rpw-59&60-16-(901)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION
REVIEW PETITION (L) NO.59 OF 2016
IN
WRIT PETITION NO. 2478 OF 2016

Suresh Ramkrishna Mahajan & Ors. ..Petitioners
Vs.
State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
WITH
REVIEW PETITION (L) NO.60 OF 2016
IN

WRIT PETITION NO. 2478 OF 2016

Chandrabali H. Mishra & Ors. ..Petitioners
Vs.
State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Mr. Shivraj Kunchge i/b Mr. Moinuddin Khan for the Petitioners
Ms Kavita N.Salunke AGP for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3
Mr. Jayesh Mistry i/b RMG Law Associates for the Respondent No.4

CORAM : R. M. SAVANT, J.
DATE : 31° JANUARY, 2017

PC.

1 By the above Review Petitions, the review is sought of the order
dated 13-10-2106 passed by this Court in the above Writ Petitions. The review
is sought on the ground that though in terms of the said order the Petitioners
have vacated the structures, the developer i.e. the Respondent No.4 herein has
not entered into agreements in respect of the permanent alternate
accommodation as also has not paid transit rent to some of the Petitioners.
The above Review Petitions have come up for hearing on two earlier dates

when a statement came to be made on behalf of the Respondent No.4 that the
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Respondent No.4 was always ready and willing to execute the agreement as
also always ready and willing to pay the transit rent. However, in so far as the
transit rent is concerned, the procedure is required to be followed to directly
transfer the amount from the account which is in the name of the society to

the account of the individual occupant.

2 Today when the above Review Petitions are called out, this court is
informed that the agreements have been entered into in respect of the Review
Petitioners in the intervening period as also the transit rent has been credited
to the accounts of all the Petitioners except two Petitioners i.e. Petitioner No.6
(in Review Petition No.59 of 2016) and Petitioner No.10 (in Review Petition
No.60 of 2016). The Learned Counsel Mr. Mistry appearing for the
Respondent No.4 states that the process of transferring the transit rent would
be completed latest by 2-2-2017. In view of the said statement, it is not
necessary to keep the above Review Petitions pending. The Review Petitions

are accordingly disposed of.

3 In Review Petition No.59 of 2016, the Review Petitioners who
have filed the applications for being declared eligible, their applications are
directed to be disposed of expeditiously by the concerned Competent
Authority.

[R.M.SAVANT, J]
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