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P.C:

The grievance raised by the petitioner in this petition is essentially
of faillure on the part of respondent no. 2 in taking action for
demolition of the construction alleged to be illegal, within the
stipulated time limit as prescribed under sub-section 3 of Section 66
of the Goa Panchayat Rg Act, 1994. Mr. Shirodkar states that in
view of the failure on the part of respondent no. 2, the Deputy
Director of Panchayats, South Goa, Margao has assumed the powers
of respondent no. 4 in terms of Section 66(5) vide order dated
12.08.2016 and issued notice dated 12.08.2016 to respondent no. 5
under Section 66(5)(3) and (4) of the Goa Panchayat Rg Act. He
produces copy of the notice for perusal of the Court. In view of the
notice, the grievance of the petitioner as regards failure in taking

action in respect of theillegal construction stands redressed.
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2. However, considering the length of time taken for taking the
action, in our opinion, the petition can be disposed of with a direction
to the Deputy Director of Panchayats, South Goa, Margao to dispose

of the proceedings before him within a period of four months from

today.
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