1 memswmws—s’mww*’aw

g e sy, Tl
fori IREN : N e 5=, IR

o Il © 83 /2023
S HwaTE. - 2023 /196

wredf LRIt swreffarer
TEU ST g3 s wER 1. RG99 WG g
S—4, W TR, SEQR HaeG, giEge WEE 1
(erst) qfifarve |e, 7€ R
110001

2. AT TG RIRS I®
e wRA e

TG, AR
goEe shadRiT g

(Gagy) =k R

EIREN

3. 9 saEfa IR
(Gravs IReN) WEC

ISSURISINUES]
4 Uolqe  SRRER @
Tauiagfed seiaR. O

135 A - 11 o RS G I B
fomtor faam, weh (1)

— ol a8 iR R ot o e

~ Profa -

arata g 3 G (V) T worir s 1956

Sl ST 01, 03 T 04 B AR | IEEH N P RF I

feie— 22.07.2024
qEe B Haw § 60 ey 39 ToR € i gN uw aniE-uw

st ST 3G(v) Ut wor iR 1956 @ TRA T WA S
WO @ AW fRAI® 00112022 U 20112022 N WA # R @y
TP (SuEre e, YEe) ER1 R 17.002014 1 Wl @ W § wRa
kS P WY fRY TR BT e WA 6 ¥ S NS { e g
S W R F A Ao AR 1956 P OAN W F T
ARRPYN RS 26022014 P BN TER ST JNFRE @ a3 I
mqﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁﬂmwmmuﬁsﬁqﬁmm 17.09.2014 B R
i SR (STEvs FRER, IEe) N AN A S @ W Wy @
yﬁﬁa@wﬁﬁaﬂwmmméﬁmmmwr%;
mm%mmmﬁﬁaﬁammﬁmﬂ%mﬁm

Scanned with ACE Scanner



Wﬁwaa/zozsammmmwwm

. Fﬂﬁamzﬁﬁﬂfﬂﬁﬂf‘cﬁmmzmgﬂ
g, Wﬁws’ﬁmwwmmfﬁwm

2
Hﬁmﬁ,gmwmaﬁ@'mé
gsﬂwﬁwmaﬁwﬁm T Pl B WA TG SRR T

l

wﬁmmwmﬁmvﬁﬂélwmm
WWWWQ&Waﬁhwmﬁmﬁﬁwﬁm|

mmwaﬁaﬁmiﬁvs‘awmwm
wﬁwamwmwaugm%;ﬁ

1.Wmﬁmﬁﬁuq1gseﬁammaae(v)wwm
St 2

3) “Land Acquisition Act 1 of 1894 not to apply- Nothing in the land

Acquisition Act, 1894 shall apply to an acquisition under this Act"

3G(v) “if the amount determined by the competent authority
under sub-section (1) or sub-section (2) is not acceptable to either
of the parties, the amount shall, on an application by either of the
parties, be determined by the arbitrator to be appointed by the
Central Government" & |
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"There is no doubt that the learned Solicitor General, in the
j aforesaid two orders, has conceded the issue raised in these cases.
/ This assumes importance in view of the plea of Shri Divan that the
a7, ) impunged judgements should be set aside on the ground that
when the arbitral awards did not provide for solatium or interest,
no Section 34 petition having been filed by the Landowners on this
score, the division bench judgements that are impunged before ys
ought not to have allowed solatium and /or interest. Ordinarily, we
would have acceded to this plea, but given the fact that the
government itself is of the view that solatium and interest shoulqd
be granted even in cases that arise between '1997 and 2015, in the
interest of justice we decline to interfere with such orders, given
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Constitution of India and,

unconstitutional, Accordingly,
dismissed."
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"Needless to say that the Arbitrator after giving a reasonable
opportunity of hearing to the petitioners shall decide the

application so preferred by them by speaking order strictly in
accordance with law."
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therefore, declared to be
Appeal @ SLP(C) No. 9599/2019 is
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