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108 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-20069-2022
Date of decision : 03.05.2023

Nanu Ram ...Petitioner
Vs.

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

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Dr. Sumati Jund, Advocate for the petitioner.
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MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

Petitioner has filed this writ petition under Article 226
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ in the nature of certiorari for
quashing the impugned award dated 30.03.2017 (Annexure P-2) passed by
Presiding Officer, Labour Court, Ambala/respondent No.1, whereby his claim
for reinstatement with full backwages was rejected.

Learned counsel has submitted that the petitioner had joined as
Chowkidar in Government Girl School, Sajuma, District Kaithal on 01.06.2010
and was drawing salary of Rs.1000/-, but his services were terminated on
18.09.2014 by the respondent No.2 without giving him any notice. She submits
that the juniors to the petitioner were retained and even fresh appointments
were also made after his termination. She has contended that the claim of the
workman seeking reinstatement with full backwages has been wrongly and
illegally decided against the petitioner-workman by the Presiding Officer,
Labour Court, Ambala, therefore, through this writ petition the petitioner-

workman is seeking indulgence of this Court by invoking extra ordinary writ
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jurisdiction under Article 226 Constitution of India.

During the course of hearing, it is not disputed by learned counsel
that the services of the petitioner were allegedly terminated on 18.09.2014 and
the industrial dispute raised by him was decided through impugned award
dated 30.03.2017, whereas the writ petition has been filed after a delay on
01.09.2022.

In view of above, this Court does not find any ground to exercise
the extra ordinary writ jurisdiction under Article 226 Constitution of India, as

the claim raised by the petitioner-workman suffers from delay and latches.

Dismissed.
(MANOJ BAJAJ)
JUDGE
03.05.2023
vanita
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No

Whether Reportable : Yes No
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