
IN THE HIGH COUR-T~OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

WEDNESDAY,THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF APRIL    _¢J;I?`.

=`-®r~€-;iri;l`±ti `,

Between.I

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

.'PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NYAPATHY

WRIT PETITloN NO.I 9341  OF 2025
VIJAY

1.  Ambaty umasankara prasad, s/o.late Jagannadha Rao, aged about 61

years,   Both   are   resl'dence   of   plot   No.38,   Nurses   colony,   DCCB

Extension,  srl|kakulam,

2    =be:L:tgRatnu\:=:ar. BDh^a+=y_a_I=ksh_~_Tl,   Ambaty   umasankara   prasad\   Aged

about 60 years   Both are res-I:dents of Plot No.38,  Nurses colony,  DCCB

ExtensIOn,    Srjkakulam,A   Presently   resldl-ng   at   1-D,    Prapthl'   Houslng

cooperative society (GIP Colony) Jagacha, Howrah, west Bengal.

A     AND                                                     ---PetI-tiOners

1.   The state ofAndhra pradesh,  Rep.  by its prl'ncipal secretary,  MunICI'PaI

AdmI'niStratl'on     Departhient,     secretarl-at,     velagapudI-,     Amaravathi,i

Guntur Djst. A.P.,

2.   The   srikakulam   Mrihicjpa.I   corporation,   Rep.   by   I'tS   CommissI'Oner,

SrI-kakulam,  SrI-kakulam  Di§tfI-6t.
``

3.   The   DI-rector   of   Town~  ahd   country   planning,    Mangalagl-rl-,   Guntur

District.                                                   ,i A.,.; _

4.   Karn venkata satyanaraya`na Naidu, s/o.Mohana Naidu, aged about 56'

years,a R/o.D.No.2-1-15/2A,  Government  Hospital  Junctl-on,  palakonda

Road, srl'kakulam Town and Dl'sfrl'ct.

5.  Sampathjrao  Narayana  Rao,   s/o late  satyanarayana  aged  about  75

years,   R/o.D No.16-3-214,`  Near  s.E.T   College,   polytechnic   college

Road,  Gujarathjpeta, srI.kakulam Town and DI'StrjCt.
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6.   Sampathirao  Eswara-:Surya-Prabhakar,  S/o.Narayana  Rao,  aged  about

49  years  R/o.D.No.39-22-18/5,  Kalinga  Nagar,  Madhavadhra,  Create+

Visakhapatnam Visckh-aPatnam District.
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...Respondents
=\`._L\        L.

petition  under Article 226. -o-i the constitution of India  praying that jn I
?-f   -*

circumstances  stated  in  {he''affldavit filed  therewith,  the  High  Court  may

-.--®......a)

CLQ

pleased to issue Writ or order direction  more  particularly one in the nature of

writ of Mandamus declaring th;I in  action of the 2nd   respondent in  not taking

any  steps  to  prevent  the  highhanded  acti6n  of  the  respondents  4  to  6  ih

encroaching  and  raising  illegal,`r!:una`uthorized  construction  on  the  part  of  the

existing 80 feet road in the apbrovied layout in  L.P.No.155/1988 situated  in Old

sy.No.347,  348/1  new sy.No.265/4,-5,  6  DCCB  Colony Extension,  Srikakulam

inspite  of written  representati6n` dt:.03.04.2025  made  by  the  petitioners  is  a§

illegal  arbitrary and  violation  of Articles  14,  21,  300-A of Constitution  of  lhdia

and   also   contrary   to   provisi6hS :-of  A.P.   Municipal   -Corporation   Act,1955

consequently direct the 2nd  'reSfp`6'h-dent to take action against the respondent§'

4  to  6  restraining  them  from-`-6h6Foaching  into  the  existing  80  feet  road  andy
++

also  prevent the  illegal and  una-uthorized  construction  on  the existing  80 fee€t

toad  in  the  approved  layoutl``iri|;:r:i-:-:-P-.`No.155/1988  situated   in  Old  sy.No.347,;

348/1  new sy.No.265/4,  5, -6'`i5`-c6-a:`c6lony Extension,  Srikakulam  pursuant tc;-:

the viritten representation dt'.03.0`4-.=2o25.                                                                                I

.i._t.,'tr?1..:. -:.f..:-.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  i

['A NO:  1  OF2025

i           petition   under   secti`on    1'5 •Li

of   CPC    is   fl®led       praying   that   in    theft

cI'rCumStanCeS  Stated  jn  the  affld'av:it  fI'Ied  jn  support  of the  petI|tiOn,  the  High;

Court  may  be  pleased  to  dire-b`i--`J'th`e- 2hd    respondent  to  prevent/restrain  the;

fespondents 4 to 6 not t9 inake alny 'COnS{ruCtiOnS On the existing [80' feet road!

ih  approved_layout  in  L.P.No.  t6:5/<1988  situated  in  Old  sy.No.347,  348/1   new;''

§'y.No.265/4,  5,  6  DCCB Coldh-y Extriehsion,  srikakulam  pursuant to the written ,
i,.                                          .                                                                -                                                  .  ;.^. `  :...a.,,.f`.`.  t;i.`.' =':I

:..,.``J.`.      .a..1
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representation  dt.03.04.2025,  Pending  disposal  of WP  9341  of 2025,  on  the

file of the  High Court.                    J'

•..,) .-=i  'i-

The  Petition  coming  on'for,:hearing,  upon  perusing the  petition and the

affldavl't  filed  in  support  thereofr.and  upon  hearing  the  arguments  of  SRI  S

IAKSHMINARAYANA   REDD.Y,`-A_dvocate   for  the   petitioners,   and   of     GP
I-MUNCIPAL ADMN  AND  URBAN` DEV,  for the  Respondent  No.1,  and  of SRI
^M.KRISHNA  RAO,  Standing l'Corinsel for the  Respondent  Nos.2  &  3,   and  of

`sRI  P.V.RAGHU  RAM, Advocai6 for the  Respondent  Nos.4  to 6,     the  Court

made the foIIowI'ng                            -`

ORDER:

pursuant  £o  the  ordet':-Sft this  court  on  10.04.2O25,  the  learned

standing   counsel   passed :'o`h' `the~-written   Instructions  sI-gned  by  thd

commissioner,  srikakula`{`rfl` MuriIJeipaI  Corporation  stall-ng  that  the  road;

I-n question is a 80 feet road a§' Per DTCP Approved Layout LP No.155/88

and   that  the   Respondent .--N6;.-+-`4  to   6   had   illegally   constructed   the{
.    >.i"

also stated that the compound wa" was removed`j

sectll6ri`--:4~52(2)   and   461   (2)   of  APMC   Act,1955r

COmPOund wall. It was

On   14.04.2025   under

Strictly adhering to the rulesI

sri  p.vl  Raghu  Ram,  learned  counsel  appeared  for  Respondent
Mos. 4 to 6 through virtual mode and submits that he has instructions

€l-le vakalat and counter AffI-deSit ira thlls case and sought time.
I    ..'.

Respondents,  Responden`f rd;gis;.;`<|4 to  6  are  restrained  from  making  anyi,

aonstruction on the 8Ofeetj|oaaidentI-fled bytheTown Surveyor.                i
\

J          Post the matter aftetr`sthineruVacation, 2O25.                                             1•   /     i.

|.+-           -I         -,

since  the  road  I-n  qri6¢S`fI-a;rh`-tis  a  80  feet  road  as   per  the  offI-CiaF`i

`?    r`

//TRUE COPY//

-\   ta    -

I.+

Sd/-M.SURYANADHA REDDY:
D E_P_U_TYassTRAR;I

SECTION O-FFICER
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The -PrincIIpal  secretary,I Municipal Administratl-on  Department,  state o~f

Andhra   pradesh,   secretalrI'at,   Velagapudi,   Amaravathi,   Guntur   Dist'`|

A.P.,  (by special MeSSieri`-L-66+)
''A           .

2.    The   Commissione+,_  sri'kakrilam   Municipal   Corporation,      srI|kakulam-,

Srikakulam  District.I  -         I  ''!:l'
f!

€_\S..

3.    The   Director   of   Towh_  ~and   country   planning,   Mangalagiri,   GunturI

District.                                                       `'-`~  ~  -

i    4.    Karri Venkata satyararayaha Naidu, S/o.Mohana NaI-du, aged about 56
years,  R/o.D.No.2-1-15/2A,  Government  HospI-tal  junctI-On,   Palakonda

Road, Srikakulam Town` and District.

5.    Sampathirao`Narayana  Rat;,-,s/o.late  satyanarayana  aged  about  75

years,   R/o.D.No.16--3-`2L14-I-Near   S.FIT   College,   Polytechnic   College
-.`   ~      `   .

t            Road, Gujarathipeta,  srik~~ak'ulam Town and Distr,-ct.
6.    Sampathirao  Eswaf-a sulya`;prabhakar,  s/o.Narayana  Rao,  aged about

49  years  R/6.D.No.39=22`-l18/5,  KaII-nga  Nagar,  Madhavadhra,  Greater

``           visakhapatnam vI'Sakhapa-tn-aT District. (Addressees 2 to 6 by RPAD)I

7.    One CC to  SRI. S LAKSHMINARAYANA REDDY, Advocate [OPUC]

8.    Two CCs to  GP MUNCIPAL-ADMN AND URBAN  DEV,  High Court of

Andhra  pradesh.  [ouT]` '`.:-I:'r -`

9.    One CC to SRI M.KRISHRA`R`Ao, standing counsel [opuc]
A -   -        _ _.    10. One CC to SRI P.V.RA9riU:PRAM, Advocate [opuc]
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HIGH COURT

VN,J

DATED ..16/04/2025

NOTE: POST THE MATTER AF.TER SuMMER VACATION, 2025.

ORDER

WP.No.9341 of 2025

INTERIM DIRECTION
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