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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
{Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURS3AY THE EiGHTY DAY CF AUGUST
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SR} JUSTICE NAGESH BHEEMAPAKA

WRIT PETITION NO: 44749 OF 2016

Between:

Venu Gajendrula, S/o. G Bikshapati. ages aboyut 39 years. Lead Analyst (Under
dismissal), M/s. B.A. Continuum India Private Limited {2 non-bank subsidiary of Bank
riex Pleasant Apartment,

£
=
!

of America Corporation), R/c Fiat 07 B-Ziock. V=
Brundavan Colony, Nizamget Road. Kukatpally Hyderahad

...PETITIONER
AND

T M/s. B.A Continuum India Private Limited {a non-bank. subsidiary of Bank of
America Corporation). Building No 3 Tower 4 Gurgaon Infospace Limited,
Sector - 21 Dundahera. Oid Deihi - Japur Highway. Gurgaon. India

2. BA Continuum Indiz Private Limiied, rep Cy #s Vice President Human
Resources, Building Nc 5  Ming Space Rahsgja IT. Park Hitech City,
Madhapur, Hyderabad

Internai Complaints Cormittee (Constituted under. Section 4 of the Sexuai
Harassment of Women at Work Place (Praventor Prohibition and Redressal)
Act. 2013, rep by its Presiding Officer B A Continuum India Private Limited
Human Resources, Building No.5 #ing Space Raheja I.T. Park. Hitech City,
Madhapur, Hyderabad

(6%

4. Usha Mallola, Senior Software Engineer. B A Continuum India Private Lim

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 228 of the Consutution of india praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit fied therawith. the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ of Certioran or any other wril and guash the order of
dismissal passed by the 2na respondent hearing No 00053421, dated 02.12.2015
and consequently direct the 2nd respendeanrt to continue the petitioner in service
as Lead Analyst with all the asttandant benstis mciuding arrears of salary etc.

Counsel for the Petitioner - M/S BHARADWAJ ASSOQCIATES
Counsel for the Respondents No. 182 - SRI DUVVA PAVAN KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondents No.3&4 - -

The Court made the foilowing: ORDER
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HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAGESH BHEEMAPAKA

WRIT PETITION No0.44749 of 2016

ORDER:

When the matter was taken up for hearing on
24.07.2024, there was no representation on behalf of the
petitioner, hence, it was directed to be listed or 08&.08.2024
under the caption ‘for dismissal’. Even today, there i1s no

representation on behalf of the petitioner.

2. It appea’s that the petitioner is not interested in

pursuing this writ petition.

3. Therefore, the Writ Petition is dismissed for non-

prosecution. There shall be no order as to costs.

As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pencing, if

any, in the writ petition, shall stand closed,
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HIGH COURT

DATED:08/08/2024

ORDER
WP.N0.44749 of 2016

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
FOR NON-FROSECUTION
WITHQUT CO&TS




