
1

ITEM NO.12                 COURT NO.11                SECTION IX

               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). 958/2025

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  03-01-2025
in WPL No. 38579/2024 passed by the High Court of Judicature at
Bombay]

VIJAY LAHANU PAWAR & ANR.                          Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

THE MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF GREATER MUMBAI & ORS. Respondent(s)

(IA No. 6398/2025 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
IA No. 6391/2025 - PERMISSION TO FILE SLP WITHOUT CERTIFIED/PLAIN 
COPY OF IMPUGNED ORDER)
 
Date : 09-01-2025 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE BELA M. TRIVEDI
         HON'BLE  MR. JUSTICE PRASANNA B. VARALE

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. Pradeep Aggarwal. Adv.
                   Mr. Bhaskar Aditya, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s)  Mr. Merusagar Samantaray, AOR
                   Mr. Ruturaj Satapathy, Adv.
                                     
                   Mr. Surel Shah, Sr. Adv.                  
                   Mr. Prastut Mahesh Dalvi, AOR                   

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

1. Heard learned counsels for the parties.

2. The  impugned  order,  passed  by  the  High  Court,

being  interim  in  nature,  we  are  not  inclined  to

interfere with the same.

3. Interim  order  dated  08.01.2025,  stands  vacated

forthwith.
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4. At  this  juncture,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioners  states  and  prays  that  the  petitioners  be

permitted  to  make  a  representation  to  the  Municipal

Corporation,  Greater  Bombay,  to  grant  them  time  to

vacate the illegal structures, which are sought to be

demolished by the Corporation.

5. Permission  to  make  representation  before  the

Corporation, as sought for, is granted. The petitioners

may make such representation as may be permissible under

the law and the Corporation may consider the same in

accordance with law.

6. We clarify that we have not expressed any opinion

on the merits of the case.

7.  Subject to the above, the special leave petition

is dismissed.

8. Pending  application(s),  if  any,  shall  stand

closed.

    (NISHA KHULBEY)                            (MAMTA RAWAT)
 SENIOR PERSONAL ASSISTANT                   COURT MASTER (NSH)
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