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Banwari S/o0 1299/1 Qu==12
Parshadi. 2400 R Tp—— |
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3555/2365 1- -14
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1274 min @ le - G.M.Nal
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Reyal Ramji Lal 237¢ Om . Rosli
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Dett, of Reh, 1279 G.M.
Throughfara *  2356/1 | G.M. Rast&y_

- TOTALs:

The measurement snd the c¢lassification of the land have
) i ’ v

En accepted by‘thé land owners, Ho objeétidn was received fro'
‘ﬁ the Depértmenﬁ either, I, therefore, ngree with the R 7
%ssifiontﬁen of the 1snd as proposed by the Naib-Tahsifdéffnﬁj -
the basis of the-smk entries of Khasra Girawari as it stood
k--g--1957 which is as under:- e

‘ Class of Land, | Afea,

- Rosli S o 261-=7
‘B, Jadid ‘ , - 75==11
B. -Qadim . A41==00 .

G.M.¥ala _ - . 2Bmmw19

' .ﬁ R&‘,Sta : 1-'1-—15 ‘

G.M.Chah - C .1
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_ The possession of the tand has not been talken overFSOj

‘I'. -

M ARKET ¥ ALTE

Same of the owners and the interested persons who
peared in pursuance of the Notices issued under section 2 &
y of the Act, were examined for the measurenent of the area,

\ETItY of the land, and the assessment of the compensatione.

D.L.F. HOUSTHG AND Cq”SmRV“TIqW PRIVATE LID: - Requested %
bmpensation at the rate of Rs.15/- per S5d. Ydq,, but did not

broduce any proof in support of his claim.

SUNDER_LAT ALIAS S TNDER _SINGH:- Requested compensation

it the rate of Rs.10/- per Sd. va., ‘but did not produce any proof)

 n support of his claim.

DHARM SINGF & JAGDISH gTNGH:- Requested compensation at

:he rate of Rs.25/= to Rs.30/- per 54. vd, but did not produce
bny documentary proof in support o;{hjayolaim. They have furthe_l
ta*ed thet thev have 1161/7072 share in the land under Shahlat .
nd not 301/7072 as mentioned in the Revenue Record and further-
Tt&ted that the suit 1s pending 1n the court of Addl. Distt. |
&udge with regard to correction of their share. They also
equested that compensation for 860 shares not.be paid to Hari
¥ingh,.Karee Ragunath apd Dharm Singh in whose name these shafeii
ﬂre added, In view of this nompenuaflqn with regard ©o 160 sha
jof the above mentloned persons ke reseined in dispute +111 the -
jparties come to an amicable settlement or the matter is decided:““
Eby a competeﬂt court. . | | i

b, JAL KARAN & OTHERS( 25 PERSCNS ) t- Submitted a joint

§c1aﬁm.requestnng crmpensation at the rate of Rs. 20/- per S5q. Ydy
;and aleo requested for comnensatnﬂn for structures on the land
 They hove purther strted that they are residing on the 1'n¢ o
i1947 and may be allobed an alternative plot.

ERecord their names do not exist, Moreovef the colofy:

113 an unapproved one, and on enquiry it has come to nn

the constructions have been made some four or five

;pnly. Since the constructiens were me.d afte
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under section 4, i.e., Septemher, 1957, compensation in respect. !
of ennstruetionsis out of gquestion,

5. SARV_MITTAR S70 NAND LAL:- Requested compensation at

the rate of Rs,R0/- per Sq. Yd. in respect of a plot measuring
520 Sq., Yd, under field No. 1297/2. Since this field No. is
not being acquired in the present‘award, the claim is, thereforey

L not mainatnahle,

;;6. JANPA“ RAT BHATIA :- Requested compensation of Rs 8600/

i for a plot measuring 250 Sq. Yds. in field No, 1285 with

construction thereon but did not produce any proof, He has
 produced & sopy of salc-deed dated 20-11-58, vide which he

| purchased the plot in question for Rs,2000/=. His name does

not sppear in the revenue record and land still stands in the
t name of the origimml owners, The sale-deed produced by him is .3
?after the Notificatisn under section 4, and therefore, does not- |

 help him,

7. I1DZR SARUP GOEL:- Requested compensation at the rate

of 5,75/~ per Sq. V4. in respect of plot siftmated in Field Noi &
1084 and 1207/2. He has produced a copy of sale-deed dated

2.9.1956, vide whish he himself purchased plot measuring 243.8

Bq. Yds. against Rs.2,000/-.

8. BASA'TI DEVI W/0 JIA LAL:-Requested compensation at the
_faue of Rs,?70/=- per Sq, Yd, for a p1ot measurlng 210 Sq. Yds.

in field Yo. 1?97/2. This field Mo. is not being acqulred in .

jthe present award and therefore, her claim is not ma1nta1nab1e.~‘

9, - KALA VATI W/0 IVDER ZARUP GOELs- Requested compensation ;

p L ]
-

f Rs.75/= per Sq. Y¥d. in respect of plot_51tuated in Field No.

997/2. This field Nog 1s not being acquired and her claim is

herefore, not maintainable.

o.
ate of Rs, 70/- per Sq. Yd. situated in Field No. 1283 .~

HANS RAT S/ MELA RAM:- Requested compensztion at the’

as produced a copy of sale-deed daﬁgd 12,8,57 vide

imse1f purchased the plot measuring 200. Sq Yds.

-

BO0/ e

j.-  DYARE 'SINGH;- Requested compensatidy

R .
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ks,20/- per Sq.. ¥d. in Field Wo. 1297. This field No. is not’

being acq:ired aml, thereforg nis claim is not maintainable.

o, TAGAN NATH:- Requested compensation at the rate of Rs.7
}er 8q. Yd. for a plot measuring 150 Sg. ¥Yds. in Neta Ji Park,
put did not produce any proof in support of his claim or title.

3, RATTYDER VAT KAPOOR:- Requested compensation for Rsi50

;ef Sg. Yd, in respect of piot mezsuring 150 Sq. Yds.
%ark, b+ did no* produce any proof in support of his
Fiitle.

114, BAVMWART S/0 PARSHAD:- Requested compensation at the

;rate of Rs.10/- per 3q. Yd. bui did not produce any proof in

I suoport ~f his claim. -

15, MALOOK SIVGH 3/0 S “DIR STWaHd s~ Claimed compensation

?ﬁt the rate of Rs.®0/- per Sq. Yd. in respect of a plot situatg‘
;5n Tield Yo. 1283 and produced & copy of sale-deed vide which
ihe himzelf purchased the plot meusuVlUE 1334 3q. Yds. aﬁains{‘
?Bs.1°00/-. ’ )

_}é_ PYART STXGH S/0 HMOLLA SIVG same as in claim

at serial No, 15.

517. TARA SIVGH §/0 KIDAN SINGH:~ Same as in cTalm at S, No

;18. TART SINGH. KAREE, RAGUNATH, DHARM SIVGH:- Requestedl‘

cﬂmpensatﬂnn at the rate of Rs.50/- per Sq. ¥d. put did not
produce any ovidence in support of their claim. o

=19. ~ DHARM STTGH, RAZT NATH, RAM PARSEAD, FOR THEthLVES_Q
ON REHATF OF HMIRAR STWGE ., BHANWAR SINGH, CHET RAM & BANWARI

Requested compensation at the rate of Rs .40/~ to Rs .50/

iper Sq. Yd. but did not produce any proof in support of their

i claim, _ _ i

?”?0. BIDHI S/0 RANTIT THROUGH PRETHI:- Requested compensatia

at the rate of Re.20/- per 5q. Yd. but did not produce any proof’

in support of hls elaim,

4521. KHUSI RAM, VATHOO, MA'R SIVGH, BHAGIRAH, BAL 4

ﬁ FAR_S!RUP, HAR PAL AYD RAM STHGH:- Requested componspy
' l
ra+e of Rs 85/m per Sq., Yd, but did not produce any. pr
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11 in Fle1d Mo. 2393 and stated that this well belongs to
;Sl RaM. ... 1/2 and Bhagirath and others.;...i/2. ‘
venue Reanrd this we11 pelongs to a1l the claimants, although
s entered in prssession of Xhusi Ram and Bhagirath. In‘
?%w of this, compensatinn of the well be xept in dispute till $~‘%
je parties come to an amicable settlement or the dispute is _g
;lided by the cnmpe*ent courf They have firther ppinted.out |
hat tﬁév have sold area measnring 10 Bighas 9 Biswas. Out
rie1d Wo. 1284, 1297. In the Revenue record, the land stlll
frands in theshaﬁe of the claimant, A&s snch the compensatinn
keot 1n dispute for the present. ' . 7
RAM KRISHAN RAM SARAN AND M MANNA:- Reguested compensatlon'
the rate of Rs.25/- per Sq. ¥d, and Rs 4000/~ for well but
kid not produce any proof in support of his claim.

3. WOHAN TAL S/0 _BHAGWANA:- Requested compensati~-n @ Rs 25/;.

ier Sq. vq. and Rs.3,000/- for each well and Rs, 10,000/~ for
.ama«e of erops. He profuced a ~oOpY of sale-deed dated 9.8. lQGljv
ifh regard to & plot sitnated iq Mansarwar carden at the rate
Qf'Rs.24/- per 3q. Yd. The Mansarwar Garden Colony 1s an
pproveﬁ one, while the land under acquisition is agriculturél‘
and,_and hence the sale-deed is not ~onsiderable.

04, nEnART $/0 FAQTIRA:- He stated that he was wrongly een -

Lentered s renant of Field No. 2369, 3375, 0376, 2383, belonging
fo Mphen Lal, and also gave hls §tadement to this effect. Sinee
Anone sdentifies him, the compensation 15 assessed in the naﬁe e
fof the owner but it will remain disputed ti™% sush time, he 1s

?broperWy identified by some 1onal Namperdar etc. of the village;

o5, INDER KAUR W/Q HARBANS s Requested compensation

Rs 35000/- for a plot measurlng 300 54. Yds., situated in Netaf
71 Park. She produced a copy of sple-deed dated 17.2.1958, vide
whiOH sne purohased the plot in questlﬁn agalnst Rs 2} 00/
;26._ pARKASH KAUR W/O MEFR SITGH % KARTAR KAﬁR W/Q;E

i?CWaimed sompensation at the rate of Rs.25, 500/- for:

?;p1ot in 1n\’eta Ji Park,  They produced a copy of sal

128.2.58, vide which they purchased the plot lu q

 Rs.2250/-4




-

%7. PREW KAUR W/O NIDEI. ST GHE~ Requested compensation)

Rs .40, 500/~ for & plot measuring o0n Sq. Yds. in Neta Ji Park.
ﬁhe produced a copy oF sale-deed date&-?-GgS7 vide which ‘she’
tpurﬂhaseﬂ the plot in ‘question for Rs.1500/=.

}28. ISTWAR 53 STNGH S/0 SWas SWARN SI’jﬂz-Requested componsatlon

fat the rate of Rs.100/- per 5. vd., for a plot measuring 200 ‘;V‘

ESq. Yyas. in Neta Ji Park and also 83.6,000/— for the four-w311§“
and other chargese He produced a copy of gale-deed dated it

i?1°6;57a vide which he himself purchased the p‘ot against Rse

1500/ 8

:189; RISHAY STMGH b/O gABHA STHGH:- Requested compensationfﬁw
2t the rate »f Rs.20, 000/— for two hundred Sq. vds. plot in

Neta Ji Park, and ng, 1750/~ for construct%nn and other eXpensi}

L 11 prodiced Egm 8 copY of satle-deed dated 16.4.53 vide which

| purchased the plot in qaestion for Rs. 15680/ =+
30. KJ_HAX,;L”§ﬂ4_BI""Ai_ﬁlﬂﬁﬁ_ﬁsLQ_BAh_QdAJD:-Reguested A
COmpensaflon at the rate of .Rs. 100/~ per 38q. Yd. and Rs. 50004‘
f&r,cost nf *he pro rata’ value of the roads, land etn. They-
produced 2 copy of oale-deed Aated 16.4456 vide which they .
puréhased the plot in questlon against Rs.lAOO/-. u
31. AVTAR STNGH, _MMRIK S STHGH 5s/0 JQJA&Q& SINGH s -Reques
compensation at the rate of Rs. 170/~ per 8q. Jd. They claimed
ns 47,400/~ in at? 1pc11d1na pro rata ylane of roads and land*
ete. -‘They have produced a copy of sale-deed dated- 29—10-57 '«
in respect of this plot, mgesuring 266 Sq. vds. P rchqsed for ‘
Rs.1862/-; They'zgzéaWSO produced +yo copies of ﬂemorandum _%
1ssued by the Rehabilitation D par*ment in respth ~f Plot N”‘
10/15, 10/16, situated in Romesh lNagar colony for Rs. 8400 andy
Rs 8200/~ respeﬂ+1Ve1y. Romesh Nagar uo]ony is an apnroved :
solony and sales with reoard ro this colony are not applibab :
tn the sgriothuraT Iand nnder acqulsition.
32. NARINDER KﬁURM_ZO HARMAM SIH Gﬁ*- 01a~med compag
at'the rate of Rs,100/= DET 8q. Yd.
plot 51+uateﬁ in Neta

cnnstruction and pro rata value of

produced a copy of sale-deed dated 25.10. i
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F nerself purchased the plot against Rs.1500/-s
} 33,  [EJ KAUR W/O BAINT SITGH:- Requested compensation at the

; rate of Rs.100/- per Sq. Yd. in respect of 3 plots measurlng
f 200 8q. Yds. each and Rs.30, 000/~ for construction and 10,000/-‘
E for pro rata value. She produced copies of three sale—deeds
| dated 28. 2.56, 28.8 8.56 and 17.2.58, for Rs,1500/- each.
L 24, BATNT SINGH 8/0 JAWALA SIH S1GH & & NARINDER SINGH S/0 MEHR

t SIVGHg ~ Requested compensation at the rate of Rs. 100/=- per Sq.

;_yd. in respect of 2 plot measuring 200 Sq. Yds, in Neta Ji Park«ﬂ

and Rs.%0, noN/=- for aonstruction, Rs,500/- for hand pump and

l Rs.5,000/~ for pro rata yalue. <They did not produce any proof
in support of thelr c1a1ms. However, they produced & coOpy of

| sale-deed dated 1.6.,57, vide which ¥® they purchased the plot &
for Rs.1500/=s i
35, RAJ KAUSHAL W/0 BALME SI"Gﬁ'-Requested compensation @

Rs, 100/~ per Sq. Yd, of a plot measnring 208 Sq, Yds. 51tuated
in Neta Ji Park., ©She f£ited total claim for Rs 50 ,400/= includ

= construc+1on and other expenses. She nroduced a ‘copy of sale

deed dated 19,5.59, V1de which she herself rurohased the ple
azainst Rs,19524=.

36, GUR CHARAN KAUR_W/0_UTTAY SINGH:- Claimed compensatlon

at the rate of Rs.1n0/- per Sq. Yd. in Pesnect of plot measu
on0 Sq. Yds. situated in Neta Ji Park. She povs claimed |
Rs, 31 000/= inc11d1n9 cons+ru§tion.etc. She produced & copy

or xkam sale-deed dated 3,1.1957 ide which she purchased plot J
in guestion for Rs.14,500/=.

a7,  SOM _BATH S/0 MARI CHAID - Requested compensation at h

rate of Rs.100/- ~er 5d. vq. “or a plot in Neta Ji Park. He
did not produce any proof in support of his zlaim,

38, KAILASH VATI W/Q nrs RAJ:- Requested compensation rt tH

pate of Rs,100/= per Sq. ¥YdS. and Rs.QOO/- for 1evel11ng the 4
" plot. She prnduced no ppoof in surnort of her claim, . ° .

29, BHOLLA 8/0 MOHANS - Requested comnensatlon for ﬁhe 1&

® Rs.25/- per Sd. vd, and R5.4000/~ for well. He di

produce any proof in support of his claim.




AHHATTAR SINGH, RATTAY TAL, CHHOTTE LAL,
t the rate of Rs.25/-

RAL_DASS_&

40,
SHIB GHARAN :- Requested compensation a

and 45% for loss of proper and econ

B,

per Sq. Yd. omic use of théﬁj
17and due to notification under section 4.
1. AR STYGH, CEOOTTEE LAL, RAY CHAND, RACUVITDER. p17 AERE

TR TIAE SHRI_CUANDER BHAL +- Requested compensation 3

DIRENDTR,

-t the rate of Rs.25/- per Sq. Yd. =nd Rs.QOOO/- fdr the well

vut did not produce any evidence in support of thelr claim.

42, TEKX CHAND, TAL SINGH, RAV KISHAT & MEFR _SINGH:- Same as

in Claim at Serial Vo. 40. .
c‘aim at Serial Na.éo.

A3, REG Rﬁmé_PREV RAJ:- Same as in
A4, RAM PHAL S/0 LAL CHAND: -RequeSued compensatlon @ Rs.25/- ]
per Sq. Yd, and Rs.4000/- for the |

well but 4id not produce Yy}

nroof in support of his nlaim,

45. CHHOTTE TAL AWD NTHTRS(27 P;RSOTsl.- Requested comp ehn-

sation at tne rate of Rs.25/- per Sq. ¥d. put did not produce

any anqf
DEVA NATH C/0 GIRBAKSE SINGH:- Requested compen
£~y 2 plot situated in :

46. setion

s+ the rate of RS.100/- per Sq. ¥d.

parl- and Rs,5000/- for bounding the Tand. But he did K

Neta Ji

not produce any evidence in support of his claim.

47. KARAN RHAND S/0 WASHVA MAL :- Requ
vd. f~r a plot messuring 280 Sq.,Yd

ested compensation at

the rate of Rs OO/- per Sq.

situated in Veta Ji Park and R$.,R00/= for 1evelling the plot,

and Rs.100/- for the revlstratlon fee, But he did not produce

any proof 1n support of nis clalm. However, he nroduced a

in .respect of his own plot.

sale-deed dafed B 12,56
t

copy o7
apainst R§.2,000/~.

4%,  SUATTT DRV & YRISHAN RANI:- Requested compensation at

the rate of Rs,170/= per Sq. Yd.
and Rs.7, OOO/— for 16V871140 the plot.

for a plot gituated in Neta.
Ji Park, They dld not¢
ot of their claim, However, they :
-deed dated 21.2.56, in respe@t

L produce any proof in suppo
L have produced a copy of sale

@ thelr own p1ot for Rs.1750/-
KRISHAN REHARI W/O INDER TIT 1- Requested comp ‘

P @

=‘,'__at the rate of Rs.100/- per Sg, Yd. for_a plot"



O T J

qu. Yds. situated in Neta 31 Park and Rs, 1000/- fof 1evé111n§’
5the plot. She produced a copy of sale-deed dated 17 +4.56,
évide wnlch she herself purchased the plot in questlon agains

Rs. 13,000/~ et
50, SHANI DEVI /0 PISHORL TAL:- Same as in cWaim at Serial

i No, 49, '
| 51, 24 RAKHI W/Q HAVELL RAY:- Requested compensation at the

fra*e of Re.100/- per Sg. ¥d. for a plot meas uring 300 Sq. Yds.
| situated in Neta Ji Park and Rs,5,000/- for levellirg the plot:’*
} She produced a copy of snle-deed dated 3.2.,56 in respect of

f plot in question for R5.2000/~.

52, GURMEET STVGH $/0 JAGIIT STNGH:- Requested compensation
i at the rate ~f Rs.P0/- per Sq. ¥d. in respect of plot situated
in Weta Ji Park, He did not produce any proof in support of

? nis elaim, |

53, nAv S/0 BAL MUKAID:- Requested compensation Rs420,000/~

| for the plot measuring 270 Sq. Yds. situnated in Neta Ji Park andg

? Rs,5000/- for othe r eXpenses but did nof produce any proof in

54, KRISHAN RAJ S/0 JAL GOPAL:- Requested compensation at

" support of his claim. | | o "‘g
%

the rate of Rs,.20,000/- for a 200 Sq. Yds, plot situvated in
Neta Ji Park Colony but did not produce any evidence in supportig
»f his eslaim. ‘

55, KRISHAN RAVI W/Q G.P. KAPOOR:- Requested compensation'aé

the rate o? Rg.100/=- per Sq Yd. for 2 plot Weasurlno 265 Sq.

Yds, in Neta Ji Pa~k but did not produce any nroof 1n support

hlS elaim,

56,  SUMITARA RANT W/O PTLAK RAJ:- Requested compensation at -

the pate of Rs.90/- per Sq. Yd. for a plot situated in Neta Ji
Park, and Rs,14,400/~ for pro rata value of roads ard Park§,'

 Rs. 16 ,00/= for 1evelling the plot and Rs,200/= for regi "
fee. She produced two copies of sale-deed dated 8.1255_
12.5.57 vide which she herself purchased the plotsfé

Rs, 1476/- and Rs.1500/- respectively.

57, KASTURI LAL S/0 MILAKH;_RAM:-;Bequestéd com
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200 S8q, Yds, situated in Nets Ji Parkiand Rs.4bo/- for
levelling the plot and Rs.100/-~" for registration Tee, ShT
produced a'CO?y of registration dated 8,12,56 vide which sh;k

purehiased the plot for Rs, 1500/-,

58. 3™ PREMa JAND:~ Requesteq compensation at the rate 0
RS.QO/; for a plot measurlng 200 8q. Yds, ‘
Park and Rg, 7900/— for pro rata vdlue.and

ing the plot ang Rs.100/- for registration . He produced
& copy of sale-deed dated 14.3.59, vide. which he himself
pur~hased the rlst in Question azainst Rg, 1500/~

59.‘ KAVAT WATN 3/0 SoM NATH - Requesteqd compensation at

the rate of Rs 90/- per Sq, Yd, for a plot measuring 180 Sq. E
Yds, ang Rs,400 /- for 1eﬁelling the land and one hundred
registration fee, He produned & copy of sale-deed dateqd

55, vide whlch he himgel~ burchased the plot in guestion .

| Rs, 1692, | | .

; 60, ﬁUUNI NI LAL 8/0 MIL M:e Reguesteq compensation at

L the rate of R5.90/- per Sq. Yd, for a plot out or Pield.No.
f.1297/2. Since the fielg No, ig not heing acquired in. the
b.present Award, the elaim is not maintainable, -

61, sHATT DT W/0 CHUNI TAL:- Requesteq compensstion at

fthe rate of Rs,90/- per 3q., Yd, for g plot measuring 200 Sq.
5 Rs.400 for
ﬂYds. situated in Weta g Park-Colony and 3xxx;na£=un levelllng;

'the plot and athep charces, She produced a copy of sale-deed

,dated 12, 0.57 vide which shé hersel? purshageq the plot in ;
1 0 ! r

wuestﬂnn for Re <1570/, et

p
L

2. SATYA DEVT w/0 yapaer Bdlls-Requested compensation at the |

ate nf 35,90/ ber Sqg, Y4, in Tespect of a plot measuring
"‘o Sq. Yds. sitmateq in Neta Ji Park, She ajsq requested for .
;.7900/- for pro rata value for roads and parks, Rs.80/- for

%vel?inp the plot ang - 18,100/~ for reglstra+1on expenses.‘

ie produced a eopv of sale-deed dated 8/12/56, forp Rs.lSpO/—
b respect of her oWn plot fmx Bf 2gp Sq. Yds, ;

. DEg RAJ BHIATIA~ Requesteg ﬂompensatlon at the rat




-

f value of roads and Parks and Rs.1200/- for levelling thé‘pléf,mh‘

E and Rs,300/~ for other expenses, registration fees etc., He o
t produced copy of a sale-feed in respéct of his own plots,

! 64, Tilak Raj Bhatia S/o Sidi Ram :- Requested compensation |

?fat the rate of RS.90/~ per Sq. Y4, infrespect of plot measuring:

i?200 sq. Yds., However, he claimed Rs.26,300/- ineluding all -
the exPenses of Tevelling the land and other expenses, He
pro uced a ecopy of sale-deed of plot in question.

ﬁiss. BRIJ MOHAN WATH S/0 NAND LAL:- Requested compensation at

. the rate of Rs.90/- per Sq. Yd. in respect of plot measuring
% 150 Sq. Yds. in Neta Ji Park. However, he claimed Rs.14,000/-
- in all including cost of levelling the plot and other expenses

He prdduced a copy of sale-deed of his own plot.

566. HAZOOR STMGH 3/0 SAWAN SINGH:- Requested compensation
‘a+ the rate of RS.SO/- per 59, Yds, Tor a plot measurlng 400 Sq._3
’Yds. He claimed Rs,34,000/- in 21 ineliding other expenses. é?
 He produced copy of a sale-deed in respect of his own claim,

F 67. HART TRISEAY 8/0 HAZUAND SINGH:- Requested compensatlon 1=

L at the rate of Rs.90/- per 3q. Yd., in respect of plot 200 5q.

des. however, he claimed Rs,26,200/- in all including other
Léxpenses, out he did not produce any proof in support of his -

.‘V’CN' aim.

68,  JAT FRISHAY $/0 JATAT NERAIN :- As in claim at S.N0.67.
239. PARKASH TATT W/0 BEHART TAL:- Requested compensatlon at

he rate of Rs, 100/- per Sq, Yd, in respect of her plot in
*e%a Ji Park, meas:ring 200 Sg, Yds. and Rs,3000/- for the cos
f fo@r walls, She produced a copy of sale—dee@ in respect of
?is ovn plot. ) |
}; LILA WANQi_W/O SUKHDEV RAJ:- Requested compensation st

T?Q,Pafe of Rs.100/~ per 8q. Yd, in respect of plot me@suringrw
;;o'Sq. Yds, situated in Neta T3 Park and Rs.1000/~ fof féurf'
?;17, however, he claimed Rs.81,700/- in all ineludi

;eve ling the lang and other expenses, He producedwg
saTe-deed dated 22,6, 55, in respect of-plot in -que:

ss. 7,000/-,




| ST -
21,  INDER RAYL H/O ONKAR NATH:-Requested compensation @

Rs,100/- per . Sq. Y4, in respect o plot situated in Neta Ji
pPark, and’Rs. 1000/- for levelling the lahd, however, he
claimed Rs.54333/- in all ipeluding other expenses. He
produéed a copy of & sale~deed in respect of plot in question 4y
side which he himself purchased the plot Tor Rs.5500/=.
72,  Amar Singh S/o Lal Singhi-

73,  Sita Ram S/0 Ganga Ram, & Lila Wanti W/o S8ita Rami-

. T4, Amar Kaur W/o Hargharan Singht=-

75. - Amar Singh S/o Aya Singh,

76 Ba%Pir Singh S/o Wasawa Singhs=

TiréEhVRam 3/0 Ram Rattani-
Tirlochan Singh S/o0 Vasawa Singht-
" Veeranwali W/o Kartar Singht-
Harpam Singh S/o Mghal Singh:=
aurmeet Singh Johar 3=
Kartar Singh_S/o Teja Singh:-
Tshar Sinsh-S/o Gopal Singh,
Didar Singh S/o Bishan Singhs-
Bhagwan Singh 3/0 Wasakha Singh
Chatfer Singh S/o'Lekha Singht-
Inder Singh S/o Sadhu Singh:=-
Jozinder Singh 8/0 Xalyan Singhi-
Hardit Singh S/0 Narain Singhzr
-Séfya Wanti ®- W/o Karam Chand.
ﬁarnam‘singhlS/o Atam Rami-
Balwant Sih?h /0 Lal Singh.
Taj wanti W/o Ram Lebhaya Mal,
Ram
Malak Ram S/ofRatten -
Mohinder Singh S/0 Raor Singhi-
Mahinder Kaur W/o Kirpal Singhi-
Moti Ram S/o Jagzat Singht-
Nahinder Singh 8/o0 Waswa alngh
Partap Singh $/0 Teja Singht-

Parveen Singh S/o Sardar Singhi-
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Saﬁan‘Singh S/0 Teja Singht=-

Surat S}ngh S/o0 Sunder Singh:-

Ram Singh S/o Lahna Singhi-

Ram Singﬁ S/o Nobgﬁ Singht=

Jagtar Singh S/q'bayai Singht=

Yishan Dass S/o Ram Dhand t-

Dewan Dg%i W/o Ram Ratten.

Baldev Slngh S/o Wasawa Singh :-

ALL "HE ABOVE FILED SE!ARQTE CLAIMS T rp*—“:{OUGH SHRI MAN

MOH &7 SIWGH, ADVOGATW s And requested compensation atdthe o

rate of Rs.72/~- per Sq, Yd. in respect of their plots situatedg
in Neta Ji Pa“k area and also requested for compensatlon in
respect of the constructlons made thereon. They have produne&

copies of sale-deeds in respect »* their respective plots.

'j Tege sale-deeds were -execnted at'the rate of Rg.B/- to Rs. 8/3

per Sq. ¥d. In *he Revenue Record, their names do not appear ilﬂ
The compensation in regpect of the Khasra Wos,. in which ploﬁszi
arg sitnated wi'l remain in dispute tili the matations are B
at+tested in their favour. On.enguiry it has *ome to no*ice‘
+hat these hnuses were constructed four OT five years back . A
tha*t is after the WNotification under section 4, As such the  %5

g-restion of assessment of comnensatlon *or the structures does-

- not arise. The parties are at 1iberty to remove the material

17 they so desire.

109, ~Amar Singh S/0 Lal Singh.

110. Balwant Kaur W/o Man Singh.
111 Sapdar Singh S/0 Rattan Singh.

112, Prem Nath Anand S/o0 Dewan Chand,

j

113, ‘Leels Wanti W/o Karam-Chand.

114 Kaushalya Devi W/o Dev Réj.

115. Shanti Devi W/o Ajudhya Nath
116. Xewal Krig@ag :8/0 Ram Parkash
117, St

118, GurdlaT SinghtS/o Teja Singh - ',//

119, GurBaux Singh XXKEX S/o Lakha Singh.-




Sehah Singh S/0 Nabat Singh.

Bansi La;”S/o Kirpa Ram. _

cxmk Kwiswam Shandi Parkash 5/0 Raja Rami-
om Parkash S/o Kirpg Ram.

Hari Krishan Malik@S/o Payaree Lal,

Roja Singh S/0 Veer Singh.

Raghbir, d%ron S/0 Sampooran Sineh." .

i128. R.P. Khenna S/0 kishan Chand.

i129. Mehr Singh S/o Dhannd Singh, Bahadur Singh.

¥ 130, Mahin'er Nath Wahi S$/0 Dwarka Nath,
131, Jagat Sinsh S/o Khushal Siﬁgh.

L 122, Hukam thend S/o Chhejliu Ram,

E 133, Mahinder Kaur W/o Diwan m_mrh:- A11 THROUGH SHRI MAN

fMﬁHAN SINGH ADVOCATE ¢ - Reguested compensation at the rate of

E Rse 792/~ per Sq. Yd. 1n respeect of their plots situated in

_;Neta_Ji Park. They have produced eopies of sale-deeds in res.ﬁ‘
E of thelr respective plots, These sale-deeds were executed'at-'
the rate of Rs.6/- to Rs 8/- per 3d. Yd. Ip the Revenue Recorfieﬁ'
{jtheir name do not appear, The sompensation in respect of thes
1{Khasra No. will remein in dispute till the mutations are attes
F ed in their favour.

;134. SUHAG RANIs=- Requested compensation at the rate of Rse
gier Sq, Yd. in respeet of a plot situated in Neta Ji Park

measuring 200 Sq. Yds. an? Rs. 5,0007— for four walls the cost

E of 1eve]11ne the plot. She did not produce any evidence 1in -

support of her c1a1m.

135, MADAN TAL GHUue- Requested compensatlon 2t the.rate of

" Rs. 100/- per Sq. Yd. in respect of plot situsted in Neta Ji

1

. Park, and Rs 3,000/=- for censtrwction and cost of levelllng

i_ Tande ™ He produced & copy of sale-deed dated 21.2.56 vide

he hwmself purehased the plot in gnestion for Rs 200/ =

'136. K. C. BATRAt- He has applied that he purohasea

in Khasra No. 1290 from Shri’ Madan LatT-Khanna and

compensatlon_be n+t paid to anyone. Thus the com

. xept in dispute £111 “he.applicant prog

. mutation in Bis fa
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The Departﬁent Was roft represented,
The demand or the Tand owners and the interested

vary from Rg,10/- o Rs.100/=~ per Sq. Y3, | MaJorlty o:
land is A.E;Iu cultiral land while some of tne land under é
tion hgs been sold away in +he shape of smai3 plots know‘
Veta Ji Park, Most of these claimants have produced acopiy
their respecfive sale~deeds in réspect of their plots, in_g,-ﬁ
the price varies from Rg, 6/~ tn Rs.8/« per Sg, Y4, Altho?f
these salg—deeds relate to the Tand solg within the acqui
area, the nrise mentisned in the saje-deeds is in respect .o
s7a’1 plots and camnot he taken 2s the tpue i~dex of the e
valne of the agricultura’ land undep acquisifion. Shri Mom@
Lat claimeét has produced a COpY of sale«deed with resard ti
plet sitnated in Mansarwar Garden at the rate of Rs,24/. p%#{
Sq. Y4, Shri Avtar Singh and Shri Amrik Singh elaimants men%
at serial No, 31 have algn produced a copy of Memorandunm 1gsz
T,by the Hinistry """ Rehabilitatian with regard to plots Wo, 10/‘~ =
and 10/16, situated in Ramesh Nacarp Colony at the rate of:
| Rs.22/0 ang 18.84/- per Sq, Y4, Both the colonies viz., the
i Mansapryarp Garden and Ramesh Nagap Colony are ap;
W‘“Te the lang under acq is 1tlon is agricny
saTe-deeds praoduced by tnem of approved land are ndt épplicabf
to the Tand under acoulsition. None has produced any proof wit:
eg rd to land under aequisition., The rates clalmed by them,

erefore, camot be made applicable to the 1and under acquisi

g' on, :

' The year-wise s atement of avefage sale_price for the
iiﬁquannum 7mmed1a ely breceeding *he date of Hotification und
pction 4 of the land Acnulsltiun Act has been worked out as
hder s | ' ' :”ﬁ,f"r :

fe  Y.E AR, ARE A A ouuyaph AVERAGE PER -

: [ Big:Bls | . BIGHA, :
195253 99==14 " Rs, 3,77,565-00 "0 Rs 2182--13

L 195354 84--4% Rs. 1 140,85000 WP Rs, 15?

1954-55 121--13  Rs,3,90 320--95 NP\,
| 195556 . 138--114 Rs. 3y74,1
b 195657




.‘A:.;;-_TVl \} _
5. /"‘ 4

= mhe average sale-price for the five Years'comesgh
fo . 240923 WP, 4hile that for the ye&r 1056-57, 1t comeé
; 2s.2463-81 NP,

; .%hﬁ;of the land under aequisition the following 1and'i

pas been sold, the getail of which is as underi-

Ho. of Date of field ARE A AMOUNT * AVERAGE

hiutetion Registration. M. Biz.Bis. PER BIGHA h

2920 pam-pme58 1282 6. Rs.15000/- Rs.2777-78

;,921 16--3—- 56 1285 5_.1 Rs.14003/- Rs . 277287

The followiﬂg syards were announ need in this yillege
 with regard +o near-by area against notification under.
j section 4 of the land Acouisition Act gritten against cacht= |

f 51, AWARD Date of Notificatwon Rate per Blghd.

b No, MNo. ynder_section 4a

250 99--0-=53 Block No. I, Rs'saoo/-
Block Yo, II,
Block MNo. 111,

a9l ~ 24-=4-=57 Rs.3.50 NP, per 8q. Ya.

996 SemrB==57 Block No. I, R.53500/~
' R1lock No. II, RS 3000/-
Block No.III, Rs.2500/—f

1272 B um=Q==57 ~ Block No. I, Rs. 3500/- ,
Alock No. II, Rs.3000/-

30k No. III, BSe 2500/~
The 1land nnder sequisition is situated patween the

approved colonieé and Delhi Rewari Rallvay lines Ramesh
Magar Go1ony and Tpdus*rial Area is to bhe North Boundary E
£ Village ﬂaraina and Mansarwarl narden to the South, Dethi”

Rewari Railway Line to the East and Mansarwar Garden to the

+

West. ‘
A\ . .-m
The 1and under acquisition 1s in the Urban apea and:
it woqu be fair to assess the Market Value of the 1and

. apd situation L ' .
acaording to the suality/fof the tTand. 1 have inspecte
1and at site. A1l the 1and except 1snd under the nﬁlﬁ?”
of ong and the same quality and 1s 1eve1led ONee
‘asgess the market yalue of the land 28 1+ stood on
the date of Notification under sectlon 4%’ 1t is_

Ty

out of the 1and under acquisition 10 Bighas 2 -
. has been sold in two transactlons'vi@e mgta‘io

39?1, on 24.f.56 and 16¢3.56} and




Rs, 2 777a78 NP and Rs.2772-87 1P per Bigna reépecfi?§ﬁy;fn

These transactlonﬂ tpnly reflect the ﬂarket value of the A =

Jand as in Feb-March, 1956, As the marlet value is to be A

sesessed as i% stood on Sept., 1957, and as the prices”afﬁ'r

1and were going up in 1956-57, T woild assess the market \;

velue in Sept., 1957, ot a bit higher rate than Rs. ?800/-.-"

Arter siving full consideration to +he demand of It

the land owners and interested persons, the situation and

gnality of the land averrge sale-transactions for the Pive™

efore the date of Wotification under section 4, and.&;

-
the previous awards armounced in this v111aaa ard a’l otherha
i

I am of the opinion that Rs.3,000/- per Bigha ;orfﬂﬁ

/= for land

years b

factors
he land except Mala and G.M. Rasta and Rs,.1000

under nala would be reascnable and roir market price in thi

case., Yo compensati-n is assecsed for G.M. Rasta as it is
already being used for public. purposes since “ong.

TREES, WELLS AMD OTHER STR”““TRBS 1-

TREES

There are 2 few ¥m&mE trees in the Jarnd under

sequisition the de*ail of which is as nnders:-

sS1. EKhasra Kind of tree & Amount assessed.
Yo, Mo, Weight, -

2356 Kiker I, 1 quantal, Rs.S/; @ ﬁs.5/—per Quantal

2369 Kikar I, 3 " - RS . 15/ mmms mmmmGOm =

h | 3, 2373 Kikar 2,15 ™ | R5,75/mmmmmmm- L y—
.4, 2875 Kikar I, 3 " Rg. 15/ mmemmmmmdQm e mm ==
5, 2376 Bairi I, 2 " RS 10/ memmmm e Q= mm

2391  Kikar I, I " Py A— AOmmmiamm

2389 Kikar I, 4 " RS .20/ wmmmmmm '

2392 Kiker I, 8 " TUTeY —

o504  Kikar I, 4 "  Rg.90/mmmmmmmmedOmmmmm=

2410/2398 Kigar I, 2 " _Rg410/=cmemememd0mnmm==
Total:- Rs.215/=- e

detail and the amount of compensation:

as unders-






The owners and the interested persons are no-
entitTed to get any 1nberest on the amount awarded as co'}
sation since the possession of thellahd has not so far béei
taken, N
MODE QF pavMEIT

,The nwners and the interested persons will be pai.
compensation accoriing to the shares as entered in the Jama
bandi of the v111age7 There are some non-oeccupany tenantst

in theip case, nrotection against evietion by the land-lor

has been secured under the Delhi(Urban Area) Tenants RejiaA'

Act, 1961, Since thesé ten nants camot be eJecbed unless th
violate any of the conéﬁtiomg enﬂmarated in the r-7auses A t
of the Act, they wold be entd itled tn a subs+e“ ial amoﬂnf-0,
enmpensation i,e, 0-81 NP in a rupee for theiand.aCQHired, it
which is under *“heip pnssgssion at the_momeht. Hisa Dari3Ka$
are not maintai-able aﬁd, “herefore, the compensation of sue
land is assessed in the name of the owner acéording to Jama-
Bondi of *the VLWTage Theen is seme land under G.“.Nala and,r
is entered in the occupation of the Rehabilitat;on Department.
The compensatinn for this land is assessed in the name of ihé
? owners according to the shareg entered in the revenue record
i*The; ;payment, hbwever will remain disputed ti11 1t is canfi‘
ed from that Department that ther have no clain to the lang &

i the compensatinng,

} LAD_REVENTE REDUCTION :- Khalsa amount of reduction from
}land revere due on account of land acquired works out t“

fRs 149.82 NP * There will be a reduck ion of Rs, 149-82 NP‘
;the Khalsa Rent Roll with eff




L Y

Price of the 1and,
Compensati-n »f wells . 2,300--00

15% towards compulsory 4
aequisitinn charges 1474,742--50

Compens=tinn for trees ‘ 21500

13,39,907==50

-

_ ( RAM PARSHAD )
T,AWD ACQUISITINN COTLLECTOR(III)
TLHI.25-2-1964.,

b e——

8008

Torwarded tn the Collecfor, Delhi, for favour of

Binformation, please.

. R PARSHAD ) -
14D ACQUTISITION, SOLLE TOR(ITI)  » vRbé

DELAI B%w2-1964. i
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