
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE  

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

  

WRIT PETITION No.43457 OF 2018 

ORDER: (ORAL) (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bha tt)  
   

 

 Heard  Mr.K.Sa i Rama Murthy for petitioner, the lea rned  

Government Pleader for Revenue and  Mr.G.Ramac handra  Rao, 

lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the A.P. Pollution Control Board . 

 

 The averments on inac tion of respondents 1 to 6 refer to the 

Water (Prevention and  Control of Pollution) Ac t, 1974 and  the Air 

(Prevention and  Control of Pollution) Ac t, 1981.  The ultima te 

c ompla int in this beha lf is inac tion of respondents 1 to 6 in 

p roc eed ing aga inst the 7th respondent.   The 7th respondent is 

manufac turing  c ement a t Yanakand la  Village.  Now, the c omp la int 

of petitioner is tha t the 6th respondent, in pa rtic ula r, is not moving  in 

the matter and  issuing d irec tions as may be required , inc lud ing 

d irec tions to c lose down the industry bec ause the 7th respondent 

d id  not c omp ly with the d irec tions issued  by the 6th respondent on 

09.10.2012 and  16.08.2013.   

 

 The stand ing c ounsel, on instruc tions, submits tha t the 

averments of inac tion a re unfounded .  Ac c ord ing to him, the Board  

is monitoring  the manufac turing  ac tivity of the 7th respondent and  

issuing  d irec tions from time to time.  In evidenc e of suc h ac tivity 

being undertaken by 6th respondent Board , the 6th respondent 

p lac ed  on rec ord  the sta tus report da ted  13.12.2018.  After perusing 

the sa id  report, we a re of the view tha t the p rayer sinc e is aga inst 
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inac tion, this Court ought not to expand  the enquiry in find ing out 

whether the 7th respondent is c onforming to the standards or 

pa rameters stipula ted  under the Environment (Protec tion) Ac t, 

1986, the Water (Prevention and  Control of Pollution) Ac t, 1974 and  

the Air (Prevention and  Control of Pollution) Ac t, 1981.  However, we 

a re of the view tha t the 6th respondent is under ob liga tion to ensure 

tha t the ac tivity of the 7th respondent c onforms to the standards of 

effluents/ emissions of environmenta l laws. 

 

 While d isposing of the writ petition, the following order is 

passed : 

 

 The report da ted  13.12.2018 is p lac ed  on rec ord . A c opy of 

the report is handed  over to Mr.K.Sa i Rama Murthy. 

 The 6th respondent within two weeks from the da te of rec eip t 

of a  c opy of this order c ommunic a tes to petitioner the d irec tions 

issued  by the Board  and  a lso the c omp lianc e report rec eived  from 

time to time. 

 The petitioner is g iven liberty to look into the sta tus 

c omp lianc e informed  by the 6th respondent and  the petitioner,  

if is aggrieved  aga inst the ac tion of the 6th respondent or  

7th respondent in c ontrolling  pollution emana ting  from the 

manufac turing  ac tivity of the 7th respondent, is g iven liberty to work 

out remed ies in ac c ordanc e with law, inc lud ing by filing  appea l 

either before the appella te authority under the Water (Prevention 

and  Control of Pollution) Ac t, 1974 and  the Air (Prevention and  

Control of Pollution) Ac t, 1981 and / or the Na tiona l Green Tribuna l 

Ac t. 
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 The writ appea l is, ac c ord ing ly, d isposed  of. No order as to 

c osts.   

 

 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing 

stand  c losed . 

 

__________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 
 

 
 

____________ 

                                            S.V.BHATT, J 
 

14th Dec ember, 2018 
 

Lrkm      


