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Appln. (Ref) No. CGIT-2/2 of 2014 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO.2, 
MUMBAI 

PRESENT 
 

S. S. Garg 
Presiding Officer 

Appln. (Ref) No. CGIT-2/2 of 2014 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT OF 

 

(1) DIAWA ASSET MANAGEMENT (I) PVT. LTD. 

(2) AKIRA MORITA, CEO, DIAWA ASSET MANAGEMENT (I) 

PVT. LTD. 

 
 

1. Diawa Asset Management (I) Pvt. Ltd., 
1102, 11th Floor, Tower No.2, Wing A, 
1, India Bulls Centre, Jupiter Compound, 

      841, Senapati Bapat Marg, Elphinstone Road, 
            Mumbai  – 400013. 
  

    
2. Akira Morita, CEO, 

Diawa Asset Management (I) Pvt. Ltd. 
1102, 11th Floor, Tower No.2, Wing A, 
1, India Bulls Centre, Jupiter Compound, 
841, Senapati Bapat Marg, Elphinstone Road, 
Mumbai – 400 013. 

 AND  

       THEIR WORKMEN. 

Shri Rajesh Mishra, 
Room No.71, Dular Pachu Chawl, 
Opposite Rahat Apartment, New Mill Road, 
Kurla [W], Mumbai – 400 070. 

 
       

 
APPEARANCES: 
 
FOR THE EMPLOYER(1)   : Mr. J.V. Mhaske,  

Advocate. 
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                                     (2)   : No Appearance 
                
 
FOR THE WORKMEN    : Mr. Mulchand Chetiwal, 
      Advocate 
 
 

Mumbai: dated the 08 September, 2021. 
 
 

AWARD 

1. This application is filed by the workman Shri Rajesh Mishra under section 

2A (2) read with section 10 of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

2. After the receipt of the reference, both the parties were served with the 

notices.  Matter was fixed for evidence of management. 

3. Today both parties jointly file application enclosing Settlement deed and 

also filed receipt of D.D. of RBL Bank dated 6.9.21 for Rs.6,00,000/-. Both 

parties agreed with Settlement deed and agreed that they do not require any 

further relief. 

4. Workman also asserted that he is satisfied with the settlement, no claim 

or relief is required further i.e. he is finally settled with the company without any 

future demand.  

5. This is application filed by workman Mr. R. Mishra U/s. 2A (2) of I.D. Act 

so he did not press his original application Ex.1 due to settlement. So application 

Ex.1 treated to be withdrawn or not pressed. 

6. Signatory of both parties are identified by respective advocates. So this 

case is dismissed as withdrawn or not pressed.  
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7. Accordingly I pass the following order. 

 

ORDER 

Case is dismissed as withdrawn. 

 
 
   
         Sd/-  
   
Date: 08.09.2021             (SHYAM. S. GARG) 
                 Presiding Officer/Link Officer 
                                                                                     CGIT-2, Mumbai 

 


