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SURYA KANT, J. (Oral)

(1) Learned counsel for the applicant/petitioner points out that the
notifications issued under Section 4&6 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894
which were under challenge in this writ petition have since been admittedly
withdrawn by the State Government and a statement to this effect has
already been made on behalf of the official respondents in CWP No.20010
of 2015 (Anuj & Ors. vs. State of Haryana & Ors.) decided on 10.05.2016

annexed as Annexure Al with the Civil Misc. Application wherein prayer
has been made to dispose of the writ petition in terms of the cited decision.
(2) The application is accordingly allowed and the writ petition is

disposed of as infructuous in terms of the order passed in Anuj & Ors. case

(supra).
3) Ordered accordingly.
(Surya Kant)
Judge
21.09.2016 (Sudip Ahluwalia)
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