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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO. 1643 OF 2017

Ameeta Kirtikumar Vora .... Petitioner
Vs.
The Municipal Corporation of Greater .... Respondents

Mumbai and two others

Ms. Kavita Shah for the petitioner
Ms. Pallavi Thakar for MCGM
Mr. P. Ranjan i/b Halai and Co. for respondent no. 3

CORAM : SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK,
RIYAZ 1. CHAGLA, JJ.
DATE : NOVEMBER 28, 2017.
P.C.
By this writ petition, the petitioner has sought an order restraining the
respondent nos. 1 & 2 from taking a decision on the application of the

respondent no. 3 for transferring the propoerty.

Ms. Thakar, the learned counsel for the Corporation states on instructions
that during the pendency of the writ petition, the application made by the

respondent no. 3 was decided and the relief is granted to the respondent no. 3.

The cause of action for filing the writ petition would not survive due to
the subsequent development. Hence, by granting liberty to the petitioner to take
up appropriate steps against the order passed in favour of the respondent no. 3,
we dispose of the writ petition with no order as to costs. The points raised in the

petition are kept open.

[RIYAZ 1. CHAGLA J.] [SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK, J.]
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