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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & CM 4076/2012 (stay)
NAMRATA SINGH & ANR


Petitioner


Through: Mr. Arun Khatri, Adv.


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION (DGCA) & ORS
Respondent


Through; Ms. Mamta Bhardwaj, Adv. for applicant
Mr. Jatan Singh, CGSC for UOI
Mr. D.D. Singh, Adv. for R-3&4
Mr. Rajesh Dwivedi, Adv. for R-5


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE V.K. JAIN


ORDER


% 11.12.2013


CM No. 1260/2013Cfor impleadment of Ms. Jaeiit Kaur as party in the writ
petition)


Since the applicant is the mother of late Shri Harpreet Singh Sikhon, she is


allowed to be impleaded as respondent in this writ petition.


The amended memo of parties be filed within a week. Para-wise counter


affidavit, along with supporting documents, by newly impleaded respondent be


filed within two (2) weeks. Rejoinder can be filed within two (2) weeks thereafter.


The application stands disposed of


W.PrC) No. 1867/2012


List this petition for hearing on 23.4.2014.


V.K. JAIN, J
DECEMBER 11, 2013//-^
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & CM APPL. 4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioners


Through Mr. Ai-un Khatri with Mr. Yogesh
Sharma, Advocates


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION


(DGCA ) & ORS Respondents
Through Mr. Jatan Singh, CGSC with


Mr. Naginder Benipal, Advocate for
R-1 and 2.


Mr. D.D. Singh with Mr. Navdeep
Singh, Advocates for R-3 and 4. -


Mr. Zahid Ali with Mr. A.K. De and


Ml". Rajesh, Advocates for R-5.


Mr. Jayant K. Sud with Mr. Vishal
Dabas, Mr. Ajay Tushir and
Ms. Banita Singh, Advocates for R-6.


AND


+ W.P.(C) 1880/2012 & CM APPL. 4108/2012


NIRMAL. & ANR Petitioners


Through Mr. Arun Khatri with Mr. Yogesh
Sharma, Advocates


versus


fF.P. (C) 1867/2012 c6 1880/2012 Page 1 of2 .
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DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVAIATION


(DGCA) & ORS Respondents
Through Mr. Jatan Singh, CGSC with


Mr. Naginder Benipal, Advocate for
R-1 and 2.


Mr. D.D. Singh with Mr. Navdeep
Singh, Advocates for R-3 and 4.
Mr. Zahid Ali with Mr. A.K. De and
Mr. Rajesh, Advocates for R-5.
Ml". Jayant K. Sud with Mr. Vishal
Dabas, Mr. Ajay Tushir and
Ms. Banita Singh, Advocates for R-6.


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANMOHAN


ORDER


23.04.2014


The insurance company is directed to produce photocopies of the


insurance policy executed between them and respondent nds. 3 and 4 as well


as the proposal form.


All contestingparties are directed to file short written submissions riot


exceeding three pages.


Learned standing counsel for respondent-UOI is directed to assist this


Court on the interpretation of the legal }3rovisions, in particular. The;


Carriage by Air Act, 1972 and Civil Aviation Requirements.


List on 14^^ August, 2014.


MANMOHANTJ
APRIL 23, 2014
m . '


W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & 1880/2012 Page 2 of2
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


WRIT PETITION © NO. 1867/2012


IN THE MATTER OF :


Namrata Singh &Anr. ..petitioner


Versus


D.G.C.A. &, Ors .Respondent


INDEX Next date of hearing 2_1 ^j)y


SI. NO.


1.


Particulars


Vai<alatnama on bejiali" of the
Applicant


pages


GURJINDER SINGH CHAHAL


Advocate for the applicant
Enrolment No. P-571/2003


3375/2 Sect.-35-D, Chandigarh
Mob. 09779999122


Place : New Delhi


Dated : 29.04.2015
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IN THE COURT OF • C^u^ \) cXa^!' ^ '
Suit /Appeal No. (j.1 P^C) 7y#)/?, JURISDICTION of 20
In re:- 0Cn'̂ 4:4>i.t; Piff/Apptt. /Petitoner /Complainant


VERSUS


_Defdt. / Respt. / Accused


KNOW ALL to whom these present shall come that I / We


I^KA
The above name _do hereby appoint^ Cc.jA.


(herein a^er called the advocate/s) to be my/our Advocate in the above-noted case authorise him :-
To act, appear and plead in the above-noted case in this court or in ^ny other Court in


which the same may be tried or heard ad also in the appellate court including High Court subject to
payment of fees separately for each court by me/us.


To sign file,
executions review, r(
documents as may be
stages subjects to pay


To file and tak


withdraw ^
disputes that may aris;


Totakeexecii
The deposit, draw and receive money, cheques, cash and grant receipts hereof and to do


all other acts and things which may be necessary to be done for the progress and in the course of
the prosecution of the said case.


To appoint and instruct any other Legal Practitioner authorising him to exercise the power
and authority hereby conferred upon the Advocate whenever he may think fit to do so and to sign
the power of attorney on our behalf.


And i/We the undersigned do hereby agree to ratify and confirm all acts done by the
Advocate or his substitute in the matter as my/our own acts, as if done by me/us to all intents and
purpose.


And I/We the undertake that I/We or my/our duly authorised agent would appear in court on
all hearings and will inform the Advocate for appearance when the case is called.


And I/We undersigned do hereby agree, not to hold the advocate of his substitute
responsible for the result of the said case. The adjournment costs whenever ordered by the court
shall be of the Advocate which he shall receive and retain for himself.


And I/We undersigned do hereby agree that in the event of the whole or part of the fee,
agreed by me/us to be paid to the advocate remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to withdraw-from
the prosecution of the said case until the same is paid up. The fee settled is only for the above case
land above Court. i/We hereby agree that once the fee is paid, I/We will not be entitled for the
refund of the same in any case whatsoever and if the case prolongs for more than 3 years the
original fee shall be paid again by me/us. '


IN WITNESS WHERE OF I/Wedo hereuntoset my/our hand to these presents the contents
of which have beervMnderstood by me/us on this day
Of .....fifqJi 20 if
Accepted subjwt to the terms of the fees . .


Advocke j


f'


:appeals cross-objections or petitions for
; or other petitions or affidavits or other


I|r the prosecution of the said case in all its
I


if deny the documents of opposite party,
pr submit to arbitration any differences or
.^g to the said case.







In the High Court ofDelhi at New Delhi


To.


The Deputy Registrar
High Court of Delhi
New Delhi-110003.


Case No


/\]£(yy?rc^ ...Plaintiff/Appellants/Petitioner
.•••••••• ••• ••• •••


VERSUS


Jl. k^..CA Defendant/Respondent


Date of Hearing or decision if any
^//y


Decided on
lU/? J-rKi


• •«••••• •• /•/•••• J»im»


Sir,


The counsel for the


request that he may kindly be allowed the inspection of the file of the case noted
above on payment of usual court fee which is affixed on this application. The
required record be made available to me on.~.


C oui-tKosiui <(lA^oCL!La^^


JS^KJoCaiJb. Js
'' W V V


^Aasistant Registrar
NEW DELHI.


Dated


Yours aithful


¥^ j\y^ I


(D. Ij^ingh), (Partnpuneet Kaur), (Avanish Kumar)
Advocates \


For the Plaintiff/Petitioner/Defendant/Respondent
343, Lawyer's Chamber, Delhi High Court,
New Delhi- 110003 /







i^the High Court ofDelhi at New Delhi


To.


The Deputy Registrar,;
High Court of Delhi
New Delhi-110003.


Case No


RUPEES


VERSUS


INDIA


RUPEES L^^^iwRUpiis


.Plaintiff/Appellants/Petitioner


h .P. ^ - Defendant/Respondent


Date of Hearing or decision if any.


(^njfDecided on '
h


The counsel for the


request that he may kindly be allowed the inspection of the file of the case
above on payment of usual court fee which is affixed on this application.^
required record be made available to me on......^yj


itr^k o^


!^ISPECT:^p^: AuLu-'.^U


As


NEW DELHI.


Dated


Yours F^thfuliy


(D. D. Singh), (Parmpuneet Kaur)^ (Avanish K
Advocates


For the Plaintiff/Petitioner/Defendant/Responder
343, Lawyer's Chamber, Delhi High Court,
New Delhi - 110003
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In the High Court of Delhi at New Delhi


To,


The Deputy Registrar,


High Court of Delhi


New Delhi-110003.


iVS nUREES


Case


- Plaintiff/Appellants/Petitioner


VERSUS


... Defendant/Respondent


Date of Hearing or decision if any


Decided on


The counsel for the


request that he may kindly be allowed the inspection of the file of the case noted


above on payment of usual court fee which is affixed on this application. The


required record be made available to me on... J.3. h'Jiv •.
fl


1 <3Lp


O r\
I <r


iMSPECT^ALLOWbD yours Fapfully


h
/ Assistant Rsy;Gtrar


NEW DELHI.


Dated


(D. D. Singh), (Parmpuneet Kaur), (Avanish Kumar)
Advocates


For the Plaintiff/Petitioner/Defendant/Respondent


343, Lawyer's Chamber, Delhi High Court,
New Delhi - 110003


o-/a/p-?
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I THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI .AT NEW DELHI


APPLICATION FOR ADJOURNMENT


The Deputy Registrar (Judt.)
High Court of Delhi
New Delhi


Siir.


Kindly postpone the hearing of the case /s particulars whereof are given
below:-


1.


2.


3.


5.


6.


7.


8.


9.


Case No. vj >VVJ P(C'̂ NO ^
»


Is it admission or after notice Misc. / Matter.


?<5f L


(^olico TfrvohW
Name of the petition/ applicantt. (.Jj <\K <nSL eJCo. u"> )


Name of the respondent.
^ . .4-t^


p\jL'^r\ K.Hq'tG^ bolCjv^jp/^Name of the advocates for both the parties
in proper sequence v/ith their signature in
token of consent for adjournment.


Name of the Court with date which detail


with the matter on the last hearing.


Next date of hearing.


No. of adjournments already taken.


If their interim stay in the matter.


Date of which the m.atter is sought to be posttioned. ^
Order of the Joint Registrar (Judt.)
Re: PostDonemerii of the matter.


h


f\J(2SLo'~^JLSJLc


IVtoV <3"^


3^.
" vJ- P


HtOITvVIs •


%•


N\


A/o


4-s.


Signature of the appl^ant^ fJQfiJ
Advocate with address


L5J ^


(\lcui - 11 <^<^3







/•


In the court of


InJUU ofioAiU


V-VWys^aU
VERSUS


plaintiff/complaint/


defendant/ Respondent


KNOW ALL to whom these present shall come that l/We,


h)^o 4^
ItiVyMKisv^sW)—the above named do hereby appoint


DHEERAJ MALHOTRA, SANYAM SAXENA, ARUN KHATRI, ARJUN KHERA M.K. SINGH
Advocates


D-1391/2000 D-2410/2011
MPartners


M-15, Second Floor,


Greater Kailash- 1


New Delhi -110048


(herein after called the advocate/s) to be my/our Advocate in the above noted case authorized him
To act, appear and plead in the above-noted case in this Court or in any other Court in which the same
may be tried or heard and also in the appellate Court including High Court subject to payment of fees
separately for each Court by me/ us.


To sign, file verify and present pleadings, appeals cross objections or petitions for execution review,
>ion, withdrawal, cornpromise or other petitions or affidavits or other documents as. may be
•med necessary or proper for the prosecution of the said case in all its stages.


;ldocuments to admit and/or deny the documents of opposite party. To withdraw
said case or submit to arbitration any differences or disputes that may arise
anner relating to the said case. To take execution proceedings. The deposit, draw
cheques, cash and grant receipts thereof and to do all other acts and things which
;be done for the progress and in the course of the prosecution of the said case.


S


•truct any other Legal Practitioner, authorizing him to exercise the power and
v-nferred upon the Advocate whenever he may think it to do so and to sign the
.'n our behalf.


And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree to ratify and confirm all acts done by the Advocate or his
substitute in the matter as my/our own acts, as if done by me/us to all intents and purposes.


And I/We undertake that I / we or my /our duly authorized agent would appear in the Court on all
hearings and will inform the Advocates for appearance when the case is called. And I/we undersigned
do hereby agree not to hold the advocate or his substitute responsible for the result of the said case.
The adjournment costs whenever ordered by the Court shall be of the Advocate which he shall receive
and retain himself. And I/we the undersigned do hereby agree that in the event of the whole or part of
the fee agreed by me/us to be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to withdraw
from the prosecution of the said case until the same is paid up. The fee settled is only for the above
case and above Court. I/We hereby agree that once the fee is paid. I /we will not be entitled for the
refund of the same in any case whatsoever. If the case lasts for more than three years, the advocate
shall be entitled for additional fee equivalent to half of the agreed fee for every addition three years or
part thereof.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I/We do hereunto sf^^y /our hand to these presents the contents of which
have been understood by me/us on this^^^^T^av of yKjAK 201^^ Accepted subject
to the terms of fees.


Poweror Au«,i


Advoca
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/
One Set of Pvjotice


/ IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


(EXTRA ORDIWARY CML ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)


a DATED <3^V)'^.00


a. /
J


vJV


WRIT PETITION (CIVIL] NO.1867/2012 and C.M. No. 4Q76/2012


Hearing on 04.10.2012


To,


Sir,


fw. Assistant Incharge, Process Serving Agency, Delhi High Court,New Delhi


Distt. Judge, District ^.^ovsnri, Gujarat 30UK1


Sr. Sub Judge


Small Cause Courts -2^


You are requested to cause this notice to be served upon the Kospondont vi/ithin named and leaving the


duplicate Vv/ith him return the original notice to this Court v^ith the report of the serving officer as to lime w.hen


and the manner in which the notice was served endorsed or annexed as required Order V of Code of Civil


Procedure.


You should further certify service under you signature in the form printed as under.


In effecting service


e you will be guided by tfie provision of Order V of the Code of Civil Procedure.


am to ask that every effort may be made to have service of the notice effected by a very early dale. *


Yours faithfuL'y,


A
X


uN


Administrative Officer(Writs)


for Registrar General







m5"=^n'bie Mr. justice Vipin Sanghi


-4-
IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


EXTRAORDINARY CIVIL ORiGINAL JURISDICTION


WRIT PETITION (CiViL) N0.1867/2Q12 and C.lVi. No. 4076/2012


Namrata Singh and Ors.


Versus


Director Gonerai Civii Aviation (DGCA) and Ors.


ON


.Petitinner/s


.Respondent/s


0/"
R-5 United India Insurance, Co. Ltd. 50. Skylark Building, s"" Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the petitioner above mentioned has presented a petition under Article 726 & ')')! of the


Constitution of India. " ' .


AND Whereas the said petition came up for motion hearing on 25.04.2012 THIS COUlir Ord3i:R that


• show cause notice of admission bo issued to the respondent for 04.10.2012 why the petition be not admitted,


show cause notice is hereby given to you that the, cgs.e will' be laid before the Court of on 0'^..1Q.2012 for


admission.


You are hereby directed to appear before this Court on the 04'" Oclober ,2012 at 10:30 A.M. personally
through-duly authorized advocate of this Court to show cause against admission of the writ petition, falling


which the case will be decided in your absence, ' r- i • ' • ,


Given under my hand and the seal of the High Court of Delhi is the le"" day of July, 2012.


NOTE; Copy of W.P. (c ) enclosed.


"W' .{'i::-!
•I
?j I \-,l "


-yyy^


.'Xdministrative Officer (Writs)


For REGISTRAR GENERAL


I'v-


4 AU6 W?







~-U^


:kz/hi


-/AA7^J:L^W7? f^1^•


\l^ ru


•y


jI


—j,.1


q-lM^
<vj^


<-j,


/


-x?^^^/?/Ail9>
kLJ=di£t'̂







Name of Fifoeess


35<^>
eads/ieit Na,


Sr. No. Pardcuiaies


1. Date & Tipie of Visit


2, Nan)e & Add. of the Person/
Company/Office on VVliom
Process Served.


3, Wl^etl^er Process Served/if
not Ser\'ed tl^an reasons.


Wt!
1st Visit


/A.


Ilnd Visit


4. Whetlier DoGument&'Annexures
are supj^ied &Numbers.


5. Endorsement and Signatvire of
tire process to whom tlie
process are served.


6. Remarks of tlje Process Server,


5»S»^JSS5P5«S:


Wiuiess


nird Visit


f
Seal of FirnxCompany


Affidavit of ilie Proeess Server


Attestation by Civil Nazir l/II/III


Signature







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P.(C) No.1867 of 2012


IN THE MATTER OF


^ Namrata Singh & Anr.


DGCA & Ors.


Versus


INDEX


... Petitioner


... Respondents


S.NO. PARTICULARS PAGES


1. Affidavit of Service /
2. Annexure A (fCollv.):


The original endorsement i.e. proof of service.


New Delhi


Dated: 12.10.2012


/


ARUN KHATRI


Advocate for the Petitioner,
M-15, GK-I/ 2"^ Floor,


New Delhi-110048


thsT-'Toh co'<}iy
(judicial ;•


.12 OCI OT !
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P.(C) No.1867 of 2012


IN THE MATTER OF


Namrata Singh & Anr. ... Petitioner


Versus


DGCA & Ors. ... Respondents


AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE


I, B.B. Kaushii<, S/o Late Sh. O.P. Kaushil<, aged about 32 years,
Office at lvi-15, 2"^^ Floor, G.K.-I, New Delhi-110048, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare as under:


1.


2.


&


That I am the Petitioner in the abovenoted matter and am


fully conversant with the facts of the case and as such am


competent to swear this affidavit.


That in compliance of this Hon'ble Court, the deponent above


named have personally served by hand the complete set of


paper book to the Respondent No.5 (United India Insurance)


10.10.2012. The endorsement i.e. proof of service is annexed


with this affidavit as Annexure-A.


\


"deponent


rsi i


W :^^^^^.<vVERlBlCATION:7/ ^ i"!) •


m •
#-


/ to


>4^ /q ,̂ Verified at New Delhi on t f October, 2012, that the


~S^®/wa?oO
.^^cphtents of the above affidavit are true and correct to the best of


my knowledge and no part of it is false and nothing material has


been concealed therefrom.


"!ED THAT THE DEPONSENT f


id oy
hi.. ::.oii,-rnn!y affirmed bofcr® sji® ^


.2s S!.


I / 5M•/', feaj3 a ejs:p!iSfn©(j to
has are a correct to his kncwl®%©


Oath Commissioner, Dalh!


eponent







ffi. IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P. ((^^3. OF 2012


Namrata Singh & Anr.
..Petitioner


Versus


DGCA & Ors, ....Respondents


INDEX


S^Q.^ ^ P9rti<?u|pis Paae No.


^ 1. Notice of Motion I


2. Urgent Application >


I
Memo, of Parties ,


4.


f\ ^


>ist of Dates and Synopsis


jOs., Writ Petition with Affidavit n-\r


6. Annexure P-1: Copy of Appointment Letter of,


Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon dated 25.11.2010.


7. Annexure P-2: Copy of the list of the Non


Scheduled Operator Permit Holders (NSOP) as


available on the website of Respondent No.l.
' I •


8. Annexure P-3: Copy of Legal Notice dated


23.8.2011 sent through email.


9. Annexure P-4: Copy of Insurance Policy issued by


United India Insurance Co.


n—r-^-iwni ifflr^MiTiCffiiwYYYri'TViYmYTri'rrr'' •-frnifvimwfimTrMffiWftiiii'JT"
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THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT I^EW DELHI


To,


The Deputy Registrar,


Delhi High Court,


New Delhi


W.p.( C). No 1311. Of 20| 2-
NfihAFJ^rfi SfhsCiFI /m> OPS.


Petitioner


VERSUS


Respondents


illDEX


S. No. Particuiars Court Fee. Page No. .


^-oo
'


<n ^


!0'^


\ • 5


New Delhi


Dated:


(A.K. De)
Advocaf


IVl-154, Laxmj Na|
New Delhi - 110 0?







In re:


THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT MEW DELHI


W.P. (C) „̂ o. _ 1S6? JURISDICTION of 2012
Petitioner


E R S U S


_Respondent


KNOW ALL to whom these present shall come that I/WeOW ALL to whom these present shall come that 1/We
ONtrm /A/pm iNiomNcr.a,- trrj!


the above named PO ^ hereby appoint
(herein after called the advocafe/s) to" be my/our Adwcate in the above noted case
authorized him


A.K=DE & ASSOCIATES


D-27, Laxmi i^agar,
D0ih!-11D092.


Ph.^86.011 -22412491,22452394
lio.8^o.-9811T18302


To act, appear and plead in the above-noted case in this Court or in any other Court in
which the same may be tried or heard and also in the appellate Court including High Court
subject to payment offees separately for each Court by me/ us.
To sign, file verify and present pleadings, appeals cross objections or petitions for
execution revir •


documents a&


all its stages. ;
To file and tak':


To withdraw 5
disputes that I
To take execL


The deposit, c
all other actsj
course of the'


To appoint a?
and authority


H3dnid ll?h<XtfrS


Advocate


-T'al, compromise or other petitions or affidavits or other
ssary or proper for the prosecution of the said case in


1idmit and/or deny the documents of opposite party,
aid case or submit to arbitration any differences or
n any manner relating to the said case.


3ipts thereof and to do
« progress and in the


;to exercise the power


,j _ADVOCATES WEL
; "uELm""
• i A/;t.


1


n the Advocate wnenever ne may think it to do so and
to sign thePr.be^ajf
And I/We th; agree to ratify and confirm all acts done by the
Advocate ^or; inatter as my/our own acts, as if done by me/us to ail
And I/We un-. ny /our duly authorized agent would appear in the Court
on all hearinj|E^^^^^^^S Advocates for appearance when the case is called.
And I /we py agree not to hold the advocate or his substitute
responsible roi uio iuau-l vj, .aid case. The adjournment costs whenever ordered by
the Court shall be of the Advocate which he shall receive and retain himself.
And I/we the undersigned do hereby agree that in the event of the whole or part of the fee
agreed by me/us to be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to
withdraw from the prosecution ofthe said case until the same is paid up. The fee settled is
only for the above case and above Court. lA/Ve hereby agree that once the fee is paid. I
/we will not be entitled for the refund of the same in any case whatsoever. If the case lasts
for more than three years, the advocate shall be entitled for additional fee equivalent to
half ofthe agreed fee for every addition three years or part thereof.
!N WITNESS WHEREOF i/We do hereunto set my /our hand to these presents the
contents of which have been understood by me/us on this day of ^2Q^2.
Accepted subject to the terms offees.


For and^ behalfof
jjte(tii?diXlnsurance Co. Ltd.


Cliejit


Deputy Manager/MGR.


CJ<yA4sh
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vO\


Process Fee Form"^ J


In the Court of '\;-Va^


c«- Si,
Date ofHearing : ^\'^\ \


Date of Filing File by whom


X
le^Vr'


Received P.Fee Form


\^(:n\\-;>
Purpose 01Purpose <


filing


Number


\


(


5


efSJW


Amount of


P.Fees


rv


Court Fee


AfRxed


6NE,RU,P£E


si^ v/\^VL^
Kpjj^rA


Sif ^aJisRr^


1^-







Process Fee Form


In the Court of


Case


Suit No.


Date of Filing


f
\)
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OM PR^KASH GOYAL & CO.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


(EXTRA ORDINARY CiViL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)


DATED_


it of Notices^et


NO.


Dt. of Rcvd. Of Process in PSA


Dt. of Service of Process


Dt. of Retd. To D.A.


C.M. No. 1260/2013 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1867/2012


J-2M|)S


Order Dt. 04.02.20i3


Next dt. Of Hearing 23.05.2013


pt'. Of Issuing Notice 1.4.2013


Dt. Of Filing(P.F) 13..2013


End: Copy of CM


The Assistant Incharge, Process Serving Agency, Delhi High Court,New Delhi


Distt. Judge, Jaipur


Sr. Sub Judge


The Registrar, Small Cause Courts,


Sir,


You are requested to cause this notice to be served,upon the Respondent within named and leavingthe
duplicate with him return the original notice to this Courtwith the report of the serving officer as to time when


and the manner in which the notice was served endorsed or annexed as required Order V of Code of Civil


Procedure.


You should further certify service under you signature in the form printed as under. .:


In effecting service you will be guided by the provision of Order Vof the Code of Civil Procedure.


Iam to ask that every effort may be made to have service of the notice effected by a very early date.


Yours falmfurily,


//Aw.
Administrative Officer (judicia)(Writs-ll)


For Registrar General







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


ENTRY


NO


DOCIT


NO


REFERENCE


SUIT NO.
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\ ^
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A
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NOTE: F NOTICE ARE SENT TO THE HIGH COURT


OF DELHI ON
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- Goram: Hon'bie Mr. Justice Rajiv Sipkdher
. ' ,N the HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


. extraordinary CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


Mn „m/20^»i"-«'°'T.PFTlTlOl^l lClVlll lmaMZZ2a^


NamrataSihghSAnr ,„.Petitioner/s
Versus .


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) &Ors


' Singh, Aged .bou. 24 years. W/o Late Cap.. Harp.ee. Singh Sekhon, R/o F-2, 6/38Z. ..ar^.,
flniirtmpntsChitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur . „ .


R/o F-Z 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishal. Nagar, Jaipur


te oLor Genera, C™, Avia.ion (DGCA), Aurbindo Marg, Opp. S„dar,u„g A.rpo,., New Delh,-
crSa,ion through ,.s Secretary Rajiv Sandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airpor., New Delhi-
At"har.er Services (P| L.d. Thraugh i.s Managing DireCor iVlr. Semoun tolly. A.: BiVIS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


Also At: D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024, India. ^ ,u .nn^7
:Jko At: G-5 Building, 4^^ Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Doniestic Airport^a^m^Oelh.^10037.
"^4 Mr. Surtil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence ColonY> New Pelh.-ll0024. _


R5 United India Insurnce Co. Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, S' Floor, Nehru Place, De ,
•Whofoas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in th,s Court the above case y


' the petitioner mentioned above your are hereby informed that the sa,d pet,t,on fixed for ear.ng ,
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M.


-Should you. Wish to.argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so o^ d.^
•any other date to which the case may be postponed in person or through an advocate ° Coua du yinstructed. Also take notice that in default of your appearance on the date fixed the case w, e ec,.


parte.


Given under my band and seal of this Court this the 1=.'day of April 2013. • .


R-1


R-2


R-3


NOTE: Copy of C.M.P. Enclosed.


D-4 /Writs
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•• V
process are served. .' .


• '•" •••'••••-." .•>;• '. ,•• . >•. •• •• • A •'• •'" j>': " .:.,. :';.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


ENTRY


NO


DOCIT


NO
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Corar;: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajiv Shakdher


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


EXTRAORDINARY CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


C.IVl. r.!o. 1260/2013 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1867/2012


Namrata Singh &Anr Petitioner/s
Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors


D-4 /Writs


..Respondent/s


, Pet-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24,years.W/o Late Capt.Harpreet Singh Sekhon,R/oF-2, 6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, VaishaM Nagar, Jaipur


Pet-2 Baby Ebrith. Aged 4months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. HarpreetSingh Sekhon. Presented
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


The Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003, India.


Civil Aviation Ministry, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airjaort, New Delhi-
110003


Air Charter Services (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At: BMS Complex 10 ^
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


At: D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024, India.
Also At; G-5 Building, 4''Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Domestic Airport,.Palam, New Delhi-110037.


R-4 Mr.Sunil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony; New pelhi-110024 . " •
R-5 UnitedlndialnsurnceCo..Ltd.60, Skylark Building, 5''Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whoreas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in this Court the above case by
the 'petitioner mentioned above your are, hereby informed that the said -petition fixed for hearing on
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. .


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so on date fixed for on
any other dale to which the case may bo postponed in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed. Also take, notice that in default of your appearance on the date fixed the case will be decided ex-
par.te. - . '


Given under my hand and seal of this Court.this the l" dayof April 2013.


^ NOTE; Copyof C.M.P': Enclosed.


R-1


R-2


Administrfti^e Offi e:qfjj Mld3) (W ri ts -11)
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Name of the Process Server & Bailiff.,


M:IL ;Code No.


S.L.


No.


Particulars 1st Visit - 2nd Visit 3rd Visit


1


Date & Time of Visit. /A'f'3
2 Name& Add. Of


Person / Company / Office
on Whom Process Served. (^5 fo


A»V^ (p )
/" py-- ^


(jWAav^
A . A /) f h


3 Whether Process served/if


Not Served than reasons.


iNL^


'


4 Whether Documents /


Ennexure are supplied& No


5 Endorsementand Signature
of the person to whom the


process are served.


A-rS


6 Remarks of the Process


Served


Witness H15
€>


Affidavit of the Process Server
Seal of Firm / Company


Attestation by Civil Nazir I /11 / III


Signature







Coram: Hpn^R.'r8/lr. Justice Rajiv Shakdher


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


' EXTRAORDINARY CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


C.M. No. 1260/2013 in WRIT PETITION fCIVlU NO. 1867/2012 \


Nami ata Singh & Anr Petitioner/s


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors


D-4 /Writs


.Respondent/s
(o^.


Pet-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon, R/o F-2, 6/382, IVIaruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Pet-2 BabyEbrith. Aged 4 months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. Presented
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,


I, 6/382^ Maruti Apartrnents Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


R-1 ,_^the Dire^rG^eral Civil Aviation (D^A), Aurbihdo Marg, 0pp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
- 110DQ3,lnV^


^Cjyil AviationVJlinistry, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003


R-3 ^^,AirCI|̂ rterSer
Plaza^'Cinema E


0 u ' • i).^ i- At 67; Ground
Buildin^4"' Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi-110037


Mr. Sunil ^aur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony> New Pelhi-110024- . •


R-5


i/ices (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At: BMS Complex 10


uilding, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024, India.


Unite^^dia Insurnce Co..Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, S'*" Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.
::rcas the petitioner Gnciosed, dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in this Court the above


the,^^3etitioner rnentioned-above your are hereby informed tnat''the ' said petition fixed for heari/
><^^0.'5.2013 at 10.30 A.M.


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at iiborty to do so on date fixe


any other dale to which the case may be^ postponed in person or through an advocate of tills Co


instructed. Also take notice thafin default of your appearance on the date fixed the case will be dec.-


parte. " . . '


Given under my hand and seal of this Court this the 1®' day of April 2013.


NOTF; Copy of C.M.P. Enclosed.


•J'


. Administrati\;fc,i0.ffli:?^(,judicia)(Writs-1
F.Of?-R'Ggistrar Gj'&rTcral


. •/'-A- r • V-' -• E
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Name of Process Server


Code/Belt No:_


Sr. No. Particulars 1st Visit Ilnd Visit Ilird Visit


1. Date & Time of Visit.


2- Name & Add. of the Person/


Company/Office on Whom c- v . ^ ^ ^
Process Served.


3, Whether Process Served/if


not Served than reasons.


4. Whether Documents/Annexures


are supplied & Numbers.


5. Endorsement and Signature of
the process to whom the
process are served.


6. Remarks of the Process Server.


Witness


"N,c^Qi<X'2:


Savit of the Process Server .


Attestation by Civil Nazir I/II/III


xSr
Seal of Firm/Company <I:::n


Signature







Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajiv ShaUdiier D-4 /Writs


"P IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
\ t


' EXTRAORDINARY CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


C.M. No. 1260/2013 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1867/ZOlZ


Namrata Singh & Anr Petitioner/s


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors .Respondent/s


Pet-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon, R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Pet-2 Baby Ebrith. Aged 4 months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. Presented
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about24years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/3'82,'Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot,Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur
The Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003, India.


Civil Aviation Ministry, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003 . •


Air CharterServices (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At; BMS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Piace, New Delhi.


OMo At: D-b7, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024, India.


Also At; G-5 Building, 4"^ Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI DomesticAirport, Palam, New Delhi-110037.
R-4 Mr. Sunil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony; New pelhi-110024- . •


UnitedlndialnsurnceCo. Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, 5*" Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in this Court Ihe above case by
the petitioner mentioned above your are hereby informed Lhat the said petition fixed for hearing on
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. . • ,


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so on date fixed for or
any other data to which the case may bo postponed in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed. Also take notice that in default of your appearancc on the date fixed the ease wilLbe decided ex-


parte.


Given under my hand and seal of this Court this the l" day of April 2013.


R-l


R-2


R-3


NOTi:; Copy


UNITED lilL'iA INS. CO. LTD.
B.Q - tN.D.


2 2 APR 2013


RECEIVED


l«)H


Administrative Officer (judicia)(Writs •II)


For Registrar General


0
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Name ofProcess Server ^t ^


Code/Belt No. 230


Sr. No. Particulars 1st Visit Ilnd Visit nird Visit


1. Date & Time of Visit


2. N ame & Add. of the Person/


Company/Office on Whom
Process Served.


rm'A- uT^)


3. Whether Process Ser\''ed/if
not Ser\'ed than reasons.


4. Whether Dociiments/Annexures


are supplied & Numbers.


5,;


5. ^indorsement and Signature of
the process to whom the
.process are served. 'I ^


1^ '̂ 11 sTm--
6. Remarks of the Process Server.


Witness


Seal of Firm/Company


Affidavit: of the Process Server


FT ^
i 4r


C ,


Attestation by Civil Nazir I/II/III


Signature







Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajiu Shakdher


V jhE H1GH\C0URT of DELHI AT NEW DELHI
•j5 • v.- •< •


/ extraordinary CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION^


C.M. No. in WRIT PETITION fCIVILl NO. 1867/2012 /C\


Namrata Singh &Anr ,...Petitioner/s
Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors espondent/s


Pet-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon', R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar,Jaipur


Pet-2 Baby Ebrith. Aged 4months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. Presented
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


R-1 The Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003, India.


R-2 Civil Aviation Ministry, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003


R-3 Air Charter Services (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At; BMS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


D-67, Ground Floor, DefenceColony, New Delhi-110024, India.
/^Iso At: G-5 Building, 4"^ Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi-110037.


R-4 Mr.Sunil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony> New pelhi-110024' . •
R-5 United India Insurnce Co. Ltd. 60~, Skylark Building, 5"" Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02;2013 has been presented in this Court the above case by
• the petitioner mentioned above your,are hereby informed that the said petition fixed for hearing on


23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M.


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so' on date fixed for or
any other date to which the case may be postpohed in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed. Also take notice that in default of your appearance on the date fixed the case will be decided ex-
parte. '


Given under my hand and seal of this Court this the 1''day of April 2013.


Copy of C.M.P. Enclosed.


Administrative


For


i:5|NEV\(DELH!
l.-V . ^


udicia)(Writs-ll)
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Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajiv Shakdher


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


EXTRAORDINARY CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


C.M. No. 1260/2013 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1867/ZOlZ


D-4 /Writs


Namrata Singh & Anr '..Petitioner/s


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors


A
.Respondent/s


Pet-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon, R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Pet-2 Baby Ebrith. Aged 4 months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. Presented
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur
The Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Deihi-
110003, India. ;


Civil Aviation Ministry, through itsSecretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003


Air Charter Services (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At: BMS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


Also At: D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024, India.
Also At: G-5 Building, 4'" Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi-110b37.


Mr. Sunil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence ColonY> New pelhi-110024- ^ •
R-5 UnitedlndialnsurnceCo. Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, 5'" Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in this Court the above case by
the petitioner, mentioned above your are hereby informed that the said petition fixed for hearing on
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M.


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so on date fixed for or
any other date to which the case may be postponed in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed. Also take notice that in default of your appearance on the date fixed the case will be decided ex-,
parte.


Given under my hand andseal of this Court this the 1'' dayof April 2013.


(;^NOTE: Copy ofC.M.P. Enclosed.
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Name of Process Server,


Code/Belt No. '


1 "


Sr. No. Particulars


1. Date & Time of Visit


2. Name & Add. of the Person/


Company/Office on Whom
Process Served.


3. Whether Process Sen^'ed/if


not Served than reasons.


4. Whether Documents/Annexures


are supplied & Numbers.


5. Endorsement and Signature of
the process to whom the
process are served.


6. Remarks of the Process Server.


Witness


Affid^^it of the Process Server^


Attestation by Civil Nazir I/II/III


1st Visit Ilnd Visit nird Visit


0 C\ju/y^


-


"0


Seal of Firm/Company


L Jr


Signature







V. Coram: Hon'ble Mr, Justice Rajiv Shakdher 0^4 /Writs


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
•i • s


extraordinary CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


C.M. No. 1260/2013 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1867/2012


Namrata Singh &Anr..., Petitioner/s
Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors


R-2


R-3


r


OlMAfm


•^TPIX


.....Respondent/s


Pet-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon, R/o fX6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Pet-2 BabY Ebrith.Aged 4months.D/onamrataSinghandlateCapt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. Presentedthrough her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,


h/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur
The.Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003, India.


Civil Aviation Ministry, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003 , <


Air Charter Services (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At: BMS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


At: D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, New Deihi-110024, India.Also At: G-5 Building, 4'̂ ^ Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi-110037.
R-4 ' Mr. Sunil Gaur,.CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony> New pelhi-110024- •
R-5 United India Insurnce Co. Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, 5'̂ Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in this Court the above case by
the .petitioner mentioned above your are hereby informed that the said petition fixed for hearing on
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M.


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so on date fixed for or .
any other date to which the case may be postponed in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed; Also take notice that in default of your appearance on the date'fixed the case will be dccided ex-


•parte. . .


Given under my hand and seal of this Court this the day ofApril 2013.


HOJ£: Copy of C.M.I'. Enclosed.
• ,


Administrative G/frSeTijLrdiqa)(Writs-
/• w \


For i^Qgistrar GeneralA
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Name of Process Server


Code/Belt No.


Sr. No. Particulars


1. Date & Time of Visit


2. Name & Add. of the Person/


Company/Office on Whom
Process Served.


3. Whether Process Sen'-ed/if


not Served ±an reasons.


4. Whether Documents/Annexures.
are supplied & Numbers. •*'


S.^ndorsement and Signature of
the process to whom the
process are served.


6. Remarks of the Process Server.


Witness


1st Visit Ilnd Visit nird Visit


3


AWiaJ-rVo


j,^Ifvv'


Seal of Firm/Company


of the Process Server


7
Attestation by Civil Nazir I/II/III


Signature
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2^t of iMotices


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


(EXTRA ORDINARY CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)


nATFD I |̂q1[2Q0?


Dt. of Rcvd. Of Process in PSA Order Dt. 04.02.2013


Dt. of Service of Process _^ ^^ Next dt. Of Hearing 23.05.2013
Dt. Of Issuing Notice 1.4.2013


Dt. qf Retd. To D.A. f ^


CM. Mo..1260/7013 in WRIT PFTITIONj_ayL)-NQ^7/2012


Dt. Of Filing(P.F) 13..2013


End; Copy of CM


Hearing on 23.05.2013


To,


You


The Assistant Incharge, Process Serving Agency, Delhi High Court,New Delhi


)istt. Judge, Jaipur


Sr. Sub Judge


The Registrar, Small Cause Courts,
Sir, " • , ,


You arc requested Bcausc this notice to be served upon the Respondent witliin named and leaving the
duplicate with him return the orlBlnai notice to this Court with the report of the servini: ofhcer as to time when
and the manner in which tho notice was served endorsed or annexed as required Order Vof Code of C,>„l
Procedure. ' . '


should further certify service under vou signature in the form printed as under.


i" in cffectine service you will be guided by the provision of Order Vof the Code of Civil Procedure.
Iam to ask that every effort may be made to have service of the notice effected by a.cry early date.^


THEHiSHCOURTO^
(JudicsaS Receipt Section)


• :


D'fary No.


Yours fa


Adminislralive OFficcr (judiciaKWrits-l


l-or i^egistrar General







Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajiv Shakdher


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


extraordinary CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


C.M. No. 1260/2D13 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1867/2012


D-4 /Writs


Namrata Singh & Anr Petitioner/s


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors ..Respondent/s


{-1 Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon, R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Pet-2 Baby Ebrith. Aged 4 months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. Presented
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


R-^l the Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003, India.


R-2 Civil Aviation Ministry, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, SafdarjungAirport, New Delhi-
110003


R-3 Air Charter Services (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At: BMS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


Also At: D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024, India.


Also At: G-5 Building, 4'" Floor Room No. 402/412, IGI Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi-110037.
R-4 Mr. Sunil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colonyi New pelhi-110024- ; -i-r - ^
R-5 United India Insurnce Co. Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, 5'" Floor, Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the petitioner enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented In this Court the above case by
the petitioner mentioned above your are hereby Informed that the said petition fixed for hearing on
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. ^


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so on date fixed for or
any other date to which the case may be postponed in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed. Also take.notice that In default of your appearancc on the date fixed the case will be decided ex-
parte.


Given under my hand and seal of this Court this the l" dayof April 2013.


NOTE: Copy of C.M.P. Enclosed.


1^ H


Administrative Officer (judlcla)^(Wrlts-
For Registrar General
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. Coram: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Rajiv Shakdher ^Oj^Wnts
= - IN the high court of DELHI AT NEW DELHI


" extraordinary CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION


CM. No. 1260/7013 in WRIT PETITION (CIVILl NO. 1867/201Z


Namrata Singh &Anr....!. Petitioner/s
Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) & Ors
.Respondent/s


Pet-1 Nami-ata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon, R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti
Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Baby Ebrith. Aged 4months. D/o namrata Singh and late Capt. Harpreet Singh'Sekhon. Presented-
through her mother, Namrata Singh, Aged about 24 years. W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments Chitrakoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


R-1 The Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA), Aurbihdo Marg, Opp. Safdarjung Airport, New Delhi-
110003, India. ' . '


R-2 Civil Aviation Ministrv, through its Secretary Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan, Safdarjung Airport, New Deihi-
110003


R-3 Air Charter Services (P) Ltd. Through its Managing Director Mr. Semoun Jolly. At: BMS Complex 10
Plaza Cinema^Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi.


Also At: D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony, Nevu Delhi-110024, India.


- Also At: G-5 Building, 4 '̂̂ Floor Room No. 402/412, IG! Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi-110037.
R-4 Mr. Sunil Gaur, CEO, D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony> New pelhi-110024- - -=•
R-5 United India Insurnce Co. Ltd. 60, Skylark Building, 5'" Floor,.Nehru Place, Delhi.


Whereas the pctitionGr enclosed dated 4.02.2013 has been presented in this Court the above case by
the petitioner mGntioned above your are hereby informed that the said petition fixed for hearing on
23.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M.


Should you wish to argue anything against the petition you are at liberty to do so on date fixed for or
any other date to which the case may bo postponed'in person or through an advocate of this Court duly
instructed. Also take notice that-in default of your appearance on the date fixed the case will be decided cx-


• parte.


f
Given under my hand and seal of this Court this the l" day of April 2013.


/NOTE: Copy of C.M.P. Enclosed.


Administrative Officer (judicia)(Writs-ll)


For Registrar General
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Civil Appeal / Civil Revision / Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction


hJ'P^l[c) Civil Writ / ^


AlAln'i-cX^^. /S /?A)/ :


VERSUS
h-^ Cfir ^ OAS


Petitioner


Respondent


S. No. Particulars


......y /?fA.


Court Fee Pages


/1.


2. .


3.


4.


5.


6.


7.


8.


9.


10.


11.


11


Dated: this S


illrig


-% 7 -Ilu VflW •
'Beglsts'a?


D. D. SINGH
ADVOCATE


343. Lawyer's Chamber
DELHI HIGH COURT,
NEW DELHI-110003


Ph.: 011-23388621 M.; 9891246248


200


Advocate For &oj)onclt^t
Petitkjfier I Respondent







IN THE COURT OF


,Siuit /Appeal,No. )^yv/^ d ^
In re ;-


@s25&i


FIVE RUREES


-/Qpm'yoM /5 vp^/v


-JURISPIGTK^;of 2Q


_Piff / Apptt ;/Petitbrier / Complainant:


VERSUS


_Defclt. / Respt. / Accused


:KNQVVALL;^^hom;^hese present shall come that1rP\w Ckc^-k^ «LgV'i;;WA


The above horned 'on L _do hereby appoint


(herein after called the'advocate/s) to bemy/pur Advopateia the above-noted ca hini :V ,:
>; To act, appear arid plead in the above-noted case ,in .this court or in any other ,Court in '


which the sarhe rtiay be tried or heard ad also in the appellate court including High" Court sybiect t6
payment of fees separately for each court by me/us. / .


fb sign, file, verify, and. present pleadings, appeals cross-objections or .petitions for
executions revievy. revisibni Withdravyal. compromise ,or other petitions or affidavits or other
documents 3s may be deemed necessary br proper for the prosecution of theVaid case in airits
stages subjects to payment Of f6es foreach stage. :


,'To file.and take back dbcuments. tb admit and/or deny the documents of opposite party.
Tb Withdraw or compromise the said case or submit to arbitration any; differences br


-disputes thatmay arise tpuching or in anymanner relating tothe said case. "
> Tb take executjorif prpceedjn^^ .


. -The depbsit, draw,and receive money, cheques, cash artd grant r^eipts hereof and to do
- all other acts and things which may be. necessary to.be done for the progress and inthe course of
p^j^prosecution.of the said case.


To appoint and instruct any, other Legal Practitioner authorising him to exercise the power
and authority hereby conferred upon the Advocate whenever he may think fit to do so and to sign
the power of attorney on our behalf.


And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree to ratify and confirm all acts done by the
Advocate orhis substitute jn the matter as my/pur own acts, as if done by me/us to all intents and
purpose. .


And I/We the undertake that I/We or my/our duly authorised agent would appear in court on
allhearingsand will inform the Advocate forappe^ance when the case is called.


And I/We; undersigned do hereby agree not to hold the advocate of his substitute
responsible for the result of the said case. The adjournment costs whenever ordered by the court
shall be of the Advocatewhich he shall receive and retain for himself.


And I/We undersigned do hereby agree that in the event of the whole or part of the fee "
agreed by me/us to be paid to the advocate remaining ijnpaid he shall be entitled towithdraw from
the prosecution of the said case until the same is paid up. The fee settled is only for the above case
and abpve Cpurt. l/We hereby agree that once the fee is paid, I/We will notxbe entitled for the
refund of the same in any case whatsoever and if the case prolongs for mor^than 3 years the
original fee shalibe paidagain by me/us. -


^V WITNESS WHERE OF I/We do hereuntoset my/our hand to these pres6>ats the contents


,
Accept^ subj^t to the ternis of the fees


Advocate


-Si,-
I


W/^)'3£o.


Client


J-." In


Authox j SignXtory


ient




























































































































































































































IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


WP(C) 1867/2012


INRE


Namrata Singh & Another Petitioner


Versus


D.G.C.A & Others Respondents


0-1+ C_^-^ fT


INDEX


S. No. Particulars


1 Index


2 Reply to writ petition


3 Copy of DGCA report


NewDelhi


Pages


A


1-22


. 22-113


Respondent no 3 & 4


Through


Dated: ///o//2^


c#


Navdeep^gh &D.D. Singh
Advocate for the appellant
343, Lawyer Chamber, High
Court ofDelhi,New Delhi
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


WP(C) 1867/2012


INRE


Namrata Singh & Another Petitioner


Versus


iij D.GC.A &Others Respondents


REPLY TO WRIT PETITION ON BEHALF OF


RESPONDENTS NO. 3 & 4


RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH


PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS


1. Thatthe present writpetition as filed by the petitioner is not


maintainable forthereason thattheanswering respondents does


not fall under the category of state which have been defined


under article 12 of the constitution. The respondent no 3 is a


private Limited company owned by private persons and is


not a govt. entity and respondent no 4 is an individual. The


petitioners are seeking the relief against the answering


respondents as such the present writ petition is not maintain


able and is liable to be dismissed on the saidground alone.


2. It is respectfully statedthatthepresentpetitionis notmaintain-


able and is liable to bedismissed as the solebasis / ground on







"4


whichthe presentpetition underreply, has been filed, is com


pletely incorrect. It isstated that the petitioner has alleged that


the unfortunate aircraft had not been insured. Whereas the


correctfacts arethat theaircraft wasdulyinsured andeventhe


pilots had been insured. It is respectfully stated that the


respondent no. 3 had sent its proposal form for the insurance


to the Insurance company (respondent no.5 herein) and inthe


saidproposal form had also asked/requested for insurance of


the pilots and on the basis of the saidproposal the insurance


company hadprovidedthe insurance premium amount andthe


said amount was dulypaid by the respondent no. 3. That the


averment of the respondent no. 5 and the petitioners that the


pilots were notinsured is completely false. Infact the respon


dentno. 5 hadbeensimply sleeping overthe matterandis not


settling the claim ofthe deceased persons though the respon


dent no. 3 had obtained3rd party insuranceofRs. 270 crores.


Further theaverment ofthepetitioner thattherespondent no. 3


has availed the claim form the insurance company is com


pletely false. It is stated that the insurance company has only


paidtheclaim against thehulk loss andnota single penny has


been paid by the insurance company to the respondent no. 3


for thepayment ofany third party claim. Infact therespondent


no. 3haswithout waiting for the insurance claim has deposited


the claim of the petitioner under the workmen compensation


Act with the concernedauthorities (withdue information to the


i







petitioner). It is further stated that the answering respondents


had been duly assured by the insurance company (respondent


no. 5) that all the 3rd party claims would be duly and expedi-


tiously paid and settled and the answering respondent has been


regularly requesting /asking the respondent no. 5 to settle the


same. That the copy ofthe legal notice sent by the respondent


no. 3. to the insurance company (respondent no. 5) and the


reply received from the insurance company / respondent no. 5


are also attached herewith.


3 That the present petition is not maintainable and is liable to be


dismissed as the petitioner has not approached this Hon'ble


Court with clean hands and has concealed facts. It is respect


fully stated that the petitioner had demanded from the respon


dent no. 3 the compensation under the Workmen Compensa


tionActand the same has been duly deposited bytherespon


dent no. 3 with the concerned authority with due intimation/,


knowledge oto the petitioner.


4. That the present petition is not maintainable and is liable to be


dismissed as the same contains disputed questions of fact and


one of the same being whether the pilots of the Aircraft were


insured orjigL-That as detailed above the respondent no. 3


had taken 3rd party insurance of Rs. 270 Crores from the


insurance company/respondent no. 5 and also taken due in


surance ofthepilotshowever the insurance company /respon-







dent no. 5has incorrectly stated inthe reply tothe RTI that the


pilots were not insured. That this averment of the insurance


company is completely false and is a disputed question of


fact. Thus the presentpetitionis not maintainable and is liable


to be dismissed.


5. That the present petition is not maintainable and is liable to be


dismissed as the petitioner has incorrectly stated that the


Carriage byAirAct, 1972 provides acompensation amount of


Rs. 7.5 lakhs and not 1,00,000/- SDR as wrongly claimed by


the petitioner. It is stated that the compensation of 1,00,000/-


SDR isonly applicable when theconcerned flight isa interna


tional flight whereas the present flight inquestion (being from


Patna to Delhi) was a domestic flight. It is further most re-^


spectfully stated that the Carriage by Air Act, 1972 provides


^ for acompensation ofRs. 7.5 lakhs for adomestic flight. It is


further pertinent to mention herein that the respondent no. 3


has already deposited more that the amount of Rs. 7.5 lakhs


with the concerned authorities under the Workmen Compen


sation Act. It is respectfully stated thatthepetitioner is claim


ing compensation under Ruje 17(1) read with Rule 21 (1) ofthe


Third Schedule of the Workmen Compensation At whereas


the said/third Schedule is applicable to only international flights


andthesame isevident from asimple reading ofthesaid sched


ule andRule 1(1) of the same which is reproduced hereunder


for the ready reference ofthis Hon'ble Court:-







1.


"RULES


CHAPTER I


SCOPE OF APPLICATION


(1) These rules shall apply to all international carriage ofper-^


sons, baggage orcargo performed by aircraft for reward. They>


shall apply also to such carriage when performed gratuitously


by an air transportundertaking."


6. That the present petition is not maintainable and is liable to be


dismissed asthe petitioner isseeking recovery ofmoney/dam


ages bymeansof invoking the writjurisdictionofthisHon'ble


Court.


7. That at the very outset, it is most respectfully submitted that


the instant petition is wholly misconceived and is devoid of


merit a.nd as such is liable to be dismissed with costs. It is


mostrespectfiilly submitted thatreliefsought bythepetitioner


in the instant petition is legallynot tenable. It is submittedthat


the petitioners by means ofthe instant petition are seeking the


relief of extending the benefits of Schedule Third of the


Carriage ByAir Act 1972 to a domestic flight and passengers


of a domestic flight whereas the provision of the Third


Schedule is applicable only to international flights. It is


submitted whether thebenefit oftheaforesaid provision should


be granted to or not, is legislative fiinction and as such no


mandamus can be issued to the legislatures to extend such


reliefs.







8 That the present petition is not maintainable for the reason
f


that there is no infraction or violation ofArt. 14 ofthe Consti


tution of India so far as the petitioners are concerned as such


thepetition is liable tobedismissed onthis ground alone. It is


submitted thatthe ground under which thepetitioners have


approached thisHon'ble court invokingjurisdiction underAr


ticle226 of the Constitution of India is wholly misconceived


and is legallynot tenable. That the categorization of the de


ceased as workmanis widelyaccepted and has been described


in the Employee Compensation Act. As per Workmen Com


pensation Act a workman means any person (other than a


person whose employment is of a casual nature and who is


employed otherwise than for the purposes of the employer's


trade or business) who is -


^ (i) a railway servant asdefined in (clause (34) ofsection 2 ofthe


Railways Act, 1989 (24 of 1989)] notpermanently employed


in any administrative, district or sub-divisional office ofa rail


wayand not employed in anysuchcapacity as is specified in


Schedule II, or


(ia) (a)master, seaman or other member of the crewof a ship,


(b) a captain or other member of the crew of an aircraft.


(c) a person recruited as driver, helper, mechanic, cleaner or in


any other capacity in connection with a motor vehicle,


(d) a person recruited for work abroad by a company.
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and who is employed outside India inany such capacity as is


specified inSchedule IIand the ship, aircraft ormotor vehicle,


or company, as the case may be, is registered in India, or.


The said act further provides about the employers liability for


compensation. The section 4 of the said Workmen Compen-


^ sation act provides for amount of compensation and as per


which is as hereunder:-


(1) Subject to the provisions of this Act, the amount of compen


sation shall be as follows, namely


(a) Where death results from the injury : an amount equal to


(fiftypercent) ofthe monthlywages ofthe deceasedworkman


multiplied by the relevant factor,


or


an amount of (fifty thousand Rs.) which ever is more


(b) Where permanent total disablement results from theinjury: an


amount equal to (sixtypercent) of the monthly wages of the


injured workmanmultipliedby the relevant factor


or


an amount of (sixty thousand Rs. ) whichever is more


I. For the purposes ofclause (a) and clause (b) "relevant factor"


in relation to a workman remains the factor specified in the


second column of Schedule IV against the entry in the first
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column ofthat Schedule specifying thenumber ofyears which


are the sameas the completed yearsofthe age ofthe workman


on his last birthdayimmediately precedingthe date on which


the compensation fell due.


An explanation has been given which read as under


^ II. Where the monthly wages ofaworkman exceed (four thou


sand Rs.) his monthly wages for the purposes of clause (a)


and clause (b) shall be deemed to be (Rs. Four Thousand)


only.


TheCentral Government has specified for the subsection (1)


Eight Thousand rupees asmonthly wages w.e.f. 31.5.2010.


The answering respondents in terms of the above has already


deposited the compensation before the WC Commissioner. It


is further pertinent to mention herein that the petitioner herself


had claimedcompensation undertheWorkmen Compensation


Act and that the compensation under the Workment Workmen


Compensation Act, has already been provided / paid /


deposited by the respondent no. 3.


9. That this Hon'ble Court, in catena of cases/judgements has


specifically and categorically held that writ petition under


Article 226 of the Constitution of India, should ordinarily be


not entertained until unless it is case of clear-cut case of
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infraction offundamental rights ofthepetitioners. The Central


Government in exercise of power conferred has fixed the


amount of compensation as per the Workment Workmen


CompensationAct. It issubmitted that the question ofpaying


amount ofcompensation asclaimed bythe petitioner iswholly


misconceived.


10 That it is submitted that the matter /AirCrash was investigated


by a Committee of Inquiry appointed under Rule 74 of Air


craft Rules, 1937. The committee hassubmitted itsreport which


was based upon theevidences collected during the investiga


tion, opinion(s) obtained from the experts and laboratory


examination ofvarious components.


(1) In its reportthe committee found that all mandatory modifica


tions as per DGCA mandatory modification list for PC—12


type ofaircraft have been complied with.


(2) Since the time of commencement of its operation in India, no


snag oil the aircraft has been reported.


(3) On25.05.2011, the dayofaccident the aircrafthad operated on


Delhi—Chandigarh—Delhi and Delhi—Patna sector and no snag


was reported in either ofthese flights.


(4) The Daily Inspection schedule was carried out by


appropriately licensed AME and no snag was observed. The


Certificate of Airworthiness of the aircraft was current and


valid. Periodicity ofall scheduled maintenance task were main-







tained. As perthe available records no snag was reported dur


ing the C ofAinspection and also during the period after the


issue ofC ofA till the date ofaccident. The aircraft was under


the maintenance ofan approved maintenance organization. Air


craft Maintenance Engineer who carried out Daily inspection


on the day of accident holds A&C Licence and holds ftill


scope approval for maintenance ofthis aircraft.


(5) M/S AirCharters Services Pvt. Ltdhas aFlight Safety Officer


to oversee the company safety programme and he is directly


reporting to ChiefExecutive Officer. There has been no viola


tion ofthe FDTL.


(7) The Certificate of Airworthiness of the aircraft was current


and valid. Periodicity ofall scheduled maintenance task were


. maintained. Asper theavailable records no snagwasreported


during the C of A inspection and also during the period after


the issue of C ofA till the date of accident. The aircraft was


underthe maintenance ofanapproved maintenance organiza


tion.


(8) Aircraft Maintenance Engineer who carried outDaily inspec


tion on the day ofaccident holds A&C Licence and holds ftill


scope approval for maintenance of this aircraft. He did not


observe anysnagor abnormality during his inspection.


(9) Similarly before operating the Patna-Delhi flightthe aircraft
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hadoperated onDelhi-Chandigarh-Delhi andDelhi-Patnasec


tor and no snag was reported in either of these flights.


(9) The aircraft was maintained as perthe approved maintenance


programme. Nosnag was reported before theaccidental flight.


Thus it can be safely concluded that the aircraft was in airwor


thycondition to undertake the flight in question.


The other important observations which were made in the said


report were that :-


The flight path ofthe aircraft was enveloped bysecondary CB


cells whose height was around 12 km. There was noreported


defect of the aircraft weather radar. The crew asked for the


change in heading after the controller asked him of weather


conditions at radial 330. The air traffic controller has no dis


playof the fast changing weather scenario at his position and


therefore his guidance is based on the information received


from the aircraft. The flight manual cautions against only se


vere icing conditions and prescribes that crew should immedi


ately request priority handling from Air Traffic Control to fa


cilitate a route or an altitude change to exit the severe icing


conditions in order to avoid extended exposure to flight con


ditions more severe thanthose forwhich theairplane hasbeen


certificated. In the present case severe icing conditions does


not appear to have existed. At 22:38:12 1ST Approach gave
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aircraft left heading 285 whichwas copied by the aircraft. While


the aircraft was executing aleft turn to the cleared heading and


descending to cleared level of 110, at 22:39:42 1ST it started


climbing with corresponding drop in the ground speed. At


-22:40:021ST it had reached a FL141 and subsequently up to


22:40:17 1ST there was sudden sharp left descending turn.


This suggests that aircraft was hit by a strong gust, which


raised itspitch attitude and resulting inleftturning stall.


The probable cause of the accident could be attributed to


departure of the aircraft from controlled flight due to an


externalweather relatedphenomenon, mishandlingofcontrols,


spatial disorientation or acombination ofthejhree.


That it is submitted that from the report of the aforesaid


^ committee , one irresistible conclusion can be drawn that the


accident took place beyond the control ofhuman control and


for no fault ofthe answering respondent.


10 That the presentpetition isbadformisjoinder andnonjoinder


of necessary parties. The petitioner has deliberately not im-


pleaded the motherofthe deceasedpilot who is class one heir.


The petitionerno. 1 has deliberately not given any details of


her mother in law.
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REPLY ON MERITS


1. Contents of para no. 1 of the petition are not denied to the


extent that the deceased was employed as pilot with the


respondent company while contents of rest of the para are


wrong and denied.


2. Contents of para no. 2 of the petition does not relates to
i.f" ' ' . .


answering respondent as such calls for no reply .


3. Contents ofpara no. 3 of the petition are matter of record.


4. In reply to para no. 4 of the petitionit is submitted that as per


the report filed by the respondentno. 1the probable cause of


the accident could be attributed to departure of the aircraft


from controlled flight due to an external weather related


phenomenon, mishandling of controls, spatial disorientation


or a combination of the three.


5. Contents ofpara no. 5 ofthe petition are wrong and denied. It


is denied that the petitioner has approached the answering


respondent time and again. On the contrary the respondent


no. 1 immediately after the accident had given all the assis


tance to the petitioner to seek various amounts. The answer


ing respondents deposited the amount as payable under the


provisions of Employee Compensation Act. The answering
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respondents had no liability over and above the compensation


which was payable under the Employee Compensation Act


and the respondent company has already deposited the said


amount which the petitioners for oblique reasons did not ob


tained the same. The submissions as made hereinabove


be read as part of the reply.


6. In reply to para no. 6 of the petition it is submitted that the


petitioner caused to issue afalse notice which was duly replied


by the answering respondent through their counsel. Admit


tedlythe compensation payable to the petitioners was in terms


of the Employee Compensation Act. The respondent com


pany in terms of the provisions of the Act had offered the


compensation which the petitioners refused to accept. The


answeringrespondenthasno liabilityoverand abovethe statu


tory liabilityandpetitioners cannotforce the respondent com


pany to pay the amount overandabove the statutory liability.


7. Contents ofparano. 7 of thepetitionarewrong anddenied. It


is denied that the respondent no. 4 has made any such enqui


ries as contended in para under reply. Moreover the claim as


paid by the insurance company in respect of damage to air


crafthas no relevance with the claim as made out by the peti


tioners. Although the answering respondent has sought the


coverage to the extentof Rs. 50,00,000/- from the respondent


insurance company and who have denied to settle the claim of


the petitioners. The petitioners in view of the policy as ob-
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fained by the answering respondent could approach the re


spondent no. 5 for seeking any amount over an above the


statutory liability.


8 Contents ofparano. 8 of thepetition arewrong anddenied. It


is denied thatthe answering respondent hadbeen prolonging


the, matter of compensation or were giving any false


assurances as beingcontended inparaunderreply. It is denied


thattheanswering respondents have refused to make the pay


mentand offered the amount as beingcontended. Admittedly


the compensation payable to the respondent was in terms of


the Employee Compensation Act. The respondent company


in terms of the provisions of theActhad offered the compen


sationwhich the petitioners refused to accept. The answering


respondenthas no liabilityoverand abovethe statutoryliabil


ity andpetitioner cannotforce the respondent company to pay


the amount over and above the statutory liability. Moreover


the petitioner has already received more than Rs 40 Lakh


from different coverages andhas not paid any amount to the


old mother of the deceased.


9-10. Contents ofpara no. 9 & 10 ofthe petition does not relates to


answering respondent. However it is submitted that the an


swering respondent had been maintaining all the standards


andcomplied withall thenorms asper the enquiry report. The


copy of the same is filed and observation as made be read as


part of the reply.
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11. In reply to para no. 11 of the petition it is submitted that the


answering respondent has obtained the coverage over and


above therequirement ofcarriage byairact. Although interms


oftheprovisions ofcarriage byairactthe liability ofthecarrier


is to the extent ofRs. 7.5 lacs andonthe contrary the answer


ing respondenthas taken the coverage to the extent of50 lacs


and paid the premium over and above the statutory require


ments. Thepetitioners for frivolous reasons have been making


false contentions.


12. In reply to para no. 12 ofthe petition It is submitted that the


answeringrespondent wasnot liable to make anypayment to


the petitioners fromthe claimas received by them towardsthe


damage of the air craft. Since the answering respondent has


provided the coverage under different heads as suchthe plea


raised by the petitioners have no relevance. The answering


respondent had deposited the due amount of compensation.


13 In reply to para no.13 of the petition it is submitted that the


writpetition asfiled bytheheirs ofdeceased ShManjeet Kataria


is not maintainable. The answering respondents had already


deposited the due amount in the said case also.


14, In reply to para no. 18 of the petition it is submitted that as


per the proposal form submitted by the answering respondent







to the insurance company the coverage for the pilot and copi


lotwas sought. Even if the answering respondent has notob


tained the coverage but has paid the compensation as payable


under the relevant act.


15 In reply to para no. 15 of the petition it is submitted that the


answering respondent has deposited more than the amount as


being claimedin para underreply. It is submittedwhetherthe


amount ofcompensation canbe increased ornot is legislative


function and as such nomandamus can be issued to the legis


latures to extend such reliefs.


16. Contents of para no. 16of the petitionare wrong and denied.


It is denied that the answering respondent has unlimited


liability to pay the compensation as per the carriage Air Act.


The liability as per the carriageAir Act is not more than 7.5


lacs. The entitlement ofthe petitioners interms oftheemploy


ment/deceased was as per the Employee Compensation Act.


Theanswering respondent has already deposited thecompen


sationpayable under theEmployee Compensation Actalthough


the same was to be deposited by the respondent no. 5 as


answering respondent has soughtthe coverage of the pilot as


well as CO pilot from the respondent no. 5 company. There


was no willful misconduct as contended in para under reply.


As submitted above whether the amount of compensation


can be increased or not is legislative function and as such no







mandamus can be issued to the legislatures to extend such


reliefs.


17. Contents ofpara no. 17 ofthe petition are wrong and denied.


It is denied that the respondents are thus liable to compensate


the petitioner's. It is denied respondent no. 1& 2 havefailed


in fulfilling theirduties entrusted upon them bylaw. It isdenied


^ that the respondent no. 3 & 4 for their willful misconduct of


not maintaining adequate insurance cover, as mandatory by


law and also under Rule 17 (1) of the Third Schedule of the


Carriage byAirAct. It is denied that answering respondents


are liable to pay compensation to the petitioneras claimed. As


submitted that the respondent companyhas obtained the cov


erage and which fact has been admitted by the surveyor ap


pointed by the respondent insurance company. The due


^ compensation has already been deposited.


18. Contents ofpara no. 18 of the petition are wrong and denied.


It is denied that petitioner has suffered as contended in the


para under reply. It is denied petitioner has suffered substan


tial financial loss. The petitioner has already received com


pensation from various quarters and the answering respon


dents had also deposited the due compensation.


19. Contents ofpara no. 19 of the petition are wrong and denied.


It is denied that the answering respondent had violated any


provisions as being claimed. The answering respondents


9(0







had not contributed in any manner to unfortunate incident


and which occurred due to departure of the aircraft from


controlled flight due to an external weather related phenom


enon,mishandling ofcontrols, spatial disorientation or a com


bination ofthe three


20 Contents of parano 20 of the petition are wrong and denied.


It is denied petitioners have suffered as claimed.


21. Contents of para no. 21 of thepetition are wrong and denied.


It isdenied that the situation ofpetitioner's due tothe untimely


loss ofdeceased, hasdeteriorated to theextreme pointand the


petitioner's arenow leadinga heavily indebted life whichwill


further deteriorate. The due amount has beenduly deposited


by the answering respondent.


22. Contents ofpara no. 22 of the petition are wrong and denied.


It is denied that theanswering respondents hadmade any gain


from the loss. The respondent insurance company has paid


the due amount in respect of the coverage as obtained. The


answering respondent evenhad time and againrequested the


respondent insurancecompany to processthe otherclaimwhich


it has failed to do so. There is no delay on the part of the


answering respondent.


23. Contents ofpara no. 23 ofthe petition are wrong and denied.


It is denied that no compensation was paid . As submitted


above the due amounts was deposited.
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24 In reply to parano 24 it is submitted that the petition as filed


is not maintainable.


25 Contents ofpara no. 25 of the petition are matter of record.


26-27 In reply to para no 26-27 it is submitted that the present writ


petition is not maintainable.


Prayer clause of the petition is wrong and denied. In view of


the submissions as made the petition is not maintainable and


as such is liable to be dismissed. Any other direction which


this hon'ble Court may deem fit be also passed.
For AIR CHARTER SERVICES PVT.


New Delhi


Dated


sH" Signatory


Respondent no 3 & 4


Counsel







•: ?


,ciunv^


4 i-
V


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


WP(C) 1867/2012


IN RE


Namrata Singh & Another Petitioner


Versus


D.G.C.A & Others Respondents


AFFIDAVIT


I, Sunil Gaur S/o Late Sh K.RGaur aged 42 years CEO


M/SAir Charter Services PLtd D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony,


New Delhi, do hereby on solemn affirmation state and declare as


under:-


1. That the deponent is posted in the respondent no 3 com


pany and competent to swear the affidavit. The submissions


as made in various paras in the accompanying reply are true


and correct on the basis ofthe official record and be read as


part ofaffidavit.


DEPONENT


Verification:


Verified at Delhi on this 1 st day of October 2012 that the


above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge


ith concealed therefrom.


CERTiHEO
Shri/Ssnt./Knv


has sc


Deihi oi


that : ^ "' ' • •
Wf^ich h?.vc vv •; • to
"liniii--; • •' •••


DEPONENT


Oath Co


9^







A


REPORT


OF


COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY


ACCIDENT TO PILATUS PC-12 AIRCRAFT VT-ACF OF


M/S AIR CHARTERS SERVICES PVT. LTD. AT FARIDABAD HARYANA


ON 25.05.11


•>! , .


CHAIRMAN
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Foreword


This document has been prepared based upon the evidences collected


during the investigation, opinion obtained from the experts and laboratory


examination of various components. The investigation has been carried out in


accordance with Annex, 13 to the Convention on International Civil Aviation


and under the Rule 74 of Aircraft Rules 1937 of India. The investigation is


conducted not to apportion blame or to assess individual or collective


responsibility. The sole objective is to draw lessons from this accident which


may help to prevent such future accidents or incidents.
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REPORT ON ACCIDENT TOM/S AIR CHARTER SERVICES PVT. LTDPILATUS PC^12/4S AIRCRAFT
VT-ACF AT PARVATIA COLONY, FARIDABAD ON 25.05.2011


a) Aircraft


Type and Model
Nationality
Registration


b) Owner/Operator


c) Date of Accident


d) Time of Accident


e) La^t Point of Departure


f) Pointof Intended Landing


g) Geographical Location of
Accident


h) Type of Operation


i) Phase of Operation


Pilatus PC-12/45
Indian


VT-ACF


M/s Air Charter Services
Pvt. Ltd.


25''̂ May 2011


22:43IST(Approx.)


Patna


Indira Gandhi


International Airport,
Palam, New Delhi


Parvatia Colony,
Faridabad


Cobrdlnates:


N 28"^ 21'37.q8"
E 0;77" 16'58.2"


Altitude: 7G4 ft.


General Aviation


Approach


(All timings in the report are in 1ST)







SYNOPSIS


On 25.05.2011 a Pilatus PC-12/45 aircraft, VT-ACF, owned by M/s Air
Charter Services Pvt. Ltd met «,ith afatal accident whiie operating flight from
Patna to New Delhi.


The accident was investigated by Committee of Inquiry appointed
under Rule 74 of Aircraft Rules, 1937. As per the obligations under ICAO
Annex 13, notification was sent to Aircraft Accident Investigation Board,


^ Switzerland the State of Aircraft Manufacture and Design and Transport
Safety Board (TSB), Canada, the State of engine manufacture. TSB, Canada
and AAIB Switzerland appointed their accredited representatives and
authorized engine manufacturer M/s Pratt &Whitney and M/s Pilatus to


associate with the investigation of engine, wreckage and other aircraft


components.


The aircraft VT-ACF was hired for amedical evacuation mission to pick a
critically ill patient from Patna. A crew of 2 pilots and medical team


comprising of 2 doctors and a male nurse got airborne from New Delhi for


Patna. The flight was uneventful. The patient and one attendant were on


board during the Flight back from Patna. Weather in Delhi airspace started


deteriorating as the flight came closer to Delhi. Wide spread thunderstorm


activity was seen North-Northeast of Delhi airport which was moving south.
About 10 min before landing VT-ACF was seen on radar in a turn to the left


gaining and losing height and thereafter an abrupt turn to the right in which


the aircraft seemed.to loose height very rapidly before the Delhi Approach


Radar stopped picking up the aircraft on radar. Repeated attempts to raise
the aircraft on VHF radio as well as emergency frequency 121.5 MHz failed to


get any response.







After 7min, ATC tower received information from the City Fire Brigade
con ,rm,ng that an aircraft had crashed near Faridabad in acongested
res,dent,al area known as Parvatia Colony, The aircraft had crashed on one of


tot^ II°T'tota ly destroyed and all seyen people on board the aircraft and three
es, ents of the house on which it crashed were killed. After the accident


local residents of the area and police put off the fire and extricated the bodies
, from the wreckage of the aircraft


1. Factual Information


1.1 History ofthe Flight


M/s Air Charter Services Pvt Ltd. offered their aircraft VT-ACF for
operating medical evacuation flight to pick one critically ill patient from Patna
on 25/05/2011. The Aircraft took off from Delhi to Patna with two crew
members, two doctors and one male nurse. The' Flight to Patna was


4 uneventful. The Air Ambulance along with patient and one attendant took off
from Patna at 20:31:58 1ST, the aircraft during arrival to land at Delhi crashed
near Faridabad on aRadial of 145 degree and distance of 15.2 nm at 22-42-32
1ST.


Aircraft reached Patna at 18:311ST. Flight Plan for the flight from Patna
to Delhi was filed with the ATC at Patna via W45-LLK-R594 at FL250, planned
ETD being 22:00 hours 1ST and EET of 2hours for aplanned ETA at VIDP being
24:00 hours iST. The crew took self-briefing of the weather and same "Self
Briefing" was recorded on the flight plan submitted at ATC Patna. The
passenger manifest submitted at Patna indicated a total of 2 crew and 5


\
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. passengers inclusive of tlie patient. Weather at Patna at tlie time of departure
was 3000m visibility with Haze. Total fuel on board for departure at Delhi was
1S16 Its, The preflight/transit inspection of the aircraft at Patna «,as carried


per laid down guidelines. The crew requested for startup
at 20:21 1ST from Patna Ate and reported airborne at 20:33:43 1ST. The
aircraft climbed and maintairied FL 260 for cruise.


On handover from Varanasi Area Control (Radar), the aircraft came in
contact with Delhi Area Control (East) Radar at 21:53:40 1ST at 120.9 MHz At
21:53:40 1ST aircraft was identified on Radar by squawking code 3313. At
22:02:05,1ST the crew requested for left deviation of 10° due to weather, the
same was approved by the RSR controller. At 22:05:04 1ST the crew informed


that they have acritical patient on board and requested for priority landing
and ambulance on arrival. The same was approved by the RSR controller. The
aircraft was handed over to Approach Control on 126.35 MHz at 22:28:03 1ST.


At 22:28:18 1ST VT-ACF contacted TAR (Terminal Approach Radar) on


126.35 MHz and it was maintaining FL160. At 22:32:22 1ST, VT-ACF was asked
to continue heading to DPN (VOR) and was cleared to descend to FLllO. At
22:36:34 1ST, the TAR controller informed VT-ACF about weather on HDG
330°, the crew replied in "Affirmative" and requested for left heading. At
22:38:12 1ST, TAR controller gave aircraft left heading 285° which was copied
by the aircraft. The aircraft started turning left, passing heading 289, it
climbed from FL125 to FL141. At 22:40:32 1ST the TAR controller gave 3calls
to VT-ACF. At 22:40:43 1ST aircraft transmitted a feeble call "Into bad


weather", at that instance the aircraft had climbed FL 146.Thereafter the
aircraft was seen turning right in avery tight turn at alow radar ground speed
and loosing height rapidly from FL146 to FL 016. Again at 22:41:32 1ST TAR







controller gave call to VT-ACF, aircraft transmitted afeeble call "Into bad
weather. Thereafter the controller gave repeated calls on both 126.35 MHe
and also 121.5 MHz, before the blip on radar became static on aradial of 145
degree at 15.2 nm from DPN VOR at 22:42:32 1ST. All attempts to raise
contact with the aircraft failed.


The TAR controller then informed the duty WSO and also the ATC
Tower. At 22:50:00 1ST, the tower informed the WSO that they have got acall
from the City Fire Brigade confirming that an aircraft has crashed near
Faridabad in acongested residential area known as Parvatia Colony. After the
accident, local residents of the area and police tried to put off the fire and
extricate the bodies from the wreckage of the aircraft.


1.2 Injuries to Persons


Injuries Crew Passengers Others


Fatal 2 5 3


Serious Nil Nil Nil


Minor/None Nil Nil


1.3 Damage to Aircraft


Pilatus PC-12/45 Aircraft VT-ACF was destroyed due to impact and post
impactfire.


1.4 Other Damage


There was extensive damage to House and property of House No. 1254
and 1253 and minor damage to House No. 1255 in the Parvatia Colony,
Faridabad.
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1.5 Personnel information


1.5.1 Pilot-in-Command:


License Details:


'He did his training for the issue of tine CPL .at Academy of Carver


Aviation Private Ltd. CPL was issued to him on 15;05,2007. He underwent


endorsement training on Pilatus PC-12 aircraft while serving in M/s Air Deccan


after passing DGCA Specific Examination on type on 30/11/2007.He


underwent, adverse weather/monsoon training and check for release, as


commander for operation during the adverse weather/monsOon in


accordance DGCA Ops Circular 9 of 2010 on 6.07.2010.


License type


, CPL Valid up to


Date of Initial Issue


Date of Endorsement


^ Dateof Birth


Medical Valid up to


FRTO No, valid till


Instrument Rating No.


Date of last IR check


PC check


Aircraft Ratings:


ASPIC


Flying Details


Total Flying Experience


CPL-5251 :


14/05/2012


15/05/2007


03/04/2008 for Pilatus PC-12


09/03/1982


22/08/2011


9616;valid till 13/07/2011


4986


20/05/2011. ,


20/05/2011


Pilatus PC-12, Cessna 152 A


1521:05 Hrs







Totgl instrument flying


Actual


Simulated ^


Experience on type


Flying during Last One year


Flying during last 6 months .


Flying during Last 30 days


• Flying during last 7 days


During last 24 hours


707:15 Mrs approx.


687:15 Hrs /


20:00 hrs ^


1300 Hrs approx,


680 Hrs


405 Hrs


50 Hrs


8:30 Hrs;-


2:00 hrs - '


; He was not inv9lved in any Accidents or Seriousvlncidents previously.


1.5.2.1 Co-Pilot:


He had undergone pilot training at Wings Flight Training, New Zealand.
He had undergone simulator training at Simcom, Orlando, USA and also flight
training for type rating on Pilatus PC-12; He was employed/by M/s Air Charter


Services Pvt Ltd subsequently.


License Details:


License type


CPL Valid up to


Date of Initial Issue


Date of Endorsement


Date of Birth


Medical valid up to


Instrument Rating No.


Details of last two


IR check


CPL7312.


22/12/2013:,


23/12/2008


25/03/2011 for Pilatus PC-12


26/07/1989


26/04/2012 :


7004


P-68 Con 16/10/2008


Pilatus PC-12 on 13/02/2011
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PC check


Aircraft Ratings:


ASPIC^


Flying Details


Total Flying Experience


Experience on type


Flying during Last One year


Flying during Last 30 days


Flying during last 7 days


During last 24 hours


13/05/2011


Pilatus PC-12, P-68 C


300:04 Hrs 320


70 hrs


36 hrs


36 Hrs .


9:55, Hrs


2 hrs


He was not previously involved in any air accident/serious incident.


1.5.4 Aircraft Maintenance Engineer


The AME is holding HA &JE category license issued on 13.11.2007.
Aircraft Pilatus PC-12 Series and Engine Pratt &Whitney PT6A-67B was
endorsed on his license on 13.05.2010.


y- •


1.5.5 AirTraffic Control Officers


The ATC Officer manning area control (East) holds ratings on Tower,
Area, Approach and RSR. His last Proficiency Check was carried out on
28.10.2010.


The ATC Officer manning approach holds ratings on Tower, Area,
Approach and RSR. His last Proficiency Check was.carried out on 27.10.2010.
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1.6 Aircraft Information


1.6.1


Manufacturer Pilatus Aircraft Ltd, Stans, Switzerland


Type PILATUS PC-12/45


Constructor's S.NO. 632


Year of Manufacturer 2005


Certificate of Airwortliiness
6288, Issued/revalidated on 21.01.2011, on the


strength of FAA export C of A No. E437076
Valid Up to 11.05.2015


Airworthiness Review


Certificate Issued on 27.01.2011, valid till 26.01.2012


Category Normal


Sub Division Passenger


Certificate of Registration 4179issued on 21.01.2011


Owner
M/s Air Charters Services Pvt. Ltd., D-67, Ground
Floor, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024


Minimum Crew Required 02


Maximum All Up Weight
Authorised


4500


Last Major Inspection 100 Hrs inspection carried on 15.04.2011


TSN 1392.18 Hrs CSN 1077


Last Inspection ICQ Hrs inspection


Air frame Hrs. Since New 1483.36 Hrs as on 23.05.2011


Air frame Hrs. Since last C of A 233.54 Hrs as on 23.05.2011


Engine


Manufacturer PRATT & WHITNEY


Type Turbo (PT6A-67B)
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Serial No.


HoursDoneSince New


Last Inspection Carried Out


Last Major Inspection Carried
out


AverageFuel Consumption


Average Oil Consumption


Propeller


Manufacturer


Sr. No.


Last Overhaul


Hours since Overhaul


PCE PR 0504


1483.36Hrs


100 Hrs


,100 Hrs


350 lbs. /hr


0.3 Ibs/hr


HARTZELU HC-E4A-30/E10477K


KX-152


21.04.2011


46:00Hrs


1.6.2 Scrutiny of records


>


>


All mandatory modifications as per DGCA mandatory modification list
for PC-12 type of aircraft have been complied with.


Since the time of commencement of its operation in India, no snag on
the aircraft has been reported.


On 25.05.2011, the day of accident the aircraft had operated on Delhi-


Chandigarh-Delhi and Delhi-Patna sector and no snag was reported in
either of these flights.


The Daily Inspection schedule was carried out by appropriately licensed


AME and no snag was observed.
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1.6.3 General Description of Aircraft


The airplane Is alow wing, T-tail, single.engine, retractable landing gear
type designed to transport passengers, cargo, or various combinations of both
passengers and cargo. Construction is conventional semi-monocoque,
primarily incorporating aluminum alloy, but composite structure are used in
certain areas.


^ The complete airframe is electrically bonded to eliminate electro
magnetic interference and static discharge wicks are used to reduce static


charges while in, flight. The fuselage consists of the engine area, nose gear
assembly, cockpit, cabin, and aft fuselage. The engine area contains the power
plant, and associated accessories. The engine cowling is constructed from a


carbon/nomex honeycomb material while the engine mount is welded steel
tubing and bolted to the firewall in four places. The firewall is titanium and
protected by insulation material. Atwo piece windshield, two side windows,
and a direct vision (DV) window provide cockpit visibility. The two piece
windshield is glass while the two side windows and the DV window are -


stretched acrylic. All windows are of two ply laminated design. Airplane
avionics are mounted under the cabin floor, running the length of the center
cabin, and are accessible through quick release panels. The cabin carry-
through spar attachment fittings are one piece machined aluminum. Asafety
net is installed aft of the rear pressure bulkhead to protect the bulkhead from


damage during maintenance.


The dorsal and ventral fin fairings are Kevlar honeycomb material. The


wings are of conventional construction incorporating front and rear spars, ribs,
and skin. Each wing is attached to the fuselage using three titanium shear pins


14







and, at the aft upper fitting, one steel tension bolt. Each wing incorporates a
single-piece Fowler flap of conventional construction, with threesupport arms
and associated linkages. The wing trailing edgSs above the flaps are foam core


. covered with carbon laminate, Asurface mounted deice boot is attached to
-the nose skin of each Wing; Each wing has amain landing gear attached to the


front and rear spar, with acarbon flber/nomex honeycomb gear door attached
to the leg. The wing tips are constructed of carbon fiber/honeycomb and


metal strips fdi-lightning protection. The flight control system is conventional
using push-pull rods and parbon steel cables. Electric trim systems are


: provided for the aileron, rudder, and elevator.


edge has asingle piece Fowler type flap supported by
three flap arms. The flaps are controlled.by aselector handle located Co the .


.: right of the power controls on the center console. The flaps may be set to one
of the four preset positions 0degree, 15 degree, 30 degree and 40 degree by
moving the handle to the appropriate position.


^ The PC-12 is equipped with a stickshaker/stickpusher system that


prevents the aircraft from entering an aerodynamicstall.


The OEM, Piiatus, had been asked for a detailed report on the
Stall/Spin characteristics of the PC-12/45 aircraft: as seen during test


cohditlohs during aircraft certification. The OEIVI report is as follows;-


Stall Characteristics


With an operative stall protection system the approach to a stall is
characterised by the activation of the aural stall warner and stick shaker, if the


AOA isfurther increased then the stall is characterised by the activation of the
stickpusher which reduces the AOA. With an operative stall protection system
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the pusher prevents the aircraft from reaching the AOAassociated with the
natural aerodynamic stall.


Spin Characteristics


Considering the above the PC-12 was demonstrated to be spin resistant
according to FAR Part 23, Amendment 42 §23.221 (a)(2) (supplemented by
FOCA CCF 91-03), the results are presented In ER 12-03-20-006 Spin
Resistance. Below is an extract from the ER referring to § 23.221 (a}(2}(ii)


oppUcation of pro spin controls.


In all the conditions tested the stick pusher activated before the
aerodynamic stall, at that point, simultaneously, the required pro-spin controls
were applied. The resultant aircraft motion was a nose down pitch increasing


progressively, associated with roll. The angle-of-attack of the wings was
always maintained below the angle-of-attack of aerodynamic stall by the
action of the stick pusher, even if the elevator was pulledfurther back during
the maneuver. The airspeed was increasing throughout the maneuver and the


heading change at the end of the maneuver was always less than 90 degrees.
In no case did the aircraft enter aspin or exhibit a tendency to spin. At the end
of the maneuver the aircraft responded always immediately and normally to
the controls and the recovery from the maneuver was performed by
centralising rudder and ailerons and pulling the elevator to recover from the
ensuing dive. The elevator controlforce never exceeded the temporary control
force limit of§23.143. The maximum maneuvering loadfactor as stated in the


AFM limitations section is 3.3g. The PC-12 does not exhibit any unusual


characteristics during high rates of descent (6,000 ft/min). This condition is
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flown to simulate on ennergency descent as part oft^e production acceptance
test,ng of each aircraft. During certification the aircraft was flown up to VD /
MD (280 KCAS/ 0.60 Mach). Note that VMO/MMO is 240 KCAS/ 0.48 Mach)
There are no rate of turn limitations as such. The maximum maneuvering load


''3-3 9(refer to section 2'limitations" of the AFM) and VMO 240 KCAS.


fleet has accumulated more than 3.5 million flying hours. 13fatal accidents have occurred since 199S.The PC-12 has obviously positive and
^ damped stability characteristics which fulfill FAR 23. In adverse weather


conditions it is good airmanship to switch ignition ON, Inertial Separator ON,
reduce speed to the appropriate gust penetration speed and divert awayfrom
the undesirable conditions with the aid of the weather radar. The PC-12 has
significant performance capability in severe turbulence it Is possible to get
autopilot disconnects so the pilot may have to fly by hand which could increase
pilot work load. The Honeywell weather radar ART 2000 that was installed in
the accident aircraft has arecorded MTBF of88.920 hrs, based on more than
3 Million operating hours.


1.6.4 Weight and Balance


The fuel on board the aircraft before Takeoff from Delhi was 1516 Its.
Taking average fuel consumption and flight time from Delhi to Patna in
consideration, the fuel before takeoff from Patna was 1056 Its. The patient
was carried on seat No. 4 and 6. There were four other passengers and
medical equipment. The aircraft center of gravity was within limits.
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1.7 Meteorological Information


1.7.1 Met Report, Patna Airport


20:20 1STTime


S/WIND


Visibility


Weather


Clouds


Temp.


Dew Point


QNH


QFE


Trend


080/08 KT


3000 M


HZ


FEW 10000 FT/3000 M,
32° C


25°C


1001 HPA2956 INS


0995 HPA 2938 INS


No Significant


1.7.2 Met Report, IGI Airport, New Delhi


Time


Wind


S/WIND


Visibility


Weather


Clouds


Temp.


Dew Point


QNH


QFE


Trend


20:30 1ST


RWY28 270/04 KT RWYIO 280/05KT


270/05 KT


3500 IVi


HZ


FEW 4000 FT/1200 M,
SCT 10000 FT/3000M.


37° C


17°C


1001 HPA 2959 INS
975 HPA 2880 INS


BECMU VIS 3000 M
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Special Met Report


Time


Wind •


S/WINP


Visibility


Weather


Clouds


Temp,


Dew Point


QNH


QFE


Trend


Special Met Report


Time


S/WIND :


Visibility


Weather


Clouds


Temp.


Dew Point


QNH


QFE


Trend


22:30 1ST


RWY28 060/29 KT RWYIO 060/28KT


040/20G30KT


2100 M


TS


SCT 4000 FT/1200 M, FEWCB 4000FT/1200M/
SCT 10000 FT/3000M


339 C


222C


1003 HPA 2964 INS


977 HPA 2885 INS


TEMPO VIS 1500 M TSRA


22:51 IST


050/20G30KT


1500 M


TS


SCT4000 FT/12D0 M,FEWCB 4000 FT/1200M,
SCT 10000 FT/3000,M
329 C


212C


1004 HPA 2965 INS


977 HPA 2886 INS


TEMPO Vis 0800 M TSRA
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1.7.3. Weather conditions during the period of the accident and the


forecast/warnings issued from the iVIeteorological Office, IGI Airport.


The brief description of the various weather conditions observed during
2030 iST to 2330 IST as reported in the current weather (i.e. Met reports or
METAR) along with trend forecast and weather warnings based upon various
meteorological instruments at various RWY ends, DWR, Satellite weather data
etcisasfollows:-


Current weather reports as issued by the IVlet Office for the period
(decoded/simplified version of MET REPORT issued to ATC given in Table^ 1)
shows the airport was having visibility at 2030 IST as 3500 meter in haze with low
and medium clouds of height 4000 to 10000 feet with wind 270Deg/5 Knots
which deteriorated to 3000 meter at 2052 IST when CB cloud was also reported
for the first time during the period (see Table 1). DWR from 2010 IST (Fig. 1) was
showing movement of CB clouds to the circular domain within the lOONM of IGI
due to which aweather warning for squall was issued at 2030 1ST valid for 2100
to 0130 IST indicating "IGI Airport and ICQ nautical mile around is likely to be


^affected by Dust storm/Thunderstorm when the surface wind speed in
associated squall will likely to reach from 030 deg Direction with speed
exceeding 30kts/60kmph" (Weather warnings as issued given in Annexure-A). A
trend forecast of this weather warnings for ATC/PILOT was appended in the
SPECI/METAR issued at 2052 IST with TEMPO 030/30KTS VIS 1500M IN TS/RA.
The observations from Integrated Automatic Surface weather observing
Instruments (lASWOI) confirms the weather conditions deteriorated started at
2230 IST when the RWY 27 end experienced squall/gusty winds of 31 kts/62
kmph from 040 deg which subsequently spread to various other five RWY ends.
The wind speed recorded at RWY 27 ends by integrated aviation AWS have been
enclosed for confirmation (Fig. 2). Accordingly a SPECIAL weather report was
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issued at 22301ST to ATC with prevailing weather conditions as TS/DS and gusty
winds of 040/20 kts gusting to 30 l<ts. Due to such bad weather occurrences, the
trend forecast was also continued to be appended w^lth likely of visibility
reduction to 1500 IVl in TS/RA. In view of gusty wind conditions continuing with
visibility falling to 1500 IVI in TS another 2"" SPECIAL Weather report was issued
to ATC at 2251 1ST when surface wind was reported as 05d/20kt: gusting 30 kts
with current weather as TS. Hereafter the weather started improving and by
23301ST, the,visibility was improved to 2500M in haze and ceased off TS.


1.7.4 Review of other Various Weather Warnings and Forecasts of Met
Aerodrome forecast of 161 Airport issued at 1730 1ST of 25 May valid for


2030 to 0530 1ST of 25/26 May indicated likelihood of occurrences of TS/RA
with wind squalls/gusty winds of 30kts from NW-290 deg and deterioration of
visibility up to 1200 during 2030 to 0S30 1ST. Local forecast issued at 1900 1ST of
25 May valid for 1930 to 0330 1ST for IGI Airport and 100 nautical miles around
also included likelihood of; severe turbulence and moderate icing due to
development of CB and likely occurrences of TS. SI6MET Warning issued during
25 May 1530 1ST till 0330 1ST also having warnings of CB/TS forecast in the Delhi
FIR region based upon DWR and satellite observations.


Fig. 1. DWR Cloud pictures as :early as 2020 1ST confirms the development of vertically
gTOwn up CB Clouds at IMNE to IGI Airport at 100km to 200 km circles over Uttaranchal


hUls based upon «,hrchlMD issues warning of DS/TS and squally/gustyweather '


21







K)
K)


25/05/201116:48:10
• 25/05/201116:50:08


25/05/201116:52:05
25/05/201116:54:02
25/05/201116:55:59
25/05/201116:57:58
25/05/2011 16:59:55
25/05/2011 17:01:52
25/05/2011 17:03:50
25/05/201117:05:50
25/05/201117:07:48
25/05/201117:09:45


25/05/201117:11:43
25/05/201117:13:43
25/05/2011 17:15:40
25/05/2011 17:17:38
25/05/2011 17:19:36
25/05/2011 17:21:34
25/05/2011 17:23:33
25/05/2011 17:25:30
25/05/2011 17:27:28
25/05/2011 17:29:25
25/05/2011 17:31:23
25/05/2011 17:33:20
25/05/2011 17:35:17
25/05/2011 17:37:16
25/05/2011 17:39:13
25/05/2011 17:41:10
25/05/201117:43:08
25/05/201117:45:05
25/05/201117:47:02
25/05/201117:48:59
25/05/2011 17:50:56
25/05/2011 17:52:53
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The observations from various Integrated Autonnatic surface v/eather


Instruments confirms the weather conditions deteriorated at 2230 1ST when


the RWY 27 end experienced squall/gusty winds of 31 kts/62 kmph from 040


deg which subsequently spread to various other five RWY ends placed as


Table 1 below:-


Table-1


1


TIME


1ST


TYPE OF


MESSAGE
VIS


PRESENT


WEATHER


WIND


DIRECTION


WIND


SPEED


TREND FORECAST


2030 MEAIR 3500 DUST 270 05KT BECMGVIS 3000M


2052 SPECI 3000 HAZE 260 05KT


TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA


2130 MEATR 3000 HAZE 290 04KT .
TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA


2200 MEATR 3000 HAZE 310 04 KT


TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA


2230 MEATR 2100 HAZE 040 20G30I<T TEMPO 1500M TSRA


2251 SPECI 1500 DS/TS 050 20G30KT TEMPO 0800 TSRA


i
AERODROME WARNING OF DELHI AIRPORT DATED 25-05-2011 ISSUED AT


2100 1ST TO ATC fATC OFFICERS SIGNATURE IS THERE THAT HE RECEIVED IT


AT 2115 1ST)


THUNDERSTORM/DUSTORM IS LiKELY TO AFFECT VIDP AERODROME


DURING THE PERIOD FROM 25/2100 1ST TO 26/0130 1ST WHEN SURFACE


WIND SPEED IN ASSOCIATED SQUALL FROM 030 DIRECITION AND EXCEED 30


KNOTS


23







\ ,


>


1.8 Aids to Navigation


The runway in use were 10, 11. Maintenance records of Nav Aids at


Delhi Airport were reviewed. There were no reported anomalies concerning
the aerodrome navigation or approach aids at the time of the accident.


1.9 Communication


% 1.9.1 ATC communication record of IGI Airport, Palam, New Delhi


The aircraft was fitted with Very High Frequency (VHF) communication


equipments. The aircraft was in two way communication with Area Control
(East) and Terminal Approach Radar, it is evident from the Air Traffic Control
(ATC) tape transcript that the aircraft had no problem on communication.


1.9.1.1 Communication with Area Control


At 21:53:40 1ST aircraft VT-ACF came in contact with Area (East) at
frequency 120.9 MHz. At 21:53:40 aircraft was identified on Radar by
squawking code 3313. At 22:02:05 aircraft requested for lO^left deviation due
weather which was approved. At 22:05:04 1ST, VT-ACF intimated that there
was critical patient on board and requested for priority landing and
ambulance in advance. This was approved by the area control. At 22:14:53 1ST
Area control gave decent to FL 240 to aircraft/which was copied by the
aircraft. At 22:18:20 1ST area control cleared aircraft for decent to FL200. At
22:20:27 1ST aircraft was cleared for decent to FL180 and to FL160 at 22:25:38
1ST. Aircraft was transferred to approach Radar (Frequency 126.35 MHz) at
22:28:03 1ST.


: 24







.A


1.9.1.2 Communication with the Terminal Approach Radar (TAR)


Aircraft came in contact with the Approach Radar (frequency 126.35
MHz) at 22:28:18 IST. Aircraft intimated -that it was maintaining FL160 and
continue -to DPN. At 23:33:41 IST Approach instructed the aircraft to descend
to FLllO which was copied by VT-ACF. At 22:36:34. Approach intimated the
aircraft about whether on heading 330, and the crew requested for left
heading. At 22:38:12 Approach gave^^aircraft left heading 285, which was"
copied by the aircraft. At 22:40:43 IST aircraft transmitted that "Into bad
weather". Again at 22:41:32 IST aircraft transmitted "Into bad weather".


1.9.1.3 Communication with the Approach (SA) Frequency 124.2 MHz


At 22:28:45 IST AlCOll making approach for landing at R/W 28
intimated that it was going around and requested for R/W 11. At 22:30:27
IST controller intimated winds for R/W 28 as 050 degree 29 knots. At
22:30:55, controller intimated SEJ 142 winds for 28 to be 080 degree 26
knots, and asked to confirm if it wished to continue.SEJ 142 requested for
the change of the Runway. At 22:31:22 R/W was changed to R/W 11.


1.9.2 Communication Recording of Approach Radar


1.9.3 Radar Recording .


The aircraft was painting on the approach Radar of IGI Airport, New
Delhi up to 15.2 nm from it. The radar recording of Approach Radar was
obtained and on its .basis the position of the aircraft w.r.t VIDP was
determined as given below:
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•"'V'


Time Level Grd Aprox. Latitude Longitude Radial Distance


Stamp (value X Speed Heading from (NM) from
(1ST) 100) feet


DPN


VOR


(Aprox.)


DPN


(Approx.)


22:02:06 260 N0234 308 273350N 0794948E Ill 157,3


22:04:27 . 260 N0231 290 273713N 0794023E 111 147.9


22.05:01 260 N0232 289 273758N 0793759E 111 146.0


22:05:06 260 N0232 289 273804N 0793738E 111 145.7


22:05:12 260 N0232 288 273811N 0793714E 111 145.4


22:14:51 260 N0232 283 274615N 0785637E 115 109.2


22:18:21 241 N0259 286 275038N 0784053E 116 94.5


22:20:26 230 N0247 290 275346N 0783152E 117 86.0


22:25:36 183 N0241 281 275856N 0780838E 121 65.9


22:28:01 161 N0238 282 280052N 0775808E 125 57.1


22:28:16 160 N0238 282 280107N 0775703E 125 56.2


22:29:01 160 N0212 284 280155N 0775409E 126 53.3


22:32:21 160 N0212 298 280619N 0774158E 130 42.2


22:33:41 160 N0214 309 280852N 0773727E 131 37.5


22:36:36 142 N0235 311 281606N 0772755E 132 26.4


22:38:12 133 N0235 303 282008N 0772215E 133 20.1


22:38:16 132 N0231 303 282017N 0772158E 133 19.8


22:38:21 132 N0229 301 282027N 0772140E 133 19.8


22:38:26 132 N0228 301 282037N 0772121E 133 19.5


22:38:31 131 N0223 297 282045N 0772103E 133 19.1


22:38:36 130 N0219 301 282054N 0772047E 134 18.9


22:38:42 130 N0218 299 282103N 0772028E 134 18.3


22:38:46 130 N0218 293 282108N 0772009E 134 18.3


22:38:51 129 N0216 290 282114N 0771951E 135 17.8


22:38:56 129 N0212 290 282120N 0771932E 135 17.8


22:39:02 128 N0211 • 291 282126N 0771912E 135 17.5


22:39:07 128 N0211 290 282132N 0771853E 136 17.0


22:39:12 129 N0209 289 282138N 0771835E 137 16.7


22:39:17 128 N0211 289 282143N 0771816E 137 16.5


22:39:22 128 N0208 289 282149N 0771757E 138 16.2


22:39:27 127 N0209 291 282156N 0771738E 138 15.9
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Time Level Grd Aprox. Latitude Longitude Radial Distance


Stamp (value X Speed Heading from (NIVl) from
(1ST) 100) feet


DPN


VOR


(Aprox.)


DPN


(Approx.)


22:39:32 125 N0212 287 282200N 0771718E 138 15.9


22:39:37 125 N0210 288 282206N 0771659E 139 15.4


22:39:42 128 N0205 289 282211N 0771642E 139 15.4


22:39:46 132 N0191 289 282214N 0771629E 140 15.2


22:39:52 136 N0162 293 282218N 0771619E 140 15.0


22:39:57 140 N0124 291 282217N 0771612E 141 14.9


22:40:02 141 N0116 280 282217N 0771602E 141 14,8


22:40:06 141 N0098 281 282217N . 0771556E 141 14.8


22:40:11 138 N0138 235 282203N 0771546E 142 • 14.7


22:40:17 131 N0133 146 282147N 0771608E 142 15.2


22:40:21 133 N0198 125 282135N 0771627E 142 15.2


22:40:26 136 N0209 113 282129N 0771647E 141 15.8


22:40:31 140 N0192 107 282127N 0771702E 141 15.8


22:40:37 146 N0095 101 282134N 0771702E 141 16.0


22:40:42 145 N0041 081 282140N 0771701E 140 15.8


22:40:47 141 N0034 003 282147N • 0771656E 140 15.6


22:40:52 . 136 N0042 325 282150N 0771652E 140 15.6


22:40:57 136 N0028 • 345 282151N 0771653E 140 15.6


22:41:02 136 N0022 352 282153N 0771653E 140 15.6


22:41:07 136 N0015 345 282153N 0771653E 140 15.5


22:41:12 No info N0016 030 282154N 0771655E 140 15.5


22:41:17 No info N0020 050 282155N 0771657E 140 15.5


22:41:22 No info N0014 075 282154N 0771658E 140 15.6


22:41:27 No info. N0047 124 282148N 0771704E 140 15.7


22:41:32 78 N0048 129 282145N 0771708E 140 15.8


22:41:37 78 N0043 121 282144N 0771711E 140 15.8


22:41:42 62 N0030 148 282144N 0771711E 140 15.8


22:41:46 62 N0027 116 282144N 0771712E 140 15.8


22:41:51 48 N0021 149 282143N 0771712E 140 15.8


22:41:56 43 N0016 124 282143N 0771713E 140 15.8


22:42:01 43 N0015 167 282142N 0771712E 140 15.8


22:42:06 28 N0013 171 282142N 0771710E 140 15.9


22:42:11 23 N0030 233 282141N 0771706E 140 15.8
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Time Level Grd Aprox. Latitude Longitude Radial Distance


Stamp (value X Speed Heading from (NM)from
(IST) 100) feet


DPN


VOR


(Aprox.)


DPN


(Approx.)


22:42:16 23 N0052 239. 282138N 0771700E 140 •_ 15.8


22:42:21 16 INJ0044 251 282139N 0771657E 141 15.8


22-A2\n 16 N0044 251 - 282137N 0771653E • 141 15.7


22:42:32 16 N0044 251 282136N 0771648E 141 15.7


22:42:37 16 N0044 251 . 282135N 0771644E 141 „ 15.7


22:42:41 16 N0044 251 282133N 0771640E 141; 15.7


22:42:46 16 N0044 251 •282132N 0771637E 141 15.7


22:42:51 16 N0044 251 282131N 0771632E 142 15.7
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1.9.4 Correlation of Radar Plot and Radio Communication


Path of VT-ACF after contacting TAR plotted on satellite image:-
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Path of VT-ACF after turning left: -
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1.10 Aerodrome information


IGI Airport is about 21 KMs away from Delhi. The administrative


authority of the airport is vested with Delhi International Airport (P) Ltd., New


Delhi and Air Navigation Services is provided by National Airports Authority.


The aerodrome is operational for full 24 hours. The elevation of the


aerodrome reference Point is 227m. AMSL and geographical coordinates of


aerodrome reference Point are 28°34'07.42" N 077°06'43.69"E.There are


three runways28/10, 27/09 and 29/11.


Runway Dimension and related Information:


Runway Elevation True Bearing Dimensions of RWY (M)


09 218.47m 09ri5' GEO 2813X 45


27 228.75m 27ri5' GEO 2813X 45


10 219.20m 104°15' GEO 3810x45


28 236.76m 284°15' GEO 3810 X 45


11 220.50m lOB-lS'GEO 4430 X 60 .


29 229.00m 283°15' GEO 4430x60


The Declared distances of runway are as follows:


RWY Intersection TORA TODA ASDA IDA


Department, (m) (m) (m) (m)


(m)


09 E3 :2673 2813 3246 2813 2813


27 E :2085 2813 3513 2813 2661
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(THR displaced by


152m)


10 E4 :3235.


D :2583


3810 3810 3810 3810


28 E :3056


C :3350


W :3350


3810 4084 3810 3810


j


11 Z9 :4110


Z8 :4097


S5 :3920


S4 :3822


4110 4110 4430 3465


(THR displaced by


645 m)


29 Z1 :4430


CE1:4417


CE2:4320


Z2 :3919


4430 4430 4430 2970


(THR displaced by


1460m)


1.10.2 Meteorological Services


IGI airport has Class I Met Office. It provides services on 24hrs basis.


India Meteorological Department provides up-to-date information on existing


and forecast of meteorological conditions i.e. Met Reports / Special reports ,


RVR observations, Local forecast, RARER, Fog Forecast, Aerodrome Warnings,


SIGMET etc. to Air trafficservices units of Approach Control and Control tower


through messenger or phone or through a PC based display. It also gets inputs


from Doppler weather radar.


Detailed information to Air traffic services units on the location, vertical


extent, direction and rate of movement of meteorological phenomena in the
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vicinity of the aerodrome, which could be hazardous to aircraft operations, is


not-available. However, the position of CB other cloud heights are available
using radarscope and Ceilometers. Information regarding wind shear is


Incorporated in the current weather reports as per information received from


approaching aircraft.


1.11 Flight Recorders


The Aircraft was not equipped with Flight Data Recorder/ Cockpit Voice


Recorderas per the existing regulations.


1.12 Wreckage and Impact Information


Accident site is a densely populated residential area in district


Faridabad, Haryana. The coordinates of the accident site are N28° 21'37.08",
E 077° 16'58.2". Due to impact the aircraft had broken into a number of


^ pieces, There was no significant spread of the wreckage. The wreckage was
mainly concentrated on House No. 1254 and House No. 1253. The aircraft


approached the accident site in right bank with negative pitch attitude.


The forward motion of the aircraft was restricted as the right side of


the fuselage, engine and the right wing impacted the boundary wall on the


roof of the house no 1253. The main wreckage was lying on the roof top of


the House No. 1254.Due to the impact of the right wing the forward facing


wall of a room on the roof of the House No 1254 (between House No. 1253


and 1254) was shattered.
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Wreckage in FinalResting Position


The remaining portion of the structure of the House No 1254 received


fire damage and was covered with the smol<e possibly due to bursting of the


fuel tank in the right wing. Roof of House No. 1254 made of concrete


collapsed at few places due to impact. All the three landing gears of the


aircraft were hanging down throw the collapsed roof. Alarge portion of the


right wing was recovered from the floor level in the House No. 1254. Due to


impact and fire the aircraft was destroyed. No aircraft part was recovered


before the final resting place of the wreckage. No ground marks, fire/soot


marks were observed before the final resting place ofthe wreckage.


1.12.1 Fuselage


(a) Cockpit: After the impact nose and cockpit section caught fire


and was fully consumed in it. The burnt remains of the cockpit along


with cable and linkages were hanging from the roof of house No. 1253.
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Few of the cockpit instruments, avionics equipments were recovered


in burnt condition and a portion of fully burnt crew seat was found in


the centre section of the fuselage.


Hi
Uy-A','


ii I'iv.cS
r-i


3


• -/ftf "
*


Front View: Forward Portion of Fuselage hanging from the roof of


H. No. 1253


Following items were recovered:


Pilot & co-pilot seats in burnt condition. Control column of both sides


in burnt condition. Engine control Linkages, burnt EIS display, burnt Pilot EADI


and EHSI display, both burnt GNS 530, half burnt Avionics Equipments like


AHRS, CACU computer. Stick pusher computer. Flap control warning unit,


Autopilot computer and two Flap actuators, weather Radar.
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(b) Centre Section:


Centre Section of the fuselage was fully burnt. Some portion of


the centre panels was available, some portion of 05 burnt passenger


seats were recovered from this section. Aluminium stretcher scoop was


also recovered in fully burnt condition. Main passenger door in locked


position recovered with overheat mark on the skin due to fire.


(c) Rear Section of the Fuselage :


Rear section of the fuselage was recovered in intact condition.


Empennage was attached to it. Cargo door in locked position along with


belly skin and portion of fuselage cargo section was in good condition.


, Tail road and ladder were recovered in its position.


(d) Empennage Section:


Vertical stabilizer was attached at its position. Impact damage


was seen all along the leading edge. At the joining of vertical stabilizer


with the leading edge of horizontal stabilizer, skin tear was observed.


The rudder was attached with the vertical stabilizer and bent towards


right. Portion of dorsal fin and vertical stabilizer with portion of rudder


attached but bent towards right. Horizontal stabilizer was found in


position and elevator was attached to it. A portion of rudder and


elevator found broken after hitting a building. Left horizontal stabilizer


along with elevator had impacted top of masonry structure and finally


resting on it. Due to impact it had bent upward. Horizontal stabilizer


actuator intact in own position but bullet fairing was damaged. Control


Linkages for rudder and elevator found intact with cables attached.


Elevator was found in level condition. One lead acid battery was found


in good condition but the other battery was fully damaged.
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(d) Aircraft Emergency Locator Transmitter (ELT)


ELT was found intact in its position and ELT switch was In ARM


position and was transmitting.


*


Rear View: Indicating damage to the Rudder


1.12.2. Wihg Section


(a) Centre section of the wing up to aileron attachments on both


sides fully consumed due to fire. Flap area on both sides consumed due


to fire. Inboard and outboard two flap actuators of LH Flap recovered


without the outer casing,


(b) Left Wing outer Section to wing tip was severely impacted at the
\


leading edge. Discoloration due to heat observed on skin.


(c) Right Wing outer Section up to wing.tip was severely impacted at


the leading edge. Discoloration due to heat observed on skin.


(d) Wing to wing attachment was found intact. There was no


deformation of the flange or web of the spar.
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1.12.3 Landing Gear


(a) Nose Landing Gear was recovered from the wreckage of fuselage


hanging from the roof of house No. 1254. Shimmy Dampener and


torque link were attached to upper strut. Nose wheel tyre burnt but


portion of wheel hub was recovered attached to lower strut. Paint was


found burnt and fuselage attachment was not recovered.


(b), Both the Main Landing Gears were recovered in extended


position. They were attached to the fuselage and hanging through the


roof of house No. 1253. Both main wheel assembly tyres were burnt but


brakes and hub intact in burnt condition. Actuator intact in both main


landing gears.


1.12.4 Engines and Propeller


The engines had separated from the aircraft with damages due to


^ impact.


1.12.4.1Engine (S. No. PCE PR0504)


Propeller along with engine reduction gearbox had sheared off from


the engine due to high impact. All the propeller blades were bent at the tip. No


significant twist was observed. Propeller governor and over speed governor


were intact along with the reduction gear box.


The engine was detached along with the frame and shock mounts


from the fuselage. Propeller mounting flange found attached, bolts and locking


found intact; Oil lines found broken; line union found attached; oil line from


reduction gear box found damaged. Fuel nozzle interconnect and transfer lines


found attached; fuel manifold,, purge tank and pipelines found connected.
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Engine Driven Fuel Pump along with its drive gears from accessory gearbox,


and fuel pump outlet filter assembly found intact with the engine. Igniters and


Ignition cables found attached. Portion of the accessories gear box damaged


due to impact. Starter Generator attached its position in gpod condition but


Gen.2 was detached from the Engine, FCU along with its control linkages found


attached, bolts and locking found intact. Exhaust stubs were found attached


with the engine but were in the bent condition.


1.12.5 Examination of the Wrecl<age in the Hangar


The wreckage of the aircraft was relocated to Delhi Flying Club facility,


at Safdarjung Airport for the purpose of post-accident examination.


Examination was carried out in association with thd representative from IVI/s


Pilatus and following are the obsefvations:-


1.12.5.1 Trim Setting


(a) Pitch Trim Actuator


The pitch trihi actuator was found extended by 70 mm. A


preliminary analysis determined this position as being within the green


take-Off range.
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(b) Aileron Trim Actuator


The aileron trim actuator was found to be extended 16 mm to


the bottom of the nut.This equates to approx. neutral trim.


ftrn


(c) Rudder Trim Actuator


The rudder trim actuating rod was found extended by 17 mm


when measured against the support strut. A preliminai'y assessment


indicates that this equates to some aircraft nose right trim.
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1.12.5.2 Following components were seiit to M/s Pilatus for


testing/retrieval of data


Sr. No Part Designation Part No.


1. Weather Radar ART2000 985.99.11.503


2. CACU 972.81.32.030


3 Fuel Filter 968.35.21.001


4 GNS530, 011-00550-10


5 1HAS.KMH820 985.99.11.872


.6 EIS 975.29.02.017


7 ODiyi Sensor^ 975.21.15.204/241


1.13 Medical and Pathological Information


The postmortem examination of crew and passengers was carried out


at B.K. Hospital Faridabad. The cause of death has been given to be shock


resulting from burns and multiple injuries. All injuries were ante morteni in


• nature.


1.14 Fire i


Soot deposit/fire damage was observed on the portion of the aircraft


forward of the cargo door. The fire damage/soot deposit was in upward


direction. It was a post impact fire.
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1.15 Survival Aspects


The blip on radar became static on a radial of 145 deg at 15.2 nm from.
DPN VOR at 22:42:32 1ST, Calls were given to aircraft from 126.35 Mhz. by the
TAR controller. Calls were given to the aircraft on 121.5 MHz. At 22:44 1ST
MLU and JCAC were informed. All others including DC Faridabad _were
informed as per the procedure. At 22:50 TWR received information from city
fire about the aircraft crash. At 22:55 1ST city fire gave the location of the


crash site as Jawahar Colony, Parvatia Colony near Bata Chowk, Faridabad and ,
that the Faridabad city fire services were attending the fire at the crash site.


There were no; survivors since all the occupants had suffered fatal


injuries on impact. Immediately on receiving crash information, the police
authorities had taken due precautions, to ask for an ambulance in case there


were any survivor and fire fighting services.


1.16 Tests and Research


1.16.1 Engine Examination


The power plant investigation was performed on 12-15 July 2011 at
Pratt &Whitney Canada Service Investigation Facilities at St. Hubert, Quebec,
Canada. The salient observations made during the strip examination; are as
follows:


• External Condition


The, engine displayed severe impact damage including complete


structural separation of the reduction.gearbox forward housing and the
accessory gearbox
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Engine right hand aft view.


• Chip Detectors and Filters: Accessory Gear box chip detector found


free of debris. Oil filter, fuel filter and P3 filter were found clean.


• Disassembly Observations


Engine displayed deformation to the compressor stage blades


Compressor stage blades, detail


43


\\C.







\


Engine displayed contact signatures to:


- the compressor axial stages,


- compressor impeller and shroud,


- compressor turbine vane ring baffle,


- compressor turbine,


- 1'̂ stage power turbine vane ring and shroud,


- stage power turbine,


- stage power turbine vane ring and shroud, and


2"^ stage power turbine


• Report concludes that


> Torsional fracture of the reduction gearbox propeller shaft coupling


webs characteristic of the engine producing significant power at


impact.


> The engine gas generator case displayed relatively little impact


deformation, limiting the severity of the contact signatures, and


precludes definitive assessment of the power level at the start of the


impact sequence.


> No indications of any pre-impact mechanical anomalies or


dysfunction to any of the components were observed.


1.16.2 Flight Controls Test Report


Trim position of all the axes, flaps and landing gear were determined


by M/s Pilatus by comparing the measured dimensions with the test data.
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1.16.2.1 Main Section


(i) Aileron trim Position


The aileron trim actuator is installed in the nose of the left


aileron'trim and drives the flettner tab via a push rod. A retracted


trim actuator deflects the trim tab' down which equates to left wing


down trim. Stroke length of the actuator is 22.1 mm and the


actuator was extended to 8.4 mm approximately 38% of stroke. 0%


1;^ stroke equates.to full left trim and 100% stroke equates to full right
trim. Thus, the measured position equates to slight left aileron trim.


(ii) Rudder Trim Position


\ The rudder trim actuator is installed in the vertical tail and drives


: via push-pull rods the trim tab. A retracted actuator drives the trim


tab to the right, which in turn moves the rudder to the left. This


^ equates to aircraft nose left trim. At neutral trim setting, the
actuating rod is extended by 11mm. At fully retracted position, rod


* is extended by 3,5 mm and fully extended position rod is extended


by 25.6 mm. The rudder trim position of the accident aircraft


(actuating rod extended byl7 mm) corresponds to the green take


off position.


(iii) Stabilizer Trim


The horizontal stabilizer is trimable by means of a nose


mounted dual motor, dual load path actuator. A retracted actuator


equates to aircraft nose up trim, The safe take-off range for
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aetuator extension is between 93.7 mm to 125.7 mm. The actuator


position of accident aircraft was at 120.3 mm. Therefore, the pitch


trim setting of the accident aircraft was in the green take-off range.


(iv) Flap Position


The flaps are. single piece fowler type flaps supported at the three
stations per wing. Each center and inboard station is driven by


.Irreversible ,ball screw actuatoroperated by a central, fuselage mounted


^ Power Driven Unit (PDU).via high- speed drive shafts.:Two -actuators


were found at the wreckage storage location, the left-hand inboard and


the. right-hand outboard. Both the actuators, are fully retracted. This


concludes that both the.flaps were symmetrically fully retracted.


(v) LandingGear Position


The landing gear actuator extension was compared with the design •


data. Also the extent and nature of damage to the all the three gears Was


taken into consideration. Based on above the report concludes that


"determination of the pre impact gear position could be made although the
relatively little damage found.on the right hand main and nose gear is an


indication that.the gear was retracted prior to the impact. "


1.16.3 Fuel Sample Report


A sample of fuel of the same batch as was used on the aircraft was


obtained and subjected to fujl specification test at the Fuel Lab in the O/o


Directorate General of Civil Aviation (DGCA). As per the examination report


received there was no abnormality in the sample and it passed all the


specification tests.
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1.17 Organizational and Management Information


1.17.t :M/s Air Charter Services Pvt. Ltd. is a Non-scheduled Air Transport
Operator engaged in Aircraft charters from its main base at I.G.I. Airport, New


Delhi. ACSPL was granted the NSQP No.15/2008 in July 2008. Initially the


permit was issued for operation of Beech King Air C-90A. Subsequently, other


types of aircrafts like B-200, SKA-300 (350) and Pilatus PC-12/45 were added


to the fleet. . ' ,


Air Charter Services Private Limited (ACSPL) was incorporated as a


"private limited" company under. Company's Act of 1956 with Registered


Office in Delhi and has been engaged in the business of charter


bookings/brokerage, charter operations and associated services; The


Organisation is headed by Board of Directors. The Board of Directors &. Senior


Management Officers are from the field of Aviation/allied services. The Air


Charter Services Pvt Ltd provides service to tour operators, tourists and


^ medical evacuation experts. The maintenance of their aircrafts is carried out
by M/s Shaurya Aeronautics Pvt. Ltd. M/s Shaurya Aeronautics Pvt. Ltd is


DGCA approved Maintenance Organisation.


1.17.2 Flight Crew Training


The company has developed training program for its flight crew in


accordance with the relevant civil aviation requirements. The training


programme is documented in Part Dof the Operations Manual. The training


programme covers initial type training, recurrent training etc.
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The company has developed in house continuity training programme


for operation during adverse weather condition/monsoon condition in


accordance with the DGCA Ops Cir 9of 2010. The instructions are imparted by


the senior pilots.


1.17.3 Air Ambulance Operation


No specific procedure has been laid down in the Operation Manual for


^ the conduct of the air ambulance flight. Neither there are any instructions
from manufacturer for the air ambulance flight.


p


Aircraft can be easily converted from the passenger to stretcher


configuration. For the carriage of other medical equipment which may or may


not draw power from aircraft electric system or dangerous goods items such


as oxygen bottles and batteries, no documented procedure has been laid


down. Carriage of life saving equipment is decided on the case to case basis


J- without any pre-planning.


Regulatory requirements for the Ambulance Flight


Regulatory requirements for the medical evacuation for non-scheduled


operation are contained in CAR Section 3 Series 'C Part III. They specify the


type ofthe aircraft that can be deployed for medical evacuation flight.


Para 2.3 of the-CAR Section 3, Series Cpart III states that


"Operations with single engine aeroplanes shall be conducted only on


domestic sectors except for medical evacuation flights and shall be
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operated along such routes or within such areas for which surfaces are


available which permit a safe forced landing to be executed".


Para 9.2 of the same CAR states that "For operating to international


destinations, permission from PGCA shall be obtainedfor which a notice


period of one day will be required. This notice period may be waived off


for medical evacuation flights, reliefflights, during natural calamities


and ambulance flights, in which case the name of the patient and doctor


should.be provided to DGCA. However, single engine aircraft will not be


allowed to operate to International destinations except for medical


evacuation flights.''


Para 2.3 when read in conjunction with Para 9.2; suggests that single


engine aircraft can be used for evacuation/Air Ambulance operation.


However content of the Para 2.3 needs to be made unambiguous to


afford clear interpretation. ,


Other requirements regarding loading and C.G limits for the safe


operation, minimum crew requirements etc are covered in general in


various other Civil Aviation requirements. The regulation does not


specify that the air ambulance flight are to be accorded priority by the


;air traffic services; Type and conditions for carriage of medical


equipment for the basic life support such as oxygen, suction, stretcher


etc and advanced life support, operational and maintenance


requirements. Carriage of certain equipment may require the


recalibration of aircraft navigation and communication equipment.
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1.17.3Flight Safety and Surveillance of Activities


M/S Air Cliarters Services Pvt. Ltd lias a Flight Safety Officer to oversee


the company safety programme and he is directly reporting to Chief Executive


Officer. There has been no violation of the FDTL


1.18 Additional information


_ On request manufacturer provided data regarding fatal accidents to
(


^ Pilatus PC-12 type of aircraft. There have been 12 fatal accidents including the


present one. In six of the accident the investigation has been completed.


Scrutiny indicated inadvertent stall/spin to be cause in two accidents and


spiral dive in one accident. Details obtained are placed below;-


-i


s.


NO


Date of


Accident


Short description Probable Cause


1 15/02/1998 CFIT in IIVIC on approach to


V\/ilson Airport, Nairobi,


Kenya


CFIT


2 26/05/1998 Loss of control due to flap


asymmetry caused by


inappropriate crew action


Non adherence to emergency


procedures


3 16/09/2002 Aircraft spiral dived out of


13'800 ft into wooded hill.


The pilot's spatial disorientation


while turning in a cruise climb in


instrument meteorological


conditions, which resulted in the


pilot's loss of aircraft control and


his failure to recover from a


resultant tight descending spiral.
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4 26/03/2005 Loss of control during final


approach


The pilot's failure to maintain


sufficient airspeed to avoid a stall


during an instrument final


approach to land, which resulted


in an inadvertent stall/spin.


Factors associated with the


accident are the inadvertent


stall/spin, the pilot's failure to


follow procedures/directives, and


clouds.


5 25/06/2006 Crash during clinnb out after


touch-and-goes


The flight instructor's failure to


maintain an adequate airspeed


while maneuvering, which led to


an inadvertent stall.


6 30/09/2008 Descended from downwind


altitude to


ground during base turn


The pilot's incapacitation due to


fatigue resulting in an in-flight


collision with terrain


7 12/01/2009 Impacted ground shortly


after take-off


Under investigation


8 23/03/2009 Impacted ground during


approach to diversion


airport


Under investigation


9 05/07/2009 Spiral dived from 30'000 ft


at high descent rate


Under investigation


10 16/10/2009 Crashed shortly after take


off


Under investigation


11 09/02/2011 Crash into sea Under investigation
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1.19 Useful and Effective Investigation Techhiqiies


Nil


: 2.0 ANALYSIS


2.1 Airworthiness of Aircraft -


2.1.1 Maintenance Qf Aircraft


^ the Certificate of Airworthiness of the aircraft was current and valid.
• Periodicity of all, scheduled maintenance task were maintainedv As per the


., available records no snag was reported during the Cof Ainspection and also


during the period after the issue of Cof AtilLthe date of accident. The aircraft,
was^under the maintenance of an approved maintenance orgahisation.


; ^Aircraft Maintenance Engineer who carried out Daily inspection on the day of
accident holds A&C Licence and holds full scope approval for maintenance of


this aircraft. He did not observe any snag or abnormality during his inspection.
- Similarly before operating the Patna-Delhi flight the aircraft had operated on


^ Delhi-Chandigarh-Delhi and Delhi-Patna sector and no snag was reported in
either of these flights..


Due to the impact of accident and subsequent fire the cockpit of the
aircraft was destroyed. Wreckage examination revealed that :elevator and
rudder control cables were attached. The damage observed to aircraft


structure was due to impact and fire. There was no in flight separation of any
part orcomponent of the aircraft. Therefore any mechanical failure of aircraft


structure or component can safely be ruled out.
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2.1.2 Serviceability of Engine


The aircraft was descending from FL 160 to FLllO and while it was


executing the left turn there was sudden loss of height. Therefore to


determine the serviceability of the engine, its investigation was carried out at ;


M/s Pratt &Whitney Canada Service Investigation Facilities at St. Hubert,


Quebec, Canada. The.,investigation revealed:-


> Engine deformation to the compressor 1'̂ stage blades and contact


signatures to


the compressor axial stages, ?


- compressor impeller and shroud,


- compressor turbine vane ring baffle, •


- compressor turbine;


- . 1'̂ stage power turbine vane ring and shroud,
^ - 1^^ stage power turbine,


^ 2"''stage powerturbine vane ring and shroud, and
- 2"^^ stage power turbine


> Torsional fracture of the reduction gearbox propeller shaft coupling


webs characteristic of the engine producing significant power at impact.


This indicated that there were not any pre-impact anomalies or


dysfunction to any of the components observed and engine was


producing power.


2.1.2.1 As per CAR Section 2Series FPart V, the Certificate ofAirworthiness of


an aircraft shall be deemed to be suspended when an aircraft ceases or


foils to conform with condition stipulated in the Type Certificate orCof
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A, airworthiness requirements in respect of. operation, maintenance,


modification, repair, replacement, overhaul, process or inspection


applicable to that aircraft, or


2.1 is modified or repaired otherwise than in accordance with


approved procedure, or / .


2.2 suffers major/substantial damage (which requires replacement or


extensive repair of any major component), or


2.3 develop a major defect which would affect the safety of the


aircraft or its occupants in subsequentflights.


The aircraft was maintained as per the approved nnaintenance


programme. INIo snag was reported before the accidental flight. Thus it can


be safely concluded that the aircraft was in airworthy condition to


undertake the flight.


2.2 Weather


/ IMD had analyzed development and movement ofvarious clouds during


the period of this flight to IGI airport available at each 30-minutes from


Satellite and at each 10 minutes from Doppler Weather RADAR (DWR) in Fig


3.7, Fig 3 (a-e) as per IMD report attached as Appendix "A". Location of flight


was plotted at 22:00 1ST and 22:30 1ST in these cloud pictures to find just


before the accident what might be cloudy conditions in its flight path. It


showed by 22:00 1ST in Fig 3 (d) of IMD report placed as Appx "A",


development of convective clouds was detected at the approach path of the


flight which was not so prominent in the previous Satellite pictures in Fig 3 (a-


c) of IMD report placed as Appx "A". While by 22:30 1ST just before the


accident, the flight was further near to the convective clouds. Further the


cloud development near Southeast Delhi and adjoining east Haryana and UP
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border had occurred during 22:00-23:00 1ST when the flight was approaching


IGI for landing from Faridabad side. District wise cloud map from satellite in


Fig 4{a-bj of the IMD Report placed as Appx "A", showed development of


secondary CB zones by 22:10 1ST near but at NE of the airport and east of the


airport with in 100km distanceis, while Fig 5(a-d) of the IMD Report placed as


Appx "A'', major CB and other cloud pattern sitlll located far at 100-250km at


its northeast of IGI Airport which was located over Uttaranchal. DWR


estimates in Fig 6(a-b) of the IMD Report placed as Appx "A", indicated these


CB ,clouds had vertical extension up to 12km and these tail CB ciouds were at


the right approach path ofthe flight movement which were moving towards


ESE sectors.DWR wind estimations Fig 7(a-f) of the IMD Report placed as


Appx "A", indicated that the winds at 6500 feet AGL near the affected flight


was 70-90kts from North northwest-Very strong turbulences and, the winds


at 9800 feet AGL near the affected flight was 30-50kts from South southeast.


Crew of the other aircraft who had earlier over flown this area had


reported moderate to high turbulent weather conditions and in one case the


autopilot of an Airbus 320 had cut off due to turbulence.


From above it appears that the flight path of the aircraft was enveloped


by secondary CB cells whose height was around 12 km. There was no reported


defect ofthe aircraft weather radar. The crew asked for the change in heading


after the controller asked him of weather conditions at radial 330. The air


traffic controller has no display of the fast changing weather scenario at his


position and therefore his guidance is based on the information received from


the aircraft.
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The flight manual cautions against only severe icing conditions and


prescribes that crew should immediately request priority handling from Air


Traffic Control to facilitate a route or an altitude change to exit the severe


icing conditions in order to avoid extended exposure to flight conditions more


severe than those for which the airplane has been certificated.


In the present case severe icing conditions does not appear to have


existed. At 22:38:12 1ST Approach gave aircraft left heading 285 which was


copied by the aircraft. While the aircraft was executing a left turn to the


cleared heading and descending to cleared level of 110, at 22:39:42 1ST it


started climbing with corresponding drop in the ground speed. At 22:40:02 1ST


it.had reached a FL141and subsequently up to 22:40:17 1ST there was sudden .


sharp left descending turn. This suggests that aircraft was hit by a strong gust,


which raised its pitch attitude and resulting in left turning stall. At 22:40:43 iST


aircraft transmitted that "Into bad weather". Again at 22:41:32 IST aircraft


transmitted "Into bad weather". By this time the aircraft had descended to


FL078.


The company has in house continuity training programme for the crew


during the adverse weather/ monsoon conditions in accordance with DGCA


Ops Circular 9 of 2010. The fuel onboard was sufficient for the flight.


Thus from the weather analysis it is apparent that the there were fast


changing weather conditions and secondary CB cells existed on the flight


path of the aircraft. These conditions has effected the flight.
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2,3 Crew Qualification


Both the crew held valid license and; were qualified oh type. Their


ratings were current. The PIC had.a total flying experience 1521:05 Hrs out of


which 1300 hrs were on Pilatus PC-12 type of aircraft. In accordance with


DGCA Ops Circular 9 of 2010> he had undergone adverse yveather/monsoon


training and Check for release as commander for operation during the adverse .


weather/Monsoon. The copilot had total flying Experience of 300 hrs out of •


which 70 hrs were on type of the aircraft. Organisation has in place continuity


training programme for the adverse weather operation in accordance With


DGCA Ops Circular 9 of 2010.


Para 3(vii) of CAR Section.S Series Apart I requires that


The following category of aircraft irrespective of seating capacity and


All-up-weight, when required to bejiown under mstrunlent flight rules,


shall be operated by two pilots


a) aircraft powered byoneor more Turbo jet or TUrbofan engines;


b) aircraft powered by one or more Turbine Propeller engines and


provided with a means ofpressurising thepassengers cabin;


c) aircraft powered by two or more Turbine Propeller engines and


not provided with a means of pressurising the passengers cabin unless it


is equipped with a certified autopilot


In accordance with these requirements the. aircraft was being


operated by two-member crew who were qualified on type of the


aircraft. The total cockpit experience of Pilot and Copilot was more than


500 hrs on type.
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2.4 Air Ambulance Service


; Air ambulance services consist of transportation of ambulatory or other
patients requiring speciial care, including basic life support or advanced life


support Air ambulances are frequently called to-respond to accident scenes


that are remote, or far from atrauma center. They are also required to fly in


poor weather conditions, at night, and navigate challenging terrain.


At present Air ambulances are not regulated separately from other


General Aviation flights. Regulatory requirements fbr the medical,


evacuation/Air Ambulance for non-scheduled operation are contained in GAR


Section 3 Series 'C Part III. They specify only the type of the aircraft that can


be deployed; for rpedical evacuation flights^ Other reiiuirements regarding
loading and C.G limits for the safe operation, minimum crew requirements etc


are covered in general ln various other Civil Aviation requirements.


I,
Air Ambulance flights involve carriage of the medipal equipment for the


basic life support such as-oxygen, suction, stretcher etc and advanced life


support. In absence of specific regulation, the equipment carried on board is


dictated by the requirement of each case and is provided by the hospital
chartering the flight. These equipment may or may not conform to the


aviation standards. Also some specialized equipment may require the


reealibration of ,aircraft navigation and communication equipment due to
radio frequency/electromagnetic interference. Further the large carry-on
medical equipments must be restrained to meet the specified load factor


requirements. Also there is need for the storage racks that meets the g-load


requirements of erriergency landing for the equipment being carried for the


patient care.
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Accordingly in the present case no specific procedure has been laid


down in the Operation Manual for the conduct of the air ambulance flight,


Neither there are any instructions from manufacturer for the air ambulance


flight. _


Absence of specific regulation addressing issues such as mentioned


above raises question about the safety ofthese flights, particularly given the


challenging missions they fly and the destinations they serve. Considering


the rapid growth in this sector, there is urgent need for the specific


regulation.


3. CONCLUSION


t.


3.1 Findings:


3.1.1.1 VT-ACF was cruising at FL260 till 22:15:31 1ST at 105.5 nm from


DPN on a radial of 115°. At this time the aircraft had commenced a gradual


descent to attain FL 115 as per ATC instructions. The aircraft continued to


maintain a track of 286°. The descent was continued to an altitude of 12,500


ft. till; 22:39:32 iST with minor variations in track. During the next three


minutes, from 22:39:3!2 to 22:42:21 1ST, the aircraft has departed controlled


: flight and is known to have impacted the ground. ^


3.1.1.2 From the Radar data as provided by Air Traffic Control at.lGI


Airport, the following graphs were constructed as follows:-
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FigS. (From 22:37:46 1ST to 22:42:32 1ST)
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In the absence of an FDR, CVR or any other recording devices, which


could have contributed in establishing the cause, the Radar Data became the


primary source of information.


3.1.1.4 It appears that the aircraft had rapidly gained heightfrom 12,500


ft. to 14,100 ft. (Refer Fig6.) at 22:39:32 1ST with a substantial ROC coupled


with a marked reduction of Ground Speed. The aircraft has thereafter


descended just as rapidly by 1000 ft. to 13,100 ft (Refer Fig6.) by 22:40:17 1ST,


indicating the aircraft had encountered an up draft followed by a down draft.


The aircraft again appears to have hit another updraft at this juncture and has


rapidly climbed once again to 14,600 ft (Refer Fig6.) at 22:40:37 along with a


rapid drop in speed and in an abrupt climbing turn to the left. This rapid climb


coupled with the excessive drop in speed appears to have caused the aircraft


to have departed controlled flight at 22:40:37 1ST.


Thereafter, the aircraft was in a departed state, with the ground


speed rapidly reducing and a substantial and continuous loss of altitude. The


computed descent rates have been as high as 11,600 ft/min and the derived


turn rate as high as 40 deg/sec (Refer FigS. And Fig5.).


At 22:41:02 1ST the turn to the left has been abruptly reversed


and a persistent cork-screw turn to the right has commenced, which has


continued till below 1600 ft at which stage, radar contact was lost at 22:42:21


1ST just prior to impact with the ground.


The ground position of the aircraft has remained within 0.2nm


(370m) of the initial position for the last two minutes prior to crash (loss of
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data), and is clearly indicative of a departed state with over 12,000 ft loss of


altitude in that short time frame.


3.1.1.5 - It is probable that a series of up and down drafts, turbulence


(moderate to heavy) and in dark night conditions caused the crew to become


disoriented. The subsequent mishandling of controls caused the aircraft to


enter as incipient spin. The rapid onset rate of the spin and high descent rate


resulted in the crew being unable to recognize the phenomenon, which they


were experiencing, perhaps for the first time. This probably caused them to


react erroneously resulting in as aggravation of the situation and ultimate loss


of control till impact with the ground.


3.1.5 Development and movement ofvarious clouds during the prior of


the ill fated flight to IGI Airport, with 30 minutes each ofsatellite picture and


10 minutes from Doppler Weather, Radar were analysed. Location of flight


was plotted at 22:00 1ST and 22:30 1ST with respect to cloud conditions.


Development of convective clouds was detected which was not so prominent


in the previous reports. It was discernable that the flight path of VT-ACF


whilst approaching IGI Airport was surrounded by secondary CB cells to the


right. DWR wind estimations (Appendix "A") indicated that the wind3 at 6500


ft A6L near the affected flight was 70-90 kts from NW direction and gusting


with strong turbulence. The winds at 9800 ft A6L were gusting between 30-50


kts. Crew of other aircraft who had earlier flown through the same area


reported moderate to severe turbulence. Flight manual cautions against


severe icing conditions and actions to be taken during such conditions. Severe


icing conditions did not exist although IMD had included severe icing in their


cautionary report.
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3.1.6 It is evident that pilot entered .bad weather from the .two radio


calls given by him "into bad weather" at which point the aircraft had


descended to FL 078.


3.1.7 Para 2.3 and Para 9.2 of CAR Section 3, Series 'C, Part III with


respect to single engine aircraft being permitted for medical evacuation


missions is ambiguous.


3.1.8 The pilots were holding valid flying licenses and rating for


conduct of the flight. The crew were qualified on aircraft type and total


cockpit experience was more than 500 hrs on type, as required,


3.1.9 The aircraft had a valid airworthiness certificate in accordance


with CAR Section 2, Series 'F', Part V. There was no snag or mechanical failure


of any of the components before impact. There was no dysfunction of engine.


These findings are confirmed by M/s Pratt &Whitney, Canada and M/s Pilatus


Aircraft Ltd, Stans, Switzerland.


3.1.10 M/s Air Charter has an in house continuity training program for


air crew towards adverse weather/monsoon conditions as per DGCA


operation circular 9/2010.


3.1.11 Air traffic controllers do not have real time weather information


available. Only forecast weather, trends and periodic information is available.


As a consequence the controllers were not able to provide any meaningful


support to VT-ACF. Perhaps the controllers need to be more cautious in


monitoring the progress of light weight aircraft more closely.
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3.1.12 From scrutiny offatal accidents on Pilatus PC-12 type of aircraft,


it is known that there have been two cases of stalled spiral/spin and one of


aircraft spiraling into the ground from 13,800 ft. As per the AFM issued by


the OEM on operative stall protective system, ensures that the aircraft cannot


achieve AOA associated with natural aerodynamic stall. According to FAR Part


23 the aircraft was demonstrated as spin resistant. However the aircraft,


under severe turbulence conditions associated with vertical currents may
depart from controlled flight.


3.2 Cause:


The probable cause of the accident could be attributed to departure of


the aircraft from controlled flight due to an external weather related


phenomenon, mishandling of controls, spatial disorientation or a


combination of the three.


4. SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS:


4.1 Weather information received by IMD from DWR in real time should be


duplicated at the working consoles of the Air Traffic Controllers. This would


help them ensure a proactive approach in their controlling to avoid aircraft


entering severe weather conditions.


4.2 It must be ensured that all air crew are made to undergo realistic


training to include low speed handling and unusual altitudes and recovery


from such flight conditions for aircraft types flown. The necessity for manual


flying training cannot be over emphasized.
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4.3 DGCA may issue necessary amendments to CAR Section 3, Series 'C,


Part III to ensure that its interpretation is unambiguous with respect to single


engine aircraft for Medical Evacuation Missions. There is no specific CAR that


has been issued for Air Ambulance Operations. Considering that the traffic in


this role is likely to expand rapidly, it needs to be regulated.


4.4 Accident/Incident Investigation is difficult and often speculative in the


absence of flight data recorders. All aircraft irrespective of all up weight


category should be equipped with CVR/FDR or any other recording device for


purposes of accident/incident investigation.
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4.5 It IS recommended that a."Ciyil Aviation Auil'ioritv" be commissioned


which would have tl'se following mandate.


• a. independent examining boards for Air Crew, Ground Crow and


Cabin Crew.


b. IndeiDondevit financial t:)owers inckitlinf; povver-v lo hirp staff at


provailiiig conirTierciai rates.


c. lndei)endor)t fimctional control with the acirviinisfrative controi


and Lindei'ifie Ministry of Civil Aviation.


4:6 Centra! government should setup an independent •''Accident


Investigation Bsjreau" in accordancc with hnerriational :yi;aiid<Kds i'or


iiwestij^alions of accidents and serious incider^ts. Furtfier d'le Accident


Irivesiigatiori Bureau should lu'ive financial and ad.n1!!^istrati^.•e ifidc^pentlence.


4.7 Defense procuremenr policy of year 2010 has bv:en riiociii'ied U.) i!iciude


Commcrciol Aviation in the offset clause. This uviplies ihai defeiiSe offset


investment could also be utilise^! to the optirnai level in tlie Civil AviaUon


Sphere.


fCapt Kishore Chinta) is S Mat)


Merfiber i\/!eriibe


•)M'y /•


(Air Marshal fRetd) P S Ahluvual;a)


Chairm5n of Enquiry Comminee
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AAI


AAIB


ACSPL


AME


AMSL


AOA


ATC


ATCO


ATPL


ATS


BECMU


CAR


CB


CPL


CVR


DPN(VOR)


DV


DWR


EASA


EET


ELT


ETA


ETD


FDR


HZ


lAL


ICAO


IFR


IMC


IMD


1ST


JE


GLOSSARY OF ABBREVIATIONS USED IN THIS REPORT


Airports Authority of India


Aircraft Accident Investigation Board


Air Charter Services Pvt. Ltd.


Aircraft Maintenance Engineer


Above IVIean Sea Level


Angle of Attack


Air Traffic Control


Air Traffic Controi Officer


Air Transport Pilot License


Air traffic Service


Becoming


Civil Aviation Requirements


Cumulonimbus Clouds


Commercial Pilot License


Cockpit Voice Recorder


Delhi VOR


Direct Vision


Doppier Weather Radar


European Aviation Safety Agency


Estimated Elapse Time


Emergency Locator Transmitter


Estimated Time of Arrival


Estimated Time of Departure


Flight Data Recorder


Haze


Instrument Approach to Land Procedure


International Civil Aviation Organization


Instrument Flight Rules


instrument Metrological Conditions


Indian Meteorological Department


Indian Standard Time


Jet Engine
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NSOP


PDU


PIC


QNH


QNF


ROC


ROD


RSR


R/W


SIGMET,


SKC


TAR


TEMPO


TS


TSB


TSN


TWR


TSO


VIDP


VFR


VHF


VMC


VOR


WSO


Non-Scheduled Operator's Permit


Power Driven Unit


Pilot-in-Command


Pressure Setting to Indicate Elevation


Local Altimeter Setting


Rate of Climb


Rate of Descent


Route Surveillance Radar


Runway


Significant Meteorology


Sky Clear


Terminal Approach Radar


Temporary


Thunderstorm


Transport Safety Board


Time Since New


Air traffic Control Tower


Time Since Overhaul


IGI Airport, New Delhi


Visual Flight Rules


Very High Frequency


Visual Meteorological Conditions


VHF Omni Range


V\/atch Supervisory Officer


vX
\
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Report of the Aircraft accident as per ATC IGI Airport reported to Meteorological Office.


IGI Airport. Palam and Obiective of the present Report


As per the tentative report from' ATC New Delhi ,an aircraft NOiVTACF POB07 from


Patna to Delhi from 146 degree direction with 16n/mile flying at f/|. 16000ft crashed at
Faridabad(Bata Chowk), Haryana on 25,05.2011 at .( as informed by police control to ATS at
25/1718 UTC (2248 1ST). Total No, of persons on board: Seven (7); No. ofpassengers : five(5),
No. of pilots: two (2).


In the present report, various weather observations including weather warnings and
forecasts provided to ATC and other aviation users on real time on 25 May 2011 for safe flight
operation at IGI airport and 100 NM around have been documented in Sec. 2 while Sec 3 deals


•̂ with the cloud pictures from Doppler Weather RADAR(DWR) at each 10 minutes and Satellite
. - pictures at each 30 minutes with marking of the aircraft location as. estimated from ATC


RADAR which was faced accident over Faridabad.,


2. Weather conditions during the period of the accident and the forecast/warnings issued
from the Meteorological Office, IGI Airport.


Z.l.The brief description of the various weather conditions observed during 20301STto 2330


1ST as reported in the current weather (i.e. Met reports or METAR) along with trendforecast
and weather warnings based upon various meteorological instruments at various RWY ends,
DWR, Satellite weather data etc is asfollows:-


Current weather reports as issued by the Met Office for the period (decoded/simplified
version of MET REPORT Issued to ATC given in Table-1) shows the airport was having visibility
at 2030 1ST as 3500 meter in haze with low and medium clouds of height 4000 to 10000 feet
with wind 270 Deg/5 Knots which deteriorated to 3000 meter at 2052 1ST when CB cloud was


also reported for the first time during the period (see Table 1). DWR from 2010 1ST (Fig. 1) was
showing movement of CB clouds to the circular domain within the lOONM of IGI due to which


a weather warning for squall was issued at 2030 1ST valid for 2130 1ST to 0130 1ST indicating
"IGI Airport and 100 nautical mile around is likely to be affected by Dust
storm/Thunderstorm when the surface wind speed in associated squall will likely to reach
from 030 deg Direction with speed exceeding 30kts/60kmph"(Weather warnings as issued
given in Annexure-A). Atrend forecast ofthis weather warnings for ATC/PILOT was appended
in the SPECI/METAR issued at 2052 1ST with TEMPO 030/30KTS VIS 1500M IN TS/RA. The
observations from Integrated Automatic Surface weather observing Instruments (lASWOI)
confirms the weather conditions deteriorated started at 2230 1ST when the RWY 27 end


experienced squall/gusty winds of31 l<ts/62 kmph from 040 deg which subsequently spread to
various other five RWY ends. The wind speed recorded at RWY 27 ends by integrated aviation
AWS have been enclosed for confirmation (Fig. 2). Accordingly a SPECIAL weather report was
issued at 2230 UTC to ATC with prevailing weather conditions as TS/DS and gusty winds of
040/20 kts gusting to 30 kts. Due to such bad weather occurrences, the trend forecast was
also continued to be appended with likely of visibility reduction to 1500 M in TS/RA. In view of
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gusty wind conditions continuing with visibility falling to 1500 M in TS another 2"'' SPECIAL
Weather report was issued to ATC at 2251 1ST when surface wind was reported as 050/20l<t
gusting 30 kts with current weather as TS. Hereafter the weather started improving and by
2330 1ST, the visibility was improved to 2500M in haze and ceased off TS.


2.2Review ofother Various Weather Warnings andForecasts ofMet


Aerodrome forecast of IGI Airport issued at 1730 1ST of 25 May valid for 2030 1ST to
0530 1ST of 26 May indicated likelihood of occurrences of TS/RA with wind squalls/gusty
winds of30kts from NW-290 deg and deterioration ofvisibility up to 1200 during 2030 1ST to
0530 1ST. Local forecast issued at 1900 1ST of 25 May valid for 1930 1ST to 0330 1ST for IGI
Airport and 100 nautical mile around also included likelihood of severe turbulence and
moderate icing due to development of CB and likely occurrences of TS. SIGMET Warning
issued during 25 May 1530 1ST till 0330 1ST also having warnings of CB/TS forecast in the
Delhi FIR region based upon DWR and satellite observations.


♦ BWN ,


PLN*


♦ flLG


MPR*


DWRDELHI(PALfiM)


Max with panels
MAK_Z


Task: IMD-B


Min Hgt:0.0 km
Max Hgt;15.0 km


•• Max Range :250 km


j 14:50:24Z
1^ MAY 2011 UTC


Fig. 1. DWR Cloud pictures as early as 2020 1ST confirrns the development of vertically
grown up CB clouds at NNE to IGI Airport at 100km to 200 km circles over Uttaranchal
hills based upon which IMD Issues warning of DS/TS and squally/gusty weather
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Gusty winds/squalls recored by Aviation AWS at RWY 27 ends at each second intervals
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Fjg. 2. The observations from' various Integrated Automatic surface w/eather Instruments


confirms the weather conditions deteriorated at 2230 1ST when the RWY 27 end


experienced squall/gusty winds of 31. kts/62 kmph from 040 deg which subsequently
spread to various other five RWY ends


3. Characteristicsof Clouds as detected bySatellite and DWR


We have analysed development and movement of various clouds during the period


of this flight to IGI airport available at each 30-minutes from Satellite and at .each 10


minutes from Doppler Weather RADAR(DWR) in Fig. 3-7. Fig 3{a-e) shows 30 minutes gap


satellite clouds of the region during 2200-2259 1ST of 25 May 2011. We have also plotted


location of flight at 2200 1ST and 2230 1ST in these cloud pictures to find just before the


accident what might be cloudy conditions in its flight path. It shows by 2200 1ST in Fig 3d,


development of convective clouds have been detected at the approach path of the flight


path which was not so prominent at previous Satellite pictures in Fig. 3 a-c while by 2230


1ST just before the accident, the flight was further near to the convective clouds . One may


also note from these cloud pictures that cloud development near Southeast Delhi and


adjoining east Haryana and UP border was occurred during 2200-2300 1ST when the flight


was approaching to IGI for landing from Faridabad side. District wise cloud map from


satellite shows same in Fig 4 a-b. Fig. 5(a-d) shows 250km range DWR MAX Z cloud


Pictures of the period with the Flight locations (ATC RADAR estimates received from ATC,


AAI, during the period 2210-2240 1ST. It shows development of secondary CB zones by


2210 1ST near but at NE of the airport and east of the airport with in 100km distances while
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major CB and other cloud pattern still located far at 100-250km at its northeast of IGI


Airport which was located over Uttaranchal. DWR cloud heights as per DWR estimates in


Fig. 6a-b show these CB clouds have vertical extension up to 12km as height estimated by
DWR and these tall CB clouds were at the right approach path of the flight movement


which were moving towards ESE sectors. Fig.7(a-f) shows wind estimated by DWR at two


heights along with corresponding estimated location of the flights from ATC RADAR . It


shows in Fig 7 a, c, e-as per DWR wind estimations, the winds at 6500 feet agl near the
affected flight was 70-90kts from North northwest-Very strong turbulences and in b, d, f-As
per DWR wind estimations, the winds at 9800 feet agl near the affected flight was 30-50kts


from South southeast.


" Tabile-1 CURRENT WEAT riER REPORT FOF 25.05.2011 provided to ATC at various real time
TIME


1ST


TYPE OF


MESSAGE VIS


PRESENT


WEATHER


WIND


DIRECTION


WIND


SPEED TREND FORECAST
2030 MEATR 3500 DUST 270 05KT BECMG VIS 3000M


2052 SPECI 3000 HAZE 260 05 KT


TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA


2130 MEATR 3000 HAZE 290 04 KT


TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA


2200 MEATR 3000 HAZE 310 04 KT


TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA
2230 MEATR 2100 HAZE 040 20G30KT TEMPO 1500M TSRA
2251 SPECI 1500 DS/TS 050 20G30I<T TEMPO 0800 TSRA
2305 SPECI 2000 IS 060 08G18KT TEMPO 1500M TSRA


2330 SPECI 2200 HAZE 080 lOKT


TEMPO 03030KT


1500M TSRA


Annexure-A


AERODROME WARNING OF DELHI AIRPORT DATED 25-05-2011 ISSUED AT 2100 1ST TO


ATCfATC OFFICERS SIGNATURE IS THERE THAT HE RECEIVED IT AT 2115 ISTl


WOUT90 VIDP ZSlSQOaaa AERODROME WARNING


THUNDERTSORM/DUSTORM IS LIKELY TO AFFECT VIDP AERODROME DURING THE


PERIOD FROM 25/1600UTC TO 25/2000UTC WHEN SURFACE WIND SPEED IN SSOCIATED


SQUALL FROM 030 DIRECITION AND EXCEED 30 KNOTS=
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Fig 3a: Satellite pictures of North India at 2030 1ST
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Fig 3b: Satellite pictures of North India at 2100 1ST
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Fig 3c: Satellite pictures of North India at 2130 1ST
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Fig 3c: Satellite pictures of NortPi India at 2200 1ST


Location of the flight at


2200 1ST as per ATC


RADAR Estimates.


Development of


convective clouds have


been detected at this


time at the front edge of


the flight path which was


note so prominent at


preveious Satellite


pictures
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Fig 3d: Satellite pictures of North India at 2230 1ST
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Fig 3e: Satellite pictures of North India at 2259 1ST
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Fig. 5(a-b). 250km range DWR IVIAX Zcloud Pictures of the period with the
Flight locations (ATC RADAR estimates received from ATC, AAI, during the
period 2210-2240 1ST
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Fig. 6(a-h). 50l<m range DWR MAX Zcloud Pictures of IGl Airport for the period
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Fig.8(a-h). In (a), (c), (e)-as per DWR wind estimations, the winds at 6500 feet above ground level
near the affected flight was 70-90kts from NNW and in b, d, f-As per DWR wind estimations, the
winds at 9800 feet above ground level near the affected flight was 30-50kts from SSE-Very strong
turbulences.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI
C(V\Wd


Namrata Singh & Another Petitioner


Versus


D.G.C.A & Others Respondents


REPLY TO INTERIM APPLICATION U/S 151 CPC
ON BjEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 3 & 4


RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH


PRELIMESrARY OBJECTIONS


1. That the present application as filed by the petitioner is not


maintainable for the reason that theanswering respondents does


not fall under the category of state which have been defined


under article 12 of the constitution. The petitioner had


demanded from the respondent no. 3 the compensation under


the Workmen Compensation Actand the same, has been duly


deposited by the respondent no. 3 with the concerned author-


ity with due intimation/knowledge to the petitioner. The


Carriage byAirAct, 1972 provides for a compensation ofRs.


7.5 lakhs for a domestic flight. The respondent company has


already deposited more than Rs. 7.5 lakhs with the conceriied ,


authorities. Thepresent application is liable to be dismissed


asthepetitioner is seeking recovery ofmoney/damages. The







ground under which the petitioners have approached this


Hon'ble court invoking jurisdiction under Article 226 of the


Constitution ofIndia is wholly misconceived andis legally not


tenable. That the categorization of the deceased as workman


is widely accepted and has been described in the Employee


Compensation Act. The submissions as made in the accom


panying reply to the writ petition be readas partof thereply.


In view of the above thepresent application is without any


merits and is liable to be dismissed.


REPLY ON MERITS


1-2 In reply to para no. 1-2 ofthe application it is submittedthat


theanswering respondent has already filed a detailed reply and


submissions made therein be read aspart of th(S^reply and are


X not reproduced for the sake of brevity. The writ petition as


filed is not maintainable.


3 Contents of para no 3 of the application as stated are wrong


and denied. It is denied thatpetitioner has got anycase in his


favour. The petition as filed is not maintainable.


4 Contents of parano 4 of the application as stated are wrong


and denied. It is denied any balance ofconnivance is in favour


of the petitioner As stated above the application is not main-


tainable.







V


5 Contents ofparano 5oftheapplication arewrong and denied.


It isdenied the petitioner shall suffer any loss. The petition as


filed is not maintainable. As submitted above the petitioner


had demanded from the respondent no. 3 the compensation


under the Workmen CompensationAct and the samehas been


, duly deposited by the respondent no. 3 with the concerned


authority with due intunation/knowledge tothe petitioner.. The


Carriage byAir Act, 1972 provides for a compensation ofRs.


7.5 lakhs for a domestic flijght. The respondent company has


already deposited more than Rs. 7.5 lakhs with the concerned


authorities.


6 Contents ofpara no 6 ofthe application as stated are wrong


and denied. It is denied the application has been filed in


bonafide.Rather the petition as filed is not maintainable.


Prayer clause of the petition is wrong and denied. In view of the


, submissions as made the petition is not maintainable and as


such is liable to be dismissed. Any other direction whichthis


hon'ble Court may deem fit be also passed.


For AIR CHARTER SERVICES PVT. LTD.


if3d Signatory-


NewDelhi Respondent no 3 & 4


Through


Counsel







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


IN RE


Namrata Singh & Another


D.G.C.A & Others


Versus


AFFIDAVIT


Petitioner


Respondents


I, Sunil Gaur S/o Late Sh K.RGaur aged 42 years CEO


M/SAir Charter Services PLtd D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony,


New Delhi, do hereby on solemn affirmation state and declare as


under:-


That the deponent is posted in the respondent no 3 com


pany and competent to swear the affidavit. The submissions


as made in various paras in the accompanying reply are true


and correct on the basis ofthe official record and be read as
For AIR CHARTER SERVICES PVT. LTQ.


part ofaffidavit.


)ris3d Signaiory


DEPONENT


^ Verified at Delhi on this 1st day of October 2012 that the
contents of above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge


i^ERTiRED'T:Hand"iiDtbfe '̂ba^ jwith concealed therefrom- sr;RVlCL^>t/T, Llfj.


'Art


tl-iat in:


Wliich V •
"limars ;r;^v •:


Oatr" £}©!{'


-r^:tTiiTori85d Signatorv


DEPONENT







^fyD


id
n


,4^^S:I' '.J .... VL :, iii
in ii;^«HraliiBobking


"Freinchise/
Branch ?.


' I^ame./Code


;|R^^d^c^Dcftpuse/:r^;:^^


fiii
.....^":'?-^>u-::m.


• .''• ' •'••" •'̂ - ' "••'•" '•' ' ' ''' ' •—^^— ;'. '.•••• -I ->: .*: • •!•',


B^rM'V


. I-.'--- .H
v.;.


:rMss


Consignor, :,'• ' '
,NameStAddross. •


I ^


1


•"•lvalue


wrnm


' '*^'A^ P'""
BOOKING OF CURRENCy/JEWELLEBY IS BANWED


(Consignor's copyjol mis non-nBumo"pwi«*
onthisis triieandcorrea.'Tt)!f 8


H Yes:-;" I No ".


'rdox'-.' .'; N'.Dox.


Consignee - '
•Namo'&Address..


•Gross'Wt. Length' xBrfiabth X'Heigh(~^ :-voi.wt;


Chargeable--^ !,.'l/?- .
Weight ;; • " " ' *•


Amount?


RlskSurcharge;2%-


19 's\^
. ^Rir


.. .


Fd^anyiCustpmerSbtVlcSSup^jpleas^^
'•'•.••'\ ' 33004/l '̂̂ .bv pr6fix*^P tho STD codG..* • .' "'


. • i'.'.. •>i'n--
•Service'TaX';;;!.;*. '.'it/


Total Am6iint»t:j; g
't, jiRnvi


'• |̂'Rs;jnworclsri-5;,-;'v-^:;<l^ I
n 1 - ti 1 • • ' • ' PleaseuseourPnmeTTraB^lus(PTPJservices . , •>•.•••:•. . • •. •,• •'


—•: •^ V,:,,„„A.JtifcaeltifehoWlliSVevereeof.xj..»i^»,=..n.;ltlveconsignment.deliveredwilhiri 12,^)011. , .priniel-jmeotosyi Is,:: • , , •, ^I•aKepttheabovelemsand.c°ng$ff?m rtat'theinfpmalloriconlaipad j j.businessdav.TO'SiFROMALLIflAJORMETRgSVJ^_,^^__^^^ji5a.aiiMj-' i >'.•••.;. . .•


SEND "DTDC CON§IGNNIENT NO" TO 98453 24040 FOR SMS TRACKING.
vi,.it..sat:www.dtdc.com E-mail:css.co@_dWC:Com


(Consignor Copy


3fSS;


.71







U'


HIGH COURT OF DELHI


Page 1 of 1


- i-e<


fr\


DIARY 16079/2013
NO :


CASE


TYPE :


CM APPL. Filing Date :31/01/13 11:48:11


IN W.P.(C)-1867/2012


^ho I),
NAMRATA SINGH & ANR


Vs.


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION (DGCA ) & ORS


The petition/appeal being in order,may be registered.


SCRU^ASSISTANT: MS.NISHA IRANI


- ^"3


AOi/ARC )
ija


<r.


Sigr
Dealing Assistant


3//,


http://l 0.25.196.159/html/prashant/defect.php?dno=l 6079&dyr=2013 31-01-2013
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In re:


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


L A. No. of 2013


IN WP (C) No. 1867/2012


In the matter of:


Namrata Singh & another


D. G. C. A. & others


S.No. Particulars


Versus


INDEX


1. Total Court Fee


2. Urgent application


3. Application under
Order 1 Rule 10 CPC, with affidavit.


3. Vakalatrtama


With welfare stamp


^ 4. Letter of Intimation.


' X)


.Petitioners


.Respondents.


Fixed for: 4.2.2013


Court Fee Pages


Rs.270/-


Rs.10.00


Rs.250.00


A


I


Rs.lO.OO ^
Rs.10.00


7


Note,: The copy has been served on all the parties.


Delhi.


Dated:


Through:


APPLICANT


(OM PRAKASH GCrYAl^& CO.)
ADVOCATES.


t . -
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GOVERNMENT OF NCT OF DELHI


e-Court Fee


DATE & TIME :


NAME OF THE ACC :


LOCATION :


e-GOURT RECEIPT NO :


e-COURT FEE AMOUNT :


( Rupees Two Hundred Seventy Only)


30-JAN-2013 11:14:55


^0^||l HIGH COURT
j|̂ ^^3054A1314K841


llllllllllllillilliililllllllllllll
DLCT3054A1314K841


The authenticity of the e-court fee receipt can be verified at the offices of SHCIL.The contact details of SHCIL


offices are available on the website "www.shcilestamp.com"
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In re:


IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


1. A. No. of 2013


IN WPCQ No. 1867/2012


In the matter of:


Namrata Singh & another


D. G. C. A. & others


.. .Petitioners


To


Sir,


Versus


URGENT APPLICATION


The Registrar,
High Court of Delhi,
At New Delhi.


.. .Respondents.


The accompanying appeal may kindly be treated as an urgent one,


according to the High Court Orders and Rules. The ground of urgency is


that the applicant is necessary party to the above petition and therefore, it


is in the interest of justice that the accompanying application may be


treated as an urgent one.


Delhi


Dated


It is prayed accordingly.


-


.!
K-


THROUGH:


(OM PRAKASH


APPLICANT


jfkrjJT
DCATES.AD^


- -
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


I. A. No.


IN


WP(C) . 1867/2012


IN RE


Namrata Singh & Another


Versus


D.G.C.A & Others


201


Petitioner


Respondents


APPLICATION UNDER ORDER 1 RULE 10 '
SEEKING IMPLEADMENT IN THE ABOyE-
PETITION


MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH


1. That the above named writ petition as filed by the petitioner


Smt. Namrata Singh alongwith her minor daughter is pending


disposal before this Hon'ble Court.


i-


2. That the applicant is the mother of deceased Late Capt.


Harpreet Singh Sekhon who was employed with respondent


no. 3 and sustained fatal injuries in an accident which took


place on 25.05.2011. The deponent was looked after by his


Late son and he was the only source of survival for the


applicant.







)


3. That unfortunately after the expiry ofher son the applicant the


petitioner no. 1has never bothered to look after the applicant


who isinher last leg oflife. That ithas come tothe knowledge


ofthe applicant that the deceased has obtained various insur


ance coverages. Although the deceased has made the nomina


tion in the name of petitioner no. 1 but the said fact does not


mean that the applicant had no right or lien on the said


compensation which the petitioner no. 1 has obtained. That


the petitioner no. 1 for unknown reasons has never disclosed


or distributed the amount of claim she has already received.


That as per the information gathered by the applicant the


petitioner no. 1 has alreadyreceived a sum ofRs. 40,00,000/-


towards theinsurance claim ofthedeceased Sh. Harpreet Singh


Sekhon.


4. Thatthe otherson of the applicant is not doinganywork. The


applicant was solely dependent upon the income of the


deceased. The applicant has no the means for subsistence.


Thatthepetitioner no. 1for ulterior reasons hasnot impleaded


theapplicant who is thejust and necessary party for theproper


disposal of the above petition.


5. that as per the information received by the applicant the .


petitionerhas also received the amount which was deposited


by the respondents no. 3 & 4. That since the petitioner has


already received substantial amount towards the claim as such


(2)
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it is the applicant who should have been granted the amount


which was deposited by the respondent no. 3 & 4 with the


W. C. Commissioner.


6. That in view of the facts and circumstances the applicant be,


impleadedas a party andthe petitionermaybe directedto pay


the share of the applicant from the compensation as already


received by her and in casethe amount is lying depositedwith


the WC Commissioner than he may be directed to release the


same.


It is therefore, respectfully prayed before this Hon'ble Court,


the applicant may be impleaded as party in the above case


and the necessary directions in respect of release of compen


sation amoiiht as prayed may also be passed.


Any other order which this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and


proper under the circumstances of the case be also passed in


favour ofthe appellant.


Patiala


Dated1>,\l\^r^


through


Applicant


Coun;
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


I. A. No. 2012


IN


WP(C) 1867/2012


IN RE


Namrata Singh & Another Petitioner


Versus,


D.G.C.A & Others Respondents


AFFIDAVIT


I, Jagjeet Kaur W/o Gurbakshish Singh R/o 70 B, Model


T^iwn, Patiala aged about 58years do hereby on solemn affirmation
state and declare as under


1. That I am applicant and competent to swear this affidavit.


That submissions as made in the various paras of the accom


panying application are true and correct and no part of it is


false and nothing material has been concealed therefrom. The


, same be read as part of the affidavit and are not reproduced
I laentified th® deponent wte
has P y presend^r the sake ofbrevity


DEPONENT


S/ot -•


i,dcBtifv®d b"
asis solsmd.?' -'fs'


dgidB-rit which f-'
;o hm/bct ai£,Kue; &co..te«sto


Si.Nc.


Verification


2 9 JAN 2013
is>aiV^¥^ed at Patiala on this th day of 2012 that the contents


e^ove affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge &belief


. , been concealed therefrom.


«-.'2 9 JAN 2013


PONENT


2 9 JAN 2015


lb







VAKALATNAMA


IN THE COURT OF


Suit/Appeal No ..../20..I.J...In Re:


the above named


D / /o ^ ' VERSUS^ Defendant /Respondent /Accused
K] 3W ALL towhom these presents shall come that


..Plaintiff / Appellant / Complain^t


do hereby appoint


OM PRAKASH eOYAL <& CO.
High Court':
Chamber No. Iir/611, .
Delhi HighCourt, New Delhi
(ByAppointmentonly)
email: navneetgoyal.adv@gmail.com
and Shri


NAVNEETeOYAL .
Advocate


E.No.: D-4/1992


Mob.: 9811224831


ADVOCATES
Distt. Court:


Chamber No. 44 &45, Ist Floor,
Tehsil Bui!ding,Tis Hazari Courts,
Delhi Ph.: 23974688, 23958510


(Mon. to Fri. 4 to 6 PM) (Sat. 11to 2 PM)


(hereinafter called Advocate) to be my / our Advocates in the above-noted case and authorize him
To act, appear, plead intheabove-noted caseinthisCourt orinanyotherCourtinwhich thesame may betried or


he^dand also in the Appellate Courts including High Court &Supreme Court Subject to payment offees separately for
eP I court by me/us. AND To sign, file verify and present plaint, petition, pleadings, replications, appeals, cross
oLj^ctions orpetitions forexecutions, review, revision, restoration, withdrawal, compromise or other petitions, replies,
objectionsor affidavitsor other documents as may be deemed necessary or proper, for the prosecution ofthe said case in
all its stages.


AND to file and take back documents, to admit and/or deny the documents ofopposite party.AND to withdraw,
or compromisethe said case or submit to arbitration any differencesor disputes that may arise touching in or any manner
relating to the said case.AND to deposit, draw and receive money,cheques and grant receipts thereofand to do all other
acts and things which may be necessary to be done for the progress and in the course prosecution ofthe said case. AND to
appoint and instruct any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authority hereby conferred
upon the Advocate whenever they may think fit to do so and to sign the power of attorney on my/our behalf. And I/We
undertake that I/We or my/our duly authorized agent would appear in Court on all hearings and will inform the Advocate
for appearance, when the case is called.


I/Wethe undersigned, do hereby agree not to hold theAdvocate or his/their substitute responsible for the resultof
the said case in consequence of his/their absence from the Court when the said case is calling up for hearing
or for any negligence of the said Advocate or his/their substitute.


I/Wethe undersigned do hereby agree to ratify and confirm act done by the Advocate or his/their substitute in the
matter as my/ourown act as ifdone by me/us to all intents and purpose. I/Wethe undersigned do hereby agree that in the
event ofthe whole or part ofthe fee agreed by me/us to be paid to the advocate, remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to
withdraw from the prosecution of the said case until the same is paid up. The fee settled is only for the above case and
above Court. I/We hereby agree that once the fee is paid, I/We will not be entitled for the refund ofthe same in any case
whatsoever.


IN WITNESS OF I/We do here up to set pi^ourhand to there present the contents ofwhich have been understood
by me/us on this .Q^..^V:^ day of ....\.6:<..\„/x^Tf:tvr::T;20.^..3..v
ACCEPTED SUBJECTTO THETERMS OFFEES. 0


ADVOCATE CLIENT
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IN THE fflGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


U3 / 8^7 a_
No._ OF 20


/2@12


IN THE MATTER OF:


VERSUS D 0


NOTICE OF MOTION


TAKE NOTICE that the accompanying application will be listed before court


on 2012 at 10.30 'O' clock in the Forenoon, or so soon thereafter as may be


convenient to the court. r


Delhi.


Dated:


To,


(OM PRAKASlUiOYAL & CO.)
Advocates for the Appellant.


Ch. No.44-45,1stFloor, Tehsil Building,
Tis Hazan Courts, Delhi-110054.


Phone: 23974688,23958510
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W. P. (C) No. 1867 OF 2012


IN THE MATTER OF:


Namrata Singh and Anr. Petitioners


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) and Ors.


INDEX


SI. No. Particulars


1. Counter Affidavit on behalf of


Respondent No. 5.


New Delhi


Date:30.O1.2O13 Though


Respondents


Court fee Page no.


1 -2


Respondent No. 5


Advocaf
7,Laxmi N^ar,


elhi-110092.







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W. P. (C) No. 1867 OF 2012


IN THE MATTER OF:


Namrata Singh and Anr.


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) and Ors.


•Petitioners


•Respondents


COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT NO. 5


I, Jagdish Narang, S/o Narang, aged about 5ff years, Dy. Manager,


United India Insurance Co^ Ltd^, Regional Office-I, Kanchanjunga Building,


Barakhamba Road, New Delhi-110001


I the deponent above named do hereby solemnly declare and affirm as


am working as Dy^ Manager in the respondent No^ 5 Company


conversant with the facts of the present case and am


nt to depose the present affidavit.


'say that the presentWrit Petition is not maintainable against the


wering respondent as there is no insurance contract between the


petitioners and answering respondent neither have the petitioners


claimed any relief against the answering respondent.


3. That I say that the contents of para 1 to 6 of the petition do not relate


to the answering respondent and therefore no reply is required on the


part of the answering respondent.


4. That in reply to the contents of para 7 of the petition I submit that the


respondent no. 3 insured its Aircraft Pilatus - PC - 12/45 Model 2005


with the answering respondent by obtaining Hull all risk policy


covering the Aircraft for a sum of Rs. 13.50 crores with third party


aRd\;a


(S)


liability including passe^nger legal liability of.Rs.50 lacs per passenger


or a sum of Rs. 270 crores, however, in so far as the crew members


. ^
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5.


6.


7.


m


^ answering respondent,


i.e. the pilots were concerned no coverage was given under the policy.


I further submit that the answering respondent settled the claim of the


respondent no. 3 against damage to the Aircraft for a sum of Rs.


13.49 crores.


That I say that the contents of para 8 to 11 of the petition do not


pertain to the answering respondent and therefore no reply is required


on the part of the answering respondent.


That in reply to the contents of para 12 I submit that the answering


respondent vide its letter dated 14.02.2012 furnished the information


sought by the legal heirs ofthe co-pilot intimatirig that the pilots were


not insured under the policy obtained by the respondent no. 3 and that


an amount of Rs. 13.49 crores was paid to the respondent no. 3


against damage to the aircraft.


That I say that the contents of para 13 to 27 of the petition do not


to the answering respondent and therefore no reply is required


part of the answering respondent. However I submit that since


!W members were not insured under the policy the respondent


'has already deposited the amount payable under the Workmen


pensation Act with the WC commissioner.


in view of the submissions made hereinabove I submits that the


present writ petition is not maintainable against the answering


^ c® J,^spondent and the same is liable to be dismissed as against the


For and
United


Deponent


Verification : , - bepu.,»la.„er


Delhi on this 28*^ day of January, 2013 that the
CERTIFIFD^


to 8 of the counter affidavit are true to my


,knowieSgelgngWriye^^ records and are based on legal


Delhi on.. advise receiv^p^^ believed )b be true and correct.
that the conisr
which have bee,•.has are true &correct .


' ^Deponent
Commissioner. DeM / V-/ ;bipOi, Manage,


,, . For and
United I
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


S. No.


1.


•m


12.


. .. Original
Ia)' r VVrit / Suit No......


VERSUS


Petitioner


Respondent


INDEX
Particulars ' Court Fee


« -'SeaqMc,


6.


6. i.............


7.
V


Pages


Dated: this • day of


;2 2 ffl =


I DGpyiy Registrar
IH


Advocate F6r


Petitioner / Respondent.







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


I.A. No. 1260 of 2012


In :


W.P. (C) 1867 OF 2012


Namrata Singh & Anr. .... Petitioner


Versus


DGCA&Ors. .....Respondents


REPLY ON BEHALF OF PETITIONERS TO APPLICATION UNDER


^ORDER 1 RULE 10 SEEKING IMPLEADMENT IN THE ABOVE
PETITION


MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:


PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:


1. That the present application is wholly misconceived and is liable ,


to be dismissed at the threshold.


2. That the present Writ Petition is filed by the Petitioners seeking


compensation for the loss of life of Capt. Harpreet Singh


Shekhon, husband of the Petitioner No. 1 and father of Petitioner


No. 2, from Respondents No. r to 4.


3. That no relief is sought which may have bearing on the Applicant


and which affect the Applicant in any way.


4. That it is a settled legal position that a party can be impleaded


when it js either a proper party or a necessary party. A necessary


party is one without whom no order can be effectively made and
I


a proper party is one whose presence is necessary for a complete


and final decision of question involved in the proceedings. Thus,
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in tine circumstances, Applicant is neither a necessary nor a


proper party.


5. That the Applicant is filing the present Application just to take


share in the compensation if granted by this Hon'ble Court.


Whereas, fact of the matter is Applicant is the mother in law of


the Petitioner No.l who was thrown out of her matrimonial home


straight after the death of Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon.


Not only this, she was not even given a single penny out of her


share in the family property. Moreover, ail the savings and other


fixed deposits of the Late Gapt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon have


/ been taken by the Applicant and nothing has been given to the


Petitioners.


6. It is pertinent to mention that present appiicatibn is not only


frivolous but also false statements were given by the Applicant


on affidavit. It is stated ^that Applicant was looked after by Late


Capt Harpreet Singh Shekho.n and he was the only source of


survival for the Applicant. This is a completely false statement


since husband of the Applicant is a retired Punjab Government


Servant drawing regular pension and also has 16 acres of


agricultural land at Village Channu, Tehsil Lambi District


i^ukhtasar, from which a minimum amount of Rs 5 .lacs is earned


every year. In view of this, an inquiry is required to be ordered


against the Applicant under Sec 340 Cr.P.C for commiting


perjury.


7. In view of these submissions, the present application under reply


is liable to be dismissed.


PARAWISE REPLY:


•S







1. That the contents of para 1are matter of record and needs no
rely.


2. That the contents of para 2are admitted to the extent that Late
Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon died on 25.5.2011 and Applicant
is the mother of the deceased Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon. It


. is denied that Applicant was looked after by Late Capt Harpreet


Singh Shekhon and he was the only source of survival for the
Applicant. It is submitted that husband of the Applicant is a
retired Punjab Government Servant drawing regular pension and


4,- also has 16 acres of agricultural land at Village Channu, Tehsil


Lambi District Mukhtasar, from which a minimum amount of Rs 5


lacs Is earned every year.


3. That the contents of para 2 are wrong and hence denied. It is
submitted that if Petitioner received ceriiain coverages as


nominee of Late Capt. Harpreet Singh then the Applicant has no


right in the same. Secondly, .Petitioner No.l was thrown out of
her matrimonial home straight after the death of Late Capt.


Harpreet Singh Shekhon. Not only this, she was not even given a


single penny out of her share in the family property. Moreover,


all the savings and other fixed deposits of the Late Capt.


Harpreet Singh Shekhon have been taken by the Applicant and
nothing has been given to the Petitioners.


4. That the contents of para 4 are wrong and hence denied. The
contents of preliminary objections herein be read as part: of the


present para under reply.


5. That the contents of para 5are wrong and hence denied.


6. That the contents of para 6are wrong and hence denied.







S /


Contents of prayer clause are wrong and hence denied


PRAYER:


1. Present Application be disnnissed with costs;


2. Pass such other order/s as this Hon'ble Court deems fit in the
facts and circumstances of the case.


Through


Petitioner


Advocate,


Khatri & Khatri Law Offices,
RU-61, Opp: Power House,


Pitampura, New Delhi - 110034
Ph No.: 9811821185







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


I.A. No. 1260 of 2012


In


W.P. (C) 1867 OF 2012


Namrata Singh & Anr.
.... Petitioner


Versus


DGCA & Ors.
Respondents


AFFIDAVIT


nf Namrat-a Sinah W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh


aboiif 24 years, R/o F-7,6^382 Maru^i


chitraknnt. Vaishali Naqar, JaipMr presently


hereby fiolemnly affirm and declare as under;


am the Petitioner in the present Application and fully


conversant with the facts of the present matter and competent to


depose thereto.


2. I say that I have read the contents of the accompanying reply
which have been drafted by my counsel under my instructions


r^ftat the same are true and correct to my
DEPONEI^


vfrificatiON;


Verified at New Delhi oh this


Gn......; . ^
ine


- vyhich hSVC:: bou:"; to
has are true a corrciciif. \Knc-vviedge


OaJh


' - day of March, 2013 that the


contents of the aforesaid afndavit are true and correct and nothing
CERTiFffc-0 WM Ikw DEPONEJN-Lr &a>vo/2;


DEPONE
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Original n
ivil Writ/ Suit No."2^12^


Petitioner


VERSUS


4 4- cm- Respondent


S. No.


3.


4.
• >J


5.


6.


INDEX
Particulars \ Court Fee Pages
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11.


12. • a-n


•j! Dated: this /day of
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020


Advocate For


Petitioner/Respondent
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P. (C) 1867 OF 2012


Namrata Singh & Anr. .... Petitioner


Versus


DGCA &. Ors. ..... Respondents


REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONERS


#• V
MOST RESPECTFULLY SOWETH:


- 1. That the present Writ Petition is filed by the Petitioners seeking


compensation for the loss of life of Capt. Harpreet Singh


Shekhon, husband of the Petitioner No. 1 and father of Petitioner


No. 2 from Respondents No. 1 to 4.


-'f


4.


Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon. was employed with


Respondent No. 3 and 4 which is an Aircraft Company (Non


Schedule Operator) and Respondent No. 1 and 2 being the


regulating agency is responsible for the compliances mandatory
in law for the Aircraft Companies.


Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon died on 25.05.2011 while
piloting flight from Patna to Delhi in Pilatus PC-12, Registration
No. VT-ACF owned by Respondent No. 3 and 4. Petitioner No. 1


was pregnant with Petitioner No. 2 at the time of the unfortunate
air crash killing Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon.


That the Respondent No. 1 being the regulator of the Aviation
Industry, given powers under Rule 133 Aof the Aircraft Rules,
1937, to issue Civil Aviation Requirements (CAR) to Aircraft
Owners. In exercise of said statutory powers and duties,^
Respondent No. 1, vide Circular dated 1.6.2010 titled Civil
Aviation Requirement Section 3 Air Transport Series C Part III
Issue II (hereinafter the "Circular") dated 1.6.2010,. issued
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Minimum Requirements for Grant of Permit to Operate Non


Sclieduled Air Transport Services. The said Circular is annexed


witli the Petition.


5. As per tlie above Circular, for operation of any Non Scheduled Air
Transport Services, the permission of Government of India is


required. It is also stipulated in the Circular, that this power has


been delegated to Respondent No. 1, based on which permission


is given by way of issuing Non Scheduled Operators Permit, by


the Respondent No. 1.


6, Respondent No. 1 under Item 10 of the said Circular has also laid


down "General Requirements". As per clause 10.10 of Item 10 of


"General Requirements", it is mandatory for every operator, to


maintain a current insurance for an amount adequate to cover its


liability towards passengers and their baggage, crew, cargo, hull


loss etc. Clause 10.10 is reproduced herein below for ready


reference.


The operator shall maintain a current insurance for an


arhount adequate to cover its liability towards passengers and


their baggage, crew, cargo, hull loss and third party risks in


compliance with the requirements of the Carriage by Air Act,


1972, or any other applicable law.' "


7. It is necessary to mention that Pilots and Co-Pilots were not


insured by Respondent 3 and 4 (as required under CAR) as


evident from the reply to the RTI application filed by the heirs of


Co-Pilot, while the Claim paid to Respondent No. 3 and 4 was


informed to be huge sum of Rs. 13,49,90,000/- (Rupees Thirteen


Crores Forty Nine Lacs Ninety Thousand only). A copy of the RTI


application dated 14.02.2012 by Riespondent No. 5 is annexed


with the Writ Petition.


8. Not only this, it is also evident from the reply filed by the


Respondent No. 5 where it is categorically mentioned that no


mandatory insurance cover was sought for the Pilot and the Co-







a- Pilot. Under para no. 4 of the Counter Affidavit filed by the


Respondent No. 5, it is categorically stated that Respondent No.


3 and 4 insured its Aircraft Pilatus with the Respondent No. 5 by


obtaining a hull risk policy covering the Aircraft for a sum of Rs.


13.5 Crores with Third Party Liability including passenger legal


liability of Rs. 50 lacs per passenger or a sum of Rs. 270 Crores,


however, in so far as the Crew Members are concerned i.e. Pilots,


etc. no coverage was given or sought under the Policy.


9. It is also be categorical mentioning of the Respondent No. 5 in its


Counter Affidavit that they have already settled the claim of the


Respondent No. 3 and 4 against damage to the Aircraft for a sum


of Rs. 13.49 Crores.
/
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10. It clearly means that in the unfortunate air crash, it was only the


family of the deceased Pilot which not only suffered the


unimaginable emotional loss but also unprecedented financial


loss.


11. That it is pertinent to mention that under the Item 10 of General


Requirements of the Circular dated 1.6.2010, it is mandatory for


the operator to maintain insurance for the crew as per the


Carriage by Air Act.


12. That as per Rule 21(1) of the Third Schedule of Carriage by Air


Act, the prescribed liability for death in air accident, is One Lac


Special Drawing Rights (SDR's), without requirement of proof of


loss and carrier cannot limit or exclude its liability, while if any


individual contests and proves his net worth and loss to LR's is


more, then that much is paid. In other words, statutory minimum


compensation for death in air crash as per adopted Montreal


Convention is One Lac Special Drawing Rights.


13. That over and above the normal requirements as detailed above,


as per Carriage by Air Act, unlimited liability can be imposed on


the Operator i.e. Respondent No. 3 and 4 in this case, for willful


misconduct as per the Statement of Objects and Reasons of the







^ Act. The present case is one of willful misconduct as Respondent
No. 3 and 4 have deliberately avoided maintaining insurance


cover of One Lac Thirteen Thousand One Hundred Special


Drawing Rights.


14. That the Respondents are thus liable to compensate the


Petitioner's. Respondent No. 1 and 2 as they have failed in


fulfilling their duties entrusted upon them by law. Respondent


No. 3 and 4 for their willful misconduct of not maintaining


adequate insurance cover, as mandatory by law and also under


Rule 17 (1) of the Third Schedule of the Carriage by Air Act. As


such, all the Respondents No. 1 to 4 are liable jointly and


severally to pay compensation to the Petitioner.
- V


15. Not only this even in Chapter VI of the Carriage by Air Act, 1972


pertaining to the General and Final Provisions, under Rule 50, it


is a categorical requirement that carriers had to maintain


adequate insurance covering their liability under the provisions of


the Rules in Carriage by Air Act. Rules 50 is reproduced herein


for ready reference:


"50. State Parties shall require their carriers to maintain


adequate insurance covering their liability under the provisions
of these rules. A carrier may be required to furnish evidence that


it maintains adequate insurance covering its liability under the
provisions of these rules."


16. Therefore, Respondent No. 1 and 2 being the regulatory agencies


and are responsible for overseeing the functioning of Aviation


Industry as mandated in the Civil Aviation Requirements (CAR)


detailed above. Therefore, the maintenance of adequate


coverage as required by the CAR was the responsibility of


Respondent No. 1 and 2. It is also important to see how


Respondent No. 1 and 2 have issued NSOP to the Respondent


No. 3 and 4 despite Respondent No. 3 and 4 not maintaining


adequate coverage which is a mandatory condition for the said


permit. Respondent No. 1 and 2 have failed miserably in carrying


out its obligations and therefore, should be held liable.







/^17. In same way. Respondent No. 3 and 4 are required in law as


explained above to maintain adequate coverage for its crew


members which Respondent No. 3 and 4 failed to maintain


resulting not only in violation of law but also in loss to the family


of Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Shekhon i.e. Petitioner No. 1 and 2.


PARAWISE REPLY TO THE PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;


r


1. That the corttents of para 1 are wrong and hence denied. It is


denied that the present Writ Petition filed by the Petitioner is pot


maintainable for the reason that the answering R.espondent does


not fall under the category of State as defined under Article 12 of


the Constitution.- It is submitted that the relief sought in the


present Petition is against Respondents 1 to 4. Respondent 1 and


2 are the regulatory agency of the Aviation Industry in India.


Respondent No. 3 is the Company involved in the business of Air


; Chartered Services and Respondent No. 4 is the CEO of the


Respondent No. 3. That the present Writ Petition is filed seeking


compensation for the loss of life of the husband and father


respectively of the Petitioners. Respondent No. 1 and 2 were


responsible for overseeing whether mandatory insurance is


maintainedr.by Respondent No. 3 and 4 or not. Respondent No. 3


. and 4 as such are required to maintain mandatory insurance


under the CAR as described above. --


3.


• ..•C.


2. That the contents of para 2 are wrong and hence denied. It is


denied that present petition is not maintainable and liable to be


dismissed as the sole basis on which the present Petition under


reply, has been filed, is completely incorrect. It is further


reiterated that the crew members of the Aircraft i.e. Pilot and Co


pilot were not insured. This factum of non-insurance of the crew


members can be easily ascertained from the RTI reply of the


Respondent No. 5 and as well as from the Counter Affidavit filed


by the Respondent No. 5, as stated above. It is denied that Pilots


were insured. It is denied that Respondent No. 3 had sent his


proposal to Respondent No. 5 and asked for the insurance of the


Pilots. It is further submitted that the submission of Respondent
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No. 3 that they had asked for the insurance of the Pilots was


never corroborated with any documentary proof. Moreover, it is a


categorical denial of Respondent No. 5 in their Counter Affidavit


that Pilots were never insured. It is submitted that the


Respondent No. 5 has been sleeping over the matter and is not


settling the claim of the Respondent No. 3. It is categorical


submission of the Respondent No. 5 in its Counter Affidavit that


they have already pajd 13.49 crores to the Respondent No. 3 and


4 towards the hull loss insurance. It is denied that the Answering


Respondents had been duly assured by the Respondent No. 5


that all third party claims would be duly and expeditiously paid


and settled.


^ 3. The contents of para 3 are wrong and hence denied. It is denied


that the present Writ Petition is not maintainable and is liable to


be dismissed as the Petitioner has not approached vyith clean


hands. It is denied that anything is concealed.


4. That the contents of para 4 are wrong and hence denied. It is


once again denied that the present Petition is not maintainable


and is liable to be dismissed as the same contains disputed


questions ©f fact. It is again reiterated that the Pilots of the


Aircraft were not insured and is categorically stated by the


Respondent No. 5 in its Counter Affidavit. It is further submitted


that the Third Party Insurance as indicated by the answering


Respdndents has nothing to do with the Petitioners or the


Deceased Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon. It is further denied


that any insurance of the Pilots have been taken from the


Respondent No. 5. It is denied that there is any disputed


question of fact involved in the present Petition.


5. That the contents of para 5 are wrong and hence denied. It is


denied that Carriage by Air Act provides a compensation amount


of Rs. 7.5 Lacs. It is further submitted that the Carriage by Air


Act, 1972 is amended in 2009 and third schedule was inserted as


per Section 4A. It is further stated that India is signatory to the


Montreal Convention and therefore, Section 4A was Inserted in


•r
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2009. As per the third schedule of the Carriage by Air Act under


Rule 50 (as stated above), State Parties shall require carriers to


maintain adequate insurance covering their liability under the


provisions of the Third Schedule. As per Rule 21(1) for damages


arising under Rule 17 not exceeding one lakh SDRs for each


passenger, carrier shall not be able to exclude or limit its liability.


Thus, one lakh SDRs is the amount for which Respondent No. 1


to 4 cannot exclude their liability. Not only this, Respondent No.


1 under Item 10 of the said Circular (Civil Aviation Requirement


stated above) has also laid down "General Requirements". As per


clause 10.10 of Item 10 of "General Requirements", it is


mandatory for every operator, to maintain a current insurance


for an amount adequate to cover its liability towards passengers


and their baggage, crew, cargo, hull loss etc. in compliance with


the requirements of the Carriage by Air Act, 1972. Therefore, it is


denied that the compensation of 1 lakh SDRs is applicable only to


the International Flights. It is further stated that the Air


Insurance as per the Carriage by Air Act needs to be maintained


was categorically mentioned by the Office of Respondent No. 1 in


their RTI reply dated 26.1,2.2011 in the RTr filed by the legal


heirs of the co-pilot who also lost his life In the unfateful air


crash. That'^the further contents of the paragraph are wrong and


has no applicability in the present Writ Petition.


6. That the contents of para 6 are wrong and hence denied.


7. That the contents of para 7 are wrong and hence denied. It is


denied that the instant petition is misconceived and devoid of


merits and as such is liable to be dismissed with costs. It is


further denied that the relief sought by the Petitioner is legally


not tenable. The submissions of para 5 above are reiterated that


the Carriage by Air Act is applicable to the Domestic Flights. ^


8. That the: contents of para 8 are wrong and hence denied. It is


further submitted that the submission of the answering


Respondent in the instant para under reply are wrong and wholly


misconceived with no basis at all.







9. That the contents of para 9 are wrong and hence denied.


10. That the contents of para 10 are wrong and hence denied. It is


further submitted that as per the Rule 3 of the Aircraft


(Investigation of Accidents and Incidents) Rules 2012, the


objective of Investigation of the Accidents and Incidents shall be


the prevention of Accidents and Incidents and not to apportion


blame or liability. It Is also the objective of any Investigation


conducted in accordance in the provisions of these rules shall be


separate from judicial or administrative proceedings to apportion


blame or liability. Rule 3 of the Aircraft (Investigation of


Accidents and Ipcldents) Rules 2012 is reproduced for ready


reference:/


"3. Objective of the investigation of accidents and incidents. -


(1) The sole objective of the Investigation of an accident or


incident shall be the prevention of accidents and incidents


and not to apportion blame or liability.


(2) Any investigation conducted In accordance with the


provisions of these rules shall be separate from any judicial


or adtninistrative proceedings to apportion blame or


liability."


Thus, any investigation carried out by the Committee of Inquiry


shall not have any bearing on the present Petition for


apportioning any blame or liability. Further, as per the cause


under Item 3.2 of the Report on Accident of the Aircraft Pilatus


PC-12/45, the probable cause of the accident could be attributed


to the departure of the Aircraft from the controlled flight due to


any external weather related to phenomenon, mishandling of


controls, spatial dlsorlentatlon or a combination of three. With


these findings, it is amply clear that even otherwise there cannot


be attributed any particular reason to the crash. With this It is


also uncertain as to what the answering Respondents seek to


submit in the paragraph under reply.







^^1,0. That the contents of para 10 are wrong and denied and hi
bearing with the present Writ Petition.


PARAWISE REPLY TO THE REPLY ON MERITS;


1. That the contents of para 1 of the reply on nnerits are admitted


that the deceased Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon was


employed as Pilot with the Respondent. No. 3 at the salary of Rs.


2 lakhs per month. The further contents of para under reply are


wrong and hence denied. It is further submitted that the


Petitioner No. 1 is the wife of the deceased and 24 years of age


and Petitioner No. 2 is the daughter of the deceased who was not


ih even born at the time of the unfortunate accident.
• " - - • - -


2. That the contents of para 2 of the reply on merits are wrong and


hence denied. It is denied that the contents of the para 2 of the


Writ Petition does not relate to the answering Respondents.


Answering Respondents are the owners of the Aircraft Company


and Respondent No. 1 is the regulatory agency empowered by


the Central Government to regulate the Aviation Industry and


activities all over India. Respondent No. 2 is the Ministry


exercising adniinistrative controls over attached organizations


like the Respondent No. 1. :


3. That the Wntents of para 3 of the reply on merits are not denied.


4. That the contents of para 4 of the reply on merits are not denied.


It is further submitted that this is the cause stated in the report


of the Inquiry Committee. The contents of para 10 of the


parawise reply . of the . Preliminary Objections above are


reiterated. It is further submitted that on 25.05.2011 Capt.


Harpreet Singh while piloting a flight from Patna to Delhi in


Pilatus PC-12 Registration No. VT-ACF owned by the Respondent


No. 3 and 4 died on the spot alongwith all crew members and


passengers due to air crash at Parvatiya Colony, Faridabad.
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That the contents of para 5 of the reply on merits are wrong and


hence denied. It is reiterated that the Petitioner has approached


the answering respondents time and again. The rest of the


contents of paragraph under reply are wrong and hence denied.


6. That the contents of para 6 of the reply on merits are wrong and


hence denied. It is further reiterated that for the nonpayment of


any compensation, the Petitioner was constrained to serve legal


notice on the Answering Respondent to email dated 23.08.2011.


But the Answering Respondents failed to comply with the terms


of the said Legal Notice.


7. That the contents of the para 7 of the reply on merits are wrong


and hence denied. It is further reiterated that the Petitioner


questioned the Respondent No. 4 about the insurance claim


received by them for the Air Crash which was reportedly about


Rs. 14 crores. It is further submitted that the same was denied


by the Respondent No. 4 stating that they had not received any


claim under any Insurance. On the insistence of the Petitioner/


Respondent No. 4 handed over the Insurance Policy issued by the


Respondent No. 5 to the Petitioner. It is further submitted that


now it is ^ear from the Counter Affidavit of Respondent No. 5


that the Answering Respondent have already received Rs. 13.49


Crores as Insurance Claim.


8. That the contents of para 8 of the reply on merits are wrong and


hence denied. It is further submitted that the Petitioner No. 1


requested Respondent No. 3 and 4 several times for payment of


just compensation but Respondent No. 4 kept on delaying the


matter on false assurances. Not only this. Answering


Respondents have also stopped taking calls of the Petitioner No.


1 and she finally on December 28, 2011 wrote a mail for the


settlement of Claim in the said Mail, she also highlighted that she


is the single mother supporting an infant without any income.


Even the said mail was never.replied. That the Petitioner received


Rs. 40 lakhs from different coverages is outside the purview of


the interest of the Answering Respondents for the simple reason
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that for these coverages. Deceased Capt. Harpreet Singh and the


Petitioner has paid premium themselves and therefore, it is none


of the business of the Answering Respondents. Thus, Answering


Respondents cannot escape their liabilities because somebody


has taken other coverages.


9 & 10 That the contents of para 9-10 of the reply on merits are


wrong and hence denied. It is also submitted that the Answering


Respondents are giving vague replies to the submissions of the


Petitioner. It is further submitted that That the Respondent No. 1


being the regulator of the Aviation Industry, given powers under


Rule 133 A of the Aircraft Rules, 1937, to issue Civil Aviation


^ Requirements (CAR) to Aircraft Owfiers. In exercise of said


^ statutory powers and duties. Respondent No. 1, vide Circular
dated 1.6.2010 titled Civil Aviation Requirement Section 3 Air


Transport Series 'C Part III Issue 11 (hereinafter the "Circular")


dated 1.6.2010, issued Minimum Requirements for Grant of


Permit to Operate Non Scheduled Air Transport Services. The


said Circular is annexed with the Petition. As per the above


Circular, for operation of any Non Scheduled Air Transport


Services, the permission of Government of India is required, It is


also stipuTated in the Circular, that this power has been
delegated to Respondent No. 1, based on which permission is


given by way of issuing Non Scheduled Operators Permit, by the


Respondent No. 1.


II. That the contents of para 11 of the reply on merits are wrong


and hence denied. It is further reiterated that Respondent No. 1


under Item 10 of the said Circular has also laid down "General


Requirements". As per clause 10.10 of Item 10 of "General


Requirements", it, is mandatory for every operator, to maintain a


current insurance for an amount adequate to cover its liability


towards passengers and their baggage, crew, cargo, hull loss


etc. It js further reiterated that Carriage by Air Act does not


provides a compensation amount of Rs. 7.5 Lacs. It is further


submitted that the Carriage by Air Act, 1972 is amended in 2009
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and third schedule was inserted as per Section 4A. It is further


stated that India is signatory to the Montreal Convention and


therefore. Section 4A was inserted in 2009. As per the third


schedule of the Carriage by Air Act under Rule 50 (as stated


above). State Parties shall require carriers to maintain adequate


insurance covering their liability under the provisions of the Third


Schedule. As per Rule 21(1) for damages arising under Rule 17


not exceeding one lakh SDRs for each passenger, carrier shall


not be able to exclude or limit its liability. Thus, one lakh SDRs is


the amount for which Respondent No. 1 to 4 cannot exclude their


liability. Not only this. Respondent No. 1 under Item 10 of the


said Circular (Civil Aviation Requirement stated above) has also


laid down "General Requirements". As per clause 10.10 of Item


10 of "General Requirements", it is mandatory for every


operator, to maintain a current insurance for an amount


adequate to cover its liability towards passengers and their


baggage, crew, cargo, hull loss etc. in compliance with the


requirements of the Carriage by Air Act, 1972. Therefore, it is


denied that the compensation of 1 lakh SDRs is applicable only to


the International Flights. It is further stated that the Air


Insurance as per the Carriage by Air Act needs to be maintained


was categorically mentioned by fhe Office of Respondent No. 1 in


their RTI reply dated 26.12.2011 in the RTI filed by the legal


heirs of the co-pilot who also lost his life in the unfateful air


crash. That the further contents of the paragraph are wrong and


has no applicability in the present Writ Petition.


12. That the contents of para 12 of reply on merits are wrong are


wrong and hence denied. It is further reiterated that the pilots


and co-pilots were not insured by the Answering Respondents as
evident from the Counter Affidavit of the Respondent No. 5 and


the reply of the RTI Application filed by the legal heirs of the Co-


Pilot where as the claim paid to the Respondent No. 3 and 4 is


Rs, 13.49 Crores.


13-15 That the contents of paras 13-15 of reply on merits are


wrong are wrong and hence denied. It is further reiterated that







no Insurance is nnaintained for the Pilots or Co-Pilots as evident
from the Counter Affidavit filed by the Respondent No. 5.


16-17 That the contents of para 16 of reply on merits are wrong


are wrong and hence denied. The contents of the Para 5 of the
Petitioners reply to the Preliminary Objection is reiterated and be
read as part of the present Para under Reply.


18 That the contents of para 18 of reply on merits are wrong are


wrong and hence denied. It is reiterated that the Petitioner is a
widow haying a daughter of around 1 year. It is also submitted
that the Petitioner has not only suffered emotional loss but also
the substantial financial loss. It is further submitted that without
the compensation sought under the present petition, Petitioner
No. 1 is unable to maintain herself and her newly born daughter.


19 That the contents of para 19 of reply on nnerits are wrong are
wrong and hence denied. It is further submitted that the
Answering Respondents have not only violated the mandatory
provisions of maintaining adequate insurance but also played a
fraud on the deceased Capt. Harpreet Singh and his family by not
maintaining adequate insurance as mentioned and promised in
the appointment letter of the deceased Capt. Harpreet Singh.


120. That the contents of para 20 of reply on merits are wrong are
wrong and hence denied. It is further submitted that at time of
unfortunate air crash, Deceased Capt. Harpreet Singh was
drawing a salary of Rs. 2 lakhs and which bound to escalate in
future.


21. That the contents of para 21 of reply on merits are wrong are
wrong and hence denied. It Is further reiterated that the due to
untimely loss of the husband of the Petitioner laid to an
extremely difficult situation and the Petitioner Is now living a
heavily Indebted life which will further deteriorate unless the
compensation is awarded.


22. That the contents of para 22 of reply on merits are wrong are
wrong and hence denied. It is further reiterated and confirmed
by the Counter Affidavit of the Respondent No. 5 that the
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" Answering Respondents have already received Rs. 13.49 crores


from the Respondent No. 5.


23-24 That the contents of para 23-24 of reply on merits are


wrong are wrong and hence denied.


25 That the contents of para 25 of reply on merits are admitted.


26-27 That the contents of para 26-27 of reply on merits are


wrong are wrong and hence denied.


That the contents of prayer clause of the Answering Respondents


are wrong and hence denied.


PRAYER


1. In view of the facts and circumstances, Petitioner reiterates and
prays for the reliefs sought by Petitioner in the Prayer of the Writ
Petition.


2. Reject the reply filed by the Respondents Nos. 3 and 4.


3. Pass any o-ther orders as this Hon'ble Court deems fit and proper
in the facts and circumstances of the case.


Petition^


Through


jn ^atri
Advocate,


Khatri & Khatri Law Offices,
RU-61, Opp: Power House,


Pitampura, New Delhi - 110034
11 ' Ph No.: 9811821185
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P. (C) 1867 OF 2012


Namrata Singh & Anr. .... Petitioner


Versus


DGCA & Ors. Respondents


AFFIDAVIT


Affidavit of Namrata Sinah W/o Late Capt. Haroreet Singh


Sekhon. aaed about 24 years, R/o F-2,6/382 i^aruti


^artments. Chitrakoot. Vaisliali Naaar, Jaipur presently at
New Delhi do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as under:


1. That I am the Petitioner in the present Rejoinder and fully


- conversant with the facts of the present matter and competent to


depose thereto.


2. r say that I have read the contents of the accompanying


RejoJn^^ which have been drafted by my counsel under my


^^s^uctions and say that the same are true and correct to my


DEPON0MT


VERIFICATION:


Verified at New day of March, 2013 that the


contents of the aforesaid affidavit are true and correct and nothing


material has hsjeeniFGOTiceal
Siii'i/S


ha3 ecte:';. \ . .. .


Dsihi an.,
thatBis ccnVi:.-: •


Which hsve fcccfi


has are tras o. coriioc:


Calii


'iCC: to


if/owiedge


Dslhj


DEPO
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


WP(C)


INRE


Namrata Singh & Another


186^/2012


Appellant


Versus


D.G.C.A & Others Respondents


INDEX


S. No. Particulars Pages


A


1-2


3-4


1


2


3


4


5


6.


7.


Index


Affidavit


Copy of proposal form


Copy of interim surveyor report dated 6.6.2011 5-14


Copy of report dated 15.11.2011 15-24


Copy of letter dt. 05.12.2011 25


Copies of letter dt. 16.04.2012, 15.05.2012


28.05.2012, 27.09.2012, 17.10.2012 seeking


information under RTI 26-30


Copy of Reply dt. 01.06.2012.& 26.10.2012


given by the insurance company 31-32


Copy of Insurance Policy S'S -


New^ Delhi


• (-


\


Fsfins


2 5,11)!.
Respondent no 3 & 4


I / •! DspiiiV
Dated: &D.D. SiSingh


Advocate for the appellant
343, Lawyer Chamber, High
Court ofDelhi,New.Delhi
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT DELHI


WP(C) 1867/2012


INRE


Namrata Singh & Another Petitioner


Versus


D.G.C.A & Others Respondents


AFFIDAVIT


I, Sunil Gaur S/o Late Sh K.P.Gaur aged 43 years CEO


M7SAir Charter ServicesPLtd D-67, Ground Floor, Defence Colony,


New Delhi, do hereby on solemn affirmation state and declare as


under:-


h # deponent is posted in the respondent no 3 com-
a'"'


^ and competent to swear the affidavit.
rv I, -V


That the respondent company has availed the coverage from


the respondent insurance company and the coverage in


respect ofthe pilots was also availed. The respondent insur


ance company has deliberately not placed on record all the


documents which are just and necessary for the disposal of


the case. The respondent company be allowed to place on


record the copy ofproposal form , policy, surveyor report
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and other documents. The respondent company is filling the


aforesaid documents and same be taken on record. The sub


missions asmade inthe present affidavit are true and correct


on the basis of the official record.


DEPONENT


Verification: ( Sumt )


Verified at Delhi on this 26 day of July 2013 that the


contents of above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge
and nothing has with concealedtherefi-om.


I 5 JU't


vr \\


DEPONENT


f -S>uyu/ 6r)<auY J


Vv" X J 4'-^


G







AiRnRAFT HI " ' /' lABlLTOFS PQLICY.


. .information Required For The Generation Of.Proposal
Name of the Insured-^Aircharter Services (P) Limited


Description of aircraft:


Passenger seating capacity
_Engine


2+9
P &W


1
i


Ma'i^e Year of i Licensed
type const : seating
and i capacity
series


•No


Declared


for the


purpose of
insurance


Registration
identification


marks


Number : Value
and type | of extra


j eqiiipm
ents


i
=1


1
1 utit


Engine
No. and


type


PPPPR
^ * 1 .


' Piliatus ' 2005 i 9+2
^PC- 1


1^/45 •


Private


Charter


VT-ACF P & W ' NIL
PT6A-
67B 1


r wCr r\


050.4./. 1
PC-1.2 i


Value of the aircraft


Year of


purchase


2011


Price paid


"Hssoooooo


Present value


135000000


j Value ofextra
; equipment and
. accessories


•• NIL _


Total value of
the aircraft for
insurance
135000000


Purnr^e for which.aircraft .will be used
Geo"^^c^mitswMa^!^^
By whom the maintenance is be carried out


Pri\/atfi Pleasure & Charter


Tft/h»rp will the aircraft be usually kept


Ts the aircraft nonnally kept in hangar-
Îf ye^ Stn^r.° of Hanger


"FxpRrAed number of Hours of utilization


.Wordwide 617. F
In India yet to be decided (As on
date Agreement not yet finalisedX
Delhi
No


500 Hrs.


Please


N/a


state the details of all accidents losses during last five years


Piease Provide the Past Insurance History
Name of Past Insurer
Premium


N/a


N/a


N/a


X)r. Mafiesfi Cl^ancCe'-
Sr.







Details of pilot whowould fly the aircraft


Name vlncenf Fuschelti
35+


' Flying Hrs. with 1500o turbine with 100 crossings


•Qeic'is-Of insurance Required ~ "


Section'II


Co'̂ nb-'iied Sinale Limit required INR 250000000gW?Wo Hundred Fifty
four crore two lacs onlyj)


SPcLonlll '


• ' answer is YES-please pjovide the Sum Insured)


' i ;-gssenger'i.iability required


imU of Liability per passenger :


2 ' pivu Party-Liability Limit Required


: of Liability - • • .


: • dHqgage liability reauired


cimit per passenger.


• "v.. vou require hull War-risk cover


')n.you. Require PA fo-r Pilots


L^c y,6u require LOL'for Pilots .- '


r 5,'.;v Fiight to be covered .
ves - • " . ^ \


. Yes


INR 5000000/ each for 9 Passangers


Yes • • ~ -


INR 250,00,00,000^


Yes


INR 25000/- each or 9 Passangers


Yes -


Yes, INR 5000000/- '


No "


Yes " •


When is the client getting the possession'of the Aircraft.
:• Where is'the'aircrafi right now? ' -
:] •Manufactui'er's details - . "


T.erryflfght'route &details. . "
i' Graf! purchase agreement -


IS any r-efurbishm'enl ihvofved? if yes. please provide.details
•V Exacl Bum insured details . _ _x '
5'i Is there any .training involved?
5,- Name of the Ferny Flight Operator
:L'"Details of Ferry.-Flight Pilot' • -


->ericci d! insurance-
c:.:o:v - -15/01/2Gi>'.-


Signai'jf/of the proposer
Da\e' -11/01/2011'. ...


To " - : 15/01/2012


16/01/2011
Bournemouth U.K


PilatusPCTl2


Attached •' - J


if necessary can provide
No- ^
Provided above


No ' -
RangefiayerlNC


Already Provided


"v-r-
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Sqn; Ldf. KAPIL Wl OMAN (Retd.)
:^.Sc. (Engg.)-:^gineer. Surveyor &Loss Assessor


Licence No ; SLA/28945 Valid upto 19.07 2015.
R Ta* Rean. 1^6;:
ucenuei^iu.-.


S.Tax Regh. No.: DLI/ST/lS/200/2001
Permanent Account N&i::AAQP
E-Mail : kapilniohian49@yahoo.GQ.uk


C-1, 1636, VASANir KUN.
NEW DELHI-110070 "C/
PHONE."26894348


'26891'936


FAX ; 26894348 ,
Mobile No.: 9811031732


vtfitKnfit-Bi^ailice


Ref. No. KM/..ULI


United India Insurance Co. Ltd.,


Head Qffiee,
24 Whites Road,
Chenriai-6000r4.


SUB. : faferiaii,iSa:rve^^ elEiolSiS^te
immi


Policy No>


1n/oi /820000Qi Ht.25^01.11 &ti^600/43/l6/ni^8^


Dear Sir, ... w, ^ - j;;
Please refer the above mentioned Ireported loss for which we were deputed


on 26 52011 by the office to survey and assess the loss. The subject survey w^.conducted
by me on 26.05.2011 at Parvatia Colbny, >Jew Industrial Township^ Faridabadi It was '̂>
learnt that the insured aircraft had crash landed at about 2240 hrs. on. 25.5,11 oa root ot
house no. 1254, Gali No. 3 belonging to Mr. Shobha Ram Sehrawat There was strong
storm in the area and aircraft was seen flying low in night. Its nose^direction was opposite
to the landing direction after the crash .i.e. towards Mathura side instead, of being towards
Delhi side. The aircraft caught fire after crash and itwas resting on rooftop ofthe house.
Engine and Propeller had got separated firom the aircraft after impact and these were lying
in courtyard of the house. The Cockpit front portion and half of the fuselage was badly
burnt. Total offive passengers and two crew members^died in* the crash. Three ladies on
ground lost their lives who were sitting on roof of Iheir house. The accident was reported


Based on our initial verifications, astatus report dt.26.5.1,1 was issued by us.
The insured was requested to subtpit the claim' supporting documents as f>er


our mail dt.26.5.2011. We again visited the accident/.crash'site on 31,5.2011, 01.6.2011
and 02.6.11 to verify the extent ofdamages to two houses and contents which could not be
verified by us on 26.5.2011 due to on going investigations by police, forensic, DGCA and
otherageneies. . j t


All the Hull claim supporting documents have been verified'and collected by
us from the insured's office at IGI Domestic Airport, New Delhi. We. also visited the office
of DGCA at Safdaijung Airport and" met Mr. Sharan, Jf. Director General. The
clarifications on operation of Medical Evacuatidn Plight and relevant CAR No.
AV.14027/02/2002-AT.1 dt.01.6.20l0 were spught.fiom him.


The following interim Hull survey report is issued based-on our physical
verifications and documents submitted bythe insured and verified by us:-


1) . Insured


\ On'ucd —-i


M/s Air Ghaiter Services Pvt Ltd.,
G-5 Building, 4"* Floor,
Room No. 402/412,
IGI Domestic Airport, Palam,
New Delhi-Mi0037'.


\
\
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2) Insurers


3a) Policy Number


3b) Endorsement Numbers


4) Type of Policy


5) Tenure ofPolicy


GonlihuafiQn'̂ hi^M;;?^;v.n
United India'InsUrancc Co. Ltd.,
60j Sicylark Building, 5"' Floor,


New


040600/43/10/01/00000002.


>1) O4O60O/43/^O^»060por
dt.25.01.20n. i


iO oi^6bd/43/ft/^iy^2oo(>oo4"
.,dt.30.01.2011.


; Aviation Hull All^tisks Policy.


: 16.01.2011 to 15,01.2012 i


;6) Risk Covered And Sum Insured^ :
a) Fixed Wing Pilatus PC-12/45 Aircraft:


RegistratioiiM6;: VT-ACF
:S1»:632; ^
Mfr. Year: 2005» Turbine Engine.
Seating Capacity :2 Crew Menibei?Si#lip


b) Third Party Liability including :
passenger legal liability ofRs.50.00Lacs.
Per Passenger and Baggage - Legal
Liability of Rs.25000.00 per Passenger.


Hull AH Risk
Rs.135000000100


7)


8)


9)


Place of Accident


5 On'25.5.201T>at(about.H0:40.PM.


: Onipofoihouse noi^S5^
^ew Industrial Township,


Faridabad.


Asst. Mgr, Accounts Fin.
b> Mr. Sunil'Gaur, bEQ.


M/s Air Charters'Services Pvt. Ltd.,


NewDelhi.;


c) Mr,Shobha?R?un Sehrawat,
i^erarHousei'hjloi'̂ ll254wGaIi No3,
Parvatia\€olony^!!


^ ^l){ew Industrial Township, Faridabad'
d) Mr:Chitranjan Singh,


House No. 1255, Gali No3,
Parvatia Colony,
NewtodustrialTownshi


id) - The Accident Details : The AccidenfcdetailS as narratedlby the)representative
ofthe insuredand collected by us 'is as follows:--


1/


X


V







Sqn. Ldr. KAPIL M (Retd.) continuation sheet ,
On 25.5.2011 Capt. Haipreet Singh Sekhon (PIC) and Capt. Manjeet


Kataria (Cprpjlbt) were flying (Medical charter/ evacuation flight)) back the insured
aircraft VT-ACF from Patna^to^Dfelhli albng •with five paissengers i.e. Mr. Rahul-
Patierity MedicaKA^^ndent, Mr. Ratnesh'Kuoiar^ Relative of'̂ Patienti
Dr. Sayyed Arshad and Dr. Rajesh Jain (Both of Apol)o Hospital, Sarita Vihar,
Delhi). The insured aircraft


"VS


11)


encountered; Delhi Radar cleared the #r^aft to (descend tpiilight level if^
the aircraft was seen on Radar as cUmibiiijg to 14000;
lost eonlrol with the ATC Delhi. The^^aircraft had subsequentlyxrash landed in
Nose down condition on roof bf housevno. 1254, Gali No. 3; Parvatia Golony^ -NIT
Faridabad.


Our Verifications : We visited Parvatia Colony, New Industrial Township,
Faridabad bn 26.5.2011 to verify the loss of insured's aircraft VT-ACF and other
ground damages caused due to crash. Itwas seen that the Rear halifof the Euselage
was found resting on rooftop of the house no. 1254/3 and front half was hanging
on the wall of adjacent houserin badlyJ^ burnt condition.) The)<l^ose dntipactspflintHof'
the aircraft had made a big hole in the roof ofvthe hojl.^e. JfajMnose dirpctionma.s
opposite to the landing direction i.e. towards Mathuratislde*instead!ofbeing towards
Delhi .side. The Engine was seen resting in courtyard of the house and Prop With
Hub was separate and its blades were bent from mid span. The'jroliewihg^^^
observations were Hiadfe:-


a) Aircraft
i) Aircraft VT-ACF is badly broken at^d' caught, fire afte^^^ crash.,landing. Its


registration number w^ confirmed frbni one ofthe broken< panels af^sitei
ii) its rear halffuselage and tail plane &fm etc. were seen in badlydamaged condition


on rooftop.
iii) The fronthalffuselage & coclq)it wasbadly burnt.
iv) Engine and Propeller were found detached from lheaircraft: Engine!SI.No. PCE PR


0504 was noted.


v) Various aircraft panels & instrumentetci wiere sicsatteredJioh! roof^to^
ground.


Note : the mrcraft isbadly broken!aridi'bumt.It1s decl^^^^^


__b). '


0
Sehrawat and Family.


ii) House No. 1255/3, Parvatia Colony, NIT Resident : Sh; Chitranjan
Singh and Famiily.


yaHOurhc)us05?H^ld^ednti^^ Houses were badly bijifcliiliW
roof cracked and full ofblack smoke coding;;,:


c) Loss of IjjfeOn^Sroiinia
debris and fire;-


\ '
\







Continuatibn Sheet.Sqn. Ldr. KAPIl. MSHAN (Retd.)
i) Mrs. Vedvati,Age46yrs. WifeoCiSh.'Shobh^iRam.
ii) Mrs. Savita, Age28yrs.'l!)aUghterofSh„Shobha'Kam»
iii) Mrs. Rani Devi, Age 20 yrs. Daughter In Law ofSh. Shobha Riant.


Few of the rescuers were injured whiiehelping in the rescue act.


P:V


- m


19-7-2015


d)


e)


12)


13)


14)


15)


a)
i)


ii)
Ki)
iv)
V)
vi)
vii)
viii)
ix)


b)
0
ii)
iii)
iv)
V)
vi)
vii)
viii)


Passengers :.


died in the crash.


All the five passengers brilicl^d the airefaft V(/ere:bu):nt a^^


Crew Both the pilotswere bwiijt and died in the crash.


Verific^ibn^irrini The insured : We visited the iri^Ufed's^^ b^^^
31.5.2011 at IGI Airport, New Delhi to verify the claim supporting documente and
to know the circumstances of accident/ crash. "Ehe insuredi^has stat^dkUie samefacts
as mentioned in the accident details. Thestatement of rep^esentatis^e of the insured
was obtain^ and the sameisattached with this report (Annexure-'H).


Report of CEO : The CEO of the insured was-contacted'to iknow the
circumstances of accident. Hehas statediithatitKe^bad weather is causeof accident.
Copy ofhis repprt dt.30.5.11 is attached as Annexure-IIL


Tefehniteal Renort of AME : The insured 'has submitted 'the AME, Mr.
Avadesh Gupta, report dt.30.5.2011 which, shows that the alrcraft' canH b,e repaired
and declared as "Total Loss". Copy oftheAME report isattached'als Annexure-IV.


Vegification of Aircraft Documents : Thefollowing photocopy documents;
ofthe Aircraft were obtained!by us and'details noted.


Certificate Of Registration


Name of the Owner / Operator


Certificate No.


Category
Registration No,
SI, No., YearofManufacturing
Nationality
Make/lvlpdel .
Usual Station
Date of issue


Certificate:bfAiiwOrthiness ••
Certificate No; ,
Rejgistfatlon^(b.
SI. No.


Category
DateoPssue
Valid upto
Minimum Crew Necessary
Max. Weight


(Annexure-V)
M/s Air Charter Services Pvt. Ltd.,
D-67, Ground Floor; Defence Colony,
New Delhi-110024.


W-AGF


632/2005
Indian


PilatusPC-12/45
Amritsar.
2li01!2OlL


(Annexure--^)
6288


632


Nonoal, Passenger.
2L0i.201l


H;05i20B


Two


4500Kgs.


,v^
r-







.Sqn. Ldr:-
X. Ceitifiehte-Siteeasie'^


ConfiHuSitloMSSKe


C) ' •Ceitilifeaie-aifefeleasie^ito'Sfe^ •• lie
been submitted and the same is attaehp^^S Arinbxure-Vli tK«6wing details are


.


tm


7-^-


noted :-


i) Certifieate No.
ii) Registration No.
iii) Aircraft Type
iv) Date of Issue
v) Inspection Carried Out


i?5.20ll


lilatusP&12/45
#;S;2()lll at J437:3^^F hrs..
}^p6fll(i^^sly-rep^iSo!^ as due


for (©yefhaul.


16) Klbts BiaiiFti<kiiatsA liufj "--.v-v.---v.\ :s.


Pilot : The particulars of the pilot in.>command Gapt. Harpreet Singh'Sekhon has
been obtained and the isame aregiveh#dow:-


i)


V)


Licence Type &^No.
ii) Vaihd;3|̂ to-
iii) Endbrsementas PIG
iv) Medical Status


: €PL^S2SJsd^5^i2007
: 14.5.2012


: Fit. Medicalvalid from 1'5.6.2010
foFstwelveiiTQirtlis.


Total; Flying Experience upto 25;Si^lihjt :-
Total Hrs. ? li hi&:^ OnM
Total Ori Type : 1323 ©0 hrsi


Copy oflicence (Ann.-VIIIA) and medical certificate (Ann'.-VIIIB)i are foundUo be in
order and iattached.


B. Co-PilQt : The particulars of the Co-pilot Capt. Manjeet Kataria has been
obtained and the same are given^below-


i) Licence Type &No.
ii) Valid upto •
iii) Endor;^nietrt0?1^ ; %
iv> Medical'Status :


v) Total Flyi»gtp^perience upto 25.5.2011
TotalsHrs.: :
Total On Type (01.4.11 to 22.5.11) :


CPL-7312 dt.23.12.2008
22.12.2013.


PC-12 dt,25.03.2aiL
Fife Medical valid'̂ from 2^4®©;iii
for twelve months;


320:24'Hrs.


59:40^Hrs. + 20;00)Hrs.' Simulator.


Copy of licence (Ann.-^IXA) and medical certificate (Ann.-IXB) are found to be in order
and iattached.


17) Aircraft Logbooks : Th?'photocopies'of the Iqf.boqks^ of; the. Aircraft
Airframe and Engines, were obtained by us andverified'rThe following information


noted by usfrom the log books -


A) Airframe
a) Registration Mo.
b) Type
C).


Engines SliNo;
Total Hrs.


(Annexure-X)


PilatusPC


632
PCH'FR-06M
1485:24'hrs. as on 25'.5120l!l


\ .
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-B).
a) _
b)


C)
d)


C)
a)
b)
c)
d).


D)


E)


F)


18);


i9)


KAPIL MOHM
Last Inspectiph


EngjftiSv^aptiiajlars
Engine "type '
Engine SLMov
Total%ii^;(As^n 25.5f^^1)
Last Ihispeetibn.


Propeller Particulars
Ekigiiye
Propeller SliSlQ.
TSN (Dn 9.5.11)
Total Time (As oh 25.5.11)


GonlinuatiQn isheet;.^^


100 hrs. and all lower schedule inspection
carried out on 23.2.11 at 1295:06 hrs and


on ls5.4.2011 at 1392: A/F hrs.
Propeller Sl.no. KX 238 was,removed as due
for overhaul and an overhauled Propeller
sIjio. KX 152 was installed in the aircraft


(TSN/TSAO 1622:42 / 00:00 hrs.) on 09.5.11.


(Annexure-XI)
PT-6A-67B :


PCEP-R-0504


1485:40 hrs.


C ofA inspection carFied out on 21.01.2011
at 1249:42 hrs. .


100 hrs. and all lower schedule inspection
cairied out on 23.21111'at 1295:06 hrs. and on
15:04.11 at 1392:lf8Engine hrs.


(Annexure-Xll)
PCERR-0504


KX 152


00:00 hrs.


47^81irs. ' '


Snag Register : There were,no existing snags on any'systemcof the
Aircraft prior to this accident. Cppy of snag register for the period 20)01.2011 to
23.05^2011 was obtained and is found to be in order. Copy attached as Ann,-XIII.


Tech Logs : There, were no existing ^nagS) on .an: '̂ system of&e
Aircraft prior to this incident. Copy of the fli^t log'book (With PDR) for te
period 14.04.11 to 25.5.2011 was ol^ned and is found to be in order. Copy
attached as Annexure-XIV.


Lifed Component Record Sheet : The lifed' components records sheets
and maintenance records of the insured Tvere verified for VT-ACF Aircraft and the
same are found to be in order. Noneofthe component isfound to"^be nearing itslife:
expiry.


Air Qperatoir PermitYNon-Scheduled) ; The insured has submitted thei


copy of the Pemiit to operate for non scheduled Air Transport Services
(Commercial AirTransportation) yid,e permit no. 15/2008 dtI2.5J2011 valid upto
14,05.2013. The registration number of the <insured'''aiccraft Vl-ACFi appears at
SI.No. 6 ofthe permit. Copy ofthe Pennitis^i^ched'as Annexure-XV.


CAR (Civil Aviation Requirement for Non-Scheduled'Air Transport Services:
The insured has submitted theCAR vide File No.rAV.14027/02/2002-AT.l


dt.01.6.2010, Section 3 Air Transport Series *C' Part III (Annexure-XVI). As per
thisi the insured should fiill fill thefollowing requirementstr


a) Para 2 . 2.3 (page -2^ (Apolicabilitv &ScoDe> ; OpenUions with' single
Engine Aeroplanes shall be conducted only on doniestic sector except for medical


"ttl:


X,: •







Sqn. Ldr KftP|ll MOMAM fReWi) ContiiiuationSheet^
evacuation flights and shall be QperatedfalQng..5uch<routes,or w such.^areas for
whicih surfaces are available which.permit a safe forced landing to be executed.


b) Para :9;i 9:2^Bagfe '11^wtiRcauircn^^^ for^continuedioperjtionl ^
to irtteiiiatiphsl destind^ permission from'DGCA shall be obbpriiiffQ^i^
notice peribd of one day will be required. This notice period may be waived'off for
medical evacuation flights, relief flights, during natural calamities and ambulance
flights, in which case the name of the patient and doctor should be provided to
DGCA. However, single Engine aircraft will npt be allowed to operate to
iritettiatibnialdestiriatiorts except formedical evacuation flights.


The above matter was discussed withsiMr. ShaFani Jt. DiEeetor, General;,D,0^A in
his office on 03s6*2011. He h^iislated that there has been §ome confusionsin the
language as per para .2.3 but para 9i2 is very clear. He has confirmed"that the


-c:


A


§


20)


the operator. Th-g-Singte Engi^^^ to Ay r
flights ondomestic and inteiSational'lfbutes.


In view ofabove, there was no i^EA mltetand regUl^^^
insured.


News Paper Clippings : The news of Crashv of VT-ACF andt deathsof
all the seven oh board (five passengers & two crews) along with three persons on
ground was widely published in the news papers and media. ^ ipermevyAPapers
and media, the flight was not authorized' but' the insured confirmed that the said


•^biilance tlTgfif'was appfoved'iBy "DGCA and'the insured) was carrying out the
siniilar flights before & after this accident / crash. ,Inithis"regp-d; the insured has
submitted the copy offlight plan arid DCjCA approval forsimiW flints on.similar
aircrafts even after the present'accident. TheseVere verffledl'and'"details are given
below:-


a) Medical Evacuation Flights>conducted ONand prior to 25.5.2011i
i) On 25-5.2011 VT-ACG:DeIhi-Patria;
ii) On 25.5.11 VTACF;'Delhi-Patna. ^
iii) On 25.5.11 VT-ACF : Patna-Delhi (CRASHED)'(Flight plan Is attached as


Annexure^XVII.
iv) On 02.5.11 VT-ACG :Delhi-Patna.
v) On03.5.11 VT-ACG :Delhi-Rwpur.
vi) On 04i5.11 VT-ACG ; Patna-Delhl.
vii) On09i5.11 VT-ACG rBelhisRe^v,


b) MfedicalEva^uaiidh
i) On 30.5.2011 VT-MEG: Between Delhi-GiiwaKati-Delhil
ii) Oil 02.6.11 VT-ACG : Between Delhi-Udaipur-Delhi.


two flights were verified and cbplesf^att^


/H7







Accident Report). The copy ,of the mair.dt.26.5.11 with A
obtained and is attached with this rep^;t^nnexUre-XIX^^


A?1 r %as


s •


22) Policg jUfepoi^ : Copy of the policc report^ ix. Daily StationilDiaty, (GD Entry
Nd/1^^6.5.2011 in respect of^a9<ydent was issuediby Mr, Ashwani
ASl, The case has been registered under section 174 I.P.C. i.e. Death due to
Aircraft crash. The DD was verified by Us at P^S. Saran, Faridabad and'it is found
to be inordien Copy of thepolice reportfisattached as Annexure-XX.


23) Weather Report : As per Ibcal residents, hews paper clippings and
insurer's stiatement, there was very strong stoim in the area at the timeofaccident /
crash. ' '


24) Injuries ToPassengers'& Crew : Mr, Sunil Gaur, CEO of the insured, was
contacted to know the &cts ofthe case. He has stated the ?atne lfact$^as mentioned
in theaccident,details. Hehas also prpvidediUs the copyofthepassenger manifest.


Thefollowing passengers and crfew members wereonboard the Aircraft VT ACF at
the time of accident:-


a) \ .
i) Dr.Sayycd Arshad.
ii) Dr. Raje^h^Jain.
iii) Mr. Rahul-Patiertt.
iv) Mr. Cyril Joy
v) Mr. Rathesh^I^m^ Isiktt^


Copy ofthe manifwt is atta6hiedfdsvi^h6^^3ii^Ii.


i) Capt. HarpreetSingh Sekhon,PIC.
ii) Capt. ManjeetKatari^lGb^ild^


All the and passengers^ost their "lives linitfieawident. C^^i^iof[their post<>
mortem reports weie obtained and these are found to be iii' order. Copies ofthe post
mortem reports areattached asAnnexure-JQtlL


Third Party Damages : ^We .visited! the hpuse ,1254'&. 1^5, Gali
no. 3, Parvatia Colony, Faridabad W?26.'5.20l"j &31.5,2qy|!l|Vandlcontacted' die
head of the family. Their statements)^ dnVcircumstances„and'fextent"of'losses
recorded and the photocopies of the statements are attached withj this report
(Annexure-XXIII &Annexure^XXlV). The complete inventories ofcont^fs were
also made by us. The assessment of'Ae loss;would' beidone in\Wrdination wth
civiladministt^^ionsofFaridabadi


a) Ground Casualty : Thp following >three persons on,^groundv lost their


i) Mrs. Vedwati W/o Mr. Shobha Ram.
ii) Mrs. Savit^^DaughtwofMr. ShdjtjhaRain.
iii) Mrs. Rani Devi, Daughter in law ofMr.>Shobha Ram.







^qn. Ldr. KftWL Mi(W«N (RSW;) Gbntiriuati6hvShefet..fl......
b) Damages To Hbuses &Contents : House No, 1254 & 1255 and


contents had got badly burnt / danriaged' /heat / water damaged: The civil
assessment to'buildingand'Conteiiite,;WQiu]d'l>6'dpne in duecourse. .


26a) • ProhabtoCaiises^oMcfeidteht-The
damages to the aircr^: ttfe a^
reasons:-


i) Bad Weather i.e. Stormi lightningi^ail st0nn etc..
ii) Electrical / Mechanical breakdbwh of iairctaft criticial systems i.e. Engine or


flying controls etc., ^
iiiy FOD i.e. Foreign Object Damages'̂ o^alrcraftfdue to birdistriice etc..
iv) Pilot error due to misjudgement ofvarious situations inside Cockpit or outside


the aircraft.


All the above situations are covered ;


26b)


27)


a)
b)


c)


d)


Cause ofBoss: : As per the discifssions with insured, local residents atc^h
site, DGCA officials, media reporte^antfour opinion, thp^iAircraft'VT-ACF got into
severe dust storm over Faridabadi 'arpai while approaching'Delhioi^rt and'pilot
lost control of it. The pilot had notreported any malfunction-ofany aircraft system
except bad weather encountered, ^s per the opinion in post mortem^reports all^the
Passengers &Crews Members and persons on ground"^,hreeinos.^;,hadildiedtidue to
shock as a result of extensive bum'iofantemo^tem natureM^icfifareolikely to be
caused due to aircrash. The accident / wash took place due to bad^ weather. The
cause of accident is alsobeing investigated by DGCA.


©Pinion. : Based on above.lacis £
thefollowing opinion is,formed:-


The Aircraft was ainvorthy for the flight
All the log books and other recordslof maintenance of the!>Aircraft have.beep'
verified by us and these are found' to be'in cider.
There was no violation of:any rules and regulations issued by competent authority
i.e;,DGCA.


28) Raxiis of Aj^e^ebfc i The following basis have been adopted while
assessing


a) HULL : The insured aircraft VT-ACF is decl^ed< as totali loss. The loss has
been assessed on thebasis ofagreed'vahiC;M;j)pr.policy.


b) : Only legal liabilify'limit lias been specified
for thepassengers and baggage mthe policy.


TKirHljfti^^iabilitvrrPU : On^ the legal
granted for persons. The assessme^t^forproperty damage) lyouldtbe done'separately
after receipt ofclaim supporting documeols fromi the third partyz/imsured


V







Sqn. Ldr. KAPIL MOHA»pfeilii) ^ ,
'C- d) siiipplp.mentary Expenses : There is no


expenses (AVN 76) in the policy.


Gohtoqatiian^^^
coverage s^jipifeiphtary L


A


29) To<>» Assessnrent : The :fG!fo^iipis our loss assess^


A) Loss of Aircraft:-
Sum Insured ^
Amount Allowed '•


Less : Salvage (Scrap value) :


Net Loss


RSvl35OQ00OO.GO
1^^135000000/00


MOOOlDb


1^.134990000^00


(Rupees Thirteen Crores. Forty Nine liacs; i^ndoNinety Thbusandtoiily).


conditions


Remarks


17^ The loss assessment for Property damaps would be>idone on receipt of claim
supporting documents in due course\of«time.
Claim form duly filled up is attachedwitli this report as,Anne^cute^.2) Claim form duly


This report is issued without prejudice


isiS^SdSliiii


(KAPI


26945
Vafldiupto


>r,; ii>N,


c
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-sqn- L^-. ' •.
^'.Sc (tfngg:) . ,
^giiieer, Surveyor,&;li;oSiS./te5essor. : . .
i-'icftnceNo • SLA/28945'NiCalidfUiFrto 1:9:07 201^
S. Tax Rflfln. No. : AAQl>M60k5k$Tp01
Permanent AcGount;NO0 -A^0PM6O,85k
E-Mail kapilmdhan49@yahoo.co.uk


WilhouiiPheiti'dicfe


C-1,


NEW DEL'Hl-I'l0070
•PHONE ''266'9"4346 .


§M^1836
.FAX ; :.;^6aS4i348.
lV»6bilb>Nai^ ^^10311^32


Re! No KM/.t Dated...!. .^.7.( I::.. a.1J.


<1,


Uniied India Insurance ("o. Lid.,
I load (')rike,


?.-] Whiles Road.


C henniii-600(i 14.


Final .Sur\cv Rcoort : Loss of Aircraif VT-AO* Due ! o Ci;asli
Laiulmg At Faridahad On 25.5.2011. A/c Air Charters Stfir\ iccs P. Lul;
Policy No. 040600/43'/|iOVO'1/0()(!)00002'. E'lidbrscmeHt Nos. OU()60()y43/
10/01 /82000001 dl.25.01.ir'<S. 040()00/43Al0/0'l/82000004urt.30'.0r.n.


Dear Sir,


Please roiei ou' inleiim siirve\ lepoil no KM/DI'l /AVN /lObS dt 06 6 201 1
in rospecl ol'alMU'e monlioned loss. Ihis rcpoit was issued onl\ Ini Ikill Ioss houiuse PA
passengers, crew and iliird parly liabiliiv rbini supporlong dcwmiienis had nol lieea
nrcu idcd lo us.tjY^llve iJiiiypck.


resj


in.Mirec


si.i;-V'.;\ report. . - .


We hav:c iwade extra o.dina[\ eflorib lo coniacl various piities invoiwd n
ihv a'-xident and consequcnl ihiid paiU •.iaims The llnal set of doeuinenls h?is oeen
received bv us from the insured on;09 Ii 7011 In Older to obtain and lo vciily ihe details
ofihe elaims as pei para 1lb, 1Ic, 1Id and Iie, tne following wcie eomaclcd,b\ i',s and
various documents were - . .


I) M/s Air Charter Services P. Ltd.. Insured Mr NitiSh Arora, Mgr: hiii;;;
Was contaeled for various documents lie informed us that tlu' Crew fBoth PiUots)
and passengers were co\ered under the Legal Liability clafcise aiiai^hed to ihe HiiH
Policy. Details ofCrew and Passengers aie given mour siirvc\ repoit dt 06 62011


He. has ai,so, provided us the copies of the lormal chiim lodging letteis
received b\ them Irnm the parents / nc\l ol km of Pilot<; and the p^iiicnt (Mi Rahul
Raj) and his eruiWin (Mr Raiesh KumaO Refer paia 24aiii and 24av d •
report. ^


It w.is t".in!lrn.ved by Mr. Njti.shiAat nOiO^^^^^^ ''""-'i'


(1^-) i -


by any.:0nc,e1'se. ';l2vg.|Q(lj;(!n^iw
ShNio.


a)


c)


('apt. Iiarprcet S'ngh
^eisiu'inj-j'lC
Maiijiit Kata'rta>-(i-0'l^i:iyi',


Mailer 'l^ivhu.l> |t|ij •;


Advocate.


IMii


I A .( J >t


\







2)


Continuationi'Sheet


r • Father of Mr Rahul Raj
Masten Ratnesh Kumar 20750000.00' Sh., Rabindra Prasad.


Father of Mr Ratnesh


<,Kumar.


e) Ms.Savita 5000000.00 Husband.


0 5000000.00 Legal Liability.


g) . 5OOOOOOi0Q)' ''Legal' Liabirity
;li) KE)irS.R|yeShHI^^ • 5000000.00 Legal: Liability


lil • Mr.'CytiiSFP 3oy 75000100.00 Father of Mr. CP Joy;


,i) Dr. Syed Ar^had , 5OO.0OQ0.OO .'Liegaliviability


a) A lettfer'dt.23.8.11 from Mrs. W/o Capt. HS':SplTb;n;iSll!fer •
has claimed Rs.20992000'.00' (Rupees Two €rores. Nine Lacs. And


Two -Thousand only), lowstdis'the.corrijsensat^
as Annexure-I.


b) A Legal notice dt.03.10.20i 1 from Sh. Arun Khatri, Advocate tor death
claim of Pilot Sh. Manjeet Kataria. An amount of Rs.1.00 Crores.
(Rupees One Crone. Only)> has been claimed aS' compensation. Copy
attached as Annexure-Il.


c) A letter dt.22.7.11 from Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Father of M'aster Rahul Raj,
Patient who died in the aircrash Sh. Rajesh Kumar has claimed Rs.2'00 .
Crores. (Rupees Two Crpres Only) as the compensation. Copy is
attached as Annexure-Ill.


dii letter dt.22,7,lli from'>Sbi''!Rabindra! Prasad" (Biiother ,of''Sh.' Rajeshi "
Kumar), Father of Sh. Ratnesh Kumar, Attendeut of Mast-- Rahul Rri
Patient who died in the airci<<sh, Sh. Rabindra Prasad' has claimed
Rs 2.00 Crores. (Rupees Two C'ores, Only) as the compensation Cop\
Is attached as Annexure-IV.


e) A tetter dt. Nil from'IJjareshsvMusbJind'^fpi
claimed Rs.5ff.0G Lacs, as corhpensatibn. Copy islattaehed;^^


M/s Apono HospitaK Sarita Vihar. New Delhi : We were ayvare tfiat
two doctors and one male nurse were also traveliling in the air ambulance airciaft


• when It met with the accident. All the tnree lost their l.ves in :ne crash Rcfc. puia
24ai, ii -& iv ofitheireport, . : •" >.


Thefollowing officials werej^JrtiiacJfed^atffi^


a) Mr. Shiv Kumar, VP Operations; ,
b) Mr. CP. Tyagi, GM Finance.
c) Mr.'Rohit Kumar, GM HR. ' '
d) Mr. Sanjay Saxena, Asstt. Mgr. HR.'


A nieeting was held .in the office of Mr. Tyagi on 09,8.2011 and oui
purpose of visit was explained to them. Unfortunately, they had<noiclue about the sub|ca
and did not know how to proceedf-further; ::v


They 'were requested to isflbMjithe^ as per our maiii :.'
dt.09.8.20n:-


i) Appointment letters of Doctors andi'Male Nurse.
ii) I5etails of nominees declared by them in official records with documentaiy


evidence.


• . - • •• • ' - • . . " .. ...


. .. . .\ -$• ..
•••


0







v..


»!??!??«


Sqru tar. l»fcra®i«RI8(Retd.) Continualioi>tSheet..5. --•
Vast dtawn-sdary certificate o®lWi5®e&and^ea^ fbrcQst to
(CTC). . . , • , ' •
Copy of agreement with M/s AirCharter Services, ifany. ^
Copy of requisition document to M/s Air Charter for fljght on 26^5.20J 1.
Details of payment recei\'ed;/from'; patient faniily for -
payments madeto flight operator. ' -


vii) Copies of the claim letters received from next of kin / legal heirs for the
rmanciai«e0.rhpen§ation; for the loss of life.


viii) Copies ofdeath certificates and post;mortemTep:0irts^:f#^ilp:j^iaa^^^^^^


We again
submitted by the^KR oifficials in respect ofdiocj^rS a^


Sa1ary deta iIs.(Annexure-V1)
Death certificates. (Annexure-Vil)
Post MiPFt^itiiefiow^
Letter of appointments. (Annexure-lX) -
Letters ofcoritract agreements. (iArtii^^re^X)


We-^have-?been':provided%ithiKe«S0jTitact5^ilre^
per the details given below:-


a) Dr. Rajesh Jaite Address . 2, Gautam Nagar, Meerut Road,,,Gjj^ziabad.
b) Dr. Syed Ayhad" Abbas. Address NowU-i, Pattan, Di'stt.' Baramulla, J & K- .


m\2\.


c) Mr. Cyril P;' 3oy. Addi!ess; Punnackapadavi (House), Vazhakulam PO,
Muvattupuzh-68^67GvKavana, Disu Emakulam, Kerala.


The hospital has confirmed'vide, mailr dt,'08.>9.201!'
that no communication of any has been received by them fromi the families of
doctors / nurse after the crash. However, we have received a letter dt. Nil vide mail
dt. 13.10.201from Sh. Joy Cyriac,. Father ofMale Nurse Mr. Cyriac P. Joy. Copy attached
(Annexure-XI). Sh,^ J^^^^ has claimed R.s.7:.00 Lacs. (Rupees Seventy Five i^acb
Only) as comipensdtiQPv ' , j.j i


f he finance department of'hospital has confirmedthat they did not have any
written agreeminMi^ Air Charter P, Ltd for the-said flight Mostly, the flights;are
arranged on telephone. : •


3^ Residents atFaridabad The two houses had got damapd on ground
due to crash of insured aircraft. We visited the residences of following persons on
m..9.20i1,andl0j9.U"-at.Fanda6^%^^ . , .


a) Sh. Shobha Ram :Address; H.No. 1254/3, Part72, NIT„Faridabad.
b) Sh. Chitranjan Singh, S/o Ms. Leelawati, Address : H.No. 1255/3, Part-2,


NIT, Faridabad.


The insured aircraft had crashed over their houses and damaged them. Three
famty members of Sh. Shobha R̂am>'had-also died idue.ito. cra?h; -They were
reqtiesled to co-operate in our verifications. 'Their statements were recorded' and
copies are attached (Annexure-XIl &Xlll).







;


lo-y-ziiis


Ldr. KAPIL MOHAN fRetd..) Contmuation^Sheet i
Both the persons co-operated with-us and a detailed inventory was prepared


by us for damages to the property on ground. Refer para 11'b of our report
dt.06.6.2011/The details of datnages noted by us (Refer para 25 of report').


V/e also visited the office of DC Fanjdabad and obtained.tne.reports /
detailed report of damages to house hold goods and property; Copies are attached
as Annexure-XrV & XV.


The statem?ntSiQf Sh. Shobha Ram-and'Sh. Chltrar-^an were recorded again
and the same are attached as.AntiexurerX'VI & XYTl.


The foliowiiig diamages-toiprop^y have been ses;n'ljy us:-


a) Mr. ShobhaiRam;-


SI.No. Description m-
•• • V [ Burnt\/f^!|:;tilrrsl^ !:


stTioke-damaged.


ii) Dressing Table \ ho. Bui^nf/partly burnt; broken and '
smoke damaged.


iii) Wooden Bed'6' x4 i/i'' Burnt /paijtliy burnt, broken and <
smoke damaged


iv) Centre table wooden 4' x 2 '/i' 1 no. Burnt /partly burnt, broken and
smoke damaged j.


v) FoId ihg Pipe Bed 3' x 6' V>.:' Burntf/partly burnt, broken and :
smoke damaged 1


vi) Plastic chairs ,'4;nO. , Burnt /partly burr.:, broken and i
smoke damaged


vii)


viii)


Bed Wooden 6'x 6' Burnt /partly i^burnt, broken and '
smoke damaged i


Steel Chairs 2 no. Burnt /partly burnt, broken and [
smoke damaged.


ix) Hero Honda N^otor Cyele Burnt /partly l?urnt, broken andi
smoke damaged.


: v. • C.-^!:arTV-22" Bi)rnt /partly burr- '.-roke^ anr" ^
y5mokes'd:»niagediv_


xi) Semi Automatic Washing
machine


1 no.


xii) Desert Cooler 22" 1 no.


xiii) DVD ^ Inc.


xiv); Music System-(Local) -Oknoi


xv) Bed with side table 6'x6' j 1 no. , "


xvi) Plastic Desert Cooler 24" rlim.' .


xvii) Ceiling Fans 42" 3 no;


xviii) Voitas Fridge 180 Itn I'no.


xix) Steel.Almirah I no.


XX) Inverter with Battery'800 KVA ' 1 no, Batteries ok.


xxi) Quilts cotton 8 no


XX ii) Bed Sheets ; , IJno.


«swia


XP-(j-r


0


! Q. s







i!':'


Sqn; bdir.
I'illows


Gas.Siove 2 bumci'


A


\xvi)


wvii)


Axviii)


wix)


.\.\x)


xxxi)


Gas Cylinder


lUensilfcSieel)


Water ISilqUM- Piimp


Plaslic Waier Tank 1000 Itr.


Water Cooler / i'iller


Wash ihisiii


I loiise B.uilciing


0<k-


m
-J.-


__ .


1 nO;


1 llO.


I no.


; .. -k.:


I^iotv : I'he uircralt liad crashed-oft
i'(H!l.-All the walls/ rooi-etc. of'the house^tod^eiacked due to;im0:itaV j ho
not sale lor living.


1)) M1-. ( hin-a!iia 11^ Singh S^o Snvt; Leelawit iiti: -


i SLNo."
i)


1


•ii)


i


• !


v)


vi)


vii)


viii)


x)'


xi:)


.\ii)


Xiii)


xiv)


xv)


.\vi)


xvii)


xviii)


xix)


XX)


XX i)


%Scr5i;(»tit)inv
Whirlpool l¥idge


Microwave Oven Whii'l|'Oo!


hi) ISplit AC'• '
Washinu Macliino


InVen er vv iili- balteries 8p!0


Wheat ^500-^Kg;)
Wheat


I'last ic vvater. tank 1000 Itr. / 50.0.'
nr.- :


V-'oo^ici'. D. cwan 6'x .4'


Motor Cycle (^Bajaj Caliber)
19^9 modigl . . . -. . ••
Gas cyliinder


Mobile phone,i(:Sams,urag
(9212700604;)
Computer with printer


.School Bcioks


School Bags


CeilihgJ-an.;4^8"


Wooden (able 2'.x3''


Plaslic chairs


"urtains


Utensils .


SOO;kg;


2 no,-


no.


, I. nO; ..


no.


l:>oiSv


......


2 no.


|j-^hO;


I'olding lied (Pipe) • ^;f.;y;.:no. ,


diiiwiip;


• • •


Partly damaged.


Miisirig


i:. ' 'V. •:71:


; V VK--T


'•''1 ?•>-


I \


2:e /s---'"'.aJrUEi.-- i.,>^







-s


r-^


. Ldr. KAPIL R/iaH^M Cohtinuatidn ;Sheet:..^
.x.\ii) AC Stabiliser 5KVA ; 1 no. 1


.x.xiii) Bed Slieets 4 no.


.\.\iv) Pillows 6 no.
\ •• *


1x.xv) Qiiills ;y4(>no.- /•••
•


.x.xvi) Tube lights 4' >3 no. •


•x.xvii) Blub 3 no.


xxviii) House wiring Lots.


.x.xix) House Building


Note


-Civil Administration to remove '.he Wreckage of the aircraft.


4)


The outer ihe^


.^^tenripf-damag^v
report from DC Of fuce wa:s ofe'iifiie&fJSr'tDQth :vhe^residents;:^Ttiijs>re:p®i:t7:p
extent of daiiiaggs t<y-bujMTOgvai#iifetfe^
the following details were notedvlii^iin;:the\repio:rts:-


a) jioiise op Sh. <Shiabha^ Riam


Lsi.No. Description !, Amount ((Rs.).
i) Repairing (if house • r-nb. 700000.00


1 . 1


fridge 2 no. l' " KiOOOOu"
i iii)
L_


TV llJlO. 10000.00


iv) Bed • . , . 5 1.6000'00


V) Sofa
• •• 1,0000.00 1


vi) Cooler #vho.' - 7000 00


vii) Dressing table Sr;|-:nO.' • • 2500;OO


viii) Washing machine 1 no. 7Oa0iGO


ix.) Wheat 6 bags 7200,00


X) . Water^arife-^. 1 no 3500.00


xi) Wheat Tank , 1 no. 2000.00


xii) Inverter with batteries ,: J2QQp>00,


xiii) Clothes Lots • ;V. ;.:-5iOp00-:
xiv) Gold 100 gms. .23SOOOi00.


XV) Silver , Sic;;/. : 57500.00
xvi) Utensils "Lots 25000:00


xvii) Chairs 8 ho. 2400,00.


xviii) Motor Cycle I no. . , PMOiP,:


Total


Note Copy of DC report is '







il'-;


' i n/^
b) House of Sii. Cliitraniian Stntiii. >


SI. No. Diescriptioh Qty. Amount (ks.)


i) •' Repairing of house 1 no. 00


ii) Motor Cycle r ' I'rio. ' : 42000.00


iii) AC 1 no. • 18000 00


iv) Kridge 1 no. •• ^ / ; 8000.00


V) TV 1 no. 1-0000 00


vi) F^ed 1 ho. -.IMOOSOO


vii) Utensils Lots . ..... • .


• •


Coinpiitcr •' •if'juc.o;;


ix) Water lank 1 no. ' ,3'500.0(i •


.\) Washing machine 1 no. . .. •: ;7,OO0.;O0


.xi) .Wheat ' '•5--bags\ '̂'• 6000 00


xii) ••W'liveat Tank . 'r' 1 no..


•Total • • 29! 500.00
• . i


NoJe Copy of DG repdp^# attachtid.


5)-J


whohaddieddueto'crashc- ' . ..


a) Mrs. Vedwati'W/o Mr. Shobha Ram.
b) Mrs. Savita, :Paughter of lyir. Shobh$(;J^!j?tev;?^
c) Mrs. Rani Devi, Daughter in law of Mr. Shoblia F<am.


Refer para 25a of the report dt Q6 6 2011 IJie death eertincates, and post moncm
reports were verified ai Faridabaoiand these aie loiinci'iu be in order Co[jie>, un
attached as Annexure-XVIII', Xl'X & XX


6V Oniiiion ©ased;ion:above;?feefs anti^:a!;%ien'.piliife^
tlie following opini0nlis made:- ,


a) Loss ofLife ofPassengersv : TIhe-feliio^ing^p'ss^


Noie


i) • Dr. SayycdvAnsh'ad::.
ii) Dr. Rajesh Jain.
iii) Mr. Rahul- Ratient. > .
iv) Mr. Cyril Joy -Nurse.
v) Mr. Ratnesh Ku'-nar-Escort/Attendf-nt'Of patient.


Refer para 24a of the. repoit dt.06.6-.20"l 1 The policy has the ma '̂-ivun
Jim it af legal :liabiilMy 0;f^R;s!;&|i00li|||;?!te ,


W0mm
d a - m


\


I •:


\







Ldr. KAPJk C6ntihu"a'ti&niiSh'eM:-^ ^
I)) i nss orProoertv , Lo^s of Piopeily on ground 'S coveied undfcr third'


party liability (ITPL) clause attached to the pol'icy The dam-ag^is to the property ol
Sh. Sbobha Ram (As per paia 4a) and Sh Chitianian Singh^^s pei paia 4b) above
is covered as per policy. The policy h^s the limit of Rs 270 00 Cioies. per incident
The assessment has been done on the piescnt day market rates ior vaiious itenr^
verified by us. Silver / Gold Hems claimed by Sh. Sliobha Ram were not. seen /
verified by us. Hence, not allowed.


c) •-Ltoss'^of: : Three Ladies from the family ol Sh Shobha
Ram died on grof^und .due to crash of aircraft on their hduse. Refei pa-'a 5 abovie. The
loss of life is covered under liability coverage.given in the policy. The policy has
the limit of Rs.270.G0 Grores. per incident.


cH Loss of Life of PMiits ; The fess
per the policy tierms and coniii'ipnsv'v^i^pies S)f appo;ikk^
certi llcates of•both, pi lets iaj®^aieeltti&:v^«nex'unes^
no. AVN .74.a«ached to the policy lefers in this regard. The policy.has'thecovcrag^:
for total ten: persons on board i e 08(Eight) passengers and 02 (two) pilots.


In the present ease, theie were total 07 (Seven) per.sonjv orV b®^^
( Fwo) Pikns and 05 (Fivt^) Passengers-Rder para;34a:;w^dt2i4:b'Xffl;i^Mp®ir^^ •


7) Loss Assessment : The following losses'are being ,
policy terms and conditions:-


A) Loss of Life ^Passengers & Crew) : The next ot i^in of dead ha\c
claimed more than the amount as mentioned in the polic\ The i,uiim h-as beon
assessed as per the policy:terrh.s.


Total no. Dead


Legal Liability Limit / person
Total Ma.x. Legal Liability


07 nos,


Rs.3S0:0000G.0O'


(Rupees •::-..ee Cttore.s. A'iiid Fifty Ls-"s. Only)'. ; '


Note : The legal liability is.to.be .decided by the Court An\ amount ovei
and above legal limit, decided by the courts,'would be the liability o( the insuied.


B) Loss of Life Qn Grou nd :
Total no. Dead : ...
Legal%iabiillif^ " "• ,Rs.>500OO0Oi;00i/"each


: ^SOOOOOO.OOiXTotal:Max.. Liability


(Rupees One Crore. And F Laes. ©nM.


Note ; The legal Mbiiity is to be decided
and above legal limit, decided by the courts, would be the liabitty. of#^^^^


,G.) Loss ofProperty Qn Groundi The loss has been al'luwed as pci our
physical verrficalions and based on present markct ^raiesi .


...... , -


r)'}/


\







\


SI.


No.


..... ..._.


iii)


iv)


V)


vi)


1 vii)


I viii)


ix)


|-«Tr
r.xii)
i


! .\iii)


i siv)


r xVj'


•xvi)


:<vii)


xviii I


De.scription


Repairing oChoiise


i-riclgc


TV


Bed


Sofa


Cooler


Dressing lable


Washing iDaciiine


Wheal


Water Tank


Wheai Tank


Inverter vvitli batteries


("lotin.vs


Cl(>ki


Silver


Dlcnsiis


Chairs


Motor Cycle


I'otal


Less : Salvage @05%


Net


Q.ty;
Cininicd /,


Allowed..


1 no. / I no.'


2 no. / I .no..


l -iio. V I no.


2 no. / 2 no.


2 no./ nil


2 no../ I no.


1 no./ I no.


no. / I no.


6 bags / nil


I ho. / I rio'.


no./ nil


set


Lois /'lots .V


100 gms./ nil


; AniouiU


Claimed (Rs.)


•V.OOOOO.OG


,r:6.GOO;00 •


10000,00


16000:00


10000.00


7000:0(3


2S0O;6i)


7000:00


730Q;00


3500.00


2000:00


12000 00


3'-: 5S000 00


235000.00


'li;kg;/'iti)'-'''^': •.:;'VS!75|0VP0;1


Lots / Lots 25000.00


;8Sno / 6 no 2400.00


l-no./ ml 42000 00


i'2i'O!'O0i6O^


(Riipee.s Seven Lacs. iftv One Thousand Seven Hundred /


Gohtinxjeitioh .'.%


Allowed (ib.)


650000.00


. ,81)00:00,


T^00d:00'


00.00


-^SOOiOO


250^:0;^


vooour


• OOiOO-


; 3500:00'


OOVO'O'


9000 00/


55000 00


oolw


00 00


"Lmoooo


1800 00


00 00


V79!iaQa:»


39565 00


751735.00


Remarks


'?t^bivSeeni - . . ;-[K"


/Not-seen.-


Onl) Inveriei
i-aljpw.ed.


Not sLtn N ) IIR


Nvii seui No'l IK


c


i


Note : Gold;/ Sllwr has been rep&tn;ed1p?stG)flen:;fer;whi|ltiikPfc
Hence, noi allowed.


b) Mouse of Sh. Chitranian Singh .S/Q: Leel'a>vanti


De.se nption


Repairing oi" house


Motor Cycle


Ikd / Wooden Dewan


Craimed/


Allowed


I no:/ I no


I no./ I no


I no. / I no


ho. / i. no


I no: / I no


1 no./ no


Amiauht


GlaimQd'fRs.)


i5oooo;oo


42000 00


18000.00


5000:00'


;;l|PP<)sOQ?


liSOOOiOO-


.>^imvved;{'RS;)wk


150000.00;


12O0@i:6:^Ui^s |̂iVr^ •


i'SoEilW^


8^00:00 •


V ; .•. jpOOiOO'lV • :


l'50H0;Q0:1;
j


\
\
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Ldr. KftPIE tlWHAN. (Retd.l
Uieiisils


Conipuiei


ebhtihuatibn Sheet..


set / I sel


Lois/.liQls.


T500Oi0(j-


7i.sooo;oo, r ^GlpOjOttj


Wilier tank 110. / r 'nd; 3500.00


7000.00 70G0i00,
1"


Washing :i)av;liiiie


xi) I Wheai


I .\ii)


i..


WtVeai'


Total


Le.ss • SalvaBe@5%


Net


1 no. / I no.


5 bags / S /
;bags!


1 ntf;y 1 no


#00:00 •


291500.00


;60o6;OP


254SOt);00


I2725i00:


.. ,.♦


.v - N VI, \ '''x-'o I.acs. One . e Otj|.y.V


Note Tiie insured'has given some rel'iei'lo persons affected'on groundl' Ihis was
done after discussions with local adminiistration.of1-aiidabad. The details aie given,below.-


a) l<s.2O()OO0.Oq"(;Rupees Tvvo Lacs Only) to fvlr. Shobha Ram A/c
W/o Mr. Shobha Ram. ^ : V


b) Rs.200000.00'(Rupees Two Lacs Only) lo Master Yash Kuiniar, S/o fvirs. Saviia
(Sarita), Daughter of Mr. Shobha Ram


c) Rs 200000 00 (Rupees Two Lacs. Only>to-Mr. Deepak Kumai. SherwaK H/o Mis'
Ram De\i, Daughter in lawof Mr. Shobha Ram.


Note : Copies.of,agi-eemenl between the /^ir Charters Services P. Ltd. i«nd al'cctcl
persons on ground are attached with this report as Annexure-XXi'lk


SUMMARY OF LOSS


Sl.No. DesCripfion; Amount Assessed,(Rs.),


i) • j •L>6ss'-df%ifev-


f)


b)


Pilots. 02 nos. @Rs.50 00 l:ac / each
Passerigersj 05 nos. @ Rs.50;00 Lac./ each


. .;k0®00OOO»


25000000 00


c) On Ground 03 persons @Rs.50.00 Lac./ each 15000000.00


2) Loss of Property On Groundir


i) A/c Mr. Shobha Ram 751735.00


ii) A/c Mt. 0Wi^ti|an"SiWgh 24'1775.00


Gross Amount Payable : : 50993510.'OO^


Hence, the net loss is payable as Rs 50993510 00 (Rupees Five Crones N'inc Lacs Ninety
Three Thousand Five Hundred :And Ten Only>. as per the terms and condiHons ol the
policy. • ' ' .


This report is iissued without prejudice.


\


(KAPIL MOHAN)
SURVEYOR


—.j


ii.i







Kef Nc KM/


' Sqn. Ldr. KAP1L
fil'Sc. (£ngg )
'Engineer, Surveyor &Loss Assessor


Licence No, SLA/2894:5yajiafupio r9.07.2015
S. Tax Regn. No. AAOI»M6()85KST001
Permanent Account No. AAQPM6085K


R-Mail kapilm0i%n49^yah'6a;c
W (hout PreiudiLfa


MUsA..


Liiiiicd Indici Insiirjincc Co. l.td.


60, Skylark Building, 5''' Floor,
NcIuli Placc,


Nl'sv Delhi.


.si;n. ;


. C-1 1636, VASANT KUNJ


NEW'DELHI-1,10070
PHONE 26894348


26891936


\ r AX 268943'48
MobileiNb 'SSI'IOSWi?


Dated..


l()/()i/82()()()001 d(.25.()l.ll & 040600/43/10/01/82000004 dlJO.Ol.lL


IVar Sir, . . ;• .
Pleaso lelci oui llnal survey rcpor" no. KM/lil! /Avn /481i5 dl !5.i I 201 I in-


rcsnccl ol\vhove nTCiitioncd loss.
We liavc now rccoived a clijim Idler dit.li.9.;l rrqni,,iiie wiJc .oK Dr,.


Rajesh Jain (Passenger) and she has claimcd a compcn.sation ©f Ks 7SO CVotes (Rup,ees
Seven C'rorcs. A-rid'T'l-lly l-acs. 'On-J-yj• She |j..v. okn ,iibniiued ilic
I'.'lieAs ing dociimeiiis in .suf-pori Nvlri.ch .arf-' lau


11


ii)
lii)


Passporl ol^l^.iiie.^10:, • -
•Ralion'(i;'and;.'


i\; Birth certi jiicale of Ms.'
vj Birth cerhificatc of Ms;:@jjLisu|y^^ '
\ i) Passport of Mrs: Amila'GoyaiSlaiii. ,,


cm rcpopi.


l"he claim should be considered as per'ihe-policy lei.rns and
attached.lo.lhe.poRey . •• " '


Thi.«; reporl is issuedUvii^


''jr


^ .'••r •••'•••• -r."


C1 DEC 2011


\
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APPLICATION FOR SEEKING INFORMATION


UNDER THE RIGHT.TO INFORMATION ACT-2005


To


Public Information Officer
United India Insurance Co. Ltd.
Skylark Building
Nehru Place


New Delhi.-


Sir,


Subject: Request for Seeking Information related to Pilatus PC 12/45 VT-ACF. under RTl Act
2005.


Policy no. - 040600/43/10/01/00000002
Agent Code - 88888058
Issuing Office Code- 040600.
Policy Period-16/01/2011 to midnight of 15/01/2012
The Applicant seeks the following information from you;


accident'o;i.Ma^g5i
2011. Kindly provide the copy of S'ui veyor s report .n ih.s re'gafd.


1do hereby declare that Iam acitizen of lndia and 1am eligible to seek information under the
Right to Information Act 2005.


1request you to provide the information asked, before the expiry of 30 days period from the
date of receipt of this application by you.


Fees of Rs. 10/- is enclosed herewith by way of DD Rs. 10/-, DD no. 729033 Drawn on Stale
-Bank of India dated 13-04-2012. •


lj;',.icd Inilifl Insuratr;


15 APR 2012


acJ1^
Signature of the Applicant.


Name: Omvir Singh
Address: C 44/44 Gamri Extension


. Street No.-13, SudamaPuri
Near Dr. Sarla Clinic
Delhi-110053


i 5!V!S.!.-.),-;AI. .Or-TICE-Vl, DELHI







x:


To


Public Information Officer


United India Insurance Co. Ltd.


Skylark Building ^
Nehru Place


New Delhi;


Sir,


Subject: Request for Seeking Infonnation related toPilatus PC 12/45 VT-ACF, under RTI Act
2005.


Policy no.- 040600/43/10/01/00000002
Agent Code- 88888058
Issuing Office Code- 040600.
Policy Period-16/01/2011 to midnight of15/01/2012


Pilatus Aircraft PC 12/45,Mll^GF;insirediby^^y^ onMay 25.
2011. Kindly provide uie copy ofihe^SuFV^OF^Si peBQiiti in^ihis regara.


Ido hereby declare thatIam a citizen ofIndia and Iam eligible toseek information under the
Right to Information Act2005.


1request you to provide the information asked, before theexpiry of30days period from the
date of receipt of this application byyou.


Fees of Rs. 10/-Isenclosed herewith byway ofDD Rs. 10/-, DD no. 973.54.9 Drawn on Stale
Bank of India dated 12-05-2012.


•f y/Mvi/K/


Date: Signature of the Applicant.


Name: Omvir Singh
Address: C 44/44 Gamri Extension


Street No. -13, Sudama Puri
! Near Dr. Saria Clinic


i . Delhi-110053


1/ MAT 2012 ,
-J


i..' . •••a:


APPLICATION FOR SEEKING INFORMATION y
UNDER THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT.2O05







APPLICATION FOR SEEKING INFORMATION
UNDER THE RIGHT TO INf^ORMATION ACI.2005


To


Public Information Officer
United India Insurance Co. Ltd.;
Skylark Building ' ,
Nehru Place


New Delhi. ,


Sir,


Subject: Request for Seeking Information related to Pilatus PC 12/45 VT-ACF, under RTI Act
2005,


Policy no. - 04
Agent Code - 88888058
Issuing Office Code- 040600.
Policy Period-1;6/01/2011: to midnight ^


The Applicant seeks the following information from you:


Pilatus,Aircraft PC 12/45.VT-ACF insured by your company, met with an accident on May 2§,
2011. Kindly provide the copy- of the ProBG5&} form given to Unltecl iridia insurance
Company Limited bv the insured/broker at the time of seeking Aircraft
insurance of the above mentioned Aircraft.


1do hereby declare that Iam acitizen of India and Iam eligible to seek information under the
Right to Ihformation Act 2005.


1request you to provide the information asked, before the expiry of 30 days period from the
date-of receipt of this application by you.


Fees of Rs, 10/- is enclosed herewith by way of DD.Rs. 10/-. DD on State Bank
of India dated .


Signature of the Applicant.


Name: Omvir Singh
Address: C 44/44 Gamri Extension


StreetNo.-13. SudamaPuri


Near Dr. Saria Clinic
. Delhi-110053


Date:


"29 MAY 2012







APPLICATION FOR SEEKING INFORMATION
UNDER THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT-2005


To


Public Information Officer
United India Insurance Co. Ltd.
Skylark Building
Nehru Place


New Delhi.


S:r.


Subjecr Request !cr Seeking Information related to Pilatus PC 12/45 VT-ACF, under RTI Act
2005.


Policy no. - 040600/43/10/01/00000002
Agent Code - 88888058
Issuing Office Code- 040600.
^ohcy Period-16/01/2011 to midnight of 15/01/2012


The Applicant seeks the following information from you: .


oiiatus Aircraft PC 12/45,VT-ACF insured by your company,' met with an accident on May 25,
2011 Kindly provide the copy of the FINAL Surveyor's report in this regard.


Ido hereby declare that Iam-a citizen of.India and 1am eligible to seek information under the
Right to'lnformation Act 2005.


1request you to provide the information asked, before the expiry of 30 days period from the
dale o( receipt of this application by .you.


Fees of Rs. 10/- is enclosed herewith by way of DD Rs. 10/-, DD no. 521644 Drawn on Stale
Bank of India dated 27-09-2012.


Dale.


"-•/I -


Signature of the Applicant.


Name; Omvir Singh
Address; C 44/44 Gamn Extension


Street No. -13, Sudama Pun
Near Dr. Saria Clinic
Delhi-110053
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APPLICATION FOR SEEKING INFORMATION
UNDER THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT-2005


To


Public Information Officer
United India Insurance Co. Ltd.'
Skylark Building
Nehru Place


New Delhi.


V


Sir.


Subject; Request for Seeking Information related to Pilatus PC 12/45 VT-ACF,
under RTI Act 2005. • '


Policy no. - 040600/43/10/01/00000002
Agent Code - 88888058
Issuing Office Code- 040600.
Policy Period-16/01/2011 to midnight of 15/01/2012


The Applicant seeks the following information from you:


Pilatus Aircraft PC 12/45,VT-ACF insured by your company, met with an
accident on May 2'5, 2011. Kindly .provide the copy ^
report (Final) for Crew, Passengers and TPL vide ref. n.Q., Kt\fl/U.1.I.L/Avn./4S15.


1do hereby declare, that I am- a citizen of India and 1am eligible to seek
information under the Right to Information Act 2005.


1request you to-provide th? information .asked, before the expiry of 30 days
period from the date of receipt of this application by you.


Fees of Rs. 10/- is enclosed here^h by way of DD Rs.lO/-, DD no. 976662
Drawn on State Bank of Indi^. dated 1,7^10-201'2. _


Dale: 17/10/1


VV-"
SignatureXof the Applicant.


Name:. Ruchi Arora
Address: 5588 Basant Road,


Pahar Ganj
New Delhi-55
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REGIONa
s™ F!oor,••KA^GHE•NlW0^"B•fcpC,


18, BAIL\lCHA»i»A1l©Ai>
NEW DELHI - 110001


By Regd. Post
Dated 01/06/2012


Ref.No.RTI/RPM/V}^O6/OMVIRy2012


Mr.Omvir Singh,
C-44/44 Gamri Extension,


Street No. 13,


SudamaPuri,
Near Dr.Sarla Clinic,
Delhi-n0053.


Sir.


Rft aquest forseeking iitformatipii rfelirtiM \^AXI-R under aiet 2005


Please refer youf i^application dt.28/5/2012 rpceivedj,by our;<E|p-6' o^n ,29/5/201:2 along-with-SBI DD
no.973923 for Rs lO/- towards RTI fees, received by them vide receipt no.040"600/81/12/371
dt.29/5/2012.


As required, we are,eii6l0S%i®\'here\MP ®e!i#i^»P^#thig of
seeking Aircraft Insuranaeeof the


This isJn disposal of your above applicatioii.


Appeal lies with First Appellate Authority Mrs.Ramma Bhasin, Deputy General Manager, United India
Insuarance Co. Ltd.,8'̂ Floor, Kanehenjunga Building, M"" Bar^aiiiba Road, Nfew Delhi-llOOGl
within 30 days hereof.


Tliafiking you,


M^urs faithfully.


CPIO







- N


m
UNITED INSURANCECO. LTD


^REGICDNAL OFFICE- I
8™ FldoTj KANGHENJUNGA BLDG.,


18,BARAKHAMBA ROAD
NEW DELHI - 110001


By Regd. Post


Ref.No.RTI/RPMA^K/73/2012


Dated26/10/2012


^ luchi Arora,
^88 Basant Road,
PaharGanj,
New Delhi-l 10055.


Sir,.


E!a«e refer your applfcatioB dt.17/10/2012 received by our DO-6 on ^^^6662 for Rs lOA towards RTI fee. received by torn vide receipt uo.040600/81/12/1527
dt.23/10/2012. • .


As required we are enclosing herewith certified copy of liabiUty s^ey report (Fmal) for crewpLengers iffld TPL vide reference no.KMAJnUAVN/4815 DT.15/11/2M1 issued by Sqn. Ldr. Kapil
• Mohan (Retd.).


This isin disposal ofyour above application.


Your right to appeal lies with First Appellate Anthony Mrs..R^a Bhasta
United India IteuaiWlK Co. Floor, Kanchenjunga Building, 18 Ba»atta»lba Road, Ne
Deihi-110001 within SO days hereof.


Thanking you,


3urs faithfully.


(R.1VMITTAL)
CPIO


..... •; ••• ^
.-•V







f yNffiP liilA uu


Hull All Shks
•^iJteDt lAvialion


Policy Biaber :8«Mfl/43/li/Ol/0i#88B82 Y'̂ .


Agent Baw; JK 8isk RaB8g«rs and lasurance Brokers Agent Contact No; (Oil) 2331 1in-5
Ltd


Agent Code.-SSSBS&St


4•.[>


Insured's Kaae; AIR CHASTER SEBVICES PVT. LTD.
Addres'. • •• BUILDING, FLOOR, ROOH m.mikll, IGI


DOMESTIC AIRPORT, PALAH, HBtf DELHI Dlst. ••
DELHI, Oeltit 110031 Tel. 40.: 2S-61<!4^9


.Develowfvt OfHc^r. • ; imi »t Typ9:Corporale


fo\\cl lifUhmi Receipt Da^te


IsSliUg Office Code : 618608
Address : 68, SKYIARK BUIIDMG, 5TH FLOOR, KtHRU: PLACE


OEjiHI Tel : ZSiSJM*, Z6VS283I, FAX-26il3931
Telephone ; Fax: eaail;


Paid Ub Gapilal:Upto Rs. 15 Crores
late-i ; U/0l)20n 0106:00/81/10/(1000001823


Hel iPrsBiua :2]8920
UllC 0^0600 : lO'Ot


Srl.llo I (tescrlplloB


RUPEE'S T«0. LAKH SEVENTY EIGHT THOUSAHO NINE' HUHDREO'TVENTY ONLY


7 iHUll ALL RISK. (TOTAL .PREHIW:UNDER. THE POLICY IS RS. 12,30,595/- INCLUDING TAX PAYABLE IN 4


? IHULL WAR RISC LIABILITY


3 ITHIRG PARTY LIABILITY INCLUDING PASSENGER LEGAL,


'• Total S«a Insured (Rs.! ; R^,2.']/,00,00,500


Insured tin Vords) : RUPEES Ti.BUHDRt:»«"Y SE.VIN CRORE ONLY


C0..r.d . ail «Ll C«*E« HPS-(»ED »I«t. !»«;• S"'!*.
' . . uj.OSC • ' '


location
AIRPORi/A«RlJSAR«F^RT


:rNDIA^TNrLUOIMK' NEPAL!' sflLaIkA, PAKISTAN', AEGHANISTAN, IRAN, IRAQ.;. OTHERMSE USUALM


Sui Iftssred (


13,50,00.1


13,50.00.(
i


2.?0,DO.flD.(


Soeriai Pe'il : HULL ALL RISiKi,-.|F-tl£HT, TAXING,;.GROUNDED,liHOOREiD^iAS THE CASE- HAY BE), liULL-«AR-R15KS. THIRD nW LlASIl
INCLUDING fASSENGER llABlilTt A#^Mi^E' CIABM


s:S:i uaSis:: fi '̂pESS^pLv clause jf.s™-
• DURING FERRY FLIGHT IfROH BOURNEHOUTH.UK TO CORfU.CORFU TO LU.XO||


PILATUS PC-12/i5 LTD.UK S.RAHGEFLYER IHC.USA
^Decial Excess : DEDUCTIBLE INR 5LAKHS FOR EACH AND WRY LOSS EXCLUDING
^.'.ena! Conditions; PILOT SyARRAHTY/FERRY;- PILOT ON COMRAND iDUlY LICINCED
" AND CERTIFIED FOR THE FLIGHTS'VITH AOIHUH OF 2000


HOURS OF FLYING EXPERIENCE AND 1000 .HOURS ON HULTI ENGINE
JET •AND 250 HOURS ON KAKE AND KODEL.


• CO-PILOT-.- DULY LICENCED AND CERTIFIED FOR THE FLIGHTS
VITH AHINIKUK OF IflOO HOURS OF FLYING EXPERIENCE AND 500
HOURS ON KULTIENGINE JET AND TOO HOURS ON NAKE AND RODEL.


PILOT 'MRRANTY FOR REGULAR OPERATION:- DULY LICENCED AND
In witness whereof ttiiis .policy .haJ been signed at lEH DELHI
ofl this VHIi dar of Jaftiari


.LUXOS TO FUJAIRAH,FU3A1RAH TO OELHI.I.ARE


•ATL NO DEBUCTIBi:t FOR TPL. P.A AK? SAGG^


For Aiid Ofii Behalf Of
Ufti ted ladia iBsataBce Coipany I


AatSSsijjflatory


i7»«mTw«la-w7/7(Vi itmrM W( -i.S.li.l »»' »»4Ulo«! a.i onuses p.jqe







,d


i^viation


< •
Policy Nusber :6^06i8M3/18/11/08888812


OSCA approved pilot and co-pilot,


Hijll All Risks


PreilM CoapvUtioa :
Nel Prealufs : Rs,2.]8,920.00 Service Tax : R$.28.]29J0 Slaisp Duty ; Rs


I, Chargeable :No
DO Total : Rs. 3,07,6*9.


In vltness vhereof this policy has been signed at m DHHl
oa Ibis nib da? of Jaaaary ,2011.


L0ANia-^JANiEL-IWai/2l)ll 18;26;-56-5-l 00^6 - 6,5.0.1


For Aftd Or Behalf Of


Uai^d India Inssra^ce CoBpaniy Liiit


imorised Signatory


As per conditions and clauses attached Pagi^ l of







Policy Wordings


WAR, HI-JACKING AND OTHER PERILS EXCLUSION CLAUSE (AVIATION)


This Policy does not cover claims caused by


(a) War, invasion, acts of foreign enemies, hostilities (whether war be declared or not),,
civil war, rebellion, revolution, insurrection, martial law, military or usurped power
or attempts at usurpation of power.


(b) Any hostile detonation of any weapon of war employing atomic or nuclear fission
and/or fusion or other like reaction or radioactive force or matter.


(c) Strikes, riots, civil commotions or labour disturbances.


(d) Any act of one or more persons, whether or not agents of a sovereign Power, for
political or terrorist purposes and whether the loss or damage resulting therefrom is
accidental or intentional,


(e) Any^malicious act or act of sabotage.


(0 Confiscation, nationalisation, seizure, restraint, detention, appropnatiQn, requisition
for title or use by or underthe order of any Government (whether civil nlilitary or de
facto) or public or local authority.


(g) Hi-jacking or any unlawful seizure or wrongful exercise ofeontrpl 'pftiie.Aircraft or
crew in Flight (including any attempt at such seizure or control) made by any person
or persons on board the Aircraft acting without the consentof the Insured.


Furthermore this Policydoes not cover claims arisingwhilst ifce Aircraft is putsidethe control of
the Insured by reason of any of the above perils; The Aircraft shall be deemed to have been
restored to the control of the Insured on the safe return of the Aircraftito the. Insured at an airfield
not excluded by the geographical limits of this Policy, and' entirely suitable fpr^the'pperation of
the Aircraft (such safereturn shall require that theAircraft be parkedwith engines shutdown and
under no duress).


AVN 48B


1.10.96


TENDED COVERAGE ENDORSEMENT (A^nbVTlQN LMBIlI^l







1. WHEREAS the Policy of which this Endorsement fonris part includes the War,'Hi-Jackihg
and Other Perils Exclusion Clause (Clause AyN' 48B), IN CONSIDEf?^TIQN .
Additional Premium of{Response}, itis hereby^undiastood agtee|(^tHat':^tj:i« |̂̂ ; '.
{Response}, all sub-paragraphs other than^ {Response} ofClause A\^4;$BSfo^^ of .
this Policy are deleted SUBJECT TO all terms and conditions of this Endorsement.


2. EXCLUSION applicable only to any cover extended in respect of the deletion of sub-
paragraph (a) of Clause AVN 48B.


Cover shall not include liability for damage to any form of property on 'the ground^situated ;
outside Canada and the United States of America imless caused by or mSing out of the use of
aircraft.


3. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY


The limit of Insurers' liability inrespect of the'coverage providedJby tliisyEndoKe^^
be {Response} or the applicablePolicy limit whichfever the lesser.inyyShe O^^^
the annual aggregate (the "sub-limit"). This sub-limit shall apply within the full Policy limit
and not in addition thereto.


To the extent coverage is afforded to an Insured,under the Policy, this sub-limitishall not
apply to such Insured's liability:


(a) to the passengers (and for their baggage and'persdnaieffectsJibiariy'aireMfep
whom the Policy affords cover for liability to itspassengers arising .out of its^operation of
aircraft;


(b) for cargo and mail w^hile it ison:bo^d' the aircrafit:Qf^any;aircra#<^^tg;E?^0;^^
Policy affords cover for liability for such cargo-and-mM^aris^^ •
aircraft.


4, AUTOMATIC TERMINATION '







To the extent provided below, cover extended by; this Endorsement shall TERMINATE
AUTOMATICALLY in the following circumstances:


(i) All cover
- upon the outbreak of war (whether there be a declaration of war or.not) between, any
two or more of the following States, narhely, France, the People's Rieptiblic of China,
the Russian Federation, the United Kingdom, the United States of America


(ii) Any cover extended in respect of the dieletion of sub-paragraiih (a) of.Clause
AVN48B


- upon the hostile detonation of any weapon of war employing atomic or nuclear
fission and/or fusion or other like reaction or radioactive force or matter wheresoever
or whensoever such detonation may occur and whether or not the Insured Aircraft
may be involved


(iii) All cover in respect of any of the Insured Aircraft requisitioned for either title or
use


- upon such requisition


PROVIDED THAT if an Insured Aircraft.is in the air.when>i^)i:0i);or;^ii^^
then the cover provided by this Endorsement (unless otherwise cancelled, terminated
orsuspended) shall continue in respect ofsuch'^ Aircra^.JuntilCQmp^^ first


S, landing thereafter and any passengers have disembarked.


5. REVIEW AND CANCELLATION


(a) Review of Pi-emium and/or Geograph|ical#imitis p days)
Insurers may give notice to review premii^fmidybr geograpMcsMyiiM to
become effective on the expiry of seven days from 23^59 hours•GMT'dn;tiie<day on
which notice is given,


(b) Limited Cancellation (48 hours)
: of •


y


48B - such notice to become effective oh the expiry of forty-eight Hours from 23.59 hours
GMT on the day on which notice is given.


(c) Cancellation (7 days)







CONTRACTS (RIGHTS OF THIRD PARTIESV ACT 1999 EXCLIJS10N CLAUSE


The rights of a person who is not a party to this insurance or.reinsxirajjp?'^
insurance or reinsurance and/or not to have this insurance of reirisur^Qfe'resdja^
altered without his consent byvirtue of the provisioiis .ofthe GbritralGtS i-Rightis 'ofThird
Act 1999 are excluded from this insurance.or reinsurance.


AVN72 9.2.2000


t'


. • y • '
The cover provided by this Endorsement rhay be cancelled by eithefInsurers- op the
Insured giving notice to become effective on the expiry of severi days frOm 23.59 hours
GMT on the day on which such notice is given.


(d) Notices
All notices referred to herein shall be in writing.


AVN52E 12.12.01







AVN19A 18.3.02


ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS 1/
(COMBINED)


1. The insurance afforded by this Policy is automatically extended to include at pro rata .
additional premium further Aircraft added during the currency of this Policy provided
such Aircraft are owned or operated by the Insured and are of the same type and value as.
Aircraft already covered hereunder and of no greater seating capacity,


2. The inclusion of additional Aircraft of other types or different values or greaitesr seating
capacity shall be subject to special agreement and rating by Insurers prior to attachment.


3. ' Under'the Aircraft loss or physical damage Sectipn of this .Poliey .AirCTdft'̂
been sold ordisposed ofshall be delated from this Paiiey and therIhsured sKail <be entitled.
to pro rata return of premium provided no claimvhas:arisen and became,spdy® iii. respect,
of such Aircraft under the Aircraft loss or physical damage Section of thisPolicy and ttiat .
this Policy is not cancelled by virtue of such'deletion.


4. Under the liability Section(s) of this Policy Aircraft which have been sold or disposed .of
shall be deleted from this Policy and the Insured shall be entitled to pro rata return of
premium.


^^^rovided always that •- ...


(i) Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions jfor additions,and! ^deli^ibnsi-tlie jjremi
respect ofeach separate period ofPlight^risknnsiu-anee'oni anj^ •kircriift/jeoveife^M'̂ ^
currency of this Policy shall in no case be less than fifteen days' pro rata preniium.


(ii) In the event of a claim arising in respect of any Aircraft added hereto being settled on a
total loss basis the Ml twelve nioriths' Aircraft-vioss oi^ physicaliidiamag
paid hereunder in respect of such Aircraft.


(iii) Notice of the addition or deletion of any Aircraft:undfer the pfovisiibns ofvPHrajgraphs 1,3
and 4 respectively shall be givento the Insurers or their reprieis^htativies' in W^ Within
ten days of attachment or deletion.


<







DATE RECOGNITION EXCLUSION CLAUSE


This Policy does not cover any claim, damage, injury, loss, cost, expense or liability (whether in
contract, tort, negligence, product liability, misrepresentation, fraud or otherwise) of any nature
whatsoever arising from or occasioned by or in consequence of (whetherdirectlyor indirectly
and whether wholly or partly):


(a) the failure or inability ofany computer hardware, software, integrated dirciait, chip or•
infonnation technology equipment or system (whether iii the possession ofthe. Insured or of
any third party) accurately or completelyto process, exchangeor transfer year, date or time
data or inforrnation in connection with any change of year, date or time;


whether on or before or after such change ofyear, date or time;


(b) any implemented or attempted change or modification of any coniputerhardware^
software, integrated circuit, chip or information technology equipment or system
(whether in the possession of the.Irisured-or:|)f:ahy^ithird'.pa;iy|;in'̂ tieij^ in
response to any such change of year, date or.time;: orany
performed in connectionwith any such ehange or rnddifieatiori;


(c) any non-use or unavailability for use of any property or equipmentof any' lcihd
whatsoever resulting from any act, failure to actor decisibri^of the Insured or of anythird
party related to any such change of year; date .or time;


and any provision in this Policy concerning anydutyfof lnsurers'.to investigate or
defend claims shall not apply to any.claims so excluded.


AVN2000A 14.03.01


DATE RECOGNITION LIMITED COVERAGE CLAUSE







A. /


• " ^
WHEREAS the Policy of which this Endorsement fotes;part includes-tte^ :\
Exclusion Clause (Clause AVN 2000A), it is hereby understood and agreed thatj subject to all .
terms and provisions of this Endorsement, Clause AVN 2000A shdl not apply:


(1) to any accidental loss of or damage to an aircraft defined in the Policy Schedule
("Insured Aircraft");


(2) to any sums which the Insured shall beconle legally liable to pay, and (if so-required
by the Policy) shall pay (including costs awarded against the Insured) ih respect of: .


(a) accidental bodily injury, fatal or otherwise, to passengers caused by an accident to M
Insured Aircraft; and/or


(d) loss of or damage to baggage and personal articles of passengers, niail and cargo
caused by an accident to an Insured Aiferaft;^d/or


(e) accidental bodily injury, fatal or otherwise, and accidental damage to-property caused
by an Insured Aircraft or by any person orobjectfdlihg thereirom.


PROVIDED THAT:


Coverage provided pursuant to this Endorsement,.shaU^^^^^^^ subject to all terms, conditions,;
limitations, warranties, exclusions and cancellation provisions of the Policy (except as
specifically provided herein), and nothing' iiii this'Endorsement extends coverage?beyond;that
which is provided by the Policy.


2. Nothing in this Endorsement shall provide any coverage:


(0 in respect of grounding of any aircraft; and/or


(g) in respect ofloss ofuse ofany prbpe]^>;iii^9SS:it out ofphysical^d'amage.to^or
destruction ofproperty in the accident git^ rise vtb a'claimiriifefctii^#0MeyP


The Insured agrees that it has an obligation,to disclt>se>in . .
the Policy period any material facts relating- tb the Date Recbgni#©^^^
Insured's operations, equipment and products.


AVN2001A 14.3.01


^^plicable to Hull and Aircraft Liability Coverage); ^'


1
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NUCLEAR RISKS EXGEUSION CLAUSE


(1) This Policy does not cover:
(!) loss of or destruction of or damage tO any property whatsoever or any loss or expense


whatsoever resultingor arising therefrom or any corisequential loss
(ii) any legalliability of whatsoevernature


directly or indirectly caused byor contributed to by or arising from:
(a) the radioactive, toxic, explosive or other hazardous properties of any explosive


nuclear assembly or nuclear component thereof;
(b) the radioactive properties of, or a combination of radioactive,prop.ei$ies with toxic,


explosive or other hazardous properties of, any other radioactive ;matei/i£il in the
course of carriage as cargo, including storage orhandling ihei'dbiitai thereto;


(c) ionizing radiations or contamination by radioactivity from, or; the toxic, explosive or
other hazardous properties of, any other;radi'p^ctiv6 source whaitsQ^^^^


(2) It is understood and agreed that such radioaetive matisrial or bthier radioaetive source in
paragraph (1) (b) and (c) above shall not include:
(i) depleted uranium and natural uraniumdni any, form;
(ii) radioisotopes which have reached the'fiinal-Stage of:f^i^afiott.sOA^^=tQ>fe?€saj3je;&^^


any scientific, medical, agriculturafl, commerciaiiv MiiciatiOjidljdr^M^
(3) This Policy, however, does not cover loss of or destruction, of •


flnv r^nncpmi#anti'cil lr\oc r^r ani/ l^rrol KoUili+tr.any consequential loss oi;.any legal liability;.o^iw4atsoev£T.natUre^\vittoij:^ispee^to^^
(!) the Insured under this Policy is also an insured or an adMfebnaMhsured^under any


other insurance policy, including any nuclear energy liabilit5f;pbriey, ,0r.'
(ii) any person or organization is required to maintain finaneial pfotectibn pursuant to


legislation in any country; or
(ill) the Insured under this Policy is, or had this Policy notbeeiiiSsiied^would sbe,entitled


to indemnification from anygovernment or agency thereof.


(4) Loss, destmction, damage, expense or legal liability in respesct-ofithernuclfear. ri
excluded by reason of paragraph (2) .shall-(subject to. all:
limitations, warranties and exclusions ofthis Pblicy) be covered, .pr6v;iled?th^t:'







(i)


(ii)


(iii)


in the case of any claim in respect of radioactive material in-thecours.e pf c^age ^fV.'
cargo, including storage or handling :incidental thereto, sixeh ';caiTiagie shall in .all
respects have complied with the full Mtemational Civil Aviation Orgariizition
"Teclmical Instructions for the Safe Transport of Dangerous Goods by Air", unless
the carriage shall have been subject to any more restrictive legislation, when it shall
in all respects have complied with such legislation;
this policy shall only apply to an incident happening during the period ofihis Polipy^
and where any claim by the Insured against the Insurers or by any claimant agaipst-
the Insured arising out of such incident shallhave been made within three years after
the date thereof;


in the case of any claim for the loss of or destruction of or daniageto or loss of use of
an aircraft caused by or contributed'to by radioactive contamiiiiatipn» :thK^^^
contamination shall have exceeded the maximum permissible levd set out in the
following scale:


Emitter (IAEA Health and Safety


Regulations') Beta, gamma and low
laximum permissible ievelvofnoh-fixed


;lradioa:ctive suifeberfcont^niinati^m^


toxicity alpha emitters All other eniittefemyeraged'oVer^BM .jjjfeti^xcei^uig
BecqueMs/cmy •rm
ot exceeding ,0;4'B'e.equerels/cm. (10-5
icrocuries/cm.)


(iv) the cover afforded hereby may be cancelled at any time by the Insurers giving seven
days' notice of cancellation.


AVN 38B


22.7.96


1.


NOISE AND POLLUTION AND OTHER PERILS


This Policy does not cover claims directly or.indirectly occasionedsby; happening through
. or in consequence of:-


(a) noise (whether audible to the hurhaii' -isar or not), vibration, sonipJj6&m and' any
phenomena associated therewith,


(b) pollution and contamination of any kind'whatsoever.







/


(c) electrical and electromagnetic interference,


(d) interference with the use of property;


unless caused by or resulting in a crash fire;expIosion or collision or a recorded in-flight
emergency causing abnormal aircraft operation.


2. With respect to any provision in the Policy concerning any duty of Insurers tO'irivest
, or defqnd claims, such provision shall not apply and Insurers shall not be required to-


defend


(a) claims excluded by Paragraph 1 or


(b) a claim of claims covered by the Policy when combined with any claims excluded by
Paragraph 1 (referred to below as "Combined Claims").


3. In respect of any Combined Claims, Insurersishall (subject to proofpf loss;and the limits of
the Policy) reimburse the Insured for that portion of the following items which may be
allocated to the claims covered by the Policy:


(i) damages awarded against the Insured and


(ii) defence fees and expenses incurredby the'Insured. !


4. Nothing herein shall override any radioactive contamination or other exclusion clause
attached to or fonning part of this Policy.


46B


i:i0.96


y


AGREED VALUE CEAIJSE


It is hereby understood and agreed thatin consideifafipn of the insu^^ AiifGrafebeing .covered^o^^^
an Agreed Value basis all reference herein:to replae^merif shail'̂ deeiinedvt&^eidBl'etbd
in respect of claims adjusted on the basis of a total lbss.


1







I


In respect of claims adjusted on the basis of a total loss Insurers shall pay to theInsured the
Agreed Value of the Aircraft as stated in the Policy Schedule less any applieable deductible.
Insurers may, at their discretion, take the salvage of such Aircraft, together with all appropriate
documents appertaining thereto, but in no event shall there beanyabandGnment to Insurers.


The foregoing provision shall not apply to claims arising in respect of partial loss or daihage
where Insurers shall retain the right to repair, replace ormake good as they deem expedient. ,
AVN6I '


1.10.96


PmOT INDEMM'Y^EA^USE


The Sections ofthis Policy covering bodily injury liability^ including to >piassengers- and:property ^







damage liability are extended to cover, as if he/she were the Insured, any pilot authorised by the'l'"^
Insured under the terms of the Policy in respect of injury or d^age, arisi^^^^^
operationof the Aircraft described in the Scheliilfejjtp ^ but not so as tp increase the
liability of Insurers beyond the amount whidh wpiiid'Pthehviise have 1ieeh'
Policy had liability been incurred by the Insured.


Provided always that


1. At the timeof any accident giving rise to a claimunder this Clause the said pilot


(a) shall as though he/she were the'Insured, observei.fulfil andbe subject to the terms,
conditions and exclusions contained in the Pbliby, and


(b) is not entitled to indemnity underany otherpolicy.


2. There shall be no indemnity under this Clause:in!resi3e#pfckinasi'̂ a^esag '
the Insured and/or with respect to the Aircraft d'escribed in the ScheMb tP th6 F


AVN 74 09.02.01


SUPPLEMENTAR¥:Byi^Em^S;Et^


Z/







It is understood and agreed that this Policy is exterided'tdcpver aS more fully-set forih under those
paragraph(s) identified below. It is expressly understood'ithat no cover is provided under those
paragraphs of this Clause which have not been identified below.


The Insurersagree to indemnify the Insured for


(a) any reasonable expenses incurred for thepurpose ofsearch and rescue operations forap. Aircraft
insured hereunder determined tobemissing ^nd lirireported after the commuted makimunl
endurance of the flight has been exceeded;


(b) any reasonable expenses incurred for the purpose ofrunway foaming to, prevent ormitigate
possible loss or damage because of malfunction or suspected malfunction of an j^rcrafi insured
hereunder;


(c) any reasonable expenses incurred for the purpose ofattempted or actual-raising, rembyal, disposal:
or destruction of the wreck of anAircraft insured'hereunder and the contents-thereof; .


(d) any reasonable expenses which the Insured m^:bp;idaIled upQri to>Ea5^>i^eSi?e#c»)|̂ ny;;^^^ ;
inquiry or inquiry by the Civil Aviation Authority or any other relevant atitlibrityinto ah Accident-
involving an Aircraft insured hereunder.


Coverage is provided under paragraphs above.


"" '̂ovided always that Insurers' liability shall not exceed . in the
aggregate over all paragraphs insured.


AVN 76 09,02.01







UNAUTHOMSEfi^tifeEri.AilSK


No claim under this Policy shall be rejected on the grounds that the Aircraft was usi^ in a place or in'a
manner or by a person not permitted under the terms ofthis Policy provided such use.was^bt .autho^sed:.;
by the Insured and that the Insured had taken reasonable precautions to prevent such,unauthorised'iise
Any consent given by an employee or agent ofthe Insured outside the normal scbp6 bfhis'autlibiity shall -
not bedeemed to be authorisation given by the Insured. :


AVN 77 09.02.01


AVIATION HULL "WAR AND A^LLIED PERILS" POMCY


SECTION ONE; LOSS OF OR DAMAGE TO AIRCRAFT


Subject to the terms, conditions and limitations set.out^Beldy^f, this .Policy covers loss of or damage^tb the,
Aircraft nominated in the Schedule against claims.excludedffpin;.the;Assured's;Mxill:"M'i^
caused by:







(a) War, invasion, acts of foreign enemies, hostijitieis (whether war be declared or not), civil war^
rebellion, revolution, insurrection, martial law, milit^ or usurped power or attetapts at usurpation of
power. I


(b) Strikes, riots, civil commotions or labour disturbances.


(c) Any act of one or more persons, whether or not agents of a sovereign power, for political or terrorist
purposes and whether the loss or damageresulting therefrom is accidental or intentional.


(d) Anymalicious act or act of sabotage.


(e) Confiscation, nationalisation, seizure, restraint, detentibni appropriation, requisitioh.for:titie :or use by
or under the order ofany Government (whether civil military or de facto) or public orlocal authority.


(0 Hi-jacking or any unlawful seizure or wrongful exercise ofcontrol of the Aircraft .pr ,crew in flight
(including any attempt at such seizure or control) madb by any person or persons oh board the Aircraft
acting without the consent of the Assured.


Furthermore this Policy covers claims excluded ifrorn ttie,Hull. "All Risks" Policy from occurrences whilst
the Aircraft is outside the control of the Assured^by^reison Ciflany of the above penis. The Airc^^^l^ll^ •
be deemed to have been restored to the control of the-Assured ori; the safe return of the Aircraft to :the
Assured at an airfield not excluded by the. geographical ;limits ofthis:Policy,, and lentire^ for the
operation ofthe Aircraft (such siafe return shall require that the Aircraft be parked•wth engine^^


^and under no duress)..


^SECTION TWO: EXTORTION AND HI-JACK E^ENSES


1. This Policy will also indemnify the Assured subject to the..,teims^ cpnditibiisv;ew^
set out below, and up to the limit stated in the Schedule; for 90% of ariy p^i^fent'.'prQle^^^
respect of:


(a) threats against any Aircraft described in the Schedule or its passengers or xiCw nja^e dunng the
currency of this Policy. • >







(b) extra expenses necessarily incurred following.confiseMon, etcetera (as SectionOne
clause (e)) or hi-jacking, etcetera (as Section Oneclause(f)) of any Aircraft described in the Schedule.


2. No cover will be provided under this Section of the Policy in any territory where such insuratice is not
lawful, and the Assured is at all times responsible for ensuring that no arraiigem'ehts of any kind are made;,
which are not permitted by the proper authorities.


SECTION THREE: GENERAL EXCLUSIONS


This Policy excludes loss, damage or expense


(i) caused by one or any combinations of any of the following:


(a) War (whether there be a declaration of war or .ndt)';between:any,of the following-'States: the United
Kingdom, the United States ofAmerica, France, the Ru^siian^fiederation, thie i^bSple's^j^
nevertheless, if any Aircraft is in the air when an outbreak of such war occurs; this extliision shall not
apply in respect of such Aircraft until the said Aircraft has completed its first landihg'thereafter;


(b) Confiscation, nationalisation,.seizure, restraint, deteiptibnj.appr!?p!riatiqnit|̂ i§i^0ij^r-^ •.
title or use by or Under the authority of the Govemment(s) named in the Schedule, or any. public or local
authority under its jurisdiction;


Any debt, failure to prpvide.i)ond or security or any other financial cause under court
order or otherwise;


(d) The repossession or attempted repossession of this iyrfiraft either-by toy/title.fhplderi^
arising out ofany contractual agreement to which anyAssiifed'proteeted^uiiderMs^oHey^^ .•


(e) Delay, loss of use, or except as specifically provided in Sfeetion Two any other cbhsequential loss;
whether following upon loss of or damage to the Aircraft or otherwise.


(ii) directly or indirectly arising out of any detonation of any weapon of war etriprbyihgMpmi'C .or nuclear
fission and/or fusion or other like reaction or radioactive force or matter whether hostile of'otheiwise.


SECTION FOUR: GENERAL CONDITIONS


1. This Policy is subject to the same warranties, terms.and conditions (except as regardis the premium, the
obligations to investigate and defend, the renewal'agreement |if: a^^ amount of deductible or self
insurance provision where applicable AND EXCEPT AS OTHERWiSE PROVIDED-HEREIN) as are,
contained in or may be added to the Assured's
Hull "All Risks" Policy.


2. Should there be any Material Change in the nature or area of the Asstired's oper^^or6, tjig Assured







shall give immediate notice of such^ Change ,to ,the;:IiJndei^ter^ no claini :ai3Siftg %^seq^^
Material Change over which the Assured had control:-^£11 i^e recoverable h^uridbr'uiil^s^si^^
has been accepted by the Underwriters.
"Material Change" shall be understood to mean any change in the operation ofthe Assured which might..
reasonably be regarded by the Underwriters as increasing their risk in degree or frequency- or reducing •
possibilities of recoveryor subrogation.
3, The due observance and fulfilment of the terras, provisions, conditions and endorsements ofthis. Poliby
shall be conditions precedent to any liability of the Underwriters to make any paymeht Und.^r this .Policy-:
in particular the Assured should use all reasonable efforts to ensure that he .C0mpli^:;i^d<;c^ntinue
comply with the laws (local or otherwise) of any coun% within whose jurisdictioh the Ai'^ rtiay be, '
and to obtain all permits necessary for the lawful operation ofthe Aircraft.


4. Subject always to the provisions ofSection Five, and the Schedule, Undawitbsiherdon a^ee to-
follow the Hull "All Risks" Policy in respect of Breach of Warranty Cover, Hold Harmless
Agreements and Waivers of Subrogation.


SECTION FIVE:


CANCELLATION REVISION AND AUTOMATIC TERMINATION
Amendment of Terms or Cancellation


.(a) Underwriters may give' notice, effective on the expiry of 7days fromvinidnj^^t.:«n4the'.da^,fQ0
^^hich notice is issued, to review the rate of premiym. and/or the geographicariiriiits;,In:the e^^^


review of the rate of premiumand/or geographicaMirnitsijnpt . . / ' .
being accepted by the Assured then at the expity ofthe^saiid'T days, this •P'6iicy;sHa:il"beicOrii6^^
that date.


Automatic Review of Terms or Cancellation


(b) Notwithstanding l.(a) above, this Policy is subject to automatic review by Undet^tdrs'of the rate of'


It







premium and/or conditions and/or geographical liinits;;effective on the expiry :pf 7 days from the time of
any hostile detonation of any weapon of war empiroyiriig'atdrnie or nuclear fission anWor fusion or other
like reaction or radioactive force or matter wheresoever or whensoever such detonation may occur ^hd
whether or not the insured Aircraft may be directly affected. In the event of the review of the rate of
premium and/or , . • . .
conditions and/or geographical limits not being accepted by the Assured then ait the expiry of the said 7
days, this Policy shall become cancelled at that date.


Cancellation by Notice


(c) This Policy may be cancelled by the Assured or Underwriters giving notice not less than 7 days prior
to the end of each period of 3 months from inception.


Automatic Termination


Whether or not such notice of cancellation has been given this Insurance shall TERMINATE
AUTOMATICALLY Upon the outbreak of war (whether there be a declaration of war of not), between
any of the following States, namely, the United Kiiig^^y the ;United
Russian Federation, the People's Republic of China. PROVIDED THAT if the Aircraft is,in theair when
such outbreak of war occurs then this insurance, stlljjieet to its:terms
otherwise cancelled, terminated or suspended, wiU be-coiitinued in-respect cifsticK'Airdra^^^^^
Aircraft has completed its first landing theireafter.
11/94


.^W555B


CONTRACTS rRIGHTS OF THIRlj


The rights of aperson who is not aparty to this insurance pr^reinsurance toienforce a term ofthis
insurance or reinsurance and/or not to have this insyrance pr reinsurahceTeseih va^6<^jiltered
without his consent by virtue of the prpvisipns of the Cdritracts (Rights ofThii'd:.Parties]pAet L99i^ are-
excluded from this insurance or reinsurance.


AVN 72 9.2.2000







I.


-C--


DATE REGQifiNlTlfc^N'il^iEfeUiSI^N^


Ttlis Policy does not cover any claim, damage, injury, lossycost; .expense:or liability
tort, negligence, product liability, misrepresentation, fraud or otherwise) ofany nature Whatsoeyervarising
from oroccasioned byorin'consequence of(whether directly or. indirectly/and^hether/whplly orp







1
1


(h) the failure or inability of any computer hardware, software, integrated circuit,-chip Orinformation
technology equipment or system (whether in the possession of the Insuredor of any:third party)
accurately or completely to process, exchange or transfer year, date or tiihe data of information.in
connection with any change of year, date or time;


' i • .


whether on or before or after such change of year, date or time;


(i) any implemented or attempted change or modification of any computer hardware, software,
integrated circuit, chip or information technology equipment or system (whether in the possession
of the Insured or of any third party) in anticipation of or in response to anysuch change ofyear,
date or time, or any advice given or services performed in cormection witKahy such "Change or
modification;


(j) any non-use or unavailability for use of any property or equipment of any/kirid' Whatsoever
resulting from any act, failure to act or decision of the Insured or of any third party related to any
such change of year, date or time;


and any provision in this Policy concerning any duty of Insurers to investigate or
defend claims shall not apply to any claims so excluded;'


AVN 2000A 14.03.01


DATE RECOGNITION .


WHEREAS the Policy of which this Endorsement forms part includes the.Date Recognition Exclusion
Clause (Clause AVN 2000A), it is hereby understood'euid agreed'that, subjeetto.'ian 'terms'.and'̂ ^^







AnPITIONS AND DELETIONS


of this Endorsement, Clause AVN 2000A shall notapply.


(3) to any accidental loss of or damage to an aircraft defined in the Policy Schedule ("Insured
Aircraft");


(4) to any sums which the Insured shall become legally Hable to pay, and (if so required by the
Policy) shall pay (including costs awarded against the Insured) in respect of:


(a) accidental bodily injury, fatal or otherwise, to passengers caused by an accident to an Insured
Aircraft; and/or


(k) loss of or damage to baggage and personal articles of passengers, mail and cargo caused by
an accident to an Insured Aircraft; and'or


(1) accidental bodily injury, fatal or otherwise, and-accidental damage to property caused by an •
Insured Aircraft orbyany person or object falling therefrom.


PROVIDED THAT:


3 Coverage provided pursuant to this Endorsement shall be subject to all terms, conditions^ limitations,
warranties, exclusions and cancellation provisions of the Policy (except as- specifically provid^
herein), and nothing in this Endorsement extends coverage beyond that which is provided by the
Policy.


4*. - Nothing in this Endorsement shall provide any coverage:


(m) in respect ofgrounding ofany aircraft; and/or


mrespect of loss of use of any property unless it arises out of physical damage to or
destruction of property in the accident giving rise to aclaim under the Pohcy.


3, The Insured agrees that it has an obligation to disclose in Writing tp: the-Insurers,;diying th^.PoIi^
period any material facts relating to the Date Recognition Conformity of theTnsured':s operations,
equipment and products.


AVN 2001A 14.3.01
(Applicable to Hull and Aircraft Liability Coverage) ^.
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AIRCRAFT HULL/li^lABILITIES POLICY


Information Required For "The Generation Of Proposal


Name^of the Insured ; Aircharter Sen/ices (P) Limited


A:ddr^ss of the Insured: G+5 Building, 4'VfIoot , Room No. 402/412. IGI Domestic Airport •
(Palam), New Delhi-i'l0037)


Description of aircraft:


! Passenger seating capacity ;Yetto^deeided^bvC!0GA• ;
: Engine P&W


Make


type
and


series


No.


Year of


const


Licensed


seating
capacity


Declared :>


for the .


purpose of
insurance


Registration
^idfeMifitJ^tioin
marks


•Value;.
ôf extra
equipm
erits


;Engine
vN(D.;^nd'
;iype,


Pillatus


PC-


12/45


2005 8+2 Private


Charter


N386F :P.&W •


PT^A -
NIL ?RCEPR-


,0.5047
tpei-i2v- •


Value of the aircraft


TYear of Price paid Present value i;Value;of;
! purchase •^quipmeht^'andi;: . the airicraft^for


accessories \insurarice:.
1 2011 135000000 135000000 NIL 135000000


Purpose for which aircraft will be used Pnvate Pleasure &Charter
Geographical limits within which aircraft Mll%e'•used ^ Wordwide including 617 Fvbut


including country,like Iran, Iraq.,
.Afghanistan^ Pakistan , Sri Lanka-
Bhutan' & India inclusive j&k)


By whom the maintenance is be carried'ouf ; hliii India yet,to'̂ .be decided''(A3 on
i'date Agreement: not yet'fihalised V :


Where will the aircraft be usually kept Demi
is the aircraft normally kept in hangar
If yes, State type of Construction-of:Hariber ::.


No


Expected number of Hours of utilizatibh SOO^Wrs: .


Please state the details of all accidents'losses during ;lastfive iyear-s


N/a


Please Provide the Past Insurance Histon/
Name of Past Insurer


N/a


N/a







Premium N/a


Details of pilot who would fly the aircraft


Name


Age
Vincent Fuschelti
35+


Flying experience 18000 Flying Hrs. with ISOpo turbine with 1Q0 crossings


Details of Insurance Reguired


Section 11


Combined Single Limit required


Section III


( If answer is YES please provide the Sum rnsuredj


1. Passenger Liability required


Limit of Liability per passenger


2. Third Party Liability Limit Required


Limit of Liability ^


3. Baggage liability required


Limit per passenger


•o you require Hull WSr .risk cover


Do you Require PA for Pilots


Do you require LOL for Pilots


If Ferr| Flight to be covered
If, yes;


INR 25452O|i00^} '̂(Q;iW0i^ .
four crorei &fifty ,two lacs only)


Yes


INR SQOOO.OQ/ BaGh for 8.Pa.s.saj?gers


INR270,OOi.o6;0O(i)


Yes


INR'25006/-;eaeh;Gr^i8>iPa'̂ •


Yes, INF^.50130000/-


Nb


Yes


1) When is the client getting the .possession-of the Aircraft . ; •. :v,;. ^
2) Where is the aircraft right now? : Boufrie^mouth U.K.
3) Manufacturer's details :Rilatur> PC-12 " '
4) Ferry flight route &details -Attached.,,
5)' Aircraft purchase agreement : if nece'ssafy can provide
6) Is any refurbishment involved? ifyes, please providfe^lfetailsr •
7) Exact Sum insured details ; Provided above
8) Is there any training involved? : No
9) Name of the Ferry Flight Op&Fator : Rangeflayer INC
10)Detailsof Ferry Flight Pilot • :Already Provided


Deductible: - INR 500000


Pilate Warranty:- As per DGCA approve . '







Period of Insurance
From ; 16/01/2011


Signature of the proposer
Date : 11/01/2011


To ; 15/01/2012
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P. (C) N0.1867 OF 2012
IN THE MATTER OF:


Namrata Singh & Anr.


DGCA&.Ors.:


... Petitioner


Versus


Respondents


AMENDED MEMO OF PARTIES


XNDfX
S.NO. PARTICULARS PAGES


1. Amended l^emo of Parties 1-4


NEW DELHI


DATED:


ARUN KHATRI/YOGESH SHARMA
ADVOCATE


- -KHATRI a KHATRI L^.W OFFICES


RU-61, OPR. POWER HOUSE,
PITAIvl PURA, NEW DELHI-110034


#







IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW D^HI
W.P (C) 1867 OF 2012


Namrata Singh & Am-.


DGCA & Ors.


Versus


.. .Petitioner


.. .Respondents


a ^ ^I


i3


JH


AMEDED MEMO OF PARTIES


Namrata Singh
Aged about 24 years
W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Seldion,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Mamti Apartments
ChitarkootjVaishah Nagar,
Jaipur


Baby Ebirth
Aged 4 months
D/o Namrata Singhand Late Capt.
Harpreet Singh Sekhon
Through her motherNamrata Singh
Aged about 24 years
W/o Late Capt. Harpreet Singh Sekhon,
R/o F-2, 6/382, Maruti Apartments
Chitarkoot, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur


Versus


The Director General Civil Aviation


(DGCA), Aurbindo Marg, 0pp.
Safadarjung Airport, New Delhi
110003, India


Civil Aviation Ministry,
Through its Secretary
Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan,
Safdarjung Airport,
New Delhi-110003


Air Charter Services (?) Ltd.
Through its Managing Director
Mr. Semoun jolly
At: BMS COMPLEXl 0 PLAZA
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


WP(C) 1867 of 2012


In The Matter Of;


Namrata Singh & Another .. .Petitioners


Versus


D.G.C.A. & Others .. .Respondents


REPLY TO WRIT PETITION ON BEHALF OFRESPONDENT NO. 6.


Most Respectfully Showeth;


1. At the outset before giving parawise reply, the Answering Respondent


submits that unless the Answering Respondent specifically admits, ,all the


allegations made in the present petition by the Petitioners herein, the same


are vehemently denied, being false arid frivolous and bereft ofany merit.


The Answering Respondent also craves leave ofthis Hon'ble Court to put


forth certain facts byway ofpreliminary submissions.


II.


Preliminary Submission:


1. That the Answering Respondent is a senior citizen aged about 60 years


and a permanent resident of Patiala, Punjab, who is in the evening of her


life and suffering acute agony due to the untimely death ofher young pilot


son in an Air Crash on 25.05.2011 while piloting a flight from Patna to


Delhi in Pilatus PC-12.


2. That the Answering Respondent and the entire family were dependent on


the income of her son. Late Captain Harpreet Singh who had been


educated and trained with a lot of difficulties on account of financial


constraints.







3. That admittedly the Petitioners herein are the wife and daughter of Late


Captain Harpreet Singh respectively and after the death of Captain


Harpreet Singh, the Petitioner No. 1 left her matrimonial house alongwith


the minor child leaving the old grievingparents of the deceased on account


of untimely death of her young son, the Answering Respondent even lost


her voice and her condition is getting critical day by day.


4. That the Petitioner No. 1 was only interested in money and never even


bothered to inquire about the whereabouts of the old and infirm in-laws


who are living like destitutes. It is pertinent to mention here that the


deceased had an insurance policy in his name and claim of which could be


received only after procuring the No Objection Certificate (hereinafter


referred as 'TSfOC") of the Answering Respondent as the Answering


Respondent is the class-I legal heir of the deceased.


5. That the Petitioner No. 1, with her ulterior motives and dishonest


intentions driven by greed, approached the Answering Respondent for


giving the NOC for the insurance claim and gave The Petitioner No. 1


gave veiled threats and having failed to scare the Answering Respondent,


she played an emotional card about welfare of the Petitioner No. 2 being


paramount, the Answering Respondent appended her signatures on the


NOC with the assurance that Petitioner No. 1 alongwith Petitioner No. 2


would return back to her matrimonial home and the Answering


Respondent will be given her share of the insurance money.


6. That thereafter, the Petitioner No. 1 having received the money neither


returned to the matrimonial home nor shared the insurance claim of ? 41


Lac with the Answering Respondent.


7. That malafide intention of the Petitioner No. 1 can be culled out even from


the fact that the Petitioner No. 1 did not implead the Answering
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Respondent as a party in the present petition and even went to the extent


of opposing the impleadment of the Answering Respondent in the present


petition.


8. That as per the information of the Answering Respondent, the Petitioner


No. 1 has also received the amount which was paid by Respondents No. 3


& 4 alongwith the last remuneration/salary of Late Captain Harpreet Singh


by fraud and the Petitioner No. 1 even did not inform the Answering


Respondent about the same and appropriated her right too.


9. That when Answering Respondent enquired,,on her severalpersonal visits


to the Respondent No. 4, about the insurance claim received by them for


the air crash which was initially deniedby Respondent No. 4, however, all


this was proved to be false and when confronted and on further insistence,


the Respondent No. 3 & 4 admitted to have received a sum of ? 13.49


crores as insurance claim.


10. That the Answering Respondent requested the Respondent No. 3 & 4


several times for giving the details of the payment and compensation for


her young son's death, but the Respondent No. 4 kept on prolonging the


matter on one pretext or another.


11. That the Respondent No. 3 & 4, realizing that they had been exposed and


being wellaware of their liability, taking advantage of the discord between


the Answering Respondent and Petitioner No. 1, and of mental and


physical sate of the Answering Respondent, induced the Answering


Respondent to accept small sums of money by representing that they


would be paying compensation and succeeded in getting


acknowledgement of such payments which was nothing but an attempt to


stall the Answering Respondent from taking any claim, as it now


transpires.
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12.That the Respondent No. 1 being the regulator of aviation industry given


powers under Rule- 133A of the Aircraft Rules, 1937, to issue Civil


Aviation Requirements (CAR) to Aircraft Owners. In exercise of the said


statutory powers and duties, Respondent No. 1, vide Circular dated


01.06.2010 titled Civil Aviation Requirements Section- 3 Air Transport


Series 'C Part- III Issue II (hereinafter the "Circular") dated 01.06.2010,


issued Minimum Reqiiirements for Grant of Permit to Operate Non


Scheduled Air Transport Services. A copy of the issued by United India


Insurance Co. is already on record @ Page No. 26 of the Petition.


13. That as per the above circular, for operation of any Non Scheduled Air


Transport Services, the permission of Government of India is required. It


is also stipulated in the Circular, that this power has been delegated to


Respondent No. 1, based on which permission is given by way of issuing


Non Scheduled Operators Permit, by the Respondent No. 1.


14. That the Respondent No. 1 under Item 10 of the said Circular has also laid


down "General Requirements". As per clause 10.10 of Item 10 of


"General Requirements", it is mandatory for every operator, to maintain a


current insurance for an amount adequate to cover its liability towards


passengers and their baggage, crew, cargo, hull loss etc.


15. That it is necessary to mention that Pilots and Co-Pilots were not insured


by Respondent No. 3 & 4 as evident from the reply to the RTI applications


filed by the heirs of Co-Pilot, while the claim paid to Respondent No. 3 &


4 was informed to be huge sum of ? 13,49,90,000/- (Rupees Thirteen


Crore Forty Nine Lakh Ninety Thousand Only). Copy of the RTI


application and reply is already on record @ Page- 41.


16.That both the parents of the deceased are suffering with old age diseases


along with the other various ailments. The husband of the Answering
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Respondent is suffering from heart disease and he has been advised to


undergo the by-pass surgery by the doctors which, needless to mention,


needs quite large amount of money.


17.That the Answering Respondent respectfully submits that she has not


received a single penny from the Petitioner No. 1. The Answering


Respondent further respectfully submits that the Petitioner No. 1 may be


directed to pay the share of the Answering Respondent from the amount


she has already received till date and further release her share in the


amount of compensation granted by this Hon'ble Court, if any.


Parawise Reply:


1. That the contents ofpara 1 are admitted and it is submitted that Answering


Respondent is also the class-I legal heir ofLate Captain Harpreet Singh.


2. & 3. That the contents of paras 2 & 3 are matter of record and hence need


no reply from the Answering Respondent.


4. That the contents ofpara 4 are admitted.


5. That the contents of para 5 are admitted to the extent that the Petitioner


No. 1 was pregnant at the time of death of her husband while rest of the


contents of para 5 do not belong to the Answering Respondent, hence need


no reply from the Answering Respondent.


6. & 7. That the contents of paras 6 7 are matter of record and hence need


no reply from the Answering Respondent.


8. That the contents of para 8 do not pertain to the Answering Respondent,


hence need no reply from the Answering Respondent, but it is submitted


that the Answering Respondent also made several efforts to get the


payment, but all in vain.


^ J {̂r
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9. to 12. That the contents of paras 9 to 12 are admitted to be true and


correct, hence need no reply fromthe Answering Respondent.


13. to 15. That the contents of paras 13 to 15 are matter of record and hence


need no reply from the Answering Respondent.


16.That the contents of para 16 are admitted to be true and correct, hence


need no reply from the Answering rtespondent.


17.That the contents of para 17 are admitted to the extent that the Respondent


No. 1 & 2 have failed to fulfil their duties & obligations casted on them by


law, rules and regulations. The Respondent No. 3 & 4 are, even otherwise,


liable for their misconduct if there is no maintenance of insurance cover


for pilot(s) and crew which is mandatory by law and also under Rule 17(1)


of the Third Schedule of the Carriage by Air Act while rest of the contents


of para are wrong and denied. It is respectfully submitted that the


Petitioner No. 1 herein has deliberately concealed facts as is writ large on


silence on the material aspects for which reason the Petitioner No. 1 did


not disclose the fact that Answering Respondent is also the class-I legal


heir of late Captain Harpreet Singh and equally entitled to receive


compensation and other benefits from rest of the Respondents. Further, the


Petitioner No. 1 deliberately did not disclose the fact that she had already


received a sum of ? 41 Lac as an insurance claim from which she did not


pay a single penny to the Answering Respondent.


18. That the contents of para 18 are not denied but it is respectfully submitted


that Answering Respondent has also suffered with irreparable loss of her


son and they both i.e. Petitioner No. 1 and Answering Respondent, can


look after the Petitioner No. 2 together.


19. That the contents of para 19 are admitted to be true and correct, hence


need no reply from the Answering Respondent..
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20.That the contents of para 20 are not denied but it is submitted that


alongwith thePetitioners, entire family of theAnswering Respondent were


solely dependent on the earnings of deceased Captain Harpreet Singh and


the entire family has suffered this loss.


21.That the contents of para 21 are wrong and denied. It is submitted that the


Petitioner No. 1 has already received the insurance claim of late Harpreet


Singh and hence there is no question of leading a heavily indebted life by


the Petitioner No. 1. On the contrary, it is the Answering Respondent


whose life has been deteriorated since the death of her son as she has no


other means to survive and is forced to live a destitute's life leading under


the heavy debts.


22. That contents of para 22 are not denied to the extent that none of the legal


heirs of late Captain Harpreet Singh has received any compensation from


rest of the Respondents and rest of the contents of para are matter of


record, hence needs no reply from the Answering Respondents.


23. That contents of para 23 are matter of record, however, it is submitted that


the Answering Respondent is also entitled to receive the compensation


from rest of the Respondents and she has not received any amount from


the Respondents.


24. That the contents of para 24 to 27 are matter of record and hence need no


reply from the Answering Respondent.


The prayer clause of the Petition are admitted, however, it is most respectfully


submitted that the Answering Respondent is the class-I legal heir and hence


entitled, to the compensation so due and the Respondent No. 1 & 2 are guilty of


. improper and mis-representation of facts even before this Hon'ble Court. They
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being the public authorities are amenable to the writ jurisdiction of the Hon'ble


Court so also are the otherRespondents. ^ ,


Respondent No. 6


New Delhi


Date:


Through Counsel


lu
/


Vishal Dabas


Advocate


Sud & Sud


Advocates


103, Lawyers Chambers
Delhi High Court


New Delhi- 110003
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


WP(C) 1867 of 2012


In The Matter Of:


Namrata Singh & Another .. .Petitioners


Versus


D.G.C.A. & Others .. .Respondents


AFFIDAVIT


I, Jagjit Kaur W/o Sh. Gurbakhshish Singh Sekhin aged about 60, R/o 70-B,


Model Town, Patiala- 147001, Punjab, presently at New Delhi, do hereby


solemnly affirm and declare as under:


1. That I am the Respondent No. 6 in the present petition and as such I am


fully conversant with the facts and circumstances of the case and


competent to swear this affidavit.


2. That the contents of the accompanying petition have been drafted by my


counsel under my instructions and the same have been read over and


explained to me in vernacular and admitted to be correct. The contents of


the same may be read as part of this affidavit as the same are not


reproduced here for the sake of brevity.


DEPONENT


VERIFICATION


Verified at New Delhi on this the day of April, 2014 that the contents of the


above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge and belief Nothing material


has been concealed therefrom.


DEPONENT
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.^'^/v^^^^^_-_.___^_._ - ^ ^


; ),-'. DELHI >'„-^' - ""i^iS


IN THE COURT OF ...//^.^....Cr9.^^?kt...^......./•....5?.'̂ ^
Suit/Appeal No i^:.F.:..(.<!.)...I^..6.^J.Z^l2r. Jurisdiction


Qf 2014


.. c^i .4r.. Plaintiff or Appellant or Complainant


. . VERSUS
^.U?.C/T.....<^. Defendant or Respondent or Accused


KNOW All to whom these presents come that I/We,


•the above named....S.<^. A^:IAq hereby appoint
Tpc^CaA


SUD & SUD, Advocates
C-387, Defence Colony, New Delhi-110024


Phones 01141079791


103, Lawyers Chamber, Delhi High Court, New Delhi-110 003


hereinafter called Advocate to be


my/our Advocates in the above noted case and authorize them:
To act, appear and plead in the above noted case in this Court or any other Court in which the


same be tried or heard and also in the Appellate Courts.
To sign, file, verify and present pleadings, replications, appeals, cross-objections, or petitions


for executions, review, revision, restoration, withdrawal, compromise or other petitions, replies,
objections or affidavits or other documents as may be deemed necessary or proper for the prosecution
of the said case in all its stage.


To file and take back documents.


To withdraw, or compromise the said case or submit to arbitration any differences or disputes
that may arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.


To take out execution proceedings.
To deposit, draw and receive money, cheques and grant receipts thereof and to do all other


acts and things which may be necessary to be done for the progress and in the course to prosecution
of the said case.


To appoint, instruct any other legal practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and
authorities hereby conferred upon the Advocate whenever he may think fit to do so and sign the
power of attorney on my/our behalf.


And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree to ratify and confirm at act as if done by the
Advocate or their substitutes in the matter as my/our own acts, as if done by me/us to intents and
purposes.


And I/We undertake that I/we or my/our duly authorized agents would appear in Court all
hearings will confirm the Advocates for appearance when case is called.


And I/We the undersigned to hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or their substitute
responsible to the result of the said case, consequence for his absence from the court when the said
case is called up for hearing or any negligence of the said advocates or his substitute.


And I/We the undersigned to hereby agree that in the event of the whole or any part to the fee
agreed by me/us to the Advocates remaining unpaid they shall have option to abstain themselves
from appearing in the court and I/we shall be liable for all the consequences.


IN WITNESS WHEREOF I/we do hereunto set my/our hand to the^ presents the contents
of which have been understood by me/us this .../ -Day of... 2014.
Accepted subject to the terms of fees.


For


pjMPVldAdvocates


iif


Client
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W. P. (C) No. 1867 OF 2012


IN THE MATTER OF:


Namrata Singh and Anr.


Versus


Director General Civil Aviation (DGCA) and Ors.


SI. No. Particulars


1. Typed Policy Copy


New Delhi.


Date; 1^.12.201


INDEX


Though


•Petitioners


.Respondents


Court fee Page no.


1 -2


Respondent No. 5


//A'.K. De
'Advocate/


D-27,Laxmi Na(gar,
Delhi - 1lf)092.


M-9811718302
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UNITED INDIA INSURANCE CO. LTD.


Policy Schedule


Dept.- Aviation


Policy Number: 040600/43/10/01/00000002


Agent Code: 88888058, Agent Name: JK Risk Managers and insurance


Brokers Ltd.


Hull All Risks


Agent Contact No: (Oil) 233112-5


Insured's Name: AIR CHARTER SERVICES PVT. LTD.


Address: 6 +5 Building, 4"" Floor, Room No. 402/412, IGI


Domestic Airport, Palam, New Delhi, Distt. Delhi,


New Delhi 110037, Tel. No. 25674449.


Issuing Office Code: 040600


Address: 60, SKYLARK Building, 5"^ Floor, Nehru Place Delhi.
Tel: 26439984, 26452631, Fax-26413031.


Development Officer: 777777 Client Type Corporate
Date of proposal & Declaration : 14.01.2011


Paid Up Capital upto Rs. 15 Crores


Policy Period : 00.00 Hrs on 16.01.2011 to Midnight of 15.01.2012


^ Receipt Date &No. 14.01.2011 040600/81/10/01/0000001823


Net Premium 278920 Rupees Two Lakh Seventy Eight Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty Only.
^MJIIC 040600: 1001


\^\Srl. No. Description Sum Insured (Rs.)


1. Hull All Risk (Total Premium under the Policy is Rs. 12,30,595/- Including
tax payable in 4: Equal installment 13,50,00,000.00


2. Hull War Risk liability : 13,50,00,000.00


3. Third Party liability Including passenger legal liability


of Rs. 50 Lacs Per Passenger and baggage 2,70,00,00,000.00


(Legal Liability of Rs. 25,000/- Per Passenger)


Total Insured 2,97,00,00,000.00


Total Sum Insured (In Words): In Rupees Two Hundred Ninety Seven Crore Only
Risks Covered: Hull All Risks for non scheduled Charter Type-Fixed wing, make


- Pilatus PC-12/45 Model 2005, Sitting Capacity 8+2 Turbine


Engine, REC No'.,


N386F.


Location: India Including J&K, Nepal, Srilanka, Pakistan, Afghanistan, Iran,


Iraq, Otherwise Usually Kept at IGI Airport / Amritsar Airport.







»' V


.k


1/


Special Peril: Hull all Risks (Flight Taxing, Grounded, Moored as the case may


be) , Hull war Risks, Third Party Liability Including passenger


liability and baggage liability.


Special Exclusion: As per Aviation Policy.


Subject To Clause: 1) As Per Aviation Policy Clause (617F), Except for the


above mentioned counters, 2) Additional Insured during Ferry


Flight (From Bournemouth, UK to Corfu, Corfu to Luxor, Luxor to


Fujairah, Fujairah to delhi). Are Pilatus PC-12/45 Ltd, UK &


Rangeflyer, INC, USA.


Special Excess: Deductible INR 5 Lakhs for each and every loss excluding


TL/CTL/ATL, No Deductible forTPL, P.A. and Baggage.


Special Conditions: Pilot's Warranty/Ferry - Pilot on command duty licenced and


certified for the flights with a minimum of 2000 hours of flying


r experience and 1000 hours on multi Engine


Jet and 250 Hours on make and model.


Co-Pilot: Duly licenced and certified for the flights


With a Minimum of 1000 Hours of flying experience and 500 ours


on multiengine jet and 100 Hours on Make and Model. .


Pilotwarranty for Regular Operation:- Duly Licenced and


In witness whereof this policy has been signed at New Delhi


On this 14'*^ Day of January, 2011.


For And on Behalf of


UNITED INDIA INSURANCE CO. LTD.


Sd/-


Authorised Signatory


K_ Daniel - K_ Daniel-14/01/2011 18:26:56-5-1 0046 6.5.0.1 As per Conditions


and clause attached


(TRUE TYPED COPY)
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR ..... Petitioners
Through: Mr Arun Khatri & Mr Sukhbir Sheoran,
Advs.


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION
(DGCA ) & ORS ..... Respondents


Through: Mr Arun Bhardwaj, CGSC with Mr
Rishi Kapoor, Adv. for R-1/ DGCA.
Mr D.D. Singh & Mr Navdeep Singh, Advs. for R-
3 & 4.
Mr A.K. De, Mr Zahid Ali & Mr Rajesh Dwivedi,
Advs. for R-5.
Mr Gurjinder Singh Chahal, Adv. for R-6/
applicant.


CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER


O R D E R
% 22.05.2015


CM No. 9390/2015


This is an application filed by respondent no.6, who is the mother-in-


law of petitioner no.1. Learned counsel for the petitioner does not oppose


the relief of transposition sought for by the said applicant, who presently is


arrayed as respondent no.6 in the writ petition.


Accordingly the application is allowed. The applicant, who is arrayed


as respondent no.6, shall stand impleaded as petitioner no.3 in the writ


petition.


Application stands disposed of.


W.P.(C) 1867/2012 Page 1 of 2







WP(C) 1867/2012 & CM No. 4076/2012


Part heard.


List on 20.08.2015.


RAJIV SHAKDHER, J
MAY 22, 2015
kk


W.P.(C) 1867/2012 Page 2 of 2
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & CM 4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR ..... Petitioners


Through Mr Arun Khatri, Advocate.


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION


(DGCA ) & ORS Respondents
Through Mr Sanjay Jain, ASG with Mr Arun


Bhardwaj, CGSC and Ms Pallavi
Shali, Advocates for UOI.
Mr A.K. De, Mr Zahidhi and
Mr Rajesh Dwinedi, Advocates for
R5.


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU


ORDER


% 12.12.2014


At the request of the learned counsel for the respondent, relist on


05.02.2015.


VIBHU BAKHRU, J
DECEMBER 12,2014
pkv
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR ..... Petitioners
Through: Mr Sukhbir Sheoron, Adv.


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION (DGCA )
& ORS ..... Respondents


Through: Mr Arun Bhardwaj, CGSC with Mr
Rishi Kapoor, Adv. for Resp./ UOI.
Mr Rajesh Dwivedi, Adv. for Mr A.K. De, Adv.
for R-5.


CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER


O R D E R
% 29.05.2015


CM No. 10608/2015 (O. 6 R. 17 CPC)


This is an application seeking amendment of the writ petition to a


limited extent. The amendment is sought by way of seeking addition of a


prayer in the existing writ petition. The prayer is set out in paragraph 7 of


the application. The said prayer is directed only against respondent no.5.


Accordingly, the application is allowed without prejudice to the rights


and contentions of respondent no.5. The amended writ petition is taken on


record. Respondent no.5 will be at liberty to file a counter affidavit to the


amended writ petition within four weeks. Rejoinder, if any, be filed before


the next date of hearing.


Application stands disposed of.


RAJIV SHAKDHER, J
MAY 29, 2015/kk





				None

		2015-05-30T13:45:03+0530
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 and CM No.4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioners
Through; Mr. Arun Khatri, Advocate


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION


(DGCA) & ORS Respondents
Through: Mr. Arun Bhardwaj, CGSC with Ms.
Priyadarshni Priya, Advocates for R-1 & 2
Mr. Ankit Mahajan and Mr. Navdeep Singh,
Advocates for R-3 & 4


Mr. A.K. De, Advocate for R-5
CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER
ORDER


% 27.04.2015


At joint request of the parties, hst on 22.05.2015.


RAJIV SHAKDHER, J


APRIL 27,2015


yg
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & CM No.4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioners


Through: Mr Arun Kliatri, Advocate.
versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION


(DGCA) & ORS
Tln'ough:


Respondents
Mr Sanjay jain, ASG with Ml" Arun
Bliardwaj, CGSC and Ms Pallavi
Shali, Advocate for UOI.
Mr A. K. De and Mi" Rajesh Dwivedi,
Advocates for R-5.


Ml- Vishal Dabas and Ms Bonita


Singh, Advocate for R-6.
AND


+ W.P.(C) 1880/2012 & CM No.4108/2012


NIRMAL & ANR Petitioners


Through; Mr Arun Khatri, Advocate.
versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVAIATION


(DGCA) & ORS Respondents
Thi'ough; Mi- Sanjay jain, ASG with Mr Arun


Bhardwaj, CGSC and Ms Pallavi
Shali, Advocate for UOI.
Ml- A. K. De and Mi- Rajesh Dwivedi,
Advocates for R-5.


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU


ORDER


% 14.08.2014


One of the principal question that needs to be addressed in the present


petition is whether the deceased pilots were insured by respondent nos.3 &







V


4. An Insurance Policy has been placed on record which indicates that


"third party liability including passenger legal liability of ?50 lacs per pass


and baggage". The question, thus, arises is regarding interpretation of the


expression 'third paity'. The learned counsel for respondent no.5 shall take


instructions and also place the relevant policy to substantiate its stands that


the expression i.e. 'third party' would not include the pilots and other crew.


The learned counsel for respondent no.5 shall also furnish a clear copy of


the Policy to the other counsels within a period of two weeks from today.


An adjournment slip has been moved on behalf of respondents no.3 &


4. Accordingly, the matter is adjourned to 12.12.2014 for fmal hearing.


VIBHU BAKHRU, J


AUGUST 14, 2014
MK
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & CM No. 4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioners


Through: Mr Arun Khatri, Adv.


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION


(DGCA ) & ORS Respondents
Through: Mr Jatan Singh, CGSC with Mr Tushar
Singh, Adv. for R-1 &2.
Mr D.D. Singh & Mr Navdeep Singh, Advs. for R-
3&4.


Mr Rajesh Dwivedi, Adv. for R-5.


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER


ORDER


% 04.10.2012


Mr Jatan Singh, who appears for respondent nos.l and 2, says that


they do not wish to file a counter affidavit. The said statement is taken on


record. Respondent nos. 3 and 4 have already filed their counter affidavit.


Mr Rajesh Dwivedi enters appearance on behalf of respondent no. 5


and seeks time to file a counter affidavit. Let the same be filed within three


weeks.


Rejoinder, if any, to the counter affidavits already filed and thatwhich


will be filed by respondent no. 5, be filed before the next date ofhearing.


It is not disputed that a sum ofRs 7.5 lacs has been deposited with the


Commissioner Workman Compensation. The petitioners are at liberty to
W.P.(C) 1867/2012 Page j ^f2







• W


withdraw the same without prejudice to their rights and contentions.


List on 04.02.2013.


RAJIV SHAKDHER, J
OCTOBER 04,2012


kk ^ ^


W.P.(C) 1867/2012 Page 2 of 2
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioners


Through: Mr. Arun Khatri, Advocate


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION (DGCA )
& ORS Respondents


Through: Mr. D.D. Singh and Mr. Navdeep Singh,
Advocates for R-3 & 4


Mr. Rajesh Dwivedi, proxy counsel for Mr.
A.K.De, Advocate for R-5
Mr. Navneet Goyal and Mr. Pawan Kumar Ray,
Advocates for the applicant


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER


ORDER


% 04.02.2013


CM No. 1260/2013 ("for impleadment)


This is an application for impleadment filed on behalf of the mother


of the deceased late Capt. Harpreet Singh. The application is one Smt. Jagjit


Kaur.


Pertinently, the writ petition has been filed by the wife and the child


of the deceased Capt. Harpreet Singhto claim compensation.


To be noted, on account of the air crash which took place near


Faridabad, while fenying a patient from Patna to Delhi, the entire crew and


W.P.(C) 1867/2012 Page 1of 2







all co-Passengers, died in the crash. Resultantly, the writ petition.


Issue notice to the non applicants.


Reply, if any, be filed by the non-applicant/petitioner within three


weeks from today.


Rejoinder thereto, be filed before the next date of hearing.


W.P.CQ 1867/2012 & CMNo.4076/2012


The report of the Registry is that the counter affidavit filed by


respondent no.5 has been returned under office objections. Learned counsel


for respondent no.5, who is present in court, has been asked to take steps to


/ A bring the counter affidavit on record.


To be noted, a copy of the counter affidavit filed by respondent no.5


has been supplied by the petitioner. Accordingly, the liberty is granted to


the petitioner to file a rejoinder to the counter affidavits filed by respondent


nos.3, 4 and 5.


As noted on the last date, respondent nos.l and 2 do not wish to file a


counter affidavit.


List on 23.05.2013.


RAJIV SHAKDHER, J
^ \ FEBRUARY 04, 2013


Yg
W.P.(C) 1867/2012 Page 2 of 2
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 and CM No.1260/2013 & CMNo.4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioner


Through: Mr. Arun Khatri, Advocate


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVIATION (DGCA )
& ORS Respondent


Through: Mr. D.D. Singh and Mr. Navdeep Singh,
Advocates for R-3 & 4


Mr.Rajesh Dwivedi, proxy counsel for Mr. A.K.
De, Advocate for R-5


/ "; Ms. Mamta Bhardwaj, proxy counsel for Mr.
Navneet Goyal, Advocate for the applicant-Jagjit
Kaur


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER


ORDER


% 23.05.2013


The court will not convene today, as HMJ Rajiv Shakdher is to


ly participate in the 'Tenth Multinational Judicial Colloquium' and the 'Ninth
Quadrennial Congress of IisfSOL International' at the Hague, Netherlands.


List on 26.07.2013.


COURT MASTER
MAY 23, 2013
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% 26.07.2013


Present: Mr. Arun Khatri, Adv for the petitioner.
Ms Mamta Bhardwaj, proxy counsel for applicant
Mr. Jatan Singh, Adv. for the respondent-CGSC.
Mr D.D. Singh, Adv for Respondents 3 and 4
Mr.Rajesh Dwivedi, Adv. for the respondent No.5.


+ W.P.(a No. 1867/2012


The Hon'ble Judge is on leave today.


Renotify on 11.12.2013.


JULY 26, 2013
BG


BY ORDER


(COURT MASTER)


^ <iy) •


.10 ^
77^'


Hi, *
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI


+ W.P.(C) 1867/2012 & CM No. 4076/2012


NAMRATA SINGH & ANR Petitioners


Through: Mr Aran Khatri, Adv.


versus


DIRECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AVAIATION


(DGCA) & ORS Respondents
Through: Mr Arun Bhardwaj, CGSC with Mr
Rishi Kapoor, Ms Gunjan Bansal & Mr Apurva
Varma, Advs. for R- 1 & 2.
Mr D.D. Singh & Mr Navdeep Singh, Advs. for R-
3 & 4.


CORAM:


HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER


ORDER


% 05.02.2015


List on 27.04.2015.


FEBRUARY 05,2015
kk


RAJIV SHAKDHER, J





