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CORAM H. L. GCKHALE & A. S. OKA, JJ.
DATE : JANUARY 31, 2006

1. These four Petitions are filed on behalf of nunber

hutnment dwellers in the area which is being devel oped



Babrekar Nagar, Kandi vali, Minbai. Fromthe replies filed by
the Respondents it is seen that sonme of themare accepted as
eligible though they were initially not held to be eligible.
This was as a result of the Authorities having | ooked into the
docunents and the clains of the Petitioners once again. As
far as those who are held eligible they will have to shift to
the tenporary accomopbdation and hand over the possession of
their present structures to the devel oper to renove them If
they wll not do so, it will be open to the devel oper to take
recourse of the law. Those who are held eligible should
collect the keys of the alternative accommodation from the
society wthin a period of one week fromtoday failing which
it wll be open for the society and the devel oper to take

further steps.
2. As far as those who are not held eligible are concerned we
are not shown any docunent to fault the decision of the S.R A

Hence no interference is called in that determn nation.

3. Petition disposed of.

( HL.GKHALE, J.)



(ABHAY S. KA, J. )



