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1. By this public interest writ petition the
petitioner alleges that the private respondents have put
up illegal construction, encroached into a road,
encroached into a water body etc.

2. However, from the averments made in the writ
petition we find that the averments to be very vague.

3. The learned advocate for the private
respondents submitted that the writ petitioner is not a

bonafide public interest litigation but there is a vested



interest since the petitioner is canvassing the case of
another person against whom the private respondents
have lodged a complaint before the municipality and
the municipality issued stop work notice to the said
person.

4. Be that as it may, we find that a
representation has been made to the authorities by the
writ petitioner making certain allegations, which is said
to be sent by speed post.

5. On going through the representation we find
that the petitioner has addressed 16 authorities and is
not clear as to which the appropriate authority has to
take appropriate action.

6. Therefore, based on such representation, we
cannot issue any direction even for consideration of the
representation.

7. Therefore, we dispose of the writ petition by
giving liberty to the petitioner to give a comprehensive
representation containing full details duly supported
documents to the appropriate authority who is required
to take action and the petitioner should appear in
person before the said authority and place the
representation. On receiving the representation, the
authority shall examine the same and if a case is made
out for conducting inspection, he may do so after notice
to the private respondents and proceed to take action in

accordance with law.



8. With the above observations, the matter stands

disposed of.

(T. S. SIVAGNANAM)
CHIEF JUSTICE

(BIVAS PATTANAYAK, J.)



