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The process of development has seen enactment and enforcement of many statutes in India. And in the growth story there has been development of the Land acquisition Act of 1894.

Land is acquired to give way to the public interest and serve the needs of the people, and thus the private interest has to be overlooked- but what about the private interest of many individuals which are violated to create a vested interest of many. This has led to many complications and resulted in earmarked conflicts, Singur and Nandigram vividly fresh in our mind.
Why the conflicts for acquisition?

In Uttar Pradesh's Hapur district the Government forcible acquired 82 acres of land by the state for developing a leather industry, which were prime fertile land and was put into use for farming. 

If the authorities are uprooting people of their only sources of livelihood they (government) should make alternative arrangements for their livelihood and accommodation.
According to the act the government may acquire land without following the procedure under emergency clause which read as “Sec.17. Special powers in case of urgency. – (1) In cases of urgency whenever the [appropriate Government], so directs, the Collector, though no such award has been made, may, on the expiration of fifteen days from the publication of the notice mentioned in section 9, sub-section 1). [Take possession of any land needed for a public purpose]. Such land shall thereupon [vest absolutely in the [Government], free from all encumbrances” and it is  unfair on the part of the authorities to frequently invoke the emergency clause provided under Section 17 of the Act, which saves them the big and lengthy process of notifying and hearing of the grievances of the people.
Further the government while acquiring the land must prefer such lands which are not used for agriculture i.e. Barren Lands, however the scenario which occurred in Singur and Nandigram was that the government acquired the lands which grew two crops a year and was a direct hit at the economic standard of the farmers who were at loss of livelihoods.
Moreover when barren lands are not available and agricultural lands have to be acquired, the award (compensation) must be adequate considering the value of the land and the economic potential that is reaps every year, however the market price of the land is hardly considered and neither its economic potential.
Along with that the displaced mass loses their social living conditions, the society and their viability, the government on the other hand more often fails to provide them alternate resettlement options which leads to conflict and the land losers doesn’t want to part with their land.

Conclusion

Frowning at increasing incidents of government forcibly acquiring land for industrialisation and residential schemes, the Supreme Court observed that the Land Acquisition Act ought to be scrapped as it is a "fraud" devised by some "sick people". Considering the dissatisfaction everywhere around on how the Land acquisition is made the government must strengthen its machinery and also become strict with the industrialists need for land, and try protecting the agricultural lands, because the bitter truth states that India still is an agrarian economy and so are the 55% Indians who are  dependent on it.
