# 1

| TEM NO. 25 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON | VB

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2012

(CC 7264/ 2012)
(From the judgenent and order dated 31/05/2011 in WP No.20935/2010
and order dated 13/01/2012 in RA No.445/2011 of The H GH COURT OF
PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

JAl CHAND & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Wth I.A 1 (Cdelay in filing SLP and office report)

WTH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO 7890 of 2012

Wth I.A 1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)

S.L.P.(C...CC NO 8015 of 2012

Wth I.A 1 (Cdelay in filing SLP and office report)

Dat e: 30/04/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA
For Petitioner(s) M . R Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.

In CC No. 7264/ 12 Joseph Aristotle S., Adv.

In CC No. 7890/ 12 . R Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.

M

M

M . Sant osh Kumar, Adv.

M. Mishtaq Ahmad, Adv.
In CC No.8015/12 M. Gagan Qupta, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) No. .../ 2012 (CC No.7264) and SLP(C)No..../2012 (CC No. 7890)

Del ay condoned.

After heari ng Shri R Venkat ar amani , | ear ned seni or

counsel appearing for the petitioners and perusing the record, we

are satisfied that the petitioners should again approach the High
2

Court by filing fresh review petitions with an application for

i mpl eadi ng the builders and devel opers in whose favour different
parcels of land were released after the issue of Section 4(1)
Notification and produce the docunents which have bearing on their
plea that in the garb of acquiring land for public purpose, the

State Governnent had virtually acted on behalf of the builders and



devel opers.

If the petitioners file fresh review petitions and nmake
application for inpleadnment of the builders and devel opers within
two weeks, then the High Court is expected to thoroughly consider
t he i ssue whet her t he acquisition was, in fact, for
purpose or for the benefit of private builders and devel opers.
H gh Court may al so consider the desirability of ordering thorough
enquiry into t he col | aborati on agreement s ent er ed
bui | ders/ devel opers with the | andowners and t he change of |and use
sanct i oned by t he State Gover nrrent / Conpet ent Aut hority
2.6.2009, i.e. the date on which Section 4(1) Notification was
i ssued.

We also direct that till the passing of fresh order by
the H gh Court on the review petitions, the petitioners shall not
be di spossessed fromtheir |and.

The special |eave petitions are di sposed of in the manner
i ndi cated above.

It is needless to say that if the fresh review petitions
are dismssed by the High Court, then the petitioners shall be
entitled to approach this Court.

Copy of the order be given dasti.
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SLP(C) No. .../ 2012 (CC No. 8015)

This petition is directed agai nst order dated 31.05.2011
passed by the Division Bench of the Punjab & Haryana Hi gh Court
whereby the wit petition of the petitioners was dism ssed on the
ground of non-di scl osure of a material fact.

After nmaking sonme subm ssions, Shri Gagan Gupta, |earned
counsel for the petitioners made a request that his clients may be
permitted to withdraw the special |eave petition with liberty to
make a representation to the H gh Powered Conmittee as is being
done by other | andowners pursuant to the order passed by the High
Court in other cases.

The request of the |l earned counsel is accepted and the

special |eave petition is dismssed as withdrawn with [iberty in

a

public
The

by t he
after



terms of the prayer made.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



