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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

  CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

WRIT PETITION  NO.3721  OF 2021 

Satvik Harishkumar Bhatt and Ors. ...Petitioner

        Versus

Union of India and Anr.  ...Respondents

Mr.  Rishabh  Shah  a/w Mr.  Anshul  Anjarlekar  and  Ms.  Bhakti  Jain,  i/b

Mr. Raval Shah and Company, for the Petitioners.

Ms. Nieyaati Masurkar a/w Ms. Neeta Masurkar, for Respondent No.1.

Mr.  Hiten S.  Venegavkar,   a/w Mr.  Saurabh Kshirsagar,  for  Respondent

No.2.   

Mr. Satvik  Bhatt, Mr. Vishal Joshi and Mr. Iswarlal Somla, Petitioners are

present in Court.

                   CORAM:    R. D. DHANUKA AND

                                 R. N. LADDHA, JJ.  

  

   DATE   :     16th DECEMBER,  2021  

P.C. :

1.     Mr. Venegavkar,  learned counsel for respondent No.2  raises

an  objection  regarding  the  maintainability  of  this  petition  including  the

notification  dated  12th May  2021  issued  by  the  respondent  No.2  at  the

instance of the petitioners who are the teachers of various schools run by

the respondents.  It is submitted by   Mr. Venegavkar,  learned counsel for
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the  respondents  that  out  of  8  institutions,  6  institutions  have  already

accepted and implemented the notification dated 12th May 2021 issued by

the respondent No.2.

2. In view of this objection raised by the learned counsel for the

respondent  No.2,  Mr.  Shah,  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners,  on

instructions from some of the petitioners, who are present in Court, and are

authorised to issue instructions to withdraw the petition, seeks permission to

withdraw this writ petition with liberty to file appropriate proceedings.

3. Writ  Petition  is  accordingly  dismissed  as  withdrawn  with

liberty as prayed.  No order as to costs 

4. Since the Management who is the employer of the petitioners

is  not  before this  Court  and the  ad-interim order  dated 5th August  2021

passed by this Court was to protect the Management, the said ad-interim

order stands vacated.

 [ R. N. LADDHA, J.]     [R. D. DHANUKA, J.]
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