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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  LA.APP.874/2010

UNION OF INDIA ..... Appellant
Through: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Advocate
versus
BRAHAMANAND ..... Respondent
Through: Mr.Kunal Sharma, Advocate for DDA
s CORAM:
* HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
ORDER
% 08.07.2011

For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005. -
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616/2009 LA. APP 278/2010 B |

( S

' (Relating o Notification u/s 4 dated 24 09 2003 & Awardt(:‘. )
No 3/2004:05, Vlllage Bakkarwala) T R

AND »

: -}_(Relatlng 0 Notification. u/s 4 dated 17. 06 2005 & @ward
| "_No 1/2006 07, V|Hage Bakkarwala) N an

i .
P

CORA T ‘
HON E MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRNOG

to see the Judgment? _ ,
2. To be referred to. Reporter or not7 . : T
3,,: Whether the Judgment should be reported m the Drgest?

,'vaRADEEP N/—\NDRA]OG 1 (Oral) ‘;.;— A _; b L
SRS T ’{ | I; am - decrdmg the above capt:oned appeals and‘

| Vcross ObJeCtIOHS all of wh|ch have been hsted heremabove
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| market value of land in. the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarwala
' and VIllage Mundka." o L
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" 2 © o The present dEClSlOn concerns lssue of flxatlon of falsr

&
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3 L ; The dates on Wthh falr market valuex of the land has
. to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as. under - . "

l

* S.No. N Name of Vlllaqe . iDate of notlflcatlon under

e Sectlon 4 of lthe l_A Act

- Bakkarwala -~ = - i24.9: 2003

" Bakkarwala - -~ 17.6.2005

“Mundka - 7252, 1997
o Mundka ot - 21.3. 2003s ;
Mundka. 7 17,6, 2oo§

4 - It may be hlghllghted that the' notlﬂcatlon at serlal

: pursuant whereto lands were: acqunred in. the revenue estate of

Vlllage Mundka as per senal No. 5 above

| 3'_;; 5. Abuttlng NH 10 leadlng from the CIty of Delhl to the , .‘
i townshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana fare vullages Mundka
| ; Ghevra and Tikri Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the
| other srde of the'. Southern boundary of v1llage Mundka | The
N 'dlfference between the topology of the two Vlllages is; whereas
-,.il‘the land of v1llage Mundka abuts NH- 10 that of vxllage N
gl('Bakkarwala does not so abut; belng on the other sude of the .j
:‘Southern boundary of revenue estate of v1llage Mundka o :
:6. R _As we. proceed from the c1ty of Delhl to the townshlp
,of Rohtak vnllage Mundka is- crossed ﬂrst followed by Vlllage --'- o
‘Ghevra and then vrllage lerl Kalan | j S e o -
7 S Agrlcultural landf ln V|llage Mundka were acqunred
L LAAPP. 784/2005&c0nnected e o ] Page50f19
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“.%Agncultural lands in fhe revenue estate of VIIIage MUndka were 7

r'pursuant t@ a notrfrcatron dated 25 2. 1997 lssued under Sectlon_f
4 of the Land Ach|S|t|on Act as per award No, 2/1999/2000

."-__ffurther acqurred pursuant to ‘al notlﬂcatlon dated 21 3. 2003 S
. |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursm@n Act as per- award; RS
| “No 3/2005 06 as also award No, 1/2005 06.. Further lands’in the S
‘_,revenue estate of the same V|llage were acqurred pursuant to a s
"'notrfrcatlon dated 17 6:2005 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land_fj :
o ! 'Acqmsrtlo‘n Act as per Award No. 13/2006 07 S . = 1
]8.‘. L Agncultural lands |n the revenue estate of vrllage:,‘g AR
Bakkarwala were acqwred pursuant to a notrflcatlon dated )
N 249 2003 issued under Section 4: of the Land Acqursrtlon Act as:["’- | Ey
per Award No 3/2004 05. Further Iandc in the revenue estate of
{;'z the same vrllage were acqu|red pursuant to a notrflcatlon datedv BT
L 17, 6 2005 (the same notrfrcatn{!n under! Wthh Iands in vrllage:___‘.v_:'
' "_’__.“Mundka were acqurred) as per award No: 1/2006 07. ! e o
;9. - nut “shelly the Land: Acqu15|t|on Collector‘ o
_determlned the fair market valu,e of the: acqulred Iands under all b
'-the awards W|th reference to the mmdmum pnce for agncultural‘ " ;
land as ﬂOtlfled by the Government ofNCT De|h| . R o
10, For cIanty i may note that pertalnlng to . the B oo
| ;notlﬁcatnon dated 25.2.1997 under whrch agncultural Iands ln,\
the revenue estate of vHIage Mundka were acqurred the Iearned e
. Land Acqulsrtlon Collector determlned the falr market value wrth .
reference to the m|n|mum pnce for agncultural Iand notlﬂed
'-iwrth effect from 1 4, 1997 @ ?10 Iacs per acre and srnce the date_,»_"'f: L
: ~of Sectlon 4 notrfrcatron was antenor in pomt of tlme dlscounted :
_l«LAAPP 784/2005&connected o ( l e Pagesof19 }
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;f;t adopted for category A lands For la,n"’-f

in category B the value

notlflcatlons dated 2132003 and 2492003 the Land

; Acqunsrtlon Collector relled upon the notlfrcatlon ﬂxmg the

mlmmum prlce of agrlcultural land as of 1. 4 2001 and gave no

o | f{‘- benefrt of enhancement W|th reference to the fact that the falr
E v;-market value of the lands to be determrned was as of 21 3 2003
.. and 24.9. 2003 Even pertammg to the notlﬂcatron dated

1762005 whrch reqwred farr market value of land to be

\determlned in the revenue estate pf vrllage Bakkarwala and
o ivullage Mundka as of 17. 6. 2005 the Land Achrsrtlon Collector
':-"_»deter,mlned the ‘same wrth reference to the notlflcatlon flxmg
.f‘mlnlmum value of agrlcultural Iands in Delhl as of 1 4 2001 and
| _gave no’ rncrease o | , AN ,'
1L Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the. falr market
\ value of the Iands by the Land Acqursrtlon Collector the land
»owners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land
:Acqursntlon Act 1894 and on th,e reference belng made vnde
varlous Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge in
'the above captloned appeals the Reference Court took
| correctrve actron as per the view of the Reference Court and
'-.:'j.»enhanced the fair market value. ?5. b iy

| 12, In a nut sheIl pertammg to the notrfrcatlon dated

' acqurred the Reference Court adopted the same notlfrcatlon as

was adopted by the Land Acqursrtlon Collector under Wthh the

.' the prlce for one: year @ 11 5% %;;",annum Thrs brlce was

: | was further dlscounted by ?90 OO@)/~ per ECre Pertalmng to the S -,;; A

'»-'.'25 2. 1997 v1de whrch agrlcultural lands ln vrllage Mundka were " o

et
‘r!

roppet™
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acre . : . - -
_"_14‘,: Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3 2003 and
."24 9 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands in v1llage Mundka and
_-vnllage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqurred the Reference
'Court took note of the fact that after the Government had
notlfled the mlnlmum rates for fagrlcultural lands in Delhl as of
1.4.2001 the next reV|510n was as of 30. 8 2005 Usmg the sald
".dates and the mlmmum prlce notlfled by the Government of NCT f
"'_Delhl the Reference Court: adopted the prlnCIple of . mean S

k-

;Government of NCT Delhl had flxed the mlnlmum value for
o :agrlcultural lands in Delhl i.e. 1 4. 1997 Butas agalnst the Land
"i--_Ach|5|t|on Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11. 5% for full one
'iyear adoptlng the percentage 11. 5, decreased the value by |
If-,_.fonly 34 days inasmuch as the: date’ Wlth reference wheretow L
Government had notlfled the mlnlmum value was 1 4 1997 and B

frv{!«fei*“ )

e

o }as of 1.4. 2001 and lncreasmg the same by 10% per annum
~determ|ned the: enhanced prlce as - of 2132003 as also o :
_‘,2492003 " Thereafter the Reference Court took the- value
'._notlfled as of 30.8. 2005 and depressmg the same by 10% per iy

e e ’
NN

C e
S R P SRS SO S

QU

"the. notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|t|on Act was o
.’;{ﬁdated 25, 2 1997 ThlS wgs the value flxed for category A lands“i.v
| and . for category B Iands Wlth reference to the values for
) _";?category A land depressed the same by %90 OOO/- per acre |
13.__“ Thus for category A lands’ the Reference Court;v'.:
o .determlned the fair market value @ ¥9 89 2887»'~ per acre and for'.:
'category B land the same was determlned @ ’\’8 99 288/- per

. average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the value + : -

- LA APP 784/2005 & connected N R SR ‘ PageSof 19
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RE T

?;«:annum determlned the sum arrwed at as of 21 B 2003 as also
"-,24 9. 2003 The two sums arrlved at were added and d|v1ded by
. two to arrrve at the mean. flgure as of 21 3. 2008 Wthh T note: ;- a
'jcomes to ?15 92 083 33 per acre (ln some decnsrons l note’ thef"f“ O
sum arrived at is ¥15,92,215/). For the date 24.9, 2003 the
"pnce determlned was. ~<°20 41 OOO/- per. acre oo | o
15 - Pertamlng to the notlflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005"
‘ "!pursuant Whereto agncultural Iands were acqurred in. vrl«lage‘f-;l"._
o Bakkarwala and MundKa the learned Reference Court adopted'.;" "
“the minimum_ pnce for. agncultural lands antlfIEd by ther‘-?,,j‘
",Government of NCT Delhl W|th effect from 1. 4 2001 and g|v1n'
| _:lncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and Wlth
respect to the lands in vrIlage Mundka on account of locatlonalk’"’i L
- advantage, . belng abuttlng NH 10 gave i5% - more and’j:‘_f".-‘ﬂ-’ o
,:.determlned the fair - market value as of 176 2005 |n sum of\:_f'_ {
";.?21 37,017 75 per acre and for village Bakkarwala the prlce"fﬁyfl'.',',‘if,'__}
" f“;determlned Was ?20 35 255/ per acre. S j : | ,
16.° n the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenano ln -'
f--"-;._:whlch | have penned proflled the reasonlng of the Landc“-f.'ﬁ-:

'r?,"

Y E.}mto the arguments advanced before me durlng hearlng today LR e

ST Wlth ,reference to ‘the' evrdence led ! LAC}-"-'_‘.:_“

- M0.384/2004 famna Vs, UOI & Ors., it was urged by ShLBRai, ~
“learned counsel for the appellant in LA App. No 784/2005 Whlchf'-ﬁ .

;argument was adopted by other learned counsel who appeared B
1},for the other appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not |

f p_‘LAAPP 784/2005&connected | SR . PR _"' Page90f19
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’Acqwsrtlon Collector as: aIso that «of the, Reference Court l delve S

_:gustlﬂed |n lgnonng the sale deed Ex P- 1 whereunder 1 blgha_{ o
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and 3 blswa of agrlcultural land lﬂ wllage Mundka was sold as of- | .

?

- ,’5 8 1996 fdr a, sale conS|derat|on of ¥4,75, OOO/ ?3&8 OOO/ Was;,:'_'-‘ff,j RRR

|ncurred towards sale duty and thus the prlce ,of the land wouldi‘f“',f‘ﬂlf‘

' be ?5 13, OOO/ and caIcuIated wnth reference thereto land prlce:-f‘_’ E

~ per’ blgha would come to ¥4,46, 000/- as of 58, 1996. Learned‘ "
'counsel would urge that there is no reason not to hold that falrj"*-v-

market value of agrlcultural lands ln v1|lage Mundka -was
%4, 46 OOO/ per blgha as of 5 8. 1996 Taklng the argument:v_..._- Vool

aetore e

- ‘._.“'\.., AR N P,
. N L . .
- - i o

I . . T )

forward it is urged that W|th reference to the said’ prlce falr:f'fj_j :_,
market value needs to - be determlned as of 25 2 1993 .
‘ 21 3. 2003 and 17. 6. 2005 ie. the dates when notlflcatlons under:j-'.’_f_.‘ SR
Sectlon 4 of the Land AcquItlon Act were lssued pursuant.i-:i‘z o

e emslpee L e - ;!

e 'whereto agrlcultural lands were acqunred in vullage Mundka by:f‘ff;‘! RN

- lncreasmg the pnce progressrvely, if not by 12% per annum at-"""'_,*""i'

i'least by 10% per annum It is urged that on the same basns -

~ land’ prlce should be determlned for. the agrlcultural lands |n"v.
 willage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely it was urge.d that smce,‘.-‘,

' Vlllages lerl Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous"-_
‘V|llages and in fact vrllage lerl Kalan is. further towards the".'t{h_’-

townshlp of Rohtak some mcrease ‘be made ln the value of the:"',:'.-,"

_ land in vrllage Mundka and: Bakkarwala WIth reference to the_-__-»':."' 8
judgment and decree dated 19. :L2 2008 decndlng a batch of'?,"‘"_‘

| "Land Acqwsxtlon Appeals Iead matter bemg LA . Appeal"'_._"_"i,“‘-
- No 193/2006 Pratap 5//70/7 (Deceased) Thf LRs l/5 UO/ as ‘per

V\*f WhICh falr market value of land per blgha was determlned |n._.'7’-_'(" Sl
._ . the revenue estate "of v1|lage lerl Kalan as of 16.11. 1995 ’
S 11.6. 1996 and 17. 12 2002 at 32,15, 164/~ for category A landj":’"

LA, APP. 784/2005&connected T f-‘ . Page. 100f19
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"and ?1, 73 500/ for. category B land 22, 35 850 for category A 5
_' fand: and ?1 90 150/ for category B l‘and ?4 02 850/ fOr.-'aﬁ;‘f.":;i | p
;category A land and ?3 24, 850/— for . category B Iand " 
.-respectlvely " , s - |
i-y 18, ¢ 0 may note here that in " various land acquISltlonﬂ-‘}A‘"}
| }references varlous partles have proved a number of sale deeds"_-_;-'ﬁ:i“
v,executed from tlme to tlme but durmg argu,ments today before“v'-v'_f;. 7

| me: learned counsel for the land owners have only relled upon
~ the. sale deed Ex.P-1. ) | B
'_'1~9;~ A Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar learned counsel for they'_ i :

UOI would urge that the sale prlce as per Ex Pl~1 cannot be

".sample of the whole the sample must bear some adequate'] -
‘proportlon to the whole For example leamed counsel would o
urge that lf it has to be determmed whether what percentage of i
stones are mlxed m a bag of rice’ it would not be a safe methodft N
.,to plck only one gram for if it happens to be the gram of - rlce."’ o
one. would Iead to the conclusxon that the bag lS 100% full of rlce"t.f Lo
and- if that one gram happens to be a plece of stone one wouldfr R )
'reach to, the conclusmn that the bag |s full of stones At least a .

) ‘adopted as the yardstlck for the reason to be a representatlve{, A ”;

flstful should be Ilfted and then checked as a representatlve‘?'"‘_,‘_v-f

; 'sample~ is. the example given. . The secondf reason on - whlchvﬁ..‘_l“»’"'”
‘ ‘Iearned counsel would attack the sale deed as not bemg
& representatlve of the. prlce is the reason that Deople do’ come. tof" g
know about pendmg acqunsrtlon masmuch as before acqursntlonsl: ;_f. |
'are made land in the area s surveyed Wlthout a survey lt
'would be dlfﬂcult to |ssue even the notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4
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o .of the Land Acqunsrtxon Act Learned counsel would concedeﬂf}:‘yf"ﬁ'
that the reasons grven by the learn.ed Reference Court are not;f'-‘

o EGAT

7

| Sound but Would urge that the two contentnons advanced by"

- .hxm should be: consudered by . thls Court as the reasons as to Why'_
| Ex P-1-be not taken as the ba5|s to determme the falr marke(t: ;
_._<va|ue of lands in V|I|age Mundka -and Bakkarwala . Thlrdly,f _‘ .

dearned counsel would xfurther urge: that the four sale deedsn'.

Ele to R4 referred to in the. deCISlon of the - Iearned,

,cbnsldered but, hastens to add that since value reflected"
‘.Ifthereln tS Iess than the mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the_v_:‘

under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu|5|t|on Act

I'

 Reference Court pertarnmg to sale deeds dated 611995,5:
30 5. 1997 14:6.1997 and " 8.9. 1997 relled upon by Uol- would '
show the actual market value of the land and ‘thus Iearnedv;(":3‘.’:7
:‘counsel ‘would- urge. that the sald four sale deeds should be',_&;t:f,”" 5

'.Government the prlce f|xat|on should be. with reference to the,v-"v*
'mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the Government WhICh is. nearest o
o »the pomt of tlme When the respectlve notlflcations were |ssued,‘,-- e

'-;.r'ZO.,i.r: 'j; - An mdependent and alternatlve argumemt is also.‘,:.*.}.vf?.-
, advanced by Iearned counsel for: the Unlon The same rests” ;. :
"‘rtself on & decision of a DlVISIOﬂ Bench of th|s Court reported as:':::;;; ST

'-.,.2006 (135) DLT 231/a/5mq/7 l/5 vor" ,fa SRR ST
21 The deosron injari 5/ng ’s case (supra) concerns ltself

' vwrth the determlnatlon of the fair market value of land m vrllage-
'Bakkarwala whrch were acqwred pursuant to a notlflcatlon-_' o
;dated 15 10 1993 at ?1 32 OOO/— per bigha: Learned counsel -'

would urge that the sard dec15|on has attalned flnallty lnasmuch

LA, APP 784/2005 &connected LT 3 Page 12 of19
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t

a'sizp,e:t'i.t-io_-'ris;?fo r Special Lea‘yef ‘to-if-'ﬁi',’%p-pte’al i»fi'led-,bef.fo re the Supreme. - v'

Court by g lther Slde have been dlsmlssed Learned "counsel
takes ;thewargument forward by urgmg that by adoptlng the fam _
market vaslue of land |n vrllage Bakkarwala as of: 15. 10 1993 at;
R, 32, OOO/ per blgha the fair market value should be
ascertalned by mcreasmg the prlce progresswely by 10% pen
annum o determlne the market value of land in leagel
Bakkarwala as of 24 9. 2003 as also 17 6. 2005 Learned counsel
would urge that in vuew of the locatlonal advantage of vnllage
Mundka falr market value of land ln v1llage Mundka should be
determlned -as of 25 2 1997 21 3 2003 and 17 6. 2005 by glvmg

i 5% lncrease e - a SR :"', t
R 22.‘-,_ Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P- 1 whereunder 1 ey

brgha and 3 blswa of agrlc:ultural land Was sold ln Vlllage
Mundka as of 5.8. 1996 lt would assume lmportance that the
sale |s about 7 months prlor to the date of the notlflcatlon lssued
under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|tlon Act Wthh was, lssued or;
25 2 1997 I't |s a matter of common knowledge that: precedlng
the publncatlon of a notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land

T

rl‘?’f
1

o B Acqursmon Act surveys are carned out wrth the object or‘
e determmlng as to ~what lands, compnsed in which khasra
‘ . ’_ numbers and fields are requnred to be notified- for the proposed
- acqursrtlon and when thﬁS happee”_;_s people m the area come to
know that very soon there lS yf,,;;ery llkellhood that th~e Iands
V. would be acqunred In Ielhl the large scale- acqursMoQ pollcy I o
enjorns upon the Government to allot at pre determmed rates, ‘ |
“plot. of developed re5|dent1a| Iaqd to the ones whose lands are
* LAIAPP. 784/2005&connected e e T e Page 13§of19 o
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-pnnClples of sampllng tell, me: that to: be representatlve of the o

: "much lower than the sav%e prlce recorded in Ex P- 1 In’ f |
sale. price in “the said 4. sale deeds averages much. legs'than,'_l;f" i

‘a (v ‘ ﬁ 3 :
- ‘-‘. “ .

acqwred and thus it is not uncommén for persons to purchase' o

| small parcels of lands in areas where. acqwsrtlons are’ llkely to_"_,'lv' o
-;-rtake place; these transactlons are speculatlve ‘and canndt be B
‘ ‘taken to be a representatlve measure of the falr market value of"-:-'"..
li',vland as on the date of the sale. Further the pnncnples of ratlo_.‘-:",;‘"({‘_;_f I
] and proportlon as also the. pnncrples of averages and the

- whole, a sample ~must ‘bear. at |ntelllg|ble proportlon to the?};"_f' :"'>'
whole. Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the . learned»‘._--v.;:.

Reference Court but for the twm reasonlng hltherto -fore noted l-",:'”

| ‘gghold that Ex.P-1 cannot be good evndence wherefrom market;;ﬁ'
.‘value of the land - could be determlned There istan. addrtlonal‘"vr- |
-reason not. to rely upon the said sale deed The sale deeds Ex.R-. L
1 to Ex.R- 4, dated 6.1.1995, 30. 5.1997, 4.6.1997 and 8.9.1997 o
: _are also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlcef |

| even the mlnlmum ‘price for agncultural land-in: Delhl notl*fled by :

'the Government

23. : Thus the falr market value of the lands wou«ld be_’,.':;

"_requ1red to be fixed elther with reference to the dEClSlOl’l of thls"' ‘

;Court in: [a/ S/ngh scase (supra) or Pratap S/nclh s case (supra)
‘.‘;2'4_."; N hlghllght that both deClSlons penned by the DlVlSlon.}f'-f._,- D

" " Bench of th|s Court have been upheld by the Supreme: Court

25. . The decision in /a/ Singh’s case (supra) determmed

”.'.falr market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala in sum of
}-?1 32 OOO/ per. blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereof

';f{LA APP 784/2005&connected e T -fji P Page 14 of19 e
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Would show that the Court assessed the falr market value w1th

T |l<rl Kalan arm Ghevra as under:-..

LT ) ‘r 3

'SNO

Village ™ T Pnce per Blgha

‘ g Block B land

S Block B land

T3 (171220020 [T Kalan

‘ Block B Iand

,, have decld,‘?iw‘

.‘ . 27“.; V( L Foﬁpwmg the Judgment ln Pratap 5/nc7/75case (supra)

l’; g,

'revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh was acqu:red pursuant

'”f’to not:ﬂcatlon dated 6.2. 2003 ln the batch of appeals belng Land I
L LAAPP. 784/2005&connected S ipagensof1s. .

Dy ot e -

o reference to. sale deeds executed between the years 1990 t|ll.
'..the year 1996 elther in Vlllagq lerl Kalan, or« V|llage Mundka e
'apparently on the premlse that bemg contlgu0us VIllagers sale‘_ﬂ-_”j o
pnce of agrlcultural land -in the 2 adJornlng vnllages would be',‘":-’"-f '
mdrcatrve of fair market value: of land in Vlllage Bakkarwala o , |
'-'126_-. n Pratap S/nqhs case (supra) the Division: Bench' |
was concerned wrth agrlcultural l%nds in lerl Kalan and’ another:‘{',__.v'
'a;adjommg Vlllage named Ghevma and per:talnlng to varlous‘_:;‘
‘:-l;notlflcatlons issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|t|on Act
"vdetermtned the falr market value of agncultural Iands ln V|lIagev.

ThiKalan %215, 160/- for Block |
o ae LT, 500/- for-ff*'

2 :'1-1.0-'6??-1;99'61_-»_7 Tikr Kalan T&[%2,35,815/- for Block;“f'f'"‘"
) Johewa . jas 1,90, 156/- for-,,

~[74.02,850- for Biock| |
A & 23,24, 850/— for )

it M e N e

J , ‘.
. P
A N N

it
et

Y e
.

the fair. market value for the land srtuated in-o




O

Acquusrtron Appeal No 489/2009 Ch/ran// La/ vs Umom of/nd/a &

Anr on 2 0. 2011 | have determmed the fair ‘market value of the
lands |n Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03, 425/ per bigha as' of 6. 2 2003
On the issue of comparablllty of land in vrllage Bakkarwala wrth
vrllage Mundka Ghevra and Tikri Kalan itiis, no doubt true that

whereas vrllage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 as do thel |

':jother vrllages but it has to be hlghllghted that lt is . more
proxrmate to the urban sreas of Delh| vis-a-vis Ghevra and T|kr|
' "Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 vrllages has an advantage
Smce exactness can never be achleved |n the matters of
"assessrng fair compensatlon 1t lS the broad probabllltles and

'1sum|lar|t|es Wthh matter “Thus, hold all; 4 vrllages to: be |
equrvalent unless qua some land specnal features can be shown ‘I,)}»:‘-r o
28% Slnce the . decrsron in- Pratap S/nqhs case (supra).'-: o

'deals W|th notlﬂcatlons more proxrmate in pOll’lt of tlme to the‘,ﬂ-"l}’l"f

',notlﬁcatlons Wlth whlch [ am concerned I'am of the oplnlon that,:f,-"';i's

: ",_1t would be just, falr and proper to determme the falr r;narket,'gv:
I svalue of lands wnth Wthh 1 am concerned in ‘relatlon to the falr.‘g-ﬂ;-‘
A market value of lands determlned in Pratap quh scase (gsupra) . e
o As per the decrsron in Pratap 5//767/7 s case (supra) for the date. ;':;_ SO
| 24.7. 1995 for Category A lands fair compensatlon assessed was_f"*i f o
?2 15, 160/- per blgha and 31, 73 500/ per blg?ha for, Categpry B' a
",-land The first notlﬂcatlon W|th Wthh tamy concenned '

‘-'25 2 1997 whereunder lands in V|llage Mundka were acqu1red

'_The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 2161;658:‘55'/6’ ‘58_] days ln_j"

ise was. determlned -

Pratap 5/nqh scase (supra) the annua/ /n'. .
’.’vto be 10% per annum (ﬂat) Thus pe?tal@mg to Category A
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"'Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala. . . |
' 3a1.:f As noted herelnabove in Ch/ram/ /_a/s case (supra)

pertamlng to the notlflcatlon dated 6 2. 2003 falr market value, E
§ :assessed by me was ¥4,03,425/- per bigha and thus mcreasmg‘__; o
k the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes tofl_.' ,

- l
I‘f_

‘ ??4 98 589/ per b|gha Wthh comes to ?23 93 227 20 per ac
I 'The same, |s held by me to be the falr market value of land, in’
Vlllage Mundka and VIIIage Bakkarwala as of 17 6 2005 [ decr;ee o

.Iands the falr market value assessed Is ?2 49 408 75 per blgha
ie. ?11 97, 162/ per acre and for Category B lands I assess ‘the
fair market value at 22, oL, 117/ ‘per blgha e t9 65,361 60 per;’ L
Coacre. | . T A R
;29..-'5‘4 The next: notlflcatlon Wlth Whlch I am concerned /s 'f
io’ated 21. 32003 pertaInIng to V|llage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s_'f'i R
g ';cas (supra) wrth reference to the decision, In Pratap S/nqh scasev-;f" k

; '(supra) for. agrlcultural lands |n Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to. a
, notlflcatlon |ssued under Section 4 of the Land Acqu151t|on Act
on 6:2. 2003, the fair market value assessed Was 4, 03 425/ per--_:,j ‘b
"'.blgha Th's WaS uniformly applled Slnce there is a tlme gap of
'JUSt a llttle Over 1 month |'am of the opmlon that pertalmng toﬁ'-"’

e notlflcatlon dated 21.3. 2003 falr market value of land m‘_!‘,?

| Vrllage Mundka should be ?4 03,425/- i.e.. ?19 36 440/— per acre
o 'WhICh I hereby fix. I S R
. .30. E I propose to deal wnth the notlflcatlon dated_:' |
J %4 9, 2003 after deaIIng with the notlflcatlon dated 17 6 2005_,, g

-pu'rsuant whereto agncultural Iands were achIred in. VIIlage._.g_-*‘_p:

-z

"_:the same , { AR s :;,, DR ;’ SRR A

" ,:.‘" C . .. - ’ ‘,' : o . . ," :I “ K L ! “. 3
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o 33 ACCOFdlngly, the appeals filed by the Unlon of lndla"‘\:
| é,requ1re to be - dlsmlssed and i hereby dlSmlSS the same The 1
o "appeals flled by the land owners and the cross obJectlons flled.‘ﬂ:j'-i‘ |

e

[ N W s
i - i 4
R
i
: ~
{ At

Ay v

i

Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9 2003,

‘by the land owners stands decreed as under - ;

4 o ! ;-.'l,'

i):-‘, “,For the Iand falllng ll’l Category A land ln Vlllage .
:’Mundka the falr market value is - fixed at is. |
- %2,49,408.75 per blgha ie. 711,97, 162/ per acre angdﬁ. |

. i,zfor Category B lands, the falr market value is flxed
U =2,01,117)- per blgha ie. ?9 65 361 60 per acre
SR ‘_"‘on 25.02.1997. | | -’

I

B 3?19 36 440/ per acre, as on 21. 03 2003

""-_,market value lS flxed ‘at, X4, 98, 589/-~ per blgha |e

LAAPP 784/2005&connected e S e Page180f19 R
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lll) | .“‘.For the land Sltuated in- Vlllage Mundka the fall"‘.?.‘"”:'»',".' C
L -_market value is flxed at T4 98, 589/- per blgha le e
%2393, 227. 20 per acre as on, 17 06 2005 B

" |v) '”For the land srtuated in Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr';‘-"ﬂ.

320 am’ Jeft Wlth the notlflcatlon dated 24 9 2003"‘,5 o
'::pertalnlng to \/lllage Bakkarwala and Wlth reference to the falr;_»j{’_f’_:

) .,market value: assessed in Ch/ran// La/s case, | would requ|re tol‘f‘;"{'t '
Y ;-appreCIate the pnce by 10% per annum fora penOd of 201 days i
. the figure comes to ¥4,25,641/- per Dbigha i.e.%20,43, 076 80 per-_;.;
acre, whlch I determlne to be the fair market vaIue of land |n" IR

n) f"For the land S|tuatecl |n Vlllage Mundka the falrz'.__";l_{.”:
0 market value is fixed: at ?4 03, 425/- per blgha ie. o

S
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1]

i)

statute and as. clarlfled in the aeasmn reported as,“'_fj"
93(2001) DLT ' 569 Sunder vs. UO) for . the ..
’ compensatlon pald orlglnally and as enhanced by*’” -

;.{VFor the land Sltuated in Vlllage lgakkarwala the. 'alrl g
."‘[;’market value is flxed at 34, 25,{@41/ per blgha le
2‘20 43 076 80 per acre as on 24, 09 2003 '

i

iAppellants and’ cross- objectors who have succeéded
- would also be entltled to solatlum and mterest as per

_by the presentjudgment and decree ,'

viii),

‘_"'V_JU:L'Y:O'S,-A’ZOIEZL: . - o ff j .f R

| LAAPP.784/2005 & cofinected .+ * - . -5 ' Pagel9of1g

5Vthe prayers made thereln

"The appellants and cross obJectors who succeed'.{:?”
P 'f‘-v_would also be entltled to proportlonate costs '

i

~All pendlng appllcatlons stand dlsposed of |n terms of |

| S b,‘“’““\ Z‘\S*%/ i 4
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,?2«3,93,‘227.20 per acre, Aaﬁs, on 17062005

.
d fl

’the Reference Court and: flnally on the sum enhanced
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