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                IN  THE  HIGH  COURT OF  JUDICATURE  AT  BOMBAY

 ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

NOTICE OF MOTION NO. 537 OF 2018
IN

WRIT PETITION NO.3194 OF 2018
Suyog Telematics Limited …...Applicant/

      Petitioner
versus
Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai and ors. …..Respondents

Mr. Ansari Asggar Kalim, advocate for the applicant/petitioner.
Ms. Rupali Adhate, advocate for the Corporation.
Mr. Milind More, AGP for the State.

        CORAM  :  RANJIT  MORE &
                           REVATI MOHITE DERE, JJ.

        DATE      :  18th DECEMBER,  2018.
P. C. :

The  above writ petition was placed for admission before this

Court on 30th October,  2018. Since nobody appeared on behalf of the

petitioner, the petition came to be dismissed in default. In paragraph 7

of  the affidavit-in-support  of  the notice  of  motion,  the petitioner  has

stated that by inadvertence,  he failed to notice the matter which had

appeared on board on 30th October, 2018 and, therefore, he could not

remain present before the Court on the said date.

2. In the facts and circumstances of the case, we are satisfied

that the petitioner  has  sufficiently explained the reason for restoration.

The notice of motion is, accordingly, allowed in terms of prayer clause (a)

and, the writ petition is restored to its original file.

3. The notice of motion stands disposed of.

[REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.]                                           [RANJIT MORE, J.]
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