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Village, wub Jact to the membenyg vacatirg thaler oecupation ofc
Lhee clsputed area, After aeverm), adjournments at - the imstance
of the appel Llant/8angans . finally, an affidavit dated 10.9.20°
01 had been Filed accepting the alternate site provided |by thd
Governmant subject to the avai1ability of the land .in Survey

No.Z239/2.  The lesrned glnyle Judge had aleo recdrded =
Finding that the wdmitted Posiidon was that the encroadghments
in Tiruvallupe Salal had already beep evicted, LM " RSO

1., umhquummtly. LEver L i p i ol winate Jurdagn diﬂmlmmmd
WaPuNo. 20110 of 2000 filwd by tihe Collmgn om the groum Tl
as & result of the rEmoval of thg BAtroachnen te, any diga:timm
 For renoval did not arise. As - pregoeds W.P.NDL 3045 off ' 2001
Filed by the Bansmm/mmppeﬁiant.ﬂthﬁ 1EaPmmdaJud9e held~thai:ih-
¥iew of 4he offer of the Bovernment to allot alternate slite i
Burvey ' No.R239/2 and ' the mtmeptmnmﬁ 2 the same by the Elaremm .
It was ot NEcEsaury 1o o dnto the merdts. and thmt At waws
Sufflocdent  to dipget the GBovermment to provide Bltermatiy sl te
ta the mambers uy-demar:atingfthezplnts on or hefore 19.7.2001
Bnd that the members (of stkhe Sahgam.shmllummcugy.the-:plnts on .
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the  lamds,  the Distrlct Dnilamtmﬁiwgg;mtplinﬁﬂix_iglgg£iz:§ﬁﬁ :
Temove @l “the  ERcrn Achmente AN ithe  mpnbhers REL - the ,/”//
PEYTETORar danyam will FHave ne_right to seak. for BNy altlirnate
BEEAhROdAtIBN,  Tha . Emmgam¢’ha&;;mmw~::mne*lFprwmhu Wik the
Present BpReal .- * ¢ et awu:‘.:$m;wd. )
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S MW.N.Gfﬂanaﬁad}‘appeaﬁing- Far | the -sappéillant
Fentends that the aliennate site m%femem.hy the Government wam
Not at wll wuitable Fm@ Cerinin:. reasons and thatoin fact thers
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CHEAgEn.  The place was m;tumlly;mmnvmmrked for: the . forpation
of e ;M@tﬁu‘ﬂmil,PrmJEEt. LAGCording to him PEEWUHdMHtE have

nat pleadsd the murwemf‘?ﬁctﬁ*befnwa:thm learned wingle Judge
- raguedes the amtqﬁl‘vtmpmgmmphy cof the land. in Burvey
M EER 2 mnd hind Ploywd m Froaud on. the Gt . W himve | wlug
PRPUsSE  the affidavit  f1laq on - bahalf of the appellant in
BUpport of 1heir. contentions. - Learned CBovernment - Plesder
contends  that  the BPPERl  iteelf is not maintslneble e the
mammy dm ol e tad Mhrinet W conwsent ordees, Thi 'wppwllan{ e
nat stuted mqwrect'fmcta-rﬂgmwuing the tﬁpmgraphy of the land
ard that thero Was suffilcient space . {p accoammodate . al the
Mmembers of (e Sanmgam .- aw undertaken. by the Bovernment. The
setion of ths appoellant. lacks borma: fides,  In fact most aof
the,  members have sgread to take aver . tkhe alternate allotmant
BAd had maoved mver-tmuthe1a110ttﬁdiﬁita‘and»that trouble  was
Efiﬂﬂ_dgﬂﬂﬂiﬂmk—ﬁ" ~One or - twe! persons who had very firong

PEPSanal  pnd. 1 interagt -andh-thwm wWere not _srrtost iy
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VTER g Ll ause  of - the . METOiwputed portion ig #
. PUBLYE road which had to be cleared as a regylt of the growing

Ctraffic and the Enorodchers cannot’ claim any funtamental right
“to occupy a road resulting 1in blocking - the traffic._ o HEE
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considered the rival _contentichns. and also
Filed by bmth-alﬁea.' %ﬂ yiew Ef_,ibﬂ*
cof this appeal, we dacTTEE_xahEﬁThn into
Flentions ralsed by both parnties: . . It ia
—rt— et ordEr 6T the learnagd single.
s conment order  and  the lesrned | singTdg
dicated that he was hut.inulined'tm;gw int

-3 ®. | The fact. . that the disputed mrea ik

Aovenus  records as  "Yandipatthal angd  Neerd

Gde  thelr affidayvit in W.A.M.P.No. 17355 of

*gmﬁﬁimm of the araea when the ssme is . rggulred-
rament  for - regulating . the iuuréaszﬁn_ﬂwaPFi:.
figam had- agread to  accept the alternatp a8l te
ne Government mnd had accepted an order flrom the
Gl Judgee o Lns the. said mackgﬁmunﬁ.wm are unpble to
Sangam Filing.an appeal., I+ they . . have any.
wvance -about lhe feasibility of ihe offer fnade by
mi.on ;ﬁy;gwmumdr_ihe proper course would | be  {o
hed, the learned. single Judge himself. Wohatever
are nok ptesded-before us namely:s that thizre was
space avallable for allotment, that the Bovprnment
ced all |the relevant facts about . the | actual
f the land ordthaistihe. Government had playejd fraud
et cetce | are all matters which should hajve been
o the notice \of the .learned single Judge. himself
Jway of Review or for clarification. If therel is any
Cof  ore  honteompliance . of the order of the learned’

ie face .of ihe allpgations projected befere usr it will
be in- cmnsuﬁahug With the judicial decorum to aniertain
bove appesail. . t g 8
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roeched w o very. lwege extent of publlc land 1n ke scea and
et the Bovernment was adopting double  standards _ In
imnplementing the alleged maection  for removal pf  the
ENGrowchnenUe, L T caffidavlt -dn supporit . of
ey PuNp. 17354 of 2001, ihe appellants have contendsd that
he Colisge muthorities had encroached the Government 1Fndjfmm
BrE than 10 agres and had even redquested lhe assignment of
the  lund  and that  ihe  saild reguest  war  ore Jected by the
Bulhorities. The College suthorlties have also put up several
Pyﬁidings unauthorisedly without planning approval. In  this
FONTERYT, 10 pur gpecifip  gquestion to  the learned counsel
cosPERpresentiing the College as to whizther  the  sadd wllegations
CBrE true,  hp was unable to furnish any idefilnite reply im the
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' v This issue had mot been gone into by the ledrned
Csingle - dydge presumably betause elther the sald lssue had not
been ralsed before him or that he had specificalily decided mot
i e go inta the merits of the muiual contentiohs considering
‘ ‘ thﬂ} the writ pelitions were being disposed of only on  the
N brueie of {he -offer and acceptance of {he alternate site.
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'FEEEEETJEF“‘just;fiég?lah “to v take
Eneroachments, loses itﬁ:thmdihility.i B,
bling SBye iy the illegal oedupstion of i ands by rich
AN WeTT=todo PECONS Y. LRUNte arg bound to respond powi TV ly
208 with mvar nnels Wi le dealing 'With such allegationg. e
WILLY be” "useful io fhERWf'-HT*ﬁTﬁE.-that' it 1w the College é
nwthmﬁi{iﬁm'whq;hmﬂ ﬁmppwnamhmd*ﬁtﬁiﬁr'Guuwt"Fiﬁmt-“with tha 7|
LEmpE ladet . oe rrhmgmlsmhewmachmmhtﬂagmimmt the membapg of thm
Bz, I they mPE“themmelvmmiquiltv.nr #reiroachman t e they »
should alsa  face the scmnmaquenmam,—vwahewEFbﬁﬁT‘1hé s@cond ;
Fﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmiti¥ﬁ+d¢Pmt%aﬂ—im tke  positive ateps dn thoe solc’
tiraction 4. the Colleme iw found. to be. in illegal oceupation . :
@f any public lund, “Thie ﬁemumu'ﬁggpnndmnt_iﬂ"dihmmted to “telke
astepy ih'mqnmmdaﬂﬂeswith»l wiand gt {E8r U Potice Brg iy
of tha College auﬁmuwitiaﬂ?MHFMn?tha Botual - occupants- nmyﬁ
possewsnion af (ha sneroachedyportions ang G evict . then' frnn s
AUEN TT1legal -occupation 2 iaThesasdirections shall be complied
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