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enﬁroachment‘ s ndf A recent originlthe‘néed io follow
the'proceﬂure of principle of natural justice could be
obviated in that no . one haé é right iﬁ éncfgach pon
the public prqpe;ty and. claim the procedure of
oypnftunity of hearing which would ﬁe a tardipups and
time-consuming process 1eading to thying a premiunm fbr
high-handed 1aﬁd'unauthor{sed acts of encroachmentl and

unlawful sqdattihg. On the other hand, if ‘ the

Carporation allows settlement of encroachers for @ long

time far reasons best kinown to them, gnd reasons are
not far ftg seek, thep necessarily a pmadicum of
rea$ohah1¢ notice for reqoval, say two uéeks: qf 10

d§¥5; and personal seryice on .the encroachers ' or

substituted service.by fixing notice an the groperty is

necessary, If the encroachment is not removed within
. 4 e E

the specified time, the competent authority wonld be at

Tiberty to have i removed. That would meet the

fairness of ' procedure and principle - of - giving

opportunity to remove the encroachment voluntarily by

the encroachers. On their resistance, necessarily

appropriate and reasonable force can be used ‘to hqvel

(!

the encroachment removed. Thus considered,. we hold

that the action taken by the appellant-Corporaticn is

not violative of the principlc of natural juﬁtiﬁ?-




