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The  petitioner  claims  to  be  engaged  in  the 

business of  pisciculture over 304 acres of  rayati  land. 

Allegation is that the private respondents are disturbing 

and  preventing  the  petitioner  from  carrying  on  his 

business.   Complaint  was  lodged  before  various 

authorities  of  the  State  Government,  but  no  action is 

reported to have been taken.

On a query of the court as to whether the water 

body  where  the  pisciculture  activity  is  conducted  is 

demarcated or not, it has been submitted by the learned 

advocate  for  the  petitoiner  that  demarcation has been 

made by bamboo fencing and fishing net.  

Learned  advocate  representing  the  State 



respondents  has  obtained  instructions  from  the 

concerned police  station that  it  is not  possible  for  the 

police to identify the water body, not being demarcated, 

where the petitioner conducts pisciculture.  

From the documents annexed to the writ petition, 

it  appears  that  the  petitioner  approached  the  District 

Land & Land Reforms Officer for relief.  

As  the  police  have  expressed  their  inability  to 

identify  the  land  of  the  petitioner,  accordingly,  he  is 

granted  leave  to  approach  the  District  Land  &  Land 

Reforms  Officer  for  proper  identification  of  the  land 

where  pisciculture  activity  is  being  conducted  and 

thereafter  intimate  the  same  to  the  concerned  police 

station.  

After the land is demarcated by the District Land 

and Land Reforms Officer,  the  petitioner  may proceed 

with his prayer before the police for providing protection 

if he still faces resistance to conduct pisciculture activity 

over lhs own plot of land. 

Learned advocate for the petitioner is directed to 

forward a  copy of  the  representation submitted before 

the   District  Land  &  Land  Reforms  Officer  for  taking 

action  in  accordance  with  the  direction  passed 

hereinabove.  

The District Land & Land Reforms Officer shall 

take steps for demarcation at the earliest but positively 

within four weeks of communication of this order, after 

giving  a  reasonable  opportunity  of  hearing  to  all  the 

necessary parties.  

The Officer-in-Charge, Sagardighi police station is 

directed to ensure that there is no breach of peace at the 
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locale and that the life and property of the petitioner is 

not jeopardized at the hands of the private respondents.

  
The writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

Certified copy of this order, if applied for, shall be 

made available to the parties.

                                                            [Amrita Sinha, J]
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