
RFA No.1674 of 1997

 

IN TH

217 

JOGINDER SIN

 

Vs 

 

STATE OF PUN

CORAM: HON'

 

Present:  Mr. 

  for th

 

Mr. S

 

HARKESH MAN

[1].   By w

21.04.1997 passe

referred as “Refe

Acquisition Act, 

instance of the ap

partly allowed.  

[2].   Brief

situated within th

Nagar (Mohali) 

29.11.1989 under

construction of SY

Collector in term

following effect:

997 (O&M)     

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJA

AT CHANDIGAR

RFA No.16

Date of De

  

R SINGH     

 

 PUNJAB AND ORS.   

ON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARKESH

Mr. Pritam Saini, Advocate 

for the appellant 

Mr. Siddharth Sandhu, Asstt. A.G., P

**** 

MANUJA, J. (Oral) 

By way of present appeal, challenge

passed by the Additional District Jud

 “Reference Court”), whereby petitio

 Act, 1894 (hereinafter to be refer

 the appellants-landowners seeking en

 

Briefly stating, certain land own

thin the revenue estate of village So

hali) came to be acquired vide Not

 under Sections 4 and 6 of the 1894 A

n of SYL Canal, followed by an awar

n terms of Section 11 of the 1894 Ac

ffect:- 

      

UNJAB AND HARYANA  

IGARH 

 No.1674 of 1997 (O&M) 

 of Decision: 10.07.2024 

 ......Appellant(s) 

 ....Respondent(s) 

ESH MANUJA 

.G., Punjab. 

allenge has been laid to an award date

ict Judge, Rupanagar (hereinafter to b

petition under Section 18 of the Lan

 referred as ‘1894 Act’) filed at th

ing enhancement of compensation wa

 owned by the appellant/landown

ge Sotal, Tehsil Kharar, District SA

Notifications dated 03.11.1989 an

894 Act respectively for the purpose o

 award passed by the Land Acquisitio

94 Act, fixing the market value to th

1 

  

rd dated 

er to be 

e Land 

 at the 

was 

downer 

ict SAS 

89 and 

rpose of 

uisition 

e to the 

MOHMED ATIK
2024.08.13 09:27
I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgment



RFA No.1674 of 1997

 

  “Cha

  Bara

  Gair 

 

[3].   Aggr

Section 18 of the 

to the tune of Rs

trees. The Refere

against guava tre

the land to the fol

  “Cha

  Bara

  Banj

  Gair 

   

[4].   By w

been assailed whi

18.09.1985 land 

Kharar, District S

purpose i.e. const

Court vide judgm

concluding part o

 

price

for C

for 

 

the e

rate 

Bara

owne

997 (O&M)     

“Chahi   Rs.86,800/
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Gair Mumkin  Rs.49,000/
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