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Before Mr. Justice Broadway and Mr. Justice Ffords. 
O R IE N T  B A N K  o f IN D IA , L IM IT E D  ( in ,

1926 L iquidation), Objector, AppeHant
versus

. THE SECRETAEY oe STATE, Eespoiident.
Civil Appeal No. 2924 ot 1922.

Land Acquuif.iorh A ct, 1 of 1894, sections 9 (2) and' 
2̂ 7— Aira?’‘d h]j Collector— Ohieciion to the amount awarded—  
hut no sjyecifiG amount claimed—-lohetJier DiHrict Jvdge
ca.71 an'Cird more tlian tlie sum aivarded hy CoUectcr.

An award was made by the Collector under wliicli tlie- 
Orient Bank (in Liquidation) was to receive Es. 197-10-0, 
as compensation. The Bank then made an application to 
the Collector in which objection was taken to the amount- 
awaTderl. The Bank stated that it. had not thought it 
neeessaiy to put in any formal statement, as required b j
section & (2) of the Act, nor was any specific amount of
compensation claimed then or at any time before the Col
lector. The District Judg’e ujDheld the award of the Col
lector.

Held, that section 9 (2) of the Act requires'all persons - 
whose land is taken up under this Act and who have any 
occasion to advance any specific claim to the land which!; 
requires to lie considered, to state the nature of their res
pective interests in the land and the amount and parti-- 
cnlars of their claims to compensation for such interests.

As the Bank in this case did not state the specific 
amount of compensation claimed by it the District Jndg'© 
could not, therefore, under section 25 (2) of the Act, award 
a sum exceeding* the amount awarded by the Collector.

Secretary of State v, Gohiiid Lal Bysak Secre---
tarij of State- y . BisTian. Dai {2), followed.

. V F 0.: S o c ,:
District Judge, Lahore  ̂ dMedth&^M^ May 19SSyV/p^-:

(1) (1907) 12 Cd. W. N. 263. (2) (1911) I. L. R. 33



: Hargoi^4L, 1Q2B

Government A dvocate and .Mehr Chanb, Orient Bank 
M ahajan, for Respondent.

SECaETAUY
J udgment. op State.
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Broadway J.—Tliis appeal has arisea out of a Broabwat A. 
reference uiicler tli0  Land Acquisition A,ct. Three kanals 1 2  marlas, out of a lars’e area that had been ac- 
quired by Goveriiiiieiit, belonged to the Orient Bank.
An award was made on the 26th April 1920 under 
which the Orient Sank vdiich was in liqiiidation was 
to receive Es. 197-10-0 as compensation for the said
2 kanah  1 2  Qnarias, On the 14th June 1920, an ap
plication was made on behalf of the Orient Bank, in 
liquidation, by the joint-liquidator to the Collector in 
which objection was taken to the amount awarded.
It was admitted in this application that the Bank had 
not thought it necessary to put in any formal state
ment as required by section 9 (2) of the Land Acqui- 
sit ion Act. In this application no specific amount 
of compensation was claimed, but it was prayed that 
a reference should be made to the District Court 
relating to the value of the property acquired. This 
reference was made in due course and'in it it̂

: stated that notice un,der section 9'of Act I  o f; 1894 had 
been served on/the ^Orient Bank'; on; the .14th August;
1919. No appearaiice was m behalf of the
Bank before the Gollector but aii unGertified copy of 
a sale deed in favour of the Otient Bank was sent, 
to the Collector which was returned by that olficer.
It will be seen that up to the date of the reference nô  
specific amount had been claimed as compensation for 
the land acquired. On the 8 th JSTovember 1921 an
other application was filed on behalf of the Orient 
Bank by the joint liquidator to which was attached
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the original sale deed. It was pointed out tliat the 
Obient B akk joint liquidator had on the 16th November 1920 made 

OF Ikdia a statenient in Court claiming Rs. 300 per kanal tor
* SECE.ET‘iiiY land acquired. On this application the learned 
j or State. District Judge recorded an order that the whole case 

J. been finished and judgment Avas about to be de
livered and that therefore notliing could be done on 
this application. The learned District Judge’s award 
confirmed the Collector's award, the award of 
Bs. 197-10'O being maintained. Against this order 
the Orient Bank, in liquidation, has preferred this 
appeal through Mr. Hargopal.

On behalf of the respondent the learned Govern
ment Advocate has raised an objection founded on 
section 9 (2) of the Land Acquisition Act which re
quires every person whose land is taken under this Act 
and who has any occasion to advance any specific 
claims to the land whicli require to be considered, to 
state the nature of their respective interests in the 
land and the amount and particulars of their claims 
to compensation for such interests. Admittedly no 
such claim was ever made to the Collector, that is to 
say, no specific amount was ever stated by the Orient 
I^ank, in liquidation, as being what they w>inted for 
their land. Mr. Hargopal has urged that the fact 
that on behalf of the Orient Bank an uncertified copy 
of a sale deed was placed before the Collector ŵ as a 
sufficient compliance with the provisions of this 
section. That sale deed purports to convey to the 
Orient Bank an area of 4c hanals and some marks of 
land for Rs. 1,200. The land acquired is 3 kamls t 2  
marlas out oi the la,nd referred to in the sale deed.  ̂
The mere fact that the Collector was notified that this 
land had formed a portion of a plot of land purcha.sed 
by the Orient Bank, Limited, cannot, in my opinion.
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be regarded as the statement of the amount claimed 1926
by the Bank as compensation for the land acquired. Bank

It was not until the Kith ^̂ O'yember 1920 that Mr.
■Mukerii, the ioint liouicktor, stated that the aiimmt Sechetast

01' State.he claimed was at the rate of Es. 300 per IcanaL The ___ -1.
learned District Judge has not acted under the third ad wax 
sub-clause of section 25, and, therefore, undei' the 
second clause of that section he could not award a sum 
exceeding the amount awarded by the Collector. This 
view is supported by Secreta-ry of State fo?' India in Council y.Go'bind Lai Bysak (1). and the Secretary of State for India in Cown,oil y, Bishan Dat (9). in 
these circumstances the appeal fails and I would dis
miss it wdth costs.

F forde J.— I agree. ^’fokpe J,
' A. N. C.

A2)feal disTnissed.
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