
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

W.P. Nos.31128, 31151 AND 31155 of 2016  

COMMON ORDER: 

 Heard  Sri Kaa trapa ti Sa tyanarayana  for petitioners, the 

Assistant Government Pleader hold ing  for lea rned  Add itiona l 

Advoc a te Genera l (TS) and  Smt.N.Shoba  for 3rd  respondent. 

 The petitioners a re agric ulturists, doing agric ulture ad jac ent to 

Survey No.179 of Bompa lly, H/ o. Appannapet Village, Peddapa lli 

Manda l, Karimnagar Distric t.  The petitioners c ha llenge p roc eed ings 

No.464/ KMNR/ AH/ 2016 da ted  04.08.2016 of 2nd  respondent in these 

writ petitions. 

 The Deputy Direc tor of Mines and  Geology through 

p roc eed ings No.811/ QL-2/ 2007 da ted  05.12.2014 determined  the 

mining  lease stand ing  in the name of 3rd  respondent for quarrying  

Road  Meta l in Survey No.179 .   

 The 3rd  respondent filed  appea l before the 2nd  respondent 

and  as noted  above, the appea l is a llowed .  Petitioners refer to 

va rious irregula rities and  illega lities aga inst the order impugned  in 

the writ petitions and  a re vehement in their opposition in a llowing 

the appea l by 2nd  respondent, for ac c ord ing to them, the 2nd  

respondent d id  not c onsider the c onc ern or sa fety aspec ts whic h 

the sta tutory authorities a re expec ted  to c onsider and  examine 

while g ranting  mining  leases involving  exp losion of g ranite for mining 

purpose.  On ac c ount of g ranting  lease in favour of 3rd  respondent, 

the livelihood  of petitioners is a ffec ted .   
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The 3rd  respondent relies upon the order passed  by the Distric t 

Collec tor in the year 2009 and  tha t in Survey No.179 severa l leases 

a re in opera tion. Pursuing grievanc e aga inst 3rd  respondent shows 

the selec tive a ttitude in c ha lleng ing the order of mining lease 

granted  by the respondents.  Ac c ord ing to 3rd  respondent, the 3rd  

respondent has not been doing mining ac tivity from 2009 onwards 

and  the period  for whic h the lease was granted  is a lso substantia lly 

a ffec ted  without the 3rd  respondent extrac ting  Road  Meta l from 

sub jec t quarry.    

 The Assistant Government Pleader submits tha t the grant of 

mining  leases a re firstly ac c ord ing to the rules and  regula tions 

governing the grant and  on the question of sa fety and  sec urity and  

the steps required  to be taken for ensuring  sa fety either for 

petitioners or persons doing agric ultura l opera tions in the 

neighbourhood , he submits tha t a  revision under Rule 35(A) of the 

A.P. Minor Minera l Conc ession Rules, 1966 is the effec tive and  

appropria te remedy. Having regard  to the sc ope and  ob jec t of 

revision, the rec ord  either in granting  the mining lease or the 

ob jec tions of petitioners, c an be c omprehensively c onsidered  by 1st 

respondent and  a  dec ision taken in this beha lf. 

  After going through the materia l ava ilab le on rec ord , this 

Court is persuaded  to ac c ep t the ob jec tions ra ised  by the Assistant 

Government Pleader.  Rule 35(A) of the A.P. Minor Minera l 

Conc ession Rules, 1966 reads as follows: 
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“35-A. Revision:- The Government may either suo motu 

at any time or on an application made within ninety days, 

call for an examine the record relating to any order 

passed or proceeding taken by the Director, Joint 

Director, Deputy Director or Assistant Director under 

these rules for the purpose of satisfying themselves  as to 

the legality or propriety of such order or as to the 

regularity of such proceedings and pass such order in 

reference thereto as they think fit.”             

 From the above Rule, it is c lea r the Government c an c a ll for 

and  examine the rec ord  rela ting  to any order passed  or 

p roc eed ing taken by the Direc tor, Joint Direc tor, Deputy Direc tor or 

Assistant Direc tor under the Rules and  sa tisfy itself on the lega lity or 

p ropriety of suc h order or as to the regula rity of suc h p roc eed ing 

and  d ispose of the same.  In the c ase on hand , thrust is on the 

regula rity in setting  aside determina tion of lease than the 

determina tion of lease. The writ petitions a re d isposed  of by this 

order: 

a ) petitioners a re permitted  to file revision by enc losing a  c opy 

of this order within four weeks from today before the 1st 

respondent. 

b )  the 1st respondent while c a lling  for rec ord   from the Direc tor 

of Mines and  the Deputy Direc tor, c a lls for independent 

report  within a  period  of four weeks  on the physic a l 

c ond itions, exp losion sa fety measures to be taken and  the 

impac t on the neighbourhood  in the event of exp losion and  

suc h other relevant c irc umstanc es. Therea fter, a ffords 

opportunity to petitioners and  3rd  respondent and  d isposes of 
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the same as exped itiously as possib le p referab ly not la ter 

than 15 weeks from today.  The interim order granted  on 

19.09.2016 is d irec ted  to be c ontinued  till the d isposa l of the 

revision. 

c ) the 1st respondent, if c onsiders  appropria te to have report on 

the impac t from exp losion etc ., is g iven liberty to pass orders 

for opera ting  the mine for the purpose of c ollec ting  report 

a lone.   

No order as to c osts. 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .                                        

      
                                                                                    

                 ___________ 

                     S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Date: 07.08.2017 

Note: C.C. in three days. 

B/ o. 

Stp  


