IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

Letters Patent Appeal No.2150 of 2014 (0O&M)
DATE OF DECISION: 05.02.2015

Ram Rattan
... .Appellant
versus

The Presiding Officer, Labour Court, Ambala and others
..... Respondents

CORAM:-  HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE S.J.VAZIFDAR, ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASTIH

Present: Mr. Rajesh Arora, Advocate for the appellant

S.J. VAZIFDAR, ACTINGCHIEF JUSTICE (Oral):

The Labour Court and the learned single Judge did not
accept the appellant’s contention that he had worked for more
than 240 days during the relevant period. The finding cannot be
faulted. As noted by the Labour Court, the appellant did not even
put his case regarding the record not having been furnished. It
is, however, now contended that the appellant has further
material which would establish his case. The material was
obtained under the Right to Information Act.
2. The appellant’s remedy, in that event, would be to file
an application for review.
3. The appeal is accordingly disposed of.

As we have disposed of the appeal, the applications for

condonation of delay in filing and re-filing the appeal are

allowed.
(S.J. VAZIFDAR)
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