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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

216 CWP No.31096 of 2018
Decided on : 21.05.2019

Hanuman Infrastructure Limited
... Petitioner

Versus
State of Haryana and others
... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA

Present: Mr. Anil Dutt, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Vibha Tewari, AAG, Haryana.

G.S. Sandhawalia, J. (Oral)

Reply by way of affidavit of Mr. Nirmal Dahiya, Land
Acquisition Collector, Urban Estate, Rohtak, on behalf of respondents
No.1 and 2 filed in the Court. The same is taken on record. The relevant
paragraphs of the said affidavit reads as under:-

“3. That the State Govt. notified 284.33 acres of land
vide declaration dated 14.06.2007. Subsequently, the LAC
announced the award of the land measuring 238.91 acres and
the possession of land was handed over to the Estate Office
HUDA on the same day. Entry to this effect has been made in
the Rapat Rojnamacha vide No.563 dated 12.06.2009 of
village Raipur.

4. That the compensation amount has already been
tendered by the LAC to the petitioners but the relevant
documents regarding the compensation has been submitted by
him after the decision of on his representation and after that
the amount has been paid to him through RTGS on
20.11.2018.



NAVEEN NAGPAL
2019.05.21 17:50

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.31096 of 2018 -2-

5. That the petitioner has claimed that he has filed a
reference u/s- 18 of LA Act on 24.08.2009 before the office
of LAC Rohtak, but it is submitted that the petitioner's claim
is a concocted story as no strict proof in support thereof is
placed on record like diary no of LAO office or any proof of
registered post to LAO office. Further it is submitted that he
has filed his reference petition u/s-18 on 06.02.2019 before
the Land Acquisition Collector, Rohtak and the same has
been sent to the reference court vide diary no.329-331 dt.

20.05.2019.”
Counsel for the petitioner submits that in view of the matter
being referred to the District Judge, the present petition has been
rendered infructuous.

Disposed of accordingly.

(G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
MAY 21, 2019 JUDGE

Naveen

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No

Whether Reportable: Yes/No



