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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-8788-2016
Date of decision: 13.12.2017

Satish Kumar ...Petitioner
V/s.
The Presiding Officer, Labour Court, Ambala and anr ...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI
Present: Mr. J.S. Cooner, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. D.S. Nalwa, Advocate for respondent No. 2.
e S
P.B. BAJANTHR]I, J. (Oral)

In the instant petition, petitioner has challenged the award passed
by the labour Court dated 29.01.2016 (Anneuxre P/1).

Undisputed facts are that petitioner has worked from March, 2011
to April, 2012 for about one year so also petitioner has worked for 240 days.
The labour Court relied on BSNL V/s. Bhuru Mal 2014 SCC 177 and extended
the benefit of compensation of Rs.50,000/- instead of reinstatement. Having
regard to the principle laid down in the aforesaid Supreme Court decision, there
is no infirmity in the order dated 29.01.2016. Thus, petitioner has not made out
a case so as to interfere with the award passed by labour Court.

Accordingly, the petition stands dismissed.
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