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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7269 OF 2013

Def ence Research & Devel opment Organi zation ... Appel | ant

VERSUS
Anj anappa & Anr. ....Respondents

W TH

SLP(C) NO(s).1046-1059 of 2009
SLP(C) NO(s).17875-17881 of 2009
SLP(C) NO(s).29763-29765 of 2010
SLP(C NO(s).31805-31806 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s).35767-35778 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s). 14378-14379 of 2013
SLP(C) NO(s). 767-768 of 2011
SLP(C) NO(s). 23294-23337 of 2012

SLP (C) NO(s). 22532 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s). 22533-22534 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s). 22535-22536 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s). 22538-22539 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s). 25647-25648 of 2010
SLP(C) NO(s). 25649-25652 of 2010

ClVIL APPEAL NO 1425 of 2013

ORDER

1. Al these appeals and Special Leave Petitions have been
preferred agai nst various inmpugned Judgnents and orders passed by the
H gh Court of Karnataka at Bangal ore in various appeals including MA
No. 2588 of 2004 by which the H gh Court has enhanced the anount of
conpensati on.

2. The facts and circunstances giving rise to these appeals
and special |eave petitions nostly disposed of by a conmon judgnent
i mpugned before us had been that:



A A huge chunk of land stood notified under Section 4 of the
Land Acquisition Act, 1894 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) vide
Notifications dated 4 3.1993, 13.5.1993 and 2.6.1995 for the wuse of
Def ence Research and Devel opnent Organi sation and the possession was
taken after conpleting all the requirenents under the Act. The
persons interested therein filed their clainms under Section 5 of the
Act and led evidence, on the basis of which the Special Land
Acqui sition Oficer (hereinafter called as the ‘SLAO) had assessed
the market value of the |land as Rs. 60,000/- per acre.

B. Aggrieved, the respondents approached the Reference Court by
filing applications under Section 18 of the Act and the Reference
Court vide award dated 30.11.2002 assessed the market value at the
rate of Rs. 3,15,000/- per acre and Rs. 3, 45000/- per acre with respect
to Notifications dated 4.3.1993, 13.5.1993 and 2. 6. 1995 respectively.
C. Aggrieved, the Union of India filed appeals under Section 54 of the
Act for reducing the anount of conpensation before the Hi gh Court.
Respondents preferred cross-objections which have been allowed and the
appeal s of the Union of India have been dismssed. The High Court
further enhanced the narket value of land at the rate of Rs. 7,70, 000/-

in respect of land acquired under Notifications dated 4.3.1993 and
13.5.1993 and enhanced the market value of the |and covered under the
Notification dated 2.6.1995 to Rs.8,40,000/-.

Hence, these appeal s and special |eave petitions.

3. The Hi gh Court had adopted the nethod of 10 per cent
i ncrease every year in the market value of the land and used the
exenplar to conclude that the appellant cannot be permtted to acquire
the I and of the respondents at the price | esser than the nmarket val ue
of their land. The Court placed reliance on the earlier judgnents of
the Division Bench of the High Court of Karnataka and held that the
| and was conparable to the | ands wherein the award dated 13.11.2002
had been delivered in LAC No. 263 of 1996. The land in question had a
potential value on the date of prelimnary Notification as was evident
fromthe oral evidence adduced before the Reference Court. There was
no dispute that the | and which was subject matter of LAC 263 of 1996
and the lands in question were in contiguous and sane deographica
situation. After reaching the conclusion by the court, the award was
given as per the market value as referred to herei nabove.

4, The High Court relied upon the judgnent in earlier case in
LAC No. 263 of 1996 and reached the aforesaid conclusion. Considering
t he geographical situation of the land, it cannot be held that

compensation awarded is not justified.

We do not see any cogent reason to interfere wth the
i mpugned judgnment and order, the appeals and special |eave petitions
| ack merit and are accordingly di sm ssed.

(Dr. B.S. CHAUHAN)

(J. CHELAVESWAR)



NEW DELHI ;
February 26, 2014.

REVI SED
| TEM NO. 101 Court No. 4 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 7269 OF 2013
DEFENCE RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT ORG Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
ANJANAPPA & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

W TH SLP(C) NO 1046-1059 of 2009
(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 17875-17881 of 2009
(Wth appl n(s) for inpleadnent as party respondent)



SLP(C) NO. 29763-29765 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report)

SLP(C) NO. 31805-31806 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and anendnent of cause title and
with with office report)

SLP(C) NO. 35767-35778 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report)

SLP(C) NO. 14378-14379 of 2013
(Wth appln(s) for directions and with office report)

SLP(C) NO 767-768 of 2011
(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 23294-23337 of 2012
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and c/delay in refiling SLP and
with office report)

SLP(C) NO 22532 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report)

SLP(C) NO. 22533-22534 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report)

SLP(C) NO. 22535-22536 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report)

SLP(C) NO 22538-22539 of 2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report)

SLP(C) NO. 25647-25648 of 2010
(Wth office report)
SLP(C) NO. 25649-25652 of 2010
(Wth office report)
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Cvil Appeal NO 1425 of 2013
(Wth appln(s) for directions and with prayer for interimrelief and office
report)

Date: 26/02/2014 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR

For Appellant(s) M. S WA Qadri, Adv.
Ms. Kiran Bhardwaj, Adv.
M. Mehrmood Unmar, Adv.
M. B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.



Ms Anil Katiyar, Adv.

M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M. Raj esh Mahal e, Adv.

M. Krutin R Joshi, Adv.
M. Shail esh Madiyal, Adv.
M. Aswat hi, Adv.

M. E. C. Vidya Sagar, Adv.

M. Devendra Singh, Adv.

M. S.N Bhat, Adv.

M. Dasharath T.M, Adv.
M. D.P. Chaturvedi, Adv.
M. M A Chi nnasany, Adv.
M. K Krishna Kumar, Adv.
M. V. Senthil Kumar, Adv.
M. S. Miuthu Krishnan, Adv.
M. Shankar D vate, Adv.

Ms. E.R Sunmathy, Adv.

Ms. Vaijayanthi Grish, Adv.

For | npleadnment M. Anilendra Kant Srivastava, Adv.
M. B.V. Bhandarkar, Adv.
M. Ashok K. Mshra, Adv.
M. Naresh Kumar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

We do not see any cogent reason to interfere wth the
i mpugned judgnment and order, the appeals and special |eave petitions
lack merit and are accordingly dismssed in terns of the signed order.

Application for anendnent of cause title in SLP(C) Nos.
31805- 31806 of 2010 is all owed.



No orders on application for inpleadnent.

| ( DEEPAK NMANSUKHANI ) |[(MS. NEGQ)
| Court Master | Assistant Registrar

(Signed reportable order is placed on the file)
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