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Corporate Centre, ‘Saundamini’, Plot No. 2, Sector-29, Gurgaon, Haryana-122007

CP/RTV2016/462 Date: 16" January, 2017

Shri Lakshman Sondhi
Civil lines, Durg
Chhatishgarh Durg - 491001

Sub: Information under Right to Information Act, 2005.
Dear Sir,

This has reference to your RTI request dated 17" December, 2016 seeking information under
RTI Act, 2005. Point wise reply of the queries pertaining to POWERGRID are given below:

1.0 Query No.I:

Establishments of POWERGRID are spread all over the length and breadth of the
country and its various operations /functioning are being carried out in a decentralized
manner and its records are maintained at respective locations and in various files. The
information sought is voluminous in nature and for compilation of such voluminous
information, a considerable amount of resources would have to be deployed by
POWLERGRID and it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public
authority. Inview of the above, information sought is not being provided. The above is
alse in line with the CIC Order dated. 09/04/2016 (Attached as Annex-I). However,
broader information for regarding Right of way/Compensation is available in
POWERGRID's Annual Report, which can be accessed from the following link:

http://www.powereridindia.com/ lavouts/PowerGrid/User/ContentPage.aspx?PId=186&
LanglD=enaglish.

2.0 Query No. 24 & 5

Information requested pertain to Western Region Transmission System-1 of
POWERGRID, and therefore your request was forwarded to the CPIQO WRTS-I on
19.12.2016 for providing reply directly to you.

3.0 Query No.3:
Reply o this point is attached as Annexure-II .
4.0 Query No. 6:

As mentioned at Sl. No. 1, establishments of POWERGRID are spread all over the length
and breadth of the country. Details of court cases are maintained at various Regional/Site
offices. compilation of such voluminous information would disproportionately divert the
resources of the Public Authority and therefore, information sought is not being
provided, in line with above referred CIC Order.



5.0 Query No.7:

Copy of latest guidelines issued by Ministry of Power for payment of compensation
towards damages in regard to right of way for transmission lines is attached as
Annexure-III. The referred guidelines in your request is issued by Ministry of Power,
Government of India on 15th October, 2015 which is available at below mentioned link:

http://powermin.nic.in/upload/pdf/Guidelines for payment of compensation tow
ards damages in regard.pdf

6.0 Query No. 8:

Transmission lines are constructed under the ambit of Electricity Act, 2003. As regards
locating tower on individual landowner, POWERGRID follows Section 68 of Electricity
Act, 2003 read with Section 164 vide which powers of Indian Telegraph Act 1885 Part 3
Section 10 to 19 are conferred to POWERGRID vide Gazette notification dated 4™
December, 2003. Thus, as per the existing provisions of Indian Telegraph Act, 1885
Section 10 b), POWERGRID does not acquire any land for construction of Transmission
Lines.

First Appeal, if any, against the reply of CPIO may be made to the first appellate Authority
within 30 days of the receipt of the reply of CPIO. Details of Appellate Authority at
Corporate Centre, Gurgaon, under RTI Act, 2005 is as below:

Shri S. K. Sharma

Executive Director (CP) & Appellate Authority

Corporate Centre, Power Grid Corporation of India Limited
“Saudamini”, Plot No. 2, Sector-29, Gurgaon — 122007, Haryana.
Email ID: s.k.sharma@powergridindia.com

Phone No. 0124-2571960

Thanking you,

AN,
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Email ID: ¢pio.ce@powergrid.co.in

Copy to :

e Sh. Arun Kumar
DGM & CPIO, WRTS-I
Power Grid Corporation of India Limited,
Sampriti Nagar,P.O. Uppalwadi,
Nagpur — 440026

-With a request to provide answers to the applicant for query No. 2, 4 & 5.



ANeExupe .1

CENTRAL INFORMATION COMMISSION ] =

Room No.-326, 2nd Floor, B-Wing, August Kranti Bhawan
Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi-110066.
Website : cic.gov.in
Telephone No.: +91-11-26105682

File No.CIC/SS/A/2013/001221/RM

Appellant: Shri Praveen Sakhuja, Delhi

Public Authority: Export Inspection Council of India,
New Delhi

Date of Hearing: 09.04.2014

Date of decision: 09.04.2014

Heard today, dated 09.04.2014.

Appellant is present.

Public Authority is represented by Shri Parmod Siwach, Assistant Director/PIO, Shri
Rajiv Raizada, Addl Director/FAA and Shri Rajvinder Singh, Dy Director/P1O.

FACTS

Vide RTI dt 14.1.13, appellant had sought information on a prescribed format
having 8 columns relating to details of the court cases wherein Shri LR Khattana has
represented EIC.

2. PIO vide letter dt 8.2.13, informed appellant that the information sought would
require searching of records of last 12 years and as the information sought is
voluminous and in a specific format, collating the information would
disproportionately divert their limited resources. Appellant was asked to seek specific
information.

3. An appeal was filed on 18.2.13 observing that he be allowed inspection of the
records.

4. AA vide order dt 15.3.13 observed that the appellant is habitual of filing
applications in a large number on almost any matter and searching for entire records
would result in diversion of their limited resources. Appellant was advised to be
precise while seeking information and not to misuse the RTI as a tool for harassment
of the department.

B. Submissions made by the appellant and public authority were heard. Public
authority submitted that the information sought was not only voluminous but also in a
specified format, the collation of which would disproportionately divert their limited
resources as the information relates to 12 years. Accordingly, appellant had been
asked by the FAA not to misuse the RTI to harass the department and to be precise
while seeking information. Appellant submitted that he has not been provided a
response and if the information was voluminous he should be provided inspection.

DECISION



6. The Hor'ble Supreme Court in the case of CBSE Vs Aditya Bandopadhyay
had observed as follows:

“35. At this juncture, it is necessary to clear some misconceptions
about the RT| Act. The RTI Act provides access to all information that
is available and existing. This is clear from a combined reading of
section 3 and the definitions of “information' and “right to information'
under clauses (f) and (j) of section 2 of the Act. If a public authority
has any information in the form of data or analysed data, or
abstracts, or statistics, an applicant may access such information,
subject to the exemptions in section 8 of the Act. But where the
information sought is not a part of the record of a public authority, and
where such information is not required to be maintained under any
law or the rules or regulations of the public authority, the Act does not
cast an obligation upon the public authority, to collect or collate such
non- avaitable information and then furnish it to an applicant. A public
authority is also not required to furnish information which require
drawing of inferences and/or making of assumptions. It is also not
required to provide “advice' or “opinion’ to an applicant, nor required
to obtain and furnish any “opinion' or “advice’ to an applicant. The
reference to “opinion’ or “advice’ 50 in the definition of “information’ in
section 2(f) of the Act, only refers to such material available in the
records of the public authority. Many public authorities have, as a
public relation exercise, provide advice, guidance and opinion to the
citizens. But that is purely voluntary and should not be confused with
any obligation under the RTI Act.”

7. in the light of the above decision, it is very clear that the puhlic authority is not reguired
to collact or collate such non-available information and then furnish the same to the appellant.

8. The Commission concurs with the decision of the PIO/AA.,

The appeal is disposed of,

Sd/-
(Rajiv Mathur)

Central Information Commissioner



ANNEY- LI

Information sought by Mr. Lakshman Sondhi, Civil line, Durg, Chattisgarh-491001 vide
RTI request dated 17/12/2016 — Inputs for reply on the points pertaining to Commercial
Department

3. Kindly provide total income and total revenue generated by Ministry of Power
(Government of India) from 200/400kV Sub-station of Kumahri Bhilai from the day
of charging/ commissioning to till date year wise in chronological order.

Reply: As per the feedback from Western Region-I of POWERGRID, the Sub-station
name referred to in the query relates to Raipur 400/220kV Sub-station implemented
under Vindhyachal-II Transmission system. The date of commercial operation of the sub-
station is 01.01.2000.

It may be mentioned here that the tariff applicable for assets of inter-State Transmission
System was/ is decided by Government of India (Gol)/Central Electricity Regulatory
Commission (CERC), as per the provisions of prevalent Tariff regulations.

Regarding the total income generated from the sub-station, it may be mentioned that
individual tariff of the Raipur Sub-station is not available as the asset was clubbed along
with other assets under the project viz., associated transmission lines, Transformer,
Reactor, etc. and accordingly the tariff has been approved for combined assets by CERC
as per the prevalent tariff regulations from 01.01.2000 onwards. Summary of the tariff
approved by CERC for the combined assets under the project including Raipur Sub-
station from 01.01.2000 to 2018-19 are enclosed at Annexure for information please.
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Annexure

T in lakhs
1999-2000 | 2000-2001 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 2003-04
Tariff approved for combined Assets 5415.22 10373.10 8666.23 | 8740.36 10307.89
under the project (including Raipur
400/220 kV S/S)
2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 | 2007-08 2008-09
Tariff approved for combined Assets 7068.27 7347.96 8117.95 | 8814.79 8227.63
under the project (including Raipur
400/220 kv 5/S)
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 | 2012-13 2013-14
Tariff approved for combined Assets 7353.68 7063.29 6955.18 | 4472.52 4601.60
under the project (including Raipur
400/220 kV 5/S)
2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19
Tariff approved for combined Assets 4467.72 4482.70 4491.97 | 4494.80 4499.50
under the project (including Raipur
400/220 kV S/S)
SWBAR




ANNEX-TIL

No.3/7/2015-Trans
Government of India
Ministry of Power
Shram Shakti Bhawan
Rafi Marg, New Delhi — 110001

. Dated, 15™ October, 2015
To

1. Chief Secretaries/Administrators of all the States/UTs

(As per list attached)

Chairperson, CEA, New Delhi with the request to disseminate the above
guidelines to all the stakeholders.

CMD, PGCIL, Gurgdon.

CEQ, POSOCO, New Delhi,

Secretary, CERC, New Delhi.

CMD of State Power Utilities/SEBs

Pose N

Subject: Gmdelines for payment of compensatlon towards damages in regard to
Right of Way for transmission lines

During the Power Ministers Conference held on April 8-10, 2015 at Guwahati
with States/UTs, it has, infer alia, been decided to constituts a Committee under the
chairmanship of Special Secretary, Ministry of Power to analyse the issues related to
Right of Way for laying of transmission lines in the country and to suggest a uniform
methedology for payment of compensation on this count. Subsequently, this Ministry
had constituted a Committee with representatives from various State Governments
and others. The Commitiee held several meetings to obtain the views of State
Governments on the issue and submitted its Report along with the recommendations

(copy of the Report is at Annex-1).

2.  The Recommendations made by the Committee are hereby formulated in the
form of following guidelines for detemnining the compensation towards “damages” as
stipulated in section 87 and 68 of the Electricity Act, 2003 read with Section 10 and
16 of Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 which will be in addition to the compensation
towards nommal crop and tree damages. This amount will be payable only for
transmission lines supported by a tower base of 68 KV and above, and not for sub-
transmission and distribution lines below 68 KV:-

(i) Compensation @ 85% of land value as determined by District Magistrate or
any other auihority based on Circle rate/ Guideline value/ Stamp Act rates for
tower base area (between four legs) impacted severely due to installation of
tower/pylon structure;



{iy  Compensation towards diminution of land value in the width of Right of Way
{(RoW) Corridor due to laying of transmission line and imposing certain
restriction would be decided by the States as per categorization/type of land in
different places of States, subject fo a maximum of 15% of land value as
determined based on Circle rate/ Guidefine value/ Stamp Act rates;

(i}  In areas where Jand ownerfowners have been offered/ atcepted alternate
mode of compensation by concerned corporation/ Municipality under Transfer
Development Rights (TDR) policy of State, the licensee /Utility shall deposit
compensation amount as per (i} & (ii} above with the concerned Corporation/
Municipality/ Local Body or the State Government.

{(iv) For this purpose, the width of RoW cormridor shall not be more than that
prescribed in the table at Annex-2and shall not be less than the width directly
below the conductors.

3. Necessary action may kindly be taken accordingly. These guidelines may not
only facilitate an early resolution of RoW issues and also facilitate completion of the
vital fransmission lines through active support of State/ UT administration.

4, All the States/UTs etc. are requestad to take suitable decision regarding
adoption of the guidelinesconsidering that acquisition of land is a State subject,

Yours faithfully,

o ot
yoti Arora)
Joint ary (Trans.)
Tele: 011-2371 0380

Copy, along with enclosure, forwarded to the foliowing:

1. Secretaries of Government of India (Infrastructure Ministries/Deptt including
MoEF - As per attached list)

2. Prime Minister's Office (Kind Attn: Shri Nripendra Mishra, Principal Secretary

to PM),
3. Technical Director, NIC, Ministry of Power with the request to host on the

website of Ministry of Power,

Copy to PS to Hon'ble MoSP (IC) / Secretary {(Power) / AS (BNS) / AS (BPP) / All
Joint Secretaries/EA/ All Directors/DSs, Ministry of Power.



Aﬂ'ﬂer -4

Report of the Committes for paymsnt of compensation in regard to Right of
Way (RoW) for transmission lines

1.0 Background:

1.1 The Transmission Projects in the country are implementad by the licensee in
accordance with the provigions of the Electricity Act,-2003. The compensation towards
“damages” during.implementation of such projects is governed by Section 67 & 88 of
the Electricity Act read with Section 10 & 18 of the Indian Telegraph Act, 1885. The
present stipuiahons provide for campansation towardg aft damages without acqufsitmn
of land which are assessed/ reviewsd by the’ Revpnue Autharities. Howsver, there is no
clear definition of the termy “damages", nor ate there any gurde!mes in this regard

12  For laying electricity transmission lines, ilcensae erects towers at intervais of
about 400 m. and conductors are strung on these towers maintalning a safe height
depending on the voitage and other geographical parameters. Thus, typical
transmigsion lines have following two kinds of impact:

(i}  Tower base area whichis more or less complstely lost or loseés #ts: productivity
due 1o severe restriction an access;.

(i Cmﬂdor of land undemeath sfrung conducior between two towars may be
s&ly aﬁectsﬂ by-impasition of regtriclion- oo its usage.

1.3 The maximurn width of RoW corridar is ca!culaiad on the basis of tower deslgn
span, and wind speed, maximum sag of conductior and its swing plus other mqulrement
of electric safety. The requirernent of ROW for différent. voﬁage types under standard
conditions is as follows:

ROW wldth for differant voitage lin&*

Transmisalon Yoltage
68 kv
1 10 kY
132 Lo
290 KV
400 kY. S
400 KV OIC
+-S00 KV HVDG
765 KV 8IG
fwith) delia conﬁgmhon}
765 KV OIC T 67
+-800 KV HVE}C 80
_1200kV . 89

* Width nmgmarWay 18 a8 par the MoEF guidelines dated 5.5.2014 (Artex-A).

SEELEEEE

14 The Telegraph Act provides for compensation towards damages (without
acquisition) while placing the tower and stringing the conductor. The local authorities/
District Magistrates have been provided Power under Section 16(1) of the



line on their land. The present provisions of the Act/ Rules do not provide for any set
procedure for calculation of such compensation. In the absence of clarity and notified
procedures, the provisions of existing Acls are being differently interpreted by
concerned DC/ Revenue Authorities that are also al variance with each other even
among neighboring districts which is resulting in the resistance by the farmers causing
unwarranted delay in the project implementation. Presently many lines in the States of
Maharashtra, Westarn U.P,, Kémataka. Kerala, Andhra, Jharkhand ete, are held up die
to resistance by land owners demanding enhanced compensation,

2.0 Constitution of the Committea:

24  The matter was deliberated during the Power Ministers’ Conference on 8-10 April 2015
at Guwahati and a Commitiee under the chairmanship of Specia! Sedretary, Ministry of Power
was constituted vide order No. 3/7/2015-Trans dated 15" April 2015 to analyse the lssues
relating to Right of Way for laying transmisslon lines in the couniry and to suggest & uniform
methodology for payment of compensation on this accotmt, The composition of the Committes
is given below: '
|, ShriR. N. Choubey, Special Secratary, Ministry of Power —~ Chairman
ii. Chalrperson, Centrat Electricity Authority
iil. Principal Secretary/Secratary (Energy), Madhya Pradesh
iv.  Principal Sacretary/Secretary {(Energyl, UP.
v.  Principal Secretary/Secretary (Energy), Maharashtra,
vi. Principal Secratary/Secretary (Energy), Karnataka,
vil.  Principal Secretary/Secretary (Energy), Kerala,
vili.,  Jt. Secretary (Trans.), Ministry of Power
ix. CMDMIr{Projects), POWERGRID
X. ShrK K Arya, CE (8P&PA), CEA - Convener & Member Secretary.

Tha notification of the Commities Is at Annex-l. .

b

3, Proceedings of the Committee:

3.1 The first meeting of the Committee was held on 20,04.2015. During the meeting
Powergrid and States mentioned that the difficulties were being faced in construction of
transmisgion lines in mora or less all the statee due to savere resistance being posed
by the land owners/ farmers with the demand of higher compensation including
damand for compensation for the diminution value of the land below towers and under

— (7 -



the line corridor. Powergrid also informed about the opinion of Attorney General of
india taken by them, which states that the land underneath tha tegs of the tower is
permanently lost by the owner and that the fand under the corridor can be conveniently
used but with certain restrictions and compensation for such diminution in land value
for the line corridor is also payable to land owners, All the states ware algo of the view
that compensation against the land diminution should be paid to the land ewners. Most
of the participants suggested that a uniform policy should be in place at the central
level in-terms of fixed percentages of market value of the iand under transmission
towers and under corridor, - however, some of the states were of the view that this
should be left to the concerned state to formulate the policy.

3.2 During the meeling, two views wers emerged as under;
& 100 % compensatipn for land should be paid for tower foating and 10%
| for-corridor undar the line.
£y Polacy should not be changed as state authorities are solving the
compensation lssues and it will also affect the financial viability of
- transmigsion projects. :
The minutes of the meeting are at-Annex-ii,

3.3 The second meeting was held on 30.04. 2015 Diractor (Projects), POWERGRID
presented a dataﬂed presentation fncluding Legal & Regulatory framework about the
compmsatian, policies of various States a8 weil as tha ‘brief on the order of various
Courts on compensation issues and various other order of different DM/DC regarding
compensation .and interpretatmn of present provisions, Copy of the presentation is at
Annex-iil. The. summary of AG's opinion: on legal position and coverage/inclusions of
various aspects while deciding compensat{nn mciuding land value diminution was aleo
informed by POWERGRID.

34 POWERGRID proposal regarding full compensation for tower base and at least
10% for RoW Corridor was also discussed i in detail. The private antities Ms. Sterhte and
Essel Infra a!so emphas:zed that there should be a standard norms for calculating
eempensation for transmission fine and it should also be revised, rewawed periodically
for its regular updation keeping in mind the market rate, M/s Sterlite also suggested that
instead of land cost, corridor compensation per km may be fixed based on voliage of



fine. Chairperson, CEA informed that possibility of reduction in RoW width is minimal as
it has already been fixed based on the required Electricity Safety norms.

3.5 The Commitiee opined that payment of full value of land cost, tower base seems
justified due to severe restriction put in by placing of tower which heavily impact the
productivity/use of land area falling below tower base. Principal Sacretary (Power), U.P
however expressed his reservation on 100% cost without acquisition may be a difficuit
proposition due fo ongoing complication regarding compensation under new Land
Acquisition Act. Principal Secratary (Power), U.P and Principal Secretary {Power), M.P
expressad their apprehension about tha proposal of RoW Corridor payment &g in their
view such payment may also hamper the implementation of distribution lines and may
also put additional financiat burden on distribution company. Moreover, they were also
of the opinion that we may not be able to resoive compensation issue by paying 10% as
in all probabilities the farmers/fand owners will demand more as has already been
stipulated in the different State policies and DCs orders.

3.8 Due to sensitivity of the proposal and its implementation by the different Stale
Governments, it was decided that this issue may aiso be discussed during the
forthcoming Power Sscretaries meetings for wider consuliation and acceptance.
Minutes of the meeting are at Annex-iv.

3.7 The Committee further consulted many States to obtain their views on the issue
during the Review, Planning and Manitoring (RPM) mesting held on 11.5.2015 at Defhi,
which was attended by Principle Secrelaries/ Secretaries {Energy) of various States.
The issues related to compensation and deliberations held during last 2 meetings were
informed to the participants and they were asked to give thelr opinion on whether
Committee should recommend a minimum uniform standard compensation nomm for
transmission line RoW for whole couniry or not. The different Btates present in the
meeting suggested foliowing:

. West Bangal: The state was not very keen on providing compensation for ROW
corridor however they suggested for tower base 50 % of the land cost due to
restriction and 20 % for corridor. However it should be left to state for final

dacision.



fi.

v,

vi,

vii,

Vﬁi;

ix-.

xl.

xi.

Xiii.

Jammu & Kashmir: It informed that because of the special provision in the state
they were already acquiring tower base land by paying full compensation as per
the land acquisition norm and accordingly state be granted power on such issue.

Madhya Pradesh: It also suggested that such decision be left io state
government o decide,

Uttar Pradesh: The state was ready to pay the compensation as decided by the
district authority and hence suggested there should be a mechanism so that such
compensation be pass through as project cost.

Kerala: Kerala was in favour of uniform compensation norms. It-aleo suggested
that beyond such uniform rate, it should be left to state who would also bear the
cost if additional compensation is paid.

Bihar: The Staie was also in favor of compensation for tower base and corridor.
However, it suggested that decision on deciding percentage be left on state for
finalization. |

Karnataka: It was also in favor of such compensation, however It also suggested
that the finalization of percentage cost may be left at the discretion of the state.

i be giv suggestod that su
applicabla to line below 33 KV,
Jharkhand: The State was also In favor of uniform standard rate at generic lsvel
but suggested that state must-be authorized zing the quantum of such
Odisha: The State was also in favor of uniform standard rate. However, it
suggested that district authority must be authorized for finalizing such
compensation. '

Uttarakhand: It also wanted a uniform rate for such compensation considering
revenue rate as basis and suggested ‘80% land value for tower base but no
compensation for corrider as agricuftural practicas take place without any
hindrance, However, they suggested that 5% cost of land for corridor for lines
below 33 KV be included as these lines put severe restriction on agricultural
praglices. '

Meghalaya: it suggested that they will come back after consuiting other
stakeholders and senior officials. :

Gujarat: it favors that certain minimum standard should be defined and state be
given power to decide its detailing and these should riot ba any compensation for
carridor. Such compensation should not be applicabe for distribution fine.



xiv. Punjab: The State was in agreement for compensation towards tower base and
line corridor and wanted that certain standard uniform norms be made for such

compensation.

xv. Nagaland: It informed that they will come back later on after consulling alt
concerned.

xvi. Maharashtra: It also favors that it should be ieft to the discretion of the state and
such compensation be made part of project cost.

xvii. Telangana: It stated that they are in favor of 88% land value for tower base but
no compansation for cormidor.

3.8 The views of various states have been classified in four categories and are
indicated below:

Category | Name of States .

Category-i: States agresing for | Odisha(#), Maharashtra(#), Uttarakhand,
payment of compensation for tower | Punjab

bass and part compensation for | West Bengal, Bihar, Kamatﬁta Kerals,
RoW corridor _ Jharkhand,

Category-ii: Siates apreeing for | Telangana, Andhra Pradesh
payment of compensgation for tower
base and no compenaation for RoW
corridor

Catogory-lil: States guggesting that | Madhya  Pradesh, CGujarat,  Uttar
declzslion shouid be left with State | Pradesh.
Govt to decide

|
Category~lV: States to infortn later | Meghalaya, Nagaland

(# States agreed in-principle but want final decision to be left on them.

3.8  The third meeting of the Committee was held on 1* June 2015 and the issue &
opinions of various states were deliberated in detail. Based on detalled deliberations,
AG’s Opinion and views of the states on the issue of RoW compensation and its
modalities the committee finalized its recommendations.

4.0 Recommendatlons:

The Gol may issue following guidelines for detemmining the compensation payable
towards “damages” as stipulated in Indian Telegraph Act which will be in addition to the
compensation towards normal crop and tree damages. This amount wili be payable only




for fransmission Lines of 68 kV and above, and not for sub-traasmission and distribution
lines below 86 kV;

I. Compensgation @ 85% of land value as determined by District Magistrate or
any other authority based on Circle rate/ Guideline valua/ Stamp Act rates
for tower hase area (between four legs) impacted severely due to
installation of tower/pylon structure;

il. Compensation towards diminution of land value in the width of RoW
Corridor due to laying of transmission line and imposing certain restriction
would be declded by the States as per categorization/type of land in
different places of States, sublect to & maximum of 16% of land value as
determined based on Circle rato/ Guideline value/ Stamp Act rates;

iii. in areas where land owneriowners have been offerad/accepted aiternate
mode of compsnsation by concerned corporation/ Municlpality under
Transfor Development Rights (TDR) policy of State, the licensee /Utility
shall deposit nt as per (I} & (i) above with the
¢oncerned Corporation/ Mimicipality/ Local Bady or the State Government.

Iv.  For this purpose, the width of RoW corridor shall not.be more than that
brescribad in para 1.3 above, and shall not be less than the width dirsctly
below the conductors,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned being duly authorized thereto have signed
this Report of the Committee for paymenit of compensation in regard to Right of Way

(Ra\nl)_-fprtranﬂ rission lines, _

{R.N.Choubey) (dfoti Aroray _ {Major Singh)
Chairman of the Committss  Membeifof the Camnmittes Membar of the Committes
Former Spatial Secratary, Joint Secretary (Trans.} Chairoerson, Centrat Elactricity

Ministry of Power. | Minlstry of Power, . Authority.

{(LC.P. Keshan)~ © (Sanjay Agareai) {Mukesh Khullar-

_ Membur of the Commities Mamber of the Commitiee Membar of the Commitise
Principail Secretery (Energy)  Principal Sacretary (Energy) Principal Secretary (Energy)
Government of Madya Governmaent of Uttar Gevernmant of Maharashira,
Prades... Piadesh.

_{Shivasankar) & tha)
Member of the Cormmittes Mefnbef of the Committee
Sscretary (Power) Director (Projscts)
Govemiment of Kerala, Power Grid Corporatio of India Limited.

e



Apmex - L

No 37 r2015-Trans
Government of [ndi2
bhnustry of Power
Shram Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg.
New Dethi-110001
Dated. “5™April, 2015

To.
As per distribution list

Srr.

Subject - Censtitution of the Commuittes for finalization of compensation in regerd to Right of Way
for transmission lines

| am directed to inform that during the Power Ministers' Conference hald on 8 and 107
Aprii 2015 at Guwahat! with Stales/UTs it has mifer afis been decided to constitute & Committee
under the chairmanship of Shr R.N.Choubay  Special Secretary. Mintistry of Fowar 10 anzlyse the
issues relating to Right of Way for laying of transmisston linss in the country and to suggest a
uniform methodology for payment of compansation on this sccount

2 Accordingly, & Gommittes is hareby constituted with the following compcsittdn .

1 ShnR N Choubey Special Secratary. Ministry of Power - Glairman

2 Chairpersen, Central Electnety Authonty

3 Poncipal Secretary/ Secretary (Energy). Madhya Pradesh,

4 Seerstary! Principal Secretary (Energy). U.P.

5 SsoretaryPnnopal Secretary {Ergrgy). Maharashtra

6 SecrstaryPrncpal Secretary (Energy) Kamataka

7 Secretary/Principal Secretary 1Erergy) Karala

8 Joint Secretary {Trans), Ministry of Power

9, CMDfMirector (Projects} PGCIL '
10. Shii KK Arya Chief Engineer (SP&PA), CEA -  Convener & Memoer Sacretary

3 Representative from EPTA {Electric Power Transmission Association) -ay also be calted
as a special invites as and when required

4 The Commutiee shail meet once in a week and submit the report within 3 month, The firel
meeting of the Committee shall be heid at 3 00 pm on 20.4 2015 You are, there ore requesied to
atterd the meeting in NPMC Room 2" Floor, Shram Shaid Bhavan, New Delhi.

daol. i,
(Jyoti Arora)
Joint 3ecretaty (Trans)
Tehs: 011-2371 0389
To

Chawperson, Central Elecincty Authonty. New Delhy

Principal Secretary/ Secretary (Energy) Madhya Pradesh

Prncipal Secretary/ Secretary {Epergy; UP

Prncipal Secretary Secretary {Enargy). Maharashira

Principal Secretary/ Secretary (Energy) Kamataka

Frincipal Sacretary/ Secretary {(Ee gyt Kerala

CIDDirector (Projects’, PGCIR

Shn K K Arya Chief Engineer Chief Enginger (SP&PAL CEA New Delv

AEh O BB

[e4]

Copy io 8 PPS to 33 \RNC: S Trans: Direcler (Trans) UsS (Trans:
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MAnnex- {1

No. 37712015 -Trans
Government of India
Ministry of Power
Shram Shakti Bhawan. Raff Marg.
New Delhi-110001

Dated, 36" April. 2015

Office Memorandum

Sub: Minutes of the meeting held on 20.04.2015 under the chairmanship of
Shri R.N. Choubey, Special Secretary, Ministry of Power regarding fir siization of
compensation in regard {o Right of Way for lransmiission lines.

Ref: Ministry of Power letter of even number dated 15 4 2015 from Joint Secretary(Trans).
Ministry of Power, New Deélht

Latsld

The undersigned is directed to forward herewith a copy of the minutes of mesting
taken by Shri R.N. Choubey. Special Secretary, Ministry of Power on 20.4. 2015 on the
above mentioned subiject, for information and necessary action. if any.

&4

(5. Venkateshwarlu)

Under Secretary. {Trans}
E-matl: transdesk- nopg@nic.in
Telefax: 011-2332 5242

by

Chairperson, Central Electricity Authonly, New Delhi

Principal Secretary/ Sacretary {Eneérgy), Madhya Pradesh

Principal Secretary/ Secretary {(Enérgy), U P,

Principal Secretary/ Secretary (Energy). Maharashtra

Principal Secretary/ Secretary (Energy), Karnataka

Pringipal Secretary! Sectelary (Enargy}, Kerala

CMD/Director (Projects), PGCIL.

8hri KK Arya, Chisf Enginger. Chief Engineer (SP&PA). CEA. New [lethi,

R RN

Copy 1o 8r PPS to 88 {RNCY JS(Trans) / Director {Trans)! US (Trans).




Minutes of the meeting taken by Shri R.N. Choubey, Special Secretary Ministry
of Power (MoP) on 20.4.2015 regarding finalization of compensation in regard to

Right of Ways (RoW) for transmission line

List of participant is griven at Annex-

2. Special Secrelary, MoP welcomed the participants and informed tha! the issue
of Right of Ways and its compensation was recently discussed in Power Ministers’
Conference held at Guwahati on 8-10™ April. 2015 and it was desired to rasolve the
issue at the earliest. He requested Director (Projects), PGCH. to present brief on the

1ssue.

3. Director(Projects). PGCIL explained the process [oliowed by POWERGRID and
other Licensees in respect of compensation for damages reporied during the
construction of Transmission Lines He also explained the difficulties. faced by
' POWERGRID 1 more or less all the States regarding madequacy of compensation and
severe resistance posed by Land Owners-Farmers which is affecting implemantation/
commissioning of many mmportant dines in Maharashtra, U.P. Karnataka, Andhra

Pradesh Kerala etc

4. He also explained thal the preblem 18 aggravated because the provisions of
indian Telegraph Act 1885 are followed for compensation The provision of the said Act
provides that ait damages have 0 b compensated bul there is no specific jyrocedure or
definition of damages. This ambiguity have been interpreted differently by various courts
and OMs/DCs who has ordered compensation for lower base as well as diminishing
land vatue for Corridor. Such orders of differeni DMs/DCs are also in variance from
each other and the difference in compensation cost alse varies greally.

5 He further stated that due to above referred reasons, POWERGRID has
approached Aftormey General of India (AG) Tor his opinion on the definitior of damages
and possibility of payment of compensation towards corridor. ‘
AG opined the foliowing

o In my view it 15 logical 1o bold that the land unde-neath the legs of the
tower (permanently fixed to the earth) 18 permanenrtly lost by the owner.
Even though those pieces of land are not required for acquisition and the
ownerghip remains with the owner yet all incidence of tte ownership.
enjoyment and free use of those pieces of lard becomes severely



restricted.  In such case. compensation ought to be as near as the
présent value of the land. The compensation of land under the corridor is
entirely different. Such land is conveniently usable for zgricuiture.
However, there would be of course diminution of land value due to placing
of iine over It with certain restriction on land use as brought ouz in para &
{in case of Agncultural land. & may have reslriction for placing tall tress, aump house
and fulure prospects in corndor area. in case of Residential and Cammercral plot, there
will be sevare restriction to meet the sufely guidelines) and aiso any future
praspects for usage other than agriculture. The usage of such landicost
may vary depending upen its location in urban or rural area. The
compensation for such diminution is land value for the line corrdor is also
payable to land owners. quantum.of whigh should commensurate to the
demage depending upon the typellocation of fand and its
intendadirecorded fand use,

e In case of Residential / Industrial area. there is severs reufriction on
usage for safety of human life & electrical clearance hence compensation
need to be commensurate with the damages,

» | am aiso of the considered view that due to case specific nature of
valuation of compensation. State has vested such powers with District
Authorities. Howaver. the Authoritiss have fo take a baanse view
considaring intended purpose and reasons mentioned above.”

6.  Secretary (Energy). Kamataka sisted thal securing the Right ¢f Way for
transmission projects of 65KV and above is getting difficult in recent times. hig is mare
80 in the areas which are closer to urban areas and in lands where h‘eﬂicuiiure and
plantation crops are grown. Taking shelter under the Indian Telegraph Ac!, 1885 may
not be cotrect now when the tand prices have become very high. Once a t'anf_ém:ssion )
line is drawn across the land. there are number of restrictions. in the woridor and
additionally the land around would lose ifs value.

7. - In the case of Livisha Vs.KSEB (2007} efc, the Hon'ble Supreme Court has
talked about compensating diminution of the value of land and payment of
compeansation. States hke Kerala. Maharashira and Andhra Pradesh have passed
. orders for compensation of land _fo'r the coridor under the transmission lines.

Government of Karnataka is proposing compensation to the extént of 50% of the vaiue
for agricultural fand in rural areas and 75% of the value for non-agncuitﬁral prrdperlies
in urban areas. in addition, 100% of the cost of the land in the tower footing area is

proposed to be paid.

8. In case the transmission lines are drawn in Forest land the transniission utility
has to pay cost of afforestation. cost for environmental protection works ir the corridor

—]7



and also provide to the Forest Dept land for compensatory afforestation equal to the
land diverted for fransmission corndor

2} Since a number of Transrission projacts under the TBUB route are being taken
up. i may be hetter to discuss the issue with private developers end major contractors
also Therefore. this is a strong case for payment of compensatior for the Rigat of Way
for laying transmission lines. Necessary legal framework has to be built for the payment
of compensation. Amendment to the Indian Telegraph Act/Electncity Act is nacessary.

10.  Principal Secretary {Power). U.P was of the view that compensaticn “alls under
the preview of State and it should be left to the concerned State to formulate the policy.
He has informed that as per his experience. 90 to 95% POWERGRID lines are
completed without such resistance and it is in the 5% that the problem of farmer
resistance and compensation is experienced.

11, Secretary (Powaer), Kerala sfated as under

» Considering the high land cost perceived and actual fall in land vailue
consequent to the drawing of transmission lines, and fragmented nature of land
holdings with individuals having only 15-20 percent of land, acquiring right of
way with the present level of compensation is impractical.

o it 15 also submitted that RoW sought s almost three times the distance between
conductor tips. For Kachi - Edamon kine the tip to tip conductor spacing is only
16m. whereas the RoW sought is at a width of 45 m. This heeds lo be
technically reviewad and possibility of adaption of iechnology to redu e the land
requirements need to bs senously explored.

o If this can be done and the tolal jand requirement brought dow1 by 50%.
obvicusly the issues are also reduced by 50%.

o For the reduced land required. tower standing area may be given full
compensation as if it is scquired. For the land below the corductars, a
reasonable proportion of market value may be provided. Depending on local
conditions, any enhancement above this would have to be provided by the state
government. but the decision i this regard would have 1o be take1 in a time
hound mannear.

« Rather than restrncting the compensation lo a down payment. if an annuity
paymenl can be offered say by having a 5 lo 10 pauige as a transmission
surcharge per unit of power transmitted and apportioning the samz to all the
landhotders along the RoW. the 1ssue of perceived reduction of tand value can
be addressed.

iy



e The possibility of setting up solar panei underneath the transmission lines and
sharing parnt of the revenue to landowners may be considered, especralty since
the evacuation of power through the land under RoW is much easier.

« CEA may compile a ligt of permissible activiﬁes that can be {aken up n the fand
befow the conductors and in the buffer area beyond the conductor lips. which
can be taken up by other departments/ slate governments For instance can we
have roads constructed alang the buffer zone. which will invariably increase the
tand value.

12, MD. MPPTCL sfated that as per Indian Electricity Act and Rules in vogue, the
cost of keeping dedicated corridor of transmission line along EHV transmission fine
works out to 100% 1o 115% of cost of line based on rate of fand including irrfigated. non-
irigated, barren eic. as per guidelines issued by Collector. Depending on aiea, where
the ERV transmission line ie passing and cost of land, this cost shall vary. In case only
the area under Transmission line towers is considered for compensation, then the cost
of ianq} for area under the towers works out 1o 1.5% 1o 2.5% of cost of h's_;nsih;saion
ines (Statement -4 attached).

13 Keepmg above In view, the compensation of complete corridor a{ong the
transmission lines shatl resuit in large increase in cost of transrmssion line Keaping
separate. c:crrido: for EHY transmmslen line may also result in non-utdizatior of land in
the eo_m{ior for- fruitful purpases and there .could be chances of encroachmant in the
land of the corridor afier construction of the transmission lines. The transm asion tanff
for Transimission Companies i8 on cost plus basis and the fransmission CIaIgEs are
ulimately payable by the consumer of the slate, Additional cost for dedicated corridor
along the transmiseion line shall resull in large burden on the consumers

14, In view of above, MPPTCL proposed that compensation payment for oW could
be given to farmers for installation of tower (ie. anly area for tower base) by the
tranisiigsion company based on guidelines of the Collector. This shall heip the farmer
to get cost of fand used for erection of fower. as the farmer is not able to utilize the land
at tower lacation for farming and agriculiure purposes. The farmers are cumently geiting
compensation for crop duting the erection of transmission line. based on estimation by
revenue duthoribes and the crop compensation may be continued.

— 1 —



15. Pnncipal Secretary. Govt of Maharashtra informed that in the state of
Maharashira using powers u/s 67(2) of the Electricity Act. Maharashira Etechicity Work
of Licencees Ruies, 2012 have been notified These rules mandstie the distribution and
the transmission licencees to cerry out wotks to fay down overhead or underground
electric supply lings over any land or building. Collector is authorized 10 remove any
obstacles coming i the way of execution of work, Collector has ie settte the amount of
compensation to be paid by licencees o the land owner. There 18 power given to State
Eiectricity reguiatory commission to revise the order of the Colleclor in case a

representation is made to it by any aggneved parly.

16. MD. Mahatransco informed thal it was not possible for Collector to award
compensation without any specific directions or formula for working out the amount.
State Government had ssued an order that guides the settlement of award. But. the
farmers were demanding much higher compensation than that fixed in the Gavernment
order. He said that a uniform compensation policy should be in place across States. He
proposed that full cost of the Jand coming under the fransmission towers should be
awarded to the farmers and that for the comndor 10% of the land cost should be
awarded Cost could be determined as par the ready reckoner created for egistration

PUrpose.

17.  Principal Secretary. Maharashtra suggested that at the Central ievel a uniform
pohicy should be in place In tarms of fixed percentages of market value of the tand under
Transmission towers and under Corridor. State could get up a Commuttee ta settle the
compensation especially in urbani areas for which an appropriate mecaanism for
moneatizing the Transfer of Developmenl Rights (TDRs) could be developed ‘or the cost

payable by the L'cencees to the State Government.

18 Principal Secretary(Power). Maharashtra further stated that progress of many
iransmission projects in Maharashtra has been affected due to severe FoW issues
particutarly in Westerm Maharashtra and land owners have heen demandinyg exorbitant
compensation Therefore, there 1s a need for review of provision of compensation given

in Electicty Act 2003 as only crop campénsation is being paid.

19 Cnairpessan, CEA stated that theie should be undormity in compeansarien pad for

RoW issugs in 1ural as well as urban area to avoid any dispite



20.  Special Secretary, MoP desired to call private developer separately ‘o discuss
the compensation issue and advised PGCIL to prepare & note on policy and practice
being followed by each State for paying the compensation fowards darages and
formulate norms for land compensation alongwith crop compensetion. CEA was

advised 'fo identify possibiiity to reduce the transmission corridor widih as per
internationat practice.

21.  The mesting ended with a vote of thanks to the chair.

-----



STATEMENT-1

RoW Cost for 220 KV Ashta indore-li line in MP

(A} ROW cost for dedicated corridor all along Transmission Line :

s,
No.

71

2

" length offine

Farticular

Width of line for ROW corridor

3

Total land in ROW along the line

Average rate of land mcluding imigated, non

irrigated barren efc

5

6

-

Total value of Land for Corridor

Eatimatéa cast ofﬁL-i'neﬁ

" Percent age of compensation against estimated

cost of Line

{B) ROWY cost for Tower area for Transmission Ling .

sl
No.

“Estimated cost of ine

Particuiar

No of Towerjocation 320 Location of 160 ™
&q mir area at base of tower

Cost of Land

" Total value of land at tower base

Quanthy

"99 89 Kins

e ————

3BM

I (89.69%1000x3 3//10.000

Rs.

= 348 9 hectare
16 Lacs per hectare

348 9x 18Lacs
= §5 82 07

5603 Cr.

Quantity
dE000sqmiror -

4 8 Hecture

" 18 Lacs/ Hectare

g R T

" “Percentage of campensation against estimated

cost

Rs 56,03 Crore

15%

*based on average hase area of different type of towers



Annex-i

Dateftime of the meeting: 20.04.2015 at 4.30 pm
Venue: Ministry of Power, NPMC Reom. Shram Shakti Bhawan. New Delhi- 110001.
List of Participants

Hel f Power
1. Shﬂ R.N. Choubey Special Secretary (Power) - in the chair
2. Shri S. Venkateshwarly, Under Secretary (Trans) '

3. Shﬂ MB}OI’ Smgh Ch&rrpemn
-Plope ;| 011-28102721/Email » memberptannmgeea@yahoo com
4. Shrik.K.Arya, Chief Enginegr (SPE&PA]
Phone : 26102045/Email : kkarya_2003@rediffmall.com
i . Chief Enginger (1C) (PSFM) .
Mobila: 9868435594&51’?131! bkaryatﬁ&@gmarl com

Shii 1S, Jha, Diteciar (Brof

Phaane 0124—2571939@‘52 il *isjhagds

8. "Shn F’ Ravi Kumar Semtary (Enérgy)
Mobile : 0844812424 2/Emait : prs- energy@karnataka.gov.in

s Shri sanjay Agarwal F’rmctpai Secreiary (Power)
Mobite - (S851789110/Emell : sagsal50@yahoo.com

pa D¢ cretary {Energy)
axl__. khuilarm@nic.in-

Photie ; 0?2—28591253!285956@9#?&}{ 022-26568595
Email : md@mahatranscoin -

Govem_m_gnt of Kerala

12.  Shri Sivasankar. M. Seeretary (Paw.er)

Mobile : 00B47707000/Email © ‘sivasankar@kseb:in

13, Shri Umesh Rautj;" MD
Mohile : 089425805124



- RoW COMPENSATION
And
DIMINUTION OF LAND VALUE
DUE TO PLACING OF
A\NSMISSION LINE | TOWER

T

LEGAL /IREGULATORY FRAMEWORK FOR LAYING OF TRANSMISSION LINES

) The provisions of section 67 & 68 of the Elactricity Act, 2003 followed for
laying of transmiesion Ines and compensation thare

O MoP vide notification dl. 18.4.2008 notified rules for all Hcensess for laying of
tranamission lines and compensatioh hergo

O The approprials Govt, has baen givan powers undsr sacifon 184 of the
Efectricity Act, 2003 {o grani/vest powers of The Telegreph Act 1885 to
licenseas for laying of transmission liries too for proper cotrdination of works;

O Licensees vested with the powers of telegraph authorly under section 184 of
the Electritity act use provisions of The indian Telegraph Act, 1888 for
placing of towers Alnes and cempensation;

0 POWERGRID vested with the powers of Telegraph Authority vide MOF s
Gazetie Notification dated 24.12.03 under saction 164 of the Electricity Act ;

0 Other ficenseas viz. Private Entiies engaged in power fransmission have also
been vested with such powers after complying the lald down procedure




ISSUES AGREVATING THE PROBLEM

0 Handsosme Compensation by Private Engliy (Licensee) for Placing
Towrer;

¥ Licensees not covered under 1684 of EA, 2003 paying mutually settled
compensation to the land owner for placing  fower and laying of
ovirhead transmission in socordance with MOP notification;

0 Damages its extent not defiried for calowating compensation;

U Placemant of towereipyion raquire much largoer land.ared (144 « 400 sg
i} and incressed Right of way extending from. 2F meter fo 69 meter

for 132 kV Lo 800.KV HVDC ling;
Subatantial inerease in No. of Projecte
O * Restriction imposed for use of land under transmission line affect

tand vatus;
&  Farmars gatting unitediforming feint front for enhanced bargalning
power .
State Policles Ragarding Compensation
1. UPPCL:

v Cash aesiatance of 10% {owners having >1 ha} & 20% (owners having <1 ha.) of
the registered valua for the area actupiad by the tower;
¥ In caseof lass of slanding crop and / trees, compensation wilt be paid at market
“value of aliowed 1o harvest he Bal crop,

0 Pollcy provisions not applied to POWERGRID and were asked to pay for
both tower base &l Ry, & fakh for ABC type & Rs. 6 Jakh for D and for 25 m
wide corridor @ actual basad on type of orop viz. Re.28,57/8q m. for S’cane.

2. AFTRANSCO:

v Exgratia gt the rate of Re 3.25 per sq.mt for the area occupled by the towar;

v Incase of loss of sfanding crop and or trees, compensation will ba paid at market
value ss defenmined by the MRO/Dapt of Agrlculture or allowed to harvast the
{imaf crop.

Q Palley provisions not applied to POWERGRID and were asked ta pay for
both towsr base @ 80% of markes valus.




3. Biaharasihtra:

v As per classification menfloned below and fand used by the tewer (by not
acquiring the proposed land ) and as per prevaifing market rete of the
proposed land.

Tand ClrsiCabons Type of iand Compennation to

oot s 10

O Not applied to POWERGRID lines in case of Solapur-Puns, Pune-Parli
linea and ware asked to pay additional compsnsstion for tower bage Rs.
7.5-8 lakhs and coridor Rs. 34 lakh to 2l fanmers whose fand falls
betwesn hwo towers,

4. Chhattisgarh®:
v 50% of land cast for tower bage;

¥ 20% of land value for corddor rastricting to owder point of conductor,
* Not apphicahin to disitibution Hras.

VARIOUS COURT DIRECTIVES / JUDGMENTS

Kerala High Court in their various orders epined that ownaer can clalm compensation
for diminishing of land value subject to cerlain condifions.

SBuch judgment / arders were challenged in tha Hon'ble Suprema Court {8C)
and got-stayed.

S observed that there can ba no fix formula or policy to arrive the rate of
carnpensation amd is of the viaw that each cese is roquired to be igken on s own
metit on following paramstars!

v situation of land;
v distance between high voitage electricily line tald there over;

v oxtent of the line there on as alsa the fact whether the high voliage line
passes over a small rack of land oF through the middle of the fand and
other simitar relevant factors;

v Tha land value is also a relevant factor and whether the owner of the
land losses its substantial right to use the property.

The case still pending with Kerala High Court for final judgment.
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RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

v Government of Kerala addrassing simiiar problem in POWERGRID Unes
sssociated with Kudanlulam transmiesicn systom Issued serios of
Government Order {G.0.): dh‘acﬂng FOWERQRID o pay compencation
tawards thmagus ‘caused: at vach tower locaton In sddition to nomal

framed a ctiteria for conaidering

value (B times of falr value) ift the
3 “Basfs for ‘caiculsting sich damages by the District

Coimwﬂnamua.«mmﬂw
v Ths sc am{er dnteé May 8, 2&09 In wiit petition filed by a Private
PGWE_RGIQ giso deiale with tho issup of

ompen d a8 ‘per this order compsnsation as par the proviston
of Sectien 10'(6}' of indian Talagraph Act, TBBS are due to lend owmer on
whose iend the towerhas been placed.

v District Mapististe of Kitch, Gujaret on representation of affes
persons ofdered POWERGRID to pay sddi, Compenisstion vide its-order
dL25.03.10 @ of Rs. 1 lakh for A type tower, Re.1.90 lakh for B type
towar, Rz. 1.28 Inkh for € type of tower and Re. 1Mfaidifor13!ypsof
towar forlines sswockited with Mundra UMPR:

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

Collector Visekhapatnam, Afthra. Pradeshy vide Hs order dl. 21,10.10 hag awarded
1o dand. mwsanaddmonﬂmmpmaﬁon__ms tanddmages@w%of

bmtmdvaiue_l”j

DC'-..Sauﬂi Bismd sm_;m ordemdforpaynmﬁofmnmhteiand valuaand
swfacadamagasas' -andl- favied - 35 -yeers velie of yield as
mmnswonmusmmgwmdsmmwemmmﬂbmtm

Tha a&d}ﬁm! wmpansaﬁm of RE, zm Lakh per acne et 1o ‘and cwners for
damages {0 land dirring stringing;

Different rates for trees with 10% exgratia.

9
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RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

v District Magistrate, Ranga Reddy vide order dL.08.08.2014 for 400 KV
DIC Suryapet - Shankarpally line of TRANSCO with following compensation:

A. For Tower base:

Typ2 of Land Cafagiory-§ Area of dampgs Categorydl Ares of
upto 8o eq, ydn. (A BLC | damaps ahova 380 2q.
Typs towar) yiis. (D Typa towear}
a} Land facing lo Highways, (up lo 0. 5 km '
distance} fis. 3.5 lekh pat towar R, 4.5 lakh por tower
by  HNewsr to e Housing
layoutendt. Areae! Commessially
dirvalopad Areo.
o) Land thecugh winch mova then one
trangvission éng is pessing
Ratz g5Ra. 1000~ per 84 vos.
Hlertor Landa (Al othet lands} . 4K IgWb par owar T, 8,15 Tukh par owar
| RateRs. 700 por sy, .

B. For ina Corridor:

Damage in 20 matar (10 meters on eliher gide from the cantre of the line), at Re, 6D
par 2q. mater

OPINION OF ATTORNEY GENERAL OF INDIA

O it i logical to hold that the land undemeath the leges of the tower
{psrmanently fixad to the earth) la permanently lost by the owner. Even
though those pleces of land are not requirad for edquisition and the
ovwnership remalna with the ownar yet all incidenae of the cwnarship,
enjoyment and free uee of those placss of land becomes saverely
restrictad, In such caze, compansation cught to bo ae nesr as the present
value of the land.

[0 The sompensation of land dunder the corridor Is antirely differsnt  Such
tand Iz conveniently usable for agriculture. Howsver, there would ba of
courae diminution of land value due to placing of iine over it with cerlalin
restriction on lahd uee and slzo mny future prospscta for usage other
than agriculfure. The companestion for such diminution in land vaiue for
the lina coridor ie aiso payabip to land owners, quantum of which should
commengurate to the demage depending upon the fypeflocstion of fand
and [ts intandod/recordad fand use.

£) In cass of Residential / Induatrial area, there ls severs restriction on
usage for safety of human iife & slectrical clearance hance compensation
need to ba commensurate with the damages.

— g U




PROPOSAL OF POWERGRID
DO Provigions of ect providea compansation only towards. damages and thare is no

migntion for compensation towards diminution of fend value explicitly though it s &
reality;

L tnmofdamy and riotifed les, thapmviaionsofmsihg acis are belng
difierantly interprated by concermed. ﬂcmevenua Authofitias that oo varles/Muctyste
hemri{y thus causing uirest mé ddar in resolving RoW issus fesiting in delay,

G POWERGRtD In-arder to maawa this fssue in fine with AG's- opénion proposes that
MoP by amending riles frami section 67 of EA act may provids for a

mng stsndam milfimuin compans  be:paid by aﬂﬂmm
» ghall pay 100% mstoﬂmd rormrbwzm ascampensatian based ofi-the markei rats a3
aacertetn by ihe losal Revenus. mumﬁw

> shall alao.-pay 0% land value* {of astprisiced reta) for fine corrkder (RoW) towards land vaius
dmisution- i '

» MMDCIDMWWNMWI&& represamm shigll complels above evaluation of
compansationyviithin 30 days.

* mmmwmmmwmm@ammnamﬁ- '
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impact on tarlif due to Tower Base B RoW Corridor Compensation @ 10%

Compenastion § 26 Lexha/ acre (Mostly UrbentSemi-urben land near Ciien/Towna)
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PROVISIONS OF ELECTRICITY AGT, 2003 Part-Vil,
SEGTION 67 & 68

Section 67 (3-5):
Guole:

(3) Alicensee shall, in exerscise of sny of the powers conferrad by or under this.
saction and [he rules mide thereunder, catise as Htile demage, detrimait and
Incopvenience as may be, and shall make full conipensation for any
damage,datriment or Inconvenience caused by him or by any one empioyed by
tim. .

(4} Whera any difference or dispute fincluding amount of compensation under sub
-section {3)] arisas under this section, the matter shall be determinad by the
Appropriate Commission,

(8) The Approprinte Commission, while deterrining any difference or digpuie
adsing under this section in addition 1o any compensation under sub-saction (3),
may impose & penaly nol exceeding the amount of compensation payabls
under that sub-gsection.




Sectlon 68 (5 & &

(5) Where any free standing or lying near an overhoad line or where aty struciurs or
ather object which has been placed or has falién near an overhead line subsaquent
to the placing of such fne, interupls or Interferes with, or is ksly to inferrupt or
intesfere with, the conveyance or tensmission of elechiclly or the acceseibiiity of
any works, an Executive Magietmte or authority epecified by the Appropriste
Government may, on the dpplication of the Hoensee, cause the tree, struchue
or object to be remeved or ofharwise deslt with ag-he or it thinks fit

(6) When disposing of sn application under sub-section (8}, an Exacutive Magistrate
or authority specified under thet sub-section shall, in the ¢ase of any tree in
avistence before the placing of the averhead ling, awerd 1o the parson inferested in

the tree such compensation ag he thinke reasonable, end such person may
recover the same from the licensse,

Expianation. - For purposes of this section, the expression ? tres? shell be
deamed lo include any shrub, hedge, jungle growth or other plant.

Unguots.

=

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF POWER

Now Delhl, the 18th April 2008,
HOTIFICATION

G 5.R21HE). - In axorche of B powars confered by celsa (e} of sub-saction {2} of saction
178 rpad with sub-sectlon (2) of seclion &7 of the ElectricRty Act, 2003 (36 of 2003), the Canlral
Grvemmant hereby mekes the fokowing rules regurding the workis of Hoenseas, namely -

1. Short litta and commencemsant- {1} Thasa rulas may be calied the Works of Licenseas
Rulax, 20066,

2, Dofinitians- (1) In these rulas uniass tha context atherwise requlies-

{a} "The Act” means the Eleclricily Act, 2003
{b} “occupler” of any bullding or isnd means & person in lawful occupation of that bullding
or land. ‘

(2) All ather words and exprossion used harein snd not definad In these nifes, shalf have
tha meanings respectively assignad to them in the Acl.

3. Licansee lo camy o works.- {1) Aficgnses may ~

(a} carry out works, tay down or place eny electic supply ling ot cther wosks in, through, or
sgainst, any buliding. of on, over or under any land whamon, whesover or whamundar
any electric supply-iing 0 works hes not siresdy bean fawfily leid dovn or placed by
such licensee, with the prior consent of the owner or accupler of sy bullding of land:

i,



(L) fix any support of ovarhesd line o any stay of strul requlred for the purpase of secuing
in position any supptint of an ovarhead Tne on any Building ortand or having been 8o
fixed, ray alter wiich sugpord:

{2).When miaking @n-order under sub-ule-{1), the: Dm Magistito or the Cotnmissioner of
Pohwo:ﬂmndﬁmww&oﬁwd 2 i case ingy b, shal fic -sfler contilaring the.

ig-of the: coniceied parsony. ﬁuﬂy.msmmufmpemﬂmoroi

anm:aium,orafbam.wlﬂchohmﬂdmhlsapinhnbcpaidhymnﬂmmmm

fmer or otcuplion

{3) Evary oitlat mate by & Disirict Magistrate or & Cor
!’ﬁwundersub-mh(()smﬁbunbfuﬁn Vil

(4} Mathing containgd In this rule shall gffect the powere cmfamd upm any Ilcsnm
under soction 164 of the Act,

<3

PROVISIONS OF TELGRAPH ACT FOR COMPENSATION;
The indian Télegraph Act, 1888, Part-ill, SBection 10:

Quote: .

10. Power for ietegraph authorily to place and malntain telegraph lines end posts -
Tha telagraph authority may, from tims to tims, place and maintsin & telegraph line
under, over, &long, or scross, and poals in or upon any immovable properly:
Provided that -

(a)} tha talegeaph authority shalf not exercise the powers confarred by this secton
excep! for the puiposes of 8 telegraph eslablished or maintained by the [Central
BGovernmenit], or to be so established or maintalned,

{b) the [Cenlral Govemmant} shelf not scquire any right other than that of user
only in the property uider, over, along, across in or upon which the telsgraph
authority places any telegraph line or past; and

{c} excapt a3 hereinafler provided, the telegraph authority shall not exercise those
pawers in réspect of any propedy vested In or under the controf or management
of any locat authority, without the permisaion of that authority; and

10



{d) in the exercise of the powers conferred by this saction, the telegraph authority
shall do as little damage as possible, and, when it has sxercised those powets
Ins respect of eny property other than thet refermsd to in clausse (], shall pay full
compensation to all parsans Interested for any damage sustalned by them
by reason of the exercise of those powers,

Saclion 16:

{1) If the exercise of the powers mentioned in sechion 1Qin respect of property
refemed 1o in clause {d) of that section fa resisled or ohsiructed, the District
Maglstrate may, in his discretion, srder that the teiegraph authority shall
be parmitted o exorcise them;

£2) 1f, after the making of an order undsr sub saction (1), any person resiats the
exervise of those powers, of, having contro! over the property, does not give all
facilitias for this being exercised, he shall be deemed to heve committed an
offence undst saction 188 of the Indian Penal Code {45 of 1880},

Unguote,

<3
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No.¥7120158-Trans
Govérnment of India
Ministry of Power
Shram Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg.
New Dethi-110001

Dated, 8" May, 2015

Office Memarandum

Sub: Minutes of the mesting held on 30.04.2015 under the chairranship of
Shrt R.N. Choubey, Speclal Secretary. Ministry of Power regarding finaiization of
compensation in regard fo Right of Way for transmission lines.

¥Rk

The undersigned is directed to forward herewith a copy of the minutes of meeting
taken by Shii R.N. Choubey, Special Secretary. Ministry of Power on 30.4. ..:015 on the
above mentlonsd subject, for informahan and recessary action,

£ L-
=23l il

{8. Venkateghwarlu}

Under Secretaty (Trans)
E-mall transdeak-rnop@nic.in
Teietax 011 2332 5242

oy

Ghairperson, Central Electricity Auihon‘ly New Delhi

Principal Secrefary/ Secretary (Energy), Madhya Pradesh.

Principat Secretary/ Secrstary (Energy), UP.

Principat Secretary/ Secretary: (Energy), Maharashtra

Princlpal Secretary/ Secretary (Energy). Karnataka

Principal Secretary! Secratary (Energy). Kerala

CMB/Director (Projects), PGCIL.

Shii K.K.Arya, Chisf Engineer.. Chief Engineer (SP&FA), CEA, New Delhi.

e

el S RN A

Copy to Br PPS to S8 (RNCY JS(Trans) / Director {Trans) US (Trans).
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Minutes of the meeting taken by Shri R.N. Choubey, Special Secretary, Minisiry
of Power (MoP) on 30.4.2015 regarding finalization of compensation in regard fo
Right of Ways (Ro\WY) for transmission line

List of participant is given at Annex-l.

2. Special Secretary, MoP welcomed the participants and informed that in the last
meeting held on 20.04.2015 two views were immarsed as under:

(i) 100 % compensation for land should be paid for tower footing and 10%
for corridor under the fine.

(i}  Policy should not be changed as siate authorily is solving the
compensation issues and it will aiso affect the financial viability of
transmissicn projects.

2.1 Special Secretary. MoF has requested Director (Projects), PGCIL to present
brief on policy and practice being followed by the State for paying the coripensation
towards damages as discussed in last meeting. '

3 Director {Projects). PGCIL presented a detailed presentation including Legal &
Regulatory framework about the compensation, policies of various States as well as the
brief on the Suprame Court order on compensation issues and various othar orders of
different DMs/DCs regarding compensation and interpretation of present claise(copy of
presentation attached)

4. The summary of AG's opinion on jegal position and coverage/irclugions of
various aspects while deciding cormpensation including fand value diminution was also
informed by POWERGRID

5 Members also discussed about the requirernent of prior aoproval of appropriate
governmen! under Section 88(1) of Electricity Act as in thsir opinton all due diligence is
applied during the process of grant of License.

6. PGCIL's proposal regarding full compensation for tower base and a: least 10%
for Row Corridor was also discussed in detail,

7 The private entities, M/s. Sterlite and M/s.Essel Infra also 2mphasize) that there
should be a standard norms for calculating compensation for transmissior Ime and it
should aiso be ravised, reviewed periedically for its regular updation keeping in mind the
market rate Mfs Sterlite also suggested that instead of land cost. corridar conpensation
per km rate may be fixed based on voltage of line

8 Chairperson, CEAinformed that possibility of reduction in RoW widtl is minimai
as it has already been fixed based on the required Elecincity Safety norms.

9. The Committee also opined that payment of full value of land cost. tower hase
seems justified due to severe restriction put in by placing of tower which he avily impact
the productivity/use of land area falling below tower base.

2
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10 Principal Secretary (Power). U.P. however, expressed his reservation and sfated
thatpaymendt of 100% compensation for the lower base without acquisition of land may
be a difficult proposition due to ongoing compiacatton regarding compensation under
new Land Acquisition Act,

11 Principal Secretary (Power),U.P and Principal Secretary (Power),M.F expressed
their apprehension about the proposal of RoW Corridor payment as in thei- view such
payment fnay also hamper the implementation of distribution lines and may alse put
additional financial burden on distribution company. Moreover, they were also of the
opinion that we may not be able to resoive compensation issue by paying 1% as in all
probabilities the farmers/iznd owners will demand more as has already bees stipulated
In the different State policies and DCs orders.

12. Due to sensifivity of the proposal and its implementation by the différent Siate
Govt., it was decided ihat this issue may also be discussed during the lorthcoming
Power Secrefaries meetings for wider consultation and acceplance and PCWERGRID
was ativised {o prepare 2 defalled agenda note in this regard.

—
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Annex.!
No.3/1/2015-Trans
Date/time of the meeting  30.04.2015 at 3 00 pm
Venue: Ministry of Power. NPMC Room Stiram Shakti Bhawan, New Delhi-1100G(1

List of Participants

Minlstry of P ‘wer
Shr R.N. Choubey Special Secretary (Power) - In the chair

1
2 Smt Jyol Arora. Joint Secretary (Trans}
3. Shri Ghanshyam Prasad, Director (Trans)
4 Shn 8. Venkateshwartu, Under Secretary {Trans)
5 Shr: Major Singh. Chairpersan
Phone : 011-2810272 Y/Email : memberplanningcea@yahoo.com
6 Shi K. K. Arya, Chief Engineer (SP&EPA)
Phone ; 26102045/Email : kkarya_2003@rediffmail.com
7. Shn 8.K Arya. Chief Engineer (1C) (PSPM)
Mobile; 5888438594/Email bkarya1664@gmail com
Power Grid Gosporation of India Limited (PGCIL)
8 Shri 1.8, Jha, Director {Projects)
Fhone - 0124-2571930/Emait : isjha@powergndindia.com
g Dr. R K. Srivastava. AGM (ESMD)
Mobile | 99103768134/Email . s ot 4o grshindia tam
Govt, of Karnataka, Bengalury
10. Shei P. Ravi Kumar, Secretary {Energy)
Mobile 08448124242/Emall ; pre-energy@kamataka.gov in
Government of r Pradesh oW
11 Shri Sanjay Agarwal, Principal Secretary (Power)
Mobile © 086517891 19/Email : sagsal30@yahos com
12 Shri Shrikrishna, CE{TW). Meerut
Mob: 0941274880 11Emait . catw@uppic! org
Govt. of Maharashtra/ MAHATRANSCO
13 Shri Rajeev Kumar Mital, CMD
Phone : 022-26501253726605000/Fax  D22-26598595
Emall .mdmanatransco n
Government of Kerala
14 Shri Sivasankar M Secretary (Fower)
Mobile . 09847797000/Emait . sivat #naa woheely i
Governmaent of Madhya PradeshfiPPT abalpur
15 Shri 1.C P. Keshari. Pincipal Secretary (Energy)
Mobile . 09425234600
16.  ShriR. Sethi C.E (Planning & Design)
Mobile - 09425805228/Emait . cepsd21@yahoo.com
17. 8hri M.M. Dhoke, SE (PSS5)
Mabile : 02425805237/Email - ceps321@yahoa.com
Sterlite Grid |Limited (SGL
8 Shri Ajay Bhardwaj Business Head
Mobile : 9810446758
19 ShnTA Reddy VP
Mobile. 93104830978/Emall tan reddy@steriiie com
Essel Infra {DMTCL)
20 Shri Sudip Dulta
Mabile 9650518244/Eman sudipdutta@esselnfraproject com
21 Shn Rajnish Mahajan Essel Infra (NRSS-XXX! (B}
Mobie &5588B9504/Email rajmish mahajan@infra esseligroup com




RoW COMPENSATION
And
DIMINUTION OF LAND VALUE

DUE TO PLACING OF
ANSMISSION LINE / TOWER
AN OVERVIEW

LEGAL AND REGULATORY FRAMEWORK FOR (MPLEMENTATION OF
TRAHSMISSION PROJECT AND COMPENSATION.

Z1 Prior Permission of Appropriate Govt, under Section-68 {1);

U Ohtain License from Appropriale Commigsion under Section 14;

& Contral Transmission Uty (CTU) snd State Tranemission Utility (STU) are
deemed to be a transmission liceniee uider this Agt,

| S The appmpnat_e_@ovt hag powers under Section 164 to grantivest powers of The
Telegra 1885 o liceriseas for laying of transmission lines ton for proper
coordination of works;

2 Licansees vestad with the powers of telegraph authonty under Section 164 of the
Electnicity 8¢t use provisions of The Indian Telegraph Act, 1885 for placing of lowers
fings and compensation:

G Other licensees viz. Private Entities engaged in power transmission have also been
visted with such pOW&I"S after complying the |gitd down procedure;

=3 Tha Central Government’ may by aolification. make rules under Section 176{1 & ¢

{@)}or camying out the provisions of this Act,
- (e} the works of licansees affecting the praperty of owner or occupier under

sub-section (2} of seclioh §7;

—35.—




PROVISIONS OF ELECTRICITY ACT. 2003 Par-ViLSECTION 67 & 68

Sectivn 67 {2-5):
Quote:

i2) The Appropriate Government may. by rules mado by it i1 this behalf,
specify:

ta; the cases and circumstances i1 with the consent in witing of the
Appropriate Goverrment [ocal authority, owner or orcupier s the case
may ha, shall be requned for cartying out works.

(b} the authorily which may grant permrission in the arcumsiancd where the
ownes of cecupier nbjects to the carying st of vworky:

(c] tha natuee and parad of notica lo B given by the lizenaes before carrying
out works

td} the procedure and manaer of consideration of objpetiong ant suggestion
recaived in aceordance with the actics referrsd o i clause le)

{et the delerrmnatiot and payina sl of compensaton of (ent [0 e persons
affected by works under this sachon: :

_ MeP vide notification dt. 18.4.2086 notified rules for all Heensees for
faying of transmission fines and sompensation thereof:

13} A lcanaee shall, 0 exerciap of any of tha pownrs confamad by of Lavdet fing.
section snd the rules made thersunder. causa 33 Hile damage orniment and
inconvesiencsas may b, and shall meke ‘uf nompensation for aty damage
detrimant or Incoenvanlen e coused by him or by any one emplayed by tim

141 Whare any dfference o thspute pncluding amount of campansation sndet sub
-section (1)} anges under this sestion, the maller ghall e delarmined by the
Appropriate Commisgon

The Appropriate Dammissnn, while delermiming any ditferance or diemite ansing
undar thiz seetion i additen to any compensation wuler sub-sechon (31 ~ay

impoas a penally ot sxcepding the amoun! of compensalion payable unkied that
sulr sertion

Section 68 (5 & &);

15 Whern any tree standing ar ying near an overhead line of wherg any Siruclure o
other obiect which has been placed or has fellen near an overhead ling
suhsequent to the placing of such tine, terrupts or interferes wirh, or s hiely lo
imterrupt o mierfere with the conveyance or transmussion of electricity or the 38
fo Inferrupt or interfere wilh the conveysnce of fransmrsswon of slecinery oo he
acressiviity of any workys. an Executve Magisirate or swuthority specified by the
Appropriate Govemmert miay. on the application of the icenzes. cause the iree,
struclure or objes’ 1o be ramoves o pthanvise dealt with as he or it thinks fil

LN
1
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{6} When disppaing of an application under sub-section {5}, an Executive Magrstrala
or authtrity speciled under (hal sub-sechion shall, in the case of any tree ic
exisiznce before the placing of the overhead line, award to the person mierested in
ihe ree such compensation s he thinks reasenable. and such persOn May reeove”
the samme from the hcenses.

Explapation, - For purposs of (his ssction the axpressien 7 iree? shall be deamed
to include any shrub, hadge, jungle growth or gther plant

PROVISIONS OF TELGWH ACT FOR CQMPENSAT!UN' COMPENSAT]OI-
ISSUES ARE DEALT IN SEC'HON-’ID OF THE ACT

The [ndian Talegraph Act, 18865, Part-ll, Section 10:

18, Power Tor telegraphguthority to place-and msintan telagraph tines snd posls ~
The letegraph authority tay, from fime to fioe, place and maintain a letegraph line
under. over, slong, OF 80088, arid POSH ¥ Or UPDN SRy InMovable property.
Provided tha! -

(a)} the telegraph authority shall not exerose the powets corferted oy thus sechion
excapt for the putposes of a telograph estalilished or mairdained by the {Central
Government]. or i ba so eslablished or maintaingd;

(b} the [Certiral Govemment) shall nat atquire any right other thar that of user only m |
the propeny undar. over, iong. aZI8S €1 oF Lpon witeh the tefegraph authonty
places any tetegraph bog of pogt and

(€} except as herelitaBier providad. the telegeaph aulhority shall nol exercisa
thosa poawers in raspactof any proparty vesled in o under the conliof or
mansgentant of any locat authordy, wm:u{ the permission of that authorly,
and

fd} in the meercise of the powers confered by this seclion. The telegraph aulhonfy
shall do as Hite damage a3 passible, and. wiisn & has execcised those powers 0
réggiact of ahy propairty olfiee then that fesmed to in clsiise &), shall pay fult
compeinisation to efl parsons irteraatad for any damage sustained by tharm by
reason of the exarcise of thoge powes

Section 14;

i1 M the exeveite of e povers mestiomd i Sectsn 10 a1 wergetl of progerty efaried 2 o
clausa (di of 1hat gection 15 (essiBd of sbstralied. B Distnict Magistrate may. In husg
disqretion, order thot the telagraph authacdty shel! by perniitted to exercise them;

121 Il afber (he meking of an-ordar undar sub-sacke ¢1: any. person resits the pasicra o thoss
powers. Of hawng conbrol avsr Ihe progery doés nol give sit feciities for this boing
axdrcsad. he shal e dewned to have commitied an offénce under section 188 of the
sdian Penal Codo (45 of 1680}, .
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ISSUES AGREVATING THE PROBLEM

0 Damages its extent not defined for caleuiating compensation:
1 Substantial increase in No. of Projects;
Placemant of towers/pylon require much larger land area (144
- 400 sq m) and increased Right of way extending from 27
meter to 69 meter for 132 KV to 800 kV HVDC tine;
=2 Raestriction imposed for use of land under transmission line
affact land value;
O Farmers getting unitedfforming joint front for enhanced
bargaining power ; '
J  Activist and NGOs intarvention.
State Pollciee Regarding Compansation
1. UPPCL:
¥ Tash asvistance of 10% owners having ~t ha} & 20% (ownets haying <1 ha ) of
the registered value o the ares occupred by the fower, ]
< In case of Ios5 of standing crop and [ i=ees. compensation will be pawl at rarket
~ value of allowed to harvest the knal ciop.
1 POWERGRID in western UP asked to pay for both tower base @ Re 6 lakh
for ABC type & Rs. 6 lakh for D and for 28 m wide corridor siill work heldup
Z. APTRANSCO:

Exgratia at the rate of Ris 3 25 per $q mi for the area eccued by the towar

¥ In case of lnss of standing crop and or trees compensaton will be paid 2l iiarke!

value as determined by the MRQIDent of Agricuiture or allcaved Ic harvas! the
fing! crop

POWERGRID asked by DM V'patnam to pay for towsr baze @ 60% of market
value and for Vijayawasds-Nellore line asked to pay huge compensation far
corrldor too In Vijayawada area. |

e T

T 4,




3. Maharaghtra;

v fa per clasaification meationed beiew and land used by the towar {by not
acquuing the proposed lend ) and as per prevadmg markel rate of the

Qin ceEs of Sa:!ap"ﬁ'um Pumal%r] lings and Wers siked 1o pay
additional compensetion for tower ba .7.8.8 ldkhs snd corridor Re. 3-
41akh 1o ali farners whose land falls bmm two towisre.

4. Chhaltisgarh™: _
¢ 50% of tand cost for lower buse;
v 20% of lndvaiug fir comidor resiicling 1o outer poinl of conducler

¥ et appheatia to dain hrax

VARIOUS (::-.HRT DIRECTIVES / JUDGMENTS
Kerala High Courl i their varous erdes npoad t'nal owrHy it Clapn compengalion
for diminishing of lsnd valine stibjedt to serlgin condifions

Such judgment / ordets vera chalisngsd In the Hon'ble Supreme. Caurt {SC)
and got stayad,

SC gbasrved that thare cen ba no fix formula or policy to amve the cate of
compengabon.and is of the. view thal sach case 13 required 1o be faken on ils twn
morit on laliowing pargmelers,

v situstion of land;
¥ distance betwaen high vollage elecincily Iine layt there over

v axigntof the ing thate on 25 also the fact whether the high vollage fine
passes over & small track of land or through the middie of the land and
other ssmilar relevan! factors.

¥ The land value is also a relevant factor and whelher the owner of the
tand loasas 1s substantial nghtl o use the propesty

The case sl pending with Kereiz High Court for final judgment,




RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

+ Goversment of Kerala addressing simildr problem in POWERGRID fines
associated with Kudankufam transmission system issued serles of
Governmeant Ordar (3.0} dirscling POWERGRID (0 pay compensation
towards damages csusad &t each lawer location in addition o nosmiat
cropitres compensation and have framed & critarid fo- considering
some porcantage of prevailing lend valua {3 times of &ir value) in the
diskrict a8 a basis for calculating such damages by the District
CollactoriRevenue Authority.

© v The SC order deted Mazy 8. 2008 in writ pelitton hled by a Private
company against POWERGRID alse dosls with the lssue of
compensztion and 88 per this order compensetion as per the provision
of Sastion 10°{d} of indian Telegraph Act, 1885 are due {0 land ownar on
whose land the tower has been placed.

« District Magistrate of Kuteh. Gujarat on representation of affected
puraons ordered POWERGRID to pay addi, Conipensation vids ite order
drL28.02.10 @ of Rs. 1 laki for A type tower, Re.1.10 lakh for B type
tower, Rs. 1.25 {akh for C type of tower and Re. 1.40 lakr for [ type of
towar for Hrez assoclated with Mundra UMPE.

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

Collegtor Visakhapainamn Anghen Pradesh vide s order di 21 10 ° 0 has avarded
to land owners an addibional compensation towards land damages § €Y- of
beasic land value consdesng that such damages are tovered under damages 8%
contained i1 e Sechon *1:@ of ledan Talegoaph St 1538

oistrict Magisirate. Neflore vige arder datid 24 D@ 2G13 for 400 KV Bie: Wiaywada-
Hellore andd Neliore-Thonaliam tramsmission nne fixed compansstion amoud Rs
3.50.000 per tower lpcakion to farmers in Neliore district for 8¥ towers o 400-T8E
W ines

OC South Distnct, Sikken ordersg fur paymeni of complete [and valve and
surface damages 8% conpengente and levied 38 yesms velue of yald as
rompensation iowards crop damages and B years yield for fridt bec ring trees

Crstricl Magretrate Tumbur vade order A 3ted 08 37 2014 for towet bagn

Crogag at et Gt vt U T Tompatvenit t Mmou Dol
——- (AU e IR LS 1 T _
) r T v

Ty e
. L
M -n_.-.’ -_-‘___l‘ A s AR -

the addiicral compensancn of Re 200 Lakh per sure 2ach 1o Land owrens fot
daeages ty and Jdurag =gy

Different rates for fress vt 1L Rxgratia

R
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RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

v District Magistrate, Réanga Reddy vide order di.08 08 2014 for 400 K\’
DIC Suryapet - Shankarpally line of TRANSCO with foflowing compensation

A, For Tower bass:

[ Typh of Land . Cotogoryd Aeoa of Gamnegs ~ Calegurytl Acen of

! T uplo M0 eq yes (A BR C ©  docage strtve 350 54
.. Twetoped  ydu, (D Type towen)
.-ajlmmmﬂmm i E?nm -
© tharknal O FRE 3 b i e ks R 4 5 loAb per tower
By Meefer i the  Houang
. Aytutaindl Araas: ComenmeCinlly :
;€ Lind GRough ohh more an ane | I
| ranttisnon e & pastieg .

an‘gﬁs W i 64 F"‘s

RGEE e T TR TR R e T

B, For ling Corvitor:

Damage in 20 rweter (14 melers on ether side fram the centie of the iinej, 2t Rg, 80
227 8q- meier

5

OPINION OF ATTORNEY GENERAL OF INDIA

8 It & logical to hold that the land undamesth the logs of the towsr
{permanently Bxed to the santh) is permanantly jest By the owner. Even
mauah 'thm pisces of tand- are not required for scquisition and the
tomalng. with the. gwner yot 8l Incidence of the ownership,
en}aymm and: five use of thoso pisces. of fnd bocomes soverely
restricted, in such case, compensation cught to be ag near as the present
vilue of theland.

1 The compengtition of land uhder the corridor is ernlrety differemnt. Such
land & convenfently usably for agricultum. Howevsr, there would be of
course diminution of isnd valus due to placing of fine over it with certain
restriction on land use and alsd any future prospects for usage other
than agricuiture. The compansation for such diminution in tand velue for
the ling cerridor |5 also payable to land Gemers, quantum of which should
commenaurate o the damege depending upon the typeflocation of fand
ant its intendedirecorded iand usa,

< in case of Hesldentlal / Industrie! area, therr is severe rpstriction on
usage for safaty of human Hife & efentrical clearance hence compensstion
need to be commensuraie with the damages.,

~!



PROPOSAL OF POWERGRID

S Bryasions of acl prowdes sotpeasation anly towards damages and fhere 15 1o
menjion for compensation lowards dimmution of lang value explictly though 8 5 a
reality

+ In absence of daely and ralhed procaduses the provisions of esting acts are hewig
differemtly interpreted by ¢ oncaired GG/Revenue Authonlies that ico vares/Buciuate
heavily thus causing untest and delay in resoting ReW issue resul ing in delay

J  POWERGRID m urdei 16 1esolve brs ssue m fing with AG & opinon praposes thal
MoP by amending fules framed under sechon BY of EA act may prowds for a
foliowing standasd mnrram compensalion (o be prwd by ol Ecensee

1005 cost oF Wnd for ey 0 06 4tied 35 1 Tmpensalrn Based on the rad 3t 138 38 Sulutin
Iy the hical Reyenus Authe dies

A ]

» Certain ¥ 2oy 10+ keid va'uz® of ascgramed ra §2 =e oomdnr - RoV/ townios tard vidue
cpmihon

» The mapachvie TS TIM ~¢ 1wt sib ook 10 6001 08 223l Seic b Al pvs gt af
L MEERTAIDA Wit T Ay .

In case enhanced demand hy land owners tha respactive Slate may-review R and o
tound pestified may pay fram men ressurces directly as has heen agraad by the State of
Kevals.

Impact on Wriff dus to Tower Base & RoW Corridor Compensstion £ 10%
Compensation & 15 L akhs! acre ifostly agriculiveal land in sl stting)

Treifon Damplion C " Revisod  Tardfon

Coptam SISt TSY | comlforRoW Capiel Cost  eovised *.-.
vaitege iRa us Ry i 05y Dass!bm Corrigder cf 180 kM campts]  Increaae
Lakit) : n Mx W Lakht Lins sl i Farlt
Garage (R i Lakin iRe 5 E} (iR G
k12 ’ :
exi, Cyea )
ORVDETWn B IEC Tyes 6 788 T LI SR Y. S
0KV Ot Quad 27 g TMES XS T I
148 16785 e ; .
100 XV Dig HTLS 347 EE ‘;5;"' " ’;8‘5' T save RELE 5684
165 KV D e san 15;3:‘ ¥ sz?é;sb L Y s
By TRareathrar. g s [RRLT R IR I T LR P R
it Y N, ey M ES TN LY
ey N ST BT R Y L
e Fait e e A e




impact on tarid{ due to Tower Base & RoW Cemridor Compensation €@ 109%

Compensation & 25 Lakhg/ acre (Moally Urban/Semi-urban lznd near Citiss/Towns)

Tasit-on . y
. Comp'tien teitsed  Tanf on
Cootin  “204 cou  COMPMBMIGR opmComt ravised %
Votiage Ha, 10 (Re. i Cr) for Samer ; of 160 hm  chpital  Increasg
Lokh} @ o bagel km (RS, 17 L3 tine soRt n Yor i
{Rs, it Lok LR s inCry s In Cr)
1 o
' : Co
L ey BRETEL MK 28- - . _
AOKVDETWn L0 - 287 EpET MBERET e 3 maw
2. . C n ﬂ){ }5 = Ee e
480 KV Qg Quiad 3 A  pan 3 FEES 1259,
WHIVLe  NEKLEr .
) KV Die HTLE M0 a1} o TrWE WA &3 B 40¥
TS KV D Ase -5 & ETE RS T4 13&!35 = Lo &G [ 11 D&%,

LT

16.38

Lok g

Impatt on tariff dua to Tower Base & RoW Carridar Compansation @ 10%

Compensation (@ 50 Lakhs! acre {Moatly Urisen fand nesr Blg Cities/Mstro Towns)

Tanff on
w Gamgiion s Rewisntt  Tarlth on
Conkkm (Rs. In et coatiorRow GRSl Cost revisad a
Villuge {R5. in 2n For tewer Corridor 160 hkm  capital  Egrmage
Lokh} P bk Lioe coot  an TarilY
svomge TS InLaion tHe nCr) (Ay laCn
400 KY i Yudn 142 3 “'-;:_':'5’ OIS B sk wer s
400 KV Dfc Quad 260 4y WLIIXES BEISEMSS  sem men  26ww
100 Y DI HILS vig grg  TTRRET RIS wexm nrr e
765 KV D e gzea 6 ;g‘g:" 20 ";;T‘_’a‘gf ¥ e ‘CaEs wRI1ZTE
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MIMSTRY OF POWER .

HOTIFICATION

GER2ITF) - tnaxenae of | powe s <on'e ed by o3 50 F b aesian
TTE tean wall siberenin O gasran g o6 ¢ Basenodp A BRAD 7 0 (70 g e
Sover-rn bRy rawag e PR det el g e 4T rE I TETsess caiey

1 Ghep bt and cimmence Bty TREsR cubel nay DR Coed e Worka £ Leansen,
Raes 2006

& Defiribons- 1 o thage e gt B cottea] dhenyos 3, raz

tar M Anl rapden e BRaing iy Act 2007

I octume  of 3ny Dot @ oF 308 ML 3 IREEAR i i3l oo g 1 ) that baddng
o famd

2, Al other wards and arptees o6 L300 rem mnd g defagd o hass e Tes gagt e
DA TR EE PRTEact Loy 1RSgped i theur o the A2

2 LEPrERe I vy il vk F AR snr@Eg 1y =

17t casey el warks 2y dovn e 000 A0 gt D RLES e Ot OME aaEn ¢ Mgk
ETZ - Rt P R O i -~ LI B S TG Ak L G P

STt Ly e 0 FR R AR, A0 Tepdy, mrddowt ot M oy

S e cogat et P s cotaeml o the on e e e diany B o o0 s

M RV TS
H

Hew Dalh, the 18th Apnt 2008,
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{b) I 3ny suppon of overnead Ine or any stay of shul reguired for ina puipase of secunrg
n pasitictt any soppert of #n Svarheat bne on a5y budding or lane or having been so
fixed, may alter such suppoit

i) Whan making an ofder unger subecuie (3; the Delnsi Magisirate 3 (ne Comenss:onar of
Fafice o the officar 50 avihormed, a5 tha case may be, chall i alter considenng the
representsbons of the conterned parsons if any. the amount of compensation or of
snnusl rent, or of both, whith shauki in fils optnion be patd by the Heenses to the
awnet or oocugler. ’

13; Every order niade by @ Diatnct Magistrate or 2 Commissionsr of Police o7 an aathotsey
afiicet under sub-rile {1} ahall be subpzct 1a revisian by The Approprate Cemmission

-4 Nothing contained ﬁw this rule shali effect the powers conferred
upon any Heensae untdar gection 164 of the Act.

o ,
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Anbax-2
Extragt of para 1.3 of the Report

1.3 The maximum width of RoW corridor is caiculated on the basis of tower
design, span, and wind speed, maximum sag of conductor and ils swing phis other
requirement of electric safety. The requirernent of ROW for different voitage types
under standard conditions is as follows:

ROW width for different voltage ling*

Transmission Voliage Width(;; f;?t::;;f Way

66 kV - 18
110 kv 22
132 kV _ 27
220 kV . 35
400 kV S/C 46
400 kv D/iC 46
+/-500 kV HVDC 82
765 KV 8/C 64

(with delta configuration)

765 kV D/IC 67
+/-800 kV HVDC - 69
1200 kV 89

~ Width of Right of Way is as per the MoEF guidelines dated 5.5.2014.
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