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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NQO(S).9549 OF 2010

GANGABAI @ UMABAI & ORS. ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS

SPECI AL LAND ACQN. OFFI CER ... RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

1. This appeal arises from the judgnent

and order dated 20.07.2009 passed by the High

Court of Kar nat aka, Crcuit Bench at G@ul bar ga
in MF.A No.6188 of 2008.

2. W have heard t he | ear ned counsel s

for t he parties and per used t he r el evant

mat eri al

3. The appel | ant s/ | and- owner s are

aggri eved by t he anount of conpensati on for
acquisition of their | and whi ch was enhanced

by t he Hi gh Court to Rs. 1. 50 | akhs per acre.

The met hod adopt ed for gr ant of compensati on
is t he capitalization met hod i.e.

determ nati on of conpensation by assessing the

yield of agricultural products of the | and and
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t he val ue t her eof . A multiplier of 10 was
adopt ed to cal cul ate t he t ot al anount

awar dabl e.

4. Having read and considered the orders

of the reference Court and the Hi gh Court, we

find that Exhi bits P- 20, P-56 and P-57 were
br ought on record by t he cl ai mant s for t he
pur poses of determ nati on of t he yield of
groundnut, sunflower and bengal - gram crops and

other crops grown on the | and, whereas Exhibit

P-59 was brought on record for the purpose of
establishing the price of the said crops.

5. The ref erence Court t ook not e of t he

fact t hat t he sai d docunent s wer e i ssued by
per sons havi ng speci al i zed experience in t he
field (eg. PW2, who had issued Exhibit P-56)

and t hat Exhi bi t P- 20 was i ssued by t he

Associ at e Di rector of Resear ch, Regi ona
Resear ch Station, Bi j apur (a Gover nment a
Organi zati on). Simlarly, Exhi bi t P- 57, whi ch
is t he yield book, was i ssued by t he
Uni versity of Agricul tural Sci ence, Dhar wad.

However, the reference Court thought it proper
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to t ake not e of t he fact t hat there was
positive evidence comng fromthe side of the

cl ai mant s as regards t he use/ practice adopt ed
for obt ai ni ng t he hi ghest yield of t he

di fferent crops and also the fact t hat t he
cl ai mants had not adduced any proof of incone.
Consequent |y, t he ref erence Court det er m ned

t he conpensati on package on t he fol |l owi ng

cal cul ati ons

Sl .

No. Crop Yield per

acre Average

Rate Tota

1 G oundnut 10 quintals Rs.1,000/- Rs.10, 000/-

2 Sunflower 10 quintals Rs.1,000/- Rs.10,000/-

3 Bengal gram 15 quintals Rs.1,100/- Rs. 15,500/ -

O her crops Total Rs. 36,500/ -

I nsof ar as t he second crop gr own on t he I and

is concerned, the reference Court, taking into



account that the said crop was bound to give a

| esser yield, thought it proper to deduct 50%

towards cost of cultivation.

6. The Hi gh Court, in appeal , enhanced

t he conpensati on by i ncreasi ng t he yield per
acre from 10 to 15 quintals for groundnut and
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sunf | ower . The yield of 15 qui ntal s per acre
for bengal -gram fi xed by t he ref erence Court
was mai ntai ned by the High Court. The val ue of

al | crops raised was fixed at Rs. 1, 100/ - per
quintal . So far as the second crop is
concer ned, t he deducti on was reduced to 25%

towards the cost of cultivation
7. In t he yield certificate, exhi bited

bef ore t he ref erence Court, t he yield of

gr oundnut is ment i oned as bet ween 20 to 25
quintal s for dry | ands and 25 to 30 quintals
for wet | ands; for sunf | ower, t he yield is

ment i oned bet ween 20 to 25 qui ntal s and for
bengal -gram it was nentioned between 20 to 25

qui nt al s. So far as t he price is concer ned
( Exhi bi t 59), t he price ment i oned is
Rs. 1, 250/ - for gr oundnut and sunf | ower and

Rs. 1, 350/- in respect of bengal -gram

8. W have consi dered t he matter and

al so t aken into account t he source from which
exhi bits referred to above have been | ai d
before the Court and the Authority which had
i ssued the same. The reasons advanced by the
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ref erence Court, like material s to show the
extent of nodern scientific technology used in

raising the crop is certainly a wvalid and
reasonabl e basi s for det ermi nati on of

compensati on. Yet t aki ng into account t he

ground realities and t he fact t hat t he

| and- owners/agricul turists woul d have tried

their utnost to get the nmaxinmum yield, we, in

the facts of the present case, are of the view

t hat t he yield of gr oundnut and sunf | ower
enhanced from 10 to 15 qui ntal s per acre by
t he Hi gh Court shoul d receive a further
enhancenent to 20 quintals per acre. A simlar

enhancenent i.e. 20 quintal s per acre in
respect of bengal -gram al so woul d be

justified.

9. Insofar as the price of the different

speci es of crop is concer ned, we have al r eady

t aken not e of the fact t hat t he ref erence
Court has hel d t hat t he cl ai mant s had not

pr oduced any pr oof of i ncone. | f t hat be so,
t he rate fixed by the Hi gh Court i.e.

Rs. 1,100/ - per quintal for all itens appear to
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be r easonabl e and woul d not require any
i nterference by us.

10. Accordingly, t he rate fixed by the

Hi gh Court for groundnut , sunf | ower and
bengal -gram and ot her crops i.e. Rs. 1, 100/ -
per qui nt al is mai nt ai ned. Consequent |y, we
all ow the appeal to the extent indicated above

and direct t hat addi ti onal conpensati on in

termns of t he present order along with al |
statutory benefits, as may be due, be paid to
the appel | ants/| and-owners as expeditiously as



possi bl e and in any case wi t hin a peri od of
three nonths fromthe date of receipt of this
Or der.
.................... , J.
(RANJAN GOGO )

(PRAFULLA C. PANT)
NEW DELHI
JULY 27, 2016
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| TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s). 9549/2010
GANGABAI @ UMABAI & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
SPECI AL LAND ACQN. OFFI CER Respondent ( s)
Date : 27/07/2016 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE PRAFULLA C. PANT
For Appellant(s) Ms. Kiran Suri, Sr. Adv.
M. Mllikarjun S. Mylar, Adv.
M . Ashok Banni di nni, Adv.
M. Amith S.J., Adv.
M. A. Radhakri shnan, Adv.
For Respondent(s) M. V.N Raghupathy, Adv.
M. Parikshit P. Angadi, Adv.
Ms. E. R Sunathy, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed
order.
(Neetu Khaj uri a)
Court Master (Asha Soni)
Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file.)
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