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IN THE CEHI'f~AL ADHIN.ill1FATIVE 'lP,IBtJHf-~.L 

JAIPUE EEt-X:::H/: I ,JAIPfJR 
/I 

Date of order : 11.7 ,199.5 

CP No. 17 ;'1995 

in 

OA No, 99/1993 

. . . Petitioner. 

versus 

O,h:ci V .s.. :S isodi·~ D: Others 

• • 0 • Res ,ponde nts • 

Hr. 113-hendr~ Sh::th, Counsel f.;,r the ·3rJl:·lic=tnt. 

Hr. U,O. Sh5.rm~, Counsel for thr:;: res·pondents. 

CeRAMi 

Bon' ble Hr. Gop3.l Krishn3., Vice Ch3.irrn3.n. 

Hon' bl e Hr. N .1~. Ve rnra, L\dm. "Member. 

..... 
ORDER 

( (PER HOlJ' BLE lv.f:. GO E~L l'F. ISHil<\( VICE CIIAIPf-tAN)) 

Petitiorler has filed this contempt petition 

alleging therein th2t the respondents have 

the order of ·this ·rribun3.l d:lted 18.~.1993 and 

b:l en9aging fl-esh h3.nds in servic~? ignoring the 

pe·titioner' s rio;~ht to preferential. treatment for 

the purr=·•')Se of employment. The respordents, it 
I 

is ·3.lleged by the :t=-B·titioner, h3ve ignored the: 
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provisions contained in Section ::5-H of the 

Industrial D!sp1..1tes Act, 1947. 'Ihe order of 

\o'1hich wilful disobedi~nce is cl.:t imed w·a.s p3ssed 

in OA No. 99/93 on 18 .~ .1993 and !.t reads as 

follows :-

"Admit. Iesu'= notices to respondents 
returnable on 4.3.199:1. In the mean­
l'thtle, if ·:t-1~,. fresh eng·3gement of casua 1 
labour is to be m3de by the respondents 
the claims of-' the applicant,s under 
Section 25-H of the I.D. Act shall be 
kept in view." 

2. We h3.ve heard le:irnt:d counsel for the 

r.arties an1 h3\re gone through the records of the 

case carefully. 

3. It is note'\·1orth~l that a contempt petition 

was admittedly filed by the petitioner and regi­

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

dated 18.2.1993 pa.s:=ed by this Bench if!L'aforesaid 

OA Ho. 99/93 and it \va:= disrnisse~ by the Tribunal 

on merits on 18.9.1993 as i·t did not disclose any 

contempt. Subsequently, th,~ petitioner .3longwith 

I. 
. I 

~ : 

others had filed a nothr?r cr.;.ntempt petition \-lhich 1: 

v1as regist-=-re,.:l ·3.s C~ No~ 79/93 arising out of the 1 
oA aforesaid a n1 the s.:tid contempt petition ~vas 

not entertained b~l the Tribun3.l on tt_le ground that 

it v1as not s i.;Jned by a11 the persons alleging 

contempt vide Annexure A/3 date.j ::?.6.1994. The 

petitioner has ple3.ded th3.t despite directions qf 

the Tribunal iSS'Je·1 on 18.2.1993 and despite ser~ 

vice of that orde):", the respon:le:nts made appOint-
. 4'1 

Coc; ... ,£,J-t mente of fre~h hands \·1 ith effect from ~ l.S .1993 • 
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Section ~0 of the Contempt·__.~,f ~::ourts Act, 1971 
_,// 

provides that no Court shall initiate any pro-

ce,::dings •:•f c.::>nl:.ernpt, either on its o'Tt·In motion 

or otherwise, ·:lfter the expiry of a pe1~iod of one 

yellr 'from the dat.::: on t·Jhich the contempt is 

from the record that the 3.lle.:J;.:d conternpt ~1as 

committed sc.onet.imo:: during the year 199 3 itself 

when fr-s:sh hands wen~ 'given appeintments. ignoring 

the claim of the petitioners. This con·tempt 

petition has t€en presented on E-.1~ .1994. The 

limit.ation for inH;tating contempt proceedings 

of c•:mtEmpt. The first contempt petition in res-

p~ct of th-=- S·':lm~ order was dismissed by this 

Tribunal on 18o2.1~1 93 on rrr~rit=- as ,it failed to 

discl-::>se any contempt at a11. The second. contempt 

petition in r8gard tt,:. the sam·=:: order t·JdS dismissed 

as 1:-e ing def•?Cti"'Je since it d i.d n·:>t b?3.r the sign-

atures of th.=: pe·titioner 3.nd oth,==rs. I'he petitioner 

has failed to disclose: the detail.=.: .of fresh hands 

t·lhich are -3.lleg.'3d tc• havr: b:=,:=:n engag•==d by the 

res pond•"? nts ignor :tn.;:r th~ .v:: t itione.r' s cl·"...in;. The 

a\rr:::rm.:;.ni:s m3d<: in t'-~e body of tht:: contempt petition 

by this Tribury3l, the present conternr..:•t petition 

on the s·:ime subject in respect of ·the san-e order 

is not.:. rri-1 inta in3ble ;J nd. it is also hit by the t...ar 

L(b\,W of 1 imitation. 
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4. In vi.r~w of t~he above dlsctlSSion, this 

contempt petition fails and is hereby dismissed. 

s. 

cvr. 

No order as to costs. · 

4i,~_f.f 
(OOPAL l".R lSHNA) 
VICE C I-!.2\ I.R 111\ N 
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