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ORAL JUDGEMENT

Heard | earned advocate M. T.R Mshra for the
petitioner; Ms. Pandit, learned AGP for the respondent



NO. 1 and M.H S Minshaw, |earned advocate for respondent
NO. 3. In this petition, rule was issued by this Court on
4t h Novenber, 1993 with a direction to take effective
steps nmeanwhile for enforcing the recovery in question
These directions were issued against the respondent No.3
who has been subsequently joined in the present petition
as respondent No.3 and in response to the notice issued
by this Court, respondent No.3 has issued through I earned
advocate M. Minshaw. Learned AGP Ms. Pandit has
appeared for respondent No.1 only. No one has renained
present for respondent No. 2.

The main grievance raised by the petitioner in

this petition is that he filed recovery application no.
3020 of 1989 before the |abour court, Ahnmedabad wherein
the |labour court, Ahnmedabad has passed an order on 3rd
May, 1990 granting the said recovery application wth a
direction to the respondent no.2 to pay Rs.15,881.25 ps.
Since the respondent No.2 has not paid the amunt as
ordered by the |abour court, the petitioner approached
the | abour court with a request to issue the recovery

certificate in favour of the District Collector

Therefore, the |abour court has i ssued recovery
certificate under section 33-C (1) of the |I.D. Act, 1947
dated 13.7.1990. After receiving t he recovery

certificate, no effective steps were taken by t he
District Collector for effecting the recovery in question
for a period of about three years and, therefore, the
petitioner has approached this Court by way of this
petition.

During the pendency of this petition, it was

brought to this Court's notice that the recovery is
required to be effected by the District Devel oprment
Oficer, Ahnedabad and, t heref ore, t he Di strict
Devel opnent Officer was joined as a party to the present
petitioner as respondent No.3. Mire than ten years have
passed and yet no effective steps have been taken by the
respondent NO. 3.

Therefore, in view of these facts, it is directed

to the respondent No.3 to recover the amount as specified
in the recovery certificate if the said anount is not
recovered so far and to deposit the sanme before the
| abour court, Ahmedabad within two nonths fromthe date
of receipt of copy of this order. Rule is nade absolute
accordingly with no order as to costs.

29.6.2002. (H K Rathod,J.)
Vyas



