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IN THE CENI'P.:\L ADI,IINJ.,?. rr~AriVE IE·IBUN:\L 

JAIPJP.. BEl\"CH : .JAIPUR 

Date of orJer : 11.7.1995 

CP No. 15/1995 

in 

OA No, 99/1993 

Ch3.ndresh Jain 

Shri v.s.. ~i2odia .J. Ctth.ers 
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Pet it :toner. 

Respondents • 

f-Ir. U .D. Sha :crrP., Co;~nsel for thro:: re.3 pon:!e nts. 

CORANi ---
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0 R D E R 

thE order of this rr ibur.Pl dated 18.2 .19':;J 3 and. 

th·~ p·~rpose of ernr:loymenl.:. 1'li·= rcspordent:s, it 

0K.:,f,J.R is aile·]r:d by t.11.::: r·~:::~t:!.tic·ner, h3v(~ 19 n.:·rea the 
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I 
provisions contained in Sect ion 2 5-H of the -----+' 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The order of 

which wilful disobedience is claimed \'J.P.s p3ssed 

in OA No. 99/93 on 18.2.1~93 and it re3.ds as 

follows :-

"Admit. Issue notices to respondents 
returnable on 4. 3 .199'3. In the mean­
\'lhile if a-t•..~7 fre_sh ~engagement of casua 1 ,. /1 
18 bour is to 15?. m3de by the respondents 
the claims of-' the applican~ under · 
Section 2 5-H of the I.D. Act shall be 
kept in view." 

2. We have heard learned counsel for the 

parties an:1 h3.ve gone through the records of the 

case carefully. 

3. It is noteworthy that a contempt petition 

was admittedly filed by the peti·tioner and regi-

stered as CP ~b. 65/93 in res_t:-ect of the order 
the 

dated 18.2.1993 t=·asse:d by this Bench ir1 ·'aforesaid 
~ ;;L. 

OA t-b. 99/93 and it .,,_~as dismisse.:1 by the Tribunal 

on ITI€:rits on 18.9.1993 as it did not disclose any 

contempt. Subseq•1ently, the petitioner along\"! ith 

others had filed another contempt petition which 

'\<-las registered as CP No,. 79/93 arising out c·f the 

oA aforesaid an::l the said contem_pt petition \vas 

not entertained by the Tribunal on the ground that 

it \'las not signed by a11 the persons a11e9ing 

contempt vide Annexure .Z\j3 dated 29.6.1994. 'lhe 

petitioner has pleaded that despite directions·of 

the Tribun3l iss·J.ed on 18.2.1993 and. despite ser-

vice of that orde.r, the respon:'l.E:nts rrP.de appoint­

~~"'~'..: roont!: of fr~~.}~ hands '" ith effect from ::! 1.5.1993. 
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Sect ion :2 0 of ·th ... :? Contempt ,:,f Cr.:mrt:3 Act, 1971. 

or othr:::rw ise, 3fter the expiry of a period of one 

ye?Jr from the dat.=.: 6n t-lhich the contempt is 

alleged to ha",.e l~en committed. It transpires ,/ 
I 

from the rtcord that the alleged conte1npt \-las 

committed sometim.::: during t __ he tyear 1993 itself 
,/1 . 

\\'hen fr~sh hands were given appointme:nts ignoring 

the claim of the _petitior1ers. This contem1:·t 

J;•etition has l:W2en presented on 6.1~ .1994. The 

limitJation for initiating CC>ntempt proceedings 

of C·~ntempt. Th.s first c.:,nt~mpt r·etition in res-

Tribt.ln:il on 18 .,2 .1993 on rrerits a3 it fail..::d b:> 

disclose any conl:em1:)t at a11. The second contempt 

aturee of tlv:: l=··::titioner and othc:=:rs. Th.s- :r:-etitioner 

re~ pond•?. nts ignor inq t.he pet it loner,' s cl2i irtt. The 

are vague and in•:omprehensible. We find that the 

earlier c.:.ntempt p~~tlti.:ons having been dismissed 

by· this Tritnn:ll, th•:: present contempt petition 

on the same subject in respect of the sam~ r:·rder 

is not m:lint-3. inable and it is also hit by the 1:..,.3.r 

C;~,f..J-f of 1 tmitation. 
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4. In view of the a bo';e disc us s ,ion, this 

contempt petition fails and is hereby dismissed. 

5. No order as to costs. 

( N.~' k;ho 
HE1·1BER (A) 

cvr. 

C{titUJ-t 
(GOPAL l'P JSHN:\' 
VICE CHAIRt41\ N 


