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Article: 226 of -the Constitution. The High Couri

granted interim Stay‘of rémova] of tHe Aencrcachment.
By« the impugnedrjudément, the High Court directed the
Municipa1 Carpaoration not to remove their: hutsr untiil
suitable accommodétion was pfovided to.them. The High
Eoupre alisg furtherﬂ,he1d that _befbre removing cthe
unauthorised encroachments the procedure of Héarfﬁ;:
consistent with . the pfincipTes of ‘natural justice

~should be followed. : : e

We requested Shri Dushyant Dave, the ‘learned

senior counsel .0f the Bar to assist the Court as
amicus c¢uriae and Smt. : K. Sharda Devi has been

assignen as Lagal Aid counsel to argue on the behalf of
the respondents since they are not appéaring gither in
person or bhbough counsal. By order dated September
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95, this Court directed the appellant ‘tﬁus:

i

¢ think that the Municipal Carparation
=nould  frame a Scheme to accommodate
trher &% the alternative places so that
the havwen '‘can shift their residence = *o
the places of accommadation provided by
the Corporation to have  permanen:
residence. Corparation is accardingly
directed to frame a scheme and. place
befere this Court within two months from
today". :
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Pursgant thereto, a Sctieme has been framed



