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YAKUB & ORS. .. Respondent s

ORDER
Leave granted.
2. The controversy involved in these appeals lies in a
very narr ow compass. The mai n di spute is regardi ng

entitlenment of the respondent under Section 28A of the

Land Acqui si tion Act, 1894 (" Act’ for short). The
gri evance of t he appel lant-Union of India is that the

judgnent relied upon for determ ning the application under

Section 28A of the Act of the respondent has been set

aside by this Court in Union of India & Anr. vs. Ranchod

& Os. reported in 2007(14) SCC 326 and the nmatter has

been remtted to the H gh Court to decide afresh, and the

same has not yet been deci ded and is still pendi ng

consi deration before the High Court.

3. In view of the above, the only option left to this

Court is to set aside the inpugned judgnent before us and

remand the case back to the H gh Court to be decided after

t he deci si on of t he earlier case I . e. Ranchod & Os.
(supra) in accordance with |aw In that view of the
matter, these appeals are all owed, set aside the inpugned

order of the High court and the matter is remanded back to

the H gh Court for consideration afresh after disposal of

the aforesaid case

NEW DELH J.
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