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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the
ORDER

In this petition filed under Article 32 of the

Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)

heari ng t oday.

fol |l owi ng

Constitution,

the petitioner has made the foll owi ng substantive prayers:

a) Issue Wit/ Order/Direction in the
nature of prohibition upon the respondents
fromtaking any step and/or further step in
the I and acquisition proceeding initiated

by them

b) Issue Wit/ Order/Direction in the
nat ure of mandanus upon the respondents to

resci nd/ cancel / wi t hdr aw t he
acquisition proceeding and further

| and
to

command themto act and proceed strictly in

2

accordance with | aw

c) Issue wit/order/direction in the
nature of certiorari upon the respondents
to produce and/or cause to be produced the
entire records relating to initiation,
continuation and cul m nation of the Iand

acquisition pr oceedi ng and on

such

producti on bei ng nade, render conscionable

justice by quashing the saneg;



W have heard Shri Suni | Kumar , | ear ned
appearing for the petitioner and perused the record.

t he Wit petition deserves to be di smi ssed for
ne

reasons which are enunerated bel ow : -
1. The petitioner has not di scl osed as to
decl aration was issued under Section 6 of the Land Acquisition

Act , 1894 and when was t he awar d passed

hearing, |earned counsel for the petitioner nade a statenent
that final declaration was published and the award has al so
been passed.

2. The petitioners have not questioned the final declaration and
award whi ch, according to the | earned counsel, have already

been i ssued/ passed.

3. In letter dat ed 28. 4. 2008( Annexur e- P2) sent

nd
Acqui sition Collector, South 24 Parganas, Alipore, Kol kata,
the petitioners had clained that there was no justification
for acquisition of the land and if their grievance was not
renedi ed, they would be conpelled to approach the Hi gh Court.
However, instead of noving the H gh Court, they have filed

wit petition under Article 32 of the Constitution
3

reason given by the petitioner for directly noving this Court
is that as per the cause list of the Calcutta Hi gh Court,
there is no possibility of early hearing of the wit petition
By no stretch of inmagination, this can be a justification for
entertaining a petition under Article 32 of the Constitution

The Wit Petition is accordingly dismssed.

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

seni or

counsel
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