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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ LA.APP. 520/2011

PADAM KUMAR VAID ... Appellant
Through: Mr. L.B. Rai, Advocate
Versus
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. T Respondents

Through: Mr. Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for
respondent No.1/UOI.
Mr.Arun Birbal, Advocate for respondent

No.2/DDA.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
ORDER
% 04.08.2011

CM 14419/2011 (exemption)

Allowed, subject to just exceptions.

CM 14418/2011 (for condonation of delay in re-filing the
- appeal) :

This application is filed by the appellant praying inter alia for

" condonation of delay of 450 days in re-filing the accompanying appeal.
At the outset, counsell for the appellant states that in case the

delay of 450 days in re—filling the accompénying.appeal is condoned,

the appellant shall not claim interest on the enhanced amount for the
period of delay as also the costs of the appeal. l

Counsel for the respondent No. 1/Union of India and respondent

No. 2/DDA state that they have no objection to the aforesaid

suggestion made by the counsel for the appellant.
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Accordingly, the present application is allowed with the condition
that the appellant shall not be entitled to claim interest on the
* enhanced amount for the period of de|ay' of 450 days in re-filing the
appeal as also the costs of the appeal.

The application is disposed of.

LA.APP. 520/2011

1. By way of the present appeal, the appellant has assailed the
judgment dated 12.12.2009 passed by the Reference Court in LAC
No.18/09/08 arising out of Award No.01/DC(W)/2005-06 pertaining to
village Mundka, pursuant to the notification dated 21.03.2003 issued
under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act 1894 (in short ‘the Act’)..
2. Counsel for the appellant submits that the present case ils

" squarely covered by the judgment of a co-ordinate Bench (Pradeep

Nandrajog, J.) passed in a batch of matters, lead matter being

LA.APP.N0.784/2005 entitled ‘Jamna vs. UOI & Ors.’ decided as
recently as on 08.017'.2011. Learned counsel particularly draws the
 attention of this Court to the operative para 33 of the aforesaid
judgment, relevant portions of which are reproduced herein below:- | |

*33. Accordingly, the appeals filed by the Union of India
require to be dismissed and I hereby dismiss the same.
The appeals filed by the land owners and the cross-
objections filed by the land owners stands decreed as
under:--
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i) XXX

i) For the land situated in village Mundka the fair
market value is fixed at %4,03,425/- per bigha, i.e.
¥19,36,440/- per acre, as on 21.03.2003.

i) XxXxx
iv) XXX
V) XXX

vi) Appellants and cross-objectors who have succeeded
would also be entitled to solatium and interest as per
statute and as clarified in the decision reported as
93(2001) DLT 569 Sunder vs. UOI, for the
compensation, paid originally and as enhanced by the
Reference Court and finally on the sum enhanced by the
present judgment and decree.”

3. It is submitted by the counsel for the appellant that the
appellant is also entitled to the relief as granted to other similarly;
placed appellants in the aforesaid batch of matters, to which counsel
for the respondent/UOI has no objection.

4, Following the aforesaid decisioh' dated 08.07.2011 in the‘case of

Jamna (supra), the present appeal is also disposed of on the same
lines, while granting the same relief to the appellant as granted to the
appellants in .the LA.APP.784/200‘5. However, it is clarified that
.the appellant shall not be entitled to claim interest on the enhanced

compensation for the period of delay bf 450 days in re-filing the appeal
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' as also the costs of the appeal, in terms of the orders passed today in
CM 14418/2011 preferred by the appellant for condonation of delay in

re-filing the abpeai.

HIMA KOHLI,]

AUGUST 04, 2011
rkb o
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- HON BLE MR JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
. Whether the Reporters of local papers may be allowed

to: See the Judgment? iy _ . , NIRRT

B T -

2. To be referred to Reporter or not?

: -3;. Whether the Judgment should be reported m the Dlgest7
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t A PRI,

PRADEEP NANDRA]OG I (Oral) SR
Cin ) f,? 1 am decrdmg ‘the ! above captloned appeals an.dé‘
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. 2. r\l The present deCISlon concerns lssue of ﬂxa Lon of;ﬁallr
, market value of land in the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarw '
and v1llage Mundka RS '; Lo

30 The dates Oon. Wthh falr market value of the land h‘as
to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as under SR

'S, No Name O‘f Vlllaqe Date of notlflcatlon undert
‘f R SRR Sectlon 4 of the LA Act

. 1

‘,Bakkarwala Lo 24 9. 2003_ f ‘
.1 Bakkarwala ‘' . -+17.6.2005
PP Mundka. - T.2521997 ‘% L
-7 Mundka . - P00 21.3.2003 B
l\/lundka : : "17 6 2005

SR

E

No 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vnllage Bakkarwala lS the a e* ',
pursuant whereto lands were acqulred ln the revenue estate of- ’

'z* 7

V|llage Mundka as per serlal No.5 above

5
3

L5, o Abuttlng NH- 10 leadlng from the CIty of | Delhl to the'

townshlp of Rohtak ln the State of Haryana are vnllages Mundka
Ghevra and lerl Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala‘ lles towardf

other ‘Slde of the Southern boundary of. v1llage Mundka Thre '
ok dlfference between the topology of the two vnllages lS whereas 1 '

g

the land of v1llage Mundka abuts NH 10, that- of vrllage o

Bakkarwala does not so abut belng on- the other Slde of the
Southern boundary of revenue estate of v1llage Mundka %

: 6.1” As we proceed from: the Clty of Delhl to- the townshlpf

of Rohtak Vlllage Mundka is crossed flrst followed by vnllage'
Ghevra and then VIllage Tikri Kalan BRIt Ve o)
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‘, 4 of the Land Acqw5|tlon Act as per award *No 2/1999/2000

; Agrlcultural Iands in. the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka werew

furtherkacqwred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated 21 3 2003
'lss'Ued under Sectlon 4 of: the Land AcqulSltlon Act as per award

": No 3/2005 06 as also award No 1/2005 06 Further Iands in the
revenue estate of the same vrllage Were acquured pursuant to a
notlﬂcatlon dated 17 6. 2005 Ilssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land
Acquxsntlon Act as per Award No 13/2006 07 A f 3
b 8._-; : Agrlcultural lands in. the revenue estate of vnllage

| Bakkarwala were acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated
% 24.9. 2003 lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqmsrtnon Act as
- per Award No 3/2004 05 Further Iands |n the revenue estate of

{the same v1llage were acqurred pursuant toa notrﬁcatndn dated

4 17. 6 2005 (the same notlflcatlon ulnder Wthh lands |n v1‘|:’|'age

M

;9. ‘ ln,a nut shell, the Land Acqursmon Collector

i ; determlned the falr market value of the acqulred lands under all .

,the awards wrth reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural
| Iand as notlfled by the Government of NCT Delhl ' ‘

I
iy

‘notlflcatlon dated 25 2. 1997 under Wthh agrlcultural law ds m

| the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqwred the Iearned
Bt Land Acqul5|t|on Collector determlned the fair marl<et value w1th

referenceato the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land notlfled
wrth effect from 1.4 1997 @ %10 lacs per acre and smce the date

w-\g«» e s wcu

| pursulant to ar notlflcatl@n dated 25 2 1997 lssued under Sec-tlon-"
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gth.e ,prlce for one year @ 11 5% per annurn

2 was further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per acre. Pertalnlng to "-he

notlflcatlons dated 21.3. 2003 and 24. 9. 2003 the L nd
AcqulSItlon Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon flxmg the
lgmlnlmum prlce of agrlcultural land %s of 1.4, 2001 and gave no
z‘beneﬂt of enhancement wnth reference to ‘the fact that the falr

1 ,marketlvalue of the l%ands to be determlned was as of 21 3"" .003s

rand 2492003 yen pertal.nlng to: the notlflcatlon dated
1/62005 Wthh requlred falr market value of landle to bEl

-'Fdetermlned |n the revenue estate of vnllage Bakkarwala and

lllvlllage Mundka as of 17 6! 2005 the Land Acqu151t|on Collector
?determlned the same Wlth reference to the notlflcatlon flxmg

L X

xmlnlmum valuwe of agrlcultural lands in Delhl as of 1 4 2001 and

t

:gave no lncrease
i

R

Fos
340 A i

A1, ‘ Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the falr market

-;value of the lands by the Land ACQUlSlthﬂ Collector the land

Pwnerslsought a. reference under Sectlon 18 of the La'nd
ACquSltlonf Act 1894 and on “the: reference belng made

the above captloned appeals the Reference Court took f'
correctlve actlon as per the vnew of the Reference Court and

3
enhanced the falr market value
l l

12, "In a nut :shell, pertalnlng‘;' _"o the notlflcatlon e ted

o}

§25 2 1997 vnde Wthh agrlcultural lands n v1llage Mundka were

i acqulred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon as

| was adopted by the Land Acqulsmon Collector under Wthh the ' :
. 3 B :‘:’
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Government of NCT Delhl had flxed the mlnlmuml value fon_'-
agncultural lands in- Delhi’ [ e 1 4 1997 but as agalnst the Lancl

Acqursntlon Collector depressmg the pnce @ 11 5% for full one o 3

' year; adoptlng ‘the percentage 11 5/ decreased the value by_;, [
only 34 days lnasmuch as the date Wlth reference whereto
: Government had notified the mlnlmum value was 1. 4, 1997 and_: o
‘ ? the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act was |
é dated 25 2 1997 ThIS was the value flxed for category A lands ‘
" iland for category B lands wrth reference to the values for}'
;'f' _ »; category A land depressed the same by ?90 OOO/ per acre 3
.' l13 - Thus for category A Iands ‘the Reference Court I
N determlned the falr market value @ ?9 89 288/ per acre and fori '
> lfcategory B Iand the same was determlned @ ?8 99 288/- per
iacre e T e ‘, | ‘_ R
% 14, Pertalnlng to the' nOtlflCathﬂS dated 21 3. 2003 and ;_ |
124.9. 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands ll’l v1|lage Mundka and . ;
" vsllage\Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqunred the Reference | f,
' Court took note of the fact that after the Government had_‘- '
B '»'l notified the minimum rates for agrlcultural lands in Delhl as ofl. | . ,& |

. »1 4. 2001 the next revrsron was as of 30 8. 2005 USlng the sa|d~'~

B e o -,‘..' ,.A.% i

dates and the mlnlrnum prlce notlfled by the Government of NCT i
Delhl the Reference Court adopted the prrncrple of mean-v
average What the Reference Court dld was to. adopt the value |
as of 142001 and mcreasmg the same by 10% per annum
determlned the enhanced prlce as of 21. 3 2003 as also

B Tt T rraT s

2492003 Thereafter the Reference Court. took the value o
. 'notlf:ed as of 30 8. 2005 and depressmg the same by 10‘V"','per
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j;annum determlned the sum arrlved at as of 21 3. 2003 as also;, /
1124.9. 2003 The two sums arrlved at were added and lelded by
';3_ Htwo to arrlve at the mean ﬁgure as of 21.3. 2003 WhICh 1 note}‘
. écomes to ?15 92 083 33 per acre (In some decnsmns | note the'
lsum arrived at is ¥15,92,215/)"  For the date 24.9.2003 the’,v"_

prlce determlned was ?20 41, OOO/ per acre R

115, Pertalnmg to the notlflcatlon dated 17 6}2005
("%pursuant whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqwred in vlilla'geg
',A‘Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adopted |
:,fthe mlnlmum prlce for - agrlcultural lands notlfled by »the-t

.‘fGovernment of - NCT Delhl with’ effect from 1.4. 2001 and ;g V;In_

mcrease @10% per annum determlnod the lvalue and w1th
‘ respect to the lands sln Vlllage Mundka on account of Iocatlonal_ ) ;
advantage belng abuttlng “NH- 10 gave 5% | more and .
_;'?l;determlned the falr market value as of 17.6. 2005 ln sum of |
§?21 37, @17 75 per acre and for vnllage Bakkarwala the p,rlce '_ l
Zdetermlned was ?20 35, 255/ peracre. F Lo '
2 ) . H
;16 In th@ aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo ln' J
lwhlch have penned proflled the reasonlng of the Land
S 3 B
'}Acqursmon Collector as also that of the Reference Court l delve ‘ !
l;flnto the arguments advanced before me durlng hearlng today K T
£17 Wlth reference to '- th eVIdence led . LAC
{No 384/2004 /amna Vs. UO/ & Ors |t was urged by Sh L B. Ral |
o *learned counsel forthe appellant in LA App No: 784/2005 whlch‘, ;
targument was adopted by other learned counsel ‘whe appeared :
~§for the other appellants that the learned Trlal Judge lwas lnotw.__ :
‘ gJustlfled in lgnorlng thex sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1 blgha*' R
£ !LA APP. 784/2005 &connected’ f S Page90f 19 j 1 £
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b l | {
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ind 3‘* blswaaof agncultural land in VIIlage Mundka wafs s@l-d asaof :

per blgha would comé to 2, 46 000/ as of 5.8. 1996 _earn ?’

| counsel would urge that there is o reason not to hold that falr f
vmarklet value of agrlcultural Iands in vnllage Mundka was
if ?4 46 OOO/—« per blgha as of 58 1996 Taklng the argum’f’nt
‘ forward ut lS urged that w1th reference to the sald prrceii; a|r
7j' nr{rarket value needs to - be determlned as of 25 2. 1993

| 2)1 3. 2003 and 17 6. 2005 I. e the dates When notlflcatlons under
'. : Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|t|on Act were lssued pursuant
"‘ o whereto agncultural Iands were acquwed |n vlllage Mundka by g

o u“pcreasmg the prlce progressxvely, lf not by 12%. per annum at A .

. ‘ ’ . . - ;
le st by 10% per annum, - It is urged that on the same baS|s |
| land prlcée should be determlned for the agrlcultural lands in """ ‘
v;llage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely |t was urged that smce
vnllages len Kalan Mundka «and Bakkarwala are contlguous ’

g Vflllages =and in fact v1|lage T|l<r| ,Kalan is further towards the
townshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be made in the value of the
land in vnllage Mundka and- Bakkarwala wuth referénce to the S
Judgment and decree dated 19 12 2008 decrdlng a. batch of
. - Land Acqulsmon Appeals lead matter belng LA Appeal
: No 193/2006 Prarap 5/nc7/7 (Deceased) Thr LRs l/5 UO/ as. per ‘
1 3
hICh falr market value of Iand per blgha was’ determlne_d jfn W ‘
tl?we revenue estate of v:llage lerl Kalan as . of 16. 1‘1»?71995 _ Y

+11.6. 1996 and 17 12. 2002 at ?2 15 164/- for category A land EI
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{lcategory A land and ?3 24 850/— for category B
',respectlvely Lo T L e l
18 may note here that in: vartous land acqunsmon
geferences vanous partles have proved a number of sale deeds

executed from tlme to tlme but dunng arguments today before |

——g v

| ’Ene learned counsel for the land owners have only relled upon 4 j
_the sale deed Ex P- 1a TR SR |
ih19 Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar learned counsel for%'the |
3 .

i %JOI would urge that the sale pnce as per ExP 1 canno ’.be ;

; dopted as the" yardstlck for the reason to be a represent’
i ’t 5" . i
s sample of the whole the sample 1must bear some adequate -_

) fproportlon to the whole | For example Iearned counsel would
oy l

| urge that lf |t has to be determlned whether What percentage of ;
stones are mlxed ina bag of rlce lt~WOU|d not be a safe method .
g v k9
Eo plck only one; graln for |f |t happens to be the gram of rice: i

¢ oone would lead to the conclu510n that the bag is: 100% full of rlce

t ' con o

- and:if thaxt one gram happens to be a plece of stone one w __d_;‘l
£

; ',reach tolthe conclusion that the bag is full: of stones At least ar .
flstful should be llfted and, then checked as a representatlve

) sample *IS the example glven The second reason on W’hlch : .'
learned counsel would attack the sale deed as not belng e
representatlve of the prlce is the reason that people do c'ome o {.} IR

know about pendlng acqmsntlon lnasmuch as before acqu15|tlc5ns , L
o t S¢

,are ‘made, Iand in the area is’ surveyed Wlthout a- survey iti
:"\Nould be dlfflcult to lssue even the notaflcatlon under Sectlon54.;_;}l
."-l'_A APP 784/2005&connected ;A e o Page 11°‘of 19 )
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d Acqursntron Act Learned counse! wouldr concede

Thlrdly,

iea:rned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds

'Ex*Rl to R4 referred to m the dEClSlon of the Iearned

.,».\i/"ai\ueﬁ'!o;f:, .I=a_nds in. VIIIage Mundka and Bakkarwala

A Re}‘erence Court pertalnmg to saIe deeds dated 611995
- 305, 199#46 1997 and 89.1997 relled upon by uox would |

the pogmt of trme when the respectlve notlﬂcatlons were lSSUEd f '

i

- underz',Sectlon 4 of the Land ACQUISIUOH Act 5o R
20.~ An mdependent and alternatrve argument lS also
~ady

*v<,«

itself on a dec15|on of a D|V|S|on Bench of thlS Court reported as o

v ) R SRR Sy

20@6 (135) DLT 231 /ar: 5//70/7 1/5 UO/ LR :
210 ¢+ The decision in' /a/ S/ng y's case (supra) oncerns |tself .t
: 'w1th the determlnatlon of the fa|r market value of Iand ln erage

Bakkarwala WhICh were achIred pursuant to.- a notlﬂcatlon

’ Y r *
[N
: P

dated 15 10 1993 at ?1 32, OOO/— er blgha Learned counsel

wolld urge that the sald decusnon has attalned fmallty lnasmuch _' LT o

;‘ .

'LA ALP 784/2005&connected ’ i, T R Page 12 of:,g,_. e,
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'w_‘,takes ithe argumentéforward by urgmg that by adoptlng the fam‘_("
f»marketﬂ'value of land in vullage Bakkarwala as of 15. 10 1993 at -

R ?1 32 OOO/ per blgha the falr market value should be
',§~ ascertalned by mcreasmg the prlce progressrvely by 10% per;.
annum to determlne the market value of Iand 'll‘l v1llagef.
'g@akkarwala as of 24, 9. 2003 as ‘also. 17 6. 2005 'Learned counsel
Ewould urge that ln vnew of the locatlonal advantage of VIllage'
: f Mundka fa|r marketf value of land |n V|l|age Mundka should be»
determlned as of 25 2 1997 21 3 2003 and 17. 6 2005 by glvmg :

5%mcrease T P T R

§22 Wlth respett to the sale deed Ex. P 1 whereunder ]s,. |
; blgha and 3. blswa of agrlcultural land WaS‘ sold |n Vlllage‘_ :
Mundka as of 5 8. 19 6, rt would assume lmportance that the
sale is. about 7 months pnor to the date of the notlﬂcat|on lssued
under Sectuon 4 of the Land Acqunsutlon Act, which was |ssued on’ -

25 2. 1997 It lsg a matter of common knowledge that precedmg

?

%the publrcatlon of a notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land |
*lAcqunsmon Act surveys are carrled out wrth the object ol‘“
determlmng a¢ to what lands comprlsed |n Wthh khasrar
numbers and ﬂelds are requ1red to be notlfled for the proposed( ‘

acqunsmon and when thls happens people in the area come to,

Learned counseli-‘- .

s

.'9;'5

!

Tk

?

l

I
L ¢
bl
Lo know that very soon there lis every Ilkellhood that the landsg» )
fol : b
iw ould be acqu|red In Delhl the large scale acqu:smon pollcy
sl enaolns upon the Government to allot at’ pre determmed rates a'
T i :
§p|ot of developed resrdentlal land to the ones lwhose lands are .
; .t . - ) v ‘ ‘ } . f ;A«
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% ‘cqurred and thus it |s not uncommon for persons to purch se *1
l mall parcels of lands in areas where acqulsmons are llkel |

| take place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be f
_" taken to be a representatlve measure of the: fair market value of
land as. on the date of the sale Further the prlnclples of ratlo
;_,-fand proportlon as also the prlnClples of. averages and the»“
rnncnples of sampllng tell me ‘that to be representatlve of the t
hole a sample must bear at lntelllg,ble proportlon to the
hole Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the Iearned
eference Court but for the twm reasonlng hltherto fore noted

o hold that Ex P- 1 cannot bal good evrdence Wherefrom market
%alue of the land could be determlned There lS an- addltlonal
.éeason not to rely upon the,sald sale deed The sale deeds E;(R
1 to EX. R 4 dated 6 1. 1995 30 5 1997 4, 6 1997 and i8 9 1997

'are also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce

l

ol iicd

~,«-;G>m

Ms - ;E

R
|

s e sAnbn A

uch lower thana the 'sale price recorded in Ex P 1. ln fact the

ale prlce |n the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than
al land in lelhl notlfled by

3,,

. ap i

ven the mrnlmum prlce for agrlcultur

A §

he Government S RS, &
:'.23..~ Thus the falr market value of the lands would be
ireqwred to be.fixed elther W|th reference to the' dEClSlon of thlS

B | Court in: @_/___9____0_/7 scase (supra) or Pratap S/noh 5case (supra)

24;, RV | hlghllght that both dECISIonS penned by the DlVlSlon

- ';Bench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court Gl
"."25 £ The dEClSlOl’l in /a/ S/nqhs case (supra) determzned
fair. market value of land in Vlllage Bakkarwala ln sum of

' ?1 32 OOO/ per blgha as of 15 lO 1993 and the perusal thereof
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" llndlcatlve of falr market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala

o

'}I Tikri Kalan and Ghevra as under -

RS

lwould show that the Court assessed the falr market value Wlth

_prlce of agrlcultural land in: the 2:. adjommg v1llages would be:

’g26” i Pratap 5//70/75 case (supra) the Drvnsron Bench,.. |
i

-

'adjomlng Vlllage named Ghevra and pertalnlng to varlous

et

L9 ot

-»determlned the falr market value of agncultural lands ln V|llage

l’l

,1 . ,"-“.

ithe year 1996 elther in Vlllage len Kalan or, V|llage Mundka

' S NO Date S ; V|llage

Prlce per Blgha | [

L1 ,'124 07.1995 & Tikri Kalan

i
¢
8
¢

s Y

| Block B 1and;

~[R2,15,160/- for Block |
26,11, 1995« A A a3, 500/_5 for |

| _ Block B land

¥
Y-

N {-];1?.06.;1996' TTke Kalan & |%2,35,815)- for Block=
I P o Ghevra LA & 1, 90 156/"f0r'

T 17.12.2002 ‘Ti-krifli‘}'Kalan T

LU Y -, - g ¢
\ . . ik B N

LR X RO, [
e

"1%4,02,850/- for Block i
A & %3 24850/- for."

O L N T BlockBland N

P, ,..N e | @i

| e . o L . l-_

have deaded the falr market value for the. land 5|tuated ll’l

'-.revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh was achIred pursuant
“to notlﬂcatlon dated 6 2. 2003 |n the batch of appeals belng Land‘,

7. Followmg the Judgment ln Pratap 5//70/7 5case (supra)

mreference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 tl”“:

apparently on the premlse that belng contlguous vrllag,ers sale’l

Was concerned with agncultural lands in len Kalan and another '

notlﬂcatlons lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land‘ AchISltlon Act .

; #
“ . i
& LA APP. 784/2009& connected T . S R '-‘i Ly Page 15. of 19 L
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_ ;,VIllage Mundka Ghevra an

s assessmg falr compensatlon

. - il

o e g T

Iy
5 l§alan and to that extent qua sald 2 vrllaqe

" i 4 s

nob ¢ ’ !

b ) . y . M

¢ Loy . y R

i 3 . 5 \ ‘s

Vi + . :

W Y. R : :

Ay : h L

3 l- T " .
31 o Y

peal No 4*89/2@@9 Ch/ran// l_a/ V5 Unlon @f /nd/a &
ét value of the %’--'?

[

qursrtlon Ap
r. on 2 6 2011 1 have determlned the falr mark

nds m Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03, 425/ per blgha as of 6 2 2003
of. compa,rablllty of land ln vrllage Bakkarwala Wlth
d lerl Kalan it |s no. doubt true that

whereas . vrllage Bakkarwala does not abut ‘NH: 10 as do ther
has to be hlghllghted that rt lS more

/7

u—.-Q) S

On the |ssue

_(;ther vrllages but lt)

éroxrmate to the urban areas of Delhl vrs a- vrs Ghevra and lel’l’

s has an advantage i
in the mal:ters of

i

~Sg|nce exactness can. never be achlev d
t lS the broad probabllltles and

¢ Thus, | hold -all 4 villages 0, be

srrmlantres Wthh matter

y -
Y.
T
)

o equlvalent unless qua some land speClal features can be shown

oY )
L 28,0 i Srnce*the deosron ln Pratap S/nahs case (supra)
ornt of tlme to' thq

‘v,s

; deals wrth notlflcatlons more proxnmate ll"l p
.lchll am concerned l am of the oplnlon thatr

r to determlne the falr market

notrflcatlons vvlth wh

|t would be. )ust falr and prope

value of lands Wlth whrch l;am concerned in relatlon to the falr

o ::market Value of lands determln?d in Prata,o anqh s case (supra)
As per the decrsron |n Pfatap_ﬁﬁqhs case (supra) for the date

)24 7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compensatr@n assessed Was

e, 15, 160/- per bigha and 1 73,500/ per bighd for Category B

lland The= flrst notlflcatlon wrth Wthh l; am concerned b

»

: 125.2. 1997 whereunder lands in Vlllage Mundka were: acqurre% K
{The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 davs /e 581 days ln
_7 Pratap 5/noh s case supra) the annua/ ncrease Was determlned |
S ito be 10% pel annum (flat) Thus pertalnmg to Category A
S ‘. LAAPP. 784/20@5 &connected T e S T
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?11 97 162/ per acre and for Category B lands l assess:‘ ,
i market value at’ 22, 01, 117/- per blgl=a ie. %9 65, 361 60 perl R
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The next notlﬂcatlon W|th Wthh I am concerned /5‘?:,,
‘ »dated 2] 32003 pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/sq-lj

l v?cas (supra) wrth reference to the decrsron in Pratap 5//70/7 scaseigjf.-‘, o
(supra) for agrlcultural lands ln Vlllage Glnevra pertalnlng to a-{.--:?:
notlflcatlon |ssued under Sectlon 4- of the Land AchIsntlon Act]‘." ‘
on 6. 2 2003 the falr market value assessed was T4 03; 425/ per*'.} o
o blgha ThIS was unlformly applled Slnce there |s a tlme gap of .,
o ’ ']ust a l|ttle over 1 month l am of the oplnlon that pertalnlng to'i o

IR - Qe
go,

e

.Ethe notlflcatlon dated 21.3.2003, fair gnarket value of land ln,:_ N
Vlllage Mundka should be 34, 03 425/—- .e. ?19 36 440/— per acre 1’,'.- » .

. WhJCh | hereby flx U SO L ‘ |
B0 propose to deal wnth the notlﬂcatlon dated'_‘;j -
L.24 9. 2003 aftEr deallng wrth the notlﬂcatlon dated 17.6. 2,005'; ;“ e
.pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqurred |n _Vlllage--rﬁ,;‘

jj?l\/lundka and Village Bakkarivala: JR i B l

31, As noted herelnabove ln Ch/ran// /_a/s case (supra)lig; R
""'pertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlon dated 6 2 2003 falr market valueﬁ;i - } ~1'I»fi‘

3 }assessed by me' was’?4 03}425/- per b|gha and thus mcreasmg;; S

es.to;

:the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the’flgure com
3?4 98, 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to ¥23,93, 227 20 per acreuj
The same |s held by me to be the falr market value of land |n .

%Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17: 6 2005 l decree P

e b e

§the same ;;; o L

LA APP 784/2005 &connected C 4 R -Pag’e'l1;'7_ of19
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-acre Whlch | determlhe to be the falr market value of lan‘di"ln

| ¥by the land ovvners stands decreed as. under - AP 3:}’,

l ,
g i)“-f,;; For the *land falllng in. Category A land ll’l V|llage

s asastantd """"’"k’»"‘us'.'wx g < Aot wnd on S,
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;' i | anit left with’ the notlﬂcatlon dated , 003,
pertalnlng to V|llage Bakkarwala and wrth réference to“the falr
market value assessed in Ch/ran// La/s case I Would,req’wre“ito o
iappreCIate lthe pnce by 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 days .

the flgure comes to ?4 25 641/ per; blgha ise. ?2@ 43 076 80 perl !

&
1

.,'r

Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9 2003 o .
} o
'%33.. Accprdlngly, uthe appeals ﬂled by the Unlon of lndla i

'v;requre to be dlsmlssed and hereby dlsmlss the same The :

’appeals flled by the land owners and the cross obJectlons flled

;
T Rt *

l\/lundka the falr market value lS flxed at ls;_‘
for Category B lands the falr market value lS flxed at
K ?2 01 117/ per blgha i e ?9 65 361 60 per acre,{ as
e F-};. ;on 25 02 1997. . T

. e o, to . . N s
we i 1» N L . o B : .
) W

T

R i A A A bt 135S g, T
e
T e

et e T R
e ;;M -

market value |s flxed at ?4 03 425/- per blgh'

?’19 36 44@/ per acre as on 21 03 2003
: 3

|||2 For the land SItuated ln Vlllage Mundka thep}?‘
market value IS fixed, at ?4 98 589/ per blgha le

%23 93 227.20 per acre ason 17 06. 2005 Ve i !

T\ v b \

‘i'v{l;l For the Iand 5|tuated in. V|llage Bakkarwala the«*falr‘
market value is flxed at ?4 98, 589/ per blgha |e
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?23 93 227 20 per acre as on 17 06 2005

% For the Iand srtuated in Vlllage Bakkarwat
* market value 'is frxed at ?4 25 641/ per blgha"

C ?20 43 076 80 per acre as on 24 09. 2003

. Appellants and cross obJectors Who have SUCCeeded'. o

» e-n&-—u......x—c T e by o v »

would also be entrtled to solatrum and mterest as per'_

rstatute and as clarrﬂed in. the decrsron reported as*(v_{-f

A 2

by the present Judgment and decree

e

»The appellants and cross obJectors .whO SUCCeed'-;;fu;

f.(Nould also be entrtled to proportlonate costs

AH pendrng apphcatlons stand d|sposed of in terms of

,-f the prayers made therern
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