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ol IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELH! AT NEW DELHI

+ LAApD.Mo. 534/2011

SUREMDER SINGH & AMR v APPELLANTS
Through:  Mr Anil Kumar Chunduru and
' Mr.Meera) Kumar, Advocates

VETS S

UMIOMN OF INDIA AND QRS. ... RESPONDENTS
Through: Mr.Sanjay Kumar Pathak, Advcoate

7 CORAM:
HOM'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR

ORDER
Yo 30.11.2011

1. In this appeal, appellants seek enhanced
compensation  for Ehelr lands in Village Bhalaswa
Jahangirpur, Delhi, which was acguired in pursuance to
Motification of 30™ july 1998 under Section 4 of the Lang
Acquisition Act, 1894,

2. On the last date of hearing, it was pointed out by
" respandent’s counsel that this matter stands covered by the
. 4 decision of this Court in LAApp.NG.999/2010 titled as Raf
Singh vs, Union of India & Another, rendered on 19th
September 2011 and in the light of the decision in Raj Singh
{supra), this appeal has to be dismissed.

3. Appellant’s counsel had sought time to go through the
decision of this Court in Raj Singh (supra}. Today, Mr.Anil
Kumar Chundury, learned counsel for the appellant fairly
e{(:jnr:er:fes that in view of the decision of this Court in Raj

Signatur;}&[o Veriﬁ
Digitfallyhsigﬂ dq.’A Tz :
Certify that the digitgTi y s '

ohyacal o el v b, 534/ 2061 1 Papn: 1
thedigital datai er the physical

file and no page iSThissing.




o

singh {supra), this appeal has to be dismissed.

. Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed with no orders as
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