
IN THE CENTRAL ADSIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

NEW DELHI

OA 4/94

New Delhi this the 2Qth day of Julyf 1999

Hon'ble 3iri \^Hamakrishnanp Vice ChainJian(A)
Hon*ble aaatiLakshmi Swaminathan, Member (J)

Lbion of India through
General Manager^
Northern Rail way# New Delhi

2o1 Divisional Personnel Officer9
Northern Railway»
Delhi Division^ Estate Entry Road#^
New Delhi^

(None for the applicants )

l;^^»*^Inder Dev Ram#
S/0 Sio?Tengani RaoioKhallasip
under Signal Inspectorp^
Delhi Kishan Ganjp Delhi Divisionp
Northern Railway^^ Delhi-I

I^The Presiding Officer^
Central Gtovemment Labour Courtp'
New Delhi^

3^he Assistant Gollectorp
Old Civil Supplies Riildingp^
Tis Hazari, Delhi^

^•'APPlicsits

.«Respondents

(By Advocate 3ii^D,R,B6y )
ORDER (OEM.)

(Hon'ble Ari ^Ramakrishnanp Vice Chainnan(A)

Applicants are the General Manager and the Divisional

Personnel Officerp Northern Railwayp Delhi Division, They have

challenged the order dated 3i;^i<93 passed by the Presiding Officerp-

Central Govt.Labour Courtp copy of which is at Annexuref4i? The

Tribunal initially by order dated 5;^lii94 had directed Respondent

3 not to give effect to the impugned order'. It is a^^settled law

that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain such

applicationsV This position has been reiterated by the Supreme

Court in a recent judgement in Krishan Prasad Gupta Vs.Controller«

Printing and Stationery (1996)9CC(L&S) 264)In the absence of



"v.'

jurisdiction of this Tribunal the OA is not maintairi^ before
^ us and may be returned to the applicants for pursuing their

remedies before the appropriate forum, keeping one copy for
record purposes'? In the light of this direction, the interim
-order also stands vacatedl

OeAe isi dispeed of as above

(Snto^Lakshrai Swaminathan) (V.Hamakrishnan)
Member{J) Chairman(A)

sk


