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I'̂ ether ^porters of local papers oiav be
allov^ed tc see the Judgement ? ^

2. To be referred to the i^eporte
rs or not

(a£.LIvEASD by hob.air.justXE P/AL SPJ-R ^

this Original ^plication, the applicant Union of In.,^
has prayed for quashing of the Irpug^a order (Annexure ,ui) . i

ne xu re i i e t>-1o r. ^ ,
0 rQ6 r DOS ssg b v "fcHp t»r^+ ^ ^ ^oy tne court of the Distt. Ju<%

in a petition filed under Section U - lo - r-
XX an>o 12 or the G^nt®^]

tf -ourt Act, C:o,t,e„pt proceedings in a court is ^ • a •
CO art is j^iiquired iiiti!

under the Conterrk^i* n-f C" j. ^^nrenpt of Gourt Act and i+ i .s r, +
IS not a service matter.,

"Fhe reason for initi-^tina r'n-.4.„ + ^
-•-V.X,jy conrGmnt. outer may pe 3 service , '

matter but so far -Jt; thotar as the prayer contained in this OA i
on is u.-i Is COnee*

•Uq.
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this Tribunal dees not appear to have any jurisdictkn to quash

toe contempt proceedings pending in t he court of Dist rict Judge,

Delhi.

2. .viter hearing both the counsel in great detail, we are of

the view that these contenpt proceedings cannot be challenged

before this Tribunal by way of an 0/i. This OA is, therefore,

dismissed on the ground of jurisdiction.
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