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P.C.

By this petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution
of India against the order dated 24.01.2018 passed by the learned
Administrator of Devalyas and Mamlatdar of Ponda and various
other references. By an order dated 19.04.2017 passed by this
court in Writ Petition No. 730 of 2016 filed by the petitioner,
against the State of Goa and Shree Ramnath Devasthan,this
Court directed the Mamlatdar to examine the allegations made
by the petitioner in various complaints against the managing
committee. The Mamlatdar of Ponda Taluka and Administrator

of Devalayas, Ponda, Goa has passed an order on 24.01.2018
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dismissing the applications dated 26.04.2013, 16.11.2015 and
25.01.2016 having found no substance in those applications.
Learned counsel Shri N. Costa Frias for the petitioner invited our
attention to some of the observations made by the Mamlatdar of
Ponda Taluka and Administrator of Devalayas, Ponda, Goa and
submitted that the appointments of various members of the

committee itself wasillegal.

2. Mr. Usgaonkar, learned Senior Counsel for the
Devashtan on the other hand invited our attention to various
applications filed before the Mamlatdar of Ponda Taluka and
Administrator of Devalayas, Ponda, Goa and would submit that
out of the six members of the committee, four members were
independent and had nothing to do with the office of the
Devashtan. He further submits that the petitioner was also heard
by the learned Mamlatdar before passing said order.

3. A perusa of the impugned order dated 24.01.2018
indicates that the petitioner was heard by the Mamlatdar of
Ponda Taluka and Administrator of Devalayas, Ponda, Goa
while passing the impugned order and the Mamlatdar has
recorded detailed reasons and has considered the allegations
made by the petitioner in various applications dated 26.04.2013,
16.11.2015 and 25.01.2016 and has rejected those applications

having found no substance therein. The Mamlatdar also
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observed that the applicant by application dated 30.07.2013 had

withdrawn the earlier case and all complaints made by him.

4. The impugned order passed by the learned Mamlatdar is
reasoned order which is passed after hearing the petitioner and
after considering the facts. There is no perversity in the order.
The petition is devoid of merits and is accordingly dismissed

with no order asto costs.

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