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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 11056  OF 2013

Rayappa Sidramappa Mashale … Petitioner

Vs

1 University of Mumbai & Ors. ... Respondents

Mr.  Swaraj  S.  Jadhav  i/b  Sarnath  Sariputta  Pramod  for  the

Petitioner.

Mr. Vignesh Iyer i/b Rui A. Rodrigues for the Respondent No.1.

Mr. A.I. Patel, Addl. G.P. for the Respondent Nos.4 & 5 – State.

CORAM : S.C. DHARMADHIKARI &
               SMT. BHARATI H. DANGRE, JJ.

MONDAY, 19TH  NOVEMBER, 2018

P.C. :

1 From the prayers of the writ petition itself it is evident

that  the  petitioner  is  seeking  a  relief  of  approval  to  his

appointment  as  full  time  Librarian  from  his  initial  date  of

appointment,  namely,  24th June,  1996,  and  thereafter  on

permanent basis.  However, this relief is claimed on filing a writ

petition in this Court on 15th July, 2013.  
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2 Prior  thereto,  on  21st March,  1998,  and  26th May,

2005, this relief was rejected by the competent authority.  There

is not a word, leave alone any explanation in the writ petition as

to what the petitioner was doing when the relief was denied as far

back as on 21st March, 1998 and the letter of 26th May, 2005, is

but a reiteration of this earlier stand.  

3 We  are  not  obliged  to  entertain  such  petitions  and

which  are  bereft  of  any  explanation  on  the  enormous  delay

amounting to latches.  It is evident that the University also holds

this view and when it files an affidavit, it is stated that apart from

being grossly time-barred the writ petitioner knew that on merits

as well, the relief could not be granted to him as far back as on

21st March, 1998.

4 In the  circumstances,  we  dismiss  this  writ  petition.

There will be no order as to costs.

SMT. BHARATI H. DANGRE, J. S.C. DHARMADHIKARI, J.
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