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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
(213) CWP-10337-2000 (O&M)

Date of Decision : February 27, 2025

Bakhshish Singh and others .. Petitioners

Versus

The Presiding Officer, Labour Court, Gurdaspur and another
.. Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: None for the petitioners.

Mr. Rahul Sharma, Advocate, for respondent No.2.

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI J. (ORAL)

1. On the last date of hearing, no one had appeared on behalf of
the petitioners. On the last date of hearing i.e. 16.12.2024, following order

was passed:-

“1. The petitioners through instant petition under
Articles 226/227 of the Constitution of India are seeking
setting aside of Award dated 09.09.1999 (Annexure P-1)
whereby Labour Court has answered the reference against
them.

2. The petitioners are ex-workers of respondent-Batala
Coop. Sugar Mills Ltd., Batala. They were appointed during
strike in the factory. They worked during 1989-1990. They
challenged their termination on the ground that they were
regularized vide order dated 02.08.1990 passed by Managing

Director.
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3. The Management terminated petitioners on the ground
that they were appointed for a particular crushing season and
their services were regularized by Managing Director while he
was under transfer. The order of Managing Director was bad,
thus, the same was recalled and workers were relieved.

4. There is no representation on behalf of the petitioners-
workmen. They were terminated on 25.08.1990 and impugned
Award was passed on 09.09.1999. Prima facie there seems no
reason to set-aside impugned Award, at least at this belated
stage.

5. In the interest of justice, adjourned to 27.02.2025.

6. A photocopy of this order be placed on the file of the

connected case.”
2. Today again, there is no representation on behalf of the
petitioners. Hence, it can be safely presumed that the petitioners are not
interested in pursuing the present writ petition.
3. Dismissed for non-prosecution.
4. Civil miscellaneous application pending if any, also stands

disposed of.

February 27, 2025 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
harsha JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes
Whether reportable : No
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