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CP o, 28/9¢ (Th M, 148,/90)

Kishan 121 S8ain,

2on of Shri Pam Kizhore S3in,

Resident of Kishore Hair Dresser,

Opposite Foonam Talkies, D3usa Tehsil,
District Dausa, "

.. Petitioner
Versus
1. Shri B,B.Dave,

Senior Sugerintendent of Pastl'Offices,
Jaipur City Division,

. Jaipur,
2, uhrl Subhash Harah ' _ ;
Senior Medical OfilPPL‘FbS arnd Telegraph),
Dispensary No,2, P
E-55, Tash &ath, Tilax Magar,
Jaipur.
.. Respordents
Mr, ©.,K,J3in, counsel for ‘the retiticner
My, U, D, 8Snarmé, cournfel for the respordents
CORAM:
Hon'ble Mr, Gor2l Frizhra, Vice Chairman
Hon'ble Mr, 3,C.Vaish, Admiristriative Member
ORDER
Fer Hon'ble Mr, 8.,C,Vaish, &Ipinistrétive Memhar
e ' 2hri Kishin Lal $ain contenpt retitioner has
celing compli2nce with the

come to the Tribural =
order of this Tribun3l dated 12-9~19%4 in 0A 1o,

14g,/20, lotices w

“y o re

re izzued to the Answering

tT'

respondents wha have filed 3 reply @and contested
the contempt petition,

2, - We have hezrd Shri 2,K,Jain, counsel for the
petitioner ard Shri U.D,Sharma, coursel for the
respondents and =¥Amined the records in detail,
The Tribundl in pRragrarhe 2 arnd 4 of its order
d3ted 12-9-1994 had ruled 3z bolows
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"3, It is borre out from the record th2t the
applicant h3s bzen working 3= 2 Nursing Ardali
from 28.9.'63 with bre3ls ard he h3z heen re-

eng3ged from tims to time. ‘ i

4, In the circumstinces we direcE the responisnts
to eng@ge the Applic3nt in servics 38 3 Nursing
Ardali if the applicint hds been difengdged from
service, 2z &rd when there i€ & w2cancy in the -
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sa&il post, I the Applicdnt cld3ime Any wages

due from the respondents, he miy mike an Applic3tion
before the concerrn=d lahour Tourt in terms of the

provis ions cont2insd in Sec., 33 C(2) of the Industrial

Disputes ~ct, 1947. The & is decided accordingly

with no order 3ag to costs,
3. Tne learned counssl £ the pgtitioner has
urged that d=spite this corder the res undent° are
cortinuing the petitionsr a&s @ Mars ing Ardali with
bre;ks fter €9 days And thif was nsver the intention
of this judgment. On the other hind, the led@rned
counsel for th: Answering resgondents in their reply
héve st2ted thlt the Triburdl did not order.the

cont inucus employment »f ths peti rner without a

-

bregzk 2nd thit the Ansvering resvondents hive power

&

to employ 3 person only for £2 days 3t 3 stretech and

they are continaing to do 2o in pursaince of the above

order. of the Tritundl. They have Ffarther argsd that

the contempt pstiticnsr chose to bhe 2hsept from

1st to 17th Febru2ry, 19%¢ apd Jespite that when

he cime bicl, he wis englged,

4. Trhe 2hcve fi3ckz ghow th3t there h3s baen no
viocl2tion or non-compli2ince of the order ~f this
Triburdl ddated 12-9-1%54, Mareover, 3n eldrlier

contempt patition Mo, 134 9% wigs Jdacided hy this

Tribun&l on 11-1-19%¢ 3rd rejected hecluse the
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wishes o 23it3te his claim th3t he hould bz given
contimicous employment without hrexl;, hiz remedy

Aces not lie in the second contznpt ostition but

he should move thig Triburdl in &n originil 2ppli-

cdtion for adjudication,

. The second contempt petition i3 rejected

um

with the 3hove abhservitisn, MNokices isguzd are

dischdrgsd,

DI, / 22 C’/K&Jﬂ""

6.C.Vaish) (Gyal Krishn2)
Adguinistrative Mzmber Viee CH2irmen



