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ITEM NO: Sub: Relaxation of time limit of payment of balance
J05/92(Pt. in. respect of certain commercial,

L. remium "
105/92(Pt.) ir‘: dustrial,reddential  plots and commercial
puilt up pronerties.
( F.40(1)/83€L)

Supplementary Note

Dy, Secretary(DD) of Ministry of Urban Development
vide his D.O. letter No: J-13038/11/86-DDVB/IA dt.7.8.92 (App-__'pp-]
Pagel26-B ) has intimated that the Precis of Item No: 105/92
does not reflect the views of the Ministry properly. Infact, letter
dt. 4.3.92 from the Ministry of Urban Development mentioned
in para 6(b) has already been circulated as Appendix 'JJ' alongwith
Item No: 105/92. However, the views of the Ministry now contained
in para-3 of letter (Appendix 'PP-T Pagel26B) may be read as
part of the agenda note No: 105/92 already circulated & nay be
considered by the Authority alongwith the item. -
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DI%_'PP-1 to Item No. 105/82)p

MY R. BANNER)] _
] DEPUTY SECRETARY{DD)
§ TELE: 3019280 .-

&

RN 1%

12 a.time to the auction purchaser to make payment of the balance
“amount failing which he be burdened to pay the same with -

Dear Shri Singh,

On going through the brie
Plot Mo.5, Community Centre, Wa

reflected. In para 6{(b} of the precise of -
been made to appear that the Ministry is
interest be charged for the period primary
the plot. This is not the correct reflection
of the Ministry. L -

2. Minis _ 11992 DDA were
requested to examine the case with all its legdl implications
and this does not find & mention in the precis to be placed
before the Authority in its meeting scheduled for 13.8.92, =~

3. It is not understood as to -why the ! Try's v
not correctly reflected eventhough I had written o you “ir
regard earlier vide my D.O. letter dated 21.5:.4992. The Minis
is of the view that the auction purchaser should net be burdene
with interest liability for the entire peried till final décisi
is taken by the Govt. to relaz Nazul land Rule Ne.27, 29
32. The reason for this view is that it is an admitted fact that
the plot was not available for handingover en the date of auction
and till January,1985 when MCD: primary school vacated the
premises. However, when the auction purchaser had moved the
court, DDA had made a commitment that they would settle .
the case provided the purchaser withdraw the case unconditionally.
Thus the auction purchaser was wrongly lead by the DDA to
believe that DDA would settie their case seonafter withdrawal
of court case, while the actual fact is that DDA did net have
the authority to settle the case without obtaining prior direc iofns
from the Central Govt. The bidder had withdrew the suit uncon- -
ditionally in 1984 and he had been waiting for a settlement °
and the delay is not attributed to the purchaser. In the light
of the above facts and the legal opinion given by the fegal
department of DDA that Central Govt. may grant reasenable

interest, no interest is chargable for the %p'e-rigd! upto: which
the Central Govt. taken a decision to relas the Nazul Land
Rule. The precis may be madified suitably. I

I remain,

Shri Ranvir Singh,
Secretary,

DDA, Vikas Sadan
NEW DELHL
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APPENDIX sFF* TO ITEM NO. 105/92
DDVA dated

co of X tter No'!-!-11017/91/87-
s om Shri Rajinder singh, Und

. 989 received fr
gciecgéa?.y trg the Govt.of India, Ministry of Urban
Development addressed to Director (cL), DDA

ases about delayed payment of 75% of the shop,

Subjects C

1 am directed to refer to your letter NO,F,5612)87/
Impl, dated 4,10,88 on the subject mentioned above to say
that a Gazetted Notification has been issued amending the
ppa (Disposal of Develcped Nazul Land)Rules, 1981, According to

trFe arendment, @ Proviso has been added to Rule 29 as under ;=
sprovided that the Vice-Chairman, may extend the
lJast day of payrent, where he is satisfied thet

suf ficient reasons exist for doing so, upto a
cayment of interest

maximum of 180 days subject to
unt at the rate of 18% per annum

on the balance amoc
where the delay is 30 days or less and 25% per annum
for a veriod exceeding 30 GaySe ™

It is rresumed that the rast cases will now be disrosed

of accordingly as the stznd of DDA has been that such cases are
to be dealt with under DDA (Disposal of Developed Nazul Land)
Rules, 1981 rather than CDA (Managenment & Disposal of Housing
Estates) Regulation, 1968, I am to reguest you to confirmm this,

- 14

od/ =
(KAJINDER SING)
Under Secretary {DD)
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sfp? TO ITEM NO. 105/92
mm—————

APPENDIX

copy of ¥ t¥er Nowtl=11017/91/87-DDVA dated
31,1,1989 received from Shri Rajinder Singh, Under
Secretary to the Govt.of India, Mnistry of Urban
Development addressed to pirector(CL), DDAe

s apout delayed payment of 75% of the shop,

Subje cts Case

1 am @irected to refer to your letter NO,F,5612)87/
Impl, dated 4,10.88 on the subject mentioned above to say
that a Gazetted Notification has been issued amending the

ppa (Disposal of Develcped Nazul Land)Rules, 1981, According to

tke arendment, 3 proviso has been added to Rule 29 as under =

sprovided that the vice=Chairman, may extend the
last day of payrent, where he is satisfied thet
suf ficient reasons exist for doing so, upto a
maximum of 180 days subject to vayrwent of interest
on the balance amocunt at the rate of 1£% per annum

where the delay is 30 days or less and 25% per annum
for a veriod exceeding 30 Gays,"
It is rresumed that the rfast casesS will now be disprosed
of accordingly as the stznd of DDA has been that such cases are
to be dealt with under DDA (Disposal of Developed Nazul Land)
Rules, 1981 rather than CDA (Management & Disposal of Housing
Estates) Regulation, 1968, I am to reyuest you tc confimm this,

- ,

od/=
(RAJINCER SING)
Uncer Secretery {DD)




APPENITX

.Government,‘ef India :
Mlnist;‘y of Urban Developmen
Delhi Divisign :

New Delhi, dated the 113.2,10g0

To
The Vi‘ce-d*)aimsn, R
Delhi Levelopment Authority,
Vikes sagan,
INa,
New-_f;e]ihi.- _
Sub: Relagation of time limit for Hyment of béla'nc-e'
Premium in respect of plots dispesed of by the
DDh under the pma (Dhspesal of Ceveloped Mazul
Lang) Rules, 19g3,
LE N
Sir,

in continuation of this Min

even number dited 6.2.3980 enclesing a copy of the
- Notifjcation Gstegd 27414£S on tre &bcve subject I em
Cirected to forward herewith 2 1list of 24 ceéses, jn. o -
volving Celay in the peyment of 75¢ of the biq areunt,
In some cases delay is mcre thsn i€0 dzys. It Fras '
been decided that such cases may be examired on incdivia
cusl merits and in case they are found to Qes erve re-
lexation in the reriod of gelay they msy be placed
before the Autherity ang Sent to Government with the
approval/reccrmmendition of the Zutherity,

istry's letter of

2. PDA's four Hles as menticned in List Ne,2 are -
returned herewith,

Yours faith fully,

S&/=
{ MuRe SINGH )

Desk Cffic e
Encl s As above, Lo

Copy for each file mentioned in the list



APPENDIX

To

The Vice-chairmean, R
Delhi Levelopment Authority,
Vikes Sadan

INA,
New Delhio

e

Relaxation of time limit for Pyment of balance
Premium in respect of Plots disposed of by thre
DDA under the Doa (Msposal of Leveloped 1azul
Land) Rules, isg 1, S ' '

see
Sir,

in Continvation of this M

even number dsted 6.2.31989 enclesing a copy of the
- Hotificetion dated 27.i.g£¢ on the abcve subject T e -
Cirected to forwerd Lerewith a list of 24 cases, fh~
vVolving Celay in the Feyment of 75% of the hig amount,
In some cases delay is mcre than iE0 dzys. It has

been decided that such CaSes may be examired on indivie.
€uwsl merits and in case they sre found to Ceserve Tés
leaxation in the period of delay they may be placed
before the Autherity and sent to Governrent with the
approval/reccrmendition of the Autherity,

plstry's letter of -

2. PDA's four Hles as mentioned in List Ne.2 are
returned herewith, 5

Yours faithfully,

sd/-
¢ MoRe SINGH )

Desk Ufficers. .
Encls As above, :

Copy for each file mentioned in the 1ist...
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S.No. Plot No.~ -
1._‘ 2. “" ‘.'

-

Name of the Auction
Purchaser

K T,

7 Date of

Auction

*-Daté of Final
?ayment

1. Total delay

o0l

41. B-95, Mangol Puri

Industrial Area
Phase.Ii, ~

2,.No.DP-95,
Pit ..ampur=\. ’

Dlee

" — ot e

M/s.Behere'Brothers

Shri Surinder Pau"

3.E-:3/7.0vhla .7 -
Industrial Area
- Phase.Tl

)'i' B-IOS
mius “'*aJ_ .;rea,
Phase-I3

*n:us%r al Area,
Ph.se-TI. g

6. .,-3/31;
' _uoustr;al dAres.

7o T=3/3 Okhla’
Incusirial Area
P.:a "e-...l.o

PR

8. €C-22 in Naraina .
f2sjdential Scheme

e A AT T . ma e

Rewari Liné

;y pimny Vashlons Tnd:

3
n o

M/s.industrial Casting

: -». - . . - N
gpri Gurcharan Syingh
. . vselain -"* :

S/Sh.Sh rqu Kumar Anand
Nirﬂ”ﬂ Dev i N

l;!

M OS K. ..\.TJT-a ’
aés GUPL“C«- Singh

l'l-n.

sa/&h Inder 3‘0‘1
Bharat Bhushan and

G e _8c/0
pﬁuarﬁans il s/

A 4 - ¢ - —

. 21.10.87

30.5.86

-

1.7.88 but was
not accepted by
D, ' :

Not deposited
. J€Do ‘
|

23010, 8%

l:.».11 '2.~85.

19.10,87

T el

' '6080

[T 5

':'<. ey

22;2.85
85 .

‘3 24

.11.87

.

1

_Ebopﬁ 1}years

:AboutVB years

1636286~
30.5.86,

6 1 88

.)"
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‘*“-{w\l? PRRRIR

28,6, 85

- e
L “!Lu.;q lu--

22 10. 85

LA
""/~

-

20.1.88

A s
o
o

\. .-' "A..b’ou‘b“'}‘ye 8.'!‘ S-—~
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,M°re than 1 year

.': .;. ‘;' ’ - o
AbOUt 2 months o
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10 days
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9. -6/29 in Pasphim Viker. Shri Kishan Mitlal - .- 17,9, 85

About 2% ﬁﬁﬂ“'f”

months T

104 Pl@t To B-67 Shpi Cham Kaur éin n 7.1,
Kirti Megar, wgs,‘ _ £ 7 ' 83

.
. -

9 months’
. A<1/1, Okhla In mdustrial M/s Sassun Fibres(P yLtd 11.2.85 About § morths
Area, Phase-I. 01 HWLS

Ao

12. D273, Gokal Puri, Shri Hari Parshad 25.10.89 24,2.85 6 @S’
,nelnim ' : . o , . _

13, Yo.3, Block Xo0.20 Shri v135y'knmar S 16.2.88 . 23.4.88 10. day3
in Chhoti Subzi Mandl- : - .

—— ! “ .
1, Plot o .1% Rock No.27, Mrs. I_-(eéna="‘Ar°m'“---.~,_, 2% 2.5.89 ' ._.--;.o'b vaid tore than
i Mandi, . I P e . .3 years.

——— -
MR e .
., e e -t S R
-
* L P

Cis e e e

15 A...129, Kir mgar, M/s.Verma rrading Co, 15.9.81 23.11.81 © - ‘One month —_—

16, A-124, Man Pur M/s. Vijay AssoClates. 26.5.87 _ fﬁ 24.7.87 ' 25 days
B *ndas»rialh- DU L

¥rs.Kamal Bhasin ' 18,11,85 . " 1ot patd so far., 3 yearsand

23 monihs.

Sh,B.Tt. Sharma & .. 11,8.88 ' - 23.3.8% About
Smt. Ish\.]a'!' sharma . . ?._ o ) mon-t,h.s.




333l 33':

S 5,

9. A-6/29 in Paschim Viker. Shri Kichen Mittal' . 17,9085 5 ) 1’+.11-'.86""'"":5“'5'

Plot No.B-67, Shri Cham Kaur Singh 72.11.8 .8.8%
Kirtt Ya gar WES .« . : ,‘r_g . éw; 22.8 T

A-1/1, Okhla madustrial M/s.Sassun Fibres(p)Ltd. 11,2.8% 17.7.85
Area, PhaSE-'I. o e e .

D-273, Cokal Puri, Shri Hari Parshad 25.10.85 24,2485

13. No.3, Block Ko.20 Shpi Vijay Kumar 16.2.88 23.14.88
in €hhoti Subzi Mandl - .

.. l . _—

—— | ) at
Mrs. I-Eeénal‘ArO?a--~n..___m_X__E 2.5.8 ' __-__-90"0 vaid

- A
- P ~

T ——— . ..
et S A e -
—ma

16, A-124 Mangod Py M/s. Vijay Asso¢lates. 26.5.87 , o 24.7.87
Ir-x:.*.-.JS'FJI'i.a.'l.l'l!‘a A} - T

GA-6 & G-Ae ) ' Yirs.Kamal Bp2sin q' . 48.11.,88 | " Yot patg so for.
sn.B.R.SHarma & . 11.8.88 23.3.89,
gmt, IsmwWar Sharma Ly - ST

ooyt 24 BT

months = -7~

9 mo;n*'t.h.s-
About 5 mormths
6 d&Ys

10 ¢aY¥s

More than
3 YearsS.

BT

b ———

‘Hne month

25 days

3 years and
23 monivhs,

Atout W
mom;t_-;s.




.

T TR A We— e T

‘£

e -¢q;a~*~*“

e i e

e U U P

5.

32229, Oxhla

¢1ousur1a7

drea,Pp,Ti

Se CtOA 8

a1, U-‘]O, Okhla Tnduq-‘aial )

Area,

35, Pocket.- 5,
N RO ni,

22, B-58, Kirti Nagar

23.Plot Mo. 36
Sector Vlll

Pocket.:
Rohini

24, 9 Commumty Centre

Wazir py

I Industr:ial

¥/s . Fupup J'_uoh a.

teels Private 1ta,
Miss Anita Gupia,

M/s.Dinky Toys Ltq,

ie®
W

M/s.Saddle Furni shers

& Ixo dern Decoraters,
Mrs.Rita Kohl;

Time Properties &
Promoters.

Y L
-“..._

NL o _2p.4% m&.m--—m

AL v fcce’sy Vl'/ .. Qdu me

...._._ \—-&.r
[ Sy

P S,
........ o .

oc/“-‘-L 9

e

LT A et e e -

11,140,853

J eéua ry,86

Not depositeq

".91000/~st¢1],
Bt

Outstanding
Not darosited

-Go <

:5{"—"\

—————

e ———— e

. 6. —

Flral payman-

not mags 1311
now,

" 5 monthsg &

15 dayg

4 years.
¥ore than 1 V2
year,
¥ore than
6 years,
e A
ok -
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Fy b #1/s. Kupur Alloys a.ue 5.8.8¢
ggg!:s;ﬁlii teels Private 1ltd, o 11.10.35 Firal paysen.
not mads 4711
now,
20. Plot ¥o. 35 POC!{E’B 5 M Anit 4 ' Y -
SeCoOL 8, I{Ohirh ° tss ! va Gup ua_‘ 3.5.85 JEHUaP}',Bé " 5' u-onhbs &
” : N . ' 5 days .
a1 A{I{;goy Olthla Indusurial M/s.Dinky Toys Lta, 15.12,86 Yot a d
. ° ot depositeq tore tinn %y
s b s ) : Wio ars,
22, B.58, Kirtj Nagar M/s.8addle Furni shers 12,10.84 o O years
& Modern DeCOI‘a'ters. * :igﬁlg(’:'cq/-stv‘ll More th=n
EXART Years,
: Qutstandin
SR B e o 25,1 R
: 0% davosited More than 1 \\sD
N
2k, 1§a§?Em§mty Centre Time Properties & 12,19 eer,
rea "7 Industriel Fromoters. 82 -do - Fore than
-, i ‘ 6 years,
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5.

T 2232, Oxhla
incusirial
Area,Ph,Ii

M/s.Fupur Alloys a. 5.8
teels Private 1Ltag,

200 Plot I'IO . 35) PO cket-s,

Miss Anita Gupia,
Seclor 8, Rohini, .

L

at. .10, Okhla indusirial M/s.Dinky Toys Ltda, 15.12,86
.i Areao
22, B-58, Kirti Magar M/s.Saddle Furnishers 12.10,84
& Modern Decoraters,

23,Plot ¥0.36, Poekep. -

Mre, Rita Kohli 28, 1.
Sector Viil! Ropror- ii : 88

24%. 5 Commun{ty Centre

Time Properties &
‘ Wazir pyp Industrial :

12.11,82

Area Promoters.

' .~ e LT e e TP ', o, e
L bk DB Sl

. ep. - ' ‘ Dae ] ‘ ) - A

- O Sl sIcHN -

_ . © Nofes .
f:"%(ﬁ’)gsyu@ (Robuni) 1 3T

: Ejet-.

JZ-‘ ~24 (W) gs-..kgéff\),:/'ﬂ

11,10,83

J aaua ry,86
Not depositeg

*.91000/-~st+11.
Qxﬁ?&m:
Outstanding

Not cdaposited

~Go -

6. —_

Firal pa Yizane

not mags 3311
now,

" 5 months &

days .

¥ore thn fin s
%o years,

More then
4 years.

More than 1 V2

™
year, .
Fore than
6 years,
Cot L
: 7
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APERNDEX MHH' 10 ITRM NO. 105
Ne. sun, Relax=+imn of tine 1imit fer payme

28

in Community.

Feld on 12,11 .82

)

2)
3)
4)

5)

5)

7)

case rriefly is a

of baj_’ance '\ramium in res-ect of o
No.5, C.C. Wazirmur TnAustria’ Ares.
(F.NO¢¢D(1FFE—Ipﬁ];/CI\

LA FIT R TS

R

o

1o
K]
o}
116

P

' . . PR . Y
M/s Time FProertiz«. § Pro-oters nurchased

™e vosition of:

3

" Particulars of tha wlot : Plce ﬂhﬁEAthmunitY Centry

“mzirpur Intustrial Areé

Date of suction 12.11¢1982¢i

Bid mmount : 7,24,95,000/-,

Barnest ~onavy depbéiﬁéﬂ*'a"%.GtS0,000/e.
a2t the fall of hammer

demand letter for the
balance zmount of
%s,18, 45, 050/

Date of iscue of tha : 24,3,1883

Time 7ive Thr “anas

[N

+*
[™

[

acs 45 days, i.e. by

the *alznce amount 6th Moy, 1983,

Terms & coniitions of

heeording to cléusé v
the augtion N . ¢of the terms and cond
: 0" Aauction, extansion of .-

time for »ryment of balanéé

- ! premium tevond tha peribd-'

vrascrikfed mey he allowed -
subjoct 7 charging :

raie of interest

schedules-
1. ‘'Iitk




DU —

et ot g+ A e 4

k]
|

rallowed to make thae ©

$33133338

: & znd .conditions of auction,
9.  In view of the 2POVE tarms and -C )
he .

. p - - ey .
ek meey XT 1= Tte - POTE

'therauction Y

let+ter dated 7.5.1983 '
~momant oF T rrlanc? premi:um within

Far a -nérind or

ebm o 187, 27% =nd 36%

. [

YR

o,

- e

A
~—

90 3~vs with internct A%
“a Tst, IInd =77 TIIrd menth acmactively, It was
st, n? »n - |

for tae

further mentiona? 2

smnt no furthar ~vionsion will he

211 owa2d. : . . :

'3 ITnatesd of meking tre Aavment ~F tw2 balance 75%
. atead of mrking nayme ‘

oremium, the austion purchaser made a reference vide

thair l=2ttar d=ted 15.7.83 indicating +hat 3 Municioal

frimary School ha? swisted on <4z ~lot an? thus it besc3me

ai<ficult for the Authoritv tc hand ovar phvsical'possession

of the plot aven ~ftar mrking £311 rayent by themo The

auction purcha=ar furthar ~antions? that thay ware’
praepered to ma¥e t¥ 'baymrﬁt ~revide? +the possa2ssion

of the plot was handgl ovaer e ehaem, The zuction

mi-chaser Aalso filed a Ciwvil ‘Srit in the Court of
L=w anA obtainel an injucticon orier rastreining the

D.D.A. not o promz=3 for cincotlation of +thn 2llotment

of tha plot, Th =zucticn pure as:r Turther roorasentad

PEst

that thov #re rozdy to withdraw tha casz2 1if D.D.A,

handad ovar vacant wnossazsion of the plot or An

-

3

lternstive rite is sllottel Lo tham, Tha matter was

vz may pursue the

L e ol 5n5'on ()'F, time Vide

£ 3 months an? they were



Aftar making ef‘o*te
tn Januarv 1985 ae

A teﬂ‘

T ——— i
-

18.1.1985,

i
they wi}i Vil :
but DDA, must 2010w t?
rlot ©F Jiv .n td
o furthar ﬁelav.or PEISNY af halsqgas -
intirast, A cleap reply was again
7Arty  that  that- recu Uest . wil
. iftar th: Tourt ' TrEwn from-the Court of - .
i Law unconditione]!y. T Auction “iddar- g -
. ) lettar A4sta9 26;6;1985V irforsivg that 4 2ir DDA, ‘?
: %ﬁvi;e th2v hav: withiravn ya Court case from the- _ i

SGevaernment of Tqﬂl:, M

lotter Qated 23,9, 1986 'Harbin
+hn matter may hae sysmines

directions £or raslsoxation of

1ntimatﬂﬂ Lo



sss 135388 - -
the M:.nistry dc—51red, that recommends:
wver
.4.' Howe ’ . . séught anr“ ccn.r-urnCcted to the
“the Lt. Governc -

ed before L.G. &nd

rdlnaly Subml tt

case was aCCC

e s coted 1‘7 S.88 *ecommence-c the

vide his minute

Ministry of Urban LeVE
.s 45(3) (1i) cf the DDA (Disposal

1opment ‘for relaxation of Rul;

and 22 under Rul
Nz zul Iend) RuléeSs 101 for @llowing the 2uction
NE 2 ‘

i.e., M/s Time properties & Fromocters Zo Cepesit ¢
a e,

1 cet chaerges
75% premium 2long cwith the interes t ces,

5. The Ministry cf Urban Develcopment vicde their

-~

J=12037/61/€2-DDIB/1R &t i 3.2 1?89 returned the gs

-,

ing therein that the.cases wher tre delay is more ths

@ays, the cese mFy ke examine’ Ly the DDA on indiviaua:
and in case they a2re found to Cescrve relexstion in th

of delay, they mey be placed befcre the Futhority ang s

the Government with the aprrecval/recommendetions of +h

Authority. rinonce dceptt, hes 2ls0o be=n cirsulted,

.6. Keeping in vicw iths Gas of the CiSe &5 menti

&bove, the matter is befcrae the Authority for.

&tion and orders fer meéking recommen€aticons to th

TQ ITEM RO. 105/92

Statement showing the cases where the delay in

regerding relexa-—.::on of time fcr pz—.yment‘ cf belanc

than one yesr.

RESOLU

_ The item was withdrawn, However,
all such cases which are pending with the I..andsl

of palance 7% premium 1S more than 180

APPENDIX SIX®

days ang less

paymant

to reasons for delay in payment, persons reSpo sib ;
paymmts etces beyond the due d&ate and other re




APPENDIX *II* TO ITEM NO. 105/92
Statement showing the -cases where the delay in’

rayment of balance 75% premium is more than 180
days and less than One year.

-Name of purchaser Nun'ber of Location Use Dt. Of ' » per:l.od

shed/plot/ auction ium of delay
stall fal

3. 3. &, &

1. 5h, Mukesh Kamal Stall No.,18 cSC,Trilex Comml, 11.5.88 1,32,000/= 7,88 16.1.89 188 days
puri '

2. W5. Kgtna Inter-  Shed No.48-A Okhla Indl. Indl,  3.11,81 2,01,000/= 8, 16,7.862 220 days
national . Estate L

3. W, Dimpy Faishens Plot NO.48/7 Blx.-'E’ Indl.  22.10.84 7,40,000/~ 12,1,85 '5.12.85 327 days Due to loss ém
. ; ; " Okhla Indl.. s accowmt of riot
.area ' .

4. 5h, Chamkaur Plot NO.B-67 Kirti NGT.  Inal, 7.11,83 1,72,000/= 11,1.84 24.8.84 225 days
- warehousing .

s-

No.75 Shahzada Bagh Comml. 29.32.88 1,13,0790/=  14,6.89 29,12.89
cum '
Indl.
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NO. 105/92

T No,J-120°8 /1184y A T,
Governmnent 5¢' majy v i D
Miristry 5f tehan Te -

Five
velonment it 2
(Telhi Nyy =isn)

Few Delny, deted tie Lth March, 4
To

The Secre: &TY
I0k, Jikas Sadan, L,
key Zelhi,

(/tten.1ong Swrj

Lanhip Sinzh)

Subjecis plot 8205, Comminity Centre Wazir-ur Indystrya frea
in the name of Y/8s Time “ronerties & Promoterg
rclexation of kezul Lene g2

Sir

]

1l ac direcied Lo stete vwy tie case or k/s, T.me
Teopertise & Tremoters relati ~ $5 8uction nf plot Ko, §
Com~umiiy “ertre VoZaTpur Indusir, el Arza hes been exeml:
ir the "Arisiry on the besig of re feverces rec~ived from
ard the Ténresentatione 5 f $re aueticn purcheser and it hag .
veel fecidad *laz the aieli-n nurchaseps deserve peljer tirey
relexztion o Magul 1sna Rules 29 29 & 32 an thst irterest
burden is n,t i™osed on the nup- ' SETS PAT the newriag for
20852 58ion of the =1~t couln Nt Y handed over t, tém,
(ovever. zg the n2tter hes henn referred to the a*ﬁ“.o?it,v, it
is felt th-t the me tha ishority,

tter de first éeeided hy
T has Muriher been “egired {¢rat 107y “e eneyred pnzg thisg
unp dn the next @e~ting o the Aterity withous

case {s Hut
This may plesse he ensured,
n

Yours fait"zmlly,

(Xa Sure sh)
Desk nfficer

Copy to Commissioner(l_ands), DDA 1% is requested that
necessary material may please he furnished so thet thgim_
- matter is placed before the Authority in nexs meetine,

Ld

(K. Suresh)
Tesk Officer




construction
. on

this Zone Appdx. 'KK

to this Public ‘Noti

were received, main

)




ii)

received with regard to the intensi

of Rajpath,

Intensity of Development :

The following are the

important

a) Environmental groups who filed tp

®ir object]

suggestions strongly

with regard to the b

Bungalow Zone and

and uses. However, they Suggested that
the loopholes/ambiguities, if  any, shoulqd

be plugged.

b) The development controls to be applied to
the properties located in the Bungalow zone
should be precise, clearly indicating the
permissible ground  coverage, FAR,  number
of DUs, height of the building, parking
norms, set backs etc.

c) It was objected to have same development
control regulations for plots/properties

iii)

Observations

to be used for institutional and commercial
uses located in the Bungalow Zone, as appli-
cable to the this zone and

suggested that the development control norms
should be

area outside

in harmony with the development
controls to be made applicable to the adjacent
pPlots as per existing bungalows.

made by various Govt. departments

with regard to the Govt. owned lands:

a)

Ministry of Urban Development, while making
the observations on the public Notice, suggest-
ed that the restrictions by way of development
control norms should not be made applicable
to the properties/lands owned by the Govt.

and located in the Bungalow Zores.




of the VIP occupants

He, therefore, desfrqd; tha

pointed out'tﬁat-there.we :

ment housing colonieég ;lQ
identified Bungalow-.zéﬁé;fﬁﬁd
future, there may .be a - nee

some of the pockets/areaé =Ofnythese.-
to accommodate more governmént_*
density pattern specified 41
plan. As such, Central Govt.
1ncatged within _thé- QUngaléw

pe exempted from ~the ve.
regulations specifiCally

Bungalow Zone plots.

Objections/suggestions were
of Urban Land(Cei

3:’__After receipt of the publ“é '
o he proposéd modifica:io”




S/N.1333SY3LU249

. comfortable without takint

 lot of space.

ing stipulations with regard to the

. Bungalow
while approving MPD-2001: Satow

Zone

"Lutyen's New Delhi comprises of
plots and have very pleasing envir

fact the area is unique in its cont
on low density in the heart -of ¢t
formulating the redevelopment pla
due' care should be taken +to
basic character is 'midintained".

larger size
onment, In

1nuing existence

he city. while
D Of this area,
ensure that jtg

4. MPD-2001, also provides the density pattern
of the residential area in the land use plan and the

development control norms applicable for planning

and sanctioning the building proiects based on the
prescribed norms. In the case of Lutyen's Delhi,
keeping the scope of the overall objective mentioned
above in view, it was felt necessary to delineate
in the first instance the boundary of the Bungalow
Zone and also to prescribe the development control
norms applicable to various properties/plots forming
part of the delineated zone so as to retain the beautiful

tree studded character of this heritage area.

5. After enforcement of MPD-2001 on 1.8.90, earnest
efforts were made to define the limits of the bungalow
zone and to prescribe the development control norms
so as to release the building activity in the Lutyen's

Bungalow Zone area. These exercises mainly relate

to the following two main points:

Delineation of Lutyen's Bungalcw Zone as a heritage
zone/area; and

- Intensity of development to be permitted keceping
in view the existing beautiful tree studded

character.

rst proposed
Feb'88 on
in the

6. The boundary of Bungalow Zone was fi

by the Ministry of Urb
study and the discussloRrs
s meetings.

an Development inh

the basis of the |
Urban Development at variou .
1 under the chair
MOUD, it was decided that;he boundary
y 1988 guidelines pe udopted

beyond virbs erea be

Ministry of

manship
In a nmeeting held on 19.2.9

of the Secretary,
line as given in Feburar

for. bungalow zoORe arnd &idt coses

as per £he . ded

these sreas :




adopted .
‘area be
MPD-2001.

.. as Yash

want Place and the adjace t

7. The above recommendatlon
Development were broucht '
the Technical Commlttee meet
~deliberated on the issues .
dations: .

a) Lutyen's Delhi__ was
natural features s

b) In view of above,
. to name this area -as

Zone' (NDGC3Z).
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T I ety

Nem

'
1
.
i

8. L
The matter was once again dlsc\1 L
of Urban Development where ty seed it
e

th i mmi ’ i

e Technical Committee mentjoneg ecommendat jong,

menti . e N S o

ntioned.  After discCussing tj ove yere resigential
e pros g . respect to-

& Mi

decisions taken earlier ang ¢y
. . e reco
by the Technical Committee of tpe DDAcommend on
v in the me
L et i

delineation ose Wi L
of Bungalow jone being ¢t behind  the

O conserve the

: the

it was concluded that
the basi
C purp

unigue character of Lutyen's
goal should be to . Bungalow Area apng '
retain the buildj i
the tree studded avenues and co ings as well a
mpounds in thei -

for oS n their ori
h m as far as possible.  Accordingly, iti o
. : . ? T was! fe
that Febh.1988 guidelines being very precise 5_ b
no further amplification or moderation I: regp;.i_r'e“_
. o : was also.
felt that any change in the felt that any cha =
_ _ ny change in
the original norms regarding height, FAR or cgj in
; Coverage

would change the character of this heritage ar £l

defeat the very purpose of declaring this as a con
It was observed even at present .so

vation zone.
e up in this area which had affecte

puildings had com
the arboreal iandscape, by rising above the tree height
the discussions, the following -d‘eéx_
eld under the chairmanshi
opment of 7.1.92 :

Based on
n in the meeting h

were take
try of Urban Devel

of Secretary, Minis
The old poundary line on the eastern side shoull

i)
pe retained and not to be extended ..gpte.
river Yamuna.
ii) In addition to the full central "dq.e..__
ocket should De jrichuded

the Hailey road P
in the Bungalow zone D
still retains its original

ecause about 6538 ©

area bungalow

ms suggeste

elopment nor
y be retail

jii) The dev
order and ma

ljines are in

4
iv) The whole area could be declare
gone' and, attempt must
conserve the characte

gor the last 60




residential
respect

discu

;again
Technical Committee held

ents.6f the minutes:
: STechnical Commit
on major issues and took ‘the following de

area to be declared “as - a - héiltacé.

-

order to conserve its basic character. ..

the boundary is to run .from“gﬁhépj_l 5
with the ridge, .Link RCEd:.'S&baﬁnﬁhgkak5f '
Marg, Ashck Road-_{iéaving out - Zore D-1
Tolstoy Marg, the  réii#ay line,
Lodi Road, Aurvindo Marg, the rai

(excluding Yashwant Place -and Dip

Niti Mserg, existing nal
L4

and Dhaula Kuan (plan laid on'ta

ii) Develpment Control Norms:

reed that: Feb.8

Technical Committee: 38
Urban Developmen

of the Ministry .of
form the basis of determining the

control horms'_and be adopted in

respect of any addition/alte

tructionon a residentia

tion
d within the:
_ of
ground coverage, FAR .and height

Thus (a) any addi

truction should

o - the limit

existing trees are be prese
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stent possible (c) more than one DU, withip

the e

the existing building bulk, may, however, pe
allowed without bifurcating/sub-dividing the
plot in any manner (d) in case, the plot is

vacant then a new building based on the earlier
construction may be allowed (e) in case of
a plot forming part of any use zone other than
residential in  MPD-2001/Zornal Plan, the sane
be chaznged to 'residential' use (bungalow plot)
and be governed by the norms applicable to a
bungalcw type plot  for  addition/alteration
(f) for plots other than residential use, the
development norms of MPD-2001 could be applied
subject to the clearance of DUAC and Central

Vista Committee, as the case may be.

iii) An inventory of all the bungalow type plots,
indicating existing ground coverage, FAR, height,
no. of trees etc. ke prepared by Chief Architect/
NDMC  from the record of CPWD/L&DO/NDMC by meking
e of the original plan, drawn by Lutyen's
during 1920 and subseguent addition/alterations
permiited by the competent authority. Urkan
Design features and the colonial style of cons-
truction of bungalows, wherever applicable should

@lso be recorded in the proposed inventory.

10. It was observed that outside the boundary above,

there are a fow bungalow w»lcts still left out which

are being used as residential bungalows and were ear-

marked in MPD-2001 either for residential or insti-

tuti .
onal use. Hence, the matter was once again brought

before the Technical Committee held on '17.3.92 which -

decided the following:
i .
) The boundaries of the 'heritage zone' as delineated

in : .
the earlier meetings shoulg remain unchanged.




The specific
ment of thé
Sts  withis
‘there .
'ﬁiot. _
:'or the inclusibhfgf the sepe

searlier

> aht of the
is maintaineg : is -way,
coverage and FAR bb%h

the seperate servant éuarte
with the propesed single eﬁ
| asibl B

iii) For other: t: Tresi :
truction, it was agreed .
development norms vide _MPDZT
applicable subjiect _pp_,c}é
kbased on urban designjgéigéies
account the essentially:»ibﬁ'

the heritage zone.

11,

MOUD  vide  their 1etiéfﬁ
dt.17.2.92 while examining;'the ‘case
Marg, New Delhi {Hailey Ro dzgﬂreai'.h
DDA may adhere.-to ' Cis
no 94 dti24.10.92. In

‘ment, L the <
i_such properties would be very

- resolution

it - was.ral

esolution no.94
public faci




S

PRty

the facilities as and when developed would necy
have to be located on a Govt. plot. 1In this cony
it is observed that MPD-2001 indicates a l‘equl.
of 9.55 sg.mt. per person towards public f;
out of the land for residential development

has to be provided for during preparation of the
itself.

In the mceting held on 7.1.92 in the
of Urban Develcpment where higher intensity redeve]
ment on a bungé iéﬁ;E%V1bcuod it was felt that
incremental develcpment has not been enviszged

this area, it would not he ppropriate to ‘make

lard cwners to contribute towards de

velopment of comm
facilities,

12. The matter is placed before the Authority fg¢

and approval, (i) the recommendation
of the Technical Conmittee containcd in para 9 ard
10 and ii)

issues with regcard to the pProvision of

mentioned in Fera 11 above.

-

Rz30

i

oA

i3
T
e

He

The Authority resolved that the proposal contained
Para 9 & 10 of agenda note be approved subject to deleti
of words “maximum to the extent possible®, in the para 9(il)
(b)e Further resolved that the proposals be processed m
the Delhi Development Act, 1957,
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vrle ‘this .umstr)’._
Pending finatisation of
that revised cor 1,Jn.hcnsh-
in Delhi should be prepared, -
rcprcscnmnws of other con- concerns i
. in this Liinistry,  This Contnhitce m.:f’c cc
Governent In 1ts report subnibtted 'in Octobe
was “elso_consulted an*l thelr re.,o'n:ne'.c..‘t on_

also ph.ced.

{or D‘"
cregard

2. After  consigeratio 3
hove nov. decided that _hizh risc-constract
be recgulated Subjecl w5 co~\pll.mce'_
gcstan  clearance, fire fighting rwuirs."\-.nt
prov‘sions like the Noster "nn 20alng " regulat
‘ : bt further suhject to the | foliov/ing, -modg' catio:

(=) The space 0 be ‘constructed
per floor coverage and “-floor.
Thesz would, In 1,6'161’:.!1, influe:)

.
:J, :% Jeavlag ot the spine time some JAnde
= j% & I ders wlth rezard to Leight. .. ‘Thece
B T S to lmposy Bny specific he
N par floor “coverage-shoule®
N -E all zones,  This will lnciudah
& s . sarvices except passdge: to “thy
B e~ E 750, must inciu '3\. only the:
e BT ! * the gresn ares aroend, o7
&k ‘L‘!f .
a‘_\‘/ Wy Lut !-"ﬁs Tunns aloyw 7
v character of lum,
<] £ ./ // green -Greas and.
v set. of ~nora 'o -..ls Zonz fares,

t/

_clcan) dermarcuad, IL will consist_of

Nelhl cach,,i
” ) _ -0 Singh rg or. the Soum

and the ridne on the w
' Kharag Singh icarg, Asho
fhanba DRoad and th
and (iv) the I
is situated
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(iti)

(iv)

“and high-rise bulic. -.

. ~ ,;T 7; : ',‘;v !" H
A R A R T A A
O "y - ‘L) . . r“)nl Ne’)ruupark
I i 's T _ :hich| conslst 'o . ’
. jout " of ’T‘;f,{en;mc. .. .the rﬁ?a lylng between Yasi went
) {ash\:} the rallw e onjthe south, end (iv)_the areq
- 'Place an tween' Nex, . yrk-Ypshwaont Place on' thg ' west

lylﬂg lh bebounda'ry . .ngenls‘ DF”" on the \'.\,5[8";1 ei'ge
and tfdcarjun[: gerocr.: nd the ,Race 'Course: Tbe demar-
of ,SO,, has becn h:  ated 'jnf;blue colour 101 the
:?élg.y*d There v . folloywlng™ norms for construc:
' ha I T SR A A
-In the Lutyen's Bur o Zoqc? ol ;; It l
.o L. ! Ty - e ~ '
welli ' lot 1nust hzve
The new conastruct.: dwellings, 'on a p -v
;rhé’ same plinth a-. -the ;ex|sting bungalowiand must

have a helzht not !

in place or,oif the o 5. vacgnt, the helght of the pungd-

lovs which Is the lext of tho§e;"on .the pdjolning plots,
. .

. : N AL L o
In ‘the comercial z:o.such es Klen r.“an;et,'_Yash\‘.'ar.z(
‘Piace erc. and In .ziutional eoregs within the Luiyen's -
Bungalow Zone, th: -=s wi!ll't?‘eé&thfa savie as those for -
these respective are. . Lrslde (he‘ Z;:gnc. ooy,
‘ - . ' . B ] '
] ¥ N
The existing regulz::- for thc"Ce‘mm! Vista will contl-
nue to be zprlicabi. . [ . f*' : ol
' ‘ U ,‘gj. T B ‘ .
The de.rarcation .0 f the "Lutyen's Bupgalow Zone

should not run alce

rominant | pozds belause, If It
does so, there wily

sunzalgvg' o' thoe side’ pf'thq: road
0 the, gther slde, It ha,,' there

the demn¥reition of the Lutyens
o along “the firs: Inaer/outer road
or lure frem the r-o:ont road'thz’ough which the demar-

fore, been declde “i:
Bungclow Zone sheo

:;;ding the height of the bungalow

|

)

" contd......3.
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development proposals for Zone'ﬁ_g-

RO ).

(APPENDIX __/__1;_.‘:/-—-—"

Su,bJeCt'
‘Do4* (Sansad Marg)dl?:-,s (D 1 Z Area)
(r 1(34)/82-—29)

‘s i ited fo tne Putnority’s Resolution

e Aﬁthégity’fésoivedjthat;th@yt'

L' Op(, .3(:_. S

‘C"" v,:r?

- A
e

('f"w'c ':l (‘.-J-J(Al_*v‘——uv‘

( )

objec“‘cnc/’ SuE

were also censid

Lopment propcsalse

n. 4 (Sansad Marg), The Solaates wWos Pl SRV
gth November, 19é0 for inviting public
objecti.ons/sgggestions. 3 objections/
' sgggestions .Were re_ceived.
D-5(D.I.Z.4rea). Dra__fﬁ re-development

roposals of zone D-5 (D.I.2Z.Area) was

e .'Contdn aoe
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. : 13115632
) for lower incoms group in emp..esised them it will ¥k o
, ' create enormous problems in planing differsat blocks (one '

. Jfor 10w Incomr ¢ooup znd Lznhar for hich ircoms groups)

olin tha restrlctﬂd g-f‘up covarage of 25 % w:Lth buildlng

. envelope of 35% ‘-o 40‘ It is not 6951"ab1e to hawve’

J.nconpaubla :mc_ma.s l;vzng c,_osely together. IR S

hav{: pointed cut that in this redzvelopment :
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_Societies. were to b2 sllotted suitoble plots of

- AN -ad 2

1888 inviting apolications from -regi

instance 11 groups were indentified for-

their_details*were forwaided o

tion 'of the .

the Registiar{CS8)

2y Hde letier Nno.J-13029/11;8




e

cheme taken up for providing flats to the registrants

DDA's groud housing $
fixed for cooperative group housing societies,

and not from 40% quota

T o L e

3) In arriving at the rate for allotment of land to ASY-Societies,

rate to be charged from the societies under

it was felt that the fand

e )] P s 7 y ~ther coope Ve Corielion
Awas Sakar Yojpard <ould be one appiicable to other cooperative §oczet«e,~,

since it would rot be proper to make a distinction between two sets
of societics. he pre-determined rate Tor atlotment of tand 1o cooperg-

os had been finalised after a great deal of

tive group housing sociell

ST as T

deliberation and it was apprehended that there may be representations

again if a different rate was foliowed for ASY-Socleties.  4gain ihis

while inviting the options from the ASY-societies for aliot-

—Ee
oo

mment of land (n Dwarka Phase-1 and Narela, the cost of the land was

indicated at Re.975/- and Rs.850/- per sq.mir. in Dwarka and Narela

NSRS /4N B 21\ She 4]

respectively, vaud till 31.03.1641. These were the rates applicable

at that time fo cosperative societiss in gerieral.  Steps to aliot the

tand 1o ASY - societies were thus initiated towards the end of 1890.

Offer letters w:ire issu to these 9 societies out which 6 socleties

came forward for allotinent of land. The process however could not

There was a challenge to the mode

Len o its logical conciusion.

of recovery of the premium of land from certain other cooperative

group housing societies in the High Cowrt and the mode wdopted by

DDA wos struck down by the High Court. Covenunent has amended:

thereafter the Na:zul Rules relating (o recovery of premium for th

land allotted to the cooperative societies.  Allotment of land to AS

societies thereafter could not be made since the rale of which land

was proposed to be allotted lapsed on 31.03.1991. The current pré

using societie

determined rate for allotting land to cooperative group ho




at rate -hpp.lic-_i_"b.?e -

pricing paiicy foiins




The. Authority is, however informed that 6 of the 9 ASy

- : 6)
responded to the offer for allotment of land @

Societies who had

‘ Rs.075/- per sq.mtr. in Dwarka would thus stand to benefit if the
MIG rale applicable for flats happens 10 be lower than this rate
ML 9 (1.

' id s atlotie the ASY-societies,
at the Llune tard 18 allotted 10 (e ietic

7) The matter is, therefore, submitted before the Auihority

for approval of the following:

a) Ihe land may be alintted to the Awas Sekar Yojana
societies at a rate different than the one applicable

{0 uther couperative speleties.

The land would be allolled 1o the ASY-societies at a
charged ot that pont of time for working
MIG flats alistted by the DDA

)
rate being
out the dispesal cost of

{o the registranis of New Pattern Scheme 1979,

The Authority resolved that =

i) 1and will be allotted to Awas Sakar Yojna Societies
at the Current rate applicable to Cooperative Group Housing
Soclieties in generale.

ii) The Present Awas Sakar Yojna will be closed and no
claims for allotment of land under the scheme from the

societies other than the 9 societies alteady reported to
have been registered under the scheme will be entertained

While confirming the minutes of the meeting of

l/ Delhi Development Authority held on 18.8.92, the follow-
- l/(/1/‘/‘/’ | ing should be added at the end of (ii) 1tem No. 107/92¢

W(1ii) The registrents under NFPS-1979, who 3rc :3

memhers of the cocieties= other thon the =aid niné

sociaties, will be considered for ellotment of.

flats under NFRS-1979 ¢cn ar jndividusz? hasis &

inn tc their priority numbers providel they res

- their mem»ershiyp ani their resignotion is accep
Chairman, DDa suggestel that Aeasibility of all
unier NPRS-1979 on &

coopercative basics as was attenpte® in the case

Awas Sakar Yojne be 2lso exanined".

ing flats to rocistrants
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10, The other aspect of the pl‘OPOSal is %o fOl'{.’f :

_ B Bara i
loéality choice on the applicants., TO elaborate

- . . 1‘81’!‘13
relezse, the houses are being offered 17 7 differe .
P o l : 3 YO1LCT
localities, -a registrant will have t0 €Ve nis ch
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fe Ny

- trants who could not be provided under the Awas Saksr

Delhji
ing modification/de

—-32169 13~

relezszed/offered, The names of the registrants

RESQLUTION

)

Having considered the agenda note, the sublementary
agenda note enclosing MOUD'Ss letter and the advise
tendered by the Chief Legal Adviser; the Authority
resolved that j= |

i) The present procedure of allocaticn/allotment of
flats to the registrants under the Self Finance
Scheme (SFS) will continue subject to the followi

a) A Fifth Self Financing Scheme registrent and a 8ix
Self Financing Scheme registrant, who does not
of next two opportunities by applying for allocat
shall be deemed to have opted cut of the registre
and action shall be taken to refund the registrati
deposit along with prescribed interest,

b) the registrant will be called upon to opt for all
locations while availing of the last of the afore
opportunities,

c) the option to the successful allocatee to surrend
- or cancel his allccation on the payment of presc
charges will be limited to one more opportunity t
Fifth Self Financing Scheme and Sixth Self Financ
Scheme registrantsi

q) No change of location or floor will be pexmitted-

under any circumstances,
ii) DDA shall address registefed individual letters t
all the registrants left out after one opportunity, gi
the background behind the new procedure and explainin
them that it is in their own interest to apply &t the
earliest,

iii) cChairman suggested that a 1ist of the balance I

Should be prepared, and as more land becomes availabl
a
_r.’_°t1“er scheme considered for their requirements.,

Development Authority held on 18.08,92, the follow
cision were taken 3gainst Item No. 108/

r
rom the re<olution pertaining tc Item Ko. 108/92t

th ;
° POrtion bearing serial No.(d) (iii) shall te
. Aeleteq, :

W F T rrem o = - ! T
s _;__"__ el FER- LT - -
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ITEM No.
109/92
&5'18.!.’8 . 92

of Urban Development vide order no.K-20013

P12 _ .I

SUB : Cchange ‘of J}land use
28.75 Ha. (71 acre) from
Public Pacilities" |
Commercial, Residential )
use in P:I.nJrapole area, New Delh

P.3(33)89-mp
PRECIS

The Secretary to the Govt. ef Ind

at., ]_.-‘6_:.;3-."92-':,(%;;;),; 'NN* _ P.174-75 ) has conveyed the .
of the Central Govt. under Section 1lia -eﬁ Pelhd
ment Act,1957 to _is_s_t_ig a Public '
objections/suggestions 'frém. the publié

by exercising
the powers conferred on the Ceml:r'e_izli -;_E;Qvt. undex Segt‘i@n i
41 of Delhi Development Act,19‘5'|7'. Pelhi 'Ee‘vel-é‘pment”
Authority has been directed to restore the land usej
of the area under reference as '
to 1.8.90 as per Master Plan/Zonal Plan of 1962.

[ 4

2. A Public Notice was is.Sue& on 23.5.92 for n.nutmg -
public objections/suggestions.(Apn. ‘00" P.__ 17 _-_ . In
response to the Public Notice, the follewirg .

suggestions have been received:
1

t) a) Jt.Director(ZP)DPDA has made an ebselfvatlen
that the right of way of Marshal J.B.
Marg is mentioned as 45 metre (200 ft.).
needs to be reconciled as 45 metre does HO

correspond, to 200 ft.

b) In MPD-2001, there is ne land use as zona
) green, therefore, Master Plan land use _heeds

to be indicated.

gy Town Planner, MCD informed

objection for the propose
'‘Public and Semi-Public
Part Commercia
District,/ga:




2 173 2

stead of zonal park may be termeqd
n

The 1and use i

/ . )
as recreat10na1 use

e [

- -

the Technical Committee
The Technical Committee

- . b
| Y. The matter was con51dered

- , 31.7.92-
: .n its meetlng held on i
4 S 4 to the authority f£or approving the change
. . recommende e Ministry of Urban Develop-

to refer tO th

ment to issue a notif}ication un
t,1957 Y¢or change ©O

(71 acre) from
Centre) toO '*Commercial

nd
of land use & der section 11A of Delhi

£ land uses of an area

i
W o ' - A
it pevelopment AC vpublic and Senmi-

g8.75 Ha.

T S e e e e T

e =

T T T e e R —

= T e S s
T

l; | o ! measuring 2
public Facilities'

(Community Centre)
.17 Ha. and Recreational U

(Convention
- 6.88 Ha.., Residential use.

se (7.7Ha)./

Use'
(Govt. Housing) -

- fore the Authrity for the

s~. The matter is placed be
and approval ‘on

i ety 2

iy

consideration the Rec ommendations

of the Technicat Committee.

RESOLUTION

- -

The Authority resolved to recommend to the Central Govt. the prépbsal L

for change of land use of an area measuring 28.75 hect.(71 acres) from

tpublic and. Semi-public Facilities'( Convention Centre) to 'Commercial
use' (Community Centre) 6.88 hact.; Residential use (Govt. Housing)

————

14.17 hact.and Recreational Use (7.7 hact).

The Authority confirmed the resolution adopted by it on
10.8092 w circulatione.

I

e e e oz e




X

hES

40

—

) “]}

» - Appendix

Neh‘K-20013/27ﬁ9f-DDLB

¢

icfymg

In the Delhi Master Plan, 1962, in Pimirscots
A o : L ’ TOL,  in Pinjraped
(Andre?s Garmj), the | d use of a plot. oF . o
Measuring about 35 acres wat earmarked for hous
20nal greén ahd 17 acres for Community Centre.

2. B .TQL méeiy*théh;uf@éﬁt need for accommédation

Participants of AtroeAsian Games, the work of Jang
utilisation as per 1962 Macter Plan was paftially éﬁmrusﬁéd
by Government to CPWD and partially to WUDCO., CPUWD were
asked to construct Type-IV quarters on 10 acrés of ¥and and
HUDCO were asked by the Government to devél@p'éﬁ&l&isﬁésewai
Community Centre on 17 acres of land and out of the éurg&ué
proceeds, construct general pool quartérs im 25 acies of
land. The wutilisation of this land is in conformity with
the provisions of the Delhi Master Plamn;, 19632. -

3. When the lay=out plans +or Community Centre -and
residential pertion to @ be cofstrutfed By =_9C0 werg
submitted to MCD, it was observed by the lécal body that im
the revised Master Plan, the land use has been &hanged and
is not in conformity with the land use as assigned +to the
area in Master Plan Delhi, 1962,

4. The entire issue has beer examined and it is observed
that when the Master Plan Délhi 2001 was notified by the
Government on 1.8B.1990, there has been a bonafidé eérroF in
omitting to specify the utilication of the above area in-
respect of Pinjrapole as per Delhi Master Plam, 1962, which
rgsulted in inadvertent change of land use 6% the area in
ques ~ ; — -
e —

S. It has, therefore, been decided inh public intérest to
correct the bonafide mistake and restere the original ~land
use as was assigned to the plot in Pinjrapole tAndrews Banj)
to that as mentioned in Delhi Master ®lan,. 1962 i.e. 35
acres for housing, 19 acres zonal green and 17 acres €or
Community Centre. T ' - -

’ .




fore, in exercise_of :?eo
ce | ooear ment under Section Deln
Central Govern tral Government hereby.d"eﬂ_s.
Act, 1957, CE”d use of this orea as existeq for
restore the ’;Tan Delhi 1962 end proce;stthh
o tge ”a:tg:ing to the following: 7
use by

L fication tg the

. -A(2) for modi

i) Action Uégln restoring with effect fro:p
Delhi 2 of the S3id ares to that which e
land :sz this land in the Delhi Master ‘Pu,a’mr;
respec -

i i form and manner 4¢
\ Notice in such
Publés';hf Development (Master Pl.an & Zona}
oY )e Rules, 1959 inviting ob3ect1mw.m¢
':rl-g: any person with respect to Proposed gz
and

Follow such other procedure es'is necessgr—,j__
about the restoration of identified land yee

The Vice Chairman,

(Shri C. Noronha),

Delhi Development Authority.
Vikas Sadan, I.N.A.,

New Delhi-110 023.




{Aopendix _

T be puhl.taﬁed in Vthe- '
Suh:gection (u) at, 23.5

©.. P3(33) 69.:p

The fellowins modiﬂcatianw’zich

Proposes to make to: the Master P]_an/Zoncl Bevelepm ant
Delhi, is hereby ‘publisheqd. 1 3

hav.ing any objecuon oi- ‘8udgeg
modification may Send the obj
the Secretary,

person mleking the oilaj‘ecﬁ on
or suggestion shoula also give his aane and' aéaress. -

MODIPICATION;

*The land use of ‘aﬁ area measu-ring za 75 ha,

falling in 20ne F.3 (Pinjraspole Area), bounded

pool housing (Andrens G.nj), Sadiq Nacar sna

Nagar), in thew- an uth; Marshal J,

45 mtrs, wide ( 200 ft. r/w) in the E_ st and' rlEhel

roa8d 30 mtrs, wide (100° £/v) in the Best and ean

in MPD- 2001 for public and semi.public use' (prop
eonvention centre)', is proposed to be restored |

uses earmarked fn the composite Zonal Develoment Lg
of zanes D.17, 18. 19, 20 and F-2&3, notified vide -
notification no, K= 13012/7/71-UDT "at, 28,12,73 i.e,
for “residentigl® (hous ing) - 14,37 ha.,. commné iaJ.
(community centre) - 6,88 ha, and district parks/mnal
greén « 7070 ha, ® . .

2. The plan indicating the prposed medif;cgt.ion will be:.
available for inspection at the oftice of tha. ueputy Dia:ecto:.._____
Haster Plan Section, Vikas Minear, 6th floor, IP Estate. aew
Delhi on all working Qays Wl thin the period reﬁér-:g:

NEW LELLL,
DATED THE
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111 DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

__DE

Sub: Constitutioin 0

__-L_A_q\iisory Council of the Delhi Development Almhori

F. 1(1)/92/M.C./DDA.

PRECIS

Under section 5(1) of the Delhi Development Act--195,?,

whereunder the Authority is empower ed to constitute an Adviggy

i [ the Authority on the \

cil for the purpose of advising . Preparation
‘(;}oﬁe M{zster plan and on such other matters relaupg to the planning
or development or arising out of or in connectnor! with the administmt‘ibﬂ
of the Act, as may be referred to by the Authority, ,

2. Desk Officer, Govt. of India, Ministry of Urpan

Development vide his letter No: K-11011/37/92-DDIA dated 10.8:9%
(_Appendix 'pp' E=178=179)has informed that under section 5(2)
of the Delhi Development Act,1957, the Rajya Sabha has ‘elected%
Sh. R.K.Dhawan, member of Rajya Sabha to serve as member
of the Advisory Council of the Delhi Developmentv_Authority in
place of Sh. Harvind.ra Singh Hanspal retired from .the membership.
of the Rajya Sabha on 4.7.1992. '
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The matter is placed before the Authority for information. 53:

RESOLUTION

The Authority noted the informgations
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QFFICE WEMORADI

subject ¢

airected to refer

The undersismi.z”m 1/27/92-DDIA dated the 29t ;

letter ¥ a4 to state thet, in
newlopment d gubject an | O _
on the above mention:he Ra3ye sabha on the ﬂth July, ‘
a motion adopt pa, bas been duly elected

sSab
MembeTy BRajya
Adviﬂ. ory C ou.nc:ll

1992.

R.Ke Dhawan,
member of the
on the 24th Julys
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2. The permanent an
given below 3~ 1

Pemanent Ad' ess
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Sub : Change of 1and use of ap area measuring
26 hect. from 'agriculturaj and water
body (rural use zone)’to ‘extensive manu-

facturing(fly-ash brick plantw ‘near Badarpur

Thermal pPower Station, New Pelhi .

File No.F.3(56)89-Mp

PRECIS

General Manager(B), Badarpur Thermal Power
Station moved a proposal for change of land use
for approximately 40 hect. for setting up of an
industry for manufacturing of ash base products
in the vicinity of Badarpur Thermal Power Station
on the existing fly-ash pond area. Initially,
when the request was examined by the Ministry
of Urban Development, the area was suggested for
change of 1land use to the extent of 8 hect. (20
acres). Later on, a meeting was held on 19.6.92
under the chairmanship of Secretary(Power), Ministry
of Energy, where it was agreed that atleast 10
fly ash brick‘manufacturing units should be set

. up and for that purpose land use to the extent

of 40 hects. of land be- changed to manufacturing
purposes.

2. The matter was examined in detail and it
was observed that in case of such units proposed
to be set up at Raj Ghat Power Station, change
of land ‘use has been processed for 4 hects. of
land for establishing two units and, therefore,
for 10 wunits the 1land requirement is about 20
hects. and keeping in view the land required for
circulation etc., it was estimated that land use

may be processed for an area measuring 26 hect.

3. The proposal was discussed in the meeting
of the Technical Committee held on 10.8.92 with

the following decisions:

i) to process the change of 1land use of about
26 hect. of land only to be used for fly

ash based brick manufacturing plants.
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i)

iii)

iv)

4.
for its

-181-

Jocation should be approachable from
e

th
proposed bund road.

the
ick manufacturing unit be allotted
ntum of land as in case of units
Rajghat Power Station on

each br

the quad
proposed at
the similar terms and conditions.

Based on the above points while processing

the change of land, General Manager

(B), Badarpur
should formulate a project report indicating
generated by

Thermal Power Station,

likely vehicular traffic
these brick manufacturing units and the

appropriate appraoch from main road

towards Noida and Delhi.

The matter is placed before the Authority

consideration and approval for change

of land use of land measuring 26 hects. from
'Agricultural and Water Body (rural use zone)'

to 'extensive manufacturing' (fly-ash brick plants;"ﬁ_}:ly )

near Badarpur Thermal Power Station, New Delhi.

RESOLUTION

The Authority resolved that the propo=
sal for change of land use of land measuring

26 hact, from fagricultural and water body

(rural use zone) to !extensive manufacturing
(flyash brick plants only), near Badarpur Ther-
mal Power Station, be approved and processed and
the provision of Delhi Development Act, 1957,

o ._..-;.-;‘“?z




As per the I_e\c'ISl-ln'g practice 90%of/ithe

st of Constr dtloh_ and l=a‘r’1d_rpl mi
onths at the .

letter is" ‘separ

the basis of Expemdi.l:.l.!life'._

the Engineering Wirz

time of allocation z‘ter adjusting the  amotnt ot

per '_al‘l"ge_ébion. letter.

5.5,
jiUrv'n:Ier SFS .bher.‘e ar_e{
(i) Alocatiom & {

At the stage of aliotment draw .
foé specific number 'of-""l;_"flél_'
_is held. After this, demand ietter




R 8 . Under sFs, if the cc11r\853truction (3) There is no such ’s-ﬁagé -'ﬁ'l"
L " ( ot delayed beyond 2-1/2 years nTent under these eateqy;
s . rrom the gate of allocation, disposal of f.lats' is made
Lo gs per terms & conditions interest the construction is complat,

on the deposits of the allocattee

is paid.

(4) In case of allotment of ready (4) Under these CatBQOries;

bujlt flats or left out flats under out flats the current cost

SFS the disposal cost includes tion and the current

the following elementss; is charged.

(a) Original cost of constru-

ction; .

(b) Land premium at the rates

the time of

o as applicable at

allotment; and

est from the due date

/ (c) inter
of instalments upto the proposed
date of issue of demand letters.

indicated below vide

!QQ'

3. The land premium was revised as

Resolution No.53 dated 17.5.1991 (Appendix

.on gross area basis.

Rs.975/- per sq.mtr

SFS

MIG Rs.8 70/- per sq.mtr on gross area basis.
LIG Rs.660/- per sq.mtr.on gross area basis.
Janta/EWS Rs.500/- per sq.mtr. on gross area basis.

ght into force from 6121990

i ’ ‘ 4. The above rates Were brou
the said resolution is enclosed (Appendix 'QQ’
page 186-189 ). _As per the:
of VC, DDA dated 3.12.1990 (copy enclosed as Appendix ‘RR’
page 190 i

en into =8§

decided that the current land rates indicated above shall be tak
It was also statet

for costing of left out flats for all categories of flats.
it is not only reasonable but will also avoid differences in the prices of

being allotted/allocated now.

t out flats w38~
before the Authority and approved vide Authority's Resolution No.53
17.5.1991. Paras 8 & 9 of the said Agenda note dealing with the wor

5. The proposal of working out the price of lef

the price of left out flats are reproduced below:




1990, while
s under MIG,

Under SFS, '%ei'at%\_e‘l-gor_}e,. the cost:

19.11.1998 are also bemgu
thereafter.”

6. As stated
ft':osh, 'Ehe l'

cattees as 90%' of 3
land premium, stands recovered fmm SFS a“o':"
interval of § months each.

7
. applicable at the time of auotment while werkmg out
..Tlthrough the 5th and final mstalment or- whether
be -taken as were applicable at the tnme of auacat
cattees. - the issue relsting to regular reglstrants ~0f
and subsequent sllotment, legal oplmen. was“smug (

is réproduced' below:
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the decision of the Authority taken in ay,199;

in my opinion, therefore,
prevailing land rates in respect of allotmen;
N

to take into consideration the
e registrants of the Self Financing Scheme o

applies equally to th
he last instalment should stipulate the boldage.

the letter requiring t
amount payable bY the registrants after determining the cost of .the

flat by taking into consideration the prevalent land rates".

8. Vice-Chairman,DDA while examining the legal advice has observeg

as follows:

" DDA should charge the price of land of SFS flats ‘On"'ﬂte: .
. formula as of MIG/LIG/EWS. The fiftl, and final instalment shoylg
’ - : calculated on the basis of price of land at the time of "allotmentn:

e Sl o ]

i The Authority resolved that DDA should continue to ch

S — -

? ' 9. The matter is placed before the Authority for consideration and appnomxf
of the proposal contained in Para (8) of the note.

RESOLUTION

A B

| ' the land premium from the SFS registrants at the rate prewilis
. at the time of allocations |

.
- g e .-’..:.-




Pl 7\. 5‘ 91

;
i
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Deihi, West Delhd and mrtﬁ
d‘evél‘oped or .»emi-developed.

the cost of flats, deusj.ng cmrmitt
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H

and and equ uvalisation

rotco oi 1
-.Cl.ndrg(-b' were being jevicd urnifomy in r/o 811 flets In-
- mhe 12nd rates charge-

. o~
4. . The -

;s £lats upto 23,1.85

cluding S
able in respect of SF"‘ allottc« ©Wer

pesolut on e,

o revicued in 1985,

The Authority, ‘vide its 9 dated 23,1.1985,
re.,olv<:d ‘that thc l1and. ratcs au‘unyl:gg:t‘r:;te to CO-O'DCIathe

time &'y So _.Brged in

aroup hcusing soc:xetic,s at that

rc.,pect of 'SFs allJLt( e....- Based on the prcvailing rates

of land chcrgcablc £*‘om co-—ou}:rc tive croup housing socicties, -

ovvd by the Author:.ty s land

the :[ollow.ng r"tcs ‘were appr

pv'emn.m £or SPS £1c.ts allocated after 23.1.85:~

FJ.IG"/-—')C.....- [ NtrS. Of the »

South & CGn*'*u'l De'lhi
cross arcd . -

!x'est & North Delhi _ 35/-pe_ Sq.litrs. of the
. ) oro°‘3 arca. .
. o , |
Bist Delki, Rohini P 120/~ Lier Sgemirs. of the
and Bodelld, . gross arcd.

Thesc rates are inclubsive of equalisation
Cl}argcs' \; k . P, .
| 24 . - ) . ‘
i The lond rates in r/o co-cpcrative group housing

c .Societiec were revised unéer the a2rprowvl of LG vide

Circwar Ro. ET 16 (94)86/ Gte29.6,9C s undcer s

Iupankal: .
mﬁl. lan & uOLth Re. ©75,/-Per SgeMte

ilort) viest Dclhi T<e 95.C-/-Pcr Sq.it

st . . ~
Delhi . rc. 925/~ Per Sq.tte

. Esed en th 114
the prevailine rates of land chargetble

from (‘o-'.ov)b a3
- perative croup housine 3 :
1 in¢ secictice, the tentrtive
-

e e

prc:miun
churnc., for SFS ilutc- Irel(“s\_lﬁ* JuJ.y, 00 were

worked out tax: 1
N ang ints ccount thc_ thove land rétes |

- et

pre—’ - e - > -
0 0—0 o v g Ou ‘
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LY ndoiy,

fonnl rates

by the LG were brought into force £

Te Be.s:x.dcs thc above ratt.', eoui i

Unti]. 6 12,490,~while w_
in :r:/_'_ 1e£t out flats under mc,

current cost of constmction w

without any chenge in the c-:.rio.,
the aporovel of ve duted' 3.1:. 90 T{Ex
- |; v . . Pagc

(Appendix__

the rmsed 1dnd prenium is bcinc incor
of’ lcft out flats undvc,r LIG,
after 6.12.9
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ITEM NO. 113/92
A— 1%-3 AV d dment in
. proposed amen
Sub wmdemmmgBW4“
of Delhi).

Fod(25)90-MP _ _ — — — —

MPD—ZOOI "and in the
s 1983 (Union 'l‘en'nnry

from 1.8.1990. The plan

spec:.fylng the norms for
and also |

MprD-2001 camc intn force

Development Code

contains the
Vcoverage, FAR, height

building -bulk such as

norms for parking, dwelling units etc.

2. The Unified Building Bye-laws . axe in operation °
since 23rd June 1983 in ‘the Union Territory of Delhi as
adopted by the Lpcal Bodies viz. DDR, MCD, NDMC & Canton-.-
ment Board after these were certified by the Authority_
that these bye-laws are in conformity with the zoning

regulations of Delhi Master plan  formulated under Delhi

Development Act,1957.

Tlie MCD issued a Public Notice in April 1990 proposing
amendment in the bye-laws app]_icable in the jurisdiction
of MCD. The amendmentg were with regardA to compoundinq_:
of excess coverage to an extent of 20% subject to a -ax imum
limit of 450 sq.ft. on each floor and also the 1nfr1ngment‘
of "set- back” to an extent of 2 ft. iThese amendments were
suggested in Appendix 'Q' of the“: bye-laws. The said

amendments were finally notified by Delhi Admn. on 13.12.90.

3

| aforésdid -
4. 'I‘he’..-' amendments in Appendix 'Q' of the building
bye-laws . being in contravention of
the provision of Development C;Sef,\ M{: 5290?1}13 matter was
examined and the Addl. Secy., Govt. of India, Ministry

of Urban Development vide his D.O, letter no. K-12016/5/79/
ol . %
In/1B. de. 24.3.92 ( Appendix ‘gr P T 7€~ /?8)

C

l ! ) onveyed the decision with regard to amendments

v b made in MPD-2001 and  the unified bldg. bye-laws
Fosr componnding

o of excess coverage and the
nfringment of the sot. backs ’ "
B .y

by levying penalties at the';

rales mentioned  t} i
8 ‘hrorein, Me i i i
he o _ _ A anwhile, Delhi Admn. with:
1 Pr'PPrOVal of Lt.Governor,Delhi has withdrawn the earlier é
Ol fication dt 13.12
. 13.12.90 pertaini
‘ [ ‘.lunma tr) :am?nc)]ment to
Byc-laws 'E’Hﬁ"s'ét':jh‘é’r'?t' 6T the above

ot Tndia, Min. of Urban bevelopment.

Avpendix Q' of  the

telorence of the Govl




5.

The decisgy
of Urban Devey
parts namely -

on ta

v M i stry
e, weére in fiye

’ . . - -
\u(ompouuding fee Q“'QV excess covers

92 upto 29y (max imum
450 sq.f¢, on  each floor) as has taken place upto
13.12.9¢, must pe equal to the notified rates of the
l;nd prevailing in that area on the date of compound‘i-ng.
The Govt. " desireq that

-ft. on each
floor, excess Coverage cannot be compoundeq ,a\l‘ldfliabme
to be demolished, Till such time exces
remains in the Property amnd is
by the owner or by the

S construction
not demolished edther

local body, could“. be charged
as an annual penalty to pe calcula

notified 1lang rates prevalent for
where the builder/owner does not com

ted at double the
that area. Also,
e forward for com-

S coverage, within
4 specified period, he shall also be charged

as applicable to such construction.

ponding even the compoundable exces

same fine

tiii) The compounding charges and peqalty in respect
of commercial properties would be three times the comp-
- ounding charge ‘of the penalty for residential property
! specified for (i) and (ii) above.

\iV) For = construction coming up g-fter amendment of
Master Plan and building bye-laws, upto 5% of eXf:ess
‘permissible coverage could be compoundable (maximum
of 13.5 sg.mtr. as informed vide reference 'No.‘F-B/Z/9'0"
LSG/Vol.1/3850 dated 24.4.92 by Jt._"D-i'r.. {LS5G), Delhi S
Acun . MWQJM/\./\,(WV- ' © The . &alculation of

compaunding fee would be as follows: .

a) Upto 1% of cxcess coverage, would be deemed

to be bona fide mistake of censtruction and

i i ent to
a2 one time  compounding  charge equivale

the land rates prevailing at Ehe time of appli-

~
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YEE

of compoundingd

for A that ‘area

_gation
would be charged.

of more than 1%

excess coverade

b) For ‘
put 1less 5¢ (upto and including

54 as Per

‘than
endation of Technical f

meeting held on 27.4.92)

annual levy equivalent
prevalent for that

recomu

committee,
a recurring
to the 1and rates

att the time
would be charged.

area of application for |

compounding.

c) For anything above 5%, -the property
would be liable to be demolished to
that extent and till

recurring fine on an annual

its existance, at double
prevalent  for that
detection, would

it is demoli-

shed, a
pasis since
the lLand rates

area at the time of

be charged.

set - backg infringments for

carried out uptdj 13.12.90,
at .the

(v - Regarding
construction
shall be compounded

D as below:

the same
rates prescribed by MC

Non—residential bl%

Residential Bldgs.

upto 6" Rs.25 per Sq.ft. ' ¢
] 1" O
aAbove 6" to 12 Rs.50 per Sq.Ft. gg;iSeﬁttzibkwr

Above 12" to 24" Rs.200 per Sq.ft.

And the limit of compounding of set-
is restricted to 1 ft. on the rates specified above.

’
it 1is

clause

6. (a) Keeping in view the above proposals,

suagested that an ’aﬁditional clause after.

<;\;:):<)=r as clause 3(7) ) be added in Mpu—znm in-
oPn ..CLevelopmonL Code! (l’d(‘o 145 o[ (n'\/(‘l Lo of 1“

P:
C::EFEI .8.90, as below:

E : Authority/lLiocal Body(s) shall be
via-

nﬁ

» after levying penalty, to compound de

tione fr 1 ims
om = limits of coverage/FAR to the extent



e e e e e R T T

of .‘5% of the permissible coverage/FAR S:ijlect“e_ .
maximum of 13.5sgm. in building?pgémi;és vat tﬁg “
time of cogﬁfdﬁrlnq the completion/occupancy CEIt1£ f
cate,- This would ,buildings where 100% ground coverale
and fixed height is allowed as per archxteetux:&
osle  forming e of comrahenelys scheres

es, Community Centres “

lmm‘ cie
L

1

- (b}~ - b
For set-backs, MPD-2001, under- the heading

'Development Code' and sub-heading " 8(4)
Control For Buildlng/su11dlnqq within use
Premises’ - sub-para s(v)p %ﬁov dés that "the
A?thority could relax set-backs in special
circumstances"”. Therefore, mno additional
provision is required for compounding the
1nfr1ngmen§ set -back, . Govt 's decision for
compoundlng infringment of set-backs therefore,
ﬂnwa\form part of the Unified Buildlng Bye-

laws.
c) Prngiqhm1 of ,compounding charges and penalties and the
© Lates . . :
Specified in the Govt. 's communicatien,

.may. form part of the bu1ldlng bye-laws.

-l
7. : [hese: issucs ', were discussed in the

meeting of the Technical Commlttee held on 27.4.92

and the Technirﬂl Comnittee approved. the abtove
proposals, ésub)ect\ o maximum limlt of 13.5 sam.
all buildings other tHan those where coverage
ed as per architectural controls,
s like District

in
and height are govern
forming part of comprehensive scheme

Centres, community Centres,
7 agreed that the clause relating

etc. It was also,
of more than

to compounding of excess coverage
ed so as te specify that such
inctuding 5% qualify for the
levy. The Technieal
subject %o the

12 should be re-word

deviations upto and

hroposed anpual
: recurring

comuittee further recommended that

. amendments in MpD-2001, the bulldlng bye- laws be
alaborated so as to provide said compounding fee
charged for infringments of set-backs as

heing !
of Urban:Development.

(lred in the lettor of the Minr.




8.

92/15G/6773 d

incorporating
lopment

Urban
ame for approval of

ded the S

9.

keeping in

secretaryY

Deve

"“l(‘

mentioned

preparcd

10.

relat

The

sui table

in

infringment of set backs,
bye-laws without amendirng the M

the
1) IQl
the

11.

for

para 789{of agenda item be approved and Processed
’ 3 . essed £
Delhi Development #dct, 1957

para

with

said provision is made in the Master Plan.

The
its approval for

i.

ii.

above and, the revised draft has been
(appendix.l&u ) No.200—20 l )
are in two parts; first part

es to such amendments which wil

provision

45 -

pDelhi Admn. vide D.O. No.F.8/2/

ated 14.8.92 prepared a draft proposal
proposals of the Ministry of

T.—TQ,./?'YQ'/T.?. .) and forwar-
the Authority.

(LSG),

the
(Appendix.

draft have been examined

the
of the Technical Commium’j

contents of
view the decision

amendments
1 first require

the Master Plan, as specified

whereas th% second part pertains
an
can be made in the building

in
6(a) to

Therefore,

aster Plan.
notification as an amendment in appendix

regard to first pakt ecould be taken up after

matter is placed before the Authority

the recommendation of the Technical

Committee as contained in para 6 and

the proposal to amend Appendix 'Q'ghwné

in appendifolLr....).

RESOLUT ION

Th
@ duthority resolved that the proposal cott
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forward this to the Governm
(ii) &Frop such Ssnstruction (o
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. subject to a maximum of 45
beyond 20% would not be
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market rates of land notified for .di
Delhi/New Delhi i,e., the charges an

three times that for (i)_pnd ii) above.

{iv) VYor construction coming up after ameondment of Master
Plan and lSuilding Bye—]_‘awg:/on the above linea’v, it was
decided that upto 5% of excess coverage of permissible
ucoverage would be compoundable and the method of
calculation of compounding fees would be as follows:-

erent areas of
penalty will be

A. Upto 1% of excess of coverage, it would be deemed
to be bonafide mistake of construction and a one
~ time compounding charge equivalent to the land rates

" prevailing at the time of application of compounding
for that area would be charged.

B. For excess coverage of more than 1% but less than

5%, a recurring annual levy equivalent to the land
rate prevalent for that area at the time of
application for compounding would be charged.

C. For anything above 5%, the property would be liable
to be demolished to that extent and till such time,

it its demolished, a recurring fine on an annual
basis @ double land rates prevalent for that areca
at .the time of detection would be charged.

(v) Regarding set back proposals of MCD for construction
coming up after the amendment of Master Plan and
Building Bye-lLaws on the above lines, the: rates
prescribed as below by MCD may be applied:

, Residential Non-Residential
Upto 6! Rs.25 per sq.ft.
Above OV to 12" Rs.50 per sq.ft. Three times

residential
Above 12" to 24" Rs.200 per sq.ft.

As for set backs componhdab1e> for construction coming
up after the amendment of Master Plan and Building Ubye

l,awg on the above lines, the recommendations of DDA

allowing infringement upto 1 ft. should be accepted,
The ‘rates for construction 'done  after 13.12.9¢C in
(ﬂrespect o{ compounding infringement of set backs would
be as above.

3. It is now requested that Delhi Administratiom may take

further necessary action o0 make suitable amendments 1in the
relevant provisions of the Unified Building Bye Laws, ‘198§
for both MCD and NDMG to incorporatg the above mentionec
decisions. Similarly, DDA may initiate action to make
suitable amendments in the Master Plan and the Depﬁ
Developnent Act and the relevant rules governing building
activity to iuncorporate the above mentioned decisions. U
is requested that all actions in this)wrgggfd e completed

PP
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* ; Shri Cecil Noronha;
f j Vice-Chairman,

‘ Delhi Development
Vikas Sadan,
NEW DELHI,
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Meenakshi Datta Ghosh

Commissloner and Secrotary
(L.S.G. & Ul

pporsik T

o]
0.0. vo. F ,8/2/92/LSG /6773
firedt smradA, faeet
DELHI ADMINISTRATION
LSG & U.1. Dept.
Vikas Bhawan, New Deihl

,1,,“ g - . Daled.th@.’..’i{..&}.,(i L
Dear é?ﬂgtj i:fnglL\ﬁL“-““L!;

The Appendix 'Q° notified on 15>=12-1990 nas been
rescinded. Delhi Administration is now to notiiy a T rash
Appendix in the 1ight of the letter received from Ministry
of Urvan Development dated 2u4=3=1992 (copy encloced).

It may be recalled that sec:relary, MUD in his meeting
on 13=8-=-1992 stated that the recommendations of the Ministry
as conialned in the letter above are to be notiried in ihe
new appendix 'Q'. Accordingly we nave prepared a draft
proposal.incornorating the oroposals of the Minisiry of
Urcan LeveLonment. ((&mctoseet)

Kindly torward the requisite anprovals from your
organizatiion. R eemosmsts—mEEE

———

Yours sincerely,

Mk —
¢ (MEENABSRT DATIA GHOSH)

e

,ShosakoJakhanwalo
¢ Yyice Chairman,

Vikas .acdan 0
INA,
New Delhi.




Covereq
permincible

mtrsg,

rates:-
£XCE S5 COVERED

a) Upto 1%
of

For excecs coverdne g

0ve Ahen 1% ang ygtq S%TI

compoundin ¢ roes eqiy




— Joo— B0 EaDLy

ARPP. UV To ITEM No. W3[ay

(aa)

PROPOSAL TO AMEND APPENDIX 'Q' APPENDED
TO THE UNIFIED BUILDING BYE?LAWS, 1983

Under heading (A) Non~cofnpoundab1:z Items, after the
words "any geviations" add the following:-

"(except those set out in para (AA) hereunder)"

Excess covered area/floor arega to the extent of 5%

of the permissible Coverage/FAR,
a4 maximum of 13.5 sq.mtrs.

subject to
and infringment of

: . (30.48 cms.?

set-back upto a maximum of } ft, shall be compound-

able .on payment of fees at the following rates:-

EXCESS COVERED AREA/FLOOR AREA

a)

b)

AP}

c)

d)

Upto 1% of €Xxcess coverage,
on  payment of a one time
equivalent to

may be compounded
compounding charge,
the land rates Prevailing at the
time of application of Compounding in that area.

For excess Ccoverage of more than 1%
2% i.e. maximum 13.5 sq.mtr.
equivalent to the land rate

and upto
.compounding charges

Prevailing at the
time of abplication of compounding for that
area would be charged every year.

For anything above 5% the

such time j is demolished, & recurring fine
on  an annual basis at double the land
Prevalent to that area at the

would be charged.

rates
time of detection,

In case of commercial and non-residential premises,

the  rates o be charged shall be three times

of the rates mentioned in (a) & (b) and the
Same ratoes ag at (c).




SET BACKS

upto 15 cm, (6m)

Above 15 to 3g Ciis

(6" to 12m) )
: N”_'-f'f :
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