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Surender Sharma
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.M. KUMAR
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.P.S. MANN
Present: None for the petitioner.

Ms. Palika Mongpa, AAG, Haryana,
for the respondents.

M.M. KUMAR, J.

The prayer made by the petitioner in the instant petition is

for quashing notification dated 15.12.2000 {Annexure P.i), issued
under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 (for brevity, 'the

Act') and declaration dated 6.12.2001 (Annexure P.8), issued under
Section 6 of the Act. It is admitted position thaﬁthe instant petition

was filed on 20.11.2003.

Ms. Palika Monga, learned State counsel at the outset has

pointed out that in the instant case notifications under Sections 4 and 6
of the Act were issued on 4.12.2000 and 3.12.2001 respectively and

award in this case was announced on 11,9,2003.
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Having heard the learned Statel counsel, we aref of the
considered view that it has been repeateclly held by Honlble the
Supreme Court mat no writ petition would be competent 4ﬁer tbe
announcement of award. For the aibre-mentioned‘ view, we place

reliance on the judgments of Ton'ble the Supreme Court in the cases

of Star Wire (India) Ltd. v. State of Haryana, (1996) 11 S_t?C 698;

Municipal Council Ahmednagar v. Shah Hyder Beig, 412000) 2

SCC 48; and C. Padma v. Dy. Secretary to the querﬁment of

Tamil Nadhu, (1997) 2 SCC 627. The possession of the Jand was
taken and it was transferred to the Haryana Urban Development

Authority, as per the stand of the respondents, taken in para 18 of the

written statement.

For the reasons mentioned aWlove, the writ petition fails

and the same is Lllsmlssed
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