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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 787 OF 2011

CHAND RAM ... APPELLANT(S)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. .. . RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. Thi s appeal is directed agai nst

j udgnent and order, passed by the H gh Court of

Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh in C. WP. No.

4413 of 2006, dat ed 13. 07. 2006, wher eby
wher eunder the Hi gh Court has dism ssed the said

wit petition in terns of the decision of the High
Court, passed in C.WP. No. 4300 of 2006, dated

25. 05. 2006.

2. The facts, in brief, are: The State of

Haryana issued a notification under Section 4 of

t he Act, 1894, dated 17.11. 2005, by whi ch

2

sought acquire | and spread over a few villages for

the public purpose of devel opnent and utilization

of | and for

residential, conmer ci al and

institutional sectors 65, 66, 67 and 68, Sonepat.

After heari ng

Section5-A of the Act,

t he obj ecti ons filed under

1894, the State issued a

decl aration, under Section 6 of the Act, 1894,

dated 07.02.2006, for the acquisition of the |and

i n question.

3. Bei ng aggri eved, t he appel I ant s her ei n,

t he

and



had i nvoked t he Wit jurisdiction of t he Hi gh
Court questi oni ng, i nter alia, t he process of
acquisition resorted to by the respondent State

herein. By the inmpugned judgnent and order, the

H gh Court has dism ssed the wit petition and

uphel d the notifications issued under Section 4

and Section 6 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894

(for short, "the Act, 1894").

4. Aggri eved by the j udgment and order so
passed by the High Court, the appellant is before

us in this appeal

5. W have heard | ear ned counsel for t he
parties to t he lis and carefully per used t he

records of the case.

6. We do not see any good ground to interfere

with the inmpugned judgnment and order passed by the

Hi gh Court. Accordingly, this civil appeal is
di smi ssed
7. However, we grant liberty to the appellant

herein, if he so desires, to nake an appropriate
application, as provided under Section 48 of the
Act, 1894, before the appropriate authority/forum

within one nonth fromtoday.

4
8. If such an application is nade within one
nont hs’ time from t oday, we request t he

appropriate authority/forumto consider the sane

in accordance with | aw

9. Interimorder passed by this Court shal

continue to the benefit of the appellant till the



af orenment i oned application is deci ded by t he
aut horities concerned.
Ordered accordingly.
.............. Ccll .
(H L. DATTU)
................ J.
(A. K. SIKRI)
................ J.

(ARUN M SHRA)

NEW DELHI
FEBRUARY 24, 2015.

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

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 880 OF 2011

M S. BALAJI SPUNTEX PVT. LTD. & ... APPELLANT( S)

ANR.
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & CRS.
WTH
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 882 OF 2011
SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (ClVIL) NO 1310 OF 2011
SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO 23519-23520 CF 2013

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO 35996 COF 2013

ORDER

1. Delay, in filing and refiling the specia

| eave petition(s), if any, is condoned.

2. Del ay in filing t he application(s)

substitution, if any, is condoned.

3. Application(s) for substitution, if any,
i s/are all owed.

2
4, Application(s) for i mpl eadnent

is/are rejected.

.. . RESPONDENT( S)

if

for

any,



5. These appeal s and special |eave petitions

are directed agai nst the judgnent and or der,
passed by the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at

Chandi gar h in C. WP. No. 3614 of 2008, dat ed
22.01. 2008, whereby and whereunder the High Court

has dism ssed the said wit petition in ternms of

the decision of the Hi gh Court, passed in C.WP.

No. 2835 of 2006, dated 22.01.2008.

6. The facts, in brief, are: The State of

Haryana issued a notification under Section 4 of

the Act, 1894, dat ed 17.11. 2005, by  which it
sought acquire |l and spread over a few villages for

the public purpose of devel opnent and utilization

of | and for residential, conmer ci al and
institutional sectors 65, 66, 67 and 68, Sonepat.
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After heari ng t he obj ecti ons filed

Section5-A of the Act, 1894, the State issued a
decl aration, under Section 6 of the Act, 1894,
dated 07.02.2006, for the acquisition of the |and

i n question.

7. Bei ng aggri eved,

appel l ant s/ petitioners her ei n, had i nvoked
wit jurisdiction of the H gh Court questioning,

i nter alia, t he acquisition process. By
i mpugned j udgnment and order, the H gh Court has

di sm ssed t he Wit petition and fol | owi ng
deci si on in C WP. No. 4300 of 2006,

25. 05. 2006, upheld the acquisition of the land in

questi on.

8. Aggri eved by the j udgment and order so

passed by t he Hi gh Court,

under

t he

t he

t he

dat ed

t he



appel l ant s/ petitioners are bef ore us in

appeal s and special |eave petitions.
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9. e have heard | ear ned counsel for
parties to t he lis and carefully per used
records of the case.

10. We do not see any good ground to interfere

with the inmpugned judgment and order passed by the
H gh Court. Accordingly, these civil appeals and

special |eave petitions are dism ssed.

11. However , we gr ant liberty to
appel I ants and petitioners her ei n, if t hey
desire, to make appropriate application(s)

provi ded under Section 24(2) of the Right to Fair
Conpensati on and Transparency in Land Acqui sition,
Rehabi litati on and Resettlenent Act, 2013, before
the appropriate authority/forumw thin one nonth

from today.

12. | f such an application(s) is/lare

within one nonths’ tine fromtoday, we request the
5

appropriate authority/forumto consider the sane

in accordance with | aw

13. Interimorder passed by this Court shal
conti nue to t he benefit of t he
appel l ant s/ petitioners till t he application(s)

i s/are decided by the authorities concerned.

O dered accordingly.

.............. ail.
(H L. DATTUY)

................ J.
(A K. SIKR)

t he

t he

t he
o)

as

made

t hese



................ J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI
FEBRUARY 24, 2015.
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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

SEPCI AL LEAVE PETITION(CI VIL) NO 6285 OF 2011

RAVI NDER PAL SI NGH

... PETI TI ONER( S)

VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ANR ... RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. Shri Jasbir Singh Mlik, |earned counse
for t he petitioner, woul d state t hat he has
al r eady filed a Wit petition bef ore t he Hi gh
Court, inter alia, bringing to the notice of the
Court t hat he is entitled to t he benefit of

Section 24(2) of the Right to Fair Conpensation
and Tr anspar ency in Land

Rehabilitation and Resettl enent Act, 2013.

2. In Vi ew of t he above,
seeks permission of this Court to withdrawthis

speci al | eave petition
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3. The perm ssion sought for is granted.
4, The special |eave petition is accordingly
di sposed of as wi t hdrawn.
5. We request the High Court to dispose of

the wit petition filed by the petitioner pending

before it as expeditiously as possible.

O dered accordingly.

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

Acqui si tion,

| ear ned

counsel



................ J.

(A K. SIKR)
................ J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI
FEBRUARY 24, 2015.
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| TEM NO. 5 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON |V

SUPREMECOURTOFI NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Civil Appeal No(s) . 787/ 2011
CHAND RAM Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with office report)

W TH
C.A. No. 791/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 880/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 882/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and InterimRelief and
O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 1310/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 1379/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and InterimRelief and
O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 6285/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 23519-23520/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for substitution and appln.(s) for
perm ssion to file additional documents and Interim
Relief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 35996/2013
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
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Date : 24/02/2015 These matters were call ed
on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SI KR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA

For Appellant(s)/
Petitioner(s) M. Rishi Ml hotra, Adv.

M. Gaurav Mtra, Adv.



Saur abh Set h, Adv.

Soni a Dube, Adv.

Deepal i Dwi vedi, Adv.

S. Chakraborty, Adv.

For M. Yash Pal Dhingra, Adv.

M. Satinder S. Culati, Adv.
Ms. Kamal deep CGul ati, Adv.

Dr. Kail ash Chand, Adv.

Jasbir Singh Mlik, Adv.
S. K. Sabharwal , Adv.

Yash Anand, Adv.
David A, Advv.
Yash Shi nghal, Adv.
Rabi n Maj under, Adv.

SSS5 =%

For Respondent (s) Ms. N dhi CGupta, AAG
Kamal Mohan Qupt a, Adv.

Govi nd Goel, Adv.

Sanj ay Kumar Yadav, Adv.
Ankit GCoel, Adv.

Mohan Lal Sharma, Adv.

¥ S555 %

Kai | ash Chand, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

C. A No. 787/ 2011
Civil appeal is dismssed in terms of
the signed order.
Pendi ng application(s), if any, st and
di sposed of.
C A No. 880/ 2011, 882/ 2011, 1310/ 2011
SLP( C) No. 23519- 23520/ 2013, 35996/ 2013
Delay in filing and refiling the special
| eave petition(s), if any, is condoned.
Del ay in filing t he application(s)for
substitution, if any, is condoned.
Application(s) for substitution, if any,
is/are allowed.
Application(s) for inpleadnment, if any,
is/are rejected.
The civil appeal s and speci al | eave
petitions are dismissed in ternms of the signed

order.



Pendi ng application(s), i f any,
di sposed of.
4
C. A Nos. 791/ 2011, 1379/2011
De-tag these appeals fromthis batch of
matter and be |listed separately.
SLP( C) No. 6285/ 2011
The special |eave petition is disposed
of in terns of the signed order
(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vinod Kulyi)
Sr.P. A Assi stant Regi strar

(Three signed orders are placed on the file.)

st and



