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1. |M/DL/207/5/2019

ShriAnwar Khan,
S/o Shri Munshi Khan,
{ Village Chawla,

P.O. Chawla,

Delhi.

i
H

’ éDate of Hearing:
118.03.2021,18.08.2021

The Commission took,

18.03.2021

cognizance of the represen- |

tation dated NIL received on !
09.11.2019 of Shri Anwar |

‘iKhan regarding illegal and |
(forceful termination of his |
.'service as Asst.

Inspector (ASI) on false
ground. He alleged that the :
| department forcefully termin-
'ated his service just after two |
imonths eleven days on:
120.12.2000 at the age of 47 |
lyears. He further informed
'the Commission that the|

g Depar-tment has not offered |
*any opportunity of hearing |

|before termination of his
sennce He also informed !
that despite representatlons
i to the concer-ned authorities

' his case was not considered.

‘In view of the above, the

| Commission decided to hold |
another hearing.

Sub. !  no discrimination

' The Commission after hea-
ring the parties is of the view
' that the respondent was not
. able to satisfy that there was
against
' the petitioner and the
| petitioner was not even
§party to the proceeding

against him. The Com-
i mission directed the resp-
‘ondent to allow the peti-
- tioner to work with them to
‘ which the respondent fairly
{agreed but requested the

! Commission to give an

advisory to the petitioner to
- work properly and not to
| indulge in any activity that
may cause hindrance. The
{Commission advised
| petitioner to conduct himself
' appropr-iately as per work
norms and work diligently.

1 18.08.2021

éThe Commission after

' hearing both the sides and |
- material placed on record is |
rof the view that the
- grievance of the petitioner
- was decided by the Hon'ble
- High Court of Rajasthan and
. the State Civil Services |
' Tribunal, therefore the
- petition of Anwar Khan
‘cannot be considered
further on legal ground in the
- Commission.




?
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2. | M/DL/112/0001 202

5Ms. Samira Ali,
'D/o Syed Aftab Al
'H. No. 144, 1st Floor,

Pocket-II, Jasola Vihar,

;‘New Delhi-110028.

*Date of Hearing :
12 04.2021

NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR MINORITIES

1 R
1& O,
o (

| cogni-
'zance of the represe-ntation |

‘dated 2.11.2020 of Ms. .
'Samira Ali regarding dem- |
and of dowry against her!
thusband and her in-laws and
attempt to rape by the|

'husband. Shri Syed Aftab Al
| father of petitioner submitted
{that the complaint filed by the
| petitioner with the police has
been registered against the

Siddiqui and father-in law,
;mother-m law, son-in law.

i

husband, Shayan Ahmed
‘matter by NCM and,

' The court has issued NBW
fagainst the accused;
i persons. He further informed |

ithat the Police has lssuedg
'LOC against Shayan Ahmed |

SlddquI

But the husband '

' Shayan Ahmed Siddiqui has |
inot been attending inves- |

;tlganon and the police is not |

itaking action. He informed |
'the Commission that Shayan |
{Ahmed Siddiqui has fled |
{from India and is residing in |

Germany

fln view of the above, the
‘Commission decided to hold

'the hearing.

e Commission after hea-
ring the parties is of the view
that the petitioner has filed
complaint and FIR has been
registered against the
accused persons and also
the husband has appro-

'ached the Hon'ble High

Court in the same matter. :
The matter is sub-judice |
before the competent court
of law in view thereof, no |
action is required in the

decided to close the case.

3. BIMH/319/34/2019

'Shri Prafulla S.W,
’Hadekar

' Sindhi Colony,

' Dhamangaon Railway
' Colony,

{ District Amravati,
'Maharashtra.

Date of Hearing :
112.04.2021

‘The Commission

took

icognizance of the repres-
‘entation dated 17.06.2019 of |
'Shri Prafulla S.W. Hadekar.

‘The petitioner

in his:

‘representation alleged that |
‘he is victim of serious'
[irregularities in the selection :
‘procedure of Assistant!
‘Technician (Electrical) in |
'ONGC's Advt. No. 01/2013

‘'WOU, Mumbai.

The!

'petitioner submitted that
‘though he fulfilled the
'qualification of the adverti-
“interview had committed

' sement for the Assistant

12.04.2021

The Commission after
hearing both the sides
suggested respondent to
engage the petitioner as an
isolated case on human-
itarian ground on outso-
urced basis as the petitioner
is a poor person and the
ONGC has very good track
record under the Corporate
Social Responsibility. More
so when prima facie some
officials at the time of
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NO

[Fil
.| of Petitione

%Technician (Electrical)

|Decision ofthe Commission

, and | lapses in allowing relaxation
'submitted all the required  in essential eligibility
‘documents with ONGC and | criteria, change of crucial
- qualified the examination but dates of eligibility. The
' he was denied appointment. . Commission recommended
| ONGC to take action and
In view of the above, the inform the Commission
' Commission decided to hold | within 4 weeks.

| the hearing. i

i

M/TR/104/00001/2021

| ShriAnowar Hossen

' R/oWard No. 01,

| PO Kamal Nagar, R.D.
' Block, Boxanagar, GP
| Anandnagar, Anandpur,
. Sepahijala, Tripura.

Date of Hearing :
. 22.06.2021, 2.7.2021,
- 20.12.2021

‘The Commission took 22.06.2021
‘cognizance of the repres-|

ientation dated 06.04.2021 | The Commission took the
'received in the Commission | non-appearance of the
‘on 09.04.2021 from Shri|respondent No.2 seriously,
'Anowar Hossen as repre- that too when the future of
'sentative of nine compl- | about two hundred students
‘ainants mentioned in the | are at stake. The Board it
‘memo of parties. Shri appearsis not serious about
' Anowar Hossen submitted ' the carrier of the students. In
ithat the nine complainants: the circumstances the
‘who are members of the  Comm-ission decided to
'Minority community, took | adjourn the hearing for 10
‘admission with Gramin Mukt ' days and summons Hon'ble
\Vidhyalaya Shiksha Sans-  Chief Minister of Tripuraand
'than (GMVSS) through their | Chief Secretary Gover- |
| authorized repres-entative in: nment of Tripura to be
Class 10"and 12" inthe year  physically present on the
12017-18 session for spread | next date of hearing.

‘of education in the Minority

'people and ‘children. Shri | 2.7.2021

- Anowar Hossen further sub- |

'mitted that he was appointed  The Commission was not
'by Gramin Mukt Vidhyalaya  satisfied with reply on behalf
- Shiksha Sansthan (GMVSS) | of the respondent no.2. It
‘as Coordinator of the drop ' appears that Shri Sen was
‘out students from backward | not properly briefed by the
‘and Minority community in ' Secretary, Tripura Board of
Tripura. He also stated that Secondary Education. The
‘all the students are from Secretary on the last date of
financially poor families and | hearing was neither present
living in remote areas of nor given any intimation.
‘Tripura. Shri Hossen stated
‘that Gramin Mukt Vidhyalaya
' Shiksha Sansthan (GMVSS)




) o,, of Petitioner, Date of

had announced to conducti In Ilg:ht of the sdbmlssidns
examination and sent date | the Commission adjourned

sheets to students and cond- |
ucted practical examination |
Hfor both the classes but has |
'not conducted wrltten»
examination. He alleged that |
despite several efforts
‘regarding written exami-
nation for the session 2017-
18 with the Sansthan no
satisfactory response was |
received.

In view of the above, the
Commission decided to hold
ranother hearing.

' scapegoat

the hearing for 07.07.2021
and directed Secretary
Board to file a reply in writing
before the next date of
hearing.

20.12.2021

The Commission in view of
the submission of petitioner

tand respondent no.1 and

reply of the respondent
no.2, recommends Resp-
ondent no.2 Tripura Board
of Secondary Examination
to permit Respondent No.1
Gramin Mukt Vidhyalaya
Shiksha Sansthan GMVSS
to conduct examination of |
the students attached with
GMVSS of class 10th and

. 12th who have completed

their first year, in the interest
of justice as the students are
not at fault but are the
sufferers. The Board being a

- State Instrumentality cannot

be ignorant of the fact that |
students could not be made |
in the fight
between two institutions. It
is recommended that the

;iexamination process be
. completed within 30 days

and accordingly certificate

' be issued to students and to

?send report to the Com-

| mission.

‘The Commission took|
cognizance of the repres-§
. Mohd. Saqglain _ lentation received in the:
- R/o 4/415, Bakery Wali Gali Commission from Shri
- Johra Bagh, District-Aligarh, Mohd. Saglain regarding |
- Uttar Pradesh.

MIUP/700/304/2019

‘illegal construction on the |
i ;Waqf land in village
- Date of Hearing: 'Pilakhana, District Aligarh.

' 22.06.2021

i

The Commission in view of
the submission of the ADM,
directs Shri Saglain to visit

- ADM office along with all the

necessary files and docu-

‘ments in support of his

contentions for resolution of

'his grievance within 15

days. The matter stands

?disposed off in the Com-
[ mission.
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the Commission

' The petitioner in the represe-

ntation alleged that Shri.
'Qasim S/o Hasan Qasimand
others, of village Pilakhna.
\are encroa-ching into about
120 feet of Wagf land adjacent
‘ to their property.

éln view of the above, thez
| Commission decided to hold |

L | the hearing. |

6. MISC/MH/82/2017 { The Commission has rece- The Commission in view of
lived several representa- | the response of the parties
. Sh. Saleem Shaikh \tions from Shri Saleem | decided to recommend to
. Office No. 95 First Floor East Shaikh, for issuance of policy | RBI (i) to issue guidelines to |
s . Street Galleria, 2421, \guidelines for accepting ' all the Nationalized Banks
. East Street Camp, Pune, 'unregistered Hiba (Oral Gift) | similar to that of Punjab

|/Hibanama under Muslim | National Bank, (ii) all the

. Maharashtra -411001.

- Date of Hearing:
. 23.06.2021

|Law for grant of loan/ |
' security by the Banks in the |
light of the Supreme Court:
{judgment in Hafeeza Bibi &
| Ors Shaikh Farid by L.Rs &

nationalized Banks in turnto .
direct all its branches all
over India to follow the same |
and disposed off the
representation .

1Ors. (AIR 2011 SC 1695). |
' Shri Saleem Shaikh alleged !
‘that despite his letter dated |
104.11.2020 to the Chairman,
' State Bank of India regarding
issuance of policy guidelines
‘for acceptance of unregi-
 stered Hiba (Oral Gift) under
'Mohammadan Law for grant
. of loan/sureties in the light of
‘judgment of Hon'ble Supr-
‘eme Court in the matter of’
' Hafeeza Bibi & Ors vs. Shaik |
'Farid & Ors.{AIR 2011 SC|
11867}no reply has been
‘received. 1

In view of the above, the
' Commission decided to hold |
‘the hearing. ~

7. UP/113/00162/2021
3 ' Ms. Shehla Tahir,
Chairperson, Nagar Palika
Parishad, Nawab Ganj,
- District Bareilly, Uttar
- Pradesh.
 Date of Hearing:
- 25.06.2021

' The Commission took cogni-: The Commission directed
zance of the representation  the Addl. District Magistrate
from Ms. Shehla Tahir, to file a report within 7
' Chairperson Nagar Palika (seven) days and chair-
:P?”_Shad’ _Nawab Ganj, person's room should be
‘District Bareilly. “occupied by her free from
any interference fromany

Y@ AnNUALREPORT 202122
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inter alia alleging that she |
‘was removed from post of |
iChairp-erson of Nagar
'Palika Parishad without any |
'reason and harassed by
'Deputy District Magistrate, |
‘Nawab Ganj. It is further
jalleged that the Officer has |
/been humiliating her for the |
‘works legally done and to |
(tarnish the reputation of her |
{family in the city. It is further |
'stated that her husband Dr. |
iMohammad Tahir was
timplicated under the provi-
isions of Goonda Act.

'In view of the above, the .

| ' Commission decided to hold |

f i the hearing.

quar'ter to dls-charge her

work freely. It is also
recommended to provide
separate toilet for the lady
Chairperson of Nagar

! Palika.

i

i

;§The petitioner Dr. Shamim;g
'submitted that she was|
junlaw-fully suspended from |

8. | M/UP/112/00108/2021

. Dr.Shamim
| R/o SRA3A, Gyan Khand Ill,ithe post of Officiating Head ﬁ
éllndirapuram,Ghaziabad, ;Of the School at RaShtrlyaz
- Uttar Pradesh. Virjanand Andh Kanya
| 'Vidyalaya, Vikas Puri and
‘harassed by the Secretary of |
ithe School Society. She
'stated that she was susp- |
rended by the school society |
‘which was not ‘initially |
rapproved by the Director of |
'Education. She alleged that |
'she has not been paid salary |
'since November, 2020.

Date of Hearing:
1 05.07.2021

In view of the above, the|
{Commission decided to hold |
/the hearing i

The Commission after
hearing the parties directed
the respo-ndent authority to -

i revoke the suspension as

the petitioner has been
under suspension even
after 6 months without any |
cogent reason and the
Management is apparently
biased against the Peti-
tioner. The Commission
further ordered that Dire-
ctor, (Education) may
ensure that the petitioner is
re-instated and she gets all

“her pending dues and the

intervening period when she
was not allowed to enter the |
school be treated as on duty.

9. | S/JK/103/00012/2020

' The Commission took cogn- |
, 'izance of the repres-entation |
‘Shri Tejinder Jit Singh dated 09.11.2020 received |
'Brar, Sewa-ll Power Station, ifrom  Shri Tejinder Jit Singh |
‘Mashka Kathua, P.O.Bag ! Brar, working as Sr. Manager
‘No. 2, Samleu-176325, Dist. ' (Mechanical) in NHPC at
‘Chamba, J&K. ‘Sewa-Il, Power Station, |
i Date of Hearing: ‘Kathua, Jammu. |
101.07.2021, 09.07.2021

1.7.2021

The Commission after
hearing the parties was,

- however, not satisfied by the
' explanation given by Shri

Sarbhoy and directed himto
furnish the information on

- given four points along with
'supporting documents
- within a week and adjourned

 the hearing.
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Briefof the case

o Demsmnofthe Commlsswn S

* e submitied that he was | 9.7
?transferred to Power house .

i Operation and Maintenance |
' Division with reporting officer |
'Shri Mahesh Bajaj, Senior.

Manager- In-charge, Power-g
t house through General Man- |

ager, Shri Lakshmi Chand. |
iHe alleged that unlike other
‘SIX officers who were;
freportlng to Shri Mahesh
| Bajaj, he was not given clear |
imutually agreeable targets !
‘for a year, but his requests |

for fixing targets were turned |
ﬁdown by Shri Mahesh Bajaj |

‘and Shri Lakshmi Chand on:
‘the ground that Shri Rajan
Chief General
Manager is not giving clear |
 directions. He further alleged |
‘that despite his good|
his marks
iwere downgraded to lower
‘band in KPA for attributes, |
i like Competency, Value, and
' Potential with total score to
62 due to bias and.
‘discrimination. He submitted |
‘that review of PAR was done
' by an officer against whom a |
‘complaint was made. He '
'informed that the annual
‘rating has a direct impact on !
‘promotion and other ben-

Kumar

performance,

 efits.

;“-In view of the above, the_;-
'Commission decided to hold

‘another hearing.

The Commission after
hearing the parties sugg-
ested NHPC to review the
matter of the petitioner and
(find ways to improve the
: marks of the petitioner. The
' petitioner was also advised
' toimprove his inter personal
' relations with the officials

rand try to meet the expe-

ctation of his co-workers.

1.

10. M/UP/60/0166/2010

Shri Rafig Ahmed
- R/oMoh. Banjaran,
Nawabganj, District Bareilly,
- Uttar Pradesh.

The Petitioner approachedg

‘the Commission that despite

'his representation to various |

‘authorities the order dated
14.11.2019 was not comp-
‘lied with.

The Commission after hea-
ring both the sides observed
that it was not within the
ambit of Comme-ission to
facilitate posse-ssion of the

property in favour of Shri
Rafig Ahmed and hence
decided to dispose off the

_ XFB ANNUAL REPORT 202122

- Date of Hearing:
- 12.07.2021

| petition.




iIn the representatlon dated |
109.01.2021 the petitioner '
‘stated that he took poss-
‘ession of the said property.
‘He alleged that Inspector in |
§charge of Police Station |
{Nawabganj called him on*
107.01.2021 and abused and |
.physmally assaulted him. He |
(also submitted that a challan !
*under section 151 of Cr. PC
s jwas issued against him. |

gln view of the above, the;
i Commission decided to hold
the hearing. |

1. JIDL/04/00014/2021

' ShriR.C. Jain

' A-50, 1st Floor, Gate No. -3, |
' Gali No. 1, Mahendru

I Enclave, Delhl -110033,

Date of Hearing:
- 19.07.2021

The Commission took cogn- | The Commission after
lizance of the representation | hearing the parties and on
'dated 23.03.2021 of ShriR.C | the request of the petitioner
'Jain regarding harassment . and oral acceptance
‘and discrimination by Cen-* thereon given by the Bank's

{tral Bank of India, Karol | ' representative, recomme-
'Bagh, Branch, New Delhi. nded that the Bank be
‘The Petitioner stated that he | ; granted three months' time
‘took loan 20 years back from ' to Petitioner to settle the
ithe respondent Bank. He ' account and in case the
‘alleged that bank has | petltlonerbrmgsacustomer

iwrongly made his accountas | the Bank may co-operate in

'Non- Performing Account showmgtheproperty, during

'(NPA). He also stated that a ' which process, proper
‘detailed clarification was | record along with video
'given by him but no one from | clipping may be maintained.
‘the Bank is ready to listen. |

'He further alleged that in

12017, two crore was’

sanctloned by the Bank as '

‘Working Capital Limits but |

‘the same was not released |

on time. The Petltloner{

(further alleged that in one of

‘his accounts, overdraft limit

‘was 50 lakhs but the same

‘'was unilaterally reduced to

24 lakhs without any reason.
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(alleged that the Bank has |
__several schemes for set-
‘tlement of NPA accounts
‘under Non- Discreti-onary /|

4 ’Non Discriminatory (NDND)

{but the Bank in connivance |
wrth dealers/ brokers is bent‘
upon to sell his property
'mortgaged with the Bank. |

‘The Petitioner stated that he
”[I‘Ied to submit a letter dated |

122.3.2021 to the Bank'sy
‘authorities but they refused |

ito accept the letter. Itis also !
' stated that in the letter that |
!he is willing to repay the
‘bank’ dues in terms of
;Banks Non- Dlscretronary/
i Non-Discriminatory Scheme |
' but the Bank manager is not
ready to listen.

‘In view of the above, the
I Commission decided to hold
‘the hearlng e

The Petltloner further

12. . M/UP/110/00037/2021

- Shri Qutubuddin

' R/o Harijan Basti,
- Nawabganj, District Bareilly, |
- Uttar Pradesh.

'The Commission received a
‘representation on 14.01.-
12021 from petitioner, Shri!
' Qutubuddin regarding en-v
' croachment of his land by
‘land mafia. The petitioner !
- stated that he along with his

Date of Hearing:19.07.2021 relatives is co-owner of the |

| | property measuring 6 Bighas |
lout of Gata No. 340 of an
area of 2.153 hectare in.
'Village Mundia Jagir purch-
‘ased from Shri Mohd. Azhar
‘and Mohd. Athar, both sons |
of Anwar Hussain on
103.11.2012, duly registered |
-with the concerned authority.
‘The petitioner further sub-
‘mitted that thereafter the (co-
‘owners of the above property
viz. ‘

'The Commission directed

' the Revenue Authority to
dem-arcate the property
measuring quarter to 6
bigha in Gata No. 340 of an
area 2.153 hectare in
Village Mundia Jagir, Tahsil
Baheri, Bareilly and
handover possession of the
'land to Petitioner which is
registered in his name. The
Commission also decided to
visit the site in due course.




NO of Petlt;oner Date bf hearmg S

NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR MINORITIES

*NaSIl‘Uddln

¢ Hanif Khan and Mohd. Irfan) |
,purchased a property,
‘measuring 5 Bigha, 10

' Biswa.
‘He also

informed that!

‘Nasiruddin died due to
(accident and Khusruddin, |
father of Nasiruddin and |
{Hanif Khan have become |
idishonest and refused to get
the property transferred in |
‘his name. He alleged that
'Mohd. Hanif and Khusruddin
!fraudulently sold part of the |

’property to Sh.

Gaus'!

‘Mohammad & others. The
| petitioner further submitted |
‘that proceeding under!
,sectlon 116 of Revenue Act. |
‘has been filed before the
Deputy District Magistrate,
‘Bahedi in 2020, which is’
‘pending. The petitioner !

‘alleged that Shri

Gaus !

iMohammad and others with |

‘the help of land mafia are

trying to encroach portion of |
'land and are carrying illegal
‘construction. He also stated |
‘that a complaint was ‘filed
‘with the concerned Police |
'Station and alleged that
‘Police Inspector, Shri Daya .

‘Shankar,

has demanded

‘bribe of Rs. 2 lac to maintain

' status quo.

gln view of the above, the
-Commission decided to hold

'the hearing.

~ [Decision of the Commission

Qutubuddm

~ 13. M/DL/113/00118/2020
Shri Amiruddin
: S/o Mohd. llyas, K-311,

5 ' The Commission took cogni-

'Amiruddin,

1 27.07.2021
‘zance of the representation
‘dated 01.12.2020 of Shri The Commission in view of

' the contradiction as
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Kathaputll Colony,
. Pandav Nagar,
| Delhi-110008

- Date of Hearing:
27 07.2021, 14.12.2021

S/o Mohd Illyas regardmg pomted out dlrected DDA to
'harassment and torture by ' verify its record pertaining to
§DDA officials. The Petitioner ' Election ID of the petitioner
‘has stated that in pursuance ' and submit report within 15
'to notice dated 31.05.2017 of ' days. The petitioner was
DDA, he has deposited all | directed tofile its rejoinder to

/the documents for allotment | the reply of DDA. Further,

‘of Jhuggi in his name in the Commission will also
Katpulti JJ Colony with the | verify the genuineness of
department. He alleged that | the Election ID submitted by
despite providing all relevantgfthe petitioner from the
documents such as Ration  Election Commission of
Card, Aadhar Card, Driving | India.
Licence, Punjab National]
Bank Pass-book, HDFC | 14.12.2021
i Bank Passbook, UCO Bank |
| Pass book, CopyofPassport The Commission after
,and Voter ID issued by hearing both the parties is of
Election Commission,  the view that there is prima
' showing his possession and | facie error while conducting
'address at K-311, Kathputli the process of identification
;J J. Colony and filing|as the documents such as
' photographs of his Jhuggi, Voter ID Card -of 2009
ithe DDA officials due to| besides Pass Port dated
‘malafide are not allotting 17.06.2014, Pass Book of -
Jhuggiin his name. | Bank, Driving License of
f . 2012 issued by the Trans-
In view of the above, the | port Authority are that of the
Commission decidedtohold i address of K-311. The
another hearing ; Commission without going
: ' into allegation and counter
i allegation made by the
| parties, recommended DDA
' to allot flat as per scheme for
- the legitimate claim of the
- petitio-ner and also the
' petitioner may not have
'impression that he was
~deprived of his rights
| because he belongs to a
- Minority community. Areport
in this regard may be
submitted by the DDA within
30 days




' Mr.Junior John

¢ S/o Late K.M. John,

- R/oKaniyamkunnel| House,
| Village & PO Kannakary,

' Taluk- Meenachil,

- District-Kottayam,

| Kerala

Date of Hearing:
 10.08.2021

The Commission took éogn-v

75!
3
3
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AL

ot

' The Commission after
lizance of the representation | hearing the respondents
‘dated 09.08.2019 of Mr. | directed the respondents to
{Junior John, District Kott- | file their reply so that same
iayam, Kerala. The petitioner; can be sent to the Petitioner
thas stated that he joined | for filing rejoinder. The |
'Kerala police on 01.04.1993 | matter was adjourned.

'as a constable but due to |

'back pain he couldn't|

icontinue further training. He |

submitted a leave appl- |

iication on medical grounds.j

‘He was forced to undergo |

'medical examination before |

'the Medical Board in Trissur |

\without considering his |

;application. He submitted a

'medical certificate but that |

/was rejected because it was

lissued by a private doctor. |

‘He was removed from |

'service on the basis of the |

' medical certificate issued by |

'the Medical Board. Later on, |

‘he approached court and |

‘court directed to Govt. |

| Secretary for his personal |

‘hearing. He again went

'through the medical exam- |

lination conducted by Special |

‘Medical Board referred by |

' State Medical Board and in

'the report it was cleared that

‘hisillness can'tbe cured. |

?ln view of the above, thef
' Commission decided to hold
'the hearing. 5

| 15. 269/VC/AR/10/2021-NCM

 Mohd. Hanif

- R/o7571, Quresh Nagar,
' Sadarbazar, Delhi.

' Date of Hearing:

- 14.12.2021

' The Commission took cogni-  14.12.2021
'zance of the Representation

of Shri Mohd. Hanif rega- The Commission after
'rding alleged denijal of ' hearing both the sides is of
‘treatment of Mohd Aamir by | the considered view that the
'Manipal Hospital, Dwarka. It Hospital is not sensitive to
is stated that he belongs to the health and life of the
-economically weaker section | petitioner and despite their
f - own recomm-endation
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‘and is under treatment since |

12019 in Manipal Hospital,

'Dwarka. He

further sub-

‘mitted that as per advice of |
‘the doctor he has to undergo

‘kidney transplant.

He |

‘alleged that despite doctor's

‘recommendation for ope-
iration, the Hospital has not

for operation is also available

life.

'hearing.

conducted operation so far. |
He also submitted that donor |

i

but for the reason best|
known to the hospital he has |
inot been operated upon so
‘far and he apprehend for his

'In view of the above, the
' Commission decided to hold |

month of 2021, the hospital
is taking plea regarding

patient's eligibility and that
transplant will be done in

due course.

. The Commission recomm-
ended Hospital to complete -
the due process and admit
the petitioner within 10 days

to start the process of

transplant and report to the

Commission.

recommendation for trans-
plant in 2019 even in last

16. M/UP/319/727/2018

" ShriJawad Ahmed
- S/o ShriAbdul Gaffar,
' R/0 209, Tank Road,

'Sunil Kumar, Forest Guard
Ifiled a complaint on 19.11.-

' Petitioner Shri Jawad Ahmed |
' submitted a comp-laint dated |
111.02.2021 stating that Shri

| 7th Cross, N.R Mohalla, 2020 at P.S. Bhopa. In the

. Mysore, Karnataka.

Date of Hearing:
05.10.2021,23.11.2021

‘complaint it is alleged that
' Smt. Nazia Afridi and her son |
lin-law Sufi Jawad Ahmed
' (Petitioner) and others have |
‘destroyed part of reserved

forest land by raising const- |
‘ruction, changing and alte-
'ring position of public land
‘and pruning/cutting trees on |

119.11.2020.

'He further stated that on the
'date of incidence he was at
village Bhaisondi Sharif
' Dargah, District Rampur. At

'the time of occurrence as

‘mentioned in the report filed
by the Forest Employee, he

‘was about 200 KM away

I parties
' Senior Superin-tendent of

5.10.2021

The Petitioner urged thatno

construction has been

raised by him, as alleged by
the Respondent, since he is |
not a permanent resident
and any construction made

would have been made

earlier. In view of the above
submissions the Comm-

ission decided to call the
officials from the Forest

Department and the 10 who
has conducted the enquiry/
investigated the matter, and, -
decided to adjourn the

Hearing.

23.11.2021

The Commission in view of

the submission of both the
recommended

Police

f17.§
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[Decisionorthe Commission

§from village Biharigarh at Toll;i3 Muzaffarnagar to get the

‘Plaza Naimatpur. He also | matter reinvestigated and
istated that he filed angproceed in accordance with
‘affidavit with SSP Muzaf- ' law against those who are
farpur stating whole facts. |

Wagf Tribunal, Lucknow are
pending with

lenquire the case properly.

another hearing.

ithat cases at Civil Judge, |
i Senior Division, Muzaffar |
nagar and at Uttar Pradesh |

'The Petitioner further stated |

i

i
i
i

regard to§g
dispute against Forest

3

Authority. The petitioner req- |
uested the Commission that |
Police may be directed to

In view of the above, the;g
| Commission decided to hold 2

involved in the alleged
offences. The Police should
ensure that no innocent
person is harassed and face
rigors of criminal proc-
eedings.

17,

| SIDL/319/36/2018

Shri M.S. Randhawa

gThe Commission took |

' cognizance of the petition |

| dated 09.03.2018 of Shri |

. 222, Rashpati Board Cabinet M.S. Randhawa. The
 Petitioner submitted that he |
| is the owner of property at
' khasra No. 1/18, meas- |
property of the petitioner

' Apartments, Plot No. -3,

' Sec.-10, Dwarka, New Delhi
Date of Hearing:
- 11.10.2021-09.11.2021

uring 1008 sq. yrds. in

‘village Dhulsiras, New |
' Delhi. The. said plot is |
| situated under high tension |
| wire, where no construction
| is allowed. He alleged that |
' some anti-social elements |

'such as Raj Narain
constructed two storied
building on the part of land

He alleged that despite
“several complaints filed

i

11.10.2021

The Commission after
hearing the petitioner and
the respondent and per-
using the record, dir-ected
respondent to get the

vacated as per the SDM's
report dated 21.01.-2021
and to demolish/remove the
encroachment with the help
of the concerned Police
authorities within 3 weeks

land submit compliance
‘report at least three days

 prior to the next date of

- of his plot and on DDA land. |

hearing i.e. 09.11.2021. |t

I was further decided to write
'to the Commissioner of

' before the. Municipal '
| Authority, Police, and Elec-
' tricity Department, no action
has been taken by the |
- authorities. He further su-
| bmitted that despite order |
tion of the property of Shri

| dated 24.05.2018 to dem-
- olish the offending portion
' illegally occupied,

Police, Delhi with a copy to
the Dy. Commissioner of
Police, South-West to
provide necessary police
assistance to the Resp-
ondent Authority for vaca-

M.S. Randhawa.
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{the order was not complied | 9.11.2021
| by the concerned Authority. |
| . The Commission after hea-
'In view of the above, the ' ring the petitioner and the
' Commission decided to hold | respondent recom-mended
janother hearing. ' that no action be taken on
S ' those properties on which |
- stay orders have been given
| by Hon'ble Delhi High Court
iand Appe-llate Tribunal, |
'MCD. However, appro-
| priate action may be taken
i by respondent Authority on
| the remaining properties not |
2 ' covered under the Stay |
| orders. 5

i

18. | M/UP/101/00445/2020

Smt. Parveen Begum
' W/o Shri HajiAafaq,

| R/219,Guljare Ibrahim,
Bhumia ka Pul,

i Distt. Meerut,

Uttar Pradesh.

Date of Hearing:
| 25.10.2021,07.12.2021,
03.01.2022

' The Commission took | 25.10.2021

cognizance of the Com- |
plaint dated 04.09.2020 | The Commission after
received on 10.09.2020. | hearing both the sides
Shri Suhail, son of the ' recommended that inquiry
petitioner Smt. Parveen | should be conducted by a
Begum submitted that his | Senior IAS Officer of the |
father, Haji Aafaq had ' Government of UP partic-
- purchased a property No. | yjarly when there is
| 220 twenty years back at | gjlegation against the then
. Bhumia ke Pul and he was | gp "City. It is also recom- |
running arestaurantonpart  ,ended that if the
- of the property. He also  petitioner's claim on pro-
gsubmltted. that his fath,er Cperty is true, the pos- ;
Eqaadd anapd?IrrggfvlunsmoiT}[?e- i session should be given to
‘ - them as that of 28.07.2020 |

restaurant. In 2015 his | -
. father was admitted in Pant and. t.he property of the
- petitioner should be

' Hospital, Delhi due to heart ;

' problem and had under- | protected. It is also recom- |

' gone heart operation. Due | mended that FIRs of theft |

' foill health of his father, Shri | registered against the -
- petitioner and her family

' Qadir started looking after | a4 Oel & v
" may be examined in view of |

 the business of restaurant ) ; ,
" on a commission basis. He the observation made in the

further stated- that after report of the SDM( City). A~
" Covid lockdown the resta- | report in this regard should
urant was closed as the be submitted to the
business had badly affe- Commission by Dece-
. cted. He informed the mber 2021.
' Commission that his father

thereafter decided to cons-

truct a new Complex and
demolished the old building
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' Healleged that Shri Qadir on
124.06.2020 came and
| insisted to run the restaurant |
- and if he will not be allowed, |
' threatened for the life of his |
| father and family members |
‘and to implicate them in
He further
_ Commission |
' that his father due to fear of |
Qadir filed a case before the
Civil Judge, Senior Division, |
In the suit the |
Hon'ble Court was pleased |
quo order on |
He further|
alleged that on 14.08.2020, |
‘at around 6 P.M., Qadir
Police |
| persons of Police Station |
Lesadi gate andg 20-30
criminal elements (Gundas) |
came to his place and|
disregarding the status quo |
order of the Hon'ble Court |
started beating them and |
' damaging their belonging_;‘
_ items. He
' further alleged that when he
| tried to show the status quo |
- order passed by the Courtto |
the police, they said that |
such orders are thrown in |
the dustbin in the Police |
station. He further alleged |
that the Police, Lesadi gate |
came to SSP Office and took
them to Police station and |
in police
' Custody and on the next day
' the Police registered g false |
' case against him, his father
~and uncle and arrested

false cases.
" informed the

Meerut.

to pass status
28.07.2020.

‘along with 10-12

"and house hold

'lodged them

- them. He alleged that the

 Police is helping the
- report of the Chief Devel-
! - opment Officer may be
' In view of the above, the
- Commission decided to hold

" accused Shri Qadir.

" hearing.

& o

7.12.2021

The Commission after
hearing both the sides
recommend that the peti-
tioner should be called in
the inquiry proceeding by
the Chief Development
Officer, District Meerut and
the report of the Chief
Development Officer may
be provided to the Comm-
ission as well, It is also :
recommended that GST
Department ang Nagar
Nigam may start app-
ropriate proceeding against
Mohd. Qadir for obtaining
GST by filing false doc- |
uments. i
The matter is adjourned to
03.01.2022.

3.1.2022

The Commission after
hearing both the Sides
recommended that the
petitioner should be called
in the inquiry proceeding
conducted by the Chief
Development Officer, Dijs-
trict Meerut. The District
Magistrate is also recom-
mended that other police
officers as mentioned in the
report of the Ld. ADM City,
who were involved in haras-
sing petitioner and her
family members on the
basis of false Cases filed
against them py Mohd.
Qadir, be also included in
the inquiry before the Chief
Development Officer. The

provided to the Commis-
sion as well. |t is further

recommended that
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Electricity Department méy

the Gommission

' take action to remove the
- electricity meter got

installed by Mohd. Qadir in
the premises of the

petitioner on the basis of
forged documents. |
The GST Department and
Nagar Nigam may expedite

appropriate proceeding ag-
ainst Mohd. Qadir for obta- |
ining GST by filing false

: documents. :
| The District Magistrate and
; SSP, Meerut are also |
irecomm-ended to be
- personally present on the
' next date of hearing. The
. matteris adjourned.

19.

i
H
i
i

i
H

i

| R/lo Moh. Gher

M/UP/110/00305/ 2021

Shri Shabih Ahmad

' Mutawalli and Mohd. Khalid

S/o Shri Ehsaan Ahmad,
Munaf,

' Amroha, Uttar Pradesh.

Date of Hearing:
' 22.11.2021

| The Commission took cogn-
izance of the repres-
entation of Shri Shabih
- Ahmad, Mutawalli, Mohd.
Khalid S/o Ehsaan Ahmad,
Amroha regarding in action
in demolishing and sealing
of unauthorized under cons-
truction shops in Waqf
No.951, Amroha by few
influential/powerful persons.
The petitioner has stated

on4.6.2021.

0.8.2021,

20.10.2021. The

received.

{
i
i
{
H
i
{
i
{
i
i
1
i

¢
i

| Report was sought from:
District Managing and.
Senior Superintendent of
Police, District Amroha, vide |
letter dated 16.7.2021
followed by reminders dated |
24.9.2021 and
reply/
report was not been:

In view of the above, the‘

! Commission decided to hold !

' the hearing.

The Commission after
hearing the parties
recommended the police to |
implement the order passed
by the Competent Authority |
i.e. Civil Court as there is no .
stay in the appeal. It is also |
recommended that the
appeal filed by the opposite

party may be decided by the
District Magistrate at the
earliest as the same is

that the under construction : pending since long.
shops in front of Waqf.
no.951, were demolished by
the some powerful persons. |
 The matter was registered |
. with the District Magistrate
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' The Commission took

' cognizance of the repr-

G
(AQ PN
H ki

;{isin_f

' ShriMohan Singh ' esentation dated 13.8.2019 ' both parties decided to visjt
- S/o ShriAmreek Singh, ' received from Mohan Singh ' Gurudwara Babg Budha
'R/o Village Hathmana inter alia stating that | Saheb Uttam Nagar, Tehsi|

| Pargana Choy

, Bahedi,

mala, Tehsil

! Dist. Bareilly, Uttar Pradesh.

‘ Date of Hearing: 22.11.2021 |

§

1 02.08.2017 in
' ment-ioned that if the road

Gurudwara Babg Budha
Saheb Uttam Nagar, Tehsil
Bahedi is situ-ated at
NH74. He alleged that the
authorities deliberately
gave curve to the roaq and
trying to demolish the
Gurudwara. The petitioner
placed a report dated
which it is

Bahedion 11.12.2021. The
Commission in the mean-

: While decided to obtain the ,

' was not curved the Gur- |
udwara could haye been |
saved from demolition. Shyi
Singh also placeq 3 letter |
' dated 11.11.2019 of the

' Addl.

District Magistrate,

' Bareilly stating that if the
' acquisition was done from
- both sides of the road, the

technica] opinion of
concerned department of
IIT Roorkee, whether the .
road can be aligned with oy .f
demoh’shing the buildings in
existence as claimed by the
petitioner ang without going
into long drawn procedure
as submitted by the NHA|.
The site plan Submitted by
both the parties may pe
provided to |IT Roorkee for

'its technicalopinion.
A reply has ben received
from IIT Roorkee stating

that (i) As such road can'tbe

‘ aligned withoyt demo-
Gurudwara ang school i lishing either the existing
§Couldhavebeensaved. ' buildings (School ang
| ; | shops of Gurudwara Sahib)
f j " In view of the above, the "OR buildings on other side
| ' Commission decided to | of road. (i) If instead of
hold the hearing, ' school ang shops of
| | Gurudwara Sahib,  build-
- ings on other side of roaqd

- are to be demolished, the
proper procedure of NHAI
is to be followed along with

' compensation. (iii) Prese-
ntly there is no traffic
- congestion on the roaq
' However, in future, traffic
' may increase ang conge-
- stion may occur.

In view of the reply of IIT,
 casehasbeen disposed of.
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' Shri Saeed Ahmad

'~ Slo ShriKhalilAhmad,

. R/o Moh. Godam Kasba
. & Thana Baheri,
District Bareilly,

- Uttar Pradesh.

1. | M/UP/110/00277/2021

Date of Hearing: 23.11.2021

i

The pe |tioher Shri Saeed
Ahmad in his repres-

| entation inter alia stated |
' that he is owner of property |
- appears he is not interested

- at Gata No. 407 measuring

. 0.238 Hectare situated at |
' Village Bahedi MBA, Tehsil
| decided to close the matter. |
He alleged that Zahiruddin |

and Nizamuddin both sons |

of Khalil Ahmad, R/o Moh. |
Islam Nagar, Vill. & PS |
Bahedi have encroached !
upon his land of above Gata |
No. 407. He has stated that |
measurement of the land :
was done by the former |
' SDM on 18.6.2020 but
' above encro-achers have |
not removed the encro-
achment. He alleged that
several complaints were |
| filed against them but no :
action have been taken. He
alleged that present SDM |
Shri Rajesh Chandra has :
connived with Zahiruddin !

Bahedi, District Bareilly, UP.

and Nizamuddin.

In view of the above, the
Commission decided to |
- hold the hearing. ‘

. As both the parties are not
. present and the petitioner
' has not communicated

about his absence it

in pursuing his grievance,

hence the Comm-ission

2. M/UP/110/00577/2021

' ShriArif
- Shrilkram,
' R/oVillage

' Nanheda, Buddhakheda,

' P.S.Naagal,

. Tehsil Deoband,

! District Saharanpur,
- Uttar Pradesh.

' Date of Hearing: 29.11.2021,

- 7.12.2021

' petitioner stated that on

his wife Smt. Imrana purch-

. ased agricultural

land

measuring 0.0170.85 hect-
. are out of Khasra no. 221
rakba 0/207 from Shri

sideration. The petitioner

' basis of Bainama allegedly
~ executedin 1994.

' The Commission took  29.11.2021
. cogni-zance of the repres-
~entation of Shri Arif. The = The Commission in view of -
' the submission of the

1 22.12.1995 he alongwith

parties, recommended

- Tehsildar to initiate appro-
| priate action against Shri |
. Alamgir under the relevant

' provision of Cr. P.C. within |

‘ . X - one week.
Kartar Singh against con- The Commission also
- recommended that matter

submitted that one Shri = ¢ ghrj Arif may be decided

- Alamghir fraudulently got 5 inform the Commission

~his name mutated on the on the next date of hearing

- on07.12.2021.
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' The petitioner further sub-
- mitted that he obtained g
'document from the
' concerned revenue depar-
! tment establishing that Shri
' Kartar Singh has not
' executed any Bainama in

The Commission in view of
the submission of the
parties, recommended as

- follow:

| the year 1994. There after |

| mutation done in favour of
¢ Alamghir was cancelled but
' the department has not
| mutated property in his
i favour.

i

In view of the above, the
: Commission decided to
holdanotherhearing.

{

(i) The District Magistrate
Saharanpur to initiate
appropriate action against
Shri Alamgir under the
relevant provision of Cr.
P.C. within 10 days as he
had filed sale deed of 1994
which was found fabricated ;
by the Competent Authority
and his sale deed was
cancelled;

(i) The Commission further
recommend that the bar of
section 168Aof UPZALR
Act, taken by the Tehsildar

| does not arise as the land
- falls within the Aabadi Area

and not an agricultural land
as claimed by petitioner. In

. view of the decision in the

| case of Ram Kali Vs. State
- of UO & Ors. [2006 (101)
| RD7(H)], the process of
i mutation of the property in

favour of Shri Arif and his
wife Smt. Imrana may be
decided within 10 days and

' to inform the Commission
- thereafter, failing which
- another hearing may be
- fixed.

23. M/UK/104/00020/2020

Smt. Anjum

 Date of Hearing: 29.11.2021

gThe Commission took§
| cognizance of the repr-

. esentation of Smt, Anjum,
- W/o ShriAleem, | wife of Shri Aleem. In the |
' Village Sikrodha, ' representation it is alleged |
. P.S.Bhagwanpur, District, | that the Pdlice has falsely |
- Haridwar, Uttrakhand. . implicated the husband of ;

- petitioner in false criminal

The Commission in view of
the submission of the
respondent decided to
close the matterin NCM.
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: social

| case. It is alleged that on |
i 03.06.2020 police in civilian
- dress came to her house
~and forcibly took her

- husband. It is also stated

- that on 04.06.2020 she
t come to know through
i media that her
i husband was taken to
- Saharanpur and was shot |
- athis legin fake encounter.

“In view of the above, the |
. Commission decided to |

" hold the hearing.

' M/OR/113/00002/2021

' Mohd. Moijibullah Khan
. R/o Plot No.-9,

i Indraprastha, Phase-1,

- Pokhariput,

- Bhubaneshwar, District

. Khordha,Odisha.

- Date of Hearing: 07.12.2021

‘The Commission took
rcogniz-ance of the repre-

sentatlon dated 22.02.2021:
fof Mohammed Mouxbullah

than R/o Plot No-9, Indra-!
Pokh-
‘ariput, Bhuban- eshwar Dis- |

iprastha Phase-1,

_trlct Khordha, Odisha. The!
| petitioner stated that he is a
’permanent employee of
‘National Informatics Centre
:In the present post of
i Scientist-E. NIC conducts
'yearly Promotion Review for
‘the employees of different
posts In his post, after the
;ReSIdency Period of five:
lyears is over, an employee
ibecomes eligible for in-situ
‘promotion to next hlgher
Igrade in accordance with the
‘Flexible Compensatory

' Scheme (FCS). Accordingly, |

ahe became eligible for!
i promotion to higher grade
El e. Scientist-F on 01.1.2018. .

:Since the aforesaid policy

‘allows only three conse-

‘cutive chances of Prom-
‘otional Review, he appeared
'in three consecutive Prom-.

‘otional Reviews in the year
12018, 2019 and 2020 and
‘was not given promotion
{without

The Commission decided |

towritea letter to Ministry
of Electronic and

mation Technology, Gove-

rnment of India to relax the

existing policy to minimize
the chances of discrim-

ination, giving the benefit of -
doubt to the Petitioner and

his allegation that asses-
sment was not done
properly. The petitioner's
case should be considered
as an exceptional case and

provided one more chance

of assessment. NIC may
provide copy of the letter

- sent to Ministry regarding

relaxation in the policy to
enable the Commission to
write to MIETY. The caseis
therefore closed in the
Commission.

Infor-
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i assigning a_ny reason to
- him by NIC till date. Now as |

' per FCS policy, there is no
- more chance available to

- him for promotion and he
. has more than 5 years to
‘' retire and his carrier
i prospect will be hampered.

' He alleged that he was

deprived of promotion for
being a Minority. He also
alleged that those persons

i who got promoted in his

place have less cont-
ribution, achievement,
award, appreciation etc.

In view of the above, the |

' Commission decided to |
hold the hearing. i

| 25-5 M/UP/110/00353/2021

Shn Jahid Hasan
. S/o Sayyed Hasan, Address,
' House no. 67, Mohalla Qazi
' ZadGan, Chandpur, District
| Bunaur Uttar Pradesh.

| DateofHeanng: 27.12.2021

' The Commission
| cognizance of the repre- |
| sentation of Shri

. Shri
- Aadil, Aatir and others. Shri
Nadeem Ahmad appearing

Jahid

Hasan regarding illegal
ancestors of the petitioner by

Shamshool Haque,

. for Jahid Hasan submitted
. that land of khasra no. 1528
fand 1531 at Mohalla Mufti
- Saray (Satila Wali Chungi) |
. are NZA land. He submitted
 that his forefather Ghulam |
- Mustafa had purchased the |
' same on 4th February 1880. | i.e. 19.04.2018, 18.07.2018,
' According to Sale Deed
¢ Khasra Nos. 910, 911, 913,
- 912 are at present comes

- under Khasra No. 1528 at

- Satila wali

- alleged that Shri Shamshul
- Haque, Adil, Atir and others
~in connivance with the
- Lekhpal, Chandpur encroa-
- ched upon his land. He
' further alleged that accused |
persons based on a Hiba !
' Nama of 1918 in favour of !

took

The Commission after
hearing both the sides

. recommends that District
| Magistrate, Bijnaur should

encroachment on the land of | shift the Lekhpal from the

case and thereafter seek
fresh report about the
possession of the land in
Khasra Nos. 1528 and 1531.

- The District Magistrate

should also direct an enquiry
agamst the Lekhpal why he
has given four different

' reports in respect of the land

' under Khasra Nos. 1528 and -

1531 on four different dates

1 03.05.2019 and 20.10.2021.

' The SDM is recommended
~ that while considering the
| case pending before him,

Chungi.He

should consider fresh report

! of Lekhpal and should not
- take cognizance of the
- different reports submitted

by the earlier Lekhpal while
passing orders in this case.

Amnexure-I  Cases Heard by Commission during 2021-2022 G




. their great grandmother,
- Tarifun Nisa managed to
. show possession on the
- above khasra numbers by
misleading the Lekhpal. It |
was further alleged that |
Ashok Kumar, Lekhpal has :
given four different reports |
in respect of same property |
at the behest of the |

accused persons.

In view of the above, the
Commission decided to .

- hold the hearing.

onfthe Gommission

| 26.  SIHP/B01/3/2018

i - Kullu, District Kullu,
- Himachal Pradesh.

' Date of Hearing:
29.12.2021

Shr| Parvinder Singh,
' R/o Plot No.8, Dhalpur

?The Petitioner in his rep-
' resentation dated 02.09.- |

1 2021 has stated that in
pursuance to the Comm-
 ission's decision and visit of |

! Hon'ble Vice Chairman dt.

1 28.11.2020,
. allotted a shop near Banga |
. Traders Dhalpur,

 measuring 14*40 sq.ft on

' no.8 Municipal Council,

* just besides his shop there

- surrounding area are not

" his shop

%The Commission after:

. hearing both the sides, re- |
commended Shri Ashutosh
Garg, Deputy Commi-
ssioner, Kullu to look into .

the matter pers-onally
he was |

keeping in view the agony

i and harassment suffered

Kullu | by the Petitioner and his

: family due to wrath of the

' ground floor in lieu of plot | 1984 riots coupled with
| devastating fire of 1992 in

- Dhalpur Bazar main market 'y hich the Petitioner |

- measuring 13*35 sq. ft. He ' g fared loss of his live- |

- further stated that he lihood. The case of the

- applied ‘and got water ' pogiioner should be con-

. connection and electric i sidered sympathetically

' connection. The Petit-ioner ' -~ * - b |
- alleged that according to and he may. e compe
the decision dated nsated as per law and as
| 28.11.2020 it was assured | fécommended by the

' that size of the plot will be = Commission. The Comm-
' 14*40 (560 sq.ft.) but the ission also recommended ]
' size of the allotted shop is | that in case backside shop

~less than 560 sq.ft i.e.442 ;
only. It was also stated that | be made available for |
- Petitioner an alternative

“is a public urinal and the = Pplace may be allotted to him
- and report to Commission

" conducive and unhygienic & within 30 days. The matter

- and without ventilation. He |
- requested the Commission
that he may be allotted
- space situated just behind

due to some reason cannot

is adjourned.
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since long.

- unused and lying vacant |

In view of the above, the |
Commission decided to |

hold the hearing.

| 27. NCM/81/101/2021

Shri Raghubir Singh Gill
President Shri Guru Singh

| Sabha (Regd.) Dadar,
' Mumbai & Ors.

Date of Hearing:

| It has been brought to the
: notice of the Commission
{ that Sikh's characters in

i
i

!

movies, T.V serials etc. are

| often not portrayed in the
' right perspective, respe-

 cting the philosophy, history
‘and culture of the Sikh
¢ Minority Community. The

: The Commission recomm-
| ends/advises the respond-
| ents that when members
| are selected in the Commi-
| ttee, it should be kept in

consideration that they are
having knowledge of
philosophy, history and

| 29.12.2021 F wspatios preiaction oF S | culture of the respective
Cogmmun?tyj hurts their  religions as well so that they
religious sentiments. The may t?e responsible for their
| petitioners requested the | decision and at least two
' Commission that prior to | Meémbers from each
' giving permission for | community should be ap-
5 - viewing, the Censor Board = Pointed. Due care should
- should ensure that memb- = be taken while projecting
; ers from the Minority | image of the Minorities
i comm-unities have repr- ’ Community related to film
| esentation so that movies | scenes. The respondent
- and or TV serials may not | No.1 Ministryis leftto takea
- contain material which | decision and report to the
i could be offensive to their . Commission as early as
: religious sentiments. | possible.
' In view of the above, the |
- Commission decided to |
| . hold the hearing.
28, ' The Commission took co- = 23.02.2022

- S/DL/801/2018

. Smt. Amarjit Kaur

. W/o Late Sh.Ved Prakash,
. Alottee of CRT No.23 at |
- Baird Road/Doctor Lane,
¢« New Delhi.

Date of Hearing:
- 23.02.2022, 23.03.2022

- gnizance of the

repres-

' entation dated 17.01.2018
- of the petitioner regarding
long delay of almost 22-23 |

! years in transfer of cycle |

- repair shop- CRT No. 23 at |
- Baird Road/ Doctors Lane
- infavour of the

~ petitioner, after the death of

‘ her

husband Shri Ved

- Prakash, being his legal
- heir by the NDMC.

- Commission,

The Commission was not at
all convinced by the reply of
the Respondent, NDMC
and was of the view that
since 2018 when the
Petitioner appro-ached the
the NDMC
has not done justice with

- her for the last four and half
' years and the officers
- nominated/ present were
- not able to satisfactorily

reply to the queries of the

- Commission.
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“IDecision of the Commission

' In view of the above, the | The Commission after
' Commission decided to " hearing the parties recom- ’
'~ hold another hearing. “mended Respondent,
7 * NDMC to decide the case of ;
' the Petitioner within 3
- weeks and file action taken
report on the next date of -
hearing on 23.03.2022.

' Secretary, NDMC is dire- 1
' cted to be present during |
! the next hearing.

23.03.2022

. The Commission accepted
the undertaking that the
- status quo of the position
- will be maintained and the
' Petitioner will not be
- disturbed of its possession. |
' The Commission recom-
i ~ mended the NDMC to place
‘ ; the case of the Petitioner | 5
| | ' before the Town Vending -
' ” . Committee and report to . 30.
| the Commission before the
next date of hearing i.e.
' 22.04.-2022.The Petitioner
" was allowed to file herreply
" to the Speaking Order of

' NDMC dated 22.03.2022.
' M/HR/319/59/2019 " The Commission took 5 23.03.2022~
| - cognizance of the repres-
. Shri Ishaq entation of Shri Ishag s/fo  The Commission after

. S/o ShriHurmat, ' Shri Hurmat, Multhan | hearing both the parties

Multan Khand Nagina, | Khand Nagina, Nuh-Mewat " and after perusing the
! District Nuh-Mewat, . Haryana regarding the « documents submitted by
- Haryana. matter of removal of the . the Petitioner during the

illegal encroachment on his ' hearing, decided not to ; |
land. A report was called | proceed with regard to ﬁ j
. from District Magis-trate on  dispute of Petitioner and | !
' 24.10.2019 and followed by ' Mr. Amin as both the parties
subsequent reminders have gone to the Civil Court
" dated 5.6.2021 and and any further remedy, lies | i

Date of Hearing :
- 23.03.2022

1 26.8.2021 by the Com-
" mission. But no reply was
. received sofar.

with competent court of law

. and advised the Petitioner

to approach the Court.
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Date of hearing|

NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR MINORITIES

Q0%
- f 5

In view of the above, the | As the Respondent apart

- Commission decided to | from the report dated
1 17.03.2022 and Memo
. Submitted dated 23.03.-

hold the hearing.

2022 reiterated that the
Gram Panchayat has vac-

" ated the land as per the

Survey Report 02.07.2016
and 19.07. 2016 no further |

| action is required. Reg- |
. arding conducting fresh

survey/ measurement of
Petitioner's property in |

: Khasra No. 362/1, reco-
i mmended Respondent to
~carry out survey/ measu-
i rement afresh at its own
. cost in the presence of the |

i submit a

Petitioner and all other |
interested party and to
report to the

. Commission before one
! month. -

| 30. M/HR/700/9/2019

- ShriMukesh Khan

. S/o ShriRanjeet Khan,
' Village : Baladi,

- District- Karnal,

' Haryana

Date of Hearing :
+ 23.03.2022

i
i
{
i

i
§

i
i
H

The commission received a

representation dated 24- |
.01.2019 from the petiti- |

inter alia stating that in
village Baldi there exists a
Qabristan in Khewat No.
267, Min, 245, Khatoni No.

1 292, Khasra No. 43 meas-

uring 6 kanal and 5 Marla.

- This is a running Qabristan,

' which
' record of the Haryana Wagf |
- Board. He further stated | was received in the Comm-

that there are 20/ 25 Muslim ission for not appearing
' dead are buried

Qabristan from last several | issued to both the parties

families in that village and

' years. The petitioner info-
rmed that in Newspaper
. Indian Express an adver-
- tisement was issued by the
Haryana Wqf Board to allot
 1286.80 Sq. Yds land for |
' commercial purpose. |

in the | despite the summon being

23.03.2022

' The Commission after |

oner, Shri Mukesh Khan | hearing the respondentand

. also in view of the fact that
- the Petitioner has filed a
- writ petition in this regard in
' the High Court of Punjab
‘and Haryana, which is
- pending in the Court of Law

3T rand mor-eover
is in the control/ |

i

the
Petitioner was neither
present nor inform-ation

| before the Commission

" including Petitioner on
1 09.03.2022, decided to
- close the case in NCV.
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