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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 2791/2017

SRI BHAGWAN ..... Petitioner
Through: Mr. Sukhbir Singh, Adv.

versus

DTC ..... Respondent
Through: Mr. Uday Chauhan, Adv. for

Ms.Avnish Ahlawat, Adv.
CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.R. MIDHA

O R D E R

% 27.03.2017

CM 12171-12172/2017

Allowed, subject to just exceptions.

W.P.(C) 2791/2017 & CM 12170/2017

1. The petitioner has challenged the order dated 3rd March, 2017 whereby

the learned Labour Court has permitted the additional documents to be taken on

record and allowed the respondent to lead additional evidence.

2. The four documents mentioned in para 2(a), (b), (c) and (d) are signed

by the petitioner whereas one document is receipt of the money order of wages

of one month as salary notice and remaining are photocopies of the leave

applications filed by the petitioner.

3. The documents appear to be relevant for determining the real issues

between the parties and therefore, there is no infirmity in the learned Labour

Court taking the documents on record and permitting the additional evidence to

be led by the respondent.

4. There is no merit in the writ petition which is hereby dismissed. The

application is also dismissed.

J.R. MIDHA, J.

MARCH 27, 2017/dk


