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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.383/2010

vor L. Appellant

Through: Ms.Deepika, Advocate
versus

JAl BHAGWAN & ORS. ... Respondents
Through: None

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

ORDER
% 08.07.2011

CM No.6852/2010

1. There is a delay in filing the appeal.
2. The delay is condoned.
3. \ Application is allowed.

LA.App. 383/2010

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

=]

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

JULY 08, 2011
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,2'_;- Voo The present decrsmn concerns lssue of lelatlo '_";j'of el
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and vullage lVlundka | A ‘ |
3. ! . The dates on Wthh falr market value of the land has
1 to be deterrnlned may be graphlcally noted as under - ‘I ‘

S No Name of Vlllaqe ' Date of notlflcatlon under.:tv."
_ EREE h_‘Sectlon 4 of the LA Act :

[ R B

| Bakkarwala 12492003 | B
Bakkarwala 5 . ‘. 17.6.2005 T

s T ——

Mundl%a

| 21.3.2003
._l\/lundka ‘

: L 1762005
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‘” It may belhlghllghted that the’ notlflcatron at s.erlal
";ﬁNo 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vnllage Bakkarwala lS the same
g "‘M;Ipursuant whereto lands were acqunred in the revenue estate of
| ‘ Vlllage Mundka as per serlal No.5 above

f5- AT Abuttlng NH 10, leadlng from the C|ty.of Delhl to the

} townshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana are vrllages Mundka
l . Ghevra and Tikri’ Kalann Vlllage Bakkarwald lies towards thea

“other snde of the Southern boundary of vnllage Mundka The
dlfference between the topology of the two v1|lages lS whereas
'v_f.the land “of vrllage Mundka abuts NH- 10 ‘that -of vrllage‘
;‘;iBakkarwala does tnot so abut belng on the other srde of the
Southern boundary of- revenue estate of vnllage Mundka ‘ 3

6 o ~As we proceed from lthe c1ty of Delhr to the townshlpz
. L of Rohtak vrllage Mundka is crossed flrst followed by vrllage
Ghevra and then VIllage lerl Kalan :

j{-«‘.7. o Agrlcultural lands rn vullage Mundka were achIred
; 1LAAPP784/2oos&connected ‘ '
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Uk -:'_17 6. 2005 (the same notlflcatlon under Wthh lalnds |n vrllage";

s fwrth effect from 1 4 1997 @ 710 lacs per acre and smce the date :
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fpursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated 25.2. 1997 |ssued under Se__:i')-"'
4 of the | Lan@l AcqulSltlon Act as per award No. 2/1999/2000

s Agncultural Iahds in the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka ‘were l'

{-',further acqumed pursuant to & notlflcatlon dated 21. 3, 2003‘ |
'_"".} lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act as per awardf‘;v
No 3/2005 06 as also award No 1/2005 06 Further lands ln the "

3 revenue estate of the same vrllage were acqurred pursuant to a’

;.ﬁ fnotlflcatlon dated 17 6 2005 lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land
Acqu15|t|on Act as per Award N@ 13/2006 07. A',}- l s

Agncultural lands in t{ne\ revenue estate of 'v -la‘gea

,"Bakkarwala were acqu1red pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated"

_;24 g. 2003 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of: the Land Ach|S|t|on Act asl"_ | o

-:“-”-"per Award No. 3/2004 05 Further Iands in the revenue estate of

_ "he same g\vlllage were acqulred pursuant to a. notlflcatlon dated :

-"i_ll/lundka were acqulred) as per award No. 1/2006 Q7. |
S99, “In a. nut. shell the Land ACC]UISlthl‘l Collector ‘
'determlned the falr market vaIue of the acqu:red lands, ,under all h

‘ »'§55"""the awards Wlthe reference to the mlnlmum pnce for agncu!ltural

i
/",

"-,'Ia-nd as notlfled by the Government of NCT Delhl

"»notlflcatlon dated 25 2 1997 under Wthh agncultural Iands ln"‘

! Land Acqulsrtlon C@llector determlned the farr market value Wlth
ireference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural Iand notlfled-"

5'?:rof Sectlon g notlflcatlon was anterlor in pomt of tlme dlscoun:ted‘:?'

B T AN
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n the prlce"?"'fo:.r %ne year @ 11 5% per annum _Thls pr e as
| adopted f@r ‘cafegory A lands For Iands m cate,g;ory B the yaiue
was further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng to the

'»é%_ifnotmcatlons dated 2132003 and 2492003 the ' Land

| Acqursrtron Collector relled upon the notlflcatron frxmg the

‘.:;;;‘ and 2492003 Even pertammg to ‘the notlflcatlon dated

v1|lage eMundka as of 17 6 2005 the Land Acqursrtlon Collecto,r

‘mlnlmum va!ue of agnoultural Iands |n Delhl as of 1 4. 2001 and
gave no. lncrease SRR

%11 , Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the farr ma'zket‘

% various Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challeng‘,v A

enhanced the fa|r market value . lj',-\ foo, T ‘7;

e

| 12 In a nuti sheH pertalmng to the notlflcatlon d
g 25 2. 1997 vrde WhtCh agrlcultural lands in vrllage Mundka were

acqurred the Reference Court adopted the same notlfrcatron as ,».-5:

';f;,,Was adopted by the, Land Acquusrt|on CoHecto

’ "’,LA APP, 784/2005 & connected

mlmmum pnce of agncultural land. as of 1. 4, 2001 and gave no.
beneflt of enhancement wnthr reference to the fact that the_falr]f
o _f*f-v:_-" market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21 3 2003'.

1762005 wh|ch requrred fair market value of land to be_-:_
‘?‘determmed in. the revenue estate of vrllage Bakkarwala and""

,.determlned the same Wlth reference to the notlflcatlon ﬂxmg}

h.‘i_!ACQUISItIOﬂ Act 1894 and on, the reference belng made vrde'

e et
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_;_ﬁff“;the above captroned appeals the Reference Court took|
correct|ve actlon ' as per the v:ew of the Reference Court‘i .and |
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‘ category B Iand the same was determlned @ ?8 99 288/-

”:2’4 9. 2003 wh'ereunder agncultural Iands in: V|llage Mundka‘f and 1

rnment of NCT Delhl had foqed the mmlmum value for.‘
| “agiiitural lands in Délhi ie. 14,1997, but as against the Land !
' Acdlulsltlon Collector depressmg the; prlce @ 11 5% for Fulk one
year adoptlng the percentage 11 5 decreased the value by .
d; '_';.only 34 days lnasmuch as. the date wrth reference whereto
N f:f‘f_';"Government had notlfled the mlmmumt value was 1. 4 1997 and |
, Nf,;-j""-the notlﬁcatlon under Sectron 4 of the l_ahd Acqursrtlon Act was. :":

dated 25 2. 1997 ThlS was the value flxed for category A lands -
. and for category B Iands wrth reference to the values fore
catebory A land depressed the same by ?90 OO@/- per acre r :

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

.:,'determlned the falr market value @ ?9 89 288/ per acre and for r

I
1

' p'er

,‘_vPertalmng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3 2003 and

‘-'vrllage Bal<l<arwala respectlvely were acqunred ‘the Refe ence * ‘
i 'TCourt took note of the fact that after the Government had
f"notrfred the mmlmum rates for agrlcultural Iands in Delh1 as of i

1.4. 2001 the next rev15|on was as of. 30 8 2005 Usmg the sald

,-"‘dates and the mrmmum prlce notlfled by the Government of NCT ;§
" Delhi, the Reference Court adopted ‘the - pnncrple of mean 3
average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the value, |
‘ as of. 1 4. 2001 and rncreasrng the same by 10% per annum
H"_':determlned the enhaxnced pnce as of 2132003 as also
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‘_3;:,,-2492003 Thereafte‘r the . Reference Court took the value : .
3
.-l’lOtlfled as of 30 8 2005 and depressmg the same by 10% per § .
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'-‘-determmed was ?20 35 255/- perfacre | , s
_'"1_‘6'; e In the aforesa:d backdrop of the factual scenarlo ln

R

Tk D e

-.:the mmlmum pnce for agrlcultural Iands:,?
' Government of NCT Delhl thh effect from 1 4 2001 and glvmg
-I|ncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and Wlth_

:; '1 P |
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. "

'.annum determmed the sum arrlved at as of 21 3 2003 as. aIso
. 24, 9. 2003 The two sums arnved at Were added and lelded by
"',_two to arnve at the mean flgure as: of 21 3 2003 Wthh ‘ note
, comes to ?15 92, 083. 33 per acre (In some decusrons I notei--jthe_
; sum arnved at is: ?15 92 215/) For the . date 24 9 2003: he
pnce determlned Was ?20 41, OOO/ per acre :
‘15. ‘ Pertalnmg to "th notlflcatlon dated 17 6 _2-‘005‘

-l:ifj:,;.'*pursuant whereto agncultural Iands were acqurred |n v.:llage".
| : Court adopted‘_
.ot|f|ed by the

:fakkarwala and Mundka the Iearned Referen‘;

--_respect to the Iands |n vnllage Mundka zon account of. Iocatlonal

"advantage 'bexng; abuttmg NH 1@ gave 5% more and;
A L-ﬂ‘determmed the falr market 4value as of 17 62005 in sum of-
?21 37 017 75 per acre ‘and. for vnllage Bakkkarwala v--the prlce'

L fAcquusrtlon CoIIector as also that of the Reference Court I delve
L into the arguments advanced before me. durlng heanng today

17,0 Wnth ‘ reference 1.,-0':" the evndence led . LAC E _
No. 384/2004 /amna Vs UO/ & Ors it was urged by Sh L. B Ral

learned counsel for the appeHant In LA App No 784/2005 Whlch

‘--xargument was adopted by other Iearned counsel who appeared

9§.for the other appellants that the learned Tnal Judge was not

‘-'_JUStIerd |n lgnonng the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1 blgha.

i B e S malt e e iy w

i i g

P omme v et b,

S e ey T -

ESRNCUR S S

*-'whlch | have penned proflled the reasonmg of the Land 3

[y L M

e Rt a3 e

%
H
£

e e

HER SRR
LTS T T

ROV

v em TR e e GmRen

o

e e .} e .

IR

B b s,

M
N R . B 6; . _ r' i '
SR LA APP. 784/2005 & connected - L T page 9 of 19 ! ; ‘
»'5 ! ) . ¥ ; . B PO i . ){ L . a ‘ S . ¢ ¥ ’ 5‘ ."?

o o L] . | r: L ' e : i
¥ . o T : . ey Lo
" & P I : - i xf' . ; ¢
¥ - ) : k iy -8 PO ¢ a
At v H b i N i :

S s Cd T
. 1 ' i } i M [ Lo
U’ : Co RO . NS ) KR
:“‘~ .’,{"s‘ ! ‘, ) : v * Lo . i / ¢ ) 7‘
s o 4: . i s i i N i £ i L
20 2 SE L S i ‘ S
4 T AR oo I R 45
; . . M P N For g
! Y - o ; - o ( Sl
nr : : g ; . S S
.» " ; . : i Lo :
: i - i ! M D i RIS
o, - £l . - L. tar 3 L
vl . S 5, f BIEVER | t 3 X, ¢ B % R
PN . : f : L T ¥ <.
-' o by i AN | v
Wk : : - " ) A ‘ i S - :
o e ) ! . B o Tk
! W - N ’ i L ’ VT
ty .. o . ¢. } 5 b
iy = S } i g w Loy
I [ . . " M : K M
N : : ! R ; v PR
. ": 1] \(' '.:, .!. ,‘ .Y ,. .
' ' ) E ¢ ! o ! 4 Lt .
.3 3 : : | ‘ '
Ty . : — e
2k , } e
‘ N : )
% A ; N



8&996 for a sale cons:deratron of ?4 75 OOO/ "';?38 OOOA, Was ;
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) vlncusrred towards sale duty and thus the prlce of;,the land- woulld' _; } ' |
be 35, 13 OOO/ and calculated W|th reference theretd land prrce
:,Per bigha would, gome to 74,46,000/- as of 5.8.1996, Learnied |+
jcfounsel would urge that there |s n@ reason not to hold that fa|r ‘
‘»-’lmarket value of agrlcultural lands in: vrllage Mundka was ‘ T
5%4 46 OOO/ per brgha as of 5 8. 1996 Takmg the argumenta : {_
ftforward it lS urged that with reference t@ the sald prlce falr
'market value needs to be determmed as “of. 2521993
"21 3. 2003 and 17.6. 2005 i. . ‘the dates when notuflcatrons under
o o '-'ectlon 4 of the;Land Acqursrtlon Act were |ssued pursuant } S
. : ;;,whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqulred m vrllage Mundka by i -
‘ mcreasmg the prlce progresswely, if not by 12% per. annum at t ' -’
least by 10% per’ annum it is urged that on the same baSIS o n
,_w.land price should be determlned for:the: agrlcultural lands in.- g
| vnllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely, lt was urged that smce i {
f.,,vnllages lerl Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguo is
}vnllages* and in fact vrllage lerl lKalan lS further towards the f 5
| townshlp of. Rohtak some mcrease be made in the value of the % ; ;
s land in wllage Mundka and Bakkarwala wrth reference to the-l'{ ;i;-', .
c '_,tjudgment and decree dated 19 12. 2008 decndlng a batch of 4 ff
. ‘_:"“Land Ac qursrtron Appeals "Iead matter belng LA App.a‘l-g ;
& l\lo 193/2006 Pratap S/nah (Deceaseo’) Thr L/?s l/s UO/ as” per-l_'f__, f
Wthh falr market value of Iand per blgha was determlned in g
| _wthe revenue estatel of vrllage lerl Kalan as of 16 11. 1995 ‘
‘116, 1996 and 17 12.2002 at 22, 15, 164/- for category A land 3 5
LAAPP784/2005&connected ' A ' Page100f19'~ l * :
TR i
| o SR
o ! R S | Co



‘ -category A

respectlvely ,;

18 : l‘ may nfote* here that ln various Iand acqursntlon
'v-'".references vanous partles have proved a number of sale deeds ’
“-'_f’:executed from tlme to t|me but dunng arguments today before

l‘?_”me learned counsel for the land owners have only reI|ed upon

coL R
L

the sale deed Ex P- 1

:f'i;‘sample of . the whole the sample must bear some adequate
proportlon to the; whole
'urge that |f |t has to be determlned whether what percentage of

, Lal I A B
e e R L

; _-and if that one graln happens ) be a plece of stone one would
- ?.reach to the conclusnon that the bag lS full of stones At least a
"”';;'flstful should be *llfted and then checked as a representatlvei

The second reason on wh|chl

. -"vrepresentatlve of the pnce is, the reason that people do come to
';'l'know about pendlng acqursmon masmuch as before acqursrtlons
Wlthout a survey it

',.7:.-LA APP 784/2005 & connected

N
s
;‘, W 1
" : v
- g s
: %
E
&

"’,ﬁ"sample
"_‘:'learned ‘counsel would attack the sale deed as not- belng:

i

£

e

f .;,_'-and ?1 73 500/ for category B land ;
land and ?1 90 15@/

is. the example glven

l
i

fo‘r category«
land and ?3 24 850/-"_

For example

""‘are made land ll’l the area is sureveyed
'-",i:‘-would be difficult to rssue even the notlﬂr‘atlon under Sectlon 4

!'.

+

Page 11 of 19

; ;
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i 4
;

land ?4 02 850/.- ‘for
f,‘E category B land,"

| 19 — Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar learned counsel for the
uol would urge that the sale pnce as per Ex P- 1 cannot be
b ladopted as 'the. yardstlck for. the reason to be a representatlve

A

(-
Iearned counsel would‘ p

"z?-f‘,one would lead to the conclusron that the bag lS 100% full of{agc'e i
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P the Land Acdulsmon Act Learned counsel would concede 3

#hat the reasons glven by the Iealfned Reference Court are not
| sound but would urge that the two contentlons advanced by l /
e hlm should be conSIdered by this Court as the reasons as to why Z ,‘ "
‘Ex P 1 be. not taken as the ba5|s to determme the falr market | l; ’f{ f
value of lands in vnllage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,. z =
v'learned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds Z \

Ele to R4 referred to in’ the decrsmn of the Iearned * ,
Reference Court pertalnlng to sale deeds dated 611995""5"’,-{( i Z
-“__305 1997 46 1997 and'8.9. 1997 relled upon by uor would’f"_"‘-‘ { f’fj e ’
show the actual market value of the land and thus learned | f t §
counsel would urge. that ‘the. sald four sale deeds should be “* L
consldered but hastens to add that smce value reflected ‘
‘.‘fthereln lS Iess than the mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the j
Government the price flxatlon should be wrth reference to the : g : 3
. mlmmum prlce notlfled by the. Government Wthh lS nearest to‘ | ‘* K
the pomt of tlme when the respectlve notlflcatlons were lssued R |
under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act T L T
2}0 An mdependent and- alternatlve argument is also‘ ‘s o
advanced by learned counsel for the Unlon The sames rests | : A
ltsélf on a deC|S|on of a DlVlSIOﬂ Bench of thls Court reported as ,:: f{
2006 (135) DLT 231 /a/ 5//70/7 Vs. UO/ R : '." e ’
| 21 The decusron in : a/“S/n’h’s case (supra) COncerns |tself | ‘ |
vwnth the determlnatlon of the fair market value of land in village .
’.Bakkarwala which were acqu|red pursuant to a notlflcatlon‘ ) ,
Adalted 15. 10 1993, at ?1 32 OOO/ per blgha Learned counsel i «' ".k '
would urge that the sald decnsnon has attalned flnallty lnasmuch : ; ‘ |
'LAAPP784/2oos&connected'_, o ‘ Page 120f18 ; :



3 ’market value of land ln V|llage Bakkarwala as of 15. 10 1993 atl

“‘“‘.?'f'_‘-\:>WOU|d urge that in v1ew of the llocatlonal advantage of VIllage
'::Mundka falr market value of Iand in V|llage Mundka should be

“ ‘-‘-.determlned as of 25 2. 1997 21. 3 2003 and 1Z 6 2005 by glvmg .

'tc'-_'S%lncrease *s e LI IR

":,blgha and 3 blswa of agncultural land Was sold ln Vlllage

f’;,;‘i;'Mundka as of 5. 8 1996 it ‘would- assume lmportance that the_ 4
sale is: about 7 months prlor to the date of the notlﬂcatlon lssuedz:

under Sectlon 4 of the Land AchIS|t|on Act, ,whlch Nvas lssued on

b

would be acqulred In Delhl the Iarge scale acqulsmon C!
"vfenJoms upon the Government to. allot at pre determlned ra‘, es' a

’}*"_j_?l 32, OOO/ per blgha ‘the Fair : arket value should be
"i_'_:ascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progressrvely by 10% pen_
~_annum to: determme the market value of land in vrllage

A' j_Bakkarwala as of 24 9 2003 as. also 17~ 6 2005 Learned cou sel_

25 2. 1997 lt is a matter of common knowledge that preced.lng!
'the publlcatlon of a notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of therLand.
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22, Wwith ,respect to the sale deed Ex. P 1 whereunde’r 1‘

. et -

i

OO

1 H e ey -

ot
M
1
¢
H

Ayt e

ot S
.

s L iy

VA e sk

b o Jrem St gt T T 4

" b

-
o et

g plot of developed res:dentlal land to the ones whose lands are e

I S B

A S | o

o g { o

P - 4 Yy - ' s

- ) b * ] . § 5 “!

. : S Lo

oL

. ‘ t: N g fl

1 B “ i ’ B H

: [ : : < : '

: Py § S

: SR 4 Cor

' '.\f : ! M ' 3
o 4 P h

Ié‘il, ),: : . "

i P S R

: N ‘ . T

; . g

g ‘ ‘ } ) N




i
i A !b'.
Y 4
Erd .

r)‘\ N

5 !,‘

1

J:}

taken to be. a representatlve measure of the fai
" land as. on the date of the. sale ,Further the prlncuples of ratlo
: land proportlon as also the prlnC|ples of averages and the;
pnncnples of sampllng tell me that to be: representatlve of the_v.-:_»
whole,, a sample must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to the'

whole Thus rot for the reasonlng advanced_f’: by ‘the learned

fw:

;q_wred and thuSr lt is’ not uncommon for persons to lpurchase B
!small parcels ‘of lands ln areas where acqlursmons are llkely to

take place; these’ transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be '
r market value of -

—a s e
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Referengce Court, but for the tW|n reasonlng hltherto fore noted l 2

hold that Ex P-1 cannot be good ewdence Wh"refrom market., '
value of the Iand could be: determlned Ther
reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The *sale deeds Ex R- l' R
1 to. Ex R- 4 dated 6 1. 1995 30 5 1997, 4.6. 1997 and 8. 9 1997 l :

are also pertalnlng to. Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlc
ct the

_ ’ale prlce |n the s
: ,\,";meven the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultur

the Government

‘2‘3;. -

Thus the falr market value of the Iands would _.be

R
of

t"

i 'much lower than the sale prlce recorded in Ex P 1 In fa
ald 4 sale deeds averages much less t'

AR

al land ln Delhl notlfled -._b

el

.-'

is an addltlonal

¥

requwed to be ﬁxed elther Wlth reference to the decrsron of thls
"’ Court ln [a/ S/ngh scase (supra) or Pratap quh scase (supra) |

,2;'4.

L,
e

25

¢
v

hlghllght that both deC|S|ons penned by the Dlv1 l_on
Bench of thlS Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court

1

The decrsron ln /a/ Singh’s case (supra) determ_nedl

o

k)

LA APP. 784/2005 & connected

%1 32 000/- per blgha as of 15 10

falr market value of ‘land ln Vlllage Bakkarwala in. sum of .

1993 and the perusal thereofl
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In Pratap 5/nqh5 case (supra)

notifications lssuedfunder Sectlon 4

",'. ikri Kalan and Ghevra as under

1

. . 8
A i
3

i ,would show thal: th,e Court assessed the »falr market value WIth
' -fi-af'%reference to sale deeds executed between the yeaers 1990 tlll
the year 1996 elth;er |n V|llage T|kn Kalan or Vlllage Mundka
"apparently on the premlse that belng contlguous vullagers sale
,pnce of agrlcultural Iand in the 2 adjomlng V|llages Would ben
. lndlcatlve of fair. market value of Iand in Vlllage Bakkarwala

the DlVISlon Bench

i'was concerned Wlth agrlcultural Iands in len Kalan and another

jadjomlng Vlllage named GheVra and - pertalnlng to varlous

of the Land Acqwsntlon Act

1

'determlned the falr market value of agnCuItural lands |n Vlllage‘

;:_,,.—m_. — e s

T NP SN

A AT

*‘s NO.

Date | ;

Vlllage

Prlce per Blgha

4

24 07.1995 &
1 16:11, 1995 .

len Kalan

VTN [V W

R RN R

=2, 15 160/- for Block" }
A& 7173, 500/ : for,

Block B- land

[
"

EE ,1'-5,0',6_; 1996%; |

v
[ *
1R

ik
'{'Ghevra .

Kalan

&

?2 35 815/ for Block'.

A & ?1 90 156/-, for

Block Biland

T[17.12.2002

7

[ Tikri Kalan

B

~1%4,02,850/- For Block
1A & ?3 24 850/“;:.f,or |

Block Bland

.......

27
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Follpwrng the ludgment in Pf@faﬁ Singh 5 case (Supra)

gy © L g s et
e

X have decuded the» ‘falr market value for the land 5|tuated |n_

revenue estate of Vll‘lage Ghevra Wthh was acqwred pursua‘nt

to notlﬂcatlon dated* 6 2. 2003 |n the batch of appeals bemg Land
f}i LA: APP 784/2005 & connectea '/ |
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: o y o ot
) Acqursrtlon Appeal No 489/2009 Ch/ran// La/ VS, Un/on of/nd/a & i

etermlned the fair. market value of the
per blgha as of 6. 2 2003 o B
arwala wrth RN

R T

Anr on 2 6. 2011 I have d
| lands in Vlllage Ghevra at Tél 03, 425/-

et m, - s T . '
o P S N VU SO SR S POt

On the lssue of comparablllty of land ln vnllage lakk | )
, vnllage Mundka Ghevra and lel’l Kalan it is no doubt true: th‘_t, )
;;‘,. ,ereas vrllage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 as do thei-f' :
':‘la‘vother vrllages but lt has to be hlghllghted that it lS more i(
Gt i
pnoxrmate to the urban areas of Delhl VlS -a- -vis. Ghevra and lel‘l b by
Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 V|llages has an advantage , ‘

Slnce exactness can never be achleved ln the matters of

assessmg falr compensatlon it ls the broad probabllltles and -

'% srmllantles whlch matter Thus l hold all 4 vrllages to be- I

(

b equlvalent unless qua some land specral features can be shown ;
28 Slpce the decrsron in” .:E@tap S/nqhs case (supra) * o

4 deals wnth npﬂt;flcatlons more prOleate |n pomt of tlme to the-

"‘lth Wthh 1 am concerned l'am of the oplnlon that ; e

T ‘
st falr and proper to: determlne the falr market R

"r_»,_t it would be é ,
on to the falr]

wrth Wthh I am concerned in: relatl

value of lan@‘w._
market value @f lands determlned m Pratdp 5//70/7 scase (supra) ‘ .,
qh 5 case (supra) for. the date . ( _‘ 3 *

“ As per the, decxsron in Pratap S/n
24.7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compensatl

on assessed Was e

.‘ ?2 15, 160/ per brgha and ?1 13, 500/ per blgha for Category B . -
l’ land The first notlflcatlon wrth Wthh i am concerned-’-‘"‘is.;-r" R
! s v
' 25 2. 1997 whereunder lands in Vlllage Mundka were acqurredt j 2
The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 davsmle . 581 days in- 4

v L L
- -Prarap S/nqh S case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was determmedig S
. to be, 10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalnlng to Category A "*.. Pt
A "LA APP 784/2005&connected e ROV v A Page 16 of1’9 ‘:g"‘- R
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I'ands the farr market value assessed is £9) 4*9_408 75 per.brgha
‘ »rfe 311, 97 162/ per acre and for Category B lands 1 assesﬂ_'_the
farr market vame at 32, 01 117/ per blgha I e ?9 65 361 60 per

AT o e 'h‘t‘ﬁ—ﬁwa@ﬂAANv}; .

acre : ‘ ‘ ‘ ; i o
*‘",29 ’ The next notlﬁcatlon wrth Wthh I am concerned /5

fo’ateo’ 21 320@3 pertamrng to Vrllage Mundka !n Ch/ran// La/sr
"',cas (supra) wrth reference to the decrsron ln Pratap Singh. scase

.

L
o

LS e - .-

et
ol

_}"_‘(supra) for agrrcultural |ands rn Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to ay
notrfrcatron rssured under Section .4 of the . Land Acqursrtron Act
‘;e,-ﬁv'on 6.2. 2003 the falr market va|ue assessed was ?4 03 425/ per
;";tg{'”brgha Thrs ‘was: unrformly apphe,d Srnce there |s a trme gap of
'f%,Just a Irttle over 1 month ] am of the oprnlon 'fi'hat pertamlng to
o the notrfrcatron dated 21 3 2@@3 fair market value of land rn
| - Village: lVlundka should be ?4 03, 425/- i.e. ?19 36 440/ per acre
*‘I':_{.v'whrchihereby frx P T \;, .-.,V; S ‘
v O‘. ' \ "j': propose to deal wrth the notlflcatron dated :‘E.‘; '

—2h e

I T IR Svv " S M

.4
v !

24 9. 2003 “after: dealrng wrth the notrﬂcatron dated 17, 6 2005

pursuant whereto agrrcultural lands were: acqured m Vrllage Iy

i
#

Mundka and. Vrllage Bakkarwala | S
""‘,'31 | ’,_'. As noted herernabove, in Ch/ran// La/s case (supra),
t:;pertammg to the notrfrcatron dated @ 2. 2003 farr market value '
assessed by me !was ?4 03, 425/ per brgha and thus mcrea’slng‘
- the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the frgure comes to
' ?4 98, 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to ?23 93 227 20 per'atre
| The same is held by me to be' the farr market value of Iand ln

, & Vrllage Mundka and Vrllage Bakkarwala as of 17 6 2005 I decree

L the same D e S T IS SR T PRSI S
& . o . RS . Lo H o i ) S
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-33. Accordlngly, “the appeals 5flled by the Unlon of l:ndla

2o aadE oy
RN

32, b am left Wlth the ht@tlflcatlon dated 2492003

. appeals flled by the. Iand ovvners and the cross_ oblectlons%_"fl ed s

pertalnlng to V|llage Bakkarwala alnd wnth reference t@ the "fall‘ﬁ ‘
”-{,h;;rket value assessed m Ch/ran// Lals case l Would requrre to _»

apprecnate the pnce by 10% per annum for a penod of201 days )

o the ﬁgure comes to, 34, 25, 641/ per eblgha ie. ?20 43 076 80: per'
' acre Wthh I determlne to be the falr market value .of land |n

V|llage Bakkarwala as of 24.9. 2003 ,j"

reqwre to be dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsmtss the samev." Thel_

by the land ovvners stands decreed as under

,,.

) For thefland falllng in Category A land in VlIlage l

?2 49 408 75 per blgha l e. ? 11 97, 162/ per acre and
for Category B lands the falr market value is flxed ab
%2 01 117/ per blgha i.e. T9 65 361 60 per acre as

o | , ’
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)‘ For the land srtuated |n Vlllage Mundka the falr

e

oy

;;j;j market value is; flxed at ?4 03 425/-'per blgh‘:: ie.:
?19 36 440/~l per: acre, ,as on 21 03. 2003 i

market value is f|xed at %4, 98 589/- per blgh
?23 93,227.20 per acre, ason 17. oa 2005 R

S )‘ For the Iand srtuated in V|Ilage Bakkarwala the falr

s

| market value is flxed at ?4 98 589/- per blgha |e r' .'
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’ii.j’) For the Iand srtuated in Vlllage Mundka the fa|r S

Mundkalthe falr market value |s flxed at R
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é vr) Appellants and cross objectors Who have succeeded.'
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| V) For the land sxtuated in Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr

1
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f z23 93 227 20 per acre, as on 17 06 2@05
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market value is ﬂxedl t ?4 25, 641/ per blgha
?20 43 076 80 per acra as on 24 09 2003 ‘

ll’ >
Ve, )

vvould also be entltled to solatlum and lnterest as per 4 ;
Statute and as clanfled :ln the deCISlon reportedt' gy
'-:-_-93(2001) DLT 569 5under Vs, YOI, for - the
‘,i'y_-_"compensatlon i pald onglnally and as . enhanced by,: j‘

i
oy

| ;the Reference Court and’ flnally on the sum enhancedif :

B )
by the presentludgment and decree : s

?' i

VII) The appellants and cross obJectors whp succeed‘l’f SRR

Would also: be entltled to proportlonate costs RO O
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VIll) All pendlng appllcatlons stand dlsposed ofqn terms of ,
the prayers ma,de thereln o g ” T N
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