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PC.
1 There is no dispute about the fact that the Petitioners have been
allotted a permanent alternate accommodation of which the Petitioners are
now in possession. The Petitioners seek to make a grievance that the
Respondent No.4 developer who has implemented the scheme under Section
33(7) of the Development Control Regulations, has deprived the Petitioners of

the permanent alternate accommodation for more than a year and therefore

the Petitioners are required to be compensated.

2 Upon this the Learned Counsel appearing for the Respondent No.4
states that the Petitioners continued to occupy the temporary transit
accommodation for which the Respondent No.4 had to spend money by way of

rent.
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3 In our view, no relief can be granted to the Petitioners in the
above Petition, if the Petitioners are claiming compensation for the alleged
delay in handing over possession of the permanent alternate accommodation.

The Writ Petition is accordingly dismissed.

4 However, it would be open for the Petitioners to adopt such
proceedings as are available in law for the relief of compensation that the
Petitioners claim. Needless to state that any such proceedings would be tried
on their own merits and in accordance with law.

[SMT SADHANA JADHAVY, J] [R.M.SAVANT, J]
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