
\HIN THE  SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL  APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 3934-3951 OF 2014
(Arising out of SLP(C) Nos.27646-27663 of 2011)

                                                                                              
                                                                    
Paramjit Kaur & Ors...  Appellant(s)                 
   Versus

State of Haryana & Anr... Respondent(s)                                              

O R D E R

1. Leave granted.

2.The land-owners/agriculturists are the appellants in these civil appeals. They are before us
 with the request to enhance the compensation awarded by the High Court of Punjab and Haryana 
at Chandigarh in its judgment(s) and order(s) in R.F.A. Nos. 3263 to 3270, 3275, 3276, 3355 to
 3362, dated 23.03.2011, for the lands acquired by the State Government.

3.The facts in nutshell are :  a notification under Section 4(1) of the Land Acquisition Act, 
1894 (for short "the Act") came to be issued by the State Government on 18.08.2005. The acquis
ition was for the purpose of construction of BML Hansi Branch-Bhutana Branch Multipurpose Link
 Channel. The extent of lands sought to be acquired was 36.74 acres in Village Azimgarh, Hadba
st No. 3, Tehsil Ghula, District Kaithal. The notification envisaged the right of the land-own
ers to file their objections, if any, to the proposed acquisition of the notified lands.

4.After considering the objections so filed by the land-losers, the acquiring authority had ma
de a request to the State Government to issue the notification under Section 6 of the Act. Pur
suant to the recommendations so made, the State Government has issued Section 6 (1) notificati
on, dated 13.09.2005.

5.The Land Acquisition Officer, after calling for necessary information from the land owners h
ad quantified the compensation payable to the land owners in a sum of Rs.7,50,000/- per acre f
or Nehri and Chahi lands and a sum of Rs.15,00,000/- for Gair Mumkin lands.

6.The land owners being unsatisfied by the compensation so awarded by the Land Acquisition Off
icer had requested him to refer the matter to the Civil Court under Section 18 of the Act for 
the purpose of fixation of fair and true value of the acquired lands. Pursuant to the request 
so made, the Land Acquisition Officer had referred the matter to the Civil Court for appropria
te adjudication. On receipt of the reference and after registering the same, the Reference Cou
rt has elaborately recorded the evidence of the land-owners as well as the acquiring authoriti
es. Upon consideration of the evidence on record, while the Reference Court has thought it fit
 to enhance the compensation for the lands acquired from Rs.7,50,000/- to Rs. 9,00,000/- per a
cre insofar as Nehri and Chahi lands, in respect of Gair Mumkin lands the Reference Court has 
confirmed the award passed by the Land Acquisition Officer awarding a compensation of Rs. 15,0
0,000/- per acre. 

7.The land-owners not being satisfied with the compensation so awarded by the Reference Court 
had filed appeals before the High Court. The State Government being aggrieved by the enhanceme
nt of compensation by the Reference Court had filed their cross objections before the High Cou
rt.

8.The High Court by its common judgment and order has enhanced the compensation from          
      Rs.9,00,000/- to Rs.9,50,000/- for Nehri and Chahi lands and maintained the compensation
 awarded by the Reference Court for Gair Mumkin lands.  

9.Aggrieved by the common judgment and order passed by the High Court, the land-owners are bef
ore this Court for enhancement of the compensation for the lands acquired.   

10.We have heard Shri A.K. Panda, learned senior counsel for the land-owners/agriculturists an
d Shri Manjit Singh, Addl. Adv. Gen. appearing for the State of Haryana. 

11.Shri Panda would contend that the High Court was not justified in enhancing the compensatio
n from Rs.9,00,000/- to Rs. 9,50,000/- only as the lands acquired had higher potential and the



refore, the High Court ought to have considered the same and enhanced the compensation accordi
ngly. 

12.Per contra, Shri Manjit Singh, Addl. Adv. Gen. for the State of Haryana would vehemently co
ntend before us that the High Court was not justified in increasing the compensation that was 
awarded by the Reference Court as neither were the lands in question fertile nor were they acq
uired for the public purpose and therefore, the High Court ought not to have enhanced the comp
ensation based on the quantum of potentiality.

13.We have perused the judgment and order passed by the High Court and also looked into the ev
idence that was recorded by the Reference Court.

14.In our view, the compensation awarded by the High Court has been assessed in the lower end 
of the bracket vis-‘-vis the potentiality of the lands so acquired. In our considered opinion,
 the High Court ought to have increased the compensation so awarded by the Reference Court.

15. In view of the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, we allow the appeals in part 
and enhance the compensation that was quantified by the High Court from            Rs.9,50,000
/- to Rs.11,00,000/- per acre, only in respect of Nehri and Chahi lands, with all statutory be
nefits payable from the date of the orders passed by the High Court. Insofar as the Gair Mumki
n lands are concerned, we are not inclined to interfere with the compensation so awarded by th
e Reference Court and maintained by the High Court.

Ordered accordingly.

                         ....................J.
             [ H.L. DATTU ] 
                              

   
                         ....................J.
                        [ S.A. BOBDE ] 

              
NEW DELHI,
MARCH 12, 2014. 

ITEM NO.6               COURT NO.3             SECTION IVB

            S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                         RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
                    
Petitions for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) Nos.27646-27663/2011

(From the judgement and order  dated 23/03/2011 in RFA No.3263/2009,RFA No.3264/2009,RFA No.32
65/2009,RFA No.3266/2009,RFA No.3267/2009,RFA No.3268/2009
,RFA No.3269/2009,RFA No.3270/2009,RFA No.3275/2009,RFA No.3276/2009,RFA No.3355/2009,RFA No.3
356/2009,RFA No.3357/2009,RFA No.3358/2009,RFA No.3359/200
9,RFA No.3360/2009,RFA No.3361/2009,RFA No.3362/2009 of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT 
CHANDIGARH)

PARAMJIT KAUR & ORS.                              Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ANR                            Respondent(s)
(With office report)

WITH SLP(C) NO.31805-31815/2012,28957/2012,
29322-29323/2012,29600-29602/2012, 34863/2012,
34762/2012,37592/2012,37594/2012,37595/2012,
38682/2012,37599/2012,38730/2012,684/2013,
686/2013,688/2013, 689/2013,691/2013,692/2013,694/2013,697/2013,



698/2013,700/2013,701-704/2013,705/2013, 525/2013,
24112/2012,24126/2012,24662/2012,7867-7868/2013,
13679/2013,10432/2013,13302-13316/2013,
12648-12650/2013, 20345-20357/2013,22331/2013,
23930-23937/2013,25961/2013,26952-26955/2013, 30820/2013,
33510-33511/2013,36269-36271/2013,32640/2013,
2081-2087/2014, 2438-2442/2014,1757/2014)

Date: 12/03/2014 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.A. BOBDE

For Petitioner(s)Mr. A.K. Panda, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Niranjana singh, Adv.
Mr. Ram, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta Singh, Adv. 
Mr. Gulnoor Ghumman, Adv.
                 Ms. Madhu Moolchandani,Adv.

Mr. Manjit Singh, AAG
Mrs. Vivekta Singh, Adv.
Mrs.Nupur Chaudhary, Adv.
Mr. Tarjit Singh Chikkara, Adv.
MR. Kamal Mohan Gupta, Adv.
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Mr. Vipin Gogia, Adv.
Ms. Jaspreet Gogia, Adv.
Mr. Brijendra Singh, Adv.

Mr. Arvind Bansal, Adv.
Mr. K.C. Rajput, Adv
Mrs. V.D. Khanna, Adv.

Mr. Balbir Singh Gupta, Adv. 

Mr. Narender Hooda, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Alok Sangwan, Adv.
Mr. Devashish Bharuka, Adv.

Mr. V.K. Jain, Adv.
Mr. Chander Shekhar Ashri,Adv. 

Mr. Dinesh Verma, Adv.
Dr. (Mrs. Vipin Gupta, Adv.
Mr. Subhasish Bhowmick, Adv.

Mr. Satyendra Kumar, Adv.

Mr. Nitin Kumar Thakur, Adv.

Mr. Praveen Swarup, Adv. 

Mr. Santosh Kumar, Adv.
Mr. V Sushant Gupta, Adv.
Mr. Mushtaq Ahmad, Adv.

Mr. J.P. Dhanda, Adv.
Mrs. Raj Rani Dhanda, adv.
Mr. Vineet Dhanda, Adv.
Mr. Amrendra Kumr Singh, Adv.
 
Mr.Shishir Deshpande, Adv. 

Mr. Debasis Misra, Adv.



           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R 

SLP(C) Nos. 27646-27663 of 2011

Leave granted.

The appeals are allowed in part in terms of the signed order.

..3/-
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     Rest of the matters

List the matters on 02/04/2014.

     [ Charanjeet Kaur ]
        Court Master                                                                                                [ Vinod Kulvi ] 
    Asstt. Registrar 

               [ Signed order is placed on the file ]
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