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ABSTRACT

Acquisition of land is génerally viewed as a coercive
mode of taking private land. This procedure in Peninsular Malaysia
is governed by the Land Acquisition Act, 1960 (hereinafter referred
to as the Act). Under this Act, a dispossessed owner is entitled
to a fair and just compensation. Meaning, no landowner must be and
would be deprived of his property without adequate compensation.
This is embodied in the Article 13 of the Federal Constitution.
Individpal‘s right to his land or property is outrightly protected

and guaranteed by the Act and the Federal Constitution (Art. 13).

Countries outside the commgnist block provides some sort
of compensation, usually based on the current market value of the
land. Indeed, any country which provides other basis that does not
compensate a dispossessed landowner for the full market value of
his land is guilty of confiscation at least for the difference
between the amount payable and the current market value of the land

taken.1

Whatever is the value, a deprived land owner may never be
compensated justly because the rationale for owning a property is

not often measured by monetary terms or value.

N.Khuhlali, Law of Real Property and Conveyancing, Singapore,
Longman, Singapore Publishers (Pte.) Ltd., (1991) at 63.
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In this dissertation, the writer attempts to discuss and
likewise examine discrepancies (if there is any) in awarding the
compensation under the Land Acquisition practiced in Peninsular
Malaysia in the context of case studies in point. It is hoped that

this study will meet its purpose and objectives.

The first chapter deals on the introductory episode which
includes the background of the study that eventually discusses the
need of Land Acquisition programme. This chapter also'discusses
the problem under this system, i.e. inadequacy of compensation to
the disgossessed landowners, the objectives, scope and the methods

in obtaining data relating to the study.

The second chaptér_deals with the historical background
which Land Acqguisition system evolved, the account on the
ramifications of the statutory provisions. It also elaborates the
interrelation between the scope of acquiring power and the

procedure of land acquisition.

Chapter three focuses on the point of inquiry by the Land
Administrator on which the issue of compensation was dealt with.

thoroughly.

Chapter four touches on the principles relating to the

assessment of compensation particularly the concept of market
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value.

Chapter five specifies the various methods of valuation

used in determining the market value of the land acquired.

And the last chapter deals with the writer's findings and

recommendations.
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