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Present:

Mahe rrcicr Kumar vs M/s Ansal Housing E/2c)46/2ct2:l

Mr. Rajan Kumar Hans, Advocate for DI-I,

Mr, IIanu Ivlittal, Advocate for JD.

'l'his is a pctition secl<ing execution of order passr:d by thc

Authorit,y. Learnccl counsel for JD requests to dismiss execution petition or

at least to [ransfor samc to the Authority. In view of jr"rclgment passed by

Ilon'hle tliglh Court o,f Punjab & Llaryana, Chandigarh in cose CWP No.

i4937-2024 (O&M) titled as M/s, Vatika Ltdvs Union of Indicr and ors.

decided on 24.04.2025, the orders passed by the Authority are to be

cxccutedl by thc Authority itself and not by the Adjudicating Officc r. r\s order

Lrrrclcr c,r:r:curtior-l vvils passcd by thc Authority, petition in hanrls iis liablc to

bc rctunlecl to thc Authority for further execution, LE concerned bre directed

to prepare a list of sur:h cases i.e. execution petitions, (seeking; execution of

orclcr passcd by the ^/ruthority), befbrc next date. Irile bc put utp berfore thc

Airthority on next clate.
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