of the Village,
wre of Acquisition,

hed Development of Delhi.

e Govt.

- Field Nos,

is notification No, F,

big,

EVWREF w00

#LAge Was notified to be needed for a public purpose i.e,

on(2) of the said Act, being satisfied,
lic purpose issued a declaration to that.

Bis, ‘

I
16
9
16
4
16
16
5
0
16
16

AWARD 1o, ;7[‘3.77”'

Jawala Heri

N
Pema:ient,
lanned Develome_nt of Delhi,

In pursuance of Oelhi Administration Notification

15(111)/59-LSC dated 13.11.1959 made under sectioh 4 of the

Aequisition Act of 1894, 34070 Acres of land in various

The land measuring 95 Bighas and

ved under section 5(A) of the said Act and the same were submitted
report for the decision of the Appropriate Govt. The

after considering the report madd. under section 5(4) R

9G) and 10(1) of the Land®y :
B Act were served upon the known interested persons,
" eompensation received in compliance with the Notices
#iscussed in this Award under a separate heading

a

The land was measured on the spot by the Land Acquisition
No objections were made by the Persons interested, On

the correct aréa. was found as followss-

of so

Nehri,

for

that ¢ e land in Question was ne
effect u/s 6 of the said
1(18)/61-L&H dated 10,9,62, Notices u/s 9(1)

nd Acquisition Act was given due publicity inviting claims
 dnterested persons., Notices u/s

¥ COMPENSATION
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Big. Bis. '
5/17 1 16 Nehri, 0-16
| G.Me Makan,1-00
1/24/2 0 16 Nehri.
1/25/2 0 8 Nehri.
5/k/2 3 12 Nehri.
5/5/1 2 8 Nehrie
R YAVA 2 03 Nehri.
L/10/2 2 05 Nehri.
L/ 2 05 Nehri.
1,/20/2 1 10 Nehri.
“““ 8/5/2 2 08 Nehrie
5/6 L 16 Nehrie
5/ 15 ' 16 Nehri,
5/16/1 o/ 05 G.M.Well,
5/16/2, Q% 07  Nehris
Fe [35[36 o 07  Nenrdi,
S Vh. . § W # Nehrie
i : { .
‘; BRI ¥~ 74 1 Oh Nehrie
L W8/ ,A»E:; .06 Mearls
v 1/18 4y 1 Nehrie
1/16/1 1 ok Nehrie
L 2/11 3 Ol Nehri.
2/ . 1 12 . Nehri.
2/19/1. A Oh - - Nehri,
SURIEETY" 7. S " oy  Nenri.
1/26 1 06 Nebri, GeM.Khale
L/26 : 0 15 G.M,Khale
Totals- 95 06
Nehri 91 15
GeMeChahe 0 10
GoM Makan. 1 00
G,M, Khale 2 01
95 06

Note:- In Column Noe 5 of Khasra Girdavari for the year
1959, the classification of the land couprised in Khasra Nos 5/2,5/3,

§/ur, 5/7155/85 59> 5/1%s 5/k/2, 5/5/1s 5/5/2 and 5/6 has not been
| cmtd‘ L 2 4 l.
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shown , The Naib-‘ehsildar in his Chief Data has reported that the

'
The details of khasra Nos, and omersMpTas underi-

above is appmrrant from the cutting affected by the Girdawar Murari Lal
. &~ e h
. and hisnote. The classification of the khasra No. (a8 Nehri has been determin

: " o
‘ﬁtoem the field book and from the extract of previous khasra Girda.;ﬁvri.

8.No, Name of Owners., Tenants if any. Khasra Area. Kind of so:
o k : No, :
3 by 5 6
) ’ [ v Big. Bis.
. ShoNawal Singh_ XRRARX '
" Balbir Singh, fam X 1/22/2 0 L Nehri.
" ‘Narain,Ram Singh,Srji 1/23/2 0 16 ~do-
Ram ss/o Nihal Singh” 5/2 1 9 ~do-
in equal shares 5 5/3 I 16 ~do-
shares, ‘ 5/6/v 1 4 ~do=
‘ , 5/7 4 16 ~do-
Krishan Gopal, Chander — 5/8 I 16 ~do=
Parkash ss/o Balwant : 5/9 2 5 «d0=
~ Singh in equal sharees. 5/12 3 0 «do-
1/ shares, ' 5/13 5 16 ~do-
‘ 5/1h 4 16 ~do= 411
G.M.Chah - 5
. 5/17 1 16  Nehri. O-16
GeM.Makan, 1=0
8h, Kishan Chand s/o
Mohan Lal, . X _ 1/24/2 0O 16 Nehri,
1/25/2 0O 8 -do-
5/4/2 3 12 = O-
5/5/1 2 8 ~do-
Umrao Singh s/o Khasra No, /W LAY 2 3 ~d0-
' Baldev Singh, L/1/1,4/10/2, Yooy 4/10/2 2 5 ~do-
3 L/11/1 are én L/ /1 2 5 ~do-
possession of L/20/2 1 10 -do-
Kishan Chand s/o 5/5/2 2 8 -do-
Mohan Lal non- 5/6 b 16 ~-do-
accupancy tenant 5/15 I 16 ~do-
'Bila Lagan Bawaja 5/16/1 0O 5 «Gairmumki
Tabadlaz'al»m . . chah.
W 5/16/2 2 7 Nehri.
| 1/25/3 0 7 Nehri.
- Kishan Lal, Johri « AV 1 5 17 Nehri.,
_sons of Khushi Ram /i 5 16 Néri 5-16
" 4n equal share ’ GeM.Well ——
 eesscses? shares. /11 1 L Nehri.
' : 1;11 11 é ~do-
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2 2 T 2t R -
~ Smt. Rashida Began Big. Bis.
Wd/o Ishrat All X 4 1/15 b 14 Nehri.
. Mortgagor. w6 1/16/1 1 L ~do-
Raj Singh, Sunder $=7h 2/11 3 L -do-
ss/o Kanwar Singh 2/12 1 12 ~do-
in equal sharee.!/2 2/19/1 1 L ~do-
Ganga Sahai 8/0 2/20/1 1 L ~do-
Kallu 1/2 share
Mortgagees.
1/26 1 6 Gp ai rmumicin

Gaon Sabha.
L/ 26 O 15 «-dO=
Total 95 _

© COMPENSATION CLATMS:
The following owners and persons interested have appeared

_pursuance of the notices issued to them under section 9 & 10 of the

A Acquisition Act and they have raised objections and filed the

hnowing compensation claims:-

Claim has been filed bn behalf of Nawal Singh, Chander

srkesh minor through Kishan Gopal his real brother and Guardian Balbir

|V -
5, Ran Biagh Narain, Rem Singh and Srl Egm on 12.11.62 in respect

and 14 Biswas of land bearing kha.sra Nos 1/22/2, 1/23/2,
They have

35 Bighas
573, 5/L/1s 5/T> 5/8: 5/95 5/12 5/13, 5 /17, end 5/17 «

nded compensation for land at Rs 10 per sQe yard and;addition to

3
above, At.he aforesaid claimants have further claimed compensati.on

¢

other pera;ns velow:-

a) For fruit trees. Rg, 6000/-
b) For boundary wall
around 35 bighas
’ 14, Biswase Rs, 36000/=.
c) For well. Ry 8000/=.
d) For buildings. R, 2 000/~
e) For foundations of
7 rooms. Ry 3500/-

In spport of their claim they have produced cop:.es
gh &c on behalf of Shri Ram

i,f Registered Sale-deed Nos. 62 .

ia sale deed No. 3452 Nawal Singh, Balbir. son

ardar Gurcharan Singh Gill sold 1800 sg.yds.
Heri to Baldev Raj for Bs 10000/~ Like-wise

Metc-&s of land

6!' Khasra No, 5/13 in Jawala

'ddl sale deed No. 3605 the above véndors Naw
5/13 and 5/8 situated in village Jawala Heri

al Singh etc. sold 1800

nq, yds. of land of khasra Noe
is clear f rom the sale deeds that th

[
‘same were exscuted and registered after 2'3

te Suri Gopal Krishan for Rs 10000/~ It
Years I
yonde after the date of notificat
P .

__Gontd..... 50000‘1?

s St A




| Bl
under section L and as such there may have been an appreci affe increase

in the price of land, It could also be said that the parties may have

- executed the above deeds for the obvious reasans to inflate the prices and for
_circumventing the acquisition proceedings., No value can be attached to the
above mentioned sale deeds, as under the law the market price of the land is
£0 be assessed prevalent on the date of the notification i.e. 13.11.59

(i.ee U/s k). The price demanded at Rs.to/— per sq.yd. is exhorbitant, beyond
deseription and frivolous. The claim about the fruit trees etc, shall be
dealt separately.

J 2. Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o Shri Puran Singh Gill also filed a
written claim on 12.11.62 and he has stated that he had entered into an
agreemmt with Shri Umrao §ingh 8/o Baldev Singh regarding Khasra Nos. 4/10/2,
K/11/1, L/20/2, 5/5/2, 5/6, 5/15, 5/16/1, 5/16/2 ( 18 Big. 7 Bis.). He

also stated that on 12.4.61 he entered into agreement with Nawal Singh etc.
pegarding 32 bighas 18 bisWas out of 35 bighas 14 biswas in respect of

‘la.nd comprised in khasra No.5/2, 5/3, 5/4/1, 1/22/2, 1/23/2, 5/7, 5/8, 5/9,
5/12, 5/13, 5/1k, 5/17. He has stated that he entered into w agreements

" with the aforesaid persons for selling the land in plots by means of which
1htvwould get E8.5.50 nP, per sq. yard for the land while the rest price would

8° to the owners., He has produqed two copies of agreements and has ¢ laimed

' eompensation at the rate of Rs.35/- per sq.yde In addition to the above Shri
 Gurcharan Singh demanded Rs, | lakh for the structure of boundery wall, well
‘ and tree etc, These agreement came into existence in year 1961 and do not
go to prove sale and hence are irrelevent. éhe campensation on which he
baaeé the claim is exhorbitant, beyond description and frivolous as Shri
Gurcharan Singh has not produced any documentary evidence to support the

3. shri Krishan Gopal and Baldev Ra) ss/o Harbans Lal filed a
joint claim on 31. 1.63 regarding the purchase of 3600 sq.yds of land out
of Kh. Nos, h/!0/2, L/11/2, z./zo/z, 5/2 5/5» 5/15, 5 5/16/1, 5 /16/2, 5/12,
5/9, 5/8 5/7, 5/Ld1, 5/35 1/23/2, 1/22/2, 5/17, 5/14 and 5/13. They
purchased the above plot for Rs.ZOOOO vide registered sale deed dated

: 17.9.62, They claimed Rs.20/~ per sq.yd. as compensation for the land and

Re.23,000/~ for changing of place of business under section 23 (1) fifthly

of the Land Acquisition Act. The claimants :have not given any documentary

evidence in support of their claims, The claim for compensationg
’ - | contdeceees
o s e W

po—rar
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is exhorbitant, beyond description and is frivolous.
N Partner Shri Harbajan Singh of General Electric Works

1 8
Darya Ganj has filed claim on 18,1,63 regarding puechase of 3600 sq.yd.

|
5/16/2, 5/12,5/9,5/8,5/7, 5/4/Vs 5/3, 1/23/2, 1/22/2, 541, 5/\kg "
5/13 for® 20000/~ from Nawal Singh, Balbir Singh etc. He has demsnded

gale has no force in this case as thesame was effected between
the parties after some years after 13+11,59 which is the

date of notificationu/s 4 of the Land Acquisition Act covering
Chaims ¥

- ‘hasteen produced by the claimant for proving his claim of compensation.

His claim is excessive, unjust Bexhorbitant.

regarding field Nos 1/24/2, 1/25/2, 5/ , 5/5/1 and has claimed

Rs, 10/~ as compensation per sé. yd. besides 15 solatium. He has
also claimed Rs, 2000/-for the well on one side of the land.

“Phe well in question according to the Chief Data submitted by Naib
ixehsildar does not fall in the area under acquisition, and as such
ﬁo cqnpehsation of the said well is permissible to Shri Kishan Chand.
Shri Kishan Chand has not produced any documentary proof in support
of his claim of compensation. The claim put forwa.rd)é by She Kishan
Chand is grossly unreasonable, unjust and exhorbitant. Besides the

" above Kishan Chand in his written claim also claimed compensation as

4/10/2, &/11/1, Wf20/1 st Ry 10/- per sq. yd. From the Chief Data

| _Simitted by the Naib Tehsildar it is clear, that Shri Kishan Chsnd

' 18 not the Bhoomidar of Kh. Nos. 4/1/1, 4/10/2, L/11/1, 4/20/2.

irom the entries of Khasra Girdawari Ki.%k::z:" f-al 8/o Mohan Lal is shown

in possession 'Bila Lagan Bawaja Tabadlal. fhe claim of compensation
sdvanced by Shri Krishan Chand in the capacity of Bhoomidar shall be

of land from khasra Nos 4/10/2, 4/11/2, 1/20/2, 5/2,5/15, 5/16/1, §/S ¢

" compensation for land ib Rs 20/~ per ®g. yd. and in addition to the above
further demanded Rs, 20000/~ as reasonable expenses for changing place of
Business under section 23(1) fifbhly. He has produced a copy of the sale

deed No., 2665 dated 24.7.62 regarding the sale referred to above, The above
these acquisition proceedings. The price in the sale deed may have 3@

inflated for defeating|of preemption. No other documentary or oral evidence

5. Spri Kishan Chand 8 /o Mohan Lal filed a claim on 12.11.62

Bhoomidhar in regard to 8 Bighas 3 Biswas of land comprised in Khasra Nose. 4/1

Contd.. eoTons
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dealt under apportionment-.heading. $he rate. of Bs 10 per 8de yard

demanded by pim is excessive.

6. Stri Umpad Singh &/o Sh. B
g Field Nos. L/1/1, 4/10/2, W/11/1, bf20/1, 5/5/2,

5/16/2, 1/25/3 and has claimed compensation of the

He has further claimed Rs 8000/-
ary-wall on one side

aldev Singh filed a c¢laim on

12,11 062 regardin

5/6,5/15, 5/16/1,
land at the mte of Rs 10/- per sqe yd.
Rs hOOO/- for a Kotha and R 6000/~ for bound
ced by him for determining the campensation

any documentary or oral evidence.

for a well,
of the land. The claim advan
of land has not been substantiated by
jm is therefore, patently exhorbitant, beyond

The claim of the well and other structure

The aforesaid cla
. description and frivolous.
etc, shall be dealt separetely.

Shri Puran Singh partner of ReP
+63 regarding the purchase of 3600 sq. ydse

Baldev Singh; He haéd

ek JConduit Manuf acturing Co.Motia

Khan, Delhi filed a claim on 18.1
Rs 20000/~ from Umrao Singh son of Sh.

he rate of Rs, 20/~ per sqe
reasonable expenses for changing

of land for
demanded compensation at t yd. and in addition to

the above further demanded Rs 20000/~ as
o under section 23(1) fifthly of the
red on 24.7.62. A4s such it could be said

oo fdcrrokx referred to above has

the partied

place of busines Land Acquisition Act .

The above sale deed was registe

_tha.t. the s.ale dedd ¥
no &Mz7 in this case as the same was effected between
the date of notification u/s 4 of the

some years after 13,11,59 which is

Act covering the land under acquisit
as been produced by the claimant for

jon proceedingse No

Land Acquisition
proving his

documentary or oral evidence h

¢laim of compensation. His claim is exhorbitant, beyond desc:;ipbion and is

frivolouss
v
- Shri B.S. Marwa filed claim on 18.

New Delhi. It has been atated in the

1.63 on behalf of B.°.Metal

yards

b/
of land out of Khasra No. 1/10/2, b/11/2, L4/20/2, 5/2, 5/8, 5/15,5/16/1

_odyV
5/16/2, 5/12,5/9> 5/8, 5/T> 5/4/1 5/3 1/23/25 1/2,2/2,5/17,5/1%L'and 5/13
G wrtharn n »
om Shri Useao Sgghﬁﬂ.l_who in t urn had
el .

with the said\original ovner
He further

b Rs 5700/- per bigha fr
j -~ already entered into a similar agreement

nad paid Rs 10 ,000/=
gtructure and poundary wall

Shri Umrao Singh and as advance to him.

_stated that before the said agreement,

LAl 7
cmdoo~00080 ' qqé

R T
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existed on the said land and the claimant Company s=e established &

factory. Spri B.S. Marwa on behalf of the said Company claimed
compensation for land at Rs 20/- per eq. yd. elongwith 15% solatium.

. In addition to the above Rs 20000/- as reasonable expenses for changing
the place of business u/s 23(1) fifthly of the Land 4Acquisition Act

have also been memanded, No doucmentary evidence has been led in the
case by the claimant in support of his claim. The claim is e xhorbitant,

beyond d_escription and is frivolous,
(B “ joint claim on behalf of Shri Krishan Lal, Johri Lal, Kanwar
Singh, Khawan Singh, Dewan Singh, Chandgi Ram Nabh ;ishore , Lakhi Ranm,
‘Jagan Nath, Panna Lal, Bhagwan Dei, Suraj Narain all majors, Rohtas
& nirmal minors through their mother Chanderkala Gu?t":ian, Ratti Ran,
'Park:sh & Radmey Lal also majors was filéd on 12.11.62 with regérd to land
measuring Bx 14 bighas 3 biswas bearing Khasra Nos 1/13,1/14, 1/17/1 and 1/1;/1 .
| In this joint claim Rs 10/~ per sqe. yd. was claimed as compensation for
the land, while Rs, 6000/~ were claimed for the well and Rs 5000/-
- for the two kothas withtwo verandhas and two court yards bounded
within boundary wall etc. No documentary proff has been led by the
. ¢laimants to prove their claim of compensation. As such I hold that
the claim of compensation advanced by them is arbitrarj,\unjust and
| exhorbitant, Their claim with regard to the well and other structures
ﬂ. shall be dealtf;parately.
: ;o‘./ Shri Raj Singh Major and Shri Sunder Singh minor through his
‘brother Raj Singh s/o Kanwar éingix filed a joint claim on 12,11,62

saying that they are mortgagees of the field No. 1/15,1/ 16/1, 2/1%
2/12 2/ 19/1 and 2/20/1 and have claimed compensation for the landit
‘ Bs, 10/- per sq. yarde They have not led any documentary proof in%iuppox'b
of their dclaim, Their claim thus is exhorbitant, unjust and frivolous,
1.2’ Shri Gulab Singh s/o Shri Ram Singh Mukhtiare Am of Shri
. Ganga Sahal 8/o sg Shri Kalu mortgagee of f£ielde Nos 1/15/ , 1/16, 2/11,
2/12/, 2/19/1 and 2¢20/l has claimed compensation for land at Rs, 35/-
per sq. yard. No documentary evidence has been led in thekwca.se to
prove his vcla.im. As such the claim advanced by him is excessive and
exhorbitant,

1y Shri Bashir Ahmed, 'Muditisre ' of Shrimsti “sshida Begum

widow of Isharat Ali filed a written claim on 21.11.62.regarding F.Nos' 1/15,

1/16/1,2/11,2/12,2/19/1, 2/20/1. In this claim it has stated

;....9.:
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that the land is situated near Multan Nagar and compensation

Bigha for the whole of area : .

at the rate of Rs 8000/~ per
proof has been

as been claimed. No documentary

under Acquisition h
anced by the claimant for proving the claim demanded by here

arbitirary and

adv
eamorbi’oant .

The claim is excessive,
(4
an Chend Pardhan Gaon Sabha £

12. Shri Kish
11,62 and claimed compensation at a rate of R 10/- per square

No documentary proof h
s claime I therefore hold t

jled a written claim

on 12«
as been produced by the above

yard of the land.
pat his claim is

claimant in support of hi
peyond description and

-

exhorbitant, frivolous.

MARKET ALUE.

We have to find out the market value of the land under

acquisition as prevailing on the date of notification under gection k4 nearly e

13,1159 Some sales 1and have taken place during the last 2 years

prior the date of notification under section 4 beginning from

year 1957-58. The average is a8 under:~
Average per Bighs

SONO ° Yeare Ares Soldo consideration
Moneye T —
Bige Bise | f
195L4-55 - ‘ - ( -

2. 1955-56 - - -
- 3‘ ‘956_57 - - - .
e 1957-58. noo- 12 Re 30060,00mP  Raki9.830F

5, 1958-59. 2 = 2 Rg 14100,000P Rgy 540,230F

The following gale transaction took place in the yea

1958=5% ¢ . ,
S No. Mutation Noe Date of Regis‘bered Area Kind of Sale Avera,
: of sale deede Sold, goil, price. per b}g}
' Big.B‘.LI. Rs MO0.00 R& 83
1’. 31‘5 18.3.59 6 0 ROBli.
2, 347 11259 20 2 Rosli Rs, 1000000 Rse 49"
19 - 4
Banjar Q&dmo
o - 18 Both the above 1l
were not sancti
Totals 26 2 TTIR100.00  Ea

ove the f ollowing awards have bee

In addition to the ab

in the Villagei-~
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S.No. No. of award. Date of Notification Rate of award

per bigha.
1. ' 1084 20-¢=-€0 Chahi Rs. 400
G oM . -
2. 1448 10~11-60 \ Rse 600/=.

The latest sales in the year 1958-59 are two in
number, the mutation of which Nos. 346 and 347 were not
sanctioned. On 11=2-59,20 bighas and 2 biswas (Rosli land
measuring 19 bighas 4 biswas and Banjar adim 0-18 biswas.
of land was sold for Rs. 10,000. The average comes to
Rs. 497.51 nP. On 18=-3=59 six bighas of Rosli land was sc
for Rs. 4,100.00. The average comes to Rs. 683.33nP.- Bo
the above sales took place 8/9 moﬁths prior to the\date of
Notification Under Sec. 4 of this case. No other salé is
available for the year 1958-58. The parties also did not
produce any sale tranéé@tion in support of their claims
pertaining to the year 1958-59.
| I inspected the land under acquisition. It 1is
situated in Village Jwala Heri, between 6th and 7th miles
on the main Delhi Rohtak Road. The land under acquisitiol
is situated in a better position than the land which was
acquired vide awardé No. 1448, Fields Nos. 1/3 and 1/4
Nahri were acquired vide award No. 1448 which were lying
waste and neglected beyond the Railway Line and were not
accessable from any side. The land which was acquired vi
Award No. 1084 was Chahi etc. is stated to be situated on
the south of the Delhi Rohtak Road far away from the said
road. The above land was acquired for resectioﬂing of
Najafgarh drain. That land also does not enjoy the same
position and quality which the present land under acquisi
"has got. In order to determine the market value of the 1
many relevant facto®s have to be taken into consideratior
e.g. the situation, size and shape of the land, its

potential value, its nearness to important roads, develope

~colonies and its quality etc. 4 part of the lang under -
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dcquisition abuts on the main Delhi Rohtak Road and this
lané ig also located near a colony called Multan Nagar
Colony. The land under acquisition 1is superior in quality
and enjoys better situation vhen a comparison is made
with the lands acquired under both the awards referred to
sbove. In previous awards No. 1448 the Land Acquisition
Collector awarded Rs. 600/- per bigha for the Nahri land
its market value, while ih the other awarc No. 1084, the
Land Acquisition Collector awarded Rse. 400/~ per bigha pel
Chehi land but the same was increased by the Learned Addl
District Judge to Rs. 800/~ per bighae

After giving full consideration to all the facks
namely the situation, the guality of the land, the releva
sale trensections, and the awards announced by the L.&.Cs
and the order of the ad’l. District Judge and also allowi
some appreciation of price (while keeping in view the dat
of sala{bertaining to year 1958-59), I am of the view the

the following rates would be most réasonable and fair in

this case and award the same accordingly.

Rs. 800.00.

Nahri land_per i a

Gher Mumkin Land per bigha = Rse 400.000

Trees, wells and other structures.
The detail of trees found on the spot and the

amount of compensation is assessed, is as unders-

S.No. Khasra No. Kind & No. of Approximate weight Rate per Total

Tree. Quintal nt of
or tree. pensat

1/22/2
1/23/2
5/9
5/12
5/12
5/7

2 Kikar 1 quintal Rs«5/~ Rs. 5/
1 Shisham 4 quintal Rs. 5/= Rs. 20
1 Ronjh 4 quintal Rs. 5/= Rs. 20
5 Kikar 5 quintal Rs. 5/= Rs. 2§
1 Berri 1 quintal Rs. 5/= Rs. 5/
45 Amrood trees @ Rs. 10/~ per’ Rs. 4f
(big) tree .

'3 4mrood Tregs (smail) @ Rs. 5/~ pertree e
BE .

ZEES N\ IO
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;f{ 5/8 74smrood trees (big) :

1 Amrood tree(small)

5/5/1 5 Kikar

1 Raunjh
1/24/2 3 Kikar & 1 Jaunti
1/25/3 1 Raunjh
1/25/2 1 Kikar
i1, 5/15
“§. 5/17
¥, 5/16/2

4 Kikars
2 Kikars
4 Kikar 1 Jaunti
2 Raunjh

H N W hd N OWwN N O

1 Kikar

The details of wells and the

Bs under:-

No. Kh. No. in which
the well is situated.

Condition of well.

@ Rs.10/=- Rs.740.

per tree

@Rs. 5/-  Rs. 5/-

per tree “#//
Quintal Rs. 5/- Rs.48/-
Quintal Rs., 5/= Rs. 5/=-
Quintals Rs. 5/= Rs. 10/=-
Quintals Rs. 5/~ Rs. 1l0/-
Quintals Rs. 5/= Rs. 15/-
Quintals Rs. 5/=- Rs. X0/-
Quintals Rs. 5/= Rs. 20/-
<uintals Rs. 5/- Rs. 15/-
guintals Rs. 5/- Rs. 10/-
guintal Rs. 5/~ Rs., 5/-

TOTA 3 Rs.1,425/-

e

amount of compensation awarded is,

Amount awarded.

OTHER STRUCIURES:

ssessed is as under:-

Kind & condition of structure

1/14 A big new well in Rs. 1,200/~
good condition
5/14 4 big old well in Rs. 1,000/~
‘ good condition. B
5/16/1 A suall well not in  Rs. 600/-
good condition.

The details of structures and the amount of compensatior

Amount awarded.

A8

2 Pucca rooms with roof at the
1 Pucca room without roof at the

t. in length 18 ft. in wedth & _

5/17
rate of Rs. 1100/~ per room.
rate of Rs. 800/=.
a5ee.%
. 10 ft. in hight,.
5/16/2 One small pucca

9 ft. wédth and 7 ft. height

[ od

)
;
g Rs. 3,000/=
)
)

room 10 ft. length




- 13 =
5/12, 5/13 Boungary wall, 423 ft. in length, O" Rs. 300/=.
& 5/17. in wédth & 3% ft. in height.
1/17/1 Boundary wall 160 ft. in length, 9" Rs. 130/=.

in wedth & 4 ft. in height. (o3 w ctude
[V ;.‘.L‘.A“-J ot o1 2 Kolharand a boremdha
Soe¥ )

wilhond 7
TOTAL ¢ Rs. 3,830/~

’ The Naib Tehsil.ar in his chief data has reported that interested
%rsons constructed unauthorised boundary wall, gates, hut etc. in Khasra
@s. 5/7,‘5/14,_5/17, 5/6, 5/15775;16/2, 4/10/2, 4/11/2, 4/20/1 after the
sue of the Notification Under Section 6 of the Land Acquisition act

Rd that registered notices were issued to them during acquisition procee
to stop the constructions when the same were in progress. As such

§ compensation for these unauthorised structures referred to above can

' given to any person, of course they are at liberty to remove their

i
i
q

t%lba' and those who own land under these unauthorised structures will
Jt compensation for the land only and not for the boundary wall, gates,

and other pucca structure or 'malba'.

or PAYMENT AND APPORTIONMENT 2 The compensation shall be paid

f the basis of entries as existing in statement 'B' which has been

pared from the labtest Revenue Record.

shri Nawal Singh, Chander Prakash, minor through Krishan Gopal,
real brother and guardian Balbir Singh, Krishan Gopal, Ram Narain, Re

gh and Sri Ram in their claim stated that out of the land measuring

ighas 14 biswas bearing Knasra Nos. 1/22/2, 1/23/2, 5/2, 5/3, 5/4/1,
s/8, 5/9, 5/12, 5/13, 5/14 and 5/17, they have sold four plots to
v. R s/o Earbans Lal, Krisnan Gopal s /o Harbans Lal, Barbhajan
pain®er M/s General Electric Works, Delhi, Jagdish Chander s/o
otam Dés. In view of their own admission,the compensation payable
e aforesaié persons in respect of the aforesaid numbers is held

: diSputed.

Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o Puran Singh, vide his written elaim has
that he had ‘entered into an agreement with Shri Umrao Singh

ing Xhasra Nos. 4/10/2, 4/11/1, 4/20/2, 5/5/2, 5/6, 5/15, 5/16/1

(18 bighas & 7 biswas). He also stated that he had entered into




!‘
{
|

an agreement with Nawal Singh etc. regarding 32 bighas 18 biswas
out of 35 bighas 14 biswas in respect of ;ﬁggvpomprising
Khasra No. 5/2, 5/3, 5/4/1, 5/7, 5/8, 5/8,|5/13, 5/14, 5/17,
1/22/2, 1/23/2. 1t has been further stated by him that he had
entered into an aforesaid agreements with the aforesaid persons
for Selling the land in'plots and that on the basis of their
agreement, he was entitled to get Rs. 5.50nP per sq. yd. for the
1and sold while the rest of the price vwould go to the owners.
_He has produced the copies of the agreements and stated that
he has sold the land to various vendees by registered sale deeds
and égreements. So far neither any mutation in the names of
vendees has bgen produced‘nor the name of any vendee has been
found to haffe been entered inthe revenue record. 4s such the
compenéation payable in regard to the aforesald khasra Nos.
is held to be disputed,
3e The new variety through Nanak Chand proprietor
has ;appligd that they entered into two'contracts on 23-5-81
and 4-5-62 with Sn;i Gurcharan Singh Gill s/o Puran Singh Gill
(First Party) and paid Rs. 5,000/- and Rs. 3,000/~ against the
cost of the land puréﬁased by him (@urcharan Singh) from Ch.
| Nawal Singh, Balbir Singh and brothers (4hirs) village Jwala
Heri. As such the compensatlon of Khasra No. 13 (this may be
khasra No. 5F3 though in the claim it is shown and written as
khasra No. 13) is held disputed. «
4, Krishan Gopal and Baldev Raj s/o Harbans Lal and
Shri Harbhujan Singh of Electric Works, Darya Ganj, Delhi vide
4the1r claim dated 31-1-63 and 18-1-863 stated that they had
purchased 3600 sq. yd. of land each out of khasra Nos. 4/10/2,
4/11/2, 4/20/2, 5/2, 5/5, 5/15, 5/.1_6/1 5;616/2, 5/12, 5/5, 5/8
5/7, 5/4/1 5/8, ]/28/2, 1/22/2, 5/17, 5/14, and 5/1‘3 from Shri
Nawal Singh etc. They have not so far produced any mutation
in their favour. The compensation payable in regard to the abo

khasra nos. is held to be disputed.

56 Shri Puran Singh, partner of R.P. Conduit Manfach
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Co., Motia Khan, Delhi -and Shri B.S. Marwah on behalf of

B.S. Metal Works vide th;ir claims dated 18.1.63 and 18.1.63
respectively stated that the former had purchased 5;00 sgj.yd. of
land from Umrao Singh s/o Baldev Singh while the latter had made
a written agreement to purchase the land at Rs.5,700 from Gurchar
Singh Gill per bigha out of Khasra Nos.4/10/2, 4/11/2, 4/20/2, 5/
5/5, 5/15, 5/16/1, 5/16/2, 5/12, 5/9, 5/8, 5/7, 5/4/1, 5/3, 1/23/
1/22/2, 5/17, 5/14 & 5/13. So far no mutation has bsen producesd
anyone of them. As such the compensation payable with regard to
above khasra‘Nos. is held to be disputed.

G Shri Kishan Chand s/o Shri Mohan Lal, filed a written claim
and claimed compensation as Bhoomidér in regard to Khasra Nos.4/1
4/10/2, 4/11/1, 4/20/1 (total area isligfbighas & 3 biswas). The
entries of Khasra Girdawari reveal that Shri Kishan Lal s/o Mohah
is shown in possession in the said field nos. excepting khasra
No.4/20/1 - 'Bila Lagan Bawaja Tabadala Zgbani', There is no fie
as 4/20/1 in the 1land under acquisition and Shri Kishan Chand is
also shown as occupving the land comprised in Khasra No.4/20/2
as 'Blla Lagan Bawaja Tabadala Zabani', 1In view of the abowe

the compensation of the above Khasra Nos. is held to be disputed.
7e Smt. Rashida Begam Wd/o Isharat Ali, is the mortgagor,
while Shri Raj Singh, Sunder Singh & Ganga Sahal are éhown

as the mortgagees of khasra Nos.1/15, 1/16)1, 2/11, 2/12, 2/19/1,
2/20)1 in the revenue record. Shri Raj Singh and Sunder Singh
mortgagees applied on 11.12.62 and stated that the above noted
land was mortgaged by& the predecessors of Smt. Rashida Begam

in favour of the predecessors in interest of the claimants

more than 60 years back and that the land was under thelr
Khudkast and that they are entitled to full compensation if

the land was considered to be outside the purview of Delhil
Refo:mé Act, th®ough the land once was declared to be evacuce

property and was restored to Smt.‘Rashida Begam. Shri Gulab

8ingh s/o Shri Ram Singh Mukhtiar Am of Shri Ganga Sahail
s/o Shri Kalu Mal mortgagee of field No.l1/15, 1/16/1, 2/11, 2/12

9/19/1 & 2/20 in his claim dated 12.11.62 stated that the
land mortgaged with him has remained in his possession - hi
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for the_;gs.t 80 years and that it had been stipulated in
the riij:fered mortgaged deed that in case the mortgaged
money‘not paid within 5 years to the mortgagee from the
dateiof the mortgage, then the mortgagees will become full
owner of the saiéd land. 4s such the compensation payable
in respect of the aforesaid nos. is held to be disputed.
INTEREST. The possession of this land has not been taken
over so far. The guestion of any interest, therefore, does
nokt arise,

AWARD B SUMMRISED o5 UMDER:

Lt o Zta::li:nist:d:ifs mentioned aiove the price

S.No. Kind of land. _.Area. Rate per bigha. Amount of
Big. Bise compensat
1, 2 3. 4, ) S5 —_—
l- Nehri 91 - 15 RS.SOO/" Rs 073’40C
2 . G‘h aiI' Mu.m.k.in 3 bl 11 RS . 400/" M

Totals Rs, 74,82C

Add: 15% for compulsory acquisition = Rs.11,223/-

Compensation for trees Rs. 1,425/~

Compensation for structures = Rs, 3,830/~
Compensation for wells = Rse, 2,800/=

Grand Total Rs.94,098

L4ND REVENUB DELUCTION: |
The land under acquisition is assessed to
RS.26.27 nP. as land revenue which will be deducted from
the Iﬁlal;éa Rent Roll of the village from Kharif, 1963,
Aotton
7P e §

(Balbir Singh)
Land Acquisition Collector (IVv

pelhi.
Submitted to the Collector, Delhi for fav.ur

of information please.
bt I

19 57 4
L con (Balbir Singh) ' /'
S M Land Acquigitign Co%l.ector (T
Q&’/;r’“ AL -k>,€u%uﬂﬁf ~—  _Delhi.

“& ’L.g &? o~ L |
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publis 136. in Part IV of ;Da ;Gazette)i"
i Lif DMI LTS TR AT IC QlLH
"fn!f i(ﬁﬂm . '
Dated tne 10 September 62

) /61=LxHy~ Wherezs it appears te the Chief ¢ sslener
pat lan/ ismuired tg betaksen by Gevernmemt at the publie
a pwiie purpese& ngmely for %as/Planned. Devolapnent

At isaerebydclare at the 1 ibed in the
! tn lelow i3 mquired, £ w

This declaratien is m der the provisienn
.uc'tho Land Acquisitionm jct, 1894, te all whem itmax concera ' '
; provisions of saction 7 of the d Act, the collecter ‘Nlef
ereby directed to take order for the acquisition ef the gg"

i A plan of the land may be inspected gt the eftico
octer of delhi. 2
SPECIFICATION . L N
Total area. Fleld Nes. or beundaries. o
o

P8 %% ips,1/141/08 1,1/16
A /éﬁ'u%%‘ 5ok
% 54§22§§1§ 2, 5)

%é ,5/9, % 12,5)1 !
255,234 235,237 238,239,240,241,246,247,
248,249,250, 251,258 259,260 1 261,262 263 54,
265,266,267, 268, 269,270,2711272, 27312740075,
276,277,278,279,280, 281,282,283, 284 585 t
287,233, 239,290,291 202 393 294w295,296,29?5 -
298,299,300, 301,302 303 307,308,
309,310,311 ,312.3 s éxs 17 éxs 4
320,321,332, 823, 32 325 a2}, 330, |
331,332,333, 334, 335, 336 | 337,339 340,341,
342,343,344,350 ) 345 346,347 343,349,350 382,

353, 354 355 356 357 383,3 360 361,3%,363
364,365 866 367 368, 369 370 »371,372,

‘-.

By order
Sd/- JAGMOH N
Deputy Heusing Cemmissioner,
: Delhi Administratien Dalhi.
1(18) /61-1x Dated the 10 september , 2
uitument & aervices Deptt.(in duplicate) fer fvour of
lication in Delhi Gazette.
i A quisition Cellector IV, Delhi.
lineer Member, Delni Develepment Authorlty,N Delhi.
L4, L&H Depti. Delhi Admn. Delni.
bal AMiviser, Land & housing deptt., Dalhi .
fslldar, L&H Deptt. Delhi.

S8d/- JAGMOH N
DEPUTY HOUSNG COMMISSIONER
DELHI .DMINISTR ATION? IELHI.




