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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).28839/2013

(From the judgement and order  dated 27/02/2013 in WP  No.4272/2013  of  The
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

SURAJMAL & ORS                                    Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS                            Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
WITH SLP(C) NO. 29942 of 2013
(With appln.(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned  judgment  and
with prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 23/09/2013  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE C.NAGAPPAN

For Petitioner(s)       Mr.V.Giri, Sr.Adv.
In SLP(C) NO.29942      Mr.Satinder S.Gulati, Adv.
of 2013                Mrs. Kamaldeep Gulati, AOR

In SLP(C) NO.28839      Mr.Satinder S.Gulati, Adv.
of 2013                Mrs. Kamaldeep Gulati, AOR

For Respondent(s)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

            These petitions are directed  against  orders  dated  27.02.2013
and 16.05.2013 by which the Division Bench of the Punjab  and  Haryana  High
Court dismissed the writ petitions filed by  the  petitioners  for  quashing
the acquisition of their land.
            After making some submissions and realising that  the  Court  is
not inclined to entertain the special leave petitions, learned  counsel  for
the petitioners made a request  that  their  clients  may  be  permitted  to
withdraw the special leave  petitions  with  liberty  to  avail  appropriate
remedies.
            The request of the learned counsel is accepted and  the  special
leave petitions are dismissed as withdrawn with  liberty  in  terms  of  the
prayer made.
            However, it  is  made  clear  that  the  liberty  given  to  the
petitioners to pursue other remedies shall not be construed as a mandate  of
this Court to any authority or Court to entertain the  prayer  made  by  the
petitioners and the application, if any,  filed  in  this  regard  shall  be
dealt with and decided on its own merits keeping in view the fact  that  the
writ petitions filed by the applicants have already been dismissed.

    (Satish K.Yadav)                               (Phoolan Wati Arora)
      Court Master                                      Court Master


