AWARD NO.: 200.9@/

Sadhora Kalan. -

Pernanent.

! -‘ The land situste in the estate ol viilage ZSadhors Kaland"‘-l?”
;o‘e:;'.r:u.b Ihabra Nog.633/199/1 (57-06), 172(4-14), 173 (6-18), .
,fl'?S/l (l-ll), 217 (9735}, and 442/217 (4-96) total measuring -
';:..83 bighfls 10 bisvas is needed by the Government at the public

.—,r’

_ :f_-‘}ientpense fm a public purpose namely for #ie Planned Devempment

o 30f Dalhi. Previously the requlsite notifications under SthiOl‘lS;

4 and §]cf ,’qc Lund fLC(Iu:L sition Act were issued By vide the

m,;\4 and: 6 of thel.d.Act vide the

it M F 15(67)/ 64~ Ll (ll)w"l-n,ed £0.10.1966 andynn;
'_":.I‘.15(57)/64-L&i1 (1) dated 29.10. 1966-,respem."" vely. Tm}
{ g s

i‘-

i f*-accorrling to the Land Reforms Statement No.4,the bhumid.har

-)-‘l.

;was already declared on the land under acquisition prlor ‘to

L the isoue of the general notification wnder szetion 4 of the

K E:;fLs_,rlcl stcc;u;j_.sl‘tion Act No.F,.15(111)/69~-LSG dated 13.11.1959

T "comp'riéing}.the area of 34,070 acres. Hence the land under
: acquisition wasg deemed to have had been covered uncler the

", said general notjfiCatlon. The substance of the said notifi-. K

e cltion had. Deen given due pubj.mlty and objections were *;1.‘-LUT '
) 10rod thf“g'.nt,c“%ted persons. The gbjections were recelved
‘and a report’was sent to the Delhi Administration, However

";the ob,]ectlons were rejected and a declaration under section . S

6 of tne L'md Acqu.LSJ.t.Lon Act was made vide the notl flcdm.on -

| NO.F 15(57)/64—L&H (111)dated 29.10.i68. NoL.:L: e undew

1

' fsact:u:x 9(1) was g:.ven due publicity and. notices under :,ection

9(3) and 10(1) of the Land Acguisition Act wep e/x er‘red upon the

:Tl‘nﬁ'mbwn:‘interested persons. Almo st all the intprested persons ‘f
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Singh

ngh.

Rameshwar na §s Sha
Ram”Chander'through‘”'
Manb1f Singh

. 0m" Prakash
Rag Nath,

=

EE&QEQJ_Wéﬁﬁaﬁ;sul;&ng_giﬁggggitigiwuqda§iim:;m“gﬁnaaasg

Advocate,

Chiman ‘Singh ang Parhhu

88/0 Vain Bingh

Sukh Dagy theough PE,
Up Chand Advocute.

Surinder Singh Bhatis
s/o Kartar Singh,

Sharma s/o

Glan ‘Singh s/o Narain
1

Mohan Lal s/0 Bakshi Lal,

AUy /6" Bhags
haran Kaur 9/c
gh. '

5/0° Rewti Ram

“Daverider Singh

am,
ata w/o
Sharma.,

.s/0 Gopal

Tia s/o0

fs 35667 < per"bﬁégg 7.
Lind, ‘.500/~ ror Levelldins
51500/~ for boundary wall
and ks ,200/- for other -
cémpensntion; thus” demangeq:

1548700/« us total compensat-g
iQn. ‘

.30/~ per sq.yd. for the’*
land, and 15435000/~ for ghe
well angd the structure,

20/~ per 8d.yd. for tic

ldnd, I5.500/~ For Tevellin
&QSOGO/--for'construction,
%.10,000/-‘as‘compensation
Tor disPlaCGment,thus" o
demarided total compensation:
Of RS-lg’SOO/". :

Demaﬁdéd”total ¢}

ompensation
of £.28,500/~., '

Demarided total compensatich
of #.19,300/-.

Total comperisation -of
HS,' 25, 10 0/" .

Demarided total compensatign-
of i3.18,100/~, ; g

Démaﬂied'tdtal compensatipn
Rig -4:6,800/" .

Demanded total compensatibn
of 21,200/~ |
Demanded tot;
‘Oﬁ”@.SQOO/".

e
al compensatign

Demandéd'toﬁal compensatioﬁ“,
of Rs.9200/-,

Demanded total compensation |
°f fs.18,100/~. -

Demanded totgl compensation
Of“k-E;,SOOZf. )

Demanded- total compensation:
°f fd14,000/-,
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Nemanieq’ 5 .
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r;meshwari Jal w/o Balbirp
Chand Jain.

Dhaja Ram “Gupta s/o
aibhu Deyal.

Ashok Arora s/0 Raj
larain. .
Sushil Kumar Tain s/o
Roshan Lal Jain,

Raj Kumar Jain g/o
~Roshan Lg; Jain,

gat_Rai Bajqj,

581{&} Prakash Tain s/o
hrd Panna Tal Jain.

e fishpa Wanti w/o
Sulthdev Raj.

ShintsAgya Wanti w/o

ikandar Lal,

oL Wati Tdain daughter
p.f_:'SokianbL_a.‘l.’._w

-Om'Prakashi Jain’'s/o
Janght Lal Jain.

SLigh Thukral
hand.

IE Kanr w/o
v

Demanded total compensation
of £5.20,500/-,

Demahded'tdtul-compensation of
+15420,000/-,

B8+ 5000/= as total compensation.
Demanded- total compenisation of
bs.24,000/-, |
Demarided total compensgation
of fis e23,000/'“ .

Demanded- total compensatim of
3419 ,800/~ . _

Demanded- total compensation of
%.11,500/-,

Déﬁdﬂded‘toﬁal‘compensatinlof
.18,840.00,

Demandad total compensation of
fs.18600/-, .

Démanded'tot?l compensntion of &
53_08_900/— . N o
Demanded total compensation of 77
5. 26000/~ , =

© DEhdided’ total”
I+ 24,000/~

Denmanded - total compensation ofn
RSO'?‘S’@;OO/-O b

Démanded- total compensation of:
Hqulg:LBO/"-

Demanded- total compensation of ¢
Hsiogl,VSOO/- »

Deménded~total compens;tion of
%,62@0/1_7

Démaﬁ&ed-total compensgtion of
HS-S‘.I:,BOO/"- ) I

Démanded- tétal compensation of
RSelG.,B.QO/"o '

Demanded total compensation of
fs.12,250/~.

Demended hotal compansation of

Déﬁanded;tqféligompensatiqn--
s 5700/ ) o . i
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Yotes Thg_plg?manﬁs from sl.No. to 59 hsve filed thelr

elaim petitionsthrough Shri Manbir gingh Advecate.

No evidence In respect of the claims for compmnsation

as such has been flled by any claimant. However, the plot

Tolders of the land under acquigition have filed ~copics of

showjng that they have purchased the plotsa,
to ks.20/- per

he sale deeds

-at the rates renging from k.11/- per sd. v,

'sq.yd. Thug there 13 no corroboration hetween the rates’ 3
S < which ranges from fs. 55/~ to ls.40/-persq
demznded by the claimants/and the rates 1nvolvod in the ydd

o
sald sale deeds appear ’{?

zaid sale deeds. Moreovep the

o- have veen erecuted alter the date of notification wnder

ct'viz.13.11.1959. Hence

‘geetion 4 of the Landicquisition A
or 1rriv1ng at the corrcct

‘hese rates cannot he relerHt f

"WARKET VALUE'

he kind and sibuation of the land mder acquisitxg

0'1985 of village Sadhora Iiglap. The khasra Nos. 1;2,

H

-6/; undep gcquisi ion a;g_just

adjacentltqlthe
vide the

ﬁQS‘actually the part, and.parceT of the khdgra No‘

'Ba‘guh Nrelrrlri‘:'butlat the site the :
jut and the land has been gold unauthorised}y'
As such the land mder acQuisition

ﬁ“’

tOther kind!, for which the rate. %f

) l 331~ied as




_ and about 8 reference have been
- under secticn 18 of t_hc—: La:ngl Acquisif:ion Let upto date, \

are at the preliminary stage.

The factors for arriving at the market value of the land

1n this aréa have been discussed at length in the award Fo.

' 1985- In view of the aspects discuused tl’E rein I am of the.

1OTHER COMEE NSATICHS!
on the 1a.m1 under acquis:tm

question of assessment of compensation docs not arise.
some of the plots holders have congtructed rooms ete.

sl no compensation has been assessed ag th e plots

holders urcho.sed the land wnder acquisition after the r’tate

2 ;o notl flcation under secbtion 4 of the Land Acquisition Act

alloved

*Land Acqm sition Act. They are, howevc.r,
" their ma.lbas if they so desire.

f APPORT TOMMEH T

oi‘ the land under cxcquioition W1‘LJ_

the plot holders on produchlen m t he relevant

their ownership rights, and in case of

owing

o g, A
SRR

Accordmrr to the provi.slono of the Land J@.m_uu gition

";}eg..Validation) Act, 1967,simple interest at the

is allowed on the market value of the

'np.a.. ;
viz.13. 11. 6‘2 | ot

ayment of compen La.tian amrdz,d v

' f tender e
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