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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETTTION NO. 8322 OF 2011

Prathamik Shikshak Sahakari Bank Ltd.,

Kolhapur .. Petitioner
Versus

Kolhapur District Bank Employees Union and

Ors. .. Respondents

e Mr. T.R. Yadav i/by M/s. Desai and Desai Associates for Petitioner.
e Mr. Sanjay Kulkarni, Advocate for Respondents.

CORAM : MILIND N. JADHAV, J.
DATE : AUGUST 22, 2023.

P.C.:
1. Heard Mr. Yadav, learned Advocate for Petitioner and Mr.

Kulkarni, learned Advocate for Respondents.

2. Parties have reconciled their differences and filed Consent
Terms. Today, Consent Terms dated 22.08.2023 executed between
the Petitioner and Respondent Nos.1 to 3 are filed in Court and the
same are taken on record and marked “X” for identification. They are
signed by the Petitioner; Advocate for Petitioner; Respondent Nos.1
and 3 and the learned Advocate for Respondents. All signatories to the
Consent Terms are present in Court. They confirm execution of the

Consent Terms.
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3. Scanned copy of the first two pages of the Consent Terms is

reproduced below for reference:-

il |

INTHE HIGH COuRT OF JUMCATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO. 232X OF 201

Prathamik Shikshak Sahaknr Rank Led, Kollspur .. Pelitioner

Ve
Kaolhapur Disicict Bank Emplayees Unlan & Ans, . Respoadents
CONSENT TERMS
The parties heréin have amicably pettled the disute on the fallewing

ferms -

8} The Petitioner and the Respondent Mol Union have
entered inlo an agreement dated 28072023 in
accardance with Section 42 of the Maharashira Indusirial

: Relations Act, 1946 1o put an end to il entire dispuze.

The sald agreement & duly signed by bath the pariizs, &
capy of the said agreement is annexed hereto and marked
us Exhibit [ to these consent ferms, The sald agresment
is to be treated as part gnd parcel of thess conseit terms,

b} The Petitioner and the Respandent Mo, 1 Union agre
and undertake to this Hon'ble Coant that the parties will

abide by the terms ngreed upen within the stipulated
tinne.

€} The Respondest Mo, 3 Usion states that it has no
abjection if the petition ts disposed of as the prisvance of
Resp, No. 3 has already been redressed by the pelitioner,
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d} The order dated 11072011 pussed by the Industrial
Court. Kolhapur in Complaini (ULF) Mo, 2 of 2010
shall stond substineed by these cansent t2mms.

] The Writ Petition =hall sgond disposed of in terms of
these consent ferms.

Parmbai

Dated this 22nd day of August, 2023
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Advocate for te Petitioner Advocate for Hespondent
Nol &3
4. The undertakings and obligations given in the Consent

Terms are accepted as undertaking given to this Court.

5. Order in terms of Consent Terms.
6. In view of the above, Writ Petition is disposed.
[ MILIND N. JADHAV, J. ]
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