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Neme of the villuge Chendrawali aliazs Shanadre

Nature of scquisition Permanent

purnose of acquisition Planned Development of Delhi.
A W . o,

Delhi Administration issued 2 notification
0.5 1560 /6L-L3G dated 15th January, 1964 u/s 4 of
the Land Acquisition hct 1884 with reg rd 50'3 Big. 10 Bis.&\
of land situvated in village Chandrawali alias Shahadra fof
acquisition at public expense for & public purpose namely

The pPlanned Developmant of Telhi. A declaration u/s 3

o

of the act was jssued for the above la2 ond vide notification

4(79) /34-LéH dated 12th November, 1964. ‘There-upon

o-\-o
notices u/s 9 & 10 of the above act were iscued to the
interested persons uo file tneir .cleims. The cleims thus
fired By the interested pelsons, will be discussed at (helr

proper place.
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Big. 10 Bis. of land with

w
o

U/s 6 of ithe L.A. Lct

¥h. %Nos. ietgilc@ below was hnotified for acquisition.

The iteld staff carried out mezsu emants of the 1and undzr

acauisition and found the area of 3 Big. 10 Bisr.: to ke
correct.  Thus the area 1o be acquired is 3 Big. JL ke Y
SETATILS OF THA LAdh UHUES CQRISTTION

& WG, Iume OT GWRST “KhLEc. T URFES NETUrE 5L TTENT ST

Blg.Bis.
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P vl &/ 1130/1072/480/ 0 -03. G .M. Plot.
Nigder Msl 848/1

e qO)l Naeth s/o 1133/1072/480/ O -02 G.Me Flot,
Ganga Sahal 243/L /L ;

gllal Jagou Wl %Yo L133/10"2/u8b/ 0 -02 &. 4. PloeEs
Tam sarup 848/2/% , :

Y

s/o Naider Mal 848

B Imdad Elahai 1126/1072/4 480/ 0 =06 Geite FLCTS, e,
s/o Inadst 248/L b !

Blohsi
1131/1072/420/ O -03 G.M. Bl
C)LJ-B/,J ;‘I. 41

o/LU? [HJO4 t*

4, Ram Ki n Desslli3e/1072/480/ O =05  G.H. Plote -
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CLATHS & BVIDBICE

claims in respect of the land under acg uis ti on.
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The following interestied persons have fiked theif\\\

these clalims are

The

siven belows -

Ui waiiyiltiant

ed

Amountof Evidence, if
comgensacion” - ahy, = USSR

)

¢1aal Chand s/e Choder

Mal

Hardat 3ingh s/o
Jawala Singh

Kundzn Lial, MulK %aj

ds/ of Devii dass
Mehar Singh s/o

Sumer Singh

Kirpal Singh s/o
”frnalnclnoh

Som Nath s/o Buta

noam

Ram Saran Dsss s/o
iohal Lal

Des Maj s/o Devi Dayel
CERitar /0 ChiWja Ham

Deep Chanda s/o LEirku
lam
Ghurditts Me

through Batram Da

e

Chhote Lal s/o Klachélu

Kharati Lal s/o Sant
Ham

T1ilak Raj Chacia &
others

Durza Pd. s/o
Banarasi Lass

Gopi Nath s/o

Ganga Sahai, -

Ram Lal alias Japflumar
s/o Balu Hamn 3

Muni Lal, shiv Kumar
"C/’) ‘B ‘L}‘ o hat

L.».:LOOO/_ -
" alter- Frctuced no proofy
©

mtlve site.0Xcept rant receipt
altsrnstive -0 -

site Ror

shon,

alitefnative .
accomiodatic

B, 1200/~ & 6 Producesd B preal

el

slternsgtiv ut rent
site. Y 2 eni:#.

\i\(". 136 6-31.
sltarnatvive site

w500/& z2lter- -do-

n:ztive sita.

150 500/= & aliter- =do-
native site.
=10

alieT =

ot oA
Dl\»'vo

native

15,1000/~ & alter- -doc-
native site.

B, 1LO0/~ & ultax
native site,

;30 (L‘( /"

Ao aitstnative
accomuedacion

M. L5000/~ &
21ternativa
accomuodaticn

5000/~ & zltar- =T
nstive siste. Ho recoil
F3, 150C0/~ a ~3o-
shifting charges Ho Hecelpl
& alternativa 2
sccomnodavicy

19600/~ for
T Bl

B —OUL‘\ [ (-1 if?l
lﬁcelgbér

¥

25
e

lis, 76800/ - for Pxoducg EJj
284 sq. yuse of sz2le ds
ﬁwo_r
and &% &

teces

~do- RE

M.

Alnmiimm
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'y 19, BEam Szrup aliss
r

goroop Mall

Gopi Math s/0
Ganga Sahal

20.

21. Mangu Mzl

“nrouch Advoczle

90, Devi Saran Dass

smt Mehmod Fatima
d/o Hazi Imdad
Ilzhi w/o Amir
Hussailn

28 .
5.0, Saena

24 .

Hans Faj s/o
Chander Bhan

25.
am Nath ham rich
Rzl ss/o ham Lal

Hukam Singh

28, Kalyan Singh

am

Lbdul Fashid Gese
Smt. Mehmod Fatlma

3l.

> 20, nameshvar Dayal

P, 1200C/~ for
150 sg. yds. lend

N

e Lb()/— ;)33: C;io :;"L'- .

for the land,is.270C/-sale deeds for

for the struciure.
of 4 shops.

© ®,150/- per sg. Yl
of ‘the 1l:znd & 18.220C0/

for structure of 9
shops.

#.,15C/= per S4. yd.

for 450 3d. YUSe

n3, 854560/- for
the land @ ®.,106/-
per sd ot gds

%5,40000/= for coal
depot.

R, 12000/~ for
structure &
Busiress

PS.Q 3600/"‘ for
lznd & for shop.

5.21000/=f 0%
stiructure &
Business.

23,2C000/ = &
alternative
qccommodation

5 11000/~ AL Gerual
Rse2 5000/./

alienatives
dstion

5,2 e _
B,223430/~ for ne
12nd H.86765/- for

ufccm.o—;nuhp

Produced 3 coples of 3
saule deedsfor i8.5000/-
::‘. 3000/"’ C—\.JC ® 6 .6 L] /}6 é~
1.44683 respectivelye
Produced 3 copies of

. 5000/ -
&75.3000/= dt. #5.46 &
X1,4.83 respectively

=]
<

as against g1 .o .19

Produced no proof.

Produced an estimate
of the depot, site plan
receipts & bulunce
Shee i .

proof .

Prodveced no

Estimate of the depot
& site plan.

troduced no HIoUL,

vr g

. -
= RN

o coples of rans
receipis

Filed an zpolication
showing Smt. ¥ehmod
Fatima the only legel 1

neir of Fazi Imdzad |
Tipat who diad cn 255SE
D-%e 5

One site DlLain NESEE }

factory and one CODY

the builfg. and  of the voceint & tHONEH
fixature.” 5,18000/= coples of laltesu ‘
Na © Fa-h i

for severance &
danege s/oroperty

5.15000¢-for , infurious

effect on esihlng
5, 15000/~ for M 4an
Of Jib‘: «

. 250Gy

2 R




Rpsct from the Gocume: tary evidence shown above 228 LIS
claimant, cobout a dozer nersons have also been cxamined.
Bhadur Singh s/o Sohan olnoh nzs stated that ne is = tenart
on a diece of the land vnder acquisition for e last 12-13
years and oqys s, L5/~ per uwonth &S rent. Charan Dass s/o
Manszal Dass nas stated that fFilak %aj Chadda & Co. are tenants
on a piece of 1and at %.5/- per month since 1854 fhariti Lal
s/o Sent ram nas stuted that he hes got a go=-down on the lznd
andar acquisition as a tenadtiof 5 /shri iam Nath 5 namrich Pal
Jand owners at the rate of ».5/=- per wonth io¥ the last 14/15
yearsSe 4bdul hashid amuony on behalf of Smt. ¥atima has st teig,
that Stive uchﬁod Fatima is the only legal helr of ahri Imdad
11lhai recorded owner( deceased) of o Big. 18 Bis, of the land
under acguisition. On her piece of Land there sre 17 tenants

wRigRk whoee detalls  aTe as follows.

Ll‘lg.z...ﬂameug.-_&.@éw’&_“_____ Year tenancy  hent peX nontids
L . Hiihal Chand, Snogpksepsr 1898 Rs.15/-
2. Hardet Singh -30= 165683 ‘ e S/~
e Choite Lal -3d0- 1858 | RB.15/-
das dans Bal ~3- 1958 L/ -
;
%, Mehor Singn =30 19586 LoY 4
Do Kundan.Lel -G0= 18959 .15/~
7o nemil L_cs -00= 1058 W1/~
L 8., Som Nath -30- 1858 R, 15/~
6 & Ki?pal S ingh -00= 1950 T84 15/~
1, - Baba Singn 0= 1965 W15/~
i, Deep Chand v -C0- 1662 5015/ =
l 12 . pritan Singh -30- 19565 .18/~
! ' 13, Deep Chand ~0Oo= 1966 s, 15/
w : 14. uugi Pahalwan -(O= 1865 fse LD/~
. g dudhsesn Singh -do- 1055 15/ -
5. Boryam Singh -3do- 1$6% A, 10/~-
17. Raweshver Dayal
Adonts & Ma snufaciurers 1265 . X 25 o 28

He has further stated that the shove XEEX tenants

who have been 1n occupation since 1065 ureAll nmew ONGSES

jg afiled their vaca®
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that these shops wele 1let out to the present tenants. &ll
+hecse shops are temporalry gtructures raised zither Qf ycodan
plank walls or babboo split walls except some portion of .2
factory which is pucca and constructed in 1965. Desides
these 17 shops there are three other kokhas lylng yacante.

Chittar Rem s/0 Cha jju Ham has stated thet he 1s fin. @eel-
pation of a site for the last 10 years butl could not pa¥
rent of the lost twc yealsSe. §hri Abdul Kespnid on the o Lleas
hzrd has denied this by segéﬁthat he had left this site 7/8
yesl's 2g0e sari Sham Lal s/o gniv Layal has stzted that he
is a penant since 1962 atl RSe 25/~ ﬁer month, but Abdul Hashid
admits him a tenant since 1967 only. He has further stated
that he is 21s0 2 ternent of Mangu Mal - gde lice constructed
two kothes during the lzst three yezTlsS. fhe statement mad
by Shri Abdul Rashid hzs zlso been supyorted by nine tenants
present. Thig oral as well as documertary eviaence mentionsd

above will Dpe discussed while sssessing the narket value cf

the land undel scyuisition -nd the existing structures lhereoNs

MARKEL VALUE

The land under acguisition measuring 3 Big. 10O EREE
just lies parallel to +he Hly. track thst runs to Ghaziabad,
on onhe side and abuts the ~circular hoad on the other. 1I¥
e siast pehind the main Bazar shops of Sharnedra on the lef?v

hand side whille entering the Cheite Bazar through the small

Bly, bridge. 1t has an sccess from the wmain Dazal road: -
‘ . i
threugh 24 ¢pening ir between the shops, sfter entering -~ X
two rows of i
this opening there ~ref/ shops on sither side in the shape -
of ©hokas OT stalls., Thus the 1and under acquisiticr is

accessable £rom the Circular road 28 well as from the main
BazeT Rozd. The acguisition staff has prepared a s temant

of 5 years sale transactions preceedirg to the date of =
netification u/s 4 of the L.A. Act, Accordirg to this [

-

statement 2335 pig. 3 Cis. of 1land was sold through nurerous

"
T

yransactions guring these preeeeding 5 yesrs 10T 4149822 3=2 OY
e il

at an-everage of 5, 4470-31 parY pigha. » perusal of this o

(\g C(")ﬂtd...ﬁz

&

.



L}

-

Sta
in

bas

the

7

tement goes to show that there have been fluctuations

the lznd price of the l=nd from year to year =nd to
e the market value of the land under acquisition on

average of these 5 years would not be 2 rational

approach. The interssteq Persons have filed copies of

certain s=le dezds To substantis Le thelr ela L;J,ﬁs detz

below; -

si.

o, Pate of execution ATen ale consy
blon.

O‘-’l
= SR e e e e e e 22T e

it
oh
tra
der

tre

94 0884, it Yelates to the purchasze of a built up house,
? & l

# The

str
Int
the
tra
of
be
to

tra
to

on

1o, S TN 328 sq.yd,. 72, 3000/~
845445 B2 5q.yd. %6 5000/ -

3.48 255 sg. yd. 754 3000/ -
5.5.57 House 1845000/ -
l.4,63 2k sSigamd. Rse 30CC/ -

s

Now 2s regards sale transzction at g, oWl abovs,

cannot form basis to assess e land price 4s preva

15.1.54 beciuse this transaction is 32 years old, SLgg

nsaetion at 31.No.2 above cannct ba taken into conzi

ation being too old, This Principle i%s applicable 4@

nsacticn at §1.N0.3 ag well, As regards transasetion 8t

Te is no specificstion of the land price nor of the
ucture therszon Separatzly and so it ca rnot be tzken

O consideration tc assess the market value as prics

land kzs not baen specified. How as Tegards the lzs8
Rsactlor daiad 1.4.83, it is enly for g very small piecgs

1land Consisting of 21 Sde. Yds, for 5.300C/~. It casaot

taken as basis being too smell and the price appears

be exhorbitant, :

Thus in view of the above discussion theese sale

ansactions filed by the cleimsnts are of lltile heln

a8sess the market value of the land under zcguisitic

the material date Ir this Vvillage there hﬂve been

iled

B T P,
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RS awards under the L.A. Act with reb.wd/alL¢eucnt

types

dis

; " //?(\,sf’ ©f land abuting this very Circuler
. 3 -L////

1ozad 2t a little

tance from the land under eCquisiticn ”13 acyulied

y 1
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the basis of notification duted 24ih Octooer 1981 u/s 4
) A 4 » : . v rate of
vide awzrd No.2Lk4l apnouncedion 148,68 at the 7 5.500C/-
per bigha. That land too lies in between the Hly track and

the Circular Road but its lccation is infaples in poten-

tiality to that of the land under acqulsition as stated

above, is very close to "the main market rosa of Shahadra
and has & direct access through an opening on the Mein

market road. So the land under acguisition is to be asseszed
at 2 higher market value than the 1land of Award lic.B8l4l on
two grounds, firstly it is to be as:zessed on the mzrket

rates prevailing on 15.1.84 =2s ogainst 24th October, 1661

and secondly due to its superiority & poten&tiality. TE

is no denying the fact that prices of land in Belhi have

a rising trend from yesr to year and what eould be s fair
1and price in January 1S54 is now 1o be detarmined.

A further perﬁsal of the 5 yezrs statement goes to
show that during 1960-61 84 Zig. 14 Bis. of land was sold
FOT 5,202472/- =% an average of A, 3005-59 and in the yeal
1963-54 18 Big. 1 Bis., of land was sold for 7,205074/- at
an averzge of K.11405-76. 1t shows that during these 3
years the land price in this village was doub-led to What
it was in 1960-81. It mesns that the 1and of Award No.2l4l
if it would have been acquired on the basis of notificztion
dated 15.L.64, its land price would have Then gone up from
25, 5000/~ per bigha to f.1000C/=- pet tishs. ©The land under
acquisition as stated earlier enjoys a better position than
the lapd of this award as apart of its being on the Circular
Koad, it is azlso approachable through the main market of
Shzhadra. &s such its land price should have been much
more THan %.10000/- per bigha. But for the fact that
there are several tenants gitting or it se a man of
or-2inary prudence weuld nct like to offer as much as

e
he would heve offer/for it, if it would have been 1ying
vacegnt, Any-how 1its sresent polertildity ~heing nearew

to the mein merket on one side and xahkizy sbuting GRS
=

U;lﬁ = Conba . diie s S0 T




Circulsar Lozd on the other ca rnnot be denied. Fof vod's

aayentageous position it would not be unressonable if 30%
L land price is s1lowed over znd =bove the estimated

1and price ol 5, 10000/~ per bigha. Lecordingly the marked

yalue of the land under acauisition
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per bigha which is, undsr the cireumstances explaoinsd abovey
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quite reascnadle and adequaies
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scguisition but there are some siructures both olc

eguested to azsess the valuation of the existing struciures
He hes nozessed valustion of thaese structures
ss on the date of rotificstion u/s 4 1.€. 15,L.,84. ills
yaluation report .s Cn the acguisition file. He nas not
mentioned the names of the owners nor of the occupiers sgalm

hese structures. After 1ocsl ins psction the acguisition

(v

G

st»{f on the basis of the Getails of the strucuures given 1M

0

the velustion report has succeeded in rnanming th= cccupicm

of these premises. in€ detrils of veluation as well as of

i 3epdar Hukam Singh s/o bnalal cpand iz in occupaticd
of tre structures shown Ay &1 .Ne.k (A3B) in the ECJOTt gund
“eee struciures are in = major porilon of Khesra Nc.L12 ¢/
ige” Lne Asstt. Bngineer has worked out value of these
struciures aiter «1llowing due depreclistion at 5. 2542/~ «
is yunning a cozl denot, much prior to the moteriasl date cus
is evident from rent cecd dated L 2.10.47 filed DY him., &8
such the valuation of these structures is o pe included s
the merket value of the land.

2. There is another co=l dspot run LY W/S. A.H. Sexal

just by the cide of ihe previous cosl denot. This deposs

s

gtedwigartly in ;_fl..'Q.J.L”L /1 aud parily ':.’4.'..".'-'!0.11.35/‘

The vsluation of the existing structures of this depot Nl
k \ .
ey




been as
due deprecistion, at Re4&hH/~ CrlVe
one existing pricr to the datve of notificatiion as 1s clear
from the rent receipt datec 1.6.8.51 filed by him.

-4 The other structures siown at Sl.lo.3 (B4F) in the
report belong to /s, Kyan singh Manask Lal, anca are located
e pertion of n.No.1135/3. 1In the revenu? record Shri
Imdad mlhai (dece «2d) and now his daughter Sut, Fatima as

(ol Q1

neir is shown owner of Xh 0.,1135/3 &nd Shri

l.J
:—I
l__J
.(l
e
{
!-
&
G

iianak Lal have not procuced &Il ridence tc this effect ir
suonort of their claim. The Asstt, Bngineer has assessed
velue of these structures -t 7,1388/- and has further shown
that verious types of mechines, tools sre fitted along witl

cscturers s is clesr. . from a I t receipt dzted 22.1.33
filed by him. The issti, Engineer has slso assessed & sum
of F5.300/- =5 removael and carriage charzes of the above
mschines and tools. But this amount of 5. 30C/= is rot to
pe included in the market value of the land.

shown 2t S1.Noe3} 8G)

in

4o The valuation of the structure
and st S1.No.8(Z) is shown =23 N5, 320/ = 8%, 786/ &« 8. 15873/ =
respectively. Thece premises are in occupation of itfs.

LKslyan Singh Mensk Lel anc are locrted in K No.1i35/3,

oW 3 whi i ah 2 om W3 = & oa . A
owner of wnich is shown smv. & tigma o3 stated earlier, Thus ]

cceunied by H/s. razlyan Singh Manak Lal comes To M504247 /=
only apart from 5,300/~ of the removazl chaIlges.

GE The siructures mentioned =t Sl.nN0. J("VJQLL) are
located in Kh.No.1135/3, o med by Smt. Fatima drughier of
Iméad ®khai (decased). The Asstt. Bngineer has separately
sssessad valuaticn of these ~sbove stated five structures
En his report shown sgsinst ezch item. out of these @

Contd inine R

the tctal velustion of the structuras cxisting in the prenlses

B —
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structures, structure shown at 31 .%o «XHET) are revorted

te be new and so the asstt, Znzineer has not magte a:
v decducation for depreciation while assess

ihe other three struciures are old one °Dd their valuﬂs

1 " LA. O" le .L ( )
have been asssssed at W,557/-, i (/-(unQIB/‘ Re56/= &

5.0/ =)k 1,444/ - respectively. The Valusiion of the two

1eWw ones has Deen gssessed at 2.1454 /= & R,B30/- ¥@s pectivélyg

These two valuations tssessments are not to te included in

t, the market value of the l2nd s-s tney wers raised after the

date of nctification u/s 4 ., Sari hameshwar

(' ‘“‘"tl ‘Ltn")’\t.”

has not filed any documz=rt concsrning this portion belonging

to Shrimeti Fatima while her attorney Shri 4bdul

4

has made 2 clesr statement on the date fixed for éviC?n
that Shri Hameshwar Dayal of M/s. Agents & Mamufacturces
took this portion on rent from him in EESENEE 3. reatal of
.28~ per month , Me is further supported by ¢ other wit- |
nesses, Shri liameshwar Daysl hss cl=imed exhortitant
as ccempensation, but being only a tensnt snd that tco after

the c¢ate of nctification in this case is not entitled

to any é
compensation. He can only remove the material used in the

two structures @uely rzised after the materizl date, provided

hey were rzised bdy him znd not by the owners of thes land.

As regards his tenoney in ihe premises of Ko ilyan Singh Manals
c :
\ q - : s | o
Lal is concerned, he has not proved zs to whern ne startzd
that tenancy 'nd so gusstion of compensaticon for the use of

land and for cwnership will be 2 matter of dispute apg

carnot be disbtursed.

E
s
o
(l

31 .5ce4 (N&P) located in kh.No.113L/2 valustion of

struciures has been assessed at ?u35° after due depreciation,

hese structures are in occupation of Shri Sham Lal s/o Siv

Dyo3 and have been consiructed prior tc the dzte »of netificatior
5 P

A

-

u/s 4 . Structures shown at S1.No.5 (3) =re located in Khzsra

No.113C/1 &nd their valuation hag bean assessed as B, 12700

v

O

nly. E&hri Udho Dass s/o Mota Mange bam is

e

Ce A1, S81.¥0.5(%) structures which e



g
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¥

in Xh.%0.1130/1 have been assessed =t 5e218/= andate in
occupaticn of Kharati L2l s/o Sant Ranm ., A gain &t 81 Ho,
(1) loczted in Khasra Ho.ll28/1 3 structure's wvaluation

has been assessed at %,189/- and it is in occupation of

()

Charan L'ass s/c¢ Mangal Dass, Becides these above structurs

there are 14 temporary structurss in

the form of shops made
of cither wocden planks walls cr of Bamboc split wealls.,

They sre Jocated in Kh.No,1132/2. Their valuaticn »nd
Ko

o
I‘.,

other description zre shown at S1.¥c.9 in the valuaticn

report., The detzils of their waluation snd occupants are

as followus '

S$l.l9. Shor e, ame of occupsnt Valuatich assessed

o 8 Sudharchan Singh 3¢ 301 -CO
1 -
| 2./ 2. Klfpal Sl..lg,h ‘-).(_. \J0-00
! 3. 2. Som Nath 134291 ~00

4. ' Gogl R5.272-00
nanm- Saran Bass

) !
By 5. Kundan Lal fse 67=00 1

2 2
The) i s Mehar Singh e 307 =00 ,1

]
Bl Ehe Jagdish [Se 307 ~00
( mow vazant)

q 5, o She Chajju Ml FSe LO3=C0
¥ \{allen &vacant)

. B

- Peitan Singh

Leep Chand s/o

Rarku Ran
Suresh Xumar
cawz Sihgh
Rilflel -Chicsmd

54 3G7=00

156 307=-C0

ﬂbor_.do C)O
e 307 =00

15,\ P15 Fans Eaj 8, 307~C0
L NE S Haridmtt Singh 2e2CC=00

:‘-70"' *l‘?o

Chot¥® Lal

8,28 0~CO

The Assti, Engineer (Volustlon) has given RS

Flation of only the first 14 shops, buk the lagu
from befcore but wrongly omitied now been
BEEE 3lco exiabd

there{ and ibeir valustiss has4? S

1
¢




iy .
after inspection keeping in view the valuation of cther
similar shops glven by the Asstt, Bngincel. As stated

eaTlisr these shops =re in Yhasra 10,1132 & Iin the revenue.

Kishan Dass
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records this No. sztard

e

s/o Miader Msl But from the evidencz cn records, it is
alzo clear that Smt. Fatims d/c Imdad ERahi red lses rent
from these tenats as 1s evidert from the statement of

aAbdul Liashid and nine other witneszes., Abdul Hashid

in his stotement has clearly deposed that the followiné]i)
tenants are in occupation prier tc the date of nptification
and the other ones are those who were admnitted to tenancy
thareafter.

nental
:\:"o -1-5[- pomo

Sulio, Name of tenznt Yearl
¥. iihal Chand 1258

a -

8, Herdutt Singh 1958 2503/ =

8. Chotie Lzl L2058 WSel5/ =
4, Hans Haj ¢ 1958 3,20/ =

5. Mehar 3ingh 1958 Wpe S7 =

T TS ————

B Kundan Lal 1858 F5el5/=
e Ramji Dass 1058 fSe15/~ 5

), Som Hath 1255 Tel5/~
1960 Rse 15/ =
Balb/=ia2223/-
.15/ - ‘

e Eivpal Singh
i Deep Chand 1262
1k, Pritam Singh 1665
8. Deep Chand 1865 Helb/=

43, Bawza Singh 1965 e 15/ =

14, Sudharshan Singh 1966 Gel5/=

LS. Bariam Singh 1667 1510/~

13, Hareshwar Dayal 1985 R.250/- diszussed.
Agents & Hanufacturers S A

L L4 Gl 19686 L5/~

The last seven shopkeepers are new ones and so they
are not =xiksXd entitlec to any compensstion for their
structures and tney czn remove the matsrial of thelr rew

structures after the snnouncemert of the auaid. S SN

/M}/Contd. o e
J
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- 5
valuation of any new shop has been given by the Asstt
Engireer (Vsluation) then it is not to be included in
compensaticn. The total amcunt of ¢ npensetion for these
structures comes to . 12405/~ based on the valunlion.}ngort.

of the Asstt. Bngineer after excluding the valustion of the
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yard etc.
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Since possession of the land under acgquisition is
still with the claiments and beth the notifications u/s 4.
and 6 of the L.A. Act were is:ued in 1964 so in elther case
-he claimants are not entitled to any interest.
SULALIUYM
% as solatium
for compuleory nature of acquisiticn 2s sllowed under the
ACT,

APPOLRT IONMENT

The compensztion for the lend is to be pald

td the recorded owners zccording to the latest zntries

in the hevenue Iecords and that of the structures to entiy
occupants. But here there is = dispute about the ownership
of the land as well as zbout the occupancye. Shri Kelyan

Singh Menak Lzl are not the recorded owrzrs but they clalm

1ike that and have also let out some portion of the land unde

— i .
T e s

acquisition to the tenants. 3imilarly Shri Hezn Kishan Degs
is mex<ve-shown ds recorded owner s:zalnst Kh.No.L132 while

Smt, Mehmod Fetima is reslising rent through her aitorjias

Shri apdul feshid of shops located in Kh, No.ll32. Under TE
n

circumstznczs +the ccmpensstion will Dbe kept/dispute tild
he concerned parties come to ar emicable settlement failing

which the matter will be referred tec the Add, Distzict S
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