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HONOURABLE SRI  JUSTI CE CHALLA KODANDA RAM 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .2 1 5 6  o f  2 0 0 8  

ORDER:   

This is the classic instance where the t im e and effort  of the 

Pet it ioners, Courts and the Official m achinery being fr it tered away.  

 

 The st ruggle of the pet it ioner with the respondent  authorit ies is for 

paym ent  of com pensat ion for 8 square yards of land, which was affected 

in the process of road widening.  

 

 The assert ion of the Writ  Pet it ioner is that  she is the absolute owner 

and possessor of prem ises bearing Municipal No.18-3-715 adm easuring 

47 square yards situated at  Chat r inaka, Hyderabad and adjacent  to her  

prem ises, there used to be a prem ises bearing Municipal No.18-3-716 

belonging to one late Sm t Saiyamm a.  I n the process of road widening 

between Laldarwaza to Chandrayangut ta, the respondent  authorit ies had 

acquired the property of late Saiyam ma, duly init iat ing acquisit ion 

proceedings and dem olished the sam e in the month of Septem ber, 2005.  

I n the process of demolit ion thereof, part  of the pet it ioner’s prem ises 

towards northern side i.e., 08 square yards, was also ut ilized for the 

purpose of road widening by laying footpath. The pet it ioner, being old, 

rust ic lady, econom ically very poor, illiterate and unaware of legal 

process, could not  protest  the illegal demolit ion of the st ructures. The 

act ion of the respondents is illegal and the pet it ioner is put  to lot  of agony 

and financial loss. As part  of the property was dem olished, the pet it ioner 

had to incur an am ount  of Rs.30,000/ -  for re-st ructur ing the wall and 

roof. The land value as on the date of acquisit ion was Rs.20,000/ -  per  



 2 

square yards.  Therefore, in all,  the pet it ioner is ent it led for a sum of 

Rs.1,90,000/ -  along with interest  at  24%  from  September, 2005. 

  

 The pet it ioner also approached the authorit ies concerned for sketch 

plan issued by Respondent  No.3 under the Right  to I nform at ion Act  about  

the demolit ion of the part  of her prem ises, wherein it  can be clearly seen 

that  the property of the pet it ioner is affected.  I n those circum stances, the 

pet it ioner prays for a Writ  of Mandam us direct ing the respondent  

authorit ies to pay com pensat ion for 08 square yards of land and the 

st ructures along with interest  at  24% .  

 

 Though the writ  pet it ion pertains to the year 2008, no Counter 

Affidavit  is filed by the respondents specifically denying any of the 

allegat ions m ade in the Writ  Pet it ion.  

 

 To put  a quietus to the m at ter, the learned Standing Counsel was 

directed to obtain inst ruct ions.  

 

 Sr i Pasham Krishna Reddy, learned Standing Counsel for Greater  

Hyderabad Municipal Corporat ion, on inst ruct ions, subm its that  the Court  

m ay pass appropriate orders by taking into considerat ion the material on 

record.  

 As stated supra, though the Writ  Pet it ion is of 2008, no counter  

affidavit  is filed denying any of the averm ents in the Writ  Affidavit .   The 

pet it ioner had also filed the Deed Set t lem ent , under which she cam e to 

acquire the sm all piece of land. Before approaching this Court , the 

pet it ioner got  issued the Legal Not ice to the respondent  authorit ies on 

17.11.2017 and the sam e was not  replied to.  I n those circumstances, in 
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the light  of the set t led pr inciples, what  has been stated in the affidavit ,  on 

oath, before this Court  would have to be taken to be t rue, part icular ly 

there being no affidavit  denying the specific averm ents before this Court .  

 

 I n those circum stances, this Writ  Pet it ion is allowed with a direct ion 

to the respondent  authorit ies to assess the com pensat ion i.e., payable, by 

taking into considerat ion the com pensat ion paid to the neighbouring 

property owner both for land and for st ructures and such com pensat ion 

shall be paid with interest  at  9%  per annum  for the first  year and 15%  

thereafter by applying the analogy of grant ing interest  under the Land 

Acquisit ion Act , 1894.  Since the pet it ioner was aged about  45 years by 

the date of filing the Writ  Pet it ion and 10 years has been elapsed, the 

ent ire exercise shall be com pleted within a period of Six weeks (06)  from  

the date of receipt  of a copy of this Order.  

 

As a sequel, m iscellaneous applicat ions pending, if any, shall stand 

closed. 

______________________ 
CHALLA KODANDA RAM,J 

Dt:  05-11-2018 

eha  
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