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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2011

(CC 9135-9142/2011)
(From the judgenent and order dated 29/09/2010 in RFA No. 1867/2006
& RFA No. 1868/2006 & RFA No. 2854/2006 & RFA No. 2855/2006 & RFA
No. 3117/2006 & RFA No. 3118/ 2006 & RFA No. 3119/2006 and RFA No.
1088/ 2007 of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

JANI @JAI NARAAIN & ETC. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for substitution and pernission to file SLP and
c/delay in filing substitution appln. and office report)
WTH SLP(C) NO 15039 of 2011
(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.)
Date: 05/07/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHV
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY
For Petitioner(s) M . Bhar at Bhushan, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The application filed by the petitioners for perm ssion
to file the special |eave petitions is all owed.

Del ay condoned.

The application for substitution is all owed.

This petition is directed against the judgnent of the
| earned Single Judge of the Punjab and Haryana H gh Court, who
partly allowed the appeal filed by the petitioners and fixed market

value of the acquired land at the rate of Rs. 125 per square yard.
2

The petitioners’ |land was acquired for establishing grain
and vegetable market in village Dadri, District Bhiwani. The Land
Acqui si tion Col | ect or passed award dat ed 30. 08. 1999 and fixed
mar ket val ue of the acquired land at the rate of Rs.85/- per square
yard. The Reference Court declined the petitioners’ prayer for
enhancenent of the market val ue. The | earned Single Judge of the

Hi gh Court consi der ed t he sal e transacti ons pr oduced by t he



petitioners and applied the cut of 50% keeping in view the fact
that the sale instances related to small pieces of |and neasuring 3
marlas and 1 marlas whereas the total area of the acquired | and was
26 acres 4 kanals and 13 marlas and fixed market val ue of the
acquired land at the rate of Rs.125/- per square yard.
We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioners and
perused the record. In our view, the reasons assigned by the
| earned Single Judge for applying 50% cut do not suffer from any
| egal error and t he i mpugned j udgnent does not cal
interference under Article 136 of the Constitution

The special |eave petitions are accordingly dism ssed.

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