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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.1059/2010
UNION OF INDIA ... Appellant

Through: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Advocate with
Ms.Deepika, Advocate

ot Verified
Digitally Sigred By: AMULYA
ileand

compared and

Certify that the djgit
physical file havehd
the digital dataie‘,ﬁ
fileand no page i

er the physical
issing.

1

versus
NARESH KUMAR & ORS. ... Respondents
Through: Mr.Arun Birbal, Advocate for DDA
CORAM: |
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
!. ORDER
J % 08.07.2011
For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.
PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.
JULY 08, 2011
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oy Tto see the Judgment?

‘:PRADEEP NANDRAJOG ] (Oral) o
b 1;. L JLoam decrdmg the above captloned appeals and

: ".CI’OSS obJectlons aH of Wthh have been Ilsted herernabove

' »LAAPP 784/2005&connected o Page4of19
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| . AND o

Ll LAARP. 40/2009 s Cross Object|ons LA.APP.' 42612009,

616/2009, LA.APP. 278/2010 oo o

: { . o : % - .P J_L"/," .
| AND
Tt - [ i i
M

+ D LAAPP. 102002010 & CM  No.5948/2011, LAAPP.
11030/2010, LA.APP. 1031/2010, LAAPP. 1033/2010 & CM:.

| ‘(Relatmg to Notrﬂcatron u/s 4 - dated 17 06 2005 & Award,
o No 13/2006 07, anage Mundka) ‘- S

i
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i
\
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A
l
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'(Relatmg to Notlﬂcatmh u/s 4 dated 24 09 2003 & Award .‘
'No 3/2004 05 Vlllage Bakkarwala) ST . .

. LAVAPP.; 42872009, ‘42/2009 LA APP 611/2009 LA APP

No. 6645/2011 LA.APP. 1062/2010 1063/2010 & CM -

1067/2010 LA. APP. 11/2011 LA.APP. 122/2011

(Relatrng to. Notlﬂcatlon u/s 4 dated 17 06 2005 & Award‘ :

No 1/2006 07 Village- Bakkarwala)

 CORAM: * - -
" HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

1. -Whether the Reporters of Iocal papers may be allowed

2 To: be referred to Reporter or hot7 -

(20 N
oo

- No. 6943/2011 LAAPP 1064/2010, LA.APP. 1066/201Q LAAPP o

.' i 3 Whether the Judgment should be reported m the llgest?
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x to be determ'”gd may be graphlcally noted as under .
S No.’z~ | Name of Vlllaqe

.Date of notlﬂcatlon under

l o _Sectlon 4 of the LA Act
Bakkarwala 54.9.9003 - “

. N .

- Bakkarwala - 17.6:2005 i
" Mundka ‘- 2521997 ‘

r'_(

; A4 4

o 1

2 E R "- The present decrsron concerns lssue of ﬂxatlon of fawr

x market value of land ln the revenue estate of Vlllage Bakkarwala

| and vrllage M”g%ldka S e T 5l
vfj. 3 PO Tha dates on Wthh farr market value of the land has

Mundka 2132003 -

] l\/lundka o ..17 6.2005 . . o

. 4 L _ .lt may be! hl,ghllghted that the notlflcatlon at serlal o

. No 2 herelnabéve pertalnmg 4o vrllage Bakkarwala lS the same_ -
- , pursuant wherseto lands were acqurred in the revenue estate of__ o

g Vlllage Mundka as per sehal No. 5 above - R

i. ":;;5;.:' | f . Abutting NH 19, leadlng from the city of Delhl to the. ‘

* | townshlp of° Rohtak in the State of Haryana are v1llages Mundkal ,

e Ghevra and Tikri Kalan Vlllage Bakkarwala lres towards the ,' |

L § pther srde of lzhe Southern boundary of v1llage Mundka The l '

»l . 5: vdrfference between the topology of the two v1|lages lS whereas’f '

‘ , * the land of vrllage ‘Mundka abuts NH 10, that of, VIllage" :
: .. ‘ Bakkarwala does not so abut; bemg on the other srde of the ;
o S -Southern boundary of revenue estate of. vrllage Mundka ; i ,

/‘ l ﬁi " e As we. proceed from the crty of Delhl to the townshlp_ g ;
Ly : of Rohtak vrllage Mundka is crossed ﬂrst followed by vrllage' f “ :
e Ghevra and then vrllage Tikri Kalan : : o i 1 "’

7 Agrlcultural lands in v1llage Mundka were acqurred L
LAAPP784/2005&connected " pagesof1e.
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further acqurred pursuant to a notlﬁcatlon dated’ 21.3 2003 ‘

lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqwsrtlon Act as per award""l
, .No 3/2005 -06 as also award No. 1/2005 06 Further lands ln the
- revenue estate ol;’ the same vrllage were acqurred pursuant to a_ ’

[

",pursuant to a n@‘trfcatron dated 25 2. 1997 rssued un‘der Sectlon P
4 of the tand Acqrtnsrtlon Act as per award No 2/1999/2000’*5‘_
Agrrcultural Iands in the revenue estate of V|llage Mundka were "

notn‘rcatlon dated 17 6. 2005 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land |

_Acqursrtlon Act as per Award No 13/2006 07. ,

i ..; Agrlc?tural lands in the revenue estate of V|llage_:
: Bakkarwala wet@ acqurred pursuant to a notlﬂcatlon dated~.
| 24 9 2003 |ssued%under Sectron 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act as !
per Award'No. 3/2604 05 Further lands |n the revenue estate of |
- the same vrllage were acqurred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated:
"-17 6. 2005 (the same notlﬁcatlon under Wthh lands ln vrllage
lVlundka were aq@yulred -as per award No 1/2006 07 |
9 . In a Lnut shell the ‘Land Acqursxtlon Collector

determmed the,'-;f

_the awards wrth’ ;'eference to the mrnlmum prlce for agrlcultural
; land as’ notrfred kay, the Government of NCT Delhl .
10.‘»- o F élarlty _ may note that pertalnlng to the. .

notn‘lcatlon dated 25 2 1997 under Wthh agrlcultural lands lnf

-‘market value of the acqulred lands under all

the revenue estate of VIllage Mundia were acqurred the Iearned’ ﬁ-‘ |

© Land Acqursrtlon Collector determlned the fair market vaIue wrth' '
- 'reference to the mlnlmum price él‘or agncultural land notlfled_f-"
| 5wrth effect from 1 4 1997 @ 310 lacs per acre. and srnce the date‘:

r“

| of Sectlon 4 notlflcatlon was anterlor ln pomt of tlme drscounted ST

.IAAPP 784/2005 &connected e e Page60f19
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the prlce for one year @ 11 5% per annum : Thls prlce Was f .
adopted for category A lands For lands in category B the value
“was further dlscounted by ?90 OOO/ per acre Pertalnlng to the'. _‘
notlflcatlons dated 21.3. 2003 and 24.9. 2003 ' the. Land"g'
Acqwsrtlon Collector relied upon the not|flcatron flxmg the
" minimum price of agrlcultural land as of 1.4. 2001 and gave no
i» - benefit-of enhancement W|th reference to the fact that the. falr. o
market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21 3 2003 |
and 2492003 Even pertammg to the notlﬂcatlon datedi;
1762005 Wthh requlred falr market value of land to be
g, determmed m the revenue estate of vrllage Bakkarwala anda
"‘ vrllage Mundka as. of 17 6. 2005 the Land Acqursrtlon Collector;_-;ﬁ."
a determmed the same with - reference to the notlflcatlon flxmg._.:
l - mlmmum value of agrlcultural Iands m Delhl as of 1. 4 2001 and' '
é'gavenomcrease | | e % o
1.+ Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of the falr market
»'value of the Iands by the Land Acqursntron Collector the land ,
'owners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land
Acqursmon Act 1894 and on the reference belng made v1dei.» |
varlous Judgments and decrees Wthh are under challenge |n :
f the above captloned appeals the Reference Court took;_"
correctlve action, as per the vrew of the Reference Court andl N
enhanced the fairmarket value, - C e s i
12. - n a. nut shell pertalmng to the notlflcatlon dated l :
‘-:25 2 1997 vrde whrch agrlcultural lands m vrllage Mundka were " o

.acqurred the Reference Court adopted the same notlflcatron as |
- was adopted by the. Land Acqulsmon Collector under Wthh the o

B R A

AR, .
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*-'14\.,_ Pertalnlng to the notlﬂcatlons dated 21. 3 2003 and
. 24 9 2@03 whereunder agrlcultural lands in wllage Mundka and‘

Was of 1 4 2001 a tglncreasmg the same by 10% per annum
: _determlned the
-24 9 2003 Th
notlﬂed as of 30, "___42_'005 and depressrng the same by 10% per

LA APP 784/2005 &connected g I S PRI 24 PageSof 19

" "A.

Goverwment of NCT Delhl had flxed the m|n|mum value for VT'_

agrlcultural lands in Delni i.e. 1. 4.1997, but as agalnst the Land' -

Acqu15|t|on Collector depressmg the prace @ 11, 5% for full one |
year adoptlng the percentage 11 5, decreased the value bya ‘
'only 34 days masmuch as the date wrth reference whereto"f
.Government had notlfled the minimum value was 1. 4 1997 ‘and '
| the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu15|t|on Act was..ﬁ-".;_
, dated 25:2. 1997 ThIS ‘was the value fixed for. category A landsl_t";'
,and for category B lands; with . reference to the. values for‘f"
category A'land depressed the. same by 390, O@O/ per acre ,

%{.‘

.‘13.» i Thus fOr category A lands the Reference Court‘?
’ ”‘determlned the falr market value @ 39, 89, 288/ per acre and fory
: category B Iand the same was determlned @ ?8 99 288/— per,:"

,v1llage Bal<karwala respectlvely were acqulred ‘the Reference '.
’--Court took note of the fact that after the Government had |
"notlfled the minimum: rates for agrlcultural lands in. DeIhr as of
1.4. 2001 the next rewsron was as.of 30.8. 2005 Usmg the sald .
dates and the mlnlmum price notlfled by the Government of NCT

Delh| the Reference Court adopted the prmCIple of mean

' average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the vaIue

vl} 5

3
. v

;
o
b

'

""‘hanced prlce as -of 2132003 as ‘also |’
_;eafter the Reference Court took the value

i o e e
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o 24 9 2003 The tvvo sums arnved at were. added and. dlvaded by

Sl N .

. S ap e -

" ACQUISIthI’l Collector as also that of the Reference Court I delve

Caa DR e

e et T, A :

' prlce determlned was ?20 41,000/ per acre. . IR o

15.1?: Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated 17.6. 20053 |
' ok
-.pursuant whereto agncultural lands were. achlred ln vrllage‘

'whlch | have penned proflled the reasonlng of the Land

‘ JUStlfled in. lgnorlng the sale deed Ex.P-1° whereunder 1 blgha

two to arnve at the mean flgure as of 21 3 2003 Wthh I note ‘-_
. comes to %15,92,083.33 per acre (In some deCISIons l note the|
‘ sum arnved at lS ?15 92 215/) :For the date 24. 9 2003 the

1.

Bakkarwala and Mundka the learned Reference Court adoptedi '
,. the minimum pnce for agncultural lands notlfled by - the .

)

Government of NCT Delhl with effect from 1. 4 2001 and glvm

‘lncrease @10‘V .;fper alnnum determlned the value and W|th
respect to the la‘gnds ln v1|lage 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;:-_ﬁ.
?21 37 017 75" per acre and for v1llage Bakkarwala the prlce- .'

.'fdetermlned was ?20 35, 255/ per acre ‘ _
‘- -"1‘6.*‘-_ Cln the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenano ln_

lnto the arguments advanced before me dunng heanng today

argument was adopted by other learned counsel ‘whe appeared’ "
: for the other appellants that the Iearned Tnal Judge was not .

LA.APP. 784/2005&connected o S - Pagegofm
E B : v .' lli . . l . :l

"annum determlned the sum- arnved at as. of 21 3. 2003 as.’ alsol

i

| 1;'*7,;' "‘;‘,, Wlth reference to" the evndence led . LAC 4
- No 384/2004 /amna Vs.. uol & Ors., it was urged by ; Sh L. B Ral -
learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No. 784/2005 whlch' -
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and 3 blswa of agrrcultural land in V|Ilage Mundka was sold as of
s, 8. 1996 for a sale consrderatron of %4, 75, O@O/ ?38 000/~ was f

mcurred towards séle duty and thus the pnce of the Iand would
be ?5 13, OOO/ and calculated wrth reference thereto land prlce

. per brgha would  come to ¥4, 46,000/~ as of 5.8; 1996 Learned
gcounsel would urge that there is ho reason not to hold that falr (.
'market value of agrrcultural lands in vrllage Mundka was

4, 46 OOO/ per blgha as of 5 8. 1996 Takrng the argument

market value needs to be determrned as of 2521993

,""21 3. 2003 and 17. 6 2005 i.e. the dates when notrﬁcatrons under

Section. 4 of the’ Land- Acqursrtron Act were lssued pursuant

f g A e

ol e aas

'forward it is urged that with reference to the sard prlce falr _,

" -‘f‘_vvwhereto agrlcultural lands were acqurred |n vrllage Mundka by -

mcreasrng t.:he prlce progressrvely, 1f not by 12% per annum at o

.,least by 10% per annum At s urged that on the same basrs

.*_t Iand prlce should be determrned for the agrlcultural lands |n
v:IIage Bakkarwala Alternatrvely lt was ,urged that srnce
; vlllages Trkn Kalan Mundka and Bakkarwala are contrguous
'vrllages and in fact v1|lage T|l<r| Kalan |s further towards the

townshlp of Rohtak some increase be made in the value of the .

land in vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala W|th reference to- the
ﬂ;-'Judgment and decree dated 19.12. 2008 decrdrng a’ batch of

Land Acqursrtron Appeals lead matter being LA Appeal

hrch falr market value of land | per brgha was degermrned ln

'-the revenue estate of vrllage Trkrl Kalan as of 16. 11 1995

11 6 1996 and 17. 12. 2002 at ?2 15 164/- for category A lapd

LA APP ,784/2005&connected ] LT Page 10 of19 4 ,",":

ke o -
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| No 193/2006 Pratap S/nqh (Deceased) 7'/7r LRs l/5 UO/ as per : o




' ‘ and ?1 73 500/4 for category B land ?2 35 850 for category A
1 ldnd .and 21,90, 150/ for category B land; . 74,02, 850/~ for | R
: o % category A land . and %3 24 850/- for category B land -
S k respectlvely . ) | | SRR |
180 may note - here that in’ various land acqu151t|on
T N references varidus partles have proved a number of sale deeds
o ';:",-executed from time to time, but durlng arguments today before
o o ?me Iearned counsel for the Iand owners have only relled upon | |
o : the sale deed Ex. P- 1 . N '_ T ‘ R " [
IR 19. o Per: contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for the .
: | B UOI wouId urge that the saIe price as per Ex l? 1 cannot be.ff
s adopted as the yardstlck for the reason to’ be a representatlve |
Q~ i._'sample of the whole the sample must bear some adequate‘
propoctlon to the whole For example learned counsel, would 7
- urge that if it has to be determlned Whether what percentage of -
»_ stones are mixed in a bag of rlce it would not be a saﬁe method_' )
_ - to p|c|< onIy one graln, for if it happens to be the graln of rlce'
| oo one would lead to the conclu510n that the bag is 100% full of r|ce = ’
o o ; ~and |f that one graln happens to.bea plece of stone one Would
b —— i .' reach to the conclusmn that the bag is full: of stones At Ieast a ‘ \
R fistful should be llfted and then checked as a representatlve ff
. sample, is the example glven The second reason on Wthhv [ .
| ® learned counsel would attack the sale deed.as not belng. o
L representatlve of the pnce |s the reason that people do;come to FORE
v‘J\‘ 7 | know about pendlng acqwsntlon lnasmuch as before achISIthl’lS!_ f’i‘;
0 are made land - in the area |s surveyed Wlthout a: survey it (oo
,‘i"would be difficult- to lssue even the notlﬂcatlon under Sectlon 4 _:, %
':'LA APP. 784/2005&connected ; o ' Page 11 of 19 :
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.-@f the Land Acqursrtron Act Learned c‘ounsel would concede
that the reasons grven by the Iearned Reference Court are not"ﬁ}?-_.' .
v,.sound but would urge that the two contentlons advanced byfff g
3 hrm should be consrdered by thrs Court as the reasons as to why .
' Ex P-1 be not taken as the basrs to determlne the falr market;f
Malue of lands in. vrllage Mundka and Bakkarwala Thlrdly,;,_gf |
| Iéarned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds_‘_"

Ele to R4 referred o rn the decrsron of the learned C
-Reference Court pertarnrng to sale deeds dated 6.1.1995, -

:,305 1997 4.6. 1997 and 8. 9 1997 relled upon by UOI wouldr:

| show the actual market value of the land and thus Ieamed'
ycounsel would urge that the said four sale’ deeds should be" '
_consldered but hastens to add that srnce value reﬂected'_'f;_
therem is Iess than the mlnrmum prlce notlﬁed by the
Government the prlce frxatlon should be wrth reference to the-'f ’
fmlnrmum prlce notified by the Government Wthh |§ nearest to
the pomt of trme when’ the respectlve notrfrcatnons were ISSlJed‘:j_?f'
| under Sect|on 4 of the Land Acqu15|t|on Act , o :
20 An rndependent and alternatlve argument rs also_-"f}i""';'
, advanced by Iearned counsel for the Union. . The same rests'-}{ 0
B itself on a decrsron ofa Drvrsron Bench of this. Court reported as"'ff!j? |

[

2006 (135) DLT 231 j/ai 5//7(7/7 I/5 ol

' ,21 - The decrsron rn [al Smghs case (supra) concerns |tself’_": I
'wrth ‘the determrnatron of the fair market value of land in village s
3 ‘Bakkarwala Wthh were acqwred pursuant to a. notlfrcatlon;:-f..,f.j '
dated 1‘3 10 1993 at %1, 32 000/- per blgha “Learned counselv_ .
would urge that the sard decrsron has attamed flnallty masmuchv:_.fi,_

'LAAPP784/2005&connected N :_ Page120f19 K
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| as Petltlons for Specual Leave to Appeal ﬁled before the $upreme o
~ Court by elther Slde have been dlsmlssedl Learned counsel :
ak‘es the argument forward by urglng that by adoptlng the falr« ., o
market value of land in Vlllage Bakkarwala as’ of 15 10 1993 at-,
?1 32 000/-- . per. blgha the falr market value should be
ascertalned by mcreasmg the pnce progressuvely by 10% per 8
" annum to determlne the market “value. of land in V|llage! £ |

Bakkarwala as of 24. 9 2003 as also 17 6. 2005 Learned counsel

’would urge that in Vlew of the locatlonal advantage of V|llage-ﬂ"
',Mundka fair market value of land’ in. Vlllage Mundka should be
determlned as of 25.2. 1997 21 3. 2003 and 17 6 2005 by glvmg N
-5% mcrease - . ' L SR L e 4 N
",22’.] ‘With respect to the sale deed Ex. P 1 whereunder 1 |
- bigha and 3 biswa of agrlcultural land was sold in Vlllage |
_Mundka as’ of 5 8. 1996 lt would assume lmportance that ther_j'f‘ B
sale is about 7 months prlor to the date of the notlflcatlon |ssued' e
_under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqulsmon Act whlch was lssued on ,
, 25 2. 1997 1t is a matter of common knowledge that precedlng : N f;
’ ,the publlcatlon of a notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the Land (
Acqwsntlon Act surveys are carrled out w1th the ObjECt of’
. determlnlng as to what lands comprlsed ln Wthh khasra'.:
‘numbers and flelds are reqwred to be notlfled for, the proposed o

acqwsmon and when thls happens people in the area ‘come- to

"know that very soon . there is every llkellhood that: the lands )
would be acqwred In. Delhl the large scale acqwsntlon pollcy
A'enjoms upon the Government to allot at- pre determlned rates a" |
plot of developed resndentlal land to the ones whose lands are‘; x

7 -
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acquured and thus lt lS not uncommon for persons to purchase

small parcels of lands |n areas where acqulsrtrons are llkely to

take. place these transactlons are Speculatlve ‘and cannot be

. taken to. be a representatlve measure of the fa:r market value of )
' land as on-the date of the sale. Further, the pnncnples of ratlo B

" and proportlon as also the pnncrples of averages and the
pnncrples of . sampllng tell me that to be representatlve of the
,whole a sample must bear at 1ntell|g|ble proportlon to the [

whole Thus not for- the reasonlng advanced by the learned

Reference Court but for the twrn reasonmg hrtherto fore noted l !

% TR

j".» are also pertalnlng to VlIlage Mundka and reflect a sale prlce

“hold . that Ex P-1 cannot be good evidence wherefrom market
. value of the Iand could be determlned There is an addltlonal

i

reason not to rely upon the sald sale deed The sale deeds Ex R-
1 to Ex R 4, dated 6 1. 1995 '30.5. 1997 4. 6 1997 and 8 9 1997

much lower than the sale pnce recorded in Ex P-1. ln fact the

sale pnce in the sald 4 sale deeds averages ‘much less than |

( even the m|n|mum pnce for agrlcultural land in Delhl notlf)ed by
S the Government SR ST ;‘ ' :
T 2'}3. Lo Thus the falr market value of the Lands would be I
R requrred to be flxed elther wrth reference to the} dec15|on of th|s
o ¢ Courtin faf 5/ngh s case (supra) or Pratap Singh s case (supra)
"‘ o 2~4.~Tif L h|ghl|ght that both decrsnons penned by the D|V|5|on :
I é Bench of th|s Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court ‘ | -
e 25 The deC|510n in.jal 5/nc7h5 case (supra) determlned .
b I
falr market value of Iand in Vlllage Bakkarwala |n sum of e
: ?1 32 OOO/ per blgha as of 15 10. 1993 and the perusal thereof
» LA APP 784/2005&connected o '_ L Page 14 of 19 ﬂ .
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'pnce of agncultural land in the 2 adjomlng V|Ilages would be
j-lnd|cat|ve of fair market value of Iand |n Vlllage Bakkarwala

‘Y o \ . o . . . . Y
ot st . . . . i " ]

'_ 'would show that the Court assessed the faxr market value wntH‘

apparent!y on the prem|se that berng contlguous VIIlagers sale‘ '

i

-

adjomlng Vlllage named Ghevra -and pertalnlng to varlous :
.;.notn‘ncatlons issued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtron Act :
-determlned the fa|r market value of agrlcultural lands |n Vlllage'f '

.lkn Kalan and Ghevra as under- -’i,, -

"s..No.\_ Date. - |Vilage

: Prlce per Blgha

"1 |24.07.1995 & Tikri Kalan ~ |%2,15,160/- for Block

Block B Iand

Ghevra Co A & X1, 90 156/-- for"?
R BlockBland P

3. 117.12.2002 | Tikri Kalan

_ ?4 02 850/-¢for Block
A & 3,24 850/- for.
Block B Iand

'l have decuded the falr market value for. the Iand SItuated in
'revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra WhICh was acqurred pursuant

) 27 j;j'i-. _' Followrng the Judgment in Praz‘ap 5/nq/7 scase (supra)

to notrﬂcatlon dated 6. 2 2003 in the batch of appeals belng Land S

LA, APP. 784/2005&connected o SR A a Page 15 of 19
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" 2‘6.:,_,‘ N Pratap 5//70/75 case (supra) the D|V|S|on Bench
- was concerned with agncultural Iands in len Kalan and another '

ECRES 1995 N A & 1,73, 500/ for

G ,11.06.1‘9_9-‘6 TR Kalan & |2,35,815)-for Block |

:.reference to, sale deeds executed between the years 1990 tlll |
: the year 1996 erther 1n Vlllage len Kalan or* Vlllage Mundka
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o whereas village Bakkarwala
‘other vnllages but lt has t
. proximate to the urban area

Kalan and to’ that extent qua s

T4 T LY A e %

B

s 'y:‘r‘l"fn’_cﬁi-::'-‘,‘:‘;,.s,q'-. “n e

: Acqursrtlon Appeal No 489/2
- Anr. on 2.6. 2011 1 have determlned the falr mar
: lands ln Vlllage Ghevra a

VOn the issue of comparablllt

. Slnce exactness ‘can. never b
: assessnng falr compenSatlon it |
sumllarltles which matter

equlvalent unless qua some lan
,28.»" Slnce the decrsron in Pratap S/nqhs case (supra)

roxnmate ln pornt of time to: the

notlflcatlons Wlth whlch l am C

‘ value of lands wrth whlch l a
| market value of lands determlned |n Pratap 5/nqh 5case (supra)

As per the decnsron in_ Pratap S/nqhs case (supra) for the datef !
24 7. 1995 for Category A lands falr compensatlon assessed Was

009 Ch/ran// La/ vs Unlon 07‘ /nd/a &

t ?4 03, 425/ per blgh‘a as of 6.2. 2003
y of land in village Bakkarwala W|th
llage Mundka Ghevra and- T|l<n Kalan it is no doubt true that '
0. be- hlghllghted that lt lS more
s of Delhi VlS a -vis, Ghevra and lerl

e achleved ln the matters of.

Thus l hold all 4 vrllages to be
d specnal features can be shown

deals wrth notlflcatlons more p
oncerned l am of the oplnlon that

lt would be JUSt falr and prop

?2 15 160/ per blgha and ?1 73, 500/ per blgha for Category B
land ‘The flrst notn‘lcatlon with - Wthh am concerned

25. 2 1997 whereunder lands in Vlllage Mundka were* acqulred '
eeps. 1 year and 216 days ie. 581 days 1n

The tlme span SW
Pratap 5//767/7 5 case (supra)

to be 10% per annum (flat) Thus pertalnlng to Category A

tA.APP.784/2005 & connected | Page 16 of 19
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l<et value of the )

does ‘not’ abut NH 10, as do: the L.

s the broad probabllltles and » ‘,

er to determlne the fair market .
m concerned in relatlon to the falr . B

the. annua/ /ncrease was determlnecsl

aid 2 v1llages has an advantage P
'. .
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3 29'. " The next notlﬂcatlon‘W|th Wthh I am concerned /5‘ ‘
a’ateo’ 21 32003 pertalnlng to Vlllage Mundka «ln Ch/ran// La/sl -
 cas (supra) wrth reference to the decrsron in Pratap S/nqh scase
(supra) for agrlcultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to a | o
notlflcatlon lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act

| on 6: 2 2003 the fair market value assessed was 34, 03 425/ per

S ke o s M

.

lands the falr marl<et value assessed is: ?2 49 408 75 per blgha -
i e. ?‘11 97 162/ per acre and for Category B lands l ass.ess the -

EUN

falr market value at ?2 01 117/ per blgha | e ?9 65 361 60 per

'f' .
i

} blgha Thls was unlformly applled Slnce there |s a’ tlme gap of
JIJSt a little over-1. month | am of the oplnlon that pertalnlng to -
‘the notlflcatlon dated 21. 3 2003, falr marl<et value of land lnl -

| Vlllage l\/lundl<a should be ?4 03 425/ i.e. ?19 36 440/— 1per acre !

whlch | hereby flx

30, T N propose to “deal Wlth the notlflcatlon dated
24, 9 2003 after deallng with the notlflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005'

pursuant Whereto agrlcultural lands were, acqulred |n Vlllage".

e

i Mundka and village Bakkarwala.. - -
¢ o i
‘. 3_1. As noted herelnabove in Ch/ran// /_a/s case (supra) |
pertalnlng to the notification. dated 6.2: 2003 fair market value K
assessed by me was ?4 03, 425/ per blgha and thus lncreasmgi '
' E the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to '
| } k ‘ %4, 98 589/- per blgha ‘which. comes to. ¥23,93, 227 20 per acre
ER The same is held by me to be the fair market value of land |n .
Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17 6 2005 I decree o -
the same. U TR e : B
LAAPP784/2005&connected' ST " 5Page'_17of19"'_:f.'_. R
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§.320 L am left Wlth the notlflcatlon dated 24¢9 2003 S
b :
- pertalnlng to V|llage Bakkarwala and wrth reference to the falr
market value assessed in Ch/ran// La/s case 1 would requrre to:é
: ‘appreCIate the pnce by 10% per annum for a penod of 201 days B T
the flgure comes to ?4 25 641/ per. blgha ¥ e. 320, 43 076 80 perl.,}: e
acre, whrch 1 determlne to be the fair market value of land |n
3 »Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 24 9 2003 o . , EEN :
33. .;xf‘“': - Accordlngly the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndla‘:vf“y sk
g ' 'requre to be d|smlssed and I hereby dlsmlss the same The :
o appeals filed by the land owners and the cross obJectlons flled |
oo ‘ by the land owners stands decreed as under - |
. S i) For the land falllng in Category A land ln V|llagen :
o "l\/lundka the' fair: market value is flxed at.-is: -
",?2 49, 408 75 per blgha ie. ? 11 97 162/ per acre and
- for Category B lands the fair- market value is flxed at B
. SRR '-?2 01, 117/- per blgha i.e. ?9 65, 361 60 per acre as
on 25.02,1997. - SR P
i) i.For the land srtuated in Vlllage Mundka the falr S
- market value is flxed at X4, 03 425/- per blgha |e
o 719,36, 440/ per acre as on 21 03 2003 |
' % '1;lt_ii")‘i-For the Jand. SItuated in Vlllage Mundka tha falr )
v market value IS flxed at %4, 98 589/— per. blgha |e
. oo o ?23 93 227 20 per acre as on 17 06.2005¢
| : rv) For the land srtuated ln Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr o
N ‘ o ‘:lv
SR, market value lS flxed at 34, 98 589/— per blgha re ij I
; .LAAPP 784/2005&connected Lo e - S ’ Page 180f19 TR
: o
o
| SRR b
L T



i

© e i RN bt TR s

B s e

D el Lt

mm

L e

Qi lnakin Flo e e e

e e

R 3.9 3";.é'27‘20-~pe,r':? acre, -.'.a's}"_ o’n 1'_7';'06.260‘5;1,; N

"_For the land. Sltuated in Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr.',‘_'
.market value IS ﬂxed at ?4 25 641/- per blgha ie..

- 320, 43 076 80 per acre as’ on 24 09 2003
.,i

Vi)

o »:_’;lwould also be entltled to solatlum and mterest as per[,"‘
statute and as clanﬂed in the dECISlon repOrtled as.‘-__
. 93(2001) DLT 569 Sunder vs. UOI for the |
i_: compensahon pald origf nally and as’ enhanced by :

L the Reference Court and ﬂnally on the sum enhanced,f |

"Appellants and cross obJectors who have succeeded

' by the presentjudgment and decree

Coviiy

viii) -

| _4JULY 08 2011 B A TR I

'ALA APP 784/2005 & connected o

’WOUld also be entltled to proportlonate costs

The appellants and cross objectors who succeed ;v'

"
i

.g“f_-'_the prayers rnade thereln *%‘_- S

ws""'\” T ,,'ics,jy

(PRADEEP NANDRAJOG) ;
e JUDGE

All pendmg appllcatlons stand dlsposed of in terrns off’
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