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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

CIVIL APPLICATION (CAO) NO.175 OF 2021 IN
MISC. CIVIL APPLICATION (STAMP) NO.2035 OF 2021 IN

WRIT PETITION (STAMP) NO. 20992 OF 2016
Western Coalfield Ltd. Vs. Maharashtra Pollution Control Board and

another
_______________________________________________________________________
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
appearances, Court's orders of directions Court's or Judge's orders.

and Registrar's Orders.

Shri K.N. Shukul, Advocate for applicant. 

CORAM :  V.M. DESHPANDE, J.
DATE     :  25  th   FEBRUARY, 2021.  

Shri K.N. Shukul, learned counsel for the

applicant.

(2) The applicant is Western Coalfield Limited, who

filed a writ petition before this Court.  The writ petition was

on stamp i.e. Writ Petition (stamp) No.20992 of 2016

however it was having certain office objections.  Inspite of

the chances given, it appears that the office objections were

not removed. Therefore, ultimately on 10.04.2017, the

Registrar (Judicial) rejected the writ petition.  Therefore,

this application for restoration of writ petition, since there

was a delay in filing the application for restoration, an

application for delay is also filed.   

(3) The application for condonation of delay as well

as application for restoration are affirmed by Shri Kartik s/o



2 7a cao175.21.odt

Navneet Shukul, learned counsel.  He explained the delay as

well as reasons for not removing office objections. 

(4) For the reasons stated in the application, I am of

the view that applications can be considered favourably.

Hence, Civil Application No.175 of 2021 is allowed.  The

delay is condoned.

(5) The Miscellaneous Civil Application (stamp)

No.2035 of 2021 for restoration is also allowed.  The writ

petition is restored to the file.  Counsel for the applicant

shall remove the office objections within a period of four

weeks from today.

CIVIL APPLICATION (CAO) NO.780 OF 2017 AND MISC.

CIVIL APPLICATION (STAMP) NO.12037 OF 2017

(6) Learned counsel for the applicant submits that he

is not pressing these applications. 

(7) Hence, the both civil applications are disposed of

as not pressed.

JUDGE

Wagh


