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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANX °f s document
AT CHANDIGARH

RFA No. 3601 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: 1.12.2017

Ram Kishan and others
Appellants
Versus
State of Haryana and others
...... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI
Present :  Mr. Lokesh Vohra, Advocate for

M. S.K. Tripathi, Advocate
for the appellants.

ARUN PAIL LI, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the appellants submits that the matter in
issue is squarely covered by the order and judgment, dated 27.5.2016,
rendered by this Court in RFA No. 5316 of 2014 (Pushpender Kumar and
others V. State of Haryana and another) and other connected matters, vide
which, in the appeals arising out of the same acquisition, this Court had
enhanced the compensation awarded to the claimants-landowners, as regards
the land situated in village Badha, to 33,75,70,419/- per acre. However, in
the appeals preferred by the State of Haryana against the decision of this
Court, the Supreme Court, vide order and judgment dated 5.9.2017, rendered
in Civil Appeal Nos.11913-11945 of 2017 (State of Haryana and another
V. Pushpendra Kumar and others), has since reduced the compensation by
15% only on account of development charges.

Notice.
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On the asking of the Court, Mr Shivendra Swaroop, AAG
Haryana, present in the Court, accepts notice on behalf the respondents.

The factual position as set out above, is not disputed by learned
counsel for the respondents.

For, concededly the matter in issue is squarely covered by the
decision rendered by the Supreme Court in the case of Pushpendra Kumar

and others (supra), the present appeal too is disposed of in the same terms.

1.12.2017 (ARUN PALLI)
AK Sharma JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No



