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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)...... /2011
CC 17580/ 2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 07/10/2010 in FA No. 16/2007
of The HI GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD, LUCKNOW BEANCH)

U. P. AVAS EVAM VI KAS PARI SHAD Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
JAGADI SH LAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Wth I.A 1l (Cdelay in filing SLP and c/delay in refiling SLP
and office report)

Date: 08/11/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M. Vishnu Shar ma, Adv.
Ms. Anupane Sharnma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

This petition is directed against the judgnent of
| earned Single Judge of the All ahabad H gh Court whereby
he di sm ssed the appeal filed by the petitioner against
the award passed by the Reference Court fixing market
val ue of the acquired land at the rate of Rs.2/- per sq
ft.

By Notification dated 19.4.1969 issued under Section

28 of t he Uttar Pradesh Avas Evam Vi kas Pari shad
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Adhi ni yam 1965, 590782-1/2 feet land situated at village
Shekhapur, Pargana, Tehsil and District Lucknow was
acquired for housi ng schene, Kur shi Road, Lucknow.

Noti fication under Section 32 was issued on 4.8.1973.
The Special Land Acquisition Oficer passed award dated
11.4.1978 and fi xed market value of the acquired |l and at
the rate of Rs.0.75 per sq. ft.

On a reference nmade under Section 18 of the Land

Acqui sition Act, 1894, Uttar Pr adesh Avas Evam Vi kas
Pari shad Tribunal, Lucknow (for short, ‘the Tribunal’)
vi de its j udgnent dat ed 9. 5. 2006 det er mi ned t he

compensation at the rate of Rs.2/- per sq. ft.

Al t hough, the award passed by the Tri bunal did not
suffer fromany legal infirnmty and the Parishad shoul d
have graceful ly accepted the deternination of t he

compensation, but as is usual, the matter was carried to
the Hi gh Court by filing an appeal under Section 54.



Learned Single Judge noticed that in |arge nunber
of simlar cases the Tribunal had det ermi ned the anount
of conpensation at the rate of Rs.2/- per sq. feet and
hel d that there was no justification to reduce the anount
in the case of the respondents.

We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioner for
some time and perused the record. W are satisfied that
the special |eave petition deserves to be disnissed as a
frivolous piece of litigation, the disposal of which has
consumed the tinme of the Court, which could otherw se be
utilised for deciding other cases. Learned counsel for
the petitioner could not show as to how the determ nation

of conpensati on made by the Tribunal is erroneous and
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why t he I and owners shoul d not be paid mar ket val ue

at the rate of Rs.2/- per sq. ft. Therefore, we do not

find any valid ground or justification to entertain the
petitioner’s challenge to the inpugned judgnent.

The speci al | eave petition is di smi ssed. The
petitioner is saddled with cost of Rs.50,000/- for filing
frivolous petition |ike the present one. The anmount of
cost shal | be deposited with t he Supr ene Court Legal
Servi ces Conmittee wi thin a period of si X weeks from

t oday.

Wil e dismssing the special |eave petition, we
deemit proper to nake it clear that if in future simlar
petitions are filed in this Court, the concerned officers
of the Parishad will have to personally bear the cost.

(Neetu Sachdeva) (Om Par kash)
Sr. P. A Court Master



