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!N THE CEN1 RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

O.A. No. OA 188/95 
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DATE OF DECISION 12.1.96 

Petitioner -H-n-i-v·r.-o-f--I-rrcl-i---&-Sr-kf.-·r· -.-. -----

_Mr. M. Pafig Advocate for the Petitioner (s) 

Versus 

_-=-:P-=o-""-j--=-~=n=d-=-:;.·=~___o:_G---=.olJ-=':.-=t---=-=a--=a--=--=nc=:d_-=a=n=o-=t--=--=h=-=--=-r---Respondent 

-"--'-M-=--r___.___. -----=G___.___. c=.___.___. -----=G-"'-ul;<..p__,__t,._a ________ Advocatc for the Respondent ( s) 

( For r e at~·C• n .:1 en t No • 1 ) 

\l'be Hon'blo Mr. Gopal ~riahna, Vic.: Chairman 

The l1:~n'ble Mr. o. P. Shc.xma, M·~mb·~t· (A) 

1. Whether Reporters of local papelS ruay be allowod to soe th~ Judgement ? i'r.::J 

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not ? ~~ . 

3. Whether their Lordships wish to sec the fair cGpy of the Judgement ? No . 

4. Whethor it ne~ds to be circulat.,d t\l other Bonchei of th& Tribunal ? t-f. 0 · 

(O.P. \l)mit) 
Member (A) 

Cth~~--1-'1 _ 
(Gopa1 Kt·ishna) 

Vice Chairman 



., 
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Ill TI-IE CEUT!?AL _i:I_[,MIUI2.TPATIVE TPI~.m1AL, ,J~,IPUP c-r:.l1CH, ,_,.(-'_IPUF .• 

* * 
_Da._o: -"" 

·-· .L 
Deciaion: 12.1.96. 

OA 188/95 

Union of India and another 

Versus 

Paj~ndra Gupta and anoth~r 

CORAM: 

HOll'ELE MP. GGPAL rPISHllA, VICE CHAIRMAN 

HON'BLE MP. O.P. SHARMA, MEMBER (A) 

For the Applicanta 

For r~apondent No.1 

0 R D E R 

.•. At:.oJ;·licanta. 

M 1.· • M • P. a f i q 

Mr.G.C.Gupta 

PEP fi()ll 1 BLE MP. (:;(,P,\L CPISI-Jl1l-\ 1 VICE CI-JAIPMAN 

Unic.n C•f India thr·:·U·~h D·:-~;.ut~- Di:ce.:to:•l.' (~.=:rt•3-L·al 1 .:;,?·:·l·:·gi·::al 

Sm:v·='l >:·f India, an.::! ·=tn•:•th.=:t· hav~ file.] this .apJ;·li•:::ttio:·n u;'a 19 

of th.: P..dminiztt·ativ.: Tribunala Act, 19E::., (fol· ehc·t·t,th-3- A·::t), 

azzailing the order d3ted 1.3.95, paaaed b7 th~ Workmen'a 

Compenaation Commiazioner, by which reapondent Uo.l w::ta awarded a 

sum of Ps.:5481.~5 with interezt @ 6% per annum by way of 

Survey of India (WR) at Jaipur. 

the records of the caae carefully. 

? 
--' . The learned counsel for the applicantz haz urged that the 

view taken b7 the Hon'ble Supreme Court while deciding a Petition 

Leave to Appeal (C'ivil) 

Judo~ ·=m·: n t and 

the Hon'ble Supreme Court 

~-- -·-1·11/Clr= f-,_-~...-.nt-, ·. ·~_·-1-1·"' L I•.• o - IJ -c - -' ~ 

B.:::r.ch 
' 

- --= 
UL\ 

- .c 
·-· .L 

Frishan Pr9sad dupta v. Controller, Printing ~ Stationery, 

( 7 ) sc in Hhich their Lordahipa of th·2 

Hon'ble Supreme Court had held that thia Tribunal has no 

j u 1· i a d i .: t i C• n 19 _.c 
1_1 .L in 

reap~.:t of the ordera made und~r the Payment of Wages Authcrity. 
- ·"= ,_, .L th~ learned counael for th~ 

I 



.... ~- ---------------------------------- ------- -~~-----

-2-
arplicanta ia that S~cti0n 30 of th~ Wortm~n'a ~omr~naation Act, 

19~3, pL·c.vid.:a fc·r .=.n .:q_:•;; •. :al t.:. th~ I-li<;Jh c.:.urt from .:=tn ord~r o:·f 

Wortm~n's Comp~nsation Commission~r awarding a comp~nsation to a 

\·JCti"l:m.:tn and since- thiz Tribun:tl L:. a suJ:.stituta fc·t· th·: High 

Court, it haz tha authorit7/jurisdiction to h~ar this application 

&ft~r th~ ~atablishment of the Central Administrativ~ Tribunal. 

4. I n t h i s c O:• n t ~ :: t , it would b~ r~levant to mention the 

follows :-

"28. Exclusion of jurisdiction of courts except the Supreme 
I 

Court under Article 136 of the Constitution On and from 

th~ dat~ from which 3ny jurisdiction, pow~rs and 3Uthority 

this Act by a Tribunal in 

relation to r~cruitm~nt and matt~rs concarning r~cruitment 

to any Service or post or service matt~rs cencerning 

members of any Service or p:rsons appointed to any S~rvice 

or poat, [no court ~xc~pt -

(a) the Supreme Court: or 

(b) any InduatL·ial Tribunal, Lab·:.ur c.:.uL·t C•r othet· 

1947 ·:·1· :tn~r o::·.ther C•:•lT·:Sl: .. :·n.:ling l.:tH f•:.l· th~ tim.=: J: .. :ino;J in 

force, 

shall have,] C·l- be- entitled tc• e:·:er·::laa any juris.:li·::tion, 

powers or authorit7 in relation to such r~cruitm~nt or 

matters." 

<' These provisions provide exclusive jurisdiction to thi2 Tribunal 

t C• .:-nt ,=-rt ::tin an ar:·t=·l i .::.::t t i.:.r, a g.::, ina t a •J•:•: is ion ir1 l'•= l at io:.n to 

recruitment and mattera concernin9 recruitment to any S~rvice or 

persona aprointad to an7 Servic~ or post, but th·= j u1· isdi.:t ion - .c 
1_1 j_ 

th~ Hon'bl~ Supr~me Court or of any Industrial Tribun:tl, Labour 

Court c O:• nat i t u t ·= d the Indua.trial 

Th~ :tppointm~nt of the 

Wortm~n'a Comp~naation Commissioner is mad~ under Section ~0 of 



-3-
r ·=- n .:1 '= 1.· ·~ d J:. 1· t h ·= F-J.:, n 1 i:. }_ .~ '3 u r:• r.;. m .2 r: o ux t i r1 t h ~ .:::a 2 ·= .::, f r: r i s 11 an 

Prasad Gupta v. Controll.;.r, Printing & Stationery, reported in 

JT 1995 ( 7 ) sc !)"1"1 
---I 

Wc.rl:m·~n 1 s Hhich iz an authority 

constitut.:-d und·=r th·= w.:.rJ:m.:;.n's Cc·mt: .. ;,.n.=.atic.n .1.\.:::t, 1~•:=:3 is covered 

b7 th~ connotation of the .;.xpr~ssion "corresponding law" used in 
'"IO ·f '-}··~/. "~t -·-· ,_, '- ~·r n•- • 

Court~ Thus, appe:tl before the High Court is also continuation 

analogy of the observation of the Hon'ble Sufreme Court in 

Yriehan Pr92ad Gupta cas,:;. (supra) th:tt app,:;.al before the District 

-~· ,Judg.~ aoj.=tinst a\vard .:,f At1thorit~T und·=L· th.:;. Fa~·ment of Wages Act 

the jurisdiction of the High 

Act:. this Tribunal .::ann.:ot exercise 

jurisdi·::tic·n :t•Jainst .:tvlar.:ls ,:;.1:.::: •• :.f th·=- wc.r}:men's Compensation 

..p...rt,. Lf.olll'ri•.~J.c~ ·, rr?'-\/ • 

Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entert3in this application. 

Applic:ttion/papers shall the applicant 

presentation b.:;.fore an :tppropriate l2gal forum. 

(•:..P .QJ.MAJ 
MEMBER (A) 

VK 

c,~¥{ 
(GOP.l.\1 ... Y.RISHNA) 

VICE CHAIRMJ.I.N 

.c- --LUL 


