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        ITEM NO. 112            COURT NO. 7             SECTION  XV

                S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A

                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

        CIVIL APPEAL NO.  11895/1996

        Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board & Ors.    ..      Appellant (s)

             Vs.

        Workman Sukhbir Singh & Anr.            ..      Respondent(s)

        DATE    : 23.11.2000 :     This/These matter (s) was/were
                                   called  on for hearing  today.

        CORAM   :

                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAJENDRA BABU
                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.P. MOHAPATRA
                    HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. PHUKAN

        For Appellant  (s)   :     Mr. R.N. Keshwani, Adv.

        For Respondent (s)   :     Ms. S Janani, Adv.
                                   Mr. A.S. Chahil, Adv.

              UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                 O R D E R
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                The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.

.SP1

             Charanjit                           [ Rani Rani Bhatia ]
                                                  Court Master

                [ Signed order is placed on the file ]



                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                     CIVIL APPEAL NO. 11895/1996@@
                     CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

        Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board          ..     Appellants
        & Ors.

            Vs.

        Workman Sukhbir Singh & Anr.           ..     Respondents

                              O_R_D_E_R@@
                              AAAAAAAAA
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                It  is brought to our notice that the respondent No. 1
        had  been  employed pursuant to the award made by  the  Labour
        Court  in the year 1995.  No useful purpose would be served by
        examining  the  question raised on behalf of  the  appellants.
        The appeal is, therefore,  dismissed.
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                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                [ S. RAJENDRA BABU ]@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                                                .....................J@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                [ D.P. MOHAPATRA ]   @@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                [ S.N. PHUKAN ]@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
        New Delhi,@@
        AAAAAAAAAA
        November 23, 2000@@
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