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the s&heme formulated b; thél Corporation, the
Finahcia1 condition of the Corboration may a]so be kept
in view -but that would not be a constraint on the
Corporation to avoid * its  duty - ofl providipg A
res1dence/p10t to the urban weaker sections, It would,
fhereFOie, be the diuty of the Corporation to evolve ghe
schemes. In the 11ght of the schemes now in operation, ;
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we are of the view that opportunity should be g1van ta 5
the 10 named petitioner- encroachers to  pipit for any  one-

of the . three schemes and the named two persons who are

carrying on commercial activities  should immediately
stop-‘tﬁe same. If they intend to have any comnmercial
act1v1ty or hdwk1ng. it shoqu be ava]]ed of as per the
directions dlready lqsued by this Court in the
aforesaid judgment and no further modification or any “"U

directions contra thereto heed to be "issued, Dt = ol

these 10 persons, if they are ejigib?e within the terms

of the schemes and woiuld satisfy the inromer criterion,

they  would be given a11otménf*nf the sites br o tha
Eenements, as the case may be, according to‘ their
dpt{on.' In case they do nﬁt opt for any of the
schemes, 21 days® notice would be served on them and
othef encroachers and they may be ejected From: the
present encroachments. As regards other jersons th,

have bECome encroachers by way of Puthdbe either from
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