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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DE%HI AT NEW DELHI

+ LA.APP. 42/2012

vijAyea | L Appellant
Through: Mr.S.K.Yadav, Advocate

Vversus

UNION OF INDIA& ANR ... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Sanjay Kumar Pathak, Mr. Surya
Nath Pandey, Advocates for
LAC/UOI
5 Mr.Vaibhav Mirg, Advocate for
Mr.AEun Birbal, Advocate for DDA

CORAM: ‘
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL ﬂ}AUR

ORDER
% 10.02.2012

C.M.No. 2614/2012
There is delay of 526 days in filing the accompanying appeal.

Condonation of dela

Notice. ‘

\ Mr.Sanjay Kumar Pathak, AdVTcate accepts notice on behalf of
respondents.

For the reasons stated in the aleication, which is accompanied
by the affidavit of the appellant, thi% application is allowed and the
delay in filing the appeal is condoned.‘

CM stands disposed of. ‘

LA.App. No. 42/2012
The Reference Court vide impJgned judgment has assessed the

compensation in this matter in the‘ light of the decision of the
Signature Not Verif gdoordinate Bench of this Court in Lf‘ APP.266/2008, titled as ‘Jai

ned Singh Vs. UOI & Another’, rendered on 23™ August, 2011.
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Learned counsel for the appellant ;“‘concedes that in view of the
aforesaid decision in Jai Singh (sup‘;ra) this appeal has to be

dismissed. Accordingly, this appeal is dj‘ismissed with no orders as to

IL GAUR, J

costs.

FEBRUARY 10, 2012
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M THE HIGH COURT GF GELME 8T HEW DELH W
|

Coag 1 iudgmeant Hewrmjr:r Dﬂ 12 Aunust, 20171
! fudgenent Defivered On: 23% Auoust, 2001

W LAAPP 266/2008° | |
JAl SINGH , .. Appellant
~ Through: Mr.S.CHaturvedi, Mr.Deepalk Khosia,

MrS.K Yadav, Mr.M.C.Verma,
i = : Mr.V.P.Rana, Mr.Raj Sinah, *
i B i : MF Uday Ram, Mr.DLR. Tomar,
o bdr.l. 5. Oahiya, MrN.S.Dalal,

M5, Mthdwa; Vir.B.P.Gupia,
M5 K Hout, Mr.S.SRara,  MrSond
Dafal, |. Mr.D. S Kha =il
P TR .E‘i':,l'{z-l iy, Acvocotes

Ve,

‘. UG & ARRL . . .- Respondents
' Through:  Mr.5anjpy Poddar, Senior Advocate
L wily - |MrSaniay Kumar  Pathak,
Codrsachin - Mawani,  MrSiddhath
Fanda | and  Ms.K.Kaomuoi  Kirzn,
Advocates Tor R-1.

I'J’E!E.f-mu:iuya_ Salwan, Adwvocale oy
SO,

Mr.Ajay) Verma, - Mr.Pawan  Matbur,

: Ms.Shobhra Takiar, Mr.fwun Birbai,

by Mr.Bankey Bihari Sharma, MeSumer

Yo Sethi  |and . Ms.Besnashaw  Soil
ik . Advocates for DDA,

AND
F*Tﬁﬂm-f:n}

LALAPE, zhH.&UﬂH LA.APP, 288/2008, f.’-‘aAP‘F 2F02008. | AAPR
271/2008, LAAPP.  272/2008, LAAPP., -273/2008, Léak>
278,008 “& I APPL. ﬁaﬂmﬂﬂﬁ—{mﬁﬁ—mbjmmncu Lo

- LAARR, “25G/2008, LA APE. . j 472008, L.-ﬂufi'e.Ff‘ LE3LA00,

LA App.No266/2008 & connecied 'nmlb:::s ' Pine | of 74
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L2T9.2008,

532/2009, LAAPP. 535/2000 & 'O CAPPL, 12836/2011 (Cross

R

Objoctlons), [ALPE. 53672008 & CM APPL, 12017 -".a'EI'IJ (Cross

— Uhjeclions),

LA, ﬁFLF——'_-réE’hEBGB

LAAPE, ?E'D!?DDE & R APPL.: 576172009 (Cross
Objectlons),  LAAPP. EEleIDDEI -LAAPR. 2B4/2008, LAARE
28672008, LAAPP, EB?IEEDE LAAPP, . 28972008, [AARP,
200/2008; LAAPP. 2912008, | LAAPR.. 282/2008, | A AR
203/2008, LAAPP 2942608 & CM APPL. E22E8/2011 {Cruoy
Objections), LAAPP. 2952008 LAAPP. 200/2008, LAAPE,
2002008, . JAARPR.  300/2008 - EAARR—303 2808 —EAPE—
© 3042008, LAAPPTTITIIZONG, | LAAPP. 3302008,  LbARR
330/2008, - LAAPP, 30772008, | LAAPPR, 30472008, LA AP,
- 401/2008, - LAGAPP. 413/2008, | LAAPP. 44372008, LAAFP,
472/2008, - LAAPE. - 48372088, | LAAPP. '4’5111?"&@ TS AR
4872008, LAAPR. 40272008, | LAAPP. 403/2008, LA APE,
SAGE2008,  LAAPP, 49672008, | LAAPP.  520/2008, LA ARF
GRTA008, LAAPP.  535/2008, | | AAPP. S53T/Z008, LOADR
5412008, LAAPP. . 5452008, | LAAPP.  546/2008, LAARP.
‘54872008, |AAPP. 554/2008,| LAAPP, 563/2008, LAARP
560/2008, LAAPP. 821/2008, | AAPP. G23/2008, 1LAATE.
G27/2008, LAAPP. 628/2008, ) LAAPP, - 635/2008, . LALAPE,
G48/2008, LAAPP. G4%/2008, | LAAPP. . 662/2008, LAAPE.
T22008 & CM APPL. 535372008 (Cross Objections), LAAFP.
756/2008, " LAAFP. 346/2008, | LAAPP, B47/2008, LA.APP.
CBELZ00H, LAAPP.  BYL/Z008, ' LAAPP. BYS/ZO0DB., LAAPP.
B50/2008, LAAPP. SEBE2008, LAAPP,  BB4/2008, LAAPE
 HY95/2008, CLAGAPE. 90574000, | LAAPP.  206/2008, LAAPE,
90772004, LAAPP. 91072008, | LAAPP. - 911/2008, LAAPE
925/2008, LAAPP, 926/2008, | LAAPP. B527/2008, LAAPP.
BA1/2008, LAAPP, Q?HEI}DE Liv.aPP, -Q33)2008, LALMP.
034/2008, © LAAPP, - 036/2008, | LAAPE.  939/7008, LAAPE.
34172008, LAAPR, 94;{;':-!{‘.10&'-, LAAPE, 94472008, LALAFE.
T 0462008, L.*fa APP,  GLRG/2008, 1 LAAPP.  YSB/Z00B, Laakyv.
- Ooa2008 & CM r"aF’F“L JB'E:EI.FEMFD (Cross Ohjecticns), LA ACF,
101442008, LAAPP. 1019/2008,[. [AAPP, 102372008, LA APF,
1026/7008; LAAPE, 1064/2008, LAAPP. 107172008, LAATP
L244/2008, LAAPR,. 1.&-’15.:’.-215}1.:'8 LAAPP, 128672008, LAAFE.
L268/2008, LAAPP, 1273/2008,|CM APRPL. 23///2009, (Cross
Chbjections) L.ﬂ.ﬁ'uFF 8G/2009, LAAPE, 96/2000, LAAPP. 97720,
CLAAPR DE200%, LAAFP, 10172008, LAAPP. 110/2009, LA AFP,
111/2009,. LAAPP, . 114/2000,:) LAAPE.. 120/2008, LAARR,
251/20098, LAAPR 252/200%, | LAGAPP.. 26572008, LAAPE.
2002008 E: CM ABPPL: Mo, 5366/2010 [ErDES Chjections), LAAPE.
267/2008, LAAPP. 268/2009, LAAPP. 265/2009, LA, BPP.
27042008, LAAPP, 271/2009, .| LAAPP,  272/2008, LAATP,
. 273/2009, LAAPP.  300/2009, |'LAAPP.  30§/2009, LAAPFE.
- 454/2009, LAAPP.  455/2000, LAAPP. 52172009, LAAPF.

L& APH: —544;"?'”'3'3 CLALERRTT

- LAAppIo f.'-':-ﬁﬁ.-,l.l.'flﬂﬂ & conrusted Jﬂ.ﬂth::]ﬂ
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|566/2009, LAAPP. 570/2009 & CM{APPL.I2873/2011, LAAPP.
580/2008,  LEAPP, 50372008, L&APP. 504/2000, LALRS
434/2009, - LAAPE.. 635/200U, LAAPP, 636/2000. A AP
03772008, LAARP. -G28/200%, L&APP.  643/2009 & (M
APFLAZBFE/Z01L, | AAPR. 1/2010, LA APP. 29/2010, LAADE.
LOALZ040, LAAPP. 10572010, Lalapp, 107/2010, LA&APE
108/2010, LA APP. 10902010, LAAPF. 18872010, LAARE,
CLOO/Z0TN,  LAGAPP.  170/2010, LAAPP, T 17112010, ‘Lo ATE
22072010, |AAPP, 276/2010, LALAPP.  426/2010. LAATE.
“430/2010, CM APPL. 9954/2001 | (Cross Objections), Lo APF.
520/2010° CM APPL.I3GGB/2011, LAAPP, 521/2010, CM APFL
- 95042010 (Cross ™ Objections), " LAARP, 522/2000. LA APE.
- 22302010, LAAPP. 5242010 & CM|APPL, 12914/2011 (Cross
Oblections),. LAAPP, 5252010 & CWM APPL. 127/701d AEroes
Objections], LAAPP. 526/2010, LA.APPR. 5277010, LA APE.
- 528{2010," LAAPP. 529/2010, LAAPP. 530/2010 & CM APPL
2292011 {Cross Objections); - LAAPP, 531/2010, | AAPE,
232/2010 & CM- APPL. 1288072011 (Cross Objections), LAAPE.
© 933/2010 & CM APPL. 12898/2011- (Cross Objections), L&.APP.
THHL0LG-LACAPR.- 5352010 & CM [APRL. 12887/2011 (Cross
. Objecilons], LAAPP, 536/2000 & CM APPL. 12887/20171 (Cross
Objections), LAAPP. 53702010, LAARP, 538/2010, & CM APHL,
12972/2011 (Cross’ Objectlons), LAAPP. S39/2000 & CM APFL.
12900/2011 (Cross Objections), APP. 540/2000, LAAPP.
S41f2040, LAAPR. 54272010 & CM 'APPL. 18857/2010 (Cross
Objections), LAAPP, 543/20G10 & CM APPL. 12803/2011 [Cross
Objectlons), 1LAAPP. S44/2010,) CM |aPPL. 12888/2011 (Cross
- Objections}, LAAPP. 545/2010, LALAPP. 5G66/2010, La&.APP.
- 5B1/2010, LAAPR, 592/2010 & CM APPL, 2272011 (Cross
Ubjections), LAAPP, 593/2010-& CM|APPL, 12954/2011 (Cross
Objections), L8 APP. 504/2010, LAIARR, 595/2010 & CM APFL.
Z26/2011 . {Cross Objections),’ LAAPP.  596/2014, LAAFP.
597/2010 & CM APPL. -228/2011 (Cross. Objections), LAAPP:
. 588/2010 & .CM APPL.  487/2011 .{Cross Objections), LAAPP.
BO0/2DL0 &.CHM APPL, 1289772011, (Cross Objections), LAAPE,
- 60L/2000, LAAPP. 602/2010, LAAPP. 603/2010 & CM APPL.
. 12881/2011 - (Cross DIJ:iE{:tiunsl._LAULAFP. 617/2010, LAARP.
G03/201I0 & CM-AFEL. 12015/2011  (Cross {ije-a;’r_iunﬁl), LALAPE,
666/2010 & CM APPL. 6718/2011"(Cruss Obijections), LAAFE.
67520107 & CM: APPL. 99B8/20:11 {Gross Objections), La APP.
. 7GL2010, LAAPP, 792/2010 & CM WPPL. 12B80/2011 (Cross
".. Objections), LAAPP. 7B3/2010 & CM |APPL, 128992011 (Cross
Dbjoctions),  LA4APP. YO4/2010, LAAPR. FU5/2010,  LAAPP.
042017, LAAPR, 195/2011 & -CM APPL. 12822/201Y (Cross
Objections), LAAPP. 215/2011, LAJAPP. 228/2011, LAAPR.
2292001, 0 LAKFR.  230/7011,, LAAPP. 231/2011, LAAPP.
22011, LAAPP. 23372011, LAAPR.  389/2011, . LAAPE.

LA AP Mo 266/2008- 8 conncered matters | _ Pape 3 ol 74




39252ﬂ11.._.|-ﬁ-.awr-. 420/2011, . LAARP. 42472011 LAARP,
a252001 - SR

P e

."HF'|E|1ZIF|Q to T'~Jl:-t|f1l:at1|:|n ujs 4 _lﬂateﬂ t}f.ﬂﬁ.EIjEig[fl"E-. Award
- -Mo,15/2G02-03, Village-Pooth Khurd}- '

AMD.
(BRID-E) .
A LA APP, . 972/2008 & CM 234572009 (Cross Objections),
LaAPPR. 1122/2008 & CM 2000/2000. (Cross Chlections), LAAPP,
1.150/2008 & CM 12216/2011 {CrnsL- Obfjections), LAARPP,

11512008 & CM 2345/2000 (Crost Objections), LA.APP.

11522008 & LM 2102/2009 (Cross Objections), LAAPP
1153/2008 & CM° 2338/2000 [Cross Objections), LAAPP.
- 11542008, LAAPP, (1187720048, LAARP. 11HB/2008, LAAME.
118872008, LAAPE. 1 2142008, LA APP, 15/2000, LAAPP.
82/2009, LAAPP.  100/2009, L&APP.  102/2009, LAAPR.
113/2009, LAAPP. 571/200%, LAAPP. 02272000, LAAPP.
21472011, - S

(Relafing to Notification e 4 dated 07.08.2000 & Awsrd No.
11/2001-02, Village-Holambi Kalan) :

AR
faRIT-T)F

4 LA.APP. 359/2007, LA.APP. 202/2007, LA.APP. 3B2/2007,
LALAPP, 383/2007, LAAPP. 2592008, LALAPP. B11/2008, LAAPP,

- 928/2008, LAAPP. 13442009, LAAPP. '132;10&9, LA APP,

Qgg,2010,
ihelating to NGt|F'|:nt|Dn uf’ 4 d‘n:n?rl []{r 08.2000 & Award Mo
.GEIEDDL {12, m'lage Elawunajl .
AMDI
[GRIZ-D]
i LA APPY .'_4fi.".£ﬂll, LA AFP., 14%/2011 & Ci"-'l-.-léﬂllflél'}.l!

(Cross Objections), LAAPP, 146/2011 & CM 12957/2011 (Cross
i DI}JEEti-Dr'LS} B | : '

L."';_ﬁ;pp.Nn.EE_gﬁ.-';'.U':.JH d: conrectodl matters . Pagedof 74




‘ﬂ,.".-.‘[]i']'i U3,

+  LAAPE. ':erJ".EE[]El L.f-\.ﬂ.P!r' EED" 009,

‘aﬂ]lagu [hera Khurd)

CAND
f'!"._lF&ﬂD-t,

e rH'EI:j.i:mEr‘b::r [“ilULlflE?Ll‘ﬂTT"[l’;"ﬁ'b‘ﬁ'—lTE‘d 1 T. L] ..:‘Uﬂﬂ "'"'-.‘“n":'l.'r"'Elrrd Tl

LATAPP: G21/2009,

LAAPP. G46/2009, LAAFPE, Ctl."EQjﬂ TAAPP. 83/20140, LAARP.

94/2010, LAAPP, 1800/2010, LAAPP] 191/201& & CM No
224022010 (Cross Objections), LA LPP. 102/2010, LAAPP,
© 10342010, LAAPP. - 194/2010, -lA.APr-‘. 195720140, LAAPF.
. 196/2010, LAAPP. 197/2010, © LAAPP. 207/2010, LAAPP.
L F209/2010, LAAPE. 30072010, © LAAPP.  308/2010, LAAPP.
© 3092000, LAAPP, 338/2010, LAAPR 370/2010 & CM Mo
©.. 35552011 (Cross. Objections), LAAPP. 3732010, LAAPE,
4932000, - LAAPP. 484/2010, LAAPP.  495/20710, LAARPP,
4062010, LAGAPP, 97/2010 & CM |Mu. 7272872010 (Cross
. Objections), LAAPP. A408/2010, LAAPP. 4992010, LAAPP
' 500/2010,  LAAPRE. 501/20108 CM- Mo. 231852010 (Cross
Ohjections), LAAPP. 502/2010 & CM|No. 10382/2011 (Cruss
Objections), LAAPP.  543/2010,, LAASPR. 50402010, LAAFR.
50%/2010, . LAAPP. . 506/2010, © LAAPP. S507/2010, LAARP.
5082010, LAAPP. - 509/2010, | LAAPP. 510/2010, LAAPP.
5112000, LAAPP. 51272010, 'Lﬁnﬂ.PP 513/2010, LA.ADP.
514/2010, LAAPP,  515/2010, LﬁAPP 516/2010, LAAPP.
517/2010 & CM Neo. 7/02/2011. {Cross Objectipns), LaAPP,
S18/2000, [AAPP. 518/2010, LAAPP. 6102010,  LacsPP.
61172010, LAAPP. A12/2010, LAAPP. 613/20.0, LAAFE.
L BLE/2010, LAAPR.  619/2010: . LA.APP. 520/2010, LAARR,
L. 62172010, LAAPR, 622/2010, CLAAPP. 623/2010, LAAPE,
LRHZ010, LAAPP. G47/2010 & CM! No. 3B47/2011 (Cross

- Objections), LAAPP. 5512010,

3550/2011 (Cross Objections),: LAAPP. 652/2010, LAAPP,
41420710, LAAVP, -845/2010 & . CM| No. 3563/2011 (Cross
Objections),  LAAPP. 8532010, |LAAPP. 85472040 & CM Mo
H37EZ T T (Cross—Objections)) EASPR—GS0/2010, LAAPTP.
CBRE2010° & .CM No.- 9630/2010 (Crpss Objections), LAAPP,
‘B57/20L0, LAAPP, 92002010 & CM| Mo, 382D2D11 (C7ess
Objections), LAAPP. 108828385 & Cit No.. 89966/2011 (Cross

e FOtETHons Y, TEAJRER. IO 72010,
T TW2011, LAAPP. BOSZOLD,
—e-ien F P BSF200 T LAAPES &

LA ﬂnFF; E.

;LA.'ﬁ.PlP. 651/2010 & CM WMo,

APP.T TB201LE  LAAPP.
2011, LAAPP. B2/2017,
ADE B5/2011, LAAFE

862011, LAAPP. B7/2011, LA, ;ar-r: 300/2011, LAAPP, 522/2011,

LA Agp Mo, 266/2008 & commectel melisis

LitmPE 3?4 2011 & CM APPL. 1_}1"1[H?Di11 L"“«. APP: 3852011

i
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o
i

(Relating : to Notification ufs 4 dati’ed 02.0%.2001.8 Aweard ke
4200304, Village-Narala) _

ARD
(GRID-=]

" g Li’-‘;-;‘—"c.'i'"‘l’.. AFFI000, LAAPP, 141/2009 & OM 530272010
(Cross Obj=ctions), 1 :

tRelating tD'Nﬂti:ﬁ'EEjtiﬂﬂ u's 4 caied EE,GB.EGDI-& Award Mo,
18/2003-04, Village-Holambi Kalan) |-

s 3 : '_ ARD
> el el

R, LAAPR, FT72000 & CM aﬂ._PPL.SIE[ﬁEIEEIlL LAAPP. 77842010
be CMOZ0ERJZOLT (Cross Objeclions, LAAPP. AF072010 & Ok
12966/2008 (Cross Objections),  Us.apPP.. 21372011, LAAPP.

261/2011, TLAAPP. 326/2011, L wAPE,  3A7f2010, LAARE,
2202011, L-ﬂl.ll"-.F‘Ff. 33072011, ,LAAPP, 33172011, LAAPR

1 CRFZM2011, LAAPP, 32372011, CLAAPP. 334/2011, LAAPP
gt 3352011, LAALPP. 339/2011, LAAPP. - 34072017, LAALPT.
341/2021, LAAPP. © 342/2011, LﬁL.ﬁ.PF‘. 34302011,  LAAPP,
350/2011, . LAAPE, 25172021, LAAPR, 36572015,

LA..&F’[—'._H;P.-".-‘EUl 1, LiARP. 3HB/2011.

© (Relating te MNotiflcation ufs 4 datefl 22.08.2001 & Award Mo,
33/2003-04, village-Holambi Kalan) . ;

ANII
{GRIE-H;

+ LAAPP, 393/2011, LAAPE. 4042011, LA.APP, 4082011,
" (Relating Lo Molification uis 4] dated’ 22.08,7001 '& Award No.
15/20053-04, Village-ali Fur) .

AT
(BRID-1]

LA AR 4B1/2010

LA App e 26672008 & connoe el mal e |  Pape §of ¥

g
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(Refadiny roMotftcation ofs d-datog— 22062001 & oward No.
 2/2003-04, Viilage-tlolambi Khued) ' '

ARD
(G

SF LAAPRP, 7B0/2010 & CM.Mo.2661/2011 (Cross Objeclions),

CLAAPP. 8992010 & CM Mo3B33/2011 (Cross .Objections),

LA.APP, .800/2010 & CM Moi35412011 (Cross : Objeclions),
LALAPP, 870/2010, LAAPP. 971/2010 & CM No:3805/2011 (Cross

Objeclions), L4.APP, 972/2010 & M No2667/7011 (Cross

‘Objections), LAAPE. 973/2010 & CHM No.3703/2011 (Crbss
Objections],  LAAPFO74/2000 & CWM Mo.14333/2011{Cross
Objectons), .LAAPP, 976/2010 & CM No.892272011 ([Cross
Objections), LAAPP.- 9772010, LEAPP. 978/2010, LALPP
2792010 & - CM MNo.9990/2011, LAAPP. 93072010 & Ch
Mo 3552011 {(Cross Objections), LAAPP. 98172010, LAAPPR.
D82/2010 & CM No.g742/2017 [[\Z_Foss Objections), LAAFPF,
DR2/2010 & CM MNoe.G/59/2071 |[Cross Objections), L& APFE,

- DEAUTDT &7 CW No.5746/2011 [Cross Objections), |A.APP,

B85/2010 & CM No.8930/2011 (Cross Objactions), LAAPPE.
206/2010, LAAPP. - BE3/2010 & '{Eﬁ MO, 2826/2001  (Crosy
Oblections), LAAPP. 98972010, LAIAPP. 95072010, LAAPF,

- 497/72010 & CM No.S9B4/2011 (Cioss Objactions), Lo APP.

# 1000/2010, LaARP, 1005/2010 & M- Mo0970/2011 (Cross

Objoctions), LAAPP, 101LB/2010, LAAPP. 102072000 & M .

Mo 129392 (Cross Objections)0Lll, LAAPP. 1024/2010 & O
Moo /7172011 (Cross  Objections), | LAAPE. L/2011 & CM
Mo, 12964/2011 (Cross Objections),| LAAPP. /2011 & CM

NG 8752/2011% (Cross Chjections), LWAAPP. 252011, LAAPP, -

- 292011, LAARPP, 52/20171, L.'i‘.,ﬁu_l"l'*- S20L] & Ch Mo G766/2011
{Cross Objections), LAAPE. 73/7031 &/ CM MN0.12922/2011 {Cross

Objections), LAAPP. 752011 & @M WMNo.G775/2011 (Cross

DhjE‘CtiGREL LA APP. IIIJI.IEE]I.L, LA ARP. 1{}2.’;&"&11, L& APP,

110/2011, LAAPP. 117/2011; LAIAPP.  112/2011 & O

M 100502011 (Cross thectiuhﬁj, UA-APP. 1S€1/2010, LAAFP,
235200170, LAAPP. 239/2D011, LAAPP. B52/2011

. {Relating o Motification u/s 4 dated 2?2.08.2001 & Award
Mo 20/20032-04, Village-Rajapur Kalan)|

ANTY-
{GEID-K)
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.'+ L& AFS. 485/2008, LAAPP. ii-QD-‘fJGE-, LAARE, 4972008,

EAAPP, BAG/Z008, . LAAPE, ThEZ2D06,

VAPR. BRESZOOE & M
Mo, 103832009 [Cross C‘D'E_,LTID"I‘ :I

GAPP. 0602008 & O

-——-——P'J S354,2 018 —Fﬂ-E._'i.—'E'rhj-Ef—rlﬂi‘"?J L ASPR. BRI20EE baA APP,

O 1003/2008, |ﬁ..ﬂkl‘-’-P. 872008, - LAAPR. 59172000,  LAAFER.
3402010 & G Mo TOFZ02010 ((Cross  Objections), LAAPE.

qmnn

ARRZOL0.  LAAPP, /052010, .L.fam'b G16/7010, LA AFP.

| 52/2011, LAAPP. 66/2011, LAARP, hBa‘"!}li L&APP, 236/2011,
LAAPP. 42172011

(Rejating to Notification- u/s 4 (dated 07.12.2001 & Award

WNel7 .-'i[:"}"' 04, village-Sanoth) |

AMD,
el -1

+ . LAAPP.-341/2008, LAAFP. 34?:’?)%‘-, LAAPR. d44/2008.

- LAAPRP. 35272008, LAAPE, 384/2008, LAAPP. 383/2000, LAAPP.

272008, LAAPPES 445/2008, LAaAPRY. 454/2008, LAAPY

C ApAp200B& CM NG LL3RHZ008  (Cross  Objections), LAAPP,

COLAGAPP. 32010, LAARP, 4172010,

455/2008, LAAPP,  465/2008, LAAPP. 480/2008& CH

Ma.11334/2008 {Cross Objections), LAAFP, 460/2008, LAAPP.

47002008, 1AAPP. 4F1/2003, LAARP. 56072004, LaAPR

CBB1/Z008, LAARP, 61172008, LAAPP. 6037200B,  LASFE,

G008, LA AHP. &BFHS00H, e_-L.-'-"c:s'?-.'-"P. 672/2008, LAAPP,
GEL/2008" LALPP. 6B2/2008, ELA.ﬂ'ﬂjE. L@3/2008, LAARE.
TA22603, LAAPP.. 73172008, LAARP. 754/20U5,  LAAFP.

- 7E6/2008, LAAPP. B25/2008, LAAPP. 32G/20UL, LAATF,

H83/2008, - LAAPR. 8032008, LAA GO42008,  LAAPP.
G24/2008, LAAPPR. 935/2008, LAARR, 9372008, LA AR
GAB2008,  LAAPE. 94002008, 1AAFP. 94372008, LAARP,
Jf:.ﬁ,fzma LaaPP - ONG/2008, LAAFP. B57/2008, |&AFP.

DEZ20DE, - LAAPP. LO0OLZ008, LAAPP, 10042008, LALPP.
1{ G7/2008, LA APP:  LO65/2008, LaARP. 107712003, LAAPP,
1078/2008, LAAPP. 10672009, (LAARP. 1722008, LAAPE.
302000, [AAPP, Z74/2008, LAAPP. 4564/2009, LAAFP,
465/2009,  LAAPP.  A68/20U9, ',ua.;ﬁq. R30/2000,  LAARE,

=

B42/2008, LALPP. B50/2008, LA -'W.Er. Bh2/2008,  LAAFE,
F

SAGIA000, LAAPR, C BAF2009,  LAAPEP. CRGS52008,  LAAFR.
2472009, LaAPp. . 528/2009, LAA 63072008, L.&__..&!—‘F‘_
~3/2010, LAGAPP. 2472010, LA.APY, F_‘E_,l'.?_i'}].[], LAAFF, 45/2010

o [Ralaling ko Mobification wis 4 dal t-ﬂ, IHDE 2002 & Award Mo
. A%Z003-04, Village Shahpur f_-.a'rh|]

.
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+ . LAAPP. ij.lf..i[}{}'ﬂ L.-'l..-'lF'F 3432008, L:‘"'unF"F S50/ 2000

- LA.APP. 386/2008, LAAPP. 367/2008; LA.APP. J658/2008, LA.APP. -

S60/2008, ¢ LAAPP. 37072008, L;;'-‘-..._&FF. HB3/2008, |LALPP.
3842008, ' LAAPR.  386/2008, LAAPP. 3BB/2008, LAAFR
IBD/2008, - LAAPP. 434/2000, . LAAPP. 43572008, L&.ARP.
436/2008, 0 LAAPP. 44402008 |L4APP.  456/2008& O

‘Mn.11332/2003 (Cross Objections),| LAAPP. . 458/2008, LAAPP.

4672008, LAAPE. 550/2008 & M M. 1615072008 (Cross
Ohjectionsy,  LAAFP. 553/2008, [LAAPP. 562/2008, LA AFP,
DEO2008, -JAAPP.  T16/Z008, LAAPP. T16/2008, LAAPP

CLTR2OZ0O08, . LAAPP, 7232008,  LAAFP.  F57/2000, LAAPFE,

TEOML06E, LAAPP. 74702008, LAAPP. 79312008, LAAFRE
§523/2008,. LAAPP, 824/2008,- LAAFP. 837/2008, LA APP.
S03/2008,  LAAPRP. 90972008, LAAPE. 952/2008, LAAYY.
LO22/2008, LAAPP. 10242008, LAAPP. 102572008, LAAFP.
1063/2008, LAAPP. 173/2009, LAAPP. 307/2G09%9, LAAPE
308/200%, LAAPP. 311/2009, Itil AFP.  3B4&/2009. 1A AFF
38572008, LAAPP. . 463/2009, APP. 48772009, LAAFFE,
b40/200%, LAAPP. L4Z202000, - LA APP. 54802008, LAAFE
B21/2008, LAAPP, 631/2000, LA, ﬂ.F‘F‘. 2202010, LAAPP. 3072010,

C Eeiating to Motification ws r’I:'d'al_»;—':c‘J 23.052002 & Awarc
- N 222003-04, ‘-Ji][age-E‘-lmImL':r-Garhl'.l_

AMD
(ERID-H]

4 - LA APE, 4B5{2008, LAARE.  49B/2008 & CM 13228/2008

{Cross _::mjectiuns}, LA ARR, 1.14iumﬂ LAARE.  262/200%,

LAAPP. 304/2009 & E;i"ﬂ 13916/2008
12/2011 - '

(Cross D_’r;jer:!..':rms], Lo AP,

.1H"~Ia1'|n|;1 to Hﬂhncarmn ufs 4 da’rcl':i 22305, EDD? E - forard WO,
16/2003-04, Village-Halambi L{alan, ‘

i 4 _:: o
AND
(GRID-)

:-;.' i

1 LAAPP.37L/2008, LAARP, 3512008, LAAPP. 390/2008,
LAAPP. 4GA/2008, LAARE. 400/2008, LAAPE. 5307208, LAAPY,
H352008 & CM 5300/2070 {(Cross Objections), LAAPE. 1072008
& CM 16027/2009 (Cross Objec 1_|::|1'|~:J, | & APP. 787 ,.-?-‘Elllfl l.ﬂ- AP,

L&y .T*in,iﬁﬁ.-?ﬂﬂ B Eii._nn'.mr:t-lﬂ thu_lLErs ; Pape$ o7
!




.-.-Jﬂd-‘dﬂlﬂ- CAARR. 825/2010, 1 AAPR-9/2011 & CM-0060/2011

T9852/20 IT'"E'rDSS Objections

'{Cmg'rﬂigject.ﬂn..l LA APF, _:EHEUI A AP 2R9/7011 Fe CD

. 14850/2011 (Cross Obj

ns), (LA[APP.  200/2011 & -CM
LA, P.FF" 36172011, - B

(Relafing o Notification u/s 4 dated 23.05.2002 & Award Mo, "

17/2004-05, Village- Ali Pur) T S

A oo SR L.
IGRID-P} :

+ . LAAPP. §54/2008 & CM 8o 235742009 (Cross Objections),
LA APP, Ej_.'iﬁr';?ﬂﬂﬂ,'L._ﬂ..APP; 87472008 &|CHM NG, 78L8/2009 (Cross
D"J];"DEDHSJ LAAPP, §77/2008, LAAPP, ?DE;’EGDE&, |_BARE,

06/2008, LA.APP. BOT7/2008, La.APR 808/2008. & CM No.
fﬂ.j £12009° (Cross  Objections),  LAAPP. B?EIE{?UH, LSRR,
BE2/2008, - LAAPE. - 885/2008, m.AEP. 89172008, [AAPP.

BS8/ 2008 & CM. Ne.2355/2009 (Cross Objeclibns), LAAPP.
YO2/2008, LAAPP. 0922/2008, LAAPP. 92372003, 1A.APP,
U22008 & CM No.2351/2000 (Cross Objections). LA.APP.
930/2008 & CM MNeY82L/2009% (Cross Objections), LAAPE.
SHUL008, LAAPR, 9B0/2008 & CH  Mo.8552010 (Cross
Objections), L.A.APP. 981/2008 & CM NWo.1261;2002 (Cross
Objections),  LAAPP. S33/G008, LAAPPE. 9832008 & OM
Mo 23472009 (Cross Objectonsy, LAAPE. BBALDM & O
No.B39/2010 " (Cross Objections), LAAPP. 085/2008, LAAPP,
057/2008, LAAPP. 1U[]?!JUDB.|1.&'AH’P 10062008, LAAPE,
1027%/2008, LAAPP. 1075/2008 | & - CK No, 224772309 [Cross
_Objections), LAAPP. 1123/2008, LAAPP. 1127/2008 & CM
Mo.Z2111/2005 (Crass Objections), LAKPR, 1196/2008, LAAPE,
1246/2008 & €M Nn 10387/2000 (Cross Objections), LAAPE,
1257/2008, LAAPP. 125872008 &  CW No:7791/2009 (Cross

Objections), LAAPP. 13/2009 & CK No:215L/2009 (Cross
Objections), LAAPE. 22/2009, LA APP, BR/2003, LAAPP, B8/20089,
CLAAPP.103/2009, LAAPP. 104/2009; LA AFP. 10Y/2009, LALPP,
115/2000 & CM -MNo.G482/2010: (Cross Objections), LAAPP.

H?HHL‘JB & CM Mo 1437177000 (Cross Objections), LAAPP.

123/2008, - LAAPP,  124/2004, T LAAPP, 1782005 (LAAPP.

l?—’!J’EﬂDQ LAIPP.  250/2009, " LAAFR. | 280/2008, LAAPE.

24112005, LAAPP.  262/2009. LAAPP. ~764/2009, LAAPP.
193/2009, LAAPP. 2008/2000, T 1AAPP. - 301/2009, LAAPP.
302/2009, LAAPE. 303/2002, LAAPP. 3G5/2009, LAAPP.
433/2000, LAAPP. 44977009, - LAAPP, 26172009, LAAPP.

CA4T2000) - LAAPP.  ABT/2009, LA xll-"P'. SOLA000, LA AR,

SIS/ZT0E " TTAAPE. 5272000, ' LAAPE. 53072005, LA APP
531/2009, LAAPP. 533/2008, . L& ;’-‘ki'PF RIATIZ009, - LAAPP.
]._J'.'LJ"irll.l.Hlj.Eﬂ'ﬂ.f'E.DUE fr-conneeied mellers Fage 1 el 74
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538/2009, LA.APF. 545/2000;

55472000,

Dhjectionsi0Ll; Lﬁ..AF’P._' 137/2011 &
Chlsctlons), LAARP. 1432011,

2032011 & M N_l:i-.'-].?WE,'EDil_ (Crass {_"ijf_ctmn_-.J
M0.13288/2011 {Cross Objections),

A732011 . & CM-
338/201]

(Relailng to Notification u/s 11 da
Mo, 11/2004-05, Village Sanoth} -

' AND
" R P ﬂﬁﬂun-ﬂ:ﬂi
I LAAPP. 335/2010° & Ghi" .ﬂIPPL.lgﬂEJﬂS,’EDIl, L& AFP.
AIALZ0L0, ., LAAPR. 6252010, LAAPP. - 6262010, LAAPP.
272010 & . C/M. Mo, _rﬂf:E'-f?_EJll {C.USS Qblections), L& APF.
GA9/2010, 'L.’-?_.-J_E'I.P!f".-..fﬂl_'l,iz[:j_ﬂ; LAJAPE, Ga2/2000, LAAPP.
G43/2010, LAAPP. 64472010, LAIAPP. §a5/2010 & G

L4 App Mo 266/2008 & connecied metter | -

_ _ 2000, A APP, LA £ PP,
- 0hA/2000, LAAPP. 558/2000, LAAPP. S5HS/2000 LAAFPE
58572009, LAAPP. 618/2000, . LAAPPE, . -B25/2008,  LAAPE
625/2009, LAAPP” 62912009, LAAPP.. '649/2008, LAAFF. .
382010 L.-"k APPR. 43!2{]lu LAAPT, 131/2000, LAARPR, 202/2010,
LA APE,. Eu‘r'.»iuw LA APE. Eﬂﬂ-.l'iz'!f}][] LAAPP. 225/2010, LA.APE,
227/2010, LAAPP. 2892010, ; LALAPP, 303/2010, LA.A&90,
3?2&&[31{1_ LAAPP. - 41072010, LAAPP. 418/2010, |A.5PP.
4792010, LANAPP. 430/2010, - LAAPP. . 482/2010, LAAPP,
48472000, LAAPP.  484/2010, LAIAPP. 485/2010, LAAPP.
48G/2010, LAAPP. 4B7/2010, "LAIAPP, 604/2010, LAAPP.
G0G/2010 & CM -MO.1B3878/2010 (Tross. Objections), LA ARP.
bO772010, ° LAAPE. 608/2000, LAAPP, - 609/2010, LA APP.
614/2010, LAAPE. . B15/2010, LAIAPP. &7L/20010, iA APP,
695/2010, LAGAPP, 70552010, LALAPE, 738/2010, LAAPP.
7852010 & CM Mo.12868/2011 {(Cross Objections), LaAPE.
786/2010 & CM -Mo.12967/2011 (Cross Objectons), LAAPP. -
C FEFZ010, LAAPP. B0/2010, LAAPP. FHOPL0L0,  CLAAPPE,
700/2010, LAAPPR, - 82072010 | By CM Mo 12880/201Y (Cross
Objections),  LAAPE. B2L/2010, LAAPE. QIS/2010, |AAPP
916/2010 & €M No.6773/2011 {élu:uﬁs -Ohjectiors),. L&.APP.
142011 & CM P'-lu G75442011 {Cross Objections), L& ARP.
2972011 & CM Np.B7S55/2011 -'[ErL-::.:.s Gbjections), [ AAPP.
S 252011 & CM No 1282472011 ({Cross Objectlors), LaAPP.
LS00, LAAPE. 63/2011, LAAPR, 69/2011, LaAPE: TU/2011,
LAGAPP. 72720118 CM Ho.6777/2011 {Cross Objections), LAAPP.
A02011 & UM Ne.12074/2011 [E s Objections), LAAPE.
. 11442011 & €M No,128569/2011  (Qross Objections),. L&.APT.
13572011, LAAPP. 136/2011 & |CM N 12971/2  (Cross

Ch Mo 12502,

PP, lbj’iU 11, LAAPP.

|
1

2011 (Cross
LA APE.
LAAPR.

ted 24.01.2003 & Aveard
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F36/2010, LA&APP. 33772010,

- Mo, 35872011 fEm.:S DbjELtlUlla] LA f"'n.F'F" EflfJHEDlD . LALAPRP,
'364/2010, LAAPP. - .B65%/2010, 1LA:*3'-.F'F‘* - 667/2010, La.app.

268/2010, LA APP, 6B69/2010. & Cibd, No.G769/2011 {Crass

-~ Objecfions), LAAPP 67072000 & T 0. 3818/2010 {Tross

Ohjections), LAAPP, 672/2010, . LAAPP. 673/2010 ' & C.M.
Mo, 3812/2011 . f{:I‘Ubb UbjﬂEtIDH._-L_

702/2010;- LA APP. 703/2010 & C.Ml HWo. 95412011 (Cross
QObjections), LA APP. _721/2010; .LAAPP, .733/2010 & C. M
Mo, 12878/2011 {!.Zr‘r:lss DDJECEFDHSJ L.-'fk IAPP. ¥35/2010, LAAPP,

) ﬁﬁpp TIBI20L0, 0 LAAHP..
729/2010 & C.M. Nb.3559/20111 (Cross - Objections), |AAPP.

7402010 & CM MNo.14322/2011 % {CI"DS" Objections), . LAARE, .

“800/2010. & CM. No3217/2011 LAAPP. BO1/2010, LA.AFP.

802/2010, LAAPP, 803/2010, LAARPF. BOB/2010, La.APP:

BOG2010, | LAAPP. B10/2010, " LAARP. BI1/2010, LAAPP.
-Hl?,.!'?m!} LAARR, - 81372010, | AARP. 21442010, . LAAPE,

H15/2000, AAPE. BI6/2010 & C.M| No.3862/2011 {(Crbss
Oblections), "LAAPP. 817/2010,. LAAPP. 838/2010, LAAPP

0 8392010 & C.M, Mo.l03 353’2[}11 (Cross Oblecticns), LAAPP,

CB70/2010 & COM. Mo9S4AE/2011: I:l:!'DLS Objections), LAAFPP.

QL7/2000, LAAPP. 02272010, LAAHP. 92372010, LAAPP

L 924/2010, LA.APP 9'25,-';:1}'15}, LAAFP, 94520310 & .M

: . to see thPJ‘lﬂngﬂﬂ

ST E S, e rf

. Lﬁfﬁpp.ﬂ 0.266/2004 & connected maders

No.3844/2011 (Crass ‘Ohjections), . LA.APP, 975/20140 & C.M,
M0 2664/2011  (Crass - Objections), LAAPE. 987/2010& M.
Mo.3547/2011 {Cross Objections), LA AFP. 1006/2010, LAAFP,
56/2011 & C.M4. No. '_-'H?H-‘-H.r:f'l'LL!{Eln 5 Objections),. L& APP.
TA2011, Lo AFP. 962011, 1A a'lF"P S0 L, LA APP. 'QE,";_'[.IJ_JL
LA APF, ‘39!3011 LAAPP. Dﬂf?ﬂll APP, 10372011, LAAPE,

104/2011, " LAAPP. 105/2011, -LAAHP, '106/2011, LAGPP.

107/2011, LaAPP. . 108/2011%, . LAAFP, . 109/2011, LAAFP
113/2011, LA.APF: 165/2011, LAAPP.329/2011 :

(Relating Lo Wotification ufz 4 idated 27.01.2603 & Award |
'R 10/2004-05; Village-Rajapur Kalan)

CORAMN: - '
HON'BLE Mi: [51ICE F'H.Mi..wLEfﬂ' NANDRAJOG

¥ ‘.l'nfhether 'the Hepurterf of log aI PapRrs may be allowed

il i he refarred tn-ﬁepnrter' r.rr;:nut?

3. Whether thPJlIdng‘ﬂT fhnuid be reported in the
' Dtgpqr’r‘ : '

LAAPP,. 687/2010, LAAPP..
012010 & CM. Ne.3850/2011 (Crogs DE}JFGtIGI gk LA ,L'xF'F’

Pape 12 of 74



ESE e,

PAADEE | t"ul_l"n_HJHﬂ 00, o _' -

Jrovices 10 uillages;' namely,: Fooyh Khurd, rolambi Kalan,

Holambi i{huﬁ:i Bawana, Iﬁeré lKhurd, Nar:’e!a. Al Pur, Rajapur

wakah, Shahpur Ga.hl =1aln SET'IDL]'I. ar‘& 'CD!'HI‘JIFEE-E] 'IIf'I thE HE"L"EI'"IE.JL
. Diskrict (North=West) Snd if WE’.SE—"F thF- map of the I.'Itj.-’ oi Delly:

we wuuld find that these v'l”E!Qﬂ‘" lia Ir\ the Worth-Wastern part of

. Delhi. The:;-' lie within an area bE'I.'WP' n the " for rm:-d by Rohtak
. Road ie. NH-10 and G.T.Karmal Road |.e. MH-1. The Delhi-

ﬁmiﬂala' i".ElilW-El_j.-’ line runs somewhak |parallel NH-1. Whersas
villages Marulalénd Shahpur Garhl are in between '_che rallway
line and.NI_I-—l-, the other villages are.on the opposite side of the
railway E'l.ﬂ“ .2 towards the wc_:&it of ilht_ gallwiay |§I:'I-_E. Marela anad
Shahpur ILH|+'|: am towards the eas D the railway line. The
urbanized Tity n:gf Delhiwhére the coiony Rohini exists has been
developed .on the agiicultural !énda.acqmred post 1961 and is

situaled in the land within thesaforesaid %', Bawana Industria

' Estate came up on lands which wepe acquired post 199G and

sald Industrial Estate is.also onithe land within the aforesaid V.
1|uatcuncally, ercept For village Marela, all villages havse DE:':‘F-

- troated as EHULVHIEHL with respect toltheir lacation.

7. Th!j :nbt-:m'L '[j&*':lql'i::lﬂ E}r.::rldEE the issue as to what should

he the fair ﬂ1ELIl=£Ei value of ‘ig'I'ICLJ|tL]I.'"l| Eaﬂds in the szig villoges

“as of LhL ﬁatES 7.8.20040, ll‘E.'EPCHIJ 2.5.2001,. 22.8.2007,
_?.12.2[“].1 1ﬁ52ﬂﬂ2 235 Eﬂﬂ_?!_ﬂ o 27.1.2003. ___NF‘PF! es5s tnj

state, puml.lanl_ t1:| HDtITIEBtIDI15 i.‘:'n'jl..!tﬂﬁ.'i, from time. Lo 1'||T1F.:,- on

aforesald—dates under Sectivn 4 of the Land Acquisition At
1894, vast tracts of land in said 10|villages were acquired atd

o osave and except lands in the F\evewefstate of -village Marela

‘wharg the purpose of acguisition |was partly residential and

partly industrial, in the other-vlllages, acquisition was'for the

puiposz of establishing an industrial estate or laying dewn a

VA A Mo 26612008 & connscted mattels |

Poge 13 of 74
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e L !

s N b e T -

ot rudd or frmqnt cumplex “1e resnon. &

m}w fuch Iarge ’Lran:u: of

.Jar‘ld Were - ﬂﬂcdf‘-d Was o set up an |nr_1|_;|5.f:rf.JI LE-'LE'ILL rmu*_f.u._lnl

o3 declsl::rn Lalaen b shilt all mdudtrle:a uperaLIm_:; in non-
r_unmrrnlng areas within Delhi to confor mlng areas,’

e | mua-t hlgh][gh[ that arguments by |Enrl]Eu counsel Tor

the land owiners were the same [r: all. appeals. filed: Py Ehem as

- aisoe cross-objections wherever ﬂlf:d, ad shmilar is the: position

h _'u'ﬂth respect 1o the stand taloers |:I‘g.;" the Lnion uf-!ndia.' Save and

ENL

el

pertaining to  village Nare]al. whera an aaditional .

e C]T"EJLJITILT!T.'"MdS a'idu-"anu.d" being t|"|:E|t the township df Narela had

Cexlsted sinco '[_:IFE partition days and thu':. lands in village [‘Jﬂr-F'ila
had 3 he’r_tLr vﬂiue and for which dt was |_||gecl that way narlf iy
1'|'IE '_'.‘E‘H]' 1'—35? when-lands In the rcwnnu:: S t'EItE of fl”ﬂgF' Hur'k_lﬁ
and adjmrhng ‘nfli.|d3!._.ll.':!_= Bhorgarh and Mamurpur ‘-’-.rLFLI aCouire,
lands in village Narela were given a ]:Jr'i:f.e advantage aof T/
Sq_*__,;_d._

o for
Bhorgarh @nd Mamurpur, =8 highligllﬁt that leames

[T

\{i_s—é—ui_ﬁ the price de,te:rmiﬁe lands In village
| !1.-'11'151:; Furth
counsel conceded that village Marela and Mamurpur compriserd
with the market i.e.

and the villzge abadi beiy

the sami revenue ostate;
willage Marela
A

‘the ralatable nntifichtinn undger Section :a} of the Lé_nd Acquisition

Mandi being in

0'in Mamurpur:

The position of the awards r"|:|dr3 from time to time and

. At 1BS4 have heen detafled by, me while noting. the varicus
Land Acguisition hppﬂala zmd the Lrass {]bJECtI-DﬂS as per the
mde*-: ]:IELFIT'I-}DC.‘VE and l:hu,: [ need not repeat the- sarme,

b
tine would revesl that the IPHFHPH Land. Acqmﬁltl::-n Collector

A perusal of all the awards ?nnﬂunced frﬁm fime to

has determined cormmpensation

PaYyc

ble wlth refagrence  to

I'ILJLHﬁLdLILIlefLI'dﬂFE: issued bv the Gover

- tifere €8 time notifying the minlmum rg

nment of NCT Deli trom
Les Tor agricultural lands

i Delki and wherever it was found that due to land ocwners

having extavated earth resultlng in pits
LA App Me 0052000 & conzeted matters | |

having depihs betwoeorn
Pagree 14 ol 74




4" to’ &', the Tand value F'|'._=45"lieéq'aa’-:!r:pr'e}p_ri_ertefy depriossod and

this is to be found in‘a few 3

o

o, . M peruf.al' of the waric::uf-a'n;i'

II.|HI|I.j.f I note  the

H.EIJL.I.JItrUrl Collector- and the Iearmsd

may ha'alq arn w

- defarmined thr_ u:.c-mr:re;mt.mn paynhle.

Sundey:-

.. Bcre for Categuiry ‘B

H

’ I'J_'III.I

uﬂEI-EF—E-EE'trDH 4-of-tha Land :’quulsl
vehereto 1_3?2.[}1'}__11'] hlgh_a fand was a8
Khurd, for the purpbse of shifting ind

Wal rdsl whene
2 or 3 categoiies’ L& Catégory A, CE'L

lahds have been put i
egory ‘B and Category

igions pronounced by the
'H.LFEFE"I"ICE Court in various. Iand ,ahtqm

sition: Referénces made,

Cwould shoiw that. the fearned- He-f-erenHe Court has. deterrnmed
fzir market vaILlL on - different . pr‘inclpqu aﬁd [Oor purpnses of

thich the learned Land

Ff.rzferenr:e Courl have

The same would be Bl

Pfartammg ‘to th'l? notiication dated 7.8.2000 jssued

iof Ack 1894 pursuant
cquirad in village Pooth
ustrial units, as against

13,52 iaﬁﬁ-ﬁer é_cre'f’ﬁr’ Catagory ‘Allands and $12.26 Jacs per

Acquisition Collector (by adopting the p

lands awardeo

hy the leamed Land
Ace as per the policy Tor

i wnum rates as of- 1.4..20003, thE |..E'E!|F“1EEI Referance Court has

adopted the same-rate i.e; $13.82 lacs, por acre and has grantse

incrament at'ti'i{-* rate of Lad% p’e'r annum for the period 1.4,2000

- il 7.8, i[}l}{} 1.e. the data l:lf thio anu:athjn Iasued under Section

[

- e had to'make necessa r‘y: acljustrﬁent

. LAAppNoZ66/2008 & connectedimutiors: E .

4 of the Land Acqumt[un Act

LB'EM ano thus deterrined fair
hurel st 14,327,280/ per
acre and tiss ignored that|there:weis: Category ‘B’ larid for which

market vall_u: of land in wilag:l Puﬂth

i
1—'1

AL

was acquired in village

Pertaining oo the SEHTIF' nnhf’n:afiﬁn dated 7.
,:um*suant whiereto 211 .14 |"lﬂﬂ‘l iand
tHiolambi Kalan, the Land: hu,,mblt.un C

ollector treated the land

a3 of salma E|"|-:!'I."u:’lt’.‘ﬁEF arn:i detﬂmmed fair marlkat value with

reiprpnr'? o the policy for m|r|.|rr|um rates indsurnm af $13.87 lacs
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pEr‘ acra whi crt has been enhanced bv Lhe Iqarned HPference

. Court ta ¥14,12,985/- per.acre by rplqu uporta’ declsion of a- .

' L:ieta mined.

Brivision Bench of this Cmnﬁ'ﬁmﬂgd—asi‘ﬂﬂﬁ—tw—ﬁﬂ*ne}hrl

Eé'_.[g}_?.f 1»-"5__Ui?." whereln for the date 15. 1111895 falr market value
determined was ¥5,76,121/- pér acre for Catagary “A’ lands and
freating the said date and the sald price as the base, giving 12%
per annum prr‘ethtinh'fur o p-::riﬂd.".;::lf 3 yea ré. 8 manths and 3
days, to reach the date 7.8. 2000, fair rrarl-:_et.w.r'a[im has been

i I—‘er’ramfng to the same notifikation dated 7.8.2000
pursuant wnen.:utl} agnruitunl Jands in \village Bawana. wore.’

utqunre::i the Land Acqms:tlnn Cﬂl!e;:tar cEtemuned fair market
- value for L‘atagr:lnr ‘AT lands, with, re.emnce to.the policy Euld

fixed the same at ¥13.82 lacs per acre Tor Catefory-"A’ lands and

¥ T12.62 Iacg'per acie mr' Catt—*gmy ‘gl lands. “The: learmed

i_anLruan ourt malnLaIned the s .Jame.

' 6 : F'eHahﬂng 16 the nm’mﬂcahjn dated 11.9.2000
: ;JLJ"H-HFIFII' witerato. agru:uiLural 1and5 in willage Khera Khurd were
_acfquirea  for . snifting mduatrlal unlts ‘the L.:md Acquisttion

Collector has for Category A" [andﬁ determingd fair market

m—;'lnr- with reference ta the ,Jﬂhv:r EFFE tive from 1.4.2000 in
SUITY, ﬂf T13.82 lacs per.acra.nnd foriCate ory ‘B* lands has fxed

the 'same at '="'J? P ch5 hpr aora, IhE learned. Referenn,e Courk
Tas ddupted the policy whl?rem mmm‘!u‘ﬁ price . fixed as of

1.4.20060 Was ?13 B2 [31:5 per au&. anr:i for 128 days |.e: thv
Tumiber of awﬁ hetweEn 1.4, EI}L‘]E}?HH ) ELES 9:2['.1__5.}[], apnrecialing

.the same by 12% -has determihed Tair -market value at

A0, 15 7{- and has Uﬂ”ﬂﬁlﬂl}‘ awarcle-:l the same "r'I:nr all landgs.
Eoosr Fertarung tor thL r|H1‘I1:HtI1::r1 da’ced 2.5 ?Cll]l pursuant

".w Hefeto 11f’iDSB blgha land "1’-351 atquired in .Hc‘rlela for

duﬁfelnpment of sectors 1 to 4, Pha,se |, Narela, with respect to

.the nolicy of rrummurﬁ prlce: wlth F,fe::t from ‘1.4.2001 the
.lLFL App. o 266/2008 & connoeled mallers -

i : PaL_rcl_j'.‘iuI".ffi A




‘aviarded. e

has been unlformly awarderl.
g Pertaining tn samo nutlﬂcatmrn dated 22.8.2001
‘pursuant wherem 'ilﬂ 16 hu:]ha land was acquirea in vilage

52 L-A,App.Nn.Eﬁﬁr I}DF' &Lnnuecttd maticss

* laarmad Land ﬁlcqum:tmn Enllertm‘ determined falr marker value .

ir sum of ‘1.]_._1 7 L.",I'L-.J per acre for Eategjw’ ‘A' lands i.e, the same

price nnLH“jed a:. of 1.4.2001 and for Category ‘B lands
II|L1_ Fined 'i:rH_ same ab ¥14:[acs™ pEr—acrer T The learmned

F’-J_FE:EIIL:_ Cuurt adoptad the rnmir‘num price notified Iy the

_Gt:w@rnmenl as of 1.4.2001% and .gaw apprPclann for & perioo
cof 1 mnnth for the reason the nntnf‘cat‘Lﬂn under _'I'E'L_.t]Dn 4 of the

mﬂd—r"ccqm':—.rtrt_rrj-hcl 189 is dated 2.5.200T and enhhanced the
:;Drrmerma-ﬂmm to ?15,85,?[,1(};"- per a| re which IﬁaS'__uerurlnh-'

_Whereunder-bll.lﬁ bigha land In village Holambi Kalan were
_acquired ﬁ:ur curistrutti{m of a 100 meler wide roag, the leamed
-Lal‘ll:i Hﬁ.cuulsltlun Collector hias résl;=d. his decision on the
Cminimurn price notified as of 1 -ﬂ-EEI"Dl i.e. T15.7 lacs' per acre

E. Fertammg tn _the |'|u:b1:iﬁg:;_a_t_i_{:7[_1 dated A7.2.200]

which has been held ta be the fair marnket value for Category '~
lands and for C ategory ‘B’ lands Ihe same has been determined

-at 'Ti4 lacs per acre.  The: lesrned Ruferﬁncé Court, wilh

reference to the minimurm rates notified as of 1.4.2001 i.a. T15.7
lacs per acre has appreciated the same by 12% per annwm for

143 daj,rS and the price sp i d‘fi is ¥1p, 4'*" B115~ per acre whica
: |

- Alipur, op the sama reasqmmg- whildgh has been, adopted: foy

~r|1tug'e luidmhi Kalan, for Lhe wao-categories of land same

.LUH’![}PHRFHIDI‘I as determined far. wl!age Holambl Kalan has been

worked l:ﬂ.l.t Fay - lhe IEarnEd Land’ ﬂ.rqdpttmn EDIIPLtUt a5 olso by

the loarned Referance  Court] wh »

has done away wilh
EE!LEE!‘E'I 'l".LE!ItiDﬂ_ Ty N I, g =

o PR Pan.lmng to the same ‘netification datnd 22, F:AJ'.H
pursuant - wheretn 15}2 15 i:-'lgha infi 1='|mj Wwas En:q:_lre:l in willags

*'d.Br.. 17 of
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Holambi Khurd, the reasoning of the! LAC and the learned

Reforence 'f;u'ur.t and the price def&:rlﬁine_d_ s the same as HEsr .

hean detarmined for village t—;nlaml?t ICalan saﬁe an'ci_ except that

in this village even the LAC has treated all jands in the same
uniform category. '
-1 Pertaining to the sameimutiﬁuatmn dated ?2.0. 2001
DUHL]Hi"It whereto .agricultural lands in| village J-'f.ajar:ul [C&ien

©were rJrquued the reasconing arn:i the fair markﬁt aide
de“ermme{i I:ny the learmed LAC Fmtj the ILarned Fte’rerenru Court

is 1:|'|e same s adupted far village Holambi Kalan, Holambi Khrd -

r—md Alipur ';awe and except in this village the acquired land WS

I
. of unrfml m rategm V.

EI-J. Fertm:mng to  the I'lljt'lfif.aﬁiﬂi:'l dated ?1??003_

|:|ur5ua1t wherato 222.05 ‘bigha land was -jc_ql_med in wvillage
" Sanoih Fur laying a 80 meler dpumach rg}ad to Nareia township,
the leamead Land Acqgulsition - Collector has _agaaﬁﬂﬁ;d
~ ompensation uniformly in sun of T15.7 lacs pﬂr'atr'é which is

~ the same as per the policy for minimum price w.e Jo 142001 "

'un_{i the learmed Refercnce Court has acil::up:rt_ed the same price
and given appreciati-t:n for 250 days at the rate u-f 12% per
ANTIL m reach the figure of 715, LJE ID--fl if pEr acre.

K. Ferl'alnmg to the naotific aLmn :ja ed 16.5.2002 pursuant
uxfTIEi’:—.du agrjcultural lands  in u;!lage _bhahpur_ [jgirr'.i wers

acquired, the learnad Land, ;ﬂmquiﬁié:irjn Cpllector has determined
campaensation. in 5UMT of IS TAcs ger acre ‘which is the

minimum price notified by the Gavemment as of 1.4.2001. The:

" arhed Reference Court has simply held thal the Hand 0w IErs

would Lﬂ cnntled tn enhance EDFHpEHEE]tIDL"I. af the raLr_ of 11.5%

per annum compoundad. ¢ | ma;.,r highllght that the leamed
Reference Court-has not woried out the compensation and Ros
. lefi it to the Executing Court to da s'p,'?]uw_eyer | find that the
En‘u.nr_-r_d LLJIT'IF_I'L.H alion - which wouig Wﬁr‘k oul would be
- LAATR e 262008 .f»ulcnunﬂctcdmatmr.s 1 % _Pug,t !,LEC-fT-f:

b — — — —
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LS

& 1.4, 2007 Gha the Haso price at ?_.
~.days in reach the date 15.5,2001, .-:lf_:l} reciation would be at tho

717,75, 'iﬂ':" 44 per acra fur the raas w1 kraating the pase dote 23

Nacs, Tai L year o nd 4%

-ate of 11.5% per annum compdunded as:per the loaned

Additionat Sessions Judge,

. Pertaining  to e ijutifiual:inn dated 23.5.2002
;jurﬁuanf whereto aoricuitural: lands in *uriila'ge'.':hih'ahpﬁr lf"._ar.".i
were acquited the learned LAC and [he learned Referencs Cowt
hasye determined samsz compensation .j*" ner ihe reasonlirg
pertalning  to the samte vllage for the n{ﬂ:if‘.r_a‘:innl date!
16.5.2002 and |find thal since:thepe is a gap ot I ﬁiay-". o
two notifications, the I:.:LHT‘IL'.‘I'EJ'ISU:IUT;H}!HNE as par the decision

o the Reference Court comes to ?1?,._7"-&?81.?5! DRI ACIR.
B P Pmt‘éinfng potn e sarre—rotiticottet-duted- 2552002

!"'UI"E'.JdHi' whereto 445,81 l:ugha l2ha N Vi|iat'-l:‘.'!'lD|E|.|’r|'..‘.i Falan

in suim of. ﬂ'—: ? |d’"'-" per o I'e -.f-_rl'l.n:.h % L"'IF' ':.lel'E ] [Jt-'a PR

price w. i‘ 1 4.200%. The learned Reference Couit has sdopied

he saime :E'uumng as was adopted while I:iFtumln ng the feir

m:rlqm. vf.luu Df lands I willage Ilhlamhl la.an winicn wers

" acquirac pLrsua ant to Lhe notification dated 7.8 ?LUD e adopted
the price 0% termmu:l as nf 15,11: 1:05 in the dedsion in Gafral®.
. case (supral -and appreciating the'same by 12% yEJrrI'i_JDlrlll'_Jf-'ln

| pr-r annum the price L,i;:lElI"l'I.I"tFIi bs ¥4 14.43 J.-f- par acre.

M. Peita ning Lo tm? SaMe natlfu:a’rmn dated 23.5.2002

aursuant whereto §14.19 hlgl}d agr cuILuraI_lan{l in village Alpur
MEere a_r:qﬁired the learned! Lang  Acquisiton Coleckar: has

awarded compensation at Lhe réta;m’ ¥15.7 lacs per acle baied

av the yminimum prire'us of 142001, which grice has been

_-adnptm as the basc b TI'||.= iLL:.rP’I:i Referance Court and after

granting ..,-.pp:FrlaLl-.:ﬂ at the rate ur 12% per apnu.n Wi g

[..jL.J.LPP:.ﬂE'.E'S'E 008 & coreected mathen ! Fupe 1% 0l 7




1.4 2001 Lil 23.5.2002, the pr‘icEidﬁt'té_rllnEnEd is TLF,.B5, 240/ per

CACrE,

B Partaining -l the notification dated - 27.1.2003

pursuant whoreto 3092.04 bigha lanfd n village Sanothi - @i

— LRI Pigioterndin uﬂﬁgﬂ Ha[apur l{alaﬂ'wera'ﬁf'quir':—_d the

leamed Land s"J.LqumUr_rn Collector, resting his reasoning on ths

. minimum price notified as of 1.1.2001 fixed the same value as
the compensation payable for Categody “A lands in bath villages

je. ¥15.7 lacs per acre and for Calegopy 'B fands in sum of T1.]
lnCs per acre and for Category 'C" lands in sum of rJ..d 3 lavs peft
acre. Tho learned HE"fPI’t‘IlEE EuunL has aduptcﬁd ciffierent
reasoning in some impugned decisicn and different in a few, 10

sorie dacisions the leamed Reference Court has adopicd the

fminimum -price in sum of TRO.T lacs pdr acre-as {Jfil%#.—?—E#F-]-’:L—--ar-mi

a;:-ru'-;—u'.i'a.'tin;a_tl'm same by 12% per aanum for a nerlod of 668
days, has fixzd fail marksat valua, al: ?1'9 13,765/ per aore wlich

. has bazn unilormly wr?rdcd anu lr: siime referances perlaining

to the willzge Rajapur Kalan, lh_e learped Reference Court has
determined the fair market value with reference to @ sale desd
Ex.R-2' whicl is dated 20.5.2002 and whereunder 1 bigha and
13. tn:.'.'-r._u of agrlrultura'l banid uUITt}:IFIFElzl in Xhasra No.200 o e
r&u-:-,r.u-a ‘estate of willage Rajapur I{dlcm was purchased Tor
30,8000 | 5
7 Since the learned. Land PLI'”I._.!I‘:I'tIDrI ED“LCU:II a5 aiso the

: mﬁm{i Reference Enurr I‘aue relie upan Lhe - notifications

s from time to lee oy the Gwamment of MCT Delhi, fixing
mintmum piice for ;:lg.ltuktural lands fn Delhi, let.me therafore

nake e uatv.—f, ‘mu 'thﬂ mlmmum rate ﬂut|F Bl f.mn. Hime b fiere:

-pertaining to agricultural lands In Deihn since the same wouls T

relevant for ihe prasent d-:_u::‘.f.mn Theldame "muid ms' a uncles:-

La.Anp Mo 2662008 & connscted mstiors N ' Pape 2 ol T4




©27.4.1990 in sum of %4.65 lakhs/acre it was increased after -
nearly 7 years t&r T10 takhsfaore and tl

(SlHa 1 Datapf |

E“'FLF—‘;-H*E—FE%E_ — Priee |

—_ %
' Motitication | of the price - {in | increase
| | | : iakﬁﬁf&c:‘e} Dl
i . _ | anpurm
17 [351990 | 27.4.1590 | | 4.65 ~=
2. 2571997 |141997- | 1100 115
3.7 [24.91088 [1a.1v8a | 112 1.2
R SR I3 W 23771 IS R P Y:
- lfx GE2001 |1.41988 | 12.16 11
- 1,4.2000 13,87 i
5{_3-_ 9.0.2007 . [1.4. ?le ' 15.7 1115
7. 30.8.2005 [30.8 zuﬂs 7 |i7584 . 2.98
8. 12413008 | 18.12, Eﬂ[l?l 53 8951

ﬂ,'
a;apai'ent _t!!.:lt after  mindmum: pric

From 'thc_ tabulation he!rem

| . i
'*':mre noteg it would be

WY S 1-:1:.[ imed Wt

we'anmnal iNCreass Coimss

to 11, 584 ner annum (simple); ‘Ihe next year i.e. w.ef. 1.4, 1496

) gl'E!E

- the price was enhanced by 11 2% to
it e.f. C21

lakhs/acre and. thereafter

enhanced < to: £12.32

|3 hqfa:'r:_

.'E-upmseﬂed inasmuch:as when 'I:he n

issued- the price wa'-' reltrmqp

C1.4.17959 1o T]i 16 Iakhs,"afre- iE th

per _annuim  with reference tl:u LI'tF

14,1098 " end__vide same nutm

|Efrﬂ5pr5c!_|w:hr enhanced w.a.i 'l fl z

raach thE‘ figure of 711.2
11.2000 the
which
Jtification dated ©.8.2001

enhancead w.ef

|'.II:'II:E Was

noeification  was

ctively
price incré'as'ed Loy 1%
prlm_e [Iaterrﬁlned A% of
catlon” _i.]Jﬂ ~jirice
100 1o, T12.82 Iakl‘l_-.,rﬂc re

'|fJ'-::1r

i.e.

increased hy 119% per FII'lF!__L.I!"‘I vis-a-vis the prmrmu
. #1216 lakhs/acre and veef. 142001

1.a.

the price rose by, 11.5%

DEr ahanum vis-d-vis the pi'ewiuué p]'il:}g af F13.87 lakhsfacre to

LA App o 2662008 & connectad mellss -
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enh:mu:d wioa . 4082005 to ?1? "EtT Ialahﬁ,facre which glveb s
g fncrease of only 2.98% per anfurm .-JJnd then the pllcc rose o
53 lakhsfacre: as of .18,12.2007 ie) increased- 89.51% por

annum with reference to the bage-figyre of T17.584 lakhs/acre
and the date 30.8.2005, O '

. 9, Bemn:' noting the mrmiepc-e. fliei:l RE]alaly Ll,f'ihh and
' awners ard Union of India herure the Ia |

rned: REfLIFﬂLL CUOurt, it

: wnull:l be beneficial for the. reader of ¢ !:r—v prﬂSEf‘lt dECIE[GI'l as I

teal, that arguments advanced on either side may be rmi_ed |

v Lfd highlight that from the ,;ldE :}r the land mr.rnrars cach

argument was in the alternative and

it was urger’-tha‘t they

- would be’ entided to price determiation as per the ficst

-argument, failing which as per the JECDnL'.‘r. argurnent, failing

which as per (he third - arguml.:n't and an. From the side of

: Ur]u_m of India It was urged thal hi llamj price fised by the

u?'imen Hmerﬂnce Cowrt ,_rﬁfmlrling to the notificetion dated
}'.p.EDDD_ for “village Pooth Khurd;
22.8.2001 .for village Holambi. catan: |
7.8,2000 for villagrz Hawjna the n{mhl;.imn r:]atm:l 11.9, EDDI] for
villoge Khera Khurtd; thl: nuhﬂcatmn cated J.b;iUU_J_ for villaoe
Narela: and tha nn:u‘t]ﬂraurm ﬁamdlf? E 2001 Tor xaillagﬁ Al Pus
and the notification dated 27120032 {or village Rajapur I'rEﬁIar!

the motification dalted

~and Sapoth treats as if all lands were of pnifarm character and it

WS urged that correctjver actinn _ia_remll[t'ad by doing 2 things.
Firstly, wfth réf'eréﬂ-:"e ko the migimum price ﬂﬂtif[Ed by the

- Governmignt from time to: time, 171:5%- increase per -annum-and
Y PR AT It redsE Tas € E_EEEW “with' reference to the -

dates of the notifications under San’::tiim 4 of the Lar i s‘-%-::qu:smnn ;

ACE IBIA; req uiring the saine to bIEEI- reddoed to 10% per annum

~Secondly, the ledrned fléference, Court was not
jLstifi ed - treating all lands as D['ﬂ.ﬂl? same: character and thus

. LAApp.Mo 2662008 & cﬂnn..ctl:d maters - . i Poge 12 0% 74

the notificatlon dated



D s L

requiring furkher r:::rrrectlﬂn I::f-,-r amtably EFE‘F}I'ESSII:IIQ the price for

g such lands which were put i Eatpany ‘B am:i LA e':mr'y o i e 1

the L:md_ Acquisition Cﬂllﬂy:tn:lr_ and in r_;_&..pect of which
categorization

it was.urg‘eti' that aeither land owner had

. challenged the same by leading ev|dence to the contrary ie. to

g 5.7

the learned Reference Couri was ot justified in'ignering the o -

~agricultural

showw that such lands which wene put in EHEEQD-W ‘B EII'.:I}'
Catégmr; ‘E* o accmuﬁh I:Jf-'p[t'ﬂ and deprersﬂan"
ct::pths. a5 pcr‘ the awards paﬁﬂed by the Land AcCquisit.on
Collector-was incorreck. |

of varous

Learned counsel for the land oviners firstly urged that
sale deeds dated 75.3.2000, Ex.PW-1/3, in Land Acquisiticn
Reference which is subject ;ﬁattéL of LAAPE.NO.7BO/Z20T0
also thesale doed tated 25.4.2001, BPW-1/2, in the same
LA Appeal. Vide sdle deed BX.PW-L/3, 23 bicha and 14 biswe

land in

an

village . Mamurpur wes sold @ T25.75

lakbsfacre and as - per the sale deéeed BEx.PW-1/2, 2 bigha ana 1B
hiswa of land was sold in the revenue estate of village Kherz

<hurd for @ sum of £32.4 lakhs an

1 addlﬂg'ﬂn the starmp duby

paid and rnrpuratlr:n tax it 'n":"l'“ urged that per acre land price as

of 25.3.2000 Lnder Ex.MwW- 1’3 woL
pertaining to-the sale deed E:J:.F-*.".f-

¥63.:4708 lakhsfacre. t was th Lﬁ LIy

would be good evidence to deterr

agricultural tands in the aforesaid

' 1182000, 2.5

i[ﬂ.’ll |
25 'i .E{]I[JE and 27, l EDDE i.e. ’1.he B

jd be ¥28.80 iekhsiacre ang

22.8.2001.

142 the land price wnul;i'-k;e
d that the said 2 sale deeds
Ine- the fair markat value of
10 wllagfaa‘ ag .ol 7.8.2000,
T, 12,2001, 16.5.2002,
c]z_:'tn:s on which netlfications

were issued under Section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act 1894 by

_Euifabﬁ.‘ inE;rEﬂéIﬂg or decreas 'tng-thi'h price. As an extended limh

ol Lhis ﬁI"QLJI'If'IE'I"It pertaining’ tu u[HrgE Narela,, it Was- urged that

_the price needs to be alumbiy enhanr"d and for which learned

LA AppNo 266/2008 & connected malters

counsel submitted that the aame should be &t least 10% more:
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and for “whichi the argument 'wfae; that wheln' in the..past,.
© pertaining ta a niﬂ'lfi{:ai.i_un issuedjnn'::jiﬂ.l[}_'iié_!ﬁ:}__undér Sectio
47oF the Land Acqulsition Acl 1894, the Reference Court had
given said benefit Lo éQrIfullyrﬁli lands in -'l..fi“i:it_}tl_ Mamurpur—
Narela’lﬁjﬂ.giumg_a-prh:e benefit of EEq’ |;'rer.'5q'.'3rd'.' “fhis was
- uphetd by the Supreme Court in s degision dated 68,1987 in
C.A N 4405/1897 Lo/ v, Ef.rerrafniai:jfg,ﬁ;.ﬂfﬁ_‘ The saiﬁ.c&eﬁiaiﬂ-n
would reveal that- the price ;.:ur_r bigha in swrr of T0,450/-
determinad by the Land;ﬁcmﬂsit]ﬂin Collector wirs enhanced Lo
<16, 7540/- par bigha by the Reference C:}urL whlch was anbanced
by $22,000/- per-bigha by this Equrf aful the decision of -his
: -Cr:rui‘l‘ Was f'{:’m_?r':in_ﬁﬁ"by**’rle E.u;:lr-:am-:a'ED urt anc fhe DIHE_ renderad

by thiz Meference '.;l:}urt Was restored,.

-1k, - Leamneo counssl'T mr the Iam:j Qwners SE:CI:Iﬂdh.' urged, 1In

the alternative to' the Frs L. that the learncd Reference Court,
hiaving u:;_c:epth{:i that dus. o F’iav.‘r:ém'a Iiduatriél Estate, Marela
F{L‘Eiid':_;ﬂtiFH Scheme - and mehin ' Mesidential Scheme hawving
rasulted in ar'u:az'anjﬁrjd the m.f;i,UIT‘E‘d -lands being urbanized and.
-d_E‘u'ElElDE‘-.C’! Into residential and il"u:iLi:S'tr"lﬂl estates, had resuled in
the :‘mbj@rjt_. lands having acquir_eﬂ A building |:n:itv:r|t'|ality,
reguirad fair matket value o be ﬂétaﬂﬁﬁpmﬂ with raspect o fne
price at u'.ll'hlth' D‘:'IHC and DOA j.2. 'the imglementing agencioy,
i1t ch acied 2% thE Modal ugencles for dE\;Plﬂmeht of Rohin
Residgential S ht.'n and Hawana 1n]4:lu siri Ei Area, E.n:lld developed
‘land in the Rohin Residential SL:]',LEFHE and EdW‘l_na-Indu:a_L_r-._.l
Estate and. for which learnied cuunmi took me through the
_evidence led and a5 noted by the legrned Reference Courl,
'|.5L:I1 | ;.h'i_:ull.:i fals nﬁting ['1EFEH"I|F]F'F’ hila dLaIm, willn Lhe
'_-.'ui;:missicun_'.urc_zed. ' |
12. Alternative g the: m:mm:ﬂ subn'_ﬁ.slﬂn, being the g
pubimission, it was urged that as hgld,hy a Division Bench of this
Court n the judgment reported as 2001 (93) DLT 160 Sedf Haor
LAAdp Mo 66008 T . PagnZd ol T




s Lreicn of J’?ﬂ?a it WS F'-"“iﬁ’llqulhh_ o dmtermme TBir markei.

walue of PFF’UI"EJ lands "Jlth D1€’J'{—"I'|'E to the fair markei walue

determrned b Courts at an earlier point of time by giving
suitzhle intrease in the market v.:alm-: U]I" the land by percentages
ranaging Hetween 69 |:lE| arnum tc: 1.&14. oer ainnwm for dilieent
periods,  Sha.5 Dahiya, les arned | L COUN F'| far some of the land

nwners handed over a chart, ﬁ.ﬂ.'n::_r‘ked ipon by learned counsaeal,

- with refarence to the dedision in Badi Rarm’s case [(supral as per

et e S

which price increase per annurn il 30.3.1265 had to be @ 6%

per annGim wich rf-_'_fért:'-n-!:c to the base|price 116,750/ par L}il;]t'.ﬁ _

as of 30.10.1563 L.a. tha pricz affirmed by the Supreme Court in
Dharsnibic's case [Eljp_rﬂ:' Aand Lhereaflier @ 10% per annum L

33 3.19%3 ano thereafter @ 12% per annum- till- the various
dates when e B notfficatlons ‘undar Section 4 of the Land

©ACquisition Act 1844 were i:sued'fmrﬁtime.tu- virne, sl with

e bk Lo chncered. LH..H.LF- LS

opeals. 50 worked ail,
learned counsel highlighted that as of Q"f 1.2003 the fair market
valua would come to 55,88, TJQI per acre and | rmay highlignt
that learnad LuunE-ILE haid worked ‘out n‘s afc:-rea;:ﬂci for the reasorn
ha was appearng in such appeals whejfe the price fixation hias w0
he &5 of the notification dated E-?.l.EDij‘r'ﬂ. Dthur_ma"ner.l COLIVISE

“urp=d that on the same principle Ywarl-:f:t value shoukd -be

assessed’ for the proceding  notifisations dated 7.8.2000,
11.9.2000; 252001, 2242001, .7.12.2001, 1652002 nd
2352002, -

13, The fourth argument arivam'::_:d was, and Tor which
reference was made by learnad_counsel for the parties in o
evidence lad in LAC Mu.9E/2 E]UE- whizh 's subject meotber of 2

Cross aq:peals Lo, LAAFP.NA. RGFIEUEE fled by the jand owners

_and Lﬁ.f:‘n““ Hﬂ JE!EIEGDE Tiled Loy LJI'I.I-L-[Jn_D_EI]'H'JJd that fair market;

value should hawiz been assessed un {neld_ basis by annualizing
the vield for @ period of 20 years and the evidence was the

EACApp Mo 26672008 & connected matters | . Page 250274
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testirmony of Ban Kishan te 1_t|L effect LtaL by selll gle agricullural |

pmuuc:: from his lands he used to earn T3 laldi. per. & bigha pes

the 13 of 7.8.2000 i.e. the date uf
the n::mhm,:lmn issuscd under Section 4 -I;“'f the Land Acquis |tmn

AROum .2 a2l market vizluo as

ACt 1858 was ssued puuuant w-.'hezetq the land of Rarn Kisnan
and others were acouired. It was_t'hu!: urged that the fair
u'm'r'lﬂ_';'-t"val_ue as of said cele should be T20 lakhs per bigha. |

may highlight that the fourth argument was, only projecied oy

' Sh.S.Chaturvedi, learned counse, who ‘apocared for Ram IGshan

and I:ItE'IL;I_'Ei i.e. the appéllants _'I_I:Il__L.f-1~_.:'._¢":.iPP.leJ.EEE.IEU_Dﬂ and The
respondents in LAAPP, No. 28272008, i
4.

The fifthi argument advancec was by Sh.T.P.S Kang,

Advocate wio appeared in @ few mafters and urged that jfor

aach of tho notific at'un in cuestion the fair mharket value ought
e have heer: c:etprmnmc' Wil refﬂ'r—*nm to. the notifization
_1_&115;11 was closest in noint_ol time. uuh'—"'re unrder. minimurn land
value was fixed by the Govornment: and the notification dated
24.1.2008 whiere under 223 iakhs ::rer| acre wasg the minmun
~rics fived as of 18.12.2004; the mean avarage principla to he
E-.a'npteu Wwas the precise argument. !
15.

first 5, pertained o e '|'I|"1||IfE|'tlE-|‘| -::iuth 2 F. 1 2003, dealing

Thi last argument, which WL-:'?. in the alternative to o

Cwgith which, 1 osome Refarences ine 1ewrnc:d Hﬁferer ce Cour

yngder 1 bigha and 13 biswi af lapd camprised i 1Kk

ldgted 20.5.2002, whors
ub[? e 20

ajapur Kalan was sold 120

had, with referonce to & sale dLEEJ
(1-13} in the revenue ectsie of wllngL H
TH 30,590/-, detormined tha falr 'marlr.ﬂt value as per e said
saje deed in the follawing words:, {ﬁefer parg 17 pf the dedision
fated 7.1 2010 it LA fifgd, 12 fﬁfEﬂﬂf'
Hhe safe orice €3,69, 800/~ per bigha (<549 GO0 4 ?‘ﬂ,lﬁ.’.-'_
& (M2, 850 for I Digha anad 12 his :ﬂa} Bl COIThES EOLIT 4, 1085
Ftier S gl 1.2

|
LA App-Jo.206/2008 & connected latters ' |

“fF wo 3ad starmp aiy &

par acre oF T3.68.9064 por “bigi.




fAcrease on Said -armﬂurrr'_fi:ir- inlervening period between e
- date when the safe Jeed | was _Eﬁﬂfﬂféf]" drnd the ouate aof cB{D ;
e notiffcation wS-4 (20.05.2007 0 27 (A1.2003) f.E'; & ronths it /

é comes. to 18,16, ﬂﬁ’?;’— (round off T18) 16, 0404)." The argurrent

was l.rmi' It we look at the gward: rP[al able to the said a;quié.iLimn

e, Award Nod0/DC W]“EDu-fl 05, |t would reveal .tl':ar_' the

award pertained to 2188 bigha and 3| biswa land.of which 19272

- _bigha and 18 biswa Ean_r_{f-v_mq__pu"’:g.in.{."r_ tegory "A°, 115 bigha andg 2
: _ Liswa in Eatng_ﬁnr}r ‘B’ anc the |‘E'm'_::indt=:r 220 bigha and 2 biswa
_in-Cetegory ‘C'. The subjact sale dded clearly referred tu the

- land being cermprisad in Khiasra NT:"ZT,J[U and thal page Mo.55-57

o award- would 'ewtﬂEﬁte tHRat landg: comprised in Khasra

'NG.E_’DL'J E]d-ﬂ'IEIEISLII!'iI!'Ig_ T bigha and |13 biswa was placed in

 Category, 'C’.  Whereas ihe Land Acquisition Collector had
determined fair market valua a5 of the date of the notitication
e, 27.1.2003 in sum of T15.7 lakhs poar acre basad uﬁﬂr- the

i . notification ri-aL:—:d 9.8.2001 m.-hﬁre upder said price I‘n‘—Jt:I e

fixed as the minimum price as of 1.42001, and thereafter had
'_dcprﬁseu the same .!:J}r <1.7 - Iakh.: o acre. fm' Category '3
lands, falr miarket ualu& determined whereof was 14 fakhs per
acre and further depress tha same wy another 71.7. lakhs per
. acre for LCategory lod lands, Tair .I'I"IEIF[{EI: value determined
| whereaf was T12.3 lakhs por acre. " 1§ would be apparent what
th.é'argument was.  The argument precisely was that iT the
mar’ﬁ:éL '{mlue had to be L’iFtP'm'inecflwlth h:spcfif to the sale
f=l=ls rn fjuestian, the samea had to be .mr Category *C' lands and

| i Category B and Category A’ Iandq the price had o oe

incrensed by 71,7 ia[qh:: per acre for eajr:h cateany
15, | have E||I'F"Fl-d}" notoed hereinaiiove the argurments which

Sers awanwd by Sh. LrF,lH]EU Gf_tr:iar Ieamed SEI'IIDI counsel who

appeared for the Union of Indn.anu fh:—: same c'nE reflected in
para @ above and henca | naed T_‘I_Dt rep@at the seme. .
L. App.No 266/2008 £ connacted imattery : ; Pnge 277 of 74



17. I warlous  sui-paims of; paral & huretna'bwe, | have

Capsuled the reasoning of 1 he Iearnf':-:{i lland Acguisition Collecior

" and the learmed Reference Court pe rEsininG o the 8. noBficaiions

coutsel. The same would be:-

issued under Section 4 of il Laind | Acquisition ALE 1894 sno

'relatahl_-:: to the 10 villages ard thus | cl'c:ummm'u_'u iy journsay Lo

preal with the arguments advanced I:-{:[?;EF}H_'EQ in view the facts
noted as also the"reasun]ng al '-1'he I:earr'led Land Acquisivion
{'ﬂllectur and e learned Reference. I:uurt a5 per warious sub-
paras of para 6 above, _
FH: But hefore dealing with the| arguments | need to

Nignlight various anomalias which stfike the reader atb the

B '-FP1'|'E|fl'lil'lq to the ?L"tificatiuw dated 7.8.2000 whersin

©lands yeerd scquired. in vil Hage Pooth |Khurd, for Cotegory ‘B
_Iand_,, hieving depressions and pits, deduction effected vis-a-vis

- the =rice. for Category A" lands is ﬂ 26 lacs per dere znd

pertaining o Lhe notiticatlon cigteq 11. :!' 2000 where price nas
=3 L‘J-:_terml.nud for agricultural lands, i village Xhers Kherd,
zaiek price differential has beern worked put at ©1.2 lacs per acre
and while determining fair market: valug for agricuitural lands in
villagz Marela which were acouired purkuant to the notification
-:iéted Z.5.2001 the deduction effected is TL.7 laecs per acre,

“which is e same figure zdapted when fair market valua of

-anricultural fand in village Halambl E{alein wias determinac as of

' the netification doted

the date 2282000 Vertaining to
27.1,2003 and relatable to vi |Iaf;E.' Sanat Lite, pm_e differantial
ot said count has again been takeh stTL.7 lacs per acie W inter

ditferentizie the price bEl;x"r::_aﬂﬂ- Categuiy AN, Catedory B and

Lategory O lands.  In.other words, .hl:: riGe dlf"{—_nf:nu.ﬂ ok

varied betwesn T1.2 IaL:-a per acre, 1. 55 Iaca 1:|r:r arre and €1,/

Ea:q r':u—‘r‘ arre:

LF..A‘EF.NE-E(?_ﬁ.-”EﬂﬂE e eomneciad s Page: 2% ol 74




B. The learned 1and'.é'quu'rmiitm'I:"nlh-':-mr hé dmp're-:f the

. minirnum_price notifiec closest’ !r‘1 pmn] of time to the date when
+mechion 4 netification was issued without 1ppu=-rEaL.ng Lhe Tand

price with +Eiﬁr::n{:t-: Lo the date uf the Lection 4 rtﬂt[f'mtlnn e,

no henefit of price rise for the lnfﬁrum Ing period Lh:]‘.: been
Givean.

~-—Hmedearned Reference Court phas adopiad the minhinur

price notified ar:!d"ha!if ghven fappraciation ranging betweern

11.5% per annum and 2% per-annum and in some cases has
compounded the same and in s0rme given said benefit st the
siimpla rate, i' _
'D. 1—'E|‘ia|mnq to village vlclambi| Kalan . ﬁrhere acquisitions
wwere made pursuant o the notifications dated 7.8.2000 and
23.5.2002 the learned Pefeience Court has adopled the [arice
Ldetermined !'.:I‘_;.-" this CE:_I'LEIl in iﬁ’}_f@_{a case [supra) as of
15.11.1595 2na has ahven -Jpn}TEn:ru-’[mr. ar the rate of 12%:
‘ 'EII'ﬁpIE‘ jpar ._Z!l'l"‘lLHT'I for the former notification and at Ln rate of
" 12% compounded per annum for the | e,
= j'n dated 27.1.2003 the

|zarned Reference Court, In soMme rqt&r-ﬂnucﬁ has determined

.. Whereas for the noilficati

me fair markel ualue wiith rnrm{*m} to the minimuar wln'f-
notified. a5 of 1.4.2001 and has gwﬁﬂ appreciaticn, i s0me
CASES has delermined the fair marl-::e{ value based on 1._I|L sala
deed datad _aﬂ,E.EGDE.
E: _Wherever ‘ihe laained 'Ianl:i‘f-x-::qulmrmn Colleclor Fas
classified lanis in Categury '4', '8 and ‘G’ reasons thereal have
‘ vEEn givelT T the award but the; Ieam|eri reference Court, while
T oW ERGEIng LUmatoeTTny ujmaemduun, hias diven i Fedsons as o Wiy
_ 1t was treating_all lands to 2e of h-EII"'I_!:‘._..J.J_ﬂ_T'El_CtﬂJ'_ﬂﬂlf.i quaticy. -
15, Since | am dealing with auqumtiéna i '10'1."“51’-_3!“5 and B

notifications issued unoer ‘:.LLLIGL‘. 4 DF the Lar!.d Ffl uisition Act
1854, 1 think it advisahle put in & ELaI:JuIar form the relevant

T.A. App Ko 26672008 & connsclsd matters 3 Pags 2% uf 74




-lH

facts, hich wionld be’ iy daa mr, Iurtne_!-'

f-daks T " mnalysis, I*ut ir a
iubuiur furm the data would e as undaef-
[ Village | Date of |'LAC compensation | AD] compensailon
; : Sectlan - 4 | {in [akhs/acre) with | {in lakhsfacre) with
| Motification | reasons | reasons :
| Pooth 7.5.2000 [Cat."A' 713.82 Cat. Uniform. - |
hrd : V. Eé:t.-*!j'?']]lit:i.i T14:4728. t
Mirirruri | pricel - as-Minimum price as
or 42000 of - L.4.2000  wilh
| 12% increase p.a.
Holambi | 7.8.2000 |$1382 | T14.12905,
<alan : Wi Al am lprice as | Price as in Cagal's
of L.4.2000 case | o of
P15, 111906 Yiich |
| 12% increase p.a. |
. _ ! -
‘Holbmbi | 2282001 | Cat. 'A'T15.7 | | Cat Unifor.
kKalan ' Cat. "B’ %‘-1%4 T16.43511,
- \ | Binimum priceé, as | Minimum price as
'ofL.A.2001 wiikhy

| 12% increase j1.a.

of 1.4.2001

-:|1amb1

2325.21}[}2

{15.7

b3

2214238, =k

I*'ai:m Minimum .price| as Price.as in &airals
| of 1.4.2001 . case A5 iaf |
: 15.11.1296 with
12% ingrease p.a.
[cormpounded)
Bawana | 7.8.2000 Cat. 'A' ¥13.82. Nu  enhancement
i T Wy s i“,E 62 given.
Minimum.ipricel as '
Uf‘ll 4, EE"EH:' '
Khera 17.9.2000- E‘at ey 1‘1“ HE‘ Cat. Uniform.
FKhurd Cat. "B’ T3}4.62. T14.40157.
. Minimurm [price| as | Minimum price a3
. fof 1.4 ?D[H:I_.. af 1,4.2000 with
‘ . : 12% m-:rf-a e DA,
‘ Marela 252001 Cat. ';"—.’ {J." 'i" i Catl. Uniform.
=| | Cat, B ﬂli - 215,857,
'''' - o Minbmomm fprice| @s | Minimum grice as
i | ]af‘_l_eL.z—:unl of 1.4.2001 with .

].3‘1.*‘;{:9.'?{&:?55#1';1{.‘5 & ennnected motrers
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£2.8. Eﬂ{]J_

LS S LT

Cat, ‘A" T1h
Cat B ¥4
Minimium i
of 1.4:2001

rice as

—_r ?.-:"'\._l..w =] =
: ]

<16.43811.

Minimum price o
ot L4201 wiih
12%: increase p.a,

Ali Pur

4
3

Zhurd

Rajapur
Katan

Kalan

| Holambi

P Rajapur -

'h.J E
f-.J'J

?D'D?

22Hz001

"27.1.200%

T
Minhmum “price
af '.1..4:?[1!}1[1

as |

T17.8524

Mifiriam Drice
of 1.4 2001
13% increass p.a.

o
wichig,

22.8.2001"

15,7 |
| Minimum  price
tof 1.4.2001

si5 71
i‘_a']inﬁm,t;m' 1rllr.e
oI 1.4.2001

s

(= 1=

THa ;435]'.1_"

Minieram piice. =
of L2001 wilh

12% increase .2,

T16.43311 i
MEnimum price &
of 1.4.2001 will
12%, incroass (3.9,

Cat, A T15
Cat, "B'¥id4
Cal, 'O LA
Minimurm price
of 1.4:2001

=

oS

12, X18.16804

1. T19 12765 toy
Niniform catedonry.
Minimum price s
of  1.4.2001  wiih
12% ircrease po
in SOyme Cases.

for

category
o 5l
dead data

Lniform
‘hased

25.5,2002 willy
12% ncreasc 2.8

Sannih

Sanoth

7.12.2001

| 27.1.2003

T15.7]
rﬂlnimum
of 1.4 ::[JD'J

rice as

T16.90042,

Minimum piice 25
of . 1.4.200]
12% Increase DG,

witi |

-\ Cat A TA8[7
Cat.'B T1d]
i Cak, 'O T1A3

af 142001

|

plinlmum  price as

[¥15.13765  for
Mininidm price &5
of 1L.A2001  wikn
12% increase pua.

LA Appilo.265/2008 & womected matbars
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Shahpur | 16.5 ”ﬂDl Cal A EL5T T17.753649,

Zarhi o M irmum| price ‘as Min]mum orice as
; % or1.4.2001 ! L.4.2001  with
: mmpuund interssl

@ 11, 0L, P.a
{ Shahpur 1{23,5.2002 [Cat A" T15:7 | T17.79781. _
Garhi | ; ‘Mimimun | price as | Minimum price as
' i of 1.4,2001 of I1.4.2001 with
“ [ compound’ inferast

oo @ 11.5% paa.

20, | now- propose tl:r-tleal wiﬂh the|d suhrlals'sin.nf urgead by
IcJarr:r:d '...U‘UH.JL' fur the tand UII'..'['IF_‘I.*:.- and ‘the 2 subinissions
-urgﬁd I;,f tha Unlon as nmﬁd 1n paras 10 to 15 hﬁ_rt‘lhl:lb{h-‘i"
(pertaining ta the land awnerﬁ |‘i|:1 para & above {pertaining to
“Upion of India). _ w |

Z1. - The first argument is prédlcated on the 2 sale deeds,

'_, E;ﬂ_pwq_}ﬂ which is dateﬂ'?ﬁ..‘-}.zﬂpﬂ,'._amrJ the sale deed R M-
172 which is dated 25.4 2001, AS per|the former, fair morket
) value for the former. ::mr*ges'i“-n 'ﬁ:'.ﬁ.if'j ialhs pigr atre and the

létter @ T63.478 lakhs per acre. |, The |earned Reference Court

has véjected Lhe 2 .sale deads as reliable evidence to determine
fair market value of al_\]rit:ulll_qralglarjdf:, for all the wvillages in
-quéﬁtiun (351 Hie':‘.ﬁds'unlrnj that th'P S%IE deed Ex MM-1/3 was
ICJ'JTF.hH'%Ed" by & religious. trust L‘l'l.f the name of ‘Radna Swarni
Satsang' and Suraj Bhan PW-6 who had tendered ihe sale deed
in avidence, wiile deposing In Cuu1+ lin LAC Ne.63/2005 had
atatéd. that o his knowledge the' |zl Was purcnﬁ&.ﬁ: far
caligious purpose and wes ﬁﬂmri-u*s-.:'ﬂ for a religious purpose
The sale deed FxPW- ¢ has ”l{E".i'ﬂ':i been held not ia e
rellable evidence to dotermine Ealr I'I"lEI”'-‘T.L.t value of agrituliurzl

lands on the reasoning It was purcha:ﬂd by @ Non Government
.gam?a’rmn "[J’l.l'att,:m D|§|dﬂ|..-"ETIIE-FI" and as |'!F'!' thi Lr:'-'nl?ung.r

| _'
LA_fApn o, Ta‘:’-&-‘?“ ¥ d comected maitets ! ! ; fage A% af M4




of PWY-7 Sister Anpnig, thie :::—;-znretaﬂﬁ}r.m': the arganization stated
k r 1 i "

el he geganizatlon, Hes—ks fJ-l-}‘—|—+E&-'-Efr-|'ﬂ-l:"—fﬂl kha sald plece of

lanc as it was the okly plot of the requisite slze suitable for the
requirement of the c-rgaﬂizatlml-a!‘d is being used for destituie
women e there was a special croumstance, personal to the

22, MS he_[d in the decisions rn:lspurtr:d as 1695 kl SCCR17
Land Acguisition Officor Sluu'& Ors. Ve, (i Roitnl & Ani (Refer
para 6) and 2009 (14) SCC 360| Mok, Ratfuddin Vs, (and
.ﬂf;f?jﬁfﬁfﬂ{_}fﬁmr [Refar par'u:-13} sk transactions evidenced i1

a zale deea which are tE!THjE?r'ELi in ayldence by virtue of Bection

514 of the LAACt 1894 have nok to ne ipso Tacto treated as ain
examplar sale deed o deterrqme the market value of land in an

arca for the reason there may he sneclal t:srcum';tnanF wihich

have ted tha buyer tc pay a figher price. The true tost is e

'pr'ir.e which a well informed willing buyer would pay o dn

agually well informed s;eEIer:'-.-‘.;ithalﬂf being influeaces by any

special. circurnstances oy the fancy 1o buy a particilar piece of

- land.  An informed buyer woulsd .T: ono who has studied Tha

rearket and has apurised I1i|115:elf'aflall available lana in the areqs:
Nas L1|'1_|:J|.=.~r5t£md Lhye Ll:upull:ag}l* of 'i:gl'u.t area and lhe prevaillng
prices. 1T a i:huyt;-r has a l'aﬁcj,f for é particular piece of land, b
may pay a much higher HH;P and this wouid not be a good
index of Fuir iarket value of t.hE lands in the area. | would ba
failing if | do.not highlighi Lha't the Unian nf Fndm had relied upon
the sale deed dated JEJ.SJ.&QDA which “was drceptcd by the

leamed Reference Court |:|F-i-tuiruirg to the notification oateo

27.1. ?[Jf.]_!- whr:-e wnder F-Zjl'lE.J]tlH::ﬂ Iarld in v*llaqc Aajapur Kalan
WAS E'DH by an agriculturist 1:::: an agriculturist for @ much lesser

pricei.e, ¥1.7,74, L0%/- per alra as .j_}cHP'-‘t the pru:e which comes

S H:u X, Fu"u 1/3. The 2 5-E||F_‘ {!EE.!d" Tx PW-152 and Ex F”-'u’ 155,

TA APD Mo 2662008 A cannected matlers - ! ' : J'E.f_y: 33 ol
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t'|r‘r|:.eluea oro having intrinsic ulde 8= |:|T the tanizltul nrice
ur'ld_F'?_lEﬁ:ﬁ? tJn:':-m:w each Crf"m‘r" i

S AT Thus, ap_aﬂ__]]_;um the r‘eal_t-‘l.-:}n:ng af | thé learhec
meference Court, with which 1 ['t]'m“'u" afore-noted reasons in
Dars il_J_tLﬂ_LL_’ﬂ.ﬂHJ_{i_t.lL_uL!dlf_IUH—h reasons to hold that the 2

cale dcedd vmuld a-:h.rldabw nof t:ne| good evidence wharefrom l=ir

market value of BJJDJL'J.' lands can be detarmined and more o

'f::u the reason | ﬂnd that under varlﬁuﬂ awards nearly bebweer,

7.000 to 000 higha of land have been acquired and when the

- acquisition is of such large an arza, it would malke ail the more a

reasan  to be circumspect onsale deeds hawving  intrirsic

- svidance of-the transaction being the jresult of a fancy of the

nuver, | 'rfquIﬂ ve failing not to notelan uruepur[eu IS
cited by learned counsal 5h.L.S Ddh]}fd belng the decision dated
1122008 disposing of 2-batch of appeals,. lead matter bairg -
L.&-.App,wﬁ 932006 F;afﬁﬂ *‘wm’ﬂ.r‘ﬂme Jeceased) thre LHs s,

T UOTE O T owas highhghted thaL the sile deed therein by

vrich LaF had purcl'nﬁed H I::ug"ha arid 9 biswa ol AL LS
iznd for F:-Cpﬂl.'-:ll:m o7 its fackory which had been ignaved by ihe
bearmod ﬂLfer_nr:ﬁ E-D-Llrl oy Ehe grhund that L&ET had & Fantcy far
the soid lond and hence the prll:E‘h'E“JF Cted therein could not e
ifreatod as a good evidence of walle c!n‘ land in the area, was
rejected I:J;-,r the Court and the orice in guestion, with suitabic
~deduction on account of the p‘m:el of land being lamge, wus
:!LLLT.][.EEI 'l]'_-,. the Court anc thus gwen i the |nqtum coses the 2
sale deeds in guestian e, o PW-12 gnd Ex.PW-1i3 should be

- “reated as the basis to: aéierning mair mElr‘Ir:ﬂ'I‘." value,  The

argument ignores Lhe rassoning in the decision of the Divison
Banch in :.:ra:'as 27 to 3B w’herem the [Division Bench, did not
_aCcept the vaiue in tha 5_;-;*4'.&' deed.on itg own logic as indicative
of the market value, bul foGRd that |f the price sharcin was
reduced by 1/3W the price arrivied st would he the Same ns
Luﬁ.ﬂppﬂu.?.-ﬁ-%l-";lﬁ"lﬁ.l S corsiecled Inattes Page 34 /4

-!.-. L




|
would be price arrived at with r‘efém%m. tu- the avemqp rete of
the sale deeds produced by the Union|of India i.e. the sale deeds
aroduced by the Liovernmant were gip.rfng o price of 1,37, 008/~
'-;:E:r higha and the sale deed under which 1.&T had purchased Fhe
Iond grve the price ¥3,26,600/- [::I.Ei_' bicgha dnd the average wioyld
come o EL_E'!.EU[U- which was near aboul the price of
T2,15,160/- per b!gha. it I_fi‘-'.'” niould -t::-e deducted from the sum
.of ¥3,26,600/. It may further be' highlighted that in the said
judgment the yesar of tluc_ sale was 'l‘-JL}'J;'Ftnd the notification

under 5ection 4 of the L'_‘md hl:qum*u:ur] Aot wias datcd 24.F 10N
gad 16.11.1935 and the Cowrt determined f3ir marl;et VELLIE G5

) | R it}

. of the sald dates at the same sum grrived at s aforesaid i.e.
$2,15,160/~ in other woids, the reasoning of the Division Bert fy
. is not to be read |:|Ed_ant|cally-b.ut nma?]nﬂfUJI},?_. It is not that the
Courl treated the sale dezd in ql'_lE‘_-it'HJ.i’l as the basis for iT it was
50, tie a;:mpr’a—c':étiun for 2 '*-r&ara'had reguirad 0 OB giver.
mnuld Highlight once ggain, that | have h[:‘T'FII'!b"'“'fDrL alrepdy
ﬂnuﬂd the inherent, LDI'I[IHﬂ’I"'hJi"I in the{ vialue of the land price as
e the 7 sale deeds and this. itself is intrinsic mutualk
destrictive evidence of the 2 sale deeds reflecting fair markel
atue,
24, Thus, the first argumoent as r?nﬁ-:d in para 190 above is
rejrcted 2rd | immediataly ’;|!-jhlj'|i;|‘riat ’I;hal' the exterdoa livmb of

MEUGS 05

ihe argument that after. accepiing |t
indicative of the fair market value df the land, pertaining =o

; T DA .
ylllage Marela, in visw of e Gecision in Dhziambirs case

(supra), land price shouwld e sullablyienhanced would be deall
with I:Jy ma al the end when i determine-the @ir marlkel value 2F
and_, for the villages in quuu [NIeR

= - ) 3 ; . - : ! I-h_
A Tha second argument, contours whereol are: o he

found in para 11 of my decision nerein above, 1 nead to nole the

: : ! ' {2 i e E Tl
LA App Mo 26672000 & convectea matlers ; Page 35 o8
: | _



. Court observed and held-.as ynder:-

Il 5 B s g mammde

Schame’.

. agricultural

-Etﬁat pum'u:n'ncamerrt of e _-lAfHE[Ih. {Juur», S 1§ LFm issue as per

the decision |Ppnried as 2000-{15) SCC ?E'El L.:n' Charrd V5, oy,
26, . But hefore tnat | '“IU‘:-'. hu_;htu}t‘rl Lha‘i the Lﬂﬂci Iﬂ-ﬂ e Lal

Chandis C..-.Sa,_ {supra) |‘.tn='d'[r1it-d a L.]-:lrn {:n 5| DDA DroGhire

whereunder, on lease-hald "E‘%ﬁ residential plots were alloiied

Tor fE"IGE‘“I"tIa| NaUsinG wnhwnr* am:i".ua argument was being

-considered Tor fikation uf fair market value of agricultural imnds

i willage Rili'ﬁ'f-rh where T'Llr_?:herf;lards'}- were acguired for the

came  residential scheme =, ‘Rohiqi
|.highlight that agricultural [3nds in village Rithala are
situgted withir the V' formed by NH-1 and MH-10 i.e. G Karnal
Road and Rohiak H.Ll.ﬁd '

27, Peri'amiruu T the pice

Residenlial Housing

ChFJ-IEIF..- by DI:IE'. after soguiring

mnds,  developing the same and  transforing

parpeiual lease-hold rights, which ehsorvalions wouid equally be

relevant [0 industiial |CI.’-’I:_I._E1_':, Ty paras 11 to 27, tho Supreme

“Witriotfar te ek, .IEE-E'-:J:F";J;E ix fefevant E*Hﬂ'-am,e-”
11, The DEA brechure nE:fl_. 1) dated 9-2-1381 is an
inyitation seeking  applications frIm'r'l members of the
pubilic For allotment of plots on legse basis cnder the
Rohini Residential Housing S¢heme. The brachure stated
that the plots were in.a ld}rbul farmedito he formed n
Rithaia and the surrounding villages. The brochure gives
ihe follewing pravisional vates for|allotment of plots an
Cieasehold basls:

TS( Mo Plat size

LA, AP Mu 266/2000 & connested myaller

Category - Hate (per squan‘u metrz}
1. 28 sgm - Econormically weaxer cecuuns Fs 100
e e (EWSY . 0
- 37 80 m Low incomelgroup [I-IEJ_ Rs 125
2k L5 sqm - Low incorsgroun (LIG) ns 150
T4 B0 sgm  Middle incomegrgup (MIG) _Rs 200
L G0 s m Middle income group (MIG] Le. .-ifju

Page M of 74
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The appLEIun’rq contend, FHat FEQJ 150 per sguate imetre

which -is the average of the said srovisional rates, shyo el

be taken as indicative of the rJImg Farket price.

2. On careful consideratlon, 'ﬂ..F are of the wview thal
such -oilotment rates of Fﬁl';]t.‘:h =Is *m,t'n--;-:d oy development:
authoritios like DDA canacl-form the basis for awara of
campensalion for acyuisitipny of| undevelnoped lands for
several. reascns.  Fiosihy, qmarkel walue has o he
detarmined with FEﬂ:‘I“l-‘[I-’ w42 large tracts of Gndeveloped
agricultural lands in a ruralinrea whereas the allotment;

“rates of -:Iu.*vlnprnt:ﬂt authortics are with refercnce to

small pioks in a de-u:—*luped layout lailing within urbarn area.

Secondly, DDA and utner statitory  aufhoriies adopl

dlﬂl.:rr:nt rntes far [Jll:lt in the bﬂlrlP area with reference to
the economic capacity: of the blyer, mal cing it difficuit to
ascertain the- IF!Eh_r'a’lﬂukE}t"-r'HlLJE.. whereas- mar<el value
determination -for acguisitions isl uniform and does not
depend upon the economic status of the lsnd loser

_ Thirdly, we are concerned with- market value of freehold

land;-whersss-the: aoiment “rates” in the DDA brochure
refer ip the inital premium payabie on allotiant of plots

.on legsehold basis. We may elaborate on Lhese three

fariory:

= EE‘.E"L. Frpe hnr

A, The percﬂntige of “deducton for develoomeant” o

be made to.arfive at the marieet value of large tracts of

undeveldped  agricultural |I‘m|:Ji {with potentizl  for

: dewelup-nerﬂ_}' with r-F.PJPHCP to [the sale price of sma'l

GEVE] D,,ﬁE’i plots, varies bobween 0% o 75% of the prica

Of such developed hh:rtL‘ g pu_r._ﬂntm_.yr:‘ depending uson
Lhe nalure of d_’“vLIuleLn_L! of the fayout in which the
excmplar plots are situated, | )
14, The ° “dediction far dgveljmem“ cousists of two

rnmnnr“e-nfq The first .is' with
required Lo be. utilised tor devel pmental worlks and the
second I8 the cost of the development works. For
examplz, if a residental Iay-::-ut is formed by L]LL“ 0
similay siatulory authoriby, _[1: may utilise around 40% of
the land area . In the layoul, ! for roads, dreins, parks,

jrlas rgr{mnfl“ Fmd- clvic nmpnilreq {communiiy mn_lllun__ﬂj
i b :

15.  The -LiEvPIr‘-[’;aT‘J[—*HL 'r—mth-:r'rtg,f will  alsoc . ecur
considerable cxpenditure: for development  of
undeveloped land into a LJ::“.ruuDeFi !aj,.'nut swlich inchades
the cost oF Ieveﬂmq the Iann:.'i st of pru:uwrhru_; s,

sferonce to the arse

LFL.;‘E?P.-PTD.?E'I&-'E“TI.E..&. connecied inglle's i L Page 37 of 1d



~underground drainage and sewage ﬂamhhes Tawnn: iz
lines, electricity lines and [iL‘..-'E_.|[][jIIII=;| parks and vl

—_— - arnenitie s whieh would be-about 35% of the vatuenl-the
dzveloped plot. The bwo Factors:-taken together would be
the “deduction for development” and can ‘accoynt for as
much as.75% of the cost of the lj-E"u"E|D|:IPrf nlot.

14, On the other hand, it the residential plat is In an
unauthorised private residential Ia:.n:vut Lh:: }Jﬂlccﬂ‘idgz_ ol
“deduclon for develapment” may less. This is
hacduse in &0 unauthorsad laydut, u ua'l; na land will be
set apart for p"lrl-:ﬁ playy rounds and II'I:'Fr'IITlLIﬂ]f'}" facilities.
Evan if any land is sal apurt it is Irlfelllg,f to be minimal, The
roeds and drains will also be narrower. just adeguate for
movament of vehicles. The ameouni spent on develuoiment
wark weuld also be t:i:nnmra[lwely less and minimal. Thus
- the deduction an account of the twe factors in respect of
plots in unauthotlsed layouts, would| be only about 20%
alus 205 In ali 40% as aga'rnﬁt 75% in regaro to ODA
Blaks, ; '
L7 The “deduction for development” with reference to
prices of plois in authorised privatg residential layouls
may range -between. H0%. o B53% depending upon the
standards and quality of the layoul.

. 1B, The position with refarence to industrial layouls '-‘-.’I||
‘ ‘ba differentl. &5 the industrial plots will he large -(say of
tha size of one or two zores m‘_l'ﬁm'; as contrasted with

the size of residential plois measuring 100 sg m to 200 sq

ik, and as there will be very Iimite::ﬂ civic amenities and

no laygrouncs, the ares 1o be set apart for development

. ifor roads, parks, plavorowncds and civic amenitics) will Te

=3 - far less; and the cast to be incurred for development will
also be rnarginally less, with the result the deducilon to

£ made from the cost of an industrial plot may rang:

only bebwesn 45% to-55% as contrasted from 55% Lo 75%

far residential plots,

19, If- the acquired larcl is in a saimi-developad |'¢rhrJI"
©oarea, and nob oan unﬁpvelnpﬁ-d rli’nl area, then the
deduction for {Jevelﬂpmunt may be as much less, that is,

: as Httle a5 25% w 40%, os some basic.infrastructure. will
. already bBe avallable. (fore ThE percentages mentiongd

above are tentative standards aﬁnct stbject to prool o the
Lunt.an b

20, Thereforg the deduction Tor the “"development
factor” to be made with reforence ta the price of o smail
plor in a developed ||:I".."E.ILI1'_ to & rive at the cost of
undeveloped land, will e far more than the deguction

Puge 23 ol 74
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|
with reference t the price of a smail plor 0 an
_ unauthorised private layoul :i[r.a_r‘l industrial layour. It i
e mza-wall known that the development cost incurred by
statutory agencies is much hihher than the cost incurrad
by private deveiopers, having regard-te higher overheads
aficl exponditura, i |
21. "Bven among the layquts formed by DDA, the
- percentage of land utilized for roads, civic amenides,
varks and playgrounds may vary- with reference to tho
nature of layout—whether it| is residential, residential-
= cHFr-coirercial orindustriah and even among resideatial
Chayouts, the percenlage will differ having regard (0 the
sizo of the plots, width of the roads, extent of community
faciities, garks and playgrodneds provided,
22, Some of the layouts [Tormead by the statgtory
gerespment authorities may have large areas carmarked
for water/sewage treatrment pionts, water tanks, elecirics
sithstations, ete, in additior to the usual areas sarmarked
for roads, drains, cailks, playgrounds ano comrmunibycivic
ameanities, The purpese of thejaforesaid examples is on'y
to shiow that the “decuction for development” fuctor is o
varighle percentage and the _|'rang|e of percentage itsel?
vy very wide fraom 20% to 75%.

';_ . - Sevond factor

£33, DDA and Gther statutopy development authaniliss
adopt different rates Tor allobinent of plols v e same
Ccleyout, depending upon the| economic status of the
+allottees, cassifying thern as bigh inceme group, midde
income  group, low income |group, and econorically
weaker sections. 45 & ::t:_:'nfsi.‘-:qj_uencc, in the samse layoel,
plols  may be earmarked fior persons belonging o
econemtically weoaker 5-EE.'.1'iDF‘.'§1 at a pricafpremium al K
100 sa m, whereas the price/premiuim charged may be H:
150 per square metre for members of low incorme groug,
s 200 per souare metre for persons belonging to micadle
income group and Rs 250 per square metre for persony
belonding Lo high incorme groups.
24, The ratio of sites in a jayout reserved for HIG, MIG.
r. - LG ang” EWS may . also uary.| Al these varving foctors
reflect in the rales for allotment. It will be Nogical Lo talke
the sverage of the allatmerit r'%?es, as the “market volug”
uf those plots dogs oot depend upon the cost incuimed by
DDA statutory authorivy, el voon e paving capacity of
the doplicants 7or eliotment. B
Thie! factor 5
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25, Soma  development -autherities  aflot.. plets. an
freehold ‘basis, that is, by way 41: absolute salz. Some
developmnent .:lLI'i.|1Ut'ILIE':- fike DDA |:|||U|. plols oriEmemins
hasis. Some have premium which!is almost equal to sale
price, with a nominal anntal |E-1'|1'I whereas others have
lesser pramium, and.nore substantial annuat rent.
26.. There are standar methudq for determining the
annual rental value with refererice o the value of a
irechold proverty. There are alsol siandard mothods or
determining the value of Mreeholo LL‘nw'r‘le-i’Shlp, rights with
ceference to the annual reatal income in regular leases.
Bul it is wery difficult to amrive at the market valuae of &
freehold properiy wiin reference |to the premivm for a
leosehold plot allotied by DDA, &z the period of loase i
long, - the rent is very nominal, sometimeas thera 5 @
Lendency among the public to eguate the lease premium
rate (allobment price) chargea oy DDA, as being egual to
the market valug of the propérty. o
27.  Fowever, in view of the [difficulties raferred to
alrove;, it 15 not. safe or advisabie to rely upon the
 allotmeant 1atv:=‘,l‘;1ur:tinl‘| rates in regardd to tho plots forme:d
by DDA in & developed layout, in determining the market
: value of the adjoining vndeweloped freehold lands, Tie
D04 brochure price has theréfore to be excluded as being
‘ ot retewvant.” v b '

2 The avidence on the subjoct hias been discussed by L
learned Referance Court and | repmm:-i-e the same by salracting

from LAC Refersnce Mo 117420089, [The argumcnt advanced
hefore Lhe Jleamed Referance GoUTT, '_bc':ing tho same as was
advanced before me, has haen ryntce-:-:_lpy the learned Reference
Court wlth reference tu the avidence relied upon. [t reods:

e, Counsel for-the peliioners has fu |ihELf..5_'mmitiu;d
that DDA & DSIDC allotted plots lin Narela I?.F_-Fir*entm]
Area and Marela. Industrizal Area mt rauch higher rat
. He has relied uporn abiotmeik latlier dated 0401 ?nn_n
"“ imsued Dy DO of the plot no.52, Pkt 03, Sector A-5,
Narala whilch was alistted to Sh, Hem Chander at ine
ﬂlE-Ei-E"tE!'I'ﬁlnEd et of MEDEB,— wichi e has proved as
Ex. PWW6sl, Allofraent solter dated 26.06.2003 of plot
no.55 Pocker 03, Secior-05 Arda memuring A g
metres in which rate was. fixed as 3,805 per 50,
melres, which is Ex.PAW6,/2 both this and allotment lel_"er
dated 09.07.50 of industrial’ plot ;.IIu1trcl by DSIDC

L, App o 206/2000 & conmieutad moters ) . Page &t of 4



‘thet total land acquired!is 7209 higha.

17719866
aevelopment charges frorm sale price of vne higha i.e.

.E.JEt]'tI.ﬂr'IEI has.

i [:luv:urnents E*{ F"I.-HHJL {Luﬂyf}

Mot o dF0, meas urmq J;[‘J S0, yar'r;f:f al.  Marela
Industiial ED”'!HIE"I: ar thf_ rate of TH50 =0, met m:ln:w wihich
is BX: PW3/L and anclhed allotma it letter gated
25.04.2000 of Industrial plot whlch 5 Ex. PAW3I/2, which
wias sold at-FA000 pear 50, |T|D1:;‘ES
Further Ld. Counsel ! has Huhr‘r‘.lﬂwd Phat fmam the
statement of PWE f'(ﬂlrw.ral | Singh & document Ex.
MWL/, which is detail p1 Jaﬂ a:_quued it i= anparent
"Thus tatal cost
of development per bigha dwould be 1794400000 =
248811 whereas Ld. Counse| has submitted that DDA
by selling alternste plot in:Marela Residential Scheme @
L3208 wauld be 2531408/~ per higha.

And if 20% of the lotdl area utilized far voads,
pc:u}r: drain etc. tolal area comes for sale is 70% so the
price. of per bigha would come to (2531408 750422 —
CpeEr abghal And  after deducting

YI771508 - 2480911 = 1523075 per bigha, where as
boen cleln rate Dnlj,f ¥3,47.085)- per
!:-'mn. o PR E

Similarly he las tded t0 demonstrate the profits
earned k_w D_nlDC HE i‘las relied upc:-n tes ,tl".mmf of Py
b4 Sl ey roduced
:.d EDLJHSEI haf argued
that total expenditure incusred on development of
Marela Project by DSIDC -w'asL?EﬂEEEE!_Dl T 2001 and
total area of plots with | DSIDC was 11247 hectere i.e,
1361250 5. yard. Therefore] total earning of DSIDC is
2144817 per bigha, calculation is as under:

UM

]'_u"‘l_ﬂpl}.'fﬁ-l.].’lﬁﬁ.."ﬂmlﬂ & ocommeeice] mn I:'i':[.s [

Totalarea under plots = 1%1 47 hec (2. 1361, 1(1 55,
: YRS
Eric'é PET S0, metre .in | = %fIIUUDJ— per so. mrLI
Jthe  year 2000 ab
which RSIDC sold plot | o
Total & anming - - | = [ T40B83 750000
Tolal expenditure Ji= 153205260801 | L
Total profit s (¥3303223080 -

e, Profit comes to Y2470 per =q. yard or 2470000 per

bigha (i.e. 3363223094 divided by 1361250 sq. ya: s b

ard the'LAC has paid- v:::nm:uen ation @ ¥327083 per bigha

anly, meaning theraly tha’r
{21429% 7 per bigha. o g
La. Counsel jor the |Jf_'[1 Soners has furlhar a

SIDC has earned o prol’t of

arguer
~ 'that LAC has awarded rnrr{penc.'n’clnn @ TILT08S per

F.HEL‘- Al o054



bighz Tor the and in qut—‘qtrnﬂ if 200% apprecialion of the
_said price s considerad J:J_r'l accgunt of land, the figure

Lt

comes to I654166. I the amount is*deducted from saic
price ner higha Le. T24700000] the taure - comes o
TIB15834 per bigna & pelitioner 19 entitled for the same.”

..,-.--—-—rdm'x,--wc dn—nﬁat—nave E*.fldelnn:t: a5 to what was the
extent of :.-Int’r_FrJ Iaﬂ{I sold by D510 or DDA with ieference o
TI]F' -anann industrial pslato {:IWPI{'J[‘JPE} kar DHII:H: A Harela
Resident! al Seheme developad h},# DDA, Whether [ was 20% or
75%, we do not know, The inchoate; Ewdence has resulted in

tha same facors, being 3 in number which wera noted by tne

Suprome Court in Laf Cﬁmm S Lase (supra), which rander Lhis

evidence as most LI1|E|I abla to delenpine the va'ue of land in
“ihe Jubﬁ{_t Cases.

30, It is no doubt true, as held eves—by-the—leamed-
acforence Court, thab w]i:!‘l the develcpment of Bowano

Cndustrial | Area, Huhml He::identiaj ﬂ:nemP Aanc ‘J?i'nia
. !—ﬂ.-_-'il."!E'rl‘i_l—l.l i"nF'-lm;' i!u—* _1|._jL'I||:"L.t lard

hal.i acauired a huilding

putentia]ri:y, but the gquest:on would be what would e rhe value

. to which the bailding potentialily would translate jtseif,

31. | hold that the learned Refereqce Court, kesping in view
tho abservation and the findings of the Supreme Court in Lo/

Lhand's case (supra) has rirt]l'w}:lj..r rejected said evidence as

- relisble. Gn the lssue of *;nut'r-_‘-n":*.dlit:; ralating itself to the value, |

promize the reader of the cacision, to ue | with the same while |

shill be discussing as o whai shoufd be the fair maret value of

Ehe lanas.

32, The third submission |r| 'i"IE a'ternative was based upan
the.chservations aof a Division Bench of this Couit in Booi Rams
case [supral, and the suhmiﬁsiﬂém is: ak nmoted in para 12 hérein
abave, © The land owniers i;equire.-he price_determinzd i

Oharambirs case {supra) relating to the netification datec

Lh..-"..p[:n.'.ﬂn_zij:j.-'ll]ﬂﬂ' & zonnected matters Papo 4T ] 7d

e o .._-_I._.-_- .o




§e o ———— — ¢ 4 —

: 3_{},_1.(.'!..1"-}.-‘%13:__]f.LSl.ifi’]. of 1A, Zl“':ﬂ.n‘r"l"ét‘ l||:|{,rl'|-| fL:unwLIage- Marmurp ur

to be treated: as the ba ""Is and pmgrc,rrf:.mely ind r-:z-as =, firstly by
!

T per annur, then by 10%. per.annum anc !aqth,f Ly 12% per

. annum for mﬁ‘er::-m neriods aﬂd 'I:L'uerehﬁ_,r dPtPrt‘mluP e e

p

market valut ﬁjr the :r_‘- l"ll:It!ﬂFrlllf'Jll'- ir[Guestion.

33 e b h!ﬂh!lthEd thaL if Be -‘Raﬂa Case {‘:h|]]'-§|1 with

refEI-E-nFE to the LJ-:‘-IEL ciake asl Df th: year. 1650

Far Lhee yoar
1976 lLe. & period spanning 17 yen =-ha Division Bepnch of this

Courk apphed the . progrossive |n,_}'ease method oy firstly
-2nhancing the _‘Ill:l:. e Ennum by F‘":“fn till t|u= year 145 H I

than by 1'3_m Par annum Uit the yoar 1973 and finally by 12% for
The vemaining 3 years. '

A4 Howevear, in _:Jf "“h?rm“ﬁ ‘cdse (supra), the Supreme
Court rwtcﬁgn Fli"'.l||_,,|’ onined as undf—*r -

“Vftether the Swars rﬂm'r*ﬁ“_,lt?" SO OF Ld-3 0
_f_guiai f:rnferam"# :
47." Tae. appellants contend |that some lands in
lithaa were acquirad under Seclion 4(1) Motification
datod 24-10-1861, for the planneuﬁ devalopriwnt of Delhi
sl compensation ez awarded &t the rate of Rs Y000
per bigha.' Their contention s that as the presenl
acquisition is in theyear 1981, the market value of the
acguired land should ke datermined with reference To
the market vaile determined for the 1561 acguisition
by Loroviding ad, C![JE]T'D,[]!’_IFI:tE increase et Lhe
cumulative/compouided ratie [of 12% per annum. Lt
Court had océasion 0 examine this issue recently. In
L ONGE LB . Ramosiibnhad, jrwanb:."raf ] mf*il” this Couit
held: {_ﬂle 751, para 1;,. !
_ " 15 WNormally, recourse ; |.5 taken Lo the mode of
E-Lermmml: the lTIdr:‘{Ef alue by providing
"'—--'up'g:m“f._‘n rrbe escatation: dver lre~proved market

evidenced-tre- aqatla L1-—.:‘r5mh ns - oeAeguisitions),
where there : Is. no avidence, of  any
contemporanests sale - | transactions ul
acauisitlons  of comparable lands’ in the
nejgibourhood. The h.au:l method I._--'I'l.:'.d':n_i'fl-.ji_i‘|_1.

watne of nearby lands. il frevimus YRS (85

LA AR N 2662008 & canneeted matters | ! Page 3 of ¥a
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TSTe ClgaFa T lwherel U "'ﬂ"ié-_-jd_lr*éﬁifd-ﬂn sole
tramsactionsfacquisiions. precede the subject
acguisition by ondy a rew years, that is, up to four
o five yedrs, -Serond fhaf it x%&y be unsafe, aven
i refales to @ pefghbodng Yand, What ma)r be
3 refiable standant IF L‘.@E Gap. is of oy 8 few

© years, ~may become’unsafe ‘and - unrelizbia
standar where. the ¢ yag is farger. For axampie,
fiar determlnlng the “rarket| value of a land

- acyuived in’ 1902 adnp‘tmq'.f € annual increase
method with FEFEET‘IWF‘ to a'sale ar acquisition in
1670 or: 1980 ay have ‘many pitfalls.- This is
bELE]LIbG cver tha course of years, the ‘rate” of
annial  ifcrease  may Jself| wndergo drastic
chiange apart from the IEIc:e!IhI:: ¢ of ocourrence of
VaTYIng perde of _.tagﬂ'ztmn in prices or sudden

- 5purts FI'I [.'Jrll'-F":T- afferting Lhe vy Standard of
increasg.’ '

(emphasis suppliod)

448, Fwen if the relied upon transaction is anly bwo to
thiee years-prior to the acquisltian, the court shoutd,
- before ndopting-a standard escalation, satisfy itszIf that
there were nio! adverse circumstancas. For example, if
the acguislion '1s of this year 2009, it may not e
possible ko determing the: mmket value, based on the
2007 or 2008 prices, by providing gn increase’ of 12% or
15% per year, as the newspﬁper eporls disclose thal
ihe []]"lCt’ of immovalile properties in most areas.of the
country came down By 'more‘than 40% to 50% from the
2007 rales.. Cautlor is .théréforé necessary befare
increasing  the  pride  with' - refarence 'to the old
transactions..Be that as it may. It i2 clear that the award
made in regard to a-1951 acuisition will not e of any
use for "determining  the marlat| value for a 1981
sCquisition.”

B 5 e T It is apparent that the Eatin af law lald down by the -
.wamun Bench in' Bed; fAanT's LaEE—EErua-m} runs In the teeth of

the faw derlErPd by tht Eupr‘::mr: Court in- Lal Chand's case

-.{ErHi}Fn-'.'— '-":!‘ch deuslﬁn fmlﬁwﬁ —aﬂ~ eatier decision of the

Lﬁ.ﬂpp.-lqﬁ.?.'ﬁﬁmﬂﬂﬁ S connected enallers ._]-"u'g_-ﬁ dg 0f T4
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.
~in-the JrTEtantTHPE‘thTTE‘h"ﬁrmrlmr gond Teasnn ok Lo
follow Lhc“ iaw Iald duwra i Srf:::;i‘f lfams Case' {au:&ra} For Eriss
Feason | fli:d that o’ I:*::r m‘r:llmte Du.j:mn Bench of this Court,
the doecision repnrted as B0 {:lﬂl:}ﬂ} LT 650 (DB} Saraswaif f-’_-:?_.f_- _
& ﬂf?r Ve LIEN & EJ,H; pal'tammg ko agricullbural lands in wiélug

Mamurpur - Marela, cirr_i nod Eppi}{ he progressive percentage

increase with reférence to the price [determined in J.'Zrharaﬂ;r{?.f,r s

se (supra) as of the year L":‘."E-ﬂ. wihich would have resulted in
tha land p‘r’icc biairig dE'1'Er'rr1|'|'m|:'J in willage Mamurpur - Narela as

of 14.3 per higha and gave Che

'IncreaEE @ TL000/- per bigha,

1580 @- rzu.m;- per arml_ul
IFTEEG'[ Ram's principle was

' ap;:almd thF |:|ih:e would have come fo approximately ¥50,000/-

3.

- notifice

per tjl-gh-}'l but the Iearned lesmn Eeﬁch determmed the same
at T2 E}ﬂ.ﬂ,!-parmgha .
Ti]at_ apart, as wqu!d be noted E1EIFE'IH after by me, while
diﬁ-l.'..'lJS!-'.iﬂlgll:.l.i‘;l ti‘_‘i{:_lss_u_ﬂ of the fE!:!‘r:mEl.

riet. value of subject lancs,

~in the unrépgrate'd decision ﬂflﬁ'ﬂivi-ﬂliﬂﬁ Bench of this Court in
~ LA.APP.ND.B6G/2005 detided on 11.5
U & Ors, and connected Land 'ﬂucqu’,

2006, Mahendsr Singl vs,
sithon Appeals pertaining to
agriculiural larids In wl]ag._ Bdwana and 1 highlight that onez
village wlih which | am dealing is leﬂgﬂ Bdwana pertaining to e -

3604,

estate e, Bawana Industr ial Es l:ate
15.11.159% was dete'rminp'r‘ @ w.’L:E!Q'

tion dated 15.11.1906 issued unider-Section 4 of the Land
Acnuisition  Act where-under

~agricultural land in vLI!agF ﬂawdna I

bigha and L
s -aeguired for ary industrial

biswa of

e fair market value as o

304.52 bigha which squals

hlghlmht that if the ]'IDtIfIE‘i"E'DH1ﬂaTE‘.[

Goverfinent was T10 lakhs per acre

o 14, 39 5472 46 per acre and relumr.l'n_ wollld |t ba Tor me to

| 25.7.1807 by which price
for agricultural land baing the: brifmimym price determincd Dy the

as of 1.4.1297, tha price

I L& App e 266/ 20HE & connecisd matters!
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deternmined 1y the Division -Bench _':wul;h!d eqgual the rminimum
price notified by the-.Gﬂwernment. ' I; E

STt e —i—‘v‘u'-Er{:—f:EJ—tﬂuu.E“—*“i‘rF"‘-[:rﬂCE Fas—0f—15:11. 1086 @
79 .;.9 547 AB per acre, pertzining: m the|notifications with wihich

I ain concérned, thp p]’IGEI'ﬂf{luI{] hu apprmimatr:‘-!y Ehe same a5

determined by the learnad Hpﬁemnce E-:aurt if | give benefit of
pr::rgresawe Im.i‘c.JEE h‘-,f 10% per annum But, .| leave it at 1_I'|at
Foy Lhe mnment for the reason, as: aS.-,u dlh‘_-,-f me herain alove, |

= wolld b huhEtlra!ty IIIISII:LI&EH][.] the sutrrjﬂn._t while. Dplnrng WpOn

the fair rn;rr:cn:—:t value: of 'HI'II'.-! subject la ids as.on date of the &
notifications in question. ' | |

.29, - The .fnurth argument, wlhic'h was advanced only by
3 -.#hEh.ur"-.f di, ieérried counsel wha a pr}aru:] for Ham Kishan'
' ancl vthers, the appel]ant& in LA.APP, Nol268/2008 and who are
Efe uespmden’f.& in thu Crass .ﬂppeal ﬂ]ed oy Union of India io.
L&, APP, Mo, EEJIEEJDE is a5 noted:In Jﬁara 13 abowve iz the

igstimony. of. Ham m15h1| thart: uf_:r*n I:"nz ‘:.L,IF}JE-Lt lands bealonging

‘0 the 1”-|-ruiy,r tl*e'_-,.r were earning ?] Jdakh oper bigha by sale of

agricultural prﬁd[FLE

r’-'li’J'. The léarnad . Reference l:c:urt has not ar:f:r-:p"ced Cho
festlmunv of Ram Kishan t::_q_uqu h;e gave na'proof in suppart of

his t:ralteqtlmmny ) &g

41L. The -reasoning of the Courl that there was ng. crop

slanding on the land when its possesslon was .talf:er} DVE! Or)
4.10, Eﬂ{:lﬂ%vun::um'rlequiré arl m‘rerence o be drawn that the
ﬁacqun’ed Jands. heiunt_,rlng Lo the. 1"arru15r wiere not heing put to

=qgricultural use and gmwlng to 4 cTops per year, is fallacious

dioubn, for the reason it is matter. oficommon knowledge that
b‘f the a2 week af SEDtF‘IT'IhF'T rlr:f: I.S i'|¢11r'-.rn'35tl:d in Delhi and il
vegetables are grown, even they at‘o hagvested and the lang is
i=ft fallow for some tifme, Lo IJ:_-:-, rEE_'l:lIEI:I to gﬁ:’:w ughéal_t which is

LA AR Mo 2682008 & mhl'l.“ﬂt-:’.[l fattars | .. % : Mage 45 of 74




COSOWI ar::lund the fu'-'t WEEI{ qi’ e
“each Year. :

- n t"m form of documients is |¢|-.-:1.ra'1t.

[
socond week of November

-’-1'.3_’_ - But the GU'IEFJ rEd&:unmq of thare l:rei‘n:; Bls] E'*-filjFl'if“[-" lexp

Now, as per the testimony

- of Ram l{r5han hE' was wnr]:;mg as &N ."-"u.deI‘IISI.l.EILt"-FL Gificer i

the Mumc:pal Curpm ation af D{—~|h| L] 3L 3. 19596 i.e. was not 2

tilier himself vill said purmd ar:id the EarLer earned a nension. i

th': f-f]f‘l".l]}-' as E[.EI.IFI'IF"Z] b‘y" hirn, u'.;.ﬁb arnlng, 21 lakh per bigha, for

-tr1u=I lands beiﬂrlgmg o the fa"n|l1.r which agmeasure 18 lur_;ln _

. and 1B biswra, thF‘ armuﬂl m::::rme- /ould be Ti8 lakhs and o

Bésidas, there Is na proof of such
Ei'FE_t_I;éEI in. the local Mandi I:lréluthe

e produce was, sold has rmt':besln éxaminec‘

numoer of WGrkdr‘s amployed; diese
1.|'J-E!||,-if-al;|j!",'tﬂl i'i'rigat:_ﬂ.: the ﬁ?f.h:is 0

purnp was electrically driven has be

|nterest=-nr_1:ﬁulder_1d could  be

finds+& 5t|ar:ge that not o pr—:nrw “yas dfrvested in & banl or &
security  wherefrom

aarmad.
wise, The tader to whain
Mo proof of
purchased to run the tube
r Electl'ictt}.f Bills paid if the

2n furnished and if the fields

high volume of sales being -

WY ETE ngatpd by.canal water, nm []I‘PDT ot ary payment, mads o

thedirr igotion d@pnrtmpnt has hPE'I'l ﬁ_m|5had Thus, the tearned

' rﬂ]uLLn:-:Li

" State a:rf_f;?urm Ors, ¥s, Rama Bane
: -yizld from aqn{:u'liur‘:i 'ianci,;un]:,'
determine

i : |
LA Apn Mo 260F2008 & connected mattels

Trial _ILJrigE- 15 \Fullyr iL|'-‘;t|flE-d minni‘ ‘mﬂptlnu the yield! basis, L‘r*,

'::capnaimm:: e same, iy demermlne the fair market value o
“lands.

Thera (s no Tellable ewden'e on. the issue of the }fis:l-;f
and the self serwng clepcrsutmn Df Ram I{lshal': has I:u:D'I rig bty

43, ’rthere is TElInbiE Ewdusr_e'uf ar.independant sxpest oy

thera was found in ihe

Lo 444

iz otherwise |Elml:|.e_ ﬁﬂ_m:leng:ﬂ,. a5
declslon of the Supreme Court repgrted as [T 1957 (1)

de OFF.,

then it

pertaining to the
would be safe i

falr matket ua|u¢ by applying the principle of

Pope 4T of 7o

<



s

capitalizing . on the “yield haﬁls..t—:_hd' that too, the capitalizing

being 10 thmes the annual yield and ngt 70 Emés as was sought
to-he projectad, ' '

44, The fifth _arlzlumeﬁt 1-'uiHiItr1 wias agvaﬁcéd; as noted
herein above in para'14, by Sh.T.P.5.Jkang, Advocate was that
the rmean avérage'p'rlnciplﬂ' o ad_ﬂpttd with referenca to Lhe
notitication dated 24.1.2008. . % B
45, in fpara 7-above, | have pul in & fabular form, the
Il NEmUm pri'l.-ZE.!E rmtiﬂ-’éd o agrll:;ull;ulral land in CDelhi from time

- to time. | highlight that Lhe potifications with which 1 am
concerned are dated 7.8.2000, 11.9.2000, 2.3.2001, 22.8.2001,
7.12,7001, 16.5.2002, 25.5.2002] and 27.1.2003 Le. the years
are 2000, 2001, 2002 and 2003, From the table in para 7
above, we find that minimum F}F;iCEE have been. notified as of
1.4.2000, 1.4.2001 and 30.8.2005. Thus, there would be no
'needi io factor in ‘the  minimum pfice notified under the
h'., notification dated -;F:.ﬂl.l'.EDDB. which is w.e.f. 8.12.2007 ie. is 4

vears away Trah the last year with whidh 1'am coneerned L. the
year 2003, | '.‘I.1i;|.h|.i§,l_|:'lt'tha:t.'|"eC!.{DH:EEJ-'Lf-f.lﬂ.l'. the year 2000 i.e. the
first year with which § am’ concarned, the notlfication wouid be 7

- years away. Tha law of -stutistics:j which governs maan average
as ons of the recognized rodes to| determine a walue, iuj
betwesn 2 givery values, requﬁrei__-: the| 2 en!::' noints to be the
ones which wmulgj_-;}&'tiﬂ;jﬂﬂ—ﬁ{ri’t}\e—p-:ﬂi'ht e which the mean

‘average has to be determinec. | =
| “4{1". ' | am left tg, deal; with tfh-g: lastl submission, as noted in

o nava 15 herein above, and for uj.r1*'i;i‘tl"| t. krillghﬁg.ht thai the learmed
neference Coltt has, pertaining ,to, the :notification  dsted
27.1.2003 determined thl_é tair r1';a;rici'et valua In some Referencas

" with respett TLD.. a sale deed ﬂatéd 20 .S.EDEE: wihere undey
higha and 13 hiswa of land ‘HEE"SC}id:Tﬂ yiilagé Héﬂapur Kalan and

T_A.ﬂpp.lﬂi:-iﬁﬁ:-’?:ﬂﬂﬁ & cornected teaiters : Pape 48 ol 74




| has dELE"T‘mIT‘Iﬂd thut hﬁSF'ﬂ theren
oy —l.u.ng-l-,fs-qubtnd 21774, L{JE}frpE!F e

the |:H'iJ:E- s Of said daie

-L Td#ma—smg*tﬁ-e—-.rmre ftar i

months i_'rj.r 12% per armum, for: the date 27.1. EEID the price
wuul'd e ?]'-} 16027/ Der aLr-L rnunded off Le T15 1F" {ir’m’- e

ere.

&

AT, T AR rF-ITf—:t‘énr'E"th thé’"ﬂwa';"d . 1O/DCIHW2004-05 it

is apparant that Fand - mmprlsu‘:ﬂrm
1 hlgha and 1 biswa was a {Iategﬂ

j(ha_f.ra: No.200 sdmeasuring
¥

‘C' land. The sale dead in

guestion [JE!":EIFIE to Lhe same land and mdeed there is'logic that
iF said sale deed had to b ar;LLptedJ,

vialue of Category ‘C’ lang, As per the learned Land Acquisition

it would, refleu fair rarlezi

el Collectoir ¥1.7 lakhs per acre wn'ula:li. be required to fill up the

: dﬂ;}r**ﬁ&‘.iﬂnﬁ. for land in Catﬂgﬂr}f ‘8" and -further . surn of 1.7
. ._tahii’u jaer acre. WJ_J.LiIld—hE‘_[E.qLHFE

Category G land, meaning thereby [depressions in Category ‘B’

-land were IE‘SS o é-vl

ategnry /Y

:H—bHa—tJf]E dé‘pf‘-ﬂﬁ’.‘iiﬂ ns if

I.:.nd In ::r‘i:hF"' wras, With

. ~ reference to Category:'A’ fand, Lhrj| price of- Categary 'C' land
would- nayve to.be reduced aﬂﬂﬂ-fll:&- erka, vis-a-vis Category ‘.

land, the price. for Eaievmrg,r F land and for Category “A lard
wuuh:i bz rr::quin,d to h:i brocr and 1;LJ|ita|t:|I3.f

S 3 _ I "'II:II"I.".lI LﬂlEr the- f'ir'lnl St;age )
- tie evidence herem ai:-cmﬂ rtDLEd.

f My LiI.SLL.S-'-';I.-EII"I In wiow of

and. reﬂu:l.mg upoih the

reasurung adﬂpted by. the Fﬂurﬂﬁﬂ Land Acquisition Coilector and

the jearmed HEfETEHEE_Cf:!uﬂ..'IEpDSE

tho guestion: What shauld

be the fair market value nfnflﬁgfﬁuﬂl}]ect 11and5 as of 7.8.2000,

11.8.2000,

2.5.2001,

22.8 '?CI'EIL"

_ 1‘55.:!130.—1 arld ??’!. IDDJJE 2
3 - ! otifleations were nssucd under: EF'CHIPFI 4 of the Land Acquisition

132 200, 15.5.20UL,

L= datr_'S on  which  Tne

Act 1‘59-“-1 '
- 4g, l have, h‘] paral 37 abmrP nﬂLEd a: decislon of a DNI‘EIuI‘I
) this Courty in L?‘t AF’I—" Mo, ﬂ-bbf?ﬂﬂ:: u‘ELIdP{] an

" Bench nf

L App Nu 266/ 2004 ﬁ%,‘cémm:ntrtl m=u1:::§ -
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~11.5.2006,

15 11,89, 904.68 E hlghr—r which- aquals
_The said dacision wpuld l_:ue relevant or

fiaha; f :‘: V5 HD‘.’ %

-~ an isstie vehich |-have: pr'nmisg;j'l;r:r:djst‘us-s.

--"EE-"IEh was r:clnrer'ne::i had acqurrﬂd a

: pn;:ulatmn grr:-w.rthnﬁ wllaﬂes in rural

:-

that: tL‘IE.‘ SLII:IJECI: Iam:ls e, the Jaﬁdq

L"'_,rg_ wherﬂﬂ pq—*rt-:umng to
—wliage»ﬂawaﬁﬁ—rﬂ-l-r—mm-t vmue detemainer:l as of 15.11.1994

ta. ?9,'_1 9,542_45 N acre.
the issue of potenLialiLy,
. The decision notes

witﬁ “which ':'thr:ﬂ Division

potentiality inasmuch as,

55 disciissed In paras 25.fo 28 of; the. dacisinh,’ rural areas In the.

U“nDn Territory of DF]hI was attracting migrants.,”

Eased on

Delhi were identified for

year 1980 had mcimated 'i.h
:1r| the fukure tu

providing fajor hFaILh Iau‘rn:m&. schools, markets and rural,

industry, one of 'fhn'_h was ‘.-’IHEIQE ananﬂ It was: nutred thal

G.T. Karnal Road and F{Dhtak Huad'wgre ;ruwdmu good access Lo

village: Bawana and thai. the i'u'1a5l:er'F'Ian for Delhi noiified in the
|L|‘]dJU5:E i the area to be changed

mdustrlal and «commercial, but had also

—UDEEWEd that ﬂutE’i"'i‘t‘l'I'E!'E‘nﬁi“ﬁ fft]'i ifor|the rea ON 10 zonal plaﬂ'

.munr:i ot

_ LA App I‘*u'l EGEAN0K & connected matery

. VA - ﬁ'DH'ﬁEﬁ as CE}TItE']'t;,'.IlEltEEI By Saction 114 of the Delhi
'Durﬂlupmem Act 1957, the lanﬂﬁ continued to bhe used for
) -dgm'ultural plrpoges and there. was

o evidence it fill the
yuar 1996 any tand liEE" had Iz]eeh au:*tuallz.r -:hangad anu pm to-
the use contemplated. by the MasLEf F‘Ian
case, Where DEI subject

Asg in. the Iin Ldﬂt

]r:'ll'l'ljS WE FDFI”HLIUUE']F put to

agricultural use; same was the case ngted In the. said decision,

To put it pithily, the pn‘tentlai u:m of Lhe lands givlnq birth to a

| thPﬂflEIl l&d ualne wjth refe; enr;e o ihL arez' being known to

all as I:Jemq rerﬁulru:l m tha futur:}- feng hm!dmg PUrROSEs, was
r:eaultmg I 1he pUtEh1IE1 |l:|c1L|g valued with reference
o the pntent:allw Le. thellands h&ing, i the_near futlre capable
of being built upon. - To put. it diffegren Iy, the. decision, though
not so u}:pr'EESI‘_-,f stating, wmulc}' h:e a 'anpGSIEmn' tnat there iy o

dlfferencL between the; UﬂdEUEIdFL(F fand  having butldiing

Pape ﬁll wal Te



P m—

_poteritiali I:_'pr . in presenti

I|
Vis- é: wa

“land having a buifding

pﬂtentjality, in fuluru As a!readf m:-ﬁed by e in para 36 abowve,

as of the clalr:: 15.11.1996, falr Ma
5,50, 547 A per atra: and -.ruhu‘:h L

SdlTie as

 being  closest - i

would be detummed I.-;uth F

point of time:

i, Lht: I'IEITI[I._-Ht[i,}T':

ket value determined was
nighlight once again s the -
aference to I'hrt* nn:mtir'iu:*._al'[rm
dated

25.7.1597 ﬁi’lEI'E'-Llr"I{iLr‘ for agrrcultuf’al I:mcIE i Delhi minirmurs

. price fixed by the Government ; a*‘ of.

aCre.

L.4.1987 was T10 lakhs per

Intﬁr‘ﬁ-shngly tha same DIUIS.l-cr'l Bench had pronounced
ancther judgment report=d as 200

GV 4D (Delki) 13 i

Singfl vs. YO} & Anr. wihere pertaining to agricuttural 1ands in

- village Holambi Kalan where 940 bigha and & hiswa land we

acqmred pursuant to the ‘%E}H'IE natification dated 15.11. 199&
fafr market: value determined: for

19,76,121/- per acre and for Eai‘ﬂgﬂr:f
per acre .o, near approximate to -théz

in village Bawana.

It

iy
‘B lands was 9,571,127/
Flards

Category lands  wias

fair market. vaiue o

ﬂE{ls LD mh_l1th1lig!1ted that while

cieLer-nlnmg the tair market '--fcI|LiIE 35 of 15.11.1996 i village

Hurambi lKalan, euidenrpri Froam 'the ur&.ewatu::m uf the Court in

para 19 and 20 of the: c!em:—:mr], location and pntentja_lli;y virith
: I'EfE.'J'E:H'E_Ll to gevaloprent world carried out In the surrainding

s lands vras considered, -

| wrerubck hlghirght that anuther Divisian

“Betich ‘of this Court, In another atfjmwrng vitlage In the same "' .
- ie, hEtween G.T.Karnal Poad .and

Rohtal: "Road,. e, village

Slnghola c!ete.rﬁm_ed  fair mml_-:et value as of 19.3,1592 @
T1.30,523/- per bigha i.e 5,26 510,40 per acre. The dedision i

" _J,J:Epﬂuta:ﬁ_aﬁ 200404 HD T0elhi) ED Har

-sarme Division Beach, as, [rer t|'|E|dEE]‘—
M.T 05. H:..rﬁ:um ,_ﬁ-'fnm‘? Vs, LAC |.IIEI"1IEIF!| ng o a

o e

Chaider vs, O and the
on- r:epurted a:. 111 {2004)

n-:mfr-::atmﬂ dated

14.1.1004 for village, Sinqlmla dﬁtr:rrnlned fair market value @
¥1,40,230/- per bigha i.el ?E,?S,lﬂdf— peracre. -

L App N6 266/2008 de connected mattory !
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e g ‘Th:—: aTgmsaia Wmeul‘_s__-n ted—in - lﬁ?-fjréiféailllg

paragrap'}: as &lso the various HDEIﬁEELll'DI'IS |55ued froin time to
'rr|rm=~ by the Guue:nment ulf NCT Deltn natifying minimum pllce
h:Ir agricultural hm[jq in Dothl ﬁ*:l tabulated tﬂ; me in parma 7
ﬁhD‘JF‘ bring out t'.nru very hrlpl::urtm;!lt facts relevant i;g} determine
Lhe fII'ﬁWth,"r'!'iF* in the pnnﬂs of agncultu al land in Délhl over the
YOErs. mem:ﬂ-mmg from the. yeaar 1990.' A5 of 27.4,1500
ImiTH Iurm DI|LE was T4.55 lalhs per acre whlch H}EE to ¥10 lakhs
qu aCIe as of 1.41. 199?’ |.a. the !ncreaae :5 ¥5.35 lakhs spread
over 7 yvears which gives us a 115.054% increase in 7 YEATS BN
- the aueragé price increase would be 15.436%. The price rise
oo the noxt 1 year is by 11.7% and thereafter by 11% for the
next 2 years. and 11.5% for the next year i.e. 3s,of 1.4.200L, It

- =hows that dus to urbanization, bebween the year 1280 and
1997 pncer Qrows ranl,,r _-.harpl.y and good corroparative
Ewdarme for this WDLI td |JL. the E‘Etlbmn of the Divis mh Bench of
tha&. Cﬂm’t i .,:a;@f_-. Cabhe l.,‘.:-Lli:lrEﬂ, .nrhich | higve discusscd in
para 49 above,

= | heec.! to claborate a Httle more with |e,pect Lo Lhe
: .d[:!f_.iﬁl'f!r_'l in -._'.r:?{f'r.i'{..: case. Discussing the evidence pertaining o

fair market value of agriculturalland in ylllage Molzmbi Kalan as
of 15.11.1806, in paras @ to 17 the Court discusscd the
waluation on the basls of agricultural yield and found that tha

gross return per aore per arrnurin :_;,-;aif?ﬁ,ﬂi][]fa for muiliple

. cropped Jand and  having good !irfigation facilities  and thus
capitalizeu the land price at' 38,5 Iahhq per acre, Discussing the
",,ecmd method of land. prices L_af__c___!"nmra.}le lands in the

FECRENAG Oreas H"il:|UErrI'tg“ﬂﬂtET'r"minj,ﬁ iil para. 19 pmiards i
Court discussed thL rrintber 'mtrl refﬂ"enr::: s} |E|"Id nrices in

aﬁmmmg whage Bhorgarh where FCI _G downs had come ug and
—— “irased or"Eale Instances found that based. on the sald sale
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Instancas and Gl ve—berefit of _s—r-i'i-a-ﬁxaﬁc-ﬂ--fl:he—l-aﬂd- prics

would come to T10,03,264/- per acrei{Refer-para 31}, The Couid

then considered the-prices notifled l:]‘_'," the Goverpmenl as F&r as‘}a .

policy dated 1.4.1957 and ’rhus__ worjeed out t]‘iﬂ mean averds
figure of £9,76,121/~ per acre fof Calegory A lznds ard
=~t’9.51,1|21_ﬁ. per acre far {?atﬁg'uir},r '‘B' lands. The decision
highlights that thF- pntEntialiw']nﬂ jeen well-factorad in wher
the Governmerit Is sued the rﬂ]nlm' m price notification o
1.4.1897, svidencad by the ract that even withe respect to galn
transactions the Court found that as|against Lhe minimusT price: -
notified as ol 1.4 199? at il lakhs par acre, sale inslances wers
highlighting thal the p.u,w was ¢10,03,364/- per acre,

Ll The . decision in Mahender |SmL5 case, periaining |

: hc:r] E:nq:lh::lted thf: potential. -As |

yillage Bawana, referred to Dy me 1D pard 4% shove, highlight.
viieh reference ti_j para 28 to 31 of the decision that the Masgio
Fan for pelhi 1990 had boan talead infu EZILI:UIII'I'F_ by the Coure

which was projecting r_t=:5i.1:1e1i1_ti_all mmmerﬁia! and industrtal
future expioitation af agﬁcul'rulr_ah vama.in Dethi and an the (sl
of D'DtF‘!I'EtlE”t}" had noled that nobwthstanding. the Waster Pien
E.D prcrjectmg and the lanns H'I.EDI‘ETIELIW_-.-" acouiring a potontalizy,

the samie hod not transmied into @ r::-th ewu::‘-.m;m Iy the Tacl
that tiil the. year 1986 i.¢. the date’ bf the nuL;chuuﬂ wikth whicn
the Division Bench was C'Ei'iLLI'I"IEEl virtually no development Pas

taln:::'n p'laLF- in village E‘.awana and|Holdmbi Kalan and nebooy

hove already highlightad in

nara 49 abovs. thE‘.'I'E' i5 2 gap Ia:remreen what would be expociac

. {g be the market growwth, d-l'il.'.l' what the marlket dl'_'"L!rl”‘_r' grom s,
" The decisions 1n Gaials cqu and J'H'E.If‘iFHEIQf SiaGiEs Tose .

highlight thak puiPl‘!'tlaHtuf Lran&.ﬁme itself into a. reality hetween
1090 and 1997 when prlces rose by ahuut 16.5% per annum ands

. thereafter Lhe extended pnt:_anLlali y did not translate with. the
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reguisite mormentum and the-ac;mlcrafinn fell to betwren 100

per annum o 11% per annum.. One-reason could be thal

_PUIELALE {o f'-"]u:':_tE.F_ELail_{DL L1c~m| J_Bi[]_a_fmr_ly_targr— Glea. cane

to be developed, hoth reqdrnntral commereial and industsial anl
prﬂbahly Lhere was L,ﬂmugh auallabnitg.r of develoned Tand anc
the hunger of the market got 5aLumtE{j

T The. empirlcal Ewan:—:r}caun *_qu-. Instant casa apart from
the 2 sale deeds relled upon. F:w thé land ownars, in respeck
wheraof the |earned Reference:Court has given yood reason:
mot o IElf upan and Tor which | hawe dlven further reasons in
poras 21 and 22 hereinaigove »:tr rot re.wmg Uoos, Deing fanciful
sale deeds, o demrmlmﬂ Fair market value, we have with us the

sale deed rolied upon by the learned jLand Acquisition Collector

Jpursuant whereto in .':-{]_1l'!'IE refercncas in village Rajapur Kalan

the fearned eference Court has hald that as per the said sale
deed Ex.K-2-as of the date of the sgle ie. 20154002 the fai-
markei value o agru:ultuml Iands would be T18.15,040/- per
acle as of 27.1.2003 an the _r"oa_-.c_nmng that 1 higha and 13 bisws
of fand which was sold for ¥5,29,690/- and $70,160/- was pelid 25
siamp  doty  would  miezan .th:af: - &6)05,850/- (T5,39.680/~ +
T70,160/-) were 'smzn_t. would yield the price T17,74,109) ner
Arre as of the date of the sale i.e. 20.512002.

54, ¢ Thus, the L'Je'at ".-"i'IiCJ'rEE:D'JH be said as the mule'
favournble situation far the .anu:il O ers ‘-"L"DL.I|1:| be thai with
ricrerence to the sale deed E.Edtit‘ﬂ 20.5.2002 ior Category 'C

. lands the prics ie. falr nmrknt value af lands in the area would

be TUT7, /4, 109/- per acre, For La,’cegmy B" and Category A" [ana

I . i
Ehe price would have Lo he sultably E:||1hai"n:ed and nere we fjng

another srea of dispuie for tha reason, as nobed oyorne
hereinahove m sub-nars ua]-qr-pam 18 the lsamed Land
Acquisition  Colleclor  jn different -awards has  deducted
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somethimes 1.2 lglkhs per acre, sol

- and ﬁn-nP*Imr_*S ¥1.7 lakhs FIEI acr

%Etfrnm T1.56 lakhs per scre

@ from the price of Category

e lands to n_:IF!‘E.ENTunL the [_:urH:gE for Catogory ‘B lands a-d
wherevar lands were In'EatEl_.jhr'gr ‘G° as wel-the piice has besn
daducted further by 1.7 lskhsiper acre,

55 Mow, neither side has brought any evidence on record

s tu what would be the money reguired fu be spant o lkvei the

--—lands and ! nekethat celegarizotian is based-enly on the basis of

cerlain lands having pits and - de
— . Fegdirme-the same to na levelod a

to be E.;}Lﬁc Bt an what

I:“a'-'.-- ha5 the - i'_ar'd f-'l.lq|1|=-1|1'|

erSS‘iDnE nf warious depths

d this woubd require money

Collectof hie Hd, in some awards that 1.2 lakhs per acre would Se

© spent and in some that T1.55 lakhs per acre would be spent & il

in sQme that ¥1./ Inkha per acra '.'nrn_ruld he spent? There [s just

ne Clue;

55. 1 Gw'raf .Ex}wa"'s ‘case {*—"-qul the -pricr differetiag

worlsed oub was T25,000/- per acrel | have noted hereinabove
Lhat the acguisition in' Gajrsf .':u'r:'a:;.r.-‘}l

case portained to the deio

15,11.1896. In Gajraf .5'.*‘.":'&“,-‘1'5 case the prico for Category

Iand cetermined was 39,76

.pr’lr_c- of 'Csj.'i:ﬁgnni ‘A e,

=-J

3,121/- per oora and for Category B
land the price determined was $¥951,121/- ner acre and the

price differantial comes to about ﬂ’”‘{. with retersnce to tha

37. i thus hold. that (Gajral Singh's case shaulid be my
- gu |d|ng star for price differentlal in Lhe instant cases as well and

ihus | hold that wherever Categ:crg,* ‘A, Categury ‘B’ and

Eate:_r;‘]nw ‘T have to he differentla ed on price, the differential

’- should be 2.5%, |

5, Thus, if T17,74,10%/-,

roungded aff to TL7.75 izsichs pey

EM‘.T'EWE.’IU;iET’rF:"L'n'E-'E}rif_‘E‘fer at@ ggary 'Crlarmariitvillade Rejapur
Kalan as of 20.5.2002 and highlighting that the sale desd Cx.15-2
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a‘dml.tl't—?'.l:il}: pertains o 3 .I:'T;";:’rfhgu-’j,f 'C' land, the price for
Calegory "3 land would be T18. 0, rr—:.-:h_; par. _acre Ay ot
QaLagmr;r A0 land would he T18.655 lakhs per ac

59, Tal-iiﬂ;l the logical 1'&?55m'1ing a little Turther it assuines
importarice that as.per lhae  minipum piice notifcd by the
Govemment as of 1.4.2000 the per facre price was £13.82 lakhs
and A5 f.i_‘-.' 1 .4.’2{[_!01 the same was 915.7 lalkhs per acre i.e. the

percentage incresse bebweean he vear was 11.5% per anaem. if

| treat’ Category "A' la)ul prige at TLB.655akhs as of 20.5.2007

based on the sale decd Ex.R-2, ded Leting the price by 11% per

" annurh, the price as of 1.4.2001 would come to approxireately

T16.40 lakhs CEr acre and this woula highlight that when

contrasted wilh the minimem price notifed by the Governmer

at 15,7 Ial«:ij.S per aore as of 1.4.2001, the price differentizl is

f?ﬂ,ﬁ)DD;’— par aora e, 4.46%: SiAce xactness dan never be
achicvea while detur"r'ﬁining faié" market value of a large chank of
Iemd_‘mrii_.h reference to'a few S;FH':-T! deeds wnerae small parcels of
land are sold for the reason oven within a colony, the size, fhe
JL:L:.I:IDH the 'i"runl_'iﬂgé 21C. 07 a piece|of land would vary the price

by plus or minus 5%, What | wish 1o i'ii:_;hlf_;'ht is that even Lhe

sale deed in. Guostion yields to Us a|fair index as per which the

EMiGT. price notified by tho Guve*nrnn?m nas zgn elemaznk i
rationallty - and: Egn:tﬂptahﬂh_y. It l_'-'!d!'i b be hictilighted that

though under normal circumstances| 2 sale on a parlicular dike

is l"|r:-r|_‘nali'f,r not held good evidenoe 16 worlk Ut @ End orice on &
date prior thereta but may be L_mﬂﬂ as evidence to detarmine

lend price on Subsaguent -dat’es fur the reascn a price on &

parl‘h"ula'u' cate is the resili ufivarmu*‘ market forcesfconditiors

having H|"°dd‘u" lmpacted the !anri price and it would be difficult

to fAIROm the existance of marif‘e: forcesfconditions walkirg
bacl cwarl:l.';- But, in the I'Ih_Ldnt case, with reference to the 5

1
-
-
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-natllications dsted—7.8.2000,-130.2000," 2.5.2001~ 22.8 7001
and 7.12.2001, the differential. per'n:nr_'! is 5|T|-_11I inasmuch as the
sale deed in question is dated 25.5. ED#‘A and thus in the peculiar
Fagts of the instant case, the sale degd in question, which ilse:’
has- bean projected by the Union of India as an evidence of

; |
market value of land as on said dale, pould be a relevant piece

of evidence to be taken into accouht while determining the

marksat v:Eque of -land as on the dates ?.B.?-UDG, .1]:.'?1.?['10[}_
2.5.200%, 22.6.2001 arid ?‘.12..?1.“:101.

SIS The'argumﬁnt that xfiiiage dNarela had always Door
rreated locationally advantagaous for the reason the Lownship of

Marela was in existence since-long and this was recognized |

wthen, pUrsuUEnt to a notification!issusd In the year 1943, vis-a

vis the Edjﬂlﬂlﬂu villages 24 per é:quare vard price advesntago
was given tu lands in viilage Nc'.rella in Oirarambi's cose, lonses
sight of the fact that the prwe rh“F-:—..th.:—ﬂ due to locations

advantage was keeping in wiew] the' rr:vahlles. in Lhe year 1965,

Over the peried of time, os urb'a'nizati'pn took place in 1aihi and
mora and more ‘areas came unﬂler plotied -ciew—:luhmcnt wihich
incluced éri‘:'as in Morth-Vitest of Dalhi e the area with which t
am concerned tncl.a:,f, the price differe itial Taded and by the vear
2000 and oiward, it has beeome non-existent.,

al. - | thus hold t"naft: partaining JI:D the'nutiﬁ:l;atimm drted
/.8.2000, 11.8.2000, 2.52001,} 22.82001 and 7:12.2001 fhe
land prices would have to be -:tiater ined on the basis of Lhe
nwmmunﬂ. pnrH n::ﬂ:me:! kry - 1r-=- Gi vernment  as also  with

rm other -::ﬂ:ngr,ni F“-.-ldt‘ﬂ-:_.i._. wﬁerrﬂfmm Ilanri price as on er}. diataes

could be détermined. F’-'rt._.|r||r1r_1 th lhe rotitications calad
16.5.2002, 23.5.7002 and 27.1. ?_DEH the tand price needs tu 2e

doterminad  with respect to ihe saff_ tieed dated 25.5.2002
!

LA Apn Mo 260f2008 & connected mafles | ' Do &7 of Té



b o L

'.,hacmfe wm_h rz-:ff_rFPﬂfP—tﬂ—ihf -3a i sale knce-lus—a{;qelienﬂt thiat

land price 2 35 of sau:j ddLe COMEs “:J more|thar. if determined with
respect to the notifleation dated 9.8 2001 wherein minimum

- land price notified was {15.7 lakhs peg acre with effect from

LA 2001, | ,
62. Witk raspect to the price! diffefential for Category “A'
and Earﬁgurﬁf "Li’ Eanri.f._'m:rl'ir:g- that F'Ef‘taining W the said
natifications caba gmlzatlm nas been dong anly pertaining to Lhe
land acquired in wl]age Paath [{‘f'l'un{

and H"a]a'ﬁt:li .[’_{ai'c;r%
[partaining Lo Hie notification datu. 0.8, 2001 only), Village
E::nrmn_a, ihera Khurd, Marels and ﬂ-.ll[}ur l{a.eEri.dlnmg to the
nr-:-l_il‘iuati;n-datecl-'zz,a.zuul; | hold thal wvis-&-vis the  said

notificaticns, after-increasing the price TTr the date differenlizl,

lixing the same for Category A .Iandsu deduction has to e
affected by decreasing Lhe sar.u: h:u.-u 2 '354 to dptermme tne prmﬂ

- for Catagory 'B° fand,

‘L] ¥ Before | wark out the I"'Ci'Tl[JEE*'l.':'-E:I}|U['| and since it would

~. RajgporKalan and Sanoi,’ F'F'FJEIIIIT'U"T

e evidenced thal pe rialring to Lateg. ry ‘A lancs, the land
urices  would m{lrgmally :IICIEEI_EE!: inl a few coscs and
IE.uhstunti_;illy in the other, @ s'tfilciﬁg;_nailcu of discordant would
emerge with respact to the land pilce. catermined partaining to
the notification dated. 23.5.2002 pertainfng to village Holamio
Kilan wherein the 'Ieamed'ﬁc}'rzrméﬂ;C«Duﬁ; has determingd the
fair market valuz at ?12,1*1,219130;‘— ;}ef aore as of 2302007,

bt Fheed tcr—i'r'rg‘:'ﬁtght"ti’ﬁit"parta'mﬁﬂq the same notification

dated 2352002 in relation to ;Ui!légé Alipur  the  leamed

bea BB

s oference l"’mrl' has r|l"-‘|"'"T“|“'|I|1EEJ-1}‘ {fair marget value at
ff]__?,ﬁz'u,?d‘i-ﬁ_.-’- HET HCTE -_md | find thaj_rpe taining to wvillzge

e notificaton Sated

_ 2712003 1I'IL fair market value ESEI:'EEEII' for Ceitegory 'A' lanos

s ¥19.16,040/~ i some cases and ﬂg.l_.:m,?'uD;- ino@ few,

. i
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‘meantng thereby thet much lesser | campensariar -has beer

wofleed out fn thie year 2003 ujgi':‘;:r..'ag'i-s'_j:hu:vmmp'en's'atinﬂ worle
out for Hatambi Kalan pe'rté"'r‘i:l'nﬁ to the notification daten
'#:3.5.2[]02 and the reasorn Fur“hF abrasion is that in sai
- notification the laid g::;r!'te 'detn?.-r'rrjiraéd in Galrafs case (supra) as
Of 15111846 has been taken and incieased at the rate of 12%
per annum compoundad,: }

I lmﬂ.,. Footh Ky Mol ""'I:Etur\n Sated 7 I: 2000

0d. With r'r—*ference ta thel nm.lﬂcatmn dated 4.49.200]

wl‘mrFrn with LfrPLi frorn 1.4.2000 mr"l.mum ,’an noified Wfels
ACre is ¥13.82 !dtc:hs and requiring seid price to he suikably
pdated ta reach the date of the notification j.e. £.8.2000 and

with reference to the sale deed’ datéd 25.5. 2002 wherein tor
Catiegory "C lands, land price pér acré comes Lo LA, 04,109,
relnded off to ¥17,75,000/- per arre and for ¢ F!LF'gl.lr"l B olancs
inn:re::miuﬁ tij_e same by Z.5% the price tomes to Y16.2 lakhs pey
acie arn;l'.?.u_rther increosing oy E‘-’.I’.:. the prices’ cofmes tE.l

. £18,65,500/- per acre Tor Cate pory A Ia.rn:ls and decreasing ihe
said prices by 'il*}f.-; 9] !'Lﬂ’-"ﬂ' the price With reference to the sahe

" deed for the date . 2.2000; the ftean average price far

- Category 'A' lands In w|1lagg Poath Khurd comes to ¥14.75 lakhs

3ty .a;re and decreasing the same hy 2.5%, it comes .o

¢14,38,125/- par acre for Category: ‘B fands. Moy that the

lonmed Heférenc'n Courl-has, wi‘l:!huu_t'Liﬁ reasonz, done Ry

with  Category 'R lands and: uniform price  awarded s

T14,37 ,280)- 'pn=r acra, the orice rjifferential.'wcrrlcek. out by me

. comes to s meager Y1,000/- r|r.=-'r HE‘T’P and thus-gus Calegory B

“inﬂﬂs | maintain Lhe amount awarm,rl iny the learm ec'i Referance

Court. ; ! :
65, All Land ACqutsitimn .&pp}ﬂ%ls_flied:by the Urion of India

and Cross objections wharcver flellil by Union af India in the

: : | ;
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appedls fled by land owners iﬂ-.i‘ie:'péct whereof grid has besan.
prepared and labeled as ‘GRID-& heremahm:u dre dismissed,

£26. | All Land .f-‘u,uumunn hppeal_, rllu-r:f by the land ownars

ELLRELE alijections Fled hw the Ihnd OWners in .Jpnea['a filed Dy

Union of Iru:‘h? are d]lr_:w-r*d oy ﬂELH—‘EIﬂ compensation payasle
for Cui_egur}r A lands ||'| vlrldge I'-'u-uth Khurd pertaining to the

notiticalion dated 1.4.2000 in sum of 1‘L—€1Jh‘ Ial-:hs_'per acre and

for ~ Category *B' lands the | cumpehsati_c_:in owarded  at
F14,37 ﬁEﬂf-- par acre s maintaiﬂed and thus such appeals o
£ross r"ElfL‘JLI'ICEE which F'"H-”I"I.tf_r Category ‘B’ lands are
digmissed. |

BT, PEFEEINING “to suth appeal wh wa the compensalion

SLanos F:!"i:ffla'nr_'_v_id statulary benefits as fJE'F the Land Acqulsition
Act 1894 as explained ip the judgmér reported az Sunder s
OV 2001 (82 DLT 568 shall bo granted, except for the perod

whera there is | & ualay in filing '|.|'.E 'i::pe.al r cross objection, Tor

“wehich pefied of delay no interest on the enhanced compensation

sngil be palg,  These np|:-e|ijr|t5_r.:| crpss objectors would be
ehtitied ta proportionato cost.

Hlﬁlaﬂﬁl-lul?rrb Ela;r Hr.n:ﬂf,.atlcrn oz ¥R E000

B8, For Lhra TE'EIEDH""IH qwr*n m paras bd to 67 hf:rlz'lﬂnlh..l Ve

aértaining to- the notification ﬁ::me] dafer:i 7.68.2000 r'LIat|r|g to
vitlage Hmamu Kalan, all -appezls as pi_'r ‘GRID-B' ne.eumbcr*

- and  cross objections  slaiid dlspﬂzed of enhancing  the

compensation to 16@ 5 iakhs I‘]Er acrel and 1| highl ght that os

per the awarg and F"'H_.l'l 85 per LE'lf_. r-;rl_rence all -,uhuart =S

‘*‘Fr‘& ar L:mfn.rn t:dh_gcu'j.f N-,_cjhﬂﬁ.'ng to state appeals filed by th

union of India and cross ﬂb_lECﬁEFI-'IEEE-‘L’I.I'hEF:F!‘JEF itled are disiniszod.

Appeals and Cress objactiens filed by land owners are allowed by

- enhancing the cur‘ﬂpén&:atian bo ¥14.75 [(RkhS per acre togothor

wiich staELn:ﬂrj.f bmiefits. as ipor thcﬂ.’;-Land AcCquisition Act 1894 as
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cxplained in thPJlJi‘iQ"ﬂEF’IT r+=pffrrted|aq .Etrfi'ﬂrl‘_‘." L, DAL 2000 (L)

DLT 565, except for ihe permc: whare there is @ defay ir filing

e ﬂ'i"r';:'.'lt'-"ﬂ A Cross nb;Pd‘mﬂ 1'131 yhich period of deiay ne

mtmr'ﬁt 037 thF rlnh'mrs'ri rmmppﬂwl':hmn shali e paid, | Thess

appel[a_l'!tﬁ EIr'_I:i'IDSS nhjan:_Lc.urs_ wauld|be entitied to proporlicnaie
cost. o

Villaue Bawana Notficetion deted 7.2,2008

69. _ Portaining to villygel Bawpna_relating to the same

notification gated 7.8.2000 where the learned Refarence Court

4 .__,_DE.A nat enhanced the 'rrmmeﬁtinﬂ for parity of reasoning, fair

11.9.2000 and with reforences t:u t“'tllg cale deed dated 25502000

mar‘l{m value for {afegﬂr}r B ands is fixed at £14.75 lakhs per

acre and Tor Category ‘07 lands a T14,38,125;- per. acre and
rlutmg tiral Union of India has neitfier filed any appeal or croos
Dbjec’i:in’n EI[JpE-_Eﬂb as ner ‘GRID-C* hersinabove are allowed by

tixing  the L‘{Jr‘npensat'mn 3% he%ele:ij'ﬂ menticred ﬂml
needless to state on the tﬂilﬂl"lCF"'i compensation the agpellani s
shall be entitled to statulory benefits as per the Land A caiisition
Act 1894 as explained in the ;jml_u;ar"s;:e_nt reported as Sundar Vs,

LSO 2001 (93) DLT 568, except for|the perod whnere there i @

“delay in filing the appeal, for which period of delay no interest

on the cnhanced compeansation shal be paid. These appeilarts
i ..+ %
wiould be antitlad to propastionate cost,

illage Kners Khire Notificstion deted 1192000

TG, with | reference to the Aﬂt:rficatlun dated 2.8.20Gi

wiherain: with er'rect fidm HH&UUEI rmmmum price notitied pev
acre 18 T13.82 lakhs per acre ar"u:E requiring said price to be
5L1|Lahly ppdated to toach th-ﬂ d..JLE of Lhe notificaticn 1.9

whierzin Tor Category ‘20 lands, land _prlce per acre comes o
#4774 1004, _sounderd . off T0oL LY 5,000/ per Acre, andg g
Category ‘B lands Increasing the sa‘mc by 2.5% the price comes

b

. = | N 2
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bir ¥18.2 lakhs per acre and futher iﬂn:;l'l',:‘ﬂ:iiﬂg iy 2.5% thie prices

comes LG ¥18,65,500/- per acre for 'Catc:g-:;_grf SA lands: and

- decreasing the said prlf:'es I=:;3f:- 11% to reflect the price Wik

refarence to tha sale deed for tlfu;L dr—%hﬂ 11 02000 the mean

average price for Category A7 lands In wllﬂge Khera E{|'|U"’1

comas Lo 14,83 500/ per d’rif‘lril1ﬂ decreasing J.hf‘ Sarme h‘ry

Efir-_ it comes Lo $14,46,41.3/- }J‘EI acre for Category "B tands.
7E. All Land Acquisitlon .ﬂ.ppeal's ad per 'GRID-D' filed by tha
land owners and cross-objections fileg |Z]}“ the lang owners i

-:FI|J~4c1If iilad by Unien of Inrlia are allowed by dedcresing

cormpensation payable for LaLF-cmry ‘i lantds in willuge Khera

- Khurd pertaining o the natification dated 1_1.9.21};)';' In surm of

£14,83,500/- per acre for Categary A lands and 14,45.415)5

Cper acre [or _Cétegﬂry 18" lands. | nate that pertai.ﬁing to this

L

notlfication and the village, the Union bf India has not filad any
spieal, On the anhariced mmpﬂjensulion statutory bencfity as
nor The Land {'xt:q'ui5ltiun act 18G4 as eirplninau v the judyrnent
reported as Sunder Vs, 0¥ 2607.{93 ) IIJLI 569 shali be granted,

except for the ;_lr"r'll:ld I."lhE""rE th:_m s = aedEy in Fllmg the appeal,

for which ,.Jr_.rlcd of deiay r.c_n m‘i:n%-reat on the enhanced

_mmpcn_;a‘rlcm'sh'all be patl. These -app:mlia‘.'riz would be enlit'en

T pmpmt.n:um.'i:F* Cost.

tf‘lleg:-.: Heras Nﬂhﬂ;,atmh ceted 2.5.2001

dated 9.8.2001
wherein with effact from 1.4.2001 mifimum price notified ner

12, Wdith refarence ' o the |'1ut|' -

racre s ﬂ‘: I lakhs per acro. and- uiring said price Lo be

S

suitaily LI-‘-udls';-'J to reach the rlnte of the not'fication i.e.
2.5.2001 and with referance to ma —u‘—JIL geed dated 25.5.2007
wihierein for Category 'CF |r1!'.‘i']!-'.,-!E|‘r d lprice per acre ooines o
217,74 708f-, rounded off o ?'1'!,'F_E,UGG.'— par acre, and [o
Category 'B' lands increasind t'he!samci by 2.5% the price comes

LA App Mo 20002008 & vonneied jnatters . age ¢ of Ta



to ¥18.2 lakhs per aore and further increasing by 2.5% the prices '
—Earies—to. 3:15,GE'-;EHE";L—EEf—éEFe—F:rr-EaL‘egm'}r e—lamds; and

decreasing the said .F:ITiCE'.S by 11% Lo reflect the price with
refarence to the sale desd for 1_;h_-r3 date 2.5.2601; the mean
average DI'iEE-fDI'.CafEQDI}i A Iam_ls in village Marela caomos to
116.16,500/- par acre and derre':mmg the same by 2.5%, it
comes to 15,76, 047- per acre for Category '8° lands. 'I"'l-.]LtFII::}
that the learned Reference Court has, without any reasens, doene
away with Category 'B' lands and uniform price. awarded is
715,858,570/ por acre and since for Category “L' lands the orica
wirkeo aut i:'J:,-' me i5 loss by ¥5 DDD; per aore which 1z o meagor
armount, | hold that for Category .IJ.' lands the price determineo
woulth be as per the reference but for Category A lands the

Eprica stands pnhanced o 216,15, 5121:},“- [JEL&LE’E__. ;

73, All Land Acguisition Appeals as 'rmr ‘GRID-E' Mfed by the

lang owners and cross-ohiect] ans filed bv the land me_r,_. ir|

.a,:m-?-alq filad by Llnlu:m ol fﬂdla are allowed by decresing
compensation payabhe for Ea..egmr;.;' at tands in village Narela
pertalning o thEl notitication ‘daled 2.5.2001- in sum of
T16,16,500/- per acre and as’ per the reterance order for
Category ‘B lands, Thus, appeals flied by the Union of Indis as
alsa cross objections fited by Uniorn of India as also such appesls
wihich ré'.*n':e to Catﬂgurf ‘B 1énd5 filed by land owners ars
dismissed and the ones i.e. the appeals and cross objeclions
ﬁ.led by The land ownors pertaining to Category & lands ers

allowed as aforesaia and needless to stale on the ENNANCEH

I penfatmn staluicry hr*m'ﬁt'-' as per thea Land Acouisition Act

18341 as explained in tie jlldglﬁEﬂ*‘ renoried as Suoder Vs, LY
40G1 LE.:I]I DOLT 565 shall be gmnrpd e:-:cep'i: far Lhe-pe:'iu{l whers

L App Mo 26672008 & connected matirs Pags 63 ol



i uppﬁﬁa s wnuiTtTE BALfed o pra;

SR - .d;,"'l_#é!'E_H_]E-F”i%E‘;ﬁ_l] I"!{.I"“j

_‘—'—’u’ll"hi"".l“'ﬁfl Wit =ffeei- f*.:rrrr

2 E.Eﬂ'ﬂi Al with referercel to 't"IE‘ sl

S E7 AR 108 Tounded ofr

interest ¥ Ao .
: Qi1 the ‘—‘ﬂ"-'ﬁf'lﬂ-‘d EDFFIPEJFﬂtrDH shall be Pail.  Theze

Bortionate Cost,

m | Sated 22 -8.2001

}':T.. Vifith rEfEIEI‘Il:P {o th n::rtﬂ'!rat]un dated 959 ﬁ”]

i s fh?‘ﬂﬂ]l mrnrmum price notifiag Ler
acre fs -l’i 70 lakhs per aere anql reguiring saig price to he

'?-!_Hldhh,-‘ Updated {p reach the EﬂdtL of the. notification ;.

deed dated 25.5.2002
frmd pi’lEF ner frlass=] Comas o
e xlf"b D00~ “per acra 2, and for
Category ‘B' lands | increasing the sa|me by 2.5%

Wwherein For l‘.‘atngur'_-,a S ra:.tlg,

the price comes,

- to¥18.2 I’ths DF"i" aCre and further ¢ nereasing by 2.5% the prices

-

comes o fIE 135,_;{3'[],-’— el acre 1"Pr Category ‘A" lands: amd
- dacreasing the said pf!FLb by 11'5( to refleci-+Hhe price with
feferenca to the sale deed for the date 22.8.2001; the mear
-=*rrﬂjaq¢u arice for Catagory ‘A lands in village IIcn__F:r_rh_r itz

_cumes. to T36,74,500,- per HCIE znd decreasing the same Dy
i a%a, i comes to ¥16,32 n:-:-.‘f Al pen acre for Categury ‘B lang]

-Moling  Lhat the leariied Rc:'-ferumﬂ Court has, withouyt TV
FEASONE, done away itk Curegurvl ' lands and unifarm price

“awarded is Ti6,43,813/ peT acrs, t|'u, price differential warled
Cout by me Comes 1o A mwager 0,000/~ per acre-and thus gua

iatz—.qm‘y ‘8" [ands | mmtalr. ’rhe amount awarcled By e
iearned Reference O ouit,

I3.5 Al Land Acquisition Appea! s 1|I-a_~d by the Unign af India

and' cros uEJJPu::HUﬂE 'lﬂ.th‘lE‘.-’E'I" ﬁEPEﬂ by Union of lndis in the

pp@am filed by land owners in respect whereol grid fas besn

- '!G'uer:rared and labeled as 'GRID-F E. 'GRID-G’ hereingbove a-s

dismissod,

76. All Land Acyuisition Appealk filed by the land owners

Aad cross-objections filed by Uie land owners in apoeals fileg by

L\ App.No 266/2008 & connesied matters Page &4 al 74




“ fonf

L0/ 2001 (93) DLT 569 shatl Ibe gran

- T17,74,109/-,

g

Cross reﬂﬁrences Which periam to
dn;missed
77. Per’taumng to such appeaﬂ

' shall 'bey paid.

a\IPraCQ

ﬂ@,m,mo/- per a

Union of. lndia are alﬁowed by decree

for Category A’ lands in vaHagle Hola
notification dated 22 8.2001in Jum 0
‘B the
¥16,43,811/- per acre is mamtamed

Categovy Icmoﬁ . CO

stands enhanced s’tatuton i bpneﬂts a

Act 1894 as explained in the Judgme

=|hg compensation payable
bi‘kKalan pertaining to Lhﬂ
fﬂﬁ,_74,500/~ per acre and
mp_ensatian _éwarded at
and thus such appéals; or
Categow ‘B lands are
where the compeﬁsatiorf

s per the Land Acquisition

ted, except for the period

where there is a delay in Ming Lhe appeai.or cross objection, for

which pe ’ﬁéd of ue!ay ng i
‘These appella n;tsa or
entitied to .'pmpc)_rtionate cost.

eras t on Lhe. enhanced compensation

CroSSIObjectors would be

\ [lﬂa@}e All Pur N@Hcatu@n dated 22.8.2001

78. With reference to he

notification dated 9.8.2001

wherein with" eﬁect fmm 1.4, 7001 minimum price notufmd per

acre is ?ﬂb /0 lakhs per che;‘md

sujtably updated to reach the date of - the

8.2001 and with reference to the
wherein for Category ‘C' lands,

‘rounded off

to ¥18. 7" lakhs per acre and

comes to 18, 65 500/-; per acre for

decreasing [he Sa|d pilces by; 11%
re*ﬂmenfe to the sale da“~d for the
: ‘aLegnr.;

land
0 T17,75,000/-
'Categbry ‘B’ lands increasing thé same by 2,5%' the price comes

'urthmf ingreasing by 2.5% the p

L‘z;i;r;;mds

"equn_mg said price to be
notification i.e.
sale deed dated 25.5.2002
price per acre comes to

per acre, and for

Category ‘A’ lands;' and
to reflect the price with
date 22.8.2001; the mean

in v'!!age Ali Pu

e
acre and de(:feafmg the same by 2.5%, it

comes to % ¥16,32,637.50 per a«:ije for

LA.App No.266/2008 & connected mattels

Category ‘B’ lands. Noting

Page 65 of 74¢
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away, with {E|HUUW '‘B' fands arufi ﬁrufurm prce awarded is

-

v *thatﬁwﬁarned E'I‘F'IEIE!'LL{.-" Court Tz _Mt.hgui: any rpﬁﬂun_{ done w

T15,43,811/~ per acre, thP iice t:hf*femntml warked out by me /
Gomes to a meager fﬁ,ﬂmﬂ- per -:J_LI'IE' ahd thus gua Gategory "B
l&nds | maintain the amount awa.!déd 1y the learned Foference
Court.. % OB "

78 All Land :ﬂg:iqu[ sitfon .-"-'nr.l[reaH f'Jn:f‘ by the Usaisn of-badia-
in respect whereof grid has been pm:parpd and labeled as ‘GRID-

H hPerauuve are di smissed | I nnLE- that tand cml.runer-a hawve ot

==t gl o
T )

_'ij"led_gﬂy appesl rharlengm{; tha ¢ dﬂcfmu of the ReferL'\rL Court,
P—— T EmTE TSR A e

+ 50, There shall l:le rn:r u.dﬂr E’|5 .CI G

e .
uut

ot tﬁ!ﬂ,é. B.2001
al. Yith reference o e notification | dated 8.5.2001
whereln with effect 'me LA2001 minlmurn price nolified Jper
acve s ¥15.70 iakhs a.::er Qura AN r-::c?umng said price ta he
suitably - Upﬁ.-_iu?ci ko IEth the date lot the nolification iz,
22.8.2001 and with refereice to the sale deed dated 75.5.7002

~ wherein for L..Jtr:anf ‘T lands, Iand fce per ace comas b
L7774, 109, rounded off to EZLT 75 L".I'I}ﬂ,n' per mcre, and ior
Category "8 lands increasing the SEMTIE L,w 2.05% the price comes

o V18.2 lakhs per acre aid further increasing by 2.5% the srices

Milzge Holami K Notificatic

comes to 18,565,500/ per acre for Category “A° lsnds; and
decreasing the said nrices oy il%_tc reflect Lhe price will
referemtf-:-.f Ly the sale deed for tﬁe da e 22.08.2001; the mean
avarmnge price for. Categuny A *lands_in village Holambi-Khurd— :
CUSMEes tD.TIE.I_?d.ZEﬂD.f- per aore and rJ|L reasing the same by
h .55, L comies to T16,32,637.50 per .acfe..mr Cateqgsry ‘B Jands.
T NOUTGT that Yhe learned Reference Court has, ‘without any
amds—and uniform prize
E awarded is Y1549 811/~ per acre, the srice differe tial worked

reasuna, done away with-Category B

ouL by me comes tn a meager ¥9,000/- per acre 'm“n’ thus Qua

LaApp Mo 206/ 2008 & connscted Mailers Prge G J_n-" T



::._'___Lﬂeuug._ﬂ_m&:__._LmrniaFn !.thE amourt—awarded by - the

P

Learned F‘Ererence Euurt

82. °. Ths E\,Jpr_%al filed l]:.r the - Urnu:m of india in respect
‘whereof grid has - been prepar.ed na laveled sz "GRID-V

hFernat:ncwn:'is dismissed. | note that land owners have not [lad

any appe-ll chatleng]ng the cecision of the HPFF*I‘:—‘H ICe Court,

33. _ | J‘her‘e shall e 1o arder - as to m-;l";

_';_ﬂ__f;r-:ﬂe_ afapur Kalan Motificatich dabed 72.8.2407
L Y | ,
84. - With reference to Lhe. r1uL||||Latmn dated ©.8.2001

wherein with effecl frony L.4.2001 minimurt price notified pe
acie is €15.70 lakhs per aore and requiring said price to be
22.6.2001 and with reference to the EL:E deed dated 25.5.2002

wherein for Category ‘CH lands, land !price por acrE COmes i
¥17,74,109/-, rounded oif to *1?.?5.'PD!ZJF per acre, and for

Categony 8’ lands increasing the'sams ny 2 5% the prir’—* COITEs

suftaibly updated to reach thei date of the nollfication o

to 18,2 .akm peEr acre znd further m’r-::a_alng by 2.5% the prices

comas to ¥13,65,500/- per acra for Lategory ‘&' lznds: and

decreasing the said prices by 1% 1:.r.| reflect the price wiih
refeternice o the sah} deod for the :iéttz 22.8.2001; the mean
avarage orice for Catzgory A iaru:lz in willage Hajapun Kalzn

comes to ¥16,74,500/- per EIt‘IdI'IL'.J_ h:i::-::lea«.mg the saie by

2 E0n it comes -tﬂ nl‘:: 32.637.50 per EFIF far Catequn.r 3 tands.

i'*kmr“‘ that the' learned Heference Court has, L'JIII"IDLI" Sy

reasons, done away WiLE‘I E‘Fmagnnr E| lands and uniform price

;_HF'far'ljF"f Is Tli6, -'15 .811,- pear acie,. 1|"IF"| price ﬂ[ﬁET'LI'I'[I-:H WO

‘ ot by rne 1:1;}"51F“=, toa- meuF-r ﬂJ Dﬂm- per acre and thus guoa

Caltegosy 'B° lands | r“uamtau. the %muunl awarded by the

learnead Hn:'i*en eEnce Eﬂun

G5 ali Land Acauisition .ﬂ.ppj%-.alﬁ filed by the Union of lrdia

and cress objections wherever filed by Unlen of 'ndia in Lhe

LA A Mo 28000000 & connseled maliers . : rape 57 ol 74




pﬂﬂaled ard [abaled as L..HID 13 I]r:'r'Emnb::rve are r:iu's‘m_':r ed.

Ba. Al Land Acquisition: Appeals filed by Lhe land owners

- gnd cross-objections filed by the Iand Wit 'ﬂérs in appeals filed by

Union of India are a!IDWEL" Y chr:—*ur‘lg compensation payahbla

for Catecory 'A" lands in viilage .IlElja]:Jl.J]J Kalan pertalning Lo o JE

notificalion dated 22.8.2001 in *;le of f',l.ﬁ 74,500/~ per acre and
for. Category ‘B lands the camﬂensatmn awarded | al

T16.A53,871 1 per acre is mainiainad and thus such. dppeals or

crass  references which pertain to tegory B lands  are

Gismissed,

BT FPertdining to such appeal where the compensation

stands enhanced Etaf'.utﬂry. b::r.r—:’rits a3 per the Land Acguisition

Act 1894 5s explained in the ]Ln_g;-nerL reparted as Sunder 1,
LA ?l]Dl {23) DLT 568 shali be g.rﬂntlzﬁ:i, excent for the period
where there is & delay in filing the appedl or cross oliection, Tot
vhich period of delay no interest on the enharnced compensalion

" shall-be paid. These appeliaits ‘or cross objectors would tie

-

antitled to proportionate cost.

¥iligae Saroth Mo ggu;m Hatggl_ 7.0, 2001

w88, With reference Lu Lhe -nut:.w!_:_d.mn dated 2.8.2001

'uL.'h.F'!I'P_.i.IE'_I -ui'it_h sffect from 1.1.2001 |'|'1"|r11rr1urn, price notified per

acre is ¥13.70 lakhs per ‘acre and 'reu:;i'uiring saig price o be
il;it‘ﬁt:-l'_-.r updated to reach the ﬂd,t'l? ;rf the notification ie.
7.12.2001 and with reference to the E.a!P dead dated 25.5.2002
wiherzin for Category 'C' lands, fand |:IhC.E por acre comes o

o el e s

17.74.1064 -, ronnded. off - to, 317,75, D?Df— per acre, and for

Catcgt}ry B lands 'I'ILFE‘:DEIF‘.TJ the same t?; 2£.5% the price comeas

o — —————————————— S i g Ly PRI UM "L R

to T18.2 lakhs per acre anc furthoer)] mcr‘ea'amg by 2 5% the prices
comas- te T1E,65,500/- per acre .f{:-r GEJLE[]GW AT lands; and
du_um.lﬂg the said. prices by 11’;& th reflect the price wilh

I_h:hlup.Nc-?.G{i.-'lU':iH & connected maters : | Fage 6% of 14




ieference ko the sale, deed ftn'r the |date 7.12.2001; the mean
avera@u_ price for Category A" lands in village Sanoth cormes i
T17.24,500/- per acre. Moting that al lands in willage Sanoth as

per the award and as per the Relerence Court are of same value

g0,

preparad and, [sbeled as ‘GRID-K her

| hold that for acquired lands |
ﬂf::l:!fic-::tinn_daha?;i 7.12.2001 the lan
te the enhanced compeansation In sur

All Land Acyuisition Appeals

N willage Sanoth for ke
| owners would be entitled
n of TL7,29,500/-.

filed by the Union oF Irdia

and cross objections wherever filed By Union of lidia in the

appeals fled by land owners In resg

eCt wheareot grid has heen

S0,
aalnet ETﬂSS--{JDjE{:tiﬁH.E: filed by the lanc
Union of H'Idié '.Eglm atlmv&d Yy gr'ﬁntir
L7 26,500/- L0

compensation statutory benafite. as.

and neetlass -

1954 as exolained in the ju{ignmnt-i

2inabove are dismissed,

All- Land Acquisition .&;ﬁp&ajé' filed by the land owners

Qwners in appaals fhed by
O CaMoensation in sum ol

e on tha  enhanced

;Jer tne Lang Acgulsition Act

eporicd as Spagder s U

. 2001 {93} GLY 569 shall be granted, sxcest for the period whets

there is a delay in fling the appoal of cross ohjoection, far which

peried of daelay no Inlenest on the enhanced c'DmpEn:iutinn snall

be paid, These appellants or dross 'rithn-:tnrﬁ wolld De entided

to vropertionate cost,

- Yillage Shehaur Garhi Nobifiketion datzs 76, 52002

o
=

Pertaining to village Shah

ur Garhi, as heaid by me

hereirabove the land price would have to be determined witl

. refarence to the sale dead dated 20

hrh:c_‘: for Category “4'
T18,05,500/- poer acre and since the
days botween the daie of zale and
that for the notification in L]UL‘:JStiGFI

owners are entitled te cowmpensation

LA App M 200/2008 & connesied matters

5 2007 and for which land

lends has been determined by me ai

= iEIJ'LISt a difference of 4
itthe notification | maintain
dated 15.5.2002 the land
iat the mto of 15,95 5047

Fape 6% ar 74



. par acre and { highlight that as per the laward and@ The Toference

- all tands are in the same Cat r—gmy ﬁapp!l_._nz and Cross 0Djectinns

filed by tf'lP land owners! as |:|ET ithe' ! 'Fl.,.H[D L' are allawer amd
ru_ELIIESS i:a state on Liie E-‘I’Ihr'.IHE_I-"{‘i EUFT]LIF'H.‘:::H..[ the land
owners would be PﬂLl”l:.".J 1o .all Etﬁtutﬂﬂj benefits as per the
Latd Acqu)s ton At ll-’j L il"llt-“'t]..JrF'iFl_i i Ll judgrment
FF'FJDFl'EI.'J as Sunder Vi, u":}.f 20 |:J1' (03 DLT _ﬂ}g exzept that i
Such ng_.."[:lE!Eﬂ" ar LfUSj.lle'.-ftl"-.ll-|g filed by Ianr:i owners wherc
'thmr f:J'F'|-_-'= o Interest would |1!E-_‘ paid for the period of selay,
PleD!‘tlDl‘latE n-iu.u;l--c ‘stano awa'rdﬂdi Appealz - and  ooss
_th:—-: lions filed by Union of india are dl“[‘rl sed, |
U]Hiagf Shabupur Sart Hn;uiil"ir aitlen daled 23.5 26061
42, Petiaining to  ths -mtn‘r 'énn pateed 235200
e Lgining to ‘--‘I“-.—JQ'.:." Shahpur Gathl. ¥ ULIIHJ that the dote of the
cale deed and the notification has a ljll'f-&rr.:‘ﬂLlrll of anly 3 oaya |

Frextcd

that pertaining to this J'|1::L|f:|:atmt'l|. since land i=s of sarma

- category, the land owners would be entitled to compansation at

the rate’ of $158,65 500/ with statutory henefits as zer the 1.a0d
Acquisition Act 1894 as Inn.arprei:ed in the dE‘"!*‘IGI'! repasted as
under ¥Ws. U0 2001 (83 01T _:E'Q ._,q:r-tpt in such a2ppeals or

cross objections filed by land awners where there is a delay, no
ierest would be. pmd far the period of delay. FProportionaie
Cisls stand awarded, Al such apipea.a,.and cross opjections by
land cwners as per "GRID:M’ sta'm!d :illc:r'-i-‘md as aforasaid and al]
appeals and cross obiections fiied L%*,J Unlon " af India  an
tismissed. ' -

' fiﬂl"ﬂ"ﬁf‘ He:al:ﬂm.hl Eﬁllenun th!fﬂcaihlw _flEted ??_._5;__?;@@”_'
35
2 i .-i.._-. noted by me p‘:-r!'m ting to the r"[:-l'nlL“-ltlxm dafescd

52002 rF'!’nI:mcl to villzos Hu;}n::umbl 4 ;llar* all lands have occn
treated in the '-‘.ﬂmP rategory by the IFamed | and Acanisit.on

F.:"!..:"'.l:lp.HD.E{':Ii&‘ﬂDE.& conoecled maliors ) : . Page 70 of 7



Collecior. and - ithe learned Referepce Court, lhe learnsd

Reference Cout has eawarded compensation in_ sim..of
22,14 2_-._:;- per acre which || hova found to bhe excessive

inasmuch os for the date 23.5.2002 | have held that Fair market

value would be ¥15,05,500/- ger acre and Ehus all appeals anrd
.CJ'DSE'EFDJEICHDHE fIJE_q'- oy thn::- land owners as [per ‘GRID-N Aare
dlsrnissea and appeals gnd f_‘rr_':a-"ls DEJj::-::’:]u:lns filad by Union of
India are allowed by modifying the i rl:puqrmd decree passed by
the !ea.nﬂd AcTarencd Cowrt and reducing the compensation
pavable to T18 55,500/ per acre cﬁ*’ which, needless [0 siale,
with reference to the enhanced price with reference Lo 1=
award the statutery Henefits already granted stand maintzinen.
Moy osts, : . £ g

“m 5 T} I 5= -
Villege All Pur Netficatien detes 23.5.2007
: : . =] i _
Q4. rartzining to the notification dated 23.5.2002 ralalin:

te village Al Pur, Tor parity of ressops gua the said nolificalizn
relating to village Helaimbl Kalan arac_I:SI'r.-:uhpur arhi | determine
fair markei value payehle at $18,65,500/ per acre and ihus all
arpeals and Cross . objections filed by Union of india as per
‘GRID-0' are 'ij|5l-|'.||._1_-1_-d nd all appea*s and cross chiections filed
by land owners as persaid Grid aral allowed by enhancing

-;:Drm;'er*f‘ai_mn payable o ﬂ‘ A5, 5[11:}.“- DEer acre on which

statutory -benefits as per Land Acaus mthﬁru ACt Gs |r|1_|:*15b|'r ted n
tha judgment 'iEh.lU'HELi 55 SJm:;r' 2/ I}L LA .a_"DC'rF (53] ULT H6L

shal! Lo poid =52 we anid ”r“:ept in such appealf O IO
nhjectmns where. thero 5 @ nelay. Ini %.rea’r would nﬂt e paii tor

- the peried of delay. Prnmmnnafe Costs as e,

ﬁﬁl-lagﬂ-,;_afmgtg Moullceton dated 27.1.2003

LS, Perfaining to thao a;.mpe:-als and crass objectians by the
iand owners and Unian of Indiiaias per "GRID-# peraifing to tha
ﬂptiﬁr:.s:-tiﬂn dated 27.1.2003 rélatingﬁ to village Sanoin, T aoie
Lo App o 26600008 & connecled multers Fiia Tage VLol



fhat LhE feameci Larid ﬁﬂ:qummr‘l ED“EU’L‘.‘II has placed the lands
in 3 categories and | find that Lu;‘z lzarned Reference Court has
without ar‘.y““mﬁt:fu.‘i.'ainn_ held the lands as of uniform categon
while awarding curnpenaation. - . - S——

=1 LJH the mean :n-'eraqell:u"-l,: w!ru.::h | have been fullm-.u P

.y Increasing .the price as of 142001 wilh reference to the

notification issusd by Lhe Guv;rnrﬂr—jn'ﬂ. as also by increasing the

samTe—with reference—ie the ‘saie Deed daled 20.5.2007 and

faking the mean average, for Eatﬂgurj ‘AT langs the price comes

comes tn T18,94,912.53 per acre ar L! Kuly Cateqcbrg,f ‘¢ langs th=

to ¥i%,43 5004 per odic cm{. for Lateqm’w ‘B landl tha.pilcs

frice comes to €18,47,575, hd par Eil-::lE- | [indd that the learnsn

Referenca Court has. Lirnfurr?ﬂly determinad fair market walug &y
T18,13.765 and thus such F.1p-pea!5 ar cross ohjections which
have bean filed by land owners the same have to be dismiszon

in 50 far Lhm:} pFrtdm Lo Cateqory * "ﬁ‘ al'u:J Eatego'f Y lands wnn

*gimilar would be thé fate of appea's sjand crass abjeciions filed Iy

- Union of india. pertairng m Categery ‘A" lands. The said appenls
E |

-and crogs abjections os por "GRID-P| are dismissed. Appeals oo

cross objections filed by land owners pertalning to Category oy
lands are allowsd hy decrecing compensation payabie in sum of
1843, 500/~ per acre and neasdless o stats on the enhancsa
compensation statutory benefits as per the Land Acouisition &ct
EBOT as interpreked n the ;ud-:j'ment reported as Sty /s, LI

2001 {93} DLT 56% shHall be paid saye Tand except in such
appeals and cross oijections where there is a deloy, mterss

woauld net be paid for the period of delay. Propartionate cosly

well.  The appeais and cross objections filad By Unien of India
pertairing to Category ‘B and Categery 'C' tands arc aliowed by
rrreditiRg—Ec—relatatly decreatin the Reference Order by

reducing  the compensation  for  Category i land  fz

LA fpp o 26E2008 & connseled matters ' : . Pape Vi olia
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T18. 54, 912 50 per L.cle* and . for Category ‘O land
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$18,47,530.68 per acre. Fia B | h (:?’{E‘

Willauz Ra'=pur Kalan N"J Hication dated 2707 2003 /

87. . For parity of Feasaoning as per. para 95 above Dartainine
to wvillage Satioth, similar corrective ackion I o b reguirer
pFriammg m Aands acgLired pursuant to notiflcation oated

2T.E2003 Telating to village Hajapur Kalan and where | find that

the Iearned Reforance Court haq in sr:-me COSes  awardeo
campensation in suin of ¥1o Li fB5/- per ecre and in some
cases ot £19,16. 040/ e acre b‘_l,f trudtmq all lands ot dniforn
Category.  On the' mean E‘L-'F'J’-:‘LJL Dasis which | have Seen
mllcrwlng By increasing the F}FI'._F"|EI‘.: of 1.4, 2001 wltﬁ refoic e
o the notification [«:.u'ﬂd by the Gowverninent as  zlso h'_-'

mcre.:s :iing Lhe same wnh I'EfE|.E.’!ﬂEE Lo tl‘|e Sile decd dared
Z0.5.2002 and taking the mean average, for Catoegory ‘A landa

e price comes-to %—Pﬁ:ﬁii-;ﬁnﬂ%p&r:nm'e-'r:rr%d- for Categorsy 9

land the price comes to 718,94 912.50 per acre and for Categan
'’ ands the price contes i 714 zli-f 539,68 per acre. Thos :uch

. Bppeais or cross - nhuactmn.alx-.rh_u:h have been filed by lugis

bwners the same have to be di&it’ﬁ!iSSEU in S0 far they vafan io
Lategory 'R and Category T [din"ds and similar woulg De =
fate of aspoeals and cross 'ﬂb}enitinnﬁ filed by Union of i
perizining to Caltegory ‘4 Iands.i - The said appeals and cross
l'JIEJ;]E‘C'ti{JI"Iﬁ as per 'GRID-Q" are Eiisr“niqqe-{l Appesls ang rogs
objections filed by lzind ownets ,a::mtdmlng to Category *A° londds
are allowed by dacrceing :ﬂrﬂp’-"nqahun sayakle in suns of
18,42 500/ per acig and” rmem@:*aﬁ“'m"gtaLa:—mrThe enlianceyd
compensation statutory benefits a;_yper the Land Acquisition Mot
1894 as interpreted in the judqm%r-‘ reported as Sunder Vo, Uiy

"".‘Eﬁﬂl—“ﬁ—?‘}—ﬂiﬂ —F68 shal -hf*—pard—hmwﬂc gxcept in such

E‘SPF:I'E::LJ am:l n::mJS nljections where there is a delgy, interes,

LA App Mo 286/2008 & vonaccted tmollerg | Pape T8 ol e




. i:'lH‘-H-,EIT_:Z."JD nar ACiE l.:-lﬂd' ﬁ_l:r ’:ategﬂi"'_-,u" £

© LA AP Nu 200M00E & connneted matters), |

well.  The appeals and cross objedctions filed by Union of ingia
paortzining w Category-'8' ancd dl‘.atm_n;'mj,{ 'Glands are allowed by
modifyine tha relalable decrae i|'} the Reference-

“Edh:mg—t%*—c—gﬁgpw%ﬂ_»ﬁw —Category- ‘B’

TLA, 47,539 88 por acre.

MGUST 23, 2611

Wwoula not be paid for the period of delay. Proportionate cosis os
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