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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MUMBAI
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.1072 OF 2002
WITH
WRIT PETITION NO.1069 OF 2002

Dr. Vinaykumar Ramshankar Mehta Petitioner
Vs.
Sunil A. Chitnis and others ... Respondents

Mr. V. S. Talkute for Petitioner.
Mr. S. M. Oak, Senior Advocate for Respondent No.3 in both the Petitions.

CORAM: R. G.KETKAR,J.
DATE : DECEMBER 21, 2015

ORDER :

Not on Board. As the regular Court presided over by Hon'ble Mr.
Justice R. M. Savant is not available today, as per the administrative
order passed by the Hon'ble the Acting Chief Justice, this matter is

placed before me.

2. Mr. Talkute, learned Counsel for petitioner and Mr. Oak, learned
Senior Counsel for respondent No.3 in both the Petitions state that
parties have amicably settled the controversy raised between them and

to that effect, they have entered into consent terms dated 21.12.2015.

3. Mr. Talkute states that petitioner Dr. Vinaykumar R. Mehta,
petitioner in both the Petitions, is personally present in the Court. He
has tendered photocopy of the passport, which is taken on record and
marked 'X' for identification. Mr. Oak states that respondent No.3 Mr.
Vidyadhar Vaidya, in both the Petitions, is personally present in the
Court. He has tendered photocopy of PAN, which is taken on record
and marked 'Y" for identification. Consent terms dated 21.12.2015 duly

signed by the petitioner and respondent No.3 in both the Petitions and
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their Advocates is taken on record and marked 'Z' for identification.
Learned Counsel for the parties state that controversy between the
parties is lawfully settled in terms of the consent terms and the Petitions
may be disposed in terms thereof. Petitioner has undertaken to
withdraw Contempt Petition No.158 of 2011 within a period of two
weeks from today. Undertaking given in paragraph 4 of the consent

terms is accepted.

4, After hearing the learned Counsel appearing for the parties and
after perusing the consent terms, I am satisfied that the controversy
between the parties is lawfully settled. Petitions are disposed of in terms
of the consent terms marked 'Z'. Rule is discharged in both the

Petitions.

(R. G. KETKAR, J.)

Minal Parab
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