AWAR D No. l 525 l"

Name of the Estate: Shahdra gliagg Chandrawli.
Nature of Acquisitiona Permanent, f

This ig g case for the acquisition of land in the |
Essiate or Shahdrag Tequired by tpe Government gt the publie f
€Xpense for g bublie burpose, namely, for the Planneg Develop- ;
ment of Delhi, 4 declaration under section 4 or the Lang ;
Acquisition Act wag made vide Wotifiecation No.?.15(111)/59-zs¢ |
dated 13611459, 4he substsnce of tne notification was given
due bublicity ang Objections were invited against this

acquisition, Objectionsg were heard by Lang Acqui sition

Collector IIT and were sent along with the report to the
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Delhi Administration. In this notification an area of gbout
34 thousand acres in various estates wag notified for acqui-
sition. Area from thig notification is being acquired from
time to tinme by publication Of notificationsg under section 6
of the Land Acquisition dct as and when the necessity arises,
Notification under section 6 of the Lang acquibsition act for
the area unger ;%quisition was lissued vide Notification X¥o.
F.10(4)/61-L&H dateq 17.10.62. Notices under s@ction 9 angd
10 were issued and the interesteg parties have.responded to
the notices,-

MEASURENSNT & OWNERSHI®.

According to the notification, the total area to be
acquired was 60 Bighas 17 Biswas. From further verifications
1t is found that in Khasra No.921/251, 922/252 ang 941/260
total Deasuring 6 Bighas 12 Biswas is not immediatel y
required. The award Tegarding thése khasra humbers will be
made afterwards., These khasra numbers are not,. rowever,
denotified fronm acquisition. Khasprs H0.9%1/264 measuring
6 Blswas was not motified but falls Within tihe schede. The
land owners has no Objection bo itsg acquisition although it
’ was gggigggé %&% under section 6 of the Land Acquixition dct.
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This khasra number is, therefore, included iy the acquisition.
There is a mistake ing. il typing of the notification. Insteaqd
of 938/278 it should be Khasra No.939/278. he land ownersz hag
no objection pm the‘acqg}sition of Khasra No.939/278, Vith these |
changes the total area to be acquired comes %0 54 Bighas 18 Bidwas
The land owner has raised no dbjection agains’t thig measurement, E

The ownersnip of the langd under acquisition ig given below:-

Name of the owner., Khasra Nos, Area Kind of lang.
Bigha-Riswa

Lal Chand s/o Shibu 920/251 1~ S Bhood.

Ram 1/2, Sukhbir

Saran adovted son 1087/930/264 o2 - 10 e ligs

of Har Saran Dass 1/2. -

1088/930/264 1 - ¢ ~do+
938/278 B a2 ~do—
R ?é’ q
4 6 e 4 i ey |
2. shmt. Kala Vati 240/1 g T4 Bhood. ;
w/0 Shibu Ram 1/2, | {
Sukhbir Saran 245/1 SRR % -do-
adopted son of .
Harsaran Dass 1/2. 246 e ~d0=- r
918/247 | ~do- ‘ ;
919/248 1" el ~do=- j
249 . ~do= j
923/252 0 - 6 =g ]

i
i

250
298

254

255
924/256
927/260
928/261

1% -do~ b

931/264
933/265
935/268
936/269
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CLATMS & EVIDENC@L_

l

sari Lal Chang and Shmt, Kala vati who apApearf to be

9 Rs.10/~ & m.12/-

Shri Devi varan Dass'was the owner of the lang

fiis mother have claimed compensation Rg
ber sg.yd.

which now belongs to Shmt. Kala Vati and Lal Chand. Devi
saran Dass transferred thig land in the nsme of his sons
and they sold this land in the name of the present owners.,
Devi Saran Dass was the Cousin of Sukhbir Saran. Devi Saran

Dass now clains cormpensation @ Rs,30/-

that

Per sq.yd. alleging
he is non-occupancy tenant on behalf of Sukhbir Saran.
He appears to have adopted this procedure in exdew o get

nimself entered ag Non~occupancy tenant so that he may get

the compensation of the land of Shri Sukhbir Sarah as well,

He could not vpe angbesugangy tenant when the Khewat was joint

With Sukhbir Saran, His claim is absurd and is, therefore,

rejected. The compensation, however, may be sent to the
Additional District Judgze for apportionment, Shri Sukhbir
Saran nas also claimed compensation @ Rs,30/- per Sq.yde

e has, however, stated that ohri Devi Saran Dass was a joint

owner’ with him'and he cowl@ not be g non-occupancy tenant
Simply by selling his share of land to other persons. In
BWpDOrt of their high claims, the land owners have referred

@ rutations Wo.2579, 3677, 3681, 3695 and 3706. In all these
musation small areas in the forms of plots were sold at g
ﬁlace far distant from the land under acquisition. These
transactions are, therefore, not relevant for arriving at

the Mark et Value of land on the relevant date.

MARKE!  VALUEB.

“he land under acquisition is situated on the Bastern
flde of the Railway line and it is far removed from any other

€olony. It has, therefore, got simoly an agricul tural status.
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In Award ¥0.13%96 of Village Mandauli a rate of Rs.2000/- !
per bigha was given by me. <The date of notifications is i

the same. The land of village lMandauli is, however, situ-

sorverrprmntetrers ererrenenyerrrrnerrene STITTTIITTO s

ated ncar the Dilshhd Gardens while the land under acsuisi-
fion is far away from Dilshad Gardens. The Western boundary
of the land acquired in Award No.1%96 is adjacent to the
boundary of the land under acquisition. But a huge area
intervenes in between the Dilshad gardens and the land

under acquisition. 4 boundary has got to be fixed somewhere
where the land of higher value ends and lower value begins.
Phere is no better boundary for this purpose than tiae
boundary of the village. <The land involved in Award No.
1396 is situated in the estate of Mandauli while the land
under acquisition is situated in Shahdra. The situation

of the land under acquisition is not the same in the 2 cases,

Because the land under acquisition gexs is very far from any

0 ther colony. loreover the land acquired vide Award Jo.1396
is mainly of Chahi kind while the land under acquisition is
of Bhood kind. The rate of Rs.2000/-"per bigha cannot,
therefore, be given in the case of the land under acquisition

| 8 e No sale-transaction for the land within the area to
be acquired or area of similar kind and situation is avail-
able before the date of notificatiop under section 4.
Mousands of sale-transactions have taken place in the
Estate of Shahdra but these are for small plots near and
inside the Abadi of Shahdra. These transactions are,
therefore, not relevant for arriving at the Market Value
of the land under acquisition. Sale—transactions,thever,

took place in the year 1962 in the area which is being |

acquired. The details of the sales are given below:-
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Dgte DN re— Khasra Arean Sale-value,

glstration. Number., Blgnra=-Biswa

19.10.62 189 @l 18 40,000/~

31412462 239 .etc. 30 - 3 40,000/~

B2 10.62 146 etc. a8' - 3 40,000/~

19,10, 62 158 ete. 227 tena = 55, 00 /=
TORT =N 92 1,)55,000/=

These transactions took place at the end of

in the very land wiich is under acquisi tion,

962

From the

Derusal of the above transactions it is seen that these

transactions took place approximately at the same ratec.c

of Rs.1425/-

per bigha.

It is, therefore, clear that

the marekt value of the land in the end of 1962 was not

more than Rs.1425/- per bigha.
in 1962 than those at the end of 1959,

convinced that the marekt value of the land on the relevant

Prices of land were higher

I am, therefore,

Aars
date i.e. 13.11.59 was net—moTe than Rs.1425/- per bigha.

Considering that the prices are exaggerated in the register-

ed deeds and that the prices were higher in 1962 than the

prices in 1959, I consider a rate of Rs.1250/- per bigha

to be reasonable.

for the land under acquisition.

OTHER COMPENSATION.

I, therefore, award Rs.1250/- per bigha

The Naib Tehsildar, Land Acquizision has assessed

the following prices for a few trees and structure in the

land under acquisition:-

Khasra No.

Compensation for

trees.

$087/930/264 26/~
1088/930/264 150/~

927/260

50/~
226/-

—_—— =

Compensation Potal
for structure
Nil 26 /=
225/ = 375/
Nil 50/ -
225/ - 451/~
Conanea e
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Khasra No.1088/930/264 is showan in tae possession

_.I.Séran Dass, but actually on the spot il <iua - Gae
of Shri Sondu s/o Shiv Ram an occupancy tenant of the
gnd. "he compensation for the structure and the trees
.hﬁid to Shri Sondu while the compensation for the land
Msent © the addl.District Judge for apoortionmen t.

IONMNEXY.
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ARPPOR
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already stated the compensation of the share of Shri
I

Saran will be sent to the District Judge for apoortion-
" Phe compensation for Khasra No.1088/93%0/264 will also
$o the District Judge for apportionment between the

F'

d Shri Sondu.

THE AWARD IS SUMMARISED AS BALOV.

Cohpensation for 54 Bignas
48 Biswas of land @ 1250/- )
per bigha. Rs.68,625.00

Qompensation for structure. Rs. 225,00

Rs «68,850,00

15% on the above as sokatium
fdr compulsory acquisition. RS, 10452759
. R8+79, 177450
b ;Compensation for trees. Rse 22600

Grand Totale..se Rs. 79,403, 50

. fhe land is assessed to a land revenue Of Rg 8450 0¥, |
' i
S wi1l be deducted from the Revenue Roll from Kharif 1963. &
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( Nand Kishore ) l

Land Acquisition Collector I, &
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