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x IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP. 518/2011

DAYANAND & ORS ... Appellants
‘ Through: Mr. L.B. Rai, Advocate i
Versus |
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. i, Respondents

Through: Mr. Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for
respondent No.1/UQOI.

Mr. Mr. Arun Birbal, Advocate for respondent
No.2/DDA. '
CORAM: | |
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI ' |
e
ORDER
% 04.08.2011

CM 14410/2011 (for condonation of delay in filing the appeal).

This appllcatnon is filed by the appellants praying inter alia for
: condonatlon of delay of 335 days in filing the accompanying appeal
‘ At the outset, counsel for the appellants states that in case th'e
.’ delay of 335 days in preferring the actompanying appeal -is condoned,
the appellants shall not claim interest on the enhanced amount for thev
period of delay as also the costs of the appeal.

Counsel for the respondent No. 1/Union of India and respondent
No. 2/DDA state that they | have no 6bjection to the aforesaid

suggestion made by the counsel for the appellants.
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Accordingly, the present application is allowed with the condition -
that the appellants shall not be entitled to claim interest on'the
enhanced arhount for the period of delay of 335 déys in filing the
appeal as also the costs of the appeal.

The application is disposed of.

- LA.APP. 518/2011

1. | By way of 't'he present appeal, the appellants have assailed the
judgment dated 28.05.2010 passed by the Reference Court in
LAC No.3/08 arising out‘ of Award No.13/DCW/2006-07 pertaining to
vi||agé Mundka, pursuant to the notiﬁcafion dated 17.06.2005 issued
under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act 1894 (in short ‘the Act’).
2. Counsel for the appellants submits that the present case is
squarély covered by the judghent of a co—ordinaté Bench (Pradeep
Nandrajog, J.) passed in a batch of matters, lead matter being

LA.APP.N0.784/2005 entitled ‘Jamna vs. UOI & Ors.” decided as

_recently as on 08.07.2011. Learned counsel particularly draws the

attention of this Court to the operative para 33 of the aforesaid

judgment, relevant portions of which are reproduced herein below:-
“33. Accordingly, the appeals filed by the Union of
India require to be dismissed and I hereby dismiss the
same. The appeals filed by the land ‘owners and the

cross-objections filed by the land owners stands decreed
as under:-
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i) . XXX

i) XXX

iii) For the land situated in village Mundka the fair
market value is fixed at 4,98,589/- per bigha, i.e.
%23,93,227.20 per acre, as on 17.06.2005. :

iv) XXX " !
V) XXX

vi) Appellants and cross-objectors who have succeeded
would also be entitled to solatium and interest as per
statute and as clarified in the decision reported as
93(2001) DLT 569 Sunder vs. UOI, for the
compensation, paid originally and as enhanced by the
Reference Court and finally on the sum enhanced by the
present judgment and decree.” !

3. It is smeitted by the counsel fdr the appellaﬁ.ts that thg
appellants are also entitled to the relief as'granted to other similarly_l/
| placed appellants in tHe aforesaid batch of matters, to which counsel
for the respondent/UOI has no objection.

4. Following_‘ the aforesaid decision dated 08.07.2011 in the case <;f

Jamna (supra), the present appeal is also disposed of on the same

lines, while granting the same relief to the appellants as granted to the
appellants in the LA.APP.784/2005. However, it is clarified that
. the appellants shall not be entitled to claim interest on the enhanced

compensation for the period of delay of 335 days in filing the appeal as
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also the costs of the appeal, in terms of the orders passed today in CM

14410/2011 preferred by the appellants for condonation of delay in

filing the appeal. ‘
i

HIMA KOHLI,]

AUGUST 04, 2011
rkb
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C20F The present dEClSlOl‘l concerns |ssue of flxatlon of ahr |

: market value of land ln the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarwala
and VIllage Mundka fﬁ; o ("' ;, Lo .f \q*_ "

3. - The dates on Wthh falr market value ofi the land has
to. be determlned may be graphlcally noted as under s

S No : Name of Vlllaqe o ‘Date of notlflcatlon under
DR o ,Sectlon 4 of the LA Act

35

_._,._..:- -

: Bakkarwala R "24 9. 2003 'i' ,,
_, " Bakkarwala "~ . '17.6. 2005,','_
., ‘Mundka S 02522997 ¢ D D oy T

. Mundka- - - 21.3.2008
;Mundka s "17 6 2005

4. It may. be hlghllghted tha the notlﬂcatlon at serlal;
-No. 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vullage Bakkarwala lS the same'

ey

Vlllage Mundka as per serlal NG. 5 above.

'71 5. ' Abuttlng NH- 10 leadlng from the C|ty of Delhl to the’
l townshlp of Rohtak in the State of’ Haryana are vnllages Mundka |
’LGhevra and Tikri Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala l|es towards“

'sother sude of the Southern boundary» of wllage Mundka Th‘e'

e

£
gdlfference between -the topology of the two Vlllages is;- whereas
che land of Vlllage Mundka abuts NH 10 that of vnllage

6. ' As we proceed from the city of Delhl~ to the*f’,,, ownshlp"

‘/;v‘: =

-of - Rohtak vnllage Mundka is- crossed ﬂrst followed by vnllagef

l

'.\'

Agrlcultural lands ln vnllage Mundka ywere-"'f;_"c::qui'r’:‘e“d_,*f

pursuant Whereto Iands were acquxred in the revenue estatelof.'
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‘ pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated 25 2. 1997 lssued under Sectlon

4 of the Land: Acqursrtlon Act as per award No 2/1999/2000
Agrlcultural Iands in. the revenue estate of V|llage Mundka were
further aqured pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated 21 3 2003
lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqmsrtlon Act as per award

-_No 3/2005 06 as. also award No 1/2005 06. Further lands in. the

revenue estate of the same V|llage were acqwred pursuant to a

\notlﬂcatlon dated 17.6. 2005 |ssued under Sectlon 4. of the Land

' iAcqwsrtlon Act as per Award No. 13/2006 07. . :
% Agrlcultural lands ln the’ revenue estate of Vlllag'

_;Bakkarwala were’ acqurred pursuant lto a. notlﬂcatlon date
.“24 9. 2003 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act as
_per Award No 3/2004 05 Further lands in. the revenue estate of

l-"

R
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: the same vrllage were acqulred pursuant to a notlﬁcatlon dated
ll7 6 2005 (the same notlf"catlon under Wthh lands ln v1l|age ’
i Mundka were acqulred) as per award No 1/2006 07 o S
L 9 o ‘In"a nut shell, “the - Land Acqu15|t|on Collector | R
. ' i
B determlned 'the fair market vaIue of the acqunred lands under all B
. the awards with reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural
P land as notlﬁed by the Governmergt of NCT Delhi. B RIS
1 ?10: i+ For clarlty | may note that pertalmn i to '-*i;hé}fﬁ_ﬂ Lo
t ; ; S R
3 »notlﬂcatlon dated 25 2. 1997 under whllch agrlcultural *lands in” :
the revenue estate of V|llage Mundka were acqurred the learned"ff :
o 'Land Acqursrtlon Collector determrned the falr market value W|tf1-,-'
l‘i‘. " . ;
b refdrence to the minlmum pnce “for. agrlcultural land notlﬂeld P
% -.wrth effect from 1.4. 1997 @ ?10 lacs per acre and smce the date- L
g of Sectlon 4 notlﬂcatlon was anterlor In pomt df tlme dlscounted s
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“and '24.9.2003.

Even pertalnlng to, tha notlflcatlon dated

|
1/62005 Wthh requlred fair market value of Iand to be

determlned in the revenue estate of vrlla@e Bakkarwala and

| \}/lllage Mundka as of 17. 6 2005 the L& & quumtnon Collector.“

determlned ‘the same wrth reference t v-‘-’fh

I

é notlflcatlon flx‘n‘g

' mlnlmum value of agncultural lands m Delhl as of 1 4. 2001 and

gave l’lO lncrease

v11

the' above captloned appeals 'th,

enhanced the falr market value. _~ f\': R ? LR f. -
7 i ' a
12. A a nut shell pertalnlng to the nétlflcatlone dat d

b

25 2 1997 V|de whlch agrlcultural lands in vrllage Mundka were

J L l
. . c b

Aggrleved by the determ:natlon of the falr marketI

. val?ue of the lands by the Land Acqu:sntlon Collector,, the land‘\. |
wners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land}',l
Acqursrtlon Act 1894+ and on (the reference belng made vrde{i;f

vamous Judgments and decrees Wth 'f‘:are ,under challenge m

3Reference Court took
correctlve actlon as per the vrew of-,the Reference Court and :

[ U . . e

{, . " _,_', 1.A B
3 : D
I i
s A
RE [ .43,. g
[ o I
i
R }he prlce ffor oney year @ 11 5% per, a agm. e
- adoplted for. .category A lands. For lands n@ ategor .
B ¢ I ; SRR
§Na5 f rther dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per A Py
hotlflcatlons dated- 21 3. 2003 and
}A\cqwsmon Collector relled upon the :';'.
ﬁnlnlmum prlce of agrlcultural land as of"
benefit. of enhancernent with reference tf],},he fact that the falr
rinarket value of the lands to. be determlne,; Was as of 21 3 2003 v

acqunred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon as 2 M
was adopted by the Land Acqulsmon Collector under Wthh the
- LAAPP. 784/2005&cohnected | ; Page7of19 FE
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icategory A Iand depressed the same by ?90 OOO/- per acre

mcategory B Iand the same was determrned @ ?8 99 288/--.-;

'Governrﬁent of NCT Delhl had flxed the mlnlmum valu"v'{'fo . )
agncultural Iands in Delh| l e. e 4 1997 but as against the Land;:

Acqu15|t|on Cbllector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for fuxﬂ one'
year adoptrng the percentage 11 5, decreased the value by,’_;
; only 34 days rnasmuch as. the date wnth reference wh*ereto{;\
_Covernment had not|f|ed the mlnrmum value was 1.4, 1997 and;"

v e

'and for category B lands; . with reference to the values for_-j

) 13 ; Thus for category A Iands the Reference Court,

(X

’determrned the fair market value @ ?9 89, 288/ per acre and for'}f |
Ny -"i'If;vj';v -
}‘”..: .

acre

, _5-14. ' '-" Pertaumng to the not|f|catlons dated 21 3 2003 and:
24 9. 2003 whereunder agrlcultural Iands in v1|lage Mundka' and ’,
-'vlllage Bakkarwala respect|vely were acqunred “the - Reference‘nv'
.:Court took note of the fact that after the Government hadé"
N notlﬁed the mrnumum rates for agncultural Iands n Delhl as ofy

B 1.4.2001 the next reVlSIOn was as of 30 8. 2005 Usnng the salo{l.f -

'dates and the mlnrmum pnce notlfred by the Government of NCT |

§

, I;)elhr the Reference Court adopted the prmaple of meanf?".
£
average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the valuelj )

the not|f|cat|on under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act was
' dated 25 2 1997 ThIS was ‘the value flxed for category A Iands'{ _.’

B e

PR ~.. ,,
LI
[PPSR VU

R as of 1 4. 2001 and mcreasmg the same by .10% per annumf-- s .
f "determlned the enhanced price as. of, 21 3. 2003 as X ‘Ifs‘iof;. o
- 2492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the value’ CoL
= 'not|f|ed as of 30.8. 2005 and depressrng the. same by 10% peri’j. o
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‘_annum determlned the sum arrlved at as of 21 3. 2003 as- also

24 9 2003 The two sums arrlved at were added and dlwded by |

- ,_two to arrlve at the mean flgure as of 21 3. 2003 Wthh | note

comes to ?15 92 083 3;3 per acre (ln some dec15|ons ) note the |

|
.'sum arrlved at is ?15’92 215/) For the date 249 20@3 the

t
: prlce determlned was 320, 41 OOO/- per acre SIS l .

15 Pertalnlng ~to the notlﬁcatlonvdated 1762005

,‘pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqurred ln vrllage _l

{ | Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adopted;?f';-

3 the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural lands notlfled by tlﬂieii o
1 (RS
o Government of NCT Delhl wrth effect from 1. 4 2001 and glvmg T
mcrease @10% per annum determlned the ‘value. and’ Wlth""; ! y

b respect to the lands in vrllage Mundka on account of locatlonaliﬁ_l .' z
- advantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave 5% more and;l_]
: , determmed the falr market value as of 17 62005 ln sum of'_.fv. *

z ?21 37 017 75 per: acre and for v1|lage Bakkarwala the prlce“;ﬁ
E determlned was ?20 35 255/- per acre e , z S Z_F" ‘5
"16 ln the *aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo "ln"_f', S
_;.;v -whlch have penned proflled the - reasonlng of the Land?-“_-

, Acqulsmon Collector as also that of the: Reference Court I delv%;i
§ 'mt:b the arguments advanced before me durlng hearmg today '4 o 3
\-17 o With reference to’ «'the'_ evrdence led cdn LA FRIREERF
(. -"No 384/,7_004 /amna l/s Uol & ors., it was urged by Sh L. B. Ral

leazrned ‘counsel for the appellant ll’l LA App No. 784/2005 whlcr-‘._f-

3 argument was adopted by other learned counsel who appearec l .

? { : for the other appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not”. v
- é-fjustlfled ln lgnorlng the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1 blgha",lj_’ [
| LAAPP 784/2005&connected T Page90f19 B ‘
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":%,an'd 3 blswa of agsrlcultural land |n V|llage Mundka Was sold as of-" e 4
l 5. 8 1996 for a sale con5|deratlon of 24, 75,000/-.. ?38 OOO/- was o :
’ lncurred towards Sale duty and thus the pnce of the Iand would';é L E
| be 35, 13 OOO/ and calculated Wlth reference thereto land pnce% | ‘ i
per bigha would come to 34,46, 000/- as of 5.8. 1996 Learned;i“"_‘ o
- :'s co%unsel would urge that there is no reason not to hold that fa|rj ‘ | 33
‘ l market value of agncultural lands ln v1|lage Mundka was:' ’ 1
-‘ﬁ“?4},46 OOO/ per ,blgha as of 5 8. 1996 Taklng the argument::.".“,‘j' ‘
o fforward it is urlged that Wlth reference to’ the" sald pnce fall’:l;i’.‘::f
' , market Value needs ‘to’ be determlned as of 25 2. 1993 i ; g
" 21 3 2003 and 17. 6 2005 l.e. the dates When notlflcatlons under !
_r Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqunsxtlon Act were |ssued pursuantzgfﬁ - :
| whereto agncultural Iands were acqwred in vnllage Mundka by.
| ‘ lncreaS|ng the pnce progressnvely, if not by 12% per annum at
| l least by 10% per annum. lt |s urged that on the same baS|s .V_'l'.'{f ; |
| land prlce should be determlned for the agncultural Iands in | '
lwllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely it was urged that smce
.‘utvlllages len Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous.
vrllages and ln fact vullage .lerl Kalan is further ltowards theé»;l‘i;l' ,,
. townshlp of Rohtak, some lncrease be made in the value of thef ) l
. land in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala with reference to the ' ‘
.‘vJudgment and decree dated 19.12. 2008 dec1d|ng a batch of_"[l"
;_‘? Land Acqwsmon Appeals Iead matter belng LA Appeal ,
.l,il\lo 193/2006 Prarap Singh (Deceasea’) T/7r LRs l/5 UO/ as per'. o
: ;Wl"lICh falr market value of land per blgha ‘was determlned |n;'
the revenue estate of village lerl Kalan as . of 16. 11 1995 ‘
116, 1996 and 17.12.2002 ‘at 32,15, 164/- for. category A land.:; fj}-j]
I ] i
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' '18 |~ »may note: here that m varlous Iand acqu|SIt|o

B

e -

A . ::_

ot i e g -

,_e§<ecuted from tlme to time, but durmg arguments today bef_o

: '-19-. - Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for the

'sample |s the example g|ven ~The second reason on which

ahdz ?1 73 SOQ/ for category B Iand ?2 35 850 for category A

d and ?1 90, 150/ for category “land; ?4 02 850/ fo‘
category A Iand and ?3 24 850/ for ategory B '
respectrvely - | o |

references varrous partles have proved a number of sale deed,_\

?me learned counsel for the Iand owners have only rehed upon S

%,

the sale deed Ex.P-1.

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 bear some adequate |
proportron to the whoIe For example Iearned counsel would -

urge that if lt has to be determmed whether what percentage of

stones are mlxed in a bag of r|ce |t would not be a safe method i_ {'
[tO @le only one gram for if it happens to be the graln of rice
o one wouId Iead to the conclusron that the bag is 100% full of rlce

and if that one grain happens to be a prece of stone one would

reach to the conclusron that the bag is full of stones ‘At Ieast a r; :‘

f|stful should be Irfted and then checked as a representatlve

o—

i
e 3
e e gl

o e Tt i s e e e st 4 bt

S lezarned counsel would attack the sale deed as - not bemg
. _ .
. _representatrve of the prrce |s the reason that people do come to ' 5

o know about pendmg acqursrtlon masmuch as before acqu151t|ons ,

. are made Iand |n the area is surveyed Wlthout a survey lt
I ..VI. 5 .:" .

o wouId be drfﬂcult to |ssue even the notlﬁcatlon under Sectlon 4 l
: .LA:APP 784/2005 &connected S _ _ ol Page 11 of 19 L ' ‘ |
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-‘of the Land Acqulsmon Act Learned counsel wculd cwncedea’

'-'l:hat the reasons given by the learned Reference Court are not}’_};v
fsound but would urge that the. two contenélons advanced by
h‘lmfsbould be consndered by thls Court as the reasons as to why-;-' -
?Ex P- 1 be not taken as the basns tp determlne the fair marketzgvit‘v':' i. .

i

k

'value of lands in v1|lage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,gr. 5'
leamed counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds:'-‘-v_‘-:'
fEle to R4 referred. to in the" deClSlon of the learnedi“«- A
__Reference @ourt pertalnlng to sale deeds dated 6.1.1995, %
_305 1997 46 1997 and 8. 9 1997 relied upon by Uol would':}_"‘. |
, show the actual market value of the land ‘and! thus learned.i‘_?,_l.‘
counsel would urge that the sald four sale deeds should be}tf;f’:
'fconsldered but hastens to add that smce “value reflected::"'i

;i?thereln Iess than the m|n|mum pnce notlfled by the e
_ Government the pnce flxat|on should be wnth reference to the, l Vi
,mlnlmum pnce notified by the- Government whichis nearest to " L
the pornt of tlme when the respective notlflcatlons were, lssuedr.;"-‘fj' P et
S T

under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu:sntlon Act i 2 .

- 20. " An 1ndependent and alternatlve argument lS alsof..»f o oo
advanced by Iearned counsel for the UnIOl’ll The same restsz_"-.-_,“'» ot
ltself on. a deC|S|on of a DIVlSlOl‘l Bench of - thlS Court reported ashg.;,., § |
2006(135) DUT 231 jai Singh Vs.vol . oLt
21 ‘ The dec1510n in Jai S/ng 's case (supra) concerns ltself»: o

A ‘WIth the determlnatlon of the falr market value of land |n v1llage o

V-Bakkarwala Wthh were acqwred pursuant to. a notlflcatlon o t
dvated 15 10 1993 at 31, 32 OOO/—- per blgha Learned counself:._" K ’
'would urge ‘that the sald decrsnon has attalned flnallty masmuch
,LA APP 784/2005 & connected S Lo Page 12 of 19 - :
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,as Pepltlons for Specxal Leave to Appeal ﬂled before the Supreme
‘,Court by elther sxde have been dlsmlssed Learned counsel ;-
| takes the. argument forward by urglng that by *adoi)tlng the Famy . ; ’
,inarket value of land in v1l|age BakkarWala as of 15 10 L993 at | ’
?1 32; OOO/ per blgha “the falr market value should be« S
ascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progressrvely by 10% pe
'annum to fdetermlne ‘the market value of land ln VIIlage ?
i, -
: 'gBakkarwala as of 24. 9 2003 as also17. 6. 2005 Learned counsel ?
',._;/vould urge ‘that in view of. the locatlonal advantage of Vlllage
Mundka falr market. value of land in V|llage Mundka should be 3

‘ 'determlned as of 25, 2 1997 21 3. 2003 and 17. 6 2005 by g|v1ng -_-_‘: . i

5212 Wlth respect to: the sale deed Ex P 1 wher’"
-5'9ha and 3 blswa of. agrlcultural land was sold_’

'hl\/l'undka as ,of 5.8. 199@ it would assume lmporta»nce that thle« :
I:Esal.e is: about 7 months pnor to the date of the notlﬂcatlon |ssued 3 1
.under Sectlon 4 of the Land Ach|5|t|on Act Wthh was lssued on ‘
25 2 1997. It is a matter of common knowledge that precedlné
‘ the publlcatlon of a notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land v'¢ 5
&Acqmsntlon .Act, surveys are carrled out W|th the obJect of
| determlnlng as to what lands, comprlsed ln WhICh khasra ‘

| numbers and ﬂelds are requrred to be notlfled for the proposed
“acqunsxtlon and when thlS happens pedple in the, area come to B _'.
.jknow that very soon there |s every |lke|lh00d that the Iands |

i1

would be acqwred ln Delhl the large scale aCC]UlSltlon pollcy

, l <o

enJoms upon the Government to allot at pre determlned rates a S
‘ plot of: developed re5|dent|al land to- the ones whose lands are L
.VLAAPP 784/2005&connected-_ S N Page 13 of19 : { Lo
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acqu:red and thus it |s not uncommon for persons to purchase

take place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be

taken to be a representatlve measure of. the fair: market value of l

land as on the date of the sale Further the prmcnples of ratlo
and proportlon as also the prlncrples of averages and the

""prlnCIples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the 1

\
1.
i
l
)

whole a sample ,must bear at |ntell|g|ble proportlon to the
whole Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the - learned

Reference Court but for the twin reasonlng hltherto fore noted

e o et i

- the Government | (‘
2{3 ~ Thus, the falr market value of the lands would be

hold that Ex P:1 cannot be good evrdence wherefrom market
value of the . land could be determlned There |s an addltlonal L

I

ertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce
ln fact the

are also P
much lower than the sale pnce recorded ln Ex P 1.

sale pnce ln the sald 4. sale deeds averages much less than

even the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land in Delhl notlfled by

. i
3 P

reqmred to be flxed elther wrth reference to the deClSlOl’l of thls -

L

3 .
nds: ln areas where acquisltlons are llkely to ‘: '
l

l'.

ks |

b
Lo
[

| reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The sale deeds Ex R--
g 1 to Ex. R 4, dated 6. 1. 1995, 30 5.1997, 4. 6 1997 and 8. 9 1997

1,'

l’?

SRR S-S G

PR . S, WLV

P
-

3 e e e

b e St

; "['
S )
g Gpurt in @_/_Squ_h scase (supra) or Pratap S/noh scase (supra)
§" % \ - ". . { .
o240 l hlghllght that both deC|S|ons penned by the DlVlSlon R
23 _ , [
? %ench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court ;
%S jﬁ-;.j,_ The dec15lon in. /a/ S/nqhs case (supra) determlned
falr market value of land in. V|llage Bakkarwala in- sum of ' a0t

?1 32 OOO/- per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereof , P
- L N I
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- the year 1996 e|ther |n Vllfage Tikrl Kalan or Vlllage Mundka ‘vvi

.o .
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s
vivould show that the Court assessed the farr market val_ .

: reference to sale deeds exchted between the years 1990 trII

fapparently on the premlse that belng contlguous vrllagers sale "
prlce of agrlcultural land in the 2 adJomlng vrllages wouid be .
_ mdrcatrve of fair market value of Iand ln V|llage Bakkarwala
26 e in Prara,o S/nqhs,case (supra) the Drvi‘sron Bench

vwas concerned with agncultural Iands rn Trkn Kalan and another "
: adjomrng Vlllage named Ghevra and pertalnlng to varlous |
cl n'otlﬂcatrons issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursgtlon Act
'determlned the fair market value of agrlcultural Iands ln V|Ilager'~:

llkrl Kalan and Ghevra as under- U o j,;?-‘:f, | i

_S NO. Date | | V|Ilage :V B “Price per Blgha T l SR

16 11 1995’

+ v, vt Lot P U rtnge . ¢ il

S T IR TR BIockBIand

Block B land.

B T T L XUNLES UV A

Followmg the Judgment in Prarap S/nqh scase (supra)

.
Ly

l*have decrded the falr market value for the land srtuated m

revenue estate of VlHage Ghevra whrch was acqurred pursuant L

td notrﬂcatlon dated 6 2 2003 in the batch of appeals bemg Land

LA APP 784/2005&connected S - o LT ;}; Page 15; of19 ;"
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124.07.1995 T Tikri Kalan - T [%2,15,160/- for Blocki|
R &r 21,73, 500/ forV‘
LR BIockBIand { |
‘;;11;0‘;6,‘,,'1996 ‘:";;Ti-kr'i “Kalan & %2,35,815/- for Block i
“ o leheirs A &R0, 156/ for o

3 ; ::";'.17:{"11?2-.'2002 “v }Tizkrikalan ; 134, 02 850/- for Block
T T R Y & 23,24, 850/-- for

o i — -

T [

N
USRI v ST

o e ol S

PR




N
: .Kalan an

v it o oy i

"
[
f.

l

1

i

¥

S E e O Nt T n

Acqu1srtlon Appeal No
!Anr on 2. 0. 2011 I have d
llands ln Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03 425/-

‘On the lssue of comparablllty of 1a
‘vrllage Mundka Ghevra and Tikri Kalan

i Srnc’e exactnes

A |

_equlvalent unless qua som

28, Slnce the decrsron ln Pratap 5/nqh5 case (supra) 2

lmate Il‘l pornt of tlme to the g

etermlned the fair market value of the
per blgha as of 6 2 2003
nd in vrllage Bakkarwala Wlth
it is no doubt true that

whereas vrllage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 as do the

her vnllages but lt has to be- hrghllghte
proxrmate to the urban areas of Delhr vrs a vrs Gh
d to that extent qua said 2 vrllages has an ad

s can never be achleved ln the matters ofl

assessrng falr compensatlon

'surnllantles Wthh matter Thus
e land specral features can be shown ’

] S . g - - N o ‘. e :i _,...,_,:,..:..._'..,f;;,f_,,_._ - . .
e T DT b
489/2@09 Ch/ran// l.a/ vs Un/@n of /no’/a & !

it lS the broad probabllltles and
hold all 4 villages. £ be

d that it is. more ;3
evra and len v
vantage l |

R L.

. - T T

T,

PRRESRET T
PR P A S U DR

deals wrth ,notlflcatlons more prox
notlflcatlons ‘with Wthh 1 am concerned I'am of the oplnlon that SRR ;
| l ll:i would be Just falr and proper to determlne ‘the falr market ,
( value of lands wrth Wthh l.am concerned in relatlon to the falrf’fj; z
.y y L o
i market value of lands determlned ln Pratan S/nqh scase (supra) :
y ~As per the decrsron ln P/'atap 5//70/75 case (supra) for: the date -
e :
i 24 7! 1995 for Category A lands fair compensatron assessed Was a
.72, 15, 160/ per bigha and %1, 73, 500/— ‘per blgha for Category B )
. : f land The first: notlflcatlon wnth WhICh am concerned .
| a 25 2 1997 whereunder lands ln Vlllage Mundka were. acqulred §
; The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 uays. e, 581 days. In i;
o Pratap 5/nqh 's case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was determlned
to be 10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalmng to Category A )
_ ‘ . l.A APP 784/2005 &connected L .- s o v R F_’age;t;(_iv of19 )
B i ’ ; 5ot
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29,. ) The n,ext notlflcatlon W|th Wthh |- am concerned /5_"‘

Adated 21 32003 pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka ln Ch/ran// La/s«;,'{‘

A

-_cas (supra) Wlth reference to the deC|S|on ln Pratap S/nqh scasel;‘-f. :

'(supra) for agrltultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to alf;‘-,‘:
i .notlfrcatlon issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land AcquItlon Actifq‘

i
4
?
Y
!
s
3
1‘ T N H s C !

lands the falr marl<et value assessed lS ?2 491,408 75 per blgha(.g
i e ?11 97 162/- per acre and for Category B lands | assess the
‘falr market value at 32, 01 117/ per blgha e, ?9 65 361 60 per’

e

2)

on 6.2. 2003 the fair market value assessed was '\'4 03, 425/ perli"ff .

_blgha Thls was unlformly applled Slnce there |s a tlme gap of;»f'ﬂ -
'_Just a llttle over 1 month | am of the opmlon that pertalnlng to
'the notlflcatlon dated 21 3. 20@3 falr market value of land lnl»:- ’

V|llage Mundka should be 34,03, 425/ ie. 219, 36 440/ per acre ; -

whlchlhereby ﬁx S L TR A

%

pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqu1red ln Vlllage

Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala

31 o “As noted he reinabove, ln Ch/ran// La/s case’ (supra)
pertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlon dated 6.2. 2003 falr market value’r»-g
assessed by me was ey 03 425/- per blgha and thus lncreasrng“f': | 4_
the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the frgure comes to;:f
?4 98 589/ per blgha whrch comes to ?23 93 227 20 per acre
The same lS held by me to be the fair market value of land lnA'j:: o
V|llage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17 6 2005 l decree"f:

the same

3;0.'3 o propose to deal W|th the notlfllcatlon dated]:
, 24 9 2003 after deallng with the notlﬂcatlon dated 17 6. 2005

LA APP 784/2005 & connected ! -Page 17 of'19,
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1

\Alllage Bakkarwala as of. 24 9 2003.

3.

Accordlngly the appeals flled by the Unlon of Indla -’

v l am Ieft wrth the notlﬂcatlon dated 2492003&_5‘.

"p‘ertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and wrth reference to the falrl .
market value assessed in Ch/ran// La/s case I would requrre tor ix
‘.appreuate the pnce by 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 days
i:tlf\e ﬂglure comes o ?4 25, 641/ per blgha | e. ?20 43, 076 80 per.
aCre Wthh I determme to be the falr market value of land mi :

ﬂrequwe to be dlsmlssed and 1 hereby dlsmlss tl?e same The|,' :

;

L repas |

arppeals flled by the land owners and the cross ObjeCtIOl’lS ﬂled

by the land owners stands decreed as under - PR ‘

T A A e s Panirpipatinds e e e 70w e

o e

Lt Bt iR e
g " e

1 ok gy 1R g RIS

LA APP 784/2005 & connected

.
e e e vttt

.'f?Z 49 408 75 per brgha i.e. ? 11, 97 162/ per acre and
- "?for Category B lands the falr market value lS flxed ati.‘
' '{?2 01 117/ per blgha i.e. ?9 65 361 60 per acre as.! |

" ;For the land falllng in Category A Iand |n \V|llagef”"

l\/lundka the falr market value |s ﬂxed at

’,
i

"on 25.02. 1997

H-'For the land srtuated |n Vlllage Mundka the fall‘li;"
| ‘}‘market value is flxed at 4, 03 425/- per blgha |e

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

'.fFor the land srtuated in Vlllage Mundka the falr‘j"_
{market value is. frxed at ?4 98 589/- per blgha le :

323 93 227 20 per acre as on 17 06.2005:

I

_fFor the land srtuated in. V|llage Bakkarwala—,r;the’falr

market value is flxed at 34,98, 589/ -per blgha re
Page 18 of19 . -
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?A.Appellants and cross obJectors who have succeeded".«
.;';:.would also be entltled to solatlum and |nt§rest as per:’"
};statute and "as clanﬁed in the deosron reported as\
DLT 569 Sunder _vs. UO/ for the'.{,
l_"'compensatlon pald orlglnally and as: enhanced byiii

93(2001)

‘{}ff-the Reference Court and finally on the 5um enhanced“"

:?'aby the present Judgment and decree

Y, i)

.~;.|,

5

JULY08 2@112'j TR ~5; oE R
mm‘ e

LA.APP.784/2005 & conneCted

".?2"’3,9‘3,227‘.20 pe'r,;ac'r_e,_ a_-s on 17:.',06,20195._ o

e .f

Ao g

The appellants and cross obJectors *who succeed{;-':'.

would also be entltled to proportlonate costs "
;

s - .' .’.
H . . : & )

All pendlng appllcatlons stand dlsposed of ln terms of,:;i‘ :

the prayers made thereln
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'-'}.For ‘the Iand S|tuated in Vlllage Bakkarwalalth" falr:__j_:}-v_, -
,‘ ‘:?‘market value is . flxed at %4, 25, 641/ ‘per. W@ha 'e
| ?20 43, ®76 80 per acre, -as on 24 09 2003 5
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