
 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.8597 of 2009 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  the c ounsel for petitioners and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Land  Ac quisition. 

The grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t the respondents d id  

not pay c ompensa tion to the petitioners having ac quired  the land  

in Sy.No.306 a t Vakapadu Village, S.Rayavaram Manda lam, 

Visakhapa tnam Distric t, for estab lishing Nava l Alterna tive Opera ting  

Base (NAOB) and  further c omp la int is tha t the rep resenta tions filed  

by the petitioners a re not c onsidered  and  d isposed  of by 

respondent Nos.1 to 4.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

On 24-04-2009, this Court g ranted  interim d irec tion d irec ting  

the respondents to c onsider the rep resenta tions of the petitioners 

da ted  14.03.2008, 26.09.2007, 08.10.2007 etc ., for payment of 

c ompensa tion as rec ommended  by the 2nd  respondent in his 

p roc eed ings da ted  25-03-2008. 

The respondents filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  a lso a  petition to 

vac a te the interim order da ted  24-04-2009. 

Counsel for the petitioners while d isputing  the ob jec tion viz., 

tha t the names of petitioners a re inc luded  only for one Fasli 1413 

and  therefore they a re not entitled  to c ompensa tion, ra ised  in the 

c ounter a ffidavit, relies upon a  few add itiona l doc uments and  

c ontends tha t the interim d irec tion was only to d ispose of 
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rep resenta tions, had  the respondents g iven opportunity to 

petitioners to p lac e doc uments in support of their c la im, they would  

have c erta inly sa tisfied  the authority both on the enjoyment and  

dura tion of enjoyment of Sy.No.306 and  tha t the petitioners a re 

entitled  for c ompensa tion. 

On the other hand , the Assistant Government Pleader by 

relying  upon the annexures filed  a long with the vac a te stay petition 

a rgues tha t the doc uments relied  upon by the respondents c lea rly 

estab lish tha t the petitioners a re not entitled  to c ompensa tion. 

Therefore, the c ompensa tion was not pa id  to them rightly.   

After hearing  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the pa rties 

and  a fter perusing the doc uments on whic h relianc e is p lac ed  by 

petitioners, this Court is of the view tha t the p rimary fac t-in-issue to 

be examined  by the respondents with referenc e to revenue rec ords 

is whether the petitioners were in possession of Sy.No.306 and  if so, 

for how long the petitioners were in possession etc . and  qua lify for 

paying c ompensa tion.  

The dec ision on payment of c ompensa tion is dependent 

upon c onsidera tion of the above fac t-in-issue. Therefore, though an 

a ttempt is made to get a  find ing  on this aspec t by the parties, I am 

not inc lined  to examine the fac t in issue between parties but 

c onsider it appropria te to d irec t the 1st respondent to d ispose of 

rep resenta tions, c a ll for the revenue rec ords of sub jec t village for 

about 10 Faslis p rior to ac quisition, a fford  opportunity to petitioners 
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and  d ispose of their g rievanc e and  c ommunic a te the order.  

Sub jec t to the dec ision of the 1st respondent, further steps c an be 

pursued  or worked  out by parties. 

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

c osts. 

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

 

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 22-09-2016 

Prv 
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