
ITEM NO.17               COURT NO.13               SECTION IX

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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  30746/2026

[Arising out of impugned judgment and order dated 21-08-2026 in IA
No.  804/2022  in  WP  No.3032/2023  passed  by  the  High  Court  of
Judicature at Bombay]

BRIGHT OUTDOOR MEDIA LTD. (ERSTWHILE BRIGHT 
OUTDOOR MEDIA PVT. LTD,) & ANR.                    Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

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

(IA No. 260486/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT)
 
Date : 08-09-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.V. VISWANATHAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI

For Petitioner(s) : 
                   Mr. Neeraj Kishan Kaul, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Mohammed Zain Khan, Adv.
                   Ms. Dhaniya Krishnan, Adv.
                   Mr. Raghav Aggarwal, Adv.
                   Mr. Md. Zeeshan Ali, Adv.
                   Mr. Mehfuz Basar Mollah, Adv.
                   Mr. Mehmood Umar Faruqui, AOR                   
                   

For Respondent(s) : 
No.1               Mr. Siddharth Bhatnagar, Sr. Adv.
                   Mrs. Kanchan Kaur Dhodi, AOR                  

For Respondent No.2
                   Mr. Lakshmeesh S.Kamath, AOR
                   Ms. Roopadaksha Basu,Adv.
                   Ms. Heenal Wadhwa,Adv.
                   Ms. Samriti Ahuja,Adv.
                   Ms. Aditi Prakash,Adv.
                   Ms. Anveshna Singhal,Adv.                   
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          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Heard  Mr.  Neeraj  Kishan  Kaul,  learned  senior

counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioners,  Mr.  Siddharth

Bhatnagar, learned senior counsel appearing on caveat for

respondent  No.1  and  Mr.  Lakshmeesh  S.Kamath,  learned

counsel appearing for respondent No.2.

2. Considering the fact that the impugned order is an

interim order, we are not inclined to interfere with the

same.

3. At  this  stage,  learned  senior  counsel  for  the

petitioners submits that the amount of Rs.11,00,00,000/-

(Rupees  eleven  crores)  has  been  arrived  at  by  the

Municipal Corporation without any basis.

4. If the petitioners have any grievance regarding the

quantum, they may move the High Court with an appropriate

application for modification of the order.

5. We  grant  time  to  the  petitioners  to  move  an

application for modification with regard to the quantum,

if so advised, before the High Court on or before 18th

September, 2026.  Needless to state that the High Court

will decide the same uninfluenced by the observations in

this order.
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6. Till then, no coercive steps shall be taken against

the petitioners.

7. With the aforesaid observations, the Special Leave

Petition is disposed of.

8. Pending application shall stand disposed of.

(ANITA MALHOTRA)                          (MANOJ KUMAR)
     DEPUTY REGISTRAR                          COURT MASTER
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