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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO.3540 OF 2015
in

COMPLAINT (ULP) NO.960 OF 2000

Mumbai Mahanagarpalika ....  Petitioners
Karyalayeen Karmachari Sanghatana
& Ors.

Vs.

Municipal Corporation of Greater ....  Respondent
Mumbai, through The Municipal
Commissioner.

Ms. Vidula S. Patil, Advocate for the Petitioners.
Ms. Pallavi Thakar, Advocate for the respondent.

Coram : Smt. R.P SondurBaldota, J.
Date : 4™ August, 2015

PC.

1 By this petition, the petitioners challenge the order
passed by the Industrial Court on 9" December, 2011. They had
earlier filed Writ Petition No.6463 of 2014 to challenge the very
order. That petition was not entertained and was rejected by the
order dtd.11™ August, 2014 because the petition did not contain

a single word explaining the latches. The other defect in that
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petition was that the petitioners had not even bothered to
annexe the complete copy of the impugned order and had
annexed only the operative part of the order. The only
improvement shown in the present petition is that a complete
copy of the impugned order is annexed thereto. But the defect
as regards explaining the latches continues. At paragraph 20,
the petitioner refers to the earlier petition, as the cause for the
delay. The petitioner has however not explained the delay
between 2011 to 2014. Since, the petitioner has failed to make
out any case whatsoever for explaining the latches, the petition

is dismissed.

(Smt. R.P SondurBaldota, J.)



