
 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.3575 of 2011 

  

ORDER: 

 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

the respondents in not paying ex-gra tia  to him for ac quisition of 

the land  in Sy.No.230/ 2 in an extent of Ac .1-78 c ents of Aruru 

Village, Sa tyavedu Manda l, Chittoor Distric t, as illega l and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

The petitioner a lleges tha t on 30-11-1975 the 4th respondent 

assigned  petition land  in favour of his fa ther A.Ra thnam.  It is 

further a lleged  tha t the petitioner’ s fa ther d ied  in the year 1990 

leaving behind  the petitioner herein as his heir and  

rep resenta tive.  

The grievanc e of petitioner is tha t the respondents have 

ac quired  his land  for estab lishing Industria l Park (SEZ) and  no 

c ompensa tion is pa id  to him.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

The respondents filed  a  petition to vac a te the interim order 

da ted  18-02-2011 and  in the c ounter a ffidavit, it is sta ted  tha t the 

fa ther of the petitioner viola ted  the assignment c ond itions and  

vide p roc eed ings No.Roc .B/ 1322/ 87 da ted  13-12-1988, the 

assignment was c anc elled  and  land  was resumed to the 

Government.  The c anc ella tion of assignment was g iven effec t 

to in revenue rec ords as well.  The respondents have rec orded  
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the sta tement of son of petitioner’ s fa ther’ s vendee and  

therefore, they have p roc eeded  to ac quire the land . 

I have c a refully perused  the writ a ffidavit, the annexures 

filed  by the petitioner and  a lso the c ounter a ffidavit of 

respondents 2 to 4. 

The rep ly of respondents is tha t the assignment in favour of 

petitioner’ s fa ther was c anc elled  and  ex-gra tia  is not pa id  to 

petitioner and  no exc ep tion c an be taken to suc h p roc edure. 

Mr.T.C.D.Sekhar tries to persuade this c ourt to examine the 

lega lity or otherwise of resumption orders sa id  to have been 

passed  by 4th respondent for a lleged  viola tion of assignment 

c ond itions.  Alterna tively, he submits tha t the petitioner may be 

g iven liberty to ava il the remedy of appea l aga inst the 

c anc ella tion order da ted  13-12-1988 and  the 4th respondent may 

be d irec ted  to furnish a  c opy of c anc ella tion order. 

The Assistant Government Pleader sta tes tha t if the 

petitioner app lies for a  c opy of c anc ella tion order, da ted             

13-12-1988, the 4th respondent would  furnish the same 

exped itiously, p referab ly within four weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of suc h request. 

Having regard  to the grievanc e in the writ petition and  the 

rep ly of respondents, I am not inc lined  to c onsider the writ 

p rayer.  However, the request of lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner to 
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app ly to 4th respondent for furnishing  a  c opy of c anc ella tion 

order da ted  13-12-1988 and  to ava il the remedy of appea l is 

ac c ep ted . 

Henc e, the writ petition is d isposed  of as follows:- 

The petitioner is g iven liberty to app ly to the 4th 

respondent for supp lying  c opy of c anc ella tion order 

da ted  13-12-1988 within four weeks from today.  If  a  

rep resenta tion is made, the 4th respondent is d irec ted  

to furnish a  c opy within four weeks therea fter.  The 

petitioner, if so advised , c an ava il the remedy of 

appea l on the c opy so furnished  by the 4th 

respondent. 

The parties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in sta tus-quo 

as regards payment of ex-gra tia  for a  period  of 

twelve weeks from today.   

 

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

No order as to c osts.   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 26-09-2016 

Prv 
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