
IN TI-lE CEUT?.AL .\DNHJL:-:'l"'f:.:..TIVE Il::IBUtJ.~L 

,JAIP;JP. BEl-J:H; JAIPUR 

Date of order ~ 11.7.1995. 

CP No. 8/1995 

in 

OA No, 99/93. 

•••• Applicant, 

versus 

S hr i V .z . ::;, isodi·:t .5! Ors • 

• • • • Rt:spondent.s • 

CORAM; 

Hon' bl~S Nr. Gopa.1.:.. Kri2hn~, Viet: Chairlr.an •. 

Hon' ble Mr. r..:r.I:. Ve:nr,.::t, A..im. Nernber • 

. . . . . 
ORDER 

( FER HOU1 BLE Nr~. COf.AL l~:!.SHHi\; VICE CI-l.~JJ.U~\I:J ) 

This :i.s :~. contempt pe:tit:ion fil•?.d by Nizs 

Brij lata ~·3:-:ena .:;n 'i:he ground th:Lt the r•::spon.ients 

right to pr·~fo:::renti:J.l treatment for the pu:rpo:=e of 

the provisions cont·S.ine.:J. in 2·~ction 25-H of the 

order of the Tribun,=tl d3.ted 1C: .~ .1993. 
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2. 

parties and h~hJ'.::! g.:m-= th.ro1.igh the rec.)rds of 

the case carefully. 

3. 

uAd.rnit. I::;.sue notice.2. to rezpc.nd·~nts 
r~Sturn~bl~ on 4.3 .·1993. In the· rre3.n­
'•lhile, if any fresh ~n-Jai.Jei11Ent of 
c3.sual 1abo1.lr iE· to be?. made b~t the 
res 1.:-.onde nts, the claims of the 
applicants under S.ecti·:m 25-H of 
the I.D. Act sh:ill b?pt in view." 

It is ob~Ji•.jU.S from Anne:xure R/1 th3.t 

There::'ifter, =>nother Cl)nt.:::m.::.:·t petition on th~3 

for a .spe·.:ific r·-=r:i .. )d \·lith effec-::. from 7 .6.1'?93 

to 31.12.1993. 
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5. Learned coun;:.el for th•:: respondents 

on th•E! ground of this c.)ntemr:.•-t r:.ctition be: ing 

frivolous and vex3.tious. HoHo2ver, the 

to the respondents • 

cvr. 

~Y~~u 
(GO PAL IJ:~ ISJ·IH!I.) 

VI(;E CHAIF.l~;.!~ 
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