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Chalrman) -
". L " We do not find any good ground to initiate action under &

thg Contempt of Codftélﬁct having rcgard to the clbar observa%iong

maaiiinjthe fudgement. Tho cnmplaint in this case is that

the dir-ctlons giv-n by the judgement of tho Tribunal have not fff

b.en éomplitd u;th. Tho‘relisf_claimed byvtho petitinner vas, - 7

: Efﬁot?grgbt;d ﬁyztﬁé'};ibdéa;=§§§33 dg¥i§;1§di£hét.thé petitioner ©
',has faiieﬁ ts‘make out”aﬁg.caéi.; Aftsf sé?ing so, . the Tribuna;--

AJ_aaid that if the petition-r nou'approachls the authorlty, th;yzl;

QVnay conaidor his suitability for bsing includnd in ‘the’ LlVS- z;;;

t’fasual Labnur Rngister in accordancc uith uhB circulers and

‘inntructions 1saucd by th . Tha roprasantations madc:by thuﬁz
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. fL5§QQr ngistar'fér'tho reason that a date haa'ﬁe;h_Figéd
-'féﬁ ﬁhe-purpdsé fdr'inclusidn in‘tﬁé.saia fégiéééfé»'ié;

n: ié;ih'this backgfound th;t Shri Saﬁjéév‘ﬂédan; iparﬁgﬁgcgﬁng
':f§r £H9 petitiénér, submiitéd that ifréspeé£i06f6§'£ﬁﬁﬁ’

" last date fixed fcr inclusion in the Live Casual Labour

Register, the suitability of the petiticner should have beeh
examined for inclusion in the said register, WUe do not find

it possible to accede to this recuest, After holding that

the petitioner has ne case for grant of relief;'fhe _

Tribunal has observed that if the pstitiohér“nou,mékes

a recuest, it may be considered in accordance uitﬁ-thé

‘orders governing the subjsct, There is nothiné to

indicate that the conditicns stipulated in the o:defs should
be’ignored.sb far as the petitidner is concerned, Ve,
therefore, see no goed ground to take action under the

Contempt of Courts Act. Contempt of Courts prdcéedingé

are aécordingly drOpped, . ‘:“2?1_ B S
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