Consolidated Master Case Summary

Category

Court
Establishment

CNR Number

Case Type &
Number

Filing Number

Date of Filing /
Registration

Date of Judgment

Petitioner /
Reference
Claimant

Respondent

Advocate for

Petitioner

Advocate for

Particulars / Details

Una Taluka Court, Gir Somnath
District

GJGS040004202012

Land Acquisition Reference (LAR) /
110/2012,111/2012

LAR/110/2012,111/2012

May 4, 2006 (04-05-2006)

August 1, 2026 (01-08-2026)

Haresh Balubhai Pancholi

Gujarat State (Summons served
through District Collector,
Junagadh)

N. V. Rathod

M. K. Gohel
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Category Particulars / Details
Respondent

Total Pendency

Duration 20 Years, 2 Months, 28 Days

IN THE COURT OF THE PRINCIPAL SENIOR CIVIL
JUDGE & ADDITIONAL CHIEF JUDICIAL
MAGISTRATE, UNA
LAND REFERENCE CASE NO. 110/2012 &
111/2012
(1) Gabharubhai Bhimabhai Pancholi
(2) Hareshbhai Balubhai Pancholi
All residing at: Dhokadva, Taluka: Una, District: Gir
Somnath.

...APPLICANTS
VERSUS
STATE OF GUJARAT
Through: The Deputy Collector & Special Land
Acquisition Officer, Una.
...RESPONDENTS
SUBJECT:

Land Reference for enhancement of

compensation under Section 18 of the Land
Acquisition Act, 1894.
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ADVOCATE FOR THE APPLICANTS— N.V.RATHOD
ADVOCATE FOR THE RESPONDANT-AGP, UNA

UDGEMENT

1. FACT OF APPLICATION
doS 8. . 0. 110/12
alicid :— ¥3¥lal 2iUiEal . ol. 3/0R of Aos Asdl. vise s,

¢ ol YYUR dNAdR HNA] ol1H. SICH] 280U SUI GG -

AHH] ARYERC HIolRAE ol 2RY &, 1—

(1) 241 Goll digsl didd AH1dd  slssdl el ]l
eissdiefl, ARNAI] Hi2oll ¥ 1dl HI2 dos dsd]. Jse
oflA A5 541 ¥Hlat AUlEat 5. o, 3/0R &l UdIYYIAI
A1dd B, Ja dHi 5. 12 oI~ dI.30/¥ /0o dl A% AdIS
SAIHI A19d 8.

(R) A€W ANEHI ¥ dactRell 284 oisS] sUIHT A1Ad B,
a@ll ¥loiofl ¥ w12 ([SHa aAidiHi 241l &, d gell 21y
inadequate cAR( Jal AY &lg d dndell s AHAHI
JURl $AI Al A1 Ydl Aal cuRM 84 ANYdl 5. ¢
oflJofl FdAYIY YA 2§0A Sd1 AIUal ofldall SRENAR
A1 PRY s31A €lA.

/ U/ AdIEHI oiss] sAUIAT AH19d iR [SHd oigy aindl,
Y] 2Hal AHoARN B. VRUR AR [SHd lol Adiai 1]
ai€fl.

/R/ U1ssdl 2N [AsAG 2ANH B. Hal ™I UAldll Slaall @IS
gAdie 2 8. UAlall slHell disl oigy WaIld=la vigdl 8.
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U iR [SHA 1SSl sl duid i1 &S1sd A1 2d Rldl
Adidi 2411 a1l

/ 3/ 4Issdl aA1H A1 1%Yall 1R [AdlRef Yu AUR] Sog B.
ol AHIY HIYoll U 2A1HIg] HuA 621Q] V. &Il F2AH] Wl
HIAURoll aRASIA HI2ofl H1¢ uile AUIRIg] AUIR] Ao 8. d
&slsd Ukl 4adr aissl sdl dud detdl Adidi 241d] o,
/w/ AYAIY HIAYR] dIS] ¥aAd [QRaRHI 8édl &Y, il
AMAH iAol €l HIZa AU CRHI MWAId Sog 8. elal duR
HI2l YR oief H18 vl s41HI 419 8. U 1 &slsd [SHd
aiss] sdl duid daidl Adidi A41d] a1el,

/U/ A1 dl1ssdl A0 SIH AS AHHEIYIE Al Ao 2YANTA
¥dl Hizoll A1Ad 8. Al Ao 2A1H] 21901l UIS| 22l 1RA1€]
ASORA 8. AIH Al 2lHA UIsl 12diRAlll 52111l /
AAUIRA HAd] &. a2l a1H vioiw [AsA 53 WA B. U
1R [SHd aiss] sl duid 211 Glicidal deidi Adidi A19d
ol

/S/ sdH ¥ oflA WBRelly dl. 19/9/03 dll A% AU
URIty 2Ad 8. 219l gl gl usdl AYTd Aal A€ Hi
A 241 ¥3Hlol dl.Gailall Ulssdl 2A1dal] flaal] aflat 2. 2.
ol. A¢¥/3 8522 00 AR o¢ ALl 20 Nuddll ¥Hlal suId
93l 8. 211 suid &Ad] wladi 2412 20 Aididll saAl,
AHIAd] 20l 241 dHIH sAH] el AsdIBIRiciHI 2419 8§, u3g
2| &slsd AJYHIP Ul dlal Adidi A1dd el ol 2Hlal
HIZ oSellel UelUISUIH] 2419d 8.

/9/ 21313 %dlal Asall sI610fl B. 2ial YGY SOgU &,
AHall (AR w18 dofl suell [AsiA &g @A B. U A
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&slsd ULl o%R [53Hd aiss] sdl duid taial Adidi 2+41dd
ol

/ ¢/ 2vliea ad] ¥¥laofl potential value ¢aiial Ad] ¥igd
adl. dA atel s3lal vicdlR Qe Al 1] 8.

/c/ 2uiea adl w¥¥loiol] oo (S3d 31. 9900/~ olSS|
a1l A1l 8. d gelly add] 21Yy2d] 24l Hou sdi B.
/a0/ dl duiea »Ad ¥Hlatofl deil Aictiol saAHl 2419d]
dofl 193 Hal AR [SHd oflA Yot areid] g,

g,

, Qa1 284 3
ol.
AHH AHYER 8. 00 AR o<
- , 3. 3,94,000-—
() A1.H. 20 suladi 23dl .
) 00
dofl (SHd |
AHicllofl 10 sAH FHI S
3. 4y,00,000—-
(]) S@¥all 31. Uo,000 AU §A Q0
) 00
AHi0l1ofl SEHal
3. C,q.u.,OOO—
d
§ o0

d GuRid 30 % AAMUH a8l AR % AU SEH — 3 oflAdf]
8H Al AsdINRAol viseHi €TAA HRERIRIR RUI%¥ Aol
AHUI9Y A &g.
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(3) 2dlal dl. /< /ou all A% A1 AAIS 243fl el dl
AHHIRA A 243 Ad1Sofl V] cisA HOYI 2RY 3 . Al 4l
AASofl 81 IRl AU ARY ABUIE SH §. UG Aol
SIRIEI YX¥Ol HRY Al wRIddIHT AH1dd] 21 2R A
glA. Ad1al Ad1Sel] 6% U] aisa Hall aie], 21413] 241 22D
HEAHI B, AH OdI A1 3RY 213 ld dAIdiAHi 2A1dd] AHHIT]
gldal £291%2 Sl HB. 521,

() 21 ARYER GUell dHIH &slsd AU A180ioll A2
Aos AsdIRBIol As2all SAH A< oflA dUR YNAR HAOI ollH.
SIeHI 280 Sl 241 2R §3] 1R AWRNA lA 5, 24 -
. Al SIHAHI oiss] sUIHT A1Ad dAcRell 284 6ig% ]
AHYRd 2ol AU R &1 21H1al ol Yyoiofl 28H 92 a3
YsUdl AdIS s3] AUl VHal d HI2 I 2RDg] oflH. SIeH]
8§02 S HE. 5:0.

R. 3l. ¢,94,000/— BUR YRIRAUI Y¥H d GURd 30 %
AlAMuHoll 284 1R % AU 5. 3 oflA guRIdll A qQl
1% LIRRIAR AUIUY] HB. S22, d BURid 241 2431 Hafl usd]
SIAEAR0A| Vo EIE U] HE. SR,

3. Al HRYERA Al Y Acid] Hdll usdl vou €l
AUIYY] 5SH 51 A. S0,

doS 28521 ol 191 / R04R

alicid :— ¥¥lol 24Ulal 3 of 3/ 0R of Aos Asd] Ase § A¢
oflA YR dNAR HNA| ol IH SIEHI 25042 SAUI GG d..

x1H] dielofl Hioie ol R 5,

(1) H¥ Goll digsioll dIA A1dd UI1sSUl 2liHoll Yol
dssdied] AN HiZoll 182 22d1 HI2 Aos Asd] Ase ofR
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ASYIRAR 541 ¥Hlal AUlIEd § ol 3/ 0R Ul UdIYdIHI A419d
& val dHi $ 11 ol dl 30/ ¥ / oU ol A%Y AAIS SAUIHI
AH1Ad 8.

(R) Aep AdEHI ¥ dncall 254 oiss] sUHi A1Ad B,
a@ll ¥Hlotofl ¥ cioR [Sad aAridiHi 2A41d] 8.4 gefl 24yl In
adequate Ao Rf] JHal AA1Y &lef d dNndel] |WHAT YR
Al d@l A1PY Ydl Aal oARfl 84 Angdl § ¢ ofI Aol
FAYIES] YA 250U 541 AAIUal ofldoll SRERINAU 4| ¥R
s34 ¢lA.

// AdISHI oSSl sAlHi A1Ad ciR [SHA oigy o,
Y] ol oARM B. VRUR SR [SHA Rlol AdIHi 1]
ai€fl.

/R/ U1ssdl 201 [AsAG 2AH B. Hal Ul UAldll Slaall dls]
gAdie s2 &.UAI0 disl cigy waIfdelld vgdl 8.ug G
[SHA oisS] Sl 9uid 1 851sd AU19Y Ad L:llal Adidi A1)
ai€fl.

/ 3/ 4Issdl 1A A1 1%Yall 1R [AdlRef Yu AUR] Sog B.
ol AIY 1Yol U 2AIHlgf HUJY 621R] &.c8l FIAAHI 8l
HIAURoll aRASIAA HI2ofl g uiRle AUIRIg AUIR] Ao 8. d
&s1sd Ukl dad aiss] sdl duid daidi ddiAi 241d] o€l
/%/ A%l HIAUR] dISl ¥oAd [AARHAI 8l 81 I
A GRAoll €] HI2g ARAd eRHI MWAId Sog B. &l ol duR
Hi2l Ui Jolef A18 yel s41di 2419 8.U3g i1 651sd [SHd
aiss] sl guid agidi ddidi 241 ofel.

/u/ dissdl dNHel SIHR AS AUHEIYIE Al oY RYANIA

¥l Hieoll AIAE Q. del 2o A1H] Aol YIS 22d1=A19]
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ASORA  B.21U Al 2Hollal  Uisl 1d1RAlel  511d1E)
AdluAl HAd]l B.a2r a1H voly ([Asid s3] @A B.Ug
AR [sHA aiss] sl duid i1 Glicidal deidi Adidi 241dd
ai€fl.
/S/ 8. % o> Wty dl— 22 // 03 ofl AY AU
URILY 2Ad 8. UG doll g1l YNl Ul A41d Aal 1CCw i
213 21 ¥Hlol 2 Aol 1¢0 o Alouidlai 21(€ga Ad aceld
s el A1d] & ol A oliE AHI AHIA Uid ESloll d@l w0
X R0 of A8 2NsIBola] GIISIH S & d¥l Uoo 2ol elkAd
Glolldd 8 As 2R, 3 951 ¥Hlol,dHI R sAH] AHicild]l ¥
all33], 20 8] Aicicl, 1 dsal,qa Ylual, 4 gdl 3000 g2l
SR AIBes UIgU digfol A1dd B, A1 dHIH AsdIRRIclHI
A1 B. UG A1 &SIsa A”AIY YRl 1l AdIdi AH1Ad o€l
Aol H|g sl UBIAIHSUIHI AH1Ad B.
/9 / AAAHR] ¥lat Asoll Si5Iofl B.2400 Yuix sOgU B.d2l
AHall (AR 218 dofl suell [AsiA &g @A B. U A
eslsd ykl %R [sHd oissl sdl duid lial AdIdi 241dd
ai€fl.
/ ¢/ 2vliea ad] ¥¥laofl potential value ¢aiial Ad] ¥igd
adl. dA atel s3lal vicdlR ¢y Al 1] 8.
/ e/ Aulea Ad] wdlaiol] oi%¥1R [SHA 31 900 cisS] SAIAI
Al & a gelle oDl 21Yd] 20l Ao scl B,
/ 0/ 1 Auiga &AA YHlolofl U1oY 2ol AR (S3Hd oflA
yxor deid] g,

* 31 U,v%,500-00 €2 AL.H q0ll 31 oo AU §d 1351

A1 alotal
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* 314,00,000—-00 Ui gSlailall clitisidofl [SHdoall
* 314,00,000-00 23 95l ¥Hlaioll (S3idall
* 3| 99,00,000—00 R,AHiGlld] [SHdall,aA(GIall 3I
Y0,000 YYIH &%1R Al
e 3] €0,000-00 ¥ allNA3ofl (S3idall A allNA3all 3
R0,000 dl1¥ &%12 AU
« 3| 0R,00,000-00 a0 ¥Hlgl Aicidld] (SHdall As
Aicidloll 31 R0,000—00 1 &%12 AW
* 3109,00,000-00 q gdloll
e 3] 0R,00,000-00 A5 dlysi, 1 gysdl,a Ylynidl
(S3clall
¢ 3109,U0,000-00 q 9SIBaiall
* 3109,00,000-00 Yoo 52 GilRAdal|
* 31 $0,000-00 3000 g2 dallgoll 2is AIBos Iy
dlgfolall
* 31 34,37%,500-00 §d
d BWRid 30 % A1AAUH del A’ % AW 5 3 oAdl] 254
a2l dAsdl Aseai eAldd URRIRRY UI¥ HHld wHUIdg
g &d.
(3) dAHlal dl U ¢ oU all AY Al AdIS 2idal]l @l dl
AAIRA A A AdISell Uil aisd HNAI 2R S3 V. dl Al
A1Eafl 28H dUR] AUl ABUIE A B U3 Aol SI”UEI
HYO MRY  SAI FRIUUIHI AHIddl 2] HRY ST}
glA .10 Ad1Sel] 6% Uil aisd Holl oiefl. 24413 241 202D
HEAHI B, dH 9dI A1 ARY i3] dld dAvIdiHi A1Ad] AHIF]
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gldal €201%2 $UI HB SR 2491 8lA SloSlatall 2c21€f]
WRY 53 B.

(v) a2l 2R3 oldd 2% B 8,

i Al SIHAL oiSS] sAMi AT dAcdRell 28H olgy
o] 21Yd] A0l o1l slef 2Aal oflA HxGiofl 284 YR
dls Ysadl AAS s3A dudl ad d HIZ Al WRDg
ol lH.S1eH] 25021 SUI HB S22

110l i 31 3U,3%,500-00 BUR YRIRY Y%K d BWRid 30
% ANAMRUH 84 1 % AU 5 23 ofAAdl]l dRIdl 84 a2
QI YRRIRAR AUIYd] #5. 5101 d GURId 241 243 Al U5

S1uE420(] 10 E1E AHAUIUU] HB. S1I).

2. A1HIYINI/IYNRId 48R d2s¥] 2% SAIHi AIAd diti—
%¥dis (Written Statement)VIDE EXIBIT -6

o AIHIYINIg s8Y & 5 ¥Hlal AulEdlofl wHA siMlE]
Aos Alsdl3Rlal Ase, 1<ery ol SRIEISIR a1d14]
(sdd-7, § A ) Yxoi A A1l . KURIuE
Aos AlsdFRIol A5 ¥ dNdR oissl s & A d
AHJoll 9] S0iall AU, HIAUIAall [AdRall AUIR
g2d199 Hal Udlofl aloiofl cioR (SHdal LloiHi defal
ARM Ad oissl AT A} B.  AIHIUINIo Hd
AURYER  &RI sAHT AH1Ad] gadel  Hidel]
A[AAASARA] 2Hal d AHJyl] cioR [SHdA sdi @]
UR 8. AIHIYINIRA WIH HR JSAU & 5 2| % AUlEal

Gioid ARNER] A2AIG %¥RUd &IgsIcH] 2.1, ol
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15U/ 0U EIVId S3] YSUI B, X olIHER &IFSIE KR
dl. 3/ /00 ol A% [S[RHA sd1AH| 2A41d] &dl, %
8slsd A1 52H1 Lladi Al %33 & dlko sAseRE ol
yoilofl 2ol 285 URell €2d1A% AulEaioll sIRid18]of]
URERIAI Aol SIRIEARI AlfAAd S 8. A1HIYIOA
edld s3 & 5 RYERIol 352024 2201 YiRI(dglef]
gldiefl d v Alsd € U &,

3.ARYER eRIMY aigeile VAol gRI 2y sAlHi AH1dd
2RduiRi (Examination—-in—Chief) vide exibit—9

"6 Al oflA A8l SwlR RWER, sRAIY cigeig U],
B.d. 3u, 44l: udl, 28: 4issdl, HIF gducel GU HI3)
ARAUIA A12ieatHIE]] ol Yyoiofl 241y €.

(2) & dl. Gailall &lsSUI 1A 28 & 2ol Udlall YA s3al
HRI §E0iaf CRRI-UINERI S 8.

(R) 21 2R¥ERA sRuEAUA HilAIs] a&il soal gRjidd)
Udlofl aaflot di. Gallall ¢Nlssdl dN1Holl 2A|HHI .6, A5/ 3
Hiell dissal anaedl AeNA3 Hizall 82 Rdl HIie ¥ %ol
AUlEal SUIHI AH1AE B, dHi &. 00 IR o¢ AL, 19 sUId
2R 8. Aal 241 suId A wHlal Ny USR] A41dd &d],
dal dHi AUHIER] wlaidi 20 Aictiofl saHl AH41Ad] 2Hal A
AHIH Hiciel] SAHI 41 SIHoll AUIEaiHi dR-A B, U3
AHIH &slsd Al SIdHall A1H 1IN dse] eulal AdIHi 41d
o1€f] AAal dol1ef] Hol RYERA Y % HIE afSAlel A B.

(3) A1 2R¥ER ¥lal HI2 ¥ ddRal] 2854 oisS] Ui
A9l & A yol ¥ YRl adndl ol wUURM B, UHI>
U1ssdl A & d Yol ¥ [AsAg 21H 8, i YAl slHall
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dis) 22 5 413 SlHall dIS] ddie S 8, Ja AAHII)
SiHoll dlsl Yol o walldfld vigdl 8, udg A1 AYENRA]]
¥Hlol AUIEHI AL B doll HI2ofl [SHA oisS] sl duid 24
Gl10Id %R YRl 1al AdIHI AH1Ad o],
(v) &A1 ARYEROI UISSUI N1Ho] eIy MR [Ac1R A1
& 2ol A2l AHIR> 1A 2R ([AdR HIZ2 wile-AUlRIg Hu
Sog 28lol © Aal d Ad AHI 2A1H YRl U 2lIHle] 8210
8. AHRI LISSUI JAHHI ¥ AHIYAIY ¥ [AdAR 2H1dd &
Aol AHi gl adASIA AHIAd B val d aAASIHIHI 8l
ARl disl 2R ([QraRell GidAl HIZa] AHHID 211H €l vidle—
Ju1Rle] U Sog 8.
(U) 4] RYERG 1A Hissdl &l AHHEIUIE Al o
YA ¥4l Hizofl SIHR AS HIAA & HHal oY 2IIH] A1l
uisl 2diRA1Y] AsOR-A 8. 21 dHIH GIoid A1 AUIEAIHI
J1Jd B d tlal AdIHi AH1Ad o]

(5) AR ¥llal Hizo] 2A1V3] W&wl1Y dl. 19-1-03 ol
A% URlg sAIHI 2A1dd 8. uH1x] gl 9Nl ugdl Aed 3
Aol 19 Hi wAHR] ¥Hlol A.0l. A5¥/3 &. 00 AR o<
ALAl. 29 suid Ad] & 2Hal d Ad A1) Bt Al A
suld &3] wHloiell dy dRJall @l dioll AHA2AIN] & Jial
Al dHIH GlIoid el AHHIR] ¥ ¥l suiddi 2R & d caulal
AdIAHI AH19d o],

() 2 wR¥ER ¥Hlot Asal 2U wH1Ad] & JHal yo ¥
SOgU 8 Al 2ol [AsRe 419 AHAHR] ¥Hlaiell LI Yol %
Qs 2ef 8B 8.
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(¢) 2l 2RYERfl ¥lal 2Ascll suUIdHi 2R-1E & dofl i
SiHoll A1HIUIN A8l U AR ol 3. 1100/- (i
APIURAT Y1) oiss] sAIHI A1Adl B ¥ Yol ¥ aind] ial
A1 aiss] s2Al ©. AH] RFERG ¥Hlol dl Nud UsIRll &
Aol dofl [SHA Yot & 2A1E] oisS] SUIHI 241dd B,

(€) 2131 PRYERA AHHR] ¥ ¥l tlissal &l Aeléu3] ¥dl
AsHi ¥ suldHi ¥Hlel 20d & dHi 3. ¢,A2U,000/— dl
asloll &, Fofl [Aa1d ol Yxot &: () 3. 3,294,000/ -
HH RXER 8. 00 AR o¢ AULAHL. 0 qivil «3le suId
el & dofl (SHdell. (R) 3. U,00,000/— Aicid] 0
SAHl FHI AS SAHell 3. Uo,000 AU §A 0 AHidildl
[SHdoll. $¢ 8H = 3. ¢,qU,000/—

(20) A1 2RYER el dHIH YRAURA ¥ 5 H1§ 3/ €]
ol sAse: R4 Ad AH.oi. €3, .0, 3/0 Hi Add]
osd, IS 3/ &l vHAHRI vigd WNeldfl oisd, IS 3/3 ¢
1A ool ol. ¢ ofl aiSH Y S B.

(29) AHI KRFERS AUIS 243ofl QI dI. 1—<—0U ofl AY
2JAd] B.

(AR) AH] PRYER AIBCIAl A| AAUIR &Rl [Qoid] s34 1A
5 AH] URXERA AHIZ] Asdll suldHi ¥ ¥Hlel 2R & doail
HIZ Al SIHall AIHIYINRA &Rl D] 214d] 20l 2HoR]
SH  dssl sl AHAd] d  doll oed  uAHlad 3.
¢,A4,000/— ofl ofsldlloll 284 a2l 30% AW AMARIUA,

2% AW deRicll 28 al QRUIY UGl §SH S| [Aoid]]
8."
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ANd.AR.2A. 0.990/09R AUiS—C of AIHILI AIHIYINI RS
6.d.21.2.Y]. 4 AAH.3.90%d

A did Uil 8 5 AHRI APIEIHIHI AY ¥R1Ad B § ol
AQISal] el di.a/ ¢/ ou Rl &I ofl aslsa A1RA 8. A
did Ul & § A1 SAHI 9y dNdR ANl HI2 AoS 3. HI2

ool sAseR d¥l dos AsdIRRval  AlgRRA AHIA
dl.A9/R /05 olRI¥ ARY Y A V. A did Ui & § ot
Udlofl 9aflotoll sgUdl A —21c21 81> B. & A didt Uid] &
§ AGQIS s Yloll A1A AHA GIHER AU GlIYSIEHI
2R sl. A didoll Hal vieR alel § aliHER A%RUd GlIESIE
AHHR d Y dI.R3/A/0U Rl Sl s 5 34,
al®fl. A did vl alel § vHAHIAl ¥ A duid ASR UIYGl] dndR
Ysdd. A did vl ol § AldieatiHIHI HidAI Y¥oiofl 284
Anggl AHA &ssER A did uRl ol § dy dadR Aagdl
AHHIRA U1Z] 2RY S & Vial doll AHTolHi AR Uld]

yallof] AA1Y .
4. ARUER] A3 2iYsd Avlld edld.vide exibit 106

A siHAI ol 2uledt Uissdl Yl ARNAZ] AS S0z HIZ
As Alwaldi sl LW AUlea sdIol %33 wIidl
siRIUIds gxolR] HI2 il HSlal (A9l (A9 YalIolgall A
d {efl euiird sAseRE YolPlza Sl YollPIg D
saserell gsHell walol 2AUiEs LRI Adl APING sIRidle]
SRAU| ol sAseR al Ui wlal 2Aulea (€SI
dRA4Aal AN sIRIUIE] SRUI §SH SAIH] A41Ad].

A1 SIHoll HYEIR HIUIMHIS HIAIMHIES YA ofl allal Ylssal

dHoll 2oy Adel A9u-a diofl AH1dd al 2Aep ¥Hlotai
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§41,24128], § Aicil, 20 Aiod] A19d &l 20l A€ wHlol
HEYl & o AR e U.Hl- w¢ (oewe.00 ALH) ¥Hlal
SUld &Jdd Aal dAHl §d1,24Rs],5 Aicil, 10 AHisd] qa
sagu ¥lal vial A1 dHIH gg AsdIF|RictHI wH1dd & dal
AAISH| 110l AdIHi A419d o,

31 — ,9U,000-00 ¥Hal SUIdall

31— 2,00,000-00 §dloll

31 — RU,000—-00 AHI]al|

31 — 3,00,000—00 § AHiGI SNIG RIS ol

31 - R,00,000-00 A0 AHicid] 50118 XIS |

31 — €,00,000-00 §H RGH HAOU| Ul

Al SlHoll ARYER &AM oligeile UBlll ofl «allol Uisal
dHotl 2doy Aol 15w~ 3 dI0f] 241Ad Aol €8 ¥Hlatai A0
Aol AH1dd &l Vol 4€8 wHlat Hiel 8 — o 2R — o<
Al.Hl- 20 (0cq0.00 ULH) ¥alol sUId &JAdA el AHI A0
Aioll, del sagu ¥Hlol 2ol Al dHIH dg AsdlAuciai
A1AA B dol AGISHI L1l AdI3H] 2419 o],

31 — 3,9U,000-00 ¥Hal SUIdall

31 — 4,00,000—00 0 AHiG| $0IB XIS |

31— ¢,1U,000-00 §H RGH HAOY] U1

Al SIdoll AHAKEIR A3 e Yplall ofl walal
elssdl AiHoll 2doy Adel 1o U diofl AH1Ad Vol AP
¥HloiHi gdl, ollr, 1 ARS| R Aidil, 20 Aicd], v ofilA3],
¢ dloisl, a dsdl, a Jlual,a alisiGai,u gSlai,300 52
dollg 2152118l Uigudigfot AH1Ad 8. cov /R0 g2 2NSIGof
GigsIH a2l Uoo g2 ¢l del a300 A3l vdldll «aflet da
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R Aiclloll NG RIS al Aeg ¥Hlat HIefl 2300 A3
Udlofl «lol den 2332 Al ([Aaividl ¥lor den sagu
¥lol ol A1 dHIH d2g AsIR]RAciHI 2119 B dal AN I
1ol AdIHi A1Ad o2,

31 — U,¥v,500—00 1339 . ¥ [Aauid] %3lal SUIdail

31 - 4,00,000-00 U ESlol GigSIHall

31 — 4,00,000-00 2300 U3 Udldll %a{lal suUldal

31 — 99,00,000—00 R AW SNIEB KHIS ol

31 — R,00,000-00 0 AHicid] 50118 %IS |

31 —,00,000—00 §dlall

31— 0,£0,000-00 ¥ all0{lA3] §NIB BISall

31 — ,00,000-00 ¢ dleisl, a4 dsdl,a Ylunlail

31 — 9,40,000-00 q 2/1SIBaiall

31 - 9,00,000-00 Y00 §2 GfRAdall

31 - 0,10,000-00 300 §2 GGIE 215218l VI ot
31 — 3U,3%,500-00 $A GH HAUI Ul

Al SIHHI AYER] 30 251 A1AMUH s3] dol sdH— 3
Y¥ol AR 2sl Uxofl sHdl MR S & &Iddl ol
SIRIEIoll 5§12 ¥ 100 281 AIARMRUH SH HOUI Ui B,
A1 s1HHi eissdl A1) [AdiRAi 2119d & 2al SUAY AZNRjUI &
cA1efl AHeldle A%sle Hlel A12lall s AHIAd B. | SIHA]
AYEIRToll HIdIS] 161R Yrdl [Aaivid] gsH a8l aiusia
Ud1a1d] @il 9fl 2% 2AUd B dol i ULl Uisdidi AH1dd &
d €lal Al RY 8. Al SIHHI BRYEIRA Ad1S] @l of &d]
AN1Soll ¥Rl UAA & RUR GIE Al ARY S B, wal Al
SlHoll PRYER SRIEISIY siid &y FE] 2sdllsd d sla &g
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gl dl Sld ERIYMR SRUI AURY B. A SlHoll HRYERI]]
¥Hlaol [Acsdl Al axgil AsdIRuciai 211dd] &l ¥ dof
A1 AR UHIL AdIS 4NdR ANYd| BSSEIR B Aol A€W
SIRIEI H¥OI HAAI Ul 8. Al SlHoll dedrRyl odl Gaadl
AMAHloll «lal [Acsdloll AsdIRIel HIZoll 22D dlIHER
AHEIAAHT SRUIHI A9l dlal SlIHER AHAEIAA IR A1 d
NdR YsUdl gsH 3 ANA B Vol A1 AIAHSI el {19
AHAdI B YR Hissdl AlE] va Sdau AU & el
AHHEIUIE 2A¥sIe Hizl HIElatl AS 1A &. al ollofl HIE]
A1 1Yol A1HSIofl WRNE HIS2 2419 8. dHal VIR Ud
Beulea AUIRI Aoz AIAd 8.59 &l Yoliofl 241 SiHall
AIHIYINI ollel $ASER AIBH Goll %Rl AiS ANE & d
RYERISll Aulieat &dl wlotoll [AsAla 236l & dg
]ISk d 8. Al s1A 2soflsa SlAd HI2 URY sUIHI A1dd
g Ul el weidl Hodl A1 Slddfl 2RY [AQld sd 8. I
SIHHI AIS 9 YA Cloll HEI X ARFERIA YAUIR SE & Aal
Aos AsdIR]RIel ¥ S3URet HNYY] BSEIR V. I SIHHI
RYERIo YAl Al £2d19Y YAl Al SRIEIS MGitlal
€10l A Aos 2 3 HYR SAI §SH SUI AHRY 8.

5. AIH19191 (AER/ IR $ASeR) Ugioll edld)

() 1 si30] ¥lol AuiEs ASRHloll WM& &g HI2 AoS
A(sd(XERI0l vised]l dHId siuEAwl siIRddIE] Yol s3la sA1ai
AH19d B,

() 2URRIE Aos AlsAlFAcl AHIFAR &RI ¥ AR oIsS]
SAIHT A19d & d ¥ A AHJall 9] S0lRall GId, AUl
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sHlotoll AR e2dId¥ a Udlofl w3lololl v (SHdd
elaidi Av{lal o1l 3d oisS] SAUAIHT AH1Ad B,

(3) HRYER] &RI ¥ dacRell Hidlel sAIHT A19d & d v
o A[AAAsAcRA] 2ol ciR [SHd sl gefl duR 8. 1]
(S A AHA A€E N1HH]T MUdHIal of &]l.

(v) ¥l 2Auied wH[BfciuHd sEHH-T, § 2id & 86N
dHIH Slojoll ollle] RYERIA A1PY Ad AHAudidi 2419l
adl, Yo URYERIA ¥ d A4 s1¢f [AAY sl of &dl.

(U) RYERIA 211G ofIHER ARUd slEgf5IeHI 2U.].A. ai.
95U/0u  £vid s edl, ¥ dlHER elgsIe  dl.
3/ /00U ol A% AHRd S SRy sd 8, %
8515 AURYERIU 250 5AH| Lld Al ¥ &,

($) AU sl SRE] sAsRell Elalod]l 34 AUl
AHIAd Yoilofl Aol YAUIRAI 285 GUR B, ¥ Auleaioll AHY
siidiglol] UReRIdI 211{cld 52 8.

(9) 2H1ell, HRYERI0]l §0AH ARV SIRUEI YO WIE] Hal
uiRiifdaiell elaiefl d v 2xlEd sidl oiuidl A1 ol 2R
8."

.20 e ellnieie YAl giRl 2Y SAUIHI 1A ARAYIR
(Examination-in—-Chief) VIDE EXIBIT -39 :

"8 Al ofl” A8l s2e1R dAeveid eflHiend G.a. we, sdl:

uldl, 28&: dissdl (30 digs Goll aid 2flRaasl) HIRl U
UHIO Acy MUlAst Gu HIFl 242 duid AieaiHId] ofld
¥ Aol YAHliofl 1Y :

(2) & (340 Goll dig &1d 2fR2SIoll) LSSl AAIA 2 & ol
Udlofl cqaudid s3] HIRI §EGio] CRRRI-UINRI 5 &. A 8. 32
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ol. 20/ R ofl 4I€] Us eldacie diuieig yAlolla JuicaiR
[GIAd & dofl 851SA URI ARYER SUiH| AINE S HRY .
() dissdidll AlHofl vidlofl ¥lot AH.0i. €3, ac¢o, ace,
aou/a digl ol Al diglol 3. MAdi® cflHicieS
AHDI all alld &l dHQ ([AAaivid] HI2 212D S Hal Goll
dl. U. / dos Guy 163/c9 dl. 10.9R.€9 ¥l A.0i. 2¢O dll
[Govidl s2g9d. dai lell [Aouldl &Ad 2ial HRI 2.
Ndioail ([Aaivid] &dal wdl2l Usl Rl 2. ollg oligeie
cllaieneg wdle of. 1,9Us5—3 d¥l AH.ol. 1¢o Usl ¥ 4 8.
R.00 Y&l al AcixAHIYS lHIcle ol 15E5.57 UlLAHl. ol
[Aoivid] vdle HAd. So@igf of aga<.9u ALHLL giol wde
HAE UG M&a11A HIRI 2. Mdloll oA olZlg]521a oflsAid
AHA B 5 9. cligeiigal Sig oliglRe A Ini AHA1dd otef],

(3) 2R ol 2AuiEa SAIHT 1A 2.H.0. Aco Hi]
assdl &l AeNA Hiaoll &R Rdl SAIHI A19d AH 4
Ui g8lofl d®ll <o g2 X R0 g2 NsIBolg) clitsid s2d & %
A3 YIssdl UBRIA &RI Udladl vel Hdd & dHY Uoo
seal lRAA 8. Al BUAd AIHI § Aicll, R sdAA, ¥
al10{lRJ3, 20 Aiadl, 1 asdl, @ Jlual ag&i gai a8l 3000
$eofl 24052 21Bos UlgUdIgol A.0l. A0 Hiofl 1A U
AI dHIH &SISA A SIHall AIHIUIO] &RI LAlal AYIHI 2A1dd
a1®fl. 24 A A0l HIg afs2Ulol UAyA B.

(v) 27 wR¥ER ¥lol HIZ2 ¥ dNcRofl 84 oisS] SAIA
A & d Yo ¥ 2Ydl, addl ol vHoURM B. UHI>
1SSl A1 Yol % [AsAG ANH & dHY A U0l SlHall

dlsl addiz s ¢l va AR SlHell dIsl Yo ¥
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yaifdfla vigdl 8. ol 2iuleat duid 1 olicid lal dl8d
ai€fl.

(U) AR ARFERGII Llssdl dAiHofl oy 2R (AR A41Ad
& Aol AHID 2AIH AHIYAHIYoll To 2NIHlg] 6210 B Vol AUHID
AH Sog 22Ulal &, AUHIR A1H AR [AdRHI ¥ad H1dd &
Aol dHi BRI AASIHA] AHIAd 8. 2al oRASIHI @dl HIAUI]
1) UIle AU HIZa AHI AIH U Sog B.

(S) A HRYERA 21 ¢lssdl &l AHEIYIE A&l Y 22l
gaf12a1d (A, 2o 20 ¥l Hi2all SIH AS AIAd 8. VoY
AMAHloll UIsl Rl ASARE B, A1 dHIH AHICid AUIEatHI
LlolHi AYRId o],

(9) 213113 ¥lot HiZo] 1R A&l dl. 19.9.03 all A
URIg SuIH A19d & UG d gl 9] usdl 1ed § Adl
1cC9 Hi AHAHR] ¥lol 2.0, 1o Higl Gurdll URU (daid
SUld Sdlof &A9d &g d a8l suld &Jd ¥Hleloll U]
gl dicll AHUAIN] & Hal A1 ofioid Llal d18d ],

(¢) A3 2RYER %ol Ascl 2U AHIAA & Aol YA ¥ §NGY
8. AUHRI 2A1Holl [ASIA 118 21H13] ¥Hlolall Yol ¥ [ASI1 8d
& d olloid U@l el AdiAHi A419d o],

() 2113 wlol 2Asdll suia &Adl & dofl AN &IRI 2
ARl 3(JI 1200/ — aisS] SAIHI AH1Ad B d Yol % olnd]
o1ss] sU1Hi AH1Ad B Vol AAHIF] [Aaiuid] wlol Hi2 Hl22e]
AHisRE( sdl A dail oled wARYl vIsRE( W & Val
¥Hlotti AH1Ad gd1 & ofiell 1SR s AH1dd ofell 3
SAIB% KIS YRl £lal AdIHi A19d ot €],
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(20) 247 HRYERI AHH1R] ¥&lol tissal &l ALNRAI] ¥l
AsHi ¥ sulddi ¥Hlel 2A-0d B dHY wHol ¥ Ao oS Io]]
&RJd 8 dotl Hieall ([Aa1d of|IA yx¥ololl B:
« 3. U,¥¥,500/— (135 AULH. [ouid] ¥lol)
. U,00,000/— (gSlallall cliusiHall ([sHd)
. 4,00,000/— (2300 L. Udldl ¥lol [S3a)
. 19,00,000/— (R il [SHA)

3
3
3
* 3.8,00,000/~ (10 Aivd] [SHa)
3. 9,00,000/— (gdidfl (SHa)
3. 0,000/ - (v a3 (SHd)
3

. ®,00,000/— (¢ dlasl, 1 gsdl, 1 Jluaid
[Saa)
¢ 3.9,U0,000/ - (2NsIGaidll [SHA)
* 3.1,00,000/~ (Uoo g2 ¢ilRAd [Seict)
* 3.30,000/— (A2 AIBoS ulsfue|sfci)§e SH = 3.
34,3v,500/—
(29) AHA ¥ ElVid Sd EI9IHT Vigd W], 211H ofdoll ai. ¢ of]
B8 aisd, .0, 1c¢ didd] ¥lololl UiRNlUSH] oisE Y
S} 8. d €2d19%1 HIRl MRISIF] Y¥ol AR B.
(AR) A ARFER A AdISfl @I dl. 2.¢.0U all A% LA
Hol AN AdISoll U3l aisddll Hidiell scl dHy KIS
RWHHI YUR] SAUI IRY SA UG AHHol SRIEI YXO IRY)
Al YRIAd, Al 54 HedH] B ol dlH. Sica I 5
AdIgdiofl egHd 8.

(23) 2413 Hlesa gslat, 2NsIBat, $9I, GlR ¥ SUIdH] 21Ad
8, doll HI2 HIRI 5AH| ¥ &slsd wIdd & d AcY .
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(A7) 2N WRFER A18oial [Qoid] s34 ¢l § HIZ] walo
SUld HI2 AIHIYINRA o] 254 aisS] 3 & dall Ged 3.
34,377,500/ - ol §d gsélollofl 254 &l 30% AMARRA,
1% SEH 3 YO dURIo] WH, AU% QUIY AUl U]
2Y14q] AIS aiss] s30 211Udl 10 lof] 52011,

A BUR YRIAA A2 dUIAHI dHIH SUal A ol Uil & ¥
HIRI U UAHIO 18R s3A A"

Ais—3e: A1HIG10] d23 2A12flof] BAedulR

« A did U3l & § AAHRI APieaiHIHI AY ¥R1dd B 5
AHlal AdISofl W@l dl. 1/<¢/ou aRly &JAd] o
aslsd ARA 8.

« A did Wl B 5 dl.A9/R/ 05 olRIY AHIA dY g R
Angql Hi2 2R sl B,

« A did U3l B § AdIS W& AAlofl 2A1A AHIA olIHER
RId algsIeH 2RY sdl.

« A did Uil 8 § ollHER A%RUd &IFSIE AHIR] d WRY
dl.R3/a%/ou oy slRHIAH sdl. a1z w1 B 5
AH olIHER &IYSICHI ASaf SIH ASIUUI HI2 2R-J)d.

« A did uid] aiefl 5 213131 ¥Hlot cllaiuid] &Ad ot &dl.

« A did U3l oiefl § AR 241 ¥laidi Uu—gSlail, 2MsIGof
dHy Uoo-geoll oflRAd, A28 d@l alioflAZ], Aiciidl]
SAH] al Ao K1S] &ldiofl eslsd Wid] weng .

« A did vl ol 5 Yissdl aH ([AsA 2NH &ldig] Vil
YAl gaeil vgdl yarfd=lla vgdl eldidfl eslsa il

¥elg .
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« A did U3l ol€fl 5 24310l ¥ A guid AR U]l dndR
Ysdd.
« A did Uil o€l § gy dndR ANl AHIRA UIE] 2RY)
A 8 ol doll AHYolH | A1%RAY W1E] YGiiofl 241y €.
7. EX=61 AIMIGINIRA 2§ AIBEG AdUIRIg] YGildllg]

2A1oi¢iol13.

A A SlHoll AIHIGINT R§ 2l SR dd]l HsoggHIR
URIERIG MU olikel sAS2R,Ball, (¥ ol 2AlHalig,
G.4. 21w 9N gl —alls?], Y3 —[bog BGBallall A41€[] HIZ] A
gl uldst GUR AU Yollolle) AcAUIRIg) 2AdiEal 1 S3] of|
¥eNdd (dardl w3l eldig] end]l g s €lA 5,

(1) 1A 2R AlHoli [Fer1i Goll YSIA ollUG SASSR S
5% oA g€lA.dell glalofl 39 241 Yoiiofle] 285 21141R]d
Aldieat1y 531 81 Y14,

(R) a2 A1Hal1& [¥eioll Gail &1 )2(R3A@SI digSiotl AN
AMA" 50228Aal A1 lssdl ARNA AS HIZ 'of SIH AR
SRI BIY CRdll, A Alalloll &R &g HI2 2A1H SI¥dll Sadls
wdlololl  2AUlEal Sl sRIUIds xR, siRiuids
gogaiRel],H191 ol HSlol (AP, YalPIe %RI EUIRA YUY
A1ddi, ¥Hlol AUlEat A ol.3 /00 | €ui12d 222 S3,
¥Hlol 2AulEd A(BI[cIUH 86N SIRUEABUA I sIRidIe] s3ld
¥Hlol 2AUIEa SUIHI 2119d B,

(3) il SIA sAH—7 o ¥N&wilY B dl.90/90/R00R al
A% URILY SJAUIHI A &g. SAH-S of AU W20l
dl.aR/0/R00% ol A% URILY SAUIHI A1Ad &g. SHH-C
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ofl otidefl d1.23/09/00%all A%¥ SAIHI A1 B. AEW
dotldell HAd & eAAélol SIPURI RYER &Rl Al
¥Hloiofl ol [SHa cliaid SIF €2AIAY YR1dI Y S ofel.
SEH— 869 AU AdIS dI._RE/0/ACL < ofl AY WMER
SAIAI AH1Ad &dl. A€R AdIS 52| duid Auieat &d] wloiof]
AHIRAUIRIo]l olal duiel Eulder ¥ d duidll ci%R (Sid
¥ dadrell 84 oiss] s2d A1V AQIEHT A USR]
¥Hlolo} dNAR WS 2Rl 31.2900/ — aiSS] S,

(v) €2 A Yxot daarell Ysaelldll dilal sdH-1:(R)
Hyxolofl olZld dl.Re/09/0U ol AY A B, dndd]l
SHall YSIE d1.25—05-2009 ofl A%¥ A B. Al SA3H
AJIS d1.30/ 0% /00U ofl AY &2 AA B ¥Hlol 2AUlEa
SIJEISl] SAH—U(R) Hi A AHYHJTEI B. A8 AHUHUIEI 5
AHdISUIe]l 8.8 saH—a(R) oflRAdl didl HwIo
diRluell 213 Rl 8. ofly quayylel saseHal 29154
dRluell g—aiRiol 8. 211 A Hidl ¥ ggdl adl &y d
AHAHJTEI 2RIdIof] . 2l FAUH]I VRYER %Rl QoS 20
3RY dl.—07—-2007 oil A% 3% UAd 8. ¥ saH—<(R) Hi ol
AHAYHIEIRA oiss] LA 8, A ol AnuHlEldl] 22 2y &Ad
8.

(1) A€W ANS Yol dacRofl 54 Ysyell d1.25-05-
2009 0ll A% SAIHI AIAA &, ¥ AR AHHYS IRYERIA
2]ISRA B.2:43s WR¥ER 2dIsRd ofel.

(S) AER WRoA IRDHI IRYER] &RI ¥RNAA ¥R [SHd

gell daR 8. AId] oo [SHd A8 A1HAHT SluURl A1 &l
oel.d2ilel ¥ dndR Ysdd B, d ¥ d AHJall G¥R [SHd
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HYG o] Aol Ao B.A18f] YRl RYERIGH 2502 DA
Ui Aled s18] ofluidl AAHIF] 2% &.
(©) €219 Y141 AIE] 118 244 12] 5ol A1Sall MGt
oS ¥ d duid Aos 3502 34 A1 He. MNeAlud Aldld ¥y
A1801, (.81, ) ARJAUN Al Y S B.
(¢) 21 %.MI. 3 ol.03/R00%, dI.30/0% /00U dll A%
% d duidall WA ¥Hlol 2Auled §EsIEHA ME2 52 B.
() GuRlsd €2d19%1 A1 SIHHI ¥ d duid AoS 2o PRY)
d¥l sdd—ac A19al UasHi %33 Hiledl ¢l Aos 350
HRY) A1 Aol A1801 AH2I Y ]l B.
(20) A1 SHal  WRYERA  dlid  ARAd &lFSIHI
0.l 2.0l.95U0Udll Eluid SA &dl.¥ ¥R dllHEILSIE
dl.23/a/0oudll A% ARA 15| sl s 8.% ye
edlal Adl [Aaid]. GURsd dIAH &slsdl 285 Gu] usiA el
S3ol WER SA B, F AUHRI HRIUI Al Hloldl Y GRIGR
ol U3l 8,
RYER 23 G.d. [@Q.4.2 Y.AAR.2HRU™

o AHIRA S022s2Ual g Hlssdl ARNAI] Asdl sigdad

¥2d SIH &g doll A ACARA S B.
« A did Uil B § UISSUI A1H AHIRI dIG] 85N NIH 8.
« Hal A didoll AUIssA WM ol § IARdIgsI digsiai
oflRalzs! ugdl Yissdl 1€/l Hl2 2A1H & 5 3.
« A qid Ul & 5 Lissdl 201 AR¥2AA Slal AH1dd &

dHY AIYG Yol AU—R0 2lIH]g] KR ULl YISSUI Uid
8.
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« A did vl & § Goiell gaAluid ¥disil dHIH Rl
d1ssdl Ygfal A B,

« A did Ui & 5 AHEIYIE ¥l HI2 ASRII-Uiail A5
d1ssdl Ygfal A B,

« A did vl & § armament ¥l HI2 URI A% Rd] 8.
AIBEXLIA B 5 ofl Rdl ULl &l A5 B.

« 2 didoll Hal VIId oldl § AIS Roow Hi YAA UG
Auieol &JAA wHlaiofl [SHa HIe acee ugdlddl cioR
[SHd 21I91H1 2419d 5 3H.

e A did Wil 8 5 udldll wdlaiall, oflaividlell walaiall
dae A1UIPs 8g Hizell ¥loiell 2HIsREN YE1-%€]
gl B,

« A did wil & 5 s¢ ¥dlal vdl [Avas & Jia s
oflaivid] (s & d dell /AR del ¢— &l voR us]
WA B.

« A did U3l B § Ais—vw Yl 2y ESSUNS Adl AUIEa
&RJd ¥Hlol Uslofl 24d ol. 20 Usl 2.0 sl 33 Y]
¥lol oflotuid] &Aa 8.

« A did vl B 8 Ais—r¢ ol §5H %dl d BuUsd ¥Hlof
oflatidlai $cu1 24300l B.

« A did Wl & § Ais—ve &l Y AIHUBUIRIA L1SSUlg]
AMAH olyoll ol.2 dl dHi €1dd rdleHi MUH U
AuialR a1 a1ei3ci1e flH1ciEo] ol &,

« A qgid vl oell 8 AQNEHI wloidi 2H1Ad Ul B
¥Hloidi ololldd gSlol clloid gRleyds Gau sl

A19d ofl.
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« A did Uil oell § A1 SIA 42016 Y A WRAYIYE
RIS AIUR ¥ AHIA AHI> AIVIEalY AUR S
8.

* 3 oficidall Hal WA olell § BRYERIA %¥10YA13]—2006
Hi oIl AN 2ol PRYERIA FLHIF]—2006 Hi I
DI £V S O 5 5.

« A dia vl oefl 3 § Sl sAseell elel GuR &I
A5l Heezu dl Wil yoliofl A1y &, dy Gae
Ayl ol€]. 3yl o2,

8.RELEVANT JUDGEMENT

GUJARAT HIGH COURT Hon'ble Judges: Jayant
Patel Executive Engineer Versus Thakor

Pradhanji Sursangji First Appeal No. 1628 Of
2007 ; First Appeal No. 1630 Of 2007 ; Decided
on:— 12-04-2007 Acts and Rules Referred

LAND ACQUISITION ACT, 1894 Section — 4, 23
Imp.Para:— 5, 6 GUJARAT HIGH COURT Hon'ble
Judges: J.N.Bhatt, @ M.H.Kadri  Special Land
Acquisition Officer, Bharuch Versus Motibhai

Mohanbhai First Appeal No. 4626 Of 1996 ; Decided
on:— 06-05-1997 Acts and Rules Referred
LAND ACQUISITION ACT, 1894 Section — 23, 54

(a) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 54, S. 4(1), S. 6,
S. 18, S. 23(14), S. 23(2) - compensation -
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appeals against common judgment and award of
Reference court regarding compensation for
acquired agricultural lands — claimants challenged
initial compensation of Rupees 180 per Are offered
by Land Acquisition Officer as inadequate - Held
that the Reference court's assessment of market
value at Rupees 680 per Are was justified based on
comparable awards and evidence presented -
additional compensation and solatium awarded
were also found to be in accordance with legal
provisions — appeals dismissed confirming the

Reference court's judgment. (Paras 1, 2, 8, 16)

(b) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23 — market
value determination — challenge to the method of
determining market value for acquired land based
on previous awards — reliance on earlier award for
similar lands in village Samni questioned — Held that
reliance on the earlier award was appropriate due to
proximity and similarity in land quality between
villages Kelod and Samni — absence of other sale
instances further justified this approach in

determining fair market value. (Paras 4, 5, 12)

(c) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23(2) — solatium
and interest — entitlement to additional amounts

including solatium and interest from date of
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notification questioned — Held that claimants were
entitled to a solatium of 30% on market value along
with interest at specified rates from the date of
notification until payment was made as per
statutory provisions - these entitlements were
upheld as consistent with established Ilegal

principles. (Paras 14)

(d) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S.54 — appeal
arismissa/ — request for final hearing instead of
interim relief due to narrow dimension of
controversy - Held that all relevant facts and
circumstances warranted dismissal of appeals while
confirming the Reference court's common judgment
and award without costs due to lack of merit in the

challenges raised. (Paras 15, 16)

GUJARAT HIGH COURT Hon'ble Judges:
H.N.Devani, A.S.Supehia Gobarbhai

Chhaganbhai Versus Deputy Collector First
Appeal No. 2825 Of 2012 ; First Appeal No. 1546
Of 2018 ; First Appeal No. 1547 Of 2018 ; First
Appeal No. 2859 Of 2012 ; Decided on:— 07—-08-
2018 Acts and Rules Referred : LAND
ACQUISITION ACT, 1894 Section — 4

(@) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 4, 5. 6, S. 11, S.

18 — compensation for acquired /and - appeals
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against awards of Reference Court regarding
compensation for lands acquired for Vadi Irrigation
Project — appellants dissatisfied with compensation
awarded by Land Acquisition Officer and sought
higher compensation based on market value
comparisons - Held that the Reference Court's
determination of market value at Rs.20/- per
square metre for jirayat land and Rs.30/- per
square metre for bagayat land was inadequate -
previous awards in similar cases should have been
considered as a basis for determining fair
compensation - appeals partly allowed with
enhanced compensation rates determined at
Rs.65/— per square metre for jirayat land and
Rs.97.50/— per square metre for bagayat land.
(Paras 1-72)

(b) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 18 — princijples
of adetermining market valle - challenge to the
method of valuation adopted by the Reference Court
in assessing market value of acquired lands -
reliance on previous awards without adequate
justification — Held that the Reference Court erred in
relying solely on prior awards without establishing
comparability between lands involved in different
cases — proper assessment requires consideration

of geographical location, development potential,
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and proximity to urban areas — evidence presented
did not sufficiently connect sale instances to the

acquired lands under scrutiny. (Paras 12-70)

(c) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23(1) — factors
/nfluencing valuation — determination of appropriate
factors to be considered while assessing market
value of agricultural lands - Held that various
factors including fertility, vyield potential,
infrastructure  availability, and proximity to
developed areas must be evaluated collectively
when determining fair market value — reliance on
outdated or irrelevant sale instances undermines
accurate valuation — adjustments must be made
based on positive and negative factors affecting

each parcel of land. (Paras 12-56)

(d) Land Acquisition Act, 1894 - S. 23(2) -
enhancement of compensation - request for
enhancement based on comparative analysis with
previously determined values in similar cases — Held
that appellants are entitled to additional
compensation reflecting current market trends and
developments since prior assessments were made —
annual increments should be applied consistently

across cases to ensure equitable treatment among
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claimants — final amounts adjusted accordingly

based on established principles. (Paras 66—-70)

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA (FROM - KERALA
HIGH COURT)Hon'ble Judges: N.M.Kasliwal,
K.Ramaswamy Koyappathodi M.Ayisha Umma
Versus State Of Kerala Civil Appeal No. 1036 Of
1976 ; Decided on:— 13-08—1991 Acts and Rules
Referred : CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, 1908
Order — 41R.27 LAND ACQUISITION ACT, 1894
Section — 23, 23(2)

Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 — Or. 41 R. 27 — Land
Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23 — acquisition of land —
award — enhancement of compensation — appellant
by claiming that there was intensive cultivation in
acquired land not only of fruit bearing trees therein
but also using vacant space for other short term
crops — sought remand to Civil Court for adducing
additional evidence as to value of land - held,
evidence though available not adduced before
forums below remand under Or. 41 R. 27 for

adducing additional evidence cannot be allowed.

Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23 — acquisition of
land — ascertainment of market value — methods for

— acquisition of land with fruit bearing trees thereon
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— held, valuation can be made by (a) seeking
opinion of experts, (b) or by considering price paid
within reasonable time in bona fide transaction in
purchase or sale of lands acquired or lands adjacent
to land acquired having similar advantages and (c)
number of years purchase of actual or immediately
prospective profits of lands acquired - however,
these methods do not preclude Court from taking
into consideration special circumstances — where
land with fruit bearing trees standing thereon Court
may either assess lands with all its advantages as
potential value and fix market value thereof or may
multiply annual net income of trees by appropriate
capitalization of 15 years — but fixation of market
value adopting both methods is not permissible —
owner was entitled to market value of income from
trees with 15 years multiplier and value of land as

determined at certain figure becoming final.

Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23 — acquisition of
land - ascertainment of market value of large
extent of six acres of land acquired - held, sale
price of small extent of land with buildings thereon
cannot form reasonable basis or quide for

determining value of large extent acquired.
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Land Acquisition (Amendment) Act, 1984 — S. 30(3)
— Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23(2) — acquisition
under Kerala Act — benefit of enhanced solatium -
entitlement to — held, pendency of appeals against
award made preceding between April 30, 1982 and
September 24, 1984 in High Court or this Court
would not attract application of S. 30(2) -
therefore, enhanced solatium under S. 30(2) read
with S. 23(2) is inapplicable — thereby, appellant is
not entitled to enhanced solatium at 30 per cent -
impugned order of High Court set aside — appeal

allowed.

4. The crucial question, therefore, is what is the
proper method of valuation of the land in question.
The total extent of the land is six acres consisting of
1130 coconut trees; 65 arecanut trees and 45 pepper
vines. The Civil Court fixed the market value of the
lands at Rs. 3,00,000. Admittedly, the appellant did
not file any cross—objection in the High Court
seeking any higher compensation. Accordingly the
market value of the lands fixed at Rs. 3,00,000
became final. The fixation of the market value on
capitalisation method also became final. It is settled
law that the methods of valuation to be adopted in
ascertaining the market value of the land as on the

date of the notification are: (i) opinion of experts
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(ii) the price paid within a reasonable time in bona
fide transaction of the purchase or sale of the lands
acquired or the lands adjacent to the lands acquired
and possessing similar advantages and (iii) a
number of years purchase of the actual or
immediately prospective profits of the lands
acquired. These methods, however, do not preclude
the Court from taking any other special
circumstances obtained in an appropriate case into
consideration. As the object being always to arrive
as near as possible in an estimate of the market
value in arriving at a reasonable correct market
value, it may be necessary to take even two or all
those matters into, account inasmuch as the exact
valuation is not always possible as no two lands may
be the same either in respect of the situation or the
extent or the potentiality nor is it possible in all
cases to have reliable material from which that
valuation can be accurately determined. In State of
Kerala V/s. P. P. Hassan Koya (1968) 3 SCR 459, the
gquestion arose whether the separate valuation of
the land and building would be proper method to be
adopted to determine the market value of the
acquired property. This Court held that "the land
and the building constitute one unit” and the value

of "the entire unit must be determined with all its
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advantages” and potentialities. When the property
is sold with building it is often difficult to have sale
of single land with building approximately in time to
the date of the notification. Therefore, the method
which is to be adopted in determining the value of
the land and building is the method of capitalisation
of return actually received or which might
reasonably be received from the land or the building
separate valuation of the land and building was not
approved and the annual rent received with the
proper capitalisation was adopted by the Courts
below was approved by this Court. In Special Land
Acquisition Officer V/s. P. Veerabhadarappa, (1984)
2 SCR 386 , this Court held that the method of
valuation by capitalisation should not be resorted to
when other methods are available. However, where
definite material is not forthcoming either in the
shape of sales of similar lands in the neighbourhood
at or about the date of notification u/s. 4(1) or
otherwise, the Court has no other alternative but to
fall back on the method of valuation by
capitalisation. In valuing land or an interest in land
for purposes of land acquisition proceedings, the
rule as to number of years purchase is not a
theoretical or legal rule but depends upon economic

factors such as the prevailing rate of interest in
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money investments. The return which an investor
will expect from an investment will depend upon the
characteristic of income as compared to that of idle
security. The main features are: (1) security of the
income; (2) fluctuation; (3) chances of increases;
(4) cost of collection, etc. The traditional view of
capitalised value being linked with gilt-edged
securities, no longer be rigorous when investment in
fixed deposits with nationalised banks, National
Savings Certificates, Unit Trusts and other forms of
Govt. securities and even in the share market
command a much greater return are available. The
capital in agricultural lands normally when the rate
of return on investment was 8.25 per cent in the
years 1971-72, the proper multiplier to be applied
for the purpose of capitalisation would not, in any
event, exceeding 10 per cent. In that case the State
had agreed to apply 121/2 per cent capitalised
value of the lands, this Court upheld capitalisation
of the value of land at 12 1/2 per cent.

5. In Admn. General of West Bengal V/s. Collector,
Varanasi (1988) 2 SCR 1025, this Court held that
usually land and building thereon constitute one
unit. Land is one kind of property; land and building
together constitute an altogether. different kind of

property. They must be valued as one unit. But

LAND REFERENCE CASE NO. 110/2012 & 111/2012




38

where, however, the property comprises extensive
land and the structure standing thereon, do not
show that full utilization of potential of the land
realised, it might not be impermissible to value the
property estimating separately the market value of
the land with reference to the date of the
preliminary notification and to add to it the value of
the structures as at that time. In this method,
building value is estimated on the basis of the prime
cost or replacement costs less depreciation. The
rate of depreciation, generally. arrived at by
dividing the cost of construction (less the salvage
valued at the end of the period of utility) by the
number of years of utility of the building. The factors
that prolong the life and the utility of the building,
such as good maintenance, necessarily influence
and bring down the rate of depreciation. In that case
larger extent of 23.66 acres together with building of
25,000 sq. feet comprises of 35 rooms, halls and
other appurtenances, and 431 fruit bearing and 13
timber trees and 12 bamboo clumps situated in the
city of Varanasi were acquired. With regard to the
value of the trees, this Court held that where the
land is valued with reference to the potentiality for
building purposes the trees on the land cannot be

valued independently on the basis of its horticultural
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value or with reference to the value of the yield but
this principle does not come in the way of awarding
the timber value after deducting costs for cutting

and removing them from the lands as salvage value.

6. It is thus settled law that in evaluating the market
value of the acquired property, namely, land and
the building or the lands with fruit bearing trees
standing thereon, value of both would not constitute
one unit; but separate units; it would be open to the
Land Acquisition Officer or the Court either to assess
the lands with all its advantages as potential value
and fix the market value thereof or where there is
reliable and acceptable evidence available on record
of the annual income of the fruit bearing trees the
annual net income multiplied by appropriate
capitalisation of 15 years would be the proper and
fair method to determine the market value but not
both. In the former case the trees are to be
separately valued as timber and to deduct salvage
expenses to cut and remove the trees from the land.
In this case the award of compensation was based
on both the value of the land and trees. Accordingly
the determination of the compensation of the land
as well as the trees is illegal. The High Court laid the

law correctly.
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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA Hon'ble Judges:
A.S.Anand. K.T.Thomas, R.C.lahoti, N.S.Hegde,
S.N.Variava underVersus Union Of India Civil
Appeal No. 6271 Of 1998 ; Decided on:— 19—-09-
2001 Acts and Rules Referred : LAND
ACQUISITION ACT, 1894 Section — 23(2), 26, 28, 34

Land Acquisition Act, 1894 — S. 23(2), 26, 28, 34 —

acquisition of land — compensation - interest on
solatium - law does not relish any delay in making
the payment once the award is made — making the
award shall normally follow payment of
compensation as expeditiously as possible -
question of payment of interest would arise only
when compensation is not paid or deposited on or
before the date of taking possession of the land -
expression "awarded amount” u/s. 34 would mean
the amount of compensation worked out in
accordance with the provisions contained in S. 23,
including all the sub-sections thereof - words
"every award under this part” cannot be treated as
the award after delinking the amounts awarded
under sub-Section (1-A) or subsection (2) of S. 23
— what is intended u/S. 23(2) is additional to the
market value of the land and "in consideration of the
compulsory nature of the acquisition® - but it

cannot be equated with any damage caused on
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account of "any disinclination of the person to part
with the land acquired” — S. 24 emphasises that no
amount on account of any disinclination of the
person interested to part with the land shall be
granted as compensation - that aspect is
qualitatively different from the solatium which the
Legislature wanted to provide "in consideration of
the compulsory nature of the acquisition” — further,
solatium envisaged in sub-section (2) ‘in
consideration of the compulsory nature of the
acquisition” is thus not the same as damages on
account of the disinclination to part with the land
acquired — it is inconceivable that solatium amount
would attract only the escalated rate of interest
from the expiry of one year and that there would be
no interest on solatium during the preceding period
— person entitled to the compensation awarded is
also entitled to get interest on the aggregate

amount including solatium — appeal allowed.

16. Thus interest has to accrue as per Sec. 34 and
Sec. 28 of the Act on the compensation awarded,
whether it is as per the award initially passed by the
collector or by the court later. What is meant by "the
compensation” awarded — Both sides cited different
definitions for the word “compensation® as

contained in different lexicographys. In "Words and
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Phrases" (Permanent Edn.) different connotations of
the word "compensation® have been delineated.
One of them relates to the law of eminent domain,
where compensation means recompense in value, a
quid pro quo, and must be in money. Another is
relating to the property taken for public use. Then it
is the fair market value at the time of taking it. From
the constitutional perspective the word
‘compensation’ for the property taken was
understood as the just equivalent of the value of the
property. But when compensation is regarded as a
statutory obligation the aforecited definitions need
not detract the courts in fathoming the real import
of it. The exercise can be done with the aid of the
provisions in the statutes. So what the court, in the
context of land acquisition, has to decide is how the
Act has designhed the compensation vis—a-vis the
liability to pay interest. In this context we have to
read Sec. 23 of the Act. It is extracted below :

["23. Matters to be considered determining

compensation — ]

[ (1) In determining the amount of
compensation to be awarded for land acquired
under this Act, the court shall take into

consideration — |
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[ first, the market value of the land at the date
of the publication of the notification under Sec.

4, sub—section (1), ]

[secondly, the damage sustained by the
person interested, by reason of the taking of
any standing crops or trees which may be on
the land at the time of the Collector's taking

possession thereof; |

[thirdly, the damage, if any, sustained by the
person interested, at the time of the Collector's
taking possession of the land, by reason of

severing such land from his other land; ]

[ fourthly, the damage (if any), sustained by
the person interested, at the time of the
Collector’'s taking possession of the land, by
reason of the acquisition injuri ously affecting
his other property, movable or immovable, in

any other manner, or his earnings; ]

[ fifthly, if, in consequence of the acquisition of
the land by the Collector, the person interested
is compelled to change his residence or place
of business, the reasonable expenses (if any)

incidental to such change; and |
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[sixthly, the damage (if any) bona fide
resulting from diminution of the profits of the
land between the time of the publication of the
declaration under Sec. 6 and the time of the

Collector's taking possessions of the land. ]

[(1A) In addition to the market value of the
land above provided, the court shall in every
case award an amount calculated at the rate of
twelve per centum per annum on such market
value for the period commencing on and from
the date of the publication of the notification
under Sec. 4, sub-sec. (1), in respect of such
land to the date of the award of the collector or
the date of taking possession of the land,

whichever is earlier. ]

[(2) In addition to the market—value of the
land, as above provided, the court shall in
every case award a sum of thirty per centum
on such market-value, in consideration of the

compulsory nature of the acquisition.” ]

17. Mr. Rakesh Dwivedi, learned senior counsel
while contending that the sum envisaged in sub-
sec. (2) cannot form part of the compensation, as
the same is a payment only by way of solace on

account of the compulsory nature of the acquisition,
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sought to seek assistance from Sec. 15 of the Act. It

reads thus :

[ "In determining the amount of compensation,
the Collector shall be guided by the provisions

contained in Secs. 23 and 24." ]

18. Sec. 24 of the Act consists of a catalogue of
matters which shall not he taken into account while
determining compensation. The title of the Section
is "Matters to be neglected in determining
compensation”. The key words are "but the court
shall not take into consideration” the matters
enumerated thereunder. The argument is that
whatever items have been mentioned therein even
if included in the award would not partake of the
character of compensation as the Legislature has
imposed a ban against reckoning them to be so
treated. Any amount paid on account of "any
disinclination of the person interested to part with
the land acquired” (vide clause "secondly” in Sec.
24) would thus be kept outside the ambit of the
compensation for land, and those excluded items,
even if payable, have different shades or character,
according to the counsel. In further support of the
said contention reference was made to Sec. 26 of

the Act which reads as follows :

LAND REFERENCE CASE NO. 110/2012 & 111/2012




46

[ "26. Form of Awards — |

[ (1) Every award under this part shall be in
writing signed by the judge, and shall specify
the amount awarded under clause first of sub-
sec. (1) of Sec. 23, and also the amounts (if
any) respectively awarded under each of the
other clauses of the same sub-section,
together with the grounds of awarding each of

the said amounts. |

[(2) Every such award shall be deemed to be a
decree and the statement of the grounds of
every such award a judgement within the
meaning of Sec. 2, clause (2) and Sec. 2,
clause (9), respectively, of the Code of Civil

Procedure, 1908." ]

19. Sec. 26 does not say that the award would
contain only the amounts granted under sub-sec.
(1) of Sec. 23. The special mention of that sub-sec.
in Sec. 26 is only for the purpose of directing that
the grounds or reasons for awarding the amount
under each of the clauses in the sub-sec. shall he
specified in the award. It is unnecessary to mention
any reason or ground in any award as to why the
sums indicated in sub—sec. (1-A) and sub-sec. (2)

of Sec. 23 of the Act were granted because they are
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only the sequels or concomitant adjuncts of the
determination of the total amount indicated in sub-
sec. (1) No judicial exercise is required to quantify
the sums mentioned in sub-section (1-A) or sub-
sec. (2) because the Section itself specifies the
percentage to be worked out for the purpose of
adding to the total amount arrived at under
subsection (1). Otherwise Sec. 26 is not intended to
show that the compensation awarded would be
bereft of the additional amount and the solatium
envisaged under sub-sec. (1-A) or sub-sec. (2).
This can be clearly discerned from the commencing
words of Sec. 26 itself. They are : "Every award
under this part shall be in writing signed by the
judge.” What is referred to therein is part Ill of the
Act which comprises of a fasciculus of twelve
provisions starting with Sec. 18 and ending with Sec.
28A of the Act. There can be no doubt that all the
three heads specified in the three sub-secs. in Sec.
23 are the sums to be "awarded by the court".
Hence the words "every award under this part’
cannot be treated as the award after delinking the
amounts awarded under sub-sec. (1-A) or

subsection (2) of Sec. 23.

20. We may now see whether exclusion of the factor

"any disinclination of the person interested to part

LAND REFERENCE CASE NO. 110/2012 & 111/2012




48

with the land acquired” from being considered as
part of the compensation indicated in Sec. 24 of the
Act would be of any aid for excluding solatium from
the purview of interest accrual process. No doubt
what is intended under Sec. 23(2) is additional to
the market value of the land and "in consideration of
the compulsory nature of the acquisition”. But it
cannot be equated with any damage caused on
account of "any disinclination of the person to part

with the land acquired”.

21. It is apposite in this context to point out that
during the enquiry contemplated under Sec. 11 of
the Act the collector has to consider the objections
which any person interested has stated pursuant to
the notice given to him. It may be possible that a
person so interested would advance objections for
highlighting their disinclination to part with the land
acquired on account of a variety of grounds, such as
sentimental or religious or psychological or
traditional, etc. Sec. 24 emphasises that no amount
on account of any disinclination of the person
interested to part with the land shall be granted as
compensation. That aspect is qualitatively different
from the solatium which the Legislature wanted to
provide "in consideration of the compulsory nature

of the acquisition”.
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22. Compulsory nature of acquisition is to be
distinguished from voluntary sale or transfer. In the
latter, the landowner has the widest advantage in
finding out a would—be buyer and in negotiating
with him regarding the sale price. Even in such
negotiations or haggling normally no landowner
would bargain for any amount in consideration of his
disinclination to part with the land. The mere fact
that he is negotiating for sale of the land would
show that he is willing to part with the land. The
owner is free to settle terms of transfer and choose
the buyer as also to appoint the point of time when
he would be receiving consideration and parting
with his title and possession over the land. But in
the compulsory acquisition the landowner s
deprived of the right and opportunity to negotiate
and bargain for the sale price. It depends on what
the collector or the court fixes as per the provisions
of the Act. The solatium envisaged in sub-sec. (2)
"in consideration of the compulsory nature of the
acquisition” is thus not the same as damages on
account of the disinclination to part with the land

acquired.

23. In deciding the question as to what amount

would bear interest under Sec. 34 of the Act a peep
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into Sec. 31(1) of the Act would be advantageous.

That subsection says :

["On making an award under Sec. 11 the
Collector shall tender payment of the
compensation awarded by him to the persons
interested or entitled thereto according to the
award, and shall pay it to them unless
prevented by someone or more of the
contingencies mentioned in the next sub-

section." ]

The remaining sub-secs. in that provision only deal
with the contingencies ill which the Collector has to
deposit the amount instead of paying it to the party
concerned. It is the legal obligation of the Collector
to pay "the compensation awarded by him" to the
party entitled thereto. We make it clear that the
compensation awarded would include not only the
total sum arrived at as per sub section (1) of Sec. 23
but the remaining subsections thereof as well. It is
thus clear from Section 34 that the expression
"awarded amount” would mean the amount of
compensation worked out in accordance with the
provisions contained in Section 23, including all the

sub—-secs. thereof.
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24. The proviso to Sec. 34 of the Act makes the
position further clear. The proviso says that "if such
compensation” is not paid within one year from the
date of taking possession of the land, interest shall
stand escalated to 15% per annum from the date of
expiry of the said period of one year "on the amount
of compensation or part thereof which has not been
paid or deposited before the date of such expiry”. It
is inconceivable that the solatium amount would
attract only the escalated rate of interest from the
expiry of one year and that there would be no
interest on solatium during the preceding period.
What the Legislature intended was to make the
aggregate amount under Sec. 23 of the Act to reach
the hands of the person as and when the award is
passed, at any rate as soon as he is deprived of the
possession of his land. Any delay in making
payment of the said sum should enable the party to
have interest on the said sum until he receives the
payment. Splitting up the compensation into
different components for the purpose of payment of
interest under Sec. 34 was not in the contemplation
of the Legislature when that Section was framed or

enacted.
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