\H N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

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

Par afppel Kaot (&) O s.
Ver sus

St aRespbnilanyaep & Anr.

ORDER

1. Leave granted.

2. The |l and-owners/agriculturists are the appellants in these civil appeals. They are before us
with the request to enhance the conpensation awarded by the Hi gh Court of Punjab and Haryana
at Chandigarh in its judgnent(s) and order(s) in RF. A Nos. 3263 to 3270, 3275, 3276, 3355 to

3362, dated 23.03.2011, for the lands acquired by the State Governnent.

3.The facts in nutshell are : a notification under Section 4(1) of the Land Acquisition Act,
1894 (for short "the Act") cane to be issued by the State Governnment on 18. 08.2005. The acquis
ition was for the purpose of construction of BM. Hansi Branch-Bhutana Branch Ml ti purpose Link
Channel . The extent of |ands sought to be acquired was 36.74 acres in Village Azingarh, Hadba
st No. 3, Tehsil Ghula, District Kaithal. The notification envisaged the right of the |and-own
ers to file their objections, if any, to the proposed acquisition of the notified |ands.

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

5. The Land Acquisition Oficer, after calling for necessary information fromthe | and owners h
ad quantified the conpensati on payable to the Iand owners in a sumof Rs.7,50,000/- per acre f
or Nehri and Chahi |ands and a sum of Rs. 15, 00,000/- for Gair Minkin | ands.

6. The | and owners being unsatisfied by the conpensation so awarded by the Land Acquisition Of
i cer had requested himto refer the natter to the Cvil 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 Oficer had referred the matter to the Cvil Court for appropria
te adjudication. On receipt of the reference and after registering the same, the Reference Cou
rt has el aborately recorded the evidence of the |and-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 conpensation for the lands acquired fromRs.7,50,000/- to Rs. 9,00,000/- per a
cre insofar as Nehri and Chahi lands, in respect of Gair Miunkin | ands the Reference Court has
confirmed the award passed by the Land Acquisition Oficer awarding a conpensation of Rs. 15,0
0, 000/ - per acre.

7. The | and-owners not being satisfied with the conpensation so awarded by the Reference Court
had filed appeals before the Hi gh Court. The State Governnent being aggrieved by the enhancene
nt of conpensation by the Reference Court had filed their cross objections before the H gh Cou
rt.

8. The High Court by its common judgnent and order has enhanced the conpensation from
Rs. 9, 00,000/- to Rs.9,50,000/- for Nehri and Chahi |ands and nmi ntai ned the conpensation
awar ded by the Reference Court for Gair Minkin |ands.

9. Aggri eved by the common judgnent and order passed by the High Court, the |and-owners are bef
ore this Court for enhancenent of the conpensation for the | ands acquired.

10. W& have heard Shri A K Panda, |earned senior counsel for the | and-owners/agriculturists an
d Shri Manjit Singh, Addl. Adv. Gen. appearing for the State of Haryana.

11. Shri Panda woul d contend that the High Court was not justified in enhancing the conpensatio
n fromRs.9,00,000/- to Rs. 9,50,000/- only as the | ands acquired had hi gher potential and the



refore, the High Court ought to have considered the sane and enhanced the conmpensation accord
ngly.

12. Per contra, Shri Manjit Singh, Addl. Adv. Gen. for the State of Haryana woul d vehenently co
ntend before us that the Hi gh Court was not justified in increasing the conpensation 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 conp
ensati on based on the quantum of potentiality.

13. W& have perused the judgnent and order passed by the Hi gh Court and al so | ooked into the ev
i dence that was recorded by the Reference Court.

14.1n our view, the conpensation awarded by the Hi gh Court has been assessed in the | ower end
of the bracket vis-‘-vis the potentiality of the I ands so acquired. In our considered opinion
the H gh Court ought to have increased the conpensation so awarded by the Reference Court.

15. In view of the peculiar facts and circunstances of the case, we allow the appeals in part
and enhance the conpensation that was quantified by the H gh 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 fromthe date of the orders passed by the High Court. Insofar as the Gair Minki
n | ands are concerned, we are not inclined to interfere with the conpensation so awarded by th
e Reference Court and nmaintained by the Hi gh Court.

O dered accordingly.

.................... J.
[ HL. DATTU ]
.................... J.
[ S.A BOBDE ]
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) Nos. 27646-27663 of 2011
Leave granted.

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

.3/ -

Rest of the matters
List the matters on 02/04/2014.
[ Charanjeet Kaur ]
CbuWt nbHsKal vi ]
Asstt. Registrar

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]



