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bt 0 . Vame of the Village:- " Sadhoran Kadans *
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é%_-i . ET'J;-Abadi:- . Bagh Kare Khan.,
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Moo b Hature of Acquisition:i- Permanent.
b | _
.{5 ? This is.s case for the acquisition of lend et
e e R R O ] -5
Bl known as Pit Noé? situated in. Bagh Kere Xhan in the .-<._1;a;TQ
ik v ""--*-.“'i‘. AL
; : . . ~E
i Revenue Estate of Sadhora Khurd ‘on behalf of the Delhlxl
AR Corporation for the constructidh of Girls School, R
i (n)]vpv*i , SRR
it : Notifi cation No.F 15(7)/57-LSG dated 31.1. 1957 was BEd
R N ] .
sp f‘ LT ‘
S . issued by the Chief Gommissioner, Delhi under Section
240 4 of the 'Land Acquisition Act, 1894, A notice was duly
e _h‘\""hw '
i;j : published and no- objections as to the mcquisi tion were -
b (I , . ’ M
N S . .
1\1 3 j a received. The notification stated that the land was
: ,‘*.l\ " i . _ - . | ' ) . ;
;#y‘! o reqiuired for public purpose at public expecse. This
é?; e necessitated a correction because the land was req uiredww
et -
H i3 » g . ) ' 4.
o : for public purpose at the Municipal expense. Necessa:y]ﬁ:
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ah

5.12.1959. Notices under section 9 and 10 of the. Act .-~
’ : ’ . AR DR A

were igsued and were duly served upon the owners and .- .

occupendd concerned.
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correctly shown in the various ?otificationé It ia

situated in Bagh Kare Khan's_ reéf%ential area in Ward
309,38 . gl . L

:1 NQ.XVIII. It measures C]O s&hre_yardu )




s

s

S

—
B
E

: fcéﬁresféd the méasurement éndrhggce it is tak@ﬁiﬁo‘béf:
R ] . - -

v

. .correets |

~

HE

L

ACcofdlng to the
Ve -

Ve

Anformation supplied by ther

pr4“

‘.x . i l
L&”“-*~wwm,\;lthe Act and ne on

. landl

)Depv; '

.”

|

I

.

.'-‘_,

S

Comm1551oner,
- owned by Sarvehri Nihal Singh,
,sx;/..*
Bhagyati Devi and Sarvshrl Ghan
Mehar C%and and Ram Chander’ are the occuplere.

all responded to the notices under section 9 md
St

-_The owneih

e x T
. spat%mente and ev1dence have been recorded. Shri . Nihal‘"
s E o

! . A S ' -

) 'TSihéq claims ownership

Jemanded the compensation. at %.25.

1&:?9 filed 4 written claims and their

Mool Chand, and Smtaf
der Ball, Labhu Ram, 7¢;i

They have

10 of

-:a

e else has claimed any interest in thls o

, .

of an area’of 222 equare yards: nd

00 per square y

Pelni the property under acquisltlon .

i ,:Special Attorny and husband to bmt.
LEE K ‘
i AL e
Bhagwatl Pev1 -appea ﬂ%wner behdf, ?lalmiTg ownership of
= "y R
: ““ ’. SRR k‘ s IR
H ’ -
IR 244 square yarde and demanding compensationfat the rate
: SRR DR 41,- % #”
; 'of m.sp 00 per square yard. -
* % r . N L
fhis“areééis under his Factory and it may not be acqulred,.

"Nlhal Singh produced 10 -evidenoa,

;"=brought on'record a copy of Sale Deed,

”f$.43.0, per square %ard 1n Bagh Mugd Khan. Shri

-Chand iB_min+nkaw:ahnn+_h4n_“}n+_-

2N

because hie business will be ruined. He further etatesw;

S = )
o

'that he,has spent &.3 000,00 on, e’p{en_structures end

claims a comepeneatlon at k.

=

100, 00 per equare yard, Shri‘

C,

registered No.

"

Q% 213fon 16 1 1960 Aocordlng to theh 8 plot of 138

. - ‘_I(
equare yards wae eold for m.s 000.
&

o0 at an average of
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-jNo.B and notif&c&iﬁeﬁ—in Plt No.?-

fformer being a Property Dealer.

B respectively about 2% years ago.

"13 stated to have refused the offez.

5=

f_to knowe, the priee of lard in Bal.gh Kare Khan..

.vacant.

;Bazar Sita Ram and bhrl Mohd. Rafi of Balli Msran, the

further;state’ that the supTer_structure is worth M,BSOO/—

;Thg;gvfgence

rejected that ofﬁbr.

This lend is all '!if.

He produced two witnesses Shri Prabhu Dayal of

Both the witnesses'stateV"

to have offered him h.?O 00 and %.100/— per square yard
Shri Mool Chand!,howeger,*

o

These witnesses )“.I
: N ’

. F
tendered by the land owners is very vagug;f
“‘:‘l.jﬁ- . -

and irrelevent. As regards the Sale Deed produced, the '_.i

ffombthia place. More0ver, the transantion took ;plaace'r~
! E X !‘)Q . -t

in't?a year 1960,mwhen the materlal date for the acqui—;

e

—

?Thlsatransacti@n“\therefore, is

"'f‘*'*-h;t-‘ & |.

If thg;cq,

.

The evidence, therefore, produced
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.J'ave elmply relled

The acquir~

1ng Department 1.e°

the Munic1pal Corporatlon hag repr

9'.&
”,;eented*the

t the value of the land on the material date

‘.was not more than g,

4,00 per square yard. They further

.stated that the Corporation spent a lot of money on

".filllng up this pit, because ths dirty water uged. to

ﬁoollect here and it was g nuisance fop the publie, They '
ri;demand\that the money spent by _the Corporatlon should be

j,:{,.-g_ed_i;dteq% from th

in December, 195@1 :

: o - 3z‘ m;...‘ Y
. WOTK B0 prove d in 1 / Ther contentlon
Bo-tolbe w4, 00 square ya.r 7 1957, ’ :
jre - yard. ,
3 L untenable. _
? _ R The Nalb Teheildar, L A. “has proposes & rate of
If ¥ Ai2.00 per equare yard a3 the correct market value on . th
: LN

7o 251G¢OO This f~"
-area,is very small and cannot be.relied“on to be‘a true
ST Fop i o5
7‘ ( ‘: o ' ‘ I . 1;' } . T g Do

e
relevent date.

-

'He has baseq this:® ;

‘carried through vide mututions N0¢1519 ang 1597 on 18.1 54!‘3

and 8 6.54 respectively. The areailnvolved.in these two

mututione is only 4 blewae at a price of &o
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i B "7 indication of the correct market velue. The Naib

. Teheildar ignored mututions Nos. 1461 ang 1483, also

ﬁkz a :ff relating :sjﬁhe seles of the land in the immediate
Viciaity under acquisition; The ground for ignoring
this area is stated that this area is agricultural. I
‘have ihspected the spot and I do not.agree with the
oéinion of the Naib Tehsildar, because the area is also
"' in the immediate vieinity of the land under acquiaition

L and is surrounded on all sides by constructed area.

'I,

therefore, consider the rate proposed by the Naib

N ; "';' Tehslldar, L.A. to be hlgh.

I consider that the sales carried through

o i vige mututions No.1461, 1483, 1497 and 1519 are all . <. !
m;; " i 'A; rélevent. The total area involved is 14 Blawas for a ;::
ffﬁ. 'Z_Ji -.'_co?sideratlon of m.6 240, OO., The average of these sales

Y | S e

- onks out 10 B.8.84 nP per square yard, From. enqulries .

‘
Lo made on the spot I find that this plot was actually a. 1(_:
SR T

pit. Dirty water used to stagnate here and was a ﬂ;

. (R
r

Ty
r"; "-‘
_nuisanca for the whole area. ‘The average cost of fllling l
S i
up auch pits was found as k.1.45 nP per square yard in.

.;. o A .?

s ‘the case of Pit Nooj. I, therefa:e,,consider that

...-‘ s
A ’

’Corporation to £ill wp theae plts. Theré is no reaaon;;ff
why the owner should benefit fﬂbm thisg expense ‘of the %rk
. Corporatlon. Deductlng theaetexpenses the net rate works

S

out touapproximately Bse e 50 nﬂ,per square yard. Thla

.
o rate ia further supported hy the facta that anarea of
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. e‘ House Buildlng Society for g co.leiderat_frgz;"

1&/000/--011 26 2

60 at the rate op about B/8.50 np
K 'pei;g eqnare "jard. This aree. is situateq hardly 100 y'a;rde

Since the _-le.nd; was

haeed by a Co—operative Society, therefore it can be

’ 'upp?r or lower sides, Considering the fact. that the ::v'”
v g
”'é _pri?es have been rising every year, the ratc of %.7 50
3
i
t
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2 0 COMPENSATION roi smucmmws: S
oo Kl - e .
S EREEN A o i
L — { There are temporar:yf_ structures on. this
RO ‘é end the Naib Pehsildar, L4, hae propoeed
- A - - ’ HSQ“:?‘ ;_:" ,'
o ; On Nihal Singh's land. : =300,00:
:P¢'l : In Bhagwati Devitg portlon, 2 ' '1;irw s
RS ] Khokhas belonging o - :Shri:. uabhu C S
L S Ram and Mehar. Chand - at &.50/; each. =100,00 = -
,:-. : 3,Q>- One Khokhg belonglng to Shrl Ram S
S S Chander at B. 20,90 ~ ‘ L = EOiOQ‘f
R L-ra, . In Mool Chang's lang, g’ Brick
A ' made Ch&butra at P30175 OO '-‘-'1751300
-- ‘ .. : i -—-—-._.__
g R by g. Totel. e.sgs 00
FT ' i 1 ", A ““"‘*"
- -.; . - “t o .. '-,-1 .
’ ’%P . The Nalb Tehsildar hasiﬁlven reasone 1n detall
ey ,-‘h P :'“ Twm<~ :
'Ei"; ‘ ~for~ asseselngfthle _cost or

“the“gtmnninnam_ﬁn;+h




E#@e-asseesment'made by bim, I, therefore, award &,595 00 .

ae the cost of temporary structures in the 1and°

" "
I .

There is no claim for seperation.for any ethef:”e

L harm to accrue from this acquisition. No compensation is, i"

therefore, necesgary for this purpose,

R

;J',:.‘,A;p PORTIONMETN I

The following are the owners of the property

; 3 Shri Nihal Singh. = 220 éduarq'yardé.

Smt. Bhagwati Devi, = 2da i, ";:? |
S Mool Chand. i = 440w \
Ef i Total: ;Ta S@uaee yards.
_é ;ﬁﬂ ' . The compeﬁsation for land and the solitiem

:will be distributed according to the areas mentioned
“‘!.’ ‘

. ,"ébbvé., 4s Tegards compensation for structures it will .-,
SR TR N R
r -~ ’. ) .
N ] * ‘ -
s be ‘disbursed ag followa:- !

¢
[P .
I

Shri Chander Bali 'bemant' = s, 300,00

" S8hri Labhu Ram ‘ocoupier!.- = Hs. 50,00

. Shri Mehar Chand ' =ef@mqq%gi
, Shri Ram Chander 'tenant! = B. 20,00 %,
Shri Mool Chand 'owner'. = 15, 175,00 e

e ' Total:ls, 595,00 “h
K LAND ) REVENUES DEDUGTION: E .

1 1.
t"w"
The land is still assessed to lsm=te Land y*_

-;.77 Revenue but ho figures of Ladd Revenue are avallable_

‘ because mututions have not been: attested in favour of‘“‘

A the,land owWners, nor

- e
M BT

‘TMtammas have been implemented. . -
L | s
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the mututione 1s attested in favour of the Munieipal

Corporatlon.

LHE MVARD 15 SUMMARISED AS BELOW:.

-, Cost of 910 Saare yards of land at g5, up
- B.7.50 nP per square yard. =6825,00

Solltium, At 15“ of the above
Price, .

=1023,75
= 595000

Totals— 8443,76-

|~

( Nand Kishore ) :
Land Acquiﬁ.tion Collector 1 sDelhi,

27.2.1961,

Compensation for structures,

Submitted to the Deputy Commissioner, Delhl

(Gollector of the Digtrict) for information ang fillng

the award, I
" ( Nana Kishore Je . :
AP land Acquisition Collector 1, Delni,
§ ':- 27.&.019610




