Cerrigendum of Award Ne.1/86=87 of village Palam i |

Award Ne,1/86-87 ef village Palam invelving area ef
811 bigha 05 biswa was announced. en 2844486 by my predecesser,
The market price was determined on +he basis ef Sale Deed
Ne.7202 dt. 30,11.83 in which area eof 4 bicha 16 biswa was
seld for Rs,40,000/=, The averages per bigha eof this sale decd
came teo Rs.8333/-, Having relied upen this sale hﬁ?ﬁ, the market
value in the ahbeve award was assessed @ R5e 8400/=2 Ps.6,000/~ &

"5S¢ 3,000/=per bigha fer blecks Ay, B & C respectively,
A representatien was received in is effice threud
Hen'ble L.Gs : Delhi wherein it was stated that the actual area
1ﬂVf}VP( in the abeve sale deed Ne. 7202 &t, 30,11.83 en which

the then L.A.C, had relied for issessing the market price in
¥

the abeve Award was'3 bigha 09 biswa' and net '4 bigha 16 biswa?,

It was further stated in the represent-tien that the average price

n

per bigha in the abeve sale deed werk; eut te Pps,11,594=20 and

not Rs,8333/= as stated in the award.,

Te check the authenticity ef the _rea ef the abeve registerd

deed, the recerd of tha Sub Registrar, Kashmere Gate wer

=

censulted and it was verified@ that actual area invelved in the E
abeve sdle deed was ' 3 bigha 09 hiswa ' and net '4 bicha 16 biswa¥

Thus the average price of the abeve sale dced @omes to P5,11594-~20-

I .
instead ef R34 8333 /=per bicha, Since the then LAC had ] sed his ;

Ba

award en the average price of this very widdaes sale deed, the B
market value weuld have been determined @ P5e11,600/-per bicha 4

fer bleck 'A' and prepertienayely for blecks 'B' &!'C'.., The case

W

4]

s then referred to the Legal Adviser te give his -epinien
whether the' Land Acquisitien Cellecter can revise the market value
of the Award due te mis-calculatien ef the average price of the
sale deed which was made the basis of the award, The Legal
Adviser has epined th-at it peing a clerical(mistake) errer, the
market value can be revised u/s 13 A ef the Land misitien Act
within a peried ef six menths frem the date of announcement eof :
the award which is 28,4.86, New in view ef the abeove epinien af ‘
the LegalAdviser and having relied upen the abeve sale deed, the
average price ef which cemes te 25,11,594=20 per bigha, I assess _
the market value of the land © Rs«11,600/=per bicha feor Bleck ‘AN
Rse 9, 200/=per bigha fer Bleck 's8' and Rse 6, 200/=per bigha fer

Bleck 'C', keeping in viey the cquality and situatien of the la@-~@

Further it came to netice that the compensatisn ef_fhg
structures of kh. Ne.25/20 measuring 4 bicha 16 biswa wh.
acquired in the abeve award has wrongly been aﬁsesse_”
pessession of this khasra Ne. has not se far been ta
in vie,_ of the D.0. letter Ne.F3(51)/pt./85/B/1980
from shri L.D. @Qupta the then ADM(Revenue) aﬁdresaa&-
Shri Gehani the then LAC,
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A perusal ef the above aw,rd shaws that a sum ef
Rsa12,95,850/= was assessed fer structures of the abeve kh, Neo.
The site inspectien showed that there is neo structure on the
lan&?' gince this is alse a clerical mistake, the s-id ameunt
of cenipensatien ef %.12,95,850/~ is being reduced fram the
summary of the award., Thus the tetal ameunt ef cempensatioen
ef the Award new works eut te %.1,47,61,364-21 instead ef
Rsel,23,02,980-36 as per summary given belew :=
1. Ceompensaticon fer land kept in
Bleck 'A' measuring 774 bigh=
07 biswa @ %.;;&690/;9.9. ps, 89,82,460-00
2, Cempensatien feor land kept in P
Bleck 'B!' measuring 2 bigha [
3, Cempensatien for lanéd kept in
pleck 'C' measuring 24 bigha
16 hiswa @ Rse6,200/=P.Be s, 2016,380=00
.
4, Cempensatien fer 12 wells
® Rs.1000/=each and fer
2 wells @ Rs, 1500/=cach. RSe 15,000-~00
5, Cempensation for structure
measuring 49440 sg.fte
less (=) 43195 " *
6245 Sc.ft. RSe 1,87,350~00
Tetal Rse 94,19, 590~00
Add 30% selatium, Roe 28, 25,877~00
Damage fer 19 Tube wells/Beering )
@ R34 600/~ each. Re, 11,400~00 3
Cempensatien fer Tré&es, Rsa 16,600=~00
284l . Ameunt 12% per annunm on the
market value ameunting te
27=4=86 1.€. 2 YrS. 91 daysSe Se 24,87,897=21 {
arand Tetal Rs.1,47,61,364=21 '
(Rs. One Crere, Ferty Seven Lacs, sixty One Theusand, Three
Hundred Sixty Feur anéd paise Twenty One' Only)

] 4 D.C.,in his capacity as secretary (Revenue), is recquested

to kindly aplkreve the award. hjp;// .
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5 Vide award No,1/86-87 an area of 811 bigha:
05 biswas has been acquired in villsge Palam, A
perusal of the award shows that 41 sale deeds were
exacuted in village Palam prior to the d:te of
notiftcation u/s 4 (27.1,84 in the instant case), The
area sold in most of the sale deeds is less than one
bigha or slightly more than one bigha, Heneg:-these
ssle deeds wers not taken into cossideration by the
then L,A.C,(P) (Shri s.A, Gehani). He however
determined the market value of the land @ R,8400/-
per bigha,d Raving relied upon another sale deed
No.7202 dated 30,11.83 in which the 1and was sold for

B, 40000/~ 1.8, B,8400/~ per bigha.
H\TO‘%

A representation has since been recel vad fren
the Hon'ble Lt.Governor, Delhi in which hx it has
been claimed that the actual arsa involved in the
sale deed on which the L,A,C, had relied in deter-
mining the market price is 3 bighas 09 biswas and
not 4 bighas 16 biswas asx reported in the award.
According to them the average ¥ bizha comes to
B.11600/- in respect of that sale de=d and not
B.8333/=~"per bigha. In this regard, the NT was
deputed to congult the record of the sub Registrar
Kashmere Gate and he has reported that thearea
involved in the sale deed in question is 3 bighas
09 biswas and not 4 bighas 16 biswas and on which .
basis the then L,A,C, had assessed the market price.
Taking into consideration that the actual area of the
sale deed was 3 bighas 09 biswas, the value per
bigha comes to R,.11594.20 or say R, 11600/=- per
bigha, Since there appears to be some clerigal
‘error in rezard to the area of the sale deed relled
upon by the L,A.C., Legal A,viser 1s ggaln re uested
to advise whether we can revise the award on the
basis of the same dale deed in which. the average yxi.
price per bigha comes to B, 11600/~ and not Rs,8400/~

er. bigha,as mentioned and relied upon by the L.A.C,
n the sald award, :

h

at

. gince thereport ix to be submitted to The
"D.C. by 18.6,86, L,A, 1s kindly requested to send

his opinion by 16,6.86.
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Kindly peruse thé note of the L.A.C. dated
12.6.86 from page N/1. ‘I have examinad the en
case and gone through'the &award- file. 1In«the chief
data which is a part of the award at S.No.30 and
against the name of Satya Pal Ve Banwari Lal, the
total area indicating the sale value of ».40,000/-
is mentioned as 4 bighas 16 biswas. This chief datda

a
- -
e

is prepared on' the:-bagis of the report of the Patwari/

Kanungo who colleclthe figures from the concerned
Sub~Registrax's Jffice and submits to the concerned
Naib Tehsildar who gets the chief data prepared,
after which the L.A.C. appreciates- the cata prepareld
by the Tehsildar to arrive at the reascnable markedy
value which forms the basis of hie award to be drawh
To clarify the entire position, I had called the
original registered sale deed from the office of the
Sub-Regis trar, Kashmere CGate and on going through th
original deed, it is made out that the area involvep
in this transaction was actually 3 bighas 9 biswas
ac has been claimed by the representationists and

e

not 4 bighas 16 biswas as has been shown in the awapd.

The average macket price.of the land being acquired
in village Palam on the basis of the correct figure
of 3 bkghas 9@ biswas ashall therefore come to

Rse 11,600/~ per bicha as against #.8400/~ per bigha
projected in the award drawn and announced by the
LAC. " On this basis the market value of the land pe
bigha iw all the three categories viz A, B & C shal
hsve to be enhanced to the extent.of 8s.3200/- per

L |

b

chall come to Rs. 11600/~ in A category, R.9200/- in
B category and ®. 6200/~ in € category respectively.
In this recgard the provisions made under Sec.13~A
of the Land Acguisition Act are relevant which pro=
vicdes for correction of clerical errors and mistakesg
This Section 13-A of Land Acguisition Act reads as
follows 1~

13=-A. Correction of clerical errors; etc. "The
Collecter at mny time but not later than six
months from the date of award, or where he hasg
been required under Section 18 to make a refers
ence to the Court, before the making of such
u reference, by order, correct any cleriecal or

arithmetical mistakes in the award or errors
arising therein either on his own motion or on
the application of any person interested or a
local authority."” .

Before the report could be submitted to Secretarg
_ contd...p3/-
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from pre-page

( Revenue) "the LAC referred thematter tb the Iegal Advisor
who hae ‘also opined that this was a clerieal -mistake and
could be corrected as may be seen ffom his noting dated
13.6.86 at page 1/N. My personal enquiries in the matteX
revealed that this was nothing but a clerical mistake which
had occurred due to over loocking and wrong entry >f the
area of 4 bighas 16 biswas against the correct figure of

3 bighas 9 biswas at the level of the Patwari/Kanungo
which was made the part of the chief data by the Naib
Tehsildar concerned and L.A.C. had relied on the data
which had been put before him by the field staff. " This
alarical error can be enrrected within a period of 6 months
from the date of the award as per provicion made under
Section '{3ZA of Land Keguisition Act. The award in the
instant case was anhounced on 28.4_86_and the sam2 can,
therefore, be revised under the above egal provisions.
Secretary(Reverue) is, therefors, raguested td approve
the -proposed cerrectisn € enable the L.A.C. to re-cast
the award before it is re-~announced after due correction.
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N Please let me know what is going to be
the afditional financial lisbility because of
the proposed revision, It may also kindly be

any awerd on this ground, .
(Satish €nandra)

Deputy Commissioner:Delhi,
= DR 19-6-~1986

-

a

- ™~

Evised Land Acquisition Act, there
- correction of such errors eke,
in

ADM{ LA
190 6_. 86'

indicated whether in past we have ever revised hi;

a1l come to about Pe40 13?%;)ﬁ
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‘avard., The matter vas got checked up and an ‘error
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In the case of Palam village ‘award was
announced for 811 bighas of land, Large number of
Pradhans and villagers haye been meeting LG and the
undersigned for giving very low amount as =L
compensation. The matter was sariier examined
whether the ayard can hs'ravisad or reviewsd, 1t
Was yery categorically pointed out by the Legal
Rdviser that the same is not permissibile unless
there is a clerical mistake (a note in this regard
Was submitted to LG some time back), However, the
People have representad that the LaC wrongly took
the rate of the registry on which he based his

was found and according to the Lagal Adviser this .
clerical mistake Can be corrected, 1In view of this
the avard can pe revised, Recording to ADM( LA)

this would be the Pirst revision of its kind and

the financial implications wil] pe about Rs,41 lakhs|
Since thers i{s 5 clerical mistaske and according to
Legal Adviser, Land & Buflding Department, the

avard can be corrected the PToposal is submitted

for kind consideration and approval,

P 7.~ = v

2; e may alsg ask ADM(LA) to fix up the
responsibility Por this mistake which has created
8o MUch awkward situation for the Rdminiitratiun.

(SatishChandra)

Deputy Commissioner, 00171
25-6=-8¢ )

Sacretary(Land Building!. R J
&, 7 S
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'“”"'moquC's above proposal relates to
Practs istake in an award,
" ¢orrection of clerical mis s
Section 13-A empowers the Qollector! s
our case the DC, to detarT:ne ;h:hzlga:é
correct it on the merits o .
ggdis, therefore, fully cem?etqntéto dgfthe
needful, As his functions in ma‘?-ersf L
drawing up of awards and conrectlo? o_giczl
clerical mistakes etc, are of quas ;ju
nature, it will not be appropriaﬁe osuCh
invelve Secretary(L&B), CS and LG int
decisions, Such type of references fothe
C8/1LG may attract adver se comments o 1
. cont

¢;, /C

e .

10 i~

L")

<




ixing 4P of

As rTegards f
jstake in

Appellate c
responaibilit the clerical m
C has already taken a

question,
take strong disciplinarly ac
erring staff and for that also,

competent.
cS/LG may kindly see,

view and must
£ the

Qﬂww’
\
pC is fully
2
¢ e
—
%)
£
N

lges

(GANGA DAS) )
Secretary(L&B
21,7 .86

ST

s

\ {

kvcﬁ.’——\( -




	page 1
	page 2
	page 3
	page 4
	page 5
	page 6
	page 7

