\ 2122 1

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4030 COF 2007
DEPUTY CHI EF EXECUTI VE OFFI CER .. APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
COVMUNI DADE OF KERIM & ANR . . RESPONDENT( S)

W TH
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 4031 OF 2007

DY. CH EF EXECUTI VE OFFI CER . . APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
COVMUNI DADE OF KERI M & ANR. . . RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. These appeal s are directed agai nst the judgments

and orders passed by the Hi gh Court of Bonbay, Goa
Bench in First Appeal Nos.5 and 7 of 2007, dated

21.12. 2005.
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2. A notification under Secti on 4 of t he Land
Acqui si tion Act , 1894 (for short, "the Act") was
i ssued by acqui ring aut hority on 09. 03. 1989 to

acquire 10,11,000 sq. nts. of land for the purpose of

i ndustrial estate/Nylon 66 Project of Kerimin three

vil | ages in Tal uka Ponda. Subsequent | y, t he
decl aration under Section 6 of the Act was issued on

09. 03. 1990 for acquisition of I and from only t wo
vi |l ages- Kheri m and Khandepar.

3. The Land Acqui sition O ficer, by order dat ed

21.04.1992, awar ded Rs. 8/ - per square nmeters as

mar ket val ue of bharad | and and Rs.4/- per square



meters for paddy |and. Aggrieved by the same, the

r espondent herein filed t wo appl i cations for
ref erence (concerni ng di fferent pl ots of | and)
claimi ng conpensation at the rate of Rs.50/- per sq.

nms. These references were taken up by the Reference

Court as Land Acquisition Case hb.é04 of 1997 and

Land Acquisition Case No.105 of 1997. The Reference

Court, by its j udgnent s and orders in Land

Acqui sition Case No.104 of 1997 and Land Acqui sition

Case No. 105 of 1997, both dated 25.09.2003, rejected

the references nade by the respondent.

4. Bei ng aggri eved by the said judgnents and orders,

t he respondent approached the H gh Court in First

Appeal No.5 of 2004 and First Appeal No.7 of 2004. By

its inmpugned judgnent and order in First Appeal No.5

of 2004, dat ed 21.12. 2004, t he Hi gh Court partly

al | oned the appeal and fixed the conpensation for the

land in question at Rs.9.75/- per sq.m for bharad

| and and Rs.12/- per sq.m for paddy |and, together

with statutory benefits of solatiumand interest on

t he enhanced conpensati on. By its i mpugned and
judgnent and order in First Appeal No.7 of 2004,

dat ed 21.12. 2004, t he Hi gh Court, relying on its

j udgnent and order in First Appeal thS of 2004,

all oned the appeal in part and fixed the market val ue

of the land in question at Rs.9.75/- per sq.m The

Court further hel d t hat t he r espondent woul d be
entitled to statutory benefits of sol atium and
i nterest on the enhanced conpensati on

5. Bei ng aggri eved by t he j udgnent s and orders
passed by the Hi gh Court, the appellants are before

us in these appeals, by way of special |eave.



6. W have heard | ear ned counsel appeari ng

parties to the |lis and carefully perused the materi al

avail abl e on record in all these appeals.

7. After carefully going through the records of the

cases and the inpugned judgnents and orders passed by

t he respective Hi gh Courts, it is our
opi nion that no good ground exists in these appeals

for our consideration and igterference. The appeal s,

bei ng devoid of any nerit, are liable to be dism ssed

and, are accordingly dism ssed.

O dered accordingly.

consi der ed

............. Ccll .
(H L. DATTU)
............... J.
(Arun M shra)
NEW DELHI ,
NOVEMBER 04, 2015.
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Date : 04/11/2015 These appeal s were call ed
on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Appell ant(s) M. Arun R Pednekar, Adv.
For M. V. N Raghupathy, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Si ddhart h Bhat nagar, Adv.

M. Si dharth Mohan, Adv.
Ms. Garima Tiwari, Adv.
For M. T. WMahipal, Adv.

M. Si ddhart h Bhat nagar, Adv.
M. Si dharth Mohan, Adv.

Ms. Garima Tiwari, Adv.

For Ms. Rekha Palli, Adv.

for



UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The appeals are disnmissed in terns of the
si gned order.
As a sequel to t he above, al | pendi ng
interlocutory application(s) is/are disposed of.

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vinod Kul vi)
Sr.P. A Assi stant Regi strar
(Signed order is placed on the file.)



