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1. This Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed
praying for following substantive reliefs:

A. that this Hon'ble Court be pleased to issue a writ of Mandamus or
a Writ in nature of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ, order
or direction under Article 226 of the Constitution of India thereby
direct Respondent Nos. 1 & 2 to enforce the MOU dated
23.06.2022 strictly and restrain Respondent No. 3 from collecting
any amount beyond Rs.14,18,000 (exclusive of statutory taxes) from
purchasers.

B. That this Hon'ble court may be pleased to issue necessary
directions and declare that Clauses no.3 to the extent of payment of
sum of Rs. 2,00,000/- to 3,00,000/- to the promoter towards table
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mentioned therein of the Agreement to Sell (Annexure "B") are void,
unenforceable and contrary to law.

C. During the pendency of this Writ Petition this Hon'ble Court may
be pleased to restrain Respondent No.3 from demanding/collecting
development charges or penalties; as well as direct Respondent No.2
MHADA to monitor and ensure completion of construction without
further delay.

D. That this Hon'ble Court be pleased to issue a writ of Mandamus
or a Writ in nature of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ,
order or direction under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
thereby direct Respondent No 3 from withholding possession or
charging penalties for alleged delayed payments not attributable to
purchasers as well as order to refund of all amounts illegally collected
towards "development charges" with 12% interest.

E. That this Hon'ble court may be pleased to issue necessary
directions to Respondent No.3 to completion of all infrastructure and
amenities as per MOU within the original 36-month timeline and if
delayed then impose costs and pass such further orders as deemed fit.

2. After this Petition was heard for some time, learned counsel for the

Petitioner, on instructions, and rightly so, seeks leave to withdraw the Petition with

liberty to the Petitioner to take recourse to appropriate remedies as available in law.

3. The Petition is allowed to be withdrawn with liberty as prayed for.
4. All contentions of the parties are expressly kept open.
5. Disposed of. No costs.
(AARTI SATHE, ].) (G. S. KULKARNL J.)
Page 2 of 2

Mane



