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in equa.lnﬁ;.rs. 0 5/18 ghare.
Rohteas Singh, Anup Singh (Sons)

Smt o« Nimla, Smt. Bimla Daughters
of Mir Singh in equal share 1/18 share.

Claims and evidence

1. Mehar Chand s/o Nand lal, Ami Ial s/o Dyala, Sardar
Singh and Mahabir Singh have filed a joint claim for their land,
demanding B« 50/~ to k. 60/~ per 8q yde They have stated thatw
the land is very valuable and is surrounded by moegfl} Colamies.
They bave also filed a copy of Judgement dated 12.5.64 of the
Leamed Addl. Listrict Judge, made u/s 26 of the Act in land
Acqusition Case No. 89 of 1%4 against Award No. 1133 of
village Mohd.pur Munirka.

The land of the claiments is Rosli in its nature and
does not merit special consideration. The modem colonies '
arround the land in question have came up after the date of
Notification u/s 4 of Act in thescase, and hence this point
can not be considersd for allowing 5mefita to the Claiments. '

The Judgement of the Leamed Addl. District Judge can not
also help much in the present case as the material date in that

~ case differs from 15I7n1'a4.::)‘:f'l fhﬂfefﬁ% E?r?gpﬁdﬁaﬂgshl{&gmr

the two peices of landehich is subject matter of present procee-
dings, differfram the situation point of view.
2 Anand Singh, Ranbir Singh (Sons) Shakuntla Devi,
Premwati, Roop wati and Om wati (Daughters) and Mst. Dakhan
wd/o Hans Ram have came up with their claim requesting for
the release of their land from acqusition due to the existance
of a ‘Sna.dhi,’ Temple and 'Piac' in the land. They have further
stated that the milt-up portions and religiwss places can
not be acquired under law. Value of the land in the neighbour-
hood has been quoted at Rs. 100/~ per sq. yd. No evidence has
been fumished by the claiments.
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According to spot inspection and denaro;tion there
is no religious place or 'Piao' etc. within the land under
acqusition. The legel aspect mentioned by the claiments also
do not hold good as there is no btar for the acquisition of
miltup portions. The rate quated by them is exaggerated
and has not been substantialed.

Market Valus.

The land inquestion is to be evaluated as on
13.11.59 the date of notification u/s 4 of the Act taking
into account the sale transactions which took place near
about the said date alongwith #kedr other relevant material as
laid down v/s 23 of the Act. The following sale transactions
merit consideration as relevant in assesmment of the market

value.
Year Matation Date of Area Consideration Average
o No. __ Registration Rig. RHis —JMoney. . _ par El
1967 1656 22.4.57 1-16 Ko 4837/- k. 2687/-

. 1658 10 .10 57 2.18 k. 7328/~ R. 2527/~

" 1634 13 43 57 5-05 Be 18362/= Bs. 3497/~
1958 ¥568 17.3.58 2-14 Be 11000/= Rse 4074/~
1959 1768 13410 .59 0-16_ Rs+1496/~ Rs. 1870/-

il 1769 . 0v14  ®. 1309/~ ®. 1870/-

. 1770 . 0-16 k. 14%/- ®&. 1870/~

14-19 . 45828/- Aveﬁe-

Amongst the above sale transations the land mvolve"
in mutation No. 1568 is very well situated than the land the
preseat proceedings and hence it zannot hely much for the

parpose. Average of the above tmaﬁ}ions canes to Rs. 3065/~
per bigha out of which Weight of mutation No. 1568 is to

be excluded.

i In addition to the above, mous Awards anmiounced
in the nllage and judgement of the LAddl. District Judge made

u/s 26 of cht are available in cases Nos. 367/64 and 473 of



-4~
1964 against Award No. 1560. The cmpméation awarded u/s 11
of the Act was enhanced from Rs. 2500/- to ke 3750/-. In
both these cases the kind of soil is Rosli and the land
under acquisition is also Hosli, and in this way the judgenents

are the most relevent piece of evidence for assessing the market
value. '

One portion of the land i.e. Khe 742/2 is situated
adjacent to the village " Abadi® and the other i i.e.
Kh No. 712/1 a Yit far. These two pieces of land are the part
of Khasra No. 712 out of which a major portion bas already been
acquired through Award No. 1969, The land is levelled and enjoys
potentiality for uilding site. Some of the portion is
already miltup and khasra No 712/1 is within boundry wall
along with other land. _

Considering the above factors, I an &f the view
that &. 3750/~ per bigha for the entire land will be the
fair and reasonable zzanp'a;sation end I award the same,
The following structures standing on the land, were
got valued fran the Asstt. Fngineer (Valuation) C.P.W.D.
and his recommendation made vide letter No. AB(V)/232/156-57
dated 24.1.68 are accepted and value shown against each stucturey
is awarded accordingly. The Compensation of the structures.
will however be payable on fumishing proPf by the ownsrs to
the effect that these were in existance on the date of
Not1fmat1on u/s 4.

Mhﬂmmmmm Yalue,

712/2 4 roaus as degcribed in portion Ko 2667/=
‘A’ of the valuation statement

Structares 'B' Two roams :s
detailed in the Valuation sta.tenmt k. 2514/~

712/1 Structures 'C&D' as per valuation K. 4327/-
statenent consisting of 4 rooms

i Structure E to H detailed in the k. 3043/- *
valuation statenent cmsisting
of two rooms etc except hand pump

Total Ro12561/=
e
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