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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
APPEAL FROM ORDER NO. 205 OF 2025
INTERIM APPLICA'\I/'\IIgI!l-lNO. 6566 OF 2025
APPEAL FROM ORIZI)'\IIER NO. 205 OF 2025
Neeta Sonu Ssawant .. Appellant
Vs.
Mumbai Metropolitan .. Respondents

Region Development Authority
(MMR) Thr. Metropolitan Commissioner
and anr
Mr. Rajesh Kanojiya a/w Ms. Bushra Sayed i/b Ms. Pragya Mishra for
the appellant
Mr. Vikram N. Walawalkar for respondents
CORAM: GAURI GODSE, J.
DATE : 24" MARCH 2025
ORDER:

1. Not on board. Taken on board.

2. This appeal is urgently moved as according to the appellant,
there was a threat of demolition. The suit is filed to challenge the
letters issued by Mumbai Metropolitan Region Development Authority

allotting alternate premises to the appellant in lieu of the premises
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occupied by the appellant which is affected by the road widening
scheme. The suit filed by the appellant is not based on any declaration
of title to the land affected by the road widening scheme. In any event,
alternate premises is already offered to the appellant and the same is

challenged by the appellant.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant is unable to point out any right
in favour of the appellant in respect of the land affected by the road

widening scheme.

4. Hence, ad-interim relief cannot be granted at this stage.

5. In view of the aforesaid, there is no prima facie case in favour of
the appellant. The appellant cannot be permitted to stall the road

widening scheme.

6. The appeal is, therefore, dismissed.

7. In view of dismissal of appeal, Interim Application No. 6566 of

2025 is disposed of as infructuous.

[GAURI GODSE, J ]
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