* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP. 532/2011

SAVITRI DEVI S Appellant
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 14872/2011 (exemption)
Allowed, subject to just exceptions.

CM 14871/2011 (for condonation of delay in filing the appeal)

This application is filed by the appellant praying inter alia for

condonation of delay of 282 days in filing the accompanying appeal. l

- ‘ At the outset, counsel for the appellant states that in case the

delay of 282 days in preferring the accompanying appeal is condoned,
the appellant shall not claim interest on the enhanced amount for éhe
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
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suggestion made by the counsel for the appellant.

Accordingly, the present application is allowed with the condition
that the appellant shall not be entitled to claim interest on the
enhanced amount for the period of delay of 282 days in filing the
appeal as also the costs of the appeal.

The application is disposed of.

LA.APP. 532/2011

1. By way of the bresent appeal, the appellant has assailed the
judgment dated 28.07.2010 passed ‘by the Reference Court in
LAC No.13/08 arising out of Award No.13/DCW/2006-07 pertaining to
village Mundka, pursuant"to the notification dated 17.06.2005 issued
under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act 1894 (in short ‘the Act’).
2. Counsel for the appellant 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:-
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“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

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 submitted by the counsel for the appellant that the
appellant is 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.

4. Following the aforesaid decision dated 08.07.2011 in the case of -

Jamna (supra), the present appeal is also d:isposed of on the same
lines, while granting the same relief to the appellant as granted to the
appellants in the LA.APP.784/2005. However, it is clarified that

the appellant shall not be entitled to claim interest on the enhanced

compensation for the period of delay of 282 days in filing the
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appeal as also the costs of the appeal, in terms of the orders passed

today in CM 14871/2011 preferred by the appellant for condonation of

delay in filing the appeal.

AUGUST 10, 2011
rkb
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The dates on Wthh falr market value of the land ha
e}determlned may be graphlcally noted as under 2 ‘f o
' Name of Vlllaqe

L

‘ The present deCISIon con«cerns lssue of zﬂxatlo, _rf}of fla F .
' market value of land ln the revenue estate of V|llageaBakkarwala 3

, .
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' Date of notlflcatlon und"

.Bakkarwala
t-ijal<'l<a'rw'a‘law
- Mundka

Mundka -
l\/lundka

.l.ll

, Ghevra and lerl Kalan

.21.3,2003] |

Sectlon 4. of the LA Act

ioag 2003
101 17.6.2005¢
0 25.2,1997:

176, 2005

V|llage BakkarwaJa lles towa'v

‘ other sude of- the Southern boundary of V|llage Mundka,-._fThe |

dlfference between the topology of the two vnllages is; whereas"
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_'thelland of vrllage Mundka abuts NH 10

1,:Southern boundary of revenue estate of vrllage l\/lundka }
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'7.’.3

, that . of vullage
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: No 3/2005 06 as also award No 1/2005 06 Furtherlands ln .h-e,‘

revenue estate of the same V|l|age were acqurred pursuant, o a -
EY * notlflcatlon dated 17. 6. 2005 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the .Land
§ Acqursmon Act as per Award No 13/200o 07 | e '

'5"’*’ 8. Agncultural lands in* ‘the revenue esta-te of vlge
} i* Bakkarwala were acqulred pursuant‘ to a notlflcatlon dated h
} ' 24,9, 2003 lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act as. |
3 - 'lv_ .
} ? per Award No 3/2004 05. Further lands ln the reyenue est_ te
l gthe same vrllage were acqulred pursuant to a notlﬁlcatlon dated',_
o } i 1’\7 6‘2005 (the same notlflcatlon under Wthh lands in vrllage'
l 2 Mundka were acqulred) as per award No. 1/2006 07 |
R 'l g |n “a .nut -shell the ‘Land - Acqursmon Col e'c;tor "
oy determlned the falr market value of the acqulred lamds under all
i
g, % the awards W|th reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agncultural
f , ‘ Iand as notlfled lby the Government of NCT Delhl s L o
l f10 : ; For clarlty | _may - note that pertalnlng to the
; ;‘notlflcatlon dated 25.2.1997 under Wthh agrlcultural lands ln.
{ i the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqurred the Iearned : K
oy ‘ O
. Land Acqu15|t|on Collector determlned the falr market value w1th
jk reference to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land notlfledl ‘
T ! wuth effect from 1 4 1997 @ ?10 Iacs per acre and smce the date'v l
of Sectlon 4 notlflcatlon was! anterlor in pomt of tlme dlscounted' | o
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adopted for category A lands For lands ln category B, the‘ a'lue -

, was further dlscounted by ?90 OO@/ per acre Pertalnlng to"vthe_ '

-ll’lOtIflcathﬂS dated 2132003 and 2492003 the Land
_Acqunsrtlon Collector relled upon the notrflcatlon flxmg the—

§mln|mum prlce of agrlcultural l'and as og 1.4.2001 and gave no

gbeneflt of enhancement Wlth reference to the fact that the falr .

Qmarket value of the lands to’ be determlned was ‘as of 21 3 2003 |
and 24.9. 2003 Even pertalnlng to the notlfrcatlon dated
©17.6.2005 WhICh requlred falr market value “of Iand to ‘be

T"'"’ g

determlned the same V{/lth reference to the notlflcatlon flxmg,

‘mlmmum value of agrlcultural lands |n Delhl as of 1. 4 2001 and
gave no lncrease

~l

gll ‘ l Aggneved by the determlnatlon of the falr market .
‘-J‘lvaluelo;f the lands by the Land Acqurs t|on Collector the land
';"_}owners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Landr.'-

Acqu|5|t|on Act 1894 and on the reference {belng made vnde'
varlous Judgments and decrees whlch* are under challenge‘,“‘n"y'ﬁ

'Kdetermlned in the revenue estate of vrllage Bakkarwala and
vrllage l\/lundka as of 17. 6 2005 ‘the Land Acqursrtlon Collector -

ff*’thel .prlce for one year @ 11 5% per annum Th“s prlc,enwas
{ }'

e

g the above «captloned appeals the Reference Court took 1
e 3
, correctlve actron as per the vrew of the Reference Court and )
enhanced the fair market value. ey v . o s
; l.‘ i ; g. v - -;‘
D ] -1.2; Sl Ind a nut shell pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated g i
, i 25 2. 1997 vrde Wthh agrlcultural lands= in vullage Mundka We.re
B - i
K lacqulred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon as . .
3. was: adopted by the Land Acqursmon Collector under Wthh the "5 2
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' Acqursrtron COIlector depressrng the pnce @ 11 5% for fuII one

year adoiptrng the percentage 11 5 decreased the value by

category A land depressed the same by ?90 000/ per acre

.~!_.

_acre., o AR ,1;

f\_’ll.,4-.- | Pertarmng to the nOtlflCathl’lS dated 21 3 2003 and

S

l 1 4. 20@1 the next revrsron Was as of 30 8. 2005 Usrng the sald

dates and the mlnlmum pnce not|f|ed by the Government of NCT @.j
Delhr the Reférence Court adopted the prlncrple of mean '

PRSI )Wmm

average What the Reference Court dld was to adop,t the value |
_ as of 1 4. 2001 and lncreasmg the same by 10% per annum

determmed the enhanced prlce as of 2132003 as also
32492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the value

onIy 34 days lnasmuch as the date Wltn reference whereto'
Government had notlfred the mlmmum value was 1 4 1997 ‘and.
§ the notrfrcatlon under Section 4-»~-of the Land Acqursmon Act was_
dated 25 2. 1997 This was the value fixed for category A l‘ands_
and for category B lands Wlth reference to. the values forv ‘

;"vrllage Bakkarwala respectrvely were acqurred the Reference'
Court tool< note of the fact that after the Government had'

notrfled the mlnrmum rates for agrlcultural lands n Delhl as ofl

o 3 -
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{}Government of NCT Delhl had leEd the m|n|mum value for o
; angCulturaI ldnds in: [belhl i.e. 1 4 1997 but as agalnst the Land

13._ e o) Thus for category A ‘Iands the Reference Court.,:
determlned the falr market value @ 29, 89, 288/ per: acre'andf_for_- § o
category B land the same Was determlned @, ?8 99, 288/-= per’,"

}24 9 2@03 whereunder agrlcultural Iands ll’l v1|lage Mundka and

» notrfred as. of 30 8 2005 and depressrng the same by 10% per"

f LA APP. 784/2005&connected I S Page80f19 |
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)pnce determlned was ?20 41, OOO/ per acre.
b :
{

v}pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqurred ln vullage-‘

annum determlned the sum arrlved at as of 21 3 20@3 asf‘also'
24 9 2003 The tWO sums arnved at 'were added and lelded by
_ two to 'arrlve at the mean flgure af of 2L 3. 2003 Wthh | hote
"'comes to ?15 92 083 33 per acre ln» some decn5|ons | note the

%

.sum larrlved at- |s ?15 92, 215/) FOr the date 24 9 2003“’"the '

15, ' Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated 17 6'20053

. lBakkarwaIa and Mundka the Iearned Referehce Court. adopted"v S
.“ithe mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural Iands notlfled by ,;'he- :
S }'"f ,gGovernment of NCT Delhl wath effect from- 1.4 2001 and g
R g-llncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and ""W|th N
| g i respectr to the lands |n village Mundka on account of Iocatlonal,
L - ‘advantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave _ 5%, more and ' 5
‘ ” }determlned the falr market value as of 17.6. 2005 in sum“ @f: -
? r?21 37 017 75 per acre and for v1llage Bakkarwala the prlce,_
; determlned was 320,35, 255/ peracre f; ‘
.'1'6,' It the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo in -
‘ lwhlch '“";l have penned proflled the reasonlng of the Land 3
, Acqwsmon Collector as also that of t‘he Reference Court 1 delve‘ '
l _;‘lnto the arguments advanced before ‘me durlng hearlng today ' L
o -;17 S With reference ‘to fwthje.- evndence led ln i'yLyACg
- - ' No. 384/2004 lamna Vs. UOI & Ors lt was urged by: Sh‘L B. Ral' :
o . _‘learned counsel for the appellant lq LA App No. 784/2005 wh|ch
‘ § 3 ?argument was adopted by other. learned counsel who appeared " ‘
- b »:for the: tother appellants that " the Iearned Trlal Judge was not'-:' -
lJustlﬂed in lgnorlng the sale deed Ex. P 1 whereunder 1 blghav - ,
r: {LAAPP784/2005&connected I ' .. pagegoflg :



* *FM\%% v e T e " ey et M s gy T y g PR

A e W e B Eamt e_..-.&a—-: Sweer e © ':;«.-;.-;;

[

l 2;*1.5.200% ancl 17. 6 2005 I.e. the dates when notlflcatlons und
. ; 1L 4 !
S'ectlon {l of the Land Acqu15|tlon Act were lssued pursuant

Sent

A . i ; B
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a’;nd 3 blswa of angCUltural Iand ln V|llage Mundka was sold a'

b

lhcurred ‘towards sale duty and thus the prlce of the land wo_l-d :
b:e ?5 13} 0@,@/ and calculated W|th reference thereto land prlce |
p:er blgha would come to 34,46, 000/ as of 5., 8 1996 Learned |
c“punsel would urge th‘at there |s no reason not to hold that falf”‘
market value of agrlcultural lands in VIllage Mundka lwa
?4 46 OOO/ per b|gha as of 5 8. 1996 ' Taklng the argume
forward .|t |s urged that with reference to the sald prlce fa

market value needs to - be determlned as of 252199

whereto agrlcultural lands were acqu1red in vnllage Mundka by
' mcreasmg the prlce progresswely, lf not by 12% per annum at

least by 10% per annum. It is urged that on the same baS|s

land prlce should be determlned for- the agrlcultural lands |n '-"

5.8 1996, for & sale consideragjon of ¥4,75, 000/-, 738,000/ Was

o ! v,|llage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely, f it was urged that snnce
% v~lllages lerl Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous l
L VIlIages *and ln fact vullage len Kalan lS further towards the 5
townshlp of Rohtak some lncrease be made m the value of the
: 'land |n vnllage Mundka and Bakkarwala wnth reference to the
',Judgment and decree dated '19. 12 2008 dec1d|ng a. batch of ‘
§Land Acqu|5|t|on Appeals Iead matter belng LA Appeal
lNo 193/2006 Praz‘ap 5//7(7/7 (Deceased} Thr LRs l/5 UO/ as "er L
i o Coy
-lwhlch falr market value of land, per blgha was determlned_ i Lo

} :the revenue estate of VIllage T|l<rl Kalan as of 16. 11. 1995“ __
| ‘l11 6.1996 and 17.12. 2002 at; ?2 15 164/-5 for: category A la‘n" (
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' me Iearned counsel for the Iand ,owners have onIy re1|ed upon ; ‘

' gv‘,‘ !
UO would urge that the sale pnce as per Ex P 1 canno

't’o_:?pick (‘j)_nly f'ori‘e _f-'gzra:i{n,;-:for',if»;it» -.,h.a;fjp'en% to ‘,be .the; g’rairf;,.-of._. ‘
'one would Iead to the conclusron that the bag is 100% fuII of‘

e S a8 b W PN i Bt

PR
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,_know about pendlng acqursmon masmuch as before acqursrtrons
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category A Iand and ?3 24 850/— »,fo_r category B

i r

[

P ‘ S i
18 U may note here that |n varlous Iand acqursrtrbn _ §
( [ T : R S
feferences varlous partres have proved a number of sale deeds b

X

executed from trme to time, but durlng arguments today before L k

thesaledeed ExPl T T -

19 | Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for the B i

}:';be :.' 3 R

stones are mrxed in a bag of r|ce rt Would not be a safe me

§
4 . ! v
. ‘ & b

V

and if th*at one grarn happens to be a plece of stone one WOUId
reach to the conclusnon ‘that the bag is qu of stones At Ieast a '

flstful 's ould -Be Irfted and then checked as a representatlve

9
sample

Iearned counseI would attack the sale deed as not belng

rs the example grven The second reason on Wthh

wwrwm

R — =
,

fepresentatrve of: the prrce is the reason that people do come 0"

are made Iand in the area. rs surveyed Wlthout a survey ity

|
would be drfﬂCUlt to |ssue even the notlfrcatron under Sectron 4
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'@ounsel lwould urge that- the sald four sale deeds should b"' |
'consldered but hastens to add that smce value reflected'-‘ [

| _under Sectlon 4 of the, Land Acqulsmon Act o R

PR L L - R
N . . ! tp e Lt e =
¢ : . ’ . ° i . . ‘,..
’ .k 1 R o4 A '
S LI H RS o
I g S .
g& PR ' o :
I § T 1 - .
Lot 1 .
] o P : - " : L B L . S P . .o
‘ ' . . -

the Land Acqursrtron Act Learned counsel woluld concedef
at the: reasons glven by the learned Reference Court are not;' '

' siound but would urge that\ the two contentlons advanced by.i- !
hlm should be conSIdered by thls Court as the reasons as to why"c" | _
Ex P 1 be lnot taken as the ‘baSlS to determlne the falr market.:v_.'ji‘f?.:/j o .
'\%alue of Ifands in vrllage Mundka’ and Bakkarwala Thlrdlv”' E ;
learned counsel would further urge that the four sale deed N
Ex%R 1 tolR4 referred to in the decision of the learned.-""-;;'
'Refefence Court pertalnlng to sale deeds dated 611995,,"_"
gr 31997” 4.6. 1997 and 8.0.1997" relled upon by UOl would
show the actual market value of the Iand and thus learned, :

I SRR g
- téhegreln '|s less than the mlnlmum pr| e notlfled by th‘f""f-"'»
: Government the prlce flxat|on should be wrth reference to them 3
.mlnlmum pnce notlfled by the Government wh|ch rs nearest to P v

the p0|nt of tlme when the respectlve notlflcatlons Were lssued .

i

R
20i l lAn lndependent and alternatlve argument IS also-;;

.ldvanced by learned counsel for the Unlon The same restsl-’*_ - ,,

ltself on a decrsron of'a D|v15|on Bench of th|s Court reported as.':'{"v"_;_~ v
| 2‘006 (135) DLT 231 Jai Singh Vs. UO/ IR ': e A
21 o The decrsron in fal. S/ngh s case (supra Foncerns |tself,,=-. L
o 4 : :
S wrth the determrnatlon of the falr market value of land in. vnlla%ge,_ ’ '
- . Bakkarwala Wthh were acqurred pursuant to a notrflcatlon-"]“ -' ; '
| dated 15 10 1993 at 31, 32,000/- per bigha. Learned counSel”'v%;_ e
-wOuld urge that the sard decrsron has attamed flnallty lnasmuch"_sl |
‘LA Al’P 784/2005&connected _‘ »‘: s - . =; - Page 12 of19 x .
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| %takes the argument forward by urglng that by adoptlng the falr).

Ve S

5 3 Wl
b [P - :
v ", : i L , S : . ; t
B {‘ ;

;as Petltlons for Spec:al Leave to Appea ﬂled before the S.upreme‘

i

' Court by elther side have been dlsmlssed Learned counsel

P ,
’@market value of land ln village’ Bakkarwala as of 15 10. 1993 at - :
',;_}?1 32, OOO/ per blgha the falr market value should be
“ -iascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progress:vely by 10% per,_ }v
*annumz to determlne the market value of Iand ln vnllage' ;
; B‘akkarwala as. of 24 9 2003 as also 17.6: 2005 Learned« counsel -
would urge that |n VleW of the locatlonal advantage of vrllage:'g- '
l ' Mundka falr market value of land in V|llage Mundka should be
\ ; determmed as of. 25 2. 1997 21 3 2@03 and 17 6 2005 by glvmg
: %-'*5%|ncrease A Lo : R g
LA o4 R
F122. 040 Wlth respect o the saleﬁdeed Ex p- 1 whereunder 1 -
b lblghi and 3 biswa of. agrlcultural land was sold in Vlllage"
7 % Mun ka as of 5.8. 1996 it would assume lmportancelthat the
sale is about 7 months priorto the date of thze notlflcatlonalssued
R l, under Sectlon 4 of the Land AcqulSltlon Act, whlch was lssued on .
i l %*?5 2 997 It lS a, matter of. common knowled je. that precedlng
gthe publlcatlon of a notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the band'
l Acqu|5|t|on Act surveys are - carrled out wnth “the. ObJECt of
' determlnlng as to what lands comprlsed in Wthh khasra "
g; numbers and flelds are requwed to be: notlfled for. the proposed B
| % ,;aCQUISltIOl’l and when th|s happens pecple ln the area comé to
L ;iknow that very soon there ls e\/ery |Ike|lh00d that the‘la:nds"
o p ' : 4
b would be acqurred In Delh| thel large scale acqunsntlon pollcy'
§ { enjoms upon the Government to allot at pre: determlned rates a o ,
; plot of developed resudentlal land to the ones whose Iands are
l 1 LAAPP 784/2005&connected RN ‘.:'_,‘ ; . ﬁ]--‘g Page 13 of19 " .
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| ';,a‘ qwred'and thus |t |s not uncommon for perso As to -*purc-h-asfé'_:'j‘ | o
' ?: imall parcels of lands |n areas where acqursrtlons are hkely | ". :
l ake place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be
_ ,; taken to be a refpres\entatlve measure of the falr market value of
| Ef land as ci)n the date of the sale Further the prlnc1p|es of ratlo
g and proportlon as also the - pnncrples of averages and the
i érlnaples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the
'g_whole a sample must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to the |
'_{_‘vvhole Thus ‘not. for the reasonlng advanced by the Iearned
; Reference Court but for the twin reasonlng hltherto fore noted
:§;:'hold that Ex. P-1 cannot be good ev1dence Wherefrom market
{ value of the land could be determlned There lS an addltlonal l
, 'v reason not to" rely upon the sald sale deed The sale. deeds Ex R
4 t 1 to Ex R 4, dated 6 1. 1995 30 5. 1997 4.6. 1997 and 8 9 1997 ;
: é;are also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale pr|ce ( ;
% ml.:lch lower than the sale pnce recordel ln Ex P 1. ln fact the !
i sale prlce |n the sald 4 sale deeds averages much Iess than .
. even the mlmmum prlce for agrlcultural land |n Delhl notlfled by
i the Government R R S PR S ; .,
23 "':" Thus the falr market value of the lands Would bee
o trequrred to be flxed elther Wlth reference to. the decrsnon of thls ‘
| B o "fii_%Court |n [a/ Smgh scase supra) or. Pratap S/nqh s case (supra) ” :
L | H 524 . l hlghllght that both, deC|S|ons penned by the D|V|5|on
. } Bench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court"“"?-’ " .
. s, The dEClSIOH in /a/ 5/nqh5 case (supra) determlned
| gfalr market lvalue of Iand |n Vlllage Bakkarwala ln sum of |
13 ifl 32 OOO/ per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thf_;i-,eofv |
; ‘LA?APP784/2005&connected _.‘v . .f"""" ST R Page14of1s -
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Wmuld show that the Court assessed the falr market value Wlth

-vreference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 till

‘,the year 1996 e|ther m Vlllage len Kalan or Vlllage Mundka

-

-;apparently on the premlse that belng contlguous v1l|agers sale

i
spnce of agrlcultural land' in. the 2 adJomlrlg V|llages Would be

/mdlcat|ve of falr market value of Iand |n Vlllage Bakkarwala

l l'zc.
Was concerned Wlth agncultural Iands |n lerl Kalan and another -

e e T

i In Pratap 5//70/75 case (supra)

the DIVlSlOl’l Bench

l" .

determlned the falr market value of agrlcultural lands |n V|llage

: ||kr| Kalan and Ghevra as under

4

i
i

N

adjommg V|I|age named Ghevra and pertammg to varlous

Znotlﬂcatlons lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursntlol;-Act

SNO. |

Date

| V|llage

‘ "':Prlce per. Blgha i

L
e
X

A H
* i
i. a1
: I’ :
} )

§

—

’{24 07. 1995 &

“f,x16 11 1995

5

T|kr| Kalan

i

2,15,160/- for Blbck o

T2, ;-,-11 06 1996 Tk Kalan

‘ ’ R Ghevra

L |

REREEY) 12 2002 [TkiKalan . |40, 8507 or Blockl

. A & %324850/ for‘
Block B. Iand

1

?7_,
b
I have

R

‘
S,

lrevenues estate of. Vlllage G,hevra Wthh was acqwred purs 13
to notn‘rcatlon dated 6 2 2003‘ in. the batch of appeals bemg Land

1

‘_.v %

deoided the falr marketl value for the land S|tuated ln'

\

. ) :

OHOW'ng theJU gment n Pra p5/nqh5case (supra) R
i £r2ge s

K
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: whereas)vrllage Bakkarwala does not a
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\on Appeal No 489/2009 Ch/ramu /a/ vs. Un/on of/nd/a &
\ve determlned t’he falr market value of:} -
per blgha as of: 6 2 200 ]
kkarwala wrth ;

R

Iands m Vlllaxge Ghevra at %4, 03 425/ a
e of comparablhty of |and 1|n vrllage Ba
nd Trkrr Kalan it is'no doubt true that

but NH 10 as do tve'v_-_, |

S, but |t has to be hlghhghted that. |t |s mo.re
s of Delhn Vis- a vrs Ghevra and T
S/ has an advantage

On the |ssu
vrllage Mundka Ghevra a

i
other vnllage

Kalan and to that extent qua sard 2 vrllage
can never “be achleved rn the matter

t rs the broad probablhtles a d
hold all mllages to‘;be" t
shown ——

'Smce exactness
-assessnng falr compensatlon
sunmlantles Wthh matter Thus
‘urvalent unless qua some Iand specral features can be»
in Pratap Smahs case (supra)I
nt of trme to the b

i
eqt

b

28, o Smce the decrsnon

deals ‘wrth notlﬂcatlons more proxrmate tn por
ch lam concerned | am of the opmlon

I to deterrnlne the falr marv,et o

notlfrcatlons wrth Whl
irt would be JUSt falr and prope

!
,value of Iands wrth wh|ch I am concerned in- relat|on to th 'j'falr R
fmarket ,value of lands determlned n. Pratap S/nqh ‘s case (supra) o
] -As per the decrsron |n Pratap S/nqhs case (supra) for the date S
1 24.7.1995, for. Category A lands fair compensatron assessed was N
) } ,RZ 15'160/ per blgha and ?1 73 500/ per blgha for Category B
y o4 . .
vv.,)‘;:‘?Iasnd The frrst not|f|cat|on w1th whlch 1. am concerned s
[ ;25 2. 1997 whereunder Iands |n Vlllage Mundka were acq ed o
: “The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 days . 581 da"y‘s In. "
£ ﬁfatap S/nqh s case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was. determmed"
g f'%_to be 10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalnmg to Category A
I : LA APP1784/2005&connected L Q{ o . Pa '
P LR N R E
A : N Lo O Sy
: t A : 7! i S
Pob i B ; S o
’1 g i ¥ "f . ; ",_,' : o
PO 5 -
1 TS B R T ol ;, ‘
P b | » B -




B

i e et e g i et oy ek

JrraP—

o s

-

PR gy A i i e

e e S A A+ At T n oaen . . . .
e s .

I
29 i
)

acre. :
y- i'

3 .

‘

Uated 21 32003 pertamlng to Vlllage Mundka ln Ch/ra_n/.,‘_.

cas (supra) |th reference to the decrsnon in Pratap 5/nc7/7 5“ .

1(supra) (for agrlcultural Iands |n Vlllage Ghevra pertamrng to a

"pursuant whereto agrlcultural Iands were acqurred |n V|l

'\ 24 9. 2003 after deallng wrth the notlﬁcation dated 17 6 2@05

notlﬂcatlon |55ued under Sectlon 4 of the Larnd Acqulsut|on Act

spn 6. 2 2003 the fa|r market value assessed was 34, 03 425/ per

blgha Th|s was unlformly apphed Smce there |s a trme gap of

.Just a, httle over 1 month | am of the oplnlon that pertalmn '_;.;:to

the notrflcatlon datqd 21 3. 20@3 falr market value of land in

-Vlllage Mundka should be ?4* 03 425/— el ?19 36 440/ per acre f

‘ rWhICh | hereby f|x R S .
) 3
,:;30‘ : ; propose to deal wnth the notn‘lcatlon dated

" Mundka and V|Ilage Bakkarwa!a rf‘: : ,; : ,_';; 'l,. R R

"assessed by me vvas %4 03 425/ per blgha and thus lncrea"mg,

fc?4 98 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to %23 93 227. 20 per '
| The same |s held by me to be the falr market value of Iand in:

31. As noted herernabove in Ch/ran// ./.a/s case (supra)

'GDEftalﬂlﬂg rto the notrﬂcatlon dated 6 2 2003 falr market value

’

i

'the same by: lO% for 2 years and 131 days the frgure com

S
i g
b R
o }the same e s . = f@ ‘_ g
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'_.pertalnlng l!o V|llage Bakkarwala and WIth yreference to the falr_
"’market value assessed in. Ch/ran// La/s case I would requ1re to°
lor a penod of 201 d ys '
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left W|th the notlﬂcatlon dated 2492@03

‘appreaate the pnce by 10% per annum

ll

:the ﬂgure comes to ?4 25 641/- per blg’ha | e. ?20 43 076 80 per .
acre Wthh I determlne to be the falr maxrket value of Iand ln*' '
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qulre
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Village Bakkarwala as of 24.9. 2003.

Accordlngly, the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndla

*?2 01 117/ per blgha | e ?9 65, 361 60 per acr’
".on 25 02 1997, | IR

?23 93 227 20 pen acre as on 17 06 2005

market value

|s flxed at

to be dlsmlssed and I hereby dlSmlSS the same .The
f |€d

,' For the Iand falllng ln Category A land n Vlllage,l_.'

’»’Mundka the falr
?2 49, 408 75 per blgha | e. ? 11 97 162/ per acre and.

for Category B Iands the“flalr market value is: flxed at.,

?19 36 440/ per acre as on 21 03 2003
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v"For the land sntuated ll'l Vlllage Mundka the falr‘-';

market value is ﬂxed at ?4 98 589/- per blgha d.e.

market value is flxed at
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DLT 569 5under V5

statute and as clarlﬁed |n the decnsnon reported

UO/ for :

i '% by the presentjudgment and decree
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%would also be entltled to proportlonate costs

coy i compensatlon pald orlglnally and as enhanced._’

17.06, 2005 )

arket value is flxed at ?4 25 641/ per‘ blgha
| tzo 43 076 80 per acre, as on 24 09 2003 | "

wduld also be entltled to solatlum and mterest as per

the Reference Court and ﬂnally on the sum enhanc :

' \‘/i_i:)-" The appellants and Cl’OSS;vaJeCtOl'S Who succeed[

-';’vi)r., Appellants and cross- obJectors who have succeeded g

" Vlll) All pendlng appllcatlohs stand dlsposed of in, terms of_ .
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