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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-12694-2019(0&M)
Date of decision: 08.01.2024

Raj Kumar and another
... Petitioners
Versus
State of Haryana and others
... Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAM AGGARWAL

Present: None for the petitioners.
Mr. Ankur Mittal, Addl. AG, Haryana,
Mr. Karan Jindal, Asstt. AG, Haryana, and
Ms. Kushaldeep Kaur, Advocate.
Mr. Deepak Sabherwal, Advocate,

for respondents No.2 to 4.
Kk%

ARUN PALLL J. (Oral)

On May 14, 2019, a co-ordinate Bench of this Court had passed

the following order:

“Learned counsel for the petitioners states that he
is not insisting on the prayer for release of his land and
would limit it only to grant of compensation as claimed
by him.

Notice of motion for 28.08.2019.”

Reply by way of an affidavit of Vikas Dhanda, Estate Officer-I,
Haryana Shehri Vikas Pradhikaran, Gurugram, on behalf of respondents No.2
to 4, has been filed in Court today, which is taken on record.
In reference to the speaking order dated September 7, 2017 (P-7),
passed by the respondent-authorities, learned Additional Advocate General,
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Haryana, submits for the petitioners were not recorded as owners at the time of
issuance of notice under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894, they
were not entitled to any compensation. Rather, he submits that the case set out
by the petitioners themselves is that they were owners of Plot No.D/1-67 and
B-68, New Palam Vihar, Phase-II, Gurugram, measuring 127 Sq. yards, which
were purchased vide SPA dated 28.02.2001 and GPA dated 21.08.2006.
Therefore, he asserts that the claim set out by the petitioners is apparently
erroneous.

Be that as it may, for the matter has been called out twice and
none has caused appearance on behalf of the petitioners to pursue the same, the

Court is choice-less but to dismiss the petition for want of prosecution.

Ordered accordingly.
(Arun Palli)
Judge
( Vikram Aggarwal )
08.01.2024 Judge
Rajan
Whether speaking / reasoned: YES/NO

Whether Reportable: YES/NO
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