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I ’N THE HIGH COURT OF DELHl AT NEW:-,PE.LH?.‘;

Date of DeC/S/on 6’”’ /u/y, 2011

»

LA APP 784/2005

JAMNA 5 o S e Appellant * .

© .. % Through: = Mr.LB. Rai, Advocate, -
SR ‘Mr.1.S.Dahiya, Advocate,
AR R Mr.D.S.Lakra, Advocate,
- Mr.K. Sunil, Advocate,. ,
S W Mr.Anyj Bhandari, Advocate ‘.
S S M Shadam Farashat Advocate B

»

| '-Vetsué
VOL&ORS”
: % Through: - ‘_Mr Sanjay Poddar Standing:
- . Counsel (LA), GNCT Delhi with

‘- .. Mr.Siddharth Panda Advocafes
- | | Mr.Ajay Verma, Ms. Kanika -
oL R T Agnihotri, Mr. Kunal Sharma,
S ¢ - Mr.Sumer Sethi, Mr. B.B.Sharma,
“Ms.Shobhna Takiar and Mr.Arun
Blrbal Advocates for DDA
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+ ' 252/2010,  LA.APP.  266/2010," LA.APP. - 267/2010, ~LA.APP.
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'331/2010 LA.APP. 332/2010 LA.APP. 333/2010 ‘with CM, APPL
' ‘.NO 5524/2011 LAAPP 335/2010 LAAPP 367/2010 LAAPP

368/2010 LA. APP 369/2010 LA.APP. 371/2010 & CM APPL
N0.20099/2010, LA, APP 374/2010 LA.APP." 375/2010 LA APP.
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’...',,”,‘819/2010 LA.APP. 829/2010, LA:APP. 831/2010 .& CM" APPL.
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©+ 6392/2011, "LA.APP. 834/2010, LA.APP. 842/2010, LAAPP.
. 871/2010, LA.APP. 874/2010, LA.APP. : 875/2010, LA_AP.P o
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No 23353/2010 “LAAPP. 895/2010 LA.APP. 896/2010 LAAPP
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b CORAM | | ERE R
- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRAIEEP NANDRAJOG B

PRADEEP NANDRA]OG ] ('Oral)
1. . L am decrdmg the - a
.relatable CIVI| mlscellaneous appllc ]
¢ Cross ObjeCtlonS aII of Wthh have been Ilsted herelnabove .
‘>~LAAPP784/2005&connected R ) R _;“'Page4of19

‘._'.’(Relatmg to Not:ﬂcatlon u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award
No. 13/2006 07, anage Mundka) g , .

| AND,.

o B -

SR LA APP. 40/2009 & Cross Objectlons LA APP. @26/20(19
' LAAAPP, 428/2009, 442/2009, LA.APP. 611/2009 LA ARP.

616/20@9 LA APP 278/2010 :

7.-(Re|atmg to Notification u/s 4 dated 24, 09 2003 & Award
o No 3/2004 05 Vlllage Bakkarwala) | 5 _

AN

4 LAAPP 10“29/2010 & CM No 5948/2011, LAAPP
1030/2010,  LA.APP. 1031/2010 LAAPP 1033/2010 & o™ |
. No. 6645/2011 LA.APP.  1062/2010, 1063/2010 & CM 14
. No. 6943/2011, LA APP., 1064/2010 LAAPP 1066/201& LAAPP o
"-;1067/2010 LA APP. 11/2011, LA APP 122/2911 W

_{._;j_}.,,,(Relatl to Notrﬂcatlon u/s: 4 dated 17 06 2005 k Award
! Ne. 120 06- 07 V|Hage Bakkarwala) Lo S BRI

il Whether the Repprters of Iocal papers may be aIT@wed

' uto see the Judgment? :
2. To be referred to Reporter or not7

3. Whether the Judgment should be reported in the B’lgest? SR

L

ions which are by way of

_ e_ captloned appeals and
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o 2. s
market value of land in the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarwala

'to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as under -

The present deClSlon concerns issue of flxatlon of falll’ ?

\and v1llage Mundka

The dates on whlch falr market value of the land has

~ Name: of Vlllaqe L ,."Date of notlflcatlon under o

: .. Section 4 of the LA Act

Bakkarwala . 24.9.2003 - - S

' Bakkarwala =~ 17.6.2005: " o

~Mundka™ - 2521997 I
‘Mundka - . 21.3.22003 o

" Mundka . 17 6 2005

No 2 heremabove pertalnlng to- VIllage Bakkarwala is' the samev» -
pursuant whereto lands were acqulred ln the revenue estate ,of'_
Vlllage Mundka as per serial No. 5above. L, o

Abuttlng NH 10, leadlng from the city of Delhl to th

townshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana are vrllages Mundka a

Ghevra and lerl Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the o

o | other side ‘of the Southern boundary of V|llage Mundka: Th,e"'

I Of ROhtaKHVl”age Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by vrllage'jf B
- L Ghevra and then vullage T|l<r| Kalan T
,‘ 7 Agrlcultural lands |n vnllage Mundka were vau1red‘i
- LA APP. 784/2005&connected o SEDCR R Page50f19 F .
, i l

Southern boundary of revenue estate of V|llage Mundka | |
' As we. proceed from the city of Delhi to the townshlp i

4

L R T
‘

M

vt

Vlt may be hlghllghted that the notlflcatlon at ser;al-y o

dlfference between the topology of the two villages lS whereaS j- v» o
the land of v1llage Mundka abuts NH 10 that of VIllage, L
Bakkarwala does not’ so abut belng on the other Slde of the_.
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'pursuant to a notrﬂcatron dated 25 2 1997 rssued un‘der Sectlonf c
Lo of the Land Acqursrtron Act as per award No 2/11999/2000 o

Agrrcultural Iands in the revenue{estate of vrllage *Mundka Were :

-further acqulred pursuant to a notrﬂcatlon dated 21. 3. 2003'
|ssued under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqursrtron Act as per award v "-;f'r o
o fNO 3/2005 06 as also award No. 1/2005 06. Further lands in the '
| _, ‘-revenue estate of the same vrllage were acqurred pursuant to é"v :
| "-”,'notrﬁcatron dated 17 6. 2005 issued under Section 4 of the Landf'_:
| tAcqursrtron ‘Act as per Award No. 13/2006 07.° L

7

8.' S Agrrcultural lands in. the revenue estate of vrllage B

o Bakkarwala were acqurred pursuant to a notrfrcatron dated L
. ”24 9, 2003 rssued under. Sectron 4 of the Land Acqulsrtlon Act as*."'f' N
" per Award No. 3/2004 05. Further lands ln the revenue estate of "

.the same vrllage were acqunred pursuant to a notrflcatron dated::f;_,
| _\17 0. 2005 (the same notrﬁcatron under whlch Iands in vrllage o _
o »' Mundka were- acqurred) as per award No. 1/2006 07.- R g
. 9 S ln a nut shell the Land Acqursrtron Collector‘ o

3
determrned the fair market value of the acqurred Iands under aII ,

| ;;,_'the awards wrth reference to the mrnrmum prrce for agrrcultural gy
-+ land as notified by the Government of NCT Delhr Ceem s
10, ¢ For clarrty | may note that pertarnrng to the ) RO
notlflcatron dated 25. 2 1997 under wh|ch agrrcultural Iands rn &
7 the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqurred the learned.‘f
-Land Acqursrtron CoIIector determrned the falr market value with *

reference to the. mrnrmum prrce for agrlcultural land notlfred"

wrth effect from 1. 4 1997 @ %10 Iacs per acre and srnce the date
- of Sectlon 4 notn‘rcatron was anterlor in pornt of trme dlscounted

L

R

‘r
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v.i .

the prlce for one year @ 11. 5% per annum Thls prlce wps |
adopted for category A lands For lands in category B, the valu@
| was further dlscounted by ?"90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng to: t‘ne .
'notlfrcatlons ~dated  21.3. 2003 and 2492003 “the Land
,'}',Acqwsmon Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon flxmg the

L mlnlmum prlce of agrlcultural land as of 1.4. 2001 and gave no?‘_:‘ "
o _beneflt of enhancement Wlth reference to the fact that the fair S

market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21.3, 2003

. and 2492003 " Even pertalnlng to the notrflcatlon dated_-":___ ‘
1‘-i1/62005 Wthh requlred fair- market value of land to be. .

;mmlmum value of agrlcultural lands in Delh: as of 1 4. 2001 and

| "ygave no lncrease R { 5'*; | |
S ,11. R Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the falr market'

. value of trfe lands by the Land: Acqursrtlon Collector the land
: owners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land |
: ,Acqulsmon Act 1894 and on the reference belng made, vrde .
.‘various Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge ln '

de‘lel’mlned in the revenue estate of vullage Bakkarwala and '_
--. .-'vlllage Mundka as: of 17.6. 2005 the Land Acqursrtlon Collector S
- determlned the same with reference to the notification fixing ;|

i tlne above captloned appeals the Reference Court took |
. , correctlve actlon as per the vrew of the Reference Court and -’
. Vgenhanced the fair market value R SRR S
~ S12. ln a nut shell, pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated ’, s
25, 2. 1997 vide which agrrcultural lands in vrllage Mundka were AR
| Iacqunred the. Reference Court. adopted the. same notlflcatlon as L <
‘ f'_was adopted by the Land Acqu15|tlon Collector under Wthh the ,,”i:'
" »LAAPP784/2005&connected IR o R Page70f19 o
! o o '
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o the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqunsmon Act was f: o
; | ‘?dated 25 2. 1997 Th|s was the value flxed for category A lands |
and for- category B lands; wnth reference to the values for‘:i‘".'w"'

category A land. depressed the same by ?90 Q00/- per acre | _'
o 13, 'j Thus for category A lands - the Reference Court

o Government of NCT Delh| had flxed the mlnlmum value for L
" “‘agncultural lands in Delh| i, e 1 4, 1997 but as agalnst the Land
'Acquxsmon Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11, 5% for full one
year adoptlng the percentage 11, 5, decreased the value by ?"fw‘?

'only 34 days masmuch -as the date wnth reference whereto
| Government had notlfled the mlnlmum value was 1.4, 1997 and

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

acre. ;

14. . Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3 2003 and

24 9. 200*3 Whereunder agncultural lands ln v1llage Mundka and |

‘category B land the same was determlned @ 38, 99 288/ per

'vtllage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqulred the Reference :

average What the Reference Court did. was to adopt the value

| | .as of 1 4. 2001 and lncreasmg the same by 10% per annum :
’determlned the enhanced prlce as of 21 3. 2003 as also
".-2492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the value ’
notified as of 30.8. 2005 and depressmg the same by 10% per ,’: 'l

'LAAPP784/2005&connected S SR ‘Page8of19

l

A B

Court took note of the ‘fact that after the Government had e |
} notlfled the mlnlmum rates for agncultural lands in Delhl .as of -
T 4 2001 the next rev15|on was as of 30. 8. 2005 Usnng the said: .

dates and the minimum price: notlfled by the Government of NCT |
lDelhl the Reference Court adopted the prlnCIple of mean




‘j_ _|nto the arguments advanced before me durlng hearlng today _
17 Wlth reference for. .t‘he-'_- evndence Ied __'i LAC—.;,.".[.'
! No. 384/2004 Jamna Vs. UOI & Ors.;'it was urged by Sh.LB.Rai, -

learned counsel for the appellant ln LA App No: 784/2005 whlch: :

LAAPP 784/2005&connected S PR : SRt Page90f19 S

annum determlned the sum arnved at’ as of 21 3 2003 as also;f',_,-:Z -
't"i;;" 24.9. 2003 “The two. sums arnved at: were added and divided by -
" two to arrive at the mean figure as of 21.3. 2003 wh|ch I note.f B
_ comes to 315,92, ,083. 33 per acre (ln some decrsrons ] note thef -
sum arnved at is- %15, 92 215/) For the date 24 9 2003 the», 5

., price determlned was ?20 41, OOO/ peracre. i o
- 15-. Pertalnrng tq the notlflcatlon dated 17 6 2005-'

-~

_pursuant whereto agncultural Iands were: achIred in- vrllage.;;_ﬂ-
AR Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adopted,
- : :«_the mlnlmum pnce for agncultural ‘lands not|f|ed by theﬂ "
Government of NCT Delh| wnth effect from 1. 4 2001 and glvm
lncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and Wlth.f:a‘

- respect to the: lands ln vnllage Mundka on account of locatlonall,“?" |
- 'advantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave 5% more andf
determmed the fair market value as of 17 6 2005 in. sum of
o " ?21 37 017. 75 per acre and for V|Ilage Bakkarwala the prlcef‘,‘ >
| determlned ‘was %20, 35 255/ per: acre o ‘ R '
16 In the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo lnf-,/'v,_j'
“which | ‘have penned proﬁled the reasoning of ‘the Land{‘»_-“":".:‘f'
o Acqunsmon Collector as. also that of the Reference Court, | delve;ﬂ

: ‘argument was adopted by other learned counsel who appeared |
for the- other appellants that the Iearned Trial Judge was notv: B
"_f'Justlfled in. |gnor|ng the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1 blgha‘,' |

Coak e el B



~ land in vrllage Mundka an

s

, ', “; townshlp of Rohtak some lgcrease be made ln the value of the, ;

;.AAPP 784/2005&connected o ; Page100f19

market value needs to- be determlned as of 25219931.";’,_ '
21 3 2003 and 17. 6 2005, l e. the dates When notlflcatlons underf‘ R
".‘_z'rSectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act were lssued pursuant{ o i

Bakkarwala wrth reference to the-ffl. .
: 'Judgment and decree dated 19.12. 2008 deC|dlng a batch of‘f
‘:Land Acqulsmon Appeals lead matter being LA Appeal

~No. 193/2006 Prarap Singh (Deceased) Thr.. LRs V5. Yal as per"? -

‘,'..Wthh fair market value of. land per blgha was determlned in;
_‘:the revenue estate of vrllage lerl Kalan as of 16: 11. 1995¢
11. 6.1996 and 17.12.2002 at 22,15,164/- for category A land

@nd 3 blswa of agncultural land ll’l vrllage Mundka was sold as of-"”:-_ - ., :
- 5 8: 1996 for a sale consrderatlon of %4, 75 OOO/ ?38 OOO/ was_.\ RS
~incurred. towards sale duty and thus the pnce of the land would__;»_
fbe %5,13:0007- and calculated with reference’ thereto land price
- per blgha would come to 4, 46,000/~ as’ of 5.8. 1996 Learned S
;"'.counsel would urge that there is No reason not to hold ‘that falr':f'ff_-' e
_market value of - agrlcultural lands in vnllage Mundka was..; ' :
| R4, 46 OOO/ per bigha as of 5.8. 1996 Taklng the. argument"_
,forward lt is: urged that: with reference to the sald price,. falrff:jv.?" -

"__\"_}whereto agncultural lands. were acqwred ln V|Ilage Mundka byv
;'lncr;easrng the prlce progresswely, |f not by 12% per annum at |
"._}__T;"?-least by 10% per annum lt is urged that on the. same basrs
"'"-“,Ziland price should be determlned for the agncultural lands '”"{ l3
,‘"7'vrllage Bakkarwala Altematlvely, lt was . urged that srnce,
o vrllages T|l<r| Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous__,
. fVlllages and in fact V|llage T|l<r| Kalan is further towards the
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and ?1 73 500/ §or category B Iand 32 35 850 for @ategory A ‘ |
. - land and 71, 90*150/- for category B land; 4, 02 850/—» for "
cate‘gory A land cand ' 33,24, 850/- fora ,ca,teg.ory :-_ B land , ;
— respectlvely R . K o R
’f‘~181 ST may note here that in varlous land acqunsutlon
references varlous parties: have proved a number of sale deeds ,
executed from time to tlme but dunng arguments today before - ,j | )
me learned courilsel for the land owners have only relled upon
the sale deed Ex.P-1. R R
"19.-' Per contra Sh. SanJay Poddar learned counsel for the :
UOI would urge that the sale prlce as per ExP 1: cannot be S
: adopted as the yardstlck for the reason to be a representatlve
. o sample of the whole, the sample must bear some adequate :
1proportl©n to ‘the. whole For example learned counsel would " |
urge that if it has to be determlned whether What percentage of
stones are mixed ln a bag of rice lt would not be a safe method
to plck only one grain, for if it happens to be the graln of rice
. one would Iead to the conclusron that the: bag is 10@% full of nce
~and.if that one graln happens to be. a plece of stone one would ~
reach to, the. conclusnon that the bag is full of stones At least a ) SR
flstful should be lifted and then checked as a. representatlve S '
) sample, |s the example glven The second reason on whlch -
' 6 . . learned counsel would attack sthe sale deed as. not bemg_f"il
representatlve of. the pnce lS the reason that people do come to' .

. know about pendlng acqunsrtlon masmuch as before acqwsrtlons
are made Iand in: the area is surveyed ~Without a survey |t L
K
would be dlfﬂcult to lssue even the notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 i
. TNt
LA APP 784/2005 &connected - o SRR - '," - Page 11 of 19 R
. t. .:".: ’ ' ‘?".;.:. ‘ti § .
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<""‘i,

o y

” “of the Land Acqulsmon Act Learned counsel would concede ”
"-that the reaSOns glven by the Iearned Reference Court are not_v; S

1

'sound but Would -urge that the two contentlons advanced by -+

itself on a dec15|on of a D|v15|on Bench of thls Court reported as» )
2006 (135).DLT 231 Jai Sinah Vs. UO. R
. 21 P The dec15|on in Za/ 5/ng/7’s case (cupra) concerns |tselff-

wnth the determinat|on of the falr market vaIue of Iand m vullagev“

20,

o th should be COﬂSldEFEd by this Court as the reasons as to why
\. Ex P 1 be: not taken as the ba5|s to detetmme the falr market: o
"»‘value of Iands “in vnllage Mundka8 and: Baé<karwala Thlrdly," .'
| _iearned counsel would further urge that t‘he four sale deeds
N Ex.R-1 to R- 4 referred to m the - deasnon of the: lea»rned'-

Reference Court pertalnlng to sale deeds dated 611995 ._'

305 1997 4.6.1997 and 8 9 1997 relied upon by UOI- would'
fshow the. actual market value of the land and - thus Iearned
- ‘counsel would urge that the said’ four sale deeds should b
"i,conbldered but hastens to add that smt:e vaIue reﬂected'{

thereln .is- less than the mlnlmum pr|ce notlfled by, the.

]

. Government the price flxatlon should be wnth reference to the:‘
mlnlmum pnce notlfled by the Government Wthh IS nearest to
(the point of, tlme when the respectlve not|ﬂcat|ons were. lssued e

' "under Section 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act ] _
AN mdependent and -alternative. argument s also :

'advanced by learned counsel for the - Umon The same rests RTINS

Bakkarwala wh|ch were acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon
' dated 15.10. 1993 at 31, 32, OOO/ per blgha Learned counsel,
vvould urge that the sald deClSIon has attamed flnallty lnasmuch .

’fLAAPP 784/2005&connected T SE - Page 120f19
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§

, ‘as Petltlons for Specral Leave to Appeal flled befo_‘
Court by elther side have been dlsmlssed Le“_,_;

counselhffv

vtakes the argument forward by urglng that by ado@-ﬁ g the falr‘:'.,::' -

market value of Iand in vrllage Bakkarwala as, of 1.55{6) 1993 atT " e

1,32, 000/- per blgha “the falr market value should be

,ascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progressavely b 10% per :'_'g

, annum to: determlne the market value of: land ln V|Ilage

Bakkarwala as of 24 9. 2003 as also: 17 6. 2005 Learned counsel
. would urge that |n view of the locatlonal advantage bf v1llage.'*'-
» .'l\/lundka falr market value of Iand in v1llage Mundka should be

""-upremea R

" determined as of 25 2, 1997 21.3. 2003 and 17.6. 2005{ by glVIng N

5% mcrease ‘ R R

22, o Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1""

P vblgha and 3 blswa of agncultural land was sold int Vlllage
: “Mundka as -of 5.8.1996, lt would assume lmportance that the'f:z'
,.;sale is. about 7 months prior to the date.of the notlﬂcatlon lssued-_ ) -

" under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act, which was issued on;’,_;l'; IO

- 25.2. 1997 lt is a matter of common knowledge that precedlng |
'the publlcatlon of a notlflcatlon under Section .4 of the Land;
- Acqulsrtlon Act, surveys are carned out wrth the object of-';"--'
:'fr:..".jdetermmlng as to what. lands, compnsed in; Wthh khasra-f}l

\‘ . numbers and flelds are requlred to be notlfled for the proposed

| acqunsrtlon and when th|s happens people in the area’ come to_,”';.

know that very soon there is every I|kel|hood that the landsi“‘"
would be acqurred In Delh| the large- scale acqunsntlon pollcy

_ en;ouns upon the Government to allot at pre- détermlned rates a

C plot of developed re5|dent|al land to the ones whose lands are

.:;‘._ LA.APP.7_84/2005&con_nec’_ted S " - _': ‘ Page130f19 o
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,.‘acquured and thus |t is not uncommon for persons to purchase e
.'j-small parcels of lands |n areas where acqu15|tlons are;llkely to-

: _gtaken to be a repreéentatlve measure of the fair market value of
: _"fland as on the date of the’ sale. Further, the prlnc1ples of ratlo
“and proportlon as - also the pnnuples of averages and the
lpnncnples of . sampllng tell me that to be. representa.tlve of the
":whole a sample must bear at |ntelllglble proportlon to the
| il.;}._.whole Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the, learned
" i"'Reference Court but for the twnn reasonlng hltherto fore noted 1
k 'r-_'-hold that Ex.P-1 cannot- be, good evndence Wherefrom market
B ,value of the land could be determlned ‘There is an addltlonal
:.reason not to. rely upon the sald sale deed The sale deeds EX. R— .
' 1 to £x. R 4, datep 6 1.1995; 30. 5 1997 4. 6 1997 and 8 9 1997
o f-;jare also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce
L much. lower than the sale. bnce recorded in Ex P 1. In fact the
. sale price in: the said 4 sale deeds averages much less than
eve!n the mlnlmum pnce for agncultural land. ll’l Delhi notlfled by
' the Government AR os ,
23 % Thus the falr market value of the lands Would be
:requured to be flxed elther WIth reference to the dEClSlOl’l of thls
,Court |n [a/ 5//7gh 'scase supra) or Pratap 5/170/7"5 case (supra)
, 24 . hlghllght that both. deCI5|ons penned by the. DlVISIon
- Bench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court
B 25. The decision in. /a/ S/nqhs case (supra). determlned
. fair- market value of land in V|llage Bakkarw Ha ll’l sum of
£ %1,32,000/- per blgha as of 15.10: 1993, and the perusal thereof
o Sl Page14of19
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. take place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be ﬁ;.-: .
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o lndlcatlve of falr market value of Iand in V|llage Bakkarwala

_“_ff26.‘_. In Pratap 5//70/75 case (supra) the DlVlS|on Bench':-

‘was concerned W|th agrlcultural lands in lerl Kalan and another-'f' e

' _ adjomlng Vlllage named Ghevra and. pertalnlng to varlousi_ )
B . notifications . |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land ACQUISltIOﬂ Act |
determlned the falr market value of agrlcultural lands |n V|llage_

T ,. |I|<rl Kalan and Ghevra as under :

" IS NO Date ' Vlllage |

' _""Pr'ice”per‘. Blgha ]

"1 24071995 & Tk Kalan

Block B land |

3. |11.06.1996 | Tk Kalan & |%2,35,815) for Block|
e Ghevra . .  |A & %1, 90 156/-f for |-

| Block B land

T3 [17.12.2002 | Tikri Kalan
B o A& 33, 24 850/-‘for
’ Block B Iand

34, 02, 850/ for Blockl o

R YA Follownng the Judgment in. Pratap 5//20/7 5case (supra)
SANE have deoded the falr market vallie for the land Sltuated ln

revenue estate of V|llage Ghevra Wthh was acqwred pursuant

to notlflcatlon dated 6. 2 2003 in the batch of appeals bemg Land
""é.:_}".‘LAAPP 784/2005&connected T S .Page 15019

P

T
-

would show that the Court assessed the falr market value wnth,-v
e reference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 till -
" the year 1996 either. ln Vlllage lerl Kalan. or Vlllage Mundka S

o apparently on the premlse that belng contiguous wllagers saleg'_,f"';f f
prlce of agrlcultural land in the 2 adJornmg V|llages would be‘- |

"[¥2,15,160/- for Block| -
16.11.1995 (. A& %73, 500/ for| .

P

g




ey

;-assessrng falr compensatlon it is the broad probabllltles and
",'j-'-'_surnllarltles Wthh matter “Thus, 1. hold" all 4 vrllages to- be
equlvalent unless qua some fand. speClal features can be shown )
<28, ¢ Since the deC|5|on in Pratap Singh’s case - (supra) N

E | Pratap S/nqh s case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was. determlnej
""to be " 10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalnlng to Category

L LA.APP.7_8_4/zpos&connected C R Page 16 of19

o Acqursntlon Appeal No. 489/2009 Ch/ran// La/ vs Un/on of/n@’/a &' \17
Anr on-2.6. 2011 | Have. determlned the fair market value of the
o lands in Vlllage Ghevra at 34,03, 425/ per blgha as of 6 2. 20_03.
On the lssue of comparab}llty of land in vrllage Bakkarwala With,_:_",
,V|llage Mundka Ghevra and Tikri: Kalan ltg/ s no. doubt true that .
'.whereas vrllage Bakkarwala does not ab'ut NH-10, as do the_;'(
other vrllages but- it - has to be - hlghllghted that ‘it lS more
| "proxmate to the urban areas of Delhi VlS 3-vis, Ghevra and len_ .
- l<alan and to: that extent qua sald 2 vrllages has an advantage -
- :fSlnce exactness can never be achleved ln the matters of -

e i

:lf__’;.deals W|th notlflcatlons more proxrmate ln pornt of tlme to the,:

© notifications with which | am concerned, | am of the opinion that - o

“ it would be- JUSt fair and proper to. determlne the falr market'r""

'value of lands wnth whlch I am concerned in relatlon to the falr" |

, '\ market value of lands determlned ln Pratap 5/nqh scase (supra)

U As per the decnsnon in Pratap S/nah s case (supra) for the date.:l L
.."’\’24 7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compensatlon assessed waS’ '
' 2, 15, 160/ ‘per blgha and 31, 73 500/ per blgha for Category B

| - land The first notlflcatlon Wlth WhICh am concerned

| 25. 2. 1997 whereunder lands in. Vlllage Mundka were acqulred
The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 days. /e 581 days
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'.';'";‘-the sa me

. LA, APP 784/2005 & connected

cas. (supra) ‘with reference to the decision in Prata,o 5/nq/7 5case."

pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands Were acqurred ln Vlllage

Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala . : B ‘,
" 31. As noted herelnabove in Ch/ran/f /_a/s case (supra)

L pertamlng to the notlﬁcatlon dated 6 2. 2003 falr market vaIue'!'v] -
’assessed by me was 34, 03 425/ per blgha and thus lncreasmg_,

the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to_"'-"

. ',?4 98, 589/ per blgha WhICh comes to. _?23 93, 227 20 per acre |

j " The same i held by me to be the falr ‘market value of Iand in |

| M'('T_Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as. of 17 6. 2005 l decree'

age 17.0f 19

,..‘ )

S Tt 2
R

2
- lands the falr marl<et value aSSessed IS ?2 49,408 75 per blgha :._ ] o

e %11,97, 162/ per acre and for Category B lands I assess the .
: falr marl<et value at X2, 01 117/- per blgha l e. 39,65, 361 60 per' o

' .29:- o The next notlflcatlon with whlch 1am concerned /5;- S
- dated 21 32003 pertalnlng to- V|llage Mundka In Ch/ran// Lal’s o

: (supra) for agrlcultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertamlng to a o
- notuﬂcatlon |ssued under: Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act
. .,"on 6.2. 2003 the fair market value assessed was ¥4, 03 425/ per" -
o blgha Thls was unlformly applled Slnce there is a tlme gap of;_'
just a little over 1 month 1 am of the oprnlon that pertamlng to_'f-
::the notlﬂcatlon dated 21 3 2003 fair market value of fand |n
\Vlllage Mundka should be: ?4 03, 425/ ie. ?19 36 440/— per acre :
' Wthh K hereby fix. . SRR B | i ,' 3 o
k 30 R .ll propose to deaI wrth the notlflcatlon dated
3 .1 ‘24 9. 2003 after deallng Wlth the notlﬁcatlon dated- 17 6 2005_‘»

: [
2 T
' T
4 ¢ c) !



32 ,'" Cram: left Wlth the notlflcatlon dated 24 9. 2003 o

pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and W|th reference to the falr-'rf B
market value assessed ln Ch/ran// /.a/s case, | Would requ1re to R
appreuate the pnce by 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 days
 the figure comes to 4,25,641/- per bigha . é. 320,43,076.80 per. L
acre whlch | determlne to0. be the fair. market value of land |n:'f::.~’v

{
Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9.2003." o e B :
33,.' Accordlngly the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndlaf]
reqwre to be dismissed and | hereby dlsmlss the same The"
appeals flled by the land. owners and the cross objectlons flled"_ : G
by the: land owners stands decreed as under - SR 1
l) For the land falllng in Category A Iand ll’l Vlllagei' |
- " Mundka the fair market value is flxed at is
\ %249, 408. 75 per blgha e X 11, 97 162/ per acre and'
o for Category B lands, the falr market value is. flxed at'_vf |
'?2 01, 117’ per blgha le 9, 65 361 60 per acre as
on 25 02.1997. ‘ - | |
i) For the land SItuated in Vlllage Mundka the falri
market value. is flxed at %4,03, 425/- per blgha |e } J
. 19, 36,440/- per acre, as on 21.03. 2003 -
_1lill- For- the Iand srtuated ln Vlllage Mundka the fa|r'- - l
= .market value is ﬁxed at ¥4, 98, 589/- per blgha e o
' %23,93,227.20 per acre, as on 17.06.2005: R
i iv) For the land 5|tuated in; Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr' L
: o market value is ﬂxed at 4,98, 589/ per blgha e ;
LAAPP 784/2005&connected RN R A Page180f19 o '
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, statute and as cIarrﬁed in the dEClSlOH reported as o &
93(2001) DLT 569 Sunder vs. U0 for the ~ %
" compensat|on paid orlgrnally and as- enhanced by |

vu)

’ .‘vm)

FEEE C .
o ﬁ D
R

. E
P2 ¥ «'

fé""(? 3 ;:.9'3,2_'2‘7'.,20'p‘er acre, a's_;on "17'-;.06.'2-_005f-";? :

.»), vv .

For the Iand srtuated rn Vrllage Bakkarwala the falr' .

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

A 3
\ . P . B

Appellants and. cross obJectors who have succeeded-

vvould aIso be entltled to solatrum and lnterest as per L

the Reference Court and ﬂnally on the sum enhanced' '

by the present Judgment and decree

The appellants and cross obJectors who succeed |

would aIso be entrtled to proportlonate costs

AII pendmg apphcatlons stand dlsposed of in terms of -

the prayers made therern =

'\"_-«'(PRADEEP NANDRAJOG)
) JUDGE |

JULY @8 2011
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