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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP.1061/2010
UNION OF INDIA ... Appellant
Through: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Advocate with
Ms.Deepika, Advocate

versus

MAHAVIR PRASAD & ANR. o Respondents
Through: Mr.Arun Birbal, Advocate for DDA

CORAM: :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

ORDER
% 08.07.2011

For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.
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PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

JULY 08, 2011
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The present decrs:on concerns lssue of flxatlon of,f"lr

o

and wllage l\/lundka _' _} S o

The dates on; Wthh falr market value of the land haa

b‘ determlned may be graphlcally noted as under o o

l\lame of Vlllaqe " Date of notlﬂcatlon under
S l R o Sectlon 4 of the LA Act
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o 24.92003

| S 17.6.2005

“i{Mundka 1252, 1997
‘Mundka. © 2132003, i ¢ n
;’l\/lundka A 1762005 N

| 1 i ¥ Bakkaerala ‘
’ Bakkarwala -
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-5 4,1; SRR it may be hlghllghted that the notlﬂcatlon at serlql’

‘ No. 2 herelnabove pertalnlng to vnllage Bakkarwala is the sam@ :

pursuant whereto lands were acqulred in the revenue estate o,f.
Vlllage Mundka asiper serlal No.5 abovel A _’-

. l 5.0 f ‘Abuttlng NH- 10 leadlng from the cnty ®f Delhl to the_ '

townshlp of Rohtak in the S ate of Haryana are Vlllages Mundka
Ghevra and Tikri l(alan Vlllage Bakkarwala lles towards the

)¥1

? other side’ of the Southern boundary of Vlllage Mundka" The

dlfference between the topology of the two v1llages lS whereas
the land of \/lllage Mundka abuts NH 10 that of VIllage

wBakkarwala does not so abut belng on the other side - of the§
' Southern boundary of revenue estate of v1llage Mundka
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,Aglrlcultural lands in the revenue estate of V|llage Mundka Were
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,}'pursuant tola notlflcatlon dated 25 2. 1097 lssued under Sectlon B

further acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon’ dated 21 3 2003”,‘;
I';ISSUEd under Sectlon 4 of the Land Ach|5|tlon Act as per award
| No 3/2005- 06 as also award No 1/2005- 06. Further lands |n the

revenue estate of the same V|llage were acqmred pursuant to a. -

notlflcatlon dated 17 6.2005 |ssued under Séctlon 4 of the Land'_.

{

8. . Agncult;ural lands ln the revenue esta.te of VIIlage .

'Bakkarwala ‘were acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated'.s
324 9 2003 |ssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land AchISltlon Act as;
per Award No 3/2004 05. Further lands |n the revenue estate of ;
'the same vlllage were acqulred pursuant to a notlflcatlon dated
‘£l7 6. 2005' gthe same notlflcatlon under wh|ch lands |n v:llage l'
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B “l\/lundka were acqulred) as per award No. 1/2006 O7f _ D

‘9." f' In -a. nut. shell the Land Acqursntlon Collector-v’ B

i »determlnedlthe fair market value of the acqurred lands under alI . X ’

i the awards lWIth reference to the’ mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural'-i: EA

L land as notlfled by’ the Government of NCT Delhl B ', | v
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. 10. o For clarity may note that pertalnlng to t,he" .

o notlflcatlon ‘dated 25 2. 1997 under wh|ch agrlcultural lands ln.;‘ o
. . i - . z
" .- the revenue estate of Vlllage Mundka were acqulred the learned o ;

w Land AICC]UlSll‘IOH Collector determlned the falr market value w:th ; , % ﬁ :
i .reference lto the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land l’lOtIfled"f_ Coiy

| with! effect from 1.4. 1997 @ 310:lacs per acre and since the: date_'é b

t 'of Sectlon 4lnot|f|cat|on was anterlor in pomt of tlme dlscounted T i
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the pnée for onle year @ 11 5% per an’num Thls prlce Was ‘ -
adopted for category A lands For lands ln category B the value v"
was further dlscounted by 390 OOO/ per acre. Pertalnlng to the ‘
notlflcatlons dated 2132003 and 24.9.2003, the Land; ' |
Acqwsrtlon Collector relled upon the notlflcatlon flxmg the t ;’
. nnlnlmum prlce of agrlcultural land as of 1 4, 2001 !and gave no ‘
- beneflt of enhancement Wlth reference to the fact that the falr ‘
market value of the lands to be determlned was as of 21 3. 2003 ,i:
and 2492003 Even pertalnlng to. the notlflcatlon dated (
1/62@05 whlch required - fair market value of‘land to be;; ‘
. determlnedlln the revenue estate of | vrllage Bakkarwala and 4 : _3
‘ V|llage Mundka as of 17 6 2005 the Land Acquusmon Collector 1 § '
determlned the same Wlth reference to the notlflcatlon flxmg i
R mlnlmum value of agrlcultural lands rn Delhl as of 1 4, 2001 and k
: _‘ gave no mcrease 4 SR ;; )
11, Aggrleved by the determlnatlon of therfalr market -+ k
value of the lands by the Land Acqursutlon Collector the land ‘T, ‘
owners sought a reference under Sectlon 18 of the Land ' ’
Acquusrtlon Act 1894 and ‘on the reference belng%made vrde

l
¥ the above «captloned appeals the Reference ‘Court took f
[ 1.
{ co’rrectlve actlon as per the vnew of the Reference Court and R
- ] o A vl
. 3 enhanced the fair market value ‘ ; S
; ; . B $I
12 B ln a .nut shell pertalnlng to the notlflcatlon dated; C
) ! R
: 25 2 1997 vude Wthh agrlculturgl lands ln vrllage Mundka Were s
acqurred the Reference Court a@opted the same notlflcatlon as i i
i was adopted by the Land ACC]Ungltlon Collector under whlch the& R
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Government of NCT E?elhl had flxed the mlnimum value for'

., 'agrlcultural lands |n Delh| ie. 1. 4 1997 but as agalnst the Land
"ACCIUISIthﬂi(jOHECtOI’ depressrng the prrce @ rll 5% for ful’l one*
' year, ,adoptlng the percentage 11, 5, decreased the value by

i
nly 34 days masmuch ‘as the date wrth referénce wheretoi

i
DR T

Government had notlfled the mlnlmum value was ,1 4. 1997 and ‘;_
the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4 of the" Land Acqunsrtlon Act Was
. dated 25 2 ‘1997 ThlS was the value ﬂxed for category A lands
'and for category B Iands Wlth reference to the values for

\13 Y Thus' for category A Iands the, Reference 'Court

‘-_ i
H

determlned the falr market value @ '2“9 89 288/— per acre and for

category B Iand the same ‘was determlned @ ?8:99 288/- per

-"acre ; ; S S A T g
lﬁ\,l' p b : |-.

;'14'. : Pertalnlng to the notlflcatlons dated 21 3 2003 and

'24 9 2003 whereunder agrlcultural lands in v1llagerMundka and
vrllage Bakkarwala respectlvely were acqunred the Reference 2
Court ltook note of ‘the fact that after the Government had s"'

notlfled thel mlnlmum rates for agrlcultural Iands ln Delhl as of

_}sron was. as of 30 8 2005.. Usmg the! 'said ‘j‘

i
i
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rdates and the mlnlmu-s prlce notrfled by the Government of NCT oo

| r Delh: the Reference Court adopted the pruncrple of meané
o ' ‘ average What the Reference Court dld was to adopt the value i }
- as of : 1 4 2001 and mcreasrng the same by 10% per annum "7" o
; - deterrhlned the enhanced prlce as of 21 3. 2003 as, also | . A
L. : i ’! ‘:-
; 2492@03 g Thereafter the Reference Court took the value l Co
? »nOtler@ as of 30 8. 2005 and depressrng the same, by 10% per ! ¢!
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-' annum determlned the sum arrlved at as of 21 3 2003 as also

: 24 9. 2@03 The WO, sums arrlved at were added and lelded by
j" two to arrlve at the mean flgure as of 21 3. 2003 ;Wthh I note

_‘comes to ?15092 083 33 per acre (ln some decrsnons l note the

e am s et aes e
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sum arnved at is 15,92, 215/) “For the date 24 9 2003 the
, prlce determlned was 320,41, OOO/ per. acre. | -a
| h15 l Pertalnlng to . the l’l-OtlflCathl’l dated 17 6&:2005 f
_pursuant whereto agrlcultural Ial’__‘ds were acqunred in v@llage l %
l -Bakkarwalaiand MundKa the Iearfed Reference Court ad@pted % Zf |
: the m|n|mum prlce for agrlcultural Iands notlfled by_.. h'e ’*
; Govemment of NCT Delhl W|th effect from 1. 4 2001 and glvmg ; {
‘mcrease @10% per annum determlned the value and WIth _1 : fg--
respect R7ep the lands in village Mundka on accountrof Iocatlonal T ,
;, :advantage belng abuttmg NH 10 gave 5% l more and l ;
determlned the falr market value as of'17. 6 2005 in sum of |
R‘Zl 37 017. 75 per acre and for. vrllage Bakkarwala the prlce '.
vd‘etermmed was 320,35, 255/--per acre ‘ o -’,' P 15, §
- _16'. FOEA In the aforesald backdrop of the factual scenarlo in P
l fwhlc:h have penned proflled ‘the reasonlng of the Land}i *‘
l: AcqulSItlon Collector as also that of the, Reference Court l delve : l
£ into the arguments advanced before me durlhg hearlng today HIE
'17 j Wlth ‘ reference I-to, ',the‘ eVIdence Ied in - LAC ) ; ;4_'6
{ : No 384/2004 /amna V. UO/ & Ors it was urged by Sh.L. B Ral K
ﬁ learned counsel for the appellant in LA App No 784/2005 Wthh t , ‘ :
:: argument was adopted by othef Iearned counsel who appeared ’ E ;
t »for the othe’r appellants that the learned Trlal Judge was not 1 l;
JUStlfled in ignoring the sale deed Ex P 1 whereunder L blgha f
’ LAAPP784/2005&connected L ',: ‘ ‘ # Page90f19 ' :
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and 3 blswa of agrlcultural land |n vrllage Mundka was sold as of SR
v»S 8 1996 for a sale con5|deratlon of ?4 75, OOO‘/- ?38 000/- Was r

Y SO

()
¥

e

mcurred towards sale duty and thus the prlce of therland would o

; be 5,13,000/- and- calculated with- reference thereto land price 'M o ’
per blgha would come to 4,46, OO‘/— as of 5.8. 1996 .;Learned ‘ ‘ :
'counsel woulld urge that there is no reason ot to hold that falr - i }
market vaIue of agrlcultural lands in.. vrllage Mundka was . :

“-?4 46 000/ per blgha ds of 5.8. 1996 Taklng the argument'. | l !

_[': forward lt |s urged that W|th reference to the sald price, falr o
j,market value needs to -be - determlned as, of ?25 2.1993,

o

T W VRS e S

s o e e e

l21 3. 20@3 and 17.6. 2005 e, the dates when notlflcatlons under-s'.*; | i N
Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqu|S|tlon Act were .|ssued pursuant,- f ;' :
| whereto agrlcultural lands were acqwred ll‘l vnllage Mundka by ; ‘
f.mcreasmg the prlce progressrvely if not: by 12% per annum at;flif‘ ,
Ieast by* O% per. annum Lt s urged that: on sthe s{ame baS|s
:land prlce sh:ould be determlned for the agrlcultural lands in: ;j
‘_vlllage ‘Bakkarwala. Alternat|vely it was urged lthat smce":"" % '
Vlllages Tll<r|§KaIan Mundka and Bakkarwala are icontlguous ’ \ ‘
| ‘

'ivnllages sand |n fact v1|lage Tikri Kalan is further towards the ‘
townshlp of Rohtak some increase be made in the vgalue of the‘
land |n Vlllage Mundka and Bakkarwala w1th reference to-. the' ¢
E.Judgment and decree dated 19.12. 2008 dec:dlng a batch of

)
H

i Land Acqu|5|tlon Appeals lead - matter belng LA Appeall;__ o ;

A o
L~ PR, LY
o o AS epones e e b

’No 193/2006 sPraz‘ap S/nqh (Deceased) Thr LRS l/5 ‘UO/ as- per A
“ which fa|r market value of land per blgha wa's determlned in o e
‘the revenug §estate of vrllage Tikri Kalan as, of 16 11. 1995 f (Y
{ :‘ ',' __" :i
2,11 6. 1996 a;,nd 17.12. 2002 at ?2 15 164/ for category A land TR B
4 i
":‘?‘ ' . Sl . i A . L i 3 N z
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references vanous partles have proved a number of sale deeds

me learned counsel for the Iand owners have only ‘relied upon
the sale deed Ex P 1., o o PR

1'9‘

¥

a‘dopted as: the yardstlck for the reason to be. a representatlve

d

sample of the whole the samlple must bear some adequate

proportlon to the w'hole

{

may note here that in varlous land acqunsntlon

4
%
i

B
A“'.

:

i N

3

il
¢

For example Iearned counsel would

f.o r

o

category B

pl

B s S T P S NN §

?1 73 500/ for category B land 2‘2 35 850 for category A
land and 71 90,.150/- for- category B
land and ?3,24,850/- |

L8
3

i executed from tlme to time, but durmg arguments today before

1

13
1

& Per contra Sh SanJay Poddar Iearned counsel for the

Iand 24, 02 850/ for |
la-nd,_._v

l \

. U:blj would ;urge that the sale prlce as per Ex P 1, canndt be

urge that 1f |t has to be determlned whether what percentage of

stones are vmlxed in a bag of rice |t would not be a safe method
, to p|cI< only one gra|n for if it happens to be: the graln of rlce Y
, | one would lead to the conclusnon that the bag lS 100% fuII of, nce
| and if that one grain’ happens tobe a. plece of stone one would
reach to the conclusmn that the. bag is full of stones' At Ieast a
f:stful should be lifted and then checked as: fa representatlve
sample The second l"eason on Wthh

Iearned counsel would attack the sale deed as not belng

know about pendlng acqu15|tlon masmuch as before acqu|51t|ons

|s the example glven

’ representatlve of the' pnce is the reason that people do come to
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3 bl
% are maile land in the area is surveyed Wlthout {a survey. |t Co
% would be dlfﬁcult to lssue even the notlflcatlon under Sectlon 4l Lo
N ot o Coan
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| Ex P 11 be n=ot taken as the basrs to determlne the farr market;._
-_value of lands in VIIlage Mundka and Bakkarwala Z ’frhlrd |

-

'learned counsel would further urge that the four sale deeds-

Ele to R4 referred to ln ‘the decrsnon of the learned,"'x
,Referencet Court pertalnlng to- sale deeds datéd 61i1995
30 5.1997, 46 1997 and 8.9, 1997, relied; upon ‘by uor wouldf'f
'-_show the: actual market value of . the land and thus learned‘j'
counsel would jurge that the sald four sale deeds should be'v.:'

c 1 i

‘thereln IS less than the mlnlmum prlce notlfled by the

i

under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act i

.20 ; - ‘An mdependent and’ albernatlve argument lS also-,;“

‘} i

'consldered but hastens to. add that smce value éreflected_f‘_{

| Government the prlce flxatlon should be wrth reference to the"ﬁ»;
t,mlnlmum pnce notlfled by the Government Wthh lS nearest to
the ponnt of tlme when the respectlve notlflcatlons Were |ssued_____;-_\1 o

-'pdvanced by llearned counsel for the Unlon The sa}me rests_.'_“"
| ltself on-a deC|5|on of a- DlVlSlon Bench of thlS Court repdrted as‘;,'f
- 2006 (;135) DLT.231 Jai Singh \(s. UOL - -
21 B The declsmn in /al 5//7gh s case (supra) concerns ltselfl |
wrth the determlnatlon of the falr market value of landin village .-

Bakkarwala Wthh were acqu1red pursuant to a ndtlflcatlon

- datedl 15. 10 1993 at ?1 32, OOO/ per blgha Learned counsel |
would urge that the sanﬁ deasron has attalned flnallty lnasmuch

__LA APP 784/2005&connected e _v SRR page 12 0“9
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. annum to
-'llBakkagrwala
_'would urge that ln view of the' locatlonal advantage of VIlIage '
Mundka fair market value of land in Vlllage Mundka should be

| fdetermlned as of 25.2.1997, 21.3.2003 and 17 6. 2005 by glvmg -

B2y

o . Lt s
¢ b - -+ T T : PR3 1 2 B
; 4 } ; ; - " ST
. ¢ . . [
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as Petltlons for Speoal Leave to Appeal flled before tbe Supreme ‘

market value of rand in VIllage Bakkarwala as of 15*7"'
?1 32, OOO/ per blgha the falr market value gh‘ould be
ascertalned by mcreasmg the prlce progresswely by 10% per‘ .

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

Rt by e i v

H f ) RS ¢ 4

,5%|ncrease : [ T P ERE _
22 ”f Wlth respeitt to the~ sale deed EX. P 1 whereunden

blgha and 3 blswa of agrlcultural land was sold m V|llage
Mundka aslof 5.8. 1996 it would assume’ lmportan § that the

e

‘-f“:sale lS about 7 .months prlor to'the date of the notlflcet’lpn |ssued
under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqugsltlon Act, Whlch was lssued on .' :

determlne the market value of Iand m VIllage

i '25 2. 1997 It i< a matter of common knowledge that precedlng 'j.
"the publlcatlon of a notlflcatlon ‘under Sectlon 4 of 'the Land iv
! Acqursmon Act surveys are. carrled out Wlth the pbject of*
';Vdetermlmng as to what lands comprlsed in W'hl(?‘l khasra ;
k numbers and fielgs 2 are required to be- notlfled for t;hef’rproposed :
. T f
/. i ,aCQUISltlon and when this happens people in the an@g: g
o ;’know that very soon there is every llkellhOOd th“ff‘fl:he lands‘i
3 ﬂwouldzbe acqurred ln Delhl the large scale acqwsl»tl@n pollcy R
S enjoms upon the Govemment to allot at pre determlned rates a f.j :
| gplot of developed reSIdentlal land to the ones Whose lands are SR
| l l;AAPP 784/2005&connected S i Page 13 of19 o ; [
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" the Government

'much lower than the sale prlce recorded ln Ex P-1..
, sale pnce ln the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less than

e e
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'SR S
[
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acqu1red and thus_'_
small parcels of la" ds in areas where acqulsrtlons a{e llkely* to

;.‘:
at

take place these rtransactlons are speculatlve and cannot v.be'
taken to bea representatlve measure of. the falr market value of .

) -land as on the date of the- sale. Further the prlnC|ples of ratlo ‘

and proportlon as aIso the prrnoples of averages and the

prrncrples of sampllng tell me ‘that to be representatlve of’ the '

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 twm reasonlng hltherto fore {noted

value of the land could be determlned There is an addltlonal

' 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 ‘4.8. 1997 and 8.9. 1997

are also pertarnmg
ln fact the

even the mlnlmum prlce for agrlcultural land ln Delhl not|f|ed by

! :
{ B 1

| 23 . »:l, Thus the falr market value of the lands would be

R

i -

B

Rl T,
N T

requrred to be flxed elther with- reference to the dEClSlon of thls_

Court in [a/ 5/ng/7 ) case (supra) or Pratap S/nqh s, case (supra).

24. s i 1 hlghllght that both decrsrons penned by the DlVlSlon
Bench of thlS Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court

25 e The decrsron in /a/ S/nqhs case (supra) determmed ;

falr pnarket\value of Iand in Vlllage Bakkarwala in sum of

; ??51 B%i‘OOO/ per blgha as of 15 10 1993 and the perusal thereof

L'A APP 784/2005 & connected . Page 14 of 19
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: hold that Ex P 1 can,not be good ewdence wherefrom market B
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: refel"-’-nce to sale deeds executed between the years 1990 tl||

thev year 1996 elther in Vlllage lerl Kalan or V|llage Mundka :

apparently on the premlse that being contlguous v1llagers sale

prlce of - agrlcultural land in the 2 adjomlng vrllages would be ,»(A :

mdlcatlve of fair market value of land in V|llage Bakkarwala

26.}*,.‘ . In Pratap Singh’s case (supra) the Division Bench
‘ l

[N PP e S S

was concerned wrth agrlcultural lands ll’l Tikri Kalanland anotherf -

4
i

notlﬂcatlons |ssued under Sectlon 4 ‘of the Land Acqursntlon Act

determlned the: falr market value of agrrcultural lands in V|llage

adjomlng Vlllage named Ghevra and pertalnlng to varlous

.
'+ Tk Kalan and Ghevra as under - -
S NO, | Date | -? . V|llage o Pnce per Blgha :
EINESREL 07 1995 & Tikri-;Kal‘-a‘_né-' ~{%2,15,160/- for Block_? |
BE o 1eana9es oy A &R, %73 500/- for ’;
] F I AT Block B fand Sl |
20 .;'.'11150;6.-1996; T[Tk Kalan & |%2,35, 815/ For Block |
Sty |Ghevra A &R, 90 156/- for |
; I G N Block B land '
730 [17012.2002, | Tikri Kalan , 02, 850/~ for Block
e L T A N < 2.5 850/— for
RTINS BlockBland L :
§ 2l7 Followrng the Judgment in Pratap 5/nq/7 scase (supra)
l lihave declded the  fair market: value for. the land 5|tuated in
, revenue estate of Vlllage Ghevra whrch was acqurred pursuant .
: to notlﬂcatron dated 6. 2 2003 in the batch of appeals belng Land _
3 tAAPb 784/2005&connected , : A “ ‘ Page 15 of19
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Acqulsmon Appeal No 489/2.@09 Chiranjt Lar/r VS. Umon of/no’/a &

»ft Anr on 2.6. 2011 | have determlned the ?lrmarket value of the

{1ands in Village Ghevra at ¥4,03,425/; pey bigha as of 6.2.2003.
| akkarwala wnth

On the ISSUE of comparablhty of Iand in v1|lage B

' vullage Mundka Ghevra and len Kalan |t is no doubt true that

whereas vr|lage BakkarWala does n
it has to be hlghhghted zthat 'lt‘lS more

areas of Delhl VIS a vns Ghevra and len
ges has an advantage

other V|llages but.
.'proxrmate to the urban

_Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 v1|la
1ess can never be achleved in, the atters of

) Snnce exactn
i assessrng farr compensatron |t is. the . broad probab|l|t1es and
Thus hold aII 4 vnllages to be

¥
features can be shown

A+ b s P

PP SN

sﬁmrlantres Wthh matter

'ebulvalent unless qua some Iand specnalr

28 “Since the" decnsron in " Pratap Slnqhs case (supra)

deals wrth not|f|cat|ons more proxrmater in

S SRS

N notn‘lcatrons wnth Wthh | am concerned

: rt would be JUSt falr and’ pro
__value of Iands wrth Wthh 1 am concerned i

_ market value
i As per. the deusron in_Prata
24 7. 1995 for Category A Iands fair comp

'land The* first notlflcatlon W|th Wthh |

T 25 2, 1997 whereunder lands in villag

’ “The tlme span sweeps 1 year and 216 days re.. 581 days

G (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was determlned

Pratap S/noh 5 case

to be 10% pel annum (f;la_t) Thus pertalnmg to Category A

i

E LA APP 784/2005 & connecte ' v’ ) Page 16 of: 19

o NN e

C > Mt gyt
o

T g e

T s e iy

-
P
FON

et~
LA s et i
e
A e e T Sl
"
P S )

PRIV NC AR DA S . o
E LW

ot abut NH 10,5as do the ,
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lam- of the oplnlon that

S e Tt

per to determme thegfarr market« :
n relation to the falr
of lands determrned in Pratap 5//70/7 5case (supra) " :
j) S/nqhs case (supra) for the date‘
ensation assessed was

§2 15 160/ per bugha and X1, 73 500/ per; blgha for Category B |
am concerned i,s

e Mundka were acqmred |
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Iands the falr market value assessed fs. ?‘2 49, 408 75 per blgha

i e ?11 97 162/~ per acre and for Categorny lands l assess the o
: falr market value at ?2 01,117/~ per blgha i.e. ?9 65 361 60 per '

¥
}

ey l‘* - L
29." * Trle next notlflcatlon wrth Wthh | am concerned /5

!

(supra) for agncultural lands in Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng to a
notlﬂcatlon lssued under Sectlon 4 of the Land Acqursrtlon Act

on 6.2. 2003, the fair market value, assessed was 4, 03 425/ per

' _blgha ThlS vvas unlformly applled Slnce there is a gtlme gap of
'Just a llttle over 1 month I am of the oplnlon that pertammg to -

y the l‘lOtlflcathl’l dated 21 3 2003 falr market value of land |n

Vlllage Mundka should be <4 03 425/ i e ?19 36 440/- per acre

: darea’ 2] 32003 pertalnlng to V|llage Mundka In Ch/ran// La/s
- cas (supra) with reference to’ the decrsron ln Pratap S/nqh 5case

';"WhICh & hereby flx A } o |
; 3',0‘_ ’( l propose “to deal wrth the notlflcatlon dated ‘
f 24 9. 2003 after deallng wrth the notrflcatlon dated 17 6. 2005
pursuant whereto agrlcultural lands were acqunred |n V|llage
° Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala. A BRI |
3;1. - As noted herelnabove |n C/?/ran// La/s case (supra)
2 pertalnlng to the notn‘lcatlon dated 6.2. 2003 falr market value o
- , . assessed by me was %4 03 425/ per blgha and thus lncreasmg !
' ’ , the same by 10% for 2 years and 131 days the flgure comes to
?4 98, 589/: per blgha whlch comes to %23, 93 227. 20 per. acre )
; The same lS held by me to be the falr market value of land in:
, . | Vlllage Mundka and Vlllage Bakkarwala as of 17 6. 2005 | decree
i the same ’ A A P " e
I LA APP 784/2005&connected DR o G -r%age 17 of19
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} 32 e 'l am left wrth the :notlﬂcatlon dated{ 24 9 2003 i
,pertalnlng to Vlllage Bakkarwala and Wlth reference to the falr .
: rnarket value assessed ln Ch/ran// La/s case I would requrre to' '_;
l ‘apprecrate the prlce by 10% per annum for a penod of 201 days - ‘_
s -the flgure comes to ?4 25, 641/ per b|gha;| e. ?20 43 076 80 per j
g acre Wthh | determme to be the fair market vaIue of Iand in :
' Village Bakkarwala as 0F 24.9.2003. . R
) 3';‘3.,. O Accordlngly, the appeals ﬁled by the Unlon of Indla
; requure to! be dlsmlssed and | hereby dlsmlss thex same The '
_ ,appeals flled by the Iand owners and the cross objectlons flled
- by the land owners stands decreed as under - ‘ )
C |) For the land falllng |n Category A land in ,V|llage
S Mundka | the falr ‘market - value‘ is flxed at. is
L ‘ L ?2 49,408.75 oer blgha e T 11 97 162/ per screand | ’
| & . - for Category B lands the fair, market value |s flxed at.' * V
. s - 2,01, 117/- per blgha i.e. 9, 65 361. 60 per acre;. as ¢
Pl 0h25.02.1997. BRI S
ﬁ ) For the land sntuated in Vlllage Mundka the “fair S
‘: j ‘Q i | market value is flxed at ?4 03 425/— per blgha le ‘
4 93s, 440/ per acre; as on 21 03. 2003 |
TR e ;
N . ""ilii:)” For the land srtuated ‘in Vlllage Mundka the falr‘v:- §
. | % " market value is. fixed- at %4, 98, 589/ per blgha e
Do ?23 93, 227 20 per acre, as on 17 06 2005 | ;
f |v) For the Iand srtuated ln V|llage Bakkarwala the falr ;
I ly ; market value is" flxed at 34, 98 589/ per blgha |e B ,
- LAAPP784/2005&connected S 'Page180f19 ;
T ’ ! '
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1?23 93 227 20 per acre as on 17 06 2005

'For the land srtuated in Vlllage Bakkarwala the falr
”market value is fixed: ‘at 4, 25 641/ per blgha le

-8

2‘20 43 076 80 per acre as on. 2:4 09 2003

l

: :‘Appellants and cross obJectors who have succeeded

5 f_vvould also: be entltled to- solatlum and lnterest as per

..-'_"‘statute and as clarlfled ln the deosron reported as

'f-"_'93(200-1): DLT 569 5una’erl Vs, UO/? for the

il

’.~.
¥

‘JULY 08 2011

' tA.ATIJLP‘784/2QQ5&l\co;phected.

. i
»}by the presentjudgment and decree B
: ,would also be entltled to proportlonate costs

':_the prayers made thereln

'compensatlon pald orlglnally and as enhanced by

the Reference Coult and flnally on the sum enhanced

t

|

RN S

".The‘ appellants and cross obJectors whol succeed

_l

-_ ‘fIAll pendlng appllcatlons stand dlsposed of i |n terrns of
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