
THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE P. NAVEEN RAO 

CONTEMPT CASE No.397 OF 2015 

 

Dated:09.03.2018 
  

Between: 

G. Pyari, W/o. Ghouse Saheb, 
Aged about 71 years, Occ: Housewife, 
R/o. Mangalamitta Street, Rajampet 
Post and Mandal, Kadapa District   .. Petitioner 
 

 

             And 

 
Sri Anil Chandra Punetha, IAS., Chief  
Commissioner of Land Administration and ] 
Special Chief Secretary to State of  
Andhra Pradesh, Station Road, Nampally, 
Hyderabad and others     .. Respondents 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
The Court made the following: 
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THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE P. NAVEEN RAO  
 

CONTEMPT CASE No.397 OF 2015 

ORDER: 

 
By order dated 21.10.2014, W.P.No.932 of 2014 was 

disposed of directing the Chief Commissioner of Land 

Administration to take consequential steps as per the 

recommendations of Revenue Divisional Officer, dated 21.01.2012, 

and the District Collector, dated 24.02.2013, with reference to 

compensating the petitioner appropriately.  Further, the Court 

granted six weeks time to take a decision. Alleging disobedience of 

the said direction, this Contempt Case is filed. 

 
2. After filing of the Contempt Case, the respondents filed 

review petition to seek review of the order in the Writ Petition.  The 

review petition was dismissed. 

 
3. Learned Government Pleader for Land Acquisition placed on 

record a copy of the award dated 21.02.2018 passed in accordance 

with the provisions of the Land Acquisition Act acquiring the land 

of the petitioner and stated that the compensation amount 

determined is deposited to the account of the petitioner. 

 
4. At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 

original proposals were for payment of higher compensation, 

whereas now the subject land was treated as agricultural land and 

far less compensation is determined, though it is not an 

agricultural land and it is a commercial land.   
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5. However, as the issue of payment of appropriate 

compensation was not considered in the Writ Petition and direction 

was only to take consequential steps based on the 

recommendations, which recommendations are for acquiring the 

land of the petitioner, in contempt proceedings, the Court cannot 

go into the amount of compensation paid and status of the land as 

to whether it is agricultural land or non-agricultural land. 

 
6. The Contempt Case is closed, leaving it open to the petitioner 

to work out her remedies, as available in law, on the issue of 

payment of appropriate compensation. 

 
____________________ 

                                                          P. NAVEEN RAO, J 

Date:09.03.2018 

KH 


