
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.8865 OF 2010 

ORDER:  

 

Heard  Mr.T.V.S.Kumar for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Panc haya t Ra j) for respondents. 

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondents pa rtic ula rly, the ac tion of 2nd  respondent in c onstituting  

wa tershed  c ommittee of Mad ireddygaripa lli, Gurappagaripa lli 

wa tershed-1 of Veeraba lli Manda l, Kadapa  Distric t, as c ontra ry to 

p roc edure, illega l and  p rays for setting  aside the dec ision da ted  

03.03.2010. 

 The c irc umstanc es relevant for d isposa l a re as follows: 

The petitioner c ha llenges the c onstitution of wa tershed  

c ommittee for Gurappagaripa lli wa tershed-1 (for short ‘ the sub jec t 

wa tershed ’ ) on the ground  tha t the c onstitution of c ommittee in 

fac t, is without intima tion or notic e of Gram Sabha  a lleged ly held  

on 03.03.2010.  In fac t, no Gram Sabha  was c onduc ted  on 

03.03.2010 and  tha t the 2nd  respondent stage managed  the whole 

p roc eed ings and  forwarded  the unauthorised  and  illega l resolution 

for c onstitution of wa tershed  c ommittee.  In short, the c ommittee 

now c onstituted  is the c ommittee of 2nd  respondent, but not of 

villagers or on the rec ommenda tion of Gram Sabha . 

  The 4th respondent a fter rec eiving notic e filed  c ounter 

a ffidavit.  The 4th respondent has adverted  to eac h one of the 

averments made in the a ffidavit and  from the perspec tive of 

respondents gave spec ific  rep ly to these a llega tions.  On the 
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devia tions c omp la ined  by the petitioner, the na rra tion of 4th 

respondent is tha t the 2nd  respondent on 15.02.2010 got Tom Tom of 

p roposed  Gram Sabha  undertaken in a ll the 15 villages c overed  

under the wa tershed  c ommittee, to hold  Gram Sabha  on 

18.02.2010 a t 10.00 a .m. a t Elementa ry Sc hool, Mad ireddygaripa lli 

to elec t the wa tershed  c ommittee of sub jec t wa tershed .   

Ac c ord ing ly, as per the sc hedule, the Gram Sabha  was c onduc ted  

to elec t members for the c ommittee unanimously.  There was no 

unanimity in the villagers and  the Gram Sabha  was postponed  by 

the 2nd  respondent.  The 2nd  respondent aga in by issuing notic e and  

Tom Tom to the villages c overed  by the wa tershed  on 03.03.2010 a t 

2.30 p .m. c onduc ted  Gram Sabha  a t Elementa ry Sc hool, 

Mad ireddygaripa lli.  Ac c ord ing to 4th respondent, the meeting  was 

a ttended by Manda l Parishad  Development Offic er/ Projec t 

Imp lementing Agenc y, Watershed  Development Team, Assistant 

Projec t Direc tor, Rayc hoty, MPTC Gurrappagaripa lli (V) and  polic e 

offic ia ls.  The Sarpanc h, due to ill-hea lth, d id  not a ttend  Gram 

Sabha , but however, informed  the Gram Sabha  to p roc eed  to 

c onsider the issue of c onstitution of c ommittee of sub jec t 

wa tershed .  Two hundred  villagers from 15 villages pa rtic ipa ted  and  

30 members d id  not c oopera te for the c onstitution of the 

c ommittee and  boyc otted  Gram Sabha . Therea fter, as per the 

dec ision taken in the Gram Sabha , a  c ommittee of 11 members 

was c onstituted .  The 4th respondent refers to the enquiry 

c onduc ted  by respondents in this beha lf and  forward ing the report 

to 1st respondent as well.  The 4th respondent has filed  annexures 
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a long with the c ounter a ffidavit to evidenc e the notic e d isp layed  

p roposing to c onduc t Gram Sabha  on 03.03.2010, resolution passed  

in the Gram Sabha , the signa tures of offic ers referred  to above and  

a lso the pa rtic ipants.  The basis of petitioner’ s c omp la int is tha t the 

c ommittee for the sub jec t wa tershed  is c onstituted  without Gram 

Sabha .  After perusing the annexures filed  a long with the c ounter 

a ffidavit and  exp lana tion g iven by the 4th respondent pa rtic ula rly, in 

the absenc e of further p lea  or rep ly by the petitioner, this Court is of 

the view tha t the c ha llenge to c onstitution of c ommittee on mere 

assertion of petitioner is not suc c essfully made out.  Consequently, 

the writ petition fa ils and  ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  No order as to 

c osts.   

              Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date:22.02.2017 
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