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IU THE CEN'IHAL ADNINJS IF-A riVE 'IRIBUN.'\L 

JAIPUH BEl~H : JAIPUR 

CP No. 21/1995 

in 

OA 99/199_ 3 Ng. I ' 

Ashok Kun'Flr B:lrotia 

Date of or3er : 11.7.1995 

ri 

'' I 

I: 
••• Petitioner. I 

~ 
·I 

versus 

• • Q • Res r:.onde nts f • 

Mr. l1:lhendr·:t Shah, Counsel f·:lr the ,:Lpf!licant. 
·'/ I 
ft'/ 

t-1r. u.o. SharrrP- 1 Ct:ltmsel for th.::: respondents. 

CeRAMi 
•. 

Hon' bl"=! l1r. Gop3.l I':r ishn3. 1 Vice Ch:.l i1.1n:J. n. 

Hon' ble Mr. N.l~. Verrrr':i 1 1\.jm. f.~mber • 

. . . . . 
ORDER 

( (FEF. HON' BLE Jv.~:. GOPi~L l'F.L3HU">-, VICE CHAIF:.r-lA.H)) 

Petiti•:lner has filE!d this C·.)ntempt petition 

alleging ther"='in that the respoh:lent:: h3ve 

committed contempt of Court by not implementing 

the order of this ·r~-ibr.m3.l d~ted 18 .~ .1993 and 

by engaging fresh h-3.nds in service ignoring the .. 

petitioner's ;right to preferenti·:.ll treatment for 

the purr~se of employment. The· respon3.ents, it 
! 

CrlMw is alleged by the petitioner, have ignored the 

• • 2 •• 

I 
I 

',' .. . . , 



\ 

-. 

- 2 - I 

provisions contained in Section 25-H of the :I 

Indu.strial Disputes Act, 1947 •. '!he order of 

which wilful disobedience is claimed wa.2 p3ssed 
<• 

in OA No. 99/93 on 18.2.1993 and it reads as l 
i' 

follows :-
Ji 

ii 
I "Admit. Issue notices to respondent·~~.-----<-

returnable on 4.3 .199'3. In the mean-
\'lhile, if .::ti~T fresh en9agement of casua 1 
labour is to be rr~de by the respondents 
the claims of the applicani:$under 
Section 2 5-H of the I.D. Act shall 'be 
kept in view." 

2. We have heard learned counsel for the 

parties and h3.ve gone through the records of the 

case carefully. 

3. It is noteworthy that a cont.:.mpt petition 

t..,ras admittedly filed by the petition~r and regi-

stered as CP tb. 65/93 in res:pect of the order 
the 

dated 19.2.19?3 pas2ed by this Bench i'1..:_:':lforesaid 

OA N.:~. ?9/93 and it ,..,a2 dismisse,:l by the Tribunal 

on merits on 18.9 .19?3 as it did not disclose any 
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contempt. Subseq'Jently, the petitioner alongwith t. 

others had filed another contr:mpt :petition \'lhich 

was re9isb:red ·3.s C~ :toM:>,. 79/93 ·~risi'ng out of the 

oA aforesaid an? the said contempt petition was 

not entertained by the Tr ibtuPl on the ground that 

it \"1as nr:;,t s i.;~n•:=:d by a11 the persons a11e9ing 

contempt vide Annexure A/3 dated 29.6.199.!. 'lhe 

petitioner has pleaded that d~s~:dte directions of 

the Tribunal iss·1r=d on 18.2.1993 and despite ser-

vice of that order, the respon:l~nts m3-de appeint-

ments of fre~h hands \·J ith effect from 21.:. .1 ~93. 

• • • 3 •• 

"-'\ i 

' • ! 



.. 

- .4 -

contempt Petition fails and is h<Oreby dismissed. 

S. .No order as to costs. 

( N~:~~J 
HEMBER (A} 

cvr. 

C-ri::M.t.J.e . 
(GOPAL KR lSHJ\JAJ 
VICE CHAIRtvri\ N 


