
ITEM NO.15               COURT NO.4               SECTION IX-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) Diary No(s). 56489/2025
[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  01-08-2025
in  PIL  No.  65/2008  passed  by  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at
Bombay]

TOYARAM GOVIND PATIL                               Petitioner(s)
                                VERSUS

MAHARASHTRA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
(MIDC) & ORS. Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION 
IA No. 290640/2025 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN REFILING/CURING THE
DEFECTS)
 
Date : 01-12-2025 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE B.V. NAGARATHNA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.V. VISWANATHAN

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. Sidharth Luthra, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Rajat Mathur, Adv.
                   Mr. Noor Shergill, Adv.
                   Ms. Anuja Pethia, AOR
                   Mr. Rishabh Nigam, Adv.
                   Ms. Mihir Joshi, Adv.
                   Mr. Swapnil Gupta, Adv.
                   Mr. Danish Faraz Khan, Adv.
                   
For Respondent(s) : 

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Delay in refiling is condoned.

2. We have heard learned senior counsel, Mr. Sidharth

Luthra for the petitioner.

3. We dispose of this Special Leave Petition by reserving

liberty  to  the  petitioner  herein  to  make  an

application  before  the  High  Court  seeking  an

opportunity to be heard in the Writ Petition i.e. PIL
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No.65/2008  as  it  is  noted  in  paragraph  3  of  the

impugned order that nobody represented the petitioner

in the High Court at the time of final hearing of the

Writ Petition.

4. Should such a request be made by the petitioner herein

before the High Court, the same shall be considered by

the  High  Court  having  regard  to  the  facts  and

circumstances of this case and in accordance with law.

We say so for the reason that the petitioner was not

heard by the High Court as is evident from paragraph 3

of  the  impugned  order  and  we  have  reserved  the

aforesaid liberty having regard to the principles of

natural justice.

5. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed

of.

(RADHA SHARMA)                                  (DIVYA BABBAR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        COURT MASTER (NSH)
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