
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

CONTEMPT CASE No.1253 of 2017 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.Damodar Reddy for petitioners and  Mr.Ra ja  

Sripa thi for respondents 2 to 5. 

On 24.01.2018, this Court, a fter rec ord ing  prima  fac ie  c ase 

of d isobed ienc e namely in not issuing notic e to petitioners, 

c onsidering  their ob jec tions and  passing  orders in ac c ordanc e 

with law, issued  notic e in Form-I.   

Respondents 2 to 5 a re p resent in the Court.  The c ase was 

heard  on 21.02.2018 as well as today. 

I have perused  the rec ord .  Perusa l of rec ord  together with 

the stand  taken in the rep ly a ffidavit, lead  this Court to 

c onsidera tion of issue namely whether the d isobed ienc e 

c omp la ined  in the instant Contempt Case is a  tec hnic a l 

c ontempt with wa fer thin d ifferenc e or the c ommission or 

omission on the part of respondents is a  substantive c ontempt 

warranting  c onsidera tion of the d isobed ienc e on merits.   

The c rux of the matter c entres a round  the d ispa tc h of 

notic e by respondents 2 to 5 before paying c ompensa tion for an 

extent of Ac .0-24 g ts. under G.O.Ms.No.123 in favour of one 

Subba  Reddy.  Ac c ord ing  to respondents, the notic es were 

taken out to the addresses furnished  by the petitioners and  the 

houses were loc ked . Therefore, the enquiry was p roc eeded  with 

and  the c ompensa tion was pa id  to Subba  Reddy for an extent 
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of Ac .0.24 g ts. in Sy.No.165.  It is the c ase of respondents tha t 

through the very same p roc eed ings da ted  08.11.2016, the 

petitioners rec eived  c ompensa tion in respec t of one of the 

survey numbers c overed  in the writ p rayer.  Further, notic e da ted  

11.07.2017 was issued  for determining  the c la ims of petitioners 

either on quantum of c ompensa tion or entitlement. 

After perusing the rec ord , this Court is of the view tha t 

respondents 2 to 5 ought to be g iven the benefit of doub t and  

wha tever steps the respondents have taken must be 

apprec ia ted  as offic ia l ac ts done during  and  in the c ourse of 

d isc harge of their duties.  May be tha t little more c a re and  

c aution in respond ing to the d irec tions issued  by the Court would  

have avoided  the a llega tion of d isobed ienc e of c ourt order and  

a lso tha t there is tec hnic a l c ontempt in d isbursement of 

c ompensa tion through p roc eed ings da ted  08.11.2016 for an 

extent of Ac .0-24 g ts. in Sy.No.165 under G.O.Ms.No.123 in favour 

of Subba  Reddy.  Though the above find ing  is warranted  in the 

c irc umstanc es of the c ase, the respondents to p rove their 

bona fides have issued  notic e da ted  11.07.2017 and  have heard  

the petitioners on 22.07.2017 and  a re p repared  to pass orders, 

the petitioners if a re aggrieved  c an independently work out a ll 

the remed ies ava ilab le in ac c ordanc e with law.  Thus the 

tec hnic a l c ontempt is a lso pursued  by the subsequent steps 

taken in this beha lf. 
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The respondents, who a re p resent in the Court, through 

lea rned  Government Pleader, sta te tha t orders, pursuant to 

notic e da ted  11.07.2017, will be passed  within four weeks from 

today and  c ommunic a ted  by reg istered  post with 

ac knowledgment due to the petitioners to the address g iven in 

the writ petition; c ontempt c ase and  a lso Mr.Domodar Reddy, 

lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for petitioners.  The petitioners, if a re 

aggrieved  by the Communic a tion so made by respondents, c an 

work out the remed ies stric tly in ac c ordanc e with law. 

With the above observa tion, the Contempt Case is c losed . 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing, sha ll stand  c losed . 

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 07-03-2018 

Prv 
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