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‘ ‘Ghevra and lerl Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the'

' Southern boundary of revenue estate of \zlllage Mundka
. l.

L 6;. U As we. proceed from. the cnty of Delhl to: the toyvnshlg ! C ;

L

2 |
market value of land in the revenue estate of Village Bakkarwalﬁa -
nd VIllage Mu'ndka I N T RIS S &

) .

ta
3 The dates on Wthh falr market value of the land has
determlned may be graphlcally noted as. under - et

Name of Vlllaqe . Date of notlﬂcatlon under
- \Sectlon 4 of the LA Act
3 lBakkarwala 24, 9, 2003 R
Bakkarwala‘" . ' 17.6! 2005
‘Mundka: C 25,2, 1997 oo
l.Vlundka S 121.3.2003

192
=
o U‘

lt may be hlghllghted that the notlflcatlon at serlal .

Vlllage Mundka as per serlal No.5 above. ! .?-i 1

oWnshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana are VIllages Mundka

)

X

fhe land- of | Vllage Mundkalabuts NH- 10, that of. wllage'j o

Bakkarwala does not SO abut belng on. the other sude of the

of Rohtak vallage Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by V|llage
Ghevra and then vnllage lerl Kalan ‘ ‘ '

: Agrlcultural lands ln vallage Mundka were achIred

APP 784/2005 & connected Page 5 of 19
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The present decLSlon concerns lssue of flxatlon of* fgll |

Mundka | R 17.6. 2005 :

X r FAT
© D o Abuttlng NH-10, leadlng from the cnty of Delhl to thev
.

'_-XFNO 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala is the~same %.' :
.-pur5uant whereto lands Were acquured in the revenue estate ofii“fv‘"*' :

dlff‘érénée rbet'weje'n' _thei_to:pd‘logfy of the tWO \’/ill'agejsfﬁ ls;_ wh’ifer‘ea'sf;- R ‘
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; p‘grsuant to a notrflcatlon dated 25 2 1997 lssued under Sectlon e
© 4 of the Land Acquxsutlon Act: as per award No 2/1999/2000
D Agncultural Iands in the" revenue estate of leage Mundka Were
further acqulred pursuant to a- ﬂOtIflCatIOl’l dated 21 3 2003
P |ssued under Sect|on 4 of the Land Acquxsrtlon Act as per: award |
i . %3/2005 06 as also award No 1/2005 06 Further Iands m the
: : revenue estate of: the same vrllage were acqurred pursuant to a
o
i notlfrcatlon dated 17 6. 2005 ISSUEd under Sectlon 4 of the Land
R 'Acqwsutlon Act as per Award No 13/2006 07 . o ‘
‘ '-8%[ Agrlcultural Iands in the revenue estate of v:llage
5 Bakkarwala lwere acqurr@d pursuant to a notrflcatlon dated
o ,24 Q. 2003 lssued under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqursntlon Act as
', 5 | o per Award No. 3/2004 05 Further lands in the revenue estate of
{ - -the same v1Hage were acquwed pursuant to a not|f|cat|dn dated
L7 6. 2005 (the same notlflcatlon under Wthh Iands in vrllage BN
,; ‘undka were acqurred) as per award No. 1/2006 07 R
{ | 9% In a nut shell the Land Acqunsmon Collector
b .
- dietermnned the fair market value of the acqunred Iands under aII
the awards wrth reference to the mlmmum prlce for agrlcultural
Iaind as notlfled by the Government of NCT Délhl o ‘t' o
1@ \,f For clarity | -may . note that pertalnlng to. the R
;notrflcatlon dated 25, 2. 1997 under Wthh agrlcultural Iands in
(i . the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqurred the Iearned
- t Land Acqursrtlon Collector determmed the falr market value W|th
'_reference to the. mlmmum price for agncultural Iand notlﬂed :
‘fwgth effect from 1. 4 1997 @ 310 lacs per acre and srnce the date o
, B of{ Sectlon 4 notrﬁcatlon was anterlor in pomt of tlme ‘d|scounted ' )
: | LAAPP, 784/2005&connectedi'-v e A [ Page60f19 oL
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tlile pnce for one year @ 11 5% per annum Thls prlce Was

o

d pted for category A lands For lands in category Bb the Value
as further dlscounted by ?‘90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng tor the
ngtlflcatlons dated 21 3 2003 and 24, 9. 2003 the Land
Acqursrtlon Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon { flxmg the B
mlnlmum price of. agrlcultural land as of 1 4.2001 and gave no
‘ beneflt of: enhancement with reference to the fact: that the falr
_ market value of the lands to be determlned was as. of 21. 3. 2003
o and 24 9. 2003 Even pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated
,1/62005 Wthh requlred falr market value oﬁ land to be
determlned ln the revenue estate of v:llage Bakkarwala and
5 V|llage l\/lundka as. of 17: 6. 2005 ‘the Land Acqursrtlon Collector
| determlned the same wnth reference to the notlflcatlon fixmg

rnlnlmum value of ; agrlcultural lands ln Delhl as of 1 4 2001 and
i ?gave no lncrease ’

fae e

11 ‘.: Aggneved by the determlnatlon of the falr market
.-value of the-lands by the Land Acqursrtlon Collector the land
| owners sought a.’ reference under Sectlon 18 of : the Land
tf:-'.‘Acqwsntlon Act 1894 and on the reference belng *made vnde
ffvanous Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge in . "
.the above captloned appeals the Reference Court took
| _' correctlve actlon as per the vnew of the Reference Court ‘;,and

'enhanced the falr market value

i

'121 i _‘ In a nut shell pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated
25 2 1997 vrde Wthh agrlcultural lands in vrllage Mundka were
acgurred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon as :

was adopted by the Land Acqursrtlon Collector under Wthh the
_ L

A
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only 34 d’ays lnasmuch as the date Wlth reference whereto ';-

A ategory A land depressed the same by ?90 OOO/- per acre:,
-
| determlned the falr market value @ %9 89; 288/ per acre and for
category B land the same was determlned @"?8 99 288/- per

l
'

| Pertalnlng to the nOtlflCathl’lS dated 21 3 200'3'.
| 4 9 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands in: v1llage Mundka and

Government of NCT Delhl had flxed the mlnlmum va'lue fon
- agncultural lands in: Delhl |e 1. 4. 1997 but as agalnst the Land |
. Acqwsutlon Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for full One .
o y’ear adoptlng the percentage 11 5 dzecreased the value by

_ Government had notified the mlnlmum value was. 1 4 1997 and.
_tlge notlflcatlor; under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsntlon Act Was, .’
dated 25. 2 1997 “This was the value flxed for category A lands

| agnd for category B. Iands wrth reference to the values for

Thus for category A lands the Reference Court

'llage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqunred the Reference

otlfled the mlnlmum rates for agrlcultural lands ln’Delhl as of
4 2001 the next revnsron was as of 30 8 2005 Usmg the sald
ates and the mlmmum prlce notlfled by the Government of NCT
~ Délhi,

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

2.
. V
Court took note of the fact that after the Government had
n
1
d

the Reference Court adopted the prlncuole of mean

i
as of 1. 4. 2001 and lncreasmg the same by 10% per annum

determlned the enhanced prlce as of 2132003 as: also

,._251 9:2003:

Thereafter ‘the Reference Court took the value

notlfled as of 30 8. 2005 and depressmg the. same by 10% per

Vi e Smeeaonts - -

i

'\
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g}ar?num determlned the sum arrlved at as of 21 3. 2003 as also, Lo
24 9. 2003 The two sums arrlved_ _at were added and lelded by_'
b two to arrlve at the mean flgure as. of 21 3 2003 Wthh | note: o
b comes to %15, 92 083 33 per acre (ln some declsmns I note the( ;{
sum arrived. at is =<=15 92,215/-). For the date 24.9.2003; the )
1. ; " ”, o E
b przlce determmed was ?20 41 OOO/ per acre | N Pt e
v 150 Pertalnlng “the notlflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005‘f'
pursuant whiereto agrlcultural Iands were acqurred‘ in VIllage-:r L
;’f» :Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adopted.j (
. _the mlnlmum prlce for agncultural lands notlfled by the_
J':Government of NCT Delhl w1th effect from 1.4. 2001 and g|V|ng'
,'-_"lncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and - WIth,",
‘ £ 'respect to ‘the lands* m V|llage Mundka on’ account of locatlonal' i
& .vﬁadvantage belng abuttlng NH 10+ gave 5% ¢ more and_
' 'determlned the fa|r market value as of 17. 6 2005*ln sum of C
o ?21 37 017 75 per acre and for vnllage Bakkarwala the prlce L
o determmed was ?20 35, 255/— per acre IR : _‘ R
| 16 In the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo ln |
t;s ‘.Wthh have p‘enned proflled the reasonlng of the L,and a -
'Acqunsntlon Collector as also that of the Reference Court | delve =~
mto the arguments advanced before me durlng hearlng today ‘; , M
o \175, ;,-;_ Wlth reference to: the’ eVIdence led in LAC . f
. k .Né 384/2004 /amna 5. UO/ & Ors |t was urged by Sh.L. & Ral o
| learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No 784/2005 Wthh 4
arggument was adopted by other Iearned counsel who appeared
3 for the other appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not" g ;
JU?tIfled in, lgnorlng {the sale deed Ex P-1 whereunder 1 blgha- i ;-:j
T LA ?PP %84/2005 &connected o _' B Page90f19 -_ l ‘
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' and 3. blswa df agrlcultwal land ln V|llage Mundka Was sold ‘as of
5. 8 1996 for a sale con5|derat|on of 24,75, OOO/ ?38 OOO/ Was o

lncfjrred towards sale duty and thus the prlc’e of the lan'd would

". market value of ag»%'lcultural lands in vrllage Mundka was o

}' 34, 46 OOO/ per blgha as of 5.8, 1996 Taklng the argument’

nAaad e

forward lt is urged that Wlth reference to: the sald prlce, falr ’:
'market value needs to be determlned as of 25 2. 1993
21 3 2003 and 17. 6 2005 l e. the dates when notlﬂcatlons under S

Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqunsrt|on Act were lssued pursuant.' _'f |

"whereto agncultural lrands were acqulred m vnllage Mundka by
o lncreasmg the prlce progresswely, |f not by 12% per annum at' |
Ieast by 10% per annum Itis urged that on the same basrs
land prrce should be determlned for the agrlcultural lands |n :
'VIIIage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely it was urged that smce e
;vlllages 1lel’l Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous e
v1llages and ln fact V|llage lerr Kalan. is further towards the
towlnshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be made in the value of the R
land in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala W|th reference to the-t,""‘

:'»';,:ijudgment and decree dated 19 12 2008 decrdlng a batch of

Lan’d Acqu|S|tlon Appeals, lead matter belng LA Appeal o
No. 193/2006 Pratap S/nqh (Deceasedj Thr LRs V. UO/ as. perf'
Wthh falr market value of land per blgha was determlned m
) f,f"thegrevenue estate of vrllage T|l<rl Kalan as of 16 11 1995
11 6 1996 and 17 12 2002 at ?2 15 164/ for categ@ry A Iand .

g be ?5 13 000/- and calculated wrth reference thereto land prlce ’,lf;-:-.‘.
" pen blgha would come to 4, 46, 000/- as of 5.8. 1996 Lear"n"edf*

i L LT
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and %1 ?3 500/ for category B land R2, 35 850 for category A-'
land an,d %1 9‘0 150/ for category B land ?4 02 850/ <for.
'cate.gory A Iand and ?3 24 850/— for category B land .

'respectlvely R DT -.a«, ER
.'18? o I may note here that in varlous land acqunsmon

-

references varlous partles have proved a number of sale deeds

executed from tlme to' tlme but dunng arguments today before,’

£, LI e = F T A

': st : . ! ok . ; 3
. i . [ A : N S
§.‘ At S ) Y f S' J. " V. .t N

R v 4 TN o LI
: r% f ‘ ! ¥ ! Ea . ) S

- PE N Y
cant

s at B
-
Es
s
P

: 'me Iearned counsel for the land owners have only relled upon

thcz sale deed Ex P 1 T , |
197 : Per contra Sh Sanjay Poddar learnqd counsel for the o

i ks
UQl would urge that the sale prlce as per ExP 1 cannot be: y
adopted as.the yardstlck for the reason to be a. representatnve} |
'sample of the whole the sample must bear some adequate . ,

7l : in

proportllon to, the whole For example learned counsel would,_',
urge that lf it has to be determlned whether what percentage of

i '_stones are mlxed ln a; bag of rlce it would not be a safe method,l, .

- to p1cl< only one graln for if it happens to. be the graln of rlce"

| one would lead to the conclusron that the bag lS 100% full of: rlce‘ a ‘

| and lf that one graln happens to be a plece of stone one would A ’

o '_rea%ch to. the conclusnon that the bag is full of stones*"At least a L
5 flstful should be ln‘ted and then checked as a representatlve' | o
sample |s the example given.. The second” reason on Wthhr‘,'
; :

X lea;rned counsel would attack the sale deed as not belng
: representatlve of the prlce is. the reason‘ that people do come tor
'know about’pendlng ach|S|t|on lnasmuch as before acqunsntlons .

are made Iand in. the area is surveyed Wlthout a survey |t_'~_'_f; o

- would be dlfﬂcult to lssue even the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4‘{ !
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' _value of Iands in. V|l|age Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly, ; : R gy )

-_ExR~1 to R4 referred o in the decnsron of the Iearned

| | ltself «on a decnsgon of ‘a, Division Bench of thlS Court reported asj,.,_"',:' S
X _2006((135) DLT 231 Jai Singh Vs, U0+ R TR
210 . The decision in (a/ 5//7g 's case (supra) concerns |tself

,\‘;)v;it'h the determmatron of the fanr market value of Iand |n vullage"

fBakkcrwaIa Wthh were acqwred pursuant toa. notlflcatno

of the Land Acqur:smon Act Learned counsel would cconcede '
,that the reasons dlven by the Iearned Reference Court are. not |
tsound but would urge that the two contentrons advanced by.']-

him should be con5|dered by thlS Court as the reasons as to why B
Ex P-vl be not taken as the. baSlS to determlne the falr market'

Iearned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds_..-";

Reference Court pertamlng to sale deeds dated 611995 5
30, 51997 4.6.1997 and 8. 9.1997 relied. ‘upon: by UQ|" would,'f.‘, B

5how§ the a‘ctual market value of the land and thus »Iearned I ‘;
counsel would Urge that the sald four sale deeds should be S S
consndered but hastens to add that smce value ,reflected.‘::f
'thereln Iess than the m|n|mum pnce notlﬂed by the' _ " :
Government the pnce flxatron should be- Wlth reference to the | |
.:Ttlnlrpum pnce notlfled by the Government Wthh is neiarest to '

the pomt of tlrhe when the respectlve notmcatlons were rssued o
under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|t|on Act SUher iy '_'F{”i*ﬁ*it'?‘
20 % An rndependent and: alternatlve argument IS also"*‘f&’rf’%gwf \

advanced by Iearned counsel for the Unaon The . same rests,-_"* ,{,{ A‘

"."

}

: .

datedi 15. 10 1993 at 31, 32 OOO/ per blgha Learned counsel
would urge that:the sald decnsnon has attalned fmahty rnasmuch
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r”,Court by elther snde have been dlsmlssed Learned cou
takes the arg,ument forward by urglng that by adoptlng the

'?1 32, OOO/ blgha ‘the. falr market value, ‘.should‘, ;be” '

»'ascertamed by |ncrea5|ng the prlce progresswely by lO°
annum to determlne the market value of land. in wlla*ge_

'. sé‘le’i‘éis‘ra'bo ut 7' f‘m 0 nthfs p,_'ri,o rto t':l.llé, date of th e?"'.no"tlfiv__;ca;tlon i SS
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mzarket value of land ln Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 15 10 199

’ a

Bakkarwala as. of 24 9 2003 as. also 17 6 2005 Learned cou'
'would urge that in vnew of the Iocatlonal advantage of V|Ila,ve-1:: “
Mundka falr market vaIue o“F land in V|llage Mundka should be
determlned as of 25 2 1997 21 3 2003 and 17 6 2005 by glv
-'5% mcrease Loy PR ‘y
22 Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P 1 whereund.er 1' |

blgha and 3 blswa of: agrlcultural land was sold in Vl'légg.

Mundka as of 5. 8 1996 it would assume lmportance that‘.

under Slectlon 4 of the Land Acqursntlon Act, yvhlch was iSSUEH
25 2 1997. It is a matter of common knowledge that precedl
the publlcatlon of a notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Lal__d
AchISltlon Act Surveys are carrled out w1th the obJect oﬁ'_

“"dgetermlnmg as to. what lands comprlsed in Wthh khasra---x.

numbers and flelds are reqUIred to be notlﬂed for the proposed'j:~ '

-k B
: I‘acquusrtlon and when thls happens people in: the area come to

know that very soon there is every llkellhood that the lands" -
i'wlould be acqwred An Delhl the large scale acqursrtlon pollcy
enjoms upon the Government to allot, at pre determlned rates a :

vplot of developed reSIdentlal land to the ones whoSe Iand"f',. are
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vacquared and thus it is not uncommon for persons to purchase:
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' ,small parcels of lands in areas where acqursrtlons are llkely to
. ,l;ake pIaCe» »th'ese' transactlons are speculatlvev and cannot be }:. |
ttaken to be a ﬁepresentatlve measure of the falr market value of |
land as on the date of. the sale Further the pnncrples of rat,f

and proportrdn as also the pnnmples of - averages and the

| prrncnples @f sampllng telI me that to-be representatlve of the

whole -a sample must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to the

-whole Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the learned

Reference Court _but for the twrn neasonlng hltherto fore noted
-hold that Ex P 1 cannot be good evrdence wherefrom market
; _value of the land could be determlned There lS an addltlonal

i

' reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The sale deeds Ex R-.
1 t% Ex R 4 dated 6 1. 1995 30 5, 1997 4, 6 1997 and 8.9. 1997

are also pertalnlng to VlIlage Mundka and reflect a saIe prlce ;
much Iower than the sale price recorded ln Ex P 1 ln fact;’ the |
, ‘ sale pnce in the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than N
‘ i even the mlnrmum prlce for agrlcultural land ll"l Delhl notlfled by
the Government * T U A
B -3‘ i ; L
L2300 e Thus the ’falr market value of the Iands woul :
7 requnred to'be flxed elther with reference to the decrsron of ,thrs ;
: e i
SR Court m jal: S/ngh scase supra) or Pratap 5//70/7 scase (supra) = b
',I v 24;-;. l hlghlrght that both decrsrons penned by the DlVlSlon ,
" i Beinch of thls Court have been up‘held by the Supreme (Court. ERTR
%u " 25 The dec;rsron |n /a/ S/nqhs case (supra) determ ne'd
%;"‘fa’r market value of land in’ Vlllage Bakkarwala; |n sum of
l ?1;32 OOO/ per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereof '
¢ ' i ,‘ : PR é’:
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' mdlcatlve of falr market value of: land i Vlllage Bakkarwala

c .. ‘Q: b T . . . , S
! : B i N ". 1

o acme et e
Nt
W

Would show that the Court assessed the f,alr m.arketfvalue WJth |

f“'reference o sale deeds executed between the years 1990;-' _';,'l;, y
,the year 1996 elther in Vlllage lerl Kalan or- Vlllage Mundka

' a;:iparently on the premlse that belng contlguous vrllagers sale' :

26 " n: PrataD 5//70/75 ‘case’ (supra) the DlVl‘SlOl’l Bench’v

-price.of a?grlcultural land in thes 2 aq;omlng wllages would bel

Was concerned Wlth agrlcultural lands ln lerl Kalan and another' .

: adJommg Vlllage named Ghevra and pertalnlng to varlous,f'{ :
notn‘lcatlons lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursntlon Actf

deqtermlned the falr market value of agrlcultural lands in Vlllage'? S

‘|Ikl’l Kalan and Ghevra as: under ¥

N YJ, M
. [

1-S. NO Date A Vlllage

Prlce per: Blgha

-

- {1 24 O7 1995 & lerl Kalan
E

16,11 1995]-,. at s 73 500/""2
] 0 |BlockiB land

[
I

- —~‘_*- Fa

j-r R Ghevra | | A & ?1 90 156/ V'f:fo'r_'
" R ,'BIockBland -

17 12 2002_ | Tk Kalan  |%4,02,850- for Block

Block B land

.
C i

B e
S ' : B
] - - N
. R el
d

Nt P gyt g NI
SOV S,

-

N
N

: ?2 15 160/ for Block' :

) a,-: e A T A & ?3 24 850/--. for. )

for-’ "

:32':"“ 1106 19967""5. TR Kalan. T&[%2.35.815] for Block|

Followung the Judgment ln Prarap 5/nq/75case (supra) o

sn g < g i

—— b g s a

e -

3

oo have deC|ded the fair market value for: the land srtuated ln R
. revenue estate of Village' Ghevra whlch was acqwred pursuant
t ; : ” .
} to notlflcatlon dated 6 2. 2093 ln the batm of appeals belng Land i
i LA AéPP 784/2005 & connected . ‘ - J‘ L . Page 15 of 19
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":v_whereas vullage Bakkarwala

B R R

4 e

et .

[V N

-'.‘.-Ac'q'-;J|S|tlon Appeal N
'Anr on 2 6 2011 l have determl

- On he |s§u

e b
Slnce exactness can never b

- srmllantles vvhlch matter Thus

. equlvalent unless

: notlflcatlons Wlth whlch I am concerned

it would be )us

) tcg be" 10% pe| annum (flat)

|
!
|
|
; o

o~
o

0. 489/2009 Ch/ran// La/ vs Un/on of /no’/a &
ned the. falr market value of the

r blgha as of 6 2. 2003

ands ln Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03, 425/- pe
e of comparablllty of land in vrllage Bakkarwala Wlth

vrllage Mundka Ghevra and len Kalan lt is. no doubt true that

other vnllages1 but it, has to be hlg

proxrmate to the urban areas of lDelhl vns -a- -vis G
xtent qua sald 2 v1llages has an advantage

e achleved,ln the matters of
lt |s ‘the.. broad probabllltles and
hold all 4 v1llages to bie

hevra and len

Kalan and to that e

assessmg falr compensatlon

qua some land specral features can be shown

o

285 RSN Slnce the deosron ln Pratag_ S/nqhs case (supra)

deals wnth notlﬂcatlons more proxnmate in pomt of tlme to the-
) am of the oplnlon that.

S

t falr and proper to determlne the falr marke,t

value of lands with whlch l am concerned ln relatlon to the falr

market value of lands determlne
As per the dec15|on ln Pratap 5/nqh s ca,

se: (supra) for the date .
A assessed Was. |

24 7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compensatlo

?2 15 160/- er blgha and ?1 73 500/ per blgha for Category B

land The flrst notlflcatlon Wlth Wthh g am concerned

25 2 1997 whereunder lands lﬂ Vlllage Mundka were acqunred
The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 days /e 581 days ln.-j'

P§ratap S/noh s case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease ‘was determlned '
Thus pertalnlng to Category A

4LA.A_PP.784/20‘05&connected" e Page160f19
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does not- abut NH 10 las do the N
hllghted that lt is mor

d in Pratap S/nqh ‘s case (supra) o
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i Just a l|ttle over 1 month Lam of the oplnlon that pertalnlng toj '
the notlﬂcatIOn dated 21 3. 2003 fair- market value of land in .
~'f.v'V|llage Mundka should be ?4 03 425/- I e ?19 36 440/- per acre '_

-

L mmw SEEC e G me o

-

e 2 e T e e 2

'acre T R =
29! ‘f_ The next notlﬂcatlon ‘with Wthh T am concerne'v_,_,v_«_’ -

S S W g Ty e e
="

&

!
dared 2] 32003 pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s

cas (supra) W|th referenge to the deCIsmn in Pratap Singh scasev |
(supra) for agncultural lands n Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to a;
notlflcatlon |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land AcqulSItlon Act“.
: onl6 2 2@03 the fair market value assessed was ?4 03 425/ per
blgha Thus was unlformly applled Slnce th;ere |s a tlme gap of |

=

-~

¢

2

24 9. 2003 after deallng wnth the notlflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005;;
_pursuant whereto agncultural lands were acqmred in V|llage~{

. Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala ; s |
31 Asﬁ noted herelnabove in Ch/ran// La/s CaSe (Supra) =

| pe:rtalnlng to the not flcatlon dated 6. 2 2003 falr market valuef

by
g

5
4 H
L‘.

e lands _the falr market value assessed is. ?2 49, 408 75 per blgha )
"l,e;. ?‘11 9\,7 162/ per acre \and for Category B lands l assess the S
: falr market value at %2, Ol 117/ per blgha I, e ?9 65 361 60 py__r:-, '

szlCh Y hereby le S T o S
30, \Al propose to deal with' the' 'n‘oti'ticatl’on 'da‘ted:‘v_-.»

JEPENPTEN

P s e T SR

T e T

asﬁsessed by me was 34, 03 425/ per. blgha and thus,.lncreasmgﬂ :
e the same by \10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to i,
!'_ * { ] i
B =\"4‘5,98 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to ?23 93 227 2@ per acre i
The same |s held by me to be the falr market value of land |n_.- v k
"i_'-v”»V|llage l\/lundka and Vll'age Bakkarwala as of 17 6 20@5 } decree_; NGRS
the same B T ;?' .; l i . 2
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_pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and- wrth reference to the falr-‘
market value assessed in Ch/ran// La/s case, A would requrre to ,:
_appreoate the prlce by 10% perrannum for a perlod of 201 days
| .the ﬂgure comes to ¥4,25,641/- per bigha . e. 320 43 076 80 per_ N
-acre WhlGh 1 determlne to .be the fair market vafue of Iand lnf‘

Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9.2003. ? o 15 .;

. 33 y } Accordlngly, ,the appeals flled by the lzlmon of Indla
; "requwe to be dlsmlssed and. l hereby dlSmlSS the same The
. appeals filed’ by the land owners . and the cross obJectlons flled,v'_? o

¥

the land owners stands decreed as under - ‘fﬁg ,j

¢ r‘; : "'v‘-

if

) l\/lundka the falr market valuells flxed at»

r.l

T e s o A Y N g P
. - Vo

Ty

'“'t19 36 440/ per acre as on. 21 03 2003

| ,?%23 93, 227 20 per acre ‘as on 17. 06 2005

B e e ik

S

: market value is flxed at ?4 98, 589/- per blgha |e

k

oS e

LA'APP 784/26)05 & connected . 7 . Page 18 of 19 r
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szl\ amp left Wlth the notlflcatlon dated, 24920@3 :"

?2 49, 408 75 per blgha i.e. ? 11, 97 162/ per acre and_-
‘ -ﬁfor Category B lands the falr market value is flxed at SR
2,01, 117/- per blgha ie. 9, 65, 361 60 per acre, as"f_ .

f_on 25. 02 1997r in o RUE T PR RS

% lv’ ' )

i) '.For the land falllng ln Category A land in V|Ilage
1 .

l

ﬁ

i

.For the Iand srtuated Il’l Vlllage Mundka the',:",_'}alr:ﬁ."w
market value |s flxed at ?"4 03 425/- per blgha |e L

r_\‘-‘_'-'jii)} "For the land 51tuated ln \r’lllage Mundka the falr’*'
market value |s flxed at ¥4,98, 589/- per blgha le

'For'the Iand sntuated |n .\/lllage Bakkarwala the falr
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. ) For thel land sltuated m Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr b

784/2005 & corinected *

zza 93,227.20 per acre, as on 17, 06 2005 ;_ e

l

market value ist ﬂxed at ?4 25, 641/ per blgha le * 
5‘, ; ?20 43 076 80 per acre as on 24 09. 2003 L

e it

Appellants and cross objectors who have succeed‘
l

vvould also be entltled t@ solatlum and mterest as per

"uv._ I '

' statute and as clarlfled in. the deosaon reported as _
93(20@1) DLT é569 5un0’er vS.. UO/ for the
;3:] compensatlon pald onglnally and as enhanced by

o e e

Y the Reference Court and flnally on the sum enhanced

' by the present Judgment and decree A g ",-
. 5 ?. 5 . .

: ;‘ ‘ e s = "
i3 i

vv'iv) The appellants and Ccross- obJectors who succeed
' would also be entltled to proportlonate costs ‘

’F

S A s e

vm) All pendlng appllcatlons stand dlsposed of rn terms of

the prayers made thereln '- ",v ."_'__j-fi'
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