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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 885 OF 2011
RAJBIR SINGH(D) THR LRS. & ORS.

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. ... RESPONDENT( S)

Wl TH
Cl VIL APPEAL NO. 889 OF 2011

ClVIL APPEAL NO 671 OF 2012

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (ClVIL) NO 25510 CF 2010

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO
AND W TH

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO

ORDER

1. Del ay, in filing and refiling

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

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

substitution, if any, is condoned.

3 Application(s) for substitution

Si gnat ure hbi Verified
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Reason:
i s/are all owed.
2
4, Application(s) for i mpl eadnent if any,
is/are rejected.
5. We have heard | earned counsel for the parties

to the lis and carefully perused the records of the

case.

6. We do not see any good ground to interfere
with the judgnent(s) and order(s) passed by the High

Court. Accordingly, these appeals and special |eave

APPELLANT( S)

1088 OF 2011

3207 OF 2011

speci al

if

for

any,



petitions are dism ssed.

7. However, we grant liberty to the appellants

and petitioners, i f t hey SO desire, to make
appropriate application(s) as provided under Section

24(2) of t he Ri ght to Fair Conpensati on and
Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation and

Reset t | enent Act, 2013, before t he appropriate

authority/forumw thin one nmonth fromtoday.

8. If such an application(s) is/are made within
one nmont hs’ time from t oday, we request t he
appropriate authority/forumto consider the sane in

accordance with | aw.
3

9. Interim order passed by this Court shal |
continue to the benefit of the appellants/petitioners
till the aforesaid application(s) is/are decided by

the authorities concerned.

Ordered accordingly.

.............. cJl .
(H L. DATTU)
................ J.
(A K. SIKR)
................ 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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2650 OF 2015
(Arising out of SLP(C)No.4993 of 2010)
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. ... APPELLANT( S)

VERSUS



NI RVALA RANI & ORS. . . . RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

1. Leave granted.

2. This appeal is directed against the judgnent
and order, passed by the High Court of Punjab and
Haryana at Chandigarh in C WP. No. 3972 of 2008,

dated 07.01. 2009.

3. The respondents, t hough served, are
unr epr esent ed bef ore us. W have heard | ear ned
counsel for the appellants and carefully perused the

records of the case.

4, In view of the order passed by this Court in
Gvil Appeal No. 286 of 2012, titled "State of
2
Har yana & Os. VS. Har i Chand & Os. ", dat ed
10. 12. 2013, the inmpugned judgnent and order passed by
t he Hi gh Court is set asi de and t he matt er

r emanded to t he Hi gh Court for fresh di sposa

accordance with | aw

5. Accordingly, the civil appeal is disposed of.

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

................ J.
(A K. SIKRI)

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

NEW DELH
FEBRUARY 24, 2015.
1

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

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 2897 OF 2011



BASI R AHMED & ORS. ... APPELLANT( S)

VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. . .. RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. This appeal is directed against the judgnent

and order, passed by the High Court of Punjab and
Haryana at Chandigarh C. WP. No. 18338 of 2009, dated

04. 08. 2010.

2. We have heard | earned counsel for the parties

to the lis and carefully perused the records.

3. After ar gui ng for sone tinme, Shri P.H
Par ekh, | earned senior counsel for the appellants, on
i nstructions, seeks per ni ssi on of this Court to

withdraw this civil appeal with liberty to file a

fresh representation bef ore t he appropriate
aut hority/forum seeki ng benefi t of policy dat ed
26.10. 2007.

2
4. The perm ssi on sought for is gr ant ed. The

Cvil Appeal is disposed of as wi thdrawn.

5. The | earned senior counsel for the appellants

is permtted to file a fresh representation before

the appropriate authority/forumwithin a nonth’s tine

seeking benefit of the policy dated 26.10.2007. If

such an application is made, t he same shal | be
consi der ed and di sposed of by t he appropriate

authority/forumin accordance with | aw.

6. We clarify that we have not expressed any
opi nion one way or the other insofar as benefit of
policy dated 26.10.2007 is concerned, and the sane
shal | be decided on its own nerits in accordance wth

| aw.



O dered accordingly.

.............. cll.
(H. L. DATTU)

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

................ J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI
FEBRUARY 24, 2015.
1

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

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 314 OF 2012

R TU OBRO & ORS. ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. ... RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. This appeal is directed against the judgnent

and order, passed by the High Court of Punjab and
Haryana at Chandigarh in C.WP. No. 18058 of 2006,
dat ed 03. 10. 2008, wher eby and wher eunder t he Hi gh
Court, finding no nerit in the said wit petition

di sm ssed the sane.

2. The facts, in bri ef, are: t he State of

Haryana issued a notification under Section 4 of the

Act, 1894 (for short, "the Act, 1894"), dat ed
30. 05. 2005, by which it sought acquire | and situated

2
in vil | age Jagadhar i for t he public pur pose

devel opnent and utilization of land for residentia

and commerci al purposes. After hearing the objections

of



filed under Sectionb-A of the Act, 1894, the State
i ssued a declaration, under Section 6 of the Act,

1894 for the acquisition of the Iand in question

3. Bei ng aggri eved, the appellants herein, had
i nvoked t he Wit jurisdiction of t he Hi gh Court
questi oni ng, i nter alia, t he notifications i ssued

under Section 4 and Section 6 of the Act, 1894 and
t he rejection of rel ease of t he appel lant’s | and

under a given policy of the respondent State.

4, The Hi gh Court duly consi der ed al | t he

contentions put forth by petitioner therein and found

no merit in t he sane. Furt her, t he Hi gh Court
concl uded t hat t he order of t he Di rector, dat ed
14. 05. 2008, rejecting t he representation of t he

appel l ant herein for release of the Iand in question
is whol |'y justified. Ther ef or e, by t he i mpugned
j udgnent and order, the High Court has dism ssed the

wit petition of the appellant herein on merits.
3

5. Aggri eved by the judgnent and order so passed
by the H gh Court, the appellant is before us in this

civil appeal

6. We have heard | earned counsel for the parties

to the lis and carefully perused the records.

7. We do not see any good ground to interfere

with the judgnent and order passed by the Hi gh Court.

Accordingly, this civil appeal is dism ssed.

O dered accordingly.



(H L. DATTU)

............... J.
(A K. SIKRI)
............... J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI ,
FEBRUARY 24, 2015.
1
| TEM NO. 7 COURT NO. 1 SECTION |V
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Civil Appeal No(s) . 885/ 2011
RAJBIR SINGH(D) THR. LRS. & ORS. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with interimrelief and office report)

W TH
SLP(C) No. 4993/2010
(Wth InterimRelief)

SLP(C) No. 25510/2010
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 27743/ 2010
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 31147/2010
(Wth appln.(s) for production of additional docunents and
InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 829/2011
(Wth InterimRelief)

C.A. No. 889/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 1088/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for permission to file additional docunents
and InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 2897/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 314/2012
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

C. A No. 671/2012
(Wth InterimRelief and O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 3207/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)
2

Date : 24/02/ 2015 These matters were called
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) Sat yapal Khushal Chand Pasi, Adv.

T.R Pasi, Adv.

Nupur Choudhary, Adv.
M. Kamal Mhan Gupta, Adv.

g% =%

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

Subr anoni um Pr asad, Adv.
Vijay Nair, Adv.

Manor anj an Shar ma, Adv.
Shubhra Pat hak, Adv.

V. Gri, Sr. Adv.
Abhijat P. Medh, Adv.

Satinder S. Qulati, Adv.
s. Kamal deep Qul ati, Adv.

Gaurav Mtra, Adv.

Saur abh Seth, Adv.

Soni a Dube, Adv.

Deepal i Dwi vedi, Adv.

S. Chakraborty, Adv.

r M. Yash Pal Dhingra, Adv.

155555 33 33 5355 53

Shahi d Anwar, Adv.
Punit Dutt Tyagi, Adv.

Manoj Swarup, Adv.
Ankit Swarup, Adv.
Tanya Swar up, Adv.
Aj ay Kunar, Adv.

SFS5 5 &

For Respondent (s)
Ms. Nupur Choudhary, Adv.
For M. Kanmal Mbhan CGupta, Adv.
Ms. Naresh Bakshi, Adv.

Dr. Mbni ka Gusai n, Adv.
3

M. Ravi ndra Bana, Adv.

M. D.N Goburdhan, Adv.
M. Prabal Bagchi, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

C. A No. 829/2011
This civil appeal is de-tagged fromthis batch of matters

and be listed next week for hearing.

C A Nos. 885/ 2011, 889/ 2011, 671/ 2012, SLP( O
25510/ 2010, 1088/2011 and 3207/2011



Del ay, in filing and refiling t he speci a
petition(s)/appeal (s), if any, is condoned.
Delay in filing the application(s) for substitution, if
any, i s condoned.
Application(s) for substitution, if any, is/are allowed.
Application(s) for inpleadment, if any, is/are rejected.
The civil appeal s and speci al | eave petitions
dismissed in ternms of the signed order

Pendi ng application(s), if any, stand disposed of.
Civil Appeal No.2650/2015 @SLP(C) No. 4993/2010

Leave granted.
The civil appeal is disposed of in ternms of the signed
order.

Pendi ng application(s), if any, stand disposed of.
4

SLP(C) No. 27743/ 2010

Heard | earned counsel for the parties to the lis.

We do not see any good ground to interfere with the
j udgnent and order passed by the Hi gh Court. Accordingly, the
special |eave petition is dismssed.

Pendi ng application(s), if any, stand disposed of.

SLP(C) No. 31147/2010

After arguing the matter for quite sone tine, Shri V.
Gri, | ear ned seni or counsel for t he petitoner
i nstructions, seeks pernission of this Court to withdraw this
special |eave petition with liberty to file review petition
before the Hi gh Court.

Per m ssi on sought for is granted.

The special |eave petition is disposed of as wi thdrawn
with liberty to the petitioner to file review petition before
t he Hi gh Court wi thin one nmont h from today. | f such
petition is filed made within one nonth’s time fromtoday, we

request the High Court to consider the sane in accordance with

| eave

on



| aw.
We clarify that we have not expressed any opinion on the

wit petition

C. A No. 2897/2011
The civil appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed
order.
Pendi ng application(s), if any, stand disposed of.
C. A No. 314/2012 °
The civil appeal is dismissed in terns of the signed
order.

Pendi ng application(s), if any, stand di sposed of.

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vinod Kul vi)
Sr.P. A Assi stant Regi strar

(Four signed orders are placed on the file.)



