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BEFORE THE HON'BLE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

PRINCIPAL BENCH, AT NEW DELHI 

:MEMORANDUM OF APPEAL 

APPEAL NO. I 7 OF 2023 

I 

(Under Section 16(g) read with Section 18(1) of the National Green 
Tribunal Act, 2010) 

IN THE lVIATTER OF: 

ANSAL HOUSING LTD. ... APPELLANT 

VERSUS 

MoEF &CC & Ors. ... RESPONDENTS 

REJOINDER TO THE REPLY FILED ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT 
NO.3 AND RESPONDENT NO.4 DATED 10.11.2023 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

L The present Rejoinder is filed on behalf of the Appel Ian'• to the Reply dated 

11.2023 filed on behalf of Respondent No. 3 and 4 to the Appeal filed 

the Appellant against the Impugned Order dated 26.01.2023 passed by 

Respondent No.3. 

2. the outset, the Appellant denies every allegation, contention and 

averments made in said reply as if each one of them are dealt in seriatim 
. 

and categorically denied unless any part thereof is hereinafter expressly 

admitted. 

PRELIMINARY SUBlVHSSION 
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3. The Reply filed on behalf of Respondent No. 3 and Respondent No. 4 is 

premised on a fundamentally incorrect submission that the Appellant has 

constructed a total build up area of 28,158 sq. mtr. The said submission is 

completely incorrect and is in fact completely contrary to the Inspection 

Report dated 13.04.2018 filed by the Respondents as Annexure R-3/1. The 

said inspection report dated 13.04.2018 filed and relied upon by the 

Respondents nowhere retums a finding that a build up area of 28J 58 sq, 

rntr. has been constructed. On the contrary, the total area found to be 

constructed by the committee in the said Inspection Report was only 

12,699 sq. mtr. even the Occupation Certificate filed as part of the said 

Annexure, including the commercial complex totals to 14,934 sq. mtr. as 

such the figure of 28,158 sq. mtr. is \Vithout any basis and the appeal filed 

the Appellant deserves to be allovved on this ground alone. 

4. The Respondent No.3 & 4- have incorrectly proceeded on the basis that the 

subject project is covered by Entry 8A of the Schedule 2 ofEIA notification 

2006 which is in respect of Building and Construction projects v.rherein the 

minimum build-up area required for an EC (Environmental Clearance) is 

20,000 sq. mtr. The subject project is admittedly for a residential plotted 

colony for an area less than 50 ha. The subject project is therefore covered 

under 8(B) of the Schedule to notification EIA 2006 where an EC vvas 

required if the total Built up was more than 1,50,000 sq. mtr. and not 20,000 

. 
rntr. as wrongly sought to be projected in the reply by the Respondents. 
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PARA-WISE REPLY 

. The contents ofPara.1 are matter of record. Suffice, it is to state that the 

impugned order dated 26.01.2023 is unlawful and deserves to be set 

aside based on the grounds as raised in the AppeaL 

The contents of the Para. 2 are incorrect and denied. It is denied that the 

facts stated in the subject Appeal are subrnitted a distorted manner to 

mislead this Hon'ble Tribunal. All the necessary facts pertaining to the 

dispute in question and necessary to shO\v the illegality of the Impugned 

Order dated 21.06.2023 are set out in detail and supported with 

necessary documents filed along with the Appeal. 

The contents of Para. 3 as stated are incorrect and therefore denied. His 

pertinent to state that the request for withdrawal of Application for EC 

was not moved on 17.09.201 8. The said Application in fact for the first 

time was moved on 05.11.2016 itself. The said request was further re­

agitated vide communication dated 18.09.2017 and 01 .1 0.2018, 

addressed to Respondent No. 3 and 4. The said request were made on 

the basis that the project was not only less than 50 ha. but the build-up 

area that the Appellant was going to construct was far lesser than 

1,50,000 sq. mtr. The requirement of EC parameters in Para. 2 of EIA 

Notifl·cation 2006 read \Vith Item 8(B) of the Schedule to the EIA 

Notification is that the project should be at least of 50 ha. and the total 
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build-up area should be rnore than 1,50,000 sq. mtr. for a tovmship and 

area development project. The first communication dated 05.11.2016 

clearly states the sequence of events which led to applying for the 

withdrawal of the Application for EC. In the same very Application. it 

\Vas also brought forth that the total area of the project in not only less 

than 50 ha. but the build-up area would not be greater than 1,50,000 sq. 

mtr. and rather, the Appellants scope of construction is even less than 

20,000 sq. mtr. In view of the same, a specific request was made to close 

the abovementioned Application and withdravv the said proposal. The 

Respondent No. 3 & 4 have gravely erred in not deciding the said 

Application despite the reminders in respect of the same being sent on 

atleast two other occasions. The Respondent plea that the initial 

proposal for construction of common facilities being 50,360 sq. mtr. 

itself renders the Appellant liable for obtaining prior clearance under 

EIA notification 2006 is completely misconceived since, firstly. the 

Appellant has expressly withdrawn the proposal to construct the 

common facilities; and secondly, an EC requirement under Item 8(B) in 

township and m·ea development projects is mandated where the build­

up area is more than 1,50,000 sq. mtr. 

ln reply to the contents ofPm·a. 4, it is stated that the Respondents never 

shared the said inspection repmt dated 18.06.2018 with the Appellants 

a:nd this is the first opportunity where the copy of the said Inspection 
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Report has been shared. It is further stated that the said report reaffirms 

the Appellants stand that the total construction found at the site was only 

12,699 sq. mtr. There is no finding of construction of28, 158 sq. mtr. as 

wrongly being averred by the Respondents the Inspection Report. 

The basis on which the said Site Inspection Report suggests a violation 

of EIA Notification is on the basis that the area ·'to be constructed" by 

the Appellant was allegedly more than the required for exemption. lt 

has been categorically being stated in the undetiaking given by the 

Appellant on 11.06.2018 that it shall not construct beyond 20,000 sq. 

mtr. and till date there is no finding of any breach of the said undertaking 

by the authority. 

It is further incorrect that Respondent No. 4 in the Minutes of 174'11 

meeting has made any detailed deliberations in respect of the matter. 

Respondent No. 4 has completely ignored the repeated request made by 

the Appellant to withdraw its Application for grant ofEC on the ground 

that the project was on a land \vhich was less than 50 ha. and that, on a 

conscious call being taken the Appellant, the build-up area to be 

constructed was far less than 1,50,000 sq. mtr. as apparent from the said 

J\1inutes of the 1v1eeting, Respondent No. 4 merely extracted the 

excerpts from the Site Visit Report and did not apply any independent 

mind or considered the contentions of the Appellant and despite there 

being no finding of construction beyond 1,50,000 sq. mtr. or even 
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beyond 20,000 sq. mtr., a pedantic manner. held the appellant to be 

in violation of EIA notification 2006. 

It is further submitted that the contentions of the Respondents that the 

undertaking submitted vide communication dated 1 .06.20 18, the 

Appellant will not construct beyond 20,000 sq. mtr. was in any manner 

breached or that a construction of 28,158 sq. mtr. was raised by the 

Appellant is factually incorrect and without any basis and a complete 

misreading of the Site Visit Report. The contents of the Para. 3 of the 

. 
preliminary submissions may be read as a part of the forgoing reply and 

the same a not repeated herein for the sake of brevity. 

). The contents of para. 5 are incorrect and denied. It is denied that any 

Show-cause.dated 15.05.2019 or of any other date was duly served upon 

the Appellant in fact no such intimation of a hearing to be conducted by 

SEIAA was ever served upon the Appellant, neither any such notice or 

its receipt is filed on the record by the Respondents herein, as such there 

was no occasion for the Appellants to respond to any notice issued by 

SEIAA notwithstanding the same, it is fmiher stated that the present 

. 
proceedings and the order 21.06.2023 does not emanate out of the 

alleged show cause notice dated 15.05.2019 therefore cannot be 

relied upon by the Respondents in order to show due adherence with 

principles of natural justice while passing the impugned order. The first 

Notice received by the Appellant from SEL-\A \vas in fact dated 
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13.01.2020 wherein SEV\A directly informed Appellant regarding its 

recommendation to HSPCB for commencement of prosecution against 

the Appellant. Even the said Notice makes no mention of any Show 

Cause Notice dated 5.05.2019. Copy of the Notice dated 13.01.2020 

. 
is annexed hereto and marked as ANNEXURE A-8. 

In reply to the contents of Para. 6, it is stated that the same are 

categorically incorrect and therefore denied. It is incorrect that the total 

build-up area of 15,459 sq. mtr., in lieu of any com1r1ercial complex has 

already been built upon by the Appellant and an additional area of 

12,699 sq. mtr. towards residential area has been constructed. It is the 

categorical case of the Appellant that the total area that has been 

constructed on-site as on the present date and in fact the date on which 

the inspection was conducted vvas much lesser 20,000 sq. mtr. and 

was infact for a total area of 16,280.662 sq. mtr. that too after 

considering the new criteria of calculating the FAR which include the 

basement area as well. The same has been explained in detail in the 

Communication from the Appellant in its Communication dated 

01.10.2018. The Respondents are incorrectly allegi.ng that a commercial 

complex of total area of 15A59 sq. mtr. has been c.onstructed rather 

from the statement of the area constructed submitted vide letter dated 

11.06.2018, 12,699.244 sq. mtr. area is inclusive ofthe residential build-

up area as well as the single commercial unit being constructed. As such 

171



it is incorrect to state that a total area of 28.158 sq. mtr. has been 

constructed. There is no finding of the site visit committee or anv other 
~ ~ 

evidence which has been adduced by the Respondents which show·s that 

a commercial complex of 15,459 sq. mtr. is constructed or a total area 

more than 20,000 sq. mtr. has been constructed or that the categorical 

undertaking given by the Appellant vide letter dated 11.06.2018 

wherein it was undertaken by the Appellant that in case if it is going to 

construct beyond 20,000 sq. mtr. then it will app1y for EIA has in any 

'Nay been breached or that subsequent to the of undertaking, any 

fresh construction has taken place. It is apparent from the present para. 

that the Respondents are merely proceeding on a false assumption that 

the Appellant would have constructed an additional area of 50360 sq. 

mtr. towards the common facilities, however, the facts remain, that the 

said common facilities were never constructed the Appellant and the 

said plot of Land has not been constructed upon. 

7. The contents of Para. 7 are incorrect and denied. H is denied that the 

Appellant has on account any recklessness or irresponsible acts 

created any stress or any uncertainty among the buyers or that the same 

has escalated the cost of the project due to non-compliance with any 

EIA Notification Guidelines. The said facts apart fi·om being completely 

false are also irrelevant for the purposes of the present Appeal as they 

do not touch upon any of the matters pertaining to the environment. 
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8. The contents of para. 8 are completely incorrect and denied. The alleged 

criteria based on which Respondent No. 3 has supposedly imposed the 

Environmental Compensation Cost, alleging an unauthorized 

construction of28,158 sq. mtr. is both hypothetical and also irrelevant 

for the purposes of the calculation of Environmental Compensation. As 

already stated above, the permissible build-up area for a Category B 

project was upto 1,50.000 sq. mtr. and therefore, there is no violation in 

terms of the EIA Notification which requires Respondent No. 3 to 

impose any Environmental Compensation whatsoever. Secondly, there 

is no assessment of an Environment Degradation which has been done 

on an empirical or evidentiary basis by the Respondents. The 

Respondents has merely on a Pedantic basis taken incorrect figures and 

applied an inapplicable formula to arrive at a hypothetical and 

exaggerated figure ofRs. 7.50 crore \vhich is not at all payable by the 

Appellant. This is without prejudice to the AppeHant's argument, that 

the Appellant was never given the opportunity of hearing or an 

opportunity to explain the discrepancies based on which Respondents 

have proceeded in the matter. Had the Appel been given the an 

opportunity, the discrepancy in terms of the alleged unauthorized 

construction of28,158 sq. mtr. based on which said compensation 

has been made would have been immediately pointed out by the 

i~Lppeflant. Furthermore, even assuming though not accepting that a 
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construction of28,158 sq. mtr. was raised the same would still not make 

the Appellant liable for any environmental compensation since, the 

project falls under Category B of the EIA Notification 2006 wherein, 

the EIA requirement only kicks in when the total build-up area is more 

than 1,50,000 sq. mtr. and therefore, even a construction of28,158 sq . . 
mtr. in any case is irrelevant for justifying the imposition of the 

Environment Compensation Cost & Penalty. 

The contents of para. 9 wherein the Respondents have sought to place 

reliance on the Judgement of Goel Ganga De·ve!opers India Private Ltd 

V Union of India through Secretary A1inistJy a/Environment and Forest 

& Ors. is highly misplaced and incorrect. The ratio of the said judgment 

is not at all applicable in the present case for reason that there is no 

illegal activity or an environmental degradation which has resulted out 

of an¥ act or omission on the pmi of Appellant herein. Rather, the 

Appellant has voluntarily restricted its construction in the project to 

total build up are of less than 20.000 sq. mtr. the Appellant is ready for 

an on-the-spot inspection, on the site, by an independent agency as may 

be appointed by this Hon 'ble Tribunal, even as on date. There is no 

construction beyond 20,000 sq. mtr. raised by the Appellant, though it 

is the categorical stand of the Appellant that it \vas even otherwise 

permitted to construct up till the area of 1,50,000 sq. mtr. without the 

requirement of EC under the Notification 2006. The Judgment of 
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Goel {Janga Developers India Private Ltd.(supra) is also inapplicable 

for the reason that there is no determination and not even a finding 

which has been returned by Respondents No. 3 or 4 that any 

Environmental Degradation which has taken place in the present matter. 

\Vithout there being any objective finding in respect of any 

Environmental Degradation the Respondents No.3 & 4 cannot merely 

apply a formula in a case which \Vas decided on the basis of its distinct 

facts and circumstances. The Respondents reserves its right to 

distinguish the case of Geol Ganga Developers India Private Ltd. 

(supra) from the present case at the time of the hearing of the matter. 

O.ln reply to the contents of the Para. 10, it is stated that the reliance 

placed on the judgment of VSR !r~fi·atech Pvt. Ltd. V. State of Hmyana 

- d 0 · . A 1 N " flO!" d "d d ,·d' d d -d ;; 0! !OT' an . 1s. m ppea o. "-- o ~ ""'-) ec1 e v1 tor er ate "--~· ~-- ~.) 

is also inapplicable in the facts of the present case. In the present case, 

the Respondents are in categorical violation of the principles of Natural 

Justice wherein, no opportunity of hearing has been given to the 

Appellant and an order has been passed behind the Appellants back 

based- on hypothetical facts and assumptions. not bearing out of the 

records of the present matter. In fact, the figure of the 28,158 sq. mtr. 

which has been relied upon and made the basis by the respondents to 

impose the alleged penalty itself has no basis or evidence anywhere on 

175



the record and is also contrary to the Site Visit Report on which the 

Respondents itself places heavy reliance upon. 

RESPONSE TO THE REPLY ON MERITS 

1. The contents of the Para. 1 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

the para. 1 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaftlrmed. It is 

incorrect that the Environmental Compensation Cost and Penalty 

sought to be imposed on the Appellant is rightly being imposed and that 

there is any unauthorized construction for an area measuring 28,158 sq. 

mtr. It is further pertinent to mention that in respect of the alleged 

violation the Respondents already initiated an action against the 

Appe1lant company and Respondent No. 4 had recommended only 

prosecution in that case and on the recommendation of Respondent 

No.4, Respondent No. 3 already directed initiation of prosecution 

proceedings filed by (Haryana State Pollution Board) HSPCB before 

the Special Environment Cowi, Kurukshetra, being Case No. 4 of 

2021. The said prosecution proceedings have been initiated and are 

currently pending before the appropriate court. At the time of said 

recommendation in 2020, there Vv'as no recommendation made by 

Respondent No.4 to Respondent No.3, in respect of any Environmental 

Compensation Cost since, there was no finding of Environmental 

Degradation at the first place. As such, Respondent No. 3 has grossly 
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erred in taking a Suo Moto Cognizance that too without any intimation 

to the Appellant and calculating a hypothetical Environmental 

Compensation without there being any finding of Environmental 

Degradation and infact considering completely incorrect figures m 

respect of the construction Y..'hich has been taken place at the site. 

2. ln reply to contents of Para. 2 it is stated that the reliance upon the 

alleged issuance of Show-cause notice dated 15.05.20 19 is completely 

incorrect and misplaced. Since the proceedings were initiated through 

the said Show-cause Notice dated 15.05.2019 have already culminated 

into an order wherebv, Criminal Proceedings were initiated against the 
~- ~ ~ 

Appellant Company. The same Shmv-cause notice cannot be made the 

further basis of the present proceedings wherein the Impugned Order 

dated 21.06.2023 has come to pass that to after almost 4 years of the 

initial recommendation made by Respondent No.4 to Respondent No. 

3. The present order is clearly born out from a fresh proceeding with 

has culminated out of a fresh cognizance is wrongly sought to be 

associated with the earlier proceedings -vvhich has already concluded 

with initiation of criminal proceedings being Case No.4 of2021 which 

is currently sub-judice. The Respondents are therefore wrongly relying 

upon the Show-cause Notice dated 15.05.2019 to paint an incorrect and 

false -picture before this Hon 'ble Court that opportunity for the 
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\ 
hearing has been afforded to the Appellant in the present case. Once the 

proceedings in respect to the Show-cause Notice dated ] 5.05.2019 has 

culminated into a prosecution being filed by (Haryana State Pollution 

Board) HSPCB before the Special Environment Court, Kurukshetra, 

being Case No. 4 of 2021 any fresh proceeding or penalty which is 

sought to be imposed upon the Appellant amount to double jeopardy 

and also violation of Principles ofNatural Justice and more particularly 

the doctrine of audi alteram partem. 

3. The contents of Para.3 are incorrect and denied. and the contents of 

Para. '3 of original Appeal are reiterated and reat11rmed. Jt is denied that 

riggers of Category 8(B) for requirement of are attracted in the 

present case. Category 8(B) specifically mention that the requirement 

of the EC would be triggered if the construction is more than 1 ,50,000 

sq. mtr. since the present matter pertains to development of a residential 

colony lesser than 50 ha. and the Appellant being the developer 

restricting is scope of construction less than 1,50,000 sq. mtr. (Even 

less than 20,000 sq. mtr.) there was no requirement for the Appellant to 

obtain an EC at the :first place. The Appellant being the developer, on 

the first opportunity, immediately applied for withdrawal of its 

Application for EC. Instead of deciding the said Application, the 

Respondent No.4 proceeded to hold that since initial proposal itself 
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was ·for Application of EC, therefore, EC remams a mandatory 

requirement. Further_ there is no specific finding by any statutory 

authority or even the Site 'lisit Report submitted at the instance of 

Respondent No. 4, that there vvas either a construction of 50,360 sq. 

mtr. in lieu of the common facilities proposed or even a build-up area 

of28, 58 sq. mtr. as alleged by the Respondent No.3 and 4 herein. The 

Site Visit Report dated 13.04.2018 nowhere records that there was a 

construction of 28,158, sq. mtr. rather, the Site Visit Report only 

records an existing the construction of 12,699 sq. mtr. As such, there 

was ~o occasion either for Respondent No.3 or Respondent No. 4 to 

initiate any action against the Appellant much less the action which 

includes imposition of an exorbitant penalty of Rs. 7.50 crores towards 

Environmental Degradation that to vvhere there is no finding in respect 

of any harmful Environment is cause by the Appellant. 

4. The contents of para. 4 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 4 of the original appeal is reiterated and reatiirmed. 

5. The ~ontents of para. 5 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 4 of the original appeal is reiterated and reaffirmed. It is denied 

that the Appellant vide letter dated 04.07.2018 requested for any 

deferment of hearing on the ground of submission of any new 
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document but only made a request for deferment of hearing due to the 

difficulty of its officials to appear on the appointed date and mentioned 

that the officials along with the necessary documents would appear on 

a subsequent date. The said argument on part of Respondents is 

anyways inconsequential since the Appellant again vide Letter dated 

OL 10.2018 resubmitted the emire set of documents In the said Letter 

dated 01.10.2018, the Appellant has again made a reference to its 

previous communication dated 11.06.2018. The copy of the Receipt of . 
the said Letter dated 01. 0.2018 resubmitting the entire set of 

documents by the Appellant to Respondent No.4 is annexed hereto and 

marked as ANNEXURE A-9. Therefore. it is humbly stated that all the 

requisite documents were already provided by the Appellant to 

Respondent No. 4 vide letter dated 11.06.2018 and the same were 

resubmitted on 01.10.2018. The said Documents are sufficient to show 

that no construction beyond 20.000 sq. mtr. has been raised by the 

Appellant on the said project. There is no contrary evidence or 

docu:nent which has been filed by Respondent No. 3 or Respondent 

No. 4 to justifY their finding that there \Vas any unauthorized 

construction by the Appellant on the said site or that there was a total 

construction of28,158 sq. mtr. being raised the Appellant. Rather, 

the documents filed by the Respondents only supports the case of the 

Appellant. 
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The contents of Para. 6 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 6 ofthe original Appeal is reiterated and reaffirmed. 

7 The contents of Para. 7 being admitted, require no response. 

The contents of Para. 8 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 8 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

9. The contents of Para. 9 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para.· 9 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. It is 

categorically denied that the rights of the Appellant to be heard have 

not been infringed by Respondent No. 3 vide order dated 21.06.2023. 

the contents of Para. 10 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

Para. 0 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

1.The contents ofPara. 11 are incorrect and denied. lt is again denied that 

the common facility area amounting to 50,360 sq. mtr. either raised or 

was to be raised by the Appellant and it is also denied that the Appellant 

has already constructed a total area of 28,158 sq. mtr. \Vhich included 

the Commercial and Residential complexes. It is the categorical stand 

of the Appellant, which has not been rebutted by the Respondents based 

on anv factual finding or document that there is a construction raised . ~ . -
by the Appellant beyond a total build-up area of 16,280.662 sq. mtr. 
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there is no basis for the figure of28, 158 sq. mtr. The same is completely 

hypothetical and based on an incorrect reading of the Site Visit Report. 

12.The contents of Para. 12 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 12 ofthe original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

3. The contents of para. 13 being admitted, requires no response. 

14. The contents of para. 14 being admitted, requires no response. 

15.The contents of para. 15 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 15 ofthe original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

6. The contents of para. 16 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 16 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

1 7. The contents of para. 1 7 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 17 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

8.The contents of para. 18 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 18 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

19.The contents ofpara. 19 is on merits, requires no response. 

20.In reply to the contents of para. 20 again it is stated that the site 

inspection report dated 18.06.2018 nowhere returns a factual finding 
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that an unauthorized construction of build-up area of 28,158 sq. mtr. 

has been raised. The Site Visit Report relied upon by Respondent No.3 

and 4 only records that the total area being constructed at the site, which 

included the commercial as well as the residential complex included 

the total construction of 12.699 sq. mtr. only. The same concurs with 

the i~formation provided by the Appellant to Respondent No.4 vide its 

communication dated 11.06.2018 along with a further undertaking that 

in case it proceeds with further construction be:yond 20,000 sq. mtr., it 

wil apply for an EC. Since the Appellant has l date being compliant 

of the said undertaking, there \Vas no requirement for the Appellant for 

applying for a fresh EC as such the entire proceeding based on which 

the impugned order dated 21.06.2023 is based on an incon-ect and 

fallacious reading of the Site Visit Report and therefore the said order 

is required to be quashed on this ground alone. It is fur-iller stated that 

the Epvironmental Compensation Cost or Penalty Respondent No. 3 

has been imposed in an arbitrary and pedantic manner, \Vithout any 

application of mind and absence of any material to justify the same. 

21.The contents of para. 21 being admitted, requires no response. 

22.The contents of para. 22 being admitted, requires no response. 
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23.The contents of para. 23 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 23 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

24.The contents ofpara. 24 being admitted, requires no response. 

25.The contents of para. 25 are incorrect and denied and the contents of 

para. 25 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

26. The contents of para. 26 are incoiTect and denied and the contents of 

para. 26 of the original Appeal are reiterated and reaffirmed. 

27.In reply to Para. 27 it is stated that the Appeal \Vas filed \Vith a minor 

delay of only 3 day·s which was adequately explained by the Appellant 

in its Application for Condonation of Delay. The said Application 

seeking Condonation of Delay of 3 days is already al!ow·ed by this 

Hon'ble Tribunal vide its dated 13.10.2023. 

28. The contents of prayer clause are denied. it is denied that the Appellant 

shall . be directed to deposit the due penalty and Environmental 

Compensation Cost before hearing on the merits. All the prayers as . 
sought by the Appellant in its subject Appeal are maintainable and this 

Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased to allow the same being just and 

proper and in the interest of Justice. 
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PRAYER 

In light of the facts and circumstances of the present Case as stated in 

the Appeal as well as the present Rejoinder, this Hon'ble Tribunal may 

be pleased to: 

(i) allow the prayers as prayed-for by the Appellant in the 

Appeal, 

(ii) pass any further order which this Hon'ble Tribunal may 

deem fit and proper in the facts of the present Case. 

PLACE: NEW DE:J..HI 
DATED: -r {I 1~23 

THROUGH 

l! .•. "'.' 
_)< 

' // 

AP~~LLANT 

AMAN 
ADVOCATE FOR THE APPELLANT 

S-367 (BASEMENT) 
GREATER KAILASH - I 

NEW DELHI- 110 048 
MOB: 9999245866 

Email:aman.law@gmail.com 
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BEFORE THE HO~~BLE ~ATIO~AL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

PRINCIPAL BENCH, AT NEW DELHI 

MEMORANDUM OF APPEAL 

APPEAL NO. 17 OF 2023 

(Under Section 16(g) read with Section 18(1) of the National Green 
Tribunal Act, 201 0) 

IN THE MATTER OF : 

ANSAL HOUSING LTD. . .. APPELLANT 

VERSUS 

MoEF&CC & Ors. ... RESPONDENTS 

AFFIDAVIT 

I, Achint Gupta, S/o Shri Ashok Gupta, aged about 31 years, working for M/s 

Ansal Housing Ltd. at 606, 6th Floor, Indra Prakash, 21, Barakhamba Road, New 

Delhi- 110001, do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows: 

1. I am the Authorized Representative of the Appellant Company and duly 

authorized to swear and affilm this affidavit in support of the present 

Rejoinder. 

2. I am well aware and sufficiently conversant with the facts of the Rejoinder 

and have also examined all relevant documents and records in the relation 

thereto. 

3. I say that the statements made in the above Rejoinder are true to my 

knowledge based on record and information received which I believe to be 

correct. 
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VERIFICATION 

I, the above-named deponent do hereby verif)r that the contents of the 

above affidavit are true af1d;con:~ct.to the best of my knmvledge and belief 

and nothing materi~Hiad:beert coh~~le,d there from. 

DEPONENT 

DEC 

187



Memo No: 

To 

rn .: · 

1'ros.clCution fur vi.ll)lntion 
4Jst),Ot$ tiy 1\'tls i\.n~~ 
"'"''@"'neliut .f'li!)Ued .......... ,... •.. 

lJ>istdJr~t .K1H";~~ll, H~n"t''lu'la 

t?.n: il::-:::.n.'UWl l Fmte~::•t!nn 

din::~t$ that fh:m 
.tt'tiviiti~. or on 
~le til:> thL> 
£mviro:nmentrJ 
Envilr.onment l"''"'l•c• Assessment 
~section th1~ stdd A!%t. 

<~nv~~~onnl•.trti 

actioJrt f~s ;:M:;r 

is 2iso 
rhr.: viol.ators. 
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its recommendation has reported 
work of the plotted 
Actl986. 

[5] vie\\' of the 
the violation by powers 
taking necessary legal action ""'""'""'"'"' 
has taken plaee 
Prakash, 21, tiaraK.na:mt:'la 
Rf,;}sidential 
without obtaining _Environmental 
requested to provide the evidence 
further decision matter may 

Endst. No. SEIAi\/HR/2020/ i ·~ 

A copy ofabove f.'Jrwarded to the 

1. The Additional Director 
bagh Road-New Delhi. 

2. The Regional ui11ce, 
India, Bay's 24-25, Sector 3 

"'/3. Mls Ansa] Housing & 
r-· Barakhamba Ro~, New Delhi. 

Zor 

189



an&Eil HDUSin nsTrUCTIDn D. 
I I 

190



HOUSinG consrrucrton 
liB!' I :20 IS 

Aegilr;ter~d O!flc~ : GOO, f>ll' tn<:1ra ?raka'l>h, 
Ph,; w.9,!·,cl H~3817·~e6. fa)( :. ,;,.91$1 1·23350!47 
Head OflictJ : J:i.Mm Am.i Md. ~Floor. ~l<l'l--,. \lm;111nal. Gt!e~~, 

Thcc~nlenb 
are annt::xed 
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~ . 

1a1. lftSIL HOUSinG 
illllill-' lllRil\l!. IJ!IIIIU 11111111111 Ull I rn ' 

~gis.t•rll!d : 60$, 6*- !ndr~ Pr~kft$h, 
Ptl.: ·~91 1<~~~317466, f~)( : +~H~H~23:J608•f?' 
HMdotlicf~ 

considered as 
prescribed 
On lhe basis 
the EiA 
action as 

It i.s, therefore, 
CJeanmce 

You arerequeste:d nor to 
t<' violate the 

Thanking 
Y<mrs f~tithf~.!n:: .• 

consrrucraon 
I I 
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5e.crelarv, 
St;Jtf; 

atVIltAGE 
% K<tmai 

Yours 

(AUTHORISED 

193



State Expert 
HARYANA 

Sub; Snbmi:ssion of 
h:1spedim~ on J3~4~~mlSfor 

-.36 Karnai~ 

ne~tr Sir 
Please refer 
SElAA/HR/20 
documen!s to 
submitting 

Road 

P!ease find 
4 Any otber cons! 

C{}Jdllm 

This is krr 

Yours fhithf~1Jly. 
FmANSAL 
~' 
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Senior Town Flann<:l\ 
Cum·Ch;a.irmun, !Juitding 
Panch kula. 

An:&al lic>'u~lng & Ctlnl'itruction Ltd. 
lS var:, fndra l4:akar.h, 21 Barakhaxnba Road, 
Nev: Delhi.· 1 

Omttt o:f oe.eupatlon cert!fic~t.te b1 £t>$ped of JR.usJden,Ud H<>Uffe on 
~Jot: No. A-25. Secror..;Sij, tuu:;all~ousing & Ltd,, Db!trlct· 

K;trnat. 

Whcre!\£J you hal-"C l!lppfied tor the L<;;t:ua.nc~ of ;%,11 c'<:X~ur.H:WI<Jn certiii<:ate as 
requir~ij under rnk. 47{11 of the Scheduled Roads and C<rntr<>lled Areas. 
Re:etriction of Unregulated 1X:vc1opmen:t Rule~:>, 1965 in of Hous~ f{t>. A·26 
Sedlllr~~6. Atlsal Housin~ & C»ntJtn:~ttiun Ud .• Di1>tdot Kl~rnat. 

Tl1e pe~~tur1 tor the occupation of the preRcrfucd b¢low w 
hercl:>y granted ~frer compounding of t~e violations nnd of tnc ccmpol!tlon 
chargee amounting Rs. 44,.392/·(R~. Fe!rty Four '!'hPuaand 'fhrea Hundced & Ninety Two 
Only} $tthject to th~ con<:li.tion thall this occupation certific!t!Lc st.ttnd automattoalty 
<:<m<lcUoot. if the pcr:m!tted u~c of bu!!dir1g or pare thereor is ch~ng<.r or ~ny additional 
toonsh"t.:u::tion or "!terntion in the said builcUng ie. rai>3ed withOUt t=~PPrtwal ot the 
{>;)mpelcnt Authority or the por!.i~Jn of the building for which accupathm <:¢ftificnte hM 
r.wt been gran£ed !s o~cupied. Thfs Wbuld alt~o attr~t action under the S~pp!icnb!e law. 

'Ph~ component>..> uf the srud 
.cert!fkatc Ia being gra:ntcd are as under:~ 

Ground l<'lO<l! 
First !'loor 
f.~tCCi:tJ.d 

"ft>btl ¢:1}ve~d area 
Mumty 

U9.78 MtTS 

119.?$ SCj Mtrs 

330J53 !Sq Mtrs. 
1 J J359 Mtr~;. 

~· 
v~' .~-

senior 1E ~ 111nntt., oum·Cludtml\n• 
BuHdtng; Committee, 
Paneh~uLa. 

i. Su~rinl.etl.dlng gngineer flU>),\. C!rck, Karnal \'1-'.r.t. hili 
d*l.kd 03.05.20lu vide wllkh dcfJ.:!"atlCt, frcm r>ubLlc Nea!m 

memu No. 2497 
vf vit:w ha~> been 

tl:Ji~\,1·~<1 •. 

I 
I 

:Sil!tdor Town P~t~n(}r, cum..(!hldt!mU\• 
:SuihH:n' Commttue, 
Pam::Mnd;a. 
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From 

1'o 

Senior 'feywn Plaruter, 
Cum-Chrurrn~~. 
Pe.nchku~. 

Am,;a1 Housing & Constmction Ltd. 
15 OOP, lndr<< Pr<lk<~.ilh, 21 Barakhllll1lOO Road, 
New Delhi- HOOOL 

Gru.t or occupation eerUticate in r:t~Jpe:ct of :R¢sLd~ntlal HouM on 
Plot No. A-27, Sector-36} An~al J!Oull!lng & ConGtftld!on Ltd •• Dhttrlct· 
Kunal. 

l{cf4!ttU.Cce:· Your appUc~Uon dated i5.02.2CH6, 

Where~ you have a,>pl!e;d tbr the fsellttnoc of Qt>cupo.tion certificate as 
reqnired \mder rule 47(1) of the Punjab Scheduierl Rtl$.1:\$ e~nd Conttoiled Areacs 
Restriction ot Unre~lated Development RUle$, t 9(>$ In of lloU$~ No. A/.1.7. 
Secto:r-36t Att$d Houliftti & Constru{ltion I..td., Oisf:dt:t Karnat 

The pUt>"ll:mion for the oct.:upation of the prescribed below is 
fl~::rdw gnmted N'tcr {;.Ompm:mding of the 'J!olati<ms &.'ld oi the composition 
chm-g.e!c! a;mounUng Rs. 44,392/·(!{s. Forty Four fhotHlZUl.d Three Hundred &. Ninew '1\>.'0 
011ly) subject to the conditlfm that thir< ~cupa:Uon certifi<.-ate $tNld a.utom~tically 
c:mc<e)led, [( the pe.rmlttea U5l'l of building OJ: ptut thereof is CO<l!lgt.' or any t"t<!ditf.onal 
<CMatrJCtion or alteration tht a<1id is ~·ai;,;cd without l'!.tJ!"I'Ovar of the 
Competent Authority or the or lh~ for which oC<:I..lpation <:crcificat<: ha$ 
110t be~n g;rru11ed if> \l(:t.'Upi!$d. ThiEf would c..!so a.tu·ar.:t ~ction tmd(;r the o.pplical>le law. 

The component$ of ~ht; iia1d l:nti!ding a!<>ilgwilh ;.;,n;a for which occupuuun 
ctJrtift.c.<tte i>l bti!lng gmnted are !$under:~ 

Onmmi Floor 
Fn·st floor . 
Second 
'Tt•tlll eQ>vefi.\d atea 
Mumty 

H$1.78 Sq Mfr~ 
i t 9 .. 78 iSq MLt!l$ 
00.97 Sg llltm, 

330.53 Sq Mtn. 
Lfl59 &,j Mtn.>. 

...... ,, ........ cum-Chairmll.rtf 
C!liMJ()tutU:Io~ C<:>ilunUtee, 

Dated:-

l, Superi:nt<H'lQ.tng Engineer HUDA Kru-z1t\! \v.r.t. hls office mt.Hno f>kl, 2497 
dat<~d 0$.0~.2016 vide which deanmce iri!m Public of vlew rnu;; betn 
issued. 

Senl~t 1'uwn Pl4tttUlt, c:um·Oha~r'Miltll, 'i 
m~J<»J>U!on Ccmamltt~e, ' 
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Senior 'fown PLannct', 
Cum·Chair.tnan, :Building Composition 
Pan~hku1a. 

i\n3(tl Housln~ & C<>tiStruction Ltd. 
lS UOV, Indr« Pta.kash, 211Jar~Jdiamba Road, 
New Deihl· llOUOL 

Memo No. STP{P)/OC.SOO/PA/2016/ 

Grant of oC¢~t~.pitthm cerl:Ulcat~ ~ill l!'E~spect of ~Dfdelfl.tid Hou~tt (}ft 

Plot No, A-28. Sm::to!f..36, Ansal H'omdng & Ltd .• Dfstdct• 
~tarns.L 

Whe:rea'3 you hs.ve EtppUed for the issuance of an 
n:J:quired under rule 47(1} of th~ f\mjnb Scheduled Roads 

certificat~ t~$ 

ru:~d Controlled Areas 
of Hon$e No. A-2S, r~t~Hh;ictkm of Unr-e~tated 196~ in 

,sectot·36, Ant~al Ho'W.I!ng & Conii!>tftt(:don Distdet Karnal. 

"r'he- permiusion for the of the bu!tdin~ pt'<!'~Crl~cd below is 
htreby granted ct!tcr (:Ompot.mding of the viotaiJon~ &nd d tht! 

cb.tl.rgcs runounting Rf:. 44,:592/~[R~. Four TlH11.u:nnd Three Hundred&. Nlnet)' 't'Wo 
On!y)li'tl'bjeet to the com1i~ion that this cccupnUnn a;rtifu:;At~ \\•ill $tGtl'ld nuwm~tka.Uy 
c<m<:dled, lif the perm!Hed u:se of or part thcr<:of or ~ny additional 
conen·u<:Hon or l:ilter~tion h; the snid buJidh1g is r~:<is~d upprund of tbt~ 
C<Hrlpl!tl'lnt Aut.horll.y or the pxtion of the building fm· which oortm<:!ate hail 

lit.:cn grw-tlt::d i$ ()CCUpied, 'this WOUld ruM attract acticm tmdt!r the MW. 

The ~:»mponent" of tht! building WtJng>vhh anea for \Vhich occuptattotl 

cer~ificatc is being gronted nre as 1.mder:· 

Cn:nmd PiaM 
Fir~t Floor ~ 
·St;<;~>nd 

l':TH.i:it Nn;. S1'P(P)/0C-SOO/ PA/20 16/-

! i9.'lS 
119~78 Mtrs 

QO.~.l7. ... .!'19 Mtr,!h 
330.53 Sq hitrl:l, 
1 L859 Sq Mtrs. 

• Supcrintendint; Engineer HUDA Cirde, Ka..h)Stl w.r.t. 
df:tted U3JJ5.20 16 vide whlch c!e.tranee from f'uhiic 
h>$.\ICU. 

uHke m.r,.n1o No. 24~7 
point of view has b~en 

2. Dlstrkt Town Pkume.r, !{arnHl w . .r.t. hf~ ofGce mcm<l Nn. 325 d1.tted ()3.().3.2016. 
f 

l 
Senior Town P!artnu. ¢>um·Chaiunan. 

Comm.U.te~, 

~ 

'I!!"'" :1 JE<mW;m~f .... !~~,.su,~:!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!l!!!!!!!!l!!!i!l!!-~-1"1! 
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From 

Senior Town Planner, 
Cum-Chairmw., Building Cvrnposltion C<Jmmitte<:, 
Penchku!a. 

An~al Houuing & 
15 UGF, lndta Prak<~sh, 2i 
New Delhi- HOOOL 

Memo No. STP(P)/OC-$04/PA/2<l16/ f>fl!) 

Grant of accup~tfon certU'ieatc in r-e11pect (I! Rettd~ntiat Home on 
Plat No. /Hll9, Sll~~::t'Or-861 Ansai :'(1 Cosu::tr\.lctlon 'O!$tdot• 

Karntl. 

Refer(l'no<a~· Your appUcaUon dntfJ:d 15.02.~016. 

Whereas you have app1!ed for the !~t>UMCC of an .occupZ~".ion t!erti#icute a$ 

requircci- under role 47(11 'of the Ro:.dli and Controlled AreN~> 
Reutrkdt>n of Unte$Uiated Dcvcl<:>pment 190~ In of Hour;c No. A-29~ 
$(lctor·36, AzusaJ {{a using f(, Con&tntcUon t.td., District l(J~~r:na1 • . 

''\'be pcl"!'nl$SiOt1 £or tbe ¢CCUpc.tion Of the prescnotd beloW fu 
h{;teby grttntcd after compounding; of the violations w-:td receipt <lf the cnmpueitlon 
chiil.r~es amounting Rs, 44,39'2/~{Rs. tr<.wty Four Thuw,rmd Htmdred & NLt\ety 'rwo 
Only) subject to the C()o.dilion that occupr.ttiot"l certifkate wm ~tand autt~~tleaHy 
<.'C:Utcel!.ed, if the: pett'Xl!itted use or or part thereof is chat~{;<! or any Additional 
con$ch'Uction Qt a!h~!·n1icm in the I'Jn.icl buUdlt'lll ts ruiscd without e.ppr<~v~i of the 
Competent Authl'rity or the portion of th.e building fot which certific~te hns 
not be;Jn granted i~> occupied, This would. al::!>:J uttr>'sct nctio:n ~mder the l:l<ppiic&~ble taw. 

1'he components of the said b!)Udkt£ ~lcmgwith area for which occupation 

certificate iS~ being granted u:re as \lltder:, 

G.rcrund Fior;r 
Fi!'B[ P1oor 
Second ~ .. M 
~I''Qtm.l t:ovt~rtd l\ttel\ 
Mumty 

i19:£R Mu·s 
119.78 Sq Mtrs 
~--'')q M.tl11.. 
;!~~~~iL ~q I)Ufs, 
ll .359 $<t Mtn;:, 

··~'\~~~ 
Sen tor Tow}i't'Ianner. eum.Chaitm~n. 
BulhUt~g CotUmittee, 
fl'a:oc:bktda. 

for 

L Superinten<Ji.~ l'!;nr.ineet; .HUDA Circle, Ki:lnl.n! w.r.L h!::~ ofnc¢ ;1'\<\:mo No. 2491 
dated 00.05.2016 vide which dcaram.>c fwm Public HcE~Uh poittt of view hlils been 

iuued. 

Senior Town P~uuu~:r, m.un·Cludtm~n. 
Building- Committe~, 
Pr.tnchkula. 
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. 
' 

From 

&e.niol' "l'<>wn f'l¥m1er, 
Cum-Ch~{rnu.n, Building Composlt!on Committee, 
Panch kula. 

Anua.l Housing & Construction !A.d. 
15 UGF, Jndra Pr!lknsh1 21 B~Uakluunba ~ond, 
Nc:w oe1hf- 110001. 

Memo No. $1'P(P}/OC.S03/PA/20Hi/ 6'/JJ. 
SubJ13>eU Grant of oc.eu1>atit.m «:ti\lHtUUctrtte in. re~pe.::t Residonthtl Houu on 

Flot No. A·30, Sector-36, Ans$11 U.;~udng & C:¢nE~tructtcm Ltd., Olstd<:t· 

Karnal. 

Whereas you h0;ve a~ppliccl for the i1>:<:u:mce <.11M ¥:Jccup<:~tion certifLcate alii 
under rule *f1(H uf the Scheduled cmd Controlled Are~a 

Jkst:-ktlon of Unregulated Development Rules, 1965 !n uf Hou~;u No. A·30 
Sector·StS, An$111 Houslns; & O:m~truot!Qn Ltd., Pis.td>Jt 

'the- permi~>!:!Wn for the of the prc$Cl'ihed below is 
ht~reoy granted after compounding of the vit~lations and of the oompo~itlon 

mnounling Rf$, 44,$92/·{Rs. Forty Four 'rhot~tumd Thr~t..:: Hundred & Nin~~~Twa 
Only)1t1UbJect t>., the ~ondSuon thl;!t thls l'lecupa.tion cct1ifk+~te will atand autQmati~aUy 
.::::t:,necl!ed, it th~ permitted use of building or JHlrt thereof Is t:h61.nge t>r $ny addioonal 
c.:)nstroct1or. or alteu.titm i:n tho said is ~pproval o! the 
Cornpetent·Authmity or t.ht: portion or t.ht' building for whidl octu~ation cmilit.~t.c has 
not. oo~n granted is OCII.~Upied. 'i'hll§ would f!!i&o nttraa action the appll«\bl<:: lnw. 

The components of the r;;:~id {JI.<n\.!IHn: alofl&'\vith area [or: which c)Ceupation 

certiticc.~.e iu being granted llU"e a.s under:-

Ground Floor 
First F'ioct• 
s .. :~c-:;mrl 
TC~Call eCJv~red nreu. 
Mwmty 

i9.7S Sq Mtt·.s 
19.78 SC~Mt.rs 

2ftQL_ __ §.q !:r1.mL. 
330.53 Sq Mtrs. 
11.859 ~q Mtr$. 

A COllY of the abovfl itt forwarded to the folk>wing for 

L Supc..·rintcnding BngiMer li!JDA Karnal w,I',L hi~:; <>ffice m<:-mo No. 2497 
dta~tf 0~.05:2016 vitic <.<thiCil cltatance from th.•alth patrH of '<'iew h-IlS bc~n I 

ill$UCd. \ 

l : 
S'~!uiar To.w~t eum·OhairtMJtr 
Iiuild.Ing Comp~~ltion Committee, 
P':uu.:bkula. 

-~l!1!1!!!!--Z£Z21J£Zl!:m!ll!!e..!!.!!!!L-... ..!....;t!:¥~f!:;f?l~+ ~~~%~,·~"*!!::-'~'.2' ~'"~'"~' ~!:~!:~·~~~'I'IIIW~~~-~III!l!!!~l~~ 
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~-~ltli!Jfellt'--~#j~e!!'!i!l!!~'*""•'!!!!!""H~"'~!!!!'i!!!' _____ !ff:¥--!\!!'!!!!~~!l'f'l"-!\!:l!!!l'--fli1l!ll 

.. 

Senkw Town Planner, 
Cum-Chairman, Bui!dint; r~~"·~a'""'~ Committee:, 
P.nnchkuta. 

Anlin1 Housing & Cc:rr!stn.tciJon Ltd, 
15 VOE<') lndri\'ll. Prakash, :21 Bru-akhamba Ro::W, 
New Delhi· 11 OC'tJ 1. 

M~mo No. STPiP)/OC·60:2{PA/:2016/ If I ~;2 
O:nutt ~~ ~cc~p~don ccrtUtc~to in tM~Ct of Rctddcntlt\1 IiOUfj~ on 
P1ot No. A-31, Sectl)r~36, Am~al Housi:ng: & Con$trud:ion Ltd., Di:~~~tdct· 
Kllrnat. 

Wheretls. you have u:pplied f<lT the i$suo.nce of ~J1 oceupatlon C<e'rtliicate as 
required uoder rule 410) cl the Roads ~,d Cant.roikd Area:$ 
Rt:utt'lc:tion of Unrcgulatad r;::tcvel<~pment Rule~. 196$ !n <tf Hcmse No. A·:U, 
Slli':tor-36t Ans.!IJ Houdng & (}ont.trocUon Dl.stri<::t ""'"' ""'·"" 

The p<!rmis.sion lbr the of the prL-'f«.tribt:d l'tlow ~~ 
ht:reby ~ranted after e.canpcunrling of the vioi%\tlons ~nd of ~he comfXl~ltkm 
4;har~Cbl c..1nounting RIO. '11,392/·(Rs, P'ot·ty Four 'Thousand Tim!e Hr..tnd:red & Ninety Two 
Only} s~.<~tiect to the ct.mdition the<t th;fl cccupnt~on cet'Uflcnte wi$1 stand a:\UOtn&ticaHy 
¢"'""celle-d, if the ~rrnitted U()e oi buitding or th~reof is or ttny ~ddltionat 
coniilt"'JCtir.m or zdterillll4n in the uid J$ withm.:.t of the 
Cnrnpt;tcrtt Authority ur the p;;ttion of the bulfding for which occupation certificate has 
not bc:on ~anted is occup!e:d. Thi~> wonld also ltiir.ra(;t action 1.mdcr th~ applicable 

'rhe compcmtmts o( th<t ~;~Jd area (or which occupntion. 

et~rtlficAtf.' l$ be~rt~ (St"antt:d w-e ns undt::r:., 

(h'\)t.md Fluor 
First Moot· 
Second 
'li'ohJ <:overed area 
Mu::nty 

End0:t No:·S'l'P(P)fOC·8ll2/PA/20l6/· 

119.78 ).fins 

119.78 SG Mtrs 
90.97 Sg Mtrt,t. 

330.53 Mti'S. 
11.859 Sq Mt.t$1. 

Cfff'P~~4 --
s~nlor 'town ~1-tm-Chttirm~n. 
:Bulldhlg' ComposU:lon:Cot~urt!Uee, 
Panch kula. 

I. *>uperhnending Engineer HUDA Ckcl¢, 1\<\mal w.r.L nis officl'l metne> No. 'J497 
dated 03.05.201.6 vide which de<<r<:~nce from Public Health poln~ of vi<ew h!ia ooen 
w$!lut:d. 

I 
Senior Tow~r:~ Pl~ti.n(;',, ~atm-Cha~rman1 

~u~~u.!ji. l;:onl:f)<>si't!:on Commttte:t~. 
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~jl: dQfil:,t)OtAellt$ of the 
~rtl!1t:a~;$$'i~~:s~.t$d a.t:e ~$ undee~ 

1. 

~::r· 

~~~~a l'loQt­
TJPiltt 
M~W~' 
r l';l:~):~~t:t:l:'· ~~:ul 

r®Qt•.l::iitit~on ot ~0\;."tlunt'$, 
2. p~~p~~on 

petmlt~, u.~e of hvtll~L~.g 
c<).l~lif.trt:(ct-Jcc>n. or a1terQio:n 

~?V>~petent.Au.tborltJ~· or 
c'(~rtlficat~· ·11~ n,ot been. ,.,.r1u·rt·.l';rt 

.~ppl!eable 
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To 

S~nior 'rown PlZ'smer, 
Cum-Chrurm:m, Building 
Ptmchkt..!Ja. 

Ansa!' HIC1tHJng & Cotv;tructionlJit 
15 UGF, hHlra Ptakli\sh, ?,l ~R"''"'~~,_.,,. Ro~d1 
New Delhi~ 11000 l. 

Mem<> No. STP(P)/OC.814/PA/2<H6/ 6JJ</ . vf. 

Grant c.f occupation c~rtmc~t~ iii\ ru:ptet ot Reahtet~.tbd ftilllllle on 
Plot No. C-74. SfJclot-Sof AllSfll Hou';lmg & Cl}f1!il'b;t.toti~n Ltd., P~triot• 
Karna.t. 

Rf:!ercnc<!l!· Your appUoadon dated 13.02.2016. 

Whereas you have l).pp!icd for the issuance of 
required under rule ··0'(11 of the Road!l 
Rc:>triclion (}( Unr¢gufat.ed Devel~>l->meut i96S In of He~uu~ Ne>. 
Seotor·36, Ansat Housing & Con::ttu:~cf:ion Ltd,, V!strtct K<~ttm~.t 

The pcnni~~ion fur Hte of the prescriboo tK.iow 19 
he;eby r,rant<!d .ru"ter compounding of vio!a.th:Jns. and of the compqsition 
cfw..rge~ .t:~JJl(!\lntinE Rs .• ·J7,:32JJ.·(R~. .Seven Thousand 'i'hr~e HIJndH.-d & llv;-:.nty 
1'hn:e: OnlyJ flUbjcct w the condition tbut this occupation ccr!.iucatc w!U !*>t.t.ttd 
au tomr.cdcal!y cancelled, if the permitted us~: of building cr Is ~r 111.ny 
additional cc.mstn.Jction or alteration in the t;uid bufidkag Jtt without .~:~ppr.$'1M <>f 
the Campctent Auth<Jrl!.y or the pocdM of the for occupttt:ion eerdficat~ 
h&s not been grunted i:> occupied. Thi!> ahu attract ~ctiott 'imder the app~cab1e 

the comp<•n¢rt~.S~ of the 1\lnicl l::n.rik.Hng ruongwi.th w.·ctt for which ~t::<.:Ut~tlon 
certl!lcuw is being granted we toil:! undt.:r:·· · 

On:>tt;\d Fl<XH' 
finlt Fl_tK>r 
Second F!o.)r 
'ruta.J: c~J~vued area 
M.Ut\Hf 

81..17 Sq Mtr& 
8i. 1'l Mtrn 

W.!'tNI. 

ll .81 P..q Mtn. 

( 
s;..,...,Jt<rr T 
Buildlng 
Jfl.UH1't.lln.tl<l., 

....... n ,..,,..,,., ~um.(!h~h:truut, 

Ccmmitt(ll~. 

A copy" of the- above is fot'Wti .. !'ded to the following for information p!e~se. 

Superintending Engineer :HUDA K.,ms.l w.r.t. lut> office mema No. 2497 
dated 03.05.20 Hi vide which de~rance from Pnblic HenUb point. nf \•icw has been 
i!%t>ued. 

I 
Si!nlot: Town <lUtn·Chalnn~n, 

Composition Committee, 
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'Co 

Senior Town f'lnnner, 
Cum--Ch.g1rtn~n. Building C<rmpowiticm Cvmrmttce, 
Paochkula~ 

Msru Housing & Oonstntctictl l.t~:t 
IS UOF, 1ndra Praki!l.Sh, 2l 
New Delhi· 110001. 

Memo No. STf'·(P]/OC·?97/PA/2016/ (/JJI.f 
Or<lnt of oc:cup$li.Uon <:¢rtlflcate bt r~$pect Ree!d¢ntbtl .H'ou:•e o~ 
Plot No. C-75, ~¢tor-36, Al:U>al HOU$ing & conl>trw:Uon A.t.:t •• Plstdct· 
Karn~l. 

Whereas you have applied for t.lte issuar~ce o£ -ttn oc<::tlpation ce.rdtkate QG 
rf!q1.'lired t~ndet• rote 47(1} of tho Punjab Schcd'ltled Roada nnd Controlled Area!: 
l'<:astridion of Unregu!1'1.t¢d Devt:l<)pment Rules, 1965 :ln of Uous~ J'ff;). C·75, 
Sedlltt-36, A.attsal Hou~ing: &. Co·n~~>truction Ltd •• Dh1-tdct Kart\I'UI.t, 

'l'he pennisH'lkm for the Q<:<e:upation of the prescribed belt>W If.? 
hefR~by &;ootcd a!h::r comp:.;1.mding of the vil::!l~tion:'> and o! the compoMticm 
cnn'~'"""' n:rnountiug Rs. 4 I ,:':'A?./·{U$, f-'(>rLy One Hundred & .!?<>tty '1\V<t 
0,\f.YJ subje:ct to !.h<: <:undithm that this oe<:upz<ti()ll certificate will stand nutnnu!tlcl!IUy 
~~anceHed, if the permitted Uf>e of building ur t!u:weoi in chanec ur t:my t!idditlonaJ 
construction or alte:ratic.m m the t;aid building !A mised without approval of the 
Corr;,p<>:U:I'It 1\.lJth(';rity or Uw portton t'f the for which c.ertillcl\te ha~ 
ttt1t bt!f:n gnmted is occupied. 'fhis would llhu') ;:~.ttr~ct action under the appl.icilble: law. 

The compunents of thf! twirl building ~1iongwith areu f<tr which oc<."Upntion 
C¢rt1iicat¢ lfS. being gr('4ltcd arc as under;-

(Jnmnd Floor 
Pk$t Vloor 
Se<:<>nrl Floor 
T'"b.l ~Cove!red area 
:iv?umJy 

Endst No:·Si'P(P)/OC·797/PA/20l6/~ 

8Ll'l Mns 
81.17 Sq Mirs 
:!ll.ll......§~ M~n. 
~43.51 8q N:tr'*' 
1 L76 Sq Mtrs. 

eu.m-Chatrm.an, 
CO·m!l<lH!!Uon Comm.ftt<eflt 

1. Supednten.ding l!Jn{:{im:cr HUDA Circle, Karn<~i w,r,t. hi::. <rffice mcmu No. 2491 
rint~d O~.O~L~O 16 vide which dcarru·,t;e (rorn PVJl>lic Hcallh of view l'k'lS been 
issued. 

2. Dhmic:t Town Plrum~r. t<&.mal'\v.r.L hitS office me:~no No. :!28 dated 03.03.2016. 

f 
S(lttlJ<~.r Town YJlli:.nner. oun't-Cfudnn~t~, 
BuUdhtg Committee, 
Pml'<citku:la. 
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To 

Senlor 'l'own Plam1er, 
Cum·Chwrm!U'l, Elui!ding ~O<mr1o!!!tlD·ll Committee, 
Panchkultt. 

An sal Homune & C()ns.tn}ction Ltd. 
15 UGF, Indrt'l. Pt'aka$h, 2! Barakhamba Road, 
New l)clbi· 110001. 

Memo No. $TP(P!/OC-806/Pt'l,f20H5/ bit lf 
Gr•nt ~·f ocr::upnHcn c~rtUlcate ~n respeet <>f R~~Jldendal HOU!.Ic on 
P'lot No. C-76, Seetor-36, Ansa! Haurie!$ & Ccn~~>tructl<m Ltd., P{$tdct• 
Kamt\1. 

Wherea:s you ht~w: applied fot the issuan.ce fJi an ~upatkln certilt<.-.a~ as 
required t;ndcr rule 47{1) of the Punjab S~.:hectuled Roads and Controlied Aret~.s 
l«:stdc:lion of Um-egulat<.!cl DC't'clopment Rules, 1965 in uf Uo\tll~ N(}. 0·'16, 
S<~ctor·S6t Ansal Housing & Co!lstntct"ion Ltd., Dta.trkt Ksttilal, 

Th<.• pcrmi~.>sion for ~he of the prt~:l'icribcd bclt>W Js 
hcrCb)l granted after cc-m<pounding of Ult: vlolati<ms nnd ¢( the eompo~ition 
charges runounting Rs. 41,34'1:/·(R$1. Forty One ThousMd Thrt~~ fll:.~ndrt:d e.,. 1\<la 
Onl,yl eubj~ct tJ/c the condition tht~t U1l& ~c:up~Hon certificate ~tRrid autnmatica!ly 
r.:anc-e!led. ir the pC!rmitt<:d use or building or part thereof l:s d;~nge or any additi(m\i\l 
cons~ruction <Or f!lterati<tn in the said building is raised without aJ)!)rova.t of the 
C<n:npetcnr Auth<:~rity or th<: p!)rtion ¢f thl'l for which certificate has 

been granted Is OC<:'llpltt<L 'ih\t> WO\.dU .Wso Ml{il;,C{ ~ctlon under the ar..p!tcable ilt\V, 

1'he iomponcnts of tho srud nlongwilh tJ.t(ljl f¢1' whX:h oc;;upatj()l'! 

ceitificat.:~ is being granted are as t.md~r!· 

Crmttnd Floor 
Fir$L Flwcr 
Sec<t:rH:i t?k~or 
•tctat cov'llttJd area 
Mu:mty 

. 
f:nrlst N!;:.STP(Pj/OC-806/PA/~:0 16/· 

8U7 SqMtrs 
8l..l1 Mtrs 
~?_fuL~1J.J:Il. 
:443.5 a sq ~rw. 
lUll SqMtrs . 

!1 CCI.fW of the .obcwe i~ forwurded to the following {or ~nfonnation pletme, 

L Superintending F.:t1£;im:cr HUDA 'Cirde, luunru w.r.t. his office mcmu No. 24S7 
<!E~.te<l 03,!JS, ilfJ l f) vide whi,;:h clearnnm: f1·om Pu ulic I Jealth of view has bc~n 
im:;~ed. 

2. Ditttrkt Tcwn Pl!:l.nncr, 1\ams.l W,f,l_, hils omcc merrtQ No. :322 dated 03.03.20HL 

/ 
B<enta:r 1'own Pii.Umfrt"• ~um·Chail:man, 
nuUding Committet-, 
f'<u>teh.twa. 
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Fr-om 

Senior 'l'own Planner, 
Cum~ChaJrman, &.1iMing Composition Committee, 
Ptutchku!a 

Ansa! Housing & CtmsL"1-tctior~ Ltd. 
15 UOF, lndm Pr~ash, 2J Ba~harnba Road, 
New 'Delhi- 1 ween. 

Memo No. STf'{P)/OC-807/PA/2016/ b /JD 
Graut of o.ccup~tk>n cet"tHlculu in r!btpet:t of Rf;:~tidentid Ucmso on 

• 'lot No. 'C·77~ Sect.:>r-36, Anul l{(nus{ng: ~ (;()ru>b'~.tQtion Ltd., District~ 
KarnsJ, 

:!'~Jit!U¢1"\C•e:- YClur: !kppUoatiofk da.&ld li$.0l.2016. 

Whereas ;y<>U have applied !or the i'"l\M<:<: of o.n certWcnte as 
required under rule 41{1) of the Punjab Schedu\e.d Roads ~d Contt'Oaied Areas 
Rf!<ltricdon tl€ Unregulated Development 1965 in respct;!. of Hou&e No. C1'17 
Sl*ef.<>r·::H~, Aiu·.:;tl Houstn.g & C"~.mlltruotion Ltd!., Dilitdct ~uwn~t. 

'!'he penni$i!lion for the or:cupallof'! nf the: prascrll:?e.d below ilt 
granted after cCJmtXlundinf: o( Ut¢: vk.1ation$ and O( the COI'I'I$Xl$i\\¢n 

d'lttrg<m amoup,ting R$. 3'l,3Z3l (Rl:>, fhirty Scw<:t\ 1'hou~<lnd Thre<! Hun<:ked & 'lwenty 
'l'hrcc Only) $Ubject lo the .;.•on(zition thfl.t thb.~ ocmtpation CCtd(kutc wi!i l$l~td 

automf!tkruty <:4lru:.<elled, if the permittt."d u~e of building <f:lt (lurt thet·oor is ch.nngc <>r any 
<l.d\iiti.cnal e(>nstructicm u-r a!teratit>n in the sald buildln~ is ra[:<Sed without ~stpp•·oval e>f 
the Comtx:til<l'lt Auth<Jdty or the' pcrtiun the for which uccupution ccn!tlcate J 
!HI<; t;ot been granted i:. occupied. ihi!S wt>ukl ~tsa attract action undet· tho t1:pplic:at.>lt. I 

I 'I'he wmpmn:ntt.< of tho said '"'"'"''-"'li~-t o:Uon~ith area for whlch occupi\lion 
t~ertillcate is bc.h'~t: granter:[ nrc nl:i urHierl· 

(Jrt>und Floor 
fir;:;;t Floor 
1:3\::.::.·m·,d lti cor 
'l'o tat Qovct¢d a.rea 
Mumty 

BU7 $q Mtr$ 
.MU? S<! Mtn 
~It 17 ~.M.l,n, 
243,51 Sq Mtt$. 
11.76 Sq Mtra. 

A t<opy of the t\k!uv~: is fa1·w<trdtd to the 

1. b'u.perintendil)g 8ngineer HUDA KH.rtlru w.r.t. hist ot.lkc me:mo Nu. ?.497 
d<t~ed 03.05.2016 vide: which cl!cllJ'tmce 
issued. 

Public Hc~~tlth of \flew has ooen 

I 
Sentot Town cum·Ch$1.itmMt, 
SuUding <:ompoa:iUon Committee, 
P~Mhkuh'a. 

210



Senior Town Planner, 
Cum-Chairman, Build in~ cnnu\'"'"mn 
.Panchkula, 

Ane~l f!o\<Shtg & Con:JWt:Lkm lui. 
15 UCF, lndra Pnikash, 2 Bual~hs.mbn Road, 
New Delhi· 110001, 

Grant of eccupadcu eenrUfie~tle ht t~:~~peet <!){ ~~sldentlat Hou~~ on 
Plot No, C·78t ~ft?t<>r·3f>, Annl & C<l'lill~:t'u<::Mn Ltd,, 'O!stdct~ 
Karnat, 

When:: au you h<J.ve t~pplied (<It the issuance of ;~n ~"l¢upattou cenlflc<~J~ l!.!l 

rcqulr¢d under rule 47(1) of the PunJab Sch<K!uled Roads an& Controlled Areas 
Ret~tdction ot tJnre~!itted Development. Rul~s, 1965 ln respect ¢( Hou«~e No, C-78, 
Sc:ct:o~,,a6. An$al H<~U$!Ug & Construction Ltd., District Klututi. 

'i."'e p;;tmlss.ion for the oo."'Up~i!lun of the bu!h:Hng prcsodhcd bdow is 
hf-<rnby granted after compounding of the vlolatloM and of th~ cnmpoaidi!n 
char~llf> amounting R<i, 37,323/·{~s Thirty ~even Thousand 'l1lre<! Hundrl.ld & 'TWenty 
Thr{:(! Only) subject to the <'!iilldition that this oct:'Upatkm ~'tiliC<lte Will st~nd 
"''¢ l<l;tl.S<tk~ly Cflncelted, i( the permitted use of building or part is change O"r My 
~dditional CClOStrnctkm Qf ruteratt<:m in the ~aid building Is ;a£,-J~d without .. pprowa1 of 
th~ Cornpet¢nt Authority or !he portion of the; building f<>r which a<:<lUpNtiOl\ certificate 
has not been granted i~> occur:·ied. This would ~!so auract action under ~he appH(:ablc 

law. 
The wmpooents of the said bui!cl.ing W,orlgwith l\tl~" few which occuptukln 

t,;(:rtil!catt is being granted an: as tmdet;~ . 
Orzlctnd Floor 
Fii'St Y.'lnor 
Seccmd E~ICHlr 
'"(',;:;tnt covered ~trea 

Murmy 

8U7 ~M~ 
SU'I Sq Mtr*l 
~:.1.1 « •• fu&M1!:lh 
24S.Sl Sq Mtr!$. 
iUH Mtrs. 

l, SuperhH•md.itlg f.ngincer HvDA C~.;!c, i{Mn;ttl vu,t, hi); vffkc mert10 No. 2497 
(lfltt:rl 0:'\.0!1.20 l 6 vide whkh clenn:mce from Public Health of view has been 

h>s\texl. 

! I , 
Sen far 'town P1ann.er., OIUU•(:Jlainnan, 
Btdldt~g C<>mfX!ltOid<m (:;Qm,m.!ttec. 
PIU'tcllkui~. 

!:B1!Sib!$18E~-:tltt}'f;$:.t!Pl'iJdft'ftnltl:t1fJ.$%{ A;w'l*Vif~Y~-'H'" ... !!~~~!:!(!,.,,fl'! .. !"', ~~!"1"'~--III!J 
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. Senior Town Pl.ann<:r, 
Cum-Chairman, <=>"'' ""'"w comt)ostt!cJn 
t>anchkula. 

An~a! Uou~Sing & Construction [,td. 
15 UOF, tndrn Praka~~h, ::a ""''"'",..,,Road, 
New Delhi~ llOOOL 

St!,bjeet: 
a.rant of ~>eeu.pa.t!cn c.erUficate !n IC'J;':Ipe:ct of R<:lsidentiat Houuo C)ti 

J_)l$)f: N<>. ¢·fH, Se(:t<>r-:36. An~a! Ucuslntt & Ltd., pts,tdet· 

Kt~~.rnal, 

Rd®t~M~l· Yew -ppU~aticn tl~ted i6. 

Whereas yoo have EJpplled for the issua.nc~ of an certiflcu.te as 
l"equired under ruk 47(1! of the Punjab Schcd:uied Roads Controlled Areu 
Re:;tricti.on o( Unregulated Development Rules, 1965 in tesj.}ect of HoUJS~ Ne. 0-8~ 
StH::t.ot·3!5~ Atuil! H-ow~h~g & Dh>h'!ct 

'fhQ perrnissioro f<Jt' the occupntion ()( th.e buildit1~ .nrt•<KN'H>f''fi 

hcrehy £tntrtted ~fter eom,I)Ounding of the violadon-t> and of the (;Cn\p<>~ition 
''"'''"''''" ~mol.mth'l.g Rs. 37,323/--,Hs. Seven Thr:ru:;umd Tl1r~e Hw-.dned & Tw¢nty 
Thr<:·e Ontf) m~bject to the condHI<m thf\l this a<,.'Cupaeion certificate wm ~umd 
t~Lit¢mati~l!ly. cancelled, if the permitted u~e of building or 7~ Clnange or any 
addltlon!.tt con:struction ol' atte:ration Itt the srud bLiildmt; Is. r;xit>cd witbnut ttpprova! of 
the COO!);l{;te'l1.t Authority C>t the portion of the huifdillg for which CJCcupat!\ll1 c~rtlli,i..'ate 
h<t<: !'!,itt lbe<nl r~rattred is occupied. 'fhis wOctt!d alt:~c attr~:~ct action under tho "Pl>m.;;:tl>u!u: 

)f!W. 

The componcntts of the :said building ~:tkmg\vith m·t:s (Ot' which occupadon 

is Wlng granted are e~s under:· 

nrmmd f'1o<>r 
Fin>~ Plm:w 
fh.:t:<:tnd "l:'lr.;or 
Totui eottc::f-cd lu't:a. 

lth.lnHy 

8Ll7 Sq MtrllS 
$1.!7 ~ Mtr$ 

"' 
nuH:rw cu.m·Cill\~mtllll'l, 

O.>trldPO!>itlfCln Committ()e, 

A copy of the above i~ fon~~arded to th~ fuUowlnt; for ""'"w'"''''' 

Supctintend.ing Engim:c:r HUDA w.r.t. hi:\i 
dated 00.05.2016 vide ·which deai\$UH::e from Pub!k Heal!h 

memo No, 2491 
of view ha~ been 

J~;S\.ted~ 

} 
Se:nUu:· Tow~ .PlamH!ir, c~:tm·Cha.Itman, 
ll>Ututlln"'- C<im_r>o~ldon Com.ndtt~~ 
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.senior 'rown Piann~r, 
Cum·Chu.lrman, Building 
Pancllkula. 

i\.nsal H<>\l:llilne & Constructio.n Lt;;L 
15 UQF, Indra P.rakt~sh, 2:! Bn:ta.khamba 
New Delhiw UOOOL 

Memo No. S1'P{P}/OC·BD9/PA/20 16/ b f7 7 
01~.1t1t ot tX>cttpaH;:rn ()Cftinea:te in raspuct of Reddel!.tla1 House on 
Plot No. C-82, S~dor-36, Aus1t! Hcru~dug &. Constx-;u;;t!cn Ltd., :Plllltrl~t-
Karr~td. 

Whc:rea.& yoo have f!,pptied fer the ism.urnce of an certificate at 
required under rul~ 47(1 of th<:. f\mjrib Scheduled Roads &ttd Contr<:>l!ed AreM 
Rcstrletim-:t o( Unregu.lated Development Rules, 1965 m ~speer. of Uo'ase f(Q. C-8:2 
Se"'t~t-36, An.sai H&ustng & Con;~~tntcUon Ud., Dh1trict .Kamll\1. 

The permi:>&1on for tht of the pr~:scribed b#:!ow i..!t 
her·t~by g.fan.te« alter compoumiing cf the vh.,lation:> and of tbe e()mpo~;itlon 
chetr,e~ mmounltng R~>. 37,323/·(t<·'>· Thirty SL"Yt'n '!'hous:snd Thfl:'e Hu.nrlrt-'<1 &. 'fw~nty 
Tim:e Onl.VI eubje<:t lo the cmtdltion that this .,ecupauc.n .;:r;cl.i!icate win l:itttnd 
autortuulcully {'Jjncellc:d, i! the pr:rmittcd use of building ot' pnrt thr:tcl)f 5s thalogc ol' t~tny 
~ddlHonal cot'lutruct!on or ~>.~tl-cration in the r~ld ia raised w!tltcut appt•twa! n.f 
th,~ Conlpetent Auth<>rity or the portlon ot the bui!dfng for which certificate 

.htH; t10t been ttront~d ls o:>ccupii~t:L This would alr.a attrt<cl acHon under d1e ~pplh.:able 
law, 

The components of the said buildin~ alongwith area fer which O!;(;U~tlon 
':-ertifico.te ts being granted ltt'e iilS under:· 

Ground F'iour 
First Floor 
$e<:ond !7 loor 
Tot«l cr,v.ercd are:a 
MunHy 

8U7 Mtrs 
8U'f Mtrs 
fS.LJ7 §!g M1n:•. 
~4$.51 sq ttnr:s. 
tUH Mtn. 

J 
(!(:'rrH~!t-

senior Town"Pi;nntr • .cu.n•·.crunrm.an. 
Building Compasnlotl Committu. 
frrnchkula, 

S\1P"rinteniling Engim,er WJ(.>A Circle, KRnwJ w.r.t. his office memo Nc. ~497 ' 
d<tt<:d 03.05.:2016 vidt! wbidl deat·a.nce from Pulllk Health gsfvlew htt~ be¢$\ 1: 
hn.n.ld. 

I 
S.ertil)t Town Pl<Htner? cunt-Chairm~n. 
BuUdfng ~'"'"'"""'~ 
:t>anehku~. 

• 

il 
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.·~,; 

tt,Qence No 
S~U~(Ot ' 
to'thi 

to 
.... ,,"""~' ·rown, 
are hen1t;y 
Mot.~tile Soard 
If'! the att;Qcl,~d ;g. 
dfhe 

Plot Nos: 
To~ 

, ~~~ tJt plot; 
!o«H Art& Of lttt: P£otf! 4n? 

Klndfv a~nowtltdp$1cf fl~ OWt'tht,~~'•· 
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of 

Mirmtes of the 174 til Meeting of the State. 
consloedr.g ~nvir.onmentaf Clearance of W"'der Golffimment of 

:'Jot!fiation dated 14.99.2006 and <~meru:iments thereof hefd oo 
2.018 under the of Sh, G.R. S.EAC at P..allChiioi;Uil) 

Ustofpartidpants is annexed as Armexure-A. 

· At the outset the SEA( ~<velcomed Members of the SfA'( and 

advisz:d the Sccn~tary to The minutes the 113rd 

w~re discussed and 

l:t v.ras inforn1ed tnat in this 

and one case whose 

item. 

Environmental Clearance for the constroctlcm of R.esident!al Ptotted Cotony(97.773 
Acres}, Villc;ge Kasba Karnai, Scctr.:r-36, District Kamal Ansal & Construction 
limited 

Project: Proponent Mr. Manoj f{urnar 

EQMS 

The pro~ proponent SIJbmitted the !:ase for nhr:urllf\:.1) 

Hatya;,{! ort0R08.2014 as per check li$t . 
The Terms of f«!ference were ;,r,ncrnm·n 

anci ccnveyed to the project proponent vlde 

conditions: 

SEAC held on 03.09.2014 

1. HT lim is passing through the area. Uuc; category ofthe HI' Une should be Indicated along 
with Rlght of Way to be left dear to all the ronstructlon as per of H"·rt•'rr<~"' 
Rules. 

2.. Th...Afe an existing link road 
l;:;ndwfdth. 

3.t H>r shelter belt of three lines space should be left arl 
area and tnis should be shown on the scaled map. 

2C:t01.201S on the basis of Terms of 

be taken t:he SEAC as the term of 

Govemrnent of India in the cnonth ot March, 2015. This care could not taken up by the MoEf 

transferred to SfiAA on 31.08.2015 aft.er the reconstitution of l.A»""""'' on 21.08.2015. 

in hekl 90 
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l5.l.L101S. The PP submitted the reply vld~ 

appraisal in the 129'" meeting of the SEAC held on 14.03.2016. 

During discussion .. it was tevealec;i th<lt proje-ct proponent 

which amounts to violation of [rwironmenl.a! Protection AC<c. 1986 

constru-ction work 

dated J:.t.UJ9.2006. !twas observed the .Comrnittee that the project propon<i!nt has not giv<?n the exact . 
carried ()U\ at 

from H1e Director of the Cornpany details of the 

same along wltl< the Resolution of Board of f>lrectors as per 

lHJ13/41/20CXWUI{l} d<tted 16th Novemlx::r. 2010 issued 

Government of India. 

compliance of tlv.~ OffKe Memorandum No. 1·11013/41/ dated 27.00.2013 Issued by the 

MoEF,GO!. 

Development project as per MoEF Notifi-c-<~tion di;ted 14.09.2006, wh.::rein EC 

r-equired to be taken, the area nf >:he project is gtk~.<~ter than 50 hectors. The 

is less than 50 

hectors. HerKe EC for the project is not "'"""m"'u to be obtained as per MoEf 

Nttmcation dated 14.09.2006. 

L Sh. G.R. Goyat, Chainnan 

The repart of th<:: Sub-Commlttee was 

on 1.8.0'5.201.8. The Sub..Committet! report was read out to all the Members of the Committee and 

The Committee aftN detal!cd discussion 

for apprai~alln the l72nd meeting of the SE.t\C 

the Sub<:ootmittee in totaL 

04.01.2018 on file at C?-67 } requested · 

for dt~fenn.ent ,/ tht;:r case for the n<::~t rneetlng. The .Committee undnnnou~n• acceikd the rfiiqoost of 

the aad docided to list the Sf.AC Notice will b<; issued by the 

S&'I.C, 

Thereafter, the casE was takc·n vp 1!1 the 

for 

226



by the 

of 

'""''tt'""' t'l<'tziiLs/ocle•ari'•f1 mfOf matkm even aft-er r-epeated 

him <!ftd the <:(msuur.ted/to b<~ constructed 

PP requires f::nvlronmental 

r11.-:· brief of the site visit report is as undef: 

The PP has started "'""~--"''""'"""''"'"~ and construction of 
f ror11 tfle competent 
k~;s than SO hectares, 

is 

2- fllp h;JiS already COrtStrtlcted the t::Ommerdal Cf'>lTifl!i>)[ nn'rv"'""'t:i to 

be constructed- The <~rea of all the commercial aa~r~e~l~~~.S:~--
per. tfA Report. TI1e. fl'P already constructed the flats ,;md det 
12699 Sq_ Meters(Cof)y C)f on the case me 

rt'.'*ll!(l<JU:> f>Uf!OIHII taxi 
sttl are be constr~ by 
~. 00 construction wW be dooe but could 
not provide credible documents to support the dairf'L 

.' tP,: PP h"s conr,truction of 
1:-orn other from OTC!,, the documents indude 
2pprova! for construction in 11 In addition, the 
b£·en done on other plots for which PP was unabJe to 

Sh. ~Y. Sll?rma 
H'?{:OfOS·. It was nn'"''"""' 
ue se~<t within one }!!ief~k 

trmc. But after repeated calls and written the informat!on was oot 
provided. Final notke was sent to PP to information No. 583 dated 

· 06.06.2018. A'fter lapse of 26 no response was received from the PP. 

starting th~: construction withoot.gettingthe 

to the SDAA fot initiating prosecution action as per EJA MnHfi•"""t-irn.-. 

174.0'1 Envin:mme:ntat Clearance for the pn)pcl::>:C·C& #'•es1oem"•u Matted 
19, R<ll'Will1'i, Haryana by M/s Ansa# Hn•u:'""' 

ProJect Proponent 

Consultant 
Mr. 

EQMS 

Kumar 

The project was submitted to on 29.00.2014. The 

submitted the c;~$(~ to th{! SEIAA as p.er check list anrlm\N2 the 

were Oil 09. 

proponen: vide letter No. 1716 elated 1.7.:!.0.2014. \'he 

PP was directed to submltthe rn!!n'""""' documents 

issued 30J)5.2007 
31.03.2015 vide letter dated 3UH2014. 

f'? submitt·ed the EIA/EMP vide letter dated 31.08.2.01'5. 

2.3.12.2:015. 

consultant inform the so 

project 

a<.ceded t(> the request and 

tm.3nimous view that 
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l.Ol../.016. The proJect proponent viele leuet 

their r.)!\f' wvith th.:l followinc:_: 

vide letter No. 489 dated 

.20.11L:'OJ<, ~urur.::ru::a a r<:que::.t for withdrawal of 

"It is intlmat<1d that the Mlm.rtes of fl'i<.~etlngs 

website l~dicate.s that the Deve?opment 
fnvironm~mtal Clearance, if projc<t area is less SO 
than 150000 Sq. Meters. 

It in this regant it statt!d that the area of said Is much K!ss th<m ~he 
criteria mentioned in the above para. is, therefore, to dll>e the above 
mentioned application for grantincg Enviromnentaf Clearaoce and we wish to 
~·lthdrawthe pwposaL" 

rhereafter, the case was taken up the 144th meeting of S'fAC held oo 10.11.2016. The 

pro.if:ct propQnent neither attendc2d the nor The C!!:tmmlttee 

decided to issue 30 days notice t.o the PP. 

The observations of '144th n"~e~ting were issued 

Z·U1.20l6. final Show Cdusr~ Notice was issued the 

vide letter No. l£38 dated 

rooowcm vide letter No. 2132 dated 

1rdJ1.'<.201 '7. The PP their iett(:r dated 18.09.2\Jl l br deiistlng 

~It is Intimated that the Minutes of ""''""'""' puvn;m<::v on the 
indicate$ that the Plotted require fnvin::mmental 
Clear.anee;·.if.-project area is less than SO bulltup 1s 1e-ss 
Met.ers. 

It-In this regard, it Is stated that the an?.<~ of said project Is moch less th;m the criteria 
mentioned In the above para. to dose the above 
mentioned application for and ~ wish to 
witMra.wthe pro~at" 

Thereafter, the. case was taken u.p in the l60th meeting of the SEil.C held on 

d,edd.cd toLnnstiw~<iSub...comm•nee for site v!sit. il~e .sub-committee 

1. Sh. S.C. Mann, Me•m!le:rU:t"~an'i!n;ata,fl 

2. Sh. R.K.Sapra, Member 

The stib-commlttee shall submit its report issue of the letter by t~ 

Se<:retary SEAC. 

The site has since been visited by the Sub<ommittee had submitted Its ltUJ6.2018, 

Jmt>Pf'!tw of the 'SEAC before the Commlttee In 

the .PP anS .decided to fist the project in the next ""''"'."'""' of the SEAC. 

SE~r-<c:tary, SB\C 

""·Thereafter, the C?se was talc-en up the 

> 150()0(J Sq. 

of 

228



1•U}9.lUUb as the project. proponent has n01: obtained prior t:nviromnt'!nt.ai Clearance so 

vl,lt report placed onfik: at 

'fhe Committee after detailed disct;.ssron was of the 

114.0~ Environmental Clearance for t;or~struction of <:Ommerdaf located in the revenue 
'li1J:rwuam. Haryana by M/s Bale Babu estate .of vlflage Partvala Khurspur, Sector-109, 

Estate Pvt. ltd. 
Pmject Proponent 
Cottstdt:ant 

Mr. \tivek !Jh:ambd 
Solution$ 

The project was submitted to proponent 

taken up fr:;,r appraisal In the 1 nnd meeting of the SEAC held on 02.07.201:8. 

The Project proponent requested for deft-rment 

Cornrn!ttee unanimourJy aa:eded the request o€ the PP anct de<ided to list the project in the next 

meeting of the S£AC Notice wm be lss~K'fi by 

Thereafter, the case up ~n of 

Gtt1ring presentation, th<; Committee v10s informed that 

commercial colony located at 

estirnated cost <>f the project Is 

Pawala 

SEA"C to be held on Oi'.03.20Ht 

net ~~lot area is 5.88 Acres ( 23,828.433 Sq. Meters). rota! bum up area 

Sq. Meters) and 

am1rmdmaterv 70,99~tl2 

ne Ol'l:lfe,ct wlll comprise of one 

Is approx. 26.4 

area and In the 

form avenue fine on either side of the roads. 

herhs/shrubs/dimbers/fawns, porks. The 20911:!1) 

KlD of fresh water &138 KW of '"'·",."''u treated water). The waste water uPru>:r;;,tll1n will be 172. KW 

which wil(be treated upto 

be used forflushlng, cooling, horticulture and other misc. purposes. 

respect of f'M,a and rucl·rnt1'll"t""rt which 

r<<nges appro:dmately from 194.21 lncr~!mental air ol'll!uti<'lr~ in 

respect of PM10 is 0.12 wJm3
• ?P has submitted spt.'<:!ai mitigative tneasures for N'i!~t,.,n!Jiiru> alr pollution 

.:onstw;tion phase and opet&Holl whkh !ndude~s 5 b;i.l!Tkade wall at the 

both ;;;ide of carriage way. ultra low:>u!pher Diesel {5 ppm} would 

<.'>f OG set would l:x: as fX"t·O,.CB norms. Htese measures 

cnvironrr,ent. 

woo!d be 

vs.ed as f!;el In 00 Sets, Stack 

minlmh:e the impOCt on air 

~'500.<:>5 t:W . Parking requirement for the project as per Haryana By<: taws is 834 .fCS but the parking 

to he provided in the project is solid wast€: of 

Out of this the 

Or£ar!lc Vv';nte Convertor nr(liiH'lN': 

fot horticulture and .green devc'c;;m•c:nt. 
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