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P.C.

The complaint in this Petition is that the respondent nos. 9
to 13 have carried out someillegal construction and the Statutory
Authorities, despite of complaints, are not taking any action

against the same.

2. Mr. Bhobe, the learned Counsel appearing for respondent
nos. 12 and 13 contests the allegations made by the petitioners.

3. At this stage, it is not necessary to go into the issue as to

whether the construction, which is made, is unauthorized or not.
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However, since, the petitioners have filed a complaint with the
Statutory Authorities, the Authorities are duty bound to look into
such complaint and to take action in accordance with law, if

necessary.

4.  Accordingly, we direct the Village Panchayat of Taleigao
and the Greater Pangji Planning and Development Authority to
look into the complaint made by the petitioners and to dispose
off such complaint in accordance with law and on its own merits,
as expeditiously as possible and in any case, within a period of
three months from today. While doing so, the Authorities to
comply with principles of natural justice and fair play. If itis
ultimately found that the construction is unauthorized, then, the
Statutory Authorities must take action in accordance with law

against the same.

5. ThePetition is disposed off.

SMT. M. S. JAWALKAR, J. M. S. SONAK, J.
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