
THE HO’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.RAJASHEKER REDDY 

 

W.P.NOS.39249, 39254, 39263, 39301, 39302, 39307, 39317, 39338 AND 

39393 OF 2018 

 

COMMON ORDER 

 

 

 Sinc e the issue involved  in these writ petitions is c ommon, they a re 

a lso heard  ana logously and  a re being d isposed  of by this c ommon order. 

 

In pursuanc e of the d irec tions of this c ourt in W.P.No.10590 of 2018 

da ted  02.05.2018, 4th respondent issued  notic es to the petitioners to stop  

c ultiva tion in the sub jec t lands.  Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent writ 

petitions have been field . 

 

 From the materia l on rec ord , it c ould  be seen tha t petitioners have 

been doing p rawn c ulture in the sub jec t lands.  Government ac quired  the 

sa id  lands a long with other lands, for Vanp ic  Projec ts Priva te Limited , in 

the year 2007, but possession rema ined  with the petitioners and  they 

c ontinued  with their ac tivity.  When the 4th respondent – Tahsilda r, with the 

assistant of the 5th respondent – Sta tion House Offic er, sought to evic t the 

petitioners, they filed  W.P.No.10590 of 2018 and  this c ourt by order da ted  

02.04.2018 d isposed  of writ petition with the following d irec tion: 

 
 “ 6. Having regard  to the this submission, the writ petition is d isposed  of 

d irec ting  the petitioners to file a ffidavits within a  period  of ten days from 

the da te of rec eip t of c opy of this order, before the Revenue Divisiona l 

Offic er, Tena li, Guntur Distric t (3rd respondent), undertaking to vac a te 

the sub jec t lands a fter c omp letion of the p resent p isc ic ulture ac tivity; 

and  therea fter they will not be enc roac hing into the lands or undertake 

any c ultiva tion.  If any suc h undertaking  is filed  within the time stipula ted , 

the 3rd respondent sha ll permit the petitioners to reap  the benefits of 

p isc ic ulture ac tivity undertaken by them in the sub jec t lands and  not to 

d isturb  them from the next five months from today.  Petitioners sha ll 

vac a te the lands a fter c omp letion of the p resent p isc ic ulture ac tivity 

and  they a re not entitled  to be in possession, a fter five months from 

today.  If no suc h undertaking is filed  within the time granted , the RDO is 

a t liberty to take further ac tion as warranted  by law.”  
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 In pursuanc e of the above d irec tions of this c ourt, a fter c omp letion 

of five months, whic h was the time a llowed  by this c ourt to the petitioners 

to reap  the benefits of p isc ic lture ac tivity undertaken by them in the 

sub jec t lands,  the 4th respondent – Tahsilda r /  Manda l Revenue Offic er, 

issued  the impugned  notic es to stop  the c ultiva tion.  Aggrieved  by the 

sa id  notic es and  a lleg ing tha t the 4th respondent is interfering  with the 

fa rming ac tivity of the petitioners in the sub jec t lands with the assistanc e 

of the 5th respondent – Sta tion House Offic er, the p resent writ petitions 

have been filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners would  submit tha t petitioners 

have been doing p rawn c ulture in the sub jec t lands for the past more 

than 20-25 years and  even a fter ac quiring  of the land  by the Government 

for Vanp ic  Projec ts Pvt. Ltd ., in the year 2007, the possession rema ined  

with the petitioners and  they c ontinued  their avoc a tion and  this c ourt in 

the earlier writ petition filed  by the petitioners in W.P.No.10590 of 2018 

da ted  02.04.2018 permitted  them to c ontinue their ac tivity for the next five 

months.  He submits tha t neither the Government, nor the Vanp ic  

Company, is c ontemp la ting  to develop  the sub jec t land  and  if the land  is 

left fa llow, no purpose would  be served .  As the petitioners have made 

investments, made rep resenta tion da ted  4.10.2018 to permit them to 

c ontinue for a  further period  of six months to c omp lete this season of 

fa rming of p rawns.  But the respondents have not c onsidered  their 

rep resenta tion and  a re seeking to evic t them.  Therefore, the lea rned  

c ounsel seeks for a  d irec tion to the respondents to permit the petitioners 

to rema in in possession for a  further period  of six months. 

 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue submits tha t 

when the petitioners were sought to evic ted , ea rlier they filed  writ petition 
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and  in pursuanc e of the d irec tions of this c ourt, they rema ined  in 

possession for a  period  of five months from the da te of the order and  as 

per the d irec tions of this c ourt, a fter exp iry of the sa id  period , they were 

issued  with impugned  notic es to stop  c ultiva tion.  After ava iling  the period  

a llowed  by this c ourt, aga in filing  the p resent writ petitions, for the very 

same relief, is not ma inta inab le. 

 

 From the above fac ts and  c irc umstanc es, it c ould  be seen tha t 

when the petitioners were sought to be evic ted , they filed  writ petition 

and  this c ourt, as per the d irec tions extrac ted  above, permitted  them to 

reap  the benefits of their ac tivity in the sub jec t land  and  the respondents 

were d irec ted  not to d isturb  them for the next five months from the da te 

of the order.  This c ourt a lso d irec ted  them to file a ffidavits undertaking  to 

vac a te the sub jec t lands a fter c omp letion of p resent p isc ic ulture ac tivity 

and  petitioners ac c ord ing ly filed  undertakings and  they were permitted  to 

reap  the benefits for a  period  of five months.  As the sa id  period  exp ired , 

impugned notic es were issued  to stop  c ultiva tion.  In the ea rlier writ 

petition, this c ourt has c a tegoric a lly d irec ted  tha t petitioners sha ll vac a te 

the lands a fter c omp letion of the p resent p isc ic ulture ac tivity and  they a re 

not entitled  to be in possession, a fter five months from the da te of the 

order.    In these c irc umstanc es, petitioners c annot file the p resent writ 

petitions seeking for extension of the period , on the ground  tha t the lands 

a re not being put to use for the purpose, for whic h they were ac quired .  It 

is to be notic ed  tha t the Government having ac quired  the land , have to 

utilize the same in ac c ordanc e with law and  the petitioners having 

ob ta ined  an order from this c ourt to rema in in possession for a  period  of 

five months from the da te of the order, and  a fter suc c essfully ava iling  the 

sa id  period  and  a lso having  g iven an undertaking  to vac a te a fter the sa id  
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period ,  c annot file writ petitions seeking for extension of the period  

granted  in the earlier writ petition, and  the relief sought for by the 

petitioners, c annot be granted . 

 

 However, having regard  to the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the 

c ase, writ petitions a re d isposed  of leaving it open to the petitioners either 

to seek for extension of period  granted  in the earlier writ petition, or to 

approac h the Government by way of fresh rep resenta tion, and  in whic h 

event it is for the c ompetent authority to c onsider the same in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

 Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

c osts. 

 

 

                                                               ----------------------------------------------------- 

                                                                         A.RAJASHEKER REDDY,J 

 

DATE:01—11—2018  

 

avs 

 

   


