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RAM CHAND

 PRESIDING OFFICER INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL PATIALA AND 
OTHERS

CORAM:
 
 
Present: 

 
 
 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)
 

1.  

filed by the p

1947 Act 

which has already been settled between the parties

under an appl

the case of the petitioner, the right being claimed has not been crystallised so 

far so as to file the said application.

 2.   

petitioner filed a legal notice

respondents 

rejected by placing reliance upon the judgment of the Labour Court, which is 

arbitrary and illegal as, the claim filed by the petitioner was not decided on 
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the application 

filed by the petitioner under Section 33-C

1947 Act (for short 1947 Act) was dismissed on the ground that the claim,

which has already been settled between the parties

under an application filed under Section 33

the case of the petitioner, the right being claimed has not been crystallised so 

far so as to file the said application. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner further 

petitioner filed a legal notice dated 09.09.2

respondents cooperative society to grant the benefits but the same has been 

rejected by placing reliance upon the judgment of the Labour Court, which is 

arbitrary and illegal as, the claim filed by the petitioner was not decided on 
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                   ........Petitioner 
VERSUS 

PRESIDING OFFICER INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL PATIALA AND 

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

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Advocate  

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral) 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the application 

C(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

was dismissed on the ground that the claim,

which has already been settled between the parties can only be executed 

ication filed under Section 33-C(2) of the 1947Act whereas, in 

the case of the petitioner, the right being claimed has not been crystallised so 

Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that the 

09.09.2024 as Annexure A-10 with the 

cooperative society to grant the benefits but the same has been 

rejected by placing reliance upon the judgment of the Labour Court, which is 

arbitrary and illegal as, the claim filed by the petitioner was not decided on 
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the application 

(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

was dismissed on the ground that the claim, 

executed 

Act whereas, in 

the case of the petitioner, the right being claimed has not been crystallised so 

submits that the 

with the 

cooperative society to grant the benefits but the same has been 

rejected by placing reliance upon the judgment of the Labour Court, which is 

arbitrary and illegal as, the claim filed by the petitioner was not decided on 
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merits and the petitioner be given liberty to avail appropriate remedy 

including the remedy before the respondents-Cooperative Society.  

3.   Keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the present 

case, the present petition is disposed of that in case, the petitioner avails any 

appropriate remedy for the redressal of his grievance to claim the wages 

before the authority competent to grant the same including the cooperative 

society and the same will be decided on merits as the claim of the petitioner 

has never been decided on merits by the Industrial Tribunal by the impugned 

award.  

4.  It is made clear that no observation is made qua the validity of 

the claim of the petitioner to be raised before the authorities concerned  in 

the present order.  

5.   The writ petition is disposed of in the above terms.  

6.  Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of. 
 

 
 

 
14-01-2025 
Sapna Goyal 

 
(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI) 

JUDGE 
 
 
 NOTE:  Whether speaking: YES/NO 
      Whether reportable: YES/NO 
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