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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2012
                                         CC 22701-22702/2012

(From the judgement and order  dated  25/01/2011  in  LAAS  No.586/2005,LAAS
No.599/2005 of The HIGH COURT OF A.P  AT HYDERABAD)

LAQ OFFICER KHAMMAM                               Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

TATA SEETHA RAMAIAH (D) BY ORS.                   Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP and  office
report)

Date: 15/01/2013  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)        Mr. A.T.M.Rangaramanujam, Sr. Adv.
                         Ms. C.K. Sucharita,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

                 Delay condoned.

                 These petitions are directed against the  judgment  of  the
      Division Bench of the Andhra Pradesh High Court  whereby  the  appeals
      filed by the petitioner against  the  award  passed  by  Senior  Civil
      Judge, Sathupally for payment of compensation to  the  respondents  at
      the  rate  of  Rs.1,12,100/-  per  acre  for  agricultural  land   and
      Rs.65,000/- for well were dismissed.
                 We have  heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and
      perused the record.  In our view, the award passed  by  the  Reference
      Court was based on  comprehensive  evaluation  of  the  pleadings  and
      analysis of the evidence produced by  the  parties  on  the  issue  of
      market value of the acquired land  and well and the Division Bench  of
      the High Court did not commit any error by refusing to interfere  with
      the same.
                 The special leave petitions are accordingly dismissed.
                 The State Government and the petitioner shall  ensure  that
      the amount of compensation determined by the Reference Court  is  paid
      to the respondents within a period of two months.
                 A report showing  compliance  of  the  aforesaid  direction
      shall be filed in the Registry of the  High  Court.   Thereafter,  the
      matter be listed before an appropriate Bench.  If it is found that the
      State Government and the petitioner have failed to pay the  amount  of
      compensation to the respondents in terms of  this  order,  proceedings
      may be initiated against the defaulting officers under the Contempt of
      Courts Act, 1971.
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