x IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ LA.APP. 531/2011

OMDUTT&ORS Appellants

Through: Mr. L.B. Rai, Advocate
versus
UNION OF INDIA&ORS ... Respondents

Through: Mr. Sanjay Pathak, Advocate with
Mr.K.K. Kiran, Advocate for R-1/UQI.
Mr. Paramhans Sahani, Advocate for Mr.Arun

. Birbal, Advocate for R-2/DDA.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
ORDER
% 10.08.2011

CM 14862/2011 (exemption)

Allowed, subject to just exception.

CM 14861 /2011 (for condonation of delay in filing the appeal)

This application is filed by the appellants praying inter alia for
‘ condonation of delay of 304 days in filing the accompanying appeal.

At the outset, counsel for the appellants states that in case the
delay of 304 days in preferring the accompanying appeal is condoned,
the appellants shall not claim interest on fhe enhanced amount for the

period of delay as also the costs of the appeal.
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Counsel for the respondent No. 1/Union of India and respondent
No. 2/DDA state that they have no objection to the aforesaid
suggestion made by the counsel for the appellants.

Accordingly, the present application is allowed with the condition
that the appellants shall not be entitled to claim interest on the
enhanced amount for the period of delay of 304 days in filing the
appeal as also the costs of the appeal.

The application is disposed of.

LA.APP. 531/2011

1. By way of the present appeal,»the appellant has assailed the
judgment dated 03.07.2010 passed by the Reference Court in LAC
No.191/08 arising out of Award No0.01/DCW/2006-07 pertaining to
village Bakkarwala passed pursuant to the notification dated 17.6.2005
issued under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act 1894 (in short ‘the
Act’) and the declaration dated 31.5.2006 issued under Section 6 of
the Act.

2. Counsel for the appellants submits that the present case is
squarely covered by the judgment of a co-ordinate 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 8.7.2011.
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3. Counsels for the parties state that in the aforesaid batch of
matters, apart from the |and‘acquired in village Mundka , the learned
Single Judge had also decided the cases arising out of the same Award
covered under Section 4 of the Act dated 17.6.2005 pertaining to
village Bakkarwala. In this regard they draw 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:-

i) XXX

i) Xxx
i) Xxx

iv) For the land situated in Village Bakkarwala the fair market
value is fixed at ¥4,98,589/- per bigha i.e. 323,93,227.20 per
acre, as on 17.06.2005.

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. UQI, for the compensation, paid originally and as
enhanced by the Reference Court and finally on the sum
enhanced by the present judgment and decree.”

4, It is submitted by the counsel for the appellants that the

appellants are also entitled to the relief as granted to other similarly
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placed appellants in the aforesaid batch of matters, to which counsel
for the respondent/UOI has no objection.
5. Following the aforesaid decision dated 8.7.2011 in the case of

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 the costs of the appeal and the
interest on the enhénced compensation for the period of delay of 304
days in preferring the appeal, in terms of the orders passed today in
CM 14861/2011 preferred by the appellants for condonation of delay in

filing the appeal.

t'

HIMA KOHLI,]
AUGUST 10, 2011
rkb
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: gwllage Bakkarwala respectlvely wferel acqunred the Referevce'
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Government of NCT DeIh| had flxed the mlnlmu7m value for

year adoptlng the percentage 11 5 decreased the value by
| only 34 days lnasmuch as the date wnth reference whereto
Government had not|f|ed the mlnlmum value was 1. 4 1997 and
' the notlﬁcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Ach|5|t|on Act':. g

‘as

and for category B lands wnth reference to the values for

. Thus for category A lands the Reference Court
determlned the fair market value @ ?9 39 288/ per acre and for

i category B, land the same was determmed @ 38, 99 288/— per

-

‘% 14 , lgertalnlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3 2003 and
124.9. 2003 whereunder agncultura ands in VIIlage Mundka and

category A Iand depressed the same by ?90 OOO/~ per acre P

j agncultural lands ln Delhl I e 1 4! 1997 but as. agannst the Land-"
¥ Acqunsutlon Collector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for fulI one'

dated 25 2 1997 Thrs was the value ﬁxed for category A Iands i

Court took note of the fact that after the Government had .'

e, o~

notlfled the mlnlmum rates for’ agrlcultural lands in. Delhl as of
1 4.2001 the next revision was as of 30. 8 2005; Usmg the sald;
ldates and the; mlnlmum price notlfled by the Government of NCT
* Delhl the Reference Court adopted the pr|nC|ple of mean'
2 "‘
xas of 14 2001 and mcreasmg the same by 10% per annum-'
'3 determlned the enhanced pr|ce as of 21. 3 2003 as also,
1 '-f2492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the value',
] 'notlfled a4 0f130.8,2005 and' '
vy APP 784/2005 &connected‘ e L j;.l . Page8of 15;r -
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| 24 9. 2003 The two sums arrived at were added and _
two to arrlve at the mean ﬁgure as of 21 3, 2003 Wthh I note’j»
comes to ?15 92 O@B 33 per acre (In some dEClSlOl’lS I note the{,f
sum farrlved at is 15, 92 215/) For the date 24, 9 2003 thef-

: -‘»prlce determlned was 220,41, OOO/ per acre. - e
15 pertalnmg to the notlflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005?‘-'

58 e £ i
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_*annum determjned"'t'hesum a-r'rive'""d':"at‘“as of 213 > 9%
lelded | by§

i

: :.(,,',_.__

g,. .

B

\respect to. the lands |n VIllage Mundka on account of Iocational‘_“-'
"advantage | belng abuttlng “NH: 10" gave 5% inore "2
determmed the fair | market value as of 17. 6 2005 |n sum off‘.’.
.?21 37 017 75* per acre and for vlllage Bakkarwala the phce_

_ determlned was ?20 35 255/ per acre
5’.16.'

7

iACQUISIthl‘l Collector as also that of the Reference Court I delvels

2t

b o g
“lnto the arguments advanced before me durlng heann-g today*-- ¥
117 ' ;i Wlth reference '?:t'o tlg"e”’,. ewdence led LAC

i
-
~§for the *other appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not‘-.

d

n the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenano ln"

: pursuant whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqurred l’l‘l vl'lage_;---l
liBalkkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court ad'_jpted"'
',éthe ’mlynlmum pr|ce for agncultural lands notlfled by the'n'
f _gGovernment of NCT Delhl with effect from 1. 4 2001 and glvmg«g
?mcrease @10% per= annum determlned the value and’ Wlth--

;whlch“lwhave spenned proﬂled the reasonlng of the Land{-«*

' '-eNO 384/2004 /amna l/5 UO/ & Ors it was urged by Sh L B Ral
, Iearned counsel for-the appellant in: LA App No. 784/2005 WthhI;.} -
o argument was adopted by other learned counsel who. appeared;

lﬁjustlfled ln |gnonng the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1 blgha
o - I i : . : K
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'land B blswa\of agrlcultural land |n v1llage Mundka was sold as df
5.8, 1996 for a sale conSIderatlon of ?4 75;000/ ?38 OOO/ NS
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;v.lncurred towards 'sale duty and thus the pnce of the land would ?'
bi‘e ?5 13, OOO/ and calculated with reference thereto land prlce |
'-,‘_,,_,per blgha would comie to %4, 46 000/ as of 5.8 1996 Learned |
counsel would urge that there |s ho reason not tp hold that falr
market yalue of agncultural lands in vnllage Mundka was: ‘
?4 4% OO@/ per blgha as. of 5, 8’ 1996 Taklng the argument
-'Jforward lt lS urged that W|th reference td the- sald prlce, ufalr
| ffniwarket value needs to be.’ determlned as of 25 2 1993
| 21 3. 2003 and 17« 6. 2005 i €. the dates when notlflcatlons undf"“'r
Sectlon 4’ of the Lan’d Acqu|S|t|@n Act were lssued pursua‘nt e
_',::f"_whereto agncultural lands were acqunred |n V|Ilage Mundka? / . l
mcreasmg the prlce progressnvely, lf not by 12%: per annu‘m *at | , f
Ieast by 10% per annum lt lS urged that on the same basls
Iand prlce should be determlned for the agrlcultural lands |n
ffvullage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely it was urged that'smce ,
vullages lerl Kalarf Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous ?l_}
wllages and ln fact V|llage lel‘l Kalan is . further towards the w_
townshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be made |n the value of the {(,
‘iland in vnllage Mundka and Bakkarwala ‘with reference to the N
Judgment and decree dated 19.12. 2008 decrdlng a batch of 3 |
. Land Acqu15|t|on Appeals lead matter bemg LA Appeal
No 193/2006 Prarap 5//70/7 (Deceased) Thr LRs Vs, Yol sas- per
,’ﬁfwhlch falr market value of land per blgha was- determlned mi':" ‘
-’:_the revenue estate of Vlllage lerl Kalan, as of 16.11. 1995 ,
.~11 6 1996 and 17 12 2002 at ?2 15 164/ for category A land o
{ LA APP 784/2005&connected ;- - Page 10of19 : i . ‘j‘ ;
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/ gnd 11,73,500)- for category B  land; 22,35,850 for category‘ A
l)and and; ‘?1 90 15@/ for category B land; ?4 02 850/ fori 3
i »icategory A Iand and ?3 24 850/-»- for category B land . | vv
B _r"'espectlvely o | ; S R L
K 38' l;l may note here that m varlous land acquItlon_,
“ fleferences varlous partles have proved a ‘number of sale deeds
* .fexecuted from tlme:to tlme but. durln:_ ”arguments today bef‘ore | ‘
M learned counsel for the Iand owners have only relled uponl 3
" the saleldeed BxP-1 o T |
19 ' Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for t;he» . - |
f_-i UOl w‘ould urge that the cale prlce as per ExP 1 cannot "be ('
. -"«f;'%adopted;as' the yardstlck for the. reason to be a: representatlve ' L,
U sample of ‘the: whole the sample must bear some adequate '
' ) E)roportlon to- the whole For example learned counsel would
‘ ‘urge that |f it has to be determlned whether what percentage of
étones are mlxed inai bag of rlce |t would not. be a safe method
| ‘ éo plck only one graln for if it happens to be the graln of rlce
B 'one would lead to the conclusmn that the bag lS 100% full of rlce
| _and lf that one.grain happens to be s plece of stbne one would :
feach to the conclusmn that the bag lS full, of stones At least a: i}_ |
, flstful should be Ilfted and . then checked as a. representatlve R
-“_-’sample lS the» example glven The second reason on Wl:lerh"‘ ‘. :}__ B
‘ o learned counsel would attack the sal deed;as not'belng |
. i representatlve of the pnce is the reason that people do come toz -
j _know about pendlng acqwsntlon masmuch as before ach|S|t|ons . 5' ’
are made land in the area- lS surveyed Wlthout a survey lt
would be dlfﬁcult to! lssue even the notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4
- L;A APP 784/2005&connected v:_'; ’,? « -:f: - Page 11 Of19.{' M :
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-of the Land Acqunsxtlon Act. Learned counsel would concede_

llhat the reasons glven by the- learned Reference Court are not“
sound but would urge that the two- contentlons advanced by

O L R

3 z
hln:n should be con5|dered bylthls Court as ‘the reasons as to whyr .
ExiP 1 be not taken as the ba5|s to determlne the falr market | :

.-_val‘ue of lands |n V|llage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,':-__ '
learned counsel ‘would further urge that the four sale deeds"_‘:’ !
Ele to R4 referred to |n ‘the dec15|on of the learned'- §7

| Reference C%urt' pertgalnlng to sale deeds dated 6. 1 1995 ) l e
_30l5 1997:46 1997 and 8. 9 1997 relled upon by UOI would___ {
show . the actual market value of the land and thus’ learnedv_
counsel would urge that the sald four sal’e deeds should be);u. 7'*’ ,
consldered but hastens to. add that smce value reflected l_.'"";‘

-the%reln 'IS less *than lthé mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the.." .

' Government the pnce ﬂxatlon should be Wlth reference to thef '

.mlmmum prlce notlfled by the Governmeni Wthh |s nearest tov ' 5
the po:nt of tlme when the: respectlve notlflcatlons~ were lssued E

| 'under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acquns:tlon Act 2 : Phie
‘20l : An mdependent and - alternatlve argument lS also'_'-T "

advanced by learned counsel for the Unlon The same rests;:.-.::;f e

_ |ts§lf on a dectsmn ‘of a DlVlSlon Bench of thIS Court reported as;- f { o

o 20@6 (135) DLT 231 /ar. 5//70/7 l/5 UO/ 5 S ST SR

: 21 The dec15|on in (a/ S/nghs case (supra) concerns |tse-lf_ . IR
-wnth the pletermlnatlon of the falr market value of land ln v1l|age}_v, %
Bakkarwala whlch were acqwred pursuant to a notlflcatlon'

o { i '
dated 15. 10 1993 at ?1 32, OOO/— per blgha Learned counsel‘ EE
would urgelthat the sald decnswn has attamed flnallty lnasmuc' C :
LAA;P 784/2005&connected ;j_ :.. R R Page 1Zof19 I
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.i; ias Petltlons forLSpecnaI Leave to’ Appeal ﬂled before the Supreme
g,_‘_,iCourt by ertner S|degphave been drsmlssed Learned counsel
-:g-j-takes the ergument‘ ) ward by urgmg that by adoptmg the fam
i market vaﬁue of Iand rn vHIage Bakkarwala as of 15 10 1993 at‘
,?1 32 OOO)g per brgha the fam market value should ber
-%ascertann 3 by mcreasrng the prlce progresswely by 10%fpen
éannum td‘, determme the market value of dand in v lagg
§Bakkarwafia as of 24. 9, 2003 as also 17 6.2005. Learned couhser:. | -
L ; % would urge that in vrew of the. locatlo 1al advantage of vrllage .' )
L '}Mundka fa’ir market value of Iand in- vxllage Mundka should be,l‘ |
R determmed as of 25. 2 1997 21. 3 2003 and 17. 6 2005, by glV|ng ‘- N
o ;; _5% mcrease i_f - Tw :.7,‘ L s | "“’* )
. ‘t»22 Il; % =W|tha respect to the sale deed Ex.P- 1 whereunder 17 ;
- f | b|gha and 3 _blswa of agrlcultural Iand was soId ln Vlllage__ 0
‘ Mundka as ot 5 8.1996, it would assume lmportance that the'”’
. sale is about 7 months pr|or to the date of the notlﬂcatlon lssued :
_i under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act whlch was rssued on.. :
25 2. 1997 It 45 a matter of common knowledge that precedlng
*the publlcatnon of a notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4. of the“Land-._
;.i xAcqursmon Act surveys are carned out w1th the ObJECt of,
é'ifdetermlnlng as to what Iands comprised |n wh|ch khasra~
| %numbers and ﬂelds are requrred to be ‘notified for the proposed '
; g‘gacqu15|t|on and when this happens oeople in the area come to .
‘ Z know:- that_ very soon there is every likelihood that the Iands
E "wouid be acqu|red nn Delh| the large scale acquxsntlon pollcy '
| , en;oms upon the Government to allot ‘at pre determmed rates a
| plot of developeu reslder‘tra! Iand to the ones whose Iands are
%LAAPP 784/2005&ccnnected t e 'Page13of19
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] taken to be a representatlve measure of the fair market value of

.. i . e . _"‘ - N ‘: . M m‘ ‘
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a?cqurred and thus |t |s not Uqcommon for persons to »purchaSe
simall parcelss*of lands lh areas where acqursrtlons are’ lrkely to

take place these transactrons are speculatlve and cannot be7

A e et

|and as on the date of the sale. Further the prrncrples of ratro '-:l'.i»- "

‘f |
‘{".and proportlon as also the prrncrples of averages and the ;';'
ﬁ"prmcrples of samplmg tellr me- that to ‘be representatlve of the

)‘ ' ) l)’.’

s

whole a sample must bear at- lntellrgrble proportron . to :‘_he' S

Whole Thus not for ithe: reasonlng advanced by the learped .

b < ek

. e,

much Iower than the sale prrce recorded m Ex. P 1. ln fact the
sale prlce i the sald 4 sale deeds averages much les;s than

\

Ve
L
i
€

' Refereince Court but for the twrn reasomng hltherto fore noted
. {
- hold. that Ex P 1 cannot be good evrdence wherefrom market

i

—

value of the Iand could be determrned There rs an addrtlonal i

e reason not to rely upon the sard saIe deed The sale deeds Ex R— ,

1 to Ex R 4 dated 6 1 1995 30 5 1997 46. 1997 and 8.9, l;L997

,_"_are also ,pertamlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale brlce

.even the mlmmum prlce for agrrcultural tand m Delhl notlfred by

the Government R T vf o - ’ ¥ ]
53 ' Thus, the falr market value of the. lands would be o
requrred to loe frxed either with- reference to the’ decrsron of thrs B
Court ln va/ £ /n: h ‘s case (supra) or Pratap S/nqh scase (supra) - _3 -
~2'4;.' i i' " 1 hrghlrght that both. decrsrons penned by the' D|v1510n L
Bench of thrs Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court' po

t‘25. C rThe decrsron n /a/ S/nqhs case (supra) determ ned

lfarr market value of land in- Vlllage Bakkarwala m sum of

| -Rl 32 OOO/ per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereof
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: i would show that the Court assessed the falr market value W|th
"-:reference to sale deeds executed between the yea’rs 1990 tlll

ithe };year 1996 elther in Vlllage T|kr| Kalan or Vlllage Mundkaf
ja‘ppbrently on the premlse that berng contlguous vrllagers sale

it
s %prlce of agrlcultural rland in the 20 adjomlng villages’ Would be

'|nd|cat|ve of falr market value of Iand |n V|Ilage Bakkarwala

*26 Y n Pratap 5//70/75 case. (supra) the Drvnsron Bench

»wasxconcerned W|th agncultural Iands in Tnkn Kalan and another

Lt e o e

et

e g e ae 2 e

1"1

% B “
*adjommg Vlllage named Ghevra and pertammg to varlous
wnotuﬂcatIOhs |ssued under Secuon 4 of hhe Land Acqursutlon Act

]

determlned the fair market value of agrlcultural Iands in. Vlllage

"mkrl Kalanrand Ghevra as under- _f, o

VO ar
g
e e e
e
PR
SN
. LI .
P
,Q

eS NO ) Date -‘ : ) ﬁi.-' Vl“age S

Prlce per Blgha 1

2N e
-

T fea, o7 1995 & Tikri Kalan 172, 15 160/~ for Block

'1’61;;1“

WY ? ol e
* N . EY

[

b sl Block B land

1995 Cl A &ERLT3, 500/ for .

2. 112@%1996 Tk Kalan ~&%2,35,815/- for Block |
A I Ghevra L A& L0, 156/-- for,

S L T L T R B'OCKB'a”d
3. 17.12.2002 | TikriKalan ' |%4,02,850/- for B'OCk
Pl A s r3, 850/- for

Chle o b Block B fand.

B N

¢ Pt : . : - B . i
4 uo . . g
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b B " » . y g ‘ S
2 o . 4

FoHowmg the Judgment ln Pratap 5//70/7 scase (supra)

=5 ~

< . N
,-(D* -
MQ_,Q- I

to notrﬂcatlon dated 6 2. 2003 |n the batch of appeals belng Land

ecnded the falr market rvalue for the Iand S|tuated;‘|n§:ﬁ:f‘
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vrllage Mundlg,, Ghevr

1
{
l
(

Slnce lexactness can never be achleved

A s

o g e e

. assessrng falr compensatlon

" srmllarltles whlch matter

;:ww,._ »m“'“’

1)
'gland The. flrst notlflcatlon wrth Wthh
|
l

T e SRR o e e S S
=
PR e
-

Abdisition Af
Aﬁhl on 2 6 2@‘11 i have determlned the falr mark tvalue of the .

lands lﬂ Vlllage Ghevra at 34, 03 425/ per blgha as of 6 2. 2003

On the issue of comparablllty of land ln vrllag

whereas vrlla‘j"_e Bakkarwala: does

ther vrllages blut
prpxrmate to the- urban ar

l<alan and to thatl extent qua sald 2 vrllages has an advantage

in . the matters of

|t rs the broad . probabllltles and

qulvalent unless qua some land specral features can be shown

IR i
A / Slnce the decrsron in. Pratap S/nqhs case (supra)

;‘:'«- i
eals wnth notlflcatlons more proxrmate |n pornt of tlme to the

lam- of the oplnlonfthat

notlflcatlons wrth Wthh Tam concerned
it would be JUSt fair: and proper td determlne the falr market

gvalue of lands wrth Wthh I am concerned ll’l relatlon to the,}:""‘arr
lmarket value of: lands determlned |n Prafap S/nqh scase (supra)

lAs per the decrsron ln Prafap 5/nqh5 case (supra) for the date
ensatlon assessed was

l24 7 1995 for Ca‘cegory A Iands falr comp
Rz 15 160/ per blgha and 31, 73, 500/ per blghaf for Category B

252, 1997 whereunder lands in Vlllage Mundka were acqurred

pan. sweeps 1 year and 216 a’ays /e 581 days lnl
(supra) the annua/ mcrease was determlned

The tlme s

‘ Pratap 5/nc7h 5 case
to be 1()% pel annum (flat) Thus pertalmng to Category A

,geal No 489/2009‘ Ch/ran// La/ v5 Un/onr af /na’/a g&

e Bakkarwala Wlth‘fi-

a and T|l<r| Kalan it lS no doubt true that ,
not abut NH-10, as clo the

lt has to. be hlghllghted that it is moref »
eas of’ Delhl vis-8:vis. Ghevra and lerl N

Thus hold all 4 Vlllages to be‘-

am concerned ls,

,
:
. i
ot LA APP 784/2005 & connected Page 16 of 19
P
5 e
= ! 1 ks _ .
Y S P ! : S :
D ] Yo v [ . ! ! )
¢ N - ¥ B i - .
' ﬁ: e ( Vv - a o
b ; FE I X
. . . : .' Vg ' -
. - : ) ! . s o -
T o g _ . SR
) & ‘. . . : ; : . L '
' § s g . Oy : ' i s g
. i 4 H ! K e - o s
¥ 4 i IS i ) K ¥ Loy (; _,7' :
M i S T . I : > X : i '
E H ] B . . » : r -4 ‘
R P T - ! ; i : ! PR :
Loy i “ ' ! [ i ; i e '
[ . B L . g ; s St ) {‘ y o 3
oo I s p i L RS VR I U
R Tt : % | wiELL
. - ' i 3 , . £ ISR A X
. ? . . : . oo { d DI SR i
IR ; -' X R r
S Y i . : " R v -
I COLE : B * § -
L SRR : L . v 1 | R i
‘;. ) g-i . : i B B " ' ; A L
e ' ¢ % 1 "x +o r, s I
i % N I oo Pbe :
- s EE E : I =
i} § Y vy ’ . it / 4
: K 1. k { . o ¢ $ S 4
i LN R it 'S ‘ o € " '3
y i oot ; . 4 B ! Y
F NE A X > . 1 K 1 »-; o
r - o g
W 'K

g’ 10N 2



S e - PR . T

e g e

el

g

T X e, T r A
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~fa|r market value at ?2 Ol 117/ per blgha i.e. ?9 65 361 60 per

| 'acre , o , : o
L P ’
[29;.'_ | The next notlflcatlon Wlth whlch I am concerned /5 '_'

i
l
% ! . . : .
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‘ L

ands,ithe. faﬁr-market value assessed |s ‘?2 49, 408 75 per blghai

.l*:

i

‘l
{
d tea’ 21 32003 pertalnlng to- V|llage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s
L2 s supra\ wrth reference to the decrsron ln Pratap 5//70/7 scase

'_;.

‘ “notlflcatlon |ssued under Sectlon 4. of the Land Acqu151tlon Actt

it miemd ey e

| :'V'on 6 2 2003 ‘thé: fair market value 'assessed was ?‘4 03 425/ per
blgha Thls was unlformly applled Slnce there |s a time: gap Of

i ust a, llttle over 1 month, | am of the oplnlon that pertalnlng;..,to
i

5 'the notlflcatlon dated 21.3. 2003 falr market value of land ln |
Vlllage Mundka should be 34, 03 425/- i €. ?19 36 440/- per ac_re e

.

whlchlherebyflx T
"30 -"l‘}*- l propose to deal lth the notlflcatlon dated

'

‘24 9 2003" after dealing, W|th the notlflcatlon dated 17 6 2005

pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqu1red ln Vlllage

4\'

* rMundkazand V|llage Bakkarwala e o

s l,‘

'31 o As noted herelnabove in Ch/ran// La/s case (supra)

~ o

«pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon datedl 6. 2 2003 falr market value

1

ﬁassessed by me was X4, 03 425/ per blgha and | thus mcreasmg
| '*vthe same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to

"i

,

- ?4 98 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to ?23 93, 227 20 per acre
"lThe same is held by me to be the falr market value of land |n

‘.-?'per acre and for Category B lands | assess the i

supra) for agrlcultural lands ll’l Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to al "
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lV|llage Mundka and Vlllage B‘akkarwala as. of 17 6 2005 I decree
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2. . lam left: with the notlfICatlon dated 24 9. 2@03.;
Apertarnrng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and W|th reference to the falr;{- l

'

R ——

market value assess;ed in Ch/ran// /.a/s case, | would requrreﬁto
{ \

:vappreuate the pnce by 10% per annum for a perrod of. 201 days‘ o 2 |
the ﬂgure comes to. ?4 25, 641/ per blgha i.e. ?2@ 43, 076 80 per - ’

*

’acre Wthh | determlne to be the falr market value of Iand lnl

-ﬂr@

,4, ’ i )
; * .
7

i(.a.-'; p

Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9. 2003. ,
.(‘133 L Accordlngly, ,the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndla‘ ;
;' Frequrre to be drsmlssed and hereby dlsmrss fthe same The
appeals flled by the Iand owners and the cross obJectlons flled
}by the Ia nd owners stands decreed as. under - BT

- | | i_f,
Lo .,-_ IR x}
) For the land falllng in: Category A land in- V|llag

l\/lundka the fair market value lS flxed at
‘ ‘ ?2 49 408 75 per brgha i e i‘ 11,97, 1,62/- per acre-: ;“_nd j
‘ | for Category B lands the fair: market value |s fl)éed at
© {1 ®2,01,117/- per bigha i.e. 9, 65 361 60 per acre as
~' "on25021997 e
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: P '-'ii);?'_ ;For the Iand srtuated in V|llage Mundka the falr‘l
P l . -.l-_:market value is flxed at ?4 03 425/- per blgha i, e,g_ - ,

f '.‘?19 36 440/ per acre -as on, 71 03 2003 4‘ 2
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‘ii‘ii)i" "For the land srtuated |n V|llage Mundka the falr.;
'-;*,market value is ﬂxed at ?4 98, 589/— per- brgha u el .
| f?23 93 227. 20 per acre, as on 17. 06.2 2005 S T

For the Iand srtuated ln Vlllage Bakkarwala the lfalr’f
market value is flxed at ?4 98 589/— per blgha? e
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?28 93 227 20 per acre as on 17 06 2005

,,For the Iand srtuated nn VrHage Bakkarwata the falr'

tmarket value s ﬂxed at ?4 25 641/ per brgha
o
?20 43 076 80 per acre “as,on 24 009. 2@03

s
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Appellants and cross obJectors who have succeeded;
would also be entltled to solatlum and lnterest as per,
statute and as cIarn‘red m the decrsron regmted as‘_
93(2001) DLT 569 5una’er _ v5 UO/ for thei

compensatron pard orlgrnally and as enhanced by

by the bresent Judgment and decree
i‘ . . r .

"’~The= apbellahts"an’d-‘cr’o‘s‘s—ofbjectors ho succe

,? e o a

t; e g -:um- i3"'-"' E

\WOU|d also be entrtled to" proporuonate costs

i
X

f_fv!ii_,) All pendmg applrcatlons stand dlsposed or' in termS*of

the prayers made thereln Co
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