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IN THE CEHI'RA.L 1-illf.',INISTI&:'iVE 'T.'RIB~JNAL JAIPUR 3ENai 

JAIPUR., 

OA N0 .• 645/1993 Date of O.i.."C!er: 18.3.1996 

Union )f India : Applicant 

Versus 

S.hri La..xmi Nc.rain & Another : Respor:cl.ent s 

Hr. I:.n .ShL.~ii7lal, counsel for the applicant 
l~~'JI". P .K.Sharma, counse 1 foj: rE=sp·:-·n:l.ecr:t 1'!0 .1 

COP.AM: 

HOFi 1 3LG SHF·I 0 .P .SI-IAR111'A, f·:EI-1BER (ADI•Jil\iiS"!:'R.::~l:'IVE) 
HON 'BlE SHRI f'..t-~'I''I'AN Ff~:-'..:E-.:::rL !'.Ei'-3EP. (,J 1JDI<;I,~.I. ) 

& H DE R ---
In ·this application urrler section 19 of the 

Administrative TrfrJunals Act, 1985 the Union of India 

through the Assistant Engineer(I"l:icrowave Project) 

Bikcmer has prayed that theil.ward dated 7.8.1993 

given by the Central Industrial Tribunal. Jai_;ur 

may be quashed. 

2. \.•Ie have heard the. learned counsel for the 

applicant and ·the counsel for respondent No.1 and 

perused the records. 

3 • The learned counsel for :cespondent No.1 has 

brough-t to our notice the j udgrr:ent of the Hon 'ble 

P. - . 
S u.p rE i·;e court. in JS .y~ .Gu:f:J::..~l s • C<JDt rol Je F-.___o.;.;;£.._F .. ~r..,l._· _nt.-..J.._n_l£~ 

Supreme court have held that the o::ntral P..drnir:tis,tra.ti~re 

Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain an 

applica:::ion under Section 19 o£ the Administrative 

Tribunals ACt against the award/oJ.xler of ·the 
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·Officer vs. •:!·sntral Induetrial Trii)Un:O.l, J.3.ii_:.ur 

4. v·1 ith nc. order a.=: t.c• c c.st .:>. 
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