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Case No: 49/101/20166 2320~ 2.2, o) b
Under Section 6 (14) LR Act 1954 S el

Gram Sabha Kanganheri. e
................................................. etitioner

Rajender Kumar Jain

................
-----

............................................. Respondent
x o T

: ORDER

1. 2 this.craglRed] AISpose off cagq No. 49/101/2016 fitled as GS Kanganheri
VS Rajender Kumar Jain, under gopy 6(14) Delhi Reforms Act, 1954 which |
was mntnate.d on the applicatiop filed by respondent under Appendix VI Rule 14
of the Delil L Act, 1962, seeking setting aside of Ex-parte order
dated,03.00 SOfE 12.04.2013 in respect of land bearing Khasra No. 23//19
(418, 20 ORI cs o) e ) cted i
revente estaicio village Kanganheri, Tehsil Kapashera, New Delhi, use
of which was converted to non-agricyltural use by respondent, contravening
the provision of Section 81 of Delhi Land Reforms Act.

2. The respondent has submitte vide letter/application dated 24.08.2016 that
the land bearing khasra Nos-23//19 (4-16), 20 (3-3), 21(3-16), 22(4-16), 23(4-
16) & 24/1 (1-1) situated in revenye estate of village Kanganheri, Tehsil

| Kapashera, New Delhi, have wrongly been vested in Gram Sabha, and that, L

E there was no non-agricultural activity on the suit land. It is further mentioned i
| that the applicant/respondent has been using the land for permissible
purposes as he had built up a farm house in accordance with the sanctioned

‘Pan : - o

3/ Tf‘he respondent has also submitted that the agricultural activities were being
' ied out on the land prior to and even after issuance of notices under

1s Act.
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U1.2015
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and. bounde@aBIRe: e gty states that there is a Kot on (0.3
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. Sus
agriculture Purpose. Hit lang and rest of land is being used 1o,

6. Exercising abandant g+
Altion
accordingly, Halka Patwari ) alky patwari report was also calied on ang
also clearly states that ther i Mitteq 5 report on dated 28.03.2018, which
B
jand andieal I IS g kothi on (0-3) and boundary wall on the suit
elng USEd fOr agriculture purpose.

7. The counsel for Gram §
abha ®Mphasized on the existing boundary wall on

the said land as was mens
€ntioney in the report by the Halka Patwari dated

03.01.2018 & 28.03,
2018. 1y response to this the counsel for

apphicantiSSERE Rl argued by citing the Case titled as Bihari Lal and
Others. Vis. BRIGRCT INdia, whersin it 1,55 held by High Court of Delhi, that
‘But the mere construction of 5 building on every agricultural land does not
convert it info non-agriculturaj |an, In section 3(13) of the Delhi Land
Reforms Act, 1954 land is defing to include land occupied for purposes
connected with agriculture and inclydes buildings appurtenant thereto. In fact,
under section 3(12) a dwelling house erected on the holding by the tenure-

holder is regarded as an improvement. Similarly, a tubewell or well is also ,
regarded as an improvement.”

8. THEREFORE, | BHANU PRABHA, IAS, RA/SDM (Kapashera) on the basis
of the above facts and the provisions of section 6(14) DLR Act, 1962, do
€ rlier order for the ejectment and ves’tmg of Khasra No.
(3-16), 22(4-16), 23(4-16) & 24/1 (1-1) situated in
, Kanganheri, Tehsil Kapashera, New Delhi, info

.
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