IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD

FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA & THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

* % % %

WRIT PETITION No.30030 of 2015

BETWEEN

Gaddikoppula Rajitha.

... PETITIONER

AND

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Secretary, Revenue Department, Secretariat,
Hyderabad and others.

...RESPONDENTS

DATE OF JUDGMENT PRONOUNCED: 05.10.2015

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE VILAS V. AFZULPURKAR

1. Whether Reporters of Local newspapers may be No
allowed to see the Judgments?

2.  Whether the copies of judgment may be marked No

to Law Reporters/Journals?

3. Whether Their Ladyship/Lordship wish to see the No
fair copy of the Judgment?



ORDER:

Petitioner filed a complaint in the public grievance cell complaining of digging of
illegal bore-well by the fifth respondent.
It is stated that the fourth respondent has taken cognizance of the complaint and had issued
notice to the concerned parties to appear on 05.08.2015 vide Lr.No.B/1461/2015 dated
01.08.2015 but, thereatfter, it is stated that no further steps are taken. Hence, the present

writ petition is filed alleging inaction.

2. Learned Government Pleader states that enquiry, as proposed, will be conducted by the
fourth respondent after notice to the petitioner as well as the fifth respondent and thereafter,

appropriate further action will be taken.

3. In view of the said assurance, the fourth respondent is directed to conduct enquiry, as
already proposed, by him in the notice aforesaid and after examining the submissions of the

petitioner and the fifth respondent, pass appropriate orders expeditiously.

The writ petition is disposed of. As a sequel, the miscellaneous applications, if any,

shall stand closed. There shall be no order as to costs.

VILAS V. AFZULPURKAR, J

October 5,2015



DSK



