~penggtion under sechlon

gener a) notl

4 of the Lgnd heqiisit

© gnd the substa,ﬂc;e o]

abjechio

Tinal declaratien u/e

Ho, Ta 1( 7) / GReale]

721 bigha

measuring 66~ 18 bigh

and
imnd s At Wt

Lend is being acaui

1040/35% in e

jgeuwad 8 abay order

and. were igs

These ar? PT9 vorc)

4 Fieabion Hoe

fon Ak

f the notifics

ne spvited Lrom

§ agted 2Tin KT

ghas 37 bigusde

gupplam? nbary swolr
ien reguived Ty

spad o8 per ine

tainad 1N 14g letber ¥ o
gaparal award is Al89 te ing Arsw Wi in rasgc ct of
spect of wnich e Hon' bleIHr"h Gour"b of nemhi_h;qd

Nnt.loa

gued o the

ViR ASREMEL S & CLASSTEL
i\.ccording tr) +he§rap0rb of tha i‘iald ﬂbaf{'
i {
- - g
Wno me annrad on the s«o# and wgq f‘ound to e 66-18 b_wha‘,, 'rhr
: e .
of which 1B given helowi- i jl(
Knelos... rea... ;Kiml;gi:.-.mnd,
. ) # l -
1041/ 353 6515 . G phiumcin Pahal Eow
: Ban.]cs:c‘ Nadim I 0
ﬂ_ ' <
; i
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;b
1

7111
farmgnant
Flan Deyelapment of Delhi

S;thorﬁ, Khurd.

e s R

dings for the def,e:mination of com-
11 of the Land poquisition hobs 1994 . The

w, 15( 1T1)/ 59~

n3 astr Ang. an

an dated 1% 11. 1959 \mder s'ec‘t.ioxp.

tion Wad g:nven due publi.cit.y.

tha snterestad persons ware heard ond the
g of the be /e jct was dssued vido notificatd
11,1968 in respé et of 15nd ma potr ing:

the gequl gition of 1L

d "relcﬁ.es to
10 &.‘IJB 5% only oul
of tha romeif‘inf—

Thig aval
of: the shove

ga An Ehpsra Nos
d - will be isgued 'm respach
she povermmnt. This pr'ar‘t.lon';o

the- govammn%;_;u

gtructions of

¥, 11(2)/72-L82d dated Eth ng;mf?'?j

for. dispossessmn.
s vfs 9 & 10 of +he nc'? WBre g‘i?{reﬁ\:iue puby

Anters ated persaon.ae
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rson has {‘i]eci iy objection to thea aboa'é méaimrement.

n, Tha ssame ares, is mcn%ionad in

v
r its ch-asc'i 11(!'1’[':_!.0
My

£ no tification u/ 5 4 of the Land J\cqm«sitlcn ASHS

1‘, 1ts pdvmt as snd with gll its pot,entiwlitle

.a, ' \.

: Sh Ram. Singrh *3/0 ghe Dewan Chend
CPunj a'bj. Bag, Vew Delhi-286,

Ha hd_SI asserted that he is the perpatusl lessec uﬂder .

|
B

JKh « Ho,

's/0 Chanda Singh in respect of ’Lhe land in

truction on area c?)f 8,0(_30 :
. i
50,000/

”{LC(‘Ordlnﬂ to him iy he has made cohs
|

tha't' the cogt of such ccnotructions was of fs 1y

. b
Hn_-had ‘algo cons“bruc'tEd pucty huts and the cos'h of‘ construc tio

) Re
; ! -
Cogt of construction of huis

- 0s
i B .

xpenldl’rure on ela ctric 1line New

Cost of machinery installadon *the 1=nd fise 1 50# 000/—,

| ;'jjamagfés'for the removal of machirery. Rse 50,000/-
AMpgos on sccount of acquisifion of
‘ lend Te  40,000/-

By 1,02,00,0004= '

ha:vs‘: gong throug,h the khasra glrdqwﬂrl of the land® for

. \
I'vhiech «hows’thp't there wag no trhctur(,/ building

5- . ui}! :
The, naib Tehgildar has also reportedafter

h .I‘ L :
apaet on of the '.'Land that thers was no s't.ructuz:e in 'l,he
|

YT i
Anﬂr‘o:]f'm![m this, oh.Tara thnd ‘che
R "
148 Totter date"d 21,5,1974 thot there has beon 'the -
n Y1 i 'ill
n lliam Singh and, himsalf, i nder whlch_ hr

s. 8,000/~ $o0 et REMS

"Lesser haﬁ

i
+

=]

betwé

'ay a sum of R

Gontde s Ses |
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He hps also _i‘u.rnished s certifiad co;;y of the decres of the Comrereigl:
[ &

..Sub Judge , Delhi, This shows that Shri Rem Singh was only entitled

~10 a cloim of Bu 8,000/~ for éjsctment from the land of Sh, Tara Chand

and had his clalm been as is g‘ivan in his claim bofore the L. A G then

* he would not hove compromised Lhe matter with &h, Tar@ Chond on s 85000/~

I ez of the opinion thst afterthis compromlaing: decree Sh, Ram Singh

; ‘has no interest in the land and is, therefore, not entitlad to the payment

. of any compensation, Moreover, his =laim on account of constryetion work

I or machinery ete. is I,therefore, discard

not supported by any evidence,
* his entire claim

>

Ho hgs

that he will have to

claimed componsation for R, 10,000/~ on the grounds

inenr expenditure for finding out glternative

do not find his ngme in the Khasra girdaweri for the ye arl? =60,

accommodation and that at pressnt, is in occupstion of 600 seydg. -

I

He has

not mentioned as to how'he has been in oceupation of the land. There gre

no provisions in the L, A Act under which compensation can be ;pid paid
to an unauthorised person end the some is the posi.tion.uﬁder» the rent contrbl;fzi
fet. 1 do nob find sny valid bosis for the claim of c‘1'1 Vurjmer oingh. .

7 theref'nre, diseard-his olpim : AR

Shri gews Singh s/o Sh,Prem Singh,

Fe ha claimed compensution for Ry 10,000/- on 1he grounds
't.hat he will have to ineur expenditure for finding out zlternative

accommodetion, znd thet =t present is I do not

in occoupgtion of 400 sqe
find hig name in the Khaare girdewari for the yesr 19 50-60- He has not
"mentienad gs to hou he h,gs boen in occupation of thm.
- 'ﬁ}: brovlr—"lonu in the I, A f-ct undcr wiich comp.en";’{ftc:n cun be pald to L
same 1z the po*alf.:;.cl)n ﬁnﬁer the Dant Coh'bi-'oi'j'%";

!
of

J‘he refore are

ol Lmuuthorn_sed person- znd the

Act, SheBaug oinri‘t. Ty

I do not find any v.lid basis for the clai’m )

X
|
]

therefore, discerd his claim,

| S

L
elzimed compensgtion for Ws. i;!

;
|

" Smt.Parkash w/o Sh, Ram P;,;L Singhp-

She has 0 OOO/— on the grounds '

(&1

. I I >
thht she will hagve %o incw cexpenditure for flmzn out dl‘c.ernntj_ve
\ < \ -li v . | :
accommodghion and that atb m‘ec:em iz in occupa'hmn cf 100 sc:."c‘s.' IS
iy ,
" not find her name in the khasra girdawari for 'thD[Zy’Tﬂ' 1950-80, & 0 W
% . . i ) o .:

T has rnt mentianad _aco. e hewrechaoh Jo. haanodn. amnmim et dan 8 bbb






rmning a fa ctory menufacturing electronic

com fon en

35.7'5,000/- as the mere

Ls and industrial equl meaents.

r yvalue and the other

estatli

chments tha t he has mt on i€

He has cla'l.med

and Re.75,000/-

on account of damages 1D

case he’ is required TO ut

up new establishment at some other

places He has not.

pensa tion of‘ the land an

dﬁle

mentionad the rate of com

par{ﬂ.culars of the factory and the bnilding are also

not glven in the claim. According o khasra girdawari

for the ¥eaT 19 B ~60, there was o such construction

of the pailaing/factory on the land. According to the

retort made by e revenue gtaff, there aIe€ 8‘ small

TOONS having rin-sheds. Since he is not shown either

P J——

the occufant or owner of the 1and 1n the revenue recoT dy '

it is inferred that he might have been e occupent. of' .

the land anauthofisedly. In the absence of any document,
1 have nos option ‘it to discard nis claim and thus

TOOMS with tin-:sheds ars Tlkely o have been construct-

ed after the year 1959 and without the anproval of the
1ocal authorityAnamaly Muni i ml (,orporahon of belhi

and theD.D. A+ MO compensatiog_/be myatle for an

u.nau‘chorised

o 0. NMME T R
1. Shibontd pevi 5, . shivMandr

3 sh. Mangal’ Rom lf" a. phe fe Dev-j_

5, - Shrl Go;i Ram % 6. shri Ro!orf Ra ,
7. shr No aar;x E‘ '; g,  sbri jlﬁe'lul Ram « 3
9 shri Mangal Inami'. V. ghril !Ban !hi Lgl :
17. shrl DﬂllpS‘ingﬁ e, shri l?t.m?a Aol

‘ 1{3. ghrl Ladu Rém i 14 shrl E;B:anwar Lal ,
15. Shrl Mangooiaam- }6. Shri‘iis‘adhu‘ Rl
17 . ' Rama pevi | l:l 18, Smt;:;gra.swati havl
8. enrl Mool éhg'if\é oo,  cnry BP Lalje

1 )

constru ctlon unde

r the law.




Bher'l“a JRﬁm

She Pg,rb‘m o al
a

8, Bonu arisz al
Eh, Shiv Lal
“h,Ealom Singh
She Ggﬁbhi.r Singh
Shl Ll Man
She Ram Lal
She Perbhun Rem
She Hira Lal
Sh.'Surja, Bam
gh, ri; Lal
Sh., Kishna Rem
Bh, \Bansi Lal
&h, Sunder Lial
Emte I;huii, VD'evi
EheKishna Ram
Sh, Nothu hgm
Sh.Paanchu Bam -
She Pam Dev

%, Bhura Ranm

g

22, Sh, Rem Sewgk

24 She Comti Porehed
20, ﬂ’l.‘(&lasi Ram
28, SmtyProbhati Devi
7, Fateh Singh

%, CGopal Parghad

%4, SheRgm Chander
28, Mangsl Clrig,ﬁd

%8, Site Bam

40 Nanda Ram

#, Schen L1

44, Ram Chanclef

48, Sh. Birdu Rom
48, Smt, Naraind Devi
£0. 91“'1. Ledu Begm *
52 Sh. Pravhu Deyal

i .

54, Sh. Sobut Singh
%, th, Matten Lal -
58, the Shenker Dess
60, she Hardev Fam
 B2. ;Sﬁ. Birdu Eem
64.- F;3h. Rewar Bam
66, Qh Pem Naraine
68, f?sh, Hom Chander

'7@3”' Sh, Purgn HMel

]
Toil oh, (Mrdhari Iml

.i|

El
I%AL; ‘Sh, Bedri Pavohad
TEl )
;76"‘1 ch, Dhuni Rem
,( rii .

il Sh, Chotv Rem

R .
iAo, Sh. Psrbhu flam
“ i
s84,. qh. Chhotu Dqss

I

oy ,

‘86,! Sg. anla Persheds

' :‘|!i|

L !i" Candd. B e




ey,

A
(N 89.
oL

LU 9%

e, 8
. 97,

29,

101,

1035

~ 1085

107,
109,

111,

Sh, Bua Ram

Sn, Surja Ram -
Shi. Shanbi Devi
Sh, Chet Ram

Sh, E;arbhxi Ram
Smbe Chotd Devi
Sh, Japdish

Shri Shraj Pal
¢h, Hardev Ram
Smt, Buri Devi
ch, Hgnumen

Sh, Genpat Ram
She Budh Ram |
Sh., Om Parkagh

. Sh, Sadu Ram

¢h, Dull _Ch.and
Sh, Hanman

S, Nangg Tam
ch, Laxml Waridin
Sh, Nathn Ram
Sh, Gfirdhaﬁ, Lal
Sh, Banwari

éh- Basonta Rom
¢h, Mangoo Ram
BabuLal
Hanumen
gh, Chuni Lol
g, Parbhu

- Sh. Jagdish

1,51,.81. Mangla Ral

- 112,

. 136,

g, J ggdish Parshad
G, Cordhan Dass

g2,  Sh, Daloo Ram ‘
Sn,Kishan Lsl

-Sn._ Bagroin Ram
98, Sh, Mool Chand
100, Shri Bhoori
102 Gh, Daulat Ren
104, Sh, Parbhu Deyels
108, &h, Doip Chand
108, Sh, Sugga Ram
110, Sh. Ganpab Rem
Sh, Bansi Lel
114, Sh,Mohean Lal
116, Sh. Mool Chand,
118, Sh. Lgdu Ram
120, Sh, Bheroin Ram
122, ShoMala Ram
124, Sh, Lekh Rad
126, Sh, Mengla Rome
128, Skx.dhhittar
130, Sh.Bansi
13 Sh, Chander Buahs
1734, Sh, Mool Chand
gh, Chi‘lit_a,}‘-
i

Sh, Bﬂlari

138, Kalu

140,

12, Sh, Ba]la‘dii'Lgl |
144 ShoBha',lg;i%_i& Sehad |
e ngné%;q

Sha Chti;t'!:c@r

Sh, Surg:; Ram

146,
148,
150,
1, ShuMahadev Re
154 stx.chunixi Lal

e Tarmhati Devi




158, Sh, Surja Ram"

157, Sh, Jabl Rem

1§0. Sh, Mool Chand

1. Sh,Parbhat R

162, Sh, Chhotu Ram

161, Sh, Tulsa Ram

16% Sh. Ggnga Ram 164, Sh,Hira Lals

165, SheMangla Ram 166, Sh, Chhaju Renm

167, Snb, Prabhatl Devi 168, ShHira bal

169, .5h, Binja Lol h 170, She Bhure Ram ‘
172 Smb. Singari Dewvi 172, Sh, Bonwark L:gl

17% Sg. Hohan Lal 174, Sh, Chasi Ranm

475 Smt Mohri Devi 176, Sh, Sham Lgl

177, Sh. Parthu Deyel 178, €h, Sure) Mol

179, Sh, Ram D;_wél © 180, She Sarwsn- Lol .
181, Sh, Mela Rem 182, Sh. Pala Ram ]
183, Sh, Motl Ram 184, Smt, Gy arshl Devi ‘
185 Sh Bnagwant Singh 186.,,_ Gh. Cru.rdgéran Singh

187, Sh."f.oge:;hwar 18, She 'Sua Lal '

189, Sh. Mool Cnand 180, Sh, Rom Sewroop

9_91. Sh. J\Wtar ‘Jinghe

1on ‘of

All of them hgve cl

qimed that they are in occupat

nd in casel they are up-r

the land me, suring & sn.yds each o

They he we s t‘ne'f‘a fora,

made on the land is JiEN ‘EDOO/— gache .

R 10,000/= 9adhs On inspaction of t‘na site,

thare were Thuggis on the 1and, which wers

pieces of otonar- whichwere ohviously extra_cmd from the 1

There Wos no puecca ihuggle The clalmwus ha:.re gimply

ol
sre in occupabion of the land but 1.hey hrm. fpiled to mam

of tenant, or OWID T's They
R

3. 'I do not find any

rights in the 1lpnd in the ehana

in ‘fheir favour

“ahgll have: to find altarnative accommodation :which will cosb s 5,000/-
gach of tnem. Ac.,ordlng, to thexy, the markc£ v alus of ths conatruchio|nd
els imed

T was of the opinion thut
|

bu:.lt with mud and g atl
and’ itself.

mentlo ned t’:\at “they

antry. in th

ooted they

Uiom th@jr )

have not

gir v

produced ony docmnent.

.,h.

fovour in the revanue record. #1 theﬂe clamgnts might have benn in
I,

occupation of the lend unauthorised‘l.y. -1']‘&19 revonue stolf sux'veyed the

‘L. dn‘cfacl 1%, B0 T4 there

jhuggis again and according to its x@por

5
2\l the 191 persens have no nn‘oerast. in the and and- they A

QY _ To =y mind,
/ only t‘;.le inzuthorised encroaclers in the 1and particula;r'l.y W‘len;!}}hﬁéi‘.e_’j.ﬁ-'i',

" GpntdOIDBOOC .
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HEN S

no entry in jtheir favour in the reveﬁue acord, Th'ey' have also

not adduced any do cumen ta ry evidence in thelr

\ "
e e WO 0L |
o e ARy e —

favour.:
A1l the jhuggies were obv‘ioquy cons tructed without

i e e iy

the permission of the MCL/DDA, I, thereforey dls card e
claims of these. persons. -

8. M/s Mllena Auto Plastics, 26/18 1-Cy West Patel
Nagar, New Delhi.8 : :

The fim has claimed as unders-

It 1s a mrtnership fim ang 1t ic the tenant under
M/s soi Brothars which were the les'%ee of the owner of
the land and have sub-let the 1and under ocoumtion on

a monthly rent of B, 200/-, The valzie of 'tﬁa Hot

together with the Droperty be assessed and the comp-
engation shouf]d not be loss than R 35 OOO/-° It has
claimed R5.200/- per sq. yd. as com pensa tion of the land.

According to the report of the N, T, there is only .one tink ‘
‘shed in the nome of Kamail Singh on this land as _per + 7

his inspection report. Shri Ram Singh of M/e Soi Bx-others'

i -
has since comromised the mater with the owner of the

*

lend Shri Tara chand, as per decree of the Comme.rcial
Sub-Jucﬁge and thus this fim c:aaqed to have any ingerest
in the lend. T™e fim has not given any documpnfﬁry
evidence in Support of its claim for construection work,
There 1s no entry of the construct on work in the
Khasra Girdayarl rert for the year 1980-60. The
tin-shed might have beer-z 7‘cOnstructed wi%-k.fo'dt the _permiss-‘
fon of the MCD/DDA sfter 959 for whigh-‘ﬁj%xg com gensa tion”
woocan 'be assessed, I, therefore, dlscard the claim,
e, Sarvashrl Swell Persad s/o Shri MiShI‘i Lal,
= " Rajl s/o ghri Brohma BDev & Kedar Nath s/o
Shrl pwarka Nath r/o 26/]81-0,15661: Patel Nagar,
New Delhi-8, Mi“‘ . :
They have claimed as belows - 'J'I;
They are in Fossesslon of Jhuggis/Khokha.

RKach of thaun has spent R 1000/- in raising the |
Jhuggie f{h()k.has. ) \l‘ .':_'4

A ‘(o) wady of them 1s entitled to tha -Wﬂnen‘.‘ of com gén;




names are nob enter ed in the revenue record
might have constructed the Johuggls wl thout

ermission of the WMep/DDA for whlch 0O com pens=
an unauthorised construction.

I, therefore alscard their claims .

M/s Keshwa?® puto Industries, 26718 1-C)

West Patel Nagaly New Dethi-S.

10

shri zaqauddin has claimed 85 under:-.

(a) He is the pro yrietoT of M/s Kfﬁhwar Auto In gustries.

(D)

tepant under M/s sol Bro thers wno are.

the land on & monthly rant

; . 1and is not less than

The value of the Hot toge ther
and the com‘pensation

155 than B.20, 000/

He is the
lescee OFf {he owner of

wi th
should

ording to the report of the N.T. there 1s only |
on this 1and

not

- Ace

one rin-shed in the name of Karnail gingn

as
Brothers

the 1and

per bis ins poctlon T€ por t.

has since com kT

ghri TaT2 cthand 88 per decl

shri Fam gingh of M/s sol!
t |

omised thoe ma tter with the owne!r of." :

eg of the Coh erciaiil

any lnter pst 1 ¢

gub Judge snd thus this fim ceased o have

the land. e £ nas not givenany documenﬁ%ry'evid’e 166 4

in support of its claim for cons:cruction Wwo Bk . Th e

. . .
entry of the construction work 1n g khasTra

t  for ‘the year!mﬁe-t':@. The tin-shed

is no

girdawari repor
been{(‘:ons rructed without the

which no com pénsa tion

might have parn‘fission

of the MCD/DDA after 1959 fOT

can be assessd.-l;: therafore, discard the claim.
EGVﬁl'C,

M/samrit Ao rabtles,
Dethl-8.

11.
o Jest Patel Naga®s N ev

~ ghrl gulwant gingh hsTs'_'ﬁa.aim'c-aa as DbELOWS"”
O ] - . . ..
is the sole proprirat".or of M/s Nnri:: au to. cabless . 1§
ST 1 ] ' -

He

g, -
He is e genant unde%c_*'M/s gol Brotiers
the lessees of the owner of tha Lnad and
land anderthe occu e b

have :
ahrent OF

sublet the
m, 100/~ per MontEs mhe value Of the land. is not* ,
1ess than Rs. 200/ = per;5a . y.._and the value “
yhe MOt wgether with e oro per BY l , .
{ atlon of e some should not b9 ez 500 .
: B e ) J |
A ceor ding » :|
tin-shed 1D tne name OF Kgﬂéwemtﬁingh on this 1and ERY
| ‘o Tepot e thﬂ‘, pem Singh of M/s 803 Bro.thier
' ne the .

the ouner 0f.°
R . .con

- . d [




Comnerclal Sub Judge and thus this fim
ceaéec} “te 'ha‘ve any interest in the land.

The firm has not given any docwnentary
evidence in .support of its clalm for
construction woﬂc. Qhere is no entry'of the
cons truction work in the khas re gilrdawari
refort for tjh’e'year V=60, The tin—she{i
might have I;een-construct:ed without the'
permission of the MCD/DDA after 195 for which

no cumpensation can be assessed, I, therefore,

12, M/s fnrit Auto Indus tries, 26/181-C, !
West Patel Nagar, New Relhi-B8.

Shri Jal Dev Obsrol has claimed as unders- | |
sharvashri Gumukh Singh Uppsl, Rem Chand
Illppam; Jal Dev Oberoi, Sm.t.‘ Hartas Kaur &
Umila Devi are jartners of  the flmj ”
The fim is the tenant under M/s Soi Bréthé:r;
who are the les's‘ees‘.of the owner of.."th‘e land

‘on mohthly rent of ?s.]_OO/- « Tha valuae of
the land 1s not less than K., 200/~ per sq.yd.

"Theg value of the Hot toge ther wlth the

_ -l ‘ R
§s thap B, 43,800/=, According to the reprt ||
£, ' Rk !
ithe N, T, there only oneg..t.i‘n-shed in the name !

; ' Lo : ’ . ‘\I:

- discard the cleoim, P

A

e
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of ghrl Karnail singh on. the land as per
‘his ins pectmn. report. gshri Ram s:mgh of

M/s Soi BI‘ot"lers nas gslince compromised the mattar

with the owner )

per decree of *he Comm gt cial Sub Judge and

tthus this fim ceased %o h‘we
the land. The fixm has not
evidetice in oupmrt of its

t

WOk . There 15 no entry

the khasra girgawrl re port for the

tin-shed might have

. pemission-o
‘ {
s be assesseds I,

‘
* i

the claim, -
i

shrl Kulwant singh' Sahney has

o{‘ the fi rm ‘ innhis

com pensa tion therefore,

ba the sole proprié‘tor

vetition while these 5 _IBrs_.on.;

they are the par tners of!ﬁue
has beaen & compromiSeéllng dacree between
shri Pam Singh or M/s Soi Brothers and the

owner of the 1and, all these Te

erest in'.-_thel land. Under the

_have dny Ante
cty, & 'trenant. dogs n

'Rentcontrol A
and the

on his eje ctm ent

aom pensation
° - I ‘l- .
om pensation anless

éna;it do not get any c
the Focbupsmcy te
,but in this case

As

they are gither nants or.

—ocoupancy tenants
4 any such 90511:1011.

Ac’s is not

0 not hol

f the land Shri mara Chand, as

any Interest in

]

given any documenta vy
claim for construction
ofg tha cons truction ‘work in |
I

yaa rlo 8B -60

been ‘construc‘bed wﬂhout the

lThr: q

| :
¢ the MCD/DDA laf ter 1959 for wiich no |

dis'card

rgons Cceas ed te

i

ot get any:

!

!
i
3

1
+

1

In

claimed to

«

COL’l tdo - o;-j?

have claimed that

£iym. Since tiere
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dls card 1'he clalm.

chand Kohli.
dolng minting

nthls land, I
ap Lal ¢ /o Dewdn
as baen

ghrl parsh
Hg has daimad

ce Novanber,
As already &

teT 1959 and #Hhu

o Wha tsoever.

that he h
1967 and that he 8
ami tted by him,
s he 18

a Nos o6/81lsin
yion of RS
to exlstence af
t of compenSatic

shri Munshi Ralt
ntel Nagals New Melhi.

: sha
o Gompense 5,000/=s
L tin-shed e in
d to ‘che p?ymen

Shri Sa TP gingh s/o
r/o’ 26/18 1~bs West P

He has’ claimed as under-

g No
rructed

26/18 ‘|_—A, Re

the house

of Hous
he has cons
muisjti on ha
easuring 5554
ne 1g to be

No valld notice of &
1red the 1and m

He has acdll
o6 in the yesT 1953, In B8

| mogk Ne-

entitled to the ?ayment 0
balldling atCey

n.account off tr

apilitetion c\’mr

f compansa'd.o
as.ss,ooo/-
rans port ch

no is
unt of cos® of
fs.8, 000/~ ©
ccount of reh

r has 8180 flle

| 'on: aceo
dis poss ession,
35,000/~ on &

This petitione
pesigners. 1
rs that it is n
3 either showt

om before PreP®

and e

B.S.DhiTs find gron the re
phir,y pesigne ot mentioned
peti tloner ha
y=out gla'n o th
gners has N

"_"'by M/8

P M/S BS.
port th'at the
e _. ?r__'-the s pproved 18
mis firm of deS.'L
Under th

118 tered num be

g rulesS,

le dead & nd 5150 s pprove

seen the sa
1, thé:t'efore,

1 be d pro forma «

. Bhiry Designers ‘ln aviden

hould be ld

st Patel. Nag

o Dbeen Se€T vod. O

5 sq-

%
5 of Rs47,000/-

»on & acount

ges .
4 the estimq £as

PTY of
e the gale

ot aven mentioned
a governme

r and also ’ch
2d laY:—-O\l‘t' ma

ce Bal ek cu.larlly

of the hous e

work in

this

not

in the

n nim.e -3
yii!s neiar-

ootea

apr |

arges

e g

prepé.red '

in the

deed

E the

rin

t

',4"

tha\t it.

e |fa c'c

15 on -

. 4 .
e A
S e Wi ]

=
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o

i"s no such puil ding 1n the lend which {s being aciuired’

.,hanng, house No. 26/18 1=, Moreover, 2 ccording to 1% report

there are only four roos and one tin-shed. There is no ent‘r

‘about these rooms in the khasra glrdawari for the veal ]959-66

not furnwshed any document -in his i‘avour Sl i

"f The petitioner has
- showing mat he is elther the owner or the lessee of the 1an
f—*.how that He has

He has not also oduced any document to

uatad 5 rooums in the land with t’ne epﬁrov&l,of the

on 15 pyatlle for unauthorised

! dscard the cloim. -

constr

CD/DDA. No com pensa t1

T constructlon by unauthorised persons .
" 15.. gmt, Pritam Ksur w/o ghri Kehar gingh _
R/o H.No. 26/18 1B, West Patel Nagar,New Delhli-8."

she has cilalmed as unders=

she ls the owner of hougse No. 26/ 18 1~B.

ghe has cons tructed e house in the year PBD.

she aciuired the land measuring 418.5 Sae yds .

s, 46, 654 /-on account of cost of
OO/- on account of. dis possession,

s, 5, 000 /= on aCC'OLlnu of transyort charges and
T, 25,000/- on account. of rehabllitation charges.

oner.has also filed th

by M/s B.S.Dhir, Designers. 1 find from \the refort of M/s

s that it is nol,mentioned in the report

She has oldimed

This petltl ¢ estimates pre pa et

B.S. phir, Defsigner

L

shown tne sale dead or the

i:hat the petltioner had elther
an to themn before preparing the estimates .

this fim of designers has not even mentioned the regls tered
/.Under the rules, 2 Govt, valuer mentiona his regd. number
Somber.gnd this faet is seen £rom ﬁ‘l? sale deed and al_o Ho

|

Pmﬁ c:“ bed proform“ I,
3 of M/s B.S. mhir”

épproved lay-outb PL

app:i:-oved 1ay-out Han in the
t acce[.rb the @tlmate
tlcularly when thes e
'on lease while the
ired the Land. |-

therefore, do no
rs in avidence Par
1and of the house is

petl tioner has as corted that she hdd“acqu
' i

‘Deslgne es tima 1—,es‘1
'sa:j _ that the

EE——
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The reprt of ’rhe revenus ckafl shoys that there 1s no sudn rHE AR
o land which is be e
g to itg refort ther

out these rooms in !

ing ac:quired having hous @ No-';;'i—-

building in th
A Voreover, accordin @ are only four !
There 1s 1O entry &

-60. ' Te petltioner has
is

" 26/181-

roons and one tin-shed.

188 ra girdawari fo
cument in his favo
8 land ghe has no
ructed: 5 rooms

the kt r the yeal 1952

ot furnished any do
r the lessee of th

that she has cons 't
No com pensa tlon i

ur showing tha t she
£ 8lsC

gither theowner ¢
cumant to show

1 of the MCD/DDA,

/on the land with the approva
or umuthormpd constructior_l by unauthoris ed perscnse.

produced any‘ do

payatle £
I glscard the same.

M/s New Nar
ri 6ita Ram Sawhne

i Tels Singh Se
rimed as unders

esh Industries.
y s/o sbri Gange
#hi & Shri

16,

‘ A
sarvash Rem Savhneyy
gingh Seth s/o shr

rat sin{rh have CLE
the manufa cture af

gshrl Pratap

gh s/o shri Sa

Sukhdev sin
g a ractory for

(i) They ape runnin

.

) steel furnituree : E
(‘11) Mme value of the ma chines &and the sheds 1s about R

fs. 50,000/=«

m.s,OOO/— for
50, oo?/— for

% ﬁlerate

20, 000/— ag demAaEesS,

They dI.Cim ES.
an’cling and Tise

L (111)
B, 5000/~ for alsm

's.hifting chargess
on of ﬁle land a

g also conl pensatl
persons ha ve

for 500 sG.

vldence 1in TEEgar
e tuilding

I;efiﬁing charges an
of Bs. 1C0/- FPer Sq. ya.
y documentary a
onstructﬂ.on of th
f a Governmer t

yds. A1l these:
d to thelr

- not, roduced &n
enancy for the ¢
d any estima te ©
anue record I\.cco

ownershi p/t

~4""(;.‘1‘hey have not mrni het
gure in, ’L’ne rev rding

They do not fi
d2 5. 74

'r'valuer.
Aff Teprt date there 1S only

to the revenue ‘sta
|
ooms. Thes @ persons

nd two offi ce T
pyed’ ;T_Lan 6f the local awthority
o in the 1"ovcnuo

A *one tin-shed 2
oduced any APE

o noi. find nac TECOT

have not H
S structures a

o ,'f,a jnd thes

: o . contd..:..lﬁ';:
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..‘constructnd one 'tdn-ched angdg two ofricn roong on the la

wwithout the per*nlssion of the MGB/DDA. No compensation is

,(1-7...;{" M/s Steel anineering com mny, 26/181~C, Wes t Patel
i~ ; .+ Nagar, New Delhi-8, o

, “* " ghri Karnail Singh has claimed as under:-

He has two big sheds'. open 5 pace measuring about
1200 Sq. yds. quarters for the residence of 1ts office

'emnloyees and that & number of machines big afdd small have

measuring 1200 sq. yds, at the rate of R.200/- per Sq. VAS .,

¢ . and Bs 40,000/~ for the structures and Bk, 6 OOO/- for the
constmction of guarters, I am of the opinion that shrt Karnail

singh ha: not Troduced any document evidence to prove his '

‘ownershi p/tenancy rights in the 1cmd He has not Produced

‘any docurnent that he had constructed the tin -shed with the
ap;roval of the 1ocal aunthority. The claim is baseless and

I therei‘ore, dscard the samae, He has clalmed mment Of
""‘-'\-;‘compensation at the rate of &, 0-87 in a rupee. The provisions

L

.of‘ Delhi Lana Befoms Act are not apflicatle on the land. He
-'is, therofore, nelther the occuiancy tenant nor ncn—0ccupancy

-‘tenant. There are N0 1roviuions of Payment o:[‘ ot pensa tlon

A he has not produced any dodument to show fhéat tne he was 1n

-v:‘\ . ,&f Dot .
lawﬁll possesﬂon of the land. I, therefore, digecard this

'lawim as well . ‘
s con‘bd.....l'?'.

come into exlstence. Ha should be feld compensatz on for the land'f' .
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Shri ‘g ows Gingh s/o 8.Pren singh
RO 18/5 gulabi eyl Bagh, New Delhl~26.
Ha has filed another elaim earlier also which is

In this S_econd claim,”

y ma at ibel No, 3 above.
te of 18.0.87

discussed b
atlon at the ra

moﬁ mymen’t of oompens

Tha provisions of Delhl Land Refoms Aot are not

a?plicable on. the 1f=mi He is, ‘t’nerefore,
tanant nor non—occumncy tenant ™ere are 0o provislons
of"" pynent of comuensation to tenant under the rent Gontrol

ct on his evict:n on from the land
roducead ahy document

he has not D
d. I,

™

un.der the 13w, Moreover,
. \

how {héi\:'ﬁ‘-e was in 1law ul

dis caré his dlaim

‘Possassion of the lan

’cherefore,

shri! virender Sing /o S {Seud oingh
""/0 18 /5, Gulabi Ba‘gh, N ew pelhi-2

claim earlier which i

2 above. In his sccond claim
e rata of HS.JO—B'?

1
i
f
i
j

He haz 2lso filed: anothern

a by ine at item No.
: ]

o'npen.:ation at th

forms Act arila not

dis cusse

has claimed mynent of ¢
5 of ;Delhi Land Re

Te yrov’lsion
e on the land. He is, ﬂnerei‘ore, nelther the

-oncupancy tenant. There a8re no

ij

y tenant nor non
nnant undaer the

: 'sions of myment of cot’lpe"lsutmn to te

nis evi c’cion from tha

8 not admissiblo under the l'lw.'Moreover, he has not
' as in lawful Doqsesé

1and. His alaim

w tna:tha W

¥ document to sho
rd ‘his cldaim alsC.

'131’1(3 I, tharefoTe, dises
4

shrd: Janak I ) s/o E—zirﬁr"‘Piare Mal,
r/0; 28, Wwes t Patel Nag@r, Wew Del

S

1&1mF‘d TS 35 000/— g losg of busiﬁ'eés
90

1l ‘
shiftmg hls materlml to some other *\

tion of the land @
0. 87“ share in

~S
Plnoe and

gq. yd. 28 oompema

I
ted work' He has also dlaimed R,

1and in casa he

=

e value of ‘d’i‘e
ad any doovmentar

g has not produc

i
A
i
|
]
|

!
i

nelther the occupanc i

His claim is nob adnissiblel

nd 35.2500/-,
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8

*"#fai"{r'Our-:‘-'i.-h regard 0 ownershi p/tenancy rights: He has also. not I‘* :

given any evidence to show that he hes been running the business -

on the. land with the approval of the

.'r‘{_'

“a ra no entrles

loesl authority There _:'_; 1

e A

in his favour in the revenuse record. : o

i misaine r@venue staff has also reported that there are N0

74, T am unatle to

) s"ti-u-ci:ﬁi-es on +he land sven on 2.5.

accept his cdlalm. [There are no provisions in the L. A AEY

si dered egual %o occupency

. under which a person g can.be con

.'.3 teuant.. Thea provlqj.ons of the D.L.R. Ack are not appl:lhcable'

An ﬂqe ]and and -thus he cannot ve piven the rights of occti']érari'c'Sr.,:]

: I
tenant There are; also no provisions under the Rant Gontro‘l

gl eard hls claim.

T o1, _._:;" ohypi Chaman Lal s/o Lakhmi Dass r/o /4,
' L. West Patel Nagar, New Dalhl-B.

claimed Bs.2, 000/ -on account of

‘ Act. I, thprefore,

shri chaman Lal

' ona room, gs, 5000/~ for shifting his ma terial and Bs.:35 OOO/-

lso adlalmed payment-

on account of loss ©

{ basiness. He has &

e rate of £, 200/~ per 8d. yd, and alvo.

na rupee in the ‘com pers a tion. He has no‘tI :

of compe,nsation at ﬁa

“‘share ‘of B, 0-87 1

entary evidence {pn his favour in regard ’|co

produced any docun
ot al o glvan any evidence

f

ownershi p/tenancy rl ghts . He has 1

to show that he has been in the busines; on the ]and

-’with.,;the aporovel pf the loa®l authority. There are no ent
The revenus staff has

in his fayour in the revenue record.

o q‘cnuctures on the land even on 2 5.7

.reported that there aren
s claiti, Toere 2T

g no pr'ovis:lons in

I— am unable to accept h
person @n be cons sidered equal ’_to an
of the D.L. ‘R, Act 2're not

Iii g‘nl‘t'

L i\ Act under which a

occa;;ancy tenant Tﬂe Provisions.

the 1and and thus he
a also no prowﬂcions under the

napplic'lble in ‘ c'annot be glven the
vy tenant. ‘1'ﬂere ar

therei‘ore, dlsoard his dlaims

contd.
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# chander s /o shri Chamal Lal,:

1 Nagaty New pelhi.

shri Su'chas
58 of b\lsiness, -

224 :

L r/o B/41, qges & Pate
35,000/~ as 1o
o Some other

He has c:laimed Rs.

RS.wOO/- for shifting nis materialxt ace and
s B.5000/=

as compensd tion ©

i
‘: , nare
He has also claimed n-0-87/in a rupee for the. -

foI‘ one YOOD .
1and.

glven anc ther

e he isnot
in: ‘his t‘avour

esland in cas
N documenatar
g‘n’ts - He he

value of th
ot pr'oduced an
hip/temncy ri

y evidence
s also not given

,,é :He nas n

' in regard ‘Lo owners
running*’-the business

W 'dmt he has been
1 authority. There

vidence to sho
of the 10ca

af_x'y e
the approval

* . on the land WL R
e record. The

n‘-hi.s £a vouT ¢ i.n 'xne revenu

rted that there
to accePt ni
ch 8 person

provisions

are no structu'res y

o claim.’

;-are MO entries 1

CRET

nue g taff has aléo re‘po

en on 2.5. 74
in ’the L.A AT

1o occu*’r.ancy tenant The
a and thus

e in Xhe 120
enant. Tre a.zl,

e ré'ire

n the land ev I am una bl e

provi sicus

O
b under vhi

Th gre are. no
der ed equ'll

can be consi
ot 2 pill cabl

L. R. Act\are n
e rights of occu[.ancy 4
ct. 1y therefore,

o the D.

e canno
provisions under the Rent control A

a'.LSo no
ra his claim.

disca
pidar singd s /0 Fa%ar singh, '
&, Wew pelhi-18.

/
25, 8. D
. : /o Wi-14 KT i shana
- shyli DldaT gingh has claimed £, 50,000/- on ac
lpss of tusiness, ?ooo/ cor shifuing of e nateils and
yd. as compemsat?,o‘n of the 1and. TheTe are
or of ﬂﬁe“

Bs 500/~ poT Sd-
{ hi:s' neme

rigs in’ e revenie record e‘.ﬂther 0
claimed s, 087 s‘na-re.

"I-;'-‘ no ent
structures in hi" favou:.' . He has 81s0
tha value of
produced an

en ancy rl gh

tha 1ﬂrm ip case A8 iz no% &

¥ docuﬁ\enter
=, He has
I

in 5 TUpIO for
da. He 1'1ac not
o owne,l’shi p/t

n regard Y
hat he has be

tﬁs i‘avour i
en runnin

e o ‘show %

a revenue

poT tad tha

hﬂs c.lqo re
e to acce bt e}

1 am upna bl
. L‘E




S of . L. B Ac

- nd thus he cannot be give
ﬁ-*-frhere are also 1O srovi

therefore, glscard his cla

M/s Techno Tab
W ew Delhl.

e

fs, 16,000/ for s

T soions under the R

dos, 26/181-Cy W

shrl Rattan gingh has

. . Lo - »
. - - o S SO
P : - ' PR
“ir

£ are nok appii
n the rignts of OccuISBncy‘tenant
ant control. Act.

alm
est Patel Naga’

claimed Bs. 000/ -

tructures,

per Sqe ya, for the compens atio

ot {.croauced any evidence el ther

eable in the land

for shifting

Rl 20, 000/~ for the loss
n of

This fi~m has n

r in regard W

structares. _Thefe are

to ownershi p o

ue record in th

elr favouT. pecording

g in the T gven
% dated 2.5

S0, en*\ rie

nue staff re por

74, there 15 oply one

to Teve
, tinish'ed on the 1and.
K revenue record and
after 1959 and thus
be s case of pAYH
structure in faveur

I dis ard Th

below- -

businec s etc.

puilding
1al qm rte

this rin-shed
ent of co® pen
. e claim. :
_'25-.“, , Sham aingh,
o He has clalme

West:_'Pa tgl Nagar OB

Shlfting charges jat

© 1 find that h

e NO gntries in' the

gince there &~r

has come in’fo existence

no -com‘peesation 1g payable. Thare cannot

sa ui on in Tes pect of u_nauthoris

of anautboris ed encrod

-

o

14 P U."; ?T v pelhl.

poad, Karcl mgh,

a ﬁnet he 1s @ leasn holder of 26,

claimed com pensation as

n land. He has

4 1oss"of

s, 1,90,000-00 |
ke 46,000-00
5.1, 23,000-00
r B2, 60, 000-C0 .

BS. 1'7 OOO»-OO

OIS TAL”

o has not groduced any docum<ar'3tary

chers on the 1ande w0 |

. eontd o




o

e in nis favour 4n regzrd

: "z;,f?‘.-evid}!enc
of *the buil:’dings/factor

construc tion
e holdel,

Ifhe had been a 1eas
f‘*‘iculty for him to P
dated 2.

pame..of ghrl

i o
roduce 8 leas e

dl
o f ‘the re

ek
. iskin exlstance

venue staffl,

in the

’, db‘f’ not find his neme i
: n‘é entries of the oxlstence OF the S

r‘é.venue T in the absence of

aocras .
a to accep’c his clale

I “am una bl
oved by the 1

ent duly & ppr

any do chm
, '.‘rggard to cons truction of any mail
'fofﬂgnion that the clain 1s paseless &
| dscerd 1% |
ghri Tar2 dhand /0 shri

He h8s daime
o at the rate of T 100/~ per S4- y4
rate of . Bse 80/~ per vig
He has il od the forlowing docume
Judgment’ of th
. 144/64(TaT chand Vs.

cqulr ed 1and

a court of

LI-\.CNO

"-the GOVen_Iment had 2

me village. The 1earned

' ‘Z Aj.."'n the Sa
jon a8t the

the rate of compensat

1-" pind thal Dis 1and
:i.(jjt)g'l‘l:ween
eii:ifuriable to a
di'* card 1 te
Judgment ©
3’?2/66(Chander than
T Ra¥y8 and

£ dl {feren

£ the 1earn

1:’:)
L A c. Now

1and was 1o Kham I—‘u

is a cf\Seo

to legce hold
y and the tisinessas:

there would ha

5,74 shows
gham S1n ah.

n the ravenue T
truc‘tures in

any docwnantar
He has not even

ocal authority in

ding.

hbnda’ Singh.

g com pensa tho

ha 1and mead
nts$—

Union of India

T el nenrl ar

rights,

‘

ve heen no

deed. The report

that no s tru cturéa- :

1 also

gcoTds « There arse
the

y 8 Vid'encé-:{ Bl

1 am of tha

na 1 accordln gy
i

s

entire 1and

n fof the
and at ’fhe

of 10 pighas

suring!56 bighas 18 biswas.

“shri Hans Ral, A, DT, 1IN
y.In ﬁ’lis oe{sg

0.1287 /1178/19

in f."leld N
zsed Lo enhan Ce

court was ples

rate of Bo. 10,700/~ T bighay

ea.-_There is no camparison

pahare 1

galr mumk i
ﬁ’lereforé:.:

of evidence and T,
6g ALDLT. S shrl F.5.Gi11 30
o veUoI)e I
in v*ll
sta

n t.’nis s e the
age 58 adora Khurd. _:.

The L earnelc‘l;'

-

no b
S

e

+ revenuse e




h e oy e

to mssess the rate of compensation

iin H:hicz' ca5e at the rate of B 20/~ per 8q. yd. 1.e.

_Bs 20,.000/_", ,par bigha. I find that the learnsd court

thls hj gh rc.te of compens“tlon ‘on ‘rhn grounds that

the o, T U Colony had been constructed and this colony

,,‘~-1Is-‘ver,y' neal: to the lund, The court has also observed ’chat

Pa

There ia no F
abovn caSe efnd tho land which 1s oeing acquirad at p:‘esent
. T am, - therofore, wable to acce pt thls fece of ev'idanggp _
C and I accordingly discard 1%,

Judgment of the High court in Case No. 76-D of 61
injthe case of "U.0,I, Vs. Pritam Singh & other,

Inithis case a uece of land was acduired in village.

'K'nampur qua-'which igs a different re&enile estate. The

'-Additional Dis trict Judge had enhanced the réte of com]
dt Rs. 10 OOO/- per bigha Ii The High court was illeased

.iso up ho]_d the judgmant of tha lemrned court. Apert from

the fact tha t his plece of land was in diffmresnt estata, Tnl

1t is at a great distarace and tinis case cannot be a’

relevant basls for d&‘-termﬂ.ng the rate of compens.d:lon

A :‘fhe 1and whi ch js being acinired prpsen’rly. I, therefo ’

o di“ ca rd this evidecns.
Judgment of the High Court in case NO, F 4.0,1

' Com}.ie*]Satloﬂ at M. 6/- of the land whidh was acquired

B v1llag<. Sadora Khurd wifn refernce to noti f1cqt10n‘

f.dated 15 5.19456. I find that this land adjoinkMs tvne 1a

c:u_uired at Eresent and the kind of. tne 1and

s"also ‘chp same . Ho further 1nstance in this area has come_

R B
B A
contd., o4

|
t
| '
1“.
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¢B" ofnce. The Gata of nOtlfiCaiiOﬂ in the ahove rﬁffrred gaoé

apga of more. than 15 year

i

s is al

'eftt of iptarast at Lhe rate of 65 per annum is plven tyén.';

hpiﬁ.rkot ValUG of ihe 1and would be 3,6/~ plue Ts,5/-
be argued thatxﬁhe;:lf

r 15 yeﬁrs) 1% con howaver,
would et have been inor@asing avery Véarx‘

p ice of the land
ve remw*nnd qiatwc.h‘u

Lng a crrtaﬁn period Lne price mush ha

i
55 1b113tv that the price might have not increaSedéf

,a PD

nt of partition of the country. I,

@therafora, ivu llowau"g af 9 years only and thus I determine

_é fété.a coma@nﬁatlon at the rate of A5, Q.25 per sq.¥4.
ute“oﬁ m.9£250/- per bigha, ) |
'RUNU BPS: | ‘ i| L
ained above the pos iilon of

at th r

. I huVG plready expl
'éﬁrudburGSganﬂ no comy@nsation is payable foT unauthorised
. , -

g tructures:: .
e St !
s

d comp@nsﬂt13n in respect of \Ioev';

Ho:person has clalme

shri Tara Chand hes pob clal m@ﬁ: e

Ev#n the © ner of the land

zﬁbsatiﬂn ror the tress. On Wy inspection T notice@ that]
i : -

a neem trees eto.

anmpengation Tor
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