THEHON'BLE SRl JUSTICE S.V.BHATT

WRITPENTION No0.41902 of 2016

ORDER:

Heard Si M.Rama Rao for petitioner and the Sanding Counsel
forrespondents 1 to 3.

The Court is of the view that notice to 4th respondent can be
dispensed with, and the writ petition-can be disposed of having regard
to the limited relief granted by thisorder.

The petitioner praysforthe following relief :-

“....toissue a proper writ order or orders, particularly one in
the nature of Writ of Mandamusdeclaring the action of the
regpondents in. demolishing the compound wall of the
House bearing No. 18-1-578/A/5/1 stuated at Sadath
Nagar, Kandikalgate, Hyderabad and part of the land was
taken away underthe guise of widening the Nala and not
paying the compensation to the petitioner inspite of
establishing the ownership is arbitrary, illegal and against
the provisons contemplated under the Land Acquisition
Act and consequently issue a direction to the respondents

to pay compensation to the petitioner....”

Counsel for petitioner submits that the petitioner is satisfied if a
direction is issued to respondents 1 to 3 to consider the explanation
dated 03-11-2016, hear the petitioner as well as 4t respondent and
take a decision in thisbehalf expeditiously.

The statementisplaced onrecord.



The writ petition isdisposed of by thisorder.

Respondents 1 to 3 are directed to look into the explanation
dated 03-11-2016 of petitioner, afford opportunity to 4th respondent as
well, and take a final decison as expeditiously as possble, preferably
within eight weeksfrom the date of receipt of a copy of thisorder.

It is made clear that this court has not examined the merits of
eitherthe case of petitioner or4th respondent and it isforrespondents 1
to 3 to consider and take a decision inraccordance with law and as
perthe materialavailable on record.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending, shall stand closed. No

orderasto cosis.

S. V. BHATT, J
Dt: 05-12-2016
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