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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
FAO No. 7301 of 2011 (O/M)
Date of decision : 12.5.2015

Surjeet Singh and another ..., Appellants

Versus
Bidami and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- Ms. Rupinder K. Thind, Advocate, for the appellants.
Mr. Dheeraj Narula, Advocate,for respondents No. 1 to 8.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see
the judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

3 Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

KULDIP SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the appellants as well as learned
counsel for respondents No. 1 to 8 have stated that the parties have
effected compromise, under which the amount of compensation has
been received by respondents No. 1 to 8, who were applicants
before the Commissioner under the Workmen's Compensation Act,
Circle Sirsa (in short 'the Commissioner'). Therefore, their claim has
been satisfied. It has been further requested that some other
amount was ordered to be deposited before the Commissioner and
the respondents/applicants before the Commissioner have no
objection, if the same is refunded to the present appellants.

In view of the matter, the present appeal is disposed of in
terms of the compromise.

The amount now lying deposited before the
Commissioner is ordered to be refunded to the appellants as the

claim of the respondents/applicants has been satisfied.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
12.5.2015
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