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W .P.No .3 9 1 7 7  o f  2 0 1 8  

 

ORDER: -  

 

Heard learned Counsel appearing for the pet it ioner and the 

learned Governm ent  Pleader for Hom e for the respondents. 

According to the pet it ioner, he is a Dent ist  and applied for 

no object ion cert ificate from  the Fire Departm ent  in respect  of 

prem ises bearing D.No.4-1-156/ 1, Opp.Bus Stand, Sri Kalahasty 

Bypass Road, Naidupeta, SPSR Nellore Dist r ict .  The 3 rd 

respondent  vide file No.1397/ NLR/ RFO/ 2018, dated 11.01.2018, 

granted no object ion cert ificate for a period of one year.  

Thereafter, by way of an Order, vide proceedings 

Rc.No.1397/ NLR/ RFO/ SR/ 2018, dated 10.05.2018, the 3 rd 

respondent  cancelled the said no object ion cert ificate.  

This Writ  Pet it ion challenges the validity and legal 

sustainabilit y of the said Order passed by the 3 rd respondent  

canceling no object ion cert ificate granted earlier in favour of the 

pet it ioner herein. 

The principal content ion advanced in the present  Writ  

Pet it ion is that  earlier after duly following the procedure, the 3 rd 

respondent  granted no object ion cert ificate but  without  issuing 

any show cause not ice, the 3 rd respondent  cancelled the said no 

object ion cert ificate by way of the im pugned Order. 

Today, when the m at ter is taken up, parawise rem arks 

received from  the Office of the 3 rd respondent  are placed on 

record by the learned Governm ent  Pleader.  The said rem arks to 

the extent  of their  relevance to the present  issue read as under: -  
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C)  &  D)  I t  is a fact  that  the NOC was issued on 

the online applicat ion details and on com plaints 

received, I nspect ion Com m it tee consisted of Dist r ict  

Fire Office, Asst .Dist r ict  Fire Officer of SPSR Nellore 

Dist r ict  and SFO of Naidpuet  was appointed, who have 

physically inspected the prem ises and the pet it ioner 

also present  at  the t im e of inspect ion and on the 

findings of the I nspect ion Com m it tee of certain defects 

as observed the earlier NOC issued on 11.01.2018 was 

cancelled.  The cancellat ion order, the details of the 

deviat ions have been inform ed and the pet it ioner is at  

liberty to contest  against  such findings and resubm it  

his applicat ion for considerat ion.  The observat ions as 

inform ed in the cancellat ion orders, dated 10.05.2018 

are reproduced hereunder for bet ter appraisal of the 

case. 

Par a No .5 :  I n reply to this paragraph, it  is also state 

that  the pet it ioner, who is represented dated 

22.08.2018 subm it ted an Appeal, request ing to 

reconsider his case and to issue the NOC, but  not  

subm it ted any rect ificat ion details as pointed out  in the 

cancellat ion orders, dated 10.05.2018.  Therefore, his 

Appeal was returned and inform ed through this Office 

let ter Rc.No.3520/ MSB/ SR/ NLR/ 2018, dated 

01.11.2018. 

 

 I t  is also required to be noted that  one Dr.K.Krant i filed 

W.P.No.11412 of 2018 and in that  Writ  Pet it ion, this Court  

passed the following inter im  Order in I .A.No.3 of 2018: -  

 “Learned Counsel for the pet it ioner fair ly 

subm its that  there is no representat ion subm it ted by 

the pet it ioner to the respondents 2 and 3 request ing 

to init iate act ion against  the respondents 12 and 13 

and that  though som e representat ions were given 

there is no proof showing that  such representat ions 
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are duly served on the respondents 2 and 3.  He, 

therefore, seeks to reserve liberty to the pet it ioner, 

pending disposal of the Writ  Pet it ion, to subm it  

representat ion to the respondents 2 and 3. 

 Accordingly, liberty is reserved to the pet it ioner 

to subm it  fresh representat ion to the respondents 2 

and 3 with support ing docum ents, if any.  I n the 

event  the pet it ioner subm its any such representat ion, 

it  is needless to state that  the said respondents shall 

consider and dispose of the sam e within a reasonable 

t im e.”  

 

 A perusal of the order im pugned in the present  Writ  

Pet it ion reveals that  the said Writ  Pet it ion is shown as 3 rd 

reference in the im pugned Order. While referr ing to the said 

Order, it  is subm it ted by the learned Counsel for the pet it ioner 

that  this Court  directed the respondents only to consider the 

representat ion, in accordance with law. 

 I t  is a set t led and well-established principle of law that  any 

act ion, which has civil consequences, m ust  necessarily be 

preceded by not ice and opportunity of being heard to the 

persons likely to be affected by such act ion, otherwise, the sam e 

would tantam ount  to violat ion of pr inciples of natural just ice.  I n 

the instant  case, the said pr inciples is followed in breach.  There 

is absolutely no m aterial on record, even as per the parawise 

rem arks, to show that  a show cause not ice was issued to the 

pet it ioner herein before resort ing to the im pugned act ion.  I n the 

considered opinion of this Court , the im pugned Order is in patent  

violat ion of the pr inciples of natural just ice and on this ground, 

the im pugned Order is liable to be set  aside. 
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 Accordingly, the Writ  Pet it ion is allowed, set t ing aside the 

im pugned Order bearing Rc.No.1397/ NLR/ RFO/ SR/ 2018, dated 

10.05.2018, passed by the 3 rd respondent .  However, it  is open 

for the respondent -authorit ies to issue a not ice and take further 

act ion, st r ict ly in accordance with law. 

Miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if any, shall stand 

disposed of.  There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

 

______________ 

A.V.Sesh a Sai , J 

Date: 06.12.2018 
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