IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION WP NO. 49 OF 2018
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SECRETARY AND 5 ORS,, ... Respondents
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Mr. D. Lawande, Advocate General with Mr. Sagar Gurudas
Rhar %I If&aréAddl. Government Advocate for Respondent

os.1, :
Mr. Panka] P. Pai Vernekar and Mr. B. Fatarpekar, Advocates
for Respondent No.4.
Mr. D. Lawande, Advocate General with Mr. A. Kuncoliencar,
Addl. Government Advocate for Respondent No.5.
Mr. D. Pangam, Advocate for Respondent No.6.

Coram:- R. D. DHANUKA &
PRITHVIRAJK. CHAVAN, JJ.

Date:- 13th March 2019

P.C.

The learned Advocate Genera on instructions states that
the Respondent No.3 would carry out the site inspection, verify
the alleged violation under the CRZ Notification, draw a detailed
panchanama and report along with the photographs, the exact
location, occupier, village/ward and would file a report before
the Goa Coastal Zone Management Authority within four weeks
from today. He further states that the said Authority can decide
the steps to be taken upon the said report within eight weeks
from the date of receipt of the report. The statement made by the
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learned Advocate General is accepted.

2. The learned counsel for the Petitioner states that in view
of the statement made by the learned Advocate General, nothing

survivesin this petition. The statement is accepted.

3. The petition is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

PRITHVIRAJK. CHAVAN, J. R. D. DHANUKA, J.
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