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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP. 517/2011

RUPENDER SINGH&ORS ... Appellants
Through: Mr. L.B. Rai, Advocate
Versus
UNION OF INDIA & ORS J . Respondents

Through: Mr. Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for
respondent No.1/UOI. ' : :
Mr. Mr. Arun Birbal, Advocate for respondent

No.2/DDA.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
ORDER

% . 04.08.2011

- €M 14409/2011 (for condonation of delay in filing the appeal)

This application is filed by the appellants praying inter a.l/'a for
condonation of delay of 436 days in filing the accompanying appeal.
At the outset, counsel for the appellants states that in case the
delay of 436 days in preferring the accorﬁpanying appeal is condoned,
the appellants sHaII not claim interest bn the enhanced amount for the
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 objection 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 amount for the _period of delay of 436 days in filing the
appeal as also the costs of the appeal.
The application is disposed of.

LA.APP. 517/2011

1. By way of the presént appeal, the appellants have assailed the
judgment dated 18.02.2010 passed by the Reference Court in
LAC No0.148/2009 arising out of Award Nvo.3/DC(W)/2005—06
pertaining to village Mundka, pursuant to the notification dated
21.03.2003 'issue'd under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition-Act 1894
(in short ‘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 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:-
LA.APP. 517/2011 Page 2 of 4
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i) XXX

i) For the land situated in village Mundka the fair
market value is fixed at %4,03,425/- per bigha, i.e.
%19,36,440/- per acre, as on 21.03.2003.

i) Xxx

iV) XXX

v)

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 submitted by the counsel for the appellants that the
appellants are also entitled to the relief as granted to other similarly
placed appellants in the aforesaid batch of matters, to which counsel
for the respondent/UOI has no objection.

{1. Following the aforesaid decisioﬁ dated 08.07.2011 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 interest on the enhanced

compensation for the period of delay of 436 days in filing the appeal as

LA.APP. 517/2011 Pagg 3o0f4



also the costs of the appeal, in terms of the orders passed today in CM
14409/2011 preferred by the appellants for condonation of delay in
filing the appeal.

HIMA KOHLI,]

4 . AUGUST 04, 2011
rkb '
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S The present dec15|on concerns lssue of fmatlon of faﬂr
) market value of land in. the revenue estate of V|llage @akkarwa‘la

and v1llage lVlundl<a i R i
The dates on Wthh falr market value of the land has
to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as underl_;;: o
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Abuttlng NH- 10, leadlng from the c1ty of @elhl to the'

2 townshlp of Rohtal< in the' State of Haryana are vnllages Mundka
.Ghevra and len Kalan V|llage Bakkarwala lies towards the
: other snde of the Southern boundary of vnllage Mundka |
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= notrflcatlon dated 25 2 1997 under wh|ch agrrcultural lands |

‘j" the revenue estate of V|l’lage Mundka were acqurred the learned

»4 of the Land Acqursxtlon Act as per award No 2/1999/2000 o

Agncultural lands in-the revenue estate of vnllage Mundka Were

éfurther acquured pursuant to a notlflga;tlon dated 2132003

g

lAcqursrtlon Act as p(er Award No 13/20-06 07 o , :..,e | .
i,ga;g . Agncultural Iands |n the revenue estate of vrllagef C

Bakkarwala were acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated 5
24 9. 2003 |ssued underlSectlon 4 of thelLand Acqu|5|t|on Act as,
~per Award No. 3/2004 05 Further lands ln the revenue estate of

~ el

the same Vlllagle were.. acqwred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated
17 6 2005 (the same notlflcatlon under’ Wthh lands ln vrllage

Mundka were acqulred) as per award No. 1/2006 07 - ,;r-;,

5
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determlned the falr market value of the acqunred lands under aIl

the awards wnth reference to the mlnlmum prlce for- agrlcultural S

land as notlfled by the Government of NCT Delhl
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the pnce for one year @ 11 5% per annum Fhrs prlce was ,
adopted for category A lands For lands m category B‘a the value "
s '\l was further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnmg to the |

~E

fl’lOtlfICathHS dated 2132003 and :2492903 the Land

; émlnlmum pnce of agrlcultural land as of 1.4, 2001 and gave no
‘. lbeneflt\of enhancement wrth reference to the fact that the faln -
;market value of the Iands to be determlned Was as of 21 3. 2003 ’

t‘and 2492003 : Even pertammg to xthe notrflcatlon dated

77111/62005 whlch requlred falr market value: of Iand to be

b 3

,determlned in the revenue estate of vrllage Bakkarwala and
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11 Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the falr marketl _,
% value of the lands by the" Land Acqursntron Collector the Iand

g }v:llage Mundka as of 17. 6 2005 the Land Acqursutlon Collector
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»'»’lmlnlmum value of agncultural Iands |n Delhr as of I. 4 2001 and
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olﬁners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 ‘of the Land
qu|srt|on Act 1894 and on the reference belng made vnde
vanous Judgments and decrees whrch are under challenge rn ‘l

| 'the above captloned appeals the Reference ‘Court took
| ‘icorrectlve actlon as per the V|ew of the Reference Court and

5 ‘acqurred the Reference Court: adopted the same notlflcatlon as
) was adopted by the Land Acqulsmon Collector under Wthh the i.;.-

enhanced the falr market value T A
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8 lCourt toolk note of the fact that after the Government h »
{notrfled the mlnlmum rates for agncultural lands |n Delhl as f
’*\ 1. 4 2001 the next rewsnon was as of 3048 2005 Usmg the sald

| 24 9. 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands in. V|Ilage Mundka a;u
gvnlage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqunred the Referen

B | ' i i —
: i
Lobae
S . v
}Government of NCT* Delhl had flxed the mlnlmum value fb_n
4 agncultural lands in rDelhl ie. 1. 4 1997, gbut as: agalnst the: Land
o
';;_ lAcqunsntlon Collector depressmg the pnce @ 11 5% for: fuII one’
year adoptlng the percentage 11 5, decreased the value by
only 34 days masmuch as the date wrth reference whereto
Government had notlfled the mlnrmum yalue was 1.4. 1997 and 3
' the notlflcatlon under Sect|on 4 ‘of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act was{j R
Vdated 25 2 1997 ThlS was the value flxed for category A lands_.
» -y and for category B Iands wrth refey ence to the values for

category A land depressed the same by ?90‘,000/ per acre.
13, Thus for category A lands the Reference Co ':t.;‘
determmed the fair market value @ 39, 89 288/—‘ per acre and il

category ll Iand the same was determlned @ ?8 99 288/—
‘ acre U : ,' _ o S .’: "]‘35",
t14 Pertamlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3. 2003 a;';

A dates and the mlnlmum pnce notlfied by’ the Government of NCT

Delh| the Reference Court adopted the ,pnncrple of mean

average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the value
as of 142001 and |ncr‘easmg the same by 10% per @nnu

4" R P B e

idetermlned the enhanced pnce as of 2132003 -as };;‘_al

-52492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the value

'Aanotlfled as of 30 8. 2005 and depressrngl the same by 10,% per

4 . 7 i
. . : ( . f .,
i, LA APP 784/2005 & connected R SN ?_t . i f-_;» Page 8 of 19
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: :'a'nnum 'determlned the sum arnved at as of 21 3 2003 }as,also""'
24 9 20@3 The two sums arrlved at we‘e added and dlvlded by
;two to arrlve at the mealn flgure as of 21 3. 2003 Wthh I note

- llcomes to ?15 92 083 33 per acre (ln some dec1srons 1 note the

 lsum arrived at.is 15,92,215/-);
'J‘ ";pl’lCe determlned was ?20 41, OOO/ per acre | ?'-_i‘;t- 3

For the, date 24.9.2003 the!

"l15 '- Pertalnlng to the notlflcatzlon dated 17 6 2005
. «pursuant whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqunred ln vrllagef
" Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Cour?c adopted;“ 0

.l,
*the mlnlmum prlée for agrlcultural ands notlfled by thef_

S— ...-,-.,,-a.»w- o~

[ e T U L L e e 2.
wom~wqp_‘.«4~ PSPPI wime

Mﬂ

|._1
\I

e I
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T T

o “Government of NCT Delhl wrth effect from 1.4 2001 and glvlng ™
' lncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and wrth'-.j-'
res‘pect to the lands in v1l|age Mundka on account of Iocatrdnal
advantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave 5% more-_,.'j"\‘_and *:
determrned the faif . market value as of 17.6. 2005 in’ surn of |
’\*'21 37 017 75 per acre and for wllage; Bakkarwala the_,_» fice

ey
]

b

determmed was ?20 35, 255/- per acre O A

An the aforesald backdrop of;;the factual SCena_

ey
A

have penned proﬂled the reasomng of the Land«{

E
E
=

Acqwsrbon Collector as-also that of the Reference Court I delve
mto the arguments advanced before me dunng hearlng today
Wlth reference to. ,the eV|dence led - ln LAC
-'.No 384/2004 /amna V5. UOL & Ors., it was urged by ShiL. B;Ral
learned counsel for' the appellant in LA App No. 784/2005 'Wthh :

\.argument was adopted by other Iearned counsel Who appeared L
'\--'for the fother appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not
"JUStlfled,,,lﬂ lgnorlng the sale deed Ex P-1 whereunder 1 blgha

: -t
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?; _:and 3 blswa of agvrlcultural land in vrllage Mundka was sold as of

,.‘,,,,p«-

5 8. 1996 for a sale con5|derat|on o %4, 75 0004 P ?38 OOO/ was

_..~,

lncurred towards sale duty and thus the prlce of the land would .

be ?’5 13, OOO/ and calculated W|th rleference thereto land prlce.'; .

per blgha ‘would come to 34,46, OOO‘/ as, of 5. 8 1996 Learned

counsel would urge ‘that there is no reason ot to ‘hold that falr W

S

?4 46 OOO/A" i‘;,per blgha as of 5 8 1996 Taklng the argument

_ forward rt |s urged that” wrth reference to the sald price, fa|r\
market value needs to. - be determlned as_lof 2521993 :

21 3. 2003 and 17 6. 2005 e the dates when notlflcatlons unde :
Sectlon 4 of the Land ACQUlSlthn Act were |ssued pursuantr

.
.market value of agncultural Iands in ;VIIlage Mundka was«,

'.'p oo

f i
; |ncrea5|ng the prlce progressxvely lf not by 12% per annu'm:'7

)

least by 10% per annum It |s urged that on the same basrs

1
land prlce should be determlned for thev agrlcultural lands ln

vrllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely it was . urged that smce

whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqunred ln vrllage Mundka by*v

’.~V|llages len Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous

J vnllages and in fact vnIlage T|l<n Kalan is further towards the,,f’ff -

‘ _ ' townshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be made in. the value of the b
. Iand in vrIlage Mundka and Bakkarwala wrth reference to the
o Judgment and decree dated 19 12 2008° dec%dlng a batch of
(. : Land Acqursrtlon Appeals lead matter belng LA Appeal
il No 193/2006 Pratap 5//70/7 (Deceasea’) Thr LRs V5 UO/ as per
whrch falr market value of land Qer blgha was determlned |n 4 !
the revenue estate of vnIlage lerl Kalan as of 16 11 1995 |
1}1 6 1996 and 17. 12 2002 at ?2 15, 164/—* for category A land y
) QAPP 784/2005&connected ‘ : .:'_f‘ Page 100f19 |
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category‘
’respectlvely SRR i s o
‘18 - g”é‘vl‘_ may note here that in- vahous Iand acqunsmonf L

fne Iearned counsel for the Iand owners have onIy relied: upon
,"-"the sale deed Ex Pl ? EE | f
‘.59 Per contra Sh Sanjay Poddar Iearned counsel fo__l “ |
'UOI would urge that the sale pnce as per ExP 1 cannot;? be |
'l Jadopted as the: yardstlck for the reason to be a representaﬂ

Vs‘ample of the whole the sample mustjbear some adequate _'

A Iand and ?3 24 850/- for category B
4 :

executed from trme to tlme but dunng arguments today beforeu P

o

i

" ,broportxon to the whole For example learned counsel would

r'urge that ifit has to be determmed whether what percentage of L
o stones are mlxed |n a bag of nce |t Would not be a safe method

to plck only oneegraln for: |f |t happens to be bhe graln of nce ' 3
one -would: Iead to the conclu5|on that the. bag is 100% fuII of I‘ICE‘._‘ "
and |f that one gra|n happens to be a plece of stone one would

_ reach to. the conclusnon that the bag is fi 1II of stones At Ieast a ," .
f|stfu| should be llfted and then checked as a representatlve .

sample |s the' example glven The second reason on Wthh '
I%earned counsel Wo*uﬁd attack the sale deed'* as not belng*\{

rlepresentatlve of the pnce IS the reason that people do come tox

_f know about pendlng acqursltlon lnasmuch as before acqursx ohs®
'are made Iand in the area is surveyedf Wlthout a survey |t

f‘ would be dlfﬁcult to lssue even the notlﬂcatlon under Sectron 4 SR
‘_L‘AAPP 784/2005&connected‘:_.' : '; Page 11 of19 ‘ o 5
e 1 o ~ 3 i a
SRS §
1 ; B
A R SR TIRINS p
S I : i v ' 4 e

i Aot T FEVE PR g
Sore
P
-

. .
' e
¢ B L
v ! ; 40 ! ‘ 2
: : -l "
iy ’ : .
. ) ) K
k) b ) o
v b4 B ‘4."
3 "v ! o !
¢ S i
) } N i “




‘”that the reasons glven by the Iearned Reference Court are.fg,.

_xsound but would urge that the two contentlons advanced byf
' hlm should be con5|dered by thxs Court as the reasons as to why-l_*
| Efo 1 be not taken as the baSIS to determme the farr market’:"
_*val’ue .of lands |n‘v1llage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdlzy,_'-
‘Iearned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds :
Ex\Rl to Rﬂr referred to in the decrsnon of the rearned_
Reference Court perta|n|ng to sale deeds dated 611995.'
5. 1997 4, 6.1997 and 8.9. 1997 " relied Upon by YOl wouldf"
show the actual market vaIue of the Iand and - thus Iearned_,

_30

e a5 T

¢ 4

!

'counsel would urge that the sald four sale deeds should be,w

’theirem. is Iess than the mlnlmum prlce notlfled by. the.;”
Government the prlce f|xat|on shoufd be W|th reference to the-:,

f

: mlnlmum pnce notlfled by the Government wh|ch IS nearest to :
'the porht of- time - when the respecttve notlflcatlons were lssued'f-

>.

under Sect|on 4 of the Land Acqursxtlon Act

’20; o v‘ An mdependent and alternatlve argument is also’

1tself on a decrsron of a Drvrsmn Bench of thlS Court reported as’ :
. 20@6 (135) DLT 23L /a/ S/nqh Vs UO/ '

 ntu ety

213 The decrsnon rn/__ /ng ’s case (supra) concerns ltse'lf

: wrth the determlnatlon of the farr market value of Iand m vrllage': '

!

N i the Land Acqursmon Act Learned counsel would concede.

'cons|dered bt hastens 'to add that smce value reflected".

*.advanced by Iearned counsel for the UI’HOI’] The same rests;'."--,"»,

| Bakkarwala Wthh were acgurred pursuant to- a, notlflcatlon e
-' dated 15 10 1993 at 31,32, OOO/— per blgha' Learned counsel'
would urge that the sald deCIsron has attamed flnalrty lnasmuch:"”

L —

' I ; g- .
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b st

":§22 : W|th respect to the sale cleed EX. Pi whereunder 1
[

AT n Rt

z‘:ACQUlSlthl’l Act surveys are carrled out W|th the object o{f

g Py .

’“‘"“'w‘»—r S~ M_ adantane &

: %as Petltlons for SpeC|aI Lea\/e to _l%rﬁled before the Supremeg
"{_-"{Court by either S|de have bee it ls‘sed‘ ‘Learned co.unsel
3 ?takes the argument forward by ulﬁg" g that by adoptmg the faln
i vimarket value of land in vnllage B%g- "«wala as &f 15 10 1993 at::;n
g ,1?1 32, 000/- per bigha, the fall% gltharket value should e
;"?ascertalned by lncreasmg the pré‘o progressnvlely by 10% per ]
'-l,_annum* to 'dete-rm‘ine*the_’:‘-f’mark;e, ?,‘_value of land in’ v1llage o
"L_. %Bakkarwala as.of 24 9. 2003 as also: 17 6. 2005 - lLearned counsel .'
;wo‘uld urge that in vnew of the locatlonal advantage of vnll‘ig‘e :
; rMundka falr market value of land ﬁ vullage Mundka should 'be :
. ';determlned as of 25. 2 1997 21 ‘3 2098 and 17 6 2005 by glv’lng B :

§5% mcrease o ;» R
blgha and 3% blswa of agrlculturall land wasl sold ll’l Vlllag'e"
Mundka as of S. 8 1996 lt would atsgume lmportance tha't"'-'thel,

rsale is about 7 months prior to the de 6f the notification lssued S

l under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsntlon Act Wthh was lssued on o

‘

:‘25 2 1997 It lS a matter of common knowledge that precedlng
—,.,the publlcatlon of a* notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 of thefLand

'»“determlnlng as to what lands compnsed |n Wthh khasrag
numbers and ﬂelds are requlred to be ﬂOtlfled for the proposed -
acqunsxtlon and when thls happens people in the area come to
know that very soon there is every llkellhood that the lands -1

jplot of developed reSIdent|al land~ i ll.l’ne ones whose lands are‘

LA APP. 784/2005 & connected | " ' +  page 13 of 19

e s [ i Lo ; i TN

‘ Yo - B { : - R oy

:‘ 'é i t { ' .4.“4 ) AV( o ';l .."': "!‘"

I BT : R L &
B 3 : § AT

P i N Y 5

B S L DL : x.

* g o ﬁ i : ; L '

Ly g - oo S .
3 g e o Sy
Y.op Lo - g >

; f o "y ¢ 4 — ) .
S SRR . Ly 7

oy . o ; s g 3 ;

SR S W b : e

:k : EA ‘, n ¢ i ' ‘é 4 ! 7 A

i 3 \ ? 3 X 4 ) §‘ ] { s B 5 .



o

v

5
I3
o
¥

I
Reference Court but for the twnn reasomng hltherto fore noted _

m e e A e ek e e

l a'edu:red and thus itis not uncomr@@'

’take place these transactlons are s‘peculatlve and cannot be N
3 taken to be a representatlve measurepf the falr market value of s 5

;;,land as on the date of the sale: Fu

' prln

.‘»-m-» gy F;rm,“

requnred to be le

o

-t o e . i : H s } Ll
A . s R - ¥ i -

S nd Lo . L . L o ) . . . ; :
PO -~ . L e . v By X - @
I ; H . . . c R oo Y nd

LT Lo . . Lt D A ¢ . g R I
K . s EE L . ! - . ; '
. .
P

e AR A MRS Tl A
et

3

E)

RTINS

s;rlall parcels of lands in areas wher &

’-V;_fer the prlncrples of rat|o R

and proportlon as also the prlncniyl 25 of averages and the N
cilples of Sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of.the { o
whole a sample must bear at lntelllglble proportlon tof\ he '

¥

\}vhole Thus not for the reasonlng qdvanced by the learned'%;’ C .

st

‘!

bold that EX. P- 1 cannot be good eVldence wherefrom market“;,l

value of the Iand could be: determlned There lS an addltlonal”‘-;-.
leason not to rely upon the, sald sale deed The sale deeds Ex R
to Ex. R 4, dated 6 1. 1995 130.5. 1997 4 6. 1997 and 8.9, 1997 o

re also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka dnd reflect a sale pnce

uch Iower than thé ‘sale prlce recorded in. Ex P 1.1 fac _‘,‘ther‘-

le prlce in the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less thanv : ‘
din Delhl notlfled by\'r |

e

3

m&;@zm »V~.~

ven the mlnrmum pnce for agrlcultural Ian

,21—;*:::*
e

the Government S P SRR .;f A
3. Thus, the fair market value of the lands would be: L
ed elther W|th reference to the decnsron of hhs._' .

‘Court ini/af. /'n h’s case (supra) or. Pratap Singh 5case (supra~) | i
\l24 *l hlghlrght that both dec15|ons, penned by the DlVlslon :
“Bench of th|s Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court (.
";25 ! The dec15|on in /a/ 5//70/75 case (supra) determlned

.

-lfalr market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala in sum of.'f;u_ S
ORI, 32 0004 per blgha as of 15 10. 1993, and the perusal thereof'b S
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L ‘Wou'ld show that the Court assessed the falr market value wrth

F e

":reference to sale dEeds executed between the years 1990 tlll V
';{the year 1996 elther ln V||lage T|kr| Kalan or. Vlllage Mundka’
by ¥apparently on: the premase that belng contlguous vrllagers sale
lprlce of agncultural land |n the 2 adjomlng vrllages vvould be

v ‘llndlcatlve of falr market value of land in Vlllage Bakkarwala R T
526 B
ywas concerned with agrlcultural lands in lerl Kalan and another

In Pratap S/nqhs case (sup a) the Drvrsuon Bench

: _"*adjomlng Vlllage named Ghevra and pertalnlng to. varlous
"lnotlﬂcatlons lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act
: gdetermlned the falr market value of agrlcultural lands |n Vlllage

illkl’l Kalan and Ghevra as under TR SR i .

* .‘S NO Date T

‘ V|Ilage

Prlce per Blgha

T 2. 07 1995 &

lerl Kalan

7} 15 160/- for Block o

gt

S BlockB land
Kalan' - & 32, 35 815/ for Block
A &71,90, 156/-, for
Block B. Iand 1
34, 02 850/- for Block '
A & ?3 24, 850/- for
Block B land

JRPEE

2. [11:06.1996 | Tiki
R o Ghevra

-

3. [17.12.2002 - |TikriKalan_

e mmdia s

B PR LA S (R

[resN——

ey

, :g‘g' . ;
) ; $
L

7. Followmg the Judgment m Pratap 5/nqh5case (supra)

T e
N~ o

"

have decrded the falr market value for the: land sntuated |n

i
b '
- l%evenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh was acqurred pursuantl :

-to notlflcatlon dated 6 2 2003 ln the batch of appeals being Land

L,

X u Tow
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- On the |ssue 0
: V|llage Mundka Ghevra and T|l<r| Kalan

: whereas VIllage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 as do the {

e

i prox1mate 0 the urban dreas of Delhl vi
‘,' Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 v1llages has an a

Slnce exactness can neve
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Az .on pA 6 2011 I have determlned th

‘lan

" 28 Slnce the dec1s10n in’ P

- deals wrth notlflcatlons more proxr_

~-"value of Jands; wrth which | am concerned inrel
determlned n Pratap S/nqh scase (supra)&

: ,_market value of lands
qh 5 case (supra) for the date

GAsS per the decrsmn |n Pratap 5/n
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al No. 489/2009 Ch/raﬂ// La/ vs. Un/on Ofn//?d/;'»f '
e fair market value of the

; ds in Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03 425/ per blgha as of 8§, 2 2003
f comparablllty of land in Vlllage Bakkarv;«;ala wrth
lt is no doubt true that

3S to be hlghllghted that |t |s morea
S- a -Vis. Ghevra and lel’l
dvantage

other vrllages but

r be achleved ln the matters of

assessmg fa‘lr compensatlon

'sumllantles whlch matter
e land spej"""al features can be shown

|

'equwalent unless qua som

T d
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notlﬂcatlons wrth Wthh 1 am concern_
lt would be JUSt falr and proper to d

}
24.7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compen

| 1%2,15,160/* per bigha and ?1 73,500/ per blgha for Category B;}

1
land The flrst notlflcatlon wnth whlch

1 am concerned .
25 2 1997 whereunder lands |n Vlllage Mundka were acqu1red

Pratap S/ncm S case (supra
to be 10% pel annum (flat) Thus pertalnlng

to Category A
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|t |s the broad probabllltles andz,“'
Thus lzhOld all 4 Vlllages to be :

p% S/nqhs case - (supra)
_-n pornt of time: to the
_’.,l?"am of the oplnlon that EE
etermlne the falr market k

a\tlon to the fam.':

satlon assessed Was .

an sweeps 1 year and 216 days /e 581 days lnl.. ’
) the annua/ /ncrease*was determlned;‘:
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‘ "lﬁan S, ’the falr marlget value assessedl; |s ?2,,49,408 75 per blgha |
j : ie ?]rl 97 162/- per: acre and for- Category B lands | assess th\e "
. fair. market value at ?2 01, 117/ per blgha re. tg 65 361 6,0 "'.er
| o acre | '.‘ . S S ;- L o Z :
oo 29 - The next notlﬂcatlon wrth Wthh 3 am concerned 1S,
o | a’ateo’ 21 32003 pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundk,a In Ch/ran//iLa/S
o - cas (supra) W|th reference to the deasron in Pratap 5/nq/7 scase J !
o -gsupra) for agrlcultural lands’ |n Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to a
- :;Q_;n'otlflcatlon lssued under Sectlon 4 of t"e Land Acqulsmon Act
- . on 6.2. 2003 the falr market: value assessed was ?4 03; 425/';,per
| A blgha Thls was unn‘ormly applled Slnce there |s a tlme Aga‘p of
| ’ . z-‘_" iust a Ilttle over 1 month l am of the oplnlon that pertalnlng to
§ ; the: notlﬂcatlon dated 21 3 20@3 falr market value of land |n
e I ;{\/lllage lVlundka should be ?4 03, 425/- it e ?19 36 440/— per acrer - ,
S '. -“L";}.':'Wthh | hereby flx T P ,' ""
30 B propose to deal w:th the notlﬂcatlon dated"f ‘,"
R ”’»24 9, 20@3 after deallng wnth the - notlflcatlon dated 17.6. 2005 N "'
- | ‘ bursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqunred lniV|llage"
) %Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala I | (A
. %'_t§31 \ As noted herelnabove in Ch/ran// La/s case (supra) B ,,
o 3 ’pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated 6 2 2003 falr market value‘ | |
o ';{}v ‘assessed by me was 4, 03, 425/ per blgha and. thus, mcreasmg_'
| f 3the same by 10% for 2. years and 131 days the flgure comes to,h'
‘ .h ;?4 98, 589/-- per blgha wh|ch comes to ?23 93, 227 20 per ecre.f—_-, .’
' ; The same is held by. me to be the falr market value of' land -
3vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17. 6 2005. l decree}l‘_';:
’ ;the sarne i ST ',, .
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Bertalnlng to V|llage Bakkarwala and w th reﬁerence to the falr.'»ﬁ
, market value assessed |n Ch/ran// /_a/s case . Would requ1re to -
_‘appreCIate the pnce by 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 days =
the' flgure comes to ?4 25 641/ per blgha 1 e ?20 43 076. 80 penf"_‘.f
Lcre Wthh | determme to. be the falr market value of ; land‘. |n

oo ratin g

Vlllage Bakkarwala as. of 24. 9 2003 ' -j_‘
33. Accordlngly the appeals ﬂled by the Unlon of

R

v

P

Frequrre sto be dlsmlssed and hereby dlSmlSS the same' The'

'lappeaIStflled by the land owners and the cross ob}ectlons f|leda_ _.

by the Iand owners stands decreed as under -
izl,r .‘ - ) '
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E?Mundka the falr market value lS flxe@l at

e

O

;- on 25 02 1997. "{ .;:I-r |

¢

P
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v'?19 36 440/ per acre as on 21 03 2003

‘;' 4

'_'iii");r‘f‘vaor the land S|tuated in Vlllage Munidka. the all"ﬁ'?_
market value is. ﬂxed at 34,98, 589/— per blghaklev'

I

€23, 93 227.20 per acre, ason 17 06. 2005
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2 R l left 'Wlth the ‘vnotlflcatlon dated 249"21003

| » 2
co) ,“;‘,For the land falllng ln Category Aﬂland in’ V|llage ;_

| %2,49,408.75 per blgha e 211,97, 162/— per acre. aﬂd‘:? |
" "‘for Category B lands the falr market \/alue is. flxed at”
"ff?z 01 117/- per blgha ice.. ?9 65,361. 60 ' per. acre, as(‘__ |

-ii)f?!j'?';‘f“For“ the land srtuated in, Vlllage Mundka the falr«'
U market value is flxed at 24, 03 425/- per blgha |e_ __

For the land srtuated ln Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr'_"-

?-f-.f'”market value s flxed at 24, 98 589/- per blgha 'e"l*
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- statute and as, clanﬂed Ain the deCISlon re:
93(2001) DLT 569 5;uno’er VS UO/
,compensat|on pa|d onglnally and as enhamed by

the Reference Court and flnally on the sum enﬁ]anced ~‘ 52

£

by the presentJudgment and decree
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vu) The appellants and cross objectors who s,ucceed i
| would also be entltled to’ proportnonate costs ‘ "
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