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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.186/2010

DHARAMBIR SINGH e Appellant
Through: Mr.L.B.Rai, Advocate
versus
UNION OF INDIA& ORS. ... Respondents

Through: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for R-1
Mr.Sumer Sethi, Advocate for DDA

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

ORDER
% 08.07.2011

For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.

e

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

JULY 08, 2011
mm

Signatur;,N?Verified
Digitally Signed By AWULYA
ileand

Certify that the digitgTil

physical file havebd

the digital dataiﬁ
fileand no page i

compared and
er the physical
issing.



iiMr D S Lakra,
. Mr.K. Sunil, Advocate S

AU MrANUJ. Bhandari, Advoc«ate”r
_'Mr Shadam Farashat Advocate
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Mr Sanjay Poddar Stan.d-lng
Counsel {LA), ‘GNCT Delhr wrth
‘Ms. Deeplka Mr. Sach'vr, Nawanian
M. Slddharth Panda Advocates
Mr Ajay Verma,  Ms. Kanlka i
Mr Kunal Sharma E
“Mr.Sumek Sethi, Mr.B.B.Sharma;
.. Ms.Shobfina Takiar and Mr.Arur
B|rba| Advocates for IDA L
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To be referred to Reporter‘or not7 e
3. W'hether the Judgment’shou df;be reportéd in tt




'I}market value of Iar;d m the revefnu‘e es,tate, of Vi ‘
and vullage Mundka

.'t'

»Date of netiﬁcatlon unde '
Sectlon 4 of the LA Act :

5
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Bakkarwala E ".24 9 2003
.. Bakkarwala it '17.6.2005
- Mundka - 0 25.2,1997;
i'lr‘Mundka R :,21 3. ”7003
;;;1Mundka :




Agrncultural Iands |n the rre‘venue estate of vrllage Mundka were

further acqwred pursuant to ‘a- notlﬂcatlon dated 21.«3"" '.003 o
|ssued under Sect|on 4 of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act as per aw rd: '
| fNo 3/2005 06 as, also award No 1/2005 06. sFurther lands m the

: I

revenue estate of the same vrllage were acqulred pursuant

. ;{, Bakkarwala were acqwred pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated i
“24 9 2003 lssued under Sect|on 4 of the Lahd Acqu15|t|on Actvas j o

. -I"and as notlﬂed by the Government of NCT Delhb , N
5;-;*:" 1~0.:. o For cJanty | may note that perta|n|ng “,to the‘} |

notlﬂcatlo*n dated 25, 2 1997 under whlch agrlcultural Iands |n

-"'-'ff?‘_the revenue‘_estate of v*rllage Mundka \were acqunred the Iearned

’ ‘l':l'WIth effect frpm 1 4 1997 @ ?10 Iacs per acre and smce the date'
o :of Sectlon 4 notrﬂcahon was anterlor m pomt of t|me dlscounted

i




:"v.“;‘:"'}f,v‘notlﬂcatlons‘ dated 21 3 20037.{

'féffvanous Judgments and decrees whnch ar
,E the aboye ’qaptloned appeals

;12 ln a nut shell pertalmng to the notlflcatlon dated

f 1 _m'r’w.-
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m-|mmum valu.e of agncultural Jands ln Delhl as of 1 4 2001"a'nd fi;,'
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m arrlved at lS ?15 92 215/)
prlce determmed was ?20 41 OOO/ per acre _
the notlﬂcatlon datedvf"‘17-

Pertalmng to

-ﬁrth.e mlmmum prlce for agrlcultural Iands notlﬂe

Wlth reference *to'

Justlﬂed m |gnormg the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunden 1 blgha
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;.sa‘mple IS the example g|ven

\f:‘t Iearned

“are made Iand |n the area ns surveyed




a/a‘_-.lu%i of Iands |n v:llage’fM'undka and Bakkarwala

'-i Ie‘arn*"fd _counsel wou!d further urge that the %our sa"
> "l':to R4 referred to in the decmon

Iess than the mmlmum prlce notlﬂed b"

e eated’ 15 1o 1993 at ﬂ 32 ooo/- per blgha Learned coun__j

would urge that the sald decusron has attamed fmallty mas‘

- LA APP 784/2005&connected L iff RN Page 12 of j
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. : Mundka a,s of 5 8 1996 It would assume |mportanc

x?l 32 OOO/ bigha the falr market value sh

would be acqu1red In DeIh| the Iarge scale acquns"

“f'Leave «to Appea! nled before th é
Learne%-




re_ason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The S

B eve'n the mrmmum prrce for agrr

e'ference Court but for the twm reasonmg hrtherto fore
'old that Ex P 1 cannot be good evrdence Wherefrom

\value of the Iand could be determrned There |s an ad itior
a|e dee_d:s-Ex R-g _

cultural Iand rn Delhr notrn; 2

the Government : . ,
o 23 Thus the farr market vaIue of the Iands WOl

: "qurred to be frxed erther wrth reference to the decrsm_
;}-Pratap S/nqh 5 case (s




"':’-',;determmed the faur marke"t value of agrlcultural Iands“

"‘nkn Kalan and Ghevra as under -

Date _' Vlllage
24 07 1995 & len Kalan
| 16. 11 1995

11061996 len Kalan &
L E T e Ghevra S |

(17122002




jFlands in Vlllag.e Ghevra at ?4 @3 425/ per blgh‘ |
o C)n the |ssue of comparablllty of land in vrllage :l
. ff;xvnlage l\/lundka Ghevra and lerl Kalan lt lS no doubt tr’
‘ "hereas VIIlage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 ias
B _h'e.r vrllages but lt ghas ‘to be hlghlrghted that :

prommate to the urban areas of D‘elhl vrs -3 vrs Ghevra a‘
ges has an adv

ln the matte 5. 'ofl

- Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 v1lla

o _ff:f’Slnce exactness can never be achleved
ir” comy ._,"lt lS the broad probabll't

_rnllarltles Wthh matter ,
"';Tj;:equrvalent unless qua some land sp'ecl‘arl features can:b

¥ Slnce the dec1sron ln Pratap S/nc]hs ca ef (siipra)

pornt of‘ "mﬁ" 2 he ekl

'fnotlflcatlons more prox1mate ln

fi no~_|f|cat|on‘s'W|th whlchl am concerned I am},' fthe opir

“vfue of lands wrth Wthh l am concerned
flands determlned ln Pratap S/nah scase

: market value o
As per the deosron ln Pratap S/nq/z_s case (supra) for
ensatlon asses ed_wasw

24 7 1995 for Category A lands falr comp

The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 dal/s /e

| iﬂg‘ Pratap S/nqh s case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was d'e'
to be x10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalnlng to Cat'

L APP 784/2005 & connected




ok wh'llch I hereby ﬂx

o) <‘

'f_f;.::-3*®f:a- propose 0" dea'

pursuant whereto agncultural Iands Were acqu1red .
o Mundka and V|I1age Bakkarwala X L
31 |

the same by 10% fOr 2 years and 131 days the flgure c
N
e ?4 98 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to =\’23 93 227 20 pe




;"_»‘:,'Mundka the falr \arket vé?‘u;e |s ﬂxedf at )

l‘{'\v"

For the Ian~d fallmg in Ca,tegg{y A Iand in

?2 01 117/ per blgha i, e. ?9 65 361 60 per cre, '




' v':-"fby the present Judgment a”d decree

.'l" DT

-'"j' «9;;} 2001 DLT 569 5under vs. UO/

.i‘“v;ithe Reference Court and ﬂnally on the sum envhJ

' '(‘PRADEEP NANDRAJO )i
JUDGE o




