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HIGH COQURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF NOVEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURAELE SRI JUSTICE MUMMINEN]I SUDHEER KUMAR

WRIT PETITION NO: 23098 OF 2019

Betwesan:

1. Syed Faresduddin Ahmed Khan, Sfo. Late Syed Sultan Maseeruddin Ahmed
khan, aged 60 yvears, Occ. Agriculture

2. Smt. amtul Sadeqga, Wio, Syed Fareeduddin Ahmed Ehan, 54 yvears, Housa
wife

Both are Rio H.MNo.8-4-T7/3112A, Silver Apartments, Yousuf Tekdi, Tol
Chowki, Hyderabad-500008
..PETITIONERS

AND
1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Prncipal Secretary, Revenus
Department {Land Acquisition), Secretarial, Hyderabad.
2. The District Collector, Ranga Reddy District.
3. The Special Officer (Land Acquisition) and Revenue Divisional Officer,
Chevelia Division, Chavella, Ranga Reddy District
--.RESFONDENTS

Peliticn under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
cirgumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased fo issue a Writ or Order or Orders or Direction mainly in the nature of
Wit of mandamus declaring the inaction of the respondents in not passing the
award in favour of petitioners as per the prevailing market valug in respect of
their land admeasuring Ac.5.00 in Sy.No. 190/19 and Ac.5.00 in Sy.No, 190/28 of
Chandanvelli Village, Shabad Mandal, Chevella Division, ER Distnict and for not
considering their claims as per the documentary evidence as illegal, unjust,
capricious, violative of Article 14, 16, 21 and 300-A of the Constitution of India.
made thereunder and other statutory provisions of law beside In utter violation of
principles of natural justice and consequently direct the respondents to consider
the claims petitions dated 4-2-2018 submitted by the petitioners for payment of
compensation for the 10 acres land acquired, by referring to the Authority
constituted under the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land
Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 or in the aliernative to pay
compensation as per the present market value for the entire land held by the
pelitioners
IA NO: 1 OF 2018

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to




direct the respondents not Lo disburse the compensation in respect of petitioners
land admeasuring Ac.5.00 in Sy.No. 190/12 and Ac.5.00 in Sy No. 190728 of
Chandanvelli Village, Shabad Mandal, Ranga Reddy District to any third partios,
pending disposal of main Writ Petition

Counsel for the Petitioner: Smt. A. ANASUYA

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR LAND ACQUISITION

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BELE SRI JUSTICE MUMMINENI SUDHEER KUMAR
WRIT PETITION No.23098 of 2019

ORDER:

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned
Guovernmen! Pleader for Land Acquisition appearing for the

respondents.

2. The case of the pelilioners in this writ pelilion 1s that Lthe
tather of the 1% petitioner was originally assipned land to an
extent of Acs. 3.00 puntas in Survey No.1920/19, situsted at
Chandanavelll  Village, Shabad Mandal, Chovella Diasion,
Hanga Reddy District, and the saime was mutated i the name of
the 1%t pettioner's father, which was succceded by the 1=
pctitioner and he was also issued pattadar passbook with Khata
No.252/044767. The 20d petitioner also elaims to have
succeeded land 1o an extent of Acs 5-00 guntas from her father
and she was alse ssued pattadar passbook and Gtle deed
hearing Mo 2537044768 in her name.  The said enlire exlents of
lands were sought to be acquired by the respondents, lnst the
potitioners are heing paid compensation only in respect of Tamd
to an exteni ol Acs.1.20 guntas each snd the compensalion in

respect of the remaining extent of lund is zouphl 1o e paid in



favour of thard parties on the ground that they are found to be

i posgession of the said extenl of land.

3. From a perusal of the material on record, prima faoe, itas
evident that the petitioncrs arc shown to be the pattadars in
respect of land to an extent of Acs.5.00 cach in the above
referred survey numbers., Therefore, the stand of Lhe
respondents that the compensation in respect of the land in
possession of third parties would be paid to the said persons,
and the petiticners are being pald compensation to the land
which is in their possession. cannot bec accepted, IT that
situation is allowed to take place on the ground that some thard
parties are in possession of the patta land of the petitioners and
they are pald compensation at the discretion without there
being any documentary proof o claim right and Litle over the
subjeet property, the same would definitely lead 1o an arbitrary
exercise af powsr. As lhere s dispute about the entitlement of
compensalion In respect of the balance extent of land in the
above referred survoy numbiers, 10 would be appropriate for the
respondents to reler the dispute in respect of disputed cxtent of
lard to & compelent authorily. As already noted above, there is

ne dispute aboul the entitlerment of the petitioners to claim



compensation in respect of land to an extent of Acs. 1,30 guntas

cach,

4. In the light of the above, this Court is of the considerad
view that it 15 not open for the respondents to conclude that the
petitinners are not entitled tor claiming compensation solely on
the ground that they are not found 1o be in possession of the
subject property and some Lhird parties are in possession of Lthe

Salnec.

n in the circumstances, the writ petition is disposed of
directing the respondents to pay compensation in respect of
land to an extent of Acs.1.30 each to the petitioners, as the
petitioners are entitled for such compensation undisputedly and
to refer the matter to the Rechabilitabion and Hesettlement
Authority under Section 64 of the Right to Fair Compensation
arnd Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation arnd
Resettlement Act, 2013 (for short, 'the Act, 20137 insofar as
halance extent of land is concerned within a period of four
weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. Once
guch reference is made under Bection &4 of the Act, 2013,
a5 directed above, the petitioners herein as well as the third

parties shall be put on notice and the said authority shall

T



To,

il

M

conduct necessary enguiry for deciding the entitlement of the
petitioners or Lhe said third partics to claim compensation in
respect of the balanee extent of land. There shall be no order as
{o costs,

Miscellancous Petitions, o any, pending in this wri

petition shall stand closed.

SDi- C. PRAVEEN KUMAR
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

HTRUE COPYYH 0
SECTION OFFICER

. The Principal Secretary, Revenue Department (Land Acquisition),

Secretariat, 5tate of Telangana, Hydarabad.

The District Collector, Ranga Reddy District.

The Special Dfficer (Land Acquizition) and Revenue Divisional Officer,
Chevella Division, Chevella, Ranga Reddy District

Two CCs to GF FOR LAND ACQUISITION, High Court for the State of
Telangana, al Hyderabad [OUT)

One CC o SmL A ANASUYA Advocate [OPLC]
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HIGH COURT

DATED:16/11/2022

ORDER

WP.N0.23098 of 2019

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS



