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By Circulc-t ion 
' 

CBITR"'L ADr~r: 1 1s·1°KATIVE TRIBIJNl-\L, f\DD.!TIOii .1 BEdCH 

"'LL-.1+\&\D - --
Dl, ·1 EC : 

Hon ' hle ;·r . S . Das Gunta ,~ 
I 

Hon ' b 1() f.lr . T • l . Verma J!.f 
Cor "-1m • • 

-~·~-~.~~~~-- ~-

REVI E','J ', ,PPLI ~l,TIOI·J i ·o . '12/96 I i>J o J:' • r !O • 117/9 6 --- - --------
... 

TJ nion of India through 

(1) The Gene r a l 11\cl ncs e r, C . Rail1·!a y 

V. T . Bombdy . 

{2) c . 11 . i . > c .. Ruil\\lay , Jhu nsi - - - - - - ;.,pp lic nts 

• 

C/f!.. Sri G . P . Agr o\'.' l 

versus 

l. president, Ras htriya Chatu rth Shreni 

t.'1azdoor S nngh (JNTUE) situ~ted 

2/236 , Hamner , n<:;rci . 

, 

:::? . The ~r esic'in·: Offi cer, C . G . I #T .-cum-

- - ... - - - - -

Orler 

lt l so o nc e nt s 
• 

f.tv Hon ' b l ~ ;r . s • Dos G .... u ... p_t_ct __ h...;.. 1"'"',1_, _ 

This c1 pr li cdt i :i n has been f iled s.eeking 

review of th'e judgme nt u n d order dated 12. 2 .1996 by 

v~hich 0.M. . No. 117/96 'l.ds aismissed by c:1 bench of t his 

Tribunal . 

2. In the afortsaid O" ., Union of Indit.1 thrc•Jgh 

t he Gener~l· ~~a nacer, Centra l Roilway , Bomb~y V.T. 

challenc•ed the a•·1erd dated 31.7. 1995 passed by .. he 

Presj_ding Officer, Central governme nt Inoust rial cum­

t abour court , K(J npur. ,.,rter consider ; ng the rival plead­

in '" s , the Tribunal found no r easons to int. e refere with 
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t h e awa rd a n d accor ding ly the O Jri,. . VJdS ci smi sse d . 

3 . In the Revi·~W 1\pp l irati0n, lf.J hi ch has novJ 
fl!. {(7~ 

bee n , i 1.er , vct r ious gr ou nds hcv~ bee n t ak.e n . ii!:>t I •&l:les 
I \,l.D h.9-_ ~-

~ 'J 0 now be~ st olti d o nd the Review esoo licat i on Cdn be 
I I 

L 

' disposed of on short point . 

4 . It hos since been hel c by t he Ho n ' ble 

Supreme court t hot the T ri buna 1 s ho 11 hove no j 1Jri s dic­

tion in 1.~ s;.Ni>::j'•ct maLLers dris inr out of oe cis i on of 

the Labou r Court , Thus the O .,/J\ ., 1•hi ch •1ts s fi l eo befor e 

thi s Tribu na 1, ch<1 l lenci in0 t h e Ldb:>urCourt •s LC: c ision 

~-1as in a ny c ~s e n')r-maintainable . Ho:.ever , si :ee t he 
la,~ 

af:>res13id l c \•1 \.'c15 oo~·;n by 
f.-

subseq•;ent to the 

Hob ' ble Supreme c()urt on ly 

of t he O .,t \ ., Tribunal \'Jent ~~ 

-the meri+s :) thE: c se e nd decicled no t"t ~ in~E-r'2f re 

in t he Lal:::ou Court ' s o\·1...: rd . . ,t t hi-=- s t.1c:e i::hen the 

la·:1 h os ;: lrea dy teen l a id down by t h e Hon ' ble Su...,rerrie? 

C'."' 11rt t hc.:t s•; ch rr.ot " e r sh') •J 1< n 0 be toke n c ogni z anc e 'J­
by thi s Tribunal , t he Revie,·1.-\nr lic .ri...i::>n itself is 

• 
no muintcsir).:.11 le u nd is accordin0ly cis11iss ed • 

w· 
!'E'".BER (J) r\'iE'.'B Ei {t;.. ) 
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