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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

WRIT PETITION NO.6277 OF 2017

Kirloskar Pneumatic Company Limited,
a company incorporated under the
Indian Companies Act, 1956 and
having its registered office at
Hadapsar Industrial Estate,
Pune – 411 013. ....  Petitioner

- Versus -

1. Union of India through
    (a) The Joint Secretary, 
    Ministry of Commerce having its
    office at Udyog Bhavan,
    New Delhi – 110 001.

   (b) The Joint Secretary,
    Ministry of Law, Justice & Company
    Affairs, having his office at 
    Ayakar Bhavan, M.K. Road,
    Churchgate, Mumbai-400 020.

2. The Director General of Foreign Trade,
    having its office at Directorate 
    General of Foreign Trade,
    Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. The Additional Director General
    of Foreign Trade, having 
    its office at Directorate 
    General of Foreign Trade,
    Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi.
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4. The Joint Director General of
    Foreign Trade, C-Wing, PMT
    Commercial Building, 
    Shankardheth Road,
    Swargate, Pune – 411 037. ....  Respondents

Mr. Prakash Shah with Mr. Jas Sanghavi i/by M/s. PDS 
Legal for the Petitioner.

Mr. Abhay S. Khandeparkar with Mr. Atul S. Singh for
the Respondents.

         CORAM: S.C. DHARMADHIKARI &
                   PRAKASH D. NAIK, JJ.

   
       DATE   : SEPTEMBER 12, 2017

ORAL JUDGMENT (  Per Shri      S.C. DHARMADHIKARI, J.)  :

1. Rule. The respondents waive service. Since a short 

point  is  involved  and  the  pleadings  are  complete,  with  the 

consent of both sides, we dispose of this writ petition finally by 

this Judgment and Order.

2. The facts and the issue involved in this petition being 

identical to the facts and the issue involved in Civil Writ Petition 

No.14375 of 2016, allowed in terms of prayer clauses (a) and 

(c) today by this Court by a separate detailed Oral Judgment, 
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this petition, too, deserves to be allowed in terms of the said 

Judgment. Rule in this petition is accordingly made absolute in 

terms of prayer clauses (a) and (b). There shall be no order as to 

costs.

(PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.)                            (S.C. DHARMADHIKARI, J.) 

                                                                                                            Page 3 of 3


