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1.} Whether the Reporters of Iocal papers may be allowed
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= -(Relatlhg to Notlﬁcatron u/s 4. dated 17 .06. 2005 & Award_
No 13/2006 07 V|||age Mundka) o .f r

CAND

Cor
-4

616/2009 LA.APP. 278/2010

S | t
" (Relating to Notification ufs 4 dated 24 00. 2@03 & Aw éd'
- '.»'No 3/2004 05, V|Hage Bakkarwala) e R N

._AND

\\?

: + ; LA APP. 40/2009 & Cross Objectlons LA APP 426/2009'." S
- -LA.APP. 428/2009,  442/2009, LAAPP. 611/2009 LAAPP :

l .
{

+  LAAPP. 1029/2010 & CM No.5948/2011, ‘LAAPP."L

v_103i'0/2010 LAAPP 1031/2010 LA.APP. 1033/2010 & CM_

No. 6645/2011 LA APP.  1062/2010, 1063/2010 & CM* '

No. 6943/2011 LA.APP. 1064/2010 LAAPP 1066/2010. LAAITP,
S 1067/2010 LA APP 11/2011, LAAPP 122/2011 N _;

.?»_I(Relatmg to Notrﬂcabon u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award
.”No 1/2006-07, Vlllage Bakkarwala) : |

CORAM o R .. I

-HON' BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

to see the Judgment? o

3._.Whether the Judgment should be reported in the Dlgest7

B 24 .

2. To be referred to Reporter or not7 A l '
i
l

N }"PRADEEP NANDRAJOG L. (Oral) |
1o f-l_ am decrdmg the above captloned appeals and..""'_:'."?-"- -

T

"'vrelatable CIVII mlscellaheous applrcatlons WhICh are by way of
: .cross objectlons alI of whrch have been listed heremabove ) 1




20 N The present decnsron concerns lssue of flxatlon of fa%r
‘market value of land-in the revenue estate of Vlllagé Bakkarwala

~and V|llage l\/lundka S o o ?-2.‘_'
3. The dates on whlch falr market value of the land has
to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as under = ', |
S. No - Name of Vlllaqe Date of notlflcatlon underrl -
o B . 5 ,Sectlon 4 of the LA Act |
1 -TBakkarwala o 24..9.20503;
2. - Bakkarwala 1762005 . ©
3. - Mundka . v 02521997 .
4, ‘Mundka ~ '21.3.2003
5. tl\/lundka . . 178, 2005_‘ gl
4. |t may be hlghllghted that the notlﬂcatlon at serlal,“

_l\lo 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala 'is the same o
| -pursuant whereto lands were acqulred m the revenue estate of

Village Mundka as per serlal No.5 above : T l,-- '

50 _ Abutting 'NH-10, leadlng from lthe Clty of Delhi’ to the -
'townshlp of Rohtak in: the State of Haryana are V|llages Mundka ,". "
' Ghevra and Tikri Kalan. Village Bakkarwala lies towards the"i | |
" other side of the Southern boundary of* Vlllage Mundka The\ '

_ | ’dlfference between the topology of the two vnllages is;: wher\eas'_

the land of Vlllage Mundka abuts NH 10, that of vrllage‘-

| ‘Bakkarwala does not SO abut belng on- the other Slde of the:&_
Southern boundary of revenue estate of VIllage Mundka o l .

R T . ' As we proceed from the crty of Delhi to the towns|hlpﬁ

“of Rohtak vnllage Mundka is crossed flrst followed by VIllage}__

Ghevra and: then Vlllage Tikri Kalan , a
7‘. o Agrlcultural lands in Vlllage Mundka were acqu1red
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~pursuant to' a notlflcatlon dated 25 2. 1997 |ssued under Sectlon
4 of the Land Acqulsrtlon Act as per: award No: 2/1999/2000
: .Agncultural lands in the revenue estate of village: Mundka were
. further acqulred pursuant to a notification dated 21.3. 2003 R
E -»urssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu'5|t|on Act as per award ”'
" No. 3/2005 06 as also award No. 1/2005 06 Further lands in’ the
| ._revenue estate of the same vnllage were acqunred pursuant to a :
o . notification. dated 17. 6 2005 |ssued under ‘Section 4 of the Landf
'h; ;Acqu|51t|on‘Act as per Award No. 13/2006 07 L
A 8 - Agncultural lands in the revenue estate of v1||age'
Bakkarwala were acqwred pursuant to.a notlflcatron dated s
24.9. 2003 issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act as
L e e per ‘Award No. 3/2004 05 Further lands-in the revenue estate of_v-.v"
3 | lv__f ‘ : f.‘the same vrllage were acqulred pursuam’c to a n@tlflcatron d@te'd‘;,_,,
. | _' 17.6, 2005 (the same notlﬂcat|on under whrch Jands in viltage‘_
'Mundka were acquited) as per award No. 1/2006 07, | 2
9. In a nut shell, -the Land A@qwsmon Collpctor/
-determlned the fair market value of the acqwred Iands under all :  |
| “ the awards,;wrth reference to the mlnlmum pnce for agrrcultural'
~land as notlfled by the Government of NGF Delhi. __
10, ’. For clarity | may note that pertalmn . to the
-notlﬁcatlon dated 25.2. 1997 under which agnculturd lands in
T the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqulred i‘zée learned |
‘ \. B Land ACQUISItIOﬂ Collector determined the fair marke value Wlth.‘ -
_ reference to the minimum’ prlce for agrlcultural Ia §not|fled -
~with’ effect from 1.4, 1997 @ %10 lacs: per acre and sm & the date
of Section-4 notlﬂcatlon was antenor |n pomt of t|me dlscounted f -
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wthe prlce for one year @ 11 5% per annum ThlS pnce was f-,
- adopted for category A lands For lands ln category B the value‘(‘;'"
| fwas further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng to the -
3 notlflcatlons ‘dated  21.3. 2003 and 24, 9. 2003, the Landl_. r
© Acquisition Collector relled upon the f*notlflcatlon flxmg the "
minimum | prlce of agricultural land as of 1.4, 2001 and.gave'no -~
fbeneflt of enhancement W|th reference to the fact. that the falr-;
_‘market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21 3 2003" |
- and 24 9.2003. - Even' pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated:‘- ER

17.6.2005 which’ reqwred fair market value of land to be

Vgave no lncrease

,:determlned in the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarwala and
e LVIllage Mundka as of 17. 6. 2005 the Land Acqulsmon Collector'm_--'
determlned the same: with' reference to the notlflcatlon fixing ' .
a '-"mlnlmum value of. agncultural lands in Delhi as of 1 4. 2001 and"

11.{:" Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of - the falr market'

,_ value of the Iands by the Land Acqursrtlon Collector the land"v

owners sought a reference under Section 18 of the Land o
v',‘ACC]UISIthFl Act 1894 and. on the reference belng made v:de ‘
"varlous Judgments and . decrees Wthh are under challenge in

the above captloned appeals ‘the Reference Court took

'enhanced the fair market value

1 »correctlve action, as per the wew of the Reference Court and-A -

12, ln a nut shell, pertaln:ng to the notlflcatlon dated .-
25.2. 1997 V|de which’ agrlcultural lands in VIllage Mundka were = - |

acquired, the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon as

:LAAPP784/2005&connected T o ) . Page7of19
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Government of NCT DeIh| had f|xed the m|n|mum value for.:
”agrlcultural lands in Delhi i.e. 1.4. 1997 but as agalnst the Land'";é

f_-AcquIS|t|on Collector depressmg the pnce @ 11. 5% for full one :_;f' o

year; adoptlng the percentage 11 5, decreased the value by_ e

i
N

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

:"13- - Thus, for category A lands the Reference Court "
L determlned the fair market value @ 39, 89 288/ per acre and for N

|

acre. . I ST PR ! ;..l "'t
14. . Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3. 2003 and_. '
"24 9. 2003 whereunder agncultural lands ln village’ Mundka and )
Sy ’3vullage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqunred the Refererlce o
‘:“-'_‘-”_,-'Court took note of the fact that after the Government had}-; |

fLAAPP784/2oos&connected o S Page80f19
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_'only 34 days masmuch as’ the date w1th reference whereto o
Government had notlﬂed the minimum value was 1.4. 1997 and'v" .
the: notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqunsltlon Act wasf'
dated 25. 2 1997 ThIS was the. value flxed for category A Iands
and for category B lands; with reference to the values lfor*.ﬁ

category B land the same was determmed @ 38, 99, 288/- per_ a .

_"notlfled the mlnlmum rates for agncultural lands |n Delhi as of

o0 1.4, 2001 the next rewsnon was as of 3@ 8. 2005 Usmg the sald o
R » '_dates and the mlnlmum price notlfled by the Government of NCT’
; Delhi, the Reference: Court adopted the pnncuple of mean o
| _average What the Reference Court did. was to adopt the valuev",;‘:

as of 1.4.2001 and lncreasmg the same. by 10% per annumif"
j"determlned the enhanced pnce as of’ 21 3. 2003 as “also |
B _2492003 ‘Thereafter the, Reference Court took the value _ A
- notified as of 30.8. 2005 and depressmg the same by 10% per .




_Z:annum determmed the sum arrlved at as of 21 3. 2003 as’ also /

24.9. 2003 The. two sums arrlved at were added and lelded by ; :

two to arrlve at the mean flgure as of 21 3. 2003 Wthh I note
B ,comes to ?15 92 083 33 per acre (In some decrsuons ] note the
' _,,_sum arrlved at is ¥15,92, 215/ ).. For the date 24 9. 2003 the

price determlned was 320, 41 000/- per acre

‘15. Pertalnlng to  the notlflcatlon dated 1762005'

pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqwred ln v1llage

o Bakkarwala and MundKa the learned Reference Court adopted
: _fthe minimum prlce for . agrlcultural lands - notlfled by the
‘_;.Government of NCT Delhi with effect from 1.4, 2001 and g|V|ng

lncrease @10% per annum determlned fthe value and wrth a

| respect to the lands in Vlllage Mundka on; account of locatlonal
advantage belng abuttlng “NH- 10‘ gave 5% more ~and
'determlned the fair market value as. of 17 6.2005 ln sum of :
321, 37, 017. 75 per. acre and for vnllage Bakkarwala the prlce -

determlned was 320,35, 255/ per acre. "fl ‘

St

16, R In the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo ln ]
. which | have penned proﬁled the reasonlng of the Land
J Acqussrtlon Collector as also that of the Reference Court I delve "

mto the arguments advanced before me durlng hearlng today

Coan Wlth reference to the evidence -led _in LAC

No. 384/2004 /amna Vs. Vol & Ors it was urged by Sh.L.B. Ral
learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No 784/2005 which"

argument was adopted by other learned counsel who appeared

: for the other appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not

gustlfled in lgnonng the sale deed EX.P- 1 whereunder ‘1 blgha

T LA APP. 784/2005 &}ﬁ(onnected o ‘ . - Page90f19
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and 3 blswa of agrlcultural land in V|llage Mundka wvas sold as of |
5.8, 1996 for a sale con5|deratlon of 34,75, OOO/ ?38 OOO/ was
incurred towards sale duty and thus the price of the land would 5

- be ?"5 13, OOO/ and calculated with reference thereto Iand prlce
| per blgha would come to %4,46,000/- as! of 5 8. 1996 Learned

o counsel would urge that there is ho reason” not to hold that farl

| market value of- agncultural lands in vrllage Mundka was,: -
34,46, 000/- per brgha as of 5.8.1996. Taking the argumentr
forward, it is urged that with reference tolthe sald price, fal\ri_ T

V-_'-vrllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely, it was urged that smce

market value needs to be determlned as of 2521993 .

21.3. 2003 and 17.6. 2005 l e’ the dates when notlflcatlons under :»_ _

'Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu|5|t|on Act were issued pursuant
: L
whereto agncultural lands Were acqu1red in vrllage Mundka byl

| mcreasmg the pnce progresswely, if not by 12% per annum at - N

least by 10% per annum 1t is urged that on the same basrsl*

land prlce should be determlned for the. agrlcultural Iands in

r\/lllages T|kr1 Kalan, Mundka' and Bakkarwala are contlguous

R iU A

villages, and in fact V|llage Tikri Kalan is further towards thel -

o townshlp of- Rohtak some increase be made in the value of the i

"_‘Iand in V|llage Mundka and Bakkarwala wrth reference to the{.i"‘_
Judgment and decree dated "19. 12 2008 dec:dlng a ‘batch of.l
Land Acqwsmon Appeals lead matter bemg LA Appeallrb‘

N0.193/2006 Pratap Singh (Deceased) Thr. LRs Vs. U0/ as per

__Wthh fair, market ‘value of land per blgha Was determmed in ‘;
the revenue -estate . of vrllage Tikri Kalan as of 16 11 1995'l
'_11 6. 1996 and 17.12.2002 at 22, 15,164/- for category A Iand'
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o and 31, 73 500/ for category B land; 2, 35 850 for category A

land" and 21,90, 150/- for category B Iand %4, 02 850/-ffor“-"'

category ‘A’ land and 3,24, 850/ for catego_ry B land,
‘respectively. | | | B
" 1v8. SR may note here that in varlous land acquISItlon{,

references vanous partles have proved a number of sale deeds_" o

" executed from time to time, but dunng arguments today before‘i_ |
| ";me Iearned counsel for the Iand owners have only relled upon,f' |
‘___thesaledeedExPl [ f
19. - Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for the; &
-. UOI would urge that the sale prlce as per Ex.P- 1 cannot be
f adopted as the yardst|ck for the reason to be a. representatlve |
' .sample of the ‘whole, the sample must b]ear some adequate :
'proportron to the whole For example Iearned counsel would'i
.urge that if |t has to be determrned Whether what percentage of :
' ,stones are ‘mixed ina bag of rice it would not be a safe method'
to prck only one, _grain, for if it happens to . be the graln of rlce- |
" one would Iead to the conclusion that the bag is 100% full of rlce_,' :
and rf that one gra|n happens to be a p|ece of stone, one would’
reach to the conclusmn that the bag is full of stones At least ai 5
. ,ﬂstful should be Irfted and then checked as a representatlve_ N

sample, is the example given. The second reason on WhICh o

.  learned counse! ‘would attack ‘the- sale ‘deed as’ not bemg
representatrve of the price is the reason that people do come to'__ ’1{,. o
A 'know about pendlng acqursrtlon masmuch as before acqursrtlons_‘v
.__are made, land in the area is surveyed Wlthout ‘a survey it
would be dn‘ﬂcult to lssue even the notrﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4'

o
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| _Government the pnce flxatlon ‘should: be thh reference to the =

'?of the Land Acqurs t|on Act Learned counsel would concede‘.’
that'the reasons glven by- the learned Reference Court are not‘f |

: sound but would urge that the two contentlons advanced by a
“him should be conS|dered by this Court as the reasons as to. why :

"_.Ex P-1 be not taken as the basis to determme the falr market i
_value of lands in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala Th|rdly,-’~.
learned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds._i o
Ex.R-1 to R-4- referred to in the deasron of the learned o

Reference Court pertalmng to. sale deeds dated . 611995

_'};30 5.1997, 4.6.1997 and 8.9.1997 - relied upon by UOI would
_[show the. actual market value of the land and thus- Iearned _' -
counsel would urge “that the sald four sale deeds should be
"cons|dered but hastens to add that since value reflectedll

-thereln 1s Iess than the mmlmum prlce notlfled by the-'f_ﬁ

‘ mlmmum price notified by the Government wh|ch is nearest to.
~ the point of trme when the respectlve notuﬂcatlons were lssued_.", R

under Section 4 of the Land ACQUISltIOﬂ Act. o

120.' . An mdependent and . alternatlve argument is. also"'”v'
,adva'n‘ced by learned counsel for the Union. ‘The same rests“»..;."" |
. itself on a decision of a Divisign Bench of this Court reported as. -
2006 (135) DLT 231 /a/ Singh Vs. UOL R
"21 . The dec15|on in /al Singh's case (supra) concerns ltself ) A
with the determmatlnn of the fair market value of Iand m vrllage".

Bakkarwala ‘which were acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon] :
f,dated 15 10.1993 at 31,32, OOO/— per bigha. Learned counsel |
. would urge that the sald dec:sron has attamed fmahty lnasmuch
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as Petltlons for Specual Leave to Appeal flled before the Supreme
"~ Court by elther side have been dlsmlssed Learned counsel-':'-_‘" |
- . ftakes the argument forward by urglng that by adoptlng the fair o
; ‘5-market value of land’ ln Vlllage Bakkarwala as of- 15 10 1993 at .
-;?1 32,000/~ per blgha the fair market value should be ,

ascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progresswely by 10% per;,»' '
annum to determlne the ‘market value of land in v1llage

~Bakkarwa|a as of 24 9. 2003 as also 17 6. 2005 Learned counselv
would urge that ln v1ew of the locatlonal advantage of V|llage - K
Mundka fair market value of land ln VIIIage Mundka should be“‘ .
B determlned as of 25. 2 1997 21 3 2003 and 17.6. 2005 by glvmgf
5% lncrease o o Lo | ,- |
220 Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P- 1 whereunder 1 .
~'b|gha and 3 blswa of agncultural land was sold |n Vlllage' . o
_ Mundka as of 5.8.1996, it would assume’ lmportance that the"
' sale is about 7 months prlor to the date of the notlflcatlon lssued-
,:_under Section 4 of the Land AchlSltlon Act which was’ lssued onjv, :
-25.2. 1997. It is a matter of common knowledge that precedlng S
- the publlcatlon of a notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land ;
':3‘Acqu15|t|on Act surveys are carned out w:th the oblect of’

determlnlng as to what Iands compnsed in whlch khasra""

numbers and fields are requlred to be notlfled for the proposedﬂ_
‘acqul5|t|on and ‘when thls happens people in the area come l;o |

- know that very soon there is. every llkellhood that the Iands_'}'

B would be acqulred In Delh| the large scale acqulsmon pollcy. o
. enjoms upon the Government to allot, at pre determlned rates a

- plot of developed resudentlal land to the ones whose lands are -
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By 'f'_acqwred and thus it is not uncommon for persons to puércha'Sé'
| '.'smali parcels of Iands in areas Where acqulsutlons are hkely to'f: :
.“take place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be',-
taken to be a representatlve measure o‘f the farr market value of,"" |
_ .,_'Iand as on the date of the sale Further the prmcaples of ratlo
"l-_.'and proportron ‘as also the “principles . of. averages and the"' :

- much lower than the sale prlce recorded in Ex. P=1. ln fact the_' _"_
- sale prlce |n the sald 4-sale deeds averages much Iess than |
; ‘even the mrmmum prrce for agncultural Iand ln Delhl notified by
'T_ 'the Government o SR _, _r |
23, Thus the falr market value of the Iands would be: .
- requwed to be fixed erther with reference to the decision of thr(
| .‘:',. 'Court in [a/ S/ngh 5case (supra) or Pratap 5/na/75case (supra) ; ‘
" Z hughhght that-both decrsnons penned by the: Divrs;ronl -

',.Bench of this Court have: been upheld by the Supreme Court |
'25. R The decrsron in Jai S/nohs case (supra) determmed

_fa|r market value of land ln V|llage Bakkarwala in sum of o
. X1, 32 000/- per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereoff‘

c—

ft‘jpnnuples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the' .
‘whole, a. sample must bear at mtelhgrble proportlon -to the'-__,-;f;.;_,-_-' |
'Who|e Thus not for the reasonmg advanced by the Iearned_y
‘Reference Court but for the twin reasonmg hltherto fore noted Ti‘" |

~ hold that Ex. P- 1 cannot’ be. good evrdence Wherefrom market

. value of the land could be determlned There is an addltlonal‘_ o
'reason not to rely upon the sard sale deed The sale deeds EXx. R '

.1 to ExR-4, dated 6.1.1995, 30.5.1997, 4.6.1997 and 8.9. 1997 1
are aIso pertalnmg to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce o
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| would show that the. Court assessed the falr market value Wlth

" reference to- sale deeds executed between the years 1990 il

‘ o the' year 1996 elther in Village lerl Kalan or Vlllage Mundka )

: apparently on the premise. that belng contlguous V|llagers sale l
“price of agrlcultural land in the , adjommg wllages would be’f

“indicative of fair market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala | A‘

260 n. Pratap 5//70/75 case (supra) the DlVlSlon Bench

. was concerned with agrlcultural lands in. len Kalan and: anoth:erf

| _adJQInlng Vlllage named Ghevra ‘and pertalnlng to.; varlous' 4
notlflcatlons issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|tlon Act
determined the fair market: value of agrlcultural lands ln Vlllage'-:"'*_’_

Tikri Kalan and Ghevra as under - - . l o
[|S.NO. |Date Vlllage ‘ | Prlce per Blgha l
T (24071995 & Tikr Kalan | %2,15,160/- for Block
16111985 | A & TL73,500% for_-f’f |
o | o : BlockB land l o
27 (11061096 |Tkd Kalan & 2,35,815/ for Block
. |Ghewra. |A & %190, 156/- for|
. S R o | BlockB land : 1 E
3. | 1‘7,71:’2.20102‘ ,';I’:leri'Kal‘anr,. ": - ?4 02, 850/— for Block

Block B land

A & 33, 24 850/- fol

27. - Followmg the Judgment in Pratap Singh’ 5case (supralf . ’_

: I have deoded the fair. market value for the land s;tuated |n o
'revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh was acqu1red pursuant' '

" to l‘lOtlflcathl‘l dated 6.2. 2003 in the batch of appeals belng Land | |
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o Acqursrtlon Appeal No 489/2009 Ch/ran// Lal Vs, Union of/na’/a &
c O Anf on 2.6.2011L: I have determmed the falr market value of the
l' lands rn V|||age Ghevra at ’\’4 03 425/ per bigha as of 0. 2 2003:
_f"On the issue of comparablllty of fand in v1l|age Bakkarwala W|th .
7 village Mundka Ghevra and Tikri Kalan it rs no doubt true that‘s o
- whereas vullage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 ‘as do the: '

“_other villages, but it has to be- hrghhghted that /it IS more' \'

proximate. to the urban areas of Delhl vis-a- vrs Ghevra and len -

VKalan and. to that extent qua said 2 V|Hages has. an: advantage :

Slnce exactness can never be achreved in the matters of"”“'

assessmg fair. compensatron it |s the broad probabrlltres and v' o

similarities Wthh matter. “Thus, | hold all 4 villages to be

qurvalent unless gua some Iand specral features can be shown.

28 ‘Since the decision’ |n Pratap 5//7c7h5 case.: (supra)‘u-.'

notnﬂcatrons wrth which | am concerned I am of the oplnron that

| - it would be JUSt fair and proper to determine. the farr market
n vaIue of Iands Wlth Wthh | anmy concerned in relation. to: the falrf'

. o market value of lands determmed in Pratap 5/nqh scase (supra)

L ;As per the. dEClSlOl’) in_Pratap 5/nqh 's case (supra) for the date:_“

24.7. 1995 for Category A Iands falr compensatlon assessed was -

%2,15, 160/ per bigha and 1, 73 500/- per blgha for Category B

_-"land The first notlﬂcatlon with WhICh 1 am concerned is
25.2. 1997 whereunder Iands in Vlllage Mundka were acqmred
- The time span sweeps 1 year and 216 davs e, 58] days

| Pratap Singh’s case (supra) the annual /ncrease was determlned -
' _to be 10% per annum (flat). Thus pertarmng to Category A'
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the same. - ..~ - S

L Iands the fair market value assessed is ?2 49 408 75 per blgha '
o _| e. %11, 97 162/ per acre and for Category B lands, l assess the o
-fair market value at ?2 01 117/ per blgha e. ?9 65 361 60 per o

-~ acre.

29, The next notlﬂcat|on wnth which. | am concerned is

o i@ié’iZ_J_EZOO?) pertalnmg to V|l|age Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s_ " :
© cas (supra), with reference to the dECISIOn in Pratap: 5//70/7 SCESEPV_‘-:E"_ :

(supra) for. agncultural lands in. V|l|age Ghevra pertalmng to a
- notification issued under Sect|on 4 of the Land Acqursn:lon Act |
“on 6.2. 2003 the fair market value assessed was %4, 03,425/ per

| :~b|gha ThIS was umformly applied. Slnce there lS a time gap Of
. JUSt a little over 1 month l am of the oplnlon that pertamlng to

the notification" dated 21.3.2003, fair market value of;land in

pursuant whereto agncultural Iands were acqunred |n V|I|age‘
~ Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala: ‘ |
31. As noted herelnabove in Chfran// La/s case. ’supra) N
~ pertaining to the notnﬂcatlon dated 6.2. 2003 fair market value', f
1 ~assessed by me. was 34,03, 425/ per b|gha and thus mcreasmg‘_
. :the same by 10% for. 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to '
- ?4 98,589/- per bigha, which comes to 323,93,227. 20 per acre -
| ”The same IS held by me to be the fair market value of land in _‘
. Village Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17.6.2005. | decree |

¢
£

PR
X
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Village Mundka should be ¥4,03,425/- i.e. ¥19,36,440/ peracre,

‘which | hereby ﬂx . , . ,
30, 1 propose o deal wnth the notlﬂcatnon dated .
24.9. 2003 after deahng with the not|f|cat|on dated 17 6. 2005' '




©32. 1 am left with the notification dated 24.9:2003

| ‘_pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and Wlth reference to the falr_'

market value assessed in Ch/ran// /.a/s case | would requnre to

appreCIate the prlce by 10% per annum for a perlgd of 201 days o

A" ,_--the ﬁgure ‘comes to 4,25, 641/- per bigha i.e. ?2!,43 076 80 per

. acre, Wthh I determlne to be the fair market value of land ln___ -

Village Bakkarwala as of 24.9.2003. . o l
33. Accordingly, the appeals filed by the Unlon of Indla
'requ1re to be dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsmlss the same. The

fappeals filed by the Iand owners and the cross oblectlons flled ~'

by the land. owners stands decreed as under -

o «f"”, "For the land falllng ln Category A land in V|llage S
| ‘Mundka the fair market value s fixed at is.
| %2,49,408.75 per bigha . e. 3 11,97,162/- per dcre and -
: '-for Category B lands the fair market value is) flxed at

%2,01,117/- per blgha ie. t9 65, 361. 60 per acre as_
l.. .

'on25021997 D B "1 !

| i) - For the land srtuated in Vlllage MUndka the fair
N market value is ﬂxed at %4, 03 425/- per blgha |e o

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

i) 'For the land 5|tuated |n Vlllage Mundka the falr
- market value is fixed at T4, 98 589/- per blgha ie

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

"f; V) ! For the land Sltuated in Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr o

»market value is flxed ‘at 4, 98 589/ “per blgha |e
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?23 93 227 20 per acre, as on 17 06. 200@

v) '. For the !and srtuated in Vlllage Bakka;:'é}la the farr
~ market value is ﬁxed at- ?4 25, 641/-:. brgha i.e.

?20 43 076 80 per acre,” as on 24 09 20‘3’

VI) Appellants and cross- obJectors who hav&*succeededﬂ“ -
| | _would also be entltled to solatlum and m%erest as: perA ”

. statute ‘and as cIanfred in the decision ported as. .
A93(2001)¥ DLT 569 Sunder vs 'Lf’”,for the -
compensatlon pard ongmally and as'é hanced by

the Reference Court and finally on | the Su ?-enhanced o

, ‘ - o by the presentJudgment and decree.

[

\‘/ii)‘ The appellants and cross obJectors Who succeed
would also be entrtled to proport|onate costs :

"viii)' All pendrng applrcatrons stand drsposed of in terms of

v'the prayers made therern

'—1*'""' il k_&zl&ﬁ

(PRADEEPNANDRA;E
JUDGE. -
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