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| TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).4125/2006
(From the judgenent and order dated 27/09/2005 in MFA  No
6583/ 2003 of The HI GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)
BASAPPA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
L. A. O & ASSTT. COW SSI ONER, KOPPAL &ANR Respondent (' s)
(Wth office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)
W TH SLP(C) NO 6246 of 2006
(Wth office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)
Date: 13/07/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing

t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. GOKHALE

G E. Vahanwati, A G
Subir Palit, adv.
M 1ind Kunmar, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

Shant h Kr. V. Mahal e, Adv.
Harisha S. R, Adv.

Raj esh Mahal e, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Ranmesh Kr. M shra, Adv.
Kratin Joshi, Adv.
Ramesh S. Jadhav, Adv.
Vi krant Yadav, Adv.

SSS55 555 555

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
2
Leave granted.
Appeal s are al | owed in terns of t he
si gned or der i ncreasi ng t he compensati on to

Rs. 1, 20,000/ - per acre in the first case and
Rs. 1, 80,000/ - per acre in the second case. The

cl ai mant will be entitled to al | statutory
benefits, t hat is, addi ti onal anount under
Secti on 23(1A), sol ati um under Secti on 23(2)

and interest at the rate of 9% per annumfor a
period of one year fromthe date of prelimnary



notification and thereafter at the rate 15% per
annum Parties to bear their respective costs.

(O P. Sharma) (Neel am Aror a)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5679 CF 2010
(Arising out of SLP (Civil) No. 4125/2006)

BASAPPA ... APPELLANT
Vs.

L.A. O & ASSTT. COW SSI ONER, KOPPAL & ANR. ... RESPONDENTS
W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5680 OF 2010
(Arising out of SLP (Civil) No. 6246/2006)

M SATHYANARAYANA & ORS. ... APPELLANTS
Vs.
L.A. O & ASSTT. COW SSI ONER, KOPPAL & ANR. ... RESPONDENTS
ORDER
Leave granted. Heard the parti es.
2. Under a prelimnary notification dated 17.7.1997

several |ands were acquired for construction of "Singanal

Feeder Pick Up Canal" in Gundur Village, Gangavathi Tal uk,

Koppal District, Kar nat aka. The first case rel ates
acquisition of 37 guntas of lightly irrigated | and and the

second case rel ates to acquisition of 15 gunt as

irrigated | and.
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3. In the first nmatter by adopting the conparative
sal es statistics nmet hod, t he Land  Acquisition

determ ned the conpensation as Rs.51, 000/- per acre which

to

of

Oficer



was ultimately affirmed by the Hi gh Court by the inpugned

j udgnent dat ed 27.9. 2005. In t he second matter, by
adopting capitalization nethod, the H gh Court arrived at

the conpensation as Rs.1,29,400/- per acre. The respective

| and owner s have filed t hese appeal s by speci al | eave

seeki ng further enhancenent.

4. In respect of other irrigated |ands acquired under

t he same notification, t he Hi gh Court by its j udgnent
dat ed 13.7.2007 ( Shankar ant hi Mur al i kri shna V. Land
Acqui sition O ficer & Anr . in M F. A No. 1427/ 2006 and
connect ed cases deci ded on 13.7.2007) det er m ned t he

mar ket val ue as Rs.1,80,000/- per acre. Shri Sanjay Hegde,
| earned counsel for the respondents does not dispute that
the said judgnent has attained finality. It is also not

di sputed that the irrigated land in the second case is
simlarly situated when conpared to the | ands consi dered

i n Shankaranthi Miralikrishna. In view of the above, the
conmpensation in regard to irrigated land in the second
case is increased fromRs.1,29,400/- to Rs. 1,80,000/- per

acre.

5. In so far as the first case is concerned, it is not
5

in di spute t hat t he | and is classified as lightly
irrigated land as contrasted fromthe irrigated | and which

is the subject matter of the second case. For val uation of

lightly irrigated land with reference to irrigated |and,

as per the practice in Karnataka, the ratio of 2:3 can be

adopted. Therefore if the nmarket value of irrigated |and

is Rs.1,80,000/- per acre, the market value of lightly

irrigated land will be Rs.1,20,000/- per acre. Thus, we

determne the market value for the lightly irrigated | and

whi ch is t he subj ect mat t er of t he first case as

Rs. 1, 20, 000/ - per acre.



6. We accordingly all ow these appeal s and increase the

conpensation to Rs.1,20,000/- per acre in the first case

and Rs. 1, 80, 000/ - per acre in t he second case. The
claimant will be entitled to all statutory benefits, that

is, additional anmount under Section 23(1A), sol atium under

Section 23(2) and interest at the rate of 9% per annum for

a peri od of one year from t he dat e of prelimnary
notification and thereafter at the rate 15% per annum

Parties to bear their respective costs.

................... J.
( R V. RAVEENDRAN )

( H L. GOKHALE )
New Del hi ;
July 13, 2010.



