12, Chander ¥an s/o Dhani Ram. " "
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ACquisiuion of land for construction of beDth
Tanks at V.Khamour and Basidarapur.

PISE— »

This is a cawe fdn*acouisition of land meas urlpg 185 blhh
r

9 biswas i.e. 39,48 acres situated in’ V.Khampur and Basidaran

for the construction of Sentic Tanks. Tha notification MNo.7..
(41)/52-MT%CE dated the 19th Sentemﬁer, 1952, was issued unde
the proyisibns_9f Section 3 of the Resettlament 5? Displaced
1948,

published in the locality on 26.10.52

Persons(Land Acquisition) Aet, The same was widely
and notices /s 4 of t*
Aect were served on the parsons interested in the land. "he_

obi8ctions received thereafter were duly considered and @&ism:

by me on 4.h.53. S §

¥EASURBMENT AND CLASSIFICATION

Land measuring .76 highas 17 biswas out of 189 bighas 9 b-

is situated in village Khampur and is classified a8 under: -

rosli Bighas - 2 Biswas
Banjer Jadid & © 5 ™ ‘
danjer Gadim 6 v Q e .
fairmumkin @ 62 " 1 S f

CLA_EMAI\; S _ A
The "following are the clzimants:- -

Sarvshri N
v ey
- Bhanwar Singh ) ss/o Yadu Caste Rainut r/o V. hamnui _,
« Pritam 3inghv') :

. Dule Chand +« )

- L3 /
gt Niadari w/o Jhanda ‘ " : "

op
e " -

1

z

3

v -
k. Beg Ram s/o Bharta | " no
5.

6. Ram Das s/o Jawahara

7

~ Shankar s/o Khushia v oo ".
Sultan v " : "

s/o Raghnath‘/// i . f

8. Fiarey s/o
9...
106,

ram Kighan

Mat Kishan Devi w/o Ghimal/// M " :

3hikan s/o Kishan Sahafi e " "

13. Mst Sukh Levi w/opgalley-v// " o
Phool Singh s/o Khushali o " "o

Kabul &/0 hladar u/// ﬁ// " L
16. Rajinder ) es/o Ram Chander . "

17. Rohtas




. e e .
O AS Ty T ‘ oo el
" T 4 : . i

“Yhbir s/o Bega
.

: jfti Ram s/o Kallu ' .o "

._J;nshijf ; y ) t“

- Ballu : 'ss/o Shadi " ’ " -
Jitu < v/\ : ' -

. Chattar Singgy )
. Phool Singh )

/

.~ Mst Lachmi w/o Nathu . " "

~Chajju. fﬁ/ ) ss/o Gopal " " '
iarey ' )

’Shamlat Deh - Shamlat Patti Ude Ram % share = Shamlat Patti

/ Kure = .

/s Sardarthatta Co Chabiganj, Kashmere Gate, Delhi.

dans Bhatta Co, Chunna Mandi, Paharguni, New Delhi.

CLATIM
+[The claimants “hrough 3hri Harbans 3irgh Tiggl Vakil claimed a
gmcensation at m;zo/- per s8q.vd vide a written statement dated 4.6.53
'ﬁtgnding that the same was the minimum compensatioﬁ accaptable to
m;“ They have also claimed damages equal to the market price of land
the time of issue of the aforesaid notificction saving that thev were
dered landless due to this acquisition. They have also prayed that
{ ?rices of land should be péid accordins to the current market rates

viot according to the rates in fthe vear 1939. They have adduced no

.ence though they were granted an orvortunity to do so.

-

CONCLUSION

As per report of the natwari the persons interested have h€ld this
from beforé 18t September 1939. Ais provided in Section 7{e} of '
esettlement of Disvlaced Persons (Land idecquisition) Act, 1948 the
‘sation is to be aésessed as the market value of land on the date

" notification or on the 1st day of Séptember, 1939, with énraddition
40%/whichever ig less. Bnguiries made reveal that Uanjer Jadid,

o

wier Qadim % gairmumkin lands in this villase carry the szme value.
According to Bhe statements of sals nrevzred by the Patwari, the
vage gale price of the land in this viillsge is as below:-

~ification of land Average cost of land  Averafe cost of land.
. > r
arrived at from s:zle arrived at from the

e transzections which sale transactipns which
v took place from 1.3.48 took place inMvear 1937
to 19.9.52 , to 1939 nlus LO%

R 4730/4/l ver bicha  8s,304/10/7 plus LO% =-
' : R, 426/8/5 say h30/-ver bicha
g

B, 5401/~ per hishi R, 384/10/2 plus LG =
/ R 538/6/6 say 5LOA er




4

b#

It will thus appeaf that average sale vrice on 1,9,39 plus 1.0%
is less shd the comper sgticn is.ﬁbefefore to be awarded
accerdingly. The claim of the claimants’very‘much exceeds the
. above-mentioned sale prices and is therefore not ressonshle.
view of the abo?e and accordinc to the provisions of Sectionn
7{e) of the Act,the compensation tec he offered for the acouirec

land would be as below:3

Compensation for 2 biswasg of Re, 43¥O—OH
Fosli land at R 430/~ per bicha

Compensat1on for 76 birhas : C W1L45-0-0
15 biswas of Banjer snd Gair-
mumkin land at B4 540/~ per hirha

23]
1

Total: A14R2-0-0

TREKS

There is one Penal tree standing on the land under acouigi

tion, according to the statements prepared by the Patwari, tne
) ""' :A-!

wood has heen estimated to 7 maunds., ¥he current’ Tate~ 6f wood
is B2/~ per maund, I, therefofe propose Re,14/- as compensat L
for this Pepal tree.
There is a well owﬁed by the owners of Shamlat Deh, T,

claimants have not claimed for this well,- I“have'awarded
R 1200/~ with 104 devreciztion for a well situated in the’
adidéining village. Rasidarapur and I propose the same for tw
well,

~According to the statements orepared by the Patwari the
following structures are situsted on this land:-
1. A0 Labour huts owned bv /g Sardar‘ﬂgtta Co. N
2, 358 lahéur huts owned by M/s Hans Bhatta Cos
3. Ore office and two -quarters of H/s Hans Ra“ta C4

- 1%£2 ¥/s” Sardar Bhatta Co. have claimed P- 50/~ 5p eipt
hutb each The mxecutlve Engineer was asked %o verty g
and he suggested that, as these huts would ‘be of no use:
ttovernment snd the brimk kiln owners might remove the'

no amsunt should be alLowed to them on this account ‘

not-reasonable as Jhese huts were of full beneflt

'ny-, T allow £,10/- per hut consideping ﬁeprec1atlon.ai
. _ | | ‘ . _

Zli;‘



i owned by M/s Hans Bhatta Co is alldwed, .
. . 3., M/s Hans Bhatta - Co, the owners of the office building and
quebterw have claimed R.26,600/- 2s compensation including ‘loss,
lease of lmnd and the brick kiln accuired from them.
En21neer has estimated R:, 1320/~ as the estimated cost of similar
ehyk
bulldlng owned by Shri Vishwa Nath s\@ith a depreciation of
-
2&/25 £neﬁrpae_rupee sayingz that this building was to be uged for

“\one year more out of 25 years the age of

kY the Engineer and allow a deduction of 20% as devreciation.

}.

erthfwhich could be removed by them from the laund of which lease

;eriod-was—yig;te expingl? The claimants have not adduced any evidence

SR

f&ate for 40 huus owned by M/s Sardar Bhatta Co and 35 labour huts

~
L AR

“he huildingy Thiés method

The Executive

assessment is not justified. The reasonable compensation would
the cost of bulldlng with a deduction of reasonable depre01at10n.

“am of opinion that Ra1320/- iw the reasonzhle vzlue as dorked out

The brick kiln owners have included Rs, 5000/- as the vrice of the

ﬁﬁsupport of this claim j the question of allowing compensation on this

gount does not arise,

IMTEREST

Thekpossession of the land was-transfefred to the department
cerned on 16.11.53. The nersons interested are entitled to

¥e -interest to be levied at 6% per annum on the swarded compen-

on from 16.11.53 to the date of paymént. .

The compensation to be offered to the persons interested is

arised as under:- hY
Bt

-ompensation for land

%‘-tion for ore pipal tree 1400
J'c:‘-
ijidﬁe¢tion‘for well 1,080-0-0.
Aompens%ion for 78 labour huts at Ha?0/~ %50—0—0
s ‘
|
'bmoensqlon for offige building and 2 1,056-0-0
ar‘be 1"~ ) ;: ¥ ' .
o o Total: 44, 383-0-0

2rest at 6% v.a from 16.11.53 to
"5y, _

AN

Total

Re, k1,488-0-0

1,331-10-0

£5,713-10-0

“*d& }553{

(Satish G andrgﬂ

Collector, Delgii
3

B

£



Jubjeet:- Acguisition of lang for

. Tanks st V.Ehampur % Basidarapf )
f@: %W Bgsidaram
4 ' This is a cage ror Actulsition of lang me%
' 9 bhisvas i,e, 39,48 acres situsted in V.Khampur |
. . . 1t
for the construction of Septic Tanks., The no
Fo15(11) /5247408 dasted the 19th Jeptember, 1 °
under the provisions of section 3 of the Reset._ n
Yﬁﬁ - - placed Persoﬁs(Land fcqguisition) Aet, 1948, The n
e ' ' _ o
published in the locality on 26.10.52 and notices 1pj
Act were served on the persons interested in the 1;, )
objections received theresfter were duly considere.
dismissged by me on heho53, 1 ngh;ﬁ
| e
. e R
ME ABURCMENT & CLﬂSSI?ICﬁTIQE ' R
' ' - L
“and measuring 112 bishas 12 biswas oyt of 189 bigki s
g R
? biswas is situated in V.Basidarapur and is classifﬁé%ﬁk
' ir |
under: - I”ini&i
Banjer Qadim 8 bighas 9 biswas f ed %g
: CH Gairmumkin 104 " 3. 0w :é}fissu&t
’ o ) ;
: \ 4 xered
Total: [REE N I 5 |
. ’ . t} .\‘:‘ey— ‘ﬁ'}j‘\i
| CLATiaNy “Reduy
r~ - | i Gl
‘he following are the claimants: - By
: - h Bt
Sarvshri
1. Khazan s/o Baldev »Caste Taga, r/o Basidarapyr e
> .
. oz
2. Chhajin s/0 Chunni " ‘ "
~ e
Pl 3. Jag Ram ) 85/0 Dholg, " o
. Hari Singn ) iy
: ok
5: Deba Ram ) ~ 5" Rave.
Lo 6. Bhagwan Sahal ) 83/0 Bher Singh, " T Jg i
7. Subh Ram Y Lk
/- 3 ‘ 2. Ram Phool s/o Ber Raj " " e et
: 9. Balkishan ) 85/0 Hukams L " ' ff@if
10,Tidak Ram ) : S
| a9t
T1.Tej Ram s/o Reldev, Caste Ahir, r/o‘Shakurpur _f??ﬁf
12,Bishan s/0 Shoe Ram f " ‘,iii?”
12:f§§ﬁa } ss/o Nanwan,Gujar,_r/Q'V,Lamyug”(f- 4
. . P2 i ) g
_ SRR 2Ry
e e B S G
—aaal ‘ \’




h : : _ ' et
| ﬁGhet Ram, Gujar,.r/OWV.Lampur. Co
akira " " o Y
) . '
: % ss/o Jagat Singn, Tada, V.Basidarapur.
h) |
:nd )} ss/o Shiam Singh " ' " -
) . .
'ngh) ss/o Bhim Singh ™ "
j:gh' /0 Bahal Singh n "
4. widow of Kalu Singh o "o ' : _:~.i
| - £
am ) .o
>ershad) ss/o Bhuri Singh " "
war : :
ingh s/o Nawal Singh " oo
ints Devi mother wf Tekha " "
. 3fo ¥Khazana ' " "
ibul $/b Ganga Sahai " i
jjan 9ingh s/o Sulhar " "
‘gan ) ss/o Ude Ram -oom "
mat )
chander) ss/o iMir Singh - " "
Sarup
i w/o Anti " "
t s/o Siri Ram o . "
j?anu'w/o Darva Singh " "
.~!_.“’
nhé  Lal ) ss/o Balwant " "
kshmi Chend) |
shnath s/o Fhool Singh " " )
okma s/o Kallu t "
thwari } ss/o Tirkha " "
rjit ) ' '
nam Singh s/o Chhellu " "
ad Ram )
ighambe® ) .
m Kishan ) ss/o Ram Das " U -
i Bishan ) ‘ :
khi )
.nsta s/o Tara Chand ‘ " "
iam Sarup ) ss/o hardyal - 1t "
ughnath '
‘athu s/o Ramjas : " "
asi sfo Jai Sukh " oo




e

~v
. Were granted

- Was held by them vide g

61. Dharam Singh ) L

62. Bhagwana ) ss/0 Ram “opal, 3rahman, r/e Rasida
63. Panra La1 )

64, Rama Nang o)

65, Piarey.Lal ) N

66. Raghbar Dayal) ss/o Ramji Lal, o "
67. TLes Raj Yo o

63. . 7am Sarup s/o Lakhi Ram, Saini "
69. Asa Ram s/o Pramy Mall, Vaish Aggarwal, "

70. Mansa Ram s/o Harvohool
71.

Singh,

Jarbans Sineh s/o Lal Sinegh,

" 1

Taga,‘édvocate, delni

Jarol ‘Bap

72. /4 Gujman Wala Srick Kiln Co. Qarol 3agh, Delni,
73. ¥/s Sardar “hatts Co, Kashmiri Gate, Delni
7h.  Shri Wishws Nath Chokra, Briek Kiln Owner,

CLAD

i

-The claimants No.1 to 68'through

Vakil claimed & compensation at Re,20/-

‘Statement dt 4,6,53 contending
Icompensation acceptaoble to them,
equa
the aforesaid notification saying
due to this acquisition,

‘paid the present market pr
‘tion might not be Yorkad out
in year 1939,
&0 ovportunity to do so,
f&de 8 Written statement dat

amounting to 15,000/

PUt up an amended claim for Ks.5,990/~

followine details;: -

1. Consideration money paid to the

vendee in the Presence of gSyub

that

on the bssis of the r

"They have not adducedﬁan

ed 29.5.53 claimed s cdmpensa”"

for the langd measuring one bigha -

Shri HarbansﬁSingh T

Per sq.yd vide s W

that the same was the miniﬁ

They have also claimed é

i
1 to the market price of the land at the time of issy”

they were rendered

They have also proyed that they

ice of the land andg that the"cd%

ates pran

v GViaence, though

I‘a_"’

Claimants Wo.69 & g

s,

y

registered sale deed dateg 21.,12,4,

on 23.10.53, with #ve-

r

: H&A,SOo/_~¢;C

Reristrar fﬂg:

2. Registration & Stamp charges 150/~ 1
3. Brokerage ' 50/- 33
L. Levelling & Pilling of the land 750/~
5. Interest at the rate of 67 from 5,0/~
the date of purchase, o

‘. : . . IR
Total 5,999“3 L4




?ﬁ}O/ for the shr1k1ng of this bdrgsln of land. The clamant
69 Shri Asa Ram stiated on that date that he did not like to g0
‘i-litigation and wished that the compensation.amounting to %.5,L50/~
glons with the permissible interest spent by him micht be paid to him
lieu of the land acguired from them, According to note of Patwari |
%ted 5.2.5k, claimant No.71, Shri Harbams Singh Tiagi is the owner
" land measuring 6 bighas 14 biswas &f—%?ﬂd purchased by him vide a
igistered sale dead dated 28,1.54 i;e. about one vear and a half after
ind was notified for acquisition vide the above mentioned motification
lted.19 9.52. As he purchased this land after the date of notiflcstio
e Questlon of serving him with the notices !I/s 3 & 7 does not arise.
1aimants No.72,73 and 74 are the owners of hrick kilns situsted on the
%ﬁio be scquired. They have claimed a compensgtion amounting to
9,157/8/-,1,13,?73/- and B4 59,60L/8/~ respectively. 4s these claims
-iﬁﬂsd sonstruction work of.brick kiln office,quarters snd labour
s,uthsse'were forwarded to the Bxecutive Engineer; Rehabilitation
tsion No.IT who worked out the assessment of the structures
tatim, “
5 these claimantg adduced no evidence but repfessntdd against the
;tbd of working out the depreciation suggested’sv the Executive
%ﬁeer contending that the land was already on lease with them and

lﬁould get more land if the%Q brick kilns were not acquired.
\

\  concLusiow

g*s per report of the?patwari,'ﬁhe persons interested no 1 to 68
} held ‘the land from before the 1st September 1953, As provided
ectlon 7(e) of the Resettlement of Displaced Persons(Land heoyu P

Jn‘iAct 19&8, the compensatidn is to be assessed as the marke

-of land on the date of notification or on the 1st day of Se;
with an addition of 40% whifhever is less. unquiries nade f o
_ : . . €O

wl¥;anger iadim and Gairmumkin in this village ﬁarries the samd
&I , , ‘ i3
ding to the statement of Sale prepared by the Patwari,* the

'{56 %§.the land in this village is a3z below;-




pensation amounting to &;g,LSO/- actually spent by him, ".

.compensation of R, 53, 157/8/— upder the follow1ng heea¢j

Classification  tverapge sale-price  Average sale price ofﬁi
of land- oft land as arrived arrived at from the s2°
T at from sale trans- *ransaction which ok 1
actions which took  in year 1937 %0 1033 =]
- place from 1.3.48 4,09, .
C to 192.9.52

Banjer Gadim P.1952/L/9 per 3&102/7/8 per bigha »ln
' higha equal to R, 143/7/8 say
p5.150/— per bigha kham,

Gairmumkin

t will thus appsar that the average szle vrice on 1.9,39 ni
4,0% is lecs amd the compensation is therefore to be awarded
accordingly. The claim of the claimants wery much exceeds %h

above mentioned sale prices and is therefore not reasonable.ﬁ

- - » - » ‘
view of the above and according to the provisions -f Section'
of the Act the comnensatlon to he offered for the acouired Ja

is as below: - - ; P =/%;,
Compensation for 104 bighas 8 biswas ) R, 15, 66(-Qﬁr
of land dwned by claimant No.1 to 68 st i
R: 150/~ par bigha g

!||

Claimant Vo.69 & 70 are the owners of land messuring one h5

10 biswas., They nurchdsed this land vide a reglstared S“lf‘

%

‘dated 21 2. 51 i.e 9 months nrior to the date of notificst f

reﬁlstr tion,
They spent 3,950/- more by way of/levelling nd brokerage 3

The claimant No.6? stated that he was oprepared to receive !

—_——

i

demand 1is reasonable, and I propose the same £o be offered °

these clsimsnts, -

Claimant No.71 is the owrer of 6 bighas 14 biswas, ”eJ;
chased the land v1de a reglstered qﬁln deed dated 28,1,5: .

)
one vear and a half after the issue of notiFlcatlon. Thg“'

transaction ig not to be balieved snd the rerson in erebqk
receive the compensgtion puvahle to the vendee i.e, at kﬂﬂ
pef bigha awerded to claimants Mo.1 to 68, The amount of '

pensation to be offered to this claimant would therefore ﬁ'
2

Rs, 1005/ - o ©
T -
Claimant Tn,72, M/s Pujran Wala Briek ¥iln Co. clalmfd,

P

Do

=

P,7.0.
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W/ ; . o

gCOQt of brick kiln ' © Rs.15,023-8-0 -
/i Cost of office room ate v 1,389-0-0 |
~ Cost of well - : 1,200-O~O — B
Cost of huts for labrur _ 2,000-0-0 -
¢._ Cost of lease of land o 9,250-0-0
| [ Water coursese . . 300-0-0
{ aﬂp Truck courses . 2,000-0-0
|” B. Iron equipments 2,000-0-0
I 9. Loss 5f removal of bricks ) 13,000-0-0 A
| k0. Loss on brick bats 3,000-0-0
i 11. Loss of good-will . : 10,000-0-0
Total: 59,157-8-0 2
g™ OF. BRICK KILN [—5
| Phe Executive Engineer has eﬁtwmaued R:.8,181/- ax compensation A S

thls brick kiln with a depreciation of h/ﬁ saving that this kiln

s to be made for one year more a% there Was nn earth for bricks with

ff‘brlck kiln owner as represented by the claimant. The edr h was

gf\}Clent for running the brick kiln for a further petod of: ghree
irs. The claimant hes also contended that the 1and was avallable
~-brick work for many yeary more. he method of depreciation

rested by he Execnbive fncineer is nob justified. r"he reasonable

E;ﬁsation would be the cost of structures with a ressonable

'QCiagion. I am of opinion that 5. 8181/- as estimated by the
ﬁutive‘Engineer i8 the reasonable vslue with a deduction of (
ias»depreciaﬁion. . | )

h)} .The claimant has ropresented that Rs, 1492/~ the cost of levell-

- SN

&i7850 c.f5 at Re,17/- per thousand cEt according to the P.W.D.
ﬁule of rate page 10 has not been commented upon and included in

I_’

h*sulmaue of the Exmmrik ercutlve mng1neer. R, 1149/8/~- have been

red bv the clalmanu in his claim and he has ‘umended this claim
‘.\i’
;’Elfesentaulon. g .am of oplnlon that Rs.500/- would be the

.compen3nt1on w\th no deprec1atlon and &llow this amount to

NET OF OVFICE ROOM ETC
e ' o
he Execu+1ve Engineer has worked out Bs1060/- against the- T, 1,389/-

ad- by the C]ﬂlmjnu with depreciatlon of 9h/25 in a rupee saying

“+his suructure was to be used for only one year more. This method-
scuSSed above is not Justlfied. The reasonable compensation would

m cast of buwlding minus the deductlon by way of depre01at10n. T .
oplnlon that Rs.1060/- is the reasonable value as worked out by daf\;‘

iﬂi’i&gineer with a deduction of 20% as depreciation. . £
. of -




O £ 4

REQ) | y o

3. COST OF WELL

R 350/~ with a deduction of 5/6 in the rupee have b
suggested against Ri.1200/- claimed by the claimant on -
account for the ressons discussed at item 29.1. The pe;
of the assessment note revesls that B350/« are only the
charges and no amount has been sllowed for the material
the construction of well, Keeping in view the average .z
well and the depr@ciation T have allowed Re, 1080/~ fopr 4

well snd I 21low the same for this also,

Le GOS™ OF 1LA30UR s

A

Bs.2000/- have been claimed at Rm50/“ per hut for 40

huts, The ststement prepared by the patw=ri Shows that t

were only 35 lahour huts ogned by this claMiant, I have‘

Bs.10/- per hut for Similar huts situste op the land und}

acquisitién shbueted in v111age Khampur, I d1low the ewm

this clalm snt,

5. LIEASE OF 1,.ND

The cldiman&=have clpiﬁed'Pc9250/~ as the lease mone:
p=id by them to the owners of lang for different Derzod
lard to be used ‘by them as briek fields, The perusal of
copies of receipts Droduced by the claimant Sshow uhat'
these lease decds was registered as reguired under T T
law. They cannot claim any damdges on the bdsis of thes:
éocuments. I uherifore see no reasonablllty in gllowing
compensation on this account, !

6. WATER COURSES : !

RN

.

Fes

%300/~ have been claimed, for the watep courses e
by them for Laking Sthe . wWatér from the well to the b¢1c*A
The amount claimed is exhorbitant, T ap of opinion thau
labour eun Cunstruct similar water fourses in five days,
therefore 3llow Rs,10/- a8 the l-hour charges on this acc?

&

7,9 & 10 TRUCK TRagck - Loas UF RE/OVAL OF BRICKS & Losg
- BATS - -

P~18 y000/« have been clalmed by the clalmant on
accoun; The Edecusive Englpeer has stated t'a* the owm
sell the bricks in a reasonsable time and he woulg notfk

this removal of brickd and use of this trackg in that(



B (=l @ | -

o compensation is-therefore to be awarded. 4‘ =

»§ gircumstances, n

- ] -‘}3?’ . : ) . a2 - i4s - L} » . :
fmant may approach the Executive bngineer for allowing him ]
. T

[

¥t time for this prupose.

OF_IRON’EJUIPMENT _ L
imant against the construction |

1% 00/~ have been claimedfby the clz

if'imneys conten ding that these chimneys would be of no use if ;

mn rom *he site saylng that they had been got cons*ructed

gv to the gizé of the brick kiln. The uxecutlve Engineer haw . k!

3j R, 100/~ as the "salvase value saying the Government would not 5\ A

E'these chimneys. The view of the Executive Engineer 15 not *

; but the amournt cialmed is exhorbitant as these chimneys ‘have: ’;

ﬁjz ‘for threﬁA%f four years., in the 01rcumstance, I'am of opinian' €

&ng/- is ' the reasonahle valueg and is allowed. o y

'oé OF GOODWILL - ¢

nO OOO/- have beern claimed by the claimant on that account. The

Patlon was issued on 19th September 1952 and the p0330131on of the k
“heen teken over on 16,11.53, The flrm must have started ®wONS ;;

nsiness. “hev could give nublicity to thear gooaw111. Moreovaf;

no provisiasns for enu=rtnln1nﬂ any claim. The\clalm on thiﬂ/

is unreasonable and ignored., The compensation allowed to the .

v4.72 ig summarised as below:~

1 2 3 b 5 & 8

S8 NO

‘fuowed Re.7,863/- Bs.2L8/- 5.1080/- B350/~ Bs s/ - /- R0/ R goo/-

7,9,10 & 11 total: Rs.10!51/..
N1l

a

imants No. 73 2. 71, sre similar to {hat of claim Mo, 72 .I have

Pande s

Q_é@‘ully in the claim No.72, The following statement will show ™.

AN

‘4&5ation allowed to claimant No.73 & 74

bl
p

Claimant No.ji

imount assessed  Amount awarded for

' the item in the Amount
o claimed by Ex.Bngineer reasons given in the
! ~ discussion for claimant
— ) No.72
1 2 Z 3 ,
Bf brick kiln No. Re15p423/~ for brick kiln %=7 267/~ with a deductl{_
b as depre01at10n i

luding 1400/-the ‘ ks, 7267. for well o
W‘614/ (with a F& 0/5@~- plus s 500/~ °

f one well
o , , deduction of Tor dres@ icharges,Well -/
w ' 5/6 in a rupee Ba1200/— ith 20% deprec?
: tion i,e R°960/— N




3 4. i

, i -
J T — - , | =
a? 2. Cost of brick kiln B, 9,184/~ B 4,104/~ for Rk, 104/~ with ¢

' No.IT including B, brick kiln,”  duction’ of 0% .

| 90 - for construction 684/~ for degreeiation i.e
| of weld - well{with 5, 3, 93/10/- plus .

‘_ ‘deduction of B5% 1200/~ with %0
\ in a - degreciation'i.e
‘3. Cost of establishm 6,041/~ " B.3,900/- with 83,900/~ with 4

ment buildings a deduction tion of 204 i,e
of 24/25 in a Rs.3,120/~, -
o - - rupes - - T
: «~ Cost of well No.3 500/;' 3&202/- with It is a kucha we

A . a deduction +400/- with g 4

3 rof 5/6 in g tion of 504 i.e
_ rupes ' Rs.200/- ..

F 5+ Cost of labours? 5,500/~ oo Nil ' ' Compensati on award
“huts - - = -im ¥ Khampur Raya
6. Water courses $0/- " Rs, 20/~ h
17+ Truek Tracks . 2,000/~ m o N1l
18, Iron equipments 3,000/- - Salvage value Bs,400/-

‘9 Interest in lang 13,875/- N1 ¥il
110.Loss in removing | 39,000/- " "

.#of bricks : S 5
11.Loss 'on brickbats 9,000/ LR " e

" S

&M: 2.Loss “on Goodwill * 10,000/ -

B8, 033/

The claimant has claimed &&1600/-~as¢eest of construction of 8 lime

cilns in additfon to the claim of eclaimant N0.72, The Executive Enginee

N has not commented on ‘this claim,-

, yorked by the claimant for 5/6 ye

I am of opinion that kilns have been_?

arid the nc:on:riensat::[‘csn claimed is ex}

iitant, 2,80/~ per kiln with a:depfeciatioﬂ’ofj20% is reasonable Galﬁegy

is allowsd, Thus the t

i
e of item

1

1 - /\ost.of office ..
] ' hete =

O

TF
- Lt

oo

otal amount of cémpensation to be offered to ﬁﬁ; :

y ) ) ) . V:‘.
Tgaimant would be 16 15/-,

= b would Rse16,545/15/

AR

°  GCLAIMANT NO.7)

Amount claimed

Amoﬁnt'asbeSsed hmounﬁ‘awafded 3

by the Ex.Eng. . .reasons,givenxiﬁ
) case of ¢ aimqgﬂ

NO‘72 '

e

A M

2

L Cost of brick kiln. Bs.15,018/83/-

a2

3 L
88,181/~ with 15,8,181/- wisp a
4 deduction of deduction of 104
5/6 in g rupee depreciation i.e

7,363/~ plux Rs.5(
for dresh _

"B5e 1300/ with<
déduct_w;

B 1320/~ with
a deduction of
2L/25 in a




9(%_@7/ o R

." 2 . . 3 - ‘p . ‘-{i;&{—“f’fc.:’

%,2500/~ o mo/ e mmeer xh
- -30 huts as re ed o
by patwari i.e°Bs.300;, - cin 7

10,800/~ " Nil o

300/~ "o Rsy 10/~ ,
o N
2,000/-  Rs100/- 00/~ -

.
.
ot : . oo

13,000/~ Nil RIS ¢3! (X &.

b on brickbats 3,000/~ ’ . o
yds on goodwill 10,000/~ L . " N NI
~59,60L/8/- | ©9.2577- R

i

!

-

The amount to be offered to this claimant,would be 8%9,297/-. ﬁ

|
41 - -

_ TREES -

ere are no trees on the 1and under acquisit;ien the question of A
any eompensation on this account dows not arise, ' SRS
_{ \ OCCUPANCY_TENENTS - o Lo
§/  Lendrmeasuring 6 big as 5 biswes is under the occupation of Shri

{‘Iﬂam Sarup occupancy tenant U/s 5 of Act, XVI of 1887, | He will share the -
: pensation (10 .-an'r.zas in the rupee) for this land .with the land owners.
| - | INTEREST .

| he possession of this .lax‘ld was transferred tq the department

rned on 16.11.53, the persons intoﬁstgd are entitled to interest
;eal:yiegl at 6% p.a on the _compesmation :ﬁone-y from 16.11.53, the

o taking over possession to the date of payment. .

‘\ eomiaenaat;ion to be offered to the persons interested is

Dl

,\arised as under'

Compensation ‘for land owned by claimants No.1 ta 68 s, 15,660/~
/-Compensation to be paid to claimants No.69 & 70 5,450/~

i jgmpanaation to claimant No.71 1,005/- /.
" 72 . | 10,351/-.I' ’

] o " 73 . 16,545/15) |

oo e 7h | 9,297/-

- Total '

2 Intefost at 6% p.a frpn 16.11.53 to 16.5.5k
j o | | Total:

) *F P ’\% {Satish handra) }

3% cnl,"aﬂ*,m- ﬂ.ﬂni

-



h day after theﬁgﬁte of public-tion of this Notifioatioé

Thrs notification is. made under the pragiaion of Séction '3
the Resettlement of Displaced persons (Landgéggggggtion 1 g*p

8 %o all whom it may concern.

total area
' _Bis,

i
11&3, 11hh,
1116 1148,
1151///292wﬁ//
.1154;/ 1155,
.1158 :
*1165, 1166,




) ﬁy.forwarded to:-
fm'f.Thé land Acerulsition Coilectorg Delhirwith refere;ce to hi
r to his letter No. 738/LA.C. cated 13.9.52, ’

| 2. SpcPchry to the Covt. of India, Ministry o?.Re;.

Delhi wish raferance So Siri V.P. Sul's le““sr No.RHB/32(1)51 da

L4th July, 1952, o
| | L :{%{'ﬂ( K.K. Sharma)
Secretary to the Delhi State Govi.,
Local Self Govt. Department, Delhi. _
. ) c\'ﬂ

. . . -
S P —

-

" No. 796/ L.A.C.  Dated Delhi the 13th October, 1952,

Copy forwarded to the Tehsildar, Delhi for wide publiéin £ he

oy

Sd/- Bhag Singh)
LAND ACQUISTTION coLLECTomgﬁ{
- f

o
i




