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nll41h•b•a ; u•te a this 2nd d«'f of J\1arcn, 1998 

u.clgin•l Apt)lic..tion 1\Jo. 1444 of 1997 

wistirct ; t:s9 n Cj 

oon•bl& J\lr LJ, ,:a . b;w"'" • 4.!Yl . 

1 ~\u n11i .1....1 so n of "'ri rt..at11'-~ · t>'•.1l.' i-r•s• d, 
ttt.'si v.~nt of B..Cij 1.. sh hirt•n l.1-.n cw l, 
ll'IOhall• ,,.tr_. ..A,5tr1c t b•ndll {U.P.) 

( ~ i rt.•-.. Pin cJ!!y , xdvo c .. te) 

Versus 

1. union of l.n elia through the 
uen~r•l lYleilligcr , Gent..t.J l .i.i•ilw•y, 
Bomb•y " · r. -

2... uivisio n.-1 ri.oilJ• •Y hla'•ca1::1t-r , 
1.1entr•i L"•i~w•y , Jn.1nsi. 

3. Senior 4.Jivlsionil Account uffl.cer , 
<.;~ntr • l i~ ilv,•y Jhat 1si. 

4. The ,t:r~sidi.1•y v fficer , 
Ce11tr.._1 U)v~r11ment .1.0c..;ustrial fribun.il i>•nau N•y:sr, 
.1..k!Oki l>~l. 11ce rlo .- o, 1,•npur. 

• • • • iit spo nu L. nts 

..:>hr i rtK ~anctey , co un5e l i or the ipp lic.nt ..1.5 

presen t. Hti~ra on tnt. poi11t of cic.1T1is$ion. 

2. L1,a •1Jplic.o1n t v .. il~ 1ttO!'king .-s • .t-er m•nc:nt ·n•y 

f,1istry in Jn_.nsi ulvisioO, (,(!!ntral niil•·•~ t WaS gi ve 11 

ftl.l~ p .... .. ... Jl .. 
or~i: suu.,(.;quent.,iy w•s raouificu by 1.ht. i-cvision•l e1u:nority 

into •ppo intment i n s@rvice •s • new E!ntrant. fhe 

~p~lic_.nt •gitateo tn~ Ulatter t.hrouyh UA 1-io . 274 of 1997. 

fhe .;apµli01.1tio n w•s allowed •nd the punishmttnt ~is 

• 

• 



• 

I 

- 2 -

.- pe tition bt:fore thE: .r>res iuin~ Ufficer, vt:ntr•l 1JJvt. 

lndus trial fribun- l, ~anpur> utte!lr L~A •"o . 7/96 un~r 

!)ect.ion 33-C-2 o f lndustr:ii l i.d.spute s J\ct for con1putdtion 

of .1.ts .80845/-~rre•~JOf P•Y • •d otb~r .11ow .. nces etc. 
n 

fhis epp .iic.tion WiS r~je:cted oy the orc:J!r C.ited 

29-~ 97 • . fhe present vi'\ h•s o~en f il&c on 24-12-97 

see .Ki ng tne re lief o t qu• shing the! or c...~r d• t.e a 

29-9-97 of the !--residi ng Lifficer , ~entr 0 l 1..1>ver nment 

l.nc.ustri• l Tribunal, ~npur • nu "to dir ec t tne respo~n "ts 

~ .tS.. il·~ ay s ) to ... llo ,. .11 trH:: str vice 01;; ne I i i:.s 
~f 

continuity oi ::.ervict1 .irr~dr& o f s calary e'tc . 
i.. 

21-8-1986 with inter t=5 t of 18fo pe r •nnufft. 

iuc l u ()inu -
r ro m 

3. In view of the ibOve t•cc.::, of t111:: case, the m-.in 

i ssue is of the qu•shi.ny of the er cier Oi te d 29-9-96 

of tne .J. nuustri.l fribun. l. i\t;ferrin~ to the jud9e1atnt 
~ -

o f t he 1.on• blE: :;,upreme Cour"t i tl the c•se of Kr- uupti 

Vs. Controller of Printi ni ny •nd st~tionery , thfl! ippe• l . 

9 g~ins t t hEi or(flr of the lndustri•l Iribun•l cbes not 

lie befor e the ~entr-1 .ac111inistr.tive fribun~l. 

4. In view o f toe abo ye , the Ur\ is ctisrai sse d •s n:> t 

being m•int.in•bl~ t or w•nt of juris die tion • 

uube/ • 
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