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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.694/2010

vor . Appellant
Through: Ms. Deepika, Advocate
vVersus
SMT.BALA & ANR. .. Respondents
Through: None
CORAM:
' HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
ORDER
% 08.07.2011

CM No.12366/2010

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

LA.APP.No. 694/2010

" For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.
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PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.
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‘ 2 3;‘ The present decrsuon concerns issue of flxatlon pf falir
market value of land in the revenue estate of Vrllage Bakkarwala

and village Mundka - ; 3 ,f o ";.‘ L
30 The dates on whlch falr market value of the land has

to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as under - g

S No : ‘,l\lame of Vlllaqe Date of notlﬂcatlon under r "

-Sectlon 4 of the LA Act

B Bakkarwala E 24 9. 2003

2. Bakkarwala- . 17.6. 2005

30 .~ Mundka 2521997 L
4. ‘Mundka - - 21.3.2003 - ¢
5. Mundka 176, 2005 l

4 BN lt may be hlghllghted that the notlﬂcatlon at serlal

No 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vrllage Bakkarwala is the same
pursuant whereto lands were acqulred in; the revenue estate of
Vlllage Mundka as-per serial No.5 above. l FE

?3 5 i Abuttlng NH 10 leadlng from the C|ty of Delhi- to the ﬂ L

i
townshlp of. Rohtak in the State of Haryané are vrllages Mundka

- rGhevra and len Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the

other srde of the Southern boundary of vrllage Mundka The
dlfference between the topology of the’ two vnllages is; whereas
the land of vrllage Mundka abuts NH 1O that of vrllage,

Bakkarwala does not so abut belng on: the other srde of thel

. E ‘
P Southern boundary of. revenue estate of vrllage Mundka ,
6. As we. proceed from the city. ‘of Delhl to the townshlp |
.of Rohtak vrllage Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by vrllage
Ghevra and then V|llage Tikri Kalan o .
o 7. A Agrlcultural lands ln v1llage Mundka were acqunredf
} ’LAAPP 784/2005&connected .. TR ';_ ’ ll ? l Page50f19 b
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j»further acquwed pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated 2132003‘_5

lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land’ Acqulsmon Act as per; award

No. 3/2005 06:as also award N0.1/2005- 06 Further lands |n the
: revenue estate of the same vnllage were. acquured pursuant to a If o
notlﬂcatlon dated 17 6. 2005 |ssued under Sect|on 4 of the Land _';f i
Ach|Sit|on Act as per Award No 13/2006 07 f» "

i
i

"_ Mundka were acquwed) as-per. award No: 1/2006 07 IR _r?
9 T a nut shell, “the -Land Acqursmon Collector'
e ‘determlned the fair market value of the acqulred Iands under aII-§
the awards with' reference to the m|n|mum‘ pnce for agncultural
. Iand as’ notlﬂed by the Government of NCT Delhl J SRR
| 310.: -~ For clanty I may note that perta‘nlng to the

' pursuant to a notrﬂcatlon dated 25 2 1997 lssued under Sectlon L

4 of the Land Acqu151t|on Act as per award No 2/1999/2000'
:' Agncultural Iands |n the revenue estate of vHIage Mundka were h

8 Agncultural Iands |n ‘the reven§ue es%ate of vnllagegvl'
Bakkarwala were acquwed pursuant to. 3 notlflcat|on dated 1
'24 9 2003 lSSUEd under. Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu'51t|on Act as |
per Award No. 3/2004 05 Further Iands in the revenue estate of:;2
the same v1]|age were acqwred pursuant to a not|ﬁcat|on dated

'.*_ 17 6 2005 (the same ﬂOtlflCathﬂ under whlch Iands in v1||age.:i:

[ AN S

notlﬂcatlon dated 25. 2 1997 under Wthh agrlcultural Iands in

| ""'the revenue estate of V!Hage Mundka were acqu1red the’ learned

Land Acqulsmon CoIIector determlned tne falr market va!ue W|th y

:‘reference to the mmlmum prlce for agrlculturals land nOtIerd
with effect from 1.4.1997. @ %10 lacs per acre and smce the: date <

of Sectlon 4 notlﬁcatlon was anterior in pomt of tlme dlscounted. .

4 i
IA APP 784/2005 & connected - h - ¥ '} Page 6 of 19
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v the prlce for one year @ 11 5% per anhum‘ Thls prlce was
__. adopted for category A lands For lands in category B the value 3-, |
i was further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per atre Pertalnlng to the
notlflcatlons dated 21 3. 2003 and 24 9. 2603 the* Land q ; 4
; Acqursutlon Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon flx;ng thefg l
s Vj_"mlnlmum prlce of agrlcultural land as of 1;4 2001 and gave no :’ %
o beneflt of enhancement Wlth reference to’ the fact that the falr ’
? | market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21 3 2003 ‘
: | and 2492003 ) Even pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated
‘ " 1762005 whlch reqwred fair - market value of tand - to be."'
o determlned in the revenue estate of V|llage Bakkarwala and
' VIllage Mundka as of 17 6! 2005 ‘the Land AchlSItlon Collector"-_';{ i
determlned the same with reference to the notlflcatlon flxmg :
= mlnlmum value of agncultural lands in Delhl as of'1.4. 2001 and
t- ,gave no:ncrease R ] f . i e
11 Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the falr market
) value of the lands by the Land ACQUlSlthl’li Collector the gland? |
owners sought a. reference under Sectlon 18 of the l_and L
Acqursmon Act 1894 and on the reference belng made vnde e
- varlous Judgments and decrees Wthh are§under, challenge in: !
the above | captloned appeals the Reference Court took‘ if; ;
‘correctlve actlon as per the v:ew of the Reference Court and‘
| senhanced the: falr market value EE Ax - ;‘ I "
12 ln a.nut:shell, pertalnlng o the notlflcatlon dated
: 25 2 1997 vnde Wthh agrlcultural lands in V|llage Mundka were ’
| tacqu1red the Reference Court adopted the: same notlflcatlon as ’
was adopted by the Land Acqursntlon Collector under whlch the y
i LAAPP 784/2005&connected IUR T TS ST A AP Page7of19 - *
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agrlcultural lands’ in Delh| i. e. 1. 4.1997, but as agalnist the Lancl l‘

Ach|SIt|on Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for full one

year adoptlng ‘the percentage 11.5, decreased the value by

) 'fonly 34 days lnasmuch as the date W|th reference wheneto
| Government had notlfled the mlnlmum value was 1 4 1997 and

the notlflcatlon under Section 4 of the Land Acqunsﬁ;’lon Act was

j dated 25. 2 1997 Th|s was the value flxed for categpry A lands -
' and for category B lands Wlth reference to the values for

category A land depressed the same by ?90 OOO/ per acre § .

13 Thus for category A lands the Refere‘nce Court )
B determlned the fair market value @ 39, 8e9 288/ per acre and for ]
"categbry B Iand the same was determlned @ ?8 99, 288/- per '

acré. 4 | P .
14. . ; Pertalnlng to the notlf|catlons dated 21 32003 and

1"'24 9. 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands ln VIllage Mundka and ‘- |

IV|Ilage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqwred the Reference

Court tool< note of the fact that after the Government had

;
1

: ) notlfled the minimum rates for agrlcultural lands%m Delh| as of

1 4 2001 the next revnsmn was as of 30 8. 2005 Usmg the sald

. dates and the:minimum prlce notlfled by the Government of. NCT

* "[Delhl the Reference Court adopted the pnnclple of meanz
. : * : average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the value k
. _as of. 1 4.2001 and mcreasmg the same by 10% per annum }
_“ "determlned the enhanced price as. of : 21 3. 2003 as also ’
‘ _f2492003 ‘ Thereafter the Reference Cgurt took the value
r 'notlfled as of 30.8. 2005 and depressmg the same Dby 10% per 4
", LA APP 784/2005&c0nnected B R ; R Page80f19 T
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annum determlned the sum arrlved at as of 21 3. 2003 as alsog_ :
‘ “:24 9 2003 The two sums arnved at were added and dl\/lded by'
two to garnve at thet mean flgure as oﬁ 21 3 2003 wh|ch I note e
~comes. to ?15 92, 083 33 per acre (In some dec:smns I note the
"‘-,sum afrived at is 315,92,215/-). For. the! date 249 200;3 thel

- prlce determlned was 220, 41 000/- per. a'crei ‘o . -
o150 Pertalnlng “the notlflcatlorl _dated 17.6. 2005 i .
“ pursuant whereto agncultural lands were{ acqunred 1n V|llage-_i
:Bakkarwala and MundkKa the learned Reference Court adopted““ i
,lﬁthe m|n|mum prlce for agncultural Iands not|fled by the s
‘ ,
S ‘Government of NCT Delhi with- effect from 1 4 2001 and glvm '_
I ‘:lncrease @10% per annum determmed the| value and W|tm
I respect to the Iands in village Mundka on account of locatlonal " ;
| l' v advantage bemg _abutting - NH- 10 gave 5% : more and I &
l '-"determmed the falr market value as fof 17 62005 in sum ofl
E ;
i ?21 37 017 75 per acre and for. vrllage Bakkarwala the prlce £
determlned was ?20 35 255/ per acre.” | f_; S B ‘,}r'_'
t lf16'i: -' o In the aforesaid backdrop of the factual scenarlo in
S Which have: penned proflled the reasonmg lof the Land o
. t _' Acqursntlon Collector as also that of the Reference tCourt I delve*
| | } '_lnto the arguments advanced before me durmg hearlng today ’”
o ot 17 e Wlth reference the ewdence ;Ied f’i LAC P l
o " No. 384/2004 /amna Vs, Lo & Ors., it was urged by ShiL.B. Rai,.
L learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No. 784/2005 whlch
. vargument was adopted by other Iearned co‘unsel who appeared |
| % - for the other appellants that the learned xTrlal Judge was not "‘;‘ W
. ""JUStIerd |n; lgnorlng the sale deed Ex R-1 whereunder 1 blgha
_'LA APP 784/20@5&connected ' ' i 4‘ lPage90f19 -
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C S ;"»and 3 brswal of agn@ult ral land |n vrllage ‘Mrundka was soldasfof"ﬁ;;
. : ; 5. 8 1996 for a sale consrderatlon of ?’4-_ -O"OO/—: ?38 Q00/- was' ‘f
o . | f?‘;., mcurreﬂ towards sale duty and thus thet'*prrcye of the land would-' o
SR f'-;”be 35, 13 O@O/ and calculated with reference thereto land pnce '3:
S ‘3 per blgha would come to 34, 46,000/- as of 5 8: 1996 Learned |
counsel would urge ‘that there is no reasop not to hold that falr-':.‘
S 3 market value of agrrcultural lands in vrllage Mundka was';‘ 5
| o ;?4 46, OOO/ per blgha as of l5 8 1996. Taklng the argument';{f I? _j
: .forward it-is” urged that wrth reference to the sald price, fair i
I " market value needs to ™ be determrned las Ofl 2521993'.": :
213 2003 and 17 6. 2005 ] e. the dates when notlflcatlons under ) |
gvj'Sectron 4 “of the Land Acqulsmon Act were |ssued pursuantvlf g
l‘ : .?f‘_whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqunred ln ylllage Mundka by ; |
mcreasrng the prlce progressrvely, if-not’ by =12% per annum at 1 { l
| least by 10% per annum. It is urged that on the same basns 3 4
f'land prrce should be determlned for the agrlcultural lands |n
i vrllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely -t wasg urged that smce g
ifvrllages T|kr| Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are‘l contlguous'g E
_ | ’g'_vrllages and in fact vrllage Trkn Kalan lS further towards the“;“ ;
C v_ o e townshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be madeun the jvalue of the | ’;‘;-';
B Iand in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala W|th reference to the E 43
‘, _' LJudgnwent and decree dated 19 12 2008 decrdlng}a batch of
‘ ; Land Acqulsmon Appeals Iead matter .lbelng %LA Appealé.ﬁ:-
. ‘ ;No 193/2006 Pratap 5//76]/7 (Deceased} Thr LRs VS! UO/ as per 9
] whrch farr market value of land per blgha was determrned |n g
:fthe revenue ‘estate of village lel’l Kalan as “of 116 11 1995
S 116 1996 and 17. 12. 2002 at 32, 15 164/ f' category A land
;'-LA APP, 784/2005&connected l_ o Page 100f19 R
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’flstful should be llfted and then checked as a representatlve

sample |s the example glven The secon‘d reason on Wthh

learned counsel wouId attack the sale deed as not belng

representatlve of the prlce |s the reason that people do come to g

N AT

b -
fand ?1 73 500/ for category B Iand 2, 35 850 for i g ; }
‘ land and ?1 90, 150/- for.’ category B land .34 02 850/ for‘
,categ-ory A Iand “and ?3,24_,850/7 for category B land
. respectlvely S P 5 ¢ | i
"-,18 _ '.l may note here that in’ varlous land achISItlonff‘f
”;jvreferences varlous partles have proved a, number of sale deeds l

‘ executed from tlme to time; but durlng arguments today before w
rne learned counsel for the land owners ha've onIy re||ed upon’ l

}. _-,_the sale deed Ex.P-1. oL : BRI
19, ':» . " Per contra Sh Sanjay Poddar learned counsel for the 1
aUOI would urge that the sale prlce as per EX.P- 1 cannot be; )
! ‘adopted as the yardstlck for the reason to be a. representatlve' !
_'sample of the whole the sample must bear some adequatei ‘
proportlon to the whole For: example l arned counsel would‘ Xz

' urge that if lt has to be determlned whether what percentage of
. ‘stones are mlxed in-a bag of. rlce it would not be alsafe method
i to plck only one graln for i lt happens to be the graln of nce ‘ :
§ 'one w"o."f‘ld lead to the concluSIon that the bag IS’ 100% full of nce X

%_"_-'fand 4F that one graln h‘appens to be a plece of ston%e one would K

reach to the conclusrdn that the bag is fulI of stones At Ieast a f

B
1)

S e Ui L I R 4T 4 T
P N

S

- .

know albout pendlng acqu15|tlon masmuch as before achISltlons ;
- are. made, land in the area is surveyed Wlthout a survey |t v
'wouId be dlfflcult to issue even the notlflcat on' under Sectlon 4 .
} ;-: l ,
oA APP- 784/2005 &connected o , ; . Page 11 of 19 -
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.,; |
learned counsel would further urge that the four S‘ale deeds'*'.

"therern is. less than the mlnlmum prlce notrﬂed lg

j20 : An lndependent and alternatlve argument

d L BR e
£ . "{‘
t B IR *
i L H .
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. of the Land Acqunsrt|on Act Learned counsel would } e

that the reasons glven by the Iearned Reference Court e notfj i "

.‘u

«:sound but would urge ‘that the two contentlons advanced by:'
hlm should be con5|dered by thlS Courtxas the reasons as i‘zO why}.,' :
’ Ex P 1 be not taken as the baSlS to determlne the fair market

Ele to R-4- referred to in: the decmon of the Iea’rned
;Reference Court pertalnmg to sale deeds dated 61‘::’995
© 30.5.1997, 4.6. 1997 and 8.9. 1997  relied upon by UOI Would:

alue of Iands in V|l|age Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,:f

show the actual market value of the Iand and thus rearned?*: -

counsel would urge that the sald four sale deeds should be.

consldered but hastens to add that smce value r:lectedtﬁ
the S

GQvernment the. prlce ﬂxatlon should be W|th§reference;;,o the.

.,.mrnlmum prrce notrﬂed by the Government whrch is neagest to

the pomt of time When the respect|ve notlﬂcatrons were Lssued“:"_“ P

under Sectlon 4 of the Land Ach|5|t|on Act '_,§

‘advanced by learned counsel for the Union: i The. same"rests |
| bltself on a deasuon of.a D1v1510n Bench of thls Court reported as
éooa (135) DLT 231 /ai Singh Vs. U0 . L
721 The decision in [a/ Singh's case (supra) concerns |tself"v;“j_f_'%

!
t

also"' o

.‘ _ Wlth the determmatlon of the farr market value of land ln vsllage ook

'?akkarwala Wthh were acqu1red pursuant to a notlflcatlon s
dated 15.10. 1993 at! '71,32, 000/- per blgha‘ fLearned counsel o
-\Zvould urge that the sald deasnon has attalned flnallty lnajlmuch :
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‘ _'blgha and 3 blswa of agncultural land was sold ln V|llage*

] .'Mundka as of ..5’""8 1996 it would assume lmportance that ",he ‘

| sale is: about 7 months pnor to the date of the notlflcatlon lssued‘_ .
v_under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act Wthh was |ssued on,{_ o

25, 2 1997,

\ e e e bey e

as Petltlons for Speoal Leave to. Appeal illed before the Suprem@;.f 1
"Court by elther side have been dlsmlssed Learned counse.la?v%_
takes the argument forward by urging that' by adoptlng the fall‘f‘;
market value 'of land in vrIlage Bakkarwala as of 15 10. 1993 at.f E
31, 32 OOO/ per blgha | the falr market value should be.""
"ascertalned by lncreasmg the pnce progressrvely by 10% per'j
','”annum to determlne the ‘market value of land in. vrllage
| 'Bakkarwala as of 24 9. 2003 as-also 17. 6 2005 Learned counsel . t
‘would urge that ln view of the locatlonal advantage lOf V|llage» -
| Mundka fair market value- ofland in V|Ilage Mundka Should be*‘.
1 -:determlned as of. 25 2.1997, 21. 3. 2003 and 17.6. 2005 by glVlng'_"‘ R
- _5% mcrease . . o R g
. 22 Wlth respect to the sale deed: Ex P 1, dwhereunder fi | ‘

"matter of common knowledge that precedlng ¢
§ i-the publlcatlon"“ fa notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the- Land,fi
-‘,- : ;
! .Acqu|5|t|on Act surveys are carrled out wrth the object off;
».f“"'-_'determlnlng as- to what lands, compnsed ,ln *WhICh khasra-'f‘
+ g umbers and ﬂelds are requlred to be notlfled for the proposed
_ o acqu15|t|on and when this happens people in the area come to-'"’.',
N : i '
\] . 3 ) : ;-
¢ know that very soon ‘there is every llkellhood that the. Iands»,
i | would be acqulred In Delhi, the Iarge scale acqursrtlon pollcy
1 enjoms upon the. Government to allot at. pre determined rates a R
plot of developed resrdentlal land to the ones whose lands are f P
,LA.A-PP.7_;34/2005»& connected' S Page 13 of19 B
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R ~_":1'__._:'-"la;n'd aslon the date lpf the sale Further tl‘gre pnncrples of ratlo!v"""‘“v‘ o

_'g}__;and propor',on -as also the pnncrples of averages an”f"’" s

f"pnncrples o""ﬁ"sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of thei,_‘f"}»f-,-'f

"'-»”?:'j_f‘whole a sample ‘must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to the

S “*‘f;:;whole Thus not- for the reasonlng advanced by the. learnedffy'?"f-;"“"

f”i;-f;yfhold that Ex P-1 cannot be good evrdence wherefrom hark

|1 toiEx.R4, dated 6.1.1995,.30.5. 1997, 4.6.1997 and 8.9, 19975»._.7--'_ }
-_i:_:'are also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale pnce:;.}f_’_f-,,-'.j“»” B

e Reference Court but for the twrn reasonlng hltherto fore noted l

f‘i_ﬂw_'value of the Jand could be: determlned There is an addltlonal""*\"

reason not to rely upon the said sale deed The sale deeds Ex. R

- the Government . o e e
23 - Thus the falr market value of the lands would be‘_

;._Court ln [a/ 5/ngh’% case (supra) or r"‘ a' _S/n 'h‘s case (supra)
BEPL T hightight that both dec

‘,".":.:'_;;25,;‘;:.- The decrsmn n@ ,a/_5//7.;

T much lower than, the sale price’ recorded in Ex Pl. ln fact the

B sale prlce |n the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than;" SRR,

S vki’even the' mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land in Delhl notlfled by‘"'f'_ e

requrred to be fixed’ elther wrth reference to the deClSlon of thISv--; e

f%' "’i‘,nned by the DlVISIOh'.j'i't |

%Y_t |
» casie (supra) determlned

L ‘_Bench of thlS Coutt have been uphel Supreme Court

o __?falr market value of land in Vlll; ‘e_Bakkarwala |n sum of_ :‘ffj

TOLA. APP 784/2005 & connected Lo ‘ Page 14 of 19 L , L
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'l*l‘“‘: would show that the Court assessed the falr market value wrth‘,jﬂ;v;
reference to sale deeds executed bﬁtween the years 1990 tlll"-'-'{,,_jvv:f
. _'Lthe year: 1996 elther in Vlllage leri Kalan or Vlllage Mundka AL

f‘f:-"-'apparently on. the premls that be|n contrguous vrllagers salei T
price of agncultural land *in the 2 a%,pmmg vnllages would be;
o "_-}f_\f_',';:ndrcatrve of fair market vajue of Iandq rt Vlllage Bakkarwala o

o 26, in Pratap S/nq/?s case (supra) the DlVISIOﬂ Bench,.v,_lv:j’ﬁ .

e .....J_A...‘ .
'

‘::Ilwas concerned With agrrcultural Iands in T|kr| Kalan and another» -

"'.f'f,‘adjorn|ng Vlllage named Ghevra and pertammg to VarlOUS'."‘j:,:' |
| "-,V'_'"-‘notlﬂcatlons |ssued under Sectlon 4 oéthe Land Acqursntlon Act;’};» o
'- ‘.fidetermlned the falr market value of aghcultural Iands m VrIIage;v' o

¢
24

: '-.lkrl Kalan and. Ghevra as. under:- .

[s NO _‘Date V'”age | Pnce per Blgha

S EERErD 071995 & Tikri Kalan TR, 160/~ for, Block] , o

.,:_.’;16 11, 1995 A 1,73, 500/“ for

Block B Iand

e ".2'.-]]1[11:065.1/’9@6_‘.' | Tikei Kalan & |%2,35,815/- for Block‘?"vf Lo
o etea s |a & rLo0aser forz._‘

" Block B Iand

3717123000 |TikiKalan | |4.02,8507 for Block| .
S A & 73,24 850/— for'-]l,f.-f'

A Block B Iand

','-::-‘ 27 FoHowrng the judgment ln Pratap 5/nc7/7 5 case (supra) :_:.V:

; "L-ig,,;-f_revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh was acqwred pursuant
';_T-v-to notlflcatlon dated 6 2 2003 in the batch of appeals berng Land

x_”'-LAAPP 784/2005&connected e Page 15°f19

o B have. decrded the fair market value for the land S|tuated ln L




'_ﬁ;,;assessmg falr compensatlon |t is: the broad probablhtles and:-j"_'_

' ,,,',::jsumllantles whrch matter Thus I hold aII 4 V||lages to ‘be o
-.equlvalent unless qua some Iand speCIaI features can be shown |
280 - Smce the dEClSlon |n Pratap S/nqhs case (supra):vi‘-i-_i‘

| :notlficatlons wnth whrch I am. concerned 1 am of: the oplnlon thatv -

""‘cv"The t|me span sweeps 1 year and’ 216 davs 6. 581 days

. ',"’,LA APP 784/2005 &connected e e Page 16 Of 19

‘ 'fi-'tAcqunsmon Appeal No 489/2009 Ch/ran// La/ vs. Un/on of /nd/a & e |
; AQL on 2.6. 2011 | have determmed the fair market \/alue of the'ﬂ ,_ ety
o vmlands in Vlllage Ghevra at 24,03, 425/ per. b!gha as’ of 6. 2 2003. __ P
ey the |ssue of comparablllty of land in vrllage Bakkarwala Wlth;_, R
"ﬁ‘,{»_-'wllage Mundka Gheyra-and len Kalan, it is no doubt true thatj,;_“.if :1""5,‘?1 |
~whereas village Bakkarwala does not’ ‘abut NH-10, as do the
o .f'other vnllages but |t has to gbe hlghllghted that |t IS more";;'-'ﬂ-f .
'prox1mate to the urban areas of Delhr vns a-vns Ghevra and T|kr|_.‘;"-;ii

g Kaian and to that extent qua ‘said 2 vnla es has an advantage

’-Slnce exactness ‘can never be achleved in the matters of' o l

':'deals W|th notlﬂcatlons more proxnmate in ponnt of tlme to the_

- .._..',lt would be JUSt fair and proper to- determlne ‘the fa|r market o Ly
- '_',',,'ivalue of lands WIth Wthh I am concerned |n relatlon to the falr;
market valug of lands' determlned in Pratap Singh’s case (Supra) S
.y.,‘.‘As per the decrsuon in. Pratap 5/nqh5 case. (supra) for the date.- R
247 1995, for Category A lands fair compensatlon assessed was'fl,f.j
e 15, 160/ per b'gha and 21, 73, 500/- per b'gha for: Category B I
’..j,'_",j|and The first - notlflcatron with wh|ch 1 am Concerned * ,
:.»"‘525 2. 1997 whereunder Iands |n V|llage Mundka were acquwed S

.'._‘_,"Pratap Singh’ s case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was determlned‘“‘_f S

- ,‘to be. 10% per. annum- (ﬂat) Thus pertamlng to Category A




. lands the falr market value assessed is, ?‘2 49 408 75 per blgha
iie. ¥11;97,162/- per acre 3

_vd for Category B lands | assess the '_' i

| ;*.'falrllmarket value at ?2 015117/- per blgha ie. ?9 65, 361 60 per‘; o

| acre o Yy

| ‘29.".'.;: The next notlflcatlon w1th Wthh | am concerned /5, .

.“. i ’a’ated 21 32003 pertarnlng to Vlllage Mundka ln Ch/ran// La/s*-_r
= ':cas (supra) W|th reference to the decrsron in Pratap Singh'’. scase -

»l(supra) for agrlcultural lands ll’l Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng toa )

| “t'v‘v:fﬂOtlflcatIOl'l |ssued under Section 4 of the Land ACQUlSlthl’l Act S
S ;‘on 6. 2 2003, the fair market value assessed was ?4 03, 425/ pér- .

| " ,.'-’~_'_I_"_-;b|gha ThIS was unlformly applled Slnce there |s a tlme ‘gap. of"_f}” B
Just a little over 1 month I .am of the oplnlon that pertalnmg to -
- '_-the notlflcatron dated 21.3.2003, falr market value of land |n.

" Village Mundka should be ?4 03, 425/ i e ?19 36, 440/-‘ per acre o

‘*;'_"‘whlch ] hereby fix. R

300 1 propose o deal w1th the notlﬂcatlon dated:-i‘_-*,-{j_";."

24.9. 2003, after deallng ‘with the notlflcatlon dated 17.6.2005. -

- ‘,‘pursuant whereto agncultural lands were acqulred 1n Vrllage";"'._',._’5'5._"v

Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala

- 31 © “As noted herelnabove in. Ch/ran// La/s case (supra)

"szv,f:",pertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlon dated 6.2.2003, falr market value S

‘:ff:assessed by me was ¥4,03; 425/ per bigha and thus mcreasmg
" the same by 10% for. 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes: to}_f'

l | ;1.{?4 98, 589/ per blgha WhICh comes to ?23 93 227. 20 per acre G _‘
-:The same is held by me to be. the fair market value of land |n..; |
_v:f.vrllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17. 6 2005 l decree _ N

'._",the same.

ITLAAPP 784/2005&connected A T "fPa-gé‘l»To’f.lQ;,ﬂ




7 .j'.'_fj-“.-[,:by the. land owners stands decreed as, under <L

| 32 | ~am left Wlth the notlﬂcatlon dated 24 9 2003{.?' " B
‘-‘pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and Wlth reference to the falr-"; o
. ‘market value assessed in Ch/ran// La/5 case, | would require to"_"'_f EOEE
o “}\appreClate the prlce by 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 days PR :

the flgure comes to ¥4,25,641/- per blgha l.e. 320,43,076.80 per |
.‘ acre WhICh | determine to be the falr market vaIue of Iand in

s fv.v'jv';-Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9. 2003 : '- : - : o
- 33, Accordlngly,__the appeals flled by the Unlon Of lndlaj'-__“"."
5“:"f_-”-;,_‘?reqwre to- be dismissed and I hereby dlSlTlISS the- same The';,"'.f: BN

" "'vfi‘gappeals filed by the land owners and the cross obJectlons flled,_‘_.'_:ff

'v:‘:_i') :For the: Iand falllng ln Category A land m Vlllageﬁ'f;:

"-:Mundka the falr market value lS flxed at

,. '!_’?’2 49, 408 75 per blgha e 11 97 162/ per acre andv_'v
‘fOF Category B lands, the falr market value is flxed at o
. %2,01,117/- per blgha ie! ?9,65,361.60- per acre s

S A_v.'._‘"On 25 02. 1997

if) ,:,."For the Iand srtuated in Vlllage Mundka the falr"_. .
" market value is ﬂxed at %4, 03 425/--per blgha i.e. N

s s',_t19 36, 440/- per acre, s on 21 03, 2003

"-i_ii_')“'_',.For the land S|tuated |r\ Vlllage Mundka the falrf‘

3 market value is flxed ‘at ?4 98 589/-‘ per blgha le ,"'

'?23 93 227 20 per acre, as on. 17 06 2005

;'lvf)'-v"”fvaor the land srtuated in Vrllage Bakkarwala the falr[; e
) | ’market value is flxed at ?4 98, 589/-~per blgha |e
LAAPP784/2005&connected L Page180f19 B




”',.45-%23 93 227 20 per acre, as on’ 17 06. 2005

','_"'»_?,r(y‘."7“_.-For the: Iand SItuated ln Vlllage Bakkarwala the falrﬁ}f_‘f'_,'- L

. ,,_‘v'market value is fixed at ¥4,25,641/- per blgha ie R

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

._”ff:':'would also be entrtled to solat|um and |nterest as per-':ﬂ: :

",_l»:"_f‘:_lstatute and as clanﬂed |n the deC|suon reported as." b
| ,93(2001) DLT 569 Sunder VS, UO/ f the S
S compensation, paid onglnally and as enhanced by R

o -be the present Judgment and decree N

Sy

Vi) “V'ijppellants and Cross- obJectors who have succeed:edf..f?'

the Reference Court-and. ﬁnally on the sum enhanced';‘ B K '

¥ v‘

PR

i’AII pendlng apphcatlons stand dlsposed of |n terms of-' '

. f_g_".'the prayers made thereln

BER 7\ “&

L (PRADEEP NANDRAJOG)
- JUDGE,th‘ :

JULY 08, 2011

. WAAPP784/2005 &-c"o_n‘:n'ecte’d"-""-r DR Page'19 of19 i it

‘ Vr') The appellants and cross obJectors who succeed';._"ff IR

.‘ would aIso be ent|tled to proportlonate costs




