
 

      IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
 

 (255)  
  
  
M/S PSA Nitrogen Ltd.

The Presiding Officer, Labour Court
Faridabad and 
 
CORAM: 
 
Present:  

  

KULDEEP TIWARI

1.  

hereinafter extracted order, upon the instant writ petition :

2.   

representation on behalf of the petitioner, in the Court. Even, on the last date 

of hearing, no one has caused appearance to represent the petitioner. 

3.   

not interested in pursuing the instant writ petition anymore. 

4.  

prosecution.

     
September 22
Manpreet 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
               AT CHANDIGARH

     
     
   

M/S PSA Nitrogen Ltd.    

         Versus

The Presiding Officer, Labour Court-II,  
and another     

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

None for the petitioner. 
 
Mr. Shashi Kumar Yadav, Advocate for respondent No.2

         **** 

KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(ORAL) 

This Court, vide order dated 09.09.2025, had passed the 

hereinafter extracted order, upon the instant writ petition :

“There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner, 

today in the Court. 

However, purely in the interest

adjourned to 22.09.2025, for arguments.

To be taken up immediately after the urgent list.   

No further request for an adjournment on behalf of either 

of the parties concerned, shall be entertained.

Today, the matter was called twice. However, t

representation on behalf of the petitioner, in the Court. Even, on the last date 

of hearing, no one has caused appearance to represent the petitioner. 

At this stage, this Court can safely presume that the petitioner is 

not interested in pursuing the instant writ petition anymore. 

Consequently, the instant writ petition is 

prosecution.   

     
22, 2025 

   
Whether speaking/reasoned

 Whether reportable 
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   …Petitioner 

Versus 

    ...Respondents 

KULDEEP TIWARI 

Shashi Kumar Yadav, Advocate for respondent No.2.  

This Court, vide order dated 09.09.2025, had passed the 

hereinafter extracted order, upon the instant writ petition :- 

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner, 

However, purely in the interest of justice, the case is 

adjourned to 22.09.2025, for arguments. 

To be taken up immediately after the urgent list.     

No further request for an adjournment on behalf of either 

of the parties concerned, shall be entertained.”    

called twice. However, there is no 

representation on behalf of the petitioner, in the Court. Even, on the last date 

of hearing, no one has caused appearance to represent the petitioner.  

ourt can safely presume that the petitioner is 

not interested in pursuing the instant writ petition anymore.  

Consequently, the instant writ petition is dismissed for want of 

     (KULDEEP TIWARI)   
         JUDGE  

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

 

 

This Court, vide order dated 09.09.2025, had passed the 

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner, 

of justice, the case is 

No further request for an adjournment on behalf of either 

 

here is no 

representation on behalf of the petitioner, in the Court. Even, on the last date 

ourt can safely presume that the petitioner is 

dismissed for want of 
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