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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 5634/2017 & CM APPL. 23565/2017
DEEPAK SHARMA .. Petitioner
Through : Mr.Ra Bahadur Singh, Advocate.
versus
UNION OF INDIA THROUGH L.A.C.(SE.) ... Respondent

Through : Mr.Y eeshu Jain, Advocate.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAVINDRA BHAT
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P.GARG
ORDER
% 10.07.2017

Issue notice. Mr.Y eeshu Jain, Advocate for the respondent accepts notice.

The petitioner seeks a direction to the respondent to forward his reference
stated to have been preferred on 05.01.2011 to the appropriate Court under
Section 18 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894. The respondent’s counter with the
content that the application for reference is made far beyond the period of
l[imitation since award was made sometime in 1992.

Considering the limited nature of the relief and the fact that the issue of
limitation is to be first addressed by the LAC, the Court is of the opinion that the
thresh-hold issue of limitation and its maintainability in that regard should be first
examined by the LAC. Needlessto say, LAC shall give reasonable and adequate
notice and opportunity to the petitioner in this regard before making any orders.
The order shall be communicated to the petitioner directly.

The writ petition is partly allowed in the above terms.

S. RAVINDRA BHAT, J

SP.GARG,J
JULY 10, 2017/ tr
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