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IN l'lJE CENl'H!\L 1\0I·ilHlSl'f<AriVE rll:ZlBUNl\L 

JI1.IPJF. BEt .. :r.:H .: JAIPUR 

Dste of or3er : 11.7.1995 

CP hb. 5/1995 

in 

_oA_.....;No,.__,,_9_9 {:?_~ 

S mt • Pra k3.s h K•..1rrP r i 

. . . Petitioner • 

vers•..1S 

Shri V .s. S isodia &. Others 

. . .., . Hes po ncle n·ts • 

Hr. I·:i=.hepdra Shah, Ct>unse 1 for the a ~Jpl ica nt. 

Hr. U.D. Shc:cnf-\, Co,Jnsel for tlw respondents. 

COP.Al1i 

Hon'ble Hr. N.K. Verrna, 1.~-:l,n. l'lernber • 

. .... 
0 R D E R 

((PEP- BON' BLE HR. GOPT~L FP. J-:::-:rnl:\ 10 VICB ClV\JI(J:U~N)) 

l:etitioner h3s filed this cout·2l!lpt petition 

a11eg ing there in that the res nonde nts have 

co,·nnitted conb:.!n1pt of Co,Jrt by not inwlernenting 

the ord-:~r of this r1.iburill duted 18.2.1993 and 

by engaging f1·e3h hand::; in servicE:~ ignorj_ng ·the--

petitioner's riqht t.:· preferential treatment for 

the purpose of emrloyn~nt • I'he res po n::..i en ts , it 
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provisions cont~ined in Section 25-H of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The order of 

which wilful disobedience is claimed wa.s passed 

in OA NO. 99/93 on 18.2.1993 and it reads as 

follows . . ·-
"Admit. Issue notices to reepondE:nts 

return::tble on 4.3.1993. In the mean­
~lhile, if ct'ly fresh engagement of casua 1 
labour is to be made by the respondents 
the claims of-' the applican~ under 
Section 25-H of the I.D. Act shall be 
kept in view." 

2. W·e have heard learned counsel for the 

parties and have gone through the records of the 

case carefully. 

3. It is noteworthy that a contempt pefition 

\.vas admittedly filed by the petitioner and regi­

stered as CP No. 65/93 in respect of the order 
the 

dated 18.2 .199.3 pass.:d by this Bench il!Laforesaid 

OA No. 99/93 and it was dismissed_by the Tribun~l 
! 
.I 

on merits on 18.9.1993 as it did not disclose any 

contempt. Subsequent!~ the petitioner alongwith 

others had filed another contempt petition which 

was registered as CP r~~ 79/93 arising out of the 

OA aforesaid and the said contempt petition was 

not entertained by the ·rr ibunal on the ground that 

it was not signed by all the persons alleging 

contempt vide Annexure A/3 doted 29.6.1994. The 

petitioner has pleaded that despite. directions of 

the Tribunal iss·.1ed on 18.2.1993 and despite ser-

vice of that order, the respond.ents made appoint­

C.,~v.!-JI.(' ments of fresh hands \v ith effect from 21.5.1993. 
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Sect .ton 2 0 of the Contempt ::·f Cot1rty Act, 1971 

pro\rides that no Court shall initiate any pro-

cec::dinqs of contempt, either on its own motion 

or otherwise, 9.fter the expiry of '3. period of one 

year frc>m the date 6n t·Ihich the cc~ntempt is 

. '-. 

cornrnitted sor(IE:t.lm·~ during the: year 1903 itself 

'"·'hen fresh hands were~ given appointments ignoring 

the claim of the p~titioners. This contempt 

petition has reen presented on 6.1:":: .1994. The 

limit~ation for initiating contempt pr•jCE:edings 

is OTh~ y-=ar fro.-.1 th•:= -d-:Ite ,')f the ::.lllegsd cormniss ion 

of C•::>ntempt. The first contEmpt petition in res.-

_rect of thE same c·rd·~r ,.,,as dismissed by this 

Trib1_ma1 on 18 .,2 .1?93 on rrerite as it failed to 

/ 

discl0se .:1ny conl:empt at a.rl. Th12 second cont~mpt 

as b:dnr;r def·~cti-;re since it j id not b25.r the sign-

atures C)f th2 f"2titioner and others. The petitioner 

res;:.ondents ignoring ·th~ pet!ti·:.ner' s claim. The 

b7{ this Trib:.mJ.l, t.h~ present contempt petition 

on the same s ubj "?Ct in respect of ·the satre order 

is n•)t m'lint.a inable ;:lnd it is ·'llso hit by the b'lr 

~~~of l:l.rnitation. 
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4. In view of the aoc.~.r··~ discussion, this 

contempt petition fails and is hereby dismissed. 

5. No order as to costs. 

~ l-Lr 
( N.K. VERMA ) 

HE.tvlBER (A) 

cvr. 
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(GOPAL-- l'R lEHHA' 
VICE CHAIRI-¥\N 


