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No. 36-2/80-Law Dated  17.07.2023

To,
The Heads of all National Labs/Instts. of CSIR,

Sub:- Award dated 13.05.2022 passed by Hon’ble Central Government
Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur

Sir/Madam,

In a ID case No. CGIT/LC/R/79/2005 titled Shri Ramadhar
Suryavashi Vs. Officer in Charge, CFRI, Bilaspur Unit & Ors., the Hon’ble
CGIT-cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur vide its Award dated 13.05.2022 has
inter-alia observed/held that CSIR is not an industry as defined in
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947.

In this regard, 1 am directed to circulate the copy of Award dated
13..05.2022 (copy cnclosed) passced by the Hon’ble CGIT-cum-Labour
Court, Jabalpur, to all the Labs/Instts. of CSIR for reference, while dealing

with such ID cascs. '

MYAD
(J.L. Khongsai)
Deputy Sccrctary (Legal)

Copy to:-
1. Sr. COA/COA/AQO of all Labs. /Instts.
2. Sr. PPS, Office of DG,CSIR
3. Office of JS(A)
4. Sr. DS/DS/US at CSIR Hqgrs./CSIR Complex/HRDC, Ghaziabad.
5. Office Copy

: 10468, 23710805, 23711251, 23714238, 23714249, 23714769, 23715303
Ighinegi EﬂAg)S(-?aSZ'}?BB& RAPHT N Website : http://www.csir.res.in
ax : 91-11-
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The Qfficer in Charge,
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I ga019/1 TRE999-IREDUY, Th Jispute under reforence relates to:

“Whether the action of ihe vianagoment 6 Konti Securiy

Servfce:uﬂfif:.spur’(c’&‘), Primer Sweourlly Services; Biluspur(CG);
Juternatipnnl Security Foree, Bilospurand Central Fuel Research
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L Afler rﬁtgiswrii-ng- the ease-on the bagks ofy eleronue, notices. ware sout.
Yo the pagles. Bnm the prtieshaye filed. thiiy ubpectwa stuteiiont of
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d, e suie which cames up for
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B cmguizabia by this Tribusidl and the Iefmencf: TGRS m be answered
Aecoidingly, -

6. The Referense-ds not malntaiml b biforod !usﬁlbunﬂi 4y CSiR fis nat

anindustry as: de:hnzrd m Indusn jal Bxspmasf}.'ci }94?
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7. On'the asis-ofthe above ﬁnﬁ’i;ngf,. the peferericn s held not cognfzablé

by tiris Tribunal
& Theseference is answered aceordingly:

9, Let the coples of the awerd He sedt to the Government of Indis

I\é:g;mis‘tr:sr of E:;ébaur& -Eh_f;:pjigym&m:as@ep jules.
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"IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA Certifled to.
CIVIL APPFLLATE .1NRISDIOTLON £¥EL4LwMQ—ﬂ'-
_ , Assistant Regietrar {éum
e g;ythégEEAL'Nos.1787;17q2 oF 1991 wo-meeddf} 8Tl
L R LT : - | Supreme Cowtof Indis
S ' - : S,

Council of 501ent1f1r & Indu. . - Appellants
.Researvh & Anr,

':H*QSJLW i S _ : . N .
et T 555308
.”SmtI.Padma Ravinder Nath & Ors, . Respogéénts |
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" The CSIR i.e. Councll of Scientifie & Industrial.
: Research - and the SERC i.e. Strdcturgl Engineering Research

Centre are in appeal before - us agsainst an order made by a

Lot

"full  hench of the Central Administrative Tribunal, Principa
Bench, - New"Delhi in a proceeding wherein a quesiion'fic' the

following effect was raised :

"Whether ~ Council of Scientific &
Industrial Research (CBIR) or its constitutent
units would . come within  the definitien  of
"industry' and whether the perszons employed by
them in any capacity are workmen within . the
meaning of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947.°

The_ Tribunal answered the said quaétion by stating

. that the Council ﬂf‘SﬂantlflP & Indugtrlal ReS@arPh ig s
industry within the meaning of Section 2 (j) of the Industrml
Disputes’ Act and éo far ;s thercmnstituent anit of the Council

is doncernad}the_Trib@nal pointed eut that the matter had to

he dec1dpd on the facts erslng in the case and in the abhsence

of appropriate data and matprlal it would notrbe proper to

decide such a question,
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A Full Bench of the Tribunal rendered its opinion on
the aquestion but when the matter stood referred to & Division
Bench for deciéion,'latter took the'viewlthat it is unnecesary

to rest its dec¢ision on the question decided by the Full Bench

hbut on certain other aspects and gave certain directions

giving relief in'part to the employees of the CSIR and its
) )

constituent wunit, | Therefore, the view rendered by'the Full "’

Bench of +the Tribunal thus become ineffective so féar as "the

parties are Concerned. Further, it isg brought to our mnotice

in & subsequent decision in 1991 SLR 245 - A, = P&dmayalley

€

ete, etc, Ve, C.P.W.D. and Ors,. Ite, Ete. The Central

Administrative Tribunal, Hyderabsad Bench congisting ef' five

merpbers toock the view as follows

(1) The Administraetive Tribunals
constituted wunder the Administrative Tribunals
Act are not. substitutes for the - authorities
constituted under the Industrial Disputes Act and
hence the Administrative  Tribunal doees not
exercise concurrent Jjurisgdiction: with thosge
authdrities in regard te matters covered by that
Act, Hence all matters over which .the Labour
Court or the Industrial' Tribunal. or aother
authorities had Jjurisdiction under the Industrial
disputes Act do not automaticslly become vezgted
in the Administrative Tribunal for adjudication.
"The decigion in the casze of Sisodia, which lays .
down a contrary interpretation is, in  our
opinion, not correct.,

{2} an applicant seeking relief under the
provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act must
ordinarily ' exhaust the remedies available . under
that Act.,” ' '




This view appears. to be consistent‘lwiﬁh'.the view

this Court in Rajasthan State Road ‘Transport

ERPress

Corporation and Anr.

Vs. Krishna Kant & Ors. -~ 19963(5) sce

o far as law

No costs,

New Delhi,
July 18,
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