* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP. 527/2011

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

Through: Mr. Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for UOL.
Mr. Paramhans Sahani, Advocate for Mr. Arun
Birbal, Advocate for R-2/DDA.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
ORDER
% 08.08.2011

CM 14596/2011 (for condonation of delay in filing the appéal)

This application is filed by the appellant praying inter alia for
condonation of delay of 648 days in filing the accompanying appeal.

At the outset, counsel for the appellant states that in case the
delay of 648 days in preferring the accompanying appeal is condoned,
the appellant shall not claim interest on the enhanced amount for the
period of delay as also the costs of the appeal.

Counsels 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 appellant.
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Accordingly, the present application is allowed with the condition
that the appellant shall not be entitled to clafm interest on the
enhanced amount for the period of delay of 648 days in filing the
appeal as also the costs of the appeal.

The application is disposed of.

LA.APP. 527/2011

1. By way of the present appeal, the appellant has assailed the
judgment dated 26.10.2009 passed by the Reference Court in LAC
No0.20/09/08 arising out of Award No.01/DC(W)/2005-06 pertaining to
village Mundka, pursuant to the notification dated 21.03.2003 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:-

“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. 527/2011 Page 2 of 4



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)  xXxx
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. Uol, 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 disposed 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 648 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

14596/2011 preferred by the appellant for condonation of delay in
filing the appeal.

HIMA KOHLI,]

AUGUST 08, 2011
rkb
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LAAPP 583/2009 LAAPP 603/2009 LAAPP 604/2@09
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APP 784/2005 & connected j'
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’

»Mr L B Ral Advocatel

Mr.D.S.Lakra, Advocate, -
Mr.K.Sunil, Advacate, - |
-Mr.Anuj Bhandari, Advocate

“Ms.Deepika, Mr. Sachin Nawani and

+i _ 879/2005
*121/2006, 143/2007 (Relatlng to; . Notlﬁcatl
25 02 1997 & Award No 2/1999 2000 Vlllage Mundka) o C

Appellant

ME.1.S. Dahlya Advocate;

Mr Shadam ‘Farashat, Advoca'té

Ve'lf'SUS‘ R R

-

Respondents

Mr Sanjay Podd-ar” Standmg I
Counsel (LA), GNCT Delhi with -

Mr. Siddharth Panda Advocates.
~Mr.Ajay Vermd, Ms. Kanika IR
Agnlhotn Mr.Kunal Sharma, =~
‘Mr.Sumer Sethi, Mr.B.B. Sharma, . '
Ms. Shobhna Taklar and:Mr. Arun
Blrbal Advocates for DDA '
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1 Whether the Reporters of local papers may be allowed
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l\lame ‘of V|llaqe .

Bakkarwala

. -Ba I<karwa la

" Mundka®
' Mundka
Mundka

llt may be hlghllghted that the notlflcatlon at sverlal .

.2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vrllage Bakkarwala ls the *'arhe
'pursuant whereto lands were acqunred ln the revenue estate,
| *Vlllage Mundka as per serial No 5 abovge B R E
: Abuttlng NH-10, Ieadlng frofn thée cuty of. Delhl to the

' townshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana are vnllages Munclka
.Ghevra and T|l<r| Kalan

dlfference between the. topology of the two Vlllages is; whereas
the . land of *Vlllage Mundka abuts NH 10
.Bakka(rwala does not so abut belng on the other snde of the
Southern boundary of revenue estate or v1llage Mundka S
' As we proceed from the c1ty of Delhl to the tow shlo

of Rohtak vrllage Mundka IS crossed ﬂrst followed by vnllage
Ghevra and then vnllage lerl Kalan '

/2005 & connected
: i .
Y
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SO SN

“ioag 2003
17.6.2005"

0 25.2.1997.
 21.3.2003"
| ;,t 17.6.2005

R

V|llage Bakkarwala lies: towards the
\ other Slde of the Southern boundary of Vlllage Mundka"

that of - vrllage
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pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated 25 2. 1997 lssued under Sectlon

o
4m of. the Land Acqursntlon Act as per award No 2/1999/2000

Agrlcultural lands ln the revenue estate of vnllage Mundlka-;were ‘

rfurther acqtured pursuant to: a notrflcatlon dated 21 3 2003 -
: lssued under Sectlon 4 of the La\nd Acqunsrtlon Act as per-* ward o
| { No 3/2005 06 as also award No 1/2005 06 Further lanldsi_ :

: revenue estate of the same V|Ilage were acqurred purs‘uant to a

notlfrcatlon dated 17 6. 2005 lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land

Acqulsrtlon Act as per Award No. 13/2006 07 . f

l

'3_ o Bakkarwala were acqurred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated
24 9.2003 issued under Section. 4 of the Land Acqmsntlon Act as
per Award No 3/2004 05:. Further lands in the revenue estate of

§s8 v Agrlcultural Iands in the revenue estate of V|llage
i

3ithe same vrllage were acqulred pursuant toa notlflcatlon dated :
“ fi 17 6. 2005 (the same notlflcatlon under Wthh lands in v1l"’:j'g:ef ‘
% Mundka were: acClulred) as per award No 1/2006-07. - i - ’
L 9_, o ‘ Ina. nut shell the Land Acqu15|tlon Collector |
| determ(med the falr market value of the acqurred lands,. under all R ?
""'» %the awards wnth reference to the mlnlmum prlce for’ agrlcultural

i Iand as‘notlfledlby the Government of NCT Delhr

»1@ - Fo clarlty I may note that pertalmng to the o .:;s-:

>notlf|cat|on dated 25.2. 1997 under WhICh agrlcultural lands ln S

lthe revenue estate of V|llage Mundka were acqulred the Iearned -

zLand Acqursrtlon Collector determlned the fa|r market value wrth
- }reference -to the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land- notrﬂed o
-§W|th effect from 1 4 1997 @ ?10 Iacs per acre and since the date R

zof Sectlon 4 notlflcatlon was anterlor ln pomt of tlme dlscounted A
' _5IAAPP 784/2005&connected ’ S Page60f19 '
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12* In’ a nut: shell pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated\.’._ |
£2‘5 2. 1997* ylde whlch agrlcultural lands in vnllage Mundka Were | _'
| acqwred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatlon asf_ h
'_;was adopted by the Land Acqunsntlon Collector under Wthh the',

O B | ‘
i i _ :
the pnce for one y,ear C 11 5% per annum Th|s prlce was -
! ‘ adopted for category A lands For lands |n category B the value ;
| f:was furl?her dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng to the
‘gnotlflcat‘ions dated’ 213.2003 and 24.9.2003, 'the., Lanti 3 |
lACQUISltIOH Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon flxmg the
llmlnlmum prlce .of agrlcultural land as: of 1. 4 2001 and gave no
_$benef|t§ of enhancement with- reference to the fact that_th' --falr .
§ émarket value of the lands to-be determlned was as of 21. 3 2003 1
aand 24 9 2003 - Even: pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated ‘
) 1762005 which requlred fair market value “of - land’ to be } ‘
, determlned in the revenue estate of VIllage Bakkarwala and_'_ } l
vnllage Mundka as of 17:6. 2005 the Land Acqunsntlon Collector’i"' | ,\',".
tdetermlned the same Wlth reference to, the notlflcatIOn flxmg.;.
¥ “}‘mmlmum value of agncultural lands in: Delh| as of 1 4: 2001 andﬂ» : |
- lgave ng increase. , , SR
11 3 Aggneved by the determlnatlon of the falr markett'.
value of the lands. by the Land Acqu:sntlon Collector the land:
,':,L;ovvnerstsought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Landi; "
ACQUlSltilOl’l Act 1894 and on the reference belng made vndef’;
varlous }Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge in .
| _vthe above captloned appeals the Reference Court took" |
’ﬁorrectlve actlon as per the vnew of the Reference Court andl" .'
ienhanced the falr market value e SR S
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3 agrlcultural lands rn Delh| i e 1 4 1997 but as agamst the Land
Acqu1srt|on CoIIector depressmg the prlce @ 11 5% for fulI one

year adoptlng the percentage 115 decreased the value by
onJy 3'4 days ‘masmuch as: the date W|th reference whereto

Government had notlrfred the m|nlmum value was 1.4. 199“1‘_and

o the not|f|catron under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursxtlon Ac,__‘jwas

dated 25 2 1997, Thrs was the value flxed for category A lands

and for category B Iands with reference to the values for .

i

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

1300 Thus for category A Iands the Reference Court‘

determrned the falr market value @ 39, 89 288/—-per acre and for
category B Iand the same was determrned @ ?8 99 288/- per

acre‘

.1’;4; =": Pertalnmg to the notffrcatlons dated 21. 3 2003 andr

24 912003 whereunder agrlcultu{rgl Iands ln VIHage Mundka and

v1|lage Bakkarwala respectlvelvaere acqurred the Reference

Court took note of the fact that after the Government?’!ﬁhad

notlfled the mrmmum rates for agrlcultural Iands in Delhl as of

: 1 4. 2001 the next revrsron was as of 30.8. 2005 Usmg the sald
¥

‘ dates and the mrmmum prlce notg'fred by the Government of NCT
Delhr, ;the Reference Court adopted the pnncrple of mean

average What the Reference Court dld was to: adopt the value
aas of 14 2001 and lncreasmg the same by 10% per annum

-%t"
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1

Cay et e e e
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by

T S NI

determrned the enhanced prlce as of 21 3 2003 as ""‘"also
'2492003 Thereafter the Reference Court took the"value
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IR o
Vool
anncurn : AV
SRSy ¥} 2003 The two sums arnved at were. added aﬁd’ 'lded by L o
|  two to arrl've at the ,mean flgure as of 21.3: 2003,, which I note' SR
! %comes to %15, 92 083 33 per acre “(In"some deC|5|ons
3Zsurn yarnved at is ?15 92 215/) For the date 24@?0@3 the
‘f:pnce determlned was. ?‘20 41 OOO/ per acre S R s
| ;‘15 Pertalnlng to the notlflcatton da‘ted? '17"6""2.0'0-5*"
'pursuant whereto !agncultural lands were: acqunred 1n .vnllage
;Bakkarwala and M ,hdka the Iearned Reference Court adopted
tthe hﬁlnlmlJm prlce for agrlcultural Iands notrfled by the o
'_;_Govern!ment of- NCT Delhl wnth effect from 1 4 200} and glvmgw R
4 ,{;"lncrease @10% per annum determmed the value and Wlth
o respect to the lands in V|I|age Mundka on account of Iocatlonal
‘ ., %advantage belng .abuttlng NH 10 gave 5% mgre and _‘
| i ?:determlned the falr market value as, of 17 62005 n% su'_"'”_'__. ' o
B 1221,37,017. 75 per . acre. and’ for V|Ilage Bakkarwala the.,,,-'_’”i‘“
: "determlned Was ?20 35 255/ per acre . ‘;ﬁ;» I ,
l16 l N the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo ln .
a ?WhICh : have penned proflled the . reasonlng of. the Land |
“Acqws:tlon Collector as also that of the Reference Court l delve
- l vlnto the argurnents advanced before me durlng hearlng today ‘
EARETE N 17 ‘ Wlth -reference the aevrdence led ln""LAC
. k lNO 384/2004 /amna Vs UO/ & Ors it was urged by Sh L.B Ral, : i
SN '}Iearned counsel for the appellant in LA App. No. 784/2005 W
: ‘ » ;Zar\gument was adopted by other Iearned counsel who appeared )
;%for the‘other appellants that the learned Tnal Judge was not :
§1§U5tlfled in- lgnonn.g the sale deed EX. P 1 whereunder 1 blgha -
?I}A*APP 784/2oos&connec¢ed«f AEERRI ST S B Page90f19
LR L S ‘
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| Sect|on 34 of the Land Acqu:srtlon Act Were lssued pursuant

. .

D )
f
\

b ! | !
-.;aznd 3 't{a“ic“,\/yai'.pf' agr',rﬁ ”’Ftural Iand in vrllage Mundka was sold as of
i . .
5; 8. 1996 for a sale.;cmnﬂde.ratlon of %4, 7) OOO/ ! ?38 OOO/- was B
4

lncurred gtowards safq C}uty and thus the prlce of the Iand would
be ?5 135000/ and ca} Iated with’ reference thereto Iand prlce
per blgha would com% tp 34,46, OOO/ as of 5 8. 1996 Learned
counsel would urge that there is no reason not to hold that falr

market value of agrucultural Iands i v1llage Mundka :.was
446 OOO/- per brgha as of 5.8. 1996 Taklng the argumﬁ \
forward |t |s urged j'that W|th reference to the sard prlce farr

‘ market cvalue needs to be determmed as of 2521993,,:

2§1 3. 2%03 and 17 6. 2005 i.e. the dates when notlflcatlons under

\

I ¢
hereto ragncultural Iands were acquwed 1n vnHage Mundka by

vt

e v o S e

X}

b
s f
I

w
&
i‘f;hcreasmg the prlce progressrvely, lf not by 12% per annum“ at
i

Ieast by xlO% per annum 1t is urged that on the same ba5|s

s

v,lllage‘BakkarwaIa Alternatrvely lt was urged ‘that smce

vnllages lerl Kalan,iMundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous_

élllages and in fact; vullage Trkrl Kalan |s further towards the

townshlp of Rohtak sogne mcrease be made in the value of the_z :

land prlce should be determlned for the agncultural Iands mi-’

PRL R P R v

land in V|Ilage Mundka and Bakkarwala wnth reference to. the )
.
Judgment and. decree dated - 19. 12 2008 dec1d|ng a. batch of' !
b
L‘and ACC]UISIthﬂ Appealxs Iead » matter be|ng LA Appealv.—
,No 193/2006 Pratap ‘51_470/7 /Deceaseg’) Thr LRS I/5 UO/ as. per A
wh|ch farr market value of land, per brgha was determlned |n,=' i {
the revevnue estate Oﬁ erage lerl Kalan as of 16 11 1995 3 :
11 6 1996 and 17 12_ 2&)02 at ?2 15 164/- for category A Iand t “
' LE\APP 784/2005&connected; ’ - !‘_ ‘ | Page 10 of19 f‘
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! ’category A land_ ;and ?3 24, 850/— for category B
'respectlvely L B -
_:18 : l'_. may névte here that |n varlous land acqulsl?
V‘,f, eferenc:es varlous partles have proved a number of sale deeds,fr

'_ executed from tlmezto tlme but durlngcarguments today bef,} Vre:;‘- (
fne learned counsel for the land owners have only relled upon‘
the sale. deed Ex.P- 1 T R P NP DR, .

_and ?%,?3 500/, forlcategory B land ?‘2 35 850 for catego""“'"
l_ilfand érld 21,90, 150/ for category B Iand ?‘4 02, 850‘/;""“ or

19, g Per contra,,Sh Sanjay Poddar Iearned counsel for the

l

--_sample «of the whole the- sample must bear some adequate

proportlon to the whole For example learned counsel would

stones are mlxed in a bzg of rlce it would1 not. be a safe met_ _oql

- .:j"urge that lf lt has to be deterrnlned whether What percentage of

v"

e

to plcl< only one gram or lf it happens to be the graln of rlce

: '1‘ one would lead to the oonclusmn that the bag is 100% ful] of rlce

'valstful lshould be lifte ¥

and if that one graln happens to- be a plece of stone one’ would

vx’

L2

A
"~ por w‘ould urge that the sale - prlce as per’ ExP 1 cannot be‘ :

".'_adopted as, the yardstlck%for the reason to be a representatlve

7' reach to the. conclusm@ that the bag is full of stones At least as, |
and then checked as a representatlve

i \
;'sample lS the examfale glven The second reason on WhICh
\learned counsel woulgl attack the sale deed .as. not belng -
! ) representatlve of the pnce is the reason that people do come tol f
knogrv about pendmg;aoqunsmon masmuch as before acqwsntlons~ .
l

, are made land in the area Is. surveyed Wlthout a survey |t;‘ .
_ would be dlfflcult to lssue even the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 .

LiA APP 784/@005&connected R »i J : Page 11 of19 : l

i 51 . o1 ¢ : v R o K k .

R S . "

& AN i) . ' !

L R ‘ A ' .
N SR A iy ‘.

RN STE E Pl

A5 0 N IS S : .

PRRY SRR A Lot ) o b

NS R - { 2 . I .

P EEI O A S b !
i b ” l i ;

(R IR Lroy o

N SO | BT v
IR N 'ﬁ o ‘ )

4 Lo ' ol
A D T : %& L i




| ovund‘, bsut would urgev

ivalue of Iands ln wllage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,“.‘-
'.learned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds:f'-;‘-

" ExR-1 to R4 referred to in the decrsron of the leearned}“‘;.% .
'Bes‘erence: Court perta‘f’inmg to sale deeds dated 611995“?‘" .
8.9.1997 relled lupon by uotl: wouldi‘_‘ i
show the actual markf V-
o : counsel would urge th»
- consldered but hastens to add that srnce value reflectedf‘-

"thereln %lsl less than

: t

hE under Sectlon 4 of the an'd AcqulSItlon Act o

-.20l o An lndependent and alternatlve argument lS also:,:
,ad\{anced by learned counsel for the Unlon The same rests_-.,;

:' 21 The decrsnon ln (a/ S/ngh’s case (supra) concerns |tself.j{‘
»,,wltn the determlnatlon of the falr market value of land in vrllage'%, ?
v‘Balkarwala whlch' |
| dat d: 15. 10 1993
_ .WOEJId urge that the.

UA.ABP. 784/2005&connected - Page 12 of19

at the reasons glven la the learned Reference Court are no
h;@t the two contentlons advanced .f

hlm s‘hould be consrder_e .,:by"thls Court as the reasons as to wh_
Ele ‘1 be not taken as= il e}basrs to determme the falr market.x-_,-'

B ¢ O

30 5 199‘7 4, 6 1997 an

value of the land and thus learnedﬂ'i
v_the sa|d four saele deeds should bev'_"'

}

he mlmmum prlce notlfled b"

Government the prl» xatlon should be Wlth reference

mlnlmum prlce notlfr
the. po he respectlve notlfrcatlons were lssued

R

ltself 0on a deosron of a D1v1510n Bench of. tnls Court reported as__;' o
2006 (135) DLT 231 Jai 5//70/7 l/s UO/ f IR EAER

s re-f "acqui-red‘,? puirs_uan?t"t’o'fi a ndtifi:tat'l'_;on_,_’”'
?1 32, OOO/- per blgha Learned counsel
ld dec15|on has attalned fmallty masmuc Lo

y the Government Wthh lS nearest 'to"}:'
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'l; determlned as of 25. 2 1997 21. 3 2003 and 17 6 2005 by glvmg

v5%|ncrease S -; RO -; o R

determlnlng as to what lands, comprlsed in. Wthh khasra'- .
numbers and flelds are requlred to be notlfled for the proposed'“

L [

ER _{acqulsmon and when thls happens people ll'l the area- come to'
i know that very soon there is every I|kellhood that the Iands )

iwould be acqurred In Delhi, the large scale acqunsntlon pollcy

" %as PetlthnS for Speoal Le@ave to Appeal flled before the Su .
' v.§‘I"l,Court by elther S|de have been dlsmlssed Learned COunsel .
: gtakes the argument forward by urglng that by adoptlng the fam _
""‘-‘i marketr value of Iand in v1llage Bakkarwala as of 15 10 1993 at
C %?1. 32, OOO/ per b|gha ‘the fair market value should be. B
, "ascertalned by mcreasmg the pnce progressnvely by 10% per |
. *annurn to determlne the - market value of land in- Vlllage
g Bakkarwala as of 24 9 2003 as also 17 6 2005 Learned c:oufnself- ;
would urge that |n v1ew of the Iocatlonal advantage of vrllage
Mundka falr market value of land in v1|Iage Mundka should be ;
{

, 22 Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P~1 whereunder 1
- ?:."i blgha land 3 blswa of agncultural Iand was sold ln V*l*lage ;
§Mundka as of 5.8. 1996 it would assume ,mportance that’ the

:'?‘2" | sale is about 7 months pnor to the date of the notlflcatlon lssued .

| under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsmon Act, Wthh was lssued on ‘ | {

R enjoms upon the Government to allot at pre determlnedl rates a
by
S plot of developed reSIdentlal land to the ones whose lands are
I - |
1 iLA.APP.;:7_84/2005&connected,- o '.; I A Page 13 of19 :
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1acdurred and thus lt is not uncommon for persons to purchase

take place these transactlons are speculat!ve and cannot,be
f the fair market valu'_'_of

taken to be a. representatlve measure 0
s on the date of the sale.. Further the prlncrples of ratlo

LT e

land a
an’d proportlon as also the prrncrples of averages and the

pnncrples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the3
‘whole a. sample must bear at |ntelllglble propOrtlon to th_e'

'Whole Thus not for ‘the reasonlng advanced by the: learned

',JJ"'

-

PR,

H
i

i i Aty b a,

L g o

‘hold that Ex P 1 cannot be good evrdence Wherefrom market
value of the land could be determlned There lS an addltlonal

"reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The sale

R e

-are also pertalnlng to V|llage Mun

_much (lower than the sale prlce recorded in. Ex P 1

b sale prlce in the S
_even the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcu

]

F O S

: the Government

l

Lo
ey e

l

P

iCourt in: [a/ 5//7g/7 S case (supra) or Pratap 5/nq/7 s case (supra)

,24 b hlghllght that both decrsrons penned by the DlVlSlon
! Bench df thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court’?" o

T

SR

“.*(.‘r}»;-“"

v

'\'

1 ?1 32&000/ per blgha as of 15. 10 1993

f .

deeds _E R :

ald 4 sale deeds averages much less than‘.
ltural land in Delhl notlfled by_

25 ? The decrsmn ln Jal S/nqhs case (supra) determlned‘

i

small parcels of lands ln areas where acqursrtlons are llkely”to 1

oo

A
|
I
I

Reference Court but for. the twin reasonlng hltherto fore noted ‘ BRI

1 fo Ex. R 4, dated 6.1.1995, 30.5; 1997 4.6. 1997 and 8.9.197

dka and reflect a sale pnce S
In fact the~

;4,-;.

23 o} Thus the fair market valuel of the Iands Would be.. -'
- requrred to be flxed elther with reference to the decrsron of thlsi' :

:
JRRT

'falr market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala in sum of
and the perusal thereof

P e

H
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: reference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 tll|
, the year 1996 elther |n Vlllage lerl Kalan or Vlllage Mundka;

t

R g o mn

st N

: .,g "

In Pratap S/nqhs case (supra)

CoNVE

’ ;apparently on the premlse that belng contlguous vrllagers

- lndlcatlve of falr market value of land |n Vlllage Bakkarwala
. fi-z‘e_ |
,was concerned wrth agrlcultural lands ln lerl Kalan and another '

1

'prlce of agrlcultural land |n the 2 adjomlng V|lxllages would'} be

?

the D|VlS|on Bench

*adjomlng Vlllage na*fifed Ghevra and pertalnlng to varlous

determlned the falr market value of agncultural lands in Vlllage :

.lkrl Kalan and Ghevra as under -

; .

)

s'ale

: inotll’lcatlons lssued un‘der Sectlon 4 of ithe Land: Acqunsmon Act .

+

-S NO

Date

| VIllage

‘ _Prlce per Blgha

‘_j 1.

-‘24 07 1995 &
| 16 11 1995

T|l<rl Kalan

Rt A

.1’1.0”6,.-'1’9'96 g

| Tk Kalan

. ..|Ghevra. -

4
"

A T o

L o L PGt P SN

[17.12.2002 |

e

Tikri Kalan:

27

K

B "

'-'to notlflcatlon dated 6 2 2003 |n the batch of appeals belng

.?2 1% 160/ for Block.
CALE LT3, 500/-- for
: *:V'BlockB land |
| '_fz 35,815/- for Block |
A& 1,90, 156/—- for|
. |Block B land -5r
Kz 02,850/ for Block
A& %324 850/"[.fjor
'Block B land :

'y
L
N
2
4.
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peal No 4§9/2009 Ch/ran// l_a/ Vs

f;Acqursrtron Ap
determlned the farr market value of the

" Anr on; 2 6 2011 1 have*

R e dac

lands rn Vlllage Ghevra at 34, 03, 425/ per blgha as of 6: 2 2003
rOn the |ssue of comparablllty of. Iand in vrllage Bakkarwala W|th

vuI|age Mun~dl<a Ghevra and len Kalan it s no doubt true that

vyhereas wl@age Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 as do the
Ses, but it has to be hlghhghted that it is more‘

.other vrlla
proxrmate t@ the urban areas of Delhr vig-a- VIS Ghevra and T|kr|
es has an advantage

Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 vrllag
can never be ;achreved |n the matters of

it |s the broad probablhtles and
hold all 4 vnllages to be

et o I T i T S

N

_Slnce exactness
assessmg farr compensatlon
S|m|lar|t|es vvhuch matter Thus

PR,

=1 t
equwalent unless
) Slnce the decrsron ln Pratap 5//‘)67/75 cas"

28
M deals wrth notlflcatlons more proxrmate in pornt of tlme to the

I am of the oplnron that

’supra)

Y

notlg‘lcatrons Wlth Wthh | am concerned

[ ) . B R
SUUNPRIR PNPE SURPINE: S SRS
- ) PP . e W e

”fjn/on of /hd/a& —

i:
o

qua ¢ some Iand speclal features can be sho,"’;fn.‘;v '

T e e ak et

PRI
C e -

;- rt would be. jUSt fa|r and proper to determlne the farfr”’- ;
(value of Iands wrth whrch ) am- concerned in: relatlon to th ., _.‘“
market value of lands determlned ln Pratap S/nqh s case (supra) «

| ’As per the dec1510n |n Pratap. S/nqh s case (supra) for thei '

"’ 24 7. 1995 for Category A Iands farr compensat|on assessed 'Was
| { t?2 15 160/ per blgha and %1, 73 500/ per brgha for Category B
} Iand The flrst notlflcatlon' wrth whnch am concerned R
= ;.25,2 1997 whereunder Iands ll’) Vlllage Mundka were acqurred
) .’, he trme span sweeps 1 year and 216 days. /e 581 days ln ,_
i .
i Pratap S/nqh 5 case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was determlned '
to be 10% per annum (flat._.). ,Thus, pertalnrng to Category A
i : o )
W LA APP! 784/2005&connected R S _ Page 16 of19 ’
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Byt o

| ;a'nds the f@rr market value assessed l,s -"82 49,,408 75 per blg-:. J
% ",' ?11 9762/ per acre and for Category B lands } assess'fthe | ,
-'::Z"‘:falr market value at %2 01, 117/ per blgha i e 2‘9 65 361 60‘per B :
zacre o R e
»__%3.'”29 ‘ ’g The next notlﬂcatlon wrth Wthh l am concerned i ;
1 -o’ated‘ZJ 32003 pertalnlng to V|llage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s,.l : x
: l cas (supra) W|th reference to: the deusmn in Pratap S/nqhscase
2} §lsupra) for agrlcultural lands |n Vlllage Ghevra pertalnrng to a - ;;
- l_notlflcatlon issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsrtlon-.;Act o iz
| ; on 6.2. 2003 the falr market value assessed was ?4 03; 425/- rper |
) ; blgha% ThlS was unlformly applled Slnce there IS a tlme gap of r _ g
l{ 'vgust at llttle over 1. month am- of the oplnlonv that pertamlng_ to' . | ;E
._ | i ithe notlﬂcatlon dated 21 3. 2003 falr market value of land in o
@ g Vlllage Mundka should be ?4 03 425/— e ?19 36 440/ per akre,
'..,E‘,thlch I hereby flx . U S SR “_"K
; ,30 ‘ propose to deal .wuth the notlflcatlon .‘da'tEd;:;
§ 24 9. 2003 after dealmg with the notlflratlon dated 17 6. 2005""_ '
? pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqulred |n V|ll‘-agef .
\ Mundka and V|llage Bakkarwala o f o B
o 31 ’ As noted herelnabove”ln Ch/ran// La/s case (supra) r
;;l pertalnlng to the notl’r‘{catlon dated 6.2. 2003 fair market value,« '
} assessed bylme was ?4 03, 425/ per blgha and thus mcreasmg:
l the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to .
: . % *?4 ,98, 5?9/ per blgha Wthh comes to 323, 93 227 20 per acre. .
- 4 iThe sarhe is. held by me to be the falr market value of lancl in
_' *’Vlllage Mundka and V|llage Bakkarwala as of 17 6 2005 l decree';:
* ;LAAPP Zs4/2oos&connected = | -P_,age:,l,?vfofvil?’;‘%’ ! i
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’_‘pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and wrth refefrence to the falr ‘
"miarket value assessed in. Ch/ran// La/s case ! would requnr‘ to,

\ x
Vlllage Bakkarwala as bf 24. 9 2003 ‘; o | P

Y

33 R Accordlngly the appeals flled by the Unlon of--, n
regutre ito be dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsm:ss the same Trhe

e

"

fappeals‘ flled by the land owners and the cross ,obJectlons flled v

by the land owners stands decreed as under _' o

l) "For the land falllng |n Category A land ln V|lla'ge,‘;
| l\/lundka the faif ma,rket value IS ﬂxed at S |

i for Category B lands,’ the falr market value lS flxed at -
i *?2 01, 117/ per blgha l e. ’\’9 65 361 60 per acre, as- w
1 on25. 02 1997. RN

\ ll) For the land srtuated |n Vlllage Mundka the falrl
-_ t . market value is flxed at ?4 03, 425/- per blgha'}.
(o ?19 36 440/ per acre as on 21 03 2003 A

i .
.l‘ .'

o, enen

v
b

; " 2 49, 408 75 per blgha ie. ? 11 97; 162/ per acre and K

m) For the Iand S|tuated |n Vlllage Mundka the falr, -
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| ~t23 93 227.20 per acre, asion 17 06 2005 _‘

A ot

o % e
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market value |s ﬂxed at ?4 25 641/ pe’.i, blgha
?20 43 076 80 per acre as on 24 09 2003*

e

i

vi) Appellants and Cross- obJectors who have) @ucceeded

[P S  ]

‘would also be entltled to solat|um and lnterest as per -
}statute and as clanﬁed ln the deosron reported as,

93(2001) DLT 569 5una’er Vs, UO/ “for! the»
compensatron paid orlglnally and as enhanced by

the Reference Court and fln,ally on the sum enhanced

L by the presentjudgment and decree B

%v,,) The appellants and cross obJectors who SUCCee""::

N e e T TR T

would also be ent|tled to proportlonate costs

YO

“:‘fvm) Al pendmg appllcatlons stand dlsposed of in terms of_-_

the prayers made therem
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