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Rajesh Bindal, J.

Affidavit of Satish Yadav, Land Acquisition Collector, Urban
Estate, Gururgram, dated 3.12.2017, filed in Court, is taken on record.

The petitioner has approached this Court claiming that the
acquisition of land comprised in Khasra No. 463 (0-10) in village Khandsa,
District Gurugram, has lapsed in view of the provisions of Section 24(2) of
the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition,
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 (for short “the 2013 Act”), as
neither the possession of the acquired land has been taken nor the
compensation thereof has been paid. It was submitted that notifications
under Sections 4 and 6 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 (for short, 'the
1894 Act'), were issued on 16.12.1988 and 14.12.1989, respectively. Award

was announced by the Land Acquisition Collector on 12.12.1991.
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At the very outset, learned counsel for the respondents, on
instructions from Satish Yadav, Land Acquisition Collector, Urban Estate,
Gurugram, submitted that the land forming part of khasra no. 463 (0-10),
regarding which the petitioner is claiming lapsing of acquisition was not
part of the acquisition for which notification under Section 4 of the 1894
Act was issued on 16.12.1988.

Keeping in view the aforesaid fact, the present petition is

dismissed as infructuous.
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