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r:•rovis ions contained in Sect ion 2 5-H of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The order of 

which \~ ilful disobedience is claimed "t-Ja.e p3se.ed 

in OA No. 99/93 ,.on 18 .~ .1993 and it reads as 
/ 

follows :-

"Admit. Issue notices to responde-nts 
returnable on 4.3.1993. In the mean­
\"lhile, if c:tl:~t fresh engagement of cas ua 1 
labour is to be made by. the respondents 
the claims of: the applicant;5 under 
Section 2 5-H of the I.D. Act shall be 
kept in view • " 

2. vle have heard learned cotmsel for the 

parties anj h3ve gone through the records of the 

case carefully. 

3. It is note\•1orthy th3t a contemf.•t petition 

"''as admittedly filed b~l the petitioner and regi-

stered as CP ~h. 65/93 in resr:-ect c.f the order 
the 

d3.te.j 19.~ .1993 p2se.:;d by this P~nch ir~aforesaid 

on meri·ts c·n 18.9 .1?93 as !·t did n.::>t disclose ·3.n:'z' 

contempt. Silbseq11ently, the.· petitioner a long\'1 ith 

others had filed anothe-r contempt petition \'lhich 
I 

was re9istered as CP I-b. 79/93 ·3ris ing out of thE! 

oA aforesaid and the saj.d 1contempt petition was 
,.// .. 

not entertained by the Tribunal on the •Jround that 

it \"las not s i•JT11'2d by a11 the persons alleging ~-

contempt vide Annexure -~/3 dated 29.6.1S194 .. The 

petitioner has pleaded that despite directions of 

the Tribunal iSS'..K;d on 18.2.1993 anj despite ser-

vice of that order, th.e respon:'!.ents rrrade appoint-
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Sect ion ~ 0 of the Cc.ntempt of Courts Act, 1971 

- pro'irides that no Cc~urt sh-2111 initiate any pro-

co::•:!dings of contempt, either on its o'!i-ln motion 

or othel\'J ise, -:lfter the expiry eo£ a period of one 

ye?J.r from the dat.~ 6n t·Jhich the contempt is 

from the r.scord that the 3.lleged Cl)ntempt \lt3.s 

committed sometime during the year 1993 itself 

when fr.:;:sh hands were given app(')intmen1:s ignoring 

the claim of the petit ior1ers. This contempt 

petiti·~n has 't~en presented on 6.12 .1994. The 

limitation for initiatinoJ contempt pr,_:,ceedin•;;JS 

of contempt. Th·=- first cont~mpt t=·etition in res-

' p.~ct of thE· sam:;, ordc:r w·3s dismissed .~'1' this 

Tribun:~.l on 18":.1993 on m:::rit=- 3.s it f.J.iled t.:> 

disclose any conl:empt at a.11. Th.1.:: S•=:cond c.:onl:.empt 

as l--e in9 defecti".r'::: since it did l1•jt be3.r th•=: sign-
I 

atures of tho::: r:~~~·titioner and others. l'he petitioner 

has fa il·=d to disclos-E th;::, det3. iV: <:>f frE:sh h3.nds 
-/ I 

'·Jhich are alle:<;rcd to havE -J~:=:En en9aged by the 

resr,ondents ignorin9 ·the petiti.oner's claim. The 

are vagu.e and incomprehensible. tT-1.::, find that the 

·b)' this Trib:.tnal, ·the present contempt petition 

on the same subject in respect of the same c•rder 
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s. No order as to costs. 

~1-~ 
( H. K. VEFJviA ) 

HEMBEn (A) 

cvr. 

~~ 
(GOPA.L I<'R ISHNA) 
VICE CI-IAIF.W\ N 


