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

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4255 COF 2017
SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION(C) NO 12505 OF 2015
SAURABH KUMAR @ SORVE KUMAR ( NOW MAJOR) AND ANR. PETI TI ONER( s)

VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. RESPONDENT( s)
ORDER
Leave granted.
1. Thi s appeal has been preferred with a del ay of 1792  days.
Del ay condoned.
2. The only question agitated in this appeal is t hat t he

Ref erence Court has enhanced the conpensation on reference being
made under Section 18 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 alongwith
i nterest @ 9% for t he first year from the date of t aki ng

possession and thereafter @15%till realisation. The Hi gh Court
by its impugned order has nodified the judgment of the Reference
Court and only awar ded i nterest on solatium we.f. 19.9.1991 in

view of the lawlaid down by a Constitution Bench of this Court
in the case of [ Sunder V. Union of India (2001) 7 SCC 2011].

3. In our consi der ed Vi ew, Hi gh Court shoul d not have
interfered with t he Awar d of t he Ref erence Court awar di ng

i nterest as stated above. It was not appropriate on the part of
t he Hi gh Court to confine i nterest on t he sol atium w. e.f.

19. 9. 2001. It is hel d in t he case of Sunder (supra) t hat t he
| andowner who is entitled to conpensati on is al so entitled to

receive interest on the aggregate anmount including solatium
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4. In t he i nst ant case, t he Ref er ence Court has awar ded t he
conpensation under Section 11 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894.

The Hi gh Court has erred in restricting w.e.f. 19.9.2001. It was

a case of Award which was properly passed by the Reference Court.

Thus, t he Hi gh Court shoul d not have confined the i nterest on
solatium we.f. 19. 9. 2001. The Awar d passed by t he Ref er ence
Court was in accor dance with | aw, whi ch has been wrongl y

interfered with by the High Court. The i mpugned order passed by
the High Court is set aside to the aforesaid extent.

5. The appellant shall not be entitled to claimng interest for
the aforesaid peri od of 1792  days, in filing of appeal in this
Court.
6. The appeal is allowed to the aforesaid extent.
.................... J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
.................... J.
( AM TAVA ROY )
NEW DELHI ;
MARCH 10, 2017
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| TEM NO. 41 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON | VB

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s). 12505/2015
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated
02/ 02/ 2010 in RFA No. 1205/1997 passed by the High Court O Punjab
& Haryana At Chandi gar h)
SAURABH KUMAR @ SORVE KUMAR ( NOW MAJOR) AND ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln. (s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

Date : 10/03/2017 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA

HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE AM TAVA ROY



=

Petitioner(s) Dr. Mnika Gusain, Adv.
Al ok Sangwan, AAG
Manoj Swarup, Adv.
Ankit Swarup, Adv.
Tanya Swar up, Adv.
Mukul Kumar, Adv.
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Respondent (s) M. Sanchar Anand, AAG
Apoorv Singhal, Adv.

Anant K. Vatsya, Adv.

Narsingh N. Rai, Adv.

Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.
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Vani t a Bhargava, Adv.
Aj ay Bhargava, Adv.
Abhi saar Bairagi, Adv.
Khai tan & Co., Adv.

<555 23337
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(B. Parvat hi)

Court Master (Tapan Kr. Chakraborty)

Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)



