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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

MISC. CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 684 OF 2016
IN
CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 1112 OF 2015

Girish Jhunjhunwala .Applicant
Vs.
Dashrath Laxman Tanawade & anr. .Respondents

Mr. S. Bhagat i/b. MAG LEGAL, Advocate, for the Applicant

Mr. A. S. Peerzade, Advocate, for the Respondent No.1

Mr. S. R. Shinde, APP, for the Respondent No. 2 — State
CORAM : REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.

DATE : 30.01.2018
P.C.

By this Application, the Applicant had sought permission to
file his Vakalatnama in Revision Application (ULP) No. 67 of 2013
pending before the learned Industrial Tribunal, Mumbai and to contest

the said Revision Application.

2. Learned counsel for the Respondent No. 1 states that the
said Revision Application has been finally decided by the learned
Industrial Tribunal, Mumbai and therefore, the aforesaid Application

does not survive and is rendered infructuous.
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3. In view of the statement made by the learned counsel for
the Respondent No. 1, learned counsel for the Applicant does not press
this Application and seeks leave to withdraw the same with liberty to

challenge the order passed in the Revision Application.

4. Accordingly, the Application is disposed of as withdrawn.
Needless to state, that the Applicant is always at liberty to challenge the
order passed by the learned Industrial Tribunal, Mumbai in Revision

Application (ULP) No. 67 of 2013.

(REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.)
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