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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 1321 OF 2016 

Vasant Hari Gaikwad & Ors ..Petitioners
Vs.

M/s Sattadhar Construction Pvt Ltd & Ors ..Respondents

Mr. Sanjiv Sawant a/w Mr. Balvendra Singh, Mr. Nishigandh Patil i/b Mr. 
Prashant Jadhav for the Petitioners
Mr. P. K. Dhakephalkar Senior Advocate i/b Mr. A. N. Jakhadi a/w Mr. Amol 
Chile for the Respondent No.1
Mr. V. D. Patil for the Respondent No.2
Mr. Amit Shastri AGP for the Respondent No.3
Ms A Patil i/b Narayanan and Narayanan for the Respondent No.4  

CORAM :R. M. SAVANT, &
    SMT. SADHANA S JADHAV, JJ 

DATE   : 15th JUNE, 2017

P.C.

1 The above Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India seeks a direction against the Respondent No.2 to conclude the inquiry 

initiated against the Respondent No.1 developer for removing it as developer 

of the Slum Rehabilitation Scheme in question.  The second direction is sought 

to the effect that the Respondent No.2 be directed to decide the complaint 

dated 22-4-2015 filed by the Petitioners and other members of the Respondent 

No.4 as expeditiously as possible. 

2 The Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the Respondent No.2 

Mr. Patil points out that the representation of the Petitioners has already been 
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disposed  of  by  observing  that  since  the  project  is  on  going  the  Slum 

Rehabilitation Authority would verify whether the conditions of the LOI have 

been  complied  with  before  granting  any  further  approvals.   The  Learned 

Counsel  further  points  out  that  under  directions  of  the  State,  the  Slum 

Rehabilitation  Authority  has  undertaken  a  review  of  the  pending  Slum 

Rehabilitation  Scheme  which  are  under  implementation.   It  seems  that 

pursuant thereto a show cause notice dated 8-12-2016 has been issued to the 

Respondent No.1 by Slum Rehabilitation Authority under Section 13(2) of the 

Slum Act.  In the light of the said show cause notice, in our view, it is not 

necessary now to keep the above Petition pending as it is expected of the Slum 

Rehabilitation Authority that it would take a decision one way or the other 

pursuant to the said show cause notice.  With the aforesaid observations, the 

Writ Petition is disposed of.   

[SMT SADHANA S. JADHAV, J] [R.M.SAVANT, J]
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