HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.V. SESHA SAI

WRIT PETITION NO. 9411 OF 2017

ORDER:
This writ petition is filed, under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India, for the following relief:

“to issue a Writ or direction preferably writ of Mandamus, declaring the action of the 4™

respondent in not considering the case of the petitioners herein for payment of R& R
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3. According to the petitioners, they are the father and his children,

owning house bearing No. 12-1-15/1, situated at Mallepalli, Manuguru
Village, (now Bhadradri), Kothagudem. It is stated that respondents 1 &
2 herein, acquired the land for the purpose of Manuguru Open Cast and
that on the representation made by the petitioners on 3.11.2014 to the 4™

respondent/Deputy Collector, the 5" respondent/Tahsildar submitted a
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report on 18.2.2015 vide proceedings in Rc.No.B/143/2015. It is
submitted that the first petitioner was paid compensation of an amount of
Rs. 9,536/- in respect of his house but he did not receive the
compensation under R& R package. Subsequently, the Joint Collector

also vide proceedings dated 28.5.2015 addressed the 4™ respondent
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eligible for R&R package under Manuguru OC. It is also clear from the
said proceedings that the Tahsildar recommended compensation to Sri
Terla Venkateswarlu S/o Venkaiah (late), first petitioner herein, under R
& R Package. It is further evident from the letter in Rc.No.

I/Parishkruti/2015 dated 28.5.2015, that the Joint Collector, Khammam,
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based on the report of the Tahsildar, sent the same to the Sub-Collector,
Paloncha, for enquiry and for submission of reports.

5. Having heard the learned counsel appearing for petitioners,
Sri J. Srinivas Rao, learned Standing counsel, and the learned

Government Pleader for Revenue, this Court is of the considered opinion
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consideration, if any, in this case shall stand closed. No order as to costs.

JUSTICE A.V. SESHA SAI
DATE: 20.03.2017
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