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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

WRIT PETITION NO. 3407  OF  2013

Ramesh Ramaji Warudkar

-vs-

Nagpur Housing and Area Development Board, Nagpur thr.Chief Officer and others

AND

WRIT PETITION NO.  3453  OF  2013

Ms.Sangita D/o Ravindranath Chakravarty

-vs-

Nagpur Housing and Area Development Board, Nagpur thr.Chief Officer and others

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Office notes, Office Memoranda of
Coram, appearances, Court's orders Court's or Judge's Orders.
or directions and Registrar's orders.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Writ Petition No.3407 of 2013

Mr. B.G.Kulkarni, counsel for the petitioner.
Mr. H.N.Verma, counsel for the respondent No.1.
Mr.M.V.Samarth, counsel for the respondent No.2.
Mr. S.M.Puranik, counsel for the respondent No.3.
Mr. Anjan De, counsel for the respondent Nos.4 and 5.
Mr. Anand Parchure, chousel for the respondent Nos.6 to 24.

Writ Petition No.3453 of 2013

Mr. Anjan De, counsel for the petitioner. 
Mr. H.N.Verma, counsel for the respondent Nos.1 and 2.
Mr. B.G.Kulkarni, counsel for the respondent No.3.
Mr. A.V.Palshikar, AGP for the respondent No.4. 

CORAM  : SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK  &

 A.S.CHANDURKAR, JJ.

DATE     : 19.01.2016.

By these writ petitions, the petitioners have sought a 

direction  to  the  respondent-Corporation  to  take  appropriate 

action  for  removal  of  the  unauthorized  structure/construction 

complained of, in the housing society. 

The learned counsel for the petitioner states that in 

terms of the orders passed by this court from time to time, the 

respondent-Corporation has taken appropriate steps to remove 
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the  unauthorized  construction/structure  complained  of  in  the 

housing  society,  specially  after  the  petitioners  had  filed  the 

contempt petition for initiating action against the officers of the 

Corporation.  It  is  stated  that  almost  all  the  unauthorized 

structures/construction complained of, have been removed.

In view of the aforesaid, nothing survives in the writ 

petitions and the same are disposed of with no order as to costs. 

     JUDGE      JUDGE
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