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SLP(C) No. 19236 OF 2001

| TEM No. 204 Court No. 4 SECTION | X
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.19236/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/03/2001 in W, 983/2000
of The HI GH COURT OF BQOVBAY)

GOYAL PROPERTI ES & ESTATES PVT. LTD. &ANR Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
MUNI Cl PAL CORPCORATI ON OF GREATER MUNMVBAI Respondent (s)

( For Final Disposal )
Date : 04/04/2003 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. S| NHA
For Petitioner (s)
M. Sanjay Parikh, Adv.
M. A N Singh, Adv.
Ms. Vandana Sudan, Adv.
For Respondent (s)M. Pallav Shishodia, Adv.
Ms. Suchitra Atul Chitale, Adv.
For A..Y. Chitale & Associates, Advs.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.
No order as to the costs.

(Ajay Kr. Jain)

(Radha R Bhati a)
Court Master
Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VIL APPEAL NO. OF 2003
(Arising out of SLP(C) No. 19236 of 2001)

Goyal Properties & Estates Pvt. Ltd. & Anr.

Abbél | ant s

Ver sus

Muni ci pal Corporation of Greater Minbai (Through Its Conmi ssioner)

Respondent



ORDER

Leave granted.
In the inpugned order dated 13.3.2001, the Hi gh Court has acted on the assurance given by the
| earned counsel for the Minicipal Corporation of Geater Munbai that the Corporation shall wit
hin a reasonable tinme either make allotnment in respect of the gala being Unit No. 123 or el se
Unit will revert back to the appellants and the appellants would be entitled to dispose of the
same. The petitioners-appellants submit that in view of the unreasonable tine |lost and the ¢
orporation having withheld the land without either allotting it or releasing it, the appellant
s should be held entitled to paynent of price of the land and the |and nmust be retained by the
Muni ci pal Corporation of Geater Munbai or allotted by it. W find it difficult to accept su
ch prayer of the appellants. The |earned counsel for the respondent-Minicipal Corporation of
G eater Munbai submits that pursuant to the order of the H gh Court the |and has been rel ease
d and has reverted back to the appellants. |If the |and has not already reverted and restored
to the possession of the appellants then the Minicipal Corporation of Greater Minbai shall see
that the possession is restored to the appellants within a period of six weeks fromtoday. T
he appellants shall be at liberty to use the land or dispose of the same as has been ordered b
y the High Court.
The | earned counsel for the appellants submtted that for unlawful retention of the land by th
e Muni ci pal Corporation beyond the pernissible period, the appellants should be awarded danmage
s. This plea raises disputed questions of fact. We |leave such claimto be agitated upon and a
dj udi cated by a conpetent forum for which the cause of action to the appellants arises today.
The appeal stands di sposed of in the above terms. No order as to the costs.

(S.B. S| NHA)

New Del hi
April 04, 2003



