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I TEM NO. 20 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2011

(CC 4393-4396/2011)
(From the judgenent and order dated 23/04/2010 in LAAP No. 944/2009
& LAAP No. 358/2008 & LAAP No. 1302/2009 & LAAP No. 1159/2008 of
The H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM)

SEC. KERALA STATE ELECT. BOARD Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
K. M | GNATI QUS & ORS. ETC. Respondent ( s)

Wth I.A 1-4 (Cdelay in filing SLP and office report)
Date: 14/03/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR. JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s) M . K. V. Vi swanat han, Sr. Adv.
M. MT. George, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The del ay of 185 days in filing the special |eave
petitions is condoned.

The petitioner is aggrieved by the judgnent of the
Di vi sion Bench of the Kerala High Court whereby the appeal s
filed by it against the judgnment of the Reference Court
were dism ssed and those filed by the respondents for award
of enhanced conpensation were partly all owed

The acqui sition proceedings were initiated in 1980.
The Land Acquisition Oficer passed award dated 6. 10. 1984

for paynent of conpensation to the respondents. The
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Ref er ence Court di sposed of t he cl ai nms filed by
respondents and directed paynent of enhanced conpensation
On appeal, the Division Bench of the Hi gh Court remanded
the matter to the Reference Court for re-determnation of
mar ket val ue of the acquired |and.
After remand, the Reference Court vide its judgnent

dat ed 27.9. 2007 reassessed t he anount of compensati on

t he



payabl e to the respondents.
Feel ing aggrieved and dissatisfied with the judgnent

of the Reference Court, the petitioner and the respondents

filed separate appeal s. The Di vi si on Bench anal ysed

evi dence produced by the parties and directed paynment of
enhanced conpensati on to t he respondent s on t he

that the rubber wood could be used for industrial purposes

such as manufacture of plywoods, nmatch sti cks, packing

cases, wooden planks for cenent concreting, making of huts
and cottages etc.

We have heard Shri K. V. Viswanat han, |earned senior

counsel for the petitioner. In our view, reasons assigned
by t he Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh Court for
enhanced conpensati on to t he respondent s are
correct and t he i mpugned j udgnent does not

interference under Article 136 of the Constitution

The special |eave petitions are accordingly dism ssed.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master
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