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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 633 OF 2008

MANAG NG DI RECTOR, GOA-1 DC .. APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS

SADASHI V S. N. SARDESSAI & ORS. . . RESPONDENT( S)

W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1189 COF 2008

SADASHI V S. N. SARDESSAI & ANR .. APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
THE MANAG NG DI RECTOR, GOA- | DC . . RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. These appeal s are directed agai nst the judgnent

and order passed by the High Court of Bonbay at CGoa

in First Appeal No.150 of 2003, dated 15.09.2004.

2. A notification under Secti on 4 of t he
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2
i ssued by acquiring authority on 18. 03. 1998 to

acquire lands in villages Xel pemand Cotarlim Tal uka
Sanguem for the purpose of creating an Industria
Estate. Subsequently, the Land Acquisition O ficer

by award dated 14.08.2001, declared the value of the
said land as Rs.7/- per sq.m Aggrieved by the sane,
the respondents filed an application for reference

under Section 18 of the Act.

3. The Reference Court, by its judgnent and order

dated 28.02.2003, partly allowed the reference and

Land

was



hel d the market value of the acquired |and to be
Rs. 21. 06/ - per sq. m The Court further
statutory interest as well as solatiumanounting to

30% of the value of the | and.

4, Aggri eved by the sane, the acquiring authority
(appel | ant in Cvil Appeal No. 633 of 20
r espondent No. 1 in Gvil Appeal No. 1189 of

approached the H gh Court in First Appeal No.150 of

2003 wher eas t he | andowner s/ cl ai mant s (resp
3

Nos. 1 and 2 in Cvil Appeal No. 633 of

appel l ant's in Givil Appeal No. 1189 of

filed a cross-objection.

5. By its inpugned judgnent and order, the High

Court partly allowed both the appeal and the cross-

obj ecti on. The Court deduct ed 30% from
acquired and awar ded conpensati on at t he

Rs. 23.40/- per sq.m on the renaining area of 56,210

sq. m
6. Bei ng aggri eved by the judgnent
passed by t he Hi gh Court, bot h t he

authority and the | andowners/claimants are before us

in these cross-appeal s, by way of special |eave.

7. W have heard | ear ned counsel appe
parties to the lis and carefully perused the nateri al

avail abl e on record in all these appeals.

8. After carefully going through the records of

the cases and the inpugned judgrment and order passed
4

by the H gh Court, it is our considered opinion that
no good ground exists in these appeals for our

consi derati on and i nterference. The appeal s, bei ng

awar ded
08 and
2008)
ondent
2008 and
2008) al so
t he | and
rate of
and or der
acqui ring
aring for



devoid of any nerit, are liable to be dismi ssed and,

are accordingly dism ssed.

O dered accordingly.

............ cl .
(H L. DATTU)
.............. J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI ,
NOVEMBER 04, 2015.
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| TEM NO. 25 COURT NO 1 SECTI ON | X
SUPREMECOURTOF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s). 633/2008
MANAG NG DI RECTOR, GOA- | DC Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
SADASHI V S. N. SARDESSAI & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with appln.(s) for vacating stay and office report)
W TH

C. A No. 1189/2008
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 04/11/2015 These appeals were call ed
on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Appellant(s) M. Arun R Pedneker, Adv.
For M. V. N Raghupat hy, Adv.
M. Jitendra Mahapatra, Adv.
M. Amt Singh, Adv.
For M. Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Jitendra Mahapatra, Adv.

M. Amt Singh, Adv.
For M. Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

The appeals are disnissed in terns of

the signed order.
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As a sequel to the above, all pending



interlocutory application(s) is/lare di sposed

of .

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vinod Kul vi)
Sr.P. A Assi stant Regi strar

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



