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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 4080- 4083 OF 2015
( @S.L.P. (CIVIL) NOS.701-704 OF 2013)
RANDHI R SI NGH & ORS. ETC. ... APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. .. . RESPONDENT( S)
W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4079 OF 2015
@S.L.P. (O NO 22331 OF 2013

ORDER
1. Leave granted.

2. Delay, if any, in filing/ re-filing the Special Leave

Petition(s) and application for substitution is/are condoned.
3. Application(s) for substitution, if any, is/are allowed.

4, Since the facts and issues involved in these appeals are
nore or less simlar, we take the facts in Cvil Appeals @S.L.P

(O Nos. 701- 704 of 2013 for t he pur pose of di sposal of
appeal s.

C. A. Nos. 4080- 4083 of 2015
(@S.L.P.(C)Nos. 701- 704 of 2013)

5.
Signature Not Verified
These appeal s are directed agai nst the comon judgnent
Digitally signed by
and order, passed by the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at
Ramana Venkata Gant
Dat e: 2015. 05. 06

15:45: 00 I ST
Reason:

Chandigarh in R F. A No.1090 of 2011 (O& M, R F. A No.1091 of
2

2011, R F. A. No. 1092 of 2011 and R F. A. No. 1094 of 2011, dated

01. 05. 2012.

6. The facts, in brief, are: The State of Haryana has issued

t hese



a notification dat ed 23. 08. 2005, under Section 4 of t he Land

Acqui sition Act, 1894 (for short, "the Act"), vi de whi ch
t he

respondent - State sought to acquire 4.77 acres in village Jatheri
Hadbast No. 28, Tehsil and District Kaithal, Haryana for the public
pur pose nanely for construction of BM: Hansi Branch Butana Branch

Mul ti pur pose I'ink channel . The  sane was fol | owed by
a

decl aration, under Section 6 of the Act, dated 19.09. 2005.

7. The Land Acquisition Collector (for short, "the LAC")

passed an awar d, dat ed 14. 01. 2006 fixing t he | and rate
at

Rs. 5, 00, 000/ - per acre for all types of land including the |Iand

acquired in Village Jatheri

8. Dissatisfied with the award passed by the LAC, the |and
owners sought for a reference under Section 18 of the Act before

t he Addi ti onal District Judge, Kai t hal . After recordi ng
t he

evi dence and considering the material on record, the Additiona
District Judge awarded conpensation to the clai nants/ | and-owners

at the rate of Rs.9,00,000/- per acre, vide order dated 1.12.2009.

9. Aggrieved by the sanme, the claimants filed Regul ar First

Appeal s before the Hi gh Court seeking enhancenent of conpensation

10. The H gh Court has al | owed t he appeal s filed by

t he

cl ai mant s/ | and- owner s and uphel d t he orders passed by

t he .

ref erence court. The Hi gh Court awar ded conpensati on of
Rs. 9, 00, 000/ - with al | statutory benefits in respect of t he

vill age Jatheri .

11. We have heard | earned counsel for the parties to the lis

and carefully perused the records.

12. In the peculiar facts and circunstances of these cases

we are of the considered opinion that the anmbunt awarded by the



H gh Court be further enhanced by a sum of Rs.50,000/- per acre
with all statutory benefits fromthe date of the order passed by

the Hi gh Court.

13. The appeals are allowed to the extent indicated above. No

order as to costs.

C.A NO 4079 of 2015
(@S. L.P.(C)No.22331 of 2013):

14. In Vi ew of t he di sposal of Cvil Appe
(C) Nos. 701- 704 of 2013, this appeal is also disposed of the in the

sane terns, conditions, observations and directions.

Ordered accordingly.

NEW DELHI ;
APRI L 27, 2015.
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| TEM NO. 17 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON | VB
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s) . 701- 704/ 2013
(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 01/05/2012
in RFA No. 1090/2011, 01/05/2012 in RFA No. 1091/2011,01/05/2012 in
RFA No. 1092/2011, 01/05/2012 in RFA No. 1094/2011 passed by the
H gh Court O Punjab & Haryana at Chandi gar h)
RANDHI R SI NGH & ORS. ETC. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

W TH SLP(C) No. 12648-12650/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of proforma respondents and Interim
Rel i ef)

SLP(C) No. 32640/ 2013
(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in refiling SLP and appln.(s) for
c/delay in filing SLP and O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 23646/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13679/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

al s @ S. L.

......... cJl.
(H. L. DATTU)

........... J.
(ARUN M SHRA)



SLP(C) No. 23649-23651/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 26952-26955/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 22331/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 27782/2014
(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 11867/2014
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 27/04/ 2015 These petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.
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CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Petitioner(s) . Pardeep CGupta, adv.
. Parinav Gupta, Adv.
. Mansi Qupta, Adv.
(mrs. ) Vipin Qupta, Adv.

.H P.S. Ghuman, Adv.
Bal bir Singh Gupta, Adv.

. D. K. Thakur, Adv.

. Devendra Jha, Adv.

. Lal an Chaudhary, Adv.
.Sushi|l Kumar, Adv.

1. P. R nwa, Adv.

. Bhupendra Sharma, Adv.
Debasi s M sra, Adv.

. Naveen Kr. Chauhan, Adv.
. Abhi k Kumar, Adv.

. R S. Chauhan, Adv.

r M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.

JSSS SSIIIST 53 QFEF

.Di nesh Verm, Adv.
. Raj at Shar ma, Adv.
Subhasi sh Bhowm ck, Adv.

. Sant osh Kumar, Adv.
.Rajiv Ranjan M shra, Adv.
. V. Sushant Gupta, Adv.

r M. Mishtaq Ahmad, Adv.

IS =%

For Respondent (s) M . Arun Bhardwaj, AAG
M . Pi yush Hans, Adv.
M. Kamal Mhan Gupta, Adv.
M. N tin Kumar Thakur, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
S.L.P.(C) Nos. 701-704/ 2013 & S. L. P. (C) No. 22331/ 2013:

Leave granted and appeal s al |l owed/ di sposed of to the
extent indicated in the order with no order as to costs, in



terms of the signed order.
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Rest of the matters:

List on 6th May, 2015.

(G V. Ranana) (Vi nod Kul vi)
AR- cum PS Asstt. Regi strar



