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GURGT HTRT OA �o 158/ 2013 qtfRa fh Igft faarg 



vi. HTO Ja , sEI|G Re t T0-4268 3T5 2023 YAVH. 

24.05.2023 HTO JH 

HI-6154 / 2023 yRo 3TYT Ì MaG GeRT oYT TT 

We have heard Mr Mukul Rohatgi, learned Senior Counsel 

for the petitioner 
The Counsel would refer to the office order dated 29.11.2016 

(Annexure P-10) which provides for a zero period benefit to 
the builders affected by the orders passed on restriction on 
construction and next submits that the view taken by the High 
Court in the impugned order for confining relief of zero period 
benefits only for about two months from 14.08.2013 to 
28.10.2013 is incorrect. The submission is based on the order 

passed by the National Green Tribunal on 28.10.2013 
(Annexure P-4), which has kept under suspension the 
environmental clearance granted earlier. As such, it is 
contended that the builder could not proceed with the 
construction. Further more, the builder is also forewarned 

about non-issuance of the completion certificate for the project 

Issue notice, returnable on 01.05.2023. 

Dasti, in addition, is permitted. In the meantime, steps should 
not be taken towards cancellation of the lease granted on 
19.10.2012, only for nonpayment of the demand with reference 

to the zero period claimed by the petitioner, i.e. from 
14.08.2013 to 19.08.2015." 

"Case for consideration is made out. 

Let a counter affidavit be filed by learned Standing Counsel for 
respondent no. 1 and Shri Waseeq Uddin Ahmed, learned 
counsel for respondent no. 2 within a period of four weeks'. 
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in question. 



Rejoinder affidavit, if any, may be filed within two weeks 

thereafter. 

List thereafter. 

Meanwhile, steps should not be taken towards cancellation of 

lease granted to the petitioner only for non payment of demand 

with reference to zero period claimed by the petitioner, i.e. 

from 14.08.2013 to 19.08.2015." 

By ls gRT 
fic 24.05.2023 
}-6154 3T45 2023 

R 0-4268 3T45 2023 yR) 3TC9T 

TT HTO 
yitRT 3TGT fI 06.04.2023 ft 8 } 
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X. 

penal interest, lease rent N time extension charges H5 fr 

qfRu qof hà fä lease deed 3HIR FAGd 3afr 

r fof time extension charge 

xi. E0 T5 yRuHIHGf revised environmental clearance f 

xii.IHICT T 1567 //77-4-20-36T/ 20 f6 09.06.2020 IRT 

gH HqT YIHTGT HRT 2275/77-4-22- 1424/08T 

sst GTgt I 



fic 19.08.2015 ya fe5 30.05.2018 fF 28.10.2021 Go 

xvii. GYRTGdHR eoru gRI G Ya fic 23.02.2022 frT foT 

HAT: 54/77-4-23 (1}/64 3rt/22 TEfe0E 

3. TS 51ST| 
311^1T 



{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

