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-’Pe? 5-61. They hdve also claLmed m.eo/- per sq. yard for the 1ena

'Lln fleld number 222 measuring 9. Blghas ll Blewas for &.l 20 000/— :
g:flxhe second report No 309 - dated Elst April' 1901 Iecords the sale

='.‘l.'.l'lrcmglfl bhri K.C.Mittal Advocate on 27 5-61, He clalmed m.ao/- :
*per sq, yard as fai} market price for his land under acquis;tion.
He has based this ¢laim on the ground that his lang is situated
fnear Induotrlal Area and Bharat Nagar Tesldential colony. There
is no industrial area near about this: lcmd. Bhar at Nagar Colony
is situated on the northern side of Najafgarh Drain, Whereas ’;
the land of Shri Kheman Ram 15 on the southern side of the Drain;'

His land is sandwiched between ‘the two: drains, as such there is-

B,

no road to his land It, therefore, cannot have any potentlal

value as residential area. His claim 1s too much exaggerated

The total land of. ‘this claimant which has comg in this acouisition
is garden land., He has claimed %.5/- por $qs yard for the . trees.
Besides this he has Clalmed Rse2/- per sq. yard for re-iencing of
the %arden. Only 7 Biswas of thig claimant is belng acqulred ¥

He can shift his fence to thc Temaining. portion of his land Tnégoqi

- ;, ; . ."';' 1'

shifting would noticoot him anything. o ? 3
2. Sh. Kaloo s/o. Sh. Yad Ren, also flled his Clalm B

‘,:-

through X.C. Mittal Advocate. His clalm 15 absolutely 1dentlcal

with the above mentioned claim of Shri Kheman Ram. It would be

¢

treated on the same lines as mentioned above.

i A n-:,
3. ,_;L . Sh. Narender bingh, Verendar Slngh sone of Ch, bunder

blngh filed their claim through Shrl K. C Mlttal Advocate on

-
&.5/— for the trees 1n the garden and %.2/- for the fence., The

_ ba31s for thi, valuatlon are the same as discussedaabove in the N

case of Shrl Kheman Ram. Besides this they alSO'produced doeumen-

. of v1llage Sadhora Kalan. Both these reporte relate to the auction

'Tof eVacuee . Land conducted by the cubtodian.-‘ReportiNo 166 entered

:on, 5th 'anuary 1961 records the auctlon of‘tne garden 51tuated P
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“
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of another garden S]fﬂa+oﬂ_nn—94n73~““4"
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Bs.’?,185-18nP In cmctlon the m:'ice depends on the whim.a 0 .

the purchasers. Sometimes it goes .very high and SGmetlmeﬁiit' :
remains very iow. There 1s only a difference of l;—month;ln

;he two salgs; but the dlfference51n averige nrlc per Blgha lS.
Bse 3, 385- SOnP. .

Sadhor g Kdla.na
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the District_Ju@ge,fof adjudication,
Ga Sh. Uma Shanker filed h}s élaim through Shri a.u.
' Pleader. He has claimed R,100/- per q, yard as fair marhct value
for his land. Besldes this he claimed %5.5,000/- for the trees’
in the garden and F.10,000/~ as damages for severance. His ciéim

is not realistic.

7 smbt. Ramo Devi legal gusrdiasn of Shri Dwarka Shanké?f |
Seth and Durga Shanker filed clabm through Shri S.K. Kapoor Ple

der, Their claims are identieal with that of Uma Shanker.

have not given any proof in support of their elaim. The claips
are exaggersted beyond limits.
3. © sh. Mohan Lal Goels presented his claim through Shri_
Harbans Singh Tyagi Advocate on 26=12-61. Thls clalmant had algb

presented his Cldlm on 27- 5—01 in Wthh he erroneously mentloned

claim bub quently on 26th December 1981 in which he cldlmm

m.lo/- per sq. yard as fatr market valug plus .10, ?oO/- for
trees in the girden and B5.3,000/ for well and Fs.2,000/- for
putting up new boundary and gate. He;has also mentioned in h%é
clalm that his land is surrounded on all sides by a nunber of};
densely-poaulated colonies, | B
G, , Shri Klshan Lal s/o. Dalpat blngh, R an ?orshqd:s/oel
She Shiv sahai filed their claim through Shri K C. Mlttalkﬁdvoca

His elaim is dldentical w1th shri Kheman-Ram mentioned at No. l.‘

bhrl Mohan Lal Goela has dl.i submltted a C1dlm requitt

lng 1 Blgha 17 Biswas in field No.511/185. In the revenue recdrd X
this land stahds in the name of Shri ﬁgghaya Lal s/o. Ban Naraini

~who could not be served for want of proper aderSao She Mohan {”

I A‘

Lal Goela has filed his clalm in the c;p¢01ty af Bhoomldar.




Bhe Renjit, Ram Chand s/o. sh. BabulRam, Rat alnbn 5/0.
Hazari s/o. 3h. Dilel, Bhagwan | Sanal s/0. Sh. Ranjit atte

in compliance of the notics. 5h, Budhu s/o. the Sondni clj_

that he had t¢ken 6 Bighas on lease from

per annum. After taking the land on lease he levelled it.

claimed that he had constructed huts end kucha houses by spend%nQ’ﬂ

.about Rs.7,500/<, These Kucha houses were rented by him to tn

various occupants for %,200/- per men sum.  Out of these claimant_
only Shri Jagan s/o0. Sh. Bhondi ddmltted that he had rented é
house at the Tate of Rse10/- P.M, whiéh was built?beShri Budhu,
s/o. Sh, Sondhi. The rest of the ocoupdnte have claime& thatﬂ
they had rented vacant site fron bh.;Budhu. T he Loni}ructlo\

was done by them at tﬁeir own cost, They have’ claimédfcomoen

tion for thié cénstruction as wall as: alterndtlvezblte for th

them did so.‘ T@hse are Kucha houses

The dcpartment has agreed;

MARKE?T VALUBER

: ‘ T
Considerdtlon Average mrice dverage pricci

A

publd Dot £ o

Py Eﬁm‘
iy

YM ongY v . per Bigha. ! Dper Bigha after.
T ey 17 deducting- plots
s ‘;H & Houses.

8043-90 Bs ?ll -85nP B54 711 85nP
3&750 -0 W.QQQl-%lnP; [5.2981-417
25732-00  R6200- -43nP, %a5078 13n
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; -8,
19-9-50 . 86,57,68,463/72 46-0  5.263100-00nP, -F.5710-578P, " |
" 7371, i 27/1. : - N O
1084,23-12-60" 133 ©13-17  Rs,*73000-00n2,

Eﬁbt% ﬁfﬁ No sale has'@akon place infthis block. "Bome 1dhd'

'gogafapnp, ane,Agar’

higher Fate

WBl_pgmé.n;L;

Society, New Delhi. Accordlng to thelr own tdtament thcy had

of the trees standlnggln the garden. Theip avera bb Value per B, h

comes to- R.5652-170P. and 5. 5719-5702. resp'ctivelv.' ifter deductlng

of not;flcatlon.
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lopment of Delhl. Th1 ldnd is not being dcquirediundeg that schem

| such no quegtion of. providing alterndtlve plo ar*ae. However’

acquisition the occupanta shall be require
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SEVER ANCE, N

By this acquisition fleld:No.499/168 has been ﬁivideg_{,*
into three parts. Field No0.499/168/1 measuring 3 Blghas 16 Bigwgs'
is being acquired. 4 small“portion measuring 12 Biswas has beenﬁ
cut away from ths remainlng land of this land owner in field No.499/
168/2, Field No. 499/168/3 measuring 3 Blghas 13 Biswas has also

remained out of acé;uiéition. That is. fa.irly a big ﬁt’gimb%l;,_ ,there 4

per Blgha. It the small piece were to

tion for thls would come to B.L800/-.
total value of the field would be = fdl

Severance. I derd M. 180/= as compcnsatlon for severunce.

INTEREST

far. Therefore the ques tlon of giving

s APPORZTIONNMENT,
Pield No.B811/165 is recordedfin-the Reverue Rccordv
in the neame of 8h. Kanhaya Lal s/o. Sh. Ram Naraln as th;omld

One Mohan Lal Goela has also filed a cl regarding this lénd,

L ) ;%ompensation for this piece of land is disputed.. In the cliaim!
ST filed by Smt. Ledo:Devi widow, Hira Devi’danghter -and Om Parkash

son of Sh. Raghunath Dass; they have clalmed thut field No.499/16

g ‘ ownbd by Sh.hallu Mal shareholder was gl geé in their favou?,

Kallu Mal has glso filed & separate claim for this ILand, Tﬁiéf

also & disputed case. In his claim ddt&d X7=5-61, Sh. Khemun Rdm

has mentioned that field No.oOO/168 mcauurlng 2 Brrwa exclus;velj




Compensatipn for the structures is dlbputcd
uts in field Wos,

1he comnansutlon ig diuputed
The comoonsation for these disputed c’ses would be paig after;

om the Partieg concerned°
T:IL AWRD Iu

‘o Cost of 20 Bighab &
B 5250 /. -

- Tecelving proofs fr
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Compensation for Structurcs
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This lang is as‘seséed to Rs.55-10np" -

is being acqulred hy uOV”Tnmbnt

thisg amount wzll be‘d@duct
the Khalsg p ;
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