N THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE .
. bA'rED THIS THE 157 DAY OF NOVEMBER 2005
| '/ PRESENT
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE P. VISHWANATHA SHETTY
| AND
"I‘HE'“HON"BLE MR.JUSTICE H.G.RAMESH
Wl‘w
BETWEEN:

The Special iand Acquisition

Officer and Estate Officer

National Highways

BANGALORE. .« APPELLANT

~ (By Sri.M.Nurayonapps, AGA)
e ' AND:

; | " B,V.Neclaksnta
4 {0 B.M.Venktesha Setty
j “Mulbagal Taluk
Kolar District, ..RESPONDENT
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(By Ssi.B.2. Muralidhar, Adv.)

T

T )

v

e I, S T R D e e R
Y N L By e e e e B e e e i el e U

R
il
7

pERea

~ This. Misoellamous First Appeal is filed under Section
54{1) of LA Act against the judgment and award dt.17.4.98
‘passed in LAC No.25/94 on the file of the Addl.Civil Judge
(Sr.Dn.), Kolar allowing the mfemnoe for enhanced
compensation.

This Appeal coming on for_li‘m'ther ‘Hearing this day,
VISHWANATHA SHETTY J., delivered the following:

-



. |
zda | .. The appellantmtlﬂs appeal- istheSpedali.and
| Acquis:ﬁon Oﬁioer This ‘appeal is djrecwd sgainst the
judgmmt and award dawd 17.4.1998 = made .. ir:
L.A.C.N0.25/ 1994 by the Additienal Civil Judge (smn.),,
 Kolar. (hm'eilmﬁer reférred to as the Reference Court). n
the impugned judgnent, the Refcnmoe Court has
dctermined the mar"et value or thc acquired land at
Rs.1,65,000/- pcracmfordrs landand Rsl'TOOOO/ per’
acre for wet iznd. As noticed by us earlier, aggrleved by
| _.the said.jl.ldgnﬂnt.and mard, thisappealismed |
2. Bri.B.N.Muralidhar, lem.'r.xeducoﬁmel,_appemﬁig-for |
the respondexit submitted that under identical
circumstances in respect of the similar land, which is
© situated adje\mc_:m._to, the acquired land in this appeal, this
eﬁi ' Court by mean_é of its judgment dated 6% April 2005 made
"* | in M.FANo.5550/2002 and connected appeals has
i confirmed the award passed by the Reference Court
j dete:minmg the market value of the land acquired in the
| said proceeding at Rs. 1,65,000/- per acre for dry land and
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Rs. 1,70,000/- per acre for wet land. He submits that since
the aoquimd land and the lands, which are the subject
matter of wquisition in M.F.A.No.5550 /2002 boing similar,
identical and adjacent to each,oma-, this appeal.io lisble to
be dismissed following the Judgment of this Court mnaerad
in M.F.A. No 5550/2002 and oom!octod appea]s

3. Sri.Narayanappa, learned Additional Government
Advocate is Lmaolc tc dispute that the iqiiesﬁon raised inr
this oppo&l ‘is covered ‘hw.'ﬁle judgment of this O‘om‘t
rerdered in M. ‘i‘.A.No 5550/2002 & connected appeals on
6t April 2005. ’E‘h«.rei‘ore, following thc judgment of this
Court rendered n M.F.A.No.5550/2002 & connected
appcéls, this appeal is dismissed. }lowevm-, no order is |

made as to costs.

sa/-
Judge-

o
KNM/- S ]udge




