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IN ·rHE CEtJ'l'F<.~L ADHH1IS'l'l~·.A'riVE ']l".';.lBLTIJl\L 

J.l:\IPUH BEt:CH : .JAI:?Uf{ 

CP ~. 1/1995 

in 

OA P- 99/93. v, 

Date of or.:~.er : 11.7.1995 

• • • Petitioner • 

versus 

$;hri v.s. S isodi'i & Ors. 

• • • • Res roe• nd~ nts • 

l1r. t•1'Shendra S'h:th, C . .)unS•?l for tht;:: ·~pl:,licant. 

:£1.1r. u.D. Sharrrt=l, Ce,,l_ms.;;:l for thE respon:lents. 

Hon' ble t-1r. Gopal Krishn3., Vice Chairrn:tn. 

Hon'ble 1'1r. H.I~. Verma, ~\dm. l·~mber. 

0 R :0: E. R 

((PEE HON' BLE; I~. G(ll?."...L KR.r;::;I-IU.Z\., VICE Cdhli:HA.U)} 

Petitioner h3.s fil~d this C•.)nt.::mpt petition 

alleging ther.:dn that the respondE:nts h:J.ve 

committed contempt of Court by not implementing 

by en9aging frt,sh hands in service ignoring the 

petitionel.~' s right to preferential tr.satment for 

the purr;o0ze •')f em1::.loyrr~t-3 nt. The res .};10 n:1c nts, it 

0Ww is alleged by the r:~:::titioner, hav.;;- ignon:d the 
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provision.;. C·:::mtain·=:d in ~ection 25-H of the 

Industri::il Dispntes Act, 1947. The order of 

't-Jhich '!tl ilful disc.bedience is claimed t'l·~:e p'3ssed 

in OA No. 99/93 on 1E: .~ .1·2•93 and it reads as 

follows :-

"Admit. Issue notices tc. r':spondents 
returnEJ.ble on ·J.3.1993. In the mean­
t-lh ile .. if tt"-1•?' fres:h enCi:tgernent of cas ua 1 ,. ~ -
labour is t.:, bE: tra:,·.:tE· by the respondents 
the cl3.irn~. ·( .. f~ tho: -3.pplicants under 
Section 25-H of the I.D. Act shall be 
kept in view." 

case carefully. 

3. It is note"YJorthy that a cont~mpt petition 

was admittedly filed by the: 1:.eti·tioner and regi­

stered a~ CF Ho. 65/93 in resr:ect of the order 
the 

dated 18.2.1993 paE~E.d by this B=nch i~~foz:es.J.id 

OA J:..Jo. 99/93 an:I it ,,1ae dismis.=ed by the 'r.cibunal 

on me:rits o::.n 18.9.1993 as :i·t did not disclose any 

contempt. Subsequently 1 thts petitioner :ilong\'1 ith 

others had filed anoth·:::r cc·ntempt petition which 

was r•3ai::::tered -3.s --<f.!~ No .. 79/?3 ,::trising out of the 
- J 

QA. aforesaid and the said contempt petition was 

not entertain~d by the Trib1..1nal on the ground th3.t 

it ,..,as not s i.;;rnE:d by a11 the _persons ~lle:ging 

contempt vide A..nnexure .\j3 d:s.ted ;rg-;~~ T.he 

petitioner has pl~:aded that. do:s_r:.ite directions of 

the Tr ibun:il is ::~·.J!:=:d on 18 • 2 .19? 3 and .:lespite ser-. 

vice of that order, tho:l l'e.Zpon:l.:nts m3.Je appeint­

C~)t-.N m.?nts of fre:=h h3.ndS with effect from 21.:. .1993 • 
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provide-s th3.t n·~ Court sh:tll initiate any pro-

CE:edings of C•.:mter:,pt, either -:·n its O't.Jn motion 

or othE:l"\'1 ise, ::-ifter th•E: expiry of a p~riod of one 

ye?J.r from tho:= .j_at.~ 6n vJhich the cc~nt.:;mpt is 

It tr·:tnspiross 

from the. r..::cord th:=tt tho::: 3lleg~.:1 ct.:mte:rnpt \tl3.s 

committ>.?.ri seom-..:::tim~ during th•Z: year 1993 it::elf 

\>!hen fre:sh h3.nd.s we.r·2 given ·3.pr:w')intmE-nte ignorin9 

the claim of the r:_~etit ion~rs. This contempt 

petition h,?J.s reen present~d on 6.1~ .1994. The 

lir,1ii!..'ition for initiating contempt pr.:,..:eedings 

Tribun:~.l. on 18.2.1993 on m!!rits as it f·3.il·:::d t., 

atures of the 1:-etitiont:r 3.n:l others. Th~ petitioner 

has foiled. to disc los.: ·the detail~: of fresh hands 

by this Tt ibunal, t;!1•:: p:c~sent C•)ntE·mpt petition 

is not 11Pinta in::tble anJ. it is also hit by the b3-r 

of limitation. 
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( GJ !:1\L r::F' ISH HA' 

VICE CHi\rr.rvJAN 


