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HABU PORE

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN
COURT-

CORAM:
 
Present: 
 
          
   
   
 
HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)
 

1.   

2.   

the impugned award passed by the Labour Court dated 22.12.2000 

(Annexure P

of dismissal dated 15.06.1994

3.   

present petition hence, it can be safely presumed that the petitioner is not 

interested in pursuing the p

4.   

5.   

stands disposed of.

 

 
25-03-2025
Sapna Goyal 

 NOTE:
  
  

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
   AT CHANDIGARH

   CWP-10099
   Date of Decision : 25

HABU PORE      
VERSUS

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN
-I, FARIDABAD AND ANR. 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 None for the petitioner. 

Mr. Rajneesh Malhotra, Advocate and 
Ms. Manvi Verma, Advocate 
for respondent No.2. 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

There is no representation on behalf of the 

The present writ petition was filed in the year 2001 challenging 

the impugned award passed by the Labour Court dated 22.12.2000 

(Annexure P-8) wherein, the claim of the petitioner

of dismissal dated 15.06.1994 (Annexure P

As no one has appeared on behalf of the petitioner to press the 

present petition hence, it can be safely presumed that the petitioner is not 

interested in pursuing the present petition 

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

Any civil miscellaneous application

disposed of. 

2025 
 

 
(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)

NOTE:  Whether speaking: YES
     Whether reportable: NO

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

10099-2001 (O&M) 
Date of Decision : 25-03-2025 

          ........Petitioner 
VERSUS 

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 

 ........Respondent(s)

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Rajneesh Malhotra, Advocate and  
Advocate  

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral) 

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner.  

The present writ petition was filed in the year 2001 challenging 

the impugned award passed by the Labour Court dated 22.12.2000 

wherein, the claim of the petitioner-Workman that the order 

(Annexure P-6) was bad, was not accepted. 

As no one has appeared on behalf of the petitioner to press the 

present petition hence, it can be safely presumed that the petitioner is not 

resent petition  

prosecution. 

Any civil miscellaneous application(s) pending if any, also 

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
JUDGE 

Whether speaking: YES 
Whether reportable: NO 

 

 

LABOUR 

........Respondent(s) 
 
 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI 

The present writ petition was filed in the year 2001 challenging 

the impugned award passed by the Labour Court dated 22.12.2000 

he order 

was bad, was not accepted.  

As no one has appeared on behalf of the petitioner to press the 

present petition hence, it can be safely presumed that the petitioner is not 

pending if any, also 

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI) 
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