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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.4115/2014

Ku. Pushpa D/o Tukaram Mankar

..Versus..

The Deputy Director of Health Services, Nagpur and others

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ------------- - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,            Court's or Judge's orders

appearances, Court's orders of directions

and Registrar's orders

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

CORAM  :  Z.A. HAQ, J.

DATE  :     2.2.2016

Heard  Shri  V.P.  Marpakwar,  advocate  for  the

petitioner  -  employee,  Shri  V.P.  Gangane,  A.G.P.  for

respondents  1  to  4  and  Ms.  T.H.  Udeshi,  A.G.P.  for

respondent no.5. 

The petitioner has challenged the order passed by the

Industrial  Court  dismissing  her  complaint  and  consequently,

rejecting her claim for re-employment as per Section 25H of

the Industrial Disputes Act. 

In  response  to  the  notice  issued  by  this  Court,  the

respondents  1  and  2  have  filed  an  affidavit  sworn  on  22nd
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January, 2016, in paragraph no.4 of which it is stated that the

decision is taken by the respondent no.4 that  whenever there

will be an advertisement for the post for which the petitioner is

making her claim, the entitlement of petitioner to be employed

will be considered by relaxing the condition of age limit. 

The learned advocate for the petitioner, on instructions,

states that the petitioner is satisfied with the submission made

by the respondents 1 and 2 on oath. 

The learned advocate for the petitioner, on instructions,

further states that in view of the submission made on behalf of

the  respondents  1  and  2  before  this  Court  on  oath,  the

petitioner does not want to prosecute the petition further and

seeks permissions to withdraw the petition.  

The petition is  disposed as withdrawn,  recording the

submission made on behalf  of  the respondents 1 and 2 on

oath, as stated above.   No costs.

JUDGE 

Tambaskar.                                                                              


