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  IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA
 

   WRIT PETITION NO. 197 OF 2015

Shri Ankush Raghuvir Hoble,
49 years of age,
resident of G.No. 275, Wadi,
Merces, Tiswadi, Goa. …. Petitioner 

V e r s u s

1. The Deputy Collector & SDO,
Bicholim Sub Division,
Bicholim Goa.

2. Shri Yagiraj Ramchandra Tulaskar,
major of age,
resident of Pislewada, Nanora,
Bicholim Goa. …. Respondents 

Mr. Ashwin D. Bhobe, Advocate for the petitioner. 

Mr. A. N. S. Nadkarni, Advocate General with Ms. P. Bhandari, Addl. 
Government Advocate for respondent no.1.

Coram:- F. M. REIS &
      K. L. WADANE, JJ

Date :- 1  st   April, 2015  

ORAL JUDGMENT ( Per F. M. Reis, J)

          Heard Mr. A. D. Bhobe, learned counsel appearing for 

the  petitioner  and  Mr.  Nadkarni,  learned  Advocate  General 

appearing for the respondent no.1. 

2.       Rule. Heard forthwith with the consent of the learned 
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counsel.

3.       Ms.  P.  Bhandari,  learned Addl.  Government Advocate 

waives service on behalf of respondent no.1. 

4.       Upon hearing the learned counsel,  we find that only 

relief sought by the petitioner is to direct the respondent no.1 to 

expeditiously  dispose  of  Appeal  bearing  case  No.  18-4-

2012/MUT/APL  as  according  to  the  petitioner,  the  matter  is 

pending for orders from 03.10.2013.  

5.       Mr.  Nadkarni,  learned  Advocate  General  has  pointed 

out  that  the  respondent  no.1  has  recently  taken charge of  the 

concerned office and in fact has posted the matter for hearing on 

09.06.2015.  As such as the matter was pending only for orders 

the  new incumbent who has taken charge of the concerned office, 

would  have  to  hear  the  concerned  parties  afresh,  it  would  be 

appropriate to prepone the said date.  

6.        In such circumstances, we find it  appropriate and in 

the interest of justice to direct the respondent no.1 to dispose of 

the  said  Appeal  No.  18-4-2012/MUT/APL  as  expeditiously  as 

possible and in any event on or before 31.05.2015.
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7.        Needless to say that the respondent no.1 shall  issue 

fresh notice to the concerned parties.   Rule stands disposed of 

accordingly. 

        K. L. WADANE, J  F. M. REIS, J

at*


