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To,
'itre General Manager,
District Indrstries Centre.
Hyd€rabad District,
Nfr.rsheerabad,

HYDELA,BAD - 5AO O2O,

Respected Sir,

Sr:b;- Erylanatron to your I-r. &. Z8/O5/1994,
F.ei:- 1 ) W,P. No. 70?4/1994 & Ordcrs in WPMP E650/1994 & 14/U11994.

2) Yor.u'Letter No. 6208/8.3AAA,/94; <lL 2810511994

We ar€ submittng m erplanation to yor:r letter referred as No. 2 on behalf of Ms. virltvaiit CsttinSt &

E6gneering Worts, Plot No. 26/2, hdugtriai Arcs, Azrnabed, Hyderabad ' 500 020 es urder :

l. ft is a fact that plot No, 2612, ad ta'u-ing Z4O0 Sq, Yds., in Indrxtrial Area, Azarnrba4 Hydcnbad

sas leesed ort to our clie.nt for 99 yea-s by tfie Govennnert., beginninS in ttrc yea' 1946 for tie

purpore of Castingr and Gcncral Engineering Works, Orn clicrt. execri.ed a lcare deed on loth

September, l98l to the same effecL Thc raid plot rar leaeed od to orr client vith en irtcrfion to

develop indrtrial actinties.

2, Eve.n thouth our client is rurrin8: a rrut in the said premises as per the terms of the leare, you tnve

is$.red a letter No. ? 191B.3/IAA/94, drtld 09/03/1994 arking our cliert to 4ply for a Fesh lcase

wi*rin 30 dayr from recerpt of *re leEer. the said letter ras receivcd by our client on 1910311994.

Whcn there is a lubsisiing lease for 99 yearr in existence, according to rhich or:r client is cortiruing

the possession without any default tn payTnera of rent to you md fulfillfrg the purpoee for rtrich thc

above mentioned premises sas leased oui, you heve no rigtt to ask our clicrt to apply for a Eeatr

lease. Further it is incorrect to 8ry tlat from i l/07/1992, the date of enforccment of Azrrubcd

In&:strial Area lTermination and Regulation of I:ases) Act of 1992 (Acl l5 of 1992) our cli€d's

lease for 99 yers standg canceled, Th€ Act itself is bad in the eye of the lar and it defeats ttre rigltts

of citizeru which a-e guu-a*eed in Articlc 14, l9(lxg),21 &300.Aof cgnstihtion oflndia"

3. As t5e said act is ultavirous md bad ou'client con'ectly chellenged thc said Act l5 of 1992 rd your

above letts dated 09/03/1994 arking ou- client to apply for frcsh leasc, by filing writ petition

referred as No. I beforc HiSr Cout of Andhra Pradesh and ned stry of all firr]er proceedings ut
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pursuaflce,.rftlegaidAct,'rlrhcnthe.rlrtitrelfissteyeditisincorrecttosaythatourclientisno

longer s tenart of the goverrrnent, As a mattrr of fact our client is your tenrt for 99 ycar: from

1946 onwards and tie lease is valid even today. Furth€r in view of orders pasoed in WPMP as

referred above you crmot rrterfere crith the peaceful possession rrd eryoyment of the sudpremises,

4. the allegation of sub-leasurg of prrnises t one trf/s, Everest Aromobiteg is faire and incorrccl

Nobody cane to orr premises either on 10/05/1994 or rry other dete and no machincry of othcrs

nas shiftcd in at that time. Atl the machinery prescnt in ttre said prerruses belongs to my clicrt md

for the purpose ol proper n-rrring of the indrstry gome additiom and alteretions rrc tsken up hom

time to time. When our cliert h$ not sub-let the premiser to rrybody the question of eviction does

not arige, Our cliert has not encouraged lY!/r. Everest Ar-tomobiles to rhift their machincry into the

said premises d any time. Whatever our clierrt did, was only for the propcr rurmng of thc ind:ctry.

the validity of Act I 5 of I 992 and not the 99 yean icare, haa been challenged in thc ltigh CourL As

then a'e orderg Fom *rc High Cowt of An&ra Pradcsh not to fiJrther proceed accordrng to the said

Art you cannot interfere rit}r the peaceful posscssi,rn and eojoymcrrt by irruing ttrc lctrrr
tireatennt our client. It rnowts to nothing bd corterpt of court ordcrs, rtrile the cagc ir pcnding

before the court of lav. Till the disposal of the case you have no legal right end powcr to intcrferc

with my client's possession of the above mentioned premises,

therefore, you a'e reqr:ested to drop llre sud letter ard reFain from firther proceedingr or efue otr client

would be forced to move to the court of law for contempt of court proceedingr agirut you

Thar*urg you ur,

Y,curs Tnrly,

.>

Bajrarg Singh Thakur,

Cowrsel for }lf/r. Vishwajit Casting Wr.;rks.
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