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  Learned counsel appearing for the Respondents  

submit that they would comply with the directions issued 

in our order dated 08th January, 2016 within two weeks 

from today. 

 We make it clear the in the event of default now 

each of them would be liable to pay the cost of Rs. 

50,000/- (by each) if the matter is adjourned by them.   

 The status report should be furnished to all the 



 

 

Learned counsel appearing for the parties.   Response 

thereto should be filed within one week thereafter. In the 

event no response is filed we will not permit them to 

question the correctness of the status report filed by the 

Respondents. 

 List this matter for hearing on 22nd March, 2016. 

M.A. No. 129 of 2016. 

 The only prayer in this Application is that the 

collector should be directed to hear the applicant – 

farmers before passing the closure orders.  The State 

Government has no objection if collector would provide 

hearing to them. 

 Every farmer will file an undertaking before the 

Collector at the time of hearing that they would not permit 

any industry to use the ground water that is being 

extracted for agricultural activity, unless it is otherwise 

permissible.  

 It is undisputed that the area in question is a ‘Dark 

Zone’ for the purpose of extraction of water.  Learned 

counsel appearing for the Applicant points out that the 

inspection team shall notice by and large all industries are 

extracting ground water unauthorisedly and do not have 

permission from the CGWA. 

 Let the Board and the State Government both take 

steps against these industries in accordance with law.  

 Accordingly, M.A. No. 129 of 2016 stands disposed 

of without any order as to costs.   
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