
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .4 4 1 0 3  o f  2 0 1 6   

 

ORDER:  

 

 

 Heard Ms. Vasudha Nagaraj  for pet it ioners, Mr. Cheem alapat i 

Ravi for respondents 3 and 4 and Assistant  Governm ent  Pleader for  

respondents 1 and 2.  

 

2. Pet it ioners pray for Mandam us declar ing act ion of respondents  

2 to 4 in digging drainage channels linking the drains of new and old 

SC colonies to the drain running through Pat tabhivari St reet  in Kinthali 

v illage, Ponduru Mandal, Sr ikakulam Dist r ict  as cont rary to the 

Panchayat  Raj  Act  and unconst itut ional. 

 

3. Learned counsel for pet it ioners fair ly subm its that  had the 

respondents looked into the gr ievance brought  to their  not ice by 

pet it ioners through representat ion dated 07.12.2016 and given reply, 

the pet it ioners would have certainly worked out  the rem edies available 

against  such com m unicat ion in accordance with law. 

 

4. The factual object ion the pet it ioners raised against  proposed 

linking of drainage channel to Pat tabhivari st reet  is that  the exist ing 

drainage channel at  Pat tabhivari st reet  is already over burdened, 

unless and unt il the carrying capacity of drainage channel of 

Pat tabhivari st reet  is also suitably im proved or m odified, connect ing 

addit ional load leads to a bigger problem  than the problem  the 

respondents are t rying to solve by digging drainage channels in old 

and new SC colonies. 
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5. Learned standing counsel, however, subm its that  the allegat ion 

of pet it ioners is a m ere apprehension, unless and unt il there is 

feasibilit y report , the work would not  have been undertaken. 

 

6. The grievance of pet it ioners substant ially appears against  

inact ion of respondents in inform ing pet it ioners about  the funct ioning 

of exist ing and proposed drainage channels, whether the problem  

ant icipated by pet it ioners is also considered by respondents or not  

while execut ing the works against  which com plaint  is m ade. 

 

7. This Court  is of the view that  if these act ivit ies are undertaken 

in haste without  properly allaying the fears of pet it ioners, in due 

course of t im e, respondents 3 and 4 will be called upon to solve 

unexpected and another problem . Therefore, to avoid act ing on ad hoc 

basis, this Court  directs respondents 3 to 5 to exam ine the feasibilit y 

and funct ionality of the exist ing and proposed drainage and effect  after 

its connect ion to the subsist ing drainage channel of Pat tabhivari st reet ,  

and further if the new connect ion is likely to result  in load incapable of 

being withstood by the exist ing drainage channel,  proper steps are 

taken and a com prehensive plan is undertaken and im plem ented.  

As these are m at ters of adm inist rat ion by gram  panchayat , the Court  

directs respondents to consider and dispose of representat ion dated 

07.12.2016 within three (3)  weeks from  the date of receipt  of copy of 

this order and com m unicate the decision to pet it ioners.  

The writ  pet it ion is disposed of.  As a sequel, the m iscellaneous 

applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed. There shall be no order 

as to costs. 

____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
December 20, 2016/ DSK 


