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  HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.31762 OF 2011 

ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr.Sa tya  Prasad , lea rned  senior c ounsel for petitioner, 

the Assistant Government Pleader (Panc haya t Ra j) for respondent 

Nos. 1 to 3, 5 to 8, Mr.Narender Reddy for respondent No.13 and  

Mr.Ra thanga  Pani Reddy for respondent Nos.9 to 12. 

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus d irec ting  respondent               

Nos. 1 to 8 to remove illega l c onstruc tions ra ised  by respondent 

Nos.9 to 12 by enc roac hing 20’  existing  road  loc a ted  on the 

southern side of H. Nos.7-21, 7-24, 7-25 and  7-26 in Dasa igudem 

Gram Panc haya t, Suryapet Manda l, Na lgonda  Distric t and  restore 

the road . 

 The petitioner is c ompelled  to p ray for the above p rayer, for 

ac c ord ing to him, the 13th respondent in sp ite of issuing notic e 

da ted  28.08.2010 has not p roc eeded  to enquire into the illega l 

c onstruc tions referred  to in the notic e da ted  28.08.2010 muc h less 

passed  order removing the enc roac hment.  

 The 6th and  the 7th respondents have filed  c ounter a ffidavit 

exp la ining the va rious steps taken from time to time and  the 

d iffic ulty enc ountered  by these respondents in c onc lud ing the 

enquiry initia ted  through notic e da ted  28.08.2010. 

  After perusing the stand  taken by respondent Nos.6 and  7, 

this Court prima fac ie  is of the view tha t the 13th respondent, whic h 

has issued  the notic e, c an be d irec ted  to a fford  opportunity to 

petitioner and  respondent Nos.9 to 12, c onsider their 

rep resenta tion/ exp lana tion, dec ide the issue and  take suc h other 

step  or further steps as a re warranted  for removing the 
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enc roac hment, sub jec t to the outc ome of its dec ision.  

Mr.Ra thanga  Pani Reddy representing  respondent Nos.9 to 12 

submits tha t this Court ought not to c onsider the merits of the c ase 

either of petitioner or respondent Nos.9 to 12.  He further submits 

tha t respondent Nos.9 to 12 will c oopera te with 13th respondent for 

c onduc ting  enquiry, and  13th respondent may be d irec ted  to 

c omp lete the enquiry within reasonab le period .  The sta tement of 

Mr.Ra thanga  Pani Reddy is ac c ep ted  and  rec orded .   

 Having regard  to the above c irc umstanc es, I am sa tisfied  tha t 

the writ petition ordered  as follows: 

  The petitioner is g iven liberty to represent to respondent                

Nos. 6, 7 and  13 by enc losing a  c opy of this order within four weeks 

from today requesting  for removing the a lleged  enc roac hment by 

respondent Nos.9 to 12.  The 13th respondent is d irec ted  to issue 

notic e to respondent Nos.9 to 12, c onduc t enquiry as the 

c irc umstanc es warrant, if nec essary, take the assistanc e of 

respondent Nos.6 and  7 and  pass orders within two months 

therea fter.  If the 13th respondent identifies the c onstruc tions 

undertaken by respondent Nos.9 to 12 as illega l c onstruc tions, it is 

need less to observe tha t with the passing of the order further steps 

for removing the enc roac hment a re a lso taken.  

 The writ petition is ordered  as ind ic a ted  above.  No order as 

to c osts.                                                                                                

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

 

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date:07.03.2017 

Stp  


