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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).20416/2008

(From the judgenent and order dated 23/07/2008 in WP No. 1107/2008 of The
H GH COURT OF BOVBAY)

KPMG | NDI A PRI VATE LI M TED & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
MAHARASHTRA STATE COMWN. FOR WOMVEN & ORS. Respondent ('s)

(Wth appl n(s) for PERM SSION TO FI LE LENGTHY LI ST OF DATES and prayer
for interimrelief ))

WTH SLP(C) NO 21687 of 2008
(Wth appln.(s) for permissionto file lengthy list of dates and perm ssion to file
addi ti onal docunents and office report)

Dat e: 06/ 04/ 2009 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Indu Mal hotra, Sr. Adv.
M. G rabakanan, Adv.
M. N. Ganpat hy, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Sanjay V. Kharde, Adv.
Ms. Asha Gopal an Nair , Adv

Col i n Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
Garvesh Kabra , Adv
Gayatri, Adv.

B. A. Desai, Sr. Adv.
Dattatray Vyas, Adv.
Mani sh Sharma, Adv.
Chirag M Shroff, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) NO. 20416/ 2008

This matter relates to a sexual harassment conplaint at work
place by the fifth respondent. The petitioner filed
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a wit petition challenging the jurisdiction of the Sub-Comittee
constituted by the Maharashtra State Conmm ssion for Wnen (' MSCW
for short) contending inter alia that its nenbers (respondents 2 to 4)

wer e biased and prejudged the issue. The Hi gh Court, while issuing



rule in the wit petition filed by the petitioner-Conpany, refused to
stay the hearing before the Conplaint Committee of MSCWon the
ground that prima facie case was not nmade out. Feeling aggrieved, the

petitioner has approached this Court.

On 29.8.2008, we directed that the Conplaints Conmittee of
MSCWw || not proceed in the matter till further orders. On 8.9.2008
whil e issuing notice on the SLP, we directed the interimorder already
granted to continue, on finding that a prima facie case was in fact

made out.

When the matter came up today, |earned counsel for the fifth
respondent submitted that as the natter arose fromrefusal of interim
order, to avoid any delay, the matter nay be disposed of with a
direction to the High Court to decide the wit petition expeditiously.
We find that on the facts and circunstances, the said request is

r easonabl e.
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We, accordingly, dispose of this SLP requesting the High
Court to endeavour to di spose of t he pendi ng Wit petition
(W P. No. 1107/ 2008) expeditiously preferably within a period of six
mont hs. The interimdirecti on which we have issued shall continue til
the H gh Court finally disposes of the pending wit petition. Al

contentions are left open.

SLP(C) No. 21687/2008

Aggrieved by an interimorder dated 23.7.2008 in wit
petition filed by the first respondent (W P. No. 963/ 2008), the petitioner
has filed this SLP. For the reasons nentioned while di sposing of
SLP(C) NO 20416/ 2008, we dispose of this SLP also with a request to

the H gh Court to dispose of WP.No.963/2008 filed by the first



respondent expeditiously alongwith the wit petition of the petitioner
(WP. No.1107/2008). Interimorder already granted in the SLP shall
continue until such disposal of the wit petition. All contentions are

I eft open.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Anand Singh )
Court Master Assi stant Registrar



