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      IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE  JURISDICTION

Appeal from Order No.285 of 2024
a/w

Interim Application No.7437 of 2024
in

      Appeal from Order No.285 of 2024

Anusaya Chhagan Chawle .… Appellant.
Vs. 

Ashok Govind Sambre & Ors. .... Respondents.
  ...

Mr  Kunal  Bhanage  a/w  Mr  Vasim  Siddiqui  a/w  Ms  Priyanka
Acharya i/by Mr Akshay Pawar for appellant.

Mr  NN  Bhadrashete  a/w  Priyanka  Bhadarshete  for  respondents
No.1 to 3.

Ms Smita V Tondwalkar for respondents No. 4 and 5- MCGM.

                                                               Coram : R. N. Laddha, J.
                 Date : 10 April 2024.  

P.C. :

Heard the learned Counsel for the parties.

2. It is the grievance of the petitioner plaintiff that respondents/

defendants No.1 to 3 are engaging in unauthorised and unlawful

construction activities on the suit site.  However, the authorities of
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the respondent/corporation have not taken any action against the

defendants, nor have they addressed the petitioner’s complaints.  

3. After hearing the matter for some time, the learned Counsel

for the appellant submits that the sole grievance of the appellant

lies  in  the  fact  that  the  concerned authorities  of  the  respondent

corporation have not yet decided the complaints dated 11 March

2024 and 18 March 2024. The appellant seeks a directive for the

timely resolution of these complaints by the concerned authorities

of the respondent corporation. 

4. In  light  of  this,  the  respondent  corporation  is  directed  to

decide  the  complaints  above,  on  their  own  merits  and  in

accordance with the law, expeditiously and as far as possible within

eight weeks from the receipt of this order.

5. Accordingly, the appeal stands disposed of. As a sequel, the

pending application also stands disposed of.

6. It is made clear that this court has not examined the merits of

the matter, and all contentions of the parties are left open.  

                  [ R. N. Laddha, J. ]

                                                          


