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provisions contained in Section 25-H of the 

Industri3l Dispt.ttes Act, 1947. 'Ihe order of 

which wilful disobedience is cl.:timed vl~.s p3ssed 

in OA No. 99/93 on 18.~.1q193 and it re3.d~ as 

follows :-

2. 

nAjmit. Issue notices to respondents 
returnable on 4.3.1993. In the mean­
\'lhile,if .;o~7 fresh engagem•:!nt of casu3l 
labour is t·:> be rrr3de by the respondents 
·the claim~ of: the applicants under 
Section 25-H of the I.o·~ Act shall be 
kept i.n view." 

\~·e: have heard learned counsel for the 

t:ilrties and have~ g.:me through the recc~rds of the 

case carefully. 

3. It is noteworthy that a. cont-=mpt petition 

\\'as admittedly filed by the petitionet~ .:tnd regi-

stered as CP t.b. 65/93 in resr:-ect of the .:~rder 
the 

dated 19.2 .19'.?3 passed by this Bench i~:tforesaid 

OA No. 99/93 and it '"a~ dismissed b~/ the Tribunal 

on meri·ts on 18.? .19?3 as it did. n::>t disclose any 

contempt. Subseq'..tently, thE: petitioner along\'Iith 

others had filed anoth·~r cont~rnpt r·etJ.tion \'Ihich 
lc 
I, 

I 
I ,.._~as r·~gistered as C.P No~ 79/93 .. :iris ing out of~he·---i ... ·.:---

oA aforesaid and the s::tid contempt J:.··etition ~·l.::J.s 

not entert.::t ined by the Tr ibun::tl on· the 9round that 

contempt vide Annexure A/3 dated 29.6.1994. 'I'he 
I 

petitioner has pleaded that despite directions "'f, 

the Tribunal iss~Jed on 18.::.' .1993 and despite ser-

I 
I 

-.JI 

vice of that order, 
p 

the respordo:: nts rrP.de appoint- _ . 
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S~ct ion 2 0 of the Contempt ·:,f Courts Act, 1971 

ceedings of C·:"~l1ternpt, . eithEr ·:.n its own motion 

·or oth~rw ise, .:J.fter the expiry of 3. period of one.__ __ _ 

year from t.he date 6n t·.Jhich the contempt is 

from the record that the a11e9ed Ct)nten'lfit \-las 

committed ~(Xnetimo:;: during the year 1993 itself 

\\'hen fr~sh hands wet\~. given appointments ignoring· 

This contempt 
£ 

petition has l:~en presented 0n ~ .• 1::!.1994. The 

' 
. limitation for initiating contempt pr.:oce:~dings. 

of C·:tntempt. The first cc·r~tempt petition in res-

]:"eCt of the sarn2 ord.:::r was dismissed by this 

Tribunal on 18 ~2 .1993 on rrerit= ·3.s it f.::J.iled to 

dist:::lf)se any coni:empt 3.t a11. 'I'h12 second contempt 

as t-e in•:J defective s inc~.::: it did not ~ar th~:: ·sign-

atures of the petitioner and othc=:r~;. 1'hE petitioner 

has f·'3. il.:;,d to di!?cl·:·se the det>=t il.:: ,;·f fresh hands 

res;:.ondent:s ignorir.9 thE. l=":!tii;ioner• s claim. The 

earl iei; contempt p•:-t lt i.:.ns ha 11ing been dismissed 

by this Trib:.m'll, th~ present contempt petition 

on the s3me s ubj ec·t. in resp~ct of the: 1::arre c.rder 

is not m3.inta inable and it. is also hit by the b=lr 

ert.N~ of limitation. 
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5. No order as to costs. 

cvr. 

Crl~~ 
(GOPAL I'FLSHN!~) 
VICE CI-IAIRH.~.N 
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