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HARSHADA H. SAWANT
               (P.A.)                 
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WRIT PETITION NO.5629 OF 2014

M/s. Century Rayon .. Petitioner
                  Versus
Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation .. Respondent

WITH
INTERIM APPLICATION NO.9636 OF 2025

IN
WRIT PETITION NO.5629 OF 2014

M/s. Century Rayon .. Applicant
IN THE MATTER BETWEEN:
M/s. Century Rayon .. Petitioner
                  Versus
Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation .. Respondent

WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.5630 OF 2014

M/s. Century Rayon .. Petitioner
                  Versus
Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation .. Respondent

WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.5631 OF 2014

M/s. Century Rayon .. Petitioner
                  Versus
Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation .. Respondent

WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.5632 OF 2014

M/s. Century Rayon .. Petitioner
                  Versus
Ulhasnagar Municipal Corporation .. Respondent

WITH
(12) INTERIM APPLICATION NO.9636 OF 2025

IN
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WRIT PETITION NO.5629 OF 2014
....................

 Mr. Vaibhav Joglekar, Senior Advocate i/by Mr. Drupad S. Patil and
Mr. Rugwed R. Kinkar, Advocates for Petitioner. 

 Mr. Anil Sakhare, Senior Advocate a/w. Mr. Milind More, Advocate
for Respondent.

...................

CORAM : MILIND N. JADHAV, J.

DATE : JULY 07, 2025
P.C.  :  

1. Heard Mr. Joglekar, learned Senior Advocate for Petitioner

and Mr. Sakhare, learned Senior Advocate for Respondent.   

2. In view of the order dated 23.06.2025, the pleadings in Writ

Petitions are complete.  However in the interregnum, there is letter

which  is  issued  to  Petitioner  –  Company  by  the  Respondent  –

Corporation with respect to revisiting the same cause action according

to Mr. Joglekar.

3. Petitioner  –  Company  has  filed  an  Interim  Application

seeking restraint.

4. Mr. Sakhare would submit that he may be permitted to file

Affidavit-in-Reply to the Interim Application.

5. Though I have heard both the learned Senior Advocates at

the bar, I am inclined to grant time to Mr. Sakhare, to justify further

cause of action of the Respondent – Corporation.
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6. In the meanwhile, it is directed that no coercive steps shall

be taken against Petitioner – Company by Respondent – Corporation.

7. Stand over to 14th July, 2025.  To be treated as “Part-Heard”.

H. H. SAWANT                   [ MILIND N. JADHAV, J. ]
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