
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P. No.5590 OF 2012 

ORDER:  
          

 Heard  Mr.K.S.Murthy for petitioners, Assistant Government 

Pleader for Panc haya t Ra j and  Mr.Chima lapa ti Ravi for 5th 

respondent. 

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

respondents 1 to 4 in deleting  Va liveru Gram Panc haya t from the list 

of Gram Panc haya ts identified  for g round ing works under                            

Maha tma Gandhi Na tiona l Rura l Emp loyment Guarantee Sc heme 

(MGNREGS) as illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 The petitioners p ray for setting  aside the p roc eed ings R.C. 

No.783/ 2011-W6 da ted  16.02.2012 insofa r as  Item Nos.5 to 8 a re 

c onc erned  and  p ray for g round ing or exec ution of the works in 

ac c ordanc e with p roc eed ings R.C. No.783/ 2011-W-6 da ted  

01.02.2012. 

 Having regard  to the limited  submission of lea rned  c ounsel for 

petitioners, namely, tha t the petitioners a re interested  in a lloc a tion 

of works under MGNREGS to Va liveru and  partic ula rly having regard  

to the sta tement made by the Princ ipa l Sec reta ry, Rura l 

Development tha t in the event of writ petition being a llowed , the 

works whic h a re the sub jec t matter of writ petition will be 

immed ia tely grounded  and  exec uted  by releasing the nec essary 

funds without avoidab le delay, p rays for appropria te d irec tions 

while c onsidering  the p rayer of the writ petition. 
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   The petitioners rely upon p roc eed ings R.C. No.783/ 2011-W-6 

da ted  01.02.2012 to c ontend  tha t respondent No.2 has ac c ep ted  

Va liveru Gram Panc haya t as one of the Gram Panc haya ts for 

g round ing works under  MGNREGS.  In the p roc eed ings R.C. 

No.783/ 2011-W6 da ted  16.02.2012 in the p lac e of Va liveru Village, 

Modukuru Village is inc luded .  The c ha llenge of petitioners to 

p roc eed ings da ted  16.02.2012 is on the ground  tha t the works a t 

Va liveru a re taken up  in terms of the guidelines and  moda lities in 

G.O. Ms. No.389, Panc haya t Ra j and  Rura l Development (RD.II) 

Department da ted  09.12.2011.  It is further c ontended  assuming tha t 

the 2nd  respondent had  to rec onsider the p riorities, the 

rec onsidera tion c an be for va lid , p roper and  tenab le reasons  and  

the reasons should  be reflec ted   in the p roc eed ings da ted   

16.02.2012. Admitted ly, no reason wha tsoever for substituting  

Modukuru for Va liveru is ava ilab le in the p roc eed ings impugned  in 

the writ petition.   On this ground  a lone, the petitioners p ray for 

setting  aside the p roc eed ing and  issuing  appropria te d irec tions. 

 The 2nd  respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  has tried  to 

justify the exc lusion of Va liveru Village and  inc lusion of Modukuru 

Village in p roc eed ings da ted  16.02.2012.  Though this Court in these 

administra tive issues may not sit as a  Court of Appea l and                         

re-examine the reasons now sta ted  in the c ounter a ffidavit, for 

substitution c ompla ined  in the writ petition.  The reasons sta ted  to 

exp la in for substitution a re admitted ly absent in the p roc eed ings 

impugned in the writ petition. 
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 On the c ontra ry, the substitution is on ac c ount of instruc tions 

rec eived  during  the video c onferenc e held  on 10.01.2012 with the 

1st respondent.  This Court is not p roposing to refer to other 

c ontentions urged  by the petitioners.  The 2nd  respondent in c ounter 

a ffidavit has ac c ep ted  the entitlement of Va liveru Village for 

ground ing a  few works under MGNREGS.  The g ist of the sta tement 

of 2nd  respondent is as follows: 

 “It is further submitted that at present the petitioner 

village is not grounding the above reasons, whereas, as 

per G.O.Ms.No.389 the petitioner village also will covered 

in the next year because the above works as per G.O. 

continuous process till 2014.” 

 

 From the above, it is c lea r tha t the 2nd  respondent was 

c ompelled  to substitute Va liveru Village with Modukuru Village on 

the instruc tions of 1st respondent.  The 1st respondent has 

undertaken before this Court to ground  the works, if the writ petition 

is a llowed.  Sinc e the respondents have p riorities and  identified  

Modukuru for exec ution of works, this Court is not inc lined  to deny 

the works identified  for g round ing a t Modukuru, but a fter 

apprec ia ting  the mode and  manner in whic h Va liveru Village is 

denied  a lloc a tion and  the jurisd ic tion of 2nd  respondent to remedy 

the situa tion, I am sa tisfied  tha t the writ petition c an be ordered  as 

follows: 

 The 2nd  respondent in the c urrent or ongoing p roc ess of 

identific a tion of works either for the year 2016-17 or 2017-18 g ives 

required  p referenc e and  c ompensa tes wha t is denied  to Va liveru  

Gram Panc haya t through p roc eed ings da ted  16.02.2012.  The 
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petitioners a re g iven liberty to enc lose a  c opy of this order with a  

rep resenta tion for exped itious orders.  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: 23.02.2017 

Stp  


