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IN l'HE CENt'P.i\L /\DHITU0 n:IAI' . .l.VE IH.lBUNl\L 

J.i\IPi.E.z BEl'l:H : JAr;::ouR 

Ddte of order : 11.7.1995 

CP No. 4/1995. 

in 

v e r .~. '.1 .s 

S-hr i V .s. S isod 1a &: Ors • 

• ., 0 , 

Pet it loner. 

Rt=:spondents • 

Hr. ll2he:ndr<:~ .Shah, Counsel for the <i~-;plicant. 

l'lr. u.D. Sh2:crn=•, Cc.un:=-el for the respon:Jents • 

. .. . . . 
0 R D E R 

f'et it ioner lr:ls f :i.l.::·c.'l t.b is cont:::l'tpt p•:;:t it icn 

·the order of this r1ib.ni)l n.:.cted 18.2.1993 and 

l):>titi:~r-el··'s r·icJl"tt ·t-) nj~-:::.f,.,rr:>tlt-]'·31 .t e .. 1... ' . _ ~_. 1 ~ .. ~_ . • •. .. ~ • 

the p•.1rpose c.f E.mr~loyn~o:>.nt. The rc=:srx·n3ents, it 
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provisions contained in Section :5-H of the 

lndt-IStrial Disputes Act, 1947. '!he order of 1: 
'I 

I' 
'lrJhich \vilful disobedience is claimed \rl3.8 [-•3Ssed j 

in OA No. 99/93 on 18 .~ .1SI93 and it re:ids as_:...-=---.-'--r 

follows :-

"Admit. Issu8 notic~Ss tc• resr:ondents 
return3.ble on 4.3.1993. In ·the rneei.n­
\-lhile,if ~~.,. fresh eng:lgernent of c-:!.su:tl ; 
1a bour is t.:'l be m3de by the respondents: 
the cl-3.ims cf: the at.plican~ ttnder · · : 
Section 25-H of the I.D. Act shall be ; 
kept in view.·~/ 

;II 

2. Ne h3.ve heard learned counsel f,;:,r the 

p3.rties and have g·:me through the records· of the ' 

case carefully. 

3. It is noteworthy that a contempt petition 

was admittedly filed by the vetitionE:r and regi­

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

dated 18.2.19?3 passed by this Bench ir!c..'.."afore!2aid 

OA H:"~. 99/93 and it ,,_,as dismissed by the Tribunal 

on meri·ts on 18.9.1993 as it did not disclose ·3ny 

contempt. Subs~quently, the petitioner alongwith 

others had filed another contempt petition which 

was re9i.stered -:ts CP 1-t:,,. 79/93 ::trising out of the 

oA aforesaid and the said contempt petition was 

not enterta in~d by the Tribun3.l ~on the •Jround that 

it \·las nc>t si9ned by a11 the persons alleging 

contempt vide Annexure A/3 dated ;: 9. 6.1994. '!he 

petitioner has pleaded that d-:spite directions-of 

the Tribun3l iSS~JI~d on 18.2.1993 and .:Je~pite ser-

vice of that c.rde.r, th•:! respon~e.nts rrFLde a_ppoint-

r 

i, 
'I 

:,., 

Crt~lt."' nEnts of fre~-h h3.nds \·J ith effect from :! 1.5 .1993. · 
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Sect ion 2 0 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 

pro\rides that no Court shall initiate an}r pro­

ceedings of contempt, either on its own motion 

or otherwise, after the expiry of a period of one 

year from the date on which the contempt is 

alleged to have been commi~ed. It _transpires 

from the record that the alleged contempt t-Jas 

committed sometime during the year 1993 itself 

\-Jhen fresh hands were given appointments ignoring 

the claim of the petitioners. This contempt' 

petition has been presente~ on 6.12.1994. The 

limitation for initiating contempt proce·edings 

is ont; year from the date of the alleged com:niss ion 

of contempt. 'I'he first contempt petition in res-

pect of the same order was dismissed by this 

Tribtlnal on 18.2 .1993 on rrerits as it failed to 
<,;... • 

disclose any contempt at a11. The second contempt 

petition in regard to the same order was dismissed 

as being defective since it did not bear the sign­

atures of the petitioner and others. The petitioner 

has failed to disclose the details Qf fresh hands 

lrJhich are alleged to have been engaged br the 

respondents ignoring the petitioner's claim. 'Ihe 

averments m3de in the body of the contempt petit ion 

are vaglle and incomprehensible. We find that the 

earlier contempt petitions having been dismissed 

b~~ this Tribunal, the present contempt petition 

on the same subject in respect of the sarre order 

is not m3-intatnable and it 1s also hit by th"':! l:Pr 
-w 

0~ of 1 imitation. 
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conternpt petitL:m fails and. is ho:::reby dismissed. 

5. No order as to costs. · 

\-J)t ly 
( N.K. VER:t-'IA ) 

HEMBER (A) 

cvr. 

Ctii,(ire 
(GOPAL I<RISHNA) 
VICE CHAIRJ-¥\N 


