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 Shri Nitin Pasari, Advocate, and Ms.Ranjana 

Mukherjee, Advocate are present for the petitioner. 

 Shri Prashant Kumar Singh, Advocate, is present for 

the respondent. 

 The petitioner’s Advocate stated that DVC had 

collected the entire estimated amount required for construction 

(under DVC supervision) of line to the petitioner company’s 

premises in advance.  Since the petitioner company withdrw its 

application for power, it did not, in fact, carry out construction 

of this line and hence there was no supervision of this work by 

DVC.  As such the entire cost recovered in advance by DVC 

for construction and supervision becomes refundable, after 

deduction of cost of survey.  

 The respondent Advocate stated that he needs to seek 

instruction from the DVC in this regard. 

 Time granted.  

 Post this case on 27th March, 2014 at 4.30 PM.  
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