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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

1- CWP No. 8060 of 2008

Devashish Chakraverty andors. ... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and ors. .... Respondents

2- CWP No. 8697 of 2008

K.Srinidhiandors. . Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and ors. .... Respondents

3- CWP No. 8771 of 2008(O&M)

Mrs. Karuna Guptaandors. ... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and ors. .... Respondents

4- CWP No. 16712 of 2008

RishiPal . Petitioner
Versus

Union of India and ors. .... Respondents

5- CWP No. 12211 of 2009

Devashish Chakraverty andors. ... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and ors. .... Respondents

6- CWP No. 16568 of 2009(O&M)

Lallan Thakurandors. ... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and ors. .... Respondents

7- CWP No. 9130 of 2014

smt. Mamta . Petitioner
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CWP No. 8060 of 2008 and connected cases
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Versus

State of Haryana and ors.

8-

.. Respondents

CWP No. 24580 of 2014

Nirja Tikoo and ors.

Versus

State of Haryana and ors.
CWP No. 26544 of 2014

O-

Renu Mishara and ors.

Versus

State of Haryana and ors.

10-

CWP No. 3144 of 2015

Urmila Yadav

Versus

State of Haryana and ors.

Date of Decision: 20.05.2015

Petitioners

.. Respondents

Petitioners

.. Respondents

Petitioner

.. Respondents

CORAM:HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SATISH KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present:
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Mr. Puneet Bali, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. Arun Gupta, Advocate

Mr. Shailendra Jain, Sr. Advocate with
Ms. Mannu Chaudhary, Advocate

Ms. Ranjit Mehta, Advocate

Mr. Akshay Bhan, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. Amandeep Singh, Advocate

for the petitioners.

Mr. Amar Vivek, Addl. A.G., Haryana
for respondent-State
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Mr. Arun Walia, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. Ajay Nara, Advocate

Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Advocate

for HUDA.

SATISH KUMAR MITTAL,J.(ORAL)

This order shall dispose of aforesaid ten writ petitions
filed by various petitioners challenging notifications dated 25.01.2008
and 18.03.2008 issued under Section 4 read with section 17(1) and
(4) and Section 6 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 (for short 'the
Act') respectively; as well as the subsequent proceedings and the
award dated 23.12.2009 whereby the houses/land/plots of the
petitioners are also sought to be acquired.

With the intervention of this Court and with the able
assistance provided by learned Additional Advocate General,
Haryana, Mr. Amar Vivek the matter has been amicably resolved and
the parties have agreed on written final terms of settlement, copy
whereof has been filed by learned Additional Advocate General,
Haryana. The same is taken on record as Annexure A-1.

Learned counsel for the petitioners on the instructions
from their clients, who are present in the Court, have agreed to the
said final settlement, copy of which has been placed on record as
Annexure A-1 and a joint prayer has been made by the learned
counsel for the parties on instructions from their respective clients
that all the aforesaid writ petitions be disposed of in view of the
aforesaid final terms of settlement between the parties. It has also

been agreed that the reference already filed by some of the
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petitioners and the references likely to be filed by some others under
Section 18 of the Act shall be decided expeditiously,preferably within
a period of nine months or a year. It has also been agreed during
the course of arguments that the Nodal Officer-cum-Administrator,
Gurgaon will take into consideration the GPA, SPA and agreement to
sell held by some of the petitioners in these cases and will consider
the same on merit, as per the judgment passed by Hon'ble Supreme

Court in case titled Suraj Lamp & Industries (P) Ltd. Through

Director vs. State of Haryana and anr., 2012(1) SCC 656.

In view of the aforesaid stand taken by learned counsel
for both the parties, and the aforesaid written final terms of
settlement (Annexure A-1), arrived at between them, all these ten writ
petitions are disposed of in terms of the aforesaid settlement and
agreement.

Ordered accordingly.

( SATISH KUMAR MITTAL )
JUDGE

( HARINDER SINGH SIDHU )
JUDGE
20.05.2015
dinesh
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