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therefore, the right to hearing before taking action i

‘For ejectment is not necessary in lhe fact-situation.
But the Cdmmiséioner should ensure that everyone is
served wijh;a‘notice and as faf as po%giﬁ1e by personal
service and: if it. is not possib1e {0 reascns to. be
recorded Wthhé File, through AP e the notice on

.the hutmenL. duly attested by two 1ndependeﬂt panchas.,

This prucedure would avoid the dispute that they were
hot given .opportunwty; further pro1ongati§n of the &
~encroachuent and hazard to the traffic andzvéafaté cof

the pedestrians-

In @ ithe » additjpna1' affidavit ‘ bf ﬁhe'
éppe11anf~€orp§ration. it raiged‘and, addra%#ed four
important questions of constﬁtutiaﬂaT d%mansﬁoﬁé{' Thg
First >qu3ﬁt1un raised was to 'ﬁrevent the udﬁstaﬁt
influx of“the rural people tu'the urban‘rareaS'uand
cotisequential growth of q1um$.and encrﬂachmants, the

‘second aneé re1ates to the need for preqervation of the‘
pub11c property like road marg1n, street, p1acg §f
ﬁub1iq resqrts Tike parks etc, to maintaih ‘géo1dgi&a1‘
balance, sanitation and safqty of pedestriansshthe third
question relates to Tack of résaufces in the ﬁudéetafy
provisions td’construct and allot HUU$es'For the poor

and migrants of urban areas; and the fourth one relates
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