
HI TI-IE CENTEAL ADMilHSTF.ATIVE TPIEUJ:1AL, JAIPUP EEllCI-1, JAIPUP. 

O.A.l~c .• 40/'33 Dat~ of ord~r: 3.6.1996 

Union of India through Applicant 

Survey of India, D~partm6ntal: 

Canteen, Jaipur. 

Vs. 

Jitendra ~umar Saini & Anr. 

Mr.M.Rafiq Couna~l for applicant. 

Mr. I~unal Rawa t Couns~l for r~apondents. 

CC>RAM :· 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administrativ~ M~mb6r 

Hon 'bl6 Mr. F:a tan PJ:aJ:~.=~h, Judi·:: ial M·~mber 

PER HOU'ELE MP.O.P.SHAF'.MA, ADMINISTPATIVE MEMBEP. · 

In this application under Sec.l9 of th~ Administrative 

Tribunals l-\C t 1 at=·f·l i·:::.~n i: Un i ·:.n 1: h 1· .:.uq h I-Ic.ny. 

Jhalana Doongari, Jaipur, h~s prayed that ordere Annx.Al dated 

Jitendra ~umar Saini, under Sec.l5(~) of th~ Pa7m~nt of Wages 

Act, before the authorit7 be dismiss~d. 

We have h~ard th~ le~rned counsel for the parties and 

have gon~ through the material on record. This application is 

against the orders passed t~ the Authority under the Payment of 

therein. 

Gur_:,t·a ··v";·· 
~. Con tt·olleJ: (of 

in the case of ~rishna 

J? 1: i n t i ri 9 r. 
·~. JT 

1995(7) SC 5~~, baa held that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction 

-."' .. of Tt·itunala Act, in t··.=:apect 

Wage.s Authority. In vieH of the .=,bov~ r .. :.sitic.n, vle have no 

jurisdiction to entettain the present ~pplication. In the aw ;· 

/ 
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r~ault, thia application ia not maintainable before us. Wa 

rul .;:;s, to for 

appropriate legal forum. 

fkc~ Ow, 
( Ra tan Pi:al:aah) (O.F.Sharma) 

Memb.:::r(Judl.) Memb-::1· ( Adm. ) • 


