IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA
WRIT PETITION NO. 1026 OF 2016

HAROON EBRAHIM. ... Petitioner

Versus

THE COMMISSIONER, CORPORATION OF
CITY OF PANJAI AND ANR., ... Respondents

Mr. S. S. Kantak, Senior Advocate with Mr. Abhijeet Kamat,
Advocate for the Petitioner.

Mr. P. A. Kamat, Advocate for Respondent No.1.

Mr. Rohan Desai, Advocate for Respondent No.2.

Coram:- N. M. JAMDAR &
PRITHVIRAJK. CHAVAN, JJ.

Date:- 13th December 2017

P.C.

The petition is being adjourned since 1 February 2017 for
the purpose of settlement. After long deliberation, the Petitioner

and Respondent No.2 have tendered the consent terms.

2. The learned counsel for Respondent No.2 states that the
consent terms have been signed by the Secretary of the
Devasthan on behalf of the Devasthan who has been authorized
by the resolution passed by the Devasthan. He states that the
copy of the resolution will be placed on record. This statement is
accepted. It appears that the Petitioner and Respondent No.2

have agreed for certain arrangement between themselves
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regarding the property in question. The Respondent
No.1-Municipal Corporation is not a party to the consent terms.
The learned Senior Advocate for the Petitioner and the learned
counsel for Respondent No.2 state that in these consent terms

there is nothing that will affect the Municipal Corporation.

3. In view of the consent terms executed between the
Petitioner and Respondent No.2 which have been taken on record
and marked 'X', nothing further survives to be adjudicated in this
petition since the consent terms so placed on record will bind the
Petitioner and Respondent No.2. The Writ Petition is disposed

of.
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