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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.9467 OF 2025
A/W

INTERIM APPLICATION NO.10013 OF 2025
IN

WRIT PETITION NO.9467 OF 2025

Solutions Infini Technological (India ) Pvt. Ltd. ] Petitioner 
Versus

The Commissioner, Pimpri Chinchwad ]
Municipal Corporation and another ] Respondents 

…..
Mr. Rashmin Khandekar a/w Mr. Saumya Kapoor, Utkarsh Singh, Turab Ali
Kazmi, Hardika Kukreja, Tanay Dubey, Sanyukta Menon, Adhishree Nolkha,
Simran Reejwani, for Petitioner.

Mr.  Rohit  Sakhadeo,  for  Respondent  No.1  –  Pimpri  Chinchwad  Municipal
Corporation.

…..

                      CORAM  :  G.S. KULKARNI &
                    ARIF S. DOCTOR, J.J.

                                              DATE       :  22nd July, 2025.
P.C:

1. Challenge in this petition is to the order dated 9th June, 2025 (“Exhibit

A”)  whereby  the  petitioner  has  been  blacklisted  by  the  Pimpri  Chinchwad

Municipal  Corporation,  Pimpri  for  a  period  of  one  year  in  the  context  of

tenders invited by Pimpri Chinchwad Municipal Corporation, Pimpri.

2. We had heard the proceedings on the earlier occasion and had adjourned

the  same  to  enable  Mr.  Sakhadeo,  learned  Counsel  appearing  for  Pimpri

Chinchwad Municipal  Corporation, Pimpri  to  take instructions considering
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the pleas which were raised by the petitioner.  Today, Mr. Sakhadeo has placed

on record an order dated 21st July, 2025 passed by Mr. Vijaykumar Khorate,

Additional  Commissioner  (II)  Pimpri  Chinchwad  Municipal  Corporation,

Pimpri ordering withdrawal of the impugned order dated 9 th June, 2025.  Copy

of  the  same  is  taken  on  record  and  marked  “X”  for  identification.  As  the

impugned order to the extent of blacklisting is withdrawn, further adjudication

of the petition is not called for.

3. Petition is accordingly disposed of. No costs.

4. We keep open all other contentions of the parties.

5. In view of disposal of the petition, Interim Application does not survive,

hence stands disposed of.

[ARIF S. DOCTOR, J.]                           [G.S. KULKARNI, J.]
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