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Mr. Das, learned advocate appearing for the

petitioners submits that the private respondents
have started construction over the adjacent plot of
the petitioners without obtaining necessary
sanction plan from the municipal authorities and
without leaving the mandatory space as required
under the West Bengal Municipal Corporation Act
and the Rules framed thereunder. Such facts
were brought to the notice of the respondent no.4
by a representation submitted on behalf of the
petitioners on 4th March, 2022. In spite of receipt

of the same, the competent authority has not

taken any steps to stop such illegal construction



or towards demolition of the construction already
raised by the private respondents.

Aggrieved by such inaction on the part of
the municipal authorities, the petitioners have
approached this Court.

Mr. Sarkar, learned advocate appearing for
the private respondent nos.8-10 denies and
disputes the contention of the petitioners and
submits that the said respondents have only
undertaken repairs of the existing structure on
the concerned plot of land. For such repairs no
prior permission is required from the municipal
authorities.

Mr. Dhar, learned advocate appearing for
the municipal authorities submits that the
authority competent to take a decision on the
dispute is the respondent no.4 and the issue may
be relegated to him for consideration and for
taking appropriate steps.

He has, however, not been able to furnish
any explanation as to why appropriate steps have
not been taken by the municipal authorities
though the representation was submitted way
back on 4th March, 2022.

Upon hearing the Ilearned advocates
appearing for the respective parties and upon

considering the materials on record, I am of the



opinion that no useful purpose will be served by
keeping the writ petition pending and the issue
needs to be relegated to the respondent no.4 for
taking appropriate steps.

Accordingly, this Court directs the
respondent no.4 to consider the representation
dated 4th March, 2022, as submitted on behalf of
the petitioners, upon granting an opportunity of
hearing to the petitioners as well as the private
respondents and to take a decision, in accordance
with law and to communicate the same to the
parties within a period of four weeks from the date
of communication of this order along with a copy
of the representation dated 4t March, 2022.

It is made clear that in the event it is found
that any unauthorized construction has been
raised by the private respondents, the respondent
no.4 shall take appropriate follow up steps
forthwith.

As no affidavits have been called for, the
allegations made in the writ petition shall be
deemed to have been denied by the respondents.

With the above directions, the writ petition
is disposed of.

There shall, however, be no order as to

costs.



Photostat certified copy of this order, if
applied for, be given to the parties on urgent basis

upon compliance of all requisite formalities.

(Tapabrata Chakraborty, J.)



