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 Santosh

               IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA 

WRIT PETITION NO. 330 OF 2018

Sociedade Timblo Irmaos Limitada & Anr.  .…     Petitioners

        Versus

The State of Goa through the Chief 

Secretary, State of Goa and  Ors.   ….   Respondents

Mr. S. S. Kantak, Senior Advocate with Mr. Parag Rao, Advocate for 

the Petitioners. 

Mr. Dattaprasad Lawande, Advocate General with Ms. Poorna  

Bhandari, Additional Govt. Advocate  for the  Respondents.   

                                                 Coram  :  N.M. Jamdar &
                                                                   Prithviraj K. Chavan, JJ. 

                                   Date :  16  July 2018.

 P.C.:       

On 15 June 2018, we had passed the following order : 

“The learned Senior Advocate for the Petitioners
submitted that apart from the wider issues raised in this
petition, the impugned bills are not sustainable on two
counts. First, for the same pit different number have
been given for different years and there is a  duplication
of the charge. He submitted that bills have been charged
on the sanctioned quantity, which should have been on
the actual usage.

2. The learned Additional Government Advocate seeks
time to file a reply in respect of these two points raised by
the Petitioners.”
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2. The learned Advocate General states that the arguments

advanced by the Petitioner, as recorded above, are  correct and the

error has crept up in the bills.  He states that the bills will be

withdrawn and appropriate steps will be taken after issuing correct

bills.   In view of this statement made by the learned Advocate

General, we have not gone into the merits of the matter, nor any

wider issues   have been raised by the Petitioner. 

3. The Writ Petition is accordingly disposed of. 

 

Prithviraj K. Chavan, J.                          N.M. Jamdar, J.


