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O R D E R:-  
 

This writ  pet it ion is f iled for the following substant ive 

relief:  

“ …to issue a Writ  of Mandamus declaring the act ion of the  

2nd respondent  in not  paying compensat ion to the pet it ioner for 

her land acquired in Sy.No.30/ 3 in an extent  of Ac.2.26 cents 

situated in Pasupula village, Kurnool Mandal and Dist rict  under 

Sect ion 28-A of the Land Acquisit ion Act , 1894 (for brevity “ the 

Act ” ) in pursuance of the Award dated 28.03.2001 passed in 

O.P.No. 1 of 1998 and batch on the f ile of the Court  of the 

Principal Senior Civil Judge, even though the j udgment  was 

confirmed by this Court  as well as the Apex Court  way back in 

2009, as il legal and arbit rary and consequent ly direct  the  

2nd respondent  to pay compensat ion along with statutory 

benefits.”  

 
The brief facts of the case are that  in pursuance of the 

issuance of the Not if icat ion under Sect ion 4(1) of the Act , the 

pet it ioner’ s land in an extent  of Ac.2.26 cents was acquired 

for the purpose of const ruct ion of Post  Graduat ion Cent re of  

Sri Krishna Devaraya University at  Kurnool along with other 

lands in a total extent  of Ac.87.96 cents.  Subsequent ly, the 

2nd respondent , after conduct ing enquiry, passed Award No.10 

of 1995 on 20.12.1995 in respect  of  the ent ire land f ixing the 

market  value of Rs.15,000/ - per acre for the lands situated in 

B.Thandrapadu vil lage and Rs.16,000/ - per acre for the lands 

situated in Pasupula village.  Since there was a dispute 

regarding t it le of the acquired land, the pet it ioner f iled a 

pet it ion under Sect ion 18 of the Act  before the Land 
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Acquisit ion Off icer seeking to refer the mat ter to Civil Court ,  

however, it  was not  referred, but  the Land Acquisit ion Off icer 

referred the mat ters of the other claimants of the Award to 

the Civil Court  under Sect ion 31(2) of the Act .  The learned 

Principal Senior Civil Judge, Kurnool, by j udgment  and decree 

dated 28.03.2001, while disposing of O.P.Nos. 1 of 1998 and 

batch, enhanced the market  value from Rs.15,000/ - to 

Rs.90,000/ - for the lands situated in B. Thandrapadu village 

and from Rs.16,000/ - to Rs.1,00,000/ - per acre for the lands 

situated in Pasupula village.  In pursuance of this j udgment ,  

the pet it ioner made a representat ion dated 07.06.2001 under 

Sect ion 28-A of the Act  request ing the 2nd respondent  – 

Revenue Divisional Off icer to re-determine the compensat ion 

payable to her.   

 Now, the main grievance of the writ  pet it ioner is that  

even though she made a representat ion dated 07.06.2001, the 

2nd respondent  has neither considered her representat ion nor 

re-determined her compensat ion.  

 The learned counsel for the pet it ioner has submit ted 

that  the total extent  of lands acquired is Ac.87.96 cents from 

eight  to ten claimants including the pet it ioner.   He has further 

submit ted that  the 2nd respondent  – Revenue Divisional 

Off icer, challenging the j udgment  and decree dated 

28.03.2001 in O.P.Nos.1 of 1998 and batch, f iled appeals and 
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the same were dismissed by this Court  vide j udgment  dated 

18.03.2003.  Being aggrieved by the same, the 2nd respondent  

f iled Civil Appeal Nos.8984-8985 of 2003 before the Supreme 

Court  and the same were also dismissed vide order dated 

13.01.2009.  The learned counsel has further submit ted that  

subsequent ly, the compensat ion enhanced by the learned 

Principal Senior Civil Judge, has already been paid to all other 

claimants, however the pet it ioner’ s compensat ion has not  

been paid in spite of the fact  that  she made representat ion 

dated 07.06.2001. 

 The learned Government  Pleader for Land Acquisit ion 

has submit ted that  the 2nd respondent  shall consider the 

representat ion made by the pet it ioner and take decision 

thereon within the t ime that  may be st ipulated by this Court . 

 Keeping in view the averments made in the writ  

aff idavit  and the submission of  the learned counsel for both 

the part ies, this Court  is incl ined to dispose of the writ  

pet it ion by direct ing the 2nd respondent  – Revenue Divisional 

Off icer-cum-Land Acquisit ion Off icer to consider the 

representat ion dated 07.06.2001 said to have been made by 

the pet it ioner and pass appropriate orders thereon, in 

accordance with law, within a period of f ive weeks from the 

date of receipt  of a copy of this order and communicate 

decision that  may be taken to the pet it ioner within a period 
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of one week thereafter.  It  is made clear that  if  the pet it ioner 

is st il l aggrieved with act ion or inact ion of the 2nd respondent , 

the pet it ioner is at  liberty to approach the appropriate forum. 

 With the above direct ion, this writ  pet it ion is disposed 

of.  No order as to costs. 

As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any pending, 

shall stand disposed of as infructuous. 

 
    ____________________ 

          SURESH KUMAR KAIT, J 

26.08.2016 
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