
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. Nos.33808 OF 2017 AND 25960 OF 2018  

 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.N.Aswartha  Narayana  for petitioner in W.P. 

No.33808 of 2017, Mr.Maheswara  Rao Kunc ham for petitioner in 

W.P. No.25960 of 2018 and  the Assistant Government Pleader for 

Revenue. The lea rned  c ounsel c onsented  to d isposing of the writ 

petitions by this c ommon order. 

 The petitioner in W.P. No.33808 of 2017 is the 5th respondent in 

W.P. No.25960 of 2018 and  respondent No.4 in W.P. No.33808 of 

2017 is the petitioner in W.P. No.25960 of 2018.  The sub jec t ma tter of 

these two writ petitions is bore well dug in Survey No.111 in Jooka l 

Village, N.P. Kunta  Manda l, Anantapur Distric t.  W.P. No.33808 of 

2017 is filed  for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 3rd  respondent in 

not seizing  the bore well dug by Asam Veera  Reddy, as illega l and  

unc onstitutiona l.  Mr.Nag i Reddy filed  WPMP No.42059 of 2017 for 

the following relief: 

     “..be pleased to direct respondents  2 and 3 to restrain the 4th 

respondent  from using the unauthorised bore well dug in Survey 

No.111 situated at Jookal Village, N.P.Kunta Mandal, Anantapur 

District forthwith, pending disposal of the writ petition..” 

 

 This Court on 28.12.2017 granted  the following interim 

d irec tion. 

   “Pending further orders, 3rd respondent shall take action on the 

complaint dated 20.10.2016 filed by petitioner (V.Nagi Reddy) 

against 4th respondent (Asam Veera Reddy) within two weeks.” 
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C.C. No.356 of 2018 is filed  c omp la ining d isobed ienc e of the 

interim d irec tion da ted  28.12.2017.   

 The 3rd  respondent/ Tahsilda r under the above c irc umstanc es 

on 10.04.2018 seized  the sub jec t bore well. Henc e W.P. No.25960 of 

2018. 

 The above narra tion of c irc umstanc es demonstra te tha t an 

issue whic h is required  to be examined  under A.P. WALTA 2002 is 

c omp letely c onsidered  and  dec ided  by referring  to the orders 

passed  by this Court.  The Court while making the above 

observa tion should  not be understood  tha t a  person c an d ig  bore 

well c ontra ry to the p roc edure p resc ribed  by A.P.WALTA 2002.  After 

perusing the rec ord , it is evident tha t V.Nag i Reddy is aggrieved  by 

the a lleged  unauthorised  and  illega l d igg ing of bore well by Asam 

Veera  Reddy. A rep resenta tion is filed  for ac tion before the 3rd  

respondent.  Even assuming tha t the p rayer in W.P. No.33808 of 2017 

is to be ac c ep ted  in its entirety, the Court a t best c ould  have 

d irec ted  the c ompetent authority to d ispose of the grievanc e in 

ac c ordanc e with law.  The interim order da ted  28.12.2017 as well 

d irec ted  c onsidera tion and  d isposa l of rep resenta tion da ted  

20.10.2016.  By referring  to the interim d irec tion da ted  28.12.2017, 

Panc hanama da ted  10.04.2018, is p repared  and  the sub jec t bore 

well is seized .  Without muc h d isc ussion and  keep ing  in view the 

limited  grievanc e in both the writ petitions, the writ petitions a re 

d isposed  of by this order: 

a ) the Tahsid la r/ 3rd  respondent c onsiders the c omp la int made 

aga inst Asam Veera  Reddy for d igg ing bore well in Survey 
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No.111 in ac c ordanc e with the A.P. WALTA 2002 within four 

weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order, 

passes fina l orders and  c ommunic a tes to both the parties.  

The parties before 3rd  respondent a re g iven liberty to file 

add itiona l ma teria l, if any, in support of their respec tive 

c ases within two weeks from today. 

b ) the Panc hanama da ted  10.04.2018 is d irec ted  to be 

trea ted  as show c ause notic e and  enquiry c omp leted  

within time stipula ted  by this Court. 

c ) till the enquiry is c omp leted  and  orders passed  as sta ted  

above, the seizure effec ted  on 10.04.2018 is suspended . 

d ) The 3rd  respondent endeavours positively to c omp lete the 

enquiry within the time stipula ted  by this order. 

 

The Assistant Government Pleader is g iven liberty to 

c ommunic a te the g ist of the order forthwith to 3rd  respondent. 

No order as to c osts. 

 

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

                                                                   

      

      

                           ___________ 

                        S.V.BHATT, J 

Date:27.07.2018 

Stp  


