
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 0 6 8 4  o f  2 0 1 6  

ORDER:  

 

 

Heard Mr. Srinivas Am bat i for pet it ioners. 

 

2. For the present , this Court  is of the view that  the urgency m ade 

for issuing direct ions even for disposal of revision pending before the 

Joint  Collector/ second respondent  is unconvincing. This Court  is of the 

view that  in every case m ere com plaining of inact ion is not  adequate,  

but  inact ion com plained has to be accepted as a fact  and persuade this 

Court  to issue appropriate direct ions to the authorit y. I ssuance of 

direct ions in a rout ine way would result  in inconvenience to day- to-day 

work undertaken by respondents. I f a revision is already filed,  

law provides for disposal of revision, this Court  sees no reason to 

direct  the authorit ies to act  in accordance with law for they are 

obligated to do so. 

 

The writ  pet it ion fails and is dism issed. As a sequel,   

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
September 12, 2016 
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