
IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA

CIVIL APPLICATION  NO.  222 OF 2016
IN

SECOND APPEAL NO. 10 OF 2013

SHRI. ANTONIO ABILIO PEREIRA 
(DEC.) REP. BY THEIR LR'S., ...  Applicant
     Versus
SHRI. LIGORIO PEREIRA AND 3 ORS., ...  Respondents

Mr. P. Sawant, Advocate for the Applicant.
Mr. A. Shirodkar, Advocate for the Respondents.

Coram:- F. M. REIS, J.

Date:- 2nd March, 2017

P.C.

     Heard.

2.   This is an application for ad-interim relief.  The Appeal has

been admitted.

3.   Learned Counsel appearing for the Respondents-Original

Appellants, has pointed out that the parties may be directed to

maintain status quo with regard to the subject property and that

the Applicant-Original Respondent shall not interfere with the

plucking of the fruit bearing trees of the subject property by the

Respondent/Applicant herein.
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4.   In the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, both the

parties are directed to maintain status quo with regard to the

change of nature of the subject property nor cut any trees therein

subject to the said statement of the learned Counsel appearing for

the Appellants-Respondents herein, which stands accepted.

5.   Application stands disposed of.

F. M. REIS, J.
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