IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA
ARBITRATION PETITION NO. 1 OF 2019

ATLANTISENTERTAINMENTS, REP. BY
ITSAUT. REP., RIGVEDA AMONKAR AND N
ANR., ... Petitioners

Versus

LA CALYPSO HOTEL (PI\? LTD., REP. BY
KAUSHAL KHANNA AND 2 ORS,, ... Respondents

Mr. Parag S. Rao and Ms. S. Drago, Advocates for the
Petitioners.

Mr. A. D. Bhobe and Ms. M. Fernandes, Advocates for
Respondent No.1.

Coram:- M. S. SONAK, J.
Date:- 15th November, 2019

P.C.

Heard Mr. Rao, learned counsel for the Petitioners and Mr.

Bhobe, learned counsel for Respondent No.1.

2.  After this matter was argued for some time, Mr. Bhobe on
the basis of the instructions from the Respondent No.1 makes a
statement that the Respondent No.1 will follow the procedure as
prescribed under clauses 30(a), 30(b) and 30(c) as set out in the
consent terms which incorporates the aforesaid clauses, including

clause 31 which deals with the issue of arbitration.

3. Mr. Bhobe further states that consistent with the clause 31,
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only upon exhaustion of remedies prescribed in clauses 30(a) to

30(c), the parties will proceed to arbitration.
4. The aforesaid statements are accepted. Mr. Rao accepts that
the reliefs in the application stand accordingly redressed with

acceptance of above statements.

5. In view of the aforesaid, the mandate for the present
Arbitrator stands terminated.

6. Theapplication is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

M. S. SONAK, J.
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