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o 1 Whether the Reporters vof' local papers may be allowed

'PRADEEP NANDRA]OG ] (Oral) . Ly ‘
1 “.' | am decudmg the - above captloned appeals and?f"’i’.;'r,

"l. (Relatmg to Not|f|cat|on u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award_;;
" i*___;,No 13/2006 07, Vulage Mundka), R I

g LA APP. 40/2009 & Cross. Objecthhs LAAPP. 426/2009,? SR
- LAAPP. 428/2009, 442/2009, LAAPP. 611/2009 LA, APP;
: ’;;.,‘*616/2009 LA.APP. 278/2010 SR SHR

L+ LAAPP. -'1029/2010 & CM No 5948/2011 LAAPP‘_']:
G 1030/201‘0“LAAP"P."'l"OV'31/2010 LAAPP 1033/2010 & CM
_"z;ﬁ,"r\lo 6645/2011,  LA.APP. 1062/2010, 1063/2010 & CM
"t N0.6943/2011, LA.APP. 1064/2010 LAAPP. 1066/2010 LAAPP_" )
e 1067/2010 LAAPP. 11/2011 LA, APP 122/2@11 LR

- ',(Relatlng to Notlﬂcatlon us 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award;
by _No 1/2006 07 Vlllage Bakkarwala) ’ , e

CORAM S - 1o
HON BLE MR JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

- to see the Judgmerlt? G

2. To be referred to Reporter or not?

3. :Whether the Judgment should be reported in the D!gest7 S

relatable c:vH mlscellaneous apphcat|ons WhICh are by Way of

crpss objectlons all of whnch have been llsted heremabove

LAAPP 784/2005&connected R T Page4of19
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o (Relatmg to Notlﬁcat]on u/s 4 dated 24 09 2003 & Awardé" oo
, _‘No 3/2004 05 V|llage Bakkarwala) 1
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. f2*.i The present decnsron concerns lssue of flxatlon off l
.3 market value of land in the revenue estate of V|llage Bakkarw & B

}:,and vrllage Mundka

R Qgto be determmed may be graphlcally noted as under v ”v‘f N

'V:f}‘S No Name of Vlllaqe Date of notlﬂcatlon under
! S . - _Sectlon 4 of the LA Act

. Bakkarwala - . = 24.9. 2003 .
~ Bakkarwala - 17.6.2005
‘Mundka - 25.2.1097
~+'Mundka. iU 2132003 .. B
: l\/lundka R 17 6 2005 o

TR W

frayebt A e

‘ l\lo 2 heremabove pertalnlng to vullage Bakkarwala lS the same

’ ‘ an pursuant whereto Iands were acqu:red ln the revenue estate of S

ST S '_ V|llage Mundka as per serlal No. 5 above RIS

S u_ townshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana are VIllages Mundka
v : : Ghevra and Tikri Kalan V|llage Bakkarwala lies’ towards the
» . other side of the Southern boundary of vnllage Mundka The
S ".'dlfference between the topology of the two vnllages is; whereas
x' ‘} the land of. vnllage Mundka abuts NH 10 " that of vnllage
Bakkar‘wala does not so abut belng on the other slde of the
- j_’-’_TSouthern boundary of revenue estate of vnllage Mundka |

" Ghevra and then vrllage lerl Kalan R

-LA APP 784/2005&connected o o o o L Page50f19

5 g Abuttmg NH 10 leadlng from the cuty of Delhl to the

, 6 ST As we. proceed from the cnty of Delhl to the townshlp |
. Of Rohtak," village Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by vrllag,e 5

s v.7j.. _ Agrlcultural lands in vnllage Mundka were acqurred

3 Lo The dates on WhICh falr market value of. the land has

3

4 : lt may be hlghllghted that the notlﬂcatlon at serlal.;}- b

vy
;




P

}_-‘;Agncultural lands in the revenue estate of wllage Mundka were- i' i
v:_;‘;further acqurred pursuant to a- notlflcatlon dated 21 3; 2003

tij,;__ issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act as per awar'
l_i'-v-j;-JNo 3/2005 06 as’ also award No: 1/2005 06 Further Iands |n the ; p
L revenue estate of the same vrllage were acqurred pursuant to a
B 5'_notrf|cat|on dated 17 6. 2005 1ssued under Sect|on 4 of the Land
1‘_“ﬂAch|S|t|on Act as per Award No 13/2006 07 | B e
8 DS Agncultural Iands in. the revenue estate of V|llage

Bakkarwala were acqurred pursuant to a not|ﬂcat|on dated

24 9 2003 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act as

e per ‘Award No. 3/2004 05. Further lands in the revenue estate of
the same V|Hage were acqu1red pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated
"» "17 6. 2005 (the same not|f|cation under whxc‘n Iands |n v1llage
,V._'”Mundka were acqwred) as per award No 1/2006 07.. - |
,v VV ‘» 9.-’;_, L 'fl-n - nut shell the Land Acqursrtlon Collector E
S ‘determlned the fair. market value of the acqunred Iands under aII
. ) the awards w1th reference to the mrmmum prlce for agncultural
‘Iand as: notrfred by the Government of NCT Delhi- - |
o100 For clarlty I may note that pertamrng to the -
notlﬂcatlon dated 25.2.1997 under Wthh agrlcultural Iands |n
- ~the revenue estate of vrllage Mundka were acqurred the learned
E;,'Land Acqursrtlon Co!lector determ:ned the falr market value wrth
L reference to the mrnrmum pr:ce for agncultural Iand notlfled |
"" ".,fwrth effect from 1 4, 1997 © %10° !acs per acre and smce the dat g
. " of Sectlon 4 notrfrcatron was antenor in pornt of txme dlscounted |
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gave no, lncrease o o e
11 - Aggrleved by the determlnatlon* of the falr marketﬁ
-vi'_%_’:'.ﬁvalue of the lands- By: the Land. Acqunsrtlon Collector the land |
" owners: sought & reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land‘,;g
Acqursrtlon Act 1894 and on the reference belng made V|de !
._varlous Judgments and decrees Wthh are: under challenge ln_?." : ,

| ’%’:‘j;‘enhanced the fair market value

was adopted by the Land Acqursmon Collector under Wth.: the

’;;,’_LA APp. 784/2005&connected SRR Page?dfl-‘?

the pnce for one year @ 11 5% per annum Thls pnce was Y
adopted for category A lands For lands |n category B ‘the valuej?j-:f;"“;‘

', was further dlscounted by 390,000/ per acre. Pertalmng to the !
notlflcatlons dated 213. 2003 and 24.9. 2003, the Land o

- Acqwsntlon Collector nelled “upon the notlflcatlon flxmg thef .

f’ .fmlnlmum pnce of agrlcultural land as uf 1.4, 2001 and. gave nof'_;; T
o beneflt of enhancement Wlth reference to the fact that the falr:i'.. DR
L market value of the lands to be determmed was as lof 21 3. 20@35'; '

and 24, 9. 2003 Even pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated:"_v

N 1/62005 Wthh requrred falr market value of land to. be:-v.g;
| determmed in the' revenue. estate of vrllage Bakkarwala and
s V|llage Mundka as of 17.6. 2005 the Land Acqunsrtlon Collector,{,?f'.;' -
’ v_'fdetermmed the same wrth reference to’ the notlflcatlon flxmgf:"'fﬂ'
'} | { mlnlmum value of agrlcultural lands in Delhl as of 1 4, 2001 andsi‘ :

J'

{ :-the above captloned appeals the Reference Court took'.,:;,-}f‘_..'f‘
' corrective actlon as’ per the Vlew of the: Reference Court and"f.f;f"""' A

R
2 R

12 ln a- nut shell pertalmng torthe notlflcatlon dated.
5"-‘25 2 1997 v1de Wthh agncultural lands in vrllage Mundk\"

e acqmred the Reference Court adopted the same ”Otlﬂca r




?

.‘."'-f-f"';:'dated 25 2 1997v Th|s was the va!ue ﬂxed for category A la"»

i 'ia._hd‘:- ‘,f'c');r] .c.-a-te-g or& "-?;B\ ira n-d.s"; | wi-.t'h :.‘frefefren'ce? : -’to the

Thus for category A Iands the Reference Co__

’-;’"'}fﬁ_,:dates and the mmlmum ;.\_ '

) ",‘ADeIhl ‘the Reference :

,{4"9 2003. :
e :';.;;notlfled as of 30 8. 2005 and depressung the same by O% pe

Thereafter the Reference Court took t

RN LA APP 784/2005 & connected - Page 8 °f 19
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two to arrlve at the mean ﬂgure as of 21 3. 2003 WhICh i notev,f';ff S
':,i'-f'_comes tor ?15 92 083, 33 pet acre (ln sqme decrsrons i note the‘__.': .
"_-_._sum arrlved at IS ?15 97, 215/) For the date 24 9 2003 the.?t""} '
‘}’l;"jprlce determlned was ?20 41, OOO/ per acre . Ry
15 .-"’ Pertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlon dated 17 6 2005‘

“”';E’I."_'Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adopte W
.__-/’5'_"’,;”,the minimum prlce for agrlcultural lands - notlfled by the BT
: .Government of NCT De|h| Wlth effect from 1.4, 2001 and glvm' o
E"'\’_:J:;‘-‘lncrease @10% per annum determined the value and with '
:;:’?:f']’.-.;respect to the. lands in VIllage Mundka on account of Iocatlonal;vv‘:r‘“j"."li"} -
"':.;‘advantage belng abuttlng “NH- 10 gave 5% more and | ‘*
_':'_"determlned the fair market value as of .17 6 2005 ln “sum of
?21 37,017. 75 per acre and for vrIIage Bakkarwala the prlcel‘,‘;‘f
} {-v.determlned was ?20 35 255/- per acre e - Ly :“3' "

'?,‘.

16, In the aforesald backdrop of the factual Scenano, ey

x,;?,}v‘_-fwhlch have penned proflled the reasonlng of the Land _j,:_'. |

, "-.;'v‘;'f-v,"f'-»_}‘;Acqursrtlon Collector as-also that of the Reference Court il delve"‘-f_'f__:f_ i
,_j :|nto the. arguments advanced before me: du'rmg hearmg tOday e

,.i,.,_"_'f.17, Wlth reference to the eVldenCe led l LACI.‘-'E"-.",; ::.:}_ },

' 'N0.384/2004 Jampa V5. UOI & Ors., it was urged by ShL. BRAL

l »:. learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No 784/2005 WhIC_: , R

argument was adopted by other learned counsel Who appearedi‘-_‘.?'f-..
3 ;for the other appellants that the. learned Trlal Judge was not,f_""f‘j- S _
D JUStlfled |h lgnorlng the sale deed Ex P- 1 whereunder 1 blghaj'f;'”;_' .

Page90f19 L
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v lvi"';,,‘fﬂ'fand 3 blswa of agrlcultural land ln v1llage Mundka was sold as of'“'j.:;." B
| 5.8. 1996 for a sale con5|derat|®n of 34,75, OOO/ ?38 OOO/ was‘_‘»;’,’_.';..:" :
'. ":-,,,"lncurred towards sale duty and thus the prlce of the Iand wouldl.;" ’
o ‘,be 25,13, OOO/ and calculated W|th reference thereto land prlce:
“ per bigha would come to %446, OOO/-»as of 5.8.1996. Learned"-
counsel would urge that there is no reason not to hold that falrn,;:':__ e
| | ,market valte of agrlcultural lands ln v11lage Mundka was:fj{ I
%4, 46 000/- per blgha as of 5. 8 1996 Taklng the argument"f,f'.-"""i
"forward it |s urged that W|th reference to the sald prlce falr ‘_ |
S market ‘value needs to - be determlned as of .25, 2.1993; &
B '}"21 3. 2003 and 17.6. 2005 ie. the dates when notlflcatlons under; o
. Sectlon 4 of the Land Ach|5|t|on Act were lssued pursuant;}?.’}"-i'
o ';,whereto agrlcultural lands were acqwred in’ vrllage Mundka by,.;

. lncreasmg the prlce progressnvely, lf not by 12% per annum at
‘"fl:-‘least by 10% per annum it is urged that on the sdme- baS|s*-"‘"’"""
'7-"Iand prlce should be determlned for the agrlcultural lands |n-t

: fivrllage Bakkarwala Alternatlvely,, it was urged that srnc ERRERRT

_ | ":.-fvlllages lerl Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguousw_”,;,yi:""'

, ’f»,VllIages and in fact vrllage T|l<rl Kalan is further towards the |
, ""'-":’t?i“‘atownshlp of Rohtak some mcrease be madel in the value of the
'A&f:vland in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala W|th reference to the
"Judgment and decree dated 19 12 2008 deC|dlng a: batch of

, "‘Land Acqu15|tlon Appeals lead matter belng LA Appeal
:""':No 193/2006 Prarap Singh (Deceased} Thr. /_Rs Vs, UO/ as per o
o -whlc‘h fair market value of land, per. blgha was determlned in. .
__':f_»_'the revenue estate of vrllage lerl Kalan as of 16. 11 1995
©°11:6,1996 and 17. 12 2002 at 2,15, 164/- for category A land

L 5

‘,.LAAPP784/2005&connected ‘ R S Page100f19 L




_f'"vl_.8'_, may note - here that in varlous land acqulsmon T

- ,-‘-references various. partles have proved a number of sale deeds
| --_’lexecuted from time to time, but dunng arguments today before;_
me learned counsel for the land’ owners have only relled uponf‘;_;'»_'f
‘,h:,_'-“_-'the sale deed Ex P- 1 = B AP s
190 Per contra Sh Sanjay Poddar Iearned counsel for the_'-'f‘j:;_a‘_ e |
;‘j’UOl would urge that the sale prlce as. per Ex P-1 cannot’ be,"“"':_‘-.':,"f“- L
j}adopted as the yardstick for the reason to be a representatlvef;‘f-j“::"
| sample of the whole the sample must bear some adequate{r‘}g_*.;'-'?
:'proportlon to the whole For. example Iearned counsel would"";;’-
‘ urge that if it has to be determlned Whether what percentage of-:i"ff.-:'
stones are mlxed ina bag of: rice it would not be a safe method,, : |
T to plck only one grain, for if |t happens to. be the graln of l’lceff‘i:{'v';:' _ff
- one would Iead to the conclusron that the bag is: 100% full of ncef’v.: R
?f‘"and :f that one graln happens to be a plece of stone one would
reach to the conclusnon that the bag is full of stones At least a;fﬁ"’t o
. :jflstful should be Ilfted and then checked as-a. representatlve;
| sample is. the example glven The se ond reason on WhICh-i_:' j
learned counsel would attack the sale deed as not belng__'f_‘.-:'fv.f: i
I representatlve of the pnce is the reason that people do come. to e

b
i

o .!_}ana 21,73, 500/ for caneg;‘ ry B land; 22 35 850 for category A
- ‘-,lanel and ?1 90 150/ e
-catégory A land an-d ?3 24 850/- for category B land Lo

‘T’category B Iand %4 02, 850/— for.

l

""-‘,‘,vi."'_'are made, land in the area is’ surveyed Wlthout a survey lt?’tp;"

,

L LAAPP 784/2005&connected 'i‘.' S - - o Page110f19
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| r'frespectnvely DU e e e

: know about pendlng ach|51t|on lnasmuch as before acquISItlons-f'__?;";'f. S

~would be dlfflcult to |ssue even the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 IR
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vunder Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursmon Act

g bf the Land Acqursrtlon Act Learned counsel would concede
-' hlm should be consrdered by this Court as. the reasons as to why EE A

,Iearned counsel would further urge that the four sale ‘deeds
:Ele to R4 referred tb ln the decrsnon of the learned:__' B
'Reference Court pertalnlng “to sale deeds dated 611995
30 S5, 1997 4. 0. 1997 and 8. 9. 1997 relled upon by UOl would *
show the actual market value of the Ian’d and thus learned

_fcons:dered but hastens to add that smce value reflected
: therem Iess than the mrnlmum pnce notlfled by the ,
', 'Government the pnce flxatlon should be wrth reference to the\
. minimum pnce notified by the Government whlch is nearest tol

lthe pomt of t|me when the' respectlve notlflcatlons were lssuedl”f"';fi;;f':i,‘

B} «720; An mdependent and’. alternatlve argument lS also-fl
advanced by learned counsel for the Unron The same’ rests

| ltself on a dec15|on of a DlVlSlon Bench of thls Court reported asf;.'-‘?f..' i
2006 (135) DLT 231 fai Singh Vs. UOL -~ -t
"21 o The decrsron in (a/ 5/nghs case (supra) concerns ltself
-_»l..,-"wrth the determlnatlon of the fair market value of land |n v1llage

;',"'""7Bakkarwala Wthh were acquwed pursuant ‘to a notlflcatlon
""""'.-dated 15 10. 1993 at 31,32, OOO/-v per bigha. Learned counsel
' ;'would urge that the sald deC|sron has attalned flnallty lnasmuch

P

that the reasons glven by the learned Reference Court are not S _
sound but would urge that the two contentlons advanced byf___d S

Ex P- 1 be not taken as the ba5|s to determlne the falr market
value of lands in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala. Thlrdlyl,

counsel would urge that the sald four sale . deeds should be




- e Petltrons for Specral Leave to Appeal ﬂled before the Supre r -
:].-ff,"v'fourt by elther side have been dlSmISSGd Learned counse
»- ,» takes the argument forward by urg:ng that by adoptmg the farr
vmarket value of land in vrllage Bakkarwala as of 15. 10 1993 at;,;'f":

.‘:'-?1 32 OOO/ per blgha the farr market value should be'f;_: j
| '.."_'"""""k.;'«:.;,'-85certa|ned by lncreasmg the pnce progresswely by 10% per':,f."':t."“f"
: f j;{f:_j_'f'annum to” determlne the market value of Iand i vrllagef-"f-v:_:'v-.‘_'
:;I,Bakkarwala as of 24 9.2003as also 17. 6 2005 Learned counsel»
_';;fv'would urge thalf in vrew of the locatiogaal advantage of vrllagei?‘ |
_'Mundka falr market value of | land in \nllage Mundka should be

o 'determrned as of 25 2 1997 21. 3. 2003 and 17, 6. 2005 by glVlng";_‘-';‘v

P

P T S . .
LR . . . S

‘_'.‘;5% mcrease S e ke
»"3’5;’.-.22'”.}  With respect to the sale deed Ex P- 1 whereunder 1 Lo
) blgha and 3 biswa of agncultural land was. sold in Vlllagefj

- "ﬁl*Mundka as of 5.8. 1996 it would assume :mportance that the,:_'_;"-
jsale is about 7-months prror to the date of the notrﬂcatron rssued-g:‘f_,_' A

o under Sectron 4 of. the Land Acqursltlon Act whlch was lssued on
L 25.2. 1997 it is a matter of common knowledge that precedmg_r __ |

’”v;'_the publrcatron of a. notrfrcatron under Sectlon 4 of the Land;'_'_f?_' '

o ;.'knOW that. very soon there is every l|kellhood that the landej"_-"

. Would be acqurred In. Delhl the large scale acqursmon pollcyf )
-.'.enJ0|ns upon the. Government to allot at pre determmed rates a_ . A
‘-f"i"p'Ot of developed resrdentral Iand to. the ones whose Iands are :' _

e .LA APP: 784/2005&connected T S 4_'- S _’ Page 13 0f19 S

':f‘;“Acqursrtlon Act surveys are camed out Wlth the obJect of‘ e
".'determlnrng as’ to what Iands comprrsed m whrch khasra;._'_;_-l_"_
© 7 ‘numbers -and ﬂelds are requrred to be notlfred for the proposed_'.:'i"',.‘..'i~-_: o
:""':»'a_‘__}acqurS|t|on and’ when thrs happens people in the’ area come4to."‘j»"r‘"

{{{{{




. ——— e .

. ;:[small parcels of lands in areas Where acquItlons are llkely to
: '.'u_'“}.;ﬁtake place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be-"’li‘,i[f_"';
iztaken to be a representatlve measure of the»falr market value 0 S
: ' f_”—._»land as on the date of the sale Further the prlnc1ples of ratlov“ _. 3
'f”.‘_and proportlon as. also the orinciples of averages and the B

; hold that Ex P- 1 cannot be good eVldence Wherefrom mark"
\value of the land could be determlned There is an addltlona»l
”,\;reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The sale deeds EX: R
S 1'to Ex.R- 4, dated 6.1. 1995, 30. 5.1997,"4. 6 1997 and 8. 9 19971?{%

"'V'”'-;":'_;are also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundkaand reflect a sale price .

the Government T '_ l ) | )
23 o Thus the falr market value of the Iands would be
,ﬁreqUIred to be flxed elther Wlth reference to the decnsron of thlS é:'?;"'
o Court ln@_/_S_L/lg/’I__S_CaSe supra) or Pratap S/nqh scase (supra) |
24 A hlghllght that both deC|S|ons penned by the DlVlSlOl’)..;:‘j" e

. R f._;Bench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court A

oess The decrsuon |n /a/ S/nqhs case (supra) determlned.j::_-‘f".}-7 [
fair market value of land |n Vlllage Bakkarwala ln Sum of
" ‘}?1 32 OOO/- per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereof.‘q"ﬁff. ek

SN .t -
o L L o . D s :
i - e Ty

:.l B

va;acqwred and thus 'lt IS not uncommon for persons to purChase i

prmoples Of Sampllng tell me ‘that. to be representatlve of the'__. ‘
}"_'Whole a Sample must bear at ll’ltelllglble prOportlon o the‘_jf"ﬁr PR
,;Whole Thus -hot. for the reasonlng advanced by’ the learned-}_\""""'” "
B i'g }:"""'_Reference Court but for: the twin. reasonlng hltherto fore noted, e

v;_much lower than the sale prlce recorded ln Ex P 1 ln fact the
| '”sale price inthe sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than?"/;_ff-.

i 'even the minimum. prlce for agrlcultural land in’ Delhl notlfled byéf“'f.,f o

: :LA APP 784/2005&connected S S Page 14of19
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o ‘would show that the Court assessed the falr market value wuth_ S

reference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 t|l'»:',_,f S

the year 1996 elther in Vlllage len Kalan or Vlllage Mundka':ff" L

'3--;:‘_f'_’l_-"}apparently on the premlse that’ belng contlguous vrllagers sale::'v»."_:_

~ prlce of agncultural Iand |n the 2 adjomlng wllages would ber
‘ f-,- lndlcatlve of falr market value of land in: Vlllage Bakkarwala e

26 In Pratap S/nqhs case (supra) the Drvnsron Bench

H Was Concerned Wlth agncultural lands ln len Kalan and anothe

"f.'f;f'adJOInlng Vlllage named Ghevra and p‘ertalnrng to varlouslgk__iff._ .
. nOtlflCathnS issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land /-\CC]UISItlon Actl‘;_»‘f'_-: - ‘.

: 'determlned the fair market value of agrlcultural lands m Vlllagef‘;-r_v-'g Coen
||kr| Kalan and Ghevra as under - S : . S :

5 NO -Date T TVillage — T Brice | per Blgha

B Qi2_4‘.._07‘.1:9'95"_1&:__l_’_zlkrl.Kala_n T R2,15,160/ for Biock |

J1e111995 | 0 A & 773, 500/—» for?
R T N »BlockBland oo

2. [11.06.1996 | Tikni Kalan T&[R2.35 B15/- Tor Block_'
| S Ghevra ‘A & %1,90, 156/-'f0r',-.?' o
L Block B land - {0

3. 17122002 |TkriKalan . |R4,02,850/ for Block’;‘; PO
RO I Lo A & 33, 24 850/— for|- R

L 27 Followmg the Judgment in Pratap 5//70/7 scase (supra)_gi}?»_’.f'..f':: |

_j,l have decuded the falr market value for the Iand SItuated ln.":-".'*g‘ﬁ':- .
revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra Wthh was acqwred pursuantit*‘-” '

';'1 10 notlﬂcatlon dated 6.2. 2003 in the batch of appeals belng Landf_}; o

- LA APP. 784/2005&connected f Lt T B Page 15 of 19




: "f_whereas v1llage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 10 as do th
Other vrllages “put it has to be hlghllghted that lt is” mor" e
o i prox:mate to the urban areas of Delhl VIS a vrs Ghevra and lerli‘_,
. Kalan and. to that extent qua sald 2 ylllages has an advantage
' '_fSlnce exactness can never be achlevedlln the matters of EEREY

o LAAPP 784/2005&connected I R

e alannoemlld

!
l
)
. -‘,.
I
S
i

Il; " :Acqu15|t|on Appeal No 489/2009 Ch/ran// Lalvs: Un/on of;/n,d/a &
| Anr.on 2 6. 2011 i have determlned the falr market value of the o
. ,,lands ln Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03, 425/ per blgha as. of 6 2. 2003l N .

on the lssue of comparablllty of land m vrllage Bakkarwala Wlthg}l{f;'“ c
'Vlllage Mundka Ghevra and lerl Kalan lt is'no. doubt true tha

L assessmg “fair’ compensatlon it is the broad probabllltles and
smnllarltles whlch matter  Thus, I hold all 4 vnllages to be o
'_ '_ "equwalent unless qua some land specnal features can be shown

| 28.f Stnce the decrsron in Pratap. S/nqhs case (supra)[_._-"‘-"_

| ;?deals W|th notlflcatlons more proxrmate ln lponnt of tlme to thegf'_*‘_v';'_,
otlflcatlons wrth whlch l am concerned l am of the oplnlon that‘?‘
it would be JUSt fair and proper to determlne the falr market‘fﬂt,‘t ST
) value of lands wrth whlch 1 am concerned |n relatlon to the fall”:‘;'"f:f»:"__f o
, market value of lands determlned in, Pratap 5/nqh scase (supral) e
_As per the' decrsron in Pratap 5/nqh5 case! (supra) for. the date: GRE
24 7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compensatlon assessed Walsf g >
?2 15, 160/- per- blgha and 31,73, 500/— per blgha for Category lB a
o land The fifst notlflcatlon Wlth whlch 1 am. concerned W e
_. 25, 2. 1997 whereunder lands in Vlllage Mundka were acqu|red
o The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 o’ays ie. 581 days.:| E U

. Pratap S/nqh 5 case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was determlnedzz‘f‘:
jiii,to be 10% per annum (flat) Thus perta'lnlng tO Category A

e Page 16 of 19




. cas (supra) wrth reference to the decrsron in Pratap S/nqh scaser
' -‘-.v',(supra) for agrlcultural lands ll’l Vlllage Ghevra pertalnrng to a;"l'__‘-l_{

l' v_uon 6 2 2003 the farr market value assessed' was ?4 03 425/ per
' '_ﬂblgha ThlS Was. unn‘ormly applled Slnce there is” a tlme gap ofif'f"
) :'Just a llttle over 1- month I am of the oplnlon that pertalnlng to":;»
"__'_’ﬂ.the notification dated 21.3. 2003 fa:r market value of land |n .
’”‘-;:’glvmage Mundka should be 4, 03, 425/- ie. ?19 36, 440/- per acre

".,pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands Werelacqulred ln Vlllage.

" the same

‘ "i‘._LA APP. 784/2005&connected S f‘”Pa‘g'e.1=7_ jofivg"v"‘,':.‘ S

. “".»'j;lands the falr market value assessed |s ?2 49 408 75 per blgha_i{" e
B e. ?11 97,162/~ per acre and for Category B lands I assess the P
P ":‘;“farr market value at 32,01, 1157/ per blgha i.e: %9 65 361 60 per;}?,‘ o
'i'wacre f , ) | : U
29 The next: notrflcatlon Wlth Wthh 1 am concerned_ L
| ;a’ated 2] 32003 pertalnlng to V|llage Mundka ln Ch/ran// ‘Lalls:. T

|-

(g R

fj“whrch | hereby fix. - . v T I S P

|-

R R propose to  deal with - the notlflcatlon datedw’;,’-;.ff"‘"_' |
:24 9 2003 after dealing’ wrth the notlflcatl’on dated 17 6. 20055“‘.43‘._-:‘ . L

L ,_-Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala '; IR _; .‘ e

Qe

-.3'1.-‘_'5 . As noted herelnabove in Ch/ran// Lal’s. case" (supra) o

pertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlon dated 6 2 200'3 falr market value,-"_‘:'n 3

| ”"aSSESSEd by me was 4,03, 425/ per bigha and thus |ncrea5|ng77”- R

5 the- same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes tb

34,98, 589/ per. brgha WhICh comes to 323, 93 227. 20 per acre |

L "_','The same is held by me to be the falr market value of Iand |n". L
"f.-"Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17 6. 2005 l decree' T




i st e ¢ i

| I am Ieft with the nOtlflcatl(?n dated 24 9 2003

,‘_;.{pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and with- reference to the falr
_»‘ _,market value assessed in Ch/ran// ./_a/s case Il would requ1re to

: '._appreClate the pnce by 10% per: annum for a penod of 201 days

.. the ﬂgure comes to 34, 25 641/- per blgha iie. ?20 43, 076 80 per

_'fby the Iand owners stands decreed as under Lo ;

j,,For the Iand falllng in’ Category A land ln Vlllage

G "?23 93,227. 20 per e acre as on 17. 06 2005

o acre, whlch ) determlne to be the' falr market value of land |n
. »I._-"-'_,."‘_Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24.9.2003. |
"";"f.';{_reqwre to be dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsmlss ‘the same. The

Accordlngly, ,the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndla

"f-,appeals flled by the land owners and the cross obJectlons flled

N cﬂ

R "lVlundka ‘the falr market value is flxed at ‘.|s
2,49, 408.75 per blgha i.e. ? 11.97, 162/ per acre and

- for Category B lands the falr market value lS flxed at
"?2 01 117/ per blgha i€l ?9 65 361. 60 per acre as
| on 25.02.1997. : , RT

For the land sntuated ln Vlllage Mundka the falr
o {vmarket value |s flxed at ?4 03 425/- per blgha le
B .fv__‘i"19 36,440/- per acre, as on2l. 03 2003

. L

s '

For the land S|tuated in V|llage Mundka the falr

{'-market value lS flxed at 34, 98 589/- per blgha le

For the land sxtuated in V|llage Bakkarwala the fa|r o :

market value s flxed at 34, 98 589/- per- blgha |e

4
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R
L -

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

V)For the land srtuated in 'Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr'
. '_ f-market value 1s fixed at 34,25, 641/- per blgha ie. R
IS ':20 43, 076 80 per acre ‘ason 24 09 2003 D

T a__"\"/vi)':ij.';"'_'Appellants and cross obJectors who have succeeded',"-';"";;f“‘v‘f-f :

| -':'33f;wou|d also be entitled to solatlum and lnterest as per’

T Statute and as, cIanﬂed in; the decnsron reported as
. 93(2001) DLT 569 Sunder vs. _uoj, for Cthe 1M
SR ,f:»compensatlon paid orlglnally and as enhanced by

: the Reference Court: and frnally onlthe sum enhanced":f‘.f.'{v. R
: by the presentjudgment and decree » | o :
| G T '\;-;ii)j_“’.The appellants and cross- objectors Who Succeed
L . '*’vwould aIso be entltled to proportlonate costs

- vm) All pendmg apphcatlons stand dlsposed of ln terms of

- ! - o .
T S Iy

R . :the prayers made therern

st
e '(PRADEEP NANDRAJOG) = .+ .
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