$~174 ‘
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
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o No. 13/20@6 07, V||lage Mundka)

: 1 - ‘l am: decrdmg the above captloned appeals and

(Relatln,g to Notlﬂcahon ufs 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award"'"_- -'

S LAAPP 402000 ‘& Cross Objectlons LAAPP. 426/2009 |
" LAAPP. - 428/2009,  442/2009, LAAPP. 611/2009, LAAPP.
616/2000, LA.APP 278/2@10 i | ‘

'
y

(Relatlng to Notlﬂcatlon u/s 4 dated 24 09 2003 & Award"’{.‘

' No 3/2004 05, \Alllage Bakkarwala) :

[

AND

+ LA.APP. ﬂ029/2010 & CM N05948/2011 LA’APP

7'1030/201@) LAAPP 1031/2010 LAAPP 1033/2010 & CM -

N06645/2®11 . LAAPP 1062/2010 1063/2010 & CM
No. 6943/2011 LAAPP 11064/2010,! LAAPP 1066/2010 LAAPP

’1067/2010 LA APP 11/2011 LA APP. 122/2011 - -,
'-'-(Relatmg to Notrﬂcatlon u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award

No 1/2006 07 Vlllage Bakkarwala) "
Ccoram: < T o
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG ‘i“:-f

L l -‘Whether the Reporters of Ioca!f papers may be allowed

to see thejjudgment?

| | 2 To. be referred to Reporter or not? : Lo
e 3 Whether the Judgment should be reported in the Dlgest7

PRADEEP NANDRA]OG 1 (Qral)

relatable cwrl m|scellaneous appllcatlons Wthh are: by Way of

N _.cross ObjECthﬂS aH of Wthh have been ||sted herelnabove

. ) ~
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_ 2. o The present decrsron concerns lssue of flxatlon of fa;lg |
- marl«et value of land‘in the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarwa‘l“a;, I

“and Vlllage Mundka "

I

N '3‘3.& -~ The dateston whlch falr market value of the land has"
f-..f to be determlned may be graphlcally noted as under - s

i s No .. Name of Vlllaqe y ";:Date of notlﬂcatlon under -

-Section 4 of the LA ACt -

?:"Bakkarwal‘a 2492003 0
R Bal<l<arwala . +17.6.2005 o

~ Mundka L v 21.3.2003
Mundia . 1762005

W ' '

it may be hlghllghted that the notlﬂcatlon at serlal

3 No 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vnllage Bakkarwala lS the same
o pursuant whereto lands were acqunred in the revenue estate of
__Vlllage Mundka as per senal No.5. above _' O Y o
_;5.»-,_?, K Abuttlng NH 10 Ieadlng from the crty of Delhl to the " ‘
'townshlp of Rohtak in the State of Haryana are V|llages Mundka |

thevra and ‘Tikri Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the

‘other 5|de of the Southern boundary of VIllage Mundka. The

« '_dlfference between the topology of the two vnllages lS whereas ‘
','the land of - V|llage Mundka- abuts NH 10 that of vullage

Bakkarwala does not . so abut belng on the’ other snde of the

.: ;Southern boundary of" revenue estate of v1llage Mundka
" ' 6 -~ As we proceed from the cnty of Delhl to the townshlp
| | of Rohtak vnllage Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by VIllage |

Ghevra and then vnllage len Kalan. . = :\ l

7_. Agrlcultural‘ lands in vnllage Mundka wEre acqu1red

' LA APP 784/2005 & connected LI o W T " Page 5of 19
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pursuant to a notlﬂcat|on dated 25 2 1997 lssued under Sectlon
~'v,4 of | the Land Acqu;sntlon Act as per award No 2/1999/200@
Agncultural lands in the revenue estate of vxllage Mundka were;v"j._»"'
)}further acqurred pursuant to a notlflcatson dated 21 3 2003-':7 :
, lssued under Sect|on 4 of the Land ACQUISItIOﬂ Act as per atward
;No 3/2005 06 as also award No. 1/2005 06. Further Iands |n the_-_","'
. revenue estate of the same vHIage were acqulred pursuant to a_:j o
- notzﬂcatxon dated '17.6. 2005 |ssued under Sectxon 4 of the Land-‘_;.f‘:.

o Acqwsntlon Act as per Award No. 13/2006 07.

o Bakkarwala were acqu1red pursuant to. a not|ﬂcat|on dated__."
24 9, 2003 lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqunsmon Act aS’;'f:'
per Award No. 3/2004 05 Further Iands |n the revenue estate of‘ {f,

8 Agncultural lands in the revenue estate of vrllage‘_'u_'

the same V|Ilage were acqulred pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated

‘_‘_17 6 2005 (the same not|ﬂcat|on under Wthh Iands Ain. vnlage

. Mundka were acqurred) as per award No. 1/2006 07

9 . In a- nut shell, the Land Acqunsmon Collector,"

‘ lA APP. 784/2005 & connected

P

o | -determlned the’ falr market value of the acquired: Iands under all
0 "the awards thh reference to the mlnlmum pnce for agrlcultural'_ 1
© Jand as notxﬂed by the Government ofeNCT Dethi.© - e
) ‘vv'10'. P ‘F'o'r clanty [ ;- may note that pertalnlng “to . thef
notlflcatlon dated 25. 2 1997 under whxch agrlcultural Iands |n',
the revenue estate of v;IIage Mundka were acqunred the learned':;ﬂi’v o
3 Land Acqursmon Collector determmed the faur market value WIth:ZI." o
reference 0 the mmlmum prrce for agncultural land notlfredf‘f‘
}wuth effect from'’ 1 4. 1997 @ ?10 Iacs per acre and smce the date
of Sect|on 4 notlﬁcatlon was. antenOr |n pomt of t|me dlscounted I

: Page 6. of 19
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'the pnce for one year @l 11 5% per annum Thrs prrce wasf.‘,:ff{
' adopted for category A lands For Iands |n category B the value_‘fﬂfﬁ:
was further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per. acre Pertalnlng to- the‘-'”:?_-
‘notrflcatrons dated 21 3. 2003 and 24 92003 he_' Land"_"’?.’
Acqursrtlon Collector relled upon the. notrfrcatlon frxrng the,%'f;f'
mrnlmum prlce of. agrlcultural land as of 1.4. 2001 and gave no'?f | .
benefit of enhancement wrth reference to the fact that the falr_.«'}-f_ SR
: market value of. the lands to be determrned was as of 21 3.2003 |
o and 24, 9. 2003 Even pertalnlng to- the notrflcatlon dated.'__';’
1762005 WhICh requrred fair. market value of land to be-'-_
L fdetermlned ln the revenue estate of vrllage Bakkarwala and'i?,-f-'v_'

vdetermrned the same wrth reference to the notrfrcatron flxmg»_”“ o
~minimum value ‘of . agrlcultural lands in Delhi- as of 1 4. 2001 andf :

gave no rncrease

- 11-,}” ‘;’ Aggrleved by the determlnatron of the farr market,.g"-— .
f.'_,value of the lahds: by the Land Acquisition Collector the Iand;}"jf-_‘: s
" “owners sought a: reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land"”*' ’
“"V"Acqmsrtron Act 1894 and: on the reference belng made vrde'j__

B 'varlous Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge |n
the above captloned ’*appeals the Reference Court tookf“"‘:‘{‘—’

o correctrve action, as per the view. of the Reference Court and“' o

enhanced the falr market value

12.,~ “In a nut shell pertalnrng to. the notlfrcatlon dated

25.2. 1997 vide Wthh agrlcultural lands rn vrllage Mundka were G

ﬁ f. -v:_.acqurred the Reference; Court adopted the same notrflcatlon asj{_
- was. adopted by the Land Acqursrtron Collector under whrch the

) “LA APP 784/2005&connected o B "?i’"_ Page7of19
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,Governxment of NCT Delh; had flxed the mmlmum value for

- agncultural Iands in Delhl |e 1. 4 1997, but as agarnst the Land
’Acqwsmon CoIIector depressmg the price @ 11 5% for fuII one '

year adoptlng the percentage 11 5 decreased the value by
only 34 days lnasmuch as the date Wlth reference whereto

_'-Government had not|f|ed the minimum vaIue was 1 4, 1997 and
the not|f|cat|on under Sectlon 4 of the. Land Acqmsntron Act Was
l'dated 25, 2: 1997 This was the value ﬂxed for category A Iands

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

'category A land depressed the same by ?90 OOO/ per acre. -
: 1-3'. " Thus,. for category A’ lands the Reference Court
”determmed the fair market value @ 39, 89 288/—-per acre and for ,
"category B Iand the same was determmed @ ?8 99 288/-‘ per
acre. ) T s o . . .’ o |
'1:_4;.-. Pertalnlng to the notlfrcatxons dated 21. 3, 2003 and" o
'24 g. 2003 Whereunder agncultural Iands in v1|lage Mundka and'“':'l'_,' "
'_'vmage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqurred the Reference.'vr.f-‘
',"Court took note of the fact that after ‘the Government had,f-f'
notlﬂed the mlnrmum rates for agricultural Iands ln Delhl as of;f |
,fi 4. 2001 the next rev15|on was as 0f 30. 8 2005 Usmg the sald_,-,w o
' 4'dates and the mlmmum pnce not|f|ed by the Government of NCT. -

' Delh| the Reference Court adopted the pnncnple of mean’;;"'{

average What the Reference Court dld Was to adopt the vaIue‘"':

 as of I. 4. 2001 and mcreasnng the same by 10% per annum'}; s
determlned the enhanced pnce as of 2132003 as also;""'”
2492003 Thereafter the R@ference Court took the: value

LAAPP. 784/2005&connected PR A Page8of19 S
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annum determlned the sum. arrlved at as of 21 3: 2003 as also

_ 24 9. 20@3 - Thetwo sums arrlved at were added and lelded by

two to arrlve at the mean flgure as of 21 3. 2003 whlch [ note

h ‘comes to 15, 92 083 33 per acre (In some dec15|ons I note the |
" 'sum arrlved at is 315,92, 215/) For the date 24 9. 2003 the

prlce determlned Was ?20 41,000/- per acre.:

15, ‘;' Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon ‘dated’ 17 6. 2005
. pursuant Whereto agrlcultural Iands were acquured ln vrllage
Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adopted |
 the mlnlmum prlce “for agrlcultural Iands notlfled by the
Government of NCT Delhl wnth effect from 1. 4 2001 and g|V|n
| lncrease @10% per annum determlned the value and Wlth
| respect to the lands in vrllage Mundka on account of locatlonal
'- advantage belng abuttlng NH 10 gave 5% more and
" determlned the fair market value as of 17, 6 2005 in- sum of
.?21 37, 017 75 per acre and for v1llage Bakkarwala the prlce

- determlned was, 320,35, 255/ per acre:

A
&

e

-~ .
ot RNV E L UL N

1t6.; s In the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenano ln
Wthh "l have penned proflled the reasonlng of the Land

[Acqwsrtrbn Collettor -as.also that of the Reference Couft l delve

rnto the arguments advanced before me durlng hearing today

- 17. Wlth ,reference to»p the evndence led LAC

No. 384/2004 /amna l/5 vol& Ors it was urged by Sh L. B. Rar
learned counsel for the appellant ln LA App No. 784/2005 Wthh

argument Was adopted by other learned counsel whe- appeared
—for: the other appellants that the Iearned Trlal Judge was not
‘Justlfled in. |gnorlng the sale deed Ex.P- 1 whereunder 1 blgha

LA.APP. 784/2005&connected l I Page90f19 ;'
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market value of agrlcultural lands ‘in v1llage Mundka was
34,46, OOO/ per blgha as of ‘5. 8 1996. Taklng the argument‘_f_&"'
- ‘forward lt is urged that with reference to. the. sald pnce falr'-',';f"ﬁ_}'
."i; market value needs to be detérmined - as’ of 2521993
1213, 2003 and 17.6. 2005 .e. the, dates when notlflcatlons under
"’?_Sectlon 4 of the Land AcquISltlon Act were lssued pursuantl'ﬁ”f "

,'l..‘.,l“’
v N E

lncreasmg the pnce progressxvely, lf not by 12% per annum ati

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

lelages and in fact vnllage len Kalan is further towards the

V land |n V|Ilage Mundka and Bakkarwala wnth reference to the ., :

: vtownshlp of Rohtak,. some |ncrease be made . in the value of the

-vf,_Judgment ‘and decree dated 10 12 2008 - decrdlng a batch of
’:j‘fLand ACQUISlthﬂ Appeals lead matter belng LA Appeal

No. 193/2006 Pratap 5//70/7 (Deceasea’) Thr LRs I/5 UO/ as per ,

: "wh|ch falr market value of land per blgha was determlned |n

i
Iy
i
t

¥

the revenue estate. of v1llage lerl Kalan as of 16 11 1995
,11 6 1996 and 17 12 20@2 ‘at ?2 15 164/ for category A land

:
]

'5'.

l LAAPP 784/2005&connected i el Page 100f19 | )
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| ;'and 3 blswa of agncultur,al jand in vrllage Mundka was sold ds off’_ﬁjfi
i5.8. 1996 for a sale. consrderatlon of %4;75 000/-. ?38 OOO/ was;;:
--’“"‘lncurred towards sale duty and thus the prlce of the land would;]
be ?5 13, OOO/ and calculated W|th reference thereto land prlce';f_;,'.‘: o
‘per bigha, would-come to ¥4,46,000/- as of 5.8.1996.. Learned_' AU
| “;;'counsel would urge 'that there lS ‘no. reason not to, hold that falr :

* whereto agncultural lands were acqwred in village Mundka, by!

fland prlce should be determlned for the agncultural lands |n
,; village Bakkarwala . Alternatlvely it was urged that smce
’_:--vlllages len Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contlguous

.
Kol




Category A land and 33, 24, 850/- for category ‘B land
respectlvely - '- CRR o _‘ o
18 may note lhere that in vanous land achISItlonf.;.lff -

_proportlon to the whole For example Iearned counsel would;;
- urge that if lt has to be determlned whether what percentage of ‘
;*»jv.stones are m|xed ln a bag of r|ce lt wouId not be a safe method |

S, A e oy BT, L

“{LAAPP784/2005&connected B S Page110f19

;_""references various: partles have proved a number of sale deeds‘ '
'executed from tlme to tlme but durlng arguments today before
| me learned counsel for the land owners have only relled uponj‘:"}
thesaledeed ExP-1. 1 B
,19._;‘” Per contra, Sh SanJay Poddar learned counsel for the"-
‘,’VV-UOI would urge that the sale prlce as per Ex. P-1 cannot be-‘j
’ wadopted as the yardstlck for the reason to be a representat|ve,.."."1‘_iaf"-'
| ,sample of the whole, the sample must bear some adequate“ :

. to’ ple onIy one graln for it it happens to-be the graln of rlce,_._fll.'
one would lead to the conclus;on that the bag lS 100% fuIl of rlce:'j:u';."',
and if that one graln happens to be a p|ece of stone one’ would
,ﬂ.reach to the conclusnon that the bag is full. of stones At least a
-»flSth| should be lifted and then checked as a representatlve.?_'i:,.__"i;_ _
.':'_sample is- the example given. The second reason on whlch-'f'~"';"‘*3'
"Zif'learned counsel would attack the sale deed as not bemg
- 'representatlve of the prlce is the reason that people do come to

would be dlfflcult to- lssue even the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4

know about pendmg acquxsrtlon lnasmuch as before ach|S|t|ons gi
"_are made land in the area |s surveyed Wlthout a survey |t

| {-”eand 31, 73 500/ for category B land ?2 35 850 for category Afff‘f"”‘ e
*f'--jland and 31,90 150/- for category B> land %4, 02 850/ for:




: .hlm should be consrdered by this Court as

-Iearned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds | et
) Ele to Rr4 referred to m the deC|S|on of. the learned ’
'Reference Court pertalnlng to sale deeds dated 611995 ;

'_consldered but hastens to add that smce value reflected _

. Government the prlce flxatlon should be with reference to the,__,?

mlnlmurn pnce notlfled by the Government which -is nearest to

) |tself on a decision of a DlVlSlon Bench of thls Court reported as - '

Db

«»ﬁf the Land Acqursxtlon Act Learned cpunsel would concede

| fhat the reasons glven by the learned Re&erence Court are not

, sound but would urge that the two con"‘i ntions advanced by

1

e reasons as to why

f21 24
:’ ER

f-Ex P- 1 be not taken as the basis- to determlne the falr market
--_‘value of lands in village, Mundka and. Bakkarwala Thlrdly,

30 5 1997 4 6 1997 and 8 9. 1997 relled upon by UOI would
show the actual market value of: the land and thus learned

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

thereln less than the mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the

the ponnt of time when the respectlve notlflcatlons were lssued
under Sectlon 4 of the Land AchlS|t|on Act. = BRI . ?- “
_20_-,_"‘;: An lndependent and alternatlve argument lS also
advanced by Iearned counsel for the Unlon The same rests ’ ’ |

2006 (135) DLT 231 /a/ 5//767/7 Vs, UO/

.21 Q_ .. The decrs:on in [a/ 5/ngh s case (supra) concerns ltself
'WIth the determlnatlon of the fa|r market value of land ln V|llage K

Bakkarwala Wthh were acqwred pursuant to a notlflcatlon

. dated 15. 10 1993 -at %1, 32 OOO/— per blgl‘ga Learned counsel'

would urge that the sald decrsmn has attalned flnallty lnasmuch

o LA APP. 784/2005 & connected - o ro - -Page 12 of 19
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"?-’;?‘1 32,000/ per blgha the fair. market value should be

"enjoms upon the Government to allot,‘at pre determlned rates, a "
“plot of developed re5|dent|al land to the ones whose lands are.'_

P T .

< .as. Petltlons for, Speoal Leavel to. Appeal filed. before the Supreme. o
: ‘Court by elther side have been dlSlTlISSed Learned counsel
_'-takes the argument forward by urglng that by adoptlng the falr‘_"}:i

| market value of land ln village Bakkarwala as of 15 10 1993 at

'ascertalned by lncreasmg the prlce progresswely by 10% per:'_f'"

annum to determlne ‘the market value of land ln VIllage"-j'__"

'Bakkarwala as of 24.9. 2003 as also 17.6. 2005 Learned counsel,'
--would urge that in vrew of the locatlonal advantage of V|llage,"';,,f’ .
'\'Mundka fair market value of land in V|l|age Mundka should be‘ |
| determlned as of 25 2. 1997 21. 3 2003 and 17.6. 2005, by glvmg S
;5% mcrease SRR L L L -
22 Wlth respect to the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder 1"]-_'
blgha and 3 blswa of agrlcultural Iand was sold |n V|llage':f
Mundka as of 5.8. 1996, it would. assume lmportance that the‘?
sale |s about 7 months pnor to the date of the notlﬁcatlon lssued' .
' ..under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu151t|on Act wh|ch was: lssued on
S 25 2. 1997 It is’a, matter of common knowledge that precedlng,v_‘_t
| the publlcatlon of ‘a notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4. of the Land.
.‘Acqulsmon Act, surveys are carned out wrth the object ofﬁ-’

¢

. determlnlng as to. what lands comprlsed in wh|ch khasra-
numbers and ﬂelds are requlred to be notlﬂed for the proposed‘ |
-‘ acqunsmon and when thlS happens people |n the area come tofl
: know that very soon there is every llkellhood that the lands.:. _

would be acqu1red In: Delh| the large. scale acqwsntlon pollcy,f_' o

-LA APP 784/2005&connected Y L . oo Page 13 of19 '_ .
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take place these transactlons are speculatlve and cannot be .

i acqulred and thus lt IS not uncommon for persons to purchase o

‘ small parcels of lands in. areas Where achISItlons are llkely to

. taken tlo be a representatlve measure of' the falr market value of o

; land: as on the date of the sale. Further the pnncrples of ratlo

L

B even t,he mlnlmum pnce for agrlcultural Iand |n Delhl notlfled by‘_fﬁi

'much lower than the sale price. recorded in Ex P- 1 ln fact the
sale prlce ln the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than;'i-"_f-

the. Government _ |
,23.; Thus the falr market value of the Iands Would be

requrred to be flxed elther wrth reference to the deC|SIon of thls?,_";‘

Court ln [a/ 5//7g/7 scase (supra) or- Pratap 5/nq/7 scase (supra)

- ux APP: 784/2005 & connected

o 2,14. l hlghllght that both deCISIons penned by the D|V|5,On:ff’_"'
f__ Bench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court o
_ ‘-25_; The decrsron in. /a/ 5//70/75 case (Supra) determlned__:j’_;-

falr market value of land in- Vlllage Bakkarwala ln sum of;_'*--? o
i ?1 32 OGO/ per blgha as of 15 10, 1993 and the perusal thereof

C Page 14of19
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.‘ ...'..and proportlon as - also the. pnnuples of averages and the
' pnncrples of sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the s
- whole, a sample must bear at lntelllglble proportlon to the
whole. Thus not for the reasonlng advanced by the learned -
Reference Court but for the twrn reasonlng hltherto fore noted l
“hold that Ex.P-1' cannot be good eV|dence Wherefrom market =
value of the land could" be determlned There is an: addltlonal
reason not to rely upon the said sale deed The sale deeds EX.R- ‘
1 t0.Ex. R-4; dated 6.1. 1995, 30.5.1997, 4.6. 1997 and 8.9: 1997 -
are also pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce":'f"_i-'j',:
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a»djornlng V|llage nam,ed Ghevra and pertalnlng to vanousf_‘i-v:_
jnotlﬂcatlons issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqunsntlon Act

[TT371712.2002 | Tikri Kalan

P .

revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra which’ was acqurred pursuant _~ :
’ ‘"to notlﬁcatlon dated 0.2. 2003 in the batch of appeals belng Land

sy KPR e .

: ||l<r| Kalan and Ghevra as under -

Would shovv that the Court assessed the falr market value W|th >

prlce of agrlcultural land in the 2 adjomlng vnllages would beu»
lndlcat|ve of fair market value of- land in V|Ilage Bakkarwala

SNO Dat_e V|llage

T 124.07.1995 & _lel’l Kalan
' 116.11.1995 |* A & 1,73, 500/ for

Block B land

T2, [11.06.1996  |Tikri Kalan & [%2,35,815/- for Block |
N Ghevra Cor LA & 71,90, 156/— forﬁv

;“ - ! ¢ ’ . L .
. R :

il Block B land @ &

B Block Bland

{

LAAPP784/2005&connected' R o o Page150f19
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4
t

B

'l Prlce per Blgha '
[%2,15,160/- for Block‘-" |

34,02, 8507/ for Block"
1A & 33, 24, 850/- for..c:i‘«

, ! reference to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 tl”. . |
'fthe year 1996 elther |n V|llage lerl Kalan or Vlllage Mundka,;',
s apparently on the: premlse that belng contlguous ‘vlllagers sale

N
v

gy
- 2;}6.;.,;;:,\. In Pratap 5/no/75 case (supra) the LVlSlOl’l Bench(__f,'

'__was concerned wnth agrlcultural lands in lerl l<alan and another_

'determlned the falr market value of agncultural lands in V|Ilage."_ - |

‘27‘?,./"7 Followmg the Judgment ln Pratap 5//70/7 s case (supra) 1' o
| have decrded the farr market value for the land sutuated |n l

e A aan  e T ot ST
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| 25 2. 1997 whereunder lands ln Vlllage Mundka were acqulred ,.

e --.»—,..;...... .-

1
e
3
i

et T meen

“1 !

Acqursrtlon Aplpeal No 489/2009 Ch/ran// La/ vs Un/on of/nd/a & -
_4__; on 2 6. 2@11 ] have determlned the fair market value of, th‘e

- lands i village Ghevra at 24, 03,425/- per bigha a5 of 6.2.2003. "

On the.issue of comparablllty of land in vrllage Bal<l<arwala W|th S
vrllage Mundl<a Ghevra and T|l<rl Kalan |t is no’ doubt true that»”.’
Whereas V|llage Bakkarwala does not abut NH- 10 as do the '

24 other vrllages but it has to" be- hlghllghted that it is mOre,'.‘
proxrmate to the urban areas of. Delhl VlS -a- vrs Ghevra and lerl S

Kalan and to that extent& qua sald 2 vnllages has an. advantage |

Slnce exactness can- never be achleved in - the matters of
assessrng falr compensatlon it lS the broad probabllltles and-';‘.:'v"f“:
snmllarltles whlch matter Thus b hold all 4 "villages to be’
| equrvalent ‘unless qua some land specral features can be shown.
28. o Slnce the decrsron in’ Pratap S/nqhs case - (supra)vifl’_,

deals wrth notlflcatlons more proxrmate |n pornt of time” to ‘the- :
notlflcatlons with whlch l am concerned | am. of the oplnlon that; .

lt would be JUSt falr and proper to determlne the falr market”

land The first’ notlflcatlon wrth Wthh | am concerned

The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 davs /e 581 days

Pratap 5//70/7 S case (supra) the annual /ncrease was determlnedyﬁ

to be 10% pel annum (flat) Thus pertalmng to Category A

LAAPP 784/2005&connected P S e Page 16 of19 ',
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value of lands with whlch Iam concerned in relatlon to the fair e
market value of lands determlned in Pratap 5//767/7 s case (supra) EX
As ‘per the decnsron in Pratap 5//70/75 case (supra) for: the date,' ,y
24.7. 1995 for Category: A Jands fair compensatlon assessed Was; .
32,15, 160/— per blgha and 31,73, 500/* per blgha for Category. B,




i
:

v
: !

l,ands the talr market value assessed is ?2 49 408 75 per blgha (

R

acre : , ; .

!

Ea) e. ?11 97 162/ per acre- and for Category B lands I assess the
’ -falr market value at 32,01, 117/- per blgha i e. ?9 65 361 60 per"" |

29,;’;’ ' ) The next notlﬂcatlon wuth whlch l am concerned /5
‘ '{',_‘»dated 2] 32003 pertalnlng to lellage Mundka in Ch/ran// La/s‘:,‘»"

- cas (supra) ‘with' reference to the deas:on ln Pratap S/nqh scase '

"(supra) for agncultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng toa .

, notlflcatlon |ssued under Section 4 of the: Land Acqulsmon Act
o on 6 2. 2003 the falr market value assessed was 4, @3 425/- per_'

*"-'pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqurred ln Vlllage_v;,"

':'Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala

o i e 1t e v

3 the same

)LA APP 784/2005 & connected -

b

JRP R

o blgha ThlS was unlformly applled Slnce there is'a tlme gap offj'_"

o 'Just a little over 1 month L am.of the oplnlon that pertalnlng to
. the, notlflcatlon dated 21 3.2003, falr market value of land |n o
'..V|llage Mundka should be 4, 03; 425/— i.e. ?19 36 440/- per acre o
_"'whlc;hlhereby fix. ‘ - f S
300 l propose to deal W|th the notlflcatlon dated-
" 24.9. 2003 after deallng W|th the notlflcatlon dated 17.6. 2005_‘-

'V 3'1',.- . - As noted herelnabove 1n Ch/ran// ./_a/s case (supra) L
pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated 6. 2 2003 falr market value_f'
: 'assessed by me was ?4 03, 425/ per. blgha and thus lncreasmg o
, ' the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes tol"{"‘

';}'?4 98 589/ per blgha Wthh comes to f23 93 227 20 per acre e
- The. same is held by me to. be the falr market value of land lnv L
’ Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as: of 17 6 2005 l decree["':» "4

L pagerrorts
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Vlllage &akkarwala as of,24.9: 2qo3 L T

B 32 lf' am’ Ieft W|th the notlflcatlon dated 24 9. 2003
'|n|ng td Vlllage Bakkarwala and wrth reference to the falrﬁﬂ,
.;.’{.et value ass"essed in Ch/ran// La/s case R Would requrre to' ;..-‘,
| " clate the prlce by’ 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 days -
thel flgure comes to 4, 25 641/ per blgha i e. 20,43, 076. 80 per'f "
acre Wthh [ determlne to be the falr market value of land - |n

. 33, Accordlngly, ,the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndla'_ﬁf: -
: »_'reqwre to be dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsmlss the. same The‘;}‘_i'

appeals flled by the: land owners. and the cross obJectlons flledv_...f_f"

by the Iand owners. stands decreed as under x

i) ‘For the Iand falllng in Category A land ln V|llage»ff’y-

Mundka the fair market value is, flxed at”

%2,49,408. 75 per blgha ie. 311,97, 162/ per acre and" .
oL for Category B Iands the falr market value is frxed at-.f
| | X2,01,117/- per blgha i e 39, 65 361 60 per acre as i

on 25. 02. 1997

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

,»:«i‘l'l)'", For the land sntuated in Vlllage Mundka the falr

. arket value is flxed at ?4 98 589/—~per blgha e
o ‘_'_.-?23 93 227 20 per acre as on. 17. 06 2005 ' '

iv)‘ﬂ For the land srtuated ln V|llage Bakkarwala the falr
: }}

] _‘ market value lS flxed at %4 98 589/- per blgha |e

et

Lo

_"gFor the land sntuated |n Vlllage Mundka the farri
O '?:",‘market value is ﬁxed at %4 03,425/ per blgha |e;,- | 5

: ;
S b ¥
¢ P '



e

Syl N
" market value is fixed' at- ?4 25,641/- per blgha ie.
'.7'?20 43 076. 80 per acre as on 24, 09 2003

i )

B

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

Appellants and cross- ObJECtOI’S who have succeeded_
-"would also be ent|t|ed to solatlum and lnterest as per','f-f;“’ |
.;;5statute and as* clarlﬂed in: the dec15|on reported as_;_.
193(2001)  DLT, 569 #Sunder vs. oy, for the
compensatlon pald onglnally and as enhanced by"}"}

by the present Judgment and decree | > i

i Co

“ '_i':The appellants and cross obJectors Who succeed

S f'would also be entltled to proportlonate costs

[

P
[

o D : . IR

AII pendrng appllcatlons stand dlsposed of in: terms of

‘.'_the prayers made thereln

S
O

oot T e mv@:t‘”f\”'“(\/ R I T
. . S ) i Rt

: (PRADEEP NANDRAJOG)
f : JUDGE .

or the Iand sntuated (kﬂ V|Ilage Bakkarwala the fairj-_;,-d."";j'

~ the Reference Court and: fmally on the sum enhanced'.
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