
Corrigendum of Award N®.1/86-87 of village Palam

Award No.1/86-87 of vil..age Palam involving area of

811 bigha 05 biswa was announced on 28.4.86 by my predecessor.

The market price was determined on the basis of Sale Deed

No.7202 dt. 30.11.83 in which area of 4 bigha 16 biswa was

sold for Rs.40,000/-. The average per bigha of to is sale deed

came to Rs.8333/- Having relied upon this sale the market

value in the a''ove award was assessed @ Rs.8400/-; Fs.6, 000/- &

2s.3,000/-per bigha for blocks A, B & C resp-ctively.

A representation was received in this office throi_rl^

Hon'ble L.G. : Delhi wherein it was stated that the actual area

involved in the above sale deed No. 7')02 dt. 30.11.83 on which

the then L.A.C. had relied for --assessing the market price in

Award was 1 3 bin-h- 09 biswa' and not '4 bigha 16 hiswa'.

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

per --?i.oha in the above sale deed works Gaut to P,-.11,594-20 and

not ^x.8333/- as stated in the award'..

To check the authenticity of the rea of the above renisterO3

deep', the record of the Sub Registrar, lashmere Gate were

consulted and it was verified that actual area involved in the

above sale deed was ' 3 bigha 09 biswa ' and' no'- '4 hiaha 16 biswa t

Thus the average price of the above sale d .- - C ales to Ps.11594-20

instead of Rs.8333/-per hicha. .3ince the then LAC had based his

award on the averar;e price of this very v44.1aee sale deed, the

market value would have been determined @ Rs.11, 600/-per bi--ha

for block 'A' and propertionaltely for blacks 'B' &'C' - . The case

w as then referred to the Legal Adviser to

whether the Land Ac ui ition Collector can

of the Award due to mis -calculation of th;

sale deed which was made the basis

Adviser has opined th t it being a

market value can be revised u/s 13 A of the Land Ac,--ui s = tion Act

give hi-s -opinion

revise the market value

=v-_i ace price or the

of the award. The Legal

clerical (mistake) . rror, the

within a period of six months from the date of announcement of

the award which is 28.4.86. Now in view of the above opinion of

the LegalAdviser and having relied upon the above sale deed, the

average price of which comes to Rs.11, 594-20 per bigha, I assess

the market value of the land 9 Ps.11,600/-per bigha for Block 'A'

Rs.9, 2 00/-per bigha for block ^n I and Rs . 6, 200/-per higha for

Block 'C', keeping in vie,, the quality and situation of the land

Further it came to notice that the compensation of the
structures of kh . Ne. 25/20 measuring 4 birh 16 is wa which w.,s

acquired in the above award has wrongly been assessed. The

possessi:n of this khasra No. has not so far been taken over

in vie, of the D.O. letter No.F3(51)/pt./85/P/1980 dt. 31.3.86

from Shri L.D: Oupta the then ADM(Revenue) a':lressed to

ni



ga

A perus l of the above award shows that a sum ®f

Rs.12, 95, 850/- was assessed for structures of the a!-)eve kh. No.

%
site

- ins'p^ection showed that there is no structure on the
The .^o -
lan(1 ' Since this is also a clerical mistake, the s-id amount

of coitpensation of ?
,,.12,95..850/- is being reduced from the

summary of the award. Thus the total amount of compen-ation

'of the .=ward now works out to Rs.1,47,61,364-21 instead of

Ps.1, 23, 02, 980-36 as per summary given below

1. Compensation for land kept in

Block 'A' measuring 774 Binh- Ps. 89^B?,460-00
07 bi swa Rs.114 600/-P.-!::,.

2. Compensation for land kept in
Block 'B' measuring 2 biciha 18 400-00

Rs.9, 200/-P.B,

3. Compensation for land kept in
Block 'C' measuring 34 hi-ha "s. 2,16,380-00
18 )iswa =? Ps.6, 200/-P.B.

Total Ps. 92,17, 240-00

4. Compensation for 12 wells
@ Fs.1000/-each and for RS. 15,000-00
2 wells Ps.1500/-each.

5. Compensation for structure
measuring 49440 sq. ftt

less (-)43195 " " 187350-00
6 45 :r. ft. lg 590-004

,7 i, ^
TvW T . I'T

/^DHQL A)

Damage for 19 Tube we s QS. 11,400-00
.@ Rs.600/- each.

Compensation
for Tr -d rg, 16,600-00

Addl. Amount 12% per annum on the

market value amounting to

Rs.92 ,17, 240-00 from 27-1.-84 to
91 days. Rs. 24,B7,897-21

27-4-86 i.e. 2 yrs.
Grand. Total Rs.1,47,61,364-21

Fort
Seven Lacs, :3ixty One T - usand, Three

(Rs. One C;r®re, y
Hundred Sixty Four and raise Twenty

One only)

.in his capacity as Secretary (
Revenue ), is requested

Add 30°; sc?latium.

1 /me-ringl

to k inc' 11^

( R S ADAIJ )

i3D A : U1SI ; TOid COLLECTOR (PN)^DM R, ^

, ,Total P.s. 9

Ps. 28,25,877-00
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Vide award No.1/86-87 an area of 811 bigha:
05 biswas has been acquired In village Palam. A
perusal of the award shows that 41 sale deeds w ere
executed in village Palem prior to the date of
notification u/s 4 (27.1.84 in the instant case). Tha
area sold in most of the sale deeds is less than one
bigha or slightly more than one bigha . Hene .a -these
sale deeds were not taken into consideration by the
then L . A. C. (P) (Shri S.A. Gehani) . He however
determined the market value of the land @ %.8400/-
per bigha 1, Caving relied upon another sale deed
No.7202 dated 30 ,11.83 in which the land was sold for
%40000/- I.S. %8400/- per bigha.

A representation has since been received hem
the Hon ' ble Lt.Governor, Delhi in which k it has
been claimed that the actual area involved in the
sale deed on ' whi ch the L.A.C. had reli ed in deter-
mining the market price is 3 bighas 09 biswas and
not 4 bighas 16 biswas ass re orted in the award.
According to them the average bigha canes to
ps,11600/- in respect of that sale de=:,d and not
Rs.8333/. - per bigha. In this regard, the NT was
deputed to consult the record of the sub Registrar at
Kashmere Gate and he has reported that the a rea
involved in the sale deed in que%tion is 3 bighas
09 bi swas and not 4 bi gh i 5 16 biswas and on which

had assessed the market price.A Cis the then Lb . . .as
Taking into consideration that the actual area of the

sale deed was 3 bighas 09 biswas , the value per

bigha comes to %.11594.20 or say %.11600/- per
bigha. Since there appears to be some clerifal

error in regard to the area of the sale deed relied

upon by the L.L.A. C. , Legal Asvis er is again requested

to -advise whether we can revise the award, on the
basis of the same dale deed in which the average Vxf'
price per bigha comes to %,11600/- and not Rs.8400/-
er bigha as mentioned and relied upon by the L.A.C.

in the said award.

Since the report im to be submitted to the
D.C. by 18.6.86, L. A. is kindly requested to send
his opinion by 16.6.86.

\,A jai ĵ ^kgf..
(R. S. AD AV)

LAC( N)

'^ tt,^ c^,..s a►,^ $^. Q-e .,-.cam
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Kindly peruse tt:.: note of the L.A.C. dated
12.6.86 from page N/1. -I have examined the entire
case and one through the award- file. in-the chief
data which is a part t;)f the award at S . No. 30 and
against the name of Satya Pal Vs Banwari Lal, the
t )tal area indicating the sale value of ^'s. 40, 000/-
is mentioned as 4 bighas 16 biswas. This chief data
is prepared on-the basis of the report of the Patw ri/
Kanungo who col lest the figures from the concerned
Sub-Reg i;.'s Ofsica 3ni submits to the c^ncerne
Naib Tehsildar who gets the chief data prepared,
after which the L.A.C. appreciates- the data prepared
by the Tehsilc1ar to arrive at the reasonable market
value which forms the basis of his award to be dra .
To clarify the entire position, I had called the
original registered sale deed from the office of the
Sub-Regis tear, Yashm^are Gate and on going thr Hugh e
original deed, it is made out that the area involve
in this transaction .as actually 3 bighas 9 biswas
as has been claimed by the representati onis is and
not 4 bighas 16 bisi:as as has been sr awn in the awe d.
The average market price. of the land being acquired
in village Palen on the basis of the correct fib; lre
of 3 b±chas 9 biswas ashall therefore coma t
Rs. 11, 600/- per bicha as. against P . 8400/- per bigha
projected in the -Award drawn and announced by the
LAC. ' on this basis the market value of the land pe
bigfia in- all the three categories, viz A, B & C shat
hive to be enhanced to the extent. of Rs.3200/- per
``tgha and the revised cost of land on this basis
shall come to Rs. 11600/- in A category„ R!:.9200/- in
B category and PS.6200/- In c categ.iry respectively.
In this retard the provisions made under Sec. 13-A
of the Land Acguis i ti on Act are relevant k h ich pro-
vides for correction of clerical errors and mistak
This Section 13-A of Land Acquisition Act reads as
follows:-

u

13-A. Correction jf clerical errors, "The
Col lector at any time but not later than six
months from the date of award, or where he h
been required under Secti 3pn 18 to make a refer
ence to the Court, before the making of such
reference, by-order, correct any clerical 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 sub^-itted to Secretary/-^
contd... p
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f rom re-page

(Revenue) *the LAC referred thematter to the Legal Advisor
who has also opined that this was a clerical, mistake and

could be corrected as may be seen ffom his n•-)ting dated

13. 6.86 at page 1/N. My personal enq iiries in the matter
revealed that this was nothing but a clerical mistake which
had occurred due to over looking and wrong entry Df the
area of 4 bighas 16 biswas against th6 correct fiqure of
3 bighas 9 biswas at the level of the atwari/Kanungo
which was made the part of the ch i•ef data by the ^Taib
Tehsildar concerned and L.A.C. had relied on the data
which had been put before him by the field staff. This
cl-Zrical err )r can b c^ri ect_d -within a period of 6 months
from the date of the award as per provision made under
Section '13-A of Land Acquis iti :,n Act. The award in the
instant case was announced on 26.4.36 and the some can,
therefore, be revised under the above legal provisions.

Secretary( Re-^2nue) is, therefore, re.luestcd to approve
the prop-.ised c ^r. r^cti Jp t, enable the L.A.C. to re-cast
tr::_ -3-,;,., -,.,4!`)-_ i`^. ^: re-announced after due corr.cctio-)n.

."V1 OA4 '-e
Ease.Submitted p

(B. L. AN q
ADTMi(LA)

19. 6.8 6

Secy. (Revenue)/L. C.

any award on this ground.

Please let me know what is going to be

the ar'ditional financial liability because of

the proposed revision. It may also kindly be

indicated whether in past we have ever revised

(S etish Ch®ndra)
Deputy Commissioner:Delhi.

19-6-1986

1. The additional firanci=l liabi because of.
Q lace.the proposed rev is i•on shall come tJ a'^ xit 4

;w--'^ ► i a Land Acquisition .Act, theren c_
?1 i rL J^' _ ^' I-,- rorr=ct.iJn )f Ru(7h er ror Wit( .T'.;-4s

This S-c. 13-A had been added in the revised Act in
To award as such has so far beenthe year 19 84 only-

s ion demand ing this acti n.
r€-v.is e d on these grounds as t- re was no such 3cce-

t'
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In the case of Palam village award wasannounced for 811 bighas of land. Large number of
Pradhans and villagers have been meeting LG and theundersigned for giving very low amount as
compensation . The matter

was earlier examined
whether the

award can be revised or reviewed. It

was very categorically pointed out by the Legal
Adviser that

the same is not permissible unless
there is a clerical mistake ( a note in this regard
was submitted to LG some time back) .
people have represented

that the LAC wrongly rtook ethe rate of the registry on which he
based his

award. The matter was
got checked up and an 'error

was found and according to the Legal Adviser this
clerical mistake can be corrected

. In view of this
the award can be revised . A'ccordinq to ADM(LA)
this would be the first revision of its kind and
the financial implications will

be about Rs.41 lakhe.

Since there is -a clerical mistake and according to
Legal Adviser

, Land & Building Department, the

award can be corrected the proposal is submitted

for kind consideration and approval.

2• We may also ask ADM
(LA) to fix up the

responsibility
for this mistake which

has created
so much awkward

situation for the Admin stration.
n

^1
(SatishW hC andrA)

Deputy Commissioner , Delhi.
2 5-5 -8 i I

anon t'
DC's above proposal relates to

e-orrection of clerical mistake in an award.
Section 13-A empowers the Collector, and in
our case the DC, to determine the mistake
and correct it on the merits of the case.
DC is , therefore , fully competent to do the
needful . Is his functions in matters of
drawing up of awards and correction ofoany
clerical mistakes etc. are of quasi - judical
nature , it will not be appropriate to
involve Secretary ( L&:B) , CS and LG in such
decisions. Such type of references to
CS/LG may attract adverse comments of the

con#d. .



from pre-paw

^* arJ S fixing UP o f
appellate courts. As rep mistake in
responsibility for the clerical view and musttaken a the
question, DC has already action against
take strong disci!)linarY also, DC is fully
erring staff and for that

competent.

CS/LG may kindly see

(GANGA DAS)
Secret ary(L&B)

2-4.7.86

LG
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