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ITEM NO.27                    COURT NO.11               SECTION XIV

             S U P R E M E       C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                              RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).5794/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 11/11/2010 in         LAAP No. 960/2010
of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

HARDWARI LAL (D) THRU. LRS.                              Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                                    Respondent(s)

(With office report )
WITH
SLP(C) NO. 5911 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 5923 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 5925 of 2011
(With office report)

Date: 07/03/2011      These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Varinder Kumar Sharma,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
                In     SLP(C)No(s).5794/2011,     the    petitioner   is
    aggrieved by refusal of the learned Single Judge of the
    Delhi High Court to condone 136 days’ delay in filing of
    appeal under Section 54 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894
    (for short, ‘the Act’).
                In     SLP(C)No(s).5911/2011,     the    petitioner   is
    aggrieved by refusal of the learned Single Judge of the
    Delhi High Court to condone 237 days’ delay in filing of
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appeal under Section 54 of the Act.

          In   SLP(C)No(s).5923/2011,         the    petitioner      is
aggrieved by refusal of the learned Single Judge of the
Delhi High Court to condone 258 days’ delay in filing of
appeal under Section 54 of the Act.
          In   SLP(C)No(s).5925/2011,         the    petitioner      is
aggrieved by refusal of the learned Single Judge of the
Delhi High Court to condone 108 days’ delay in filing of
appeal under Section 54 of the Act.
          We   have    heard        learned    counsel     for      the
petitioners.   Prima   facie,   the     reasons     assigned   by   the
learned Single Judge for refusing to condone aforesaid delay
are legally unsustainable.



          Issue notice to the respondents to show why leave
may not be granted, the impugned order may not be set aside
with a direction to the High Court to decide the appeals
filed by the petitioners under Section 54 of the Act on
merits.
          Tag with SLP(C)No.2506 of 2011.

     (A.D. Sharma)                        (Phoolan Wati Arora)
      Court Master                            Court Master


