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h C/A  Shri G.F.Agrawal, Adv. : il
Versus : )
e
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1. Vishnu, son of Sewa Frasad, Mini Bus -;?
Driver, Northern Railway,
House No,13¢/9C /26, 1-1 Bagahi (Tmnsﬂé'n‘t ﬂ?‘
Kanpur . : e
2. Prasiding Officer, Central Government
In-“ustrial labour Tribunal-cum-Labour fh’_
Court, Kanpur, r
C/R Shri Gautam Chaudhary, Adv. - 0 :
ORDER \x e
BY HON'BLE DR, R.K,SAXENA, I M.~ | _' -
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3 Mone appears for the applicant rhile Shr:‘i "r.},-; 2
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\ * | Chaudhary counsel for the raspondent no.l is Preﬁﬁ

4. It hasheen urged on hehalf of the respande’_:f-fts p
0.A. is not maintainable and the Tribunal cannot & b
any power in this matta%ri-(!;’has relied on Shri %H r:

Kumar v. Jion of I"!dla B i G &3»} Fage.. 261 iﬁ sﬁﬁi
has been he 14 that the sup:arvischry powers under #rbiﬁg?lﬁ
227 are oxorcisable hy the High Court only. In vie&rn‘ﬁ
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