
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No. 28756 of 2012 
ORDER: 

Heard Mr.A.Prabhakar Rao for pet it ioners, Mr.Cheemalapat i 

Ravi for Respondent  No.3, and Government  Pleaders for Irrigat ion 

& Command Area Development  & Revenue, for other Respondents.   

2. The learned Standing Counsel, on inst ruct ions, submits that  

with the passage of t ime from the date of f il ing writ  pet it ion t il l 

date, and changed circumstances, the writ  prayer need not  be 

considered by this Court  for, according to his inst ruct ions, the 

poult ry sheds are removed, the pet it ioner is not  doing poult ry 

act ivity, one shed remains there and is kept  idle.   

3. Since the pet it ioner is not  undertaking poult ry act ivity, the 

writ  pet it ion is closed.  However, it  is made clear, if  the pet it ioner 

intends to press for writ  prayer, the pet it ioner is given liberty to 

f ile a pet it ion for recalling the instant  order.  As a sequel, the 

miscellaneous applicat ions pending, if  any, shall stand closed. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

_____________ 
S. V. BHATT, J 

January 30, 2017 
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