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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 ,  order or direct ion more part icularly one in the 

nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring the act ion of  

respondent  Nos.2 to 4 in threatening to dispossess the pet it ioner 

from her land in an extent  of Ac.0.17 cents in R.S.No.532/ 4C of 

Lakkavaram village, Jangareddygudem Mandal in pursuance of the 

proceedings in RC No. 44/ 2015 (SDT), dated 12.11.2015 under the 

provisions of Sect ion 15(2) and Rule 21 of Right  to Fair 

Compensat ion and Transparency in Land Acquisit ion, 

Rehabilitat ion and Reset t lement  Act , 2013 (for brevity “ the Act ” ),  

as il legal, arbit rary and in violat ion of Art icles 14, 21 and 300-A of 

the Indian Const itut ion and consequent ly direct  respondent   

Nos.2 to 4 to st rict ly follow the procedure contemplated under 

the provisions of the Act  and the Rules framed thereunder with 

regard to the pet it ioner’ s land.”  

 
The learned counsel for the pet it ioner has submit ted 

that  earlier the pet it ioner made a representat ion to the 

respondents for the relief sought  for in the writ  pet it ion, 

however the same has not  been considered so far. 

       The learned Government  Pleader for Revenue appearing 

for the respondents, on inst ruct ions, has submit ted that  no 

such representat ion as claimed by the pet it ioner has been 

received by the respondents, however if  f resh representat ion 

is made, the same will be considered by the respondents 

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 submissions of the learned counsel for both 
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the part ies, this Court  is incl ined to dispose of the writ  

pet it ion by grant ing liberty to the pet it ioner to make a fresh 

representat ion to the respondents for redressal of her 

grievance within a period of two weeks from today.  On 

receipt  of such representat ion, the respondents shall consider 

the same and pass appropriate orders thereon, in accordance 

with law, within a period of  four weeks and communicate 

decision that  may be taken on the representat ion, in writ ing, 

to the pet it ioner within one week thereafter.  Till such t ime, 

the pet it ioner shall not  be dispossessed from her land. 

With the above direct ion, the 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 

13.10.2016 
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