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102 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-10480-2020
Date of Decision:18.11.2024

NIRBHEEK MoubGIr. ... Petitioner
Versus

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM
LABOUR COURT-II GURUGRAM AND OTHERS ..... Respondents

Sr. No. |Case Number Titled

2. CWP-10377-2020 NIRBHEEK MOUDGIL V/S  PRESIDING
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM
LABOUR COURT-II GURUGRAM AND ORS

3. CWP-10375-2020 NIRBHEEK MOUDGIL V/S  PRESIDING
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM
LABOUR COURT-II GURUGRAM AND ORS

4. CWP-10517-2020 NIRBHEEK MOUDGIL V/S  PRESIDING
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM
LABOUR COURT-II GURUGRAM AND ORS

5. CWP-10493-2020 NIRBHEEK MOUDGIL V/S  PRESIDING
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM

LABOUR COURT II, GURUGRAM AND ORS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGMOHAN BANSAL

Present :  Mr. Akshat Dalal, Advocate for
Mr. Vaibhav Jain, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Lajpat Rai Sharma, Advocate for
Mr. Vivek Khatri, Advocate for respondent No.2.

skeskoksk

JAGMOHAN BANSAL, J. (Oral)

1. By this common order, the above-noted petitions are hereby
adjudicated as issues involved and prayer sought in all the petitions are
common. For the sake of convenience and with the consent of parties, the

facts are borrowed from CWP-10480-2020.

2. The petitioner through instant petition under Articles
226/227 of the Constitution of India is seeking setting aside of Award

dated 14.03.2019 (Annexure P-6) whereby Labour Court has directed
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M/s The Maker Pvt. Ltd. to pay a sum of Rs.90,000/- towards full and
final settlement to respondent No.2-workman.
3. From the perusal of impugned order, it is evident that
workman lodged his claim against a Pvt. Ltd. Company and Labour
Court passed order against the Pvt. Ltd. Company. The said Company is
not before this Court. The instant petition has been filed by a Director of
the Company.
4, On being asked reason of filing petition by Director instead
of the Company, Mr. Akshat Dalal, Advocate for the petitioner submits
that Unit has been closed and Company is before National Company Law
Tribunal (for short ‘NCLT’). The petitioner in individual capacity has
preferred instant petition because Additional Labour Commissioner has
issued show cause notice calling upon him to comply with orders of
Labour Court.
5. The impugned order was passed against a Pvt. Ltd.
Company. The existence of Pvt. Ltd. Company is separate from existence
of Directors as well as shareholders. The Company has not approached
this Court against impugned orders. Concededly, the impugned order was
passed against a Pvt. Ltd. Company and petitioner was not a party
therein, thus, he cannot be aggrieved in his personal/individual capacity.
6. In the wake of aforesaid facts and circumstances, the instant
petitions are not maintainable.
7. Dismissed.

(JAGMOHAN BANSAL)
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18.11.2024
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