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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
206 (61)
CWP-20258-2015
Date of decision: 31* August, 2020
Subhash Chander and others
.....Petitioners
Versus
State of Haryana and others
....Respondents
CORAM: JUSTICE S. MURALIDHAR
JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN
Present: Mr. Keshav Partap Singh, Advocate for the Petitioners.
Mr. Ankur Mittal, Additional Advocate General, Haryana.
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Dr. S. Muralidhar, J.

1. In view of the judgment of the Constitution Bench of the Supreme Court
in Indore Development Authority v. Manoharlal AIR 2020 SC 1496, none
of the grounds/issues raised in this petition survive as they all stand
answered against the Petitioners.

2. This petition is accordingly dismissed.

3. The status quo order, if any, hereby stands vacated.

4. As far as Petitioner No. 4 is concerned, in view of the statement in the
reply filed by the Respondents that the award in respect of her land could not
be announced due to stay order dated 26™ April, 2000 in CWP No. 4402 of
2000, which was disposed of on 21* October, 2014, it is clarified that
notwithstanding any subsequent stay order in any other writ petition, it will

be open to the Respondents to proceed to announce the award in respect of
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the Petitioner No. 4’s land. The Court also grants liberty to the Petitioner
No. 4 to approach the Land Acquisition Collector for disbursal of the
compensation due to her, in accordance with law. It is also clarified that if
the Petitioner No. 4 makes a representation invoking S. 101-A of the 2013
Act, it will be for the Respondent authorities to examine it and pass an

appropriate order in accordance with law.
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