
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. Nos.8223 AND 8429 OF 2012 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

  
 Heard  Mr.T.N.M.Ranga  Rao for petitioners, the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Panc haya t Ra j) and  Mr.Seshadri for Gram 

Panc haya t. 

 The petitioners p ray for the following reliefs in these to writ 

petitions. 

W.P.No.8223 of 2012:    

 

 “ …Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of  

respondents 3 and 4 in trying to evict the petitioners from 

their respective premises ignoring the proceedings 

Rc.No.1880/2009-A4 dated 27.06.2009 issued by the 2nd 

respondent and without considering the representation 

dated 27.02.2012 made by the writ petitioners, as illegal, 

arbitrary and violation of the Article 19-G and 21 of the 

Constitution of India and violation of principles of natural 

justice consequently direct the respondents to allow the 

petitioners to continue in their respective premises by 

receiving the 15% enhanced rental amount as per the 

proceedings Rc.No.1880/2009-A4 dated 27.06.2009 of 

the 2nd respondent…” 

 

W.P.No.8429 of 2012: 

“…Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of  

respondents 3 and 5 in issuing the auction notice dated 

23.03.2012 in Eenadu daily, contrary to the terms and 

conditions of the proceedings of the 2nd respondent vide 

Rc.No.1880/2009-A4 dated 27.06.2009 and without 

considering the representation of the petitioners dated 

27.02.2012 and also after knowing the interim orders 

granted by this Hon'ble Court in WPMP No.10422/2012 

in W.P.No.8223/2012 dated 22.03.2012, as illegal, 

arbitrary and violation of Article 14, 19 (i)(g), 21 & 299 of 
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Constitution of India and violation of principles of natural 

justice, consequently direct the respondents to allow the 

petitioners to continue in their respectively premises by 

receiving the `5% enhanced rental amount as per the 

proceedings Rc.No.1880/2009-A4 dated 27.06.2009 of 

the 2nd  respondents…” 

 

 To apprec ia te the basis on whic h the writ p rayers a re 

c anvassed , I find  it useful to exc erp t the opera tive portion of 

c ommunic a tion da ted  27.06.2009 whic h reads thus: 

        “The above 1st cited, the Porumamilla Grama 

Panchayat has passed Resolution No.71 dated 

31.03..2009, the present leased holders and who are in 

Mandabavi rooms and Gandhi Centre rooms for rent, 

their requests considered for highest bidder in the years 

i.e.2009-10 to handover the same for three years 

i.e.2011-2012 after that 15% high amount which ever 

wants in them. 

   After the above cited 3 and 4 the Gram Panchayat 

passed resolution as letter of Secretary, Panchayat 

Porumamilla Gramapanchayat, and as per 

recommendation of Divisional Panchayat Officer, 

Rajampet, to give 9 rooms at Gandhi Centre and 8 rooms 

at Mandabavi in the Gramapanchayat for leased holders 

from 2009-10 to 2011-12 at present rate i.e. for three 

years, after completion of lease period with 15% high 

amount which ever wants required to issue orders. 

       Hence as per Resolution No.71 of Porumamilla 

Gram Panchayat, Porumamilla Mandal, dt.31-03-2009, 

Letter of Panchayat Secretary, Porumamilla Grama 

Panchayat, and as per recommendations of Divisional 

panchayat Officer, Rajampet. In Grampanchayat 9 rooms 

at Gandhi centre lease holders and 8 rooms at 

Mandabavi lease holders to give for rent from 2009-10 to 

2011-12 on lease for three years, after completion of 

three years with 15% high amount which ever wants to 

given them, if any body not interested and went way, that 

rooms to be conduct auction. 

                                            Sd/- K.P.Abdul Hameed Khan  
                                             District Panchayat Officer, 
                                             Kaadapa.” 
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           A ba re read ing of the c ommunic a tion da ted  27.06.2009 

shows tha t the Distric t Panc haya t Offic er/ 2nd  respondent without 

referring  to sourc e of power or the c irc umstanc es under whic h suc h 

a  c ommunic a tion is sent, d irec ted  Gram Panc haya t to a llow 

petitioners to c ontinue as lease holders for the slab  period  2009-10, 

2011-12 and  a lso for a  further period  of three years with 15% 

inc rease on the rent.  The petitioners in 2012 wanted  c onsidera tion 

of the petitioners’  c ases for a  further period  of 3 years as well.  When 

the writ petitions a re heard , Mr.T.N.M. Ranga  Rao for petitioners 

fa irly submits tha t even assuming for a  while tha t the p rayer was 

ac c ep ted  on the da te of filing  of the writ petitions, the outer limit to 

whic h the petitioners would  have persuaded  this Court to c ontinue 

petitioners as lessees up  to 2015-16.  Sinc e 2015-16 is over, he 

requests the Court to d ispose of the writ petitions by g iving liberty to 

petitioners to pa rtic ipa te in the auc tion p roposed  to be c onduc ted  

by Gram Panc haya t for c rea ting  lic enc e or lease of shop rooms. 

Mr.Seshadri submits tha t if the petitioners file undertaking to vac a te 

the p remises and  pay the amounts due as on da te, the Gram 

Panc haya t will not have ob jec tion to permit the petitioners to 

pa rtic ipa te in the auc tion.  The Assistant Government Pleader for 

Panc hya t Ra j submits on ora l instruc tions tha t the p roc eed ing on 

whic h the writ petitions a re filed  is not opera ting , for the Distric t 

Collec tor on a  rep resenta tion filed  by the villagers, has set aside the 

p roc eed ing .   Be tha t as it may, this Court would  have been 

c onstra ined  to take note of the ob jec tions had  the petitioners 

p ressed  for the writ p rayers.  Sinc e the grievanc e is limited , I am 

sa tisfied  tha t the writ petitions c an be d isposed  of by this order: 
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       a ) the petitioners a re d irec ted  to file undertaking within four 

weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order before the 3rd  

respondent to the effec t tha t the petitioners have c lea red  the lease 

amount payab le to Gram Panc haya t and / or p repared  to vac a te 

and  hand  over vac ant possession of respec tive shops to the 

suc c essful b idders in the auc tion the Gram Panc haya t p roposed  to 

c onduc t in this beha lf. 

      b )  To a fford  a  last c hanc e to petitioners in c lea ring  dues, if any, 

the petitioners a re g iven three weeks time from today to pay the 

a rrea rs and  therea fter file the undertaking .  If the undertaking  is filed  

and  the 3rd  respondent is sa tisfied  with the c ontent of the 

undertaking / a ffidavit, the 3rd  respondent permits the petitioners to 

pa rtic ipa te in the auc tion sc heduled  to be held  in this beha lf. 

      c )  The petitioners sha ll hand  over possession to the highest 

b idder as undertaken by them.  

       d )   If the petitioner(s) a re the suc c essful b idders in the auc tion 

on the terms settled  in the auc tion, suc h suc c essful petitioner(s) be 

a llowed  to c ontinue possession of same shop . 

       e)   If the petitioners do not file undertaking  as d irec ted  by this 

Court within the time stipula ted , the 3rd  respondent is g iven liberty to 

evic t the petitioners summarily, for their possession is p rotec ted  by 

interim orders. 

             The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  No order as to 

c osts.  

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

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date: 24.01.2017 

Stp  


