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IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA

                 

         WRIT PETITION NO. 375/2019

Shri Paresh Naik,

Proprietor,

M/s Khushi Developers,

FF3, Vinayak Plaza,

Above Corporation Bank, 

Curchorem, Goa.                                                        … Petitioner

       Vs. 

1. State of Goa through

    Chief Secretary, having his

    office at Secretariat, 

    Porvorim, Goa.  

2. The Collector, South Goa,

     Mathany Saldanha Complex,

     Margao, Goa. 

3.  The Deputy Collector,

      Quepem, Goa. 

4.  The Deputy Town Planner,

      Having office at Town and 

      Planning Office, Quepem, Goa. 

5.  Chief Officer,

     Quepem Municipal Council, 

     Quepem, Goa. 
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6. Quepem Municipal Council,

     Quepem, Goa. 

7.  Shri Yogesh Kunkoliekar, 

     House No. 166, 

     Kamakshi Ramnath Plaza,

     Near Sports Complex, 

     Quepem, Goa.                                                     … Respondents

Mr. Preetam Talaulikar,  Advocate for the Petitioner. 

Mr. Amogh Prabhudessai, Addl. Government Advocate for

Respondent Nos. 1 to 4. 

    

                                                 Coram  :  R. D. Dhanuka &

                                                                Prithviraj K. Chavan,JJ.    

                                  Date :  15th April, 2019.

Oral Judgment (R. D. Dhanuka, J)

           Rule. 

2.     Heard the learned Counsel for the petitioner and the learned

Addl. Government Advocate for respondent Nos. 1 to 4. By this writ

petition the petitioner seeks a writ of mandamus  against respondent

No. 2, directing the respondent no. 2 to dispose of the application for

regularisation as stated at prayer clause (A)  of the petition.  No reliefs

are sought against respondent Nos. 5 to 7 in this petition.
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3.     By consent of the petitioner and respondent Nos. 1 to 4, petition

is heard finally.

4.     This petition can be disposed of by directing the respondent no.

2 to dispose of the application for regularisation made by the

petitioner within a period of six weeks from today and  to convey the

said order  to the petitioner simultaneously. It is ordered accordingly.

5.     It is made clear that no further extension of  time would be

granted to decide the applications for regularisation by respondent

No.2 and to convey the order passed by the respondent No. 2 to the

petitioner .

6.    The respondent Nos. 1 to 4 to act on the authenticated copy of

this order.

7.    Rule is made absolute on the aforesaid terms.  No order as to

costs.

     

        PRITHVIRAJ K. CHAVAN, J.            R. D. DHANUKA, J.

MF/-


