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DAVINDER KAUR

THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, LABOUR 
COURT, SECTOR
   
 
CORAM:
 
Present: 
 
          
 
  
 
HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)
 

1.    

question of law raised in the present petition was 

Division Bench of this Court wh

“Jaswinder Singh Vs. State 

already stands rejected.

2.   

have passed hence, it can be safely presumed that the pe

interested in pursuing the present writ petition in view of the fact that the 

question of law has already been upheld against the interest of the petitioner.

3.    

4.    

stands disposed of.

  
08-07-2025
Sapna Goyal 

NOTE:  
  

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
   AT CHANDIGARH

   CWP-16654
   Date of Decision : 08

VINDER KAUR     
VERSUS

 
THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, LABOUR 
COURT, SECTOR-18, CHANDIGARH 

     

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 None for the petitioner. 

Mr. Rahul Rampal, Addl. A.G., Punjab.

*** 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the respondent

question of law raised in the present petition was 

Division Bench of this Court while deciding CWP N

Jaswinder Singh Vs. State of Punjab and ors.

already stands rejected. 

No one has appeared on behalf of the petitioner and 24 years 

have passed hence, it can be safely presumed that the pe

interested in pursuing the present writ petition in view of the fact that the 

question of law has already been upheld against the interest of the petitioner.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

Any civil miscellaneous applicati

stands disposed of. 

2025 
 
(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)

  Whether speaking: YES
    Whether reportable: NO

    

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

16654-2001 (O&M) 
Date of Decision : 08-07-2025 

         ........Petitioner 
VERSUS 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, LABOUR 
18, CHANDIGARH     

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

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Rahul Rampal, Addl. A.G., Punjab. 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral) 

Learned counsel for the respondent-State submits that the 

question of law raised in the present petition was already decided by the 

ile deciding CWP No.7383 of 1998  titled 

of Punjab and ors.” and the similar claim 

No one has appeared on behalf of the petitioner and 24 years 

have passed hence, it can be safely presumed that the petitioner might not be 

interested in pursuing the present writ petition in view of the fact that the 

question of law has already been upheld against the interest of the petitioner.

prosecution. 

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

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
JUDGE 

: YES 
NO 

 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, LABOUR 

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

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI 

State submits that the 

already decided by the 

o.7383 of 1998  titled 

and the similar claim 

No one has appeared on behalf of the petitioner and 24 years 

titioner might not be 

interested in pursuing the present writ petition in view of the fact that the 

question of law has already been upheld against the interest of the petitioner. 

on(s) pending if any, also 

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI) 
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