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1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioners, Shri Ratnesh Chandra, 
learned counsel for respondent Nos. 2 and 3- Lucknow Development 
Authority, and learned Standing Counsel representing the State-
respondent Nos. 1, 4, 5, and 6.

2. The present petition has been filed challenging the notification dated 
05.06.2026 issued under Section 11 of the Right to Fair Compensation 
and Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement 
Act, 2013 (hereinafter referred to as the "Act, 2013").

3. Learned counsel for the petitioners argued that although the notification 
has been issued under Section 11 of the Act, 2013, the respondent 
authorities are threatening to demolish the construction in case consent is 
not given. However, there is no factual basis for the said assertion and no 
material could be shown for quashing the notification dated 05.06.2026.

4. The writ petition stands dismissed, leaving it open to the petitioners to 
raise such objections as are permissible under law.

5. Learned counsel for the respondents states that the proceedings for 
demolition can only be initiated in accordance with law, for which no 
disclosure has been made in the writ petition. Accepting the said 
contention, it is provided that demolition, if any, shall take place strictly 
in accordance with law.
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