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P.C
1. Heard Counsel for the parties.
2. No fault can be found with the approach of the

lower Court that the order of assessment which assuned
the fair market rent of the prem ses of the year 1992
was inappropriate having regard to the fact that the
construction of the building was conpleted as far back
as in 1978. The fact that the Minicipal Authorities had
not assessed the building from 1978, cannot authorise
the Minicipality to assunme fair market rent of the year
on which it proceeds to issue notice preceding the order

of assessnent.



3. Counsel for the petitioner argued that there is
no provision in the Act which would prohibit the
Corporation to assune the fair nmarket rent as on the
date of issuance of the notice preceding the order of
assessnent. Merely because there is no expr ess
provision prohibiting the Corporation to make such
assessnment that would not be enough to get over the

reason adopted by the |ower Court which is consistent

with the doctrine of justness and reasonabl eness.

4. The approach adopted by the Iower Court, in ny

opi nion, is unexceptional. No case for revision is mde

out. C.RA is dismssed.

(A M KHANW LKAR, J.)



