
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No.15848 of 2012 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  c ounsel for petitioners, Sri S.D.Goud  for the 2nd  

respondent and  Sri G.Seshadri for the 3rd  respondent. 

The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the inac tion of 

respondents 1 to 3 in p reventing  respondents 4 and  5 from c losing the 

existing  d ra inage c ana l in Sy.No.212 situa ted  a t A.Narayanapuram 

Gram Panc haya t, Ananthapur Manda l and  Distric t, as illega l and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

The petitioners have imp leaded  the Anantapur Munic ipa l 

Corpora tion as well as A.Narayanapuram Gram Panc haya t, 

Thapovanam, as pa rty respondents. 

Sri G.Seshadri, on instruc tions, submits tha t pa rt of 

A.Narayanapuram Gram Panc haya t has been merged  with 

Anantapur Munic ipa l Corpora tion and  is under the d irec t 

administra tive c ontrol of Munic ipa l Corpora tion. The sub jec t ma tter of 

the writ petition, ac c ord ing  to him, now is under the administra tive 

c ontrol of Ananthapur Munic ipa l Corpora tion. 

The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord  and  ac c ep ted . 

The Superintend ing Eng ineer of Ananthapur Munic ipa l 

Corpora tion, basing on the field  verific a tion report, has filed  c ounter 

a ffidavit and  has sta ted  as follows :- 

“ It  is humbly submit ted that  so far no encroachment  are 

there as alleged by the pet it ioner.  If  at  all any encroachment  

are found this respondent  undertakes to act  as per the legal 
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posit ion.  The other allegat ions about  4&5th respondents, the 

pet it ioners are st rict  proof of the same and this respondent  is 

not  a proper party to the same. 

It  is humbly submit ted that  as alleged in para 6 if  there 

is any type of il legal act ivit ies by anybody including 

respondents 4 & 5 will be st rict ly dealt  with appropriate legal 

act ion to prevent  every possibilit y to at tack various diseases in 

the said localit y as alleged by the pet it ioners. The other 

allegat ions in para 6 are denied by this respondent  and the 

same is st rict  proof by the pet it ioners.  It  is also in correct  to 

state that  the respondents 4 & 5 since they were colluded with 

each other with this respondent  is absolutely not  correct  and 

such reckless allegat ions are put  to st rict  proof by the 

pet it ioners only.  After the receipt  of this not ice only the 

Municipal Surveyor visited and submit ted his report  and the 

same facts are already submit ted in above paras.”  

 

From the above, it is c lea r tha t though the road  or c ulvert is not 

forming part of an approved  layout still as the sub jec t ma tter of the 

writ petition is fa lling  within the jurisd ic tion of the 2nd  respondent, the 

2nd  respondent undertakes to p roc eed  in the matter and  p revent 

c losure of c ana l by anyone inc lud ing respondents 4 and  5. 

 The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord . 

The petitioners a re g iven liberty to rep resent to the 2nd  

respondent for issuing further notic es to respondents 4 and  5 and  

p revent the enc roac hment of c ana l in sub jec t survey number. 

The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  As a  sequel, the 

misc ellaneous app lic a tions, if any pend ing, sha ll stand  c losed . There 

sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Date: 20-03-2017 

Prv 
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