V.Vishal
2018.02.14 13:19

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

ookeskok

CWP No.11809 of 2017
Date of Decision: 05.02.2018

skskeskesk

Chaturbhuj & Ors. ...Petitioners
VS.

State of Haryana & Ors. ... Respondents
shesiesksk

Coram: Hon’ble Mr.Justice Surya Kant
Hon’ble Mr.Justice Shekher Dhawan

Aeskokk

Present: Mr. Manpreet S Kanda, Advocate for the petitioners

Mr. Ankur Mittal, Addl. AG Haryana and
Mr. Manoj Dhankar, AAG Haryana
Mr. Shivendra Swaroop, AAG Haryana

oskeskok

SURYA KANT J. (Oral)

€)) Learned counsel for the parties are ad idem that the impugned
acquisition in the instant case is liable to be declared to have lapsed under
Section 24(2) of the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land
Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 in view of the
decision of this Court dated 29.01.2018 rendered in a bunch of 12 cases
arising out of the same acquisition including in Zile Singh & Ors. vs. State

of Haryana & Ors. [CWP-62-2014].

() For the reasons assigned by this Court in Zile Singh & Ors.

case (supra), the writ petition is allowed and the acquisition of the
petitioners’ land/property is declared to have lapsed under Section 24(2) of
the 2013 Act subject to the same terms and conditions as have been imposed

in Zile Singh & Ors. case.

3) Ordered accordingly.
(Surya Kant)
Judge
(Shekher Dhawan)
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