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1. These public interest litigations have been filed seeking for a

direction upon the Kolkata Metropolitan Development

Authority to immediately stop the work of construction of the

shed in Plot No.77 (POR) in KIT Scheme No.LV, Middle Road,

Entally, Kolkata.

2. According to the petitioners, the land was acquired for the

purpose of widening of the Middle Road and contrary to the

same, a shed is being put up.
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3. The learned Advocate General submitted that the road

widening process is completed and the excess land lying, is

to be utilized for the purpose of putting up of a shed, which

will benefit the public, who take the bus transport.

4. The apprehension of the petitioners is that the shed is being

constructed to benefit the private respondent, who is an

astrologer.

5. The learned Advocate General submitted that the shed is

being constructed to put up a bus shelter for the general

public and if that be so, the petitioner cannot object to the

same.

6. In any event, the land belongs to the Government and if it is

for a public purpose, then obviously the petitioners cannot

put fetters on the same.  That apart, it is for the State to take

into consideration what would be beneficial for the general

public and it is not for an individual to come to this Court to

seek for directions as to how a Government land has to be

utilized.

7. Therefore, we find no ground to issue the writ, as sought for.

8. Accordingly, writ petitions are dismissed. Interim order is

vacated.

9. No costs.

10.  Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if applied for,

be furnished to the parties expeditiously upon compliance of

all legal formalities.
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