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Agriculture land belonging to the appellant was
acquired wunder the Land Acquisition Act, (for short, ‘the
Act’). An award was passed on 29/12/1997. Noti ce wunder
Section 12(2) of +the Act was issued and the appellant
received the sane on 29.4.1998. Thereafter, he filed a
reference application under Section 18 of the Act before the
Col I ector seeking reference under Section 30 of the Act for
enhanced conpensation. That application was rejected by the
Collector on the ground that it was del ayed by a period of
six days. Aggrieved by the said order, the appellant filed
revision petition before the High Court. The H gh Court, by

the inpugned order, dism ssed the revision petition. Bei ng
aggrieved by the order of the High Court, the appellant is
bef ore us.

We have heard | earned counsel for both the parties.
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Learned counsel for the appellant contended that though a
period of six weeks has been prescribed fromthe date of
recei pt of the notice under Section 12 of the Act to prefer
a reference application under Sectoin 18(2)(b) of the Act,
the Land Acquisition Oficer/Collector could have extended
the period of limtation under Section 5 of the Limtation
Act . Learned counsel drew our attention to the anmendnent
made by the State of Maharashtra and in particular to
sub-section (3) of Section 18 of the Act. The amendnent is
to the follow ng effect:
. SP1
"Any order made by the Collector on an
application wunder this section shall be subject to
revision by the High Court, as if the Collector
were a Court subordinate to the High Court wthin
the neaning of Section 115 of the Code of Cvi
Procedure, 1908."
. SP2

In view of the above anendnent, the argunent before
us is that the Collector has to be treated as a court and



Section 5 of the Linmitation Act is applicable. Insertion of
Sub-section 3 of Section 18 of the Act, by way of amendnent,is
only intended for the purpose of enabling the parties to file
revision before the H gh Court agai nst any order, that nmay be
passed by the Collector under Section 18 of the Act. W do
not think that this anmendnment would permit the appellant to
plead that Section 5 of the Limtation Act would apply
to a reference application filed under Section 18.
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The sane question came up for consideration before this Court
in Oficer on Special Duty (Land Acquisition) & Anr. vVs. @@
Shah Manilal Chandulal & O's. [(1996) 9 SCC 414] herein it@@
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was held that wunder Section 5 of the Limtation Act, the
Col l ector/Land Acquisition Oficer is not Court and cannot
extend the period of linitation presented under proviso to
sub-section 2 of Section 18 of the Act.
The Appeal is disnissed
. SP1
.................... J
(K. G Bal akri shnan)
New Del hi, J
January 21, 2003 (P. Venkat ar ama Reddi )
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The State of Mharashtra Respondent (s)

( Wth Prayer for interimrelief)

Dat ed: 21/01/2003 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. VENKATARAVA REDDI
For Appellant (s) M. S.M Jadhav, Adv.
M. H manshu Gupt a, adv.
For Respondent (s) M .S. V. Deshpande, Adv.
M. S.S. Shinde, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel, the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER
........ L......l.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T J
. SP2
The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed order.
. SP1
(Saroj Bal a) (Veera Verm)
PA to Addl. Registrar Court Master

(The signed order is placed on the file



