| TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 240 OF 2011[ FOR PREL. HEARI NG

NARESH CHAND & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for ex-Parte stay,exenption fromfiling OT. and

of fice report)

Date: 12/05/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s) M. Ashok Kumar Sharma, Adv.
M. Avinash Kumar Jain, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Feeling aggrieved by the acquisition of their
I and for Leat her Gty Yoj ana, t he petitioners have
filed this petition under Article 32 of t he

Consti tution.

After arguing the case for sone tine, | ear ned
counsel for the petitioners nade a request that his
clients may be pernmitted to withdraw this petition with

liberty to file petition under Article 226  of t he
Consti tution.

The request of t he | ear ned counsel is
accepted and t he Wit petition is di sposed of with

liberty in terms of the prayer nade.
If the petitioners’ file wit petition under
2

Article 226 of t he Constitution, t he sane shal | be
di sposed of by the Hi gh Court without being influenced
by the fact that this Court has given liberty to the

t hem to file petition under Article 226 of t he
Consti tution. However , t he Hi gh Court shal | be
entitled to consider that there has been delay of 4-5

years in filing t he Wit petition agai nst t he

notifications issued under sections 4 and 6 of the Land
Acqui sition Act, 1894.

(A. D. Sharnma) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



