IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.27233 0of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision:- 30.11.2017.

Inder Pal ... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajesh Bindal
Hon'ble Mr. Justice Gurvinder Singh Gill

Present:-  Mr. Sandeep Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.
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Rajesh Bindal, J.

The petitioner has approached this Court claiming that
acquisition of land of the petitioner has lapsed in view of provisions of
Section 24(2) of the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land
Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013 (for short ‘the Act’) as
the possession thereof has not been taken though the compensation has been
received by the petitioner. To establish his possession, the petitioner has placed
on record certain photographs Annexure P-6. A bare perusal of the photographs
shows that it is new construction, which has recently been painted. Apparently,
it has been done to invoke provisions of Section 24(2) of the Act, especially
when the compensation had also been received.

For the reasons mentioned above, we do not find any merit in the

present petition and the same is accordingly dismissed.

( Rajesh Bindal )
Judge
30.11.2017. ( Gurvinder Singh Gill )
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