
 

THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A.RAMALI NGESW ARA RAO 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 3 0 0 3  o f  2 0 1 7  

 

ORDER:  
 

 

Heard learned counsel for the Pet it ioner, the learned 

Governm ent  Pleader for respondent  Nos. 1 to 3 and the learned 

counsel for respondent  No.6.  

 

The case of the pet it ioner is that  he purchased the 

property of an extent  of 166 sq.yards in Municipal Bearing No.8-

3-231/ A/ 1 situated at  Krishna Nagar, Yousufguda, Hyderabad, 

from  Mr. Moham m ed under Sale Deed dt .21.03.1991, validated 

in File No.6371/ 92, dt . 11.07.1992, by the Dist r ict  Regist rar and 

Collector, Hyderabad Dist r ict , in the nam e of the pet it ioner and 

his son-Mahm ood Bin Salah. He also purchased another extent  

of 18.33 sq.yards from  the sam e vendor in the nam e of his wife 

under registered Sale Deed dt . 12.07.1993.  Thus, an extent  of  

184.33 sq.yards is owned by the pet it ioner, his son and wife.  

 

While so, an extent  of 154.33 sq.yards along with adjacent  

propert ies was acquired by respondent  No.2 for respondent  No.6 

and a not ificat ion under Sect ion 4(1)  of the Act  was published on 

07.01.2014 and after following due procedure, an award was 

passed on 01.09.2017 in respect  of pet it ioner’s property along 

with other propert ies.  The pet it ioner received a not ice of Award 

bearing No.C3/ 2340/ 2013 dt . 01.09.2017 on 21.09.2017 and 

when the pet it ioner also received a Let ter dt . 15.09.2017 

addressed by respondent  No.2 to respondent  No.3 stat ing that  
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the am ount  of com pensat ion in respect  of the property of the 

pet it ioner along with other propert ies was being deposited with 

respondent  No.3, the present  Writ  Pet it ion was filed. 

  

Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  the 

reference to respondent  No.3 was unnecessary as there is a 

clear t it le in favour of the pet it ioner and his fam ily m em bers.  

 

Learned Governm ent  Pleader for respondents subm its that  

there is a dispute with regard to t it le to the property as it  was 

stated by the Urban Land Ceiling Authority that  the said property 

com es under surplus lands.  

 

Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  the 

provisions of Urban Land Ceiling Act  was repealed and the 

provisions of the said Act  has no applicat ion to the present  case.  

 

Since the m at ter was already referred to the com petent  

authority under the provisions of the Act , this Court  is not  

inclined to entertain the present  Writ  Pet it ion.  However, liberty 

is given to the pet it ioner to appear before respondent  No.3, and 

subm it  his claim  for paym ent  of com pensat ion.  I t  is needless to 

observe that  since the m at ter relates to paym ent  of 

com pensat ion, the com petent  authority shall decide the dispute 

and pass an Order in accordance with law within a period of 

three m onths from  the date of receipt  of a copy of this Order.  

   

Accordingly, this Writ  Pet it ion is disposed of. As a sequel,  

m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this case, shall stand 

closed. 
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     _________________________ 

     A.RAMALI NGESW ARA RAO, J 

Date:  09.10.2017 
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