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INTRODUCTION

1 I Ghanshyam Dass Chairperson of the Committee on Petitions having
been authorized by the Committee m this behalf present this Sixth Report of the
Committee on Petitions on the various Petitions recerved by the Commuttee

2 The Committee considered all the Petitions as per the details given in the
Report and examined the concerned Government Officers The Committee made
Its observations and has tried its level best to redress the gnevances of the
Petitioners to the maximum extent

3 The Committee considered and approved this report at their sitting held
on 14th March 2016

4 A Brief record of the proceedings of the meetings of the Commuttee has
been kept in the Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat

5 The Committee would like to express their thanks to the Govemnment
Officers and other representatives of various departments who appeared for oral
evidence before them for the cooperation in giving information to the Commitiee

6 The Committee s also thankful to the Principal Secretary and other Officer/

Officials of Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretaniat for their whole hearted cooperation
and assistance given by them to the Committee

Chandigarh (GHANSHYAM DASS)
The 14th March 2016 CHAIRPERSON

v)



REPORT

The Committee on Petitions for the year 2015 16 consisting of seven
Members was nominated by the Hon bie Speaker Haryana Vidhan Sabha on 28
April 2015 under Rule 268 of the Amended Rules of the Rules of Procedure &
Conduct of Business n the House Shn Ghanshyam Dass MLA was nommated
as Chairperson of the Committee by the Hon ble Speaker Three special invitees
were also nominated by the Hon ble Speaker to serve on this Committee

The Committee held 67 sittings during the year 2015 16 (tll finalization of
the Report)
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1 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SH GURDYAL SINGH, NAMBARDAR
S§/0 SH KARTA RAM, VILLAGE BHADSON, TEHSIL INDRI, DISTT
KARNAL, REGARDING IRREGULARITIES INALLOTMENT OF 100 SQ
YARDS PLOTS

The Petition received from Sh Gurdayal Singh reads as under

qarq

T A sRamn
farerraaT =oEhTE |

fwr  werrataeT100 100 Tord e ARGl @) et Sdaerant s agdrst
AHT I U A o FR R TER U RO U YR AeEt i R R &
RearrraflarTar IR rE S Reavar e grag e an |

LG

el R Rig TRaR O St wat o Frard e aee) el g R s
I ¥E a1en & AR et FrafaRag e e & e

1 gg vl e g g Arew) 3t TERER § SN U srree wfed € il i
AN P AT F (AT AR S AT EAT |

2 TE e aEE ¥ HinET e R e S Sl & wrrer gt W

AR STHASH B AT 100 100 7197 Feae ot Frage e & 9 g sm

-9 ST el U WY P AR A T T § T ST A A0 Fodl Al R

U e} el O Tt St e oy He W & o fraRa s Ry e |

fe T TR ) el § a7e g F R B ER R e e
oy foren & SR S T 1S ot gRwr T & A A A A aRE e IR

3 TEfrsa ATt aE v avrE S e At g ae A qareeEl 9 wiia sRann
o 3R ST B e 2t | ifts=t fonedt oy wemafrer st gRT g ot
GAAIE 3 T T HTEE |

4 T8 T A o T A Wi R T T o SR A RS Bt e e
TR AR ofhar Dt B e ST R A B GER S e Fel |

5 uw i e 18 12 2013 T Ui B U I 1894 fATE 11 12 2013 B ATH
WoE RN 9 T=d e 35 3 s a3 o™ ¥ mie e AR
AT | %+ TE8T R BRI Term g wrefl & e aawritel @i ol wet frav
H AT B T FrraTeT ) X R & YUY A 6 o e e | 59 e e
5 17g 1 TRER g AR A AR & R oAt e € e o v e e
WY R @ Se g aR em e weif v | s Il G R & | o
AT A Y | ST AR B @re 7 frent Rt 7€) ey | =me & st



4 s\_/‘o
g & e | T R 78 A e R ol et s A & | SR e

e T e T Proed | gad 9 S e I Hrfed ¥ €Y 9 ANaY
Fyeprer R | S AT T 35 TR AT = 3 e 3 T e e wrerdter e |

AR AT AT B e T S e | T A A SR A A 5
TR AT 7 wwE Wi E

SRR o) e R Twae Ao ot wire e 4 S o st g0
3 A1 P RS R & oS R | aif wd e A o W | FhfE
R S ST ST ST < T ¥ ) S e e & | 2t urd e
4TS EYGE T AR 3 RaelTs Sy S0t 0g BT gHIANT TR I9a B
FriaT 2 o iR T i & i e it R 2 i 7 vrera foaRe
e} I XE B HE IR Bl W RAr e A |

st AR purEn I
s et

R fE TaRER
LEE TSI

o e W
el g foren
HeATd |

The Peition was placed before the Committee in its meeting held on
0 12 2014 and the Committee considered the same and decided that said petition
may be senttothe concerned Departmentfor sending therrcomments withina period
of 15days The committee does not receive any reply fromthe department

The Committee orally examined the Director Development & Panchayats
Department Haryana Deputy Commussioner Karnal and Petitioner in its meetings
heldon27 05 2015mwhich Director Developmentand Panchayat Haryanahas placed

the reportof Deputy Commissioner Karnalvide theirletteras under
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The Direcor Developmentand Panchayatsalsoplaceda letter beforethe
Committee in which the petiioner submitted thathe has no gnevance andheis satisfied
with the action taken by the depariment

Petition is disposed off accordingly
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2 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRI KARAN SINGH §/0 SH RANDHIR
SINGH YADAV, VP O DONGRA AHIR, TEHSIL KANINA, DISTT
MAHINDERGARH, REGARDING REGISTRATION OF BOLERO JEEP
FOR AGRICULTURAL USE

The Petition received from Shri Karana Singh reads as under
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The Committee in its meeting held on 27 05 2015 orally examined the
Sub Divisional Magistrate Kanina Distt Mahendergarh and the petiioner and made
the following observations
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3 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRI SANJEEV YADAV S$/0 SH RAM
DASS YADAV, VP O SINGHVLI AHIR, DISTT BAGPAT, REGARDING
CORRECTION OF REGISTRATION OF COMMERCIAL VEHICLE
NO HR38M3508

The Petition received from Shn Sanjeev Yadav Is rads as under
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The Petition was placed before the Committee in its meeting held on
04 05 2014 and the Commuttee considered the same and decided that said petition
may be sent to the concerned Department for sending their comments within a
period of 15 days The Committee received the reply from Office of Transport
Commissioner Haryana Chandigarh vide their Memo No 370B5/AT 1/8T Ii dated
24 08 2015 asunder —

To

The Principal Secretary
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretanat
Chandigarh

Memo No 37085/AT I/ST I
Dated 24/8/15

Subject - Regarding correction of record of vehicle No HR 38M 3508

Kindly refer to your letter no HVS/Petitton/15 16/12481 dated
12 8 2015 on the subject cited above

In this connection it i1s submitted that this office vide letter no 32418/
AT I/ST Il dated 29 07 2015 had directed the concemed Secretary RTA Fardabad/
Kurukshetra to send their report after inspecting the record of vehicle No HR 38M
3508 The Secretary RTA Kurukshetra informed that while effecting backlog entry
of another vehicle No HR 38L 3508 the computer operator feed vehicle No HR
38M 3508 In Vahan software due to mistake Now the said mistake has been
rectified by NIC Haryana A copy of compliance send by NIC vide e mail dated
18 08 2015 1s enclosed please

Sd/
for Transport Commissioner
Haryana Chandigarh

Nt
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The petition is disposed off accordingly

4 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SMT TEJWANTI, MPHS, PHC, SAMAR
GOPALPUR, CHC CHIDI, DISTT ROHTAK REGARDING HBA
ADVANCE OF SMT TAJWANTI, (MPHS)

The petition receved from Smt Tewanti MPHS reads as under
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The Petition was placed before the Committee in its meeting held on
13 02 2015 and the Committee considered the same and dectded that said petition
may be sent to the concerned Department for sending their comments within a
perod of 15 days The Committee received the reply from Director General Health
Services Haryana wide therr Endst No 24/1(8) 3Lekha 2015/1296 dated
18 03 2015 asunder—
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Thereafter Smt Tejwantisubmittedapplication thathergnevances wereresolved
and hercase may be disposed off Application submitted by Smt Tejwanti reads as
under

J@A
IR T U FHE)
R fawr aar
qUGITG |

A

afa e a8 & 5 4 oo R HBA strde i or R ot fver
T B 3 Rt e g% off Rt Rreraa 17 anuaht wE A At ot o sftar it amuas
FEANT A HBA B gl e o1 7T &) 1 & 3R & SRy STqeh 9IS TRA U e
A Y A P AHIGT B BT SR Deal g |

g |

N
(Taywanti)

MPHS |¥Y 7itdT
Jgaw|

The petrtion 1s disposed off accordingly on 03 06 2015
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5 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHR! MUKESH DAGAR S/O LATE
SHRI LALA RAM, VPO BHKLI, TEHSIL & DISTT REWARI,
REGARDING ISSUE OF DEATH CERTIFICATE

The Petition received from Shrt Mukesh Dagar reads as under
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The Petiion was placed before the Commitiee in its meeting held on
03 06 2015 the Committee considered the same and decided that the said petition
may be sent to the concemed Department for sending therr comments within a
penod of 15 days The Committee received the reply from Chief Registrar Birth
and Death and Director General Health Services Haryana Panchkula vide their
letter No Compt 1SBHI ST 1/2015/6167 dated 06 07 2015 as under
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The Committee inits meetingheld on 11 06 2014 consideredthe reply
andmade the following observations
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6 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SH JATIN BATRA S/0 SH RAVINDER
BATRA 203, SUBHASHNAGAR, ROHTAK REGARDING CARIMPOUND

The Petition received from Shr Jatin Batra reads as under
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The Pettion was placed before the Committee In its meeting held on
04 08 2015 and the Committee considered the same and decided that said petition
may be sent to the concerned Department for sending their comments within a
penod of 15 days The Committee received the reply from Superintendent of
Police Rohtak vide therr letter No 44581 dated 15 09 2015 as under

Lo
gferd sl
AFaw |
LG
e A dt
RO fem ww wftEe @vdhE |
WG 44581 e 150075
R BREHT AR [
e
FOI TG BIATET & T BT Ta0a10qHoMETF/15 16/12414 fa=iTH 15 08 15
FEEAA|
IRYE ey e 3 Wi 97 Yo sTeerr TReTe Medd & HRa S ¢
wita ¥ g & 5 aRare & e 3 gedie AR O A S 9 aRi s S edes B



o ’

ST UR AT WA 315 fésre 0 7 15 ARy 427 AT RiRT e Aeas afra |
forrat st ver Rio s g @ | SRTT THRT T SR 7 HR 26BA 6254 Y
e Yfor A foram T 7 AR 9e O ft S awd 109/12 Bigge) He Weas @t
ﬁwﬁmwwwwmﬂum%mmm?mmﬁmwﬁim
m@mﬁ%%wwmﬂmﬁﬁﬁwmwmammm
mamﬂﬁﬁmmﬁaﬂmﬁmﬂaﬁmamﬂamﬁmmwél
T AR AT BT T 9 IF A 3 R o7 08 15 1 37 7719 PR Frflers warae
o7 R e ﬁmmmﬁﬁemaﬁwgﬁ%lmw#mmaﬁw
=Ty Wmmaﬁmmmmmﬁiﬁamﬁmﬁm#
Gl o A R T | M SR THR 268A 6254 BT FRPITR Paem o ant sy aftrendt
RIS RA R Iz waa 39 v i Awrerer 179R & %) ATIRATE TR S 0 SHa!
gﬁmmﬁwﬁﬁﬁmwwﬁﬁmﬁwﬁaﬁamﬂm%mﬁwmmw 700
R 02 09 15 ERTIRA B g ¥ 1w S I 179RIES & g P ity
T U U it e Veas g v ¥ | Rfe dard e

qfer apeflers
Asas|

Thereafter petttioner Shri Jatn Batra submitted a application with reference
to his petition regarding car impound which was placed before the Committee in
its meeting held on 14 10 2015 in which he has mentioned that his car has been
handed over to him and necessary action has been taken He has further requested
that his petition may be disposed off The application of Shn Jatin Batra reads as
under
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Hence the Committee disposed off the petition
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7 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRI SANDEEP KUMAR S$/0 SH JAIPAL
SINGH, VILL. BADOLI, DISTT PANIPAT REGARDING CLAIM UNDER
CHIEF MINISTER S DUDHARU PASHU BIMA YOJNA

The Petition received from Shri Sandeep Kumar reads as under
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The Petition was placed before the Committee in its meeting held on
06 07 2015 and the Committee considered the same and decided that said petition
may be sent to the concerned Department for sending their comments within a
period of 15 days Thereafter Committee received the application from Sandeep
Kumar vide which he has stated that he has received the compensation and his
grievances was settled therefore his petitton may be disposed off The application
of Shn Sandeep Kumar reads as under
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The application of Shn Sandeep Kumar was placed before the Committee
in ts meeting held on 24 09 2015 The Committes considered the same and made
following Observation
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8 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRI SANDEEP MATHUR, H NO 278,
SECTOR 7, GURGAON-122001, REGARDIN COMPLAINT AGAINST
M/S PARSVNATH DEVELOPERSLTD,

The Petition received from Shri Sandeep Mathur reads as under
26th June 2015

To

Hon ble Chairperson
Committee on Petitions
Haryana Vidhan Sabha
Chandigarh

Subject Cheating and forgery by Mr Pradeep Jain Chairman Parsvnath
Developers Limited Mr Sanjeev Jain MD & CEO Parsvnath
Developers Limited Dr Rajeev Jan Director (Marketing) Parsvnath
Developers Limited and others on the pretext of providing flats vilias
and plots in Parsvnath Pleasant Dharuhera (NH 8 Near Haryana
Tourism) project of Parsvnath Developers Limited

Sir

With due respect | wish to bring to your kind attention massive scam of
cheating and forgery by Mr Pradeep Jain Chairman Parsvnath Developers Limited
Mr SanjeevJain MD & CEO Parsvnath Developers Limited Dr Rajeev Jain
Director (Marketing) Parsvnath Developers Limited and others on the pretext of
providing flats villas and plots in various projects of Parsvnath Developers They
had approached me to invest n their project and misrepresented that the said
business fim Is having a good name and reputation in the field of construction
They claimed that their project would be ready for possession by the year 2009
with all modern faciliies They also assured me of a good return and the location of
therr project was in the best residential area Believing on their misrepresentation
and inducement | had booked one flat and was alloted a Flat No T2 1001 after
| pard amount of Rs 8 03 675/ Copy of receipts are annexed as Annexurc | After
some time | got to know that entire project 1s on papers and there s no development
on the site and | have been cheated by the developer 1went to the office of the
developer and met their team who told me to forget the money and flat or else be
ready to face dire consequences Me and my representatives have tried several
times to contact above mentioned persons but they continue to avoid meeting me
on one pretext or another

| repeatedly enquired about the delivery of my flat but received no
satisfactory reply | came to know that thousands of other innocent people have
also been cheated like me by them They have taken several crores of rupees
from hundreds of mnocent people like me illegally by committing forgery and fraud
through fake advertisements and false promises by Parsvnath Developers and
thewr agents
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I tied to contact them several times but could not succeed | had sent my
representatives last week to therr office located at Dharuhera to iInquire whereabouts
of Mr Pradeep Jain Chairman Parsvnath Developers Limited Mr Sanjeev Jain
M D & CEO Parsvnath Developers Limited Dr RajeevJain Director {Marketing)
Parsvnath Developers Limited and the status of my flat They were threatened and
were told to forget the flat and money otherwise | will have to face dire consequences
More than eight years have passed and | have nerther received my flat no my
money Like me hundreds of hapless customers and investors are In search of
Sh Mr Pradeep Jain Charman Parsvnath Developers Limited Mr Sanjeev Jain
MD & CEO Parsvnath Developers Limited Dr Rajeev Jain Director (Marketing)
Parsvnath Developers Limited and their agents but to no avail they have not been
given plots/viliasfflats though several crores have been received illegally by
Parsvnath Developers Limited and their agents

The said bulder had raised severa| crores of rupees from thousands of
Innocent people by raising false advertisements and appointing agents on the pretext
of developing several colonies n India The hapless customers are forgery and
threatening me and my representatives of dire consequences The case may be
investigated by a senior serving IPS officer and they may kindly be arrested
punished under various sections of law and they may aiso kindly be directed to
give possession of my booked flat to me it is further requested that the bank
accounts/property of Parsvnath Developers Limited may kindly be sealed as 1t 1s
anticipated that may flee from country along with the liquid funds as well as by
selling the property

It s therefore requested that case may be listed in Committee on Petitions
and the top management of Parsvnath Developers Limited be summoned

Thanking You
Your sincerely

Postal Address (Sandeep Mathur)
House No 278
Sector 7 Gurgaon 122001
+919212242471

The Petition was placed before the Committee In its meeting held on
06 07 2015 and the Commuttee considered the same and decided that said petition
may be sent to the concerned Department for sendingtheir comm nts within
a period of 15 days Thereafter Committee received the application dated
26 06 2015 from Shri Sandeep Mathur vide which he has stated that his gnevances
was settled therefore his petition may be disposed off The application of
Shr Sandeep Mathur reads as under
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To

The Haryana Vidhan Sabha
Sub Withdrawal of Complaint dated 26 6 2015
Respected Sir

This is with reference to the Complaint beanng No led by me with regard to
refund of the amount paid by me towards Flat bearing No T2 1001 in the Project
named as Pleasant Dharuhera of Parsvnath Developers Lid

it 1s submitted that the disputes and dfferences which had prompted me
to file the afore stated complaint have been settied amicably between me and
Parsvnath Developers Ltd whereas Parsvnath Developers Ltd has refunded me
the entire amount paid by me towards Flat bearing No T2 1001 in the Project named
as Pleasant Dharuhera as per the terms of the settlement armved at Now 1have
no grouse or any claim agamst Parsvnath Developers Limited or any of its officers
My grievances have been fully redressed by Parsvnath Developers Ltd

in view of the Memorandum of Settlement dated 20th August 2015
executed between me and Parsvnath Developers Limuted | respectfully submit
that | do not wish to pursue the abovesaid complaint and the same may kindly be
treated as withdrawn

Thanking You

Yours faithfully

Mr Sandeep Mathur
278 Sector 7
Urban Estate Gugaon 122001

C Cto Parsvnath Developers Ltd
Parsvnath Metro Tower

Near Shandara Metro Station
Shandara Delhi 11 0032

The application of Shn Sandeep Mathur was placed before the Committee
inits meeting heldon 11 09 2015 The Committee considered the same and disposed
off the petition
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9 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRI CHUNI LAL KUMAR 78, NEW
HAMIDA COLONY, YAMUNA NAGAR REGARDING FDR S OF HIS WIFE
SMT SHAKUNTLA RANI

The Petition received from Shri Chunni Lal Kumar reads as under
Date 24 11 2015

To
The Petition Committee
Vidhan Sabha Haryana
Chandigarh

Respected Sir

Respectfully | beg to say that my family FDRs in Unitech Ltd Giurgaon
The amount of FDRs are matured is Jan 2015 & March 2015 yet no amount has
been recetved from the company

My wife Mrs Shakuntala Rani age 80 years lady injured due to accident
her nght leg got fractured She was admitted inJ P Hospital Yamuna Nagar from
12 9 2015 to 14 10 2015 Her leg sugery completed with some medicated plates
and screw fixation We have to spend around two lakh on her trerent Now |badly
need of money | request your honour to help me n this matter & ghe full payment
of my family from the Unitech Ltd Co at the earliest possible | am a patent of
heart problem & getting the treatment from Ganga Ram Hospital Delhi

Amount FD Rs No Mahurty

(1) Shakuntla Rani Rs 60000 1207330 15115

(2) Chunni Lal Kumar Rs 60000 1214350 23315

(3) Tarun Kumar Rs 40000 1210998 15315

(4) Pooja Kumar Rs 40000 1211015 15315
Thaking you

Yourstfaithfully
Chunni Kurmnar
78 New Hamida Colony
Yamuna Nagar
Mob 09996608520

Encl

1 Phtostate copy of F D Attached
2 Phtostate copy of F D Attached
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The Petition was placed before the Committee in its meeting held on
11 12 2015 and the Committee considered the same and decided that said petsion
may be sent to the concerned company for sending their coments within a period
of 15 days The Commuttee did not recetve any reply The Commtttee orally examined
the Representative of M/s Unitech Limited and the Petitioner in its meeting held on
04 06 2014 and made following observations
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Shn Chuni Lal Kumar has sent a letter vide which he stated that his
matter has been resolved and he got all FDR money from Unitech Ltd Gommuttee
considered the application of Shr1 Chuni Lal Kumarn its meeting heid on 18 02 2016
and Commutiee observed thatno relief has been left Hence the petition 1s disposed
off accordingly

10 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRI RAJ SINGH S/O SH SARDARA
SINGH & ORS , REGARDING COMPENSATION AGAINST THE DAMAGE/
ACQUISITION OF AGRICULTURE LAND DUETO SEPAGE AND HIGH
VOLTAGE TOWERS IN VILLAGE SUTANA, DISTT, PANIPAT

The petition recelved from Shri Raj Singh & Ors reads as under
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The Pettion was placed befare the Committee In its meeting held on
18 08 2015 and the Committee considered the same and decided that said petition

may be sent tathe concemed Department for sending their coments within a petiod
of 15 days The Committee did not receive any reply and a reminder was sent on
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14 10 2015 The Committee received the replies from O/o Managing Director HPGCL
Panchkula wvide therr Memo No Ch 2/CMDP 1/829/L dated 19 10 2015 and Deputy
Commissioner Panipat Memo No 3498/SK Dated 21 10 2015 which are as under

From

To

Managing Director
HPGCL Panchkula

Principal Secretary

Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretanat

Chandigarh

Memo No Ch 2/CMDP 1/829/L Dated 19 102015

Subject Representation of Sh Raj Singh & other residents of village Sutana,

Distt , Panipat — Regarding grievances of Petitioners

Please refer your office memo no HVS/Petition/15 16/12844 dated

19 08 2015 addressed to DC Panipat and MD/HPGCL Panchkula vide which phato
copy of petition received from Sh Raj Singh & other residents of village Sutana
Distt Panipat was forwarded to their office for comments

The para wise comments are as under please

1

It 1s admitted that the land of the applicant is situated adjacent to the
Panipat Thermal Power Station Panipat The copy of aks sijra is enclosed
at Annexure-1 and copy of land plan showing the location of Power Station
and the land of village Sutana Is enclosed at Annexure-2

Therefore Regarding loss of ferhiity of soil in the land in question due to
seepage of water from the plant CWP no 19456 of 2008 was filed in the
Hon ble Punjab & Haryana High Court Chandigarh by Ramesh Kumar &
others V/s State of Haryana & others with a prayer that Thermal Plant be
directed to make the land cultivable The CWP no 19456 of 2008 has
already decided by the Honible Punjab & Haryana High Court Chandigarh
on dated 13 03 2012 (Annexure-3) with the following decision

‘We are afraid that we cannot conttnue to entertain that writ petition in view
of the highly disputed questions of facts that have emerged In any event
if water logging persists and damaged has been caused to the land of the
petitioners they are entitled to seek damages by instituting an appropriate
action in a competent court of law which they may still do 1f so advised in
view of above we do not consider it necessary or feasible to keep this
writ petition pending any further It i1s accordingly disposed of in terms of
the above order’

The petitioners have filled Civil Misc application dated 22 04 2015
(INC W P No 19456 of 2008) in the Hon ble Punjab & Haryana High Curt
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{
Chandigarh (Annexure 4) The petitioners have prayed n the
CM application

That the respondents may kindly be directed to grant the compensation/
damages of the land of the petitioners which has been rendered useless
as 3 4 feet dirty water 1s still standing on the agriculture Land of the
petiioners in the interest of Justice

From the above it may kindly be seen that the matter I1s still subjudice
and the action as per the direction of Hon ble Court will be taken by the
department

3 It 1s submitted that the following 132/220 KV transmission lines have
been erected by Haryana Vidyut Parsaran Nigam (HVPNL) in the adjoining
agriculture land for evacuation power from PTPS

I 220 KV PTPS Kamal line {S/C)
f 220 KV PTPS Narwana hne (DC)
m 220 KV PTPS Nissing line (D/C})
[\ 220 KV PTPS Rohtak line

v 220 KV PTPS Sonipat line (S/C 7 D/C)
vi 132 KV D/C PTPS Panipat ine
Vil 132 KV D/C PTPS Dewana line
viIl 132 KV D/C PTPS Refinery line

IX 132 KV D/C PTPS Chandell line

Since the above said transmission lines had been erected by Haryana
Vidyut Parsaran Nigam (HVPN) therefore the issue relates to HVPNL and not
HPGCL please

4 The Issue regarding payment for compensation or acquisttion of their land
as already explained above the matter 1s subjudice please

However the brief history of the case Is submitted as under please

(A) Inthisregard itis submitted that A Givil Writ Petition No 19456 of
2008 was filed by Sh Ramesh Kumar & others (residents of village
Sutana district Panipat) V/s State of Haryana HPGCL & others
in Punjab & Haryana High Court Chandigarh The case came up
for hearmgon 17 11 2008 Sh Sunil Nehra Asstt Advocate General
Haryana appeared on the behalf of the State and the case was
adjourned to 01 12 2008 In this case the petitoners have contested
that the waste water coming out from the Thermal Plant Panipat
has rendered their land useless and unfit for cultivation due to
unsoated flow of water and seepage from the Thermal Plant and
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further requested the court for directing the respondent authorities
to make the land cultivable

The case came up for hearing before the Hon ble Punjab & Haryana
High Court Chandigarh on dated 16 12 2008 and the court ordered
as under ‘There Is a dispute between the parties Iin respect of
extent of water logging and whether such water logging Is on account
of seepage or over flow of the water from the Thermal Power Plant
To find out the factual positton we deem it appropriate to get land
nspected (n a comprehensive manner For the said purpose we
request Mr Sunil Nehra Assistant Advocate Generai Haryana to
inspect the land in dispute and its Surrounding areas and to give
comprehensive report In respect of water logging and the causes
thereof

Accordingly Sh Nehra visitedfinspected the site on 04 01 2009
and the submitted the report in Hon ble Punjab & Haryana High Court on
21 01 2009 The conclusions of report are as under (Annexure 5 Copy of
reportat Ch 4)

1 That there I1s some water logging in the land of the petitioners
However this water logging cannot be attributed to the seepage
from the drain of thePanipat Thermal Plant because in the land
just adjacent to the drain there was no water logging Moreover
the land of the petitioners 1s about 300 feet away from the drain
Moreover the undersigned has also inspected the drain the same
drain was passing thraugh DAV Public Schaool Thermal Colony
Panipat and in the land just opposite to the drain passing through
the public School farming 1s being done Moreover there was no
water logging in the land just adjacent to the drain 1 e adjoning
the petitioner land near the Thermal Plant as has been shown in
the photographs No 21 & 22 are the photographs of construction
work which is being done inside by the Thermal Plant It 1s Important
to mention here that water pumps were being used in Panipat
Thermal Plant to drain out the water that being accumulated during
the digging of the land Moreover when a pit was dug in the land of
one of the petitioner after only few minutes water could be seen In
that pit

2 That as per the report of the Agriculture Department Haryana the
land adjoining to the land of the petitioners 1t 15 clear that the
water samples collected from the dramn of Panipat Thermai Plant
Is tit for agriculture for all type of produce As per the repont of the
water samples collected from the fields of the petitioner the water
has not been found fit for agriculture From the perusal of the
report it is clear that the water flowing in the drain of Panipat
Thermal Plant 1s different from the water which Is accumulated n
the fields of the petitioners
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3 That a perusai of the Khasra Girdwaries reveals that the farming
was done by the petitioner upto the year 2006 and it 1s only after
that the agriculture produce IS being shown as kharaba

4 The photographs which have been annexed as Annexure P4 with
the petition to show that there i1s a water logging 3 4 feet In the
land of the petitioners seems to pe the photograph of the fish pond
that has been made by the petitioners themselves There was no
water logging of 3 4 feetn the fields of the petitioners

5 The reasons of the water logging In the land of the petitioners areé
due to the high water table of the area Moreover the undersigned
was informed by the Patwarl Mr Ranbir Singh of Village Sultana
that there was over flow from Gohana distributory in the year 2006
The water logging in the land of the petitioners can be due to this
reason and also due to the fact that water table of the area is very
tugh

The case came up for hearng in court of Justice Sh Surya
Kant and after hearing referred the same to the Double Bench of
Hon ble Chief Justice of Punjab & Haryana High Court
Chandigarh The case was fixed for 29 04 2009 After heanng the
arguments the Hon ble Court ordered that the reasons of water
logging in the area could be more effectively examined and
determined by a Committee of Experts and decided as under

Remedial Measures

All the stakeholiders should jon hands to relieve the fields of water logging
and soil sahnity/alkalinity (The problems could not be ascertained because it was
difficult to enter the fields at that time) The following suggeStions are made

PTPS

» The PTPS may keep the portion of the waste drain clean sc thatthere 1s
no overflow from the drain

» PTPS may keep the toe drain clean and operational for ali trmes to come
so that seepage water intercepted by the drain is taken away rather than
this drain acting as seepage drain

» It was gathered that ash pond for units 1 6 does not have any toe drain
Although this ash pond s quite far trom the affected land yetto check
any seepage to other nearby areas atoe drainmay be constructed around
tiS ash pond by the PTPS

Other Departments
» Possibility of proper lining of the Gohana distributory may be explored

» Since there Is a drain in the vicinity drainage department may axplore
connecting this part of the land to this drain through gravity flow If pumped
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outlet 1s required hecessary arrangement to pump the water by drainage
department may be made as it may not be possible for the farming
community to invest In operation and Upkeep of the facility Such
arrangements by the department have been made at other landlocked
vulnerable to flooding areas m the state

Farmers

» Thefarming community has to join hands to lower the water table reclam
the land and have continuous cropping of the land

» Keeping in view the groundwater quality farmers Mmay install tube wells
for irngation Besides providing rrmigation water the tube well would act
as a sink and help to maintain the water balance Once intensive cropping
pattern emerge it may result in negative water balance as envisaged for
the area

» The farmers may demarcate the area in small parcels to have effective
surface drains with a proper geavity or pumped outlet These drains with
appropniate planting on the dykes would help to drain the area and aiso
compensate for the loss in income as plants would provide income every
five six years

» Farmers who are interested m fish cultivation may go for ponds but they
may plant suffictent number of quick growing trees on the dykes to arrest
the expected seepage from these fields Only groundwater should be
used for fish culture For this purpase fanners may be provided electric
connections on prionty

» Since the fields had standing water the team could not take the soil
samples Once the fields are clear of the Water farmers may like to get
their samples tested Technologies for reclamation of high pH and high
salinity soils are available in the mshtute which could be adopted to
reclaim the land Since the water was standing in the fields team didnt
meet the farmers as the sampling would not have been possible at that
time Since a farm in Namn 1s being developed the scientists would be
able to have good interaction with the farmers of the adjoining areas and
provide them with already tested technologies

Report along with action plan was submitted in the Hon ble High
Courton 09 03 2011 The case was adjourned to 5 4 2011 and then to
267 2011 Afterhearing both the counsels the Hon ble court on 26 07 2011
ordered as under

Learned Counsel for the Chief Engmneer Thermal Plant Panipat
states that steps have been inttrated but have not been put in place on or
before 30 6 2011 as directed by this court it is however stated that by
30 9 2011 alt the steps will be completed Even though failure to take all
the steps by 30 6 2011 may amount to contempt this aspect may be
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considered later Itis make clear that if the steps are not completed upto
3092011 the Chief Engineer Thermal Plant Panipat will remain present
in person in this court on the next date of hearing and show cause why
action be not taken for contempt of this court Let compliance report be
filed before the next date Learned Addl Advocate General Haryana
says that no steps have been taken by the Drainage Department In
terms of report of the CSSRI quoted above Thus the said department
may also be liable to be proceeded against for contemp Let steps be
now taken and completed pefore 30 9 2011 faiing which the Secretary
Dranage Department Haryana will remain present in personin this Court
and show cause why action be not taken for contempt of thus Court
Compliance report in this regard may be filed before the next date

Action on the remedial measures as directed by the court and relates to
this office is placed at Annexure 8Ch7

In comphance to the directions of the Hon ble Punjab & Haryana High
Court orders passed on 14 10 2011 ajoint meetingwas held on 02 11 2011 mthe
office of FC & PS (Power) & record note of discussions are as under (Annexure 9
Copy of report at Ch 8)

1 List of participants Is at Annexure — Al

2 Chief Engineer/PTPS — 1 Panipatexpiained that as per the order
passed by the Punjab & Haryana High Court for piacing of
underground pipes from the low lying area to the nearby dram is to
be discussed/decided by the respondents No 1 2 &3 Following
are the respondents in this case

] The State of Haryana through Secretary to Government Department
of Power and Imgation
)} The Chairman Haryana Viduyat Parsaran Nigam Panchkula

m) The Chief Engineer Panipat Thermal Plant Panipat

Vanous options for placing underground pipes/open drain from
pettioniers fields to PTPS drains were discussed It was further
explained that an open drain from petitioners fields to the existing
culvert on PTPS approach road from Panipat Assand road to Untia
dramn of lrngation Department through peripheral dramn of PTPS 18
jeasible to drain out the surface water

3 The 1ssues were discussed and deliberated In detail It was felt
that provision of open drain 1s more practicabie and suttable from
operational and maintenance point of view as the same can be
keptclean as compared to the underground pipe draining system
which may get blocked with the passage of tme

4 In view of the above it was decided that open drain be provided
from low lying area to PTP3 peripheral drain as the culvert already

»l
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exist on approach road of PTPS near Pamipat Assand road
Work will be got executed by CE/PTPS | HPGCL Panipat by
31 12 2011 and the cost will be borne by HPGCL

The case came up for hearing in the court of Hon ble Chief Justice
Punjab & Haryana High Court Chandigarh on dated 6 11 2011
After hearing both the parties the court decided as under

An affidavit of Shr Azad Singh Executive Engineer Panipatwater
Services — Division Imgation Department Panipat has been filed
In the Court today along with the mmutes of the meeting held on
02 11 2011 in the office of the Financial Commussioner & Principal
Secretary to Government of Haryana According to the decision
taken an open drain 1s to be provided for lo tying area to PTPS
peripheral drain as the culvert already exist on approach road of
PTPS near Panipat — Assand Road It has further been stated
that the work will be executed by 31 12 2001 and the cast thereof
i1s to be borne by HPGCL

Thereafter HPGCL had filed report in the court of Hon ble Chief
Justice Punjab & Haryana High Court Chandigarh on dated
1208 2012 at Annexure 10 Ch 9 and the case was disposed of by
the court of Hon ble Chief Justice Punjab & Haryana High Court
Chandigarh on dated 13 03 2012 The order dated 13 03 2012
Annexure 313 reproduced below

That the reason of water logging in the area could be more
effectively examined and determined by a committee of Experts
which this Court could appoint for the purpose We see no reason
to decline that prayer we are however of the view that instead of
nominating a Commitiee of Experts by this Court It would be
better if we leave the constitution of the Committee of Experts to
the Vice Chancellor of the Haryana Agriculture University Hissar
who can constitute a Committee of Experts the total number where
of shall not be more than five to visit the area in question and to
determine whether the water logging reported by the Local
Commissioner 1s in any way redlateabie to the working of the
respondent Thermal Power Plant or the water ponds constructed
In connection there with in case the experts come 1o the working
of the Thermal Power Plant and the necessary to contain the said
problem and to prevent seepage” in the land owned by the
petitioners shall also be indicated by the Experts

The Expert Committes submutted its report in the Honble Pb & Haryana

High Court Chandigarh on dated 5 8 09 The recommendations of the committee
are under (Annexure 6 Copy of report at Ch 5)

To minimize the severity of water logging in the low lying pettioners fields

some remedial/preventive measures listed below needs to be adopted These
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measures can be adopted individually or in combination depending

upon s physical and economical viability

1

To avord/minimize lateral seepage from ash dike tanks the already
constructed nterceptory drain around the tank be made fully functional/
effective by regularly cleaning and pumping water

To fully check the seepage from ash dike tanks to the adjoining areas
a sub surface drainage system be nstalled at a depth of 1 sm from
the surface along the already existing interceptory drain and provision
of regular pumping out of this draned water should be made

To lower the water table in the low lying areas several shallow tube
wells at a required distance be installed This water depending on tts
qualty can be used for urgation purpose augmentation of water
supply to the plant or may be released into the Gohana clistributory
or to the thermal power pucca drain

To remove excess surface water from this low lying area open surface
drain having a bed level ata depth of about one meter can be dug/
constructed This excess water can be used for rmgation purpose
augmentation of water supply to the plant be released into the Gohana
distributory or to the thermal power pucca drain

The natural drainage of this low lying area which has been obstructed
due to construction of raised roads shops along the roads may be
restored by placing underground pipes from the low lying areato the
dran

Demarcation of individual fields needs to be strengthened by making
30 cm high bunds around each field This will mmumize the surface
run oft of water from one field to another and hence reduce the seventy
of water logging in the low lying fields

Proper maintenance of pucca drain by way of its regular répair and
desiiting should be undertaken at reguiar intervals

The seepagefleakage of water to the low lying areas {pond) adjacent
to the boundary wali of the plant be completely checked at the source
channel level of the pucca drain to avoid any replerushment of water
to the pond

The case came up for heanng in the court of Hon ble Chief Justice
Punjab & Haryana High Court Chandigarh on dated 5 8 09 After
hearing both the parties the court decided as under

The Expert Commitiee appointed by the Haryana Agricultural
University Hissar has submitted its report a copy where of shall be
furnished by the Registrar to learned counsel for the partes who
shall be free to file ther objections to the same within four weeks

J
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Learned counset for the pettioners submitted that the findings recorded
by the Expert Committee clearly show that the lfand owned by the
petitioners has become unsuitable and unfit for agriculture purposes
on account of seepage from the respondent Thermal Plant He further
states that the petitioners are willing to make a proposal for the sale
of the land to Power Generation Corporation on terms that can be
mutually negotiated In similar circumstances land owned by other
owners rendered useless on account of seepage was according to
the learned counsel purchased by the Thermal Plant In the
circumstances therefore we direct that the Managing Director and
the Chief Engineer of Haryana Power Generation Corporation Limited
may convene meeting in which the petitioner owners can be invited
to participate to explore possibility of a settiement which may envisage
purchase of the land of the petitioners by the Corporation or payment
of compensation to them at such raters as may be the mutually
agreeable In case no such mutual settlement is arrved at between
the parties the Managing Director and Chief Engineer of the HPGCL
shall remain present in person on the next date of heaning Post again

in September 16 2009

Meeting was held with the representative of the petiioners and their

counsel 1n compliance of the directions of the Hon ble Pb & Haryana High Gourt
passedon 5 B 2009 Record note of discussions 1s as under (Annexure 7 Copy of
report at Ch 6)

1
2

List of participants 1s at Annex A 1 -

The Chief Engineer PTPS | informed that in compliance of the
directions of the Hon ble Punjab & Haryana High Court a meeting
has been called by the Managing Director HPGCL for holding
discussions with the petitioners He informed that all the petitioners
and therr learned counsel Sh Vikram Singh were informed about the
meeting to be held at 10 00 AM in Shakti Bhawan Panchkula At
about 11 15 AM Sh Raj Singh son of Sh Sardara appeared along
with Sh Vikash Kumar Advocate to participate in the meeting

Sh Ra) Singh was requested to confirm whether he 1s participating as
an individual petitioner or representing ail the petitioner He produced
an undated letter of authority on behalf of ali the petitioners authonizing
him to follow up the CWP In the Hon ble High Court and all other fora

Opening the discussions MD HPGCL read out the directions of the
Hon ble High Court with a view to ascertaining the response of the
petitioners about the quantum of compensaton that the petitioners
would like to be paid Sh Raj Singh categoncally asserted that be
and the petitioners do not Want any compensation and that they want
the land to be purchased by the Panipat Thermal Power Station atthe
market rate which according to him is approximately Rs 52 53 lacs

per acre
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During discussion Mr Raj Singh also denied that tus and other
petitioners land was being cultivated till 2006 and asserted that no
crops were raised after 2001 When the record of the Revenue
Department recording the cultivation of the crops in the Girdawari
was shown to him He stated that the Girdawan records etc are all
false and the revenue authorities must have concocted them sitting
athome He also denied that any Fish Pond was created in the land
of the pettioners by Sh Partap Singh {one of the petioners) He
repudiated that revenue records 1n this regard

Considering the fact thatthe HPGCL s filing its detailed submissions
before the Hon bie High Court highlighting the contents of the report
of the Committee of Experts stating thatthe PTPS was not responsible
for the water logging in the petitioners land besides bringing out the
contradictions in the repor and also the objections on certain
observations and also because the petitoners were not ready to even
talk about any compensation by any government authorty/PTPS and
that they only wanted their land to be acquired by the government at
an exorbitant rate of Rs 52 53 lees per acre further discussions
could not be heid Before the discussions culminated HPGCL also
brought to the notice of tree representative of the petiticners and the
accompanying counsel that the HGPCL cannot purchase land beyond
tts existing Iimits since the tand 1s neither required by 1t or will the
costs be justfiable in the expenses permitted by the Haryana Electricity
Regulatory Commission for recovery from the Distribution Companies

The meeting ended with thanks to all present

As ordered by the Hon ble High Court objections to the report submitted
by the Experts Committee of HAU Hissar were filed in the shape of
affidavit on0 09 2009 The case came up for hearing on September
16 2009 & then on 27 10 2010 and the Hon ble court directed that
pumps be instated as per above report Accordingly three nos pumps
were installed for pumping out the water from the petiioner s fields

The case came for hearing on Jan 6 2011 & after heanng the Hon ble
Court directed the Chief Engineer Thermal Plant Panipat as under

To evolve and implement effective steps for controlling the seepage
from the Thermai Plant with the assistance of an expert body Inthe
meantime wili continue with the exercise of pumping out of water as
directed by this court eariter

In comphance to the order of Hon ble High Court Director CSSRI
Karnal was requested to study the cause of water logging and suggest
the remedial measures to overcome this problem Ateam of CSSRI
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Karnal wisited the site on 08 02 2011 and submitted the report on
01 03 2011 The findings & recommendations of CSSRI Xamal are
as under

The seepage from the waste drain being small may not be
significant enough to cause the problem However if the water
18 being used for imgation/fish ponds 1t may add to seepage in
the area

Since the fish ponds remain wet aimost throughout the year
the seepage from the fish ponds may affect the adjoining land

The Gohana distributory may cause significant seepage when
flowing since the wear and tear in the lining I1s visible at few
places

The ash ponds would result in significant seepage being on the
higher elevation The toe (or interceptordrain) drain provided to
intercept seapage Is technically sound and a correct control
measure to reduce seepage The location of the Gohana
distributory would further help In intercepting some part of the
seepage from the ash ponds as it would break the seepage
lines when in flow and intercept the seepage when not flowing

However good upkeep of the toe drain would make all the
difference At the tme of visit water flow in the toe drain was
not visible suggesting that the drain was not clean It should be
mamntamed properly it may be added that during the team visit

the ash pond on the side of lands owned by farmers of Sutana
was not being used to dump the ash

As has been said before area Is a topographical depression bounded from
all sides by seepage sources withno gravity outiet Thus local stagnation of water
coupled with seepage frori various sources 1s bound to keep the water table high in
the area Therefore remedial measures are needed to keep the water balance in
the negative 1 @ Total water output from all sinks should exceed the total water
input from all the sources including ranfall wngation and seepage This could be
achieved through the combined efforts of the various stakeholders

“The petitioners (10 in number) claim to be the owners of about 10 5 acres of
agricultural land situated in village Sutana Tehst and District Panipat which land
is adjoining the Panipat Thermal plant there is water logging in the land belonging
to them rendering the same unfit for cultivation

The writ petition filed in the year 2008 has remained pending primarily on
account of the request made from time to time for filling of affidavits by the
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contesting parties A reading of the said pleadings indicates that higly disputed
question of tact have surfaced nasmuch as wheras according to the respondents
the land has been made surtable for cultivation the reply of the petitioners to the
aforesaid stand is that water logging xontinues to persist Photographs have been
enclosed by the petitioners to bring home the aforesaid point which photographs
themselves are being disputed by the respondents by sying that they belong to
some other land and not to the land adjoining the thermal plant which 1s subject
matter of the present writ petition

We are afraid that we cannot continue to entertam this writ petition in view of
the highly disputed questions of facts that have emerged In any event If water
logging persists and damage has been caused to the land of the petitioners they
are entitled to seek damages by instituting an appropriate action in a competent
court of law which they may still do if so advised

In view of above we do not consider It necessary or feasible to keep this
writ petrion pending any further Itis accordingty disposed of in terms of the above
order

(8) Sh Ramesh Kumar &9 others gave legal notice dated 19 11 2014 (Annexure
11) through Advocate Sh Vikram Dhakla to the following

5 The Secretary to Government Haryana Department of Power &
Imgation Haryana Civil Secretariat Chandigarh

6 The Charman Haryana Vidyut Parasaran Nigam
Sakt Bhawan Sector 6 Panchkula District Panchkula

7 The Chief Engineer Panipat Thermal Plant Panipat
Distrnict Panipat

8 The Secretary
Haryana State Pollution Gontrol Board
Panchkula District Panchkula

The above said legal notice was duly replied vide this office memo no
1104/CMDP | dated 26 12 2014 (Annexure 12) There after the Petitionrs had
fled CM No — of 2015 dated 22 04 2015 IN CW P No 19456 of 2008
(Annexure 4)

The photograph of the suit land were taken on 25 5 20156 and the same are
placed at {Annexure 13 showing that there 1s no water logging In that land

C) Sh SK Dhingra XEN/CMDP 1 Panipat was deputed on 03 08 2015 to
contact Dr S K Kamra Head of Irngation Department Central Soil and
Salinity Research Institute Govt of india Karnal (CSSRI) to discuss the
problem of land owners The Soll and Water samples from the area were
also delivered to CSSRI Karnal for testing It was advised that the matter
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may be taken up with Director CSSRI Kamal Accordingly CE/PTPS

1 SE/Civil and XEN/CMD PTPS | wisited the office of Director CSSRI Karnal
that he has constituted a committee ot Scientists os CSSRI Karnal that he
has constituted a committee of Scientists of CSSRI Karnal It is informed
that committee of Scientists of CSSRI Karnal has already visited the stte
on 07 09 2015 and have collected samples of Soil and water from the site

The request data/information required by the committee has also been supplied
to them

it 1s nformed that the neither additional land ts needed by HPGCL for existing
project activities nor for proposed extension project of 800 MW It is also
submitted that while making application to Ministry of Environment and Forest
and Climatic Change (MOE&F and CC) for granting Term of Reference (TOR)
of 800 MW proposed supercritical thermal power project no additional land
has been demanded It was submuitted to the Ministry that the proposed
800MW Unit and its colony etc would be accommodated in the existing
land of PTPS Panipat

A detailed case In this respect was up to Additional Chief Secretary (Power)

Govt of Haryana where in it was decided that the department should frame policy
for rehabilitation of affected lands around ash dykes and Thermal Power Plants

Accordingly the department has already frmed draft policy for rehabilitation of
affected lands around ash dykes and Thermal Power Plants which was submitted
for consideration and approval of Board of Directors of HPGCL policy has already
bee Iniated by referring the case to CSSRI Govt of India Karnal

DA/AIl Annexure and photographs Chtef Engineer/ PTPS |
For Managing Directo
HPGCL Panchkula
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Thereafter Managing Director HPGCL Panchkula has submitted
compliance report vide their Memo No Ch Spl I/CMDP 1/829/L. dated 17 2 2015
The compliance report reads as under

From

Managing Director
HPGCL Panchkula

To

The principal Secretary
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretartat
Sector | Chandigarh

<

Memo No Ch spl | CMDPQi/829/L

Subject  Extrct of the Proceedings of the meehngs of the Committee on
Petitions held on 08 12 2015 at Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretanat,
Chandigarh Compliance report thereof

Please refer your office memo no HVS/Petitton/15 16/19757 dated
29 12 2015 addressed to DC Panipat and MD/HPGCL Panchkula on the above
noted subjedt

In this connection i1t I1s Informed that all the observations raised during the
oral examination held on 08 12 2015 by the Hon ble Committee on Petitions at
Haryana Vidhan Secretariat Chandigarh have been complied with by the Haryana
Power Generation Corporation Ltd The details of payment made to the affected
land owners w e f 2009 to 30 04 2017 i1s as under

A) Detail of payments made to the affected land owners

Sr Name & Gross Amount Chequeno Annexure
No Father Name pad after & dated
TDS
deduction
(nRs )
1 Sh Sanjay S/o 2550001 78 24881900 433579 Annexure A
Sh Balbir Singh dated
S/o Sh Manga 11 2 2016
2  ShPartap S/o 38250287 37323000 433580 Annexure
Sh Zylla Urt Zile dated
Singh S/o 11 02 2016
Sh Hargyan
3 Smt Koshal Wio 63669 85 6212500 433581 Annexure A
Sh Balbir S/o dated

Sh Mage Ram 11 02 2016



4  Sh Mehak Singh
S/o Sh Baltbir
S/o Sh Manga Ram

5 Sh Tejpal S/o
Sh Manga S/o
Sh Harlal

6 Sh NarnderS/o
Sh Antrpal
Sfo Sh Zylla

7 Sh Gajra Singh
S/o Sh Sardara
S/o Sh Hargyan

8 Sh Rajnder Singh
S/o Sh Sardara
S/o Sh Hargyan

9 Sh Ramesh Sfo
Sh Sardara S/o
Sh Hargyan

Sh Raj Singh S/o
Sh Sardara S/o
Sh Hargyan

10

(B)

63669 85

412483 92

412483 92

198746 65

198746 65

198746 65

198746 65

40
62284 00

402484 00

402484 00

193929 00

193929 00

193929 00

193929 00

433582
dated
11 02 2018

433583
dated
11 02 R0O16

433584
dated
11 02 2016

433585
dated
11 02 2016

433586
dated
11 02 2016

433587
dated
11 02 2016

433588
dated
11 02 2016

Annexure D

Annexure E

Annexure F

Annexure G

Annexure H

Annexure |

Annexure J

K\\/)

The above cheques were distributed to the above 10 affected land owners
by Deputy Commussioner Panipat on dated 10 2 2016 at mini Secretariat

The 10 photographs showing the distribution of cheques by Deputy
Commissioner Panipat are enclosed as Annexure K to Anhexure X

©

land owner is enclosed as Annexure U to Annexure X

The copy of the receipts of cheque as received by the respective affected

From perusal of the above 1t may xindly be seen that all the necessary

compliance to the observations raised during the oral examnation held on 8 12
2015 by the Hon ble Committee on Petitions at Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretarat

Chandigarh have been complied with

DA As Above

Chuef Engineer/PTFS |
For Managing Director
HPGCL Panchkula



[\

41

1 0SD to MD/HPGCL Panchkula for kind information of MD/PTPS 1 please

2 D C Panipat

3 Sr PS to Director/Technical for kind information of Director/Technical Please

4 Sr PS to Director/Generation for kind information of Director/Generation
please

5 CE/Admn HPGCL Panchkula

The Committee considered the same in its meeting held on 23 2 2016 and
Committee was satisfied with reply hence decided to dispose off the said petition

11 PETITION RECEIVED FROM SHRiI BISHAMBAR DAYAL YADAYV,
REGARDING ALLOTMENT OF OUSTEE QUOTA PLOT

The petition received from Sh Bishamber Dayal Yadav reads as under
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From
Adiminsitrator
HUDA Gurgaon
To
Sh Bishamber Dayal Yadav S/o late Sh Ghasi Ram
R/o WZ 82 A Chaukdi Extn Tilak Nagar
New Dalhi
Memo No ADA/13/8255 Dated 31 5 2013

Sub CWP No 1416 of 2010 Bishamber Dayal vs State of Haryana allotment of
plot under Oustee Quto in sector 1 Patudi Gurgaon decided on27 4 12

Reterence to the High Court order dated 27 4 2012 n above cited case

Please find attached a copy of speaking order passed by the Administrator
HUDA Gurgaon

DA/As above
Anika Kharb (LA)
O/o Administrator
HUDA Gurgaon
Endst No dated

A copy of the above Is forwarded to the following

1 The Legal Remembrancer HUDA Panchkula for information and
necessary action (DA/As above)

2 The Estate Officer | HUDA Gurgaon for information and necessary
action (DA/As above)

Antka Kharb (LA)
O/o Administrator
HUDA Gurgaon

This speaking order 1s being passed in compliance of the order dated
27 4 12 passed by Hon ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh in CwP
No 1416 of 2010 titled as Bishamber Dayal Yadav vs State of Haryana and others
The order dated 27 4 2012 s resproduced as under

“The present petition s disposed off with direction to the respondents to
consider the entitlement of the petitioner as per the observations made In the
above said cases (LPA No 2096 of 2011 and CWP No 10941 of 2010)
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3 To observe the principle of natural justice an opportunity of personat
hearing was given to the petitioner vide memo No 6565 dated3 5 2013 On 155
2013 at 11 00 AM the Petitioner appeared in person and submitted his
representation alongwith revenue record of the axquired land

4 The petitioner stated that the land bering khewat no 1843/1527 khatoni
No 11933 RectNo 27 Killa No 9/2 (6 4) 22(8 0) Rect No 28kiflaNo 19(3 2)m
KhasraNo 27/18/2(7 4) andinkhasrano 27/13/1(4 17&) 18/1(0 16) 23/1(1 7)and
27/2(8 0) 27/3(8 0) 27/6(7 16) 27/4(8 0) 27/7 (8 0) 27/5 (3 2) 27/8(8 0) 27/91
(1 16) and 27/13/2(2 18) situated In village Patudi Distt Gurgaon was axquired
vide award No 6 dated 10 5 2012 for the public purpose namely for the development
and utilization of land for residential commerctal & Institution Sector 1 at Patud,
and compensation U/S 9 of Land Acquistion Act 1894 has also been paid Out of
total acquired land the pettioner share comes to approximately 11 karnal He
requested for allotment of a plot to each co sharer under oustees category in view
of HUDA oustees policy and in view of the authontative judgment pronounced in
LPA no 2096 of 2011 decied on 25 4 12 Same points have been reiterated in the
oral submissions at the time of persona hearing

5 The Land Acquisitton Officer Gurgaon has intrated that the land bearing
khewat No 1843/1827 khatoni no 1933 rect No 27 killa no 9/2(8 4) 12(8 0)
22(8 0) Rect No 28 Killa No 19(3 2) in Khasra No 27/18/2(7 4) and in Khasra
No 27/13/1(4 17) 18/1(0 16) 23/1 (1 7) and 27/2(8 Q) 27/3(8 0) 27 6(7/16)
27/A(8 0) 27/5(3 2) 27/8(8 0) 27/9/1(1 16) and 27/13/2(2 18) situated in i village
Patudi Distt Gurgaon was acq uired vide award No 6dated 10 5 12 for the bublic
purpose namely for the development and utilization offand for residential commercial
& Institutional Sector 1 at Patudi and compensation U/S 9 of Land Acquisition
Act 1894 has also been paid Out of total acquired land measuring 107 Karnal
3 marla the petitioner was owner of land measunng 10 karnal 7 marla It has
reported by Land Acquisition Officer Gurgaon that no portion of the iand has been
released

6 | have the petioner/representative and gene through the documents available
on record

7 As per record the total land bearing khewat No 1843/1827 khatoni
No 1933 rect No 27 Killano 9/2(6 4) 12 (8 0) Rect No 28 killaNo 19(3 2) in
Khasra No 27/18/2 (7 4) and in Khasra No 27/13/1(4 17) 18/1(0 18) 23/1(1 7)
and 27/2 (8 0) 27/6(7 16) 27/4(8 0) 27/7(8 0) 27/5 (3 2) 27/8(8 0) 27/9/1(1 16)
and 27/13/2(2 18) situated in village Patudi Distt Gurgaon was acquired vide
award No 6 dated 10 5 12 for the public puirpase namely for the development and
utiization of land for residential commercial & Instutional Sector 1 at patud: and
compensation U/S 9 of Land Acquisition Act 1894 has also been paid As per
HUDA oustees policy dated 7 12 2007 the alliotment will be made to each
co sharer depending upon his share in the acquired land
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Itis significant to state here that no residential sector In Urban Estate Gurgaon
has been fioated after the announcement of award of the land of the petitioner In
the year 2012 in PLA No 2096 of 2011 titled as HUDA and Anr vs Sandeep and
others decided vide order dated 25 4 2012 the Hon ble High Court of Punjab &
Haryana at Chandigarh upheld this policy and also directed that the plot 0 the
oustees shall be allotted only by public advertisement and noton the basis of any
application submityted by any oustee

8 In view of above posttion request of the petitioner cannot be accepted at
this stage However he 1s at liberty to apply for aliotment of plot under oustee
category at the time of flotation of next residential Sector Claim of the petitioner 1S
disposed oft accardingly

9 The Speaking Order may be communicated to the petitioner by reqistered
post at its correct address with a copy to the concemned officers HUDA

Dr Praveen Kumar IAS
Adminustrator
Administrator HUDA Gurgaan

The Committee orally examined the Chief Admimnistrator Haryana Urban
Development Authority Panchkula Administrator Haryana Urban Development
Authonity Gurgaon andthe Pettioner in its meeting held on 13 02 2015 and made
following observations
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In compliance of the obserbvation of the Committee the Chuef Administratior
Haryana Urban Development Authority Panchkula send therr Speaking order vide

theirMemoNo A 1 UB 2015/11659 dated 22 06 2015 Letter and Speaking Order
passed by HUDA is as under

From

Chief Administratior
Haryana Urban Development Authonty
Panchkula

Principal Secretary
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretanat
Chandigarh

MemoNo A 1 UB 2015/11659 dated 22 6 2015

Subject Meeting of the Committee on the Petitions Pehtions submitted by
Sh Bisambar Dayal Yadav

Kindly rder to you office letter No HVS/Petitton/2/2015 16/8655 63 dated
03 06 2015 on the subject cited abave

The matter was discussed In the meeting of the Petiions Committee held
on 13 02 2015 The Petitton Commuttee held observed as under
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In compliance of the above directions of the Petitions Committee of HVS
Sh Bishamber Dayal Yadav S/o Late Sh Ghast Ram R/o WZ 82A Chaukdi
Extn Tilk nagar New Delhr appeared in person on 16 4 2014 before the Screening
Committee and submitted his representation dated 16 4 2015 and requested for
allotment of plot under austees category in lieu of his land acquired for Sector 1
Pataudi The report of Administrator Gurgaon in the matter 1s as under

The Screening Committee after considering facts detailed in the

= orderand as s evident from the letter No S 1 06/2290 dated 26 2 2007
Gowvt has released the land of Sh Attar Singh Sher Singh sons of Sh
Ram Narain falling under Khasra No 27//8 min 9/1 area 128 sq yards

and Khasra No 27//22 min area 18 Aq Yards as Smadh total area



46 v

-~
comes to 292 sq yards with proportionate area in which petitioner was
also co sharer Hance the claim of the petitioner for the allotment of plot
under oustees category cannot be accepted being not covered ibid policy
and decision of Sandeep 8 judgment which has been upheld by Apex
Court and 1s disposed off accordingly

Copy of speaking orders 1S enclosed for kind consideration of Committee on
the Petitions

(Sanjay Joon)

Admirustrator (HQ)

For Chief Administrator HUDA
Panchkula

From

The Adminmistrator
HUDA Gurgaon

To
Sh Bishamber DayalYadav sic late Sh Ghasi Ram
R/oWZ 82 A Chaukhandi Extn
lak Nagar New Delh 18.
Memo No 5342 dated 27 4 2015

Sub Representation as per direction of the Petitions Committee dated
13 2 2015 regarding settlement of oustee claim in lreu of acquired land
Sector 1, Pataudi

Ref Yourrepresentation dated 16 4 2015

in compliance of directions of the Petitions Commitiee dated 13 2 2015 the
Screening Committee has passed Speaking Order copy of the same1s sent herevith
for your information

DA/Copy of Speaking Order

For Amnistrator
UDA Gurgaon

Endst No 5343 Dated 27 4 2015
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Copy of the above alongwith copy of Speaking Order passed by the
Screening Committee 1s forwarded to the Principal Secretary Haryana Vidhan
Sabha Secretanat Sector 1 Chandigarh for kind information of the Petitions
Committee This I1s with reference to his office memo No HVS/Petition/13 14/
3488 dated 5 3 2015

DA/Copy of Speaking Order
ForAdministrator
HUDA Gurgaon
Endst No 5344 Dated 27 4 2015

Copy of the above alongwith copy of Speaking Order passed by the
Screening Committee is forwarcki to the Chief Administrator HUDA (Urban Branch)
Panchkula for information This is with reference to Principal Secretary Haryana
Vidhan Sabha Secretaniat Sector 1 Chandigarh memo No HVS/Petition/t3 14/
3488 dated 5 3 2015

DA/Copy of Speaking Order

Far Administrator
HUDA Gurgaon

SPEAKING ORDER

1 This speaking order Is being passed i compliance of the directions of
Petitions Committee meeting held on 13 2 2015 at 12 15 PM in the Committee
Room of the Haryana Vidhan Smha Secretanat Chandigarh conveyed by the
Principal Secretary Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat Chandigarh vide memo
No HVS/Petition/13 14/3488 dated 5 3 2015

2 As per the directions of Petitions Committee the applicant Sh Bishamber
Dayal Yadav slo ate Sh Ghasi Ram R/oWZ 82A Chaukhandi Exin Tilak Nagar
New Delhi appeared in person on 16 4 2014 before the Screening Committee and
submitted his representation dated 16 4 2015 and requested for the allotment of
plot under pustees category in lieu of his and acquired for Sector 1 Pataud;

3 As per record the land of the petiioner was notified under section 4 on
6 1 2004 notification under section 6 vw as issued on 17 12 2004 situated in village
Pataudi Distt Gurgaon for the development and utilization of land for residential
commercial & Institutional Sector 1 at Patudi and Award No 30 dated 9 1 2006
was announced and compensation U/S 9 of Land Acquisition Act 1894 has also
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been paid Detail of the acquired land of the petitioner as intimated by the Land
Acquisition Officer Gurgaon I1s as under

KhewatNo Kila No Totalacqured  Share of Owner of land
land petiioner
1518/1485 27//18/2 74 2/15 019
18731827 27/19/2(6 4) 336 112 215
22(8 0) 28/10(3 2)
1501/1468 27/1314 17) 70 215 0 1818/
18/1(0 16)
23/1{(17)
1656/1523 27/72(8 0) 3(8 5214 8/20 55

01) 6(7 16) 4(80)
0) 5(3 2) 8(8 0)
91 (1 16)

17891746  27/113/2(2 18) 218 8/45 010
Total 103-2 107

4 Further it has been reported that vide Director Urban Estates Haryana
Panchkulaletter No S 1 06/2290 dated 26 2 2007 Govt has released the and of
5h Attar Singh Sher Singh sons of Sh Ram Narain falling under Khasra No 277/
8 min 9/1 area 128 Sq yards and Khasra No 27//22 min area 18 Sq yards as
Samadhi total area comes to 282 Sq yards with proportionate area in which petitioner
was also recorded co sharer ~

6 Screening Committee has heard the petitioner and gone tarough the
documents avaiable on record

7 The pettioner had applied for allotment of 14 Marla plot in Urban Estate
Sector 1 Pataudi under oustees category In response to the advertisement atongwith
earnest money amounting to Rs 2 37 500/ For the settiement of oustses clam a
meeting of Screening Committee was heldon 11 2 2010 under the chairpersonship
of Smt Deepti Uma Shanker IAS the then Administrator HUDA Gurgaon and the
con imitree found that the petitioner Is not eligible for allotment of plot under oustees
category as the land of the petitioner has been released in which the petiioner was
the co sharer Hence the earnest money amounting fo As 2 37 500/ deposited by
the pettioner was refunded by the Estate Officer | HUDA Gurgaon vide Cheque
No 146936 dated 16 7 2010

8 The petitioner filed CWP No 1416 of 2010 in the Hon ble High Court of Punjab
& Haryana Chandigarh and in comphance of Honble High Court order dated
27 4 2012 Dr Praveen Kumar |AS the then Administrator HUDA Gurgaon passed
speaking order conveyed vide memo No 8255 dated 31 5 2013 wherein it was held
that the request of the petitioner cannot be accepted at this stage however he is
at liberty to apply for allotment of plot under oustees category at the time of flotation
of next residential sector
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9 As per the directions of Petitions Committee the matter has been re
exammned n light of judgment delivered by the Hon ble High Courtin LPA No 2096
of 2011 titled as HUDA and Anr vs Sandeep and others decided vide order dated
25 04 12 As per this judgment claim of the petition has been examined under the
oustees policy applicable at the time of issue of notification under section 4 The
land of petitioner was notified under section 4 on 6 1 2004 and at that te following
policy dated 18 3 1992 and 12 3 1993 was applicable

0

()
(@)
(o)
(©

()

(v}

(Vi)

Plots to the oustees would be offered if the land proposed to be
acquired 1s under the ownership of oustees prior to the publication of
the notification under section 4 of the Land Acquisition Act and if
75% or more of the total land owned by the Land Owners in that
sector Is acqutred

Oustees whose land acquire() 1s
Less than 500 sq yd shouid be offered 50 sq yd plot

Between 500 sq yd and one acre should be offered a plot of
250 sq yd

From 1 acre above could be allotted a plot of 500 sq yd or where 500
sq yd plots are not provided to the layout plan Two plots of 250 sq yd
each may be given

The above policy shall also apply in case there are a number of co

sharers of the land which has been acquired [f the acquired and
measures more than one acre Then for the purpose of granting benefits
under this policy the determining factor should be the area owned by
each co sharer respectively as per his/ her share in the joint holding

In case the acquired land of the co sharer Is less than one acre only
one plot of 250 sq yd would be allotted in the joint name of the co

sharers

If the land of any land owners is released from acquistion he/ she
would not be eligible to avail of any benefit under this policy
(irrespective of the area of land released)

As per the policy the oustees shall be entitled to a developed plo¥/
plots the size of which would depend upon the area of his acquired
land subject to a maximum of 500 syd The oustee shall be entitied to
this benefit under this policy only once in the same town where the
land of a person situatedlocated However n cases where the land of
a person situated in the same town 15 acquire In pockets at different
times The awner shall be entitled to claim the benefit on account ot
the entire area acquired at different times for purposes of claiming
the benefit under this policy

Claims of the oustees for allotment of plots under this policy shall be
invited by the Estate) fficer Haryana Urban Development Authority
concerned before he sector is floated for sale



50

{(VIl) The commercial sites/ bulding are solo oy auchon The sites/ bulldings
be also allotted to oustees on reserve price as and when the aucJion
of the same is held While putting such sites/ buildings to public
auction theousteeswho want to purchase the sites/ buildings could
represent before hand for them However if the area acquired of the
commercial site 18 equivalet it or less to the area of booth/ shop
cumjiat being auctioned by HUDA they may be given a booth/ SCO
sites keeping in view the size of acquisition under this policy

Further tot Authonty while laying down toe procedure to settle such claims
have decided n partial modification of the earlier policy as under

Benefit under oustees policy is not to be allowed to those oustees who have
got residential/commercial plots from HUDA In that Urban Estate However this
restriction will not apply to those oustees who might have acquired property there
otherwise

Benefit under oustees policy shall be restricted to one piot according to
the size of the holding irrespective of the number of co sharers

10  As Is evident from the above stated facts since Director Urban Estates
Haryana Panchkula letter No S 1 06/2290 dated 26 22007 Govt has released
the land of Sh Attar Singh Sher Singh sons of Sh Ram Narain falling under Khasra
No 27//8 min 9/1 area 128 Sq yards and Khasra No 27822 min area 18 Sq yards
as Samadhi total area conies to 292 Sq yards with proportionate area in which
petitioner was also co sharer Hence the claim of the petitioner for allotment of
plot under oustees category cannot be accepted being not covered by 1bid policy
and decision of Sandeep Judgment which has been upheld by Apex Court and 1s
disposed off accordingly

11 The Speaking Order may be communicated to the petitioner by registered
post at its correct address with a copy to the concerned off refs of HUDA

Estate Officer 1 Land Acquisition District Town  Administrator
HUDA Officer Planner HUDA
Gurgaon Gurgaon Gurgaon Gurgaon

Thereafter the Commuttee orally examined the Principal Secretary to
Govemment Haryana Town and Gountry Planning and Urban Estates Department
Chief Administratior HUDA Administrtor HUDA Guragon and the petitioner in its
mesting held on 24 06 2015 and Committee observed that request of the petitioner
cannot be accepted at this stage However his liberty to apply for allotment of plot
under oustee category at the time of flotation of next residential sector and claim
of the petitioner Is disposed off accordingly and the speaking order may be

communicated to the petitioner Accordingly the petition Is dis sed Off e
e—-—_-,m
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