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AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE
(On behalf of Respondent No.2)
IN

CIVIL MISC. WRIT PETITION NO. 6049 OF 2020
(Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT: GAUTAM BUDH NAGAR)

M/s Jai Prakash Associates Ltd

...Pctitioner
Versus

State of Uttar Pradesh & Anr.
... Respondents

Affidavit of Nagendra aged about 40
years son of Sri S. S. Verma,
resident of Flat No. 401, 04th Floor,
Tower-20, Lotus Boulevard, Sector -
100, NOIDA.

(Deponent)

[, the deponent above named do hereby solemnly affirm
and state on oath as under:-

1.  That the deponent is the authorized representative of Yamuna
Expressway Industrial Development Authority/ Respondent
Authority. He is Hindu by religion. The deponent is filing the
present Supplementary Affidavit on behalf of Respondent
Authority and as such he is fully acquainted with the facts of -

the case deposed to below.

]

That this Hon'ble Court by its Order dated 09 November 2022
directed the Respondent Authority to “consider the
proposal/revised proposal (if any) and the decision by it shall

be brought on record by means of an affidavit’.
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Chat the Petitioner, Jai Prakash Associates Limited (*“JAL /

Petitioner”) on 09 November 2022 submitted a Composite

Revised Settlement Proposal dated 08 November 2022

("Revised Proposal”). The Revised Proposal was in

supersession of the earlier proposals submitted by the
Petitioner dated 30 September 2022 and 27 October 2022.

In the Revised Proposal, the Petitioner made an offer to
surrender 63.71 Acres of housing land and 11.41 acres of

commercial/shopping land and proposed that the land be sold

by the Respondent Authority which, according to the

Petitioner, will fetch an amount of Rs. 811.14 Crores (as per
the Petitioner’s

calculation). The Petitioner has further

proposed that this amount be adjusted against the dues
pavable by the Petitioner.

At the outset, the Respondent Authority disputes and denies
the methods of calculation by which the Petiioner has arrived
at a figure of Rs. 811.14 Crores as the value that can be
realized by sale of the lands referred in the previous
paragraphs. The Respondent Authority further states that the
same is based on wrong calculations and contrary to the
records as maintained by the Respondent Authority.

In compliance of this Honble Court’s Order, the Revised

Preposal of the Petitioner was placed before the Board of the
Respondent Authority at its meeting on 02 December 2022 for
its decision. The present Affidavit is being filed to place the
decision of the Board on the Revised Proposal on the record of
the present proceedings. A copy of the decision of the Board is
anncexed hereto and marked as ANNEXURE -1 to this affidavit.

Broadly, the decision of the Board on the revised proposal are
as {ollows:

Al That Revised Proposal submitted by M/s. J.P.

International Sports Limited (a division of Petitioner)

=
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in Paragraph (c) stands rejected, as the outstanding
dues have been wrongly calculated. Further, the
Petitioner is offering land against the outstanding
dues which has also wrongly been arrived at on the
basis of FAR and the same is not acceptable.

That the proposed sale of land will have to be
undertaken by the Petitioner itself. To enable the
sale of land, the Respondent Authority is agreeable

to restore the lease in favour of the Petitioner in a

phased manner on payment of proportionate

restoration  charges. On payment of the
proportionate restoration charges, the lease in
favour of the Petitioner will be restored and it can
then sell the land and realise the value thereof.
Thercafter the Petitioner will deposit the proceeds

from the sale of land which shall be adjusted first

against the 64.7% additional compensation (no

litigation incentive) payable to the farmers, which,
as on date, stands at Rs.714,37,20,836.00/-
(principal amount) (Excluding sub-lease land).

The aforesaid will have to be paid by the Petitioner
within 90 days. The Petitioner will also have to set

up an escrow account with the Respondent

Authority for payment of the outstanding amount.
That the Petitioner shall be bound to deposit

interest payable on the outstanding premium, lease
rent and 64.7% additional

Litigation Incentive) and the
deposited by 31 December 2023,

compensation (No

same must be

That the entire dues calculated upto 30 November
2022 are hereby frozen and time upto 31 December

2023 is being granted to the Petitioner to deposit
the said amount.

That the amount calculated (excluding additional
compensation for the sub-leased lands) upto 30
November 2022, as detailed by the Respondent

//‘
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Authority, shall be taken as final and no
discount/rebate of any type will be granted to the
Petitioner against this amount,

That the Petitioner shall submit an Affidavit in
respect of lands for which restoration will be applied
for, and in this affidavit the Petitioner will
specifically undertake/declare that said lands have
not been mortgaged with any bank or institution
and are free [rom all encumbrances.

That so far as bank guarantee of the Petitioner is
concerncd, it was decided that the Planning
Department of the Respondent Authority shall verify
whether Petitioner has completed upto 40% of the
core activities or not and if it is found that they have
completed these core activities, only then an

cxemption from bank guarantee will be granted to
the Petitioner.

The Petitioner has also sought rebate/exemption on
SBI PLR rates. In this regard, it is stated that this
issuc was taken up in the 74t meeting of the Board
of Respondent Authority and thereafter an offer of
interest on MCLR rates to those allottees, to whom
allotments have been made on SBI PLR Rates, was
sent to the State Government, for their decision and
decision of the Government is still awaited. Any
further action in this regard can be taken only after

decision taken by Government has been received by
the Respondent Authority,

That the Respondent Authority specifically stated
that the Sub-lessees of Petitioner are required to
deposit  64.7% additional compensation (No

Litigation Incentive) directly with the Respondent
Authority.
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That the Respondent Authority therefore prays that the
present Supplementary Affidavit be taken on record and be
made part of the pleadings of the present case.

l, the deponent named above, do hereby declare that the
contents of paragraph No. 1 of this affidavit is true and correct
1o 1my personal knowledge; those of contents of paragraph Nos.
2,3.4.56 and 7 (A-J) of this affidavit are based on record;
those of contents of paragraph Nos - of this affidavit are
bascd on the information received; and those of contents of
paragraphs no. 8 of this affidavit are based on legal advice;

which all I believe to be true; that no part of this affidavit is
fulse and that nothing material has been concealed therein.

So Help Me God.

DEPONENT
I, Syed Imran Ibrahim, Advocate, High Court, Allahabad

do hereby identify the deponent from the perusal of the papers
i his possession, and I am satisfied that he is the same

person making this affidavit.

A\
A2

(Syed Imran Ibrahim)
Advocate

(\\



Solemnly affirmed and signed before me on this the -
. ) . R ("
Jav of December, 2022 at about lo'f oA M. /PM: by the

Jeponent who has been identified by the aforesaid Advocate.

! have satisfied myself by examining the deponent that he
Lae [ully understood the contents of this affidavit, which have

been read over and explained to him by me.

OATH COMMISSIONER
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WARANNNA WA,

ANNEXURE No.1
IN

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE
(On behalf of Respondent No.2)
IN

CIVIL MISC, WRIT PETITION NO. 6049 OF 2020
(Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India)

(District: Gautam Budh Nagar)
M/s Jad Prakash Associates Lid »
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Uttar Pradesh & Anr.
e ... Respondents
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