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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

RFA-4163-2017 (O&M)
Date of decision:01.09.2021

Haryana State Industrial & Infrastructure Development Corporation

....Appellant
Versus

Kulbir and others

..Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

Present:

Mr. Prateek Sodhi, Advocate
for the appellant in RFA-1354-2016 and
for the respondents in RFA-926-2017

Mr. Puneet Bali, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Gursher Bhandal, Advocate
for Maruti Suzuki India Ltd. in RFA-2402-2017

Mr. Ashwani Chopra, Senior Advocate with

Mr. Pritam Singh Saini, Advocate and

Mr. Vishal Garg, Advocate

for the HSIIDC/appellant in RFA No0s.926 to 961, 963 to
984 and 1069 to 1075 of 2017

for the HSIIDC/respondent in RFA Nos.1105 to 1116, 1105,
1154, 1155, 1256 to 1260, 1354, 1150, 1153, 4005, 4007 of
2016 and RFA Nos.4003, 4004, 4006, 4008, 4010, 4011,
216 to 218, 1533, 1491 to 1499, 1733, 4605, 1534 to 1538
of 2017 and RFA Nos.4223, 8416, 4222, 3843, 2198, 179 of
2018 and RFA Nos.378 and 564 of 2019.

Mr. Rakesh Nehra, Senior Advocate with

Mr. Atul Ravish, Advocate

for the appellants in RFA Nos.4950, 4951 of 2016, RFA
No.332 of 2017.

Mr. S.P. Chahar, Advocate

for the appellants-landowners in RFA Nos.429 to 465, 518
to 529, 613 to 627, 678 to 681, 994 to 997, 1045, 1273 to
1276, 1628, 2354, 2355, 3146 of 2017.

for the respondents-landowners in RFA Nos.4164, 4202,
4207, 4210, 4252, 4256, 4258, 4262, 4267, 4270, 4272,
4276, 4285 to 4288, 4290, 4312, 4319, 4343, 4345, 4348,
4352, 4354, 4358, 4360, 4361, 4363, 4367, 4370, 4394,
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4399 to 4404, 4407, 4412, 4416, 4425, 4426, 4428, 4431,
4452 to 4454, 4456, 4457, 4460, 4462, 4463, 4465, 44606,
4468, 4490, 4493, 4494, 4495, 4497, 4498 of 2017

Mr. Sahil Gupta, Advocate
for the respondents in RFA Nos.4452, 4074, 4453, 4461,
4455, 4481, 4618, 4457 of 2019

Mr. Nilesh Bhardwaj, Advocate
for the respondents in RFA No0.943 of 2017.

Mr. N.K. Malhotra, Advocate for
Mr. Ashwani Verma, Advocate,

Mr. Sandeep K. Sharma, Advocate
Mr. Kulvir Narwal, Advocate

Mr. M.S. Rana, Advocate

Mr. Rahul Deswal, Advocate

Mr. Uday Agnihotri, Advocate

for the landowners.

Mr. Saurabh Dalal, Advocate

for the appellants in RFA Nos.4223, 4222 of 2018 and RFA
Nos.2016, 2441 of 2019.

for the respondents in RFA No0s.939 and 952 of 2017.

Mr. Sudhir Hooda, Advocate

for the appellants-landowners in RFA Nos.2460, 2466, 1146
of 2017,

for the respondents-landowners in RFA Nos.4209, 4344,
4356, 4364 of 2017.

Mr. Rajiv Sharma, Advocate

for the appellants-landowners in RFA Nos.2703 of 2017
and RFA Nos.4003 to 4011 of 2016 and

for the respondents-landowners in RFA Nos.933, 961, 980,
936, 964, 931, 974, 928, 1070, 4740 of 2017

for cross-objectors in XOBJR-6-2021 in RFA-4679-2017.

Mr. Arun Beniwal, DAG, Haryana and
Mr. Shivendra Swaroop, AAG, Haryana.

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J

The hearing of the case was held through video

conferencing on account of restricted functioning of the Courts.
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1. Through these Regular First Appeals (details whereof are on
the footnote of the judgment), filed under Section 54 of the Land
Acquisition Act, 1894 (hereinafter referred to as the '1894 Act'), the
correctness of the market value of Rs. 17,00,000/- per acre of the
acquired land assessed by a common judgment dated 30.08.2016 passed
by Additional District Judge, Rohtak, has been assailed. Learned counsel
representing the parties are ad idem that these appeals can be

conveniently disposed of by a common judgment.

2.Facts:-

2.1 In order to utilize the agricultural land for setting up
Industrial Model Township, Rohtak, the Haryana Government issued a
notification under Section 4 of the 1894 Act on 09.06.2006, proposing to
acquire the land situated in the villages of Kheri Sandh and Baliyana,
District Rohtak. The Land Acquisition Collector assessed the market
value of the acquired land measuring 5848 Kanals and 1 Marla located
in Village Baliyana @ 16,00,000 per acre vide award No. 6 dated
15.05.2007. Subsequently, the Reference Court has enhanced the market
value @ 17,00,000/- per acre. By this judgment, the appeals and cross
appeals, filed by the Haryana State Industrial Infrastructure
Development Corporation ( HSIIDC) as well as the owners of the land
located in village Baliyana, respectively, shall stand disposed of.

2.2 The land owners claim that the market value of the land, at
the time of issuance of notification under Section 4 of the 1894 Act, was
assessed at the rate of Rs.50,00,000/- per acre, in respect of Nehri/chahi

REKHA SIHAG land as the acquired land was quite fertile and used to give a good yield.
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Whereas the HSIIDC asserts that the amount awarded by the Land
Acquisition Collector is correct and the Reference Court has erred in
enhancing the market value of the acquired land from Rs. 16,00,000/-
per acre to Rs. 17,00,000/- per acre. During the pendency of the
proceedings before the Reference Court, Maruti Suzuki India Limited
became a party respondent and filed its counter reply supporting the case
of the HSIIDC.
2.3 On completion of the pleadings, the following issues were
culled out:-
“(1) What was the market value of the acquired land
at the time of issuance of notification under Section 4
of the Land Acquisition Act, 18942 OPP.
(2) Whether the petitioners are entitled to any amount
of enhanced compensation, as alleged, if so to what
extent? OPP.
(3) Whether the petition is not maintainable? OPR.
(4) Whether the petitioners have no locus standi to
file the present petition ? OPD.
(5) Relief.”
2.4 In order to prove their case, the land owners examined
PW1 Ram Phal, PW 2 Kaptan, PW 3 Ram Chander, PW4 Baljit Singh,
PW5 Zile Singh, PW6 Shish Pal, PW7 Munish Ram, PW8 Harpal and
PW9 Ram Dhan (retired Kanoongo) whereas the HSIIDC examined
Krishan (Patwari) as RW1 and Maruti Suzuki India Limited examined
Surinder Kumar (Advisor Legal).
2.5 The landowners as well the State of Haryana produced
various sale deeds, in order to help the court to determine the market
value, the same have been extracted in the later part of the judgment. In
the judgment passed in the lead case-Splendour Land Base Limited

integrity of this document
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versus State of Haryana (Ex.P11), while determining the market value of
the land situated in village Kheri Sadh, the reference court has assessed
the market value of the acquired land abutting the National Highway
upto the depth of one acre @ Rs.24,00,000/- whereas in respect of the
remaining land situated in village Kheri Sadh, the market value has been
assessed at Rs.19,77,000/- per acre. The land owners have also
produced another judgment passed by the Court assessing the market
value of the land located in village Kheri Sadh @ Rs. 24,50,000/- per
acre in respect of the land upto the depth of 1 acre adjoining the National
Highway-10 whereas the remaining land is assessed @ Rs. 21,37,000/-
per acre with respect to the subsequent acquisition of the land vide
notification dated 13.02.2008 under Section 4 of the 1894 Act. The
landowners have also produced another judgment relating to compulsory
acquisition of the land situated in village Baliyana. In this case,
notification under Section 4 of the 1894 Act was issued on 13.02.2008.
The court assessed the market value at Rs.17,20,000/- per acre.

3. Submissions of L.earned counsels:-

3.1 Heard learned counsel for the parties at length and with
their able assistance perused the judgment passed by the court as well as
the record of the reference court which was requisitioned.

3.2 On the one hand, learned Senior Counsel representing the

HSIIDC contends that the land owners failed to produce any sale deed or
comparable sale exemplars which existed prior to the date of notification
under Section 4 of the 1894 Act and the court has erred in enhancing the

market value by Rs.1,00,000/- per acre i.e from Rs.16,00,000/- to
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Rs.17,00,000/- per acre. He contends that the location of the land
situated in village Kheri Sadh is better when compared with the land of
village Baliyana. He, hence, prays for acceptance of the appeals.

33 Per contra, learned counsel representing the land owners
contends that the land of villages Kheri Sadh and Baliyana abut each
other and the purpose of compulsory acquisition is common. Not only
the notification, under Section 4 of the 1894 Act, is same, even the
assessment made by the Land Acquisition Collector is equal. Hence, he
contends that the land owners of the village Baliyana are also entitled to
the same compensation as has been awarded to the land owners of
village Kheri Sadh.

4. Analysis by the Bench

4.1 It may be noted here that by a judgment in RFA No. 926 of
2017 of the even date, the appeals with respect to the land located in
village Kheri Sadh have been decided while enhancing the market value
of the land abutting National Highway-10 upto the depth of one acre @
28,69,910/- per acre whereas the assessment of the market value of the
remaining land of village Kheri Sadh has been maintained.

4.2 On a careful reading of the oral evidence, it has come on
record that the land of village Kheri Sadh abuts National Highway no.10.
The piece of land which is located on a National Highway ordinarily
fetches more price when compared with the land which lies in the
interiors and which is located far away from the National Highway
unless there is some other reason. It has come in evidence that the land

of village Baliyana though located on a village road but is at a distance

REKHA SIHAG
2021.09.15 17:00

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document
chandigarh



RFA-4163-2017 (O&M)
and connected cases 7

of only 1 km from the National Highway no.10. From a perusal of the
draft development plan 2021 AD, prepared vide drawing no. DD (R)
1763-09 dated 25.11.2009, it is apparent that village Kheri Sadh falls
inside the Pheripheral road of Rohtak City whereas the major part of the
village Baliyana falls outside the peripheral road. Hence, the argument
of the learned counsel that the land owners of village Baliyana are also
entitled to the same market value as has been assessed with respect to the
acquired land of Village Kheri Sadh has no force.

43

At this stage, it would be appropriate to notice the

comparable sale deeds produced by both the parties, which are extracted

as under:-
Sr. |Exhibit |Date of |Total Sale Land Village Remarks
No. | No. (Sale |Sale Deed | Consideration Area
Deed
No.)
1. |Ex.P1 25/05/200 |Rs.1,93,49,760/- 32 Kharawar
(441) 7 Price Per Marla : kanals
Rs.29,999.62 5 Marlas
Per Acre :
Rs.47,999,40/-
2. |Ex.P2 16/04/200 | Rs.8,06,400/- 1 kanal |Kharawar
(120) 7 Per Marla : 7 Marlas
Rs.29,866.66 Per
Acre :
Rs.47,786,66/-
3. |Ex.P3 06/04/200 | Rs.40,00,000/- 16 Kanal | Baliana
(133) 7 Per Malra :
Rs.12,500/-
Per Acre :
Rs.2,00,000/-
4. |Ex.P4 26/06/200 | Rs.50,00,000/- 16 Kanal | Kheri
(682) 6 Per Marla : Sadh
Rs.15,625/-
Per Acre :
Rs.25,00,000/-
5. |Ex.P5 06/10/200 | Rs.2,600,000/- 4 kanal |Baliana
(2147) 19 Per Marla :
Rs.32,500/-
Per Acre :
Rs.5,200,000/-
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6. |Ex.P6 01/07/201 |Rs.5,70,37,200 19668 Baliana
(710) 0 Per Marla : sq.
Rs.1,467,006/- Per | metres
Acre : 138.88
Rs.234,720,987/- kanals
7. |Ex.P7 28/04/201 | Rs.1,25,00,000/- 2.5 acres |Kheri
(173) 0 Per Marla :625,000/- | (20 Sadh
Per Acre kanals)
:100,000,000/-
8. |Ex.PW |06/04/200 Rs.40,00,000 Per 16 Baliana
10/A 7 Marla : Rs.12,500/- |kanals
(33) Per Acre :
Rs.2,000,000/-
9. |Ex.R2 08/09/200 | 500000 8 kanals |Baliana
(1337) |6 Per Marla: 3,125/-
Per Acre: 5,00,000/-
10. |Ex.R3 31/07/200 | 800000 8 kanals |Baliana
(951) 6 Per Marla: 5,000/-
Per Acre: 8,00,000/-
11. |Ex.R4 12/01/200 | 300000 4 kanals |Baliana
(2407) |7 Per Marla: 3,750/-
Per Acre: 6,00,000/-
12. |Ex.R2/2 05/05/200 |11,25,000 18 Baliana
(184) 6 Per Marla: 3,125/-  |kanals
Per Acre: 5,00,000/-
13. |Ex.R2/3 105/05/200 |2,50,000 4 kanals |Baliana
(192) 6 Per Marla: 3,125/-
Per Acre: 5,00,000/-
14. |Ex.R2/4 |05/05/200 500000 8 kanals |Baliana
(185) 6 Per Marla: 3,125/-
Per Acre: 5,00,000/-
15. |Ex.R2/5 |09/03/200 |1,50,000/- 2 kanals |Baliana
(13967) |6 Per Marla: 3,409.09 |4 marlas
Per Acre: 5,45,454/-
16. |Ex.R2/6 [04/05/200 |1,87,500/- 3 kanals |Baliana
(892) 6 Per Marla: 3,125/-
Per Acre: 5,00,000/-
17. |Ex.R2/7 [31/03/200 |1,06,500/- 1 kanal |Baliana
(14921) |6 Per Marla: 3,132,35 14
Per Acre: 5,01,176/- |marlas
18. |Ex.R2/8 |30/03/200 |2,50,000 4 kanal
(14827) |6 Per Marla: 2,480.90 |8 marlas
Per Acre: 4,54,545/-
19. |Ex.R2/9 [04/07/200 | 700000 11
(3115) |6 Per Marla: 3,153.15 |kanals
Per Acre: 5,04,504/- |2 marlas
4.4 Before this bench examines the contention of the learned

counsel representing the parties, it would be appropriate to notice the
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relevant provisions of the 1894 Act. Section 15 of the 1894 Act
provides that while determining the amount of compensation, the
Collector shall be guided by the provisions contained in Section 23 and
24 of the 1894 Act. Hence, Section 23 to 25 of the 1894 Act are
extracted as under:-

“23. Matters to be considered in
determining compensation (1) In determining the
amount of compensation to be awarded for land
acquired under this Act, the Court shall take into
consideration—

first the market-value of the land at the date of the
publication of the [notification under Section 4, sub-
section (1)

secondly the damage sustained by the person
interested, by reason of the taking of any standing
crops or trees which may be on the land at the time of
the Collector's taking possession thereof;

thirdly the damage (if any) sustained by the person
interested, at the time of the Collector's taking
possession of the land, by reason of severing such
land from his other land;

fourthly the damage (if any) sustained by the person
interested, at the time of the Collector's taking
possession of the land, by reason of the acquisition
injuriously affecting his other property, movable or
immovable, in any other manner, or his earnings;

fifthly if, in consequence of the acquisition of the
land by the Collector, the person interested is
compelled to change his residence or place of
business, the reasonable expenses (if any) incidental
to such change, and

sixthly the damage (if any) bona fide resulting from
diminution of the profits of the land between the time
of the publication of the declaration under Section 6
and the time of the Collector's taking possession of
the land.

[(1-A) In addition to the market-value of the land, as
above provided, the Court shall in every case award
an amount calculated at the rate of twelve per centum
per annum of such market-value for the period
commencing on and from the date of the publication
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of the notification under Section 4, sub-section (1), in
respect of such land to the date of the award of the
Collector or the date of taking possession of the land,
whichever is earlier.

Explanation.—In computing the period referred to
in this sub-section, any period or periods during
which the proceedings for the acquisition of the land
were held up on account of any stay or injunction by
the order of any court shall be excluded.]

(2) In addition to the market-value of the land, as
above provided, the Court shall in every case award a
sum ofthirty per centum] on such market-value, in
consideration of the compulsory nature of the
acquisition.

24. Matters to be neglected in
determining compensation -But the Court shall not
take into consideration—

first, the degree of urgency which has led to the
acquisition;

secondly, any disinclination of the person
interested to part with the land acquired;

thirdly, any damage sustained by him, which, if
caused by a private person, would not render such
person liable to a suit;

fourthly, any damage which is likely to be
caused to the land acquired, after the date of the
publication of the declaration under Section 6, by or
in consequence of the use to which it will be put;

fifthly, any increase to the value of the land
acquired likely to accrue from the use to which it will
be put when acquired;

sixthly, any increase to the value of the other
land of the person interested likely to accrue from the
use to which the land acquired will be put;

seventhly, any outlay or improvements on, or
disposal of, the land acquired, commenced, made or
effected without the sanction of the Collector after the
date of the publication of the [notification under
Section 4, sub-section (1)]; or
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[eighthly, any increase to the value of the land
on account of its being put to any use which is
forbidden by land or opposed to public policy.]

25 Amount of compensation awarded
by court not to be lower than the amount award
by the Collector - The amount of compensation
awarded by the Court shall not be less than the
amount awarded by the Collector under Section 11.”

4.5 It is apparent from the reading of the first part of Section 23
of the 1894 Act that the market value of the land is required to be
determined on the date of publication of the notification under Section 4
(1) of 1894 Act. Hence, the crucial date for determining the market value
is 09.06.2006. No further guidelines for assessment of the amount have
been provided in the 1894 Act. Sub-section 1-A of section 23 of the
1894 Act provides that while determining the amount of compensation
to be awarded for the land acquired, the court apart from the market
value of the land, is also required to award an amount calculated at the
rate of 12% per annum at such market value for the period commencing
on and from the date of publication of notification under Section 4 (1) of
the 1894 Act till the date of award passed by the Collector or till the date
of taking possession of the land, whichever is earlier. Under sub-section
2 of section 23 of the 1894 Act, the court, in addition to the market value
of the land, is required to award a sum of 30% on such market value
towards compulsory nature of the acquisition. Section 24 of the 1894
Act enlists the various factors which are required to be ignored while
determining the market value. Section 25 of the 1894 Act provides that

the court shall not award the amount of compensation which is lower
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than the amount awarded by the Collector.

4.6 It is apparent from the reading of the aforesaid statutory
provisions that while determining the market value of the acquired land,
the court is required to examine the existing geographical location of the
acquired land apart from its existing and potential use. The Court is also
required to examine as to whether the acquired land has proximity to the
National Highway or the State Highway Road or any developed area.
The market value of the other land situated in the same locality/area or
adjacent to or very near to the acquired land can also be taken into
consideration by the Court. While assessing the market value, the Court
is required to see as to what would be the price on which a willing seller
would sell the land to a willing purchaser. While assessing such
compensation, one of the method is to assess the market value by
comparable sale method i.e. by referring to contemporaneous
transactions.

4.7 While adjudicating the market value of the acquired land,
the Courts are expected to award “just” and “appropriate” amount on the
basis of the material available on record. The Court is not expected to
distribute the public money with largesse. It is the duty of the Court to
maintain a proper equilibrium between the interest of the parties and the
public interest, in general. If the Courts lean in favour of the landowners,
the government or the allottees are likely to be unnecessarily over-
burdened and it will result in distributing the public money without
limits thereby impacting the public interest, at large whereas if the courts

are inclined towards the government, it can result in undermining of just
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claims. Therefore, a proper balance has to be drawn guided by the facts
of case and to preserve the public interest and the public resources, as a
whole.

4.8 In the present case, it is apparent from the compilation,
which has been extracted above, that the land owners have failed to
produce any sale instances(sale deeds) of village Baliyana with respect
to the period prior to the date of notification, u/s 4 of the 1894 Act, dated
09.06.2006. From a perusal of the tabulated information, it is apparent
that the land owners have produced the copies of the sale deeds- Ex.P3,
P5, P6 and PW10/A with respect to the land of Village Baliyana,
however, all these sale deeds have been executed subsequent to the date
of notification issued under Section 4 of the 1894 Act. As per the
provisions of the 1894 Act, the market value of the land is to be
determined in accordance with the market value prevailing on the date of
notification under Section 4 of the 1894 Act. On the other hand, the
respondents have also produced various sale deeds which are also
relating to the period subsequent to the notification under Section 4
except Annexure R2/2 R2/3 and R2/4. The remaining sale deeds are with
respect to other villages. Neither the land owners nor the State
Government have led any evidence to prove as to how the land which is
the subject matter of sale deeds referred above and is located in other
villages is comparable with the land involved in the present case.

49 On a careful perusal of the sale deeds Ex.R-2/2, R-2/3 and
R-2/4, it is apparent that the vendor in all the sale deeds is common

whereas in two sale deeds the vendee is Sunita Rani wife of Dharam Pal

REKHA SIHAG
2021.09.15 17:00

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document
chandigarh



RFA-4163-2017 (O&M)
and connected cases 14

whereas in the third one, the vendee is one Ashok Kumar. All the
vendees are residents of Village Bohar. The State has not produced any
evidence to prove that how the location of the land covered by the sale
deeds (Ex.R-2/2, R-2/3 and R-2/4) is comparable with the acquired land.
Hence, the sale exemplars Ex. R-2/2; R-2/3 and R-2/4 cannot be made
the basis to reduce the market value assessed by the reference court.
Both the parties have failed to establish the applicability or relevancy of
the respective sale exemplars produced in their support.

4.10 As already noticed, the Court while assessing the market
value of the land of village Baliyana with respect to the notification
under Section 4 of the 1894 Act, dated 13.02.2008, for developing
Industrial Model Township has assessed the market value at the rate of
Rs.17,20,000/- vide judgment (Ex.RX). The Reference Court, in the
present case, has increased the market value from Rs.16,00,000/- to
Rs.17,00,000/- per acre. In other words, the land owners have been
awarded an increase of Rs.1,00,000/- per acre. The learned counsel
representing the HSIIDC admits that the enhanced amount has already
been paid to the landowners. It has also come on record that nearly 700
acres of the acquired land situated in village Baliyana was allotted by the
HSIIDC to Maruti Suzuki India Limited at the rate of Rs.75,00,000/- per
acre, vide allotment letter (Ex.R11), dated 13.08.2009. From a careful
perusal of the allotment letter, it is apparent that the allottee has been
made liable to level the land. No doubt, the HSIIDC would have
provided infrastructural facilities like supply of electricity lines,

sewerage roads, common area etc., however, the Court cannot overlook
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the fact that after a period of merely 3 years from the notification under
section 4 of the 1894 Act, 700 acres of land out of the acquired land has
been allotted at the rate of Rs.75,00,000/- per acre. Although the
aforesaid transaction cannot be made the basis to determine the market
value in view of bar contained in Section 24 (Fifthly) of the 1894 Act,
however, the same can be taken into consideration while assessing the
reasonableness of the compensation assessed by the Reference Court.
Reliance in this context can be placed on the judgments in State of
Orissa Vs. Brij Lal Misra (1995)5 SCC 203 and Land Acquisition
Officer Vs. Jasti Rohini (1995)1 SCC 717, respectively.
4.11 Keeping in view the aforesaid facts, this Bench is of the
considered view that there is no ground to interfere with the assessment
made by the court below. Hence, the appeals, cross-appeals and corss
objections filed by the HSIIDC as well as the land owners, are ordered to
be dismissed.

All the pending miscellaneous applications, if any, are also
disposed of.
01.09.2021 (ANIL KSHETARPAL)
rekha JUDGE

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

Sr. No. Case No. Party Name
RFA-4163-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KULBIR & ORS.
RFA-4164-2017 [HSIIDC V/S HARPAL SINGH & ORS.
RFA-4165-2017 [HSIIDC V/S BALDEEP & ORS.
RFA-4166-2017" [HSIIDC V/S SATBIR SINGH & ORS
RFA-4167-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUKHBIR SINGH & ORS
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6. RFA-4168-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SURINDER & ORS

7. RFA-4202-2017 [HSIIDC V/S HAWA SINGH AND ORS

8. RFA-4203-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SANDEEP AND ORS

9, RFA-4204-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJBIR SINGH AND ORS

10. RFA-4205-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM CHANDER AND
ORS

11. RFA-4206-2017 [HSIIDC V/S BHIM SINGH AND ORS

12. RFA-4207-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHEELA DEVI AND ORS

13. RFA-4208-2017 [HSIIDC V/S ZILE SINGH AND ORS

14. RFA-4209-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHAN SINGH AND ORS

15. RFA-4210-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMBIR AND ORS

16. RFA-4211-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RANJIT AND ORS

17. RFA-4212-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM PHAL AND ORS

18. RFA-4213-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAM SINGH & ORS

19. RFA-4252-2017 [HSIIDC V/S GHOGARI & ORS

20. RFA-4253-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUBE SINGH AND ORS

21. RFA-4254-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUNEHRI & ORS

22. RFA-4255-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SURAJ BHAN & ORS

23. RFA-4256-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JASWANT SINGH & ORS

24. RFA-4257-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJESH & ORS

25. RFA-4258-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SURESH KUMAR & ORS

26. RFA-4259-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAI CHAND AND ORS

27. RFA-4260-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMPAL & ORS

28. RFA-4261-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJESH & ORS

29. RFA-4262-2017 [HSIIDC V/S ZILE SINGH & ORS

30. RFA-4263-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RISALO & ORS

31. RFA-4264-2017 [HSIIDC V/S HARI KISHAN & ORS

32. RFA-4265-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DEEPA AND ORS

33. RFA-4266-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAMESH & ORS

34. RFA-4267-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHISHPAL AND OTHERS

35. RFA-4268-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMBIR & ORS

36. RFA-4269-2017 [HSIIDC V/S TOMA AND ORS

37. RFA-4270-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAMPHAL & ORS

38. RFA-4271-2017 [HSIIDC V/S AJIT & ORS

39. RFA-4272-2017 [HSIIDC V/S NARSI AND OTHERS

40. RFA-4273-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM PHAL AND OTHERS

41. RFA-4274-2017 [HSIIDC V/S OM PARKASH AND
OTHERS

42. RFA-4275-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAL KAUR & ORS

43. RFA-4276-2017 [HSIIDC V/S TARA CHAND & ORS

44. RFA-4277-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM KUMAR & ORS

45. RFA-4278-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SATBIR AND ORS

46. RFA-4279-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHANNO AND ORS

47. RFA-4280-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SATISH AND ORS

48. RFA-4284-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MAHINDER & ORS

49. RFA-4281-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMPAL AND ORS

50. RFA-4285-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SATBIR SINGH

DECEASED) THRO LRS & ORS
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51. RFA-4286-2017 [HSIIDC V/S ISHWAR SINGH
DECEASED) THRO LRS & ORS

52. RFA-4287-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MAHA SINGH & ORS

53, RFA-4288-2017 [HSIIDC V/S TEEMA & ORS

54. RFA-4289-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM KISHAN & ORS

55, RFA-4290-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAIPAL SINGH & ORS

56. RFA-4291-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAME & ORS

57. RFA-4292-2017 [HSIIDC V/S CHADRO DEVI & ORS.

58. RFA-4293-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMBIR AND ORS

50. RFA-4295-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAIPAL AND ORS

60. RFA-4296-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUMITRA AND ORS

61. RFA-4309-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MANOJ KUMAR AND
ORS

62. RFA-4310-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUBE SINGH & ORS

63. RFA-4311-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SATISH KUMAR & ORS

64. RFA-4312-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHANTI AND ORS

65. RFA-4313-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMBIR & ORS

66. RFA-4314-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RATTAN LAL AND ORS

67. XOBJR-13-2019 [HSIIDC V/S RATTAN LAL AND ORS

68. RFA-4315-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DEVENDER SINGH & ORS

69. RFA-4316-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAGBIR SINGH & ORS

70. RFA-4317-2017 [HSIIDC V/S ZILE SINGH & ORS

71. RFA-4318-2017 [HSIIDC V/S AZAD SINGH & ORS

72. RFA-4319-2017 [HSIIDC V/S TARA CHAND & ORS

73. RFA-4320-2017 [HSIIDC V/S LAXMI & ORS

74, RFA-4321-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM DHARI & ORS

75. RFA-4343-2017 [HSIIDC V/S CHANDRO & ORS

76. RFA-4344-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM CHANDER AND
ORS

77. RFA-4345-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAMPHAL & ORS

78. RFA-4346-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RANDHIR SINGH AND
ORS

79. RFA-4347-2017 [HSIIDC V/S BANI SINGH (DECEASED)
TH LRS AND ORS

80. RFA-4348-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SONA AND ORS

81. RFA-4349-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJPAL AND ORS

82. RFA-4350-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHANTI AND ORS

83. RFA-4351-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJINDER AND ORS

84. RFA-4352-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHEELA & ORS

85. RFA-4353-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DINESH KUMAR AND
ORS

86. RFA-4354-2017 [HSIIDC V/S AJIT AND ORS

87. RFA-4355-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHAMSHER SINGH &
ORS

88. RFA-4356-2017 [HSIIDC V/S INDER SINGH AND ORS

89. RFA-4357-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SAJJAN SINGH & ORS

90. RFA-4358-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MUKHTIARA & ORS

91. RFA-4359-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAI PAL AND ORS

92. RFA-4360-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RATI RAM AND ORS
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93. RFA-4361-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAMESH CHAND AND
ORS

4. RFA-4362-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SOMVIR SINGH AND ORS

95. RFA-4363-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KIRSHAN KUMAR & ORS

96. RFA-4364-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MEHAR SINGH AND ORS

97. RFA-4365-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SATPAL SINGH AND ORS

08. RFA-4366-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAME (DECEASED)
THRU LRS AND ORS

99. RFA-4367-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJBIR @ RAJ SINGH &
ORS

100. RFA-4368-2017 [HSIIDC V/S TARA CHAND AND ORS

101. RFA-4369-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM BHAJ AND ORS

102. RFA-4370-2017 [HSIIDC V/S PREM SINGH & ORS

103. RFA-4389-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MEHLA AND ORS

104. RFA-4390-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJINDER SINGH AND
ORS

105. RFA-4391-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJESH AND ORS

106. RFA-4392-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUKHBIR SINGH AND
ORS

107. RFA-4393-2017 [HSIIDC V/S LAKHI RAM & ORS

108. RFA-4394-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RANBIR SINGH & ORS

109. RFA-4395-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KARAMBIR AND ORS

110. RFA-4396-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KULDEEP SINGH AND
ORS

111. RFA-4397-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RANDHIR SINGH AND
ORS

112. RFA-4398-2017 [HSIIDC V/S HAWA SINGH AND ORS

113. RFA-4399-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUBE SINGH AND ORS

114. RFA-4400-2017 [HSIIDC V/S BEERMATI & ORS

115. RFA-4401-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SADHU RAM & ORS

116. RFA-4402-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAI SINGH & ORS

117. RFA-4403-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KRISHAN KUMAR AND
ORS

118. RFA-4404-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJESH AND ORS

119. RFA-4405-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAI BHAGWAN & ORS

120. RFA-4406-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KANTA & ORS

121. RFA-4407-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SATISH & ORS

122. RFA-4408-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KULBIR SINGH & ORS

123. RFA-4409-2017 [HSIIDC V/S HOSHIAR SINGH & ORS

124. RFA-4410-2017 [HSIIDC V/S MAHABIR SINGH & ORS

125. RFA-4411-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAGBIR & ORS

126. RFA-4412-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAI CHAND & ORS

127. RFA-4413-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHARDA NAND & ORS

128. RFA-4415-2017 [HSIIDC V/S BHAGWANTI & ORS

129. RFA-4416-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAGBIR & ORS

130. RFA-4425-2017 [HSIIDC V/S TAK RAM & ORS

131. RFA-4426-2017 [HSIIDC V/S ROHTASH SINGH & ORS

132. RFA-4427-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DALIP & ORS

133. RFA-4428-2017 [HSIIDC V/S NITIN JAIN & ORS

134, RFA-4429-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHANTI AND ORS
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135. RFA-4430-2017 HSIIDC V/S SATPAL SINGH & ORS

136. RFA-4431-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM KANWAR & ORS

137. RFA-4432-2017 HSIIDC V/S OMWATI & ORS

138. RFA-4433-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RISAL SINGH & ORS

139. RFA-4434-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SUBE SINGH & ORS

140. RFA-4451-2017 [HSIIDC V/S GIANESHWAR AND ORS

141. RFA-4452-2017 HSIIDC V/S JAGBIR SINGH AND ORS

142. RFA-4453-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DALIP SINGH & ORS

143. RFA-4454-2017 HSIIDC V/S DHANNO & ORS

144. RFA-4455-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SAJJAN SINGH & ORS

145. RFA-4456-2017 HSIIDC V/S MUNSHI RAM AND ORS

146. RFA-4457-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SANJEET & ORS

147. RFA-4458-2017 HSIIDC V/S PHULAR & ORS

148. RFA-4459-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHAMSHER SINGH &
ORS

149. RFA-4460-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KRISHAN AND ORS.

150. RFA-4461-2017 HSIIDC V/S JEEWAN PARKASH AND
ORS

151. RFA-4462-2017 HSIIDC V/S SUBE SINGH AND ORS

152. RFA-4463-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM KANWAR & ORS

153. RFA-4464-2017 HSIIDC V/S CHANDRO DEVI & ORS

154. RFA-4465-2017 [HSIIDC V/S JAI PAL AND ORS

155. RFA-4466-2017 HSIIDC V/S RAMPHAL & ORS

156. RFA-4467-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KHAZANI & ORS

157. RFA-4468-2017 HSIIDC V/S CHAND SINGH AND ORS

158. RFA-4490-2017 [HSIIDC V/S AANKAUR THR LRS &
ORS

159. RFA-4491-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAM KAWAR & ORS

160. RFA-4492-2017 HSIIDC V/S RAJ SINGH & ORS

161. RFA-4493-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SAHAJ RAM THR LRS &
ORS

162. RFA-4494-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJENDER SINGH & ORS

163. RFA-4495-2017 HSIIDC V/S SAHAJ RAM THR LRS &
ORS

164. RFA-4496-2017 HSIIDC V/S RAM KISHAN & ORS

165. RFA-4497-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SAHAJ RAM THR LRS &
ORS

166. RFA-4498-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RANDHIR & ORS

167. RFA-4499-2017 HSIIDC V/S ISHWANT SINGH AND
ORS

168. RFA-4500-2017 [HSIIDC V/S RAJESH & ORS

169. RFA-4505-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DAYA & ORS

170. RFA-4507-2017 HSIIDC V/S GHOGARI & ORS

171. RFA-4678-2017 [HSIIDC V/S DHARAMWATI AND ORS.

172. XOBJR-6-2021 [HSIIDC V/S AMIT JAIN AND ORS

in/and
RFA-4679-2017
173. RFA-4727-2017 [HSIIDC V/S KIRPAL SINGH AND ORS
174. RFA-4740-2017 [HSIIDC V/S NIRMAL BANSAL AND

ORS
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175. RFA-4845-2017 [HSIIDC V/S SHANTI & ORS

176. RFA-4846-2017 [HSIIDC V/S PYARE LAL DECEASED
THROUGH LRS & ORS

177. RFA-3763-2017 |KULBIR AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

178. RFA-3764-2017 [PHULAR AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

179. RFA-3765-2017 [PARVESH V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND OTHERS

180. RFA-3766-2017 |RAM PHAL (NOW DECEASED) THR
HIS LRS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND OTHERS

181. RFA-3767-2017 [DHARAMBIR AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

182. RFA-3768-2017 [SHEELA DEVI AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

183. RFA-3769-2017 [JAI PAL AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

184. RFA-3770-2017 [HOSHIAR SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

185. RFA-3771-2017 EEWAN PARKASH AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

186. RFA-3772-2017 |SUBE SINGH AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

187. RFA-3773-2017 [HARI KISHAN AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

188. RFA-3774-2017 |RAJPAL AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

189. RFA-3775-2017 [HAZARI V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS

190. RFA-3776-2017 |GIANESHWAR AND ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND ORS

191. RFA-3777-2017 |[SANDEEP AND OTHERS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

192. RFA-3778-2017 [SUBE SINGH AND ANOTHER V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

193. RFA-3779-2017 [JAI BHAGWAN & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

194. RFA-3780-2017 [MEHLA AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

195. RFA-3781-2017 |OM PARKASH AND ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

196. RFA-3782-2017 [ZILE SINGH AND OTHERS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND ORS

197. RFA-4950-2016 [SOMVIR SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

198. RFA-4951-2016 [ZILE SINGH AND ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

199. RFA-332-2017 |RAMESH & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

200. RFA-333-2017 [DINESH & ORS V/S STATE OF

HARYANA & ORS
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201. RFA-411-2017 [DAVENDER SINGH & ORS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA & ORS

202. RFA-412-2017 |KARAMBIR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

203. RFA-413-2017 |[SUKHBIR SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

204. RFA-414-2017 |RAJINDER V/S STATE OF HARYANA
& ORS

205. RFA-415-2017 |RAJINDER & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

206. RFA-416-2017 [DHANNO V/S STATE OF HARYANA &
ORS

207. RFA-417-2017 |DHARAMBIR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

208. RFA-418-2017 [SATISH (DECEASED) TH LRS & ORS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

209. RFA-419-2017 [BALDEEP DECEASED TH LRS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

210. RFA-429-2017 |RAI SINGH DECEASED THROUGH
LRS V/S STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

211. RFA-430-2017 [SURESH KUMAR & ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA & ORS

212. RFA-431-2017 [SUSHILA V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS

213. RFA-432-2017 [TAK RAM @ TEK RAM & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

214. RFA-433-2017 |AZAD SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

215. RFA-434-2017 AIPAL SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

216. RFA-435-2017 |AJIT & ORS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
& ORS

217. RFA-436-2017 [RAM PHAL & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

218. RFA-437-2017 [SHEELA & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

210. RFA-438-2017 [BEERMATI & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

220. RFA-439-2017 |[KRISHAN & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

221. RFA-440-2017 |RAMPHAL V/S STATE OF HARYANA
& ORS

222. RFA-441-2017 [SHANTI DECEASED & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

223. RFA-442-2017 [JASWANT SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

224, RFA-443-2017 |MAHAVIR SINGH SINCE DECEASED
THROUGH LRS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

225. RFA-444-2017 |RAJESH DECEASED & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

226. RFA-445-2017 |HARPAL SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF

HARYANA & ORS
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227. RFA-446-2017 [JAGBIR AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

228. RFA-447-2017 |RAM KUMAR & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

229. RFA-448-2017 |CHAND SINGH @ CHANDER SINGH
AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

230. RFA-449-2017 [SUBE SINGH AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

231. RFA-450-2017 |RAM V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND

RATI OTHERS

232. RFA-451-2017 |AJIT AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

233. RFA-452-2017 |[RAJESH (DECEASED) & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

234. RFA-453-2017 |[KULBIR SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

235. RFA-454-2017 |MAHA SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

236. RFA-455-2017 |[CHANDRO & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

237. RFA-456-2017 |RAJESH (DECEASED) AND OTHERS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND
OTHERS

238. RFA-457-2017 |DHARAMPAL & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

239. RFA-458-2017 |RAJENDER SINGH AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

240. RFA-459-2017 |RAM KANWAR & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

241. RFA-460-2017 [AGBIR SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

242. RFA-461-2017 |MUNSHI RAM V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

243. RFA-462-2017 [PYARE LAL SINCE DECEASED THR
LRS & ORS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS

244. RFA-463-2017 AI PAL & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

245. RFA-464-2017 |[DHANNO & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

246. RFA-465-2017 |RAJESH (DECEASED) AND OTHERS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND
OTHERS

247. RFA-518-2017 |RAMESH CHAND & ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND ORS

248. RFA-519-2017 |MUKHTIARA & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

249. RFA-520-2017 |[HAWA SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

250. RFA-521-2017 |ROHTASH SINGH & ORS V/S STATE

OF HARYANA AND ORS
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251. RFA-522-2017 [SONA & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

252. RFA-523-2017 [[SHWAR SINGH (DECEASED) & ORS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

253. RFA-524-2017 |[KRISHAN KUMAR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

254. RFA-525-2017 |RANDHIR V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS

255. RFA-526-2017 |[KULDEEP SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

256. RFA-527-2017 |PREM SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

257. RFA-528-2017 [SHISHPAL & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

258. RFA-529-2017 [SATBIR SINGH (DECEASED) THR
LRS V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND
ORS

259. RFA-590-2017 |SHARDA NAND THR LRS & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

260. RFA-613-2017 [TARA CHAND THROUGH LRS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

261. RFA-614-2017 |BHAGWANTI & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

262. RFA-615-2017 [SAHAJ RAM & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

263. RFA-616-2017 [SUBE SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

264. RFA-617-2017 |RAMPHAL THROUGH LRS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA & ORS

265. RFA-618-2017 |[DHARAMPAL THROUGH LRS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

266. RFA-619-2017 Al CHAND V/S STATE OF HARYANA
& ORS

267. RFA-620-2017 [SAHAJ RAM & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

268. RFA-621-2017 [SATISH KUMAR & ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA & ORS

269. RFA-622-2017 [TARA CHAND (DECEASED) & ORS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

270. RFA-623-2017 |DALIP SINGH THROUGH LRS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

271. RFA-624-2017 [TARA CHAND (DECEASED) & ORS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

272. RFA-625-2017 [SANJEET & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

273. RFA-626-2017 [SAHAJ RAM & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

274. RFA-627-2017 |RAME & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

275. RFA-678-2017 |[KRISHAN KUMAR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

276. RFA-679-2017 |[RANBIR SINGH AND OTHERS V/S

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS
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277. RFA-680-2017 [RAJESH (DECEASED) & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

278. RFA-912-2017 [SHAMSHER SINGH & ORS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND ORS

279. RFA-681-2017  JAI PAL AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

280. RFA-913-2017 [SHAMSHER SINGH & ORS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND ORS

281. RFA-994-2017 [TEEMA & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

282. RFA-995-2017 |AANKAUR (DECEASED) & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

283. RFA-996-2017 [SUBE SINGH & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

284. RFA-997-2017 [SHANTI & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

285. RFA-1045-2017 [RAJBIR @ RAJ SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

286. RFA-1273-2017 |SHANTI & ANR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

287. RFA-1274-2017 [SADHU RAM & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

288. RFA-1275-2017 [HAWA SINGH THROUGH LRS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

289. RFA-1276-2017 |GHOGARI (DECEASED) & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

290. RFA-1628-2017 |GHOGARI DECEASED & ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

201. RFA-2354-2017 [ZILE SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS.

292. RFA-2355-2017 |NITIN JAIN V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS.

293. RFA-2402-2017 [MARUTI SUZUKI INDIA LTD V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

204, RFA-2460-2017 |RAM CHANDER AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

295. RFA-2464-2017 [MANOJ KUMAR V/S STATE OF
HARYANA THROUGH COLLELCTOR
ROHTAK & ORS

296. RFA-2465-2017 |INDER SINGH AND ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

297. RFA-3146-2017 |NARSI BHAGAT V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

298. RFA-2703-2017 |[NIRMAL BANSAL & ORS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA & ORS

299. RFA-5453-2017 [CHANDRO AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

300. RFA-5461-2017 [SAJJAN SINGH (NOW DECEASED)
THR LRS & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

301. RFA-5462-2017 [RAM DHARI (NOW DECEASED) THR

HIS LRS NARENDER V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS
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[LAKHI (NOW DECEASED) THR HIS
[LRS AND ANOTHER V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

303.

RFA-5464-2017

RAM BHAJ AND OTHERS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

304.

REFA-5465-2017

DALIP AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

305.

RFA-5466-2017

RANDHIR SINGH (NOW DECEASED)
THR HIS LRS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

306.

RFA-5467-2017

RAM DHARI (NOW DECEASED) THR
HIS LRS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND OTHERS

307.

RFA-218-2018

DHARAM SINGH AND ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS.

308.

REFA-329-2018

RAM KAWAR (NOW DECEASED)
THR LRS & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

309.

RFA-13560-2018

KIRPAL SINGH (SINCE DECEASED)
THR LRS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
THR COLLECTOR ROHTAK AND ORS

310.

RFA-4040-2018

RATAN LAL (DECEASED) THROUGH
[LRS AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

311.

RFA-4015-2018

SURAJ BHAN DECEASED THROUGH
[LRS AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

312.

RFA-4038-2018

HOSHIARA (NOW DECEASED) S/O
JUG LAL THRO LRS AND ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

313.

RFA-4039-2018

RAM KISHAN NOW DECEASED THR
HIS LRS AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

314.

RFA-2441-2019

RAM CHANDER (DECEASED)
THROUGH HIS LRS AND ANOTHER
V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND
OTHERS

315.

RFA-2371-2019

JAL KAUR AND OTHERS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

316.

RFA-2016-2019

SUMITRA AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

317.

RFA-1778-2019

MEHAR SINGH AND ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

318.

RFA-1777-2019

DHAN SINGH AND ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

3109.

RFA-1776-2019

RAM CHANDER AND ANR V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

320.

RFA-1775-2019

RAJBIR SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

321.

RFA-229-2019

RAM PHAL AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

322.

RFA-230-2019

OMWATI AND ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS
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RAM KUMAR NOW DECEASED
THROUGH HIS LRS AND OTHERS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

324.

REFA-3649-2018

SHANTI NOW DECEASED THROUGH
HIS LRS AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

325.

RFA-3650-2018

MAHINDER AND OTHERS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

326.

RFA-3651-2018

JAGBIR V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND OTHERS

327.

RFA-4615-2018

RAM KISHAN (NOW DECEASED)
THROUGH HIS LRS AND ORS V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS

328.

RFA-1305-2018

RISALO (NOW DECEASED) THR LRS
AND ORS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS.

320.

RFA-697-2018

SUKHBIR SINGH AND ANR. V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS.

330.

RFA-4060-2018

DEEPA (DECEASED) THROUGH LRS
AND ORS V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS

331.

RFA-2686-2018

SATISH V/S STATE OF HARYANA
AND ORS

332.

RFA-4914-2017

SAJJAN SINGH (NOW DECEASED)
THR LRS & ORS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA & ORS

333.

RFA-3600-2017

DHARAMWATI AND ORS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND ORS

334.

RFA-3394-2018

LAXMI NOW DECEASED THROUGH
[LRS AND OTHERS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

335.

RFA-540-2019

SUNEHRI AND OTHERS V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

336.

RFA-1774-2019

RAJBIR @ RAJ SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

337.

RFA-1779-2019

RAMESHWAR (NOW DECEASED)
THROUGH HIS LRS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

338.

RFA-2310-2019

VIRMATI @ BIRMATI AND OTHERS
V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND
OTHERS

330.

RFA-2313-2019

RAJPATI AND ANOTHER V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

340.

RFA-2669-2019

NARENDER (NOW DECEASED)
THROUGH HIS LRS V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND OTHERS

341.

RFA-3345-2019

BHIM SINGH V/S STATE OF
HARYANA AND ORS

342.

RFA-4342-2019

RANBIR AND ANOTHER V/S STATE
OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

343.

RFA-4143-2018

SATBIR V/S STATE OF HARYANA AND

ORS PARVEEN KAUSHIK
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