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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 2580/2017 & CAV 259/2017 & CM Appls. 11163-
11164/2017, 11167/2017

G4S SECURE SOLUTIONS (INDIA) PVT. LTD. ..... Petitioner
Through: Mr.Amitabh Chaturvedi and

Mr.Sumit Kumar Shukla, Advocates

versus

REGIONAL P.F. COMMISSIONER-I & ORS ..... Respondents
Through: Mr.Keshav Mohan, Mr.Rishi K.

Awasthi and Mr.Piyush Vatsa,
Advocates for R-2 along with
Mr.Jagmohan, Addl. CPF
Commissioner and Mr.Amit Vashist,
Regional PF Commissioner
Mr.R.S. Jena, Advocate for R-3 &
R-4

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.R. MIDHA

O R D E R
% 24.07.2019

1. Arguments partly heard.

2. List for continuation of the arguments on 13th September, 2019 at

02:30 PM.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the Contract Labour

(Regulation and Abolition) Act, 1970 is not applicable to the petitioner

which is strongly disputed by learned counsel for the Provident Fund

Commissioner.

4. The Managing Director of the petitioner is directed to file an affidavit

before this Court with respect to the applicability of the Contract Labour

(Regulation and Abolition) Act, 1970 on the petitioner within two weeks.
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The response thereto be filed by the Provident Fund Commissioner within

two weeks thereafter.

5. Mr. Keshav Mohan, learned standing counsel for the Provident Fund

Commissioner submits that Mr. Shambhu Prasad, respondent No.3 has made

a frivolous complaint to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner against

him in an attempt to remove the counsel from the present case. Learned

standing counsel handed over the copy of the complaint dated 22nd May,

2019 which is taken on record.

6. This Court is satisfied that respondent No.3 has made a frivolous

complaint and has attempted to interfere with the administration of justice.

7. Issue show cause notice to respondent No.3 as to why the proceedings

of Contempt of Court be not initiated against the respondent No.3.

8. Respondent No.3 shall remain present in Court on the next date of

hearing.

9. Copy of this order be given dasti to counsels for the parties under the

signatures of the Court Master.

J.R. MIDHA, J.
JULY 24, 2019
ds
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