
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO.13878 OF 2015 

ORDER:  

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well as the 

lea rned  Stand ing  Counsel appearing  for respondent No.3. 

2. The p rayer sought in the Writ Petition is as under: 

“ …to issue a  writ or order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in 

the na ture of Writ of Mandamus dec la ring the ac tion of the third  

respondent in p roposing to lay 400 KV Twin Moos Doub le Circ uit 

Transmission Line, Hindhuja  Power Plant from Visakhapatnam to 

Kamavarapukota  up to A. P. Transc o Sub-sta tion (Sub-sta tion Reac h-3) 

through the lands of the petitioners situa ted  in Dwaraka  Tirumala  

Manda l, West Godavari Distric t without paying c ompensation to the 

a ffec ted  lands and  c rops as illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tion of p rovisions 

of the Ind ian Telegraph Ac t, 1885 as well as the Right to Fa ir 

Compensation and  Transparenc y in Land  Ac quisition, Rehab ilita tion 

and  Resettlement Ac t, 2013 and  c onsequently d irec t the respondents 

to follow the p rovisions of the Right to Fa ir Compensation and 

Transparenc y in Land  Ac quisition, Rehab ilita tion and  Resettlement Ac t, 

2013 in laying the transmission line through the lands of the petitioners.”  

 

3. During  the c ourse of hearing , it is b rought to the notic e of this 

Court by the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners tha t c ompensa tion 

has been pa id  to a ll the petitioners exc ep t petitioner Nos. 7 and  8.  

The c ompensa tion c ould  not be pa id  to petitioner Nos. 7 and  8 

sinc e the va lua tion of the c oc onut and  oil pa lm p lants is not 

p roperly done. Therefore, there is  delay in payment of the 

c ompensa tion. 

4. Learned  c ounsel for the petitioners a lso b rought to the notic e 

of this Court, the lega l notic es da ted  20.4.2015 issued  on beha lf of 

petitioner Nos. 7 and  8 to the respondent No.3, whic h g ive the 
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deta ils and  the number of p lants existing  in their respec tive 

p roperties. 

5. Per c ontra , respondent No.3 filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit  sta ting  

tha t if the c ompensa tion is fixed  by the Distric t Collec tor taking  into 

c onsidera tion a ll the relevant fac tors for fixing  the c ompensa tion, 

respondent No.3 will pay the same. 

6. On this lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners submits tha t sinc e 

the Distric t Collec tor is not having the tec hnic a l p rofic ienc y and  

a lso the expertise to assess the va lua tion as well as the grada tion of 

the p lants existing  in the p roperty in question, an expert from the 

Hortic ulture department may be deputed  to assess the va lua tion of 

the p lants existing  in the lands of the petitioner Nos. 7 and  8. 

7. Per c ontra , the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for 

respondent No.3 Corpora tion submitted  tha t the amount of 

c ompensa tion tha t may be fixed  by the Distric t Collec tor on the 

rec ommenda tion of the expert of the Hortic ulture department, will 

be pa id  to petitioner Nos. 7 and  8. 

8. Having heard  both the c ounsel and  from the perusa l of the 

materia l on rec ord , the only d ispute tha t exists as on today is as to 

the va lua tion and  grada tion of the p lants existing  in the p roperty of 

petitioner Nos. 7 and  8.  As fa r as the other petitioners a re 

c onc erned , i.e., petitioner Nos. 1 to 6 and  9 to 43, the 

c ompensa tion has a lready been pa id  and  the henc e, the Writ 

Petition has bec ome infruc tuous as fa r as they a re c onc erned . 

9. Sinc e the c ause is still a live vis-à -vis the petitioner Nos. 7 and  8, 

this Court is inc lined  to g ive a  d irec tion to respondent No.2 to 

depute an expert from the Hortic ulture department for assessing the 
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grada tion as well as va lua tion of the p lants existing  in the p roperties 

of the petitioner Nos. 7 and  8 and  a fter asc erta ining  the amount of 

c ompensa tion, respondent No.3 is d irec ted  to pay the same. 

10. The entire exerc ise with regard  to grada tion and  va lua tion of 

the p lants existing  in the p roperties of the petitioner Nos. 7 and  8 as 

well as the payment of c ompensa tion by respondent No.3 

Corpora tion should  be c omp leted  within a  period  of three months 

from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

11. It is need less to observe tha t while assessing the grada tion as 

well as the va lua tion of the p lants, the lega l notic es da ted  20.4.2015 

may be taken into c onsidera tion. 

12. Writ Petition is d isposed  of with regard  to petitioner Nos. 7 and  

8 as ind ic a ted  above. 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  

c losed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

__________________ 

                                               P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

 

Da te: 28.11.2018 
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