\210m 1

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

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 98-112 OF 2005

CHANDG AND ORS. APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ANR RESPONDENT( S)

W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 47 OF 2005

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 51 OF 2005

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 88-92 OF 2005

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 93-94 OF 2005

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 96 OF 2005

Cl VIL APPEAL NCS. 114-115 OF 2005

ClVIL APPEAL NCS. 122-124 OF 2005

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 133-134 OF 2005

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 135 OF 2005

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 136-144 OF 2005

Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
Ramana Venkata Ganti
Dat e: 2015. 02. 03
10: 30: 32 I ST
Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 146-148 OF 2005
Reason:

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 150-152 OF 2005
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SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON ( C) NCS. 18359- 18369 CF 2009
I.A NO 8

I'N
SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO 33010 OF 2009



SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO 14714 OF 2010

SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON (C) NO 31303 OF 2011

SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO 14486 OF 2013

SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON (C) NOS. 25428-25430 OF 2009

ORDER
1. Interlocutory Application No. 8 of 2009 in S. L.
(C) No. 33010 of 2009 is allowed.
2. Perm ssion to file I.A (s) in S. L.P.(C) Nos.25428-25430 of
2009 is granted.
3. Del ay, if any, in filing/refiling t he Speci al Leave

Petition/application(s) for substitution is condoned.

4, Application(s) for substitution(s) is/are allowed.

5. These appeal s are directed agai nst the judgnent(s) and
order(s) passed by the the H gh Court of Punjab and Haryana in

L. P. A No. 1273/99, dated 28.11.2000, and L.P.A Nos.252, 238, 243,
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246, 471, 509, 535, 536, 537, 740, 847, 1118, 1120 and 1126 of
2001, dated 07.08.2001, whereby and whereunder, the Hi gh Court

has affirmed the order of the |earned Single Judge granting parity

in the instant case with that in the case of On Prakash vs. State

of Haryana, dated 13.03.1995 for awardi ng conpensation

6. For conveni ent disposal of the matters, we would only
notice the facts in Gvil Appeal Nos.98-112 of 2005 as the | ead

case.

7. Brief facts: The respondent-State had i ssued Notification No.
LAC( G - 88/ 91, dat ed 16. 12. 1988 under Secti on 4 of t he

Acqui sition Act, 1894 (for short "the Act") to acquire 37.26 acres

Land



of land in village Khandsa, District Gurgaon for public purposes
nanely further devel opnent of land for Industrial Area in Urban

Sector No. 37 at Qurgaon Urban Area. The Notification No. LAC (Q

- 89 NTLA/ 146 dated 14.12.1989 under Section 6 of the Act was

i ssued on finalization of the proceedi ngs.

8. The Land Acqui sition Col | ect or (for short, "the LAC"),
determ ned the conpensation payable for the acquired | ands at Rs.

1.5 lacs per acre for village Khandsa by award dated 03.07.1992

9. The claimants, not being satisfied with the conpensation
so awarded by the LAC, approached the LAC and sought for a

ref erence under Section 18 of the Act to the Cvil Court for
4

determ nati on of the actual market value of the |and acquired by

t he State Gover nnent . The LAC had referred t he case
of t he

claimants to the Reference Court where it was registered as L. A
Case No. 134 of 15.05.1995. The appellants had contended before
the Reference Court that since the land in question is situated in
the vicinity of National Capital Region, attached to Gurgaon City

and surrounded by various HUDA sectors and factories, the
mar ket

val ue of the land was not |esser than Rs.1000/- per square yard at

t he time of notification under Secti on 4 of t he Ac
t. The

respondent - St at e, contesting t he af oresai d pl ea, woul d
cont end

that the mar ket val ue of the |and was | esser than Rs.1000/- per

square yard at t he time of acquisition and further
adequat e

conpensati on has been pai d for t he acquired | and

and no

enhancenent in the conpensation ought to be granted. The Reference
Court after considering the aforesaid subm ssions had franed the

i ssue with respect to determ nation of mar ket val ue
of t he

acquired land at the time of acquisition. The Reference Court for



the purpose of deternmining the value of the land at the tine of
acquisition, took notice of its decision in Hanbir vs. State of
Haryana, L.A Case No. 129-A of 03.09.1994, dated 02.09.1996, with
respect to the land of village Basai. The said | and was acquired

under notification dated 08.03.1989 i.e. three nonths |later than

t he notification for t he | and in t he

e. The

compensation for land in the aforesaid case was assessed at the

rate of Rs.5.78 lacs per acre. In light of the sane, the Reference

Court held that the Iand of village Khandsa hassbetter | ocati ona

advantage as it abuts the National H ghway No. 8 i.e. Del hi Jai pur

Road and therefore allowed 25 percent increase in the market price

assessed in respect of the land of village Basai. Accordingly, the

Ref erence Court cal cul ated the nmarket value of the acquired | and

at t he time of acquisition as Rs. 7,22, 500/ -
acre,

irrespective of t he nat ure of t he | and by
dat ed

18. 10. 1996.

10. Di ssatisfied with t he compensati on

t he

Ref erence Court, t he cl ai mant s had preferred
First

Appeal before the High Court. The Division Bench of the High Court

di smissed the appeal in light of its judgnent and order in L.P. A

No. 183  of 2000 dat ed 16. 11. 2000, wher ei n it

t he

j udgnent and order of the | earned Single Judge granting parity

with that in the case of On Prakash and Os. vs. State of Haryana,

L. P. A Case No. 21 of 12.02.1994, dated 13.03.1995, for awarding

conpensation, wherein the land in village Basai was in question

11. Aggri eved by the order so passed by the Hi gh Court, the

appel l ants are before us in these appeals. The appellants woul d

contend that the Hi gh Court has committed an error in |aw by

failing to consider the clear finding of the Reference Court that

present cas
per
its or der
awar ded by
a Regul ar
has uphel d



the land in question has better situational advantage and greater

potentiality than the land of village Basai which is |located at a

di stance of 7-8 kns fromthe City limts. The appellants woul d

further cont end t hat 25 per cent nor e compensati on shoul d
be .

grant ed for t he | and in question over and above t he | and of

vill age Basai which is assessed at Rs. 150 per sq. yard in the

case of Om Prakash vs. State, L.P. A Case No. 21 of 12.02. 1994,

dated 13.03.1995.

12. The | earned counsel for the respondents would rely upon
the order passed by this Court in Tule Ram (Dead) Through L.Rs. &
Anr. vs. State of Haryana, Civil Appeal No. 1990 OF 2008, dated
27.02. 2014, wherein the land of village Khandsa was in question
The | earned counsel for the respondents relying on the aforesaid
case subnitted that the market value of the land deternmined in the
vill age Khandsa in the instant case is fair and reasonabl e and

does not require enhancenent in the conpensati on awarded.

13. We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties to the
lis and al so carefully perused the docunents on record. W find no
infirmty in the order of the Division Bench of the High Court of
Punj ab and Haryana affirm ng the order of the |earned Singh Judge.
Further, in light of the decision of this Court in Tul e Ram ( Dead)
Through L.Rs. & Anr. vs. State of Haryana, Cvil Appeal No. 1990

of 2008, dated 27.02.2014, we are of the viewthat there is no

merit whatsoever in the present appeal

14. Therefore, in our considered opinion, we see no good

ground to interfere with the inpugned judgnent(s) and order(s)
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passed by the High Court. Accordingly, the Gvil Appeals as well
as the Special Leave Petitions are dism ssed.

O dered accordingly.



................. ail .

(H. L. DATTU)
.................. J.
(A K. SIKR)
.................. J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI ;
JANUARY 29, 2015.
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| TEM NO. 9 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON |V
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s) . 98-112/ 2005
CHANDG & ORS. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ANR. Respondent ( s)
(with office report)

WTH C. A. No. 47/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 51/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 88-92/2005
(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing substitution appln. and
appln.(s) for my refer to remarks and O fice Report)

C. A No. 93-94/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 96/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 114-115/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 122-124/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 133-134/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 135/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 136-144/2005

(Wth appln.(s) for may refer to remarks and appln.(s) for may
refer to remarks and appln.(s) for may refer to remarks and Ofice
Report)

C. A No. 146-148/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 150-152/2005
(Wth Ofice Report)



SLP(C) No. 18359-18369/2009
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 33010/2009
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 14714/ 2010
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 31303/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 14486/ 2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 25428-25430/2009
(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and appln.(s) for
permission to file SLP and appln.(s) for substitution and appln.
(s) for c/delay in filing substitution appln. and appln.(s) for
c/delay in refiling SLP and Ofice Report)

Date : 29/01/ 2015 These appeal s/petitions were called on for
heari ng t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K SIKRI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Appell ant(s) M . Rohit Sharnma, Adv.

M. S. K Sharma, Adv.
Ms. Amta Qupta, Adv.

M . Naresh Kaushi k, Adv.
M . Sanj eev K. Bhardwaj, Adv.
For Ms Lalita Kaushik, Adv.

M. Ranbir Singh Yadav, Adv.
. Puran Mal, Adv.

.S. R Singh, Sr.Adv.

. D. N. Dubey, Adv.

. Avni sh Si ngh, Adv.

Ms. Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.
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Dr. Sushil Bal wada, Adv.
M. Arun Kumar Beriwal , Adv.

M . Manoj Swarup, Adv.
Ms. Tanya Swarup, Adv.
For M. Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.

M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.

M. D. P. Si ngh, Adv.

M. Vinay Arora, Adv.

M. Salil Bhattacharya, Adv.

M. Gagan Cupta, Adv.

M.Ani|l Mttal, Adv.

M. Vi bhuti Sushant Cupta, Adv.
Dr. Kailash Chand, Adv.
M

For Respondent (s) Kamal Mohan CGupt a, Adv.



Rr-ex-parte
M. T. V. George, Adv. (NP)
Dr. Moni ka Gusai n, Adv.

M. C. L. Sahu, Adv.

Ms. Hema Sahu, Adv.

M . Raj endra Sahu, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Interlocutory Application No. 8 of 2009 in S.L.P
(O No. 33010 of 2009 is all owed.

Permission to file I.A (s) in S.L.P.(C) Nos.25428-25430 of
2009 is granted.

Delay, if any, in filing/refiling the Speci al Leave
Petition/application(s) for substitution is condoned.

Application(s) for substitution(s) is/are allowed.

The Civil Appeals as well as the Special Leave Petitions
are dismssed, in ternms of the signed order.

(G V. Ranana) (Vinod Kul vi)
Court Master Asstt. Regi strar
(Signed order is placed on the file)



