| TEM NO 52 Court No. 11 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16661/2011
(From the judgenent and order dated 18/03/2011 in CW No.720/2005, LPA
No. 37/ 2010 of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

MOHAN SI NGH PURI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
THE PRESI DI NG OFFI CER LABOUR COURT & ORS Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for perm ssion to appear and argue in person and prayer for
interimrelief)

WTH SLP(C) NO 16754 of 2011
(Wth appl n(s) for permission to appear and argue in person and prayer for
interimrelief)

Date: 27/07/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-1n-Person
For Respondent (s) M. RS. Suri, Sr.Adv.
Ms. Suruchi Suri, Adv.
M. Brijesh Chaudary, Adv.
Ms. Pallavi Tayal, Adv.
M. Rohit Aggarwal, Adv.
Ms. Gurmninder Suri, Adv.
M. Chanchal Kumar Gangul i, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The petitioner is present in person. M. R S. Suri, |earned
seni or counsel appearing for respondent No. 2 - enployer is also
present. Both the petitioner and M. Suri submit that they are

not averse to exploring the possibilities of an amcable settlenent.
They also agree that instead of sitting across the table in a
medi ation centre, it would be nore appropriate, if Justice Kuldip
Si ngh, a forner Judge of this Court, is requested to help the parties
inarriving at a fair and reasonabl e settlenent keeping in view the
nature of the dispute and the issues that fall for determ nation

We are conscious of the fact that Justice Kuldip Singh is a
busy person and may find it difficult to spare tine for reserving a
di spute like the present especially when it does not have any nuch

less a significant public inportance. At the sane time we are
confident that a request fromthis Court for helping the cause of
justice by bringing about a settlement will not be turned down by

Justice Kuldip Singh

We accordingly, refer the parties to Justice Kuldip Singh
for exploring the possibilities of an anicable settlenent. W do not
wish to lay down the parameters of such a settlenent but the sane
could be in the formof reinstatenment of the petitioner in service and
if that is not acceptable to the enployer - respondent No. 2, for any
reason, in the formof a conpensatory paynent sufficient to redress
the grievance of the petitioner. W nmay at this stage nmention that as
per M. R S. Suri, learned Senior Counsel appearing for the enployer -
respondent No.2, there is no possibility of reinstatenent being
acceptable to the respondent enployer as there is conplete |oss of



faith and confidence between the parties. W leave it to Justice
Kuldip Singh to ook into that aspect also when the parties appears

before him

Parties are free to approach to Justice Kuldip Singh for
fixing a date convenient to Hi s Lordship. Justice Kuldip Singh shall
be free to determine his fee for the time spent by himwhich shall be
paid to himby respondent No. 2 - Enployer in its entirety.

Post after three nonths to await the outcone of the efforts
for a settlenent.
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