IN THE JUDICATURE OF HIGH COURT AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

39 WRIT PETITION NO. 10858 OF 2022

Cipla Ltd. Through Its Director - Hr
VERSUS

Govind Piraji Bhikane And Another

Advocate for the Petitioner : Mr. Marlapalle Yugant Ramchandra
Advocate for Respondent No.1 : Mr. Golewar Vishwanath P.

CORAM : ARUN R. PEDNEKER, }J.

Dated : August 05, 2024
PER COURT :-

1. Heard the learned Counsel for parties. The primary contention of
the petitioner is that the Labour Court ought to have framed preliminary
issue of jurisdiction. The petition is filed in the year 2022 and substantial
time has passed by, and that issue of jurisdiction along with other issues
is also formulated by the Labour Court by its order dated 21/06/2022. The

petitioner has also filed his written statement in the matter.

2. Learned Counsel appearing for the respondent No.l/ original
applicant submits that the issue as regards territorial jurisdiction is not
formulated by the Labour Court. Learned Counsel for the opponent has
no objection in the event that such a prayer is made to the concerned
Court to include the issue of territorial jurisdiction in the issues already
framed and the Court may decide the same in accordance with law.

Liberty is granted.
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3. Thus, this Court would not interfere impugned order of the
Tribunal framing all the issues together. However, at the request of the
learned Counsel for both the parties, the Labour Court is directed to
decide the pending Application (WCFA) No0.18/2021 within a period of six

months from the date of production of this order.

4. Learned Counsel submit that they would co-operate in disposal of

the application (WCFA) No.18/2021.

5. With above observation, the petition is disposed of.

( ARUN R. PEDNEKER, J.)

vj gawade/-.
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