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* 	 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI. 

+ 	 LA.APP.376/2010 

UOI 	 Appellant 
Through: Ms.Deepika, Advocate 

versus 

OMBVATI & ORS. 	 Respondents 
• Through: None 	 • 

CORAM: 
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG 

ORDER 
% 	 08.07.2011 

CM No.6746/2010 

There is a delay in filing the appeal. 

The delay is condoned. 

Application is allowed. 

LA.Arri 376/2010 

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

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J. 

JULY 08, 2011 
mm 
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* IN THE HIGH COURT 01F DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

! , 
Da 	 ofDeçSJQQ. 

8th 
JjjJy, 2OLL 

/j 
% 

LAAj 	784J2QQ 	
( 	, 

-- 

JAMNA 
Appllaflt 

a1 Through 	MrLBR,Adv0cate, 

f Mr I S Dahiya, Advocate, 
Mr 0 S Lakra, Advocate, 

Mr( Sunil, Advocate, 
MrAnuJBhat)dafl,Advote 
MrShadam Farashat, Advocate 

Versus 

Respondeflt 
UOI & ORS 

Through 	Mr5anjay Podda r, Stan ding 
Counsel (LA), GNCT Delhi with 
11sDeepika,MrSach1n Nawani and 

MrSIddharthPafldaAdv0cat 

MrAjay Verna, Ms Kanika 
Agnihotfl, Mr Kunal Sharma, 

Mr Sumer Sethi, Mr B B Shrma, 

I 	 Ms Shoblina Takiar and Mr Aiun 
6 baI,AdvOcatesf0rDD 

r 

LA APP 	879/20O5 	LAAPP 	880-881/2005, 	LAAPP 

121/2006, 	1A3/2007 	Rtifl 	tog 	Notification 	u/s 	4 	dpted 

25 02 1997 & Award No 211999-2000, Village Mundka) 

IAND 

r { 

LAAPP 	583/2009, LAJPP 	63/2009, LAAPP 	6041200qJ 

PP 	 10,, 
LA APP 606/2009, LA A 	61b/2009, 74/20 10, LAAPP 78/20 

LAAPp784/2005&connected 
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LAAPP 	 79/2Q10, LAAPP 	 121/2010 	 LAAPP 	 122/2010, LAAPP 

c 125/2010, LAAPP 	 164/2010, 	 LI\APP 	 i85/2O1O, 	 AAPP 

it 186/2O1O, LA 	 APP 	 2OO72OiO, 	LA APP 	 2382O1O, 	 LA 	 PP 

239I2O1O LA APP 	 243/2010, 	 LA APP 	 , 244/2O1O, 	 LA 

245/2010, LAAPP 	 247/2O1O, 	 LAAPP 	 2512O1O, 	 LAAPP 

252/2010, LAAPP 	 266/2010, 	 IIAAPP 	 267/2010,, 	 LAAPP 

: 
273/2010, LAAPP 	 274/2010, 	 LAAPP 	 275/2010, 	 LAAPP 

312/2010, LAAPP 	 324/2010, 	 LA 	 APP 	 326/2010, 	 LAAPP 
t 327/2010,  h LAAPP 	 329/2O1O, 	 L$APP 	 330/2010, 	 LAAPP 

331/2010, LAPP 	 332/2010, LAPP 	 333/2010 with 	 M APL 

No 	 5524/2O1t, LAAFP335I2O1O, LAAPP 	 67/2O1O, LAAPP 

368/2010, LAAPP 	 369/2O1O, LAAPP 	 371/2O1O & CM /PPL 

No20099/2010, LAAPP374/2010, LAAPP 	 375/2010, LAAPP 

377/2010, LAAPP 	37/201O, 	 LAAPP 	 423/2010, 	 LAAPP 

452/2010, LAAPP 	 461/2010, 	 LAARP 	 472/2010, 	 LA'APP 

: 
694/2010, LA APP 696/2O1J '& CM APPL No 6340/2011, LA APP 

697/2010, LAAPP 	 698/2010 & .CM I  APPL 	 1734/2011, LAPP 

OIL, 
706/2010 & CM APPL 	 11721512010, LAAPP 	 707/2010, LAPP 

708/2010, LAAPP 	 709/2010, LAAPP 	 710/2010with CM APPL 

No 2568/2011, LA APP 713/2010 with CM APPL No 747372010, 

LAAPP 715/2010, LAAPP 717/2O1O, LAAPP 719/2010, LAAF 

766/2010, LAAPP 	 7 96/?O 1 O, 	 LAAPP 	 797/2010, 	 LAAPP 

798/2010, LAAPP 	 799/?O1O, 	 LI\APP 	 818/2010, 	 LAAPP 

819/2010, L)AIP 	 829/2010, LA APP 	 831/2010 & CM APPL 

95512011, LA APP 	 832/2010, LA APP 	 833/2010 & CM AL 

6392/2011, 	 IAAPP 	 8342010, 	 LAAPP 	 842/2010, 	 LAAP 

871/2010, LAAPP 	 874/2010, 	LAAPP 	 87542010,' LAAPP 

876/2010, LAAPP 	 877/2010 k 	 LAAPP 	 878/2010, 	 LAAPP 

879/2010, LA APP 	 880/2010,' 	 LA APP 	 88112010 	 & 	 CM 

APPL 6505/2011, LA APP 	 882/20a0, LA APP 883/2010, LA A?P 

884/2010, LA APP 	 886/2010, 	 L. APP 	 888/2010, 	 LA APP 

889/2010 & 	CM 	APPL2249/201'1, 'LAAPP 	 890/2010,t LAA'PP 

893/2010 & CM APPL 	 67502011 	 LA APP 	 894/2010 & CM 

No 23353/2010, LA APP , 895/2010, iLA APP 	 896/2010, LA 	 P.  

897/2010 & 	CM 	 APPL728/2011, 	 LAAPP 	 903/2010, 	 LAAP 

LA APP 784/2005 & corirected 	 Page 2 of 19 
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9O7/2O1O, 	LAAPP 	938/2O1â, 	LAAPP 	939/O1O, 	LAAPP 

1034/2010 & CM APPL 	3O86/2O11, LAAIPP 1040/2010 & CM 
14, 

APPL 	5673/2011, 	LAAPP 	1041/201Q, 	LAAPP 	1O432O1O, 

LAAPP 	1045/2010, 	LAAPP 	1046/2010, 	LAPP 	1O4/O1O, 

: LAAPP 	1049/2010, 	LAAPP 	1050/2010., 	LAAPP 	1056/010, 

I  LAAPP 	1060/2010, 	I..AAPP 	1061/2010, 	LAARP 	107I/201O, 

LAAPP 125/20111LAAPR 126/2011,LAAPP 258/2011 

(Relating 	to 	Notification 	uIs 	4 	dated) 21 03 2003 	Awad 

No 3/2OO5O6, Village-Mundka) 

: 	

F 

AND 

: + 	 LA APP 6002009, LA APP 

I LA APP 310/2010, LA APP 325/2010, 	376/2010, 	A APP 

; 
383/2010, 	LAAPP 	384/2010, 

I 

LAAP 	 , 	L\APP 

473/2010, 	LAAPP 	492/2010, LAAPP 	58612010, 	LAAPP 

591/20101 	LAAPP 	638/20101 	LAAPP 	690/2010, 	LAAPP 

. 

692/2010, 	LAAPP 	711/2010, 	LAAPP 	716/2010, 	LAAPP 

763/2010, 	LAAPP 	872/2010, 	LAAPP 	873/2010, 	LAARP 

885/2O1O, 	LAAPP 	887/2010, 	LAAPP 	891/2010, 	LA APIP 
I 

I 892/2010, LAAPP 	898/2010, LAAFP 	9O6/2O1O & CM APPL 

No4443/2010, 	LAAPP 	937/2010 	& 	M 	APPL 	23299/2010, 

LAAPP 1042/2010,LAAPP1047/2010 1. 

. 

	

I 	 I 
I

1 

(•Relati.rg 	to 	No,tfication1 	u•is 	4dated; 	21.93.2003.  

lb No 1/2005-06, Vil!age-Muhdka) 	 I 
I 	 I 	 I 

4 

	

AND 
I t 	 I 	 I 	 I 

4 	 1 	 . 

LAAPP 	1003/2010, 	LAAPP 	1017/2010, 	LAAPP 	10L9/200, 

LA APP 	1022/2010, 	LA APP 	1023/2010, 	LA APP 	1044/0]J0, 

LAAPP 	1051/2010, LAAPP 	1053/2010, LAAPP 	1054/2016& 

CM 	APPL 	No 566/2011, 	LA 	APP 	1055/2010, 	LAAIP 

1057/2010, LAAPP 	1058/2010, LAAPP 	1059/2010 1 	LAAIP 

1068/2010, 	LAAPP 	1069/2010, 	LAAPP 	124/2011, 	LAAPP 

127/2011 1 LAAPP 128/201 11,LAAPP 259/2011 

I  
LA APP 784/2005 & connected 	
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(ReIating 	 to 	 Nottfica4i 	 u/s 	 4 	 dated 	 17 t6 2005 	& Award 

No 1/20O607, ViUagundka) 

ANDI 

	

'H! 	 •: 

I 	/ 

fr 

+ 	 LA APIS 	 40/2009 & Cross Objections, LA AP? 	 426/2009, 

LAAPP 	 428/2009, 	442/2009, 	 LAAPP 	 611/2O, LAAPP 

616/2009, LAAPP 278/2010 	 I 

(ReIating 	 to 	 Notification 	 u/s 	 4 	 dted 	 24 09 	 003 	 & Award 

No 3/2004-05, Viflage-Bákkarwala) , 
4  

, 	
JANDc 	 I 

,r 

4 

... 
.; 

:• 	
:'• : • ) 	 . 

.- 	 . 	. 	. 	 . 	-.. 	 . 	.. 	 .' 	 ; 	. 	..... 	 . 

LAAPP 	 1029/2010 	 & 	 4CM 	 No5948/2011, 	 LAAPP 
. 

1030/2010, 	 LAAPP 	 1031/20101 	 LAAPP 	 1033/2010 
4 1  

& CM 

No6645/2011, 	 LAAPP 	 1062/2010, 	 1063/2010 & 	 CM 

.

No6943/2011, LAAPP 	 1064/2010, LAAPP 	 1066/2010, 
- 	.. 	 ..' 	 .... 	 t 	•k 	. 	 .............: 	 •• 

LAAPP 
; 

1067/2010,tAAPP 11/2011, LAAPPf22/2O11 
. 	 . 	,,.;. 	 .,. 	 ., 	.......... 	. 	. 	 . 	.; 

•. 

. 	 ,.. .. 

(Relating 	 to 	 Notification 	 u/s 	 4 	 dated 	 17 06 2005 	 & Award 

No 1/2006-07, Village-Bakkarw&a) 	 . 
mw. 

CORAM 
HON'BLE MR JUSTICE PRADEP NANDRAJOG 

4, 
4, 	 4, 	 .•,1 

., 	 .- 	 .. 	 . 	 . 	 .. 	 ..y...,. 

L Whether the Reporters of lol papçrs may be allowed 
'. 

to see the judgment? 

, To be referrd to Reporter or not 7  

3 	Whether the judgment should b 	 reported in the Digest 	 1 

% PMOEEP NANDRAJOG, J (Oral) 
4, 	 4, 

1 	 I 	 am 	 dciding 	 the 	 above 	 captiothed 	 appeals 	 and 

relatable ,civil 	miscellaneous applications whih are Iy,  wyDf 

cross objections, all of whic1i have beii listed hereinabove 4 

LA APP 784/2065 & connected 	 4, 	 Page 4 of 19 
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2 	The present decision concerns issue of fixation of 

t t: 	

rnarket vIue of land in tie revenue estate bfYillage BakkrwM 

$ 

t 

:and village Mundka , 

3 	The dates on whichfairmarket value of the landha 

: to be deterHned may be graphically noted as under. - I 

S No 	Name of Village 	Date of notification under 
Section 4 of the LA Act 

, 

1 	
: 	, Bakkarwala 	

! 24 9 2003 
2 	Bakkarwa!a 	 17 6 2005 
3 	Mundka 	

:: 
25 2 1997 

, 	4 	Mundka 	 21 3 2003 	
I 

5 	Mundka 	 I 17 6.2 005 

I 

I 	

: 

4 	 It may be higThghted that the notification at seri 

: 

I 	

I I 	
No 2lhereinabove, pertaining to village Bakkarwala, is the sarn 

. 
pursuant whereto lands were acquired in the 	evenue estte 

Village Mundka, as per serial No 5 above 

5 	'Abutting NH-lU, leading from the city of DeIhio 
the 

townshi.p of R,ohtak in the State of Haryana, are villages Mwika, 

Ghevra and Tikri Kalan 	Village 	.Bakkarwala lies towards jhe 
4 4 

other side of the Southern boundary of village Mundka 	The 
I 	

I 

differencebetween the topology of the two villages is, whereas, 

the 	land 	of 	 village 	Mundka 	'abiits 	NH-lO, 	that 	of 	v1illage 

Bakkarwala does not so abut, being on the other ,  side of the 

Southern boundary of revenue estate of. village Mundka 
I I 

I 

6 	As we proceed from the city of Delhi to the township 

of Rohtak, villae Mundka is crossed first, followed by vilIage 

Ghevra and then village Tikri Kalan 	
I 

4 7 	Agricultural 	IanJs 	in village' Mundka 	were 	acuird 

LA APP 784/2005 & connected 	
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: i 

pursuant tá a notification dated 25 2 1997 issued under Section 

: of the Land Acquisition Act as per award No 	 II999I2QOO 

: 

I 

Agricultural lands in the revenue estate of village MundIa vere 
; 	 . 	. 	. 	 .. 4 -. 	

, 
t 	 , 	 • 	, . 	' 	. 

	

: 	 .. • 	 . 	.. 
. 

further 	 acquired 	 pursuant 	 to 	 a 	 notification 	 dated 	 21 3 2003 

issued under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act as p e r award 
. 	 . 	 ..' 	 • 	 ,. 	 :. 	 •.•:.. 	 e.••. 

No 3/2005-06 as also award No 1/2005-06 	 Further lands in the 

I  revenue estate of the same village wer 	 acqired purunt to a 

notification dated 17 6 2005 issued u n d e r Section 4 of the Lahd 

Acquisition Act as per Award No 13/2006-07 

8 	 Agricultural 	 lands 	 in 	 th 	 revenue? etate 	 of, village 

Bakkarwala 	wee 	 acquired 	 pursunt 	 to 	 a 	 notification, dated 

24 9 2003 issued under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act as 

I  per Award No 3/2004-05 	 Further lards in the revenue estate of 
. 	

.- 	 f... 
•....: 	 , 	

:• 	 ............ 	 . 	 ., 	 :... 
the same village were acqi!iired pursuant to a notification dated 

176 2005 	 (the same notification under which lands in vilIae 

tM un dka were acquired) as p e r ;  awardj No 1/2006-07 

9 	# 	 In 	 a 	 nut 	 shell, 	 the 	 Land 	 Acquiition 	 COIl eçtor 

determined the fair market,valueof the acquired'lands, under all 

the awards, with reference to tie minimum price for agricultural 

land as notified by the Government of NT Delhi 

10 	 , 	For 	 clarity 	 I 	 may 	 note 	 that 	 pertaining 	 to 	 the 

notiftioui dated 	 25 2 1997 	 under whi,ch a,g'riculturl 	 lands in 

the revenu 	 estate of villag 	 Mundka were acquired, the leaned 

Land Acquisition Collector deterrnine'd the fair market value With 

referencel to the 	minimum 	price for agricultural 	 land3 notified 

with effect from 1 4 1997 
@ 	

1O lacs per acre and since the date 
I 	I 	 3 	

3 

of Section 4 notification wa 	 antenorin point of time, discounted 

3 	
1 	 1 

LAAPP784/2005&connected 	' 	 Page6ofl9 
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the price for bne year 	11 5% per annurn 	This pri€e ws 
, 	

adoptd for categ9ry A Ians 	For Inds in categry 	, the vaIu 

vas further discounted by 	9OOOJI-per acre 	Prtaihing to the 

notifications 	dated 	21 3 2003 	and 	24 9 2003, 	the 	Lard 
I 	

f 

Acquisition 	Coflector 	relied 	upon 	the 	hotification 	fixing 	the 

minimum price of agricultural land as of 1 4 2001 and, gave 	o 

benefit of enhancement with referece to the fact that the fair 
S 	 ! 

" 	market value of •  the lands to be determined was as of 21 3 2003 ,.. : 	 , 	 ... 	.. 	-.... 

\ 
and 	24 9 2003 	Even 	pertaining 	to 	the 	notification 	da rted 

, 	

17 6 2005 	which 	required 	fair 	market 	value 	of 	land 	to 	Ie 

determined 	in the revenue estate of ,  village Bakkarwala and ) 

village Mundka as of 17 6 2005 	the LendAcquisition Collector 

determined the 	ame with refernce t 	the a  notification fixirg 
Pfd 	 r 

nuninium value of agriculturaI lends in Delhi as of 1 42001 ard 
i 	 I ave no increase  

( 

11 	Aggrieved by the deterriination of the fair market 

value of.  the lands by the Land Acuisition Collector, the land 
41 

owners 	sought 	a 	reference 	under Section 	18 	of the 	Land 

Acquisition Act 1894 and On t h ei reference being made, vide - 

• 	 .: 	 .. 
vanous judgments and decrees, wh 1ich are under challenge tn 

the 	above 	captioned 	appeals, 	th 	Reference 	Court 	took 

corrective ation, as per the view of, the Reference Court, and 

' 	

1 	enhanced thefalr4rnarketvajue 

12 	, 	 In 	a 	nut shell, 	pertain:ng 	to the 	notification 	dated 

25 2 1997 vide which agncultulral lands rn village Mundka were 

acquired, the Reference Court adoted the same iotificationas 

was adopted by the Land Acquisition Collector under which the 

AAPP78472OO5&connected 	 Page7ofl9 
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it ini 	 um vaILe f Government of NCT De!hi had fixed 	 he m 	 m 

agricu!tuI lands in Delhi i e 	 1 4 1997, but as against the Lahc 3 

Acquisitior Collector depressingthe price 	 11 5% for full one 
' 

r 

-. 	.. 	: 	•, 	 . 	 . 	.. 	 . 	 . 	 . 

year, adopting the perceritage115, decreaseJ thee value by } 

only, 34 days inasmuch as the date witp 	 reference whereto 

Government had notified the minimum value was 1 4 1997 ahd 

the notification tinder Secton 4 df tie Land AcqJisItIon Act was 
I 

1  

k 	 t 	 r 

dated 25 21997 	 This was the va!u,e fixedfor category A lands 

- 

and 	 for category 	 B 	 land, 	 with 	 reference to 	 the values 	 or 

r  
category A land depressed ?the same by 	 9O,OOOI per. acre 

13 	 Thus, 	 for 	 category. A 	 lands 	 the 	 Reference 	 Court 

determined the fair marked value @ 	9,89,288/- per acre and for 

category B lnd te saçne wasdeernined @ 	8,9,288I- pen 
; 

4 

c 
j 

14 	 Pertaining to the notifictions dated 21 3 2003 and 

24 9 2003 whereunder  agricultural lands in village 	 4undka arid 

village Bakkarwala respectively were acquired, the Reference 

t Court took not 	 of the' fact that after the Goverriment hd 
T 

notified fhe minimum raes for 	 gricultural lands in 	 elhi 	 s of 

1 4 2001 the next revisiánçwas as of 30 8 2005 	 Usg the Said 

dates and the minimum price notified by the Governnt of NTro 

Delhi, 	 the 	 Reference 	 Court 	 adopted 	 t h e 	 principl 	 of 	me4n 

average 	 What çhe Refererpce Court did was to adopt the valUe 

as of 1 4 2001 and increasing the same by 10% 	 er antiu.Fn 

determined 	 the 	 enhanced 	 price 	 as 	 21 3 2003 	 as 1 ai86 

124 9 2003 	 Thereafter the 	Reference 	Court took the vaiiiie 4 1, 

çnotified as of 30 8 2005and depressing the same by 10% pr 

LA APP 784/2005 & connected 	 Page 8 of 19 	1 
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t 

annum determined the surri arriyedat 	s of 21k3  203 as àI 

24 9 2003 	The tvo sJm 	rrI\ed at ; wee added an 1,4divided bj 
1 	

I 

two to arrive 	t the mean figure as of 21 3 2003, wNich I note 

cdmes to 	15,92,083 33 pr acre (In some de(isiors J note the 

sum arrive 	at is 	15,92,15R) 	For the date,24 	2003 the 
I 	!f 

price determined was 	2O,41,OOO/- per acre 
4  

15 	1 	Pertaining 	to 	the 	otification 	dated 	17 6 2005 

pursuant whereto 	agricu!tur& 	lands were acuire 	in viliage 

BakkarwaIaand Mundka tIie Iearned Reference4Court adopteçl 

the 	minimum 	price 	for 	agricu1tura 	lands 	notifi 	by 	the 

i 
Government of NCT Delhi with effect from 1 4 20p1 	nd givingp 

increase 	 m @10% 1 per annu 	deferriindd 	the value' and 	wit 

respect to the lands in village Mundka, on account of 16ati6ha1 

.- advantage, 	being 	abutting, 	NH-10 	ga\)e 	5% 	rore 	r1d 

determined the fair market value as of 17 6 2005 tn sum o 

21,37,017 75 	per acre rand  for village Bakkarwala the price 

determined was 	20,35,255/- per acre 

16 	In the aforesaid backdrop of', the factual senario 

41. 

4 

which 	I 	have 	penned 	,profiled 	the 	reasoning 	of 	the 	Land 

Acquisition Collector as also that of the Reference Court, I delve 

into the arguments advanced before me during hearing today 

17! 	, With 	reference 	to 	the 	evidence 	led 	in 	LAC 
4 	 C 

No 384/2004 /amnà Vs 110/ & Ors, t was ured by ,  Sh LB Rai, 

' learned counsel for the appellant in LA AppNo 74/2005, which 
fi  

argument was adopted by other iearned co)qO'selI, who appeared 

for the other appellants, that th 	learned Trial Judge was nqt 

justified in ignoring the safe deed 	x P-i whereunderl bigha 

Page 9of19' 
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and 	 1,73,500/- for category B land, 	 235,85O for 	 tegory A 

; land 	and 	 T 1,9O,150I- 	fdr 	 category 	 B 	 Iaid, 	 4,O285O/- 	 for ' 

t c1ategory A' 	 and 	 and 	 ,24,85OI- 	for 	 category 	 B 	 land, 

respectively  

18 	 I 	may 	 note 	 here 	 that 	 in 	 various 	 land 	 acquisitior 

references, various parties have provd a number of s tale deeds 

executed from time to time,but durirg arguments today ,  before 

me, learnedcounsel for the' land pwners have only reliedupbn 
, 

the sale deed Ex P-i  , 

19 	 Per contra, Sh Sanjay Poddar learned counel for the 

uoI would dirge that the sale price as per Ex P-i cannot be 

t adopted as the yrdstick fon the reason,to be a representative 

. 	. 	. 
k 
;;•s:ame. 

I 	 I 	 t 

of .the whole;  th 	 sarn.pl 	 riiyst b*a(sme ad equate • . 	. 	: 

w 
. . 	r 	

: 	• 	. 	6 	 . 	.• 	• 	., 	I 

proportion to the whole 	 Fbr example, learned counsel woulçf 

urge that f it has to be determined whether what perdentage df 

stones are mixed 	 na bag of rice it would not be a se r method 

to pick only one grain, for if it happens to be the grain of rice 

one would lead tothe conçlusionthatthbag Js 100% full of rice 

U and f that o'ne grain happens to be 	 pce of stone, 1one 	 ould 

reach to the conclusion thatthe bag dS full of stones 	 At least 

fistful should be lifted and 'then checked as a 	 epresentatiye 

sample, is' the example given 	 The second reason on whkh 

'earned 	 cunsel 	 would 	 attack 	 the 'sle 	deed 	 as 	 not 	 bein 

epresentatiye of the price is the reaspn that people d9 come to 

I know about pendipgacquisition inasmuch as before acquisitioris 

are made, land in the areal is surveyed 	 Without a 1 surveyit 

would be difficult to issue even the notification under Section 4 
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1 

f the Land Acquisition Act 	 'Learned counsel would concede 

Coiare no eaed Reference 	 ur that the 	 easons gl\/en by theçi 	 n 

4ound, but yvould urge that the two contention ~ advanced by 

hIm should 	 ë considered by this Court as the reasons a 	 to why 

Ex R-1 be not taken as the basis to determine the fairtmarket 
. 	 . 	 ., 

value 	 of 	 land 	 in 	 vifiage 	Mundka 	 an 	 Bakkarwala 	 Thirdly, 

i'earned 	 counsel 	wo,uld futher u rg 61 th,at the, four sal 	 deed 

x R-1 	 to 	 R-4 	 referred 	 to 	 in 	 th 	 decision 	 of 	 the 	 learned 

l.eference 	 Court 	 pertaining 	 o 	 sale 	 ieeds 	 dated 	 6 '1 1995, 

30 	1997, 4 6 1997 and 8 9 1997 	 relIed upori by1 UOl would 

show thea actua) 	market vlue of the land and' thus learned 
-. - 	 ., ............, 

counsel would 	 urge 1  that the said four sale deeds should be 

onsidered, 	 b1It1 hastens 	 to 	 add, 	 that 	 since 	 value 	 reflected 
IN 

I 	 I 

W 	therein 	 is 	 les 	 than 	 the 	 minimum 	 price 	 notified 	 by 	 the 

-. 

 

oVernrnent, ,::,  the .prië--.fixationshouId be with reference to. tne, 	 : 

Iprite notified by tFeGovernrrent which is nearest to 
T11mum 

thepoint of time when the respective notifications were issued 

nder Sedion 4 of the Land Aquisitiàn Act , 	 I 

20 	 An 	 independent and 	 alternative argumnt 	 is 	 also 

advanced by learned counsel for the ynion The same 
- 

itself on a deciion of a Divisio 	 Bnch of this Court rported as 

006 (135) DLT 231 Ia' Singh Vs UQI 

21. 	The 'decision in /a! Sin cjh's case (supra) oncerns itsel' 	 I 

viith the deterrpinatin of the fair market value of land invh i ll age  

akkawala 	 which 	 'vere 	 acquired 	 pursuart o 	 a 	 notification 

dated 15 10 1993 at U,32,000/- per bigha Learned çounsel 

4odld urge that the said decisin ha 	 attained finality insmuch 
114 	 i i 	 4 4 
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cyired andthus, it is not ncom, for personS to urcaSe 

s mafl parcels of lands in ares whe acquisitions areIikeIy to 

take place, these ; traflaCtiOfl5 ae speculative and cannot be 

taken to be a reprsentative mease of the fair market valueof 

land as on the dare of the sale Further, the principle of ratio 

and proportion a also th principles of averages and the 

, principles of sampling tell: ne that to be representatiwe of the 

whole, a sample must bear t iptlligile proportiOfl to the 

: whole Thus, not'for t h e rasoning adv ar"iced by the learned 

? 	 , ; Reference Court, but for the twine reasoning hitherto-foe nted I 

: hold that Ex P-i cannot begood eviderce wherefrorn mar4et 

value of the' land' could be determined There is an additional 

, 	
.';- ' 	- 	. 	T 	 : 	 5 	 ' 	. 	,. 	 . 	 . 	 : . 	• 	

•.: 	 : 	 • 	' . ..., 	 . 

	

. . I reas;onnottO rel.yupo 	• sale dee ds Ex 
fl the s id saledeed. .The R'- 

I 	 4 
ito Ex R4,dated 611995, 3051997, 6 1997 and 89 1997 

I 	 1 

s 
are also pertainirg to Village Mundka and refleSt a hale price 

much lowerthan 4 the sale price recoded I nEx P1 In fact, the 

sale price in the 4 said 4 sale deedsaVerag5 rnuch'less than 

even the minimum price f ;HagrIcuLtUral lnd in Dçlhi otifieq by 4  

the Government 
I 

23 	
Thus, the fair market 'value of the landsWould be 

required to be fixed either, ith reference to the decision of 
Ithi 

Court in JjS/ngiiCaSe (sura) qr Pratai5incØ'5ca5e(5UP() 

24 	I highlight thatboth dçislOnS, penrd by the Divisi on 

Bench of thS CoUrt have ben u 	ld bythe SWreme4Court 

25 	The decision in J/ 	 hase (s4ura) determiied 

fair market valUe of land in 	jlage BakkaWala n sum bf 

1,32,000/-per bigha as ofJ5.10.1993, and the peruaI there 1of 

LAAPP 784/2O & connctd 	
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t would sh®w, that the Court asseed, the fr market vlue Ait 
* 	

) 

reference to sale ceds eecutpJ betweer 	 the years 1990 t1l 
I 

the year 1996 either in Village ¶ikri llan or Village Mundka, 
I 

apparently on th 	 premise that being contiguous villagers, sale 

price of 	 ghcultural 	 land i 	the2 adjoining villges would be 
J 

: 	indicative of % fair market value of land in Village Bakkawala 

26 	 In Pratap Singhs case (supra), the Division Bench 
I 	 I  

was concerned with agricuftual lands in Tikri Kalan and another 
I 

A 	
adjoining 	 Village 	 named 	 Ghevre 	 and 	 pertaining 	 to 	 various 

notifications issued under SeCtidrl 4 of the Land Acquisition Act 
I 	

determined the fair market valuof agricullural lands in Village 

TikriKalan and Ghevra as under 	
; 

. 
SNO 	 Village 'rice per Bigha 	 , 

1 24 07 1995 & Tikri K a 16' ,  nk t2 l" , 5,160/7 ifo r Block 

16 11 1995 A 	 Z 1,73 1 500/- for  
% r 

Block B land 

2 11 06 1996 Tikri 	 Kian 	 & &35,815/- for Blbcl 

Ghevra A & 	1,90,156i-fO 

Block B land 
I 

3 17 12 2002 Tikri Kalar 4,02,850/-for block 

A & 	3,24,850/- for 
I 

Block B land 

Fpllowig;thejudgmentin Prata,o•S/nghs ca. (supra; 

I have decided the fair market value for the land situated in 

revenue estate of Village 'GhevraLwh'ich was acquired pursuant 

to notification dated 6 2 203 in th 	 batch of a'ppeals  being  Landl 
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Iands,the fair mar1<et vaIueassessed is 	2,4,4O8 75 per bigha 
11 

11,97,162/- pier acre 	nd for Categoy B 	nds, i1 	ssess th 1  

V. 

fairn1arkç value a,t 	2,O1,1i7/- per bigha i 	9,65,61 6dPer 
I 	 : 

acre 	 4'! 

29 	The nxt notification with which I 	m corkerne&.L 

/ated 22 32003 pertaining to Village MuncI In 
qiranii thi's 

cas (sura), with rerenth to the decision in1tQ_Sihgh'scase 

(supra), for agricuIturaI Ins 'in Village GhFa pertainin iq 

rotificãi on issued under 1Section 4 of the L 	cquisitiona1rd A 	 Act 
. . 	' 	 .- . 	;y 	 ..•. 	• 	

t 	 .' .. 	 .. 	 .4 	 .t: 	. 

	

6 
 

2. 2003 	the fai 	market value assessed ws 	4,O,425I- per 
on 

bigha 	This was uniformI y apIied 	Since ther 	isa time ga 

j:st a little over 1 month, 	am of t h e opiniohat pertaining tO 

the notification dathd 21' 32003, fair market value of land in 

. 

- 
c 	 ? 

Village Mundka should be 	,O3,45I- I e 	136,4 40 	per I 	acre, 

which I hereby fix ( 
I 

30 	I 	propoe 	to, 	deal 	witi 	the 	notification 	dateçi 

24 9 2003, after dealing with the n9tificatiqfl dated 17 6 2005 
& 	

II 	 J 

pursuant whereto 	agricultural 	lands were IquIred fln Vilig 
t 	 t 	iL 

nd viIla 	e 	ala Mundka a akkarv 

31 	As noted hereinabove, in Chiranhi 491's case (supra), 

pertaining to the nptification dated 6 2 2003, fair market valUe 

assessed 	y me NS 	4,03,425I- per bigha acç1 thus, increasiflg 

the same by 10% for 2 yeaçs and 131 days, the figure comes to 
; 

4,98,58I- per bigha, which comes to 	23,3,27 29 per acre 

The same is held by me to be the fair mart values of land in 

Village Mundka a4nd Village Bakkrwala as of7 6 2005 	I decre 

the same 

'eed 	
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23,3,227 20 perácre, ason17 06 2O@5 
3  

 

' 	 ) 	 - 

For the land sitiated in Village BakkarvaJathe fair 	i 
) 	3 	 3 

market 'iaIue 	is, fied 	at 	4,25,641(- 	pèr. b(gha 	ie 

3 

2O,43,O76 80 per acre, as on 24 09 2O3 
. 

3  

... 	
: 	 ; 	 P . .. 	 • 	 • 	 ..: 	 '•• 	 • , 

 ApeIIants iand cros-objectors Who hav 	suEceeded 

3 

would also be entitled to solatium and interest as per 

statute and as clanfied in the decision reported as 
.. 	' 	., 	 . 	:.: 

' 

	

. 	; 	..... , 	. 	. 	 . 	. 	. 	: 	• 	• 	• 	• 	. 	: 	: 

	

93 ( 2 OO 1) 	: D LT ti 5 16 9 	under 	vs 	£10!, 	fo r 	the 

: 

compensation, 	paià orlgnaIIy 	nd 	s en'hanced by 

the Reference Court and finally on the sum enhanced 

by the present judgmertand decree 	 ' 

. 	 vii) The 	appellants 	and 	crossobjector 	vho 	succed 

would also be entitld to proportionate cqsts 	, , 	
( 

... 	 j... H 	•• 	1• 
p 	 3 

.. 
3 

v) All pnding applications stand dispos1ed df in terms Qf 

the prayers33  made therein 

P -  

k 3 	 3 

(PRADEEPNANDRAJOG)I 

JUDGE 
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