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UNION OF INDIA ... Appellant -
Through: Ms.Deepika, Advocate
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HARKISHAN & ORS. ... Respondents
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' f-z:-“.f_.cross obJectlons aII of Wthh have been llsted herelnabove

_L(Relatmg ’to NOtlflcathl’l u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award
-No 13/2006 07 V||lage Mundka) ' , A T

+ LAAPP. 40/2009 ‘& Cross ObJeCtlons LAARP. 426/2009
LAAPP. 428/2009, 442/2009¢,,, LALAPP.. 611/2009 LAAPP.
616/2009 LAAPP. 278/2010

-'(Relatlng to Notlﬂcatlon u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award i
~:_No 1/2006 07, Vlllage Bakkarwala) . « )

- 1. Whether the Reporters of local papers may be allowed i
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I T R _;,; Sectlon4ofthe LA Act
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T AT Agrlcultural lands ln vfllage Mundka were acquured
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and V|llage lVlundka S ‘; R U]
3. The dates on Wthh falr» market value of the land has

to be determlned may be gra,phlcally noted as under -
| S No e Name of Vlllaqe

B
Cem———
ET KPP

.Date of notification under ol

. :
T . B . N i
o - . LA :

~'Bakkarwala:. 1 ;7.6.2005:@ T

_Mundka,ﬁ: - :;¢,21997;‘v;_% o
" 'Mundka .. . _§{,ﬁ_ 3. 2003_ o B
3 Mundka R '“'v,. Co

U W
@
)
o
o
(92}

4 It rmay be hlghllghUed hat the notlﬂcatlon at serlal

e No 2 herelnabove pertalnlng eto vFllage Bakkarwala is the same
b pursuant whereto lands were acqlulred in the revenue estate of,w'
27 Village Mundka ds per serial No. 5’,":’(bove A | [ ‘3

gA.iS,-_s S Abutmng NH-10, leadﬁi;
',townshlp of Rohtak ln the State of :

‘ other snde of the Southern bou“&lary of vnllage Mundka ' Thle‘

'. dlfference between the topology {

-~ -
£ . <

rl'

tthe land of v1llage Mundka abuts NH 10 that of vrllagey

oy

5;6. | As we proceed from the cxty of Delhl to the toWnshlp
'.of Rohtak vrllage Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by vrllage
-[:‘,'Ghevra and then v1llage lel‘l Kalan, ; _.v-?;f-’ -' S

" '"._'«dlA APP. 784/2005 & connected
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o notlﬂcat|on dated 17 6! 2005 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of. the.fLand §’ o

';‘f?’;-.:’-per Award No 3/2004 05 Further Iands |n the revenue estate of.:t

Mundka were acqulred) as per award No. 1/2006 07, ‘_ R
9. In a’ nut sheH the Land ACQUISIUOH Coll;e,ct‘or A

R
B O

[ N T SR

pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated 25 2 1997 lssued under Sectlon ¥ o
4 of the Lahd Acqursxtlon Act as per award No 2/1999/2000 4 o
V'Agnculturai Jands in the revenue estate of’ v:IIage Mundka ‘were [

1 E R fc;..‘-,,,f

: ,v;further ac:qulred pursuant to a notn‘lcatlon dated 21 3. 2003l
Plssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursxtlon Act as per award;;‘i- v_,’, ’
No 3/2005 06-as also award No. 1/2005 06. Further lands |n the 5 Vo
E revenue estate of the same V|llage were acqurred pursuant to av -

; Acqunsmon Act as per Award No 13/2006 07 S
8 _ Agncultural lands ins the revenue estate of i

s 3iar AL g b r”

\-

Bakkarwala were acqu|red pursuant to a’ not|f|cat|on dated‘r
"i:‘,"‘24 9, 2003 |ssued under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqursntlon Act as‘-;{,

the same vnllage were acqulred pursuant to: a: notlflcatlon dated
, 17 6. 2005 (the same notlﬁcatxon under Wthh Iands in v1llage

'idetermmed the falr market value of the a%quired lands und : «alll

. |
__-the awards wnth reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcu‘lturali
"i"1and as notlﬂed by the Government of NCT Delhr |

éo For clanty may note that pertalnmg to‘ Z-rthe;

ot|f|cat|on dated 25 2 1997 under Wthh agrlcu!tural fands in

he revenue estate of vnllage Murgdka were acqu1red the Iearned
1and Acquusntlon Collector determlned the fair market value W|th P .
f"reference to the mlmmum prlce for agncultural land notlfled :
vith Effect from 1 4 1997 @ %10 lacs; ,per acre’ and sunce the date ; B
‘-i@.;:,,'of Sectlon 4 notlﬁcatlon was antenor in pornt of tlme dlscounted‘

-.: LA. APP 784/2005 &connected » ) e Page60f 19 , :
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. R _,: I_-”i \ ‘ ;
“ the ‘prlce féar one;year @ 11 5% per annum ThlS prlc‘ L
‘adopted for category A lands For lands in category B the va’lue j ’
. was further dlscounted by ?’90 OOO/ per acre.” Pertalnlng to thei L
nOtlflcathﬂS _dated. 21 3 2003 and 24 9 2003 the Landfé. g
‘ Acqu|5|tlon Collector relled upon the notlﬂcatlon flxmg the § ;ﬂ‘
J mlnlmum pnce of agncultural land as of 1. 4. 2001 and gave nof %
beneflt of enhancement W|th reference to the fact that the falr l ‘ l;
market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21. 3 2003'
and 2492003 Even pertamlng to the notlflcatlon dated 1 :
B i 1/62005 Wthh requlred falr market value of Iand to be}
| . | ‘ determlned in thel revenue estate of v:llage .... Bakkarwala and
o | # vnllage Mundka as of 17 6. 2005,,the Land Acqu15lt|on Collector' |
‘ : \ determlned the same Wlth reference ‘to- the notlflcatlon flxmg % '
‘ mlnlmum value of, agncultural lands ln Delhl as of 1. 4 2001 and! i
gave no lncrease R ’7- \ _f' ',._‘. o "
i 11. Aggneved by the determlnatlon of the falr market: ;
2 _value of the lands ‘by: the Land Acqurs:tlon Collector the land*\_g‘ .
owners sought a reference under Section 18 of the Lapd '4
Acqwsntlon Act 1894 and on the reference belng made “vlde | R
A vanous Judgments and decrees WhICh are. under challenge in 1 L
a f;i}'the abOVe Captlohed appeals the Reference Court took i L
‘ ;f;—'correctlve actlon as per the view: oflthe Reference Court and :
. . "i_«enhanced the falr,market value e g l ,
" \12 E ln a nut shell pertalnlnggto the notlflcatlon dated ii Sy
:":_"25 2. 1997 Vlde Wthh agrlcultural fands in- VIlIage Mundka were l S AE
;;ﬂacqwred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon “s-_v; ; z
’Was adopted by the» Land AchISltlon Collector under Wthh\t e i f*;
LA APP 784/2005&connected ‘ o page7of19 : L
P i
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"";;‘“Government of NCT Delh| had flxed ’the mlnlmum value for
' f'agrlcultural lands m Delhl e 1. 4 1997 but as agalnst the Land
Acqursrtlon Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for full one
'year adoptlng the percentage 11 5 decreased the value% by
3 only 34 days masmuch as the date w1th reference whel‘eto
;-.'\Government had notlfled the mlmmum value was 1 4 1997 and

PR

P

.;v,category A land depressed the same by 390, OOO/- per acre B
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f‘the notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act was
dated: 25 2. 1997 ThIS was the vaIue fixed for category A Iands o
~and for category B lands wrth reference to the values for«‘

o

i

13 + . Thus, for category A lands the Reference Court

"'determlned the falr market value @ ?9 89 288/ per acre and for ;

YD SN

- 5 category B land the same was determlned @ ?8 99 288/ per lv' |

Cacresl . -‘ L N
-};14. " e Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21.3, 2003 and

’,l 24.9. 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands in vrllage Mundka and

‘ "jvrllage Bal<l<arwala respectlvely were acqu1red the Reference 5‘
\“:"'-'-Court took note of the fact that after the Government had i
notlﬁed the mlnlmum rates for agrlcultural Iands in Delhl as, of 2
,ﬁ 1.4. 2001 the. next mevrsron was as of 30.8. 2t005 Usrng the sald

v - PO S,

l
l
B | _dates and the mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the Government of NCT l
‘ ; :j_?-Delhl the Reference - Court adopted the . prrncrple of mean"l LA
o i average ‘What the Reference Court dld was to adopt. the value PR
® i as of '1.4.2001 and inicreasing the ‘same by 10% per annum'.r"'-"_ .
T [ I
";;;j;‘,:determlned the enhanced pr|ce as of 21 3 2003 as also~ Vo
G B
J : .
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NN,

l-
1:1‘-&24' 9. 2003 The %two sums arrlved at were added and leld’_-}; '. by ' l ‘,
i ltwo to arrive. at the mean frgure as of 21 3. 2003 Wthh I;I','*o‘te ' l
i | o

by comes to %15, 92,‘083 33 per aCre (ln‘ some deusrons ] note the
L sum arrlved at lS ?15 92 215/) For the datel24 9 2003 the
prlce determlned was ?20 41 O@O/ per acre. . i T ‘

<

15 Pertalnlng to the: n-otlflcatlon dated 1762005

s, pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were, acqurred rn vrllage l |
‘« Bakkarwala and Mundka the Iearned Reference Court adopted
: the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural lands notlfled by the r ".

s

Government of NCT Delhl Wlth effect from 1. 4 2001 and g|V|ng"l'_
lncrease @10% per annum determlned the. value and wnth

l respect to the Iands in. vrllage Mundka on. account of locatlonal

‘ .4

“ advantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave 5% more and :
‘ determlned the lfalr market value as of 17. 62005 in sum of :
‘ ?21 37 017 75 per acre and for vrllagel Bakkarwala the prlce l
determlned was ?20 35;255/- per: acre - ‘ . !
| 16. oo the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo in: ,

.‘.-Wthh have penned proﬁled the reasonlng of the Land :

Acqwsrtlon Collector as also that of the Reference Court | delve :

into the argumentsladvanced before me durlng hearlng today ,_' .
- 170 Wlth ; reference the ewdende ted . LAC B
" No. 384/2004 /amna l/5 UO/ & Ors lt was urged by Sh L. B Ral
learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No 784/2005 Wthh

N ___
!
!

A argument was adopted by fother learned ¢ounsel who appeared !

v o B v S

- for the other appellants that the learned Tnal Judge Was not i
Justlfred |n rgnorlng the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1 blgha Lo
p ?. ¥ . 3 . i P
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pnd 3 bzswa of agncultural land lﬂ vnllage Mundka was sold as of;
5 8. 1996 for a sale consnderatlon of ?4 75,0@0/-- : ?38 OOO/ wasf_' ,
llncurred towards sale duty and thus the ’pnce of the land would
be 35, 13 OOO/ and calculated with’ reference thereto land’ prlce‘. f
v,ﬁper blgha would come to 34, 46 OOO/— as of 5 8 1996 Learned\
v:counsel would urge that there is no. reason not to hold that falr |
?4 46 OOO/ per blgha as of 5 8 1996 Taklng the argument'
?’“forward it lS urged that w1th reference to the sald prlce falr ,

[

market value needs to be determlned as of 2521993'

.t e e s e T G T o

kmarket value “of: agrlcultural lands ln Vlllage Mundka was

B T T

.-uSectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsnhon Act were lssued pursuant "

whereto agncultural Iands were acqulred in V|llage Mundka by ,
lncreasmg the prlcelprogresswely, if not by 12% per annum at";,
least by 10% per annum lt lS urged that on the same basrs

‘.l‘

land prlce zshould be determlned for the agrlcultural land__f_] n

rvlllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely,.‘ lt was urged »that smce.

b
\/|Ilages T|l<r| Kalan Mundkia and Bakkarwala are contlguous % '

-*fvlllages and in fact V|llage lerl Kalan |s further towards the
. ltownshlp of Rohtak some |ncre~ase be made m the value of the =
‘Y land in vlllage ,Munzdka and Bakkarwala WIth reference to the»
Judgment and’ decree dated’ 19 12 2008 dec1dlng a batch of

A
B
{
§

o Land Acqu15|tlon Appeals leadl matter belng LA Appeal i

No 193/2006 Pratap 5/nqh (Deceased) 7'/7rg LRs l/5 UO/ as per

g e ot o

,_‘;Wthh fair market value ‘of land, per blgha was determlned in r

0t

the revenue estate of V|llage lerl Kalan as of 16 11 1995
._11 6. 1996 and 17 12 2002 at ?2 15 164/- for category A land

ke
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At
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e

refere.nces varlous partles have proved a: number of sale deeds

executed from tlme to’ tlme but durlng arguments today beforev‘ .

»'-.'sample of the whole the sample must bear some adequate_

-respectlvely N D i :;7' 4 e
18 L l may note here that ln varlous land acqu15|tlon

f’me learned counsel for the land owners have only relled upon o

‘_‘proportlon to the whole For example learned counsel would*"
"urge that |f it has*lto_ be determlned whether what percentage of‘i"’%v' -
'stpnes are mlxed an a bag of rice lt would not be a safe method,{-_-
’to plck only one graln for if it happens to be the graln of rlce X |
. one would lead to the conclu51oqthat the bag lS 100% full of_r e *4,
‘and lf that one graln happens to be a plece of: stone one would' *
‘reach to the conc§usnon that the bag lS full of stones At lea‘s‘f! a
,,:flstful should be,illfted and then checked as a representatlve l
J,‘sample |s the example glven The second reason onwv
: learned counsel would attack the sale deed as not b@lf‘ng" P
representatlve of the prlce lS the reason that people do come to'-l
know about pendlng acqu15|tlon masmuch as before aCQUlSltlonS;_ :

'are made land ln the area lS surveyed Wlthout a survey "lt,;g.

i
-f

f :

»5'

the sale deed Ex p- 1 e ST I R S
| 19;" . Per contra Sh Sanjay Poddar learned c§ounsel for the
'_iji'\UOl would urge that the sale prlce’as per Ex P 1, cannot be_
adopted as the yardstlck for the reason to be’ a representatlve
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"‘”'-the Land ACQUISItl(Dn Act Learned counsel would COHCEde

ha‘c the reasons glven by the Iearned Relerence Court ane not

S

sound but would urge that the two- contentlons advanced by

. hlm should be consrdered by th|s Court as the reasons as to why

Ex P 1 be not taker% as the ba515 to determme the falr market

»vvalue of - lands in wllage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,v

learned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds

"Ele to R4 referred to |n the decrs:on of the Iearned

Reference Court pertalnlng ito- sale deeds dated 611995
30 5 1997 4.6. 1997 -and, 8 9. 1997 lrelled upon by UOI would

_show the actual market value of the Iand and thus learned
"counsel would urge that the sald four sale deeds should be
‘cons|dered but hastens to add that srnce value reflected

:thereun lS less than the mlnlmum pnce not|f|ed by the

Government the prlce flxat|on should be wnth reference to the
.mrnlmum pnce notlfled by the Government Wthh IS nearest to
the pomt of tlme when the respectlve notlflcations were. lssued

under Sectlon 4 of the Land Ach|S|t|on Act if:"‘-' -
3 20.1.‘ Anl lndependent and alternatlve argument lS also' B

advanced by Iearned counsel for the Unlon The lsame restsl. ;.""j"
" |tself on a decssmn of a DMSlon Bench of tnls Court reported as

2006 (135) DLT 231 /a/ S/nqh l/s UO/ RN

ety e

-

-

s

o _21 o The dec15|on in: (a/ S/ng ’s case (supra) concerns ltself E L
. wnth the determlnat|on of the falr market value of Iand |n V|Ilage i , .
| ‘Bakkarwala Wthh were acquured pursuant to a notlflcatlon AR S
| l._edated 15: 10 1993 at %1, 32 OOO/- per bigha. Learned counsel !‘
| would urge that the ’sald dec15|on has attalned flnallty masmuch S
LAAPP 784/2oos&connected R R Page 120f19 . |
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_‘§ ‘
i
arket value of land in V|l|age Ba’kkarwala as of 15 10. 1993 at y
?1 32 OOO/ per blggha the falr market value should be » ‘
‘ ascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progressrvely by 10% per
| annum to determlne the’ market value of land in vrllage ‘
; Bakkarwala as. of 24. 9 2003 as also 17 6 2005 Learned coun:
e would urge that in view of the locatlonal advantage of V|llage ;
| . Mundka falr market value of land in vnllage Mundka should be ;
' . : i determlned as of 25 2 1997 21 3 2003 and 17 6 2005 by glVlng
- ; 5%|ncrease R .‘ Vo ;_‘,:
. ’ 22 | Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P 1* whereu_n.d rllt ; s
a blgha and 3 blswa of agncultural land was sold ln Vlllage33 +;
Mundka as of 5. 8 1996 |t would assume. lmportance that the. ;
L sale lS apout 7 months pnor to the date of the notlﬂcatlon |ssued |

) under Sectlon 4 iof; the Land Acqursltlon Act, Wthh was lssued on
'fi25 2. 1997 It lS a matter of common knowledgev that prece_dlng

it
1
o
}',
45
)
";.
5.
v
i

gttt Tt e o o

the publlcatlon of a. notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the = ;

Acqulsmon Act surveyls are.. carned out wrth the obJect ofl

S I

: : determlnlng as to what lands comprlsed ln Wthh khasra .
_"‘ R numbers and ﬁelds are reqwred to be notlfled for the proposed . i :
. % acqu15|t|on and When this: hap ens people |n the area come to f ,
- 13 know that very: s'opn"”there' 'every llkellhood that the lanads .‘ Ly
would be acqwred ln Delhl the large scale achlSltlon pollcy s |

i enjoms upon the Government to allot at. pre determlned rates a ‘ ; |

plot of developed re5|dentlal land to the ones. whose lands are {

; o .* . f, i b
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} ~acqurred and thus it lS not uncommon for persons to purehase

' ssmall parcels of lancls ln areas where acqursutlons are llkely to

take place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be

‘taken to be a representatlve measure of: the falr market value of
l%”land as on the date of the sale Further the prmcrples of ratlo :

p

-jj Reference Court but for: the twnn reasonlng hltherto fore noted b

h"old that Ex P-1 cannot be good evrdence wherefrom market
?"'"'»'value of the land could be determlned There lS an addltlonal
'reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The sale deeds Ex R—-
1 to Ex R- 4 dated 6 1. 1995 30 5. 1997 4.6. 1997 and 8 9 1997

e e

25 The deosron in. /a/ S/nqh s‘f"i’lcase (supra) determlned

gand proportlon as falso the prmcnples of averages and theh )

prrncrples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve ofthe !
| whole, a sample»'must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to the '
.'l. Whole Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the learnedf i

'5‘

it

are also pertalnlng ‘to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale pnce :'-

: much lower than the . sale prlce recorded in Ex P 1. n fact the ;.’?
, sale prlce in the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than {
even the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land lnlDelhl notlfled by |

"»;Tj\ the Government L . - K
23. - Thus the falr market value of the lands would be
reqwred to be flxed elther Wlth refere“nce to the decnsuon of thls e
i Court |n _a/ 5//7 h scase (supra) or Pratap S/nqh scase (supra) : 3
' L
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‘l |l|<l'| Kalan and Ghevra as under s
+TS.NO. Date T Il fVlllage
AT 2407 1995 & lerl Kalan
iR ff».16-,_,.11.¢1.9\953 S
2. [11.06.1996 Tk f. Kalan & [¥2.35,815] for’ Block

3 I Blotk B land
4030 117.12.2002; | Tikri Kalan ¢

}3 27 Followmg the Judgment ln Pratab 5/nq/7 scase (supra)
5“* ; s
"g‘*ﬂ,have deC|ded the falr market value for the land S|tuated in

: ":if,‘to notlflcatlon dated 6.2, 2003 ln the batch of appeals belng Lan-d

3

vvould show that the Court assessed the falr market value Wlth

« reference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 tl”
3 the year 1996 elther ln Vlllage T|kr| Kalan or V|llage Mundka

apparently on the premlse that belng contlguous vrllagers sale
‘prlce of agrlcultural land in- the 2 adJomlng V|llages Would be
# lndlcatlve of falr market valué of land |n V|llage Bakkarwala

26.._. ln Pratap 5//7(7/75 case (supra) the D|VlSlon Bench

adjomlng \/lllage named Ghevra ahd pertalnlng to varlous
notlﬂcatlons issued- under Sectlon 4 of the!Land Acqunsntlon Act
'-'determlned the falr market value of agrlcu'ﬁ""ural lands |n Vlllage

R

Price per B(l‘g ha
32,15,160F for Block |

¥l 1
¢

LA

Block B land

i l B Ghevra . e ClA &-1,90, 156‘/“"'5f°r

de T

B ?4 02 850/ for Block

1T T A& %3 24, 850/— for;

e R T Y Block B land

revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh Was acqurred pursuant

A s 7178, 500/—- for|

e i i et e ot =

i Taerm o

U P SO SR

. was concerned wrth agrlcultural lands n lerl Kalan and another oo

= Aty o

B R e

b e e ®

R

. T T

LA, APP 784/2005 &connected S .. .. Pagei15 of 19 S
‘, i B , . R N
é)' H N ' o ‘ 1 .
! S o l : :
5 ‘. o PR S o
b i ' o * L .
tggn - i B o . . i
;‘ ‘ F o ;
e ) L ; . ;
.. " S T ‘ . .
: r oy A :
% a . ‘} . Y . N i .
._,‘ - 1 5 Y
. \ L . ;
3 ' N , : !
' L .
. " . A3 - .
. fr‘ _"v L : 3
N ' ‘ ; 4 g



‘Acqu|S|t|q)n Appeal No 489]2009 Ch/ran// La/ _v’_'. ‘Un/on of/nd/a & 8 F:‘
:-V‘Anr on 2.6. 2011 l have determlned the falr rket value of the .
) lands in, V|llage Ghevra at ¥4, 03 425/ per blgha as of 6 2 2003
- "On the lssue of comlparablllty of land ln Vlllage Bakkarwala W1th_ e
kN vtllage l\/lundka Ghevra and T|l<r| Kalan it lS no doubt true that
g':f'Whereas vnllage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10, as do the : \
\"“other vnllages but it has to be hlghllghted that |t lS more ;’
proxrmate to the urban areas of Delhl vrs -4-vis Ghevra and Tllcrl,_fif;v
%-Kalan and to that extent qua said 2 vnllages has an advantage | i o
o _i_;i'_aSlnce exactness can never be - achleved ln the matters ‘of _‘
'; :;%_assessmg falr compensatlon it is’ the broad probabllltles and é ’
. lx srrnllantles whlch matter Thus - hold all 4 vullages to“ be E
- 1 qulvalent unless qua some land specnal features can be s;‘oWn , 3
28 Slnce the decusnon in Pratap 5//767/)5 case (supra) e :
deals wnth notlflcatlons more proxrmate in pomt of tlme to the 5 ;
% notlflcatlonswrth;whlch (¢ am concerned i am of the oplnlon that ¥
x it would be )ust,,falr and proper to determlne the fair: market i !:
% value of lands with: Wthh l'am concerned in relatlon to the falr : o ’
market value of lands determlned |n Pratap S/nqh scase (supra)
kfﬂ As per the decrsron ln Pratap S/nqhs case: (supra) for the dates
. 24 7. 1995; for Category A lands falr compensatlon assessed Was. "
% %2,15,160/: per bigha and:1,73, 500/- per blgha for Category B A
. v‘fg'.;land The flrst notlﬂcatlon wrth whlch | am concerned s ‘
| 125.2. 1997 whereunder lands in Vlllage Mundka were acqulred; '
":.'}’The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 days /e 581 days in ;
Pratap 5//70/7 s case (supra) the annua/ mcrease was determlnedI '
‘to be 10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalnlng to Cabegory A’
| ?(; LA APP. 784/2005&connected L . Page 16 of19 t o o
[ . . g
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LA AP, 784/2005 & connected

acre ‘.*;’ : ,
J2-"’9.-;, . The next notrﬂcatlon W|th WhICh ] am concerned /51
'=i-%‘dated 2] 32003 pertamrng to V|llage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s*-?."
'cas (supra) wrth reference to the deusron in. Pratap S/nqh scase
(supra) for agrrcultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertarnlng to a
: jnotlﬂcatlon rssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act.é’
"_on 6.2: 2003 the falr market value assessed was ?4 03 425/ pen' -
“'"?t-brgha Th|s was unlformly applred S|nce there |s ‘a time ga’ of I
| -_Just a Irttle over 1 month l am. of the oplnlon that pertamrng vtof(,ﬁ |
"".‘}vthe notrﬂcatlon dated 21 3 20@3 falr market value of Iand in )
'_V|Hage Mundka should be ?4 03 425/ i.e. ?19 36 440/- per acre, ‘5 -

wh|ch I, hereby :ﬁx y -

| 30 ;;:fi propose to deal

Iands the falr market value assessed IS ?2 4i9 408 715 per blgh,_ :
e ?11 97, 162/ per acre and for Category B Iands it assess the‘
-fair market value at %2 01 117/- per brgha I e ?9 65 361 60 p |

24, 9. 2003 after deallng'with the notlfr atlon dated 17 6 2005

Mundka and Vrllage Bakkarwala _ ,
5 31 As noted herelnabove |n Ch/ran// La/s case (supra) i',h_

pertamrng to the notlflcatlon dated 6: 2 2003 falr market value‘j
"assessed by me was ?4 03, 425/ per bigha and thus |ncreasmglr'f_.-_;»v
the same by 10%. for 2 years and 131 days, the f|gure comes to(“l.’
'?4 98 589/— per blgha whrch comes to ?23 93 227 20 per acre
“The same ‘is held by me to be the fair market value of Iand II’Q
V|Ilage Mundka and Vrllage Bakkarwala as of 17. 6 2005 I decree'-

. _-(
e
k L

i
v

s,
e e i e i

wrth the notrﬂcatlon datedﬁ

'pursuant whereto agrrcultural Iands were acqurred |n leagat g

-p‘age}izb"f'1‘9_.-5..5 RS

R
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"'.Ey?' '.;%2 f l am left wrth the notlflcatlon dated 24 9 20@3
pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and Wlth reference to the falr
~-marl<et Value assessed ln Ch/ran// La/s case l would requrre to

xapprecrate the pnce by 10% per annum for a penod of 201 days

~ Village Bakkarwala as of 24.9.2003. -
33, Accordlngly, ﬂthe appeals flled by the Unlon of lndlai
| ?‘if?"”requlre to be dlsmlssed and A hereby dlsmlss the same The"_i’f
appeals flled by the land owners and the fcross obJectlons flled« .

- 'by the land owners stands decreed as’ under -

Ay ""“l\/lundka the falr market value lS ﬁxed .at. IS"

R2,01,117/- per blgha ie. %9 65,361. 60 per acre, as
_.’on25021997 - : R

4: il,:");j.:For the land srtuated in’ Vlllage Mundka the fam'
’. _:L,,'.;:;'_.',”g;;'market value lS ﬂxed at ?4 03, 425/- per blgha le
o ??19 36, 440/— per acre as on 21 03 2003 o i
'_ i) ‘f_For the land srtuated in Vlllage Mundka the falr‘5
e _-fg_market value is fixed: at ¥4,98,589/-: per blgha .‘e 3
* ?23 93, 227 20 per acre ason 17 06. 2005

w

- the flgure comes to ?4 25 641/ per blgha i e ?20 43 076 80 per'
jv-acre whrch l determlne to be the falr market value of land |n"f

|) - .:For the Iand fall'ng in Category A land in Vlllage;

'; jf?2 49 408 75 per blgha ie.¥ 11,97, 162/ per acre and 5
: ';.for Category B. Iands the falr market value IS flxed at :

) For the Iand s'tuated |n Vlllage Bakkarwala the
| ,market value lS ﬂxed at ?4 98, 589/- per blgha et

' LAAPP 784/2005&connected _f Lo Page 18 of19 )l,..;f
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| ?23@3 22Z 20 per acre as on 17 06 2005

%..

2',:V\For the .a;nd sntuated in Vlllag~> Bakkarwala the‘farr‘

3 market vaud is ﬁxed at 24, 25 641/ per blgha re

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

. T B
’). »

Apppllants and cross objectors who have succeeded

would alpo be entltled to solatlum and |nterest as per

-statute and as clanﬂed rn the dec15|on reported as

A‘T‘93(2001) 'DLT - 5@9 5un0’er Vs, UO/ ~for the i
- compensation, palcg onglnally aﬁd as enhanced by
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vii)

would also be entrtled to proportronate costs
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