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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO. 792 OF 2020

Susmita Tarun Das
vs.

Competent Authority, Maharashtra Rent Control Act Court, Nagpur and others
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memorandum of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - – - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Smt. Renuka S. Sirpurkar, counsel for petitioner.
Shri. A. S. Mehadia, counsel for respondent Nos.2 and 3.
Shri. V. R. Mishra, counsel for respondent Nos.4 and 5.
Smt. Mrunal Naik, AGP for respondent No.1.

CORAM :  MANISH PITALE J.

DATED  :  18/03/2020

 

  The present writ petition is not listed on

board.  Taken on board.  Pursis handed over is taken on

record. 

2. This is mentioned as a urgent petition by the

learned counsel appearing for the petitioner, although by

the pursis dated 16/03/2020, the petitioner merely seeks

to withdraw the petition.  The urgency stated on behalf

of the petitioner is that she desires to go back to Kolkata

after withdrawal of this writ petition today.  

3. By the pursis, divorce settlement agreement

is placed on record, wherein the petitioner and

respondent No.5 (wife and husband) have entered into a

settlement agreement.  One of the clauses states that
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petitioner would withdraw certain pending proceedings,

including the present Writ Petition No.792/2020.  

4. The respondent Nos.2 to 5 have no objection

to withdrawal of the writ petition, as the learned counsel

appearing for respondent Nos.4 and 5 stated that the

petitioner had already handed over possession of the

premises in question to the said respondents and that

they intend to handover the possession of the premises in

question to the landlord i.e. respondent No.2 and 3,

today itself. This is in full and final settlement of the

dispute between the parties.  The said respondent Nos.2

and 3 are also represented through counsel before this

Court.  

5. In view of the above, the petitioner is

permitted to withdraw the present writ petition and

consequently it is disposed of as withdrawn.  

         JUDGE

KOLHE/P.A.


