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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

208
  CWP-5128-1997
  Decided on : 16.05.2024

Raja Forgings and Gears Ltd.
. . . Petitioner(s)

Versus

Presiding Officer,
Labour Court, Ambala and another

. . .  Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY VASHISTH

PRESENT: Ms. Suverna Mutneja, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

Ms. Shikha Goyal, Advocate for 
Mr. Jasmeet Singh Bedi, Advocate
for respondent No.2.

****

SANJAY VASHISTH  , J. (Oral)  

1. Counsel for the parties jointly submit that despite making best

of the efforts, they failed to contact their respective clients to get required

instructions to plead the case, on their behalf.

2. Order dated 05.12.2016, recorded by the Daily Lok Adalat of

this Court, says as under:-

“Present: None for the petitioner.

None for respondent No.2.

* * * *

As  per  office  report,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner and respondent No.2 have been informed but none

has come present.   Notice issued to the petitioner has been

received  back  with  the  report,  “shifted  from  this  address”.

Notice issued to respondent No.2 has been received back with

the report, “not residing on given address.”
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compromise in this case in Lok Adalat.  Hence, we have no

option but to send the matter back to the Hon’ble High Court

for adjudication.

 Sd/-
    (R.K. Nehru)
      President

05.12.2016            Sd/-
(Ram Chand Gupta)

      Member”

3. Thereafter, twice i.e. on 15.02.2024 and 19.04.2024, hearing of

the case was deferred on request of the counsel for the parties.  Same is the

position today also.

4. Counsel  for  the  parties  expressed their  inability  to  assist  the

Court in the absence of any instructions from their respective clients.

5. In view of the circumstances and the position recorded herein-

above, this Court is left with no other option except to dispose of the writ

petition for want of prosecution.

6. Dismissed for want of prosecution.

However,  liberty  is  granted  to  the  petitioner  to  move  an

appropriate  application  for  seeking  revival  of  the  present  writ  petition,

within a period of three months from today, in case, any substantive issue

still exists along with a cause of action to the respective parties.

(SANJAY VASHISTH)
JUDGE

May 16, 2024
J.Ram

Whether speaking/reasoned:   Yes/No
Whether Reportable:               Yes/No
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