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CENTRAL ADMINISTRA'.l'IVE TRIBUmL 
A LIAHA Bi\ D BEtJCH 

A LIAHABAD·- 

. 
Original Application N.2.:, 1325 of 1993 

alogzwi th connected matte.ts 

Allahal:ad this the .6 f}:h day of ~N!' 2001 

Hon'ble Mr.s.K.I. Naqvi. Member (J) 

o .A .No. 1325 of 1993 

Ganga Ram, aged about 42 years. son of Shri Sripat 
resident of 444. Masiha Ganj., Sipri Bazar. Jhansi. 

By Advocate Shri R.K. Nigarn 

Versus 

Applic~t 

1. Union of India through General Manager., Central 
Railway. Bombay VT. 

2 •· Divisional Railway Manager., Central Railway.Jhansi. 

.~pondents 
~~wocate Shri A.v. Srivastava 

o .A .No. 1922 of 1993 

Sheikh zahiruddin., aged about 25 years. son of 
Shri Sheikh Riazuddin~, resident of 57., Chhoti' 
Masjid, Pulliya No.9, Jhansi. 

~2vocate Shri R.K. Nigam 
Applicant 

1. 

· Versus 

Union of India throl.}'Jh General Manager. Centra·l 
Railway., Bombay VT • 

Divisional Railway Manager. Central Railway. 
Jhansi. 

2. 

Respond~~ 
ByAdvoc~te Shri A.K. 

• •••• pg.2/- 
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O.A .No. 13~7 _of 1994 __ 

Vi jay aged about 28 years. Son of Shri Devi Ram. 
resident of Meat Market. Harl jan Bas ti. Behind 
Gnrdwara. Murar. Gwalior. 

Applicant 

.!X_Advocat~hr! R.K •. Nigam 

Versus -- 
1. Union of India through General Manager.central 

Railway. Bombay VT. 

2. Divisional Railway Ma_nager. Central Railway~ 
.rnansf, , 

Respondents 

By Aqvocate s~ri .. '.!•N• s~_!)Qh __ 

O .A .No. 1752 of 1994 

., .. .. .. > 
·' 

\,! ... ~ 

.. 

Shyam Baboo. aged about 31 years. Son of Shri Bhagwati 
Prasad. resident of rail·way quarter no.RB-I 703/F, Rani 
Laxmi Nagar. Jhansi. 

Applicant 
BX Advocate Shri R.K. Nigam 

Versus 

1. Union.of India through General Manager, Central 
Railway. Bombay VT. 

2. ~visional Railway Manager. Central Railway.Jhansi. 

3. Chief Medical superintendent, Central Railway 
Hospital, Jhansi. 

Respondents 
By Advocate Shri G.P.Agarwal 

0.A.No.1777 of 1994 

Kishori Lal, aged about 28 years. son of Late Shri 
Nathoo Ram •. resident of Insidate Datia Gate, 121 
Mukaryana. Jhansi • 

Applicant 
E!X Advocate ShriR.K. Nigam 

?-v •••• pg .Jt- 



·-7 !,y/ 
. . 

1 .. 

: : 3 : : 

1. Union of India through General Manager.Central 
Railway.· Bombay VT.· 

2. Divisional Ra11·way Manager• Central Railway. 
Jllansi. 

Res P?ndents 

By Advocate. Shri G.P. Agarwal 

o .A No.1851 of 1994 

Peter Henery. aged a boue 25 years. son of Shri 
Henery Franc:is s : resident of railway quarter No. 
RB I/703-D. Rani Laxmi Nagar.Jhansi. 

Applicant 

By Advoc~te Shri R.K. Nigam 

Versus 

1. Union of India through General Manager. Central 
Railway. Bombay VT. 

2. Fii1ancial Adviser and Chief Accounts Officer •. 
Central Railway. Bombay VT. 

3. Sr.Divisional Accounts Officer. Central Railway· 

Jhansi. 
Respondents 

.!!)•Advocate Shri G.P. Agarwal 

0 •.A.NO .J:853 of 1994 

William Dowson, aged a bout; 34 years. Son of 
Shri D.~wson. resident of Opposite Central 
School No.3. RB III/804 A •. Kha ti Baba Road.~ 
Jh 1 Applicant 
ans • Shri M.P. Gupta - 

B;t: Advoca te3 Shri .f!•K. M;i~~~a 
Versus 

1. Union of India through General Manager. 
Central Railway. Bombay VT. 

2. Divisional Ra.11-way Manager. Central Ra.i. lway 
Jhansi. 

B~ Advocate Shri V .K. Goel 
Respondents 

.••.•. pg.4/- 
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o .A .No. 785 of 1995 

Rajendra Prasad. aged about 34 years. Son of 
Shri Harl Ram resident of 24. Pulliya No.9. 
Jhansi. 

Appli~ 

By~Advocate Shri R.K. Nigam 

Versus 

1. Urtion of India through General Manager. 
Central Railway. ~mba.y VoeT. ~;, 

· ;1t~ 
Chief workshop M~nager. Central 

ti ' 
worlcshop. Jhansi •} 

r 
~Y Advocate· Shri J.N.~i13I.~· ,, 

f' 

2. Railway 

Respondents 

'' o .A .No. !1i20.!_ of 1995 
:1 ' 
:I 

Bhaiya Lal. aged cbout /30 years. Son of Shri Halkoo 
:i ~J 

resideent of village dnd Post Dailwara • Tehsil 
" 

Lalitpur. District Lalitpur. 
· :/ Applica.nt 

~-~c,:1te Shri R.K. ,,,_Nigaim - 

Versus 

1. Union of India through General Mara.ger.,Central 
Railway. 

Central P:1.i.lway. 2. 

!!X_Advocate 
i ~ 
"t 

l 
Abdul Majeed. al.a 34 !~ears. Son of Shri Shafi 
Mohammad. resid~_nt o~;c/o Station Master~.s.agir 

,:'ljl ' 
Ahmad. Mohalla ,~ratili.-Stra• District Mahoba., 

BX Advocate Shri R.K .. , Nigam -· _,,.~ r, 
1 . 
') 

~ 
Applicant 

a/ 
:/Jr 

••••• pg.·5/-- 
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1. Union of India through General Manager. 
Central Railway. Bombay vr. 

2. Divisional Railway Manager. Central Railway,· 
Jhansi. 

Respondents 

By Advocate shri G.P. Agarwal 

o .A. l\.10. 149 of 1996 
. 

Alyaa Khan aged about 32 years son of Shri sabco 
Khan, R/o House No.36. Pulliya No.9, Nayapura. 
Jhansi. 

Applicant 

By Advocate Shri R.K. Nisam 

Versus 

1. Union of India through General Manager.central 
Railway. Bombay VT. 

2. Chief Workshop Manager, Central Railway.Jhansi. 
j R~spondents 

!!Y Advocate Shri G.P.lA2arwal 
L. I: 

0 .A. N111l. 157 of 1996 
. . 'f· I· ! •, 

Ashok KUnBr. aged a bo ,t 25 years. Sonof Shri Dhani 
f),,1!'.I, r e n Ldc n t, o f tlill '.,3nj. Rr,eh.ln !s.r.Collegc,'.:;i,[.Jri 

( 

·Bazar. Jhansi. 
By_ 1\dVOcate Shr.L R.K .... ,~~rn 

l. 
!• 

Applican~ 

1. Union of India . rough General Manager. Central u . 
Ra;Uway. Bombay J .• 

l l~ 
2. . Divisional Rai: 2y Manager, Central Rail way. 

Jhansi. 
BX Advocate Shri A 

· Res R9ndents 
Sthalekar 

768 of 1996 

Son 9£ 
Colony. 

l 

1. Muke~h 

••... pg.e/- 
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2. Kailash Chandra, aged about 36 years. son of 

ihri Bhaiya Lal, R/o 83 Nandanpur, Jllansi. 

3. Raees Ahmad aged about 37 years. Son of Shri 
Nabi Ullah R/o 52, Bajaryana, Jllansi. 

s. 

9. 

lJ. 

11. 

12. 

4. Harl Ram, aged about 31 years. son of Shri 
Panna 1.al R/o Nandanpura, Sipri Bazar,Jllansi. 

6. 

Narayan Dasj; aged about 32 years, s/o Shri 
Baijnath R/1'60, Masiha Ganj, Jllansi. 

•!~/ i,,t .,,,, 
Santosh K~jVTiwa_ri. aged about 35 years, Son 
of Shri Harl.1~m Tiwari. R/o 22 Raiganj,.,Jha,nsi. 

7. 

n, 

'J 

about 33 yea .. cs Son of She;i Devi 
f:,f . 

Tal, Morar s . Gwa~lior. 

8. ·:!~ aged a bo ut; 27 years. Son o.i Shri 
'.:J.1 . I~ 
R/o Nadi Par T .... l •. Murar •. Ge-walior 

Santosh 
Lal R/o 

Son of Shdf_'. · Bri j ~- Di strict Til-i.ilmga~h. 

Ra J;t, age 28 years son of Shri 
M,};11 n.1. ya Kl}ya Ka 

'28. 

Ii 
Rar 

JJ.istrlct 

13. Ali Raza, 
Nasib RB. 

By Advoca te9Shr 
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1. Union of India through General Manager.central 

Railway. Mumbai CST. 

2. Divisional Railway Manager. Central Railway. 

Jhansi. 
Respondents 
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BY Ag_VQaate Shri G.P. Agarwal 

o .A .No. 882 of 1996 - 
1. Amrit Lal aged about 36 years. son of Shri Ram 

Charan. resident of Shreeram Colony. Dabra 

District GWilior. 

2. Rajendra Prasad, aged about 35 years Son of 
Shri Ram Sll:lewak Srivastava. resident of v:lllage 
Barotha Rajan Ki Pahariya. Tehsil Dabra,Dis,tt. . 'I; 

Mahendra singh,-aged about 37 years. Son 
Shri Ram Singh R/o 243 Nanak Ganj. Sipri Bazar. 

I 

Gwalior. 

4. 

Jhansi. 

Vindrabaneaged al:)9ut 36 years. son of 
Pd.R/9 Shikishit Colony. Bujurg Road. Dabr • 

District G&Talior. 

s. suresh aged about 31 years son of shri 
Lal Jatav R/o Haripur custom Road. Dabra. , 

District Gwalior. 
Applicants 

B~ Advocate Shri R.K. Nigam 

· Versus 

1. Union of India through Gener.al 

Railway. Mwnbai CST. 

J 
. i 2. Chief Personnel Officer. Central 

. I CST. 
I 

I 

µ, 

3 •. Divisional Railway Manager. Central· Railway~ 

Jhansi. 
Respondents 

" ' I '' Ii 
I 

~~~e shri A.K. Gaur ·sc:: 
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O .A .No. 1084 of 1996 ----- 
l. ttunna Lal. aged about 37 years. son of Shri 

Kashi Ram. resident of 102. outside Datia 
Gate• .niansi. 

2. Karnlesh Kumar aged about 35 years. Son of 
· Shri Nathoo Ram. resident of 188 Inside 
Datia Gate. Jhansi. 

By Advocates ShriR.K.Nigam 
Shri Rakesh Verma 

Appbicants 

Versus 

l. Union of .lndia through General Ma03.ger. Central 
Railway Mumbai CST. 

2. Chief workshop Manager• Central Rail W:i. y wa>rkshop • 
.niansi. 

Respondents 

!Y Advocate Shri Prashant Mathur 

a~ .No. 121 ~--~ 1997 

I 

1. Mohamrna.d Nasir Khan. Son of Badloo. resident of 
Sadan Puri. Orai. at present residing at House 
No.1. Hazari Purwa. Orai. 

2~ .. 
Sughar Singh. son of Jhanda Sin;;,h. resident <:'f 
Village Chain Ka Purwa. Post Ama.raudha. District 
Kanpur Dehat. 

Apolican~ 
BX Advocate Shri R .K. Rajan 

Versus 

!. Union of India through the secr_etary. MinistEy 
of Railway. Rail Bhawan. New Delhi. 

. 2. !i General Manager. Central Railway. Bombay VT.' 

3. Divisional Railway Manager • .niansi. 

4. Permanent Way Inspector. Orai. 
By Advocate Shri G.P. Ag~l /' 

. ~ cu-- 
Respondent::! 

•• pg.9/- 
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o .A .No. 37 of 1998 

1. JA.GDISH son of Kamta 
2. CHEDA IA L son of Kheri 

Both resident of village and Post Patgora, 
District ~MIRPUR. 

3. HAR GOVIND son of Chakki Lal, resident of 
village Matchhari, Post Rawatpur, District 
Hi\MIRPUR • 

Applicants_ 

By Ndvocate Shri R.K. Rajan 

Versus 

1. Union. of .India through the Secretary of Rail 
Bhawan~-New Delhi. 

2. The General Manager. Bombay V.T. 

3. The Divisional Manager Railway, Jhansi. 

4. The Enspector di£ 'WOrks. Ka npuz- ,Jhuhi under 
D.R.M. JHANSI. 

5. The Permanent way Inspector, Mauranipur. 
HAMIRPUR. 

Respondents 

ax_Advocate Shri G.P. A~al 

o .A .No. 131 of 1998 

Shyain sunder. aged about 35 years. Son of Shri Ram 
Sewak. resident of village Baragaon. Post Baragaon. 
Tehsil Orai, District Jalaun(u.~.) 

AppliQ.e\.nt 
--:---- -- 

Versus 

1. Union of India through General Marager.cent~l, 
Railway, Mumbai CS.T. 

2. Divisional Railway Manager, Central Railway,Jhansi • 

••• i:g.10/- 
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3. Chief Permanent 1.12y Inspector. Centra~ n.a11 ... 

way~ CJrai. 

R~I?Ondents 
BX Advocate Shri G.P. Agar~l- 

o .A. No • .- 136 of 1998 

~evi Dayal. aged about 36 years, son of Shri Gorey 
Lal. resident of village Sahao Tehsil Jalaun.Dist.tbt 
Jalaup. 

!1._Advocate Shri R.K. Nigam 

Versus 

Applicant 

1. Union of .India thm ug.h General Manager. Central 
Railway. Mumbai csr. 

t 
/' 

2. Divisidmal Railway Mara.ger, Central Railway. 
Jhansi. · ! 

1 3. Chief Permanent Way Inspector. Central Rail)ray. 
"' oza L, 

Respondents 
By Advocate Shri G.P. A~~ 

./ 

o .A .No. 222 of 1998 

1. RAM Bl\BOO son of Ram oope L, resident 0£ 

I 
j 

and Post USAR GAON. District IAUN. 

2. MaHESH, Son of Shyam Lal• resident of 
Hark:upur. Post USAR GAON, District JAIAUN. 

~X_Advoca:!:~ ~I:!E.~-8..!K. Ra~ 
Applicants ---- 

Versus 

1. Union of.India and Othe,.:-s tnr. 
Ministry of Railway, RailwBhai.• 

.J 
h the Secret~ry. 
n. New Delhi.~ 

2. The General Manager. Central Railway. Murnbaiitl
1
i:!ST. 

I 
11 

3. The Divisional Manager, Cent..ral Raib,ay. Jha1~si. 
1!t I 

4. · Permanent Way Inspector, 
By Advocate shri G.P. Agarwal 

• '1' o ra t , ilf . 
Railway ,/J~la;un 

•• ,. .W.pg.11/ ,, I . 

CE.ntral 
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1. Shiv Charan Singh S/o Bhagwan Deen 
2. Kaushlend Kumar s/o Ganesh Prasad 
3. Sh yam Lal s/o Shanker 
4. Munna s/o Ram Kumar 
s. Moo! Cha~d s/o Baldev 
6. Shiv waran s/o Sh yam sunder 
7. Ram Behari s/o Khurcani 
a. Raja :Nati s/o Vikaa 

9. Susheel Kumar s/o Bhagwan Das 
10. Lakhan Baboo s/o Shree Gopal 
11. Paha! wan Sirgh s/o Kurnod Singh 
12. Hira Lal . s/o Jhalloo Ram 
13. Munni Lal S/O Kamur 
14~ Bhola s/o Kamta 
15. Ram Bahori s/o Chuma 
16. Ram Manohar s [o Ram Bharosa 
17. Badri Vishal s/o Mairma 
18. Ram Narain s/o Binda 
19. Ram Sv.ra.roop s/o Guj ja 
20. Jag Kishore s/o Sadla 
21. Shree Pal s/o Lotan 
22. Ram Das s/o Karha 
23. Rameshwar s/o Shiv Balak 
24. Laanman s/o Phallo Ram 
2 5. Jug al s /o Shiv Nandan 
26.. Babboo s/o Ram Nath 
27. Anandi Prasad s/o Ram Asrey 
28. Janki Prasad s/o Ganga Prasad 
29. Shiv Bharan s/o Ram Prasad 
30.Sudama Prasad s/o Baijn:::ith 
31. Achari Lal s/o Ram Lal 
32. Baboo Lal S/o Nana Ram 
33. Ram Sharan s/o · Chhedi Lal 
34. 

35. 
36. 

37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

41. 

Ram Vishal s/o Jagan Nath 
Ram Pal s/o Chumli:ld · 
Ganga Prasad s/o Gorey Lal 
Haseen Khan s/o Sul tan Khan 
Jameel Khan s/o Khaleel Khan 
S"2li s/o Shiv Nayak 
Ramesh,"lar s/o Ram Nath 
Ram Das s/o Vindraban 

~~ 
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48. 
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so. 
51. 

52. 

53. 

54. 

55. 

56. 

57. 

58. 

59. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

.. .. 12 . . . . 
Shivdeen s/o Magan 
Hari Shankar s/o Jci.muna 
Prem Das s/o Chhaggoo 
Ram Milan s/o Wodhan 
Chhota s/o Mat4 prasad 
Raghuveer Dayal s/o Ram Sajeei-an 
Bha,;.-,ani Deen Sf<? Ram Nath 
Jci.geshwar s/o Ram Pal · 
Jageshwar s/o Ram Kishore 
Moti Lal s/o Ram Lal 
Chhota s/o Ram Lal 
Shiv Kumar s/o Ram Manohar 
Natthoo s/o Lalloo 
Chunno s/o Jagdish 
Sheshan s/o Siddhoo 
Sheo Mangal s/o Ra~ Manohar 
Rameshwa.r s/o Ka.shi 

) 

Ram Kumar s/o Bodap.m 
Ram Charan S/o ~an~han 

· Bri jkishore Gos,;.-araj.J s/o Uma Shanker . \,, 

Residents of 

J?.w.r. Complex Chii:rakutdham Karwi 
Chhatrapati Sahu jJ.naharaj Nag~2±:t U.P. 

Union of India (Th1r0ugh : 
l Railway,, Mumbai C3 'i'! • 

I 
l I·hnager,, Cent.r~l 

Applicants 
.~y ~~~e Shri~-~K. l\Ja~am 

! 
! 

I 
I 

Versus -r- 

3. Senior .Sectional E~ineer(Perma.i1,,,:Jt Way Inspecttr) 
Central Railway,, cttJtrakot Dharn' Ka.rvi. District· 
Chha trapa ti Sahujecf M.;ihara j (U, P.) 

1. 

2. 

4. 

General 

anaq e r-, Central Rail way,, Divisional 
Di vision, tTIIANSI. 

Sen:j.or Sectional 
Central Railway,, 

ineer(Permanr:,nt Way Inspectt•r) • 
Banda ( fJ • P • ) 

By Advocate ShFi G.P. Ag 

Res r:r nctents ~·-··~-- 
(. 
I 
j s;;· ·• • •:tP;J .13/- 

t· 
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o .A. No. 587 of 1998 

Kaila sh chandra , aged about 42 years. son of Shri 
Ram Krishna. resident of Gali Bansidhar. Tundla. 
District Agra. 

Applicant 
BX Advocate Shri R·.K. Nigam 

Versus 
1. Union of India through General Manager. North­ 

ern Railway• Bearoda nouse , New Delhi. 

2. Divisional Raiiway Manager. Northern Railway. 
Allahabad. 

Respondents 
By Advocate Shri A.I{. Pandey 

o .A .No.1194 of 1998 

shiv Sagar. s/o Shri Kannauji Lal. R/o Ratljera. Post 
Indauli. District Mainpur. 

I 

By Advocate Shri C.P. Gupta 
Applicant 

ve r s ua 

1. ''nlon o f Indi I r.h r ot Ii r~''t1"r,l !l,,rn;J"r·, 

Northern Railway. Baroda House. New Delhi. 

2. Divisional Railrway Manager• Northern Rail '\-ra.y. 
Al.Laha ba d • 

I 1 
3. P.-w.r ./Norther !(Railway. Mainpur. 

By Advocate shri 

',! 

f Respondents 
G.P. Agarwal I I' 

' 
o .A .No. !isa of 1999 

REHANULIAH S lo u: TE ')INULIAH R/o 168 Pura Manohar 
Das Akbar Pur. Allah pad. . ,., i 

I 
Applicant 

By Advocate Shri A.K ,l Srivastava 
fl\ , 

••• pg 14/- 
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1. Union of India through Di vis.i_:onal. Rail 

Manager. Northern Rail.way. Allahabad 
Division. Allahabad. 

2. Senior Divisional Ergineer. Northern Rail­ 
way. Allahabad Division. Allahamd.; 

- ~ nt, Re a oon 
By Advocate Shri G.P. Ag:are.va.l 

378 of 1999 

1. .mALt.U 
Post Makar 

Mul.la. resident of village and. 
Hamirpur. 

2. Shree Pal of Sauk.hi Lal. 

3. Gulab son o th resident of Village 

4. Mata Deen $~n of Jagannath. resident iof village 
n 

Daharra. POiSJt Makarl:e.:(,. District Ha~~pur. 
. lii: 

:i l; 
Al 1 U:ie applicattts ·worked 

f ~ Per~nent Way Inspector, Chitr~ku,t Dham 
.. _ it I 

Karw.t_ •• under th~ control of D~~_1.fi_1.Jhansi. 

,, . !II' j . By_ Advocate __ Shri ~:,.K. Rajan., L i 

~- v c r s ur. i' I 
---- "" I " I 

l. Union o I I1;·lL1 .Ju.o u ih U,, 

C. Railway~ Mumbai V .T • 
I 

tlC' r ,:i.l 

-2. ' The Divisi~_nal Railway M~n~ge:r. c. 
Jhansi. ll 

:1: 

The Perm:i.n~'nt Way Inspector o Karwi 
Dharrr, 

akue 3. 

Respondents 

By Advocate 
·) ,., , 

A.2,arwal 

l'i\THU RAM son 
. Post SUP A, 
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The applicant w:>rked under the Permanent Way 1 

Inspec~r. Chitrakut Dham. Karwi. under the 
Control of D.R.M. • Jhansi. 

Applicant 
By Advocate Shri R.K. Rajan 

· Versus 

1. Union o.f India through the General Manager• 
Central Railway. Mumbai, V .T. 

2. 'rhe Di vilsional Railway Manager• Central Railway• 
Jhansi. · 1 

3. The 
Dham. 

Way· Inspector• Karwi. • Chi trakut 
D.R..M. Jh~nsi • 

·Respondents 
By_Advocate ' G.P. Ag:rwal 

I . 

I 
0 .A .No.1107 

I ·I 
. '! 

Chandrarrohan. ·.aged about 37 years. Son of Shri Gajadhar. 
resident of B" 17. Krishna Colony. Jhansi. 

J 
I 

Applicant 
Bl7 Advocate S 1ri R.K. NiQ:am 

'I 
·...i 
,l 

of 1999 

,- __ t Versus 

1. ir o uo h Ccn~r.:il :la11agcr. Ce n t r o L 

2. 1Jivlsi0nal H.E!ilway Mana,Jer. Central Railway, 
! Jhansi. 

Respondents 
I 

~dvocate s ri G.P. Agarwal 
,I 
I . 

I 
0 .A .N .1478 of 1999 ---1•··--------- 

11 . 

RANVEER SIN:;! S/o SIT.Z'l.im.M R/o VILT.AGE JHA.IBUPUR, 

TEHSIJ:. KARHAt;. DISTRICT~ MAINPURI .• . 
·· f I :1 A ppli-cant 

B Advocate ~ :t
1
ri A.K. '13ri vastava 

ve1bus - 

- ••••• _pg.16/- 
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;, 

Manager. Northern Railway. Allahabad 
Division. Allahabad. 

2. j Senior Divisional Personal Of~icer. Northern 
Railw.y. Allahabad Division. Allahal::e.d. 
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~y Adv5eate Shri Pras~ant Mathur 
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By Advocate Shri R.K. 
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3. Inspector of Work.s(I) Northern Railway. 
Kanpur ( Ni rman Nirik::ihak ( N. Rl s- Kanpur ) 

.h~~R_es1;;ondents 
~- Advocate Sbri Prashant Mathur, 

0 RD ER ------ 
.!!I.l!on'.bleMr.s.K.I. Naqvi. Member (J) 

In all the Original 1tpplicat1onsJas 

mentioned above, the question of law and· facts 

involved are almost of similar nature and can 

be cpnveniently disposed of by a common order; 

for which the learned counsei for the parties 

have no objection. o.A.No.1325 of 1993 shall 

be the leadin;r case. 

2. In all these O.As the applicants have 

·claimed the relief for a direction to the respon­ 

dents to re-engage the applicants in service, to' 
. . · a luL /..ic"'t ft.:f,5 

ve£ify from the original cards"'..Jthe days they hav 

regularise their services. 

( 

l ',:. 
. ; 

worked a-nd-.Pa.¥-- sli-ps, . and to i, cl ude their names 

in the Live Casual Labour Register according-i-to 
I their seniority, to give them all the privileges'. 

a nd the benefits for which a casual lal:x>ur with 
. I 

temporary stauts is entitled a~d thereafter to 
I 

3. 
been 

Counter-affidavits h 11v!:/ filed in all 
I . I 

cases and the claim of these e applicants have· 

been strenuously 

ation and it has 

I , ' 
opposed on th; . ground of limir- 

1 I ' been emphasis d that the applic · nts I 

are not entitled for the relie "3 
! 

as the O .As are highly 

a.t.Lo n and. liable to l be 
I 
I 
I 

they have claim d_, 

period of 

d on this ground 

' •• •W • 
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\ 
alone. In order to appreciate the controversy 

the facts in brief giving rise to the controversy 

are being examined separately in each O.As:- 
.# " 

3(1) O.A.No. 1325 of 1993 

Shri Ganga Ram-applicant in this o .A. 

pleaded to have worked in three spells; 

22.09.1970 to 1s.'i2.1970 . 
-22.12.1970 to 18.03.1971 

25.03.1971 to 18.07.1971 

i.e. 

He has filed this a.A. on 02.9.1993 

after about 22 years and claims ·the a.A. 

to be within time. 

3 (ii) a .A .No. 1922 of 1993 

The applicant-Sheikh zahiruddi~claims 

to have I\Orked for 144 days in between 25.1'2.1984 

to 18.05.1985. The a.A. has been filed on 22.12.93 

i.e. after about 8 years from the date when he worked --,., 
( 1 
"'<- .• last. 

3(iii) 0 .A • NO • 13 4 7 O f 19 9 4 

The applicant-Vijay has brought this o ,», • 

. on 02.09.94 on the strength of his having worked for 

490 days in between 06.11.1987 to 31.03.1989 Ln three 

spells, thereby he filed a .A. after al::out 5 years. 

3 (iv) a.A.No. 1752 of 1994 

Shri Shyam Babu filed this o .. z;,,. on 17.11.94 

putting forward his claim for having worked 299 days 

~- ••• _w-.19/- 
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in between 23.4.1985 to 28.07.1987 in three spells. 

He has claimed that in the process of regularisation 

he was medically examined, but annexure A-1 shows 

that after expiry of period of panel, he was no more 

on roll as per .report dated 18.08.94. The o .A. was 
filed on 17.11.1994 i.e. a~fter about 7 years. 

3 ( V) 0 .A • No• l 7 7 7 0 f 19 9 4 

Shri Kishori Lal has filed this o .A. on 

22.11.1994 on the strength of his havin;;1 w::,rked as 

Seasonal Waterman(casual labour) from 01.10.85 to 

06.10.85 and also form 29.10.85 to 31.10.85 and also 

as Seasonal Waterman at Jhansi station in five spells 

from 01.04.87 to 22.07.91 and thereby he filed this . - 

o .A. after a period of more than 3 years. He also 

claims that the petition is within period of limit- 

ation. 

3(vi) o .A .No.1851 _of 1994 

· This is an application preferred by Peter 

Henery on 08.12.94 who claims to have w::>rked as Box 

Boy for the.period as detailed in annexure A-1. 

According to which.he remained engage betwwen 02.4.86 

to 10.11.89 in 8 spells and thereby after about S 

years from the date he W'.)rked last. he filed this 

O.A. He also declared that the O.A.-is within time. 

3 (vii) o .A No.1853 of 1994 

'rhis is an O .A. filed by Shri William 

Dowson on 08.12.94 and claims to have worked in 

••• r:g.20/- 
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six spells in between period ·from 03. 02. 78 to 

18.07 .ss. He has also i'mpugned the letter dated 

19.06.85{annexure A-2) through which he has been 

disengaged w.e.f. 18.07.85. He has also declared 

the O.A. to be within limitation. 

3 (viii) o.A.No. 785 of 1995 

on 01.os.95 Shri. Rajendra Prasad brought 

this O .A • claiming the relief in respect of· his- 

service status for havinJ w,rked from 2a.11.74 to 

21.03.84 in different spplls. He has also filed 

M.A.No.2030/95 for condonation of di-elay in filing 

the o.A. on the ground that he was assured that his 

name shall be brought in the panel and screening, 

which was going to take place in the Month '.Jf April. 
. - 

1995 and thereby he was mislead by the. concerned 

dealing Clerk. Apparently it is not an acceptable 

ground which is vague in nature. 

3(ix) o .A. No.1204 of 1995 

The applicant Bhaiya Lal has filed this 

o.A. on lS.11.95 seeking direction to the respondents 

that the appointment order in respect of the appli­ 

cant be issued in the wake of his juniorecounter 

parts· having been cleared for absorption in Group 

'D' cadre. He has also filed a notification dated 

07.0J.89. In the counter-affidavit, the respondents 
• I 

have raised preliminary object.ion regarding the bar 

of limitation and also mentioned that screening for 

absorption was conducted in April/May. 1989 and the 

{c:~ ···PJ-21/- 



1 

l, 
! 

: : 21 .. . . . 

panel of screened candidates was declared on 

28.09.89. The applicant was at serial no.SO 

in the list of eligible candidates, but despite 

wide publicity of the· screening, neither the 

applicant appeared before~the Screening Committee 

nor 'sent any application regardin;J his absence' 

hence could not be considered for screenin;J• The 

applicant has come up on 15.11.95 claiming his 

.relief against the panel declared on 28.09.89 

i.e.after abcut six yearso 

3(x} o.A.No. 38 of 1996 

Shri Abdul Majeed !'!&claims to have ~~rked 

as casual labour from 08.6082 to 21.04.92 in several 

spells and claims service benefits for 'lllhich he has 

filed this O.A. on 04o@Ol.1996. claiming the O.A. to 

be within limitation, which has been filed after about 

4 yearso 

3(xi} o .A .No. 149 of 1996 

This applicatio.n has been preferred by 

Shri Al yas Khan who filed the O .A. on 07 .02 .96 and 

has claimed the relief on the strength of having 

worked as caaual labour from 01.12 .83 to November • 

. 1985 in four spells. The applicant has also me n= 

tioned that he worked for few days from 06.5.86 

to 14.5.86 as Seasonal Wa\rerman. The applicant 

has also filed annexure A-5 to the effect that 

from 10.11.86 he is continuously working as Helper 

Cook in supervisors Trainin;J Centre. Hostel Meas, 

Central Railway. The respondents have raised the 

plea of limitation and also dtisputed the period of 

\'Ork as claimed by the applicant. Regard! ng his 
• •• ·.pg.2?./- 

'· .... ,// 
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being engaged as Helper Cook. it has been submitted 

in the counter-reply that it is irrelevant for the 

purpose of the relief sought in this o .A.. and app­ 
licant has filed this o .A.. after more than 10 years 

from the -mdate when he last l'X>rked. 

,, 

3(xii) o ~No. 157 of 1996 
·,r. 
" So long this matter was ~!!19being listed 

before the Division Bench, but now it has been 

placed before S!lligle Member Bench as it relates 

to casual labour regul.arisa tion case. Shri Ashok 

Kumar filed this os«, on OB.2.1996 seeking relief 

for confirment of status of M.R.C.L. and to absorb 

finally on the l:::e.sis of quantum of service be ren- 

.I. 
' 

dered, as detailed in para-4.1 of the O .A, accordinJ 

to which he worked for 123 days in between December. 

1992 to April. 1993 in five spells. He claims the 

o .A. to be within time which ha e been. filed after 

3 ea-years from the date he worked last. 

r C 3(xiii) ---·---- 0 .A .No. 768 of 1996 - 
Mukesh Kum~r and 12 others have filed 

this 0.A.. on 18.,'..96 for having worked in different 

licants \iOrked· after 22.7.1991 which is the last 1,: 

spells and different time, but none of these·app- 

working day of applicant-Shri Man Singh. Thereafte 
Man Si!1gh 

neither the applicanti nor any of the other appli'."' ,,, 

cants who have joined in this o .A. has worked. 

claimed the application to be within time • 

• • • • 

.. 

3 (xiv) O .A .No~882 of 1996 

Amrit Lal and four others 

~~ 

J 
have filed 

.... pg.23/- 
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o .A. on 12 .08 .96 for havirYJ worked in different 

spells of time, but with the specific mention 

that Shri Amrit. Lal-applicant no s L has lastly 

worked on 22.7.1991. similar is position with 

applicant no.2 Rajendra Prasad. applicant no.4- 

v±·ndraban and applicant no.s-suresh. whereas there 

is mention that Mahendra Singh-applicant no.3 

worked upto 29.7.91 and thereby all these five 
I 

applicants ....orked in between 20.07.77 to 29.07.91 

with different periods and spells to their credit. 

' They claimed to have filed -application within limit 

of time though it has been. filed after about five 

years from the date when the last man ....orked. 

3(xv) 
j 

o .A. .No. 108!:1: of 1.996 

Munna Lal and Kamlesh Kumar have claimed 
\ 

to have worked from 17.1.1984 to 15.10.1985 and 

17.04.1984 to 15.10.1985 respectively.in different 
. I . 

spells. Theyealso claimed to have acquired M.R~C.L. t . 
stat.us. The O.A. has been jEiled on 04.10.96 i.e. 

a f t.c r 11 years frorn the da .e . \lhc>n tlrey vo rk c d La s t 

but have claimed the O .A. to be within time. 

I . 

3 (xvi) 0 .A.No. 1217 of 1997 

Mohd.Nasir Khan and Sughar Singh have 

filed this o x , The applicant no.1-Mohd.Nasir 

Khan claims to have --worked in open line from 

2s.12.s1 to 18.09.82 and in the second sepell he 

worked from zo.11.s2 to 18.02.83. +he applicant 
I 

• i J 
no s z Shri Sugli.ar Singh has pleaded that he was not 

I 

[ 

given service·rcard. but regularly pa.id monthly salary - . 
through pay filed the :PaY slip for the 

••• pg.24/- 

and 
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month of April. '1983 according _to which he worked 

only upto _18._04.83. The respondents have claimed 

in their C.A. that the O.A. is barred by period of 

limitation and the applicants were engaged in the 

project and when the project work came to an end . 
the applicants have been disengaged. The O.A. has 

been filed on 17.11.97 after 14 years with the claim 

that it is within limitation of time. 
" 

3 (xvii) The applicants Jagdish. Cheda Lal and 

Har Govind have filed this O .A. on 08.01.98. As 

per ~eir claim. the a ppl.Lcarrt.s Jagdish and Cheda 

. ' ' Lal worked between 22.08,.80 to 20.09.83. w-1ereas 

the applicant no.3 Shri ~ar Govind ~rked from 

25.07.83 to 18.ml.83 and again from 18.11.84 to' %BT~4TBS 
by the 

18.04.85. 'l!hey claimed jthatLorders and mhdifications 

issued from time to timd. they became entitled to be 

brought on Live Casual iabo_ur Register an9 be given 

consequential benefit o~ temporary status and regular- 

isation. The O.A. is cla;tmed to be within limitation 

which has been filed a Etie r about 13 years from the 
I - 

chl:r:! 1.1hen .Shri. H-1r c0,.·ir\l •.-nr, <lL·C?nlJJ.C)c-:l, vri o c La L'us 

to have wokked even'@ a£t!er the other twos were dis­ 
I 
l engaged. 

of 1998 43 (xviii) 0 .A .No. 

This applicat;on has been brought on 

04.02.1998 by Shri Shyaq1 Sunder \'ID.O claims to ha~e 
. ~ffl ,, ·1u1 

worked for more than 2oq days in between 03.05 .• s! ~ ·· 
to 18.09.84 in 

cJaims to have submitte 

ti~e •. The respondents 

spells. The applicant '_' ~,J_, 
this O.A. within limit: ffl/1 

t, i·I· ave attacked on limitati(?;n. ,:_j_ 

It I Cc~- ... •W .:als. /- . . I ~i I 
f 

ill ! I ' ,., ~1 l .,g 

lu 

. Ji w j• 
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side mentioning that the O.A. has been filed 

a~ter about 14 years W"len the cause of action 

is claimed to have been accrued. 

3(xix) 
0.A. .No. 136 Of 1998 

• It is an application by Shri De,.·i Daya~ 

filed on 04.02.1998 in which the applicant claims 

to have worked from 03.02.1982 to 1s.o1.t98S in 

different spells. He also claims that ber of limi !'- 

' of Ume does not come in his wa·y. Prima facie the 

o .A. has been filed after about 13 years. 
'. 
I 

3(.xx) 
o .A .No.222 of 1998 

The applicant-Ram Baboo claims to have 

worked from 03.04.85 to 18.os.as and the other 

applicanteMahesh ~la~ms that he -w:>rked from 

03.04.84 to 18.06.85 and on the strengff~ of the 

~ i days they have worked fhey claimeizl' to be engaged 

and give consequential benefi-i:.s. They have .also 

a claim that the ,Tuniors to them have been en,aged I 
and Preferred over the claim of the applicants. I 
The respandents have denied the allegation and · 1 
pleaded that the o .A. is barred by limitation 

which has been filed after about 13 years w:ien 

cause of action. if any, accrued. 

3 (xxj ) 
o .A .No. 287 of 1998 

Shi Charan Singh and Gl others have filed 

this o .,\. on 11.J .1998 claiming relief to the effect 

k that they be rc-cn,ogod as casual labour/M.R.c.L. in 

accordance with their seniority. They be subjected' 

to screening and absorbed against Permanent 

Amongst the applicants, first to be engaged was 

••I?g.26/-. 
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-.: 
Rameshv,2r-app!icant no.23 on 22.2.1979 and last to 

be disengaged Wis Lakhan Babu-applicant no.10 who ~ r: . 
worked..Jupto 18.12.86. The respond.ents claimed that 

the O .A.. which has been filed .after about 12 years, 

is grossly barred by !imitation. if the dates men­ 

tioned by the applicant with regard to their having 

I' ,, ,, 
is reckoned accordingly. 

worked, is taken to be correct and cause of action 

3(xxii) 
o .A. .No. 587 of 1998 

Sl}ri Kailash Chand who worked as casual 

this 0.A.. on 26.S.19S{8 claiming benefit which could 
,.ii\ ' •;, 

labour from May. 1978 to October, 1978 has fileq 

be ava1-lable !Jo him ~~·om1 the Judgment and the depart- 
ft'1'1 ' ' mental notifidations~ttss~e.d from time to time. The 

i ' 

respondents have 
fir~f a~tacked on limitation front \t ' thafthr applicant got Up from deep 

~? L 

28 '\-eai;s when not only the cla~m ;,j 

with the mention 

sleep after about 

has beeome barred by 
,' also comes to play. 

imitation·. but the bar of age ' 

Shri Shiv S~·parl claimed 

1085 days in •(:lifferen;m S~;lls from 
;'1 I 
'lll 13.0983 and h,:ts filedht..hi 

to have ~rked ifor 1, 
1 o • O J. • 19 7 6 to · 

3(xxiii) 'I . 

0.AJ .. No. 1194 d,~~ 

benefit of th,:i1. 
o .A.. on 28.10.1999 cla£'ming 

f· 
rendered. He has declfred ' 1 ,Jll · _ I 

the O.A. to~ within;,tieriod of limitation though~filed 
1' .... .. ,, j 
:v.j I after about 1$ years 

~ accrued to hir.i. · 

3(xxiv) 0 .A \..iJJo. ·-- 

en, cause ·of action.,. if any.,. 

• on 

li 
f 
I 
' ; 
l 

Shr1~~, Rehanulit1t-!h J1as_ filed this o 
'U ~. I 

15 • 0 2 • 9 9 with ilth e m~ n ri, 
he becomes entitled ,J 

to relief of t~ing 
in the resIX>ric1ents •••• pg~27/- 

. ~ \ . 
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establishment because of his having worked for 

144 days in different spells from 22.12.1975 ·to 

13.08.1978. The res_pondents have attacked on 

limitation side with the mention that the applicant 

has come up after 21 years from the date when ca use 

of action. if any. accrued to him. It has also been 

mentioned on behalf of the respondents that now at 

this stage. the bar of ~ge will also hound the 

applicant. 

3 (xxv) O&A.No.378 of 1999 

Jhallu and three others have filed this 

o~. on 01.4.99 claiming relief of being engaged 

as casual labour in th~ respondents establishment 

and provided with benefit of services they have 

rendered to the respondent~. The detail of ,-Jhich 

has been given in the o .A. whic.h is beinr.;i swamarised 

as under; 

(a) Jhallu 30.12.1982 to 18.08.1984 I l [ In ( b) Sri Pal 22.12.1983 to 1B.10.19B3I - l 
different (c} Gulab 12.12.1982 to 18.07.19831 I 
spells. (d} Mata Deen 03.01.1983 to 24.07.1983I I 

The above descriptL:>n goes to indicate~ that 
first to be engaged was Sri Gulab who joined on 112.12. 

1982 and last to be disengaged was 

last working date/is 18.08.1984. 

1 
shri Jhall u w'.~ose. 

' J, 
The res _ponden':·,s 

p: 
on limitation ~ront have raised preliminary objection 

,.~ 
~ with the mention that if any cause of action acctued 

J..~0,f ., tj ' 
to any ·of the applicants, was;oi: 18.08.1984 and r:ht:.~ 

~-: ·! O .A. has be e n filed after 15 years therefrom whe~e s 
H i 1 i1 ' the applicants claimed that the O .A. is within p ·ri.od 
h} ) 

m 

. 28/1 • • • • •N• 

of limitation. 
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3 (xxvf, ) H&O .A .No.955 of 1999 - -- ' i' 

Na thu Ral~ has brought this o .. ~. on 13 .os .99 
:, ·, 
ii 

with the claim ,tha t he deserv.es to be re-~ngaged in 

pursuance of the order dated 10.12.1996. 
The applicant 

claims to have worked from 19.01.1983 to 1s.10.19s3. 
~ 

The resp::>ndents have raised the 'Plea of limitation in 

this matter also with the mention that the cause of 

on 18.10.1983 when he was disengaged and not to be 

action if any, accrued to the applicant that could be 

engaged again~and o .A. has been filed after 16 years. 
therefore •. barred ~Y period of limitation • 

. 3.(xxvii) O.A..No. 1107 of 1999 

- The applicant Chandra Mohan claims to have 

plea of limitation. 
In this matter also. the.respondents have raised the 

benefit of Sett~~eBoard's circular dated 07.9.1996. 

and has filed this O .A. on 16 .09·.1.999 claiming the 

worked as casual labour from 24.04.1982 to 18.09.1982 

3(xxvi:ii) o.A.No. 1478 
.( 

-, 
f 1999 

Shri Ranveer .Singh has filed this O .A. on 

02.12.1999 and claims tc have v.0rked from April• 1985 

to.June. 1987 as casual •labour under Goods Shed, N.R. 

I '\ Allahabad and -ori the str~ngth of having worked for 18:Si 
it 

\Jays claiming -·~ uenP <> ·, o £ circ utars i ss Ued from ti"le 

of lirni ta tion. 
In this case also the re4if1onctents have raised the Plea 

if 1, 

to time and the law la.id, 'Py the Hon' ble Supreme Court,. 

l 

O.A. .No. 343 2000 
3(xxix) 

from 01.04.75 to 16.06~199_0 in different spells. «. -- 

clai·ns to ha.ve worked 

He. 

•• f)g. 

·1 ~ 
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has filed this o .A. on 27 .03. ~000 claiming his 

re-engagement with benefits in accordance with 

his seniority recmoned on the baiis of days he 

has worked. The respondents have raised the plea 

of limitation. 

i 
• I 

3 (xxx) o .A. No. 974 of 2000 

Nabab Ali has filed this o .A. On 31.0·8.00 

with the mention that he worked as cattsual lab::>ur 

from 09.07:S77 to 13.08.83 for total number of 656 

days in different spells and thereby claims that he 

has acquired the temporary status and deserves a 

claim to be re-engaged and give the service benefit 

in accordance wi.th the days he has worked. In th.1,s 
' 

matter also the plea of limitati~n has been argued 

on behalf of the respondents. 

4. From the facts mentioned above, it is 
l 

quite clear that all ,the O.As under consideration 

from five years to 2L years f r orn t.h e date when a 

- I l I • I ' ~- • -, • • r \ I i ,.. I t I : ' l I ' I l ·"\ • 'l I' ! , ' ·1' t ·} l 

period has been calculated from the last date after 

wh l.ch the applicants were not allowed to work and· 

cause of action arose to hhem after that date. 

s. I Serious preliminary objection has been ' 
t 

raised from the side of the respondents in all th~se 
i ~ matters and it has bE.l!en submitted that the o.As have 

been filed after period 

under Section 21 of \he 

of limitation as prescrib~d 
.S:-- /k_ - y<..-- .s;_. 1 

A.T.Act. 1985 ~the o.A~ 
/ . 

J 

are liable to ~ d.Em\ sed on the ground of limitation • .''. _y;._~ 
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6. I have heard S/Shri R.K. Nigam. R.K.Rajan. 

C.P. Gupta. S.K. Mishra. A.K. Srivastava. Rakesh Verma, 

B.N. Sin;h, learned counsel for the applicants in 

their respective cases in which they appeared for 

the applicants. Also heard S/Shri G-.P. Agarwal • 

J.N. Singh. V.K. Goel, ic,»; Srivastava, Amit Sthalekar 

A.K.Gaur and Shri Prashant Mathur on behalf of the' 

respondents in the respective cases in v.hich ~ey 

represented._ 

7. The legal position as referred from ~~e 

either side is as follows; 

Learnej counsel for the applicants have 

submitted that as applicants have worked for good 

long time as casual labours, as detailed in each 

of the O.As under consideration, their narres were 

required to be entered in Live Casual labour Register 
. .a.. as t:ier notification in this regard, · a":nd their non- , 

engagement gives rise to continuing cause of action 

r111d ·.h(>r.n!.Jy the '1f>!)lic-i11ts a r r 011tit.lr!d fo r tJ1,.: 

relief clairnpd rind thPrP i'.1 110 run•:t:! 111 ·,f th r -] r 

• I I ~ 1 ! ;- I ! • ! [ !. · 
l :· i·r• .Jc~il.Pc! f.'etio<..1 of limitatiun. 

It has also been subm.i tted on behalf of the applica~t 

that the similarly situatti?d applicants who were dis~ 

engaged like the applicants have already been grant~d 

relief by this TribJbal anl! on the ground.It>£ parity 
n 1'1 I .. the present applicaf,ts are1also. entitled 

~ 
relief. Learned 

different o .As • 

placed reliance 

Principal Bench o 

fqr 

[;'.• 
vision Bench Judgme.~t of , . - 
ri:t>unal in 
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~~ Singh vs. u.o.r. and Others(l99J)24 A.T.c. 

747 • Reference· .ha a also been made to unreported 

judgment of this Bench of Tribunal delivered on 

10.12.1996 in ~!o.1550 of 1992 Prahlad & Others 

Vs.u.o.r. & Ors. and also the order dated 24.11.00 

. in o .A. N:>.39 of 1998 Virendra Kumar T!wa.ri vs.u.o. 

I.& Ors. RP.lianc~ has also been placed on verdict 

handed down by Hcln'ble supreme court in u.o.r. & . 
" 

qrs vs.aasan~ La~ and ors.1992 s.c.c.(L&s) 611 
-- -·------ o::; 

Judgment of Madr9:s B1,nch of this Tribunal in the ~ ~,. 
case of G.KrishMmu ·.,..hy Vs.u.o.r. & Others(l989) 

. ~·j ' /.' ----- 

9 A.T.C.158 • Ohj th~ point of continuing caase o.f 
a . 

action each of the ctunsel appearing on behalf o~ 
i l!I 
1 . . 

the applicants in th i.,ir respe_cti ve matters highlighted 

the decision by Delhi High Court in c~w;P.No.5071 of 
I 

1: 
ii 

1999 dec~ded on 2 .0€ .99(Shish Pal Singh and Others 
'~'' t 

( 
' 

Vs. u.o.r. & Othe;T·s).,, wherein it has been 'held; 
.t 

'!In 1997-9 '_.. juniors· to the pet! tioner wer·1 
en;}aged but he was left o nu , It 1 s then hb: 

·' 
realised t~- t his name had not been enterea 
in the "11 ,..,,~ register", a ml. therefore. not 
gi veri any ngagement. The cause o:Eaction • ' l: 
accrued to f. im .in 1997-98., even otherwise 
the cause .. .c a;tion is a continf.10us one. 
Hence his ~~i~:nal petition was not barred 
by tirrie." ,.f · 

~ :. . 

a. s/Shri dfp .. :i\grawa.l., A.K. Gaur., P. Ma~hur., 
a I J i j 

A.V:. .Srivastava., · · N.1 Singh. V.K. Goel and Ami'lt s alekar. 
~ ' 

res~ndents have raise ··t e 

they were 

i 
a· 

- t t en_;Jaged 1 · r :specific purposes and after ~he 

. . ~'--" •..• pg.32/;. 

submitted individua:i.ly·' but 
I I 

' 'l there is n:) questiop of 

action 4J.o the applicant~ 

objection of 

with a joint 

any continuing 
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work was over. their en:Jagement came to an endo 

It has further been submitted that the applicants 

have approached this Tribunal in each case much 

beyond the period of limitation prescribed for the 

purpose and there is no acceptable explanation for 

the delay and. therefore. O.As are grossly barred 

by limitation and liable to be dismissed. From the 

side of the respondents. reliance has been pl~ced 

on the follo·:ning Judgments; 
II 

1. Bhoop Singh Vs.Union of India and Others 
A.I.R. 1992-s.c. 1414. 

Ratan Chand Sarnanta and Others Vs.Union 
of India and Others A.I.R.1993 S.C.2276. 

Scooter India and Others vs. Vijai s ,v, 
Eldred(1999) 81 FLR 87. 

Union of India and Others Vs. Nand Lal 
Raigar AIR 1996 s.C.2206. 

Dakshin Railway Employees Union Thiruvanant­ 
apuram Di vision Vs. General Manager• southern 
Railway & ors. (i987) 1 s ,c;c, 677. 

o.A.zNo.1062/97 alon,;Jwith connected matters 
Bal Krishna vs. u.o.I. & ors.c~.T. Allahabad 
Bench. decided on 12.4.2001. ( 

2. 

3. 

4. 

s. 

6. 

9. I have considered the submissions of learned 

counsel for the either side. In B.boop Sin;Jh's case 

(aupra L, the question of latches and delay was esamined 

at length and the following. law has been handed do:wn; 

"There is another as~ct of the matter., Inordinate 
and unexplained delay of latches is by itself a 
ground to refuse relief to the petitioner. irr­ 
espective of the merit of his claim. If a person 
entitled to a relief chooses to remain silent for 
long. he thereby gives rise to reasonable belief 
in the mind of others that he is mt interested 
in claiming that relief. Others are than just­ 
ified in actin;J on that behalf~ This is more so 
in service matters \ttlere vacancies are requiredT 

~<!_CY 
•••••• pg.33/- 



10. ·Abare perusal of the atlove verdict it is 

quite.evident that the applicants canIDt claim similar 

relief granted to others and also that inordinate and 
Unexplained delay' or latches is by itself a ground to 

refuse the relief to the petitioners irrespective of 
'the merit of his claim. 

.. 

.,_. I ;.··. 
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·.•. ! 
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to .be filied ee~le~promptJ.y~ A person cannot 
be permitted to challenge the term.ihati.ori of his 
service after a period of 22 years. without any 
~cogent 'explanation f!)r the inordinate deiay -· 
mereiy because others similarly dismissed had 
been reeo;Jaged as a result of their earlier 
Pet.itlons4oeing allowed. Acct,pting the petitioners, 
contention WC>tild tipset 'the entire service jtiris- 

' ·. ' 
prudence and .'We are una_ble to construde Dharam Pai: 
in the manner suggested by the petitioner~ Article:· 
14 of the principle of rion-discrimihation is an 
equitable principle~ and; therefore~ ariy relief 
claimed on that basis must itself be foun.ded on 
equ:i. ty and not be alien to' th~t concept~ · In our 
opinion. grant of the relief to the petitioner Ln 
.the present case would be inequitable instead of 
its. refusai be:laj discd.minatory as asserted by 
the learned counsel for the .Pet.i tiorier. :We are 
further of the view that these circumstances aiso 
justify refusal of the relief claimed under Article 
i36 of the Const! tution;n 

11; Learned coun~el for the applicants have 

placed much reliance on the JUdgment Of Allahabad 

Bench of this Tribunal in the case of_ Prahalaa & 

Others(supra) •. In that case ·the petition was filed 
;: . ~ A' ~ •.• • 

. in the year:: 1992 and thereby the applicant -therein :; 

had approached the Tribunal much pefore the present 

applicants. I find the vardict given·.in the Prahlad' s -~·_:. 

' ..... ·, 

~ . . 

· - .:~. ~pg.34/- 
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. :.J .:~,J.34~.:t~.'I .. : 

f ·.· cas.i cia~o7 lc~ ,~~ ,a~f ;h~~p '.~, ;he. ,~ PP~f f,~!1\~f ,~~ /!;f,~if fj'f {g: 
r of obsefva.tioh by'.t.he Fioni oli! Supreme COtirti':in?tiie}.F::f/HJt\ 

·!, '·. . r ·(·,: •• a!''; ':·· '.' . . .' :.'',, :'/" , .' .. ,, :<' .• ,, ' ;;:":·, ':'.''c:i:',,Jt ,,J·. \,}>:;-·:nt~:! 
Jtidg~nf'i1·e £eri-~a . ioov~ ~ i; At:· cinothe t,·8odasiGial~wiili~·('.;{tfr~tfr;'i- 

" Twq qi.iestions ar-1:!;JEI~ ·-~he,; ·if.,:;t}!e·~
1
titiorier~ ,-/_:-i;1_·•f;':f 

,·· .• ;, I·,\,., )· .. · .. ,',', ':'·;,,,. '· O' :;,;,; , .. ,, .. ,\,-' ~-C· .c .,::.·;· ,,,, •• ,{, :,;\,. ,,,;t '·\,\,',~•(,'.',If. are ertti tled as,:a:·matter of 'law.~.for.: re:""einployment,;.ifl.t, :"H 
. . ' .· ' ' . • . .', ., . . _...... ' ' .'. ·'•' .. , fr . ., " ' ••. ' , ..... ' '11 

'ii.nd Othef' if .t' .. tt' ·~Yh~ve .. iost:'i.he±ti:Vrigttti:J'l~:Iiitty· •. ·.:'. ... \t.:·.·:.:.'<.·.-· ::.;,~: '. '' . ·:·· ' . ' ·.: . ' '.' ·•·. · .. -*-; ' ·, .. '.-;,, .·, \ \. ':., ;;;;"/;,.,-:,: ' :, · .•. ,,· ::' ;·.):,:;;,:::, :,• 
du~ ·to, .delai;·i, / _Rig_~t of· casua1r l~l:x>_ur: ehii;>loye~;.:- . '.·!_~{\ ·: ~ 
iri proJectsj· to ~~reetjtployed ~ri-reilways_')~a.s;,·. '}(:'.;:f 

. . . , . . , , .. •, .•. . . . ·f. ... I . . !been rec9~n.ised ~th b_y .. ,the· Ra.ii ways· and. -~his; ··.· .:· > · ·i'il . 
-":: . ' Cottrti ('. Biit tirifortunat~i i,'. the 'pet,i_Uoner~,.>d!d_{ . :';11 

·,'.'hot .. take ::ariy .s.tep td~ eiifG~ce: ti1ei~,,'cia.i~\)efo;e ;: >} •' .. :·:: : 
the .Raiil4ays except::s~hding a \Tague.· #:'epr~sent-'·., .' ,:\(::.]· 
ad.on ;nor ··aici' i:.h~y evei;: cab(to/prodti.ce ahi,, ~t~i .'t,{·,';/J 
'. ·· ~ · , •:.. · ·· .. _. · ~--:; ·:·· ', --. \ :.. · ·.·J.·! .. · •· ·1~,- \;.. · • .. :.-.·'.~:-- •... · ~- ~--,-~:i'. __ ~ .. ;-•·.j s11 ., rial to satisfy tliis _ coµrt _that:·.tl:iey · were_·:co,~ered\i~·fr .. )J . 

...... . : ·. . ,·,.·.,.· .· . .-, ,:_, ':;.·.•. i,-:,·,. ,,,,,,.· 'i _·.,.·,,.:··,··· . /'.:·f:·t-',j;', 
in''.the.-,.s~heµie framed by_·ttte. Railways.rt Wci.s\urged: )'· :;~}1 
i>Y-th~-~iearh~cfCdunseL .£cir-- petfiloners 'that ··thiji· . .'-'- ::t::.)1 ·· 

·, • . . • • • ·• . . • • • '. . • :·, •·• r : ... ; ''.' • ·~;; triay. be:: permitted to produce 'their ,idertti ty etc, ., . ·.'' _;,·,_.- :! 
• ·: • .:. · ' .. :. · : ~- · • :-~:... • • · ~.-. .• -· ~ ... ~ -:. r . ·: : !.: '. · .: . ·~. :-':·.•i •· before·-oppo~ite_:partj.es who .may accept or reject.:· ·.n . 
. the same ~f~er._verifica\.1.~n.;:> :,We 'Jre ~fra1a'ii-i1::><( <( .. ,., · . ·.•,:.,·.· .. , .. , .. ;:: ·< .. -· ·<. -.'.-' ,: .. '.,' .. ·,;.,,;;;,; ,,-.>Lt!:· wo~d .. be ,too.,dar:gerous ,.to;perfu.H:. ,.this,·.exercise. : :;. , _:,·,: 
A wi1t 1~}sSiied ~y th1;' colttbJtlt,f;ivour of a i ( • )\/ 

. person 'who ·has,some-rigbt~, .And;f.rtdttfor sale-·df. :f. :, r 
:rovi~ enqitiry· l~~vlbg · scope> £8f?~Aoeuv·r1~}//.\i'..: :.! '_,i\ 
Delay,itseif:depfives a'.'.\:>er~br(b:tfh1s' reme~f~:t'>, ',, ·J 
available :·:111::law. ·:,,: In, ~bseri~e \,f '~frly 'fresii)'caui:ie·,. 
'Of -ilction ·or ·:any: iegisl~ti.on:<a';person ''Wr!O· ~~~\ ... \ 
··:-.. .:· ··'r· .. , . . ·:.. . .· , . .. : .·· ·::·. .. . 
elost His remedy by lapse of tine loses his right 

:. · . 

;,; 

as well." 
'''!1 

\:~ 
'·· •$ 

' ; ' ' •,;_ ' . '. ; ' ; . . . ~: ,, .. :tr,. ;;+1 12.; .In another case scooter India. and Others , .:' ·ii 

:tc~:e:t;:~·:r:~ti:d~i~~~~ti;:x toj~f ]d.:Jii0:1 

. ·- ~., •;.... ~ ::.: 
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]l~iirts '·by casua1 ·1aix>u.rs · claiming A:·egui~risa ti.tin d n the 
', ': .... i,.. ;.,., . . ·,,,.. . . . . . :r 

1,1ght . o.f obs en,; tio~ i'.'; ;-~t~: ~~~ ;~tr~~~;:t·.~~·;(/{,:.: ] 
i ltdia (i 9 as J ... 2 s ; c, c <Gs 26 ;;,i;-;;Thi;;-Jl'.pi.D)>leia,,.li.is:;,p1,i,t;e_d" · , , c' · . ..:'·I . . .. . .. . : , .. .. . ;,- _., ... > . _. . '"?r'.;:'.c~:-,_,~.;7\'\:::1::·,-··,:1;~·~·,jl,. :.'~:~;· ·.. ~,· * ·.:· · :.;t/·: .'., ,n 
be fo~e · the,, ~~'!'. ~e Suit""" ,?'lirtf i~ , ca~~ i~f / °'.'kshin , ,;.,. ·. l 
Railway Employees Uriion Thiruvananthapuram Bi vision : :f 

. . '·. . '~ -. ~- t: ( sui?ta); • the Honthle · su.t;>r~mt:t cdurt. after· apprecia tfi:)J. 
' . . ··-. .. •; . . . . ~ 

·, 

1o_.·. 
. : "Shri krishriarrtrit-thy. '.l,ea.rneci-'. counse,J.} ~r: Raii~y :r .. 
_A.dmihistratiotj brirgs·:·to Oltt .notJ.ae"the\: .. ~,f.fic~ty. 
which, ·wlii be ,exper!~nc~d 'by:·the .RaiiwaY~Adininis--: ._.: 
tra tiori if.: with out any 11mi t1J. tion: pefstin~( 61.airrdriJ .. 

. to ha~e. been employed as casual; labow(.prior:;to 
. Jan~ 1;' 198:L· lleep oomi,lig forward. Jo .cili_lrrt. lh~. . 
benefits .of .the .scheme1 . ·We Understand the'.diff­ 
icuJ.~1t ol'.t:he 'admihistratioh'. and we/-:th~rel:ofe~·:: 
direct th~ t ai(· .Pe;soh~. wlio;· desire·.: to cia.f&(the· 
benefits ·of 'the ::schem~ on .. th~:;'Jro:iihci~ith~:t:theiy' 

.· had ~enetretr~nched befoff\:riiiuaE-4.) G·,:\~~it~iiouici ,_: 
. sui:rrii t . th~ir 'ci~im to··~~·· adniiru.stra'.ti6d';be£6re' · /,:: : .. 
March 31.· 1987 ~ The Administration, sha'i1:.:.theii 
consider th~ gei1W.ne,ne$S Of. the claim and .Process 
them according! y. " 

\. I 
! 

i . 

•i 
' ·.· I 
,( ., 

·'./ 
-:l .. ·:i 

. •.·· 
" . .:.·\·!1 

• ·i, ··, 

;,•; / .... 
.. .. ·,.,_. 
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1
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. -· 
e.,,Mahab.ir and. ors.vs·:~unlon Qf India. 'and/btsi200oc3) 

A :T.~. ~e ; ~/'d it~af~g~ ~~l~~:;:5f~~1r1,![::t.:t): 
hProvisiorts:· of· the. relevant Railway Boara! ·~j:: ... :: ·· 1 · 

. . . . . . . . .. • { ; ··;·.;,:.: ,f:'; ·. Circular dated 25~4~1986 follG~d by tlie·. . 

,·'{.:; 

Circular dated 28~8.i987 issued by Gen~.t:ai 
Manager, ·Norttiern Railway for placing 1:he ... 
names of "c~suai labour on. the .tive ·easuai. . . . . . . ·,. . . 

!l-' 
·!· !i 
l: 
;j' 

.;;J 
lt 

·rt 
µ, 

I.iabour Register do oot gii,~ ·::r:.ise{'\.o aecon~ · . 
tinbo us oa ~e Of aero~ · and he:i,,.; l:/i~''.1~~ ttM . ii 
visions 6£· limitation conta·ined. iri·Section 21 · · ;; ' . . .. ,.· . . . . '. . . ,. 'l 
of the. Admiriistrati ve Tribunals Act. 1985 . , . . . ·: ;j 

-. :~ 
. .. 
t:i:t 
-~ \ 

: .. : ~uld ,apply.•• 
. 

. rs, wii::.h· the above Position in ·viE!w it' can 
<: s.,..£~¥ be hal~ ti,at ,:he order~£ pivisi?ri 
sencii, of th1s· :rr1huriai. · as we11 a~: the '·obsefva tion. ·.' ' 

r 

:by Delhi Hi.gh Court in Shi sh ·.Pal. Singh is case wilF. -::. 

not help the applicant to assert the appl.:f.9ability· .. 

• of continuing cause of action in the present matter,. 
··' 

is. . . 

Under Section, 21 of 'the.,Admiriistrative 

Tribunais Act. i98S i~w·prescribed :a: :i:,e~iocLof l!ntl.t..;, 
a tlon wi tilin which thie O eA ~ ~hOq.l.d ,be. :fi±'~a)befo.re the· 
Tribunal. In the ·matters cinder eonsideratiori, · the ·. ·' 

. cause of action arose to. the 'applicJrits much'. earlier 

and_iri-some:cases eyen before the 1s· to 20 years~ Ther~ 

is aiso no~acceptabJ.e ~xplariation for this long and. 
. :· •• 1 .•• '.inordinate .delay in approachitig 'the Tribunal_; The'i{.\i{,/\;;,.>·: 

. · .· · · · . ··, .· . ;·': . _-:: . · ... ·,_ ;\ :', .··. : \k:;'.{~><?2>:/ ... , 
legal P<>~i·tion is ·well s~.t~i~.~·-:that iirnt.!:,ation for •jf);,(j':;j;\;'Y: 

;fii~~-tiie • ~t~i.iii iri cs~; o;f }!'J.i.~#>,f; ;~t~'.irunriii:;l t}t:( 
fron\ the· date of cause of actien; . Runni.rq 6£ limitation'. 

cai:i~t be Stopped by fili.n;J the .i:epea.:...d iei>;,.,senti'~~ns J 
. ' . , .-·. . . :_ . ·: ..... _ : ' - : . ·/;' - _,:.-·',} '. ':': . ·:·· -· ' 

arid. the period as provided ·tinder Section ':21 ... of the .. _· .· ,· . · .·. ?~ , · ... · .. ·. -_; .... pg.37/~.: • 
. _· G,,~ ·, .. _ ··\.· 
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1'.\ 

(2) I>bt.w.l thstandirig, anytjl.f.ng. ciori~.i.ried 'in su~· ·-;­ 
section· (1). · where.;. :.· : : · ,, /':_ './' · <: ·: .::. \: · · ''., -:. '. 

ca> the. grievance in respect ot whlctt; art 
applicatibri.is made had arisen by reason of 

., ah1 ord.e~. maa~ at ariy .. time• dur.ihg: tlik .pe.d .. od 
of three i.~a:~s'-1~ea:1-al~1y; i:;:c-ecedirig:· tli~ :a~t~- 
ori which· the:'Jibri~dict.tori; .. pj~rg'-~nd ·i9.uth6ri ty. 
Of.;the .Tribumil bec:::orilei. exercls-~bie\tirider·,fu!s; 
Act .. in.::res~ct.}>_f th~ .matter t6·:.wh!ch:_,, sucfi.:oid~r ·. ·:, 

..... . ·,: .; ,<: .·;;. .. ": .·.:-~~-~- ·: ... _·i·-· -t"· :.:· ·:;.· •. :--:·;~ •. '. ~ relates; and .. : ... '; :; ! 

,:,.· 

--.: -. 
·.·" 

as.· is. menti.oned 1n clause(a) Of sul>-~ecition (~). i 

cjf ;ecitiori ·.20· ha~ 'been ma.de. Ln corineotion: 
wi'th the grie.vanoe lirUess the applica tidri : 

. is nia<ie •. within orie -year·.4oril. ~e, d~t~:,pri ~ ,, 
"'11,~,;~~,.:S1~t1i.t;\~._;_k~iJ1~i~t~ti$./1f l:'!f ;iNf t·. 

i " -... '' _ •• 

Cb> /irt..a ·case·· wiiere ari. a.i:>t>ea.t ~or: r~t:>resent~, 
-~tr°~hi such ~s is m~ritioned . .t'n :diitik~ 'cb, i:Jf.\. 
~lib section ~(2) oi-sec.tiori 20 .has be~_h\nacie. \•·· 
a'.nd'a'.·perioa <-:,f si~ monti{s ·h~d:expi.t-ed ther~~i::;, 
a'.fter wi tho\.i~ such. final order having beeh'",:. 

•t.;'; 

':) 

made~ within'. orie year ~c:mi the--ciat~ of. expiry:· 
·6:f'thegaid peri6c(of·'s.1.x ~nthsf; ..... ' 

, .. r. 

· .. ). 

th> no Prticeedings £or th~ recirei:isi1 ·df such 
grievance haa been commenced before· the ,said· 
dat~ :~fore any High Court. 

the. appl,t<?a!!tioh. Shall.: be -,entertained by the Tribunal .. · .. 
if it is :made. wit,hin the ber+?d referrec:i tci,;.:.t'ii' ~iause. 
Ca>. or ~·as th~ case may he~ clause Cb). ·'.of:_.:sub-:-s_eoU~ri · 
( 1) or within a period· o £ six months'' from the ':: sci!d · !' . 

. date. which~ver period ~:xpire~- la~r/ . ··.'.::'.' ..... '-'.~. 
. . ~. : . •· .. ' .. ·'., . . . . . ·' ·,.· . ' ,· ',.·.-::: . ) 

· _d > : · fiotwithstanaiiig ~iirihi~ '.cohta.Hiecf·:{~~:~~~-~-,,: . ;:;./l .. 
. . ' ' ,:- . . ..· .. . . .... :· . . . . ·'' ... _ . ,, . . ... ·, .· ... :. . . - .···' ,, 

·SecH:.ioh(l) O;t<SU~se~tiori(2)1,_··an application. .;,· . . . ·.- .. , ..... ·· · .. .'.. . . . . . . ).·. ·.·7_:' , ... :;.·-~~PJi38/- 
·,.J:).(~~--- . . · . 
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H ... ''." ,. .. . "··,i'.~\iil-f i{~tf!f l · · 
',may be admitted. after the perie>d :of··ohe ,~_--':i'·\}i.;"};:'· i 

!;! u~:!ht:.i tt ·:~: U!! (!~/j~!a!}":~f /iit)IYJJi/1 ·. 
the ,period of six moricha sped. fied in -·~u~ :: :·: /.)_._:·.: 

• : - . . . .. ~. • • • : . • • _ ,· . - · ~-l , ·;:t _; ..... -. r 
section(2) • if the applicant. satisfies the . '.• .' \ 

. [ 

~ 

i 

n:L: \; 
-' 

Tribunal that he had sufficient cause for 
• I • . • • 

not maki~ ·the application_ \dthiri $ucli 
I 

·.. ~- 

:r 
Perioci;~ 
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·i 
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.. .1,_,.' 

• • ' • : • I • , .- . ) . .. . ~ • :!. • . ~ ,,' I< ', :· ~~-i - : •. /. • . '. . ' .. , . 

If the ,.represent.a tion is ·filedi/long "~ft.er / ,/ 
. . . . . •· . . ., .• . • .: :. ·, . _.: -~ ' ,. . . . ,;: ·-: ·,._: -~:, .. •. ·: ... t:_,.- - ··'.·. _;', .: 

the' expiry of ·the .limitation a.hd the: representation :· . . . ; < .... ( 

i~ rejedti:d .that. will not. :revive. the pe:tiod of :li.mit- 

17. 
- ... 

-;~-... 

atiori fdr the cause, of action wpich' had ari.s(;!p. iorzj 
- . ' .. ·· ... , ::-'., ._ : •;' ! . .-·< .... ·::·_~ .. 

back~ 
· ... , 

18~ 
,, 

After .cohsiderirg. the facts andi'.cir~urnst.ince§ 
I have no doubt that' ·the prese~t.. O.As '.': . of each caae , c':-~: 

Ji;.f 

' , .. 
: have bee:n filed le>IVJ after the prescr.ibed' period of 
'. ·,1imi tation and the. applicants. cannot .be gra:nt~~ reii~f­ 
a~ sought for.· The :e>ri_g1na1_: app11cii.t10Hs.~ ai;~ c.1.tsmtssea 

•. ') ' •. ·• • . ; • ; .. • ··,·. • z •· ·:'. '.:· ..... •.•. • . 
as. beirig barred by per.'l.od of' limi tatiori •. : However, it 

is founci expedient to c1'arify .. that,''t:he.1>ef-i0d,pf iiin±~~ 
' ' . . .. "'...: 

a tion has been pre~cribed Under Sedti~ri: 2~ ol. the _· 

. Adm:i..hi,stra ti ve Tribunals· Act~ i985. ~s al:x>~e ·:for. filirtj 
· .. the appiication before the Tribunal,. but it has· nci. 

. . . ' . . . . ,:. . 

binding .on departmental. authorities 'who :qari adt in ..... 

.. ·,.--· 

accordance to respedti ve departmental. rules in this 
regard~': NO. order. as tb costs~~·. .... . ~,,,,....;L~:..t.LLL.:.'L .. 
: . . . -----~-·- ·------ --···-- :t.~----~-~-..i- :. -----.:..--~~ .... - ... . . 
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