§.3.PIL.9.2016(c).odt

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO. 9 OF 2016

Yuwaraj Sandipan Sawant ...Petitioner
V/s.
Mahalaxmi Co-op. Hsg. Soc. Ltd. And 68 Ors. ...Respondents
WITH

NOTICE OF MOTION IN WRIT PETITION NO. 606 OF 2017
IN
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO. 9 OF 2016

Yuvraj Sandipan Sawant ...Applicant
IN THE MATTER BETWEEN
Yuwaraj Sandipan Sawant ...Petitioner
V/s.
Mahalaxmi Co-op. Hsg. Soc. Ltd. And 68 Ors. ...Respondents
WITH
NOTICE OF MOTION IN WRIT PETITION NO. 490 OF 2017
IN
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION NO. 9 OF 2016
Yuvraj Sandipan Sawant ...Applicant
IN THE MATTER BETWEEN
Yuwaraj Sandipan Sawant ...Petitioner
V/s.

Mahalaxmi Co-op. Hsg. Soc. Ltd. And 68 Ors. ...Respondents
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NOTICE OF MOTION IN V(;‘IV{II:[["I-II)ETITION NO. 605 OF 2017
PUBLIC INTEREST LITII(l_:TATION NO. 9 OF 2016

Yuvraj Sandipan Sawant ...Applicant

IN THE MATTER BETWEEN

Yuwaraj Sandipan Sawant ...Petitioner

Mahalaxm\i//CS.o-op. Hsg. Soc. Ltd. And 68 Ors. ...Respondents

WITH

NOTICE OF MOTION IN WRIT PETITION NO. 426 OF 2018
PUBLIC INTEREST LITII(l_:TATION NO. 9 OF 2016

Yuvraj Sandipan Sawant ...Applicant

IN THE MATTER BETWEEN

Yuwaraj Sandipan Sawant ...Petitioner

Mahalaxm\i//CS.o-op. Hsg. Soc. Ltd. And 68 Ors. ...Respondents

Mr. Yogesh Sankpal a/w Mr. Makrand Kale for the Petitioner.
Mr. P. G. Lad for the Respondent - MHADA.
Mr. Ramesh Cheulkar for the Respondent No. 24.

Mr. V. S. Kapse a/w Mr. Nikhil Rajeshirke for the Respondent
Nos. 19 & 33.

Ms. Gauri Mestha i/by L. J. Law for the Respondent No. 66.
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Ms. Swati Pawar a/w Ms. Milkesha Sangle i/by S. K.Legal for the
Respondent Nos. 41, 54, 68 & 69.

Mr. Mehul Shah for the Respondent No. 51.
Mr. Vishal Thadhani, Addl. G. P. for Respondent Nos. 2 & 12.
CORAM : REVATI MOHITE DERE &

SANDESH D. PATIL, JJ.
DATE : 6™ OCTOBER, 2025.

P.C. :-

1. On 28™ June 2025 this Court had passed the following
order :-
1. Heard the Learned Counsel for the parties.

2. This Petition was originally filed against
Respondent No.1  Co-operative Housing
Society making a grievance that there has been
violation of Regulation 16 of Maharashtra

Housing and Area Development (Disposal of
Land) Regulation 1982.

3. The several orders have been passed from
time to time. When the present Public Interest
Litigation came up on 10 April 2017. the Court
noted that there has been violation as regard
surrendering 10% of units each constructed by
MIHADA and State in respect of Respondent
No.1. Thereafter. 67 Co-operative Housing
Societies have been joined as party
Respondents. Learned Counsel for the parties
seek to contend before us facts and situations in
individual cases.
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4. We note that in the order dated 3 February,
2017 itself this Court has opined that an
independent Commission by a single man
committee needs to be constituted. Now, that
67 Co-operative Housing Societies have been
joined as party Respondents, more the reasons
for appointing a Single Man Committee. We
accordingly direct the Secretary, Housing
Department to either by himself or through a
Senior Officer examine the issue highlighted in
this Public Interest Litigation by the Petitioner
and the information placed on record by
Respondent-MHADA in respect of 67 Co-
operative Housing Societies as regard alleged
violation of the abovementioned Regulation in
respect of the flats, which were to be
surrendered by Societies to the MHADA and
the State and which, according to the Petitioner
have not been surrendered.

5. The one member Committee as above, who
shall submit a Report to this Court dealing with
the case of each of the Society. It will be open
to the Committee to call for information from
the Respondent-MHADA and concerned
Societies. After this Report is prepared, it shall
be placed before the Secretary (if he is not the
Committee) and after the Secretary vets, it shall
be placed on record through the Office of the
Government. After the Report is submitted.
issuing of suitable directions can be considered.

6. Some of the Respondent-Societies have
sought to urge before us that they were not
required in law to surrender the flats and some
have sought to argue that the compliance has
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been done. Respondent-MHADA has sought to
argue that this condition was relaxed and
substituted with requirements of payment of
money in respect of some of the Societies.
However, this aspect needs to be first looked
into by the Committee.

7. We are of the opinion that twelve weeks'
time needs to be granted for this purpose.
Order accordingly.

8. Place the matter on 20 September 2023.

9. The Report will highlight irregularities, if
any, in respect of each of the Society and the
remedial action be indicated if the irregularities
are found. We expect that the Report will
contain all the necessary particulars including
the figures involved.

10. The office of the Government Pleader will
forward a copy of the Public Interest Litigation

along with all the Replies filed to the concerned
officer.

2. It is informed to us that a report is filed on 12™ March
2024 by the one member Committee as directed in the order dated

28™ June 2025.

3. The learned Counsel for the Petitioner seeks further time

to file his objections in response to the said report dated 12™
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March, 2024 within four weeks from today.

4, Time granted.

5. The response to be filed in the Registry within four

weeks with an advance copy to the learned Counsel for the

respective respondents. It is also open for the learned Counsel for

the other respondents to file their responses in the Registry as

stated above.

6. Stand over to 17™ November 2025.

(SANDESH D. PATIL, J.) (REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.)

VDMokal
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