IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY ,THE FIRST DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSARND AND TWENTY ONE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE CHALLA KODANDA RAM

CONTEMPT CASE NO: 630 OF 2019

(Contempt Case Under Section 10 to 12 of Contempt of Courts Act to
punish the Respondent herein for, willfully violating, the Order of the High
Counrt dated 27-02-2019 in IL.A. No. 2 of 2019 in W.P. No. 4098 of 201Y% )

Between:

1. Raja Rajashwari Granites, Office at H.No. 2-10-450 Teachers’ Colony, Phase-|l,
Waddepalli, Hanamkonda Rep. by its Pariner Vudumula Malakonda Reddy sio
Ram ®Reddy, age 43 vyears, ro HMNo 2-8-857, Housing Boaraz Colony,
Hanzamkonda Warangal District,

¢ Vudumula Malakenda Reddy, s/c Ram Reddy. age £3 years, rio H.No. 2-6-857,
Haousing Board Colony, Hanamkanda Warangal Distrct

.-.PETITIONERS
AND

Smt. B. Mayuri, Forest Range Officer, Elkathurthy Revenue Mandal in Warangal
District.l Urzan) Raospondent

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C. RAMESH SAGAR

Counsel for the Respondent: GP FOR FORESTS (TG)

The Court made the following: ORDER




THE HON' ELE SRI JUSTICE CHALLA KODANDA RAM

CONTEMPT CASE No. 680 of 2019

ORDER:

This Contempt Case is filed alleging willlu] viclation of the
Iternm order dated 27.02.2019 in LA, No. 2 of 2019 in W.P. No.
JU4E of 2019, which reads as under:

"Theres snsll be imteran fmpunciion restrainlbg respondent
Mog. 1 to 3 from interlenng in the mining operations being carricd

el by the pefitioners pursaant o the procecdings, dated

The case of the petitioners is that in spite of the judgment of
this Court in Writ Petition No.11412 of 2007, dated 30.07.2008,
wherein the subjecl land was held not to be a forest land, the
respondent had issued the notice on 25.05.2019 directing them to
slop mining operations in Survey No, 496 on the ground that
cnvironmental clearance certificate is & must. It is the case of the
potitioners that issuance of such nolice is a clear violation of the
order compiained of and ignoring the earlier orders passed by this
Court in Writ Petition No. 11412 o 2007,

A counter-affidavit was filed by the respondent stating that
the sumect land is siteated 1o forest aren and the civil socicties
ave been ralsing obpections with respect to carryving ouat MHNE
vperabtions in the middle of Inuparathigutta proposed forest block
and 1he mining activities are disturbing the texture of the forest, A
nows item is published in the newspaper and the locals are alsc
making representations to stop blasting activities. This issue was

discussecd in the District Forest Protection Committee meeting held



B

by the Discrict Collector, Warangal Urban on 05.12.2019 and
thercaler, inslruclicns were issucd Lo submit notificalion
sroposals for Inuparatbigotza forest bBlock and 1o conduet joinl
DG1S survey by fores: and revenue deparcments and the ssme ars
in orogress, In the meeting conducted in the chambers of the
Chief Conscrvator of Forests, Warangal Circle, the saud officer had
insrneted the Distriel Forest Olicer, Warangal to issue notice Lo
stop mining activilies in Survey No. 496/1 of Damera Village,
Elkathurthy  Revenue Mandal and further, iaking into
congideration the fact that the order dated 27.02.2019 was
restricted only for cight weeks, in order to protect the forest, the
nnpagned notice was issued. There iz no intention of viclation of
the crders of this Cour, is wha! is stated in the counter-affidesvi

Learned counsel for the petibioners submits chat a8 & matler
of fact, W.P.M.P.NG.2 of 2019 was filed on 15.04.2019 itsclf for
sxlension af interim orders, however, the same was ol listed
According o him, the order in W.[NNo.13412 of 2007 sell
clanified that the subject land is not the forest land. He lurither
states that on oral instrucnons alieged te have been issued by the
Chief Conservator of Forests, the respondent iz stated to have
issued the notice, but however, no aclion again could have been
taken on oral instructions. 1L i also the contention of the learned
counsel that no specilic details of meeting date, etcetera were
entioned,

At the outset, it may be noted that the order dated
27.02,201% is restricted to cight wecks and admitredly, it is not

extended therealler, though as Application was made by oo
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putitioners,  The notice was issusd bevend  the period of
subsistence of inlerim order and al any rate, as on the darte of
iesuance of notice, there is no arder in favour of the DeliLoners.
The action taken by the respondentt cannet be sald to be not in
unodd [aithy inssmuch as in the counter-affidavit, referencs WS
made to the meeting of the District Collector as well as the meeting
with the Chief Conscrvator of Forests, Though the learned counsel
for the petitioners asserls that, on oral INSITUCHONSE, 1o action
should be taken, it cannot be szid that in cach and every case,
written instructions are to be issued to the subordinate officers, as
il i the internal arrangement in the department. As long as the
aclion taken is bona fide and withoul any melice, the same cannot
be termed as “violation of the arders of this Court”, as it is well-
seltled thal violation should be a deliberate acr and ol ptherwise,

o thee facts of the present case, this Courl does nil fnd any
seniempl, accordingly, the Contempr Case is dismissed.

Miscellaneous petitions, iF an pending, shall stand closed.

SD/-CH.VENKATESWARULU
DEPUTY RﬁGIETRAF‘.
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SECTION OFFICER

To

smt. B. Mavuri, Forest Range Qifficer, Elkatharthy Revenue Mandal in Warangal

Dhstricli Llrban),

One CCto SRIC. RAMESH SAGAR, Advocate [OFPUC)

Two ZCs 0 GP For Forests (T3] High Court for the State of Telangana. [2UT]
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HIGH COURT

DATED:01/07/2021

ORDER
CC.No.680 of 2019

DISMISSING THE CONTEMI'T CASE
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