A

G IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

Reserved gn: December 08, 200 ]
Pronpunced on: Janyary €6, 2012

+ LA APP. 2267240110

RAMPTIAL e Appellant
Throragh: hir L5 Tomar, Mr. Virendra Singh Advocates
b5 K, Solanks and W 5. K Rout 2nd M. BE.
Routray, Advocates [or appellant (in R-2-14,
38, 4146, 49, 50-69, 73, 75. 70)
VESLES

I X Fespondents
Through; Me. Banjay 1'oddar, Scnior Advoecate with

e Wr Banjay Kumar Pathak. hr. Mohitrao Jadhay,
and Ms. Mavlin Swain, Adweeates for IO LAC
W8 K.Solanki and Mr.5. K. Rout and Me.B. K.
Routray, Advoentes in appeals filed by UOLL
Mr. Virendra Singh, Advocate in B-68, 71 & 72
n appeal filed by TICH
Mr.Bunkey Bibar Sharna, Me Kunal Sharmae
ard Mr.Somer K.Seth, Advocates for DDA,

COKAM:
HONELE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL. GAUR

QRDLEI
T (01,2012

Feor orders see LA App No. 11952008, titled as "Ranbir Sferma vs. Livion of
o Mndia & Ane.

sLINIL {AUR)

JUINGE

JANTITARY Da, 2012
pakh

Signaturf}&lo Verified
Digitally, Signed
YA

By:AM



Troanep R
cehalag R

M OTHRE G JOURT OF DELEL AY I‘é:[iW DELEN

Rasvrved on; November (8. 2017
Provowneed oh; Jaruwary 0, 2042

(GRID-A]

LAALT 952008 (VILLAGE- BHARTHAL)

LAMBIE SHARMA - Sppellnnt
Flrecaels bir. 3.5 Muan, broAmit Maan, Me Jal Prakash, MMs. Smila

Daan, MEES Verma, Muditin Tewathia, Advocates
Mr.Anand Yaday and MsAunita Tonar, Advocates,
dr Rohras, Advovule.
ivIr Baghuvinder Grodara, Advoeate
B, e 5 Megl aud Mr H.S Ramela, Advocate
B S Rou! ancd Mr 3R Rootrmay, Mo Az Ansan,
Aidvocales,
bAr Panka Vivek, Advocale
M Rajesn Yadav, MrDecpak Khosla, Mr.Sanit Khosla
and br. Dharanjay Meblawat, Advocates
Mr H. 5 Famels, Adveeale |
by L5 ahive. Advocate
M. Sandeep Thalliur, Advocate
Mratal Pripachi, Advocaie,
e W S Mepi and Me LS Raweda, (A dvaemes for
respondent i appeals fled by L

VILRLS
LINTON CF MM & AN, |-{|:':-'li}l'J:'Ll'1{‘.'.‘!151'

i hrotind: e Sanjay Peoddur, Senior Advacaie wiih Mr Saadog
Pathal . Mrovlobilree Jadis o ang 8 M aviin Swain
M. Kaumudi Kiran, Advogates for [LAG/U0O]
MWir. Ajay Verma, M Soonashaw Sond, M Mukesh
Fumar, Mr 2K Scihi Air, B el et e, M, K el
Kharms, Advoenne e {3004

LA AV & CM N0 4083008 (Cross-Ofiectongl LA ARP 43003,
LA AFIARIEIE: LAAPT SRRIGE & OO0 M 3000020 1) [ mes Directivas )
LA ARPGLI00E & CM.No A33200% neas-Ohiogions s LAAPFARLZ0E &
CREMND SI0Z00Y (Ceoss-Obaestions; 104 AP PGB L2000 LA AFD 700200,

A R W T R R TY L P Adpnals ol Sdape PEa-thnl

VAT L sibraputag Apozh ol '.I':|.'|:';:! Rlisva iy
I i TR P

1UIMIG % fomnrme S Ananss ol Yilane Faeann i Sapu gl ¥y



LAABRPTTIA00E & O Mo 4252000 (Cross-Objeclions); LA APPIT2200E:
PAAPP I7VA008 &  OM Mo 3E3S2000 {Uroes-Ohjections); LAAPP. 7742008 &
Cadbvo 8132009 (Cross-Dhjeclionsy;, LA APPITSZ2008; LA APP.77O/2008,
AVAFRITIIAN0E;, LA APPTREZM0E &  CA Ne 0402000 |~|.’_.mss-[.]b_1"r:.muh}>
LAAPE 783:2008: LA APP.TENZO08; LA AP 7852008, LAAPR 7082008 &
CML MBI 3E00T  (Uross-Objectionz); LA AP TS 2008 & Chio 435 172009
(Cross-Objeclions); LA APP BUSSZ008; LA AT SRG2005, TAAPPESIS2008 &
CR e, 79300 (Cross-Ohjeciions); LAAPPALAZE & ChNoB002004
(Croze-Cjoctions);  LAAPPELRZHE, LA APPE1M200E; LA APT.R2VIN0S;
LAARIEIW2008,  LAAPPEIN2IE,  LAAPPEILZOEE, LAAPPEIZE00E,
1A AP A442008: LA APP.2AS200E:, LA APPSTIA0E & CM Mo 77920010
(Uroas-Ubjectionsy, LAAPP BYZ/2008 K CNLTNe, TROS2G0% [ Cross-Ohjections);
LAAPES902008; LA APPON2008, LAAPPOISZ00E: LA AT YSLAANNE &
CAMMNo 7002009 (Cross-Objections), LA APMPSIYZ00E; LA APPSTIANIE,
LA AL OTAZ00E & O ENo S1WZ00Y (Cross-Objections); TAATPATENIE,
LAADTOTAZ008: LA APPSIE200E, LAADP9BG/2008 &  CMLMLITLI00Y
[Cross-Ofectioms ) LA ATPYYV2008: A APP T2 H 20084 Chel Mo, | TIS0I008
LCross-O0jections s LAAPRLOIA008 & CMNe 173352008 (Cross-Objechors),
Lo AP B22008 &  O8 Ma 5992009 (CUrss-Objections), LAAPD TG00,
A APC T047 2008, LA APT 104820088 O No. TESL/2009  {Crass-0bjcetions);
LA AP IGER2008 & O MNoA203009 {Cross-Ohjections); LA APP 105062008,
LAAPPINZLAA008 & OMMNo ] 7622008 {Uross- "J'l:l_l“l;im‘l-ﬂ.'l,L A APP1G522008;
LA AITI035/2008 & CAMNod 62005 (Cross-Ohjecbons ) LA APT 10542008 &
ChL Mo 1762009 [Cross-Objectones); LAADPPIDIEZ008, LA APP. D5 T2HE &
{0 Mo 75202011 (Uross-Objoctions); LAAPP.LOSS/Z U"J-E-ﬂ: (M. Mo 1557/301]
|Cross-Objeoions); LA APPLOS9200E & ChLMo, 1723920 Cross-Uhjectivns).
LA APPIOANINNELAAPDLOAZ200E & ChlNoe 2402009 (Crise-Ohjections),
LACAPR 10732008, DAAPPIOTHI00 & CRNG523/2009 (Cross-Objections!;
IA-»H]-‘F.'.-G]’E;”EG{IE; LAAPTIDEGM0S i OWM.Ned62/20000 rozs-Objeclionsy:
| A APP INEL 20088 CAMLNG 1730552008 | Cross-Ohjectzons);, LA APP 10362008
& O No 24482008 (Cross-Objzctionsy L AAPRIOBTIN0RE CM No.G 192000
eCross-Cliections),  LAAPE. 109372008, A AFP1094/2008; LA APP. 005 2005
LAl Al TT0G02 & CM N1 /2408 10 roas Objectionsy] AAPP I TURAZ00E &
L LT 23004 (Crnas=Crajeelionst [ .:-'1'...-"L.I"I'.1 109:200%: T4 APP.11GZ008 &
U No S RIR 2009 [Clriigse L’JLJ“ctm'*ﬂ“ WAPPEELT 12048 LaaAPP 1152008 &
e Mo 3831008 [Tenss-Ohject Loais}: J ‘4. 8PP L ."."lﬂ"H & OB N IR0
i reseOhjections); LA ATE 111350 8 LA APP] 162008 LA SRR, 1212008,
PACARP | L26/2008: La :"l.l"]"" 11200206 & ChiMa 550720039 (C?‘r_ﬁ:s-ﬂi]‘r_it:_uli':rn?j:
SAUAEP L LAW00E: LAAPEL3] 0E K Ao SHRCHNY | Cross-Obicelions,
EAATI L LA, LACADPT 113302008 L';.. UL N, TA4 2200 (Uross Objections),
LALADE TR B MM 1700 Cross-Objeetions ) TAAPP . 14002004,
LA ARP L ESEZ008; .J!-L..'f'd"l’.].];?"ju:ln AUADTULSE2008 & Ch N0 7774009
WCross-Oniections); LAAPP | 1392008, rﬁ-_.!‘tPl‘-] LA1A2008: LA APE 1IGGZI00E,
LA AR (672008 &  OMINo SGN2000 (Cross-Objections), LAAPT 168/ 2008,
| AGAHPL ITO2008; LAAPP. I 7172008 LAAPPIT22008, LA ARP.11I52008;
LA TE7S2M0N, LAAPPTTR200; LA APP L TE008: LAAPPI 1R 2004,
LAl LIB008, LAAPPIIERR00RS UMW Mo 8832000 (Cmss.Objectons):
PAVATP L R2008, [AAPPLISSA0NE, LAAPP VIBGZE0EE OMNo 70112009

vt Ao Bl DUERSRAU Y coainecied Apansl ol yilags Dharthis
Leonton, b 2090 3000 & comaedied Appes s ol WHlags: Siraasan : )
Prcon ik 130010 & soanncled Appesa o Aluns Pochmnne = Paga 2 2 Tl



(Cruss-Objoctions): LAAPT. T1SGI008; LAAPE 19172008 LAAPP.] 1922008
LAADPE 192008 LA APP 11942008, LAAPP 19552008, LA APP. 11972008,
LA APP I 9RA00RSE  CALMo 69352000 Cross-Objactions): LA ADPIZ00ZKE:
LA APPIZOZI00E: LA APP 12032008, LA AFPA210Z2008, LAAPP.IZ1L2008;
A APPIZ122008; LA AP T203/200%: LAAPT 1223/2008; LA APP 12:52008&
U e A9 7 200N Croas-0lygectinns), 1A AP E'E@is‘lﬂﬂ'ﬁ; A APP. 124120088
O3 Mo 3RS 12009 (Cross-Oinjections),  LAAPP 124372008, LA AFP. 125202008,
| A APP 2752008, LAAPE I2T6/2008; LA APPI2TTA008; LA APE JZ792HNE,
| ACAPSIZENZO0E, LAAPPIZRI2008: LA APPAZEIEZ00E, LA AP 128472008,
LACAPP. L2009, LAAPP 320009,  LAAPPIWZONY:  LAAPPU200%
LAAPPALI009 &  CMNoT462001 (Cross-Objzctions);  LAAPTSS2Z00%,
LAAPEFI000 &  CWMMNa7la32000 (Cross-Ohiections): LAAPE. 742009,
LAADPPETR200%, LA APPOS2Y & LALLM 93372011 (Cross-Obeeetions);
LAAPPINEZE0S,  LAAPPL09LZHE  LAATT 1212005, LA APP.]35/Z0049;
LAGAPE 12672009: LA APPIIZAGNY, LA AP IIE2009; LA APP.15%2009;
PAAPPOIA2009:  TAAPPI4EIN0N: LA APPI44200%  La AP 14552009;
LAAPPIGZ2009;  LAAPRIENI00G  LAAPPIORIONG, LAAPP19220H9:
LA APPIIOZ009:, LA APP EOR2009; LAAPP199/2009; LA APP.Z201/72009;
LACATE 2E03009, LA AP 2052009 LA APPEOR2009 &  CMMo 7272008
(Cmas-Objoctiona): LAGADPE 2102008 & CAAKN0S70Z011T (Cross-0hjeclions);
LAAPEZ 12004, LAAPP22G200%  LAAPP222200% LA APTZ23/200%,
LG APR 22452005, LAAPP. 222000 LA APPIINE00Y &  ChlNe 72062009
(Cross=Ohjectionsy. LA APPZAL200%, LAAPP24572009; LA AP 246/200%;
LA APP AQ2N00: [ A APPIST2000,  [AAPPIRSA300,  LAADLDNIOSZ000;
LA APPGFOGR:  LAADPAVNG,  TAATPAT2008,  [LAAPPAREZO0W:
LAAPPE AZRAG0OS,  LAAPPAOGNM, " LA APP AR0200%9;  LAADPT 812008,
LA APT.A%9/2000: LA APP 490/ 200% LA AFPARIZNG, 1A APPASIZ009:
LAAPPA42009;  LAAPPASSIIN0G, LA APPS032000: LA APPSO&Z00:
LA ATESO72009:  LAATPSORZ000:  LAAPPSHNIOND  LAAPD 51072000
LAATE S 2009, LAAPESIZZ00%  LAAPPSIEZ00, LA APP 3GT20G
LAAPEITL200  LAAPPIE2010,  LAAPPAF2MD, LAAPPASEDIG
LACAPTADEZNI0: LAAPTAA20EL LAAPPIISEAZ00E, LAAPINLTE 2008,
CAARIRTTTTA008: TA APPI2012008: LA APR 23 122004

(Relating 10 Motifleation No. F_LO{30W96/LA& IHLAN341T dated 13.12.2000)
msued wnder Section 4 of the Land Adguizition Act, 1894 & Award Mo,
GANGA-2007 deled 23002002, Willage harthal, Lelhi)

(G-I

Reserved o December 08, 2011
Pronprsiced one Jaksary 06, 2002

. LALAPE, 204720 10 (VILLAGE- BIIWABAN) -
DENERDIER BOUMAR s Appetlant
Pheough: Me S Teimar, Me Yieodes Singh
PR s 1IN0 S el Appeats of willepe Mrerhal

A s o, AN E consaiiid Sgeaals of YilEge Miwhsan
VLA e VLSRR A conrnm il Appeod ol Village Fochanga: Agpe Sol 20



TEIHLUS

LIOT & ANR

LA APE
L AP,

L AP,
| A APE,
LAATE,
1AARE

Lo .":'l. PP

B

AR
LA APP,
LA APE.
LA APP.

JUAPR,

LA AFR

LaAM,
LAAPPE.

LA APP.
v PP,
LAGAPE.
e AR

222610

N0

1002010
2422000
2RO
ZREANN0
29552000
4620110
AS020T0
35402010
M5 201
26072010
0520110

ADD2D10

13572010
2T
TEOS20110
Q2010

TG

Advocares :

M8 K. Solinkd and M 8. Rovt amd

My BK. Remtray. Advosates [or appeliant

(in R-2-14, A8, 4] -;46, 49, 30-69, 73, 75, 78)
|

o Respandents

Througl:  Mr.Sanjay Podda r,I Senior Advocale witl:

vir Sanjay Kumar Pathak, Mr Mohitran
Tadhay, and Ms.Navlin Swain, Advocates
aor Lo AC

Mr.5 K Solanki and M8 K Rt and
M3, Routray, Advoeales in appeuls
Diled b LIOIE,

Mr.Virendra Singh. Advacate in ReGR.'7)
& T2 in appeal filed by U0

M. Bankey Bihar Sharma, MreKuog)
Sharma and Mr Somer K. Seth, Advocates
For LE3A,

|

LAAPD 1120110 LA APP. 49020140 LA APP, 5172010

LAAPP. S32010 LAAPY S4I010  LAAPP, 552010

LAAPE ST20010  LAAPP 5942010 LAARE 7072010

LAAPP. 2212010 LA APP. 22320101 1A.APP. 22612010
LAAPP. 2462010 "LAAPY 2772010 LA APT. 28170010
LAAPP, 2852010 LAAPE, 28472010 L& APD. 2857010
LAAPE. 28802010 LAAPP. 282012 LAAPL. 28477610
LAAFP 2962010  LAATPE. 313/2010 LA APE 3£5/2000
CAAPE 3ATA0I0 LAAPE J4RS2010 LA APE, 34072010
LAADR, 3512018 LAAPP. 35272010 1.4 APP. 35325 )
LAAPP, 3562010 LAAPE. 3372010 1.4, APP, 3582014
LAADE, 7422000 LA APP. 7602000 LAAPE. 3592010
LAAPP 31010 LA AFP 3622010 LAAPP 3632010
LAATP, 40602010 LAAPP 4072010 LAAPP 40872010
LAAPP 4382010 LA APF SBR20I0 LA APP. 3209000
LAAPE 72472008 LAAPE 7252010 LA APP. 72509050

I_.rl!l...nl-"..]':".r".
LA APE,
LALADP.
LAATT

TAOZ010 LAATE. TALRNG LAAPPE. 7322010
TIRA000  LAAPFP. 782372010 LA ADT. 82820100
2L LAAPP, 16422010

B0 LAAPD 992510 &

RN & UMM, 9852011 (C-nss-ohtestinns?

fRelating e Noitfication Wo. F, lD[_'_i'[]_lB'l':--L:_E- .H.-‘Lﬂ."]fzidl’.-' dated [3,12.2000
ssued wider Section 4 of 1he Tand Acquisition Az, 1894 &  Awurd No,
INIANNZ-2003, Viliage Rijwazan, Telhi)

AN

Phomg g TLURSO0E 8 et Appoals of v ilaz= Bhaanal
PRALL ol P DR e enmoge e aapals ol Villae Biwasin .
VAL e T3ESENI G onrectod Sapegls al Yitkige Frchunprr = [RERTTRIRT]




(GRID-C)

Haserved anu: Digoenhep _.i'ﬁf'._ 2017
Eroponced on: JSanniary (06, 2013
|

| LAAPP. 1112010 (VILE AGE FOCHANPLR)

SEHATI RAM AND OR ¥,

VEISLUS

Through:

..... Appellants
Mr.B.I3, Sharina, IS K Solanki ang

MES. I Roul, Advocates for appellant {in
B-16, 20, 23 10 26, 20, 30, 33, 35 10 40, 44
WAl 59, 63w 71)

Mr.5.B. Kamur, Advocate

LA Appo: 61, 64,
Mr.Rajesl: Yadav,
i R-22)

UTON OF INDIA & AN

LAAPP
LA AP
LAAPD
LALATP
LLAATPP

LA APE
LA A
LA AlE

LA AR

LA AT,
LaAARP,
LA APE,
LACALP,
A APPR
[
LA ADP,
LA T

LA AP

P M T 1IN & el T AT

Linspm e i o g
RLURUFETI L e T T

11010
S landig
CAZRA2mD
2542010
020
31}}'!20] 0
R AT AR
4202010
dR0:/ 2010
GIT2010
Gl 3011
TF2M0
1922010
H3030
1200301
G020 1
5235251

 FI62011

LA APP, 5547201

AR od villegs sharhel |

FLmeetid Appnsk of Vilnpp Oijpszar
<t Appraly g Village Facharr

T LA AR

for ap]:-::]iar:t in -
04/2011)
Advocale for appellant

o [Respondants

2 Pl

Througk: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Senior Advocare wirh

M Sanjay Kimiar Pathak, Mr Mohitruo

fadhav, and Ms Naviin SWaIn, Advogates

for LIOLT A

Mre Bankey Rihari Sharma, Mr Kl

Sharma and Mr. Somer K. Seth, Advocates

for DAL :
LAAPE 1542010 LAAPP 1552060 1,A.APP, 15672010
LAAFE, 16342014 LA APP. 20920160 LACARD 2152000
LAAMP. 2487010 LAAFE. 249500 LAAPE 230/2010
LAAPE. 26002000 LAAPP, 2612010 [La APe 270020175
LACAPE. 2032010 LAAPP. 30552000 LAADPP, 306/20110
LAAPP, 3172010 LA App VIR0 LAAPE 1932000
LAAPP. 306G LAAPE IO LAAPE, 41200010
LAAIP 2330010 Laanp, 3N LA APP. 43453000
LAAPE. 48020100 LAAPP, S7MID10 Lasapp. G3520104)
LAAPR 62002000 ta APy ag IO LAAPE. 637016
LAAPP 8023010 LA ape HIEGH 1A APP. 755520140
LAAPP T682010 a8 P TBA2010 LA APP D192010
LAAPP [E3272070 - LAAPR 8172001 LAVAPP, 042407
LAAPP 16201 LALABP 1 1780] LA APP, [9:200;
LAAPE 1217201 LAAPE. 126700 LA ARP 420019
LACAPE, 28555071 LA AR, a2lfaen LAAVE 22202011
LAAPE. 525/2011 Lo APP. S2E2011 LA AFP) 53520

Haqe § of 25



L

(Relaing  to MNotification Mo, T.I003696-1.& B/, /13417 dated
13.12,2000 issued under Section 4 of the Land Acquisiion Act, 1894 &
Award No. 30/2002-2003 dated 09.13.2002, Viiage Pochanpur, Delli)
CORAM:

HON'BLE MR JUSTICE SUNTE €A R

ORDER
o (.00, 2448 2

1. Since the grounds on which enhancement of the compensation is
sought by the appellants n these bunch of appeals are identical,
therefore with the consent of leamed counsel for the parlies present at
the hearing of these zppeals, these bunch of eppeals pertaining to
Nalfficaiion No L IEN0GEE BAAA341T dated 13.7 2.2000, relating
o geographically  contiguous  Villages Bhartbal, Bijwasan  and
Pochanpur are being disposad of by this common order,
& Avquisition process for planned development of Dwarka Phove
5 m Delki, commenced with (e issuance of Notificatlan of 13V
December, 2000 under Seclion 4 of the Land Acquisition Acr, 1894,
peftaining 1o vast tract of sgricitural land in onc coimpact block
comprising ol thirteen Beviiine Estates including villages in question,
i, [Fharthal, Bijwasan and Pochanpur.
4. - Agrieultural lend of the appellants herein in the aforesaid dires
viliages stood acquired by the RI:-pr-n-den:ra vide three separate Awards,
L, Awand No262002-2003; Award No.282002-7003 and  Avward

. Ne.20/2002-2003 granting compensation 4 ¥13.82 lacs per acee for
Block *A” (level feld - with top soily and @ T[2.32 lacs per acre or
Block *I3* (without top soil),
4. Missstisfied with the assessment of mazkel value of thoey aeguired

ALOR Mo VI B chnroctad Anpeals of wilagn 0 arial

Loan, Wi G0 2000 S comecled Sppoe's of wlapn Bijwinin
Laoa e 11010 & coppiieg ARERa S Gl Villugr 2nchavey. e . Papo & Al #



A
agricullural lands, appellants had sought relerence under Section 18 of
the Land Acguisition Act, 7894 and the Reference Courd vide impuzned
Tdgment had enhanced conpensalion @ ?1;5.0[1 lacs per acre [or the
appelants’ acquired Jand n Block A and éz_:g, %13.36 [avs per acre for
their Block ‘BY land in Villapes Hhatﬁt}m]l and Bijwazan: wheteas,
relerences relating (o Villape Pochavpur have heen dismissed.

.5 [n thess appeals, further enhancement of compensation soughi by
e appellants of Villages Bharthal and Bijwasan is at the rate of Rupees
Iifty lacs per acre, wherzas appaltants of Village Pochanpur have sought
compansation at the rate of Rupzes Thiny laes per aere by relying upon
e orecedeats in the shape of Cecisions in Executive Engineer,
Karnatake Howsing Board vs. Land Acquisition Officer, Gﬁffﬁ%& anid
e, (200101 2 SO 246; Anjani Mofu Dessal v, State of Goa ond Anr.,
(200 13 500 710 Sebh Ramr ond Ovs vx. State of Haryana and Anr.,
(20103 1 SCC Ad4, Sm:glun.{hufa (Pead) through LRs. Vs, Special
Tehsildar (Land Acquisition) & Ors., (2010) 3 5CC 661 Ranviy Singh
and Anr, vs. Enien of India AIR 2005 5C 3467; Chindha Fakira Patil
) through LEs v The Spectol Land Acquisition Cfficer, Jalgaon,
N2} SCALE 321, Jaf Lol v, Union of fadia, 2002 (62) DRT 227
Reme Nand (since deceased) throuph LRs vs, Onion of Indin & Aar.,
3002 (65) DRI 1 (DBY Udko Dass vs. State of ‘Horpana & Ors.,
20RN0y BUALL 41 Chekes vs Siede of Pawjalh &  Ors., 2017 (93

SCALI 362, Avinash Dhavaii Naifi vs. State of Mabaroshiee, (2009
L2AU0 T Adma Singh (Dead) ffrough LRy wwed Ors vs. Stete of
Harpona & Anr, (2008} 2 8CC 568 W.P{C) Noo 4 [43/200% dilad as
Sk, Indw Khorana vs. Gram Sabha & Ces, decided on 26.03.2010;
Sp-::w'&f Liend ,-:]c?qm.im’m Officer & Anrvs. MK, Rufig Saheb, (2017)
S500 T Thakarsibhol Deviibiior und ors vs, Executive Engincey,

A Mg )RR B spennemd Appes s ol Willuge Shaa)ls
s, b 20S0000 % teraerbo) Acpeals of vlllage Sl veasan
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. B /\/}/f

Gujuriat and Aar, AIR 2000 8C 2421 Horvana State Twdustvial
Develypment Corporation, (201011 5CC 175, Risad Singh & {.?I'sl. Fs.
Linion of India & Anr, 2006 (89) DI 527 I:DBj; Lal E’kﬂﬂf&' Vs, Liwicn
of frifia and Anr., (2009 {5 SO0 769 G-F.':ﬂﬁi;"ﬂf Manager, Oif and
Natural Gos Corporation Lid vs. Rameshbhai Jivanbhai Pated and
Ani, (2008) 14 SCC 745, Valtivammal and Anr vs, Special Tehsidar
{Land Acgquisiion) and Anr., AR 2011 8C 2937 Kirun Tandon vs.
Allahabud  Development Authority, (2004) 10 SCC 745, Mahesh
Dattatray Thirthkar vs, State of Maharashira, ATR 2009 5O 2238
Kapil Melira (Major General) & O, Vs, Union of tadia & Anr,
FIO20 1Y DLT 361, W.P(C) Me. 42842007 Gled as Sere Singh vs.
Deilt Devetopment Authority & Anr,, decided on 24.04.2008: b
Prakfiash fdead) by LRy and Ors vs, Enion af fndin, {2004) 10 8CC 627;
Satpal & Ors vs, Cnion of india, (1997) 1T SCC 423: LA, APP.
MNO.O3G2008 Uiled s Sushil Kumear vs. Union af India, decided on
W.09.301 % LA APP. No.SW2007 titled as Bed Rotm v, Union of
tadio, decided on 07062011 and Shale Rﬂm vs. Undor of Tndia, 2001)
(1703 DLT 371,

6. Un he strength of the afivesald decisions, st the very outset, jf
was ureed by Mr. 3.5 Maan, learned arguing counsel (o the appellams

that the jocation end siwation. of the acquired agricultural wnd has to be

lirst understood in order to appreciae its potential whick must be
Adjudged koeping in view the development 1n the zrea over u neriad of
lme and 14 gape canoal be e led e the pear fulere alone,

[Lowas poinded oul by MriR, 5 Tumar, c:mum.! for appellants 1ha

Dethi-Rewari-lod! npur broad page railway line ol ~'i;lll.lg;{: E]]_Jwa:-.an

¥

Fasses throyah the land of Village Bharthal, dividing it inte 1we parls
L, on the castern side of the railway ling i3 111{. T3] Ads Fau.:l.L ["-.TE:W Dl

T, Ko LU B s eg ARpeals 1 ¥illuge Bhpeilral
ASpE R SR & vaneoctrd slapenls GF VIRRS Biivsasan

ELRTE A, T B I L VA canrced npanalk of Vilepn Poehupe: Eape B ot 29




and (] Depots of Indien Qil and Bharat Petrolewn and a road 100
meters wide starting from NH-8 fram Shiv M tovwards Dwarka Sab.
City Pari-l end Part-11 apain divides 1he agricultural land into two
porlions, (1) North, Basterp side, where [GT'ﬂirlpﬂrL 15 located: and (i)
South Eastern side, where duveloped Farm "T-].'-:Jlusaq arc located on the
land of Villages Bharthal, Bijwasen and Samalkha. It was also painted
oul by Mr.S K. Solanld leamed counse! for the appellants  that rorthem
part of the land of Village Bharthe! was frsd acquired for the extension
of I Alrport in the vear 1971 und again in the vear 1980 for
eslablishing Indian Oil Depots and theroafter in the year 1982 for Bhamt
Petrelewn and the lands of Villa g Bharthal and Village Fochenpur wers
ilso acquired in the year 1984 far devalopment of Dwarka Phase-I and
the lands on (ke western side of Villagus Barmnoli and Dhaal Siras were
also scquired for the development of Fhase-TT, Dwarks Suh-City,
Allention was drawn to Uk aks sizras/map to highlight tha the bBoudar
ol Village Bharthal, Village Pochanpur and Village Dhool Siqas are
contigucus, _ '

B, It wes strenveusly urged by Mr.13.8.Maan, learred counsel for the
appellanis thal the Reference Court has failed 0 appreciate (he
potentiality of the acquired lend in 1he tight of its location and has
legally weated the acquired land o he agriculwral in spite of
Motilleation of 16" Ocrober, 2000 ¥ide which land use of the three
Viilages in question was changed  from - sericultersl resiiontial
cammercizlindustriail, eto. and infavt the eitire Tand of Village Bhsgrthal
had ceased o be viral Inview of tic Nobification of 24" Catober, [994,
BT was ergucd with mueh velomence by ?1-*[1-,3.[{.Ruﬁ1;, learned
tounsel for the appellants thal the aforesaid o Notifieations have been

wrongly discarded by the Refrance Court by relying upon P. Rixsma

O ofmp Mo TVERSINGE & citne el Aapnals ol villape GRg L lial
PAINCHE BRI R connacue AFnesk of WiTugn Mijwzs |

LE e

SBGL AT ITM W sednncing ARRAE ol Wlllnies Barhipour

Fagadof 7n




H ."-_.'.|I|: L

LAy &

|.-'|..'.r.|| 1]

Rededf & Grs, vs, Ly Aequisition Officer, Hyderabud & Org, (1999)
2 80CC 305, which has beon vonsidersd by the Apex Court in its rater
‘decision in Udhe Dass vs., Srate r;f'ﬂmjpa;mi & Ory,, 201D SCALE
4] holdine that the poteniial of' the acquiréd land must be adjudged

keeping in view the development in the ‘areq OVEr a perind of Ume and

e same cannot bo limited o a near futire alome and if affer the

Bequizition, if the authories do fot put the land 1o any use, it woyld not

Enzan that tere is o buiiding potentialily, '

10, Reliance was placed by Z‘vIr-H.D.Hha:mm, rezrned counsel for he

appellants upoa the seven Sale Deeds of Villsge Pochanpur 1o highlight

that the sale price ]'l::tﬂE'..ElE{] therein varied Tom 252 [g0q 0 $62 [aes and

mevely becruse of the saig ‘."Et]‘iﬂ’.iﬂﬂ,. these sale exemplirs cannat be

thrown ou: as has hoan iliegally done by the Referonee Caour, becapse

Lhara 1: 1 basis to conclude (s these sale exemplars are overvained

bocause of Ay special advantages ang gg per settled Jeaal propasition

fald down by the Apex Court in Arjani Molu Dessas vs. State of Goa-
wrel Anr, (2010) 13 SoC 710, the average o sale exemplarg onght 1o he
laien g9 representing the markoe Price oi the Jand which Gomes to $57°
lacs per scre and sinee the sale .exr.:mpfal‘ﬁ relied upon by the appellants

are the comparable - sale Inslances, therefure, ‘raliznca Placed by {ke

Beference Coun tpon the minimum ratesicirele tates for determining the
narkel value of the aceiired land i oatenty eITanenus,

L Assessmen of mirket valpe of the ‘acquired [and was suﬁgh: b

Mr.?'{.(ﬁr.'-rf:-;ra, fearned covngel for The appellants an the hasis of the 1 &

DO rates fixed By the 'ﬂ{wemmcm: and ulse’ pn the Lasis of pre-

e ined rates J.'i:;cd by the {}ni'um.hmm ioT 'ﬁllﬁﬂ!ﬁcm ol aI‘_u.fnam

Plots in the year 2000-241 Keeping in vigw (e [c}&ﬂﬁmi’, situation an

Pitmntialicy of (he ﬂcqui.rn.':i.i' land, detcrminaion oF s markat value ig
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soughl on ke srength of sale e:-:empla}s of Village Pochanpur and
Village Samualkha or allernatively on the basis of the Lé DO rates of the
developed lands in Dwarka Phase-l or urhi the basis of the Pre-
Drerermined Rates (PDRs) a3 reloired to above. '

[2. In the written synopsis, appellant - Impulse Indiz Private Limited
ol LA, App, No. 2952009 has assatlod the impugned judzment on the

following grounds:-

a) “lgnores the aeloiowledgemant on the part of the
respviaglent abowt the Award No 26/2002-2003 duted
SISO being flawed {n the course of the
proceedivigs Civil “Writ petiiion No. 19612 of 20006,
(Referved to in cross-scamination af appellant dated
7.7.2007) . y

B! Does not accownt for ihe fuct that the Public Nefice
dated /8 U 1987 adversely affected the ruies af lardd in
the area for move than 13 years before the Nevification
wiader Secticn 5 of the Lind Acguisition Act, 1804 wes
issteed

) Valuing the land on the bosis of the letter daied
FL92000 fxsued by the Govermment of Nationad Clapital
Fevritory of Delhi is not in avcordance with the law luid
duwn by various decisions including in one of the more
recent devisiony of the Mon'Se Supreme Clomrt in
Sevrgnthenl varsny Tabwifdure 203 SO 66 )

dj lgnvies the evidence and othar Jrctory which as per
extabiished faw hay ta be considered before aseertainfng
the value of the lard Her gl itton,

@ Poes nov deal with dispeite in value gt the Sale Degds
prodnced before the irial Cowrt wiereas s per the
estulilished by the Non'ble Suprense Court i the recent
case of Chinda Fokirg  Pail versuy Speci! Lang
Avguisition (fflcer, i peal No 3475 of 2007, The
flon'ble Bipreme Cowrt fro speciiically held thar L‘;'m’e:
Deed shinwing higher mate vhowld not be divregarded in

PAA e DTSR S chnpeckod fppmats ol alage NharFel
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case the average sale price iz lower Further i Anfand
Moty Dessai va. State of Goa, 200013) 8CC 716 the
Swgmeme Cowst fas alvo held thar the highest of the
exemplars and wol by averagine of .different hypes of
seles  bransactions  should  he congiglered while
ciudiceting upon COMPERIGLon upon a cerian land

B Relfed  upon Sudgnent dated 332008 in LAC
No. Q7472008 w0 decide the marbe value of the subfect
fand vihile fenaring the material which indicate that the
market value of the land is much igher than 15 lac per
acee in Block 4 and T13,36.000 in Block B in viglation
of the lavi Jaid dowm oy the Hon'ble Supreme Court
mefuding in Subh Bam ve Srte af Harmicrg 200001
SCC 444 As a conRseqience, the impugned judgment

vefused foovehewn e getua Finding on the sue No.J
Framed op 27 2. 2007

Lvatuated the land as aericulinral lond although vide
Notification of ihe Murticipal Corporation of Deljvi, the
fand wse of Village Dhool Siras amd Bharthal weas
changed and these areas coased o be agricultural and
CUME AOW wRder the wrbam bonndaries of L22ifhi State.
fhe masterpian and Notioations af Government for
land wse change show that i Juture fomd can be
suljected  to  pesidential  commercis] wered  ather
permissible uses, It s also pevtinent 1o mention thet the
appellant lead evidence i respect of the 4% grmondmenr
of the Cowstitution of Indig. w el L1593 IX 4 by
virtee ai’ whick the Municival Corpovation Act we
amended and the area where the bewdd I sitvueted wes
deented a mmmicipal aveg aud the mrticipal Conmsellor
_ W elected fromr theve, No Fanchapat elections werp
heid in the are,

a

Al Refused to apoly the fow laidd wlover By ATR Scaparape
Court 3467, Ranvir Stagh sl Ane v, Unjon b fndia
el vefismed o consider the: faer that the devafonment in
e areq fidy a direcs affect on (he price thaf o wil{ingr
PUCReSer would gy fue the Sudrfeei lond

i lymored e faci thet Respondent Moo 7 had i
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auctioned similarly siteated land as commercial Hocks
af the rate of abowt T2.6 lakh and concluded that the
said land is wholly undergeveloped land,

f The valuation of the subfect land iv even I?mr.rs:r than the
pre determined auction rates set by Respondsnt No. 2
Jor simileriy situeted land, o =

k) Diaes wot take into aocount the possibility of f:}:émgﬂ af
e use of the land although the lond was qequired for
development  cwrposes of Lhwarka Phase f I ds
rederated thot the land we of Village Dhool Sivas and
Bharthal was clianged and these areas ceaved fo be
aericultuiral and came now wnder the urban boundaries
of Paini State,

) fgnored Netificatons dated 16102000 and 24, 107994
cfthergh  they  clearly  esfabiish  ihe  commercicl
potertiality of the said lond. In Songuntnala v, Tansildar
if.d] [’?{Jfﬂ) 3 8O0 AaT i owaas held thar the purpmé'_ﬁ?r
which land iz acguived iz a relevenyt facior. While
determining value of the property acguired the fact
whether the land hay goi building potentiality to he wed
Jor huilding puwrposes in immediate or v onear fufure
needy to be comsidered,

n) The presence of o number of buildings on the londs
acquired and the said {ond being occupied by the
huildingy are o be freated as house sites, The londs
were deguived for purpose of puiiing up resideniial
quariers. As a portion of the lund @ being considered as
fiouse site, the adicizine lands fove the potential of
being mu in better pse ar house sitey in the sear futare,

b3, In the briel synopsis by Ved Pal and others of LA, Apn. No.
34702004, the [actual dotails have |:-:cr;1 provided with a praver that the
appeliants ol this appeasl he teated at par with the co-appellants of the
other appeals in these burch of appeals.

4. Supplementing the aforesaid arguments advanced on behalf of the
arpetlangs, it was urged by Mr Anand Yaduy, Advocate that the effect of
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urbanization of the lends in the Villages in qLerrum:, e, the change in
land use has heen considered in Makesh .Dr:.t‘.:‘m'm_‘.' Fhivthloar vs. State
of Mafrashiva, AIR 2009 SC 2238 Kapil Me.l:m (Hajor General] &
Ors. Vs, Union of India & Anr, 176{2011) Ul P 36] and that Pre-
Dotemined Rules, Rezerved Auction Rates of o ares gro relevant 1o
determine the market value of the acquired lands and infact *he sl
inatances relied vpon by the appellants aro comparable and ought to have
heen relied wpon by the Reference Court to asdess the comeet market
value of Lhe acquired lands, Thus. enhancement of compensation
rellecting, just, fuir and adequare murket value for the accuired lands is
sought in these sppeals,

23 Arguing the cross-vhjections fied by the Respordents, Mr. Sanjuy
Poddar, leamed Senior Counsel urged bl theugh as per Section 51-A of
Land Avquisition Aet, 1894, a cerlified copy of the Sale Deed is un
admissible evidence but the same canrot be taken as relevant evidence
‘or deferminatiod of the market value unless and unti] the same is
properly conpected with the land in guestion and lement of spocial
faney of the purchaser and other Tactors namely, naturd, situating of the
property, pm:-:imiiy 1o the uillag_e ele, afe alao regquired to e considerad
and the sale instances relied upan by the Respondents disclosing corvect
markel value of the acquired lands have been Hlegally rejected by the
Reference Court and while placing reliance upon the decisions in Juf Laf
vi. Laion of Tadie, 20000 (627 vz 227, Satpul & Ors v, Univn of
fudin, (1997 11 SCC 423: Lal Chand 5. [nion af Mudin and Anr.,
(2009} 15 BCC Y09 LA, APP. No.6S6r2008 titled as Sushif Kumiar vs.
Labon of dndia, decided on 26092011 it v urged hal sharp increase
1 priee i a short period cannot e takey to he r::alistin-'z'n‘jl FeEsOny {nr
steh sharp increase are explained Dy prod: u:m}:, in eviderice the seller

Loy M LIS 200y & orope |||E:|Ld.¢||:;m;»-:-{'.-1lapp Bhurlﬂ
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2
and the purchaser us no prudent person having knowledge of the usual
prevalent trend in the market would pay .t:uch: 4 higher pay as reficetad in
the sule insiance of Radha Swam Lcer?.:mg: Begs, velied upon by 1he
appellants, but for special consideratiog, Thus Il was contended on
bchall of the cross-objector that adnplmu of Ldr 13 rales/Pre-
Determined Rates cannot be countenanced in view of the decision of
“Apex Coart in Lol Chand (supra) which hzs been followed by &
coordinale Hencl of this Court i Sushif Kumar (supra) and Kaj Singh
(supra).

8. So [ar as potenidality of the Jand i concerned, it was urged by -
Mr.Sanjay Poddar, learned seqior counsel for the Respondeatsicross-
abjectors that the same has alrcacy been faotared inta, while fixing the
minimum indicutive price of the agrieulivral land by the Government as
an 1% April, 2000 and by granting appreciation thereon @& 129% per
aanum, marker valye of the acquired lands has been arronenus!y
delermined by the Reference Court, ag in. Swushil Kumr (supra)
appreciation @ 10% per anmum Las deen grantea. Thus, it is submiied
that there: is no scope for frther enhancement (rom the price of Acquired
iands as fixed by the Tand Acquizition Collector ane 50, the impugned
Judgment descrves 1o be modifed cekering Lhe enhancement by the
Releronee Court whils taking into wmsideration e zi]:-[.ar-:u[arimn (@ 12%
per anmiim and the same deserves (e be brought in ine while granting
appreciation (@ 10% Per annum ana thereby allowing the cross-
alyections to the aforesaid exien. |

7. Alter considering the 1jvai subimissions advanced by both the
RIUCs and apan glnse prarusal of the impugned indgment, the evidenee o1
record and Lhe decisions ciled, what Eﬂ]n.::rge.ﬂ is that the true market value
al the camparable land | I the price parg by willing purchaser 1o g willing
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scller and the best evidence is the comparable sale instances. While
cGealing with the question of notential value af the acquired land, what
has to be considered in assessing the merker ;vah;e therzol, stands
reiterated hy the Apex Coutt in Udha Dass us, ES.E'HIE' af Harvana &
Ors.. 2010(9) SCALL 4] in these words:- .«

i) the situation of the acquired land vis-a-vis the cify or
the fown or villuge which had been growing in size
Decause of e commercial, industricl, educational
refigions or aiy other kind of importance ar hecouse
af ity explosiie population;

(i) the suitability of the goouired land Jor prutring up the
Biildings,  be  thay  pesidential, commercial  or
fechusirial, ay the cave may be;

ity possibiliny of obralning water und electric suppiy for
aceupanis of duildings to be put up on that land:

(i cbrence of sictutory impediments or the fike for nsing
the aeguired land for building purpose;

(vl existence of highways, public roads, fponts of
hutlding plois or developed vevidential extenvions in
ihevivinity or close praxiedte of the aeguired land:

i beneflis o advantazes of edwcational institutions,
health care cemtres, or the ke in fhe surrourding
areas of the acquired land which may become
available to the vecrniers of bulldings, i Bwilt on the
acgnired land; aned '

(viil lanels arownd the aoguired land gr the aoguived fuwd
el betng e demand jor Malleding  purposes, o
specify a few

(. Fie potentialily of land for the purpose of development as alse for
bunding purposes depends upon o large sarmber ol Betors. For the seid
surpnse, the Cowt may not culy have o hear in mind the purpase for %
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which lhe lands were sought 10 bhe acqu;'redi but alsa the subseguent
CYels 10 some extent. It has been so {:bscrv:cd IJI‘_‘.-' the Apex Court in
Avinash (supra), While reiterating the relevant 'far:i:m's for detenmination
of compensation for acquired lands, it has EEE:il held by the Apex Court
in Abr Singh (supra) that the. exemplars-of small pieces of land relied
upon: b the appellants could not be a ground 1o discard ther espociaily
whern exemplars of large pieces of land were not available.

19, Aloresaid dictum stands rellerared hy the Apex Cowt in Special
Land Acquisition Officer & Anr vs, MK, Rafig Sakeb, (2011) 7 SCC
#14. The legal proposition which emerges from the decisions relied upon
i bekalt of the appellants is that where there iz no besic differcnce
either in location, simation or potentiality ol the villages, which are
similarly situated having similar advantage available 1o them even gs
ropards future prospects, thers is ne justiﬁcatirrn for reducing the
compenzaton on the ground of distance between similarly situated lands
end e acquired land.

20,0 Tt is a well established proposition of law that the burden of
praving Lhe true market value of the acyuired land is on the State who
hes aequired e agricultural Jand for e particular pumpase, Bur, it 1s
equally true that the burden of peoving nadequacy aof enmpensation
awarded 75 on the claimant For this proposition, the decision of the
Apex Court in Kiran Tandon (Supra) can be raferred 1o with adiantape,
2. :-"h.pl.::-: Court in Fallivammal {Supre). while teking nole of the fact
twt the acquired land was siuated I close vicinity of residential
colonies, educational institutions, hospitals, ete., had held that deduction
of 40% lowards development charaes was improper. The pertinent
observations made oy the Apex Court in dnjani Mofu Dessai (Supra
ACSeIVe allention, which are as ander:-
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The lepal posirion i thar even where there are severnl
axemplary with reference o similar t'{l:rmfs. usually the
highest of the evemplars, whick & o bona flde rassaction,
will be considered. Where however there are several sales
af similar fovas whose prices range in q narvow bandwidih,
the querage theveol can be rakew, as representing the
market price. But where the values disclosed in respect of
Iwe daley ave markedly differest, it can only leed 6 an
inference that they are with reforence to dissinnilar lands or
that the lower value sale ix on avcount af under-valuation
ot ofher price depressing reasony, Consequently ovavaging
el be resoried 1o,

22, |1.-wm|lt‘| be warthwhile o take note of the chnehing observalions
pertaining to detenmination of fair market rate of acquirad lands nade
by the Apex Courl in Chindha FPelire Potil (Supra), which are as
(ol lorwes: - | '

fe s owell settled that gemnine and bona  fide sale
transactions morespect of the lamd under acguisitivi or I
fix ahyence the bong fide sale trapiaetions provimate fo fhe
poinf  of  acoquisition of the londy yitweted in the
neichhorhood of the avguired lomds possessing similar
vk op wirlife folen place ketween o witling veades and
the willimg vendor which cowld be expected ro reflect the
e value, ay agreed helwien ransonabie prudent persons
gefing i the normal market conditions are the real basis 1o
dqefermine He market voale, "

2 Prizciples 10 determine the wnarketl velue of the acquired fands as

L2

reiterated by the Apex Courl in O and Natwral Gas Corporation Lid,
{ONGC) (Supra), are as under:-

“Primarily, the lnerease In land prices depesdy on fouwr
factors - situation of the land, natwre af dévelopment in
surronndifs area, aveilabiifne of land for develoomend {n
the wrea, gad the demond for fawd mothe area. In ol
Qireay wniers there is any prospesl af development m the
Wity iroredse i prices wowld b slow, steady and
eraduad, withowt oy sudden spurts o jumps.
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O the other hand. i webas or serd-ubbon areay, where the
tevelopment ix faster, wiere the demand For land iy high
and Where fhere s comstruction aitivity all aropmd the
escalaiion i markel price is ot o moeh nigher rate, as
compered to rural areas. fn some pockels in hig cities, e
o rapid develupment and high demand for land  the
cscalations tn prices have fowched even 30% o 30% or
niare per pear, during the ninetics. On the other extreme. in
remote rural areas where theve was no chonce af any
development and handly amy bityers, tie prices stagrated
Jor years ar rose marginally at o nominal rate of 1% or 29
per amrum, Fhere I8 thue g sipnificest difference in
(RGTERses fomarket value of lands in ne i enii-wrban
ciress andd Mereases in market value af lande i the rural
areas. Dherefore if the imcrease i marker wliee  in
wibandsemi-trban areas i3 abow 10% 1o 15% PCE anang,
tie corresponding oreases in rural dreas would it bast be
i around half of it thai is about 5% to 7 5% FEF RN
This rule of thumb refars e the general mend i the
nineties, to be adopted in the absence of clear and Fracific
evidence relating to increose in prices. Wheve there e
tpectal reasoms for applving o higher rote qf increase, or
any specific evidence reluiing fo the aciual inerease in
prices, then the increase 10 be applied would depend wpon
fhre mawe

Narmally, recourse 18 taken to the mode of qefermining the
mavkel value by providing apprspriate escolation over the
sroved markel valuz of pearby lands in PREVIONS V2ars (a8
eviddenesd D) vale tranvactions or gogrisition), whave theve
i e avidence uf'any contemporaneous sale transactions o
Qequisitions of comparable luids in the reighbourhiond. The
soind melhod ir reasonahly ol where the reiiod-on-vele
fransactions g oy precedes the subject aeguisition
B only a few years, that & wo S 1o Sive veavs, Beyand
that it may be wnsufe, oven it relates do a i s uring
fand. What may be o valiable sinndard ¥ fhe gap iy ol a
Jemr pears, oy hecome wrsde anad wweliable standard
where the gap iy laraer, For exmmle. for deiermining the
fraviet valse of a lond acguived. fn 9932 acliypriig He
anntwal  fHerease methed  widh rafireee o o sale or
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GCqiisition in 970 ar 1950 may herve mepny pisfalls. This is
because, over the course af vears, the ‘rare' of avmsal
MCPEGse ey itelf ureteroo drastic change apart from the
litelitond of ocerrrence of varping periods of Stagmation in
prices or sudden spurts in prices affecting the ver 17 sterndard
of increase, ™

24, This Courtis mindfil of the dictum uF:Iiltc- Apex Court in Harvana
State Industriol Development Corporation (HSIDC) (Supra), regarding
vompulation ol compensation for 1o acitired lands by adopting
comparative sales metiods: What was said by the Apex Court in HSIDO
[ Supra) is as ynder-

CHhen diffarent categories of lands for loands with different
situarional advaninges) gre acquived jor the same purpose,
sy for forming of o residental lavout, eouprs have
Sameftnies felt that determinarion of their value with
FEfErense tu previous statur oF situation should be avoided
anel & wniform rate of compensation showld be awarded for
ail laneds deguived under the sere notifioation.
25 Tndisputedly, in these appeals sale exemplars in and around
acguired land of Village Bharthal, Village Bijwasan of the period in
question are not available and the solitary sale exemplar sitongly relied
upon by die appellants s of Villagz Pocharpur, ie. the soven Sale
Deeds vidd which religinug inslifution, io., Radba Swami Satsang, Beas
had puschazed the agricultural land i Village ochanpur at a price
which varied from #32 lass tn 67 AR por acre,
0. Whother aforesaid Sale Dleeds (Lx PW-1/4 to B W L0 whiieh
are basically hetween ane set of CO-OWTRlS and Radha Swemi Satsang,
fads in respect of the compact bleck of land messiring [8 Bighas and &
Biswas situated in Viltage Pochanpur reflect the comeet market valie off
he fand in the villages in question is ihe oot question which s requirc
W b anserernd, Evidenily, aforesaid sals exemplars, Je., Sale Deedy

Froisan Hu, Flgs g 5 IR Apyarals of Wilpes gharha
LAy oo, KR b Y cnedsiled dapels g Wilbige Cijwnsag
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e PW-1 4 o0 Ex. PW-1/10) indicats (hat itz price varics _ﬁ't:::ﬂ <32 lacs

o T62 lacg per acre. Meaning thereiry, the entize land ol the sale
| s T e

exemplam — Sale Deeds (Bx PW-1/4 o Ex.PW-1/10) did not cammand

the same marker price. It was dependent upon the nature and situslion of

the aforesaid lands, Dvidence to esfablish the advanlages ettached 1o

cach parcel of land of these sale exemplars with acguired land i
question, 15 ]acl-:ing; Theretore, these zzle -3:-;9::11]_11:11:«.; cannot be treated as
disclosing represemtative mice for the qullllﬂd lands in question. The
speciul need of the purchaser of thase agrienltural lands in Village |
Pachannur vide Sale Deeds {Ex.PW-1M4 10 BEx.W-1/10) has not been

. brovalt out as the purchaservendsa ol ticse aricultural Jand has no
been sol examined by the appellams. [ad the purchaservendee af the
ateresaid sale exenplars been got l.::':ﬂl.'l'li_t'.l.ﬂd then it could bawve been
elicited from kit as to why he h._u-l F'l:'ll‘E-L| lo pay such a bigh prics for
these lands. The qphlul [aney of ihe T.IL'IJ.'Cl'l':?I.E-.aI' Lo, Rodia Swami
Stdveng, Beas who had erumnd more than 33 Bighas of and at an
exorditgm price in Village Mamuwmur vide SaleDeed executed on 25t
March, 2000 was also subject matier in LA, App. No. 2662008 titled as
Jad Singh vy, Union of India, decided on 238201 1 and in LA, A .
No. 9992010 titled 15 Raj Sivgh vs, Union of india, decided on
19.8.2011 and in the aforesaid decisiong, the sale exemnplar of Village
Marnurpur was discarded while noldiong tha: the same cannot be freated
AS represent ﬂr‘vt pl.'l'uz for the gequirsd lands. -

7. Ia the! Hinstant matlers, thougls the land use of tlm du‘:q dired lends
WS leng_erl mch prier to their sequisition, bul i has come in evidenee
that the aequired lands were being zzad Tor el;.;m.ul.-u al purooss Wl their
acquisition. Thus, it becomes evident tiat the accuired lends were nol
developed Ialnrls. Mo prodant perzon having knowledge of prevailing

IAEp Ker TIASIAC0E & cormnstnd Spysedle of Yillage mhzThal
npp. o, FIIRLD & conresceed Appeals of Vilkge Wjwasan
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markeat price :ijf the land in qu-as!.im{ wawld pey such a high price unless
av.d witil gauch purchase 15 meant fﬂl‘-ﬁ?l;c[ai ::::mﬁid::rml-::-n and 5o, 1n the
considered opiilon of this Courd the sals cxemplars, 1o, Sale Deeds
(i PW 14 to LEx PW-1710) have been rightly discarded by the
Reference Colrt. . _ .
23, Bo [ar as the sale-cxemplar of ¥Village Semallcha (Fx. PW-1/11)

relied upen by the appellants is concerned. disclosing exorbitant price of

®1,76,55,172.¢1 per acre relating 1o Sale Deed of p | aGAary, 2000, 1

needs W be moted that because this sale examplar (Ex PW-1/11) wag

situated on ine Mational Flighway - & and becanse vide Sale Decd

(B PW-1A1] vendor bad sold not only the land but the structure thereon

ncluding ke well, haring, flling, Txtre, lane, by-lace, ete., therefore,
!

it had letched such 2 high price. In view thercol, this zale exemplar
cannol b weated as a represcotative price for the -auL]uEmd lands
) UCS 10,
20, Lefl with no sale exemplars discinsing realistic price of similarly
simaed lands) in the vicinity, now it is required 1o he cﬁnsiirlercd ax Lo
whether adoplion of Lé& DO circular rates for the 11-31,-|3lupttlnﬂ lands and
Pre-Deiomingd Rates for the alteinate plm:ef' by the DDA ouglit o ke
:}Lluptud to determing the true marke: value of the scquired lands n

gueslion,

30, Paramelers governing fixatlon of markel value of acquired lands
sigrlighted by Apex Courd o he decision reported’as P Ram Hédd_'p rowed
s, v Land Acquisition Gfficer ffyderabod Urban Development
Auifroring H_]?fl'fc’rﬂ.ﬁﬂd i s, 1905 (2) ROCC 3NS5 mre as under:-

".:‘ Hiowever, in wilthier of the said cases whether @t be the
defermiativn of the marke! valee otk acguived land with
Suddding potentinlity with refevence o the price feiched by

serle of plots in o well deveiopad luyour In the neigiiborhood

wa R T0RI0GA G cannernl fppeals of Willage BEarhal '
A e B 201 & conneied Apanals of YEagn Dijwsis : !

FRAs e A LRIE§ conncatad Apocals of VEage Poctiepor
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CAF e E?c!r-gnszr it he the determinatisn of the market value of the
acquived land with butlading - poventiolity with raference fo
the pvd e Fetched by sale of buiiding plois in an nndeveloped
lapoui c:n‘ h:m.i'rimg gloty in the nelghborhood, It becomes
imevitabie x for the Conrit fo ,-?;.mi' aut what will be fthe ppice
fetched|or o be ferched Iy !ﬁr: ater of plots in the “qyc:-um i
redied wpon by anp of the parties, yvlah refercnce (o the price :
Which dpe piots could have feiched i sotd an the date of the
publivation of the prelimingey notification under Section
11} af J.‘!’:’P :':-I-:‘:‘ Lurther, wheve no evidence of price feiched
fw the sodes of the plots in tayouts of building plets in the
Pérgn!:rf.rr.%m&ﬂn i icrs crogaired lavely becomer available,
then what could be done is 1o find ouf the mavicet valne of
I mqh*rwd faned witn reference fo the relevant date of
er-’n:ﬂ.*mn under Section 4(1) of the LA Acl according to
the aetusl nse fo which it was ot and inerease it valie by
g small percentage having repand to the desres of its
+-f1’mcr potentialiy; mwa'mmpﬂ an e bariz of evidence ta
_EIr: m.f:.:rf'ﬁ avadalie in that regord. 4 small percentoge
mereasy to be given shall not excesd 1/3th of the marker
alie af the land found ot aceording 1o ity aciual wer
wince vesorl fo the method of glving inoreaved value for
suclt ilding potentiality arisge oply when there is wo
eridence of saley of building plots in the netghborhood of
the gequired land indlcaring that iheve was no immediafe
2 demand]| av such, for .'m'm.ng pioty ever if formed in the
e r,f-mr.zfl’ derred

3. Iny ww.pi the dilTicultics 1 adoostion :~F1 ate of land charped by
[.[]L LA aller acquiring the agriculbmal lards - dUr'r"lD]:ll 2 the same, and
transleming, parpetoal leasahold rights, e Apex Court in Ll Chand

(Supral. held thel it i3 ot safe or advisable 10 raly upot: the allotnent

ralesPre-Delomined  Rates i determining the mearkel value of the

adieining undeveloped reehold lencs Pollowing the diconn of Lt

A

Clend [Supra), a coordinste Lench al*ihis Courl in Jai Singdr | Suyal

aud Sushil &umar (Supra) has evcluded the DDA pres qug the

develnped lands as heing not relevane fop asscising the markat valve of

|.f-..‘.|'i|' Mo TR AN & canrecisl sopeals ol Vaape Bhariha !
Lfaup. M, 25300 S ectes & sl of Willnz o Arwasan
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!
the undeveloped avquired lands. Thus, T {ind that the Relerence Court
has righty nov adopted the DDA rates for allourent of developed land or

il:e NDAYS Rro-Determined Rates far'slernsie allotments for fixing the

markeet valug ol the aeguired ﬂgt‘iﬂL]_llLa"rﬁ lands in question,

1 i

3. Mow whal 15 required to be seer s whothar PLOIEsaIve Increase
I :

metrodg would be relevant criteria o asscssing the mariset value of the

land in question while taking, into consideration the cadier sequisition of

the year (984 in Village Bharthal and other villages lor developmem of
| 3]

- Dwarka J-"h:;'iin:el. It was sought 1o ke argued by Mr.Sanjay Poddar,

lenrmed sn-:uirlw counsel for the respoadenticross-objector thal even i the

cscalation atjthe compounded rate of 10% per anmun is taken from the

year 198< il the year 2000, ie, for the peciod antervening the

Moilication | v development of Dwerice Phase-1 and the instant
Wotiticslion Tor development of Dwarka Phase-[1, still the price fixed by

the Land Acquisition Collector 1s mose than the aforesaid escajated price

anc. Lherefore, the cnhancement .gramed by the Reference Court iy

urjusli Jed, ;

33, - Alrssaid argoment dees not fiold good o view of the dictun o

the Apex Coprt in Eal Chand (Supra), cantioning thi Courls to adopt

orogressive increaze method o assesamernt ol the narket valie of the

sequired Jand only wien the gap is ol £-3 vears and bevond that it u{ay
bz unzafe, even if it relates (o a b phbounng land, Whal moay e :I.
reliable stan-:‘i%ml, i'the gap is of only ofa fow vears, may becoms unsafz
azd vnreliable standard where the DA Ik !:ar}%,er. I the instant case, the
gap Levween the two Molifications, 1.2, of Dwerka Phase-) and Dwerls

.

Phase-I1 s ollsbaeen years and therefire, it wozld be unsalz o adont. e

mode o delermining the markel value oy providing  appropriale

SLARE e TTER 2000 & cupnnIn
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cscalation over the marlet value ol the nearby lund of the provioys vears.

- 3. MrSaniay  Podéar,  leamned  senior connsel [ the

respondentivross-objector had argad that the Reference Cowr has

granted esqulation @ 12% per stnowm, which is unwarmaoled as g

coordmate penchk of this Coud in Swuskid Koo (mupra), has granted

cscalation @ 10% por s, Aler having perused the decision in

Sushifl Koy (Supts), § [ind that 109 noreass on accounl of ligher

'pc::mmiali’rj,f of the acquired land over and above the markst valne

tetermined by the Reference Court has heen granted and so, by relyving
upan Sushil Kemar (Supra) escalalion araited by the Refersnce Courl
€ |2% per anom cannot be reduced 1o 105 per annum. Inthis view of

the matter, the cross-objections of the tespondent 2re dismizsed.

32, Now :w]‘:m' 15 10 be seen s whether adeption of Guvernment®s
miillwn :.:Ii_iil:f: ol the agricultural lasd iz Delki, by the Reference Court
is reasomable criteria for determining the market value of the acquired
fnd and as (o whether the sscalalicn of 12% per anoum granted by 1he
Reterence Court from the date of fixadon of he 1w nimam orice Tor the
wpricultvral land by the Government we 1 ﬂ-prﬂ, 2000 lell the dae of
Notification ‘n the instant appeals ceserves 1o be further incressed o
aot,

36, Adoption ol Government's minimu: rates of agricullucal land
pcrlailﬁn,g Lo the Molificstion i question has been assailed by ke

learmed courzel for appellanls because the acquired land had ceased 1o

bt an agrienftcal land by virue of Notification of 24 Celober, 1904

declaring  agricultural fands in these wree”villages in question ‘o bo
urban, It s trhie that vide aforessid Netilieation of fhe wedr 1994 the fnod

use af tae acquired land had changed Bt tial by itse!l is nol sutticieat o

CLARE. b 1I950E0A & cornee mll appeals al Vitape Bliarhsi
LA spp. Me advfen o l.'-_lqm:clrlﬂ fmoeals ol ¥Tluge Sileazan

lfehpg. Ne. T3 20008 (nenecteg Apoecls of villag= Parhargm

IK1pe RE o 2u

e _'_l_ o T by £k



Lr e

presume thal the acquired lands:bad gained petentiality for haing

Joutnn He
ks, g

SRR Mo Titmnn raniecked Sooealts of vaiige “nrlar p i

considered s developed lands. The evidence led is lacking on the vitzl
‘.-_-1!::_1.'."2{:[ of tiere being any development in and around the acquired lainds
in cucstion. Mot only 1his, even the sale siemplars of Radha Swami
Saiventg, Heas heavily relied upen Ly the appellanls disclase that the sale

of the sald lands was for spriculiurs? PLTpDgE.

37 Rather,| it emeiges Trom the cvidence on record Lhat 1ill e

wsuance of Notifizalion under Section & 0f the Land Acouisition A,
4894, the acquired Tands were pi W agriculiural use, Had thure been
inzrease in prive due ‘o Nigher dﬁ-.ma!w], on ageomt of petantiality ol ﬂh.:
acauired Jands upon change af their e rrosl the 1;:'c~ar 1994 than
eppellaats could have laid their hands b other sale inslanses in the Argw
E guestion, ]';'-llll._ indecd avpellants cannct rely upon 1he aale of the Leun!

in ¥iiage Pochanpur to a religions institution and anather sale inslance

ol Village Salllmlkha (L PW-T/0L} withom leading any evidenes 10
Calabiish Heal [;1;11: durality and potentiality of the sale saemnplars of Beaeli
i _‘.?mvr.'_wr,a!;-. Beay In Village Pochsnsur and the safn excmplar of
Village Samalléha (e W-1411) are a;ﬁ_ng‘:amlﬂu witl the acquized landy
and =0 tha SL!'I%I-‘.j_E-_‘,'.iJ'l}’ ol the aciired Jand ';fp'illl e sale instance of
Village Sdn'.ﬂli_::ha (lix. PW-1/11) Cannal hl_f.l'j'ld'ﬂlﬂlj [ be sulficien:
ground te grant higher compensation wigia reiving upon the winrenaic
sale. instances, |Therefore, in wiow af s alore-teforred dictum of the
Apex Coun i Harvana State a‘mfa;r.-.'rrl':'m‘ Developniene Corporation
(HEF0C) (Supriﬂh unitorm rate of ;_-u:unj:-::nfanliu:-'L descrves 10 be awardn
Lo e lands m':c;uilreg.i wder the samae Molifcation in the light of {he
minime s price| fxed by the Governmom for (ke agricoliecal land in
Delhi, which generally [aciors in the pse of price due to higher
potentiality, 'I'ﬂ!-:!ir:g note of Hhe fact tial tere s ¢ dat batween wlk

TIRG SN & .'n||-:i::.':nr'.f.p_.l:v-.-;h e W e koo thal
S 2ULAIM0 & creanzng g opdale el Vllipe Bijvssen

Fahn Yol 2o
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would be expected 1o he the market growih and what the markei had

actually prown, Government’s mininum agricultural price has been hela
‘o bo reasonable  basis for assessing <he markel value of the acquired

lands in Jai Ningh {Supra) as well as in Seshif Kogaar (Supra) and 1 lind

a0 reason lollake a dillerenl view than the one which had been faken by
coordizale Benck of this Couri in the aforesaid cases of Jaf Siugh

(ouprd) and SNisfil Keeenear (Supra),

38, 'lTux Clourt 18 of the considersd view that the Reference Court in
lthe matters !]'uarl.ainim:; to Viliapge Biartral and Village DBijwazen las
rightly relied upon the Govarnment's minimum price for sgriculoaral
lands in Dielln o [y the mackel ‘uall_i_e\' ol the acquired lznds in question.
Finding of the Referenes Courl 39 matter of Yillage Bharhal and Village
3L wasan, of] there being no evidence that the potential and the sitoaon

of the acquined lands is similar o sale exemplars is borne out from the

evidence on record, But 1 find that the aspeet ﬂl”.'!'l.g."'-_t:r pivtentiality of the

acoulired lands beirg anmt viciniyy of the IGT Airport, [odiao O and
Bharal Perrolewn depots and of Raibsay line pﬁssi11g through Village

Bharthal and tiere being a 100 mociers vide road staring from NH-8

- rem Shiv Moot side to Phwarka Sl-llb--':lli}-_. Par | and Pact [0, dividizg the
acquired lunés in lwo portions, and théte heing Fanm Houses in the

5] .

vicinity of i.}éc: accuired [ands Gas sorchow missed the stlention of the
Teefurence Elq%unrr.']ﬂ the considered apinion of this Courl, on account of

=2 aloresaid l_uu%—‘.timm’. advamapcs, ihe ac-:pli-mcl Farids 10 question, esrainly
assuime highg: building potentiality beng mn vicinity of Dwarka Phase-1.

g What persuades this Court to grant 104 irerease over and above marker
value of ke acquired lands as assessad by the Reference Courl on

secount ol ﬂ}e higher building potentialiy in the acquired lands is the

SRR L T UIPLNE & crrnenind Afpsals of Vilkkgn Bl hinl

LACARE fon. PM20LE & ennrexl p-E.'I fopuals af vilage Bljwaar
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setlied logal position aptly highliehited by the Apext Court I Mieog
Naasherwan Kfan vs, Callector, ({975} SCC 238, in these words:-
L] ! - . :
"When once a conclusion is reached thar there was the
possibitity of the acyuived land being used for puiting up
buildings in the immedinte ar poar Future, such conclusion
would be suffieient io hold thar the acynived land Fad
Bl patertiglity and pracded o' determine i neariel
verliie peking into aceount the iorease i price aftributable
to such building potentiolin, "
39, Censidering the fadt that b wonld be very difffealt 10 provide =
delinite value qua potential, and in view of the Faes thal exaciness can
never be achieved in the matters of azsessng [wir compensaiion, i@ s
evad probabiiilies of the instem cases, which persuades me o lreat them,
with equivalence by uniformly applving the Government’s minimurm
prives for the agriculural lands fw computing the Tair market value of
the: acquired lands ss there are no special features to treat the acquired
lands diflsreatly and a0, appellants of Village Fochanpur are treated ar

par with thely counter-parts, ic., aprellants of Viiage Bhanhal and

Willage F!-fjWEiﬁn::. Horwever, white relvizg upon the decision in Susfd

Kumrar (Supra), [ am inclined 1o Brant 10% increase over and abuve the

markel vajus ni}f the acquired lands detersuined by the Reference Couns in

these  matiess on aceoe o the alforesaid  locatinns advariapes

Fraviding a higher building, potenliality in the acquired 'ands in Guestio,

(1. f".u-:_r:-t'di;lgl}r, these appeals are partly allowed 10 the exwen) af
wwardmp, ]K}'E'f'f:-éz.nm'cn‘,_-:: over and shove the :FIEIT]{EL vilue assessad by Lhe
Relference Courl in matiers perlaizing o Village Bharthal and Village
Bipwasen. While lreatinp, the appaiianes of Villare Pochanpur at pac with

the appeilants of Villaze Bharla] and Village Bijwasan, the gpoeals of

CPATE F PSSR S panpeeLed Apezls ol 4 flage Mharts,
ORI M M0 % o Apeas o villags Riowasan
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Nands in qu..sllmn. B 1-}{. EX -

‘the appellants of Village Pochanpur arc also -allowed to thé sxieit

indicaled above. Thus, the harket vaue of the HE‘ILu:f‘ﬂd ]mds ol th e3e

tluee villages in queslion i2 delermin ad (i E‘Tt‘i SEI' QOO per DJfIll i"m Lhy j’
i) g

(at ﬂgﬂ-r;.r f-a’ land and g T14,69, IE-IIHJI— per bigha for the {"at-sguw ‘B

2l. On e aforesaid aﬂhan-:ﬂmcn'. i the compensation awarded

statutery benelits as per the Land fu;qm.L on Acl, 1894 ag explaired in

|
tie juduient scpm BG I Surder LR 2001 (93) DLT 569 are

pranled, e:u:e?L for the parfod where tl1r:rc 15 a delay-in Gling the dpp“ﬂl
for which per ||-r.u:1 of delay no interest oy the enbunced compensation shall
be jpaid. hL..{r appellants would be entitled to Proportianate cosss, .
42, The b -cEptioned ﬂppn.als ani mﬂwnhjecuouﬂ- are disposed ual"
in ihe uloresuid terms with direction, (o the Regisiry to remit the

compensation lamount, if any, deposited by efther side with the Repisirar

Generzl of this Cour?, to the concorned Reference Couet, ]Ju:n,-: sheets

o avcordingy prepared.

e e . T
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s N THE TIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELIE
. LAAPP. 11952008

RANBIR SHa
-Th1'n1:g|?:

MA Appelianc

ol B8 Maan, MrAmil Maan Ivir.Ja1 Prakash,
Bls. Sniita Wam, Mr RS Verma, Il Jifin
Tewathia, Advoceles

My Anita Tomar, Acvocale.

Tvlr Bohias, Advocaie.

Mr.Raghuvinder Godana, Advocats

WIS Neel and Mr HLS Rautela, Advocale
.8 I Rout, Mr B X Foutray, Advocates.

Mr ]S, ‘*Jn::g] and MxH.5. Eauleiy, Hdvc:-aatea fior
respendert in appeais filed by UOL) |
Mr.Sudhanzhu Tomar, Advmate for
MrJa.S. Tomar. :

I 150 Sharma, Wie S K. Solanld and
WS KL Rour, Advocates

VELELE

UNLON OF INDLA & ANE. _ <o Bespondents

Throagh:

COMIADM:

HON'BLY M

T

M. Appl. Mo. 752/2012 {For correcdon,

Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Senior Advocate with

Mr Samjay Pathak, Me Mohitrao Tadhay and

Mz Navin Swain, Ma K EKavmudi Kiran,
Advocates For LACTIOL

M Ajay Verma, Me. S K Seini, Ms, Aimita Singh,

. Mr.Bankey Bihar! Sharma, Mr.Kudal Sharme and

Mr Somer K.Seth, Advocates [or DA

R. JUSTICE SUNIL CAUR -

ORDER
- 12012012

This 15

an application for seeking typographical correciion in

Order of 6 Jamu ary, 2012,

Coungel appearing for the appellants have aceeptec the notice

el e

Iﬂ."'“mn "vll:“ 1195,/ 2000

FPage 1



R .F'ﬁ-'-
i -0 '4
T R L S

1N iy I
!I""-'.-"- H
Tid

s

of the app]mavnn Advance copy of his ﬂwplu. atton has alroady heap

given lo m}ﬂm:—_mg counsel for the appellants. !

The ‘ypographical errar poittsd oyt by the Tﬂspm:'ldﬁtll in the
dacision Uf 1o Iammr}f 2012 1z that in Farapraph no: 40 of (e
afuresdid Jmlgmeul ihe rate of mmpensmi-n!n dssessed [s ‘per bigha?,
wharcas ?L'ih:}ulc! be ‘per aere’, This iz far disputad by leurned
COUNSEL dppearin F for e apocllants Aceordingly, thiz application is
allowed snd il is order 2d that the rafarence 1o - per bigha’ in paragranh
w: 40 of LA AppNo. 11957008 be read as ‘per acre’, Necesaury
corrections be eagiiad aut fortawith,

In view of the aforesaid, this aljp]r‘mmn slands disposed of,
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