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ITEM NO.5                     COURT NO.9             SECTION IVB

              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2011
                                             (CC 13469-13475/2011)
(From the judgement and order dated 26/04/2010 in RFA No. 2588/2003
& RFA No. 2246/2003 & RFA No. 2251/2003 & RFA No. 2586/2003 & RFA
No. 2268/2003 & RFA No. 2668/2003 & RFA No. 2670/2003 of The HIGH
COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

CHETNA BAI(D) TR.LRS.& ORS.                            Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS.                                Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for substitution and permission to file SLP and
c/delay in filing substitution appln. and office report)

Date: 26/08/2011    These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. K.K. Mohan,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

            The application filed by the petitioners for permission

to file the special leave petitions is allowed.

            Delay condoned.

            The application for substitution is allowed.

            The application for deletion of the name of petitioner is

allowed.

            Feeling dissatisfied with the increase in market value of

the acquired land from Rs.225 per square yard to Rs.805/- per

square yard, the petitioners have filed these petitions against the
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judgment of the learned Single Judge of Punjab and Haryana High

Court.

     After arguing the case for some time, learned counsel for the

petitioners made a request that their respective clients may be

permitted to withdraw the special leave petitions with liberty to

seek review of the judgment under challenge.

     The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the special



leave petitions are disposed of as withdrawn with liberty in terms

of the prayer made.

     However,   it   is   made   clear       that   the   liberty   given   to   the

petitioners to seek review of the impugned judgment shall not be

treated as a mandate of this Court to the High Court to entertain

the same and the review petitions filed by the petitioners shall be

considered and decided on their own merits.

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


