
OPEl'~ COURT 

&.:._e'hebac tl i; the 1st day of December 2000. 

~ --r:­_ ......... -='•"::-- Ao~l ication no . 02 . o£ 2000 -. 
in 

C~9~~al ~ppl icat~~E~_1 265 of 1992 . 

~on'b:e ~.r . V . K . l~C'JOtra , Adminlstra tive t-!emrer 
.r---•bie !,=· S • .K . I . 'laqvi , Jud icial .~emter ------------------------------------------

• 

::._ :_ e_- Sh,ram, S;c Nar a in , 

:...,"'= Vlllege Ch.:.t l eu i-1a u , 

- l'1 =-'1- ,... - ur1 ,.:} a ... . -. __ _ c, ,. , 

-·c - - .. 11-~-'t·d _ ___, - - · ·"""" 'O. :ld ld. • 

• 
• 

K. S . Saxena 

Versus 

Sb=2 Sukhbir Singh , 

- ~v ~~~ona l Railway Manager , 
~ - · P. . 1 .... o _ ;:ne.rn .aJ. • ay , 

, 1 _..,_ab- d 
--~ c:: • 

C/ R =hri A. K. Gaur 

E~- I J: • ~ J..•?" u.. -- .. -...... . 

0 R D E R{Oral) 

• •• Applicant 

• • • Respondents 

· Tii i.s is a contempt peti ticn, made by the 

a~~iccnt on 18 . 01 . 2000 alle-ging that the resp ndents 

• nave not complied with direction contained in order 

12 . 11 .98 in OA no. ~265 af 1992~ 
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- =.c - ..--o.; e r e made in the order dated 

- ~~~-~. : .A. i~ all~wed , respendents -
- =~~~ ~o awa =d te~crary st~tus to the 

-S ~ ~e be entered in Live Ca sual 

him on the availibility 

- his case fo r absorpti on 

-- - I =-= It -- - --. -
• d:ate ciEi":.her the applicant has been - - ----- - =---

s ~- =·~ nor h!s name has been entered 

~~--- ~~-= L±v.E Register (C. L . L . R. ) . 

~e ~a=c ~re !eorr.ed counsel for the 

.::..,....---.-_=-- ------

-~--~== c~~el for the applicant has drawn 

- - :.-?c- ens o.= --:h .:..s Tribunal contained in 

. - ~ --. _.._ .--C The name of the applicant -
~-- i - c r L o ~ ... - ...:....:i:.l ·-. • . ~ • • 

and the applicant 

_ :c;--..--. -=~ ~cpo~ary s~atus as directed by the 

~--er c-=::msel ccntended that in effect, the 

--
=a=.-=-.-5~~.: !n entering the n ame of the -

..--- !:1 - _ _,___~ acd accord., him temporary status 

-:-..!-..._::;; . :o effective steps have been taken 

=== ~rocessin9 the applicant for 
-.... 

-~-- ~-;ac;ing him for work. Consequently, 

--- ::emain un-engaged by the 
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-- ---- -- ~me set~ing at nought , the direction ~iven 

----- - - - ~- :t -= --~..l --· • 

-- ~ea=~ec counsel fur the respondents referr.ing 

- = :A s~2~es ~rat tbOu£h as per records the a~rlicant 
- - - • , • . ~YLIM.o.....k- ~ -

--
- -= =- === ~ cays or._y v~s-a-v~s it required 120 days , 

---z: ~-.: =- ~-=- .1 .-= ... e .... 
--~- .... - consideration , the Tribunal had fi-ally 

---~-~=~ ~~~ ~he apflicant had worked fox 225 days , Qo 
- ---.. " E - =-- _ _... • ~= Railway adninist~ation has acce~ted the 

- - -=. - --~~ t-= ~~ ~~jrunal that the applicant had workod 

.:== ::.: =.c_= ., ~~t~red his name in the C. L . L . R. and ;ranted 

-o..----- - - - --~s .... ,. ""im - .:--.-:.-._ =-:..-- ""-- •• • Learned counsel stated that 

r:-- == =...::= ~= '5.::.=-= =~cns of the Tribunal, engagement of 

-..:: - - -~:-~~~ ~-11 depend; u~on availability of work 

~~ ==~=~~~en =~all be as per rules and seniority . 

~~~= =~ -~: ~ock stxong objection to the delay caus~ 

- -.: _- _ -;.:- !; c on ~ernp-+:. petition . Whereas , the order 
~~ 

~ ~~=== c~ :: . 11 . 9B,~zj con~empt petition has been filed 

~~ ~2~-=- ~= ~re .rescribed ~eriod under lew . In 

-- --- . -
~ -

- ~-- t# 

------ -- - ·~ - __ .... .,.; 
- -...- w-- --~~ - _.__ --~-

learned counsel for the applicant stated 

i i::'i t had been prescribed by the Tribunal 

~cr im lementation of its direction . 
• 

The 

- _.; --~ ~ :e-:.ei:-ved lett.er dat·. d 7 . 12 . 99 (annexure CCAII) 

~= - -- --""" - t:. ~ - n ts ---'.. • .. .. e.- !n regard to implementa tion of direction 

-::._ ~= --!.l:A nc:: aated 23 . 11 . 98 . Thus its limitation 

- =ar as the objection relating to limitation -· 
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in -Filing contemr.~ t petition is concerred. Section 20 of 

Contempt of Court•s ~ct reads as under :-

"No court shall initiate any proceedings in 

contempt, either on its own motion or otherwise 

afteL expiry of a pPriod of one year~ or the 

d a t e on which the contemr.t is alleged to have 
been committed. 11 

Since no date was prescribed for implementdtion of the 

order of the Court , co~putaticn of limitaticn as 

provided under section 20 of the Act has normally 

to comrnence on the e:xf:.i.ry of six months of the date 

of the order. In this view of the matter the contempt 

application filed by the applicant is within limitation . 

6 . Hov·ever , since the respondents have already 

entered the rome of the ap~licant in C.L.L.R. and accorded 

h~m temporary status , in our view no contempt of Court 's 

order has been commj tted by the respondents . The applicant 

is to be engaged '1y the respondents on av ai l ability of 

work and his case for absorption is also to be considered 

as per his seniority and as per rules . There are no 

av ermen~ that the apfil icant was not engaged despite 

availability of work and h.:..s case for absorption was not 

considered as per rules . 

application is dismissed . 

Accordingly, the contempt 

Notices issued are discharged . 
I 

No order .... s to costs. .I 

• 

Member-J 

• 


