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1. By this public interest writ petition the
petitioners sought for a direction upon the respondent
authorities for restoration of the water body.

2. The municipal authority has taken action
under the relevant enactment and the water body has
been restored.

3. The learned advocate appearing for the
private respondent submitted that with due permission
from the authorities the water body has been filled up
and the question of restoration will not arise.

4. It is pointed out by the learned advocate for

the municipality that the private respondent has



challenged the order passed under Section 17A by filing
a separate writ petition.

5. Hence, while disposing of this writ petition
we grant liberty to the private respondent to work out
his remedy in the writ petition already filed by him.

6. With the above observation, the writ

petition is disposed of.
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