3Dtl.Sl was barred except with the

personal approval of the and tl« engagement

of th® applicffilt as casual labourer froio ID«'U.»83

by BiflyQhaziabad was thus abinitio voidj In support
of the contention that the OA is hit by limitation ,

the Han'bla Supreme Court*5 ruling in R£> t^manta

and others Vs« DDI ^ * JI 199313) SC 4JS arrf

State of Rin j ab and at hers V Gurdev Singh JX

1991C3) SC 465 have been c ited,

4^ m note that as per respondents* circular
W'/ )

dated 2B^h7/thQSQ casual labourers "Ao

discharged after, 1,1,8i ar® to be contMuad on

the live Casual Labour Register If#

5, 'i/fe also note that in OA No 12441/91 Net

Ram and others Vs, 031 in 'which judgment was

delivered on 26.5.94^ awier similar circumsta'icts^

a plea of limit at ion takon was decisively

rejected, Vfe as a Co-ordinate Bench are bound ,

by that judgment and foI,lowing tte ratio

in Net Ham's case (supra), direct the :re$pondefits

to include tl^ ant's name in the Live Casual

.Labsour Register if eligible for such inc.lysion,
Ceyxiifivr t .
y'his engagea^nt as a casual labourer as and wi^n
the need arises in accordancs with his senior

in that

6. This DA is disposed of ordinglyMo costs,:

M/ "»«SW"


