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Sub: Public & Semi Public-Premises for which specific Development Control
Norms have not been specified in MPD 2001 but same has been specified in
MPD 2021

s

F13(162)/03/Bldg./

1.0 Background:

.1 As the per allotment letter, dt. 21.7.03 a plot of land measuring 2000 sqm of land
at Sector 11 Dwarka for construction of Management Institute was allotted to
Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society but the physical possession
was handed over of land measuring 2593.852 sqm, instead of 2000 sqm which is
excess by 593.852 sqm of the actual site allotted which has been regularised by
the competent authority in favour of the society.

1.2 Earlier the Building plans have been sanctioned as per PSP norms of 2001. i.e.
G.C. 25%, FAR 100 and Ht. 26 m. The O.C. issued vide letter dt. 07.8.2008.

1.3 Institute applied for revised / additional sanction on dt. 20.9.13 with requisite fee
and documents. Further Institute applied for additional FAR as per for as per
Gazette Notification dt. 23.09.13. Under Secy. to GOI, MOUD vide letter dt.
24.12.14 also forwarded the request of Institute for additional FAR.

1.4 Case was referred to MP Section. Comments of MP Section is as under:

“Building ~Section may see the matter as per MPD 2021
provisions/LOP/allotment letter/lease deed.

1.5 As no specific clarification was provided by MP & DC —Section the file was sent
to Commissioner Planning. The observation of Commissioner (Plg.) dt. 15.01.15
is reproduced as under:

“ this matter be put-up for consideration of the T.C. to take a uniform
policy where ever FAR has been enhanced that shall be applicable to the
respective use premise.”

Accordingly the agenda has been prepared.
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2. Examination:

2.1 Master Plan provisions in case of PSP facilities / premises for which specific *®
development controls have not been provided are as under:
Norms MPD 2001 | MPD 2021 Notification dt. 23.9.13
Max Ground | 25% 30% 30%
| Coverage J
Max FAR ' 100 120 120 ‘
Max Ht. 26 m 26m 26 m ]

2.2. As Table 13.5 of MPD 2021 the plot area of Management Institute is 0.4 Ha for per
5 lakh population.

2.3. As per MPD 2021 & Notification dt. 23.9.13 the development control norms for
Management Institute are as under:

'Norms | MPD 2001 | MPD 2021 | Notification dt. 23.9.13 |
Max Ground ' - 35% 35% ‘
Coverage ‘

Max FAR . , 150 | 225
| Max Ht. 7 ~ | 37m - 37m

The Development Controls for Education Facilities (Higher Education) as per
provisions vide Gazette Notification S.0 No. 2895 (E) dated 23.09.2013 is as

under:-
S.No. | Category Maximum | Other Controls
Gr. FAR Height
Coverage B -
| Vocational Training 35% (225) 37m | Up-to  30% of max.
Centre (TI | | permissible FAR can be
/Polytechnic ! used for hostel |
Vocational Training accommodation for the
Institute / students.
Management Institute
/' Teacher Training | Parking standard @ 1.33
Institutes  ete.) / ECS/100 sq m of floor |
Research and area. The  areas 4
Development Centre. carmarked for parking if |
| misused liable to he
municipalized/taken over
2. General College | by the authority.
(Technical)
Other controls refated o
i Professional College [ : basements .etc, are given
(Technical) in  the Development
. Control chapter.
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| . 2.4. Institute has proposed to utilize additional FAR for the vertical expansion of
(3 existing building (G+3, ht. 15.3 M ) by adding 5 Floors thus making building G+8
(ht. 33.30 M); which will require re-submission of documents to DUAC, CFO &

AAL

3. Proposal:

Public & Semi Public-Premises for which specific Development Control
Norms have not been specified in MPD 2001 but same has been specified in S,
No. 1 of Table 13.6 MPD 2021. The development control norms to those cases
shall be as per MPD 2021/Notification dt. 23.9.13; as a Uniform Policy,
subject to:

i. Change in allotment / lease condition if required.

it. Modification in approved LOP for unspecified PSP use to respective use
premise as per S. No. 1, Table 13.6 of MPD 2021.

iii. Structural stability Certificate from reputed agencies/organisation.

iv. NOC from IL in respect of financial implications in any.

4.0 Recommendation:

In view of Para | & 2, Para 3 placed before the Technical Committee for

consideration/appropriate decisiod.’ i "
DELSIN _
The proposal for specific case of Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society for allowing the

norms of MPD-2021 for Management Institute at Sector-11 Dwarka wa% presented by Directory
‘ (Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal of
following for Development Control Norms in this specific case as per MPD-;DM/ Notification dated |
23.09.2013 subject to the following conditions: ; -
i Change in allotment/ lease condition if required. ;
Modification in approved LOP for unspecified Public & Semi Public use to respective use
premises as per Sl. No.1, Table 13.6 of MPD-2021 by concerned planning unit. :
fii.  Structural stability certificate from reputed agencies/ organizations. |

iv. NOC from IL in respect of financial implications if any. 3
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SUB: Ratification of Relaxation of setbacks for Proposed Chandra Bhushan

Singh Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam Shravan Viklang Shiksha Evam
Punarvas Sansthan at Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of
2000.23 sqm.

File No. F13(15)2014/Bldg./

1.0

i 10 1

1.2;

1.3

1.4

2.0

2.1

2.2

BACKGROUND

President, C. B. S. Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam Shravan Viklang Shiksha Evam
Punarvas Sansthan, submitted the first application for errection of Memorial,
Mahila Bal Evam Shravan Viklang Shiksha Evam Punarvas Sansthan, at
Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of 2000.23 sgm in DDA on 16.6.2014,

AE (B) L&I, DDA vide letter dt.18.7.2014 pointed out shortcoming regarding
set back to the president, C. B. S. Memorial. In response President, C. B. S.
Memorial vide letter dt. Nil intimated that he is not getting sufficient ground

coverage if the norms of front set back- 9m and rear and side set back 6 m is

followed. Further, he requested that preceding category of setback may be
allowed as permissible coverage is not achievable.

The matter was discussed with Commr.(Plg.) on 19.02.2015 where it has
been desired to put up the matter in Technical Committee of DDA.

The F13(15)2014/Bldg./ was sent to the VC, DDA for decision and approval
was accorded on file dt. 05.3.15, accordingly, sanction was issued on
13.3.15.

EXAMINATION :

As per table 13.4 (S. No. 6 ) Development Control for school for physically

challanged is as under:-
G. Coverage-509%, FAR-120, height 18.0 M

Plot area = 2000.23 sgm., G. Coverage(50% of plot area) = 1000.115 sqm.
Area achievable after leaving prescribed setbacks (Front- 9 M, Side - 6 M &
Rear - 6 M) on plot area measuring 2000.23 sqm. is 928.35 sqm. (approx.).
Thus permissible Ground Coverage is not achievable under prescribed
setbacks.
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2.3 Table 17.1:Minimum setbacks(other than Residential Plotted Development),
MPD-2021 .
| Plot size (in sgm.) Minimum setbacks (in Meter) _
‘ Front Rear Side (1) Side (2)
[ Upto 60 0 0 0 o |
| _Above 60 & upto 150 3 1.5(avg.) < -
Above 150 upto 300 4 2(avg.) - -
Above 300 upto 500 4 3 3 -
Above 500 upto 2000 6 3 3 3
Above 2000 upto S 6 6 6
10000 1
| Above 10000 | 15 12 12 12
2.4 As per Note (i) of para 8 (3) of MPD 2021, in case the permissible
coverage in not achieved with the above given setbacks, the setbacks
of the preceding category may be followed.
2.5 As per Note (iv) of para 8(3) of MPD 2021, The Technical Committee of DDA
may relax setbacks, ground coverage and height in special circumstances.
2.6 As per Delhi Fire rules 2010 institutional buildings of more than 9 m height
requires CFO clearance. The matter will be referred to CFO and if required
necessary Fire fighting arrangement will be provided by the organisation.
3.0 PROPOSAL:
Setbacks norms in preceding category be given as special circumstances, as
per details given below:
Minimum setbacks (in Meter) ]
Front Rear Side Side
6 . 3 3 3
4.0 RECOMMENDATION:

In view of examination at para 2, the proposal at para 3 is placed before T.C.
for its consideration & Ratificatjon.

- i;@C:Z_C.IU/\J

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. After detailed :deliberation, Technical -
Committee approved the proposal as contained in the para 3.0 of agenda.

Action: Director (Building) DDA |
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- 2.0.

1.3,

1.4,

2.2,

2.3,

Item No. _~
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201

Date

AGENDA FOR TECHNICAL COMMITTEE

File No.: F.3 (50)2005/MP
Subject: Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4
Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A for construction
of Multi Level Parking.
1.0.  BACKGROUND;
1.1. A representation regarding “Amendment in the layout Plan of Block-A,
Shalimar Bagh (Dakshini), Delhi” received from the applicant Mr, Adarsh
Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav.
1.2,  As per the representation; “an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at

Shalimar Bagh Block-A adjacent to N.H.P. (area measuring 1.74 Ha) is a
Private Land and belongs to Mr, Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav. This

private land has also wrongly shown as Neighborhood Park in the layout
plan”.

Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav are the owners of this private land
since October 2011 and prior to this the ownership was with M/s. Harbans
Lal Malhotra & Sons Pvt. Ltd since May 1996 and this parcel of land has
never been acquired by any of the local bodies.

The applicant has requested that the above parcel of land which is a part of
Gross Residential Use Zone should be allowed to be developed as a
Residential Block. Further also requested to develop a Shopping Space
along with Multi-Level Parking on this private land, This will be of great
use in the large benefit of the local residents & Wazirpur Industrial which
is just across the road.

EXAMINATION:
2.1,

The area under reference at Shalimar Bagh Block-'A’ falls in Planning
Zone-H and as per the Zonal Development Plan of Planning Zone-H under
MPD-2021; it comes under ‘Residential' land use.

As per the approved ‘layout plan of Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A",
prepared & approved in the year of 1970, the land under reference is part
of Neighborhood Park (N.H.P.). Annexure ‘A’

Whereas the applicant is claiming that the ownership of the area under
reference was with M/s. Harbans Lal Malhotra & Sons Pvt. Ltd since May
1996 and further the ownership is with Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs, Madhu
Yadav since October 2011,

_7_7“\,‘




24. The boundary description of the area under reference is as follows:

North  : Neighborhood Park

South Ring Road (60.0 meter RoW) & Wazirpur Industrial Area
East ¢ Group Housing

West t DDA Platted Housing

As per approved layout plan, the are
1.74 Hectare (Ha.) wherein some
fencing as per survey,

a of Neighborhood Park (N.H.P.) is
part of it also shown as unacquired land

2.6.  As per the copy of sale deed submitted by the

applicant, “in the Publjc
Auction held on 06.06.1960 by

the Rehabilitation Department, New
Delhi, Shri Harbans Lal Malhotra was declared the successful bidder
in respect of Agriculture land area measuring 25-Bighas, 18-Biswas,
falling under Khasra Nos, 255, 258, 259, 270/1,271/1, 272 and 273,
situated in the revenue estate of Village Azadpur, Delhi State, Delhi
and later on the sale certificate in respect of the above said land was
executed in favour of Shri Harbans Lal Malhotra, which is duly

registered as document no.-963 in Additional Book no.-I, on dated
21.12.1961 with the office ofSub-Registrar, Sub-dist. No.-1, Delhi”

Itis also observed that the Agriculture land measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Riswa
falling under Khasra Nos, 270/1(3-04), 271/1(1-07), consisting of treeg,
nursery, plants etc. and boundary
Village of Azadpur, Delhi,

wall situated in the revenue estate

2.7.  The ownership / allotment status of the are

to this office. Whereas as per the inform
DDA, "land falling in Khasra N
land measuring 4 Bigha 11 Bis
its proposal pending for acqui

aunder reference is not known
ation received from NL Branch -1
0. 270/1 (3-04) and 27/1 (1-07) total
wa neither acquired for DDA schere nor
sition of Village Azadpur”. Anmexure ‘B’

2.8. The location of private land (area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa) provided
by the applicant is totally different from the location of ‘unacquired’ land
shown as in approved layout plan.

2.9.  Planning Department is no
(which is in the unit of Kh
Development Plan,

tin a position to demarcate the above ares
asra, Bigha & Biswa) on the Layout Plan/Zonal

2.10. The request of applicant to develop Shopping Sp
Parking comes under "Commercial”
under reference is "Residential”
Parle’,

2.11. MASTER PLAN FOR DELHI-2021 PROVISIONS:

As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.7 —« Multi leve! parking facility should preferahly be
developed in the designated parking spaces or in (he residential, public-semi-public facilities,
commereial, transpor node, DTC depot, ete.™, Development Control Norins are

Annexure *C*,

ace along with Multi- Lovel
use whereas the land use of the area
and premise level use is ‘Neighborhood

annexed at

’




2.12.

2,13,

2.14,

2.11 (a): As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.6 ~“Parking is one of
the utilities permitted in all zones except in regional park / ridge,

developed recreational areas and parks as per the approved layout
plan”,

2.11(b): As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.2 (iv) -“The
development of multi level parking fucilities may be taken up,
wherever, feasible in public private partnership framework, with

 private sector investment and involvement, for which incentives
may be provided by way of land use and FAR etc”.

2.11 (c): As per Chapter-9: Environment, 9.6-Green Belt (Table 9.4);
Shopping Space & Multi-Level Parking is not mentioned in the
Permission of use premises in Sub Use Zones : Green Belt,
Regional Park, City Park, District Park, Community Park &
Multipurpose Ground,

2.11 (d): (i) As per clause 3(4) of Chaper-17.0 Development Code - The
Layout Plans already approved by the Authority or any other local
authority concerned in accordance with law shall be deemed to
have been approved under this code.

(i) As per clause 3(5) of Chaper-17.0 Development Code - An
area in respect of which there is no approved Layout Plan shall be
governed by the provisions of the Master Plan/ Zonal
development Plan.

Neighborhood level facilities for Shopping spaces are already planned in
the approved “layout plan of Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A" for the
Planned population of 30000 persons.

As per the minutes of the meeting held on 16% August 2012 at Raj Niwas
to discuss the issues of parking related problems in the National Capital
Territory of Delhi, “it was agreed in principle that no Green areas
should be converted and used for Parking in the national Capital
Territory so as to maintain environment equilibrium, Parking should

not be constructed under public parks / greens and MPD-2021 should
be amended accordingly”,

There is no policy is available in DDA to propose for such facilities in the
Private / Unacquired land. Moreover this activity will reduce the Green
Coverage of the Neighborhood Park.




3.0. PRO AL:

In view of above examination at Para-2.0

above (Sub Para-2,13
placed before the Technical Committee, ( e matter

4.0. RECOMMENDA T'TON

The proposal ag given in Para 3.0 is pl

aced hefore the ‘hni
deliherations. the Technical

Committee for

5.0. FOLLOW Up ACTION;
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The, proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone 'H. During the discussion, the Technical
Committee was informed that in a similar proposal of utilization of un-acquired privately owned land
pockets was discussed in Technical Committee meeting vide Item No. 92/2014 held on 19.12.2014
wherein the following decision was taken:
‘The proposal was prepared by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP. After detailed deliberation
Technical Committee observed that a uniform policy needs to be prepared to deal the
un-acquired pockets in developed urban area. A concept paper may be prepared and
discussed in a separate meeting where officers from Land Management, Llegal, Land
‘Disposal, ArchfrecturellDepartmenr of DDA, etc. will be invited to arrive at a logica!
solution. This view may also be informed to the Hon’ble Court and seek time from Hon'ble
Court in the matter of Ujagar Singh V/s South Delhi Municipal Corporation and Ors.
which is pending before Hon’ble High Court.’

Chief Town Planner, MCD informed that there are number of such cases of un-acquired privately
owned land pockets which could not be taken up for the reason mentioned above and hence a policy
is required to be formulated for the same. It was also informed that for the continuation of the existing
use of pre-1962 areas, a Committee was formed to formulate the policy.

After detailed deliberation,' Technical Committee recommended that a Committes consisting of
following members will prepare draft policy paper and submit to Competent Authority for
consiceration/ adoption: |

i. - Commissioner (Plg) DDA- Chairman

-------- I -

' DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI Y *

il. - Commissioner (Land Disposal), DDA- Member . MASTERPLAN SECTION :
iii. - Chief Town Planner, MCD- Member NV ERI Fil1ED
iv. Chief Legal Advisor, DDA- Member : This Pfgp?ﬁal was Considered E
v.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MP, DDA- Member the. @3 Technical Committe: 1
vi.  Addl Commissioner (Plg) UTTIPEC, DDA- Member : Meeting held 0”---19-‘-5-“‘--:-9-‘5----- 8
vii.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UEP &LP, DDA- Member ¢ Vide ltem No....2.0. [ 2a1S.. Sk
viii,  Director (Land Costing), DDA- Member Si‘:gn DlJr:::::ra.w S;L‘S'm T :,
ix. . Addl, Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA- Convener : Master Plan | .- Masiar@fan®

i Y ) S A .
1

The specific proposal was deferred till policy is finalized.

i

Action: Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
NEW LEASE BRANCH-I, ‘A’ BLOCK
3"P FLOOR, VIKAS SADAN, NEW DELHI-23 :

No. F9 (38)2012/CRC/North/ 7 R Date: | “"fi\] L

1t

To

Dy. Director (Plg.),
Zone F & H , 4" Floor,
Vikas Minar , DDA,
New Delhi.— 2

Sub:  Verification of ownership / allotment status of land measuring 4 Bigha 11
Biswa at Shalimar Bagh Block ‘A’ Adjacent to neighbor hood park.

Sir,

Kindly refer to your letter No. F3 (50)05/MP/D-40/dated 11-2-2015 on the
subject cited above. In this regard it is to inform you that as per land record
available in DDA | land falling in Khasra No. 270/1( 3-04) and 27/1( 1-07) total

land measuring 4 Bigha 11 Biswa neither acquired for DDA scheme nor its

proposal pending for acquisition of village Azad Pur.

~~ K
/ )e':' ‘N = ,” .
(V4 f/,\f, 1%

\( PR i ol \'“'}-
! \‘5 - (Paramjeét-Singh)
1/7/1 > Dy. Director NL-I '
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MPD-2021 modified upto 31/03/2014
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Draft for observation / discussion

12.13.3 PARKING FACILITIES IN DTC DEPOTS

The use of DTC terminals and depots for development of public parking alongwith
parking of DTC buses, private buses and Chartered buses, should be explored and
specific projects developed.

12.13.4 UNDERGROUND PARKING

Based on the site feasibility, parking facilities can be created under the open spaces
without disturbing the green areas on the surface and surrounding environment. The
approvals from the concerned agencies are mandatory before taking up such warks.

12.13.5 PARKING IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS

Over the years a large number of the residential areas have been experiencing severe
problems of vehicular congestion and shortage of parking space. Most of the parking is,
in fact, being done an the road, which significantly reduces the carriageway width. The
problem has been exacerbated by the traffic congestion generated by schools in gross
residential use areas. Some measures required to alleviate the problem, to some
extent, will be as under: -

i. Al the encroachments on residential streets in the form of kitchen
gardens/roadside private greens, large projections/ramps, etc. need to be
removed.

ii. Road cross sections may be redesigned wherever possible to accommodate
planned car parking along the residential streets, and also creating more
surface movement space. x

ii.  Other options, in selected areas, such as creation of underground parking
below parks and open spaces will also have to be considered.

iv.  Resident Welfare Associations will have to be called upon to participate in this
process by raising contributions from the residents on the basis of objective
criteria such as number of cars owned, etc.

v.  Problem of congestion arising on account of the traffic generated by schools
have to be specifically addressed, and the main responsibility for putting up the
required additional facilities has to be borne by the schools themselves. Palicy
guidelines will have to be evolved for this purpose.

12.13.6 PARKING STANDARDS

Parking is one of the utilities permitted in all use zones except in regional park / ridge,
developed recreational areas and parks as per the approved layout plan. Parking

- standard have been prescribed in each use premises. However, where not prescribed,

these will be followed as per standards given in Development Code section of the
Master Plan. The standards given are in Equivalent Car Space (ECS) which include
parking for all types of vehicles i.e. cars, scooters, cycles, light and heavy commercial
vehicles, buses etc. Parking adequacy statement/study for large projects like Stadia,
Shopping Malls, Multiplexes will be desirable.

12.13.7 MULTI LEVEL PARKING

Multi level parking facility should preferably be developed in the designated parking
spaces or in the residential, public-semi-public facilities, commercial, transport node,
DTC depot, etc. with the following Development Controls:
i Minimum Plot Size — 1000 sqm. [--]

12.0 Transportation 12—16




Vi.

vii.
wiil.

MPD-2021 modified upto 31/03/2014

iii.

Draft for observation / discussion

In order to compensate the cost of Multi-level parking and also to fulfill the
growing nead of parking spaces within urban area, a maximum of 25 % of gross
floor area may be utilized as commercial / office space.

In addition to the permissible parking spaces on max. FAR, 3 times additional
space for parking component shall be provided.

Maximum FAR permissible shall be 100 (excluding parking area) or as per the
comprehensive scheme. However, no FAR shall be permissible in plots / existing
buildings where 5% addl. ground coverage is permissible (Refer para 8 (4) i)
Parking Standards, Chapter 17.0 Development Code).

Maximum ground coverage shall be 66.6%. The maximum height shall be
restricted to permissible height of the land use in which the plot falls. There will
be_restriction on the number of levels of basement subject to structural safety.

In case of comprehensive schemes, development controls including height shall
be as per approved scheme.

Number of basements - No Limit, subject to adequate safety measures.

For development of Multilevel Parking, models should be worked out to
encourage the private sector initiative with restricted commercial component, not
exceeding 10% limited to FAR 40 on the plot.

Specific proposals requiring relaxation in above-mentioned norms would be
referred to the Authority. '

A number of multilevel parking sites have been identified by the local bodies / agencies.
(List given in the Annexure ).

12.14 REGISTRATION AND LICENSING
The aspects of registration and training of transport operators / drivers needs to be
viewed as an important element of the overall transport plan and policy. Licensing
system should be made strict to create awareness about traffic rules and regulations
among road users.

12.15 BARRIER FREE ENVIRONMENT
A major consideration in the planning and design of outdoor and indoor movement
should be that people with disability, older persons and people in wheel chairs could
move about without help from others. This requires that:
i.

Paths and pavements shall be flat, uniform, slip-free and free from
unnecessary obstacles.

Orientation points and guide routes may be provided for visually disabled
people;

Information and warning signs must be understandable, clear and welj lit.

12.0 Transportation 12—17
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M%ﬁ& e Technicall Commiill. Meclig- Held o

Sub : ,iielnmtion of Setbacks of the Basement for Multistoried Two Bedroom
.uné]cnts adjoini ﬁ? Pocleet- 3 Sector 19-B, Dwarka, Phage-1T,
\ ich3 g VL.

59 ) [ hy JJSﬁr

B [, ) Frem No.

Syn 013515 The nppwvial i being .mug/ar ﬁ» the velaxarion in serbacks of proposed single
basement for Multistoried 2 Bedyoom Apartiments adjoining Pocker-3, Sector 10-B, Dwarka,

Background:

The scheme having an area of 3.185 hac. was earlier approved in the 251%
Screening Committee meeting held on 13.10.06 vide item no.117:2006 wherein 352
DU (2 BHK) were proposed. The parking for the housing pocket was provided in
Stiles and owo basements under the tangular green.  The scheme was approved from
D.ULAC, vide lerter no. 11(10)2007 cated 06.11.2007, The basement p.m was
turther revised and was proposed as double stack parking and wag approved in the
300" Sereening Commitree dited 08.08.11 vide Ttem no.71:2011 .

Further to this, a meeting was held in the E.M.s office (refer minutes of the
meeting vide letter no. F.1(21)2010/Mon./DDA/Dwk. /13 De. 14,11 2013) wherein it
Was dcc1clcd thae the stack parking system is not financis ally viable and basement parking
of the scheme be redesigned.

Examination:

As per the earlier approved L"lj"Uilt‘ Plan, the site area as mentioned was 3.185
hac. which included the 20 mtr. wide st ip towaula the cast side of the housing pocker
which has been kept as green and as to the existing oil gas pipe line in addition. The
trangular portion towards the Palam deain was also included in the plot area. Afrer
deducting the above mentioned aress, the net area as awailable for the residential
hiousing pocket is 1.97 hac. This 1.97 hac is being taken for residential use. The FALI,
and parking caleulations have been done o this site as per MPD-2021 provisions.

A Consultant was appointed by the Engineering Wing for obtaining . the
clearunces and stacutory approvals from various authorities, i.e., C.F.O., AAL ELA,
D.J.B., M.C.D. etc. The C.E.O, approval for the scheme has already been obtained in
advance vide letter no. F.6/DFS/MS/BP/2014/348 dared 23.12.14.




5~

As per MPD-2021 the provision for parking is to be provided @2ECS

/100sqm. The total parking provided s 685 ECS, in which 378 ECS is accommoclaterl
‘11 the basement and rest of the 307 ECS has been sufficed on stiles & surface.

The proposal for relaxation of setbacks in basement parking is required from
the Technical Committee. Since the site being irregular triangular in shape, the
ipace ot parking podium is not available. The only viable solution is
along the tower blocks in the

C-gc’t!l
5 pn::vidc parking
basement and for optinum atilization the basement is to

extended beyond the setback line. The parking reguived s achievable in single |

Lasement if the basement is extend beyond the setback line at certain locations f

which the relaxation is required from Technical Committee. This shall also save the cost !
f providing the provision of second basement.

VSCRIPTION | PERMISSIBLE as per | PROPOSED
| MPD-2021 norms |
15,12,12,12m.

2,
{ Building envelope)

g :
Setbacks (m mts.)

e
| \
|

| Building envelope: \
V5. 12012, 120

|

6. on wes

! 3.8m on seuth siae

‘Hence the #elaxation is vequived from the 1 vehaicnd Commutiee for

besemmerct extending beyord the setbock tine.”

Recommendation:

The case is- put up for the consideration and approval

of the Technical
Committee,

, - B I
. RECTCIDN .
The proposal was presented By Sr. Architect (WZ&D). After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in agenda.

P . g

Action: Sr. Architect (WZ&D)
i) .
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Sub:-Chanee of land use of ‘Wamla Market” from Recreational (District Parld) fo
Commercial (Non-Flierarchical Commercial Centpe) Cl in the Fonal Developinent

Plan under MPD-2021. L-'. 'ES. (l_é‘) ‘G“ “}\'f !)

1.0 Background:

1.1 The layout plan titled “Kamla Market Shopping Centre {or Refugees at Ajmeri Gale
Delhi” was earlier prepared by the L&DO office in the year 1972, The markel consists of
single storeyed structure consisting of 272 shops, 12 flates and ather amenilies. The said

narket was leanslerved o erstivhile MMCOCD vide Gazete MNotilication dated 24-3-2006

L:2 [he North DMEC (L&E Deptl) is dealing with the conversion the suid shiops (rom
leasehold o [reehold which was also going on Ministry ol Rehabilitation. These properiies ae

now ander the management & control ol Mocth DMUC, aller trunsler by L&DO Govt ol Tndin

uninalion:

24 The land use of Kamla Markal i3 -Recreational” {Disteict Park) as

the area in question (Zoae - 1) approved under MPD-2001 In view ol this anwnaly, the re-
development of the Market has been with held. The North DMC has been taking up the issue
of change of laud use with the DDA for some time now & vide letler dt. 26- 12-2013. the Dy.
Divector (Plz.) Zone-'DV/DDA informed as under:-

The area uft (ie.. Kamla Market New Delhi) falls in planniong Zone-13

0

the Zanal Plaw of

i) As per MPD 2021 and approved Zonal Developmient Plan-"TY prepaved under MIPTO-

2001, the land use ol the avea v/r is “Recreationnl (Distnet Parl)
i) The avea ufr is onder the jorisdiction of loeal body ve., Narth Lellin Munieipa

['t'{‘l;“a:-llililt (Morth DME)

|

iv) However, as per para 4 of Chapter |, The Land Use Plan)the provisions of M-

1962, “due to ihe unfivonrable location of Keanla Marvkel (it ix afsa poorly plagied), 1t
suggested that the connnercial extablishmenrs be shified w the proposed commercial area o
Minto Rocd coned the site should ultimately be converted into a recreational area”

Further, it i¢ to mention that necessary reguest [roni L&DO, MOUD/ GOI, the lan

owning agency i.e. the Novth DMU has vequested the DDA for initiating the process of change

of land use lrom ‘Recreational (District Park) Non-llierarchical Commercial Centre” unde

section L1 ol DD Act 1957 or lhe North DMC should obtain necessary permission ol the

Ministry of Urban Development, GOTand then request the DDA along with site plans/location

plang, ele

v

d
{

r
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Accerdingly, the L&DO was requested by North DMC vide letter dt. 7-4-2014

[ollowed by another reminder le

er dt. 2-8-2014 to take up the matter with DDA for change of

landuse However, no reply from L&D has been received =o far.

Therefore, to allow to continue the commercial use, the landuse of the area is required

to be changed from Recreational (District Park) to Commercial (Non-Hi

rehical Commercial

Cenire’ C1 nider section 11A of DDA Act, 1957,
)

The surroundings of the Market u/r is as below:-

J
North - Asaf Al Road. J
J

soulh - Tawaharlal Nehru Marg
!
East - Service Road connecting Asaf Ali Road & Jawaharlal Nehvu Marg, ‘
Wesl| - Road from Ajmeri Gate . ‘
|
|
[
9 PVroprosal ¢
|
As requested by North DNC, the land use af the area under el sy L Ty
changed from Recreahional (District Park) o Cammercial (Non-1Ticrarehical Commercial]
Centre) (C1) Accordingly, the land nse ol the followine arca measuring 0 984 Heo
Foamba Marketl in Zone-13 15 o be changed as ner dosg 'll o beloy
|
|
]
. e e e W e |
|
] L VI Loml use Loun |
(0] |'l ":"‘,,‘\1 |
Kamla 1 984
Market Hect Recreational Commercial North-Acal Ali Roud
(1l 1)
(Istret Pack) (MNon-erarchical
Commercial Centre)
(1
\ I
Bomd & JT.N Marp
West-i2oadlvom Ajmne
Litile
h nimendations:-
|
topasalas given in para 3.0 above may be eonsidered by the Technical Committ

.




NORTH DOLHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION
TOWN PLANNING DEPARTWIEHT .
E-BLOCK,13™ FLOOR, CIVIC CEN'FRE,l [INTO ROAD,
New Delhi- 110002,ld n0.23226328
No: TP/G/..L23......15 Dateds2s Y./.95015
T65
v~ The Director (Plg.) TC, 45l __\‘\)3 '
6th Floor, Vikas Minar, LP Estate, S i
Delhi Development Authority, L ,\" AN
New Delhi-110002.
Sub: Change of land use ol ‘Ramla Market' {rom e _._Hn-lu] (Distriet Park)
Commerecinl (Noo-tHievarehienl Commereinl Centre) ) A ihe Zowal Developiieid
Plan onder MPD-2021.
Sir,
This s with relerence to the letler ol Asstt Diector (Plp) Zone-‘D* no
F3(16)91/MP/D-92 dr. 23/06/2014 requesting 1o put-up the matter in Technical
i ¢ Commiltee,
oo ff As destred please find enclosed the Agenda pre pared  Lor consideralion ol
oo E
o K\; W }mlunuﬂ( ominiltes
—1 Oy S R -
‘OQ’ S [t 1s kindly requested to place the matter before Technical Committee at an early
@ N
[ dale.
£ 2 B

Enel.: As abowve
Yours futhfufly,

C N

I/IB /,'

1(1\\’11 Pl.mnn 11

A~

ﬂ mfmﬁm — /

|
|
I
[
\
f
|
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OBSERVATIONS OF PLANNING DEPARTIMENT, ZONE-D UNIT, DDA:

fotal area and boundary of the Kamla Market shopping centre for refugees as per
approved layout plan of the area. o
lustification is required as to why the proposed change of land use is required from |
‘Recreational (District Park)’ to ‘Commercial (Non-Hierarchical Commercial Centra)’. '
Any approved scheme plan/ lease plan showing the Development Control Marms. | 7 o1
lustification is also required for daclaring this market as ‘Non-Hierarchical Comrnercial |
Centre’,

Ihe ownership status of the said market may also be provided, | =

NOC s also required from the land owning agency for the proposed chanpe of land use.

’

DECISIDN " |
The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner, North Municipal Corporation Curing the
discussion the Chief Town Plannerinformed that the N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO,
Ministry of Urban Development, Govt , of India is still awaited . Moreover, as already mertionad in
agenda the market was transferred to erstwhile M.C.D. vide Gazette Notification dated 24.03.2006.
Furtner Addl. Commr. (AP) informed the committee that the approved layout plan showing the total
area and the boundaries has not been forwarded by the North D.M.C till date.

After detailed deliberation; Technical Committee recommended the proposal contained in para 3.0 |

of the agenda for further processing the modifications to the MPD-2021 under Section 11-A of D.D
Act 1957, after receiving the following

() . N.O.C.from the land owning agency that is L&DO, Ministry of Urban Development, Govt .of
' India for the proposal.
(if) The approved layolt plan of the area u/r showing the total area and the boundaries from
North D.M.C. ;

|
L] BES s s s T es s T el e m g memm= -

.+ DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI: »
MASTER PLAN SECTION !

VERIFIED ! |

Thig Proeasgl 2. Considered in J
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DEI:;ARTI‘JiEN'l' OF ARCHITECTURE & ENVIRGNS

NEW DELHI MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
PALIKA KENDRA: NEW DELFI

No: CA/BP/Red. North & South Avenue/D- LJEE-8 3

. The Director (Planning)

- Master Plan Section, Delhi Development Authority,

6" Floor, Vikas Mlnar

New Delhi.

Subject: Redevelopment of Housing for Hon'ble MPs at
Avenue, New Delhi.

Sir,

/g}memwe—’ A’

Dated?- “j_Mareh, 2015

i‘q ]
M

..2. .)

South Avenue and North

The proposals in rfo redevelopment of Housing for Hon'ble MPs at South A\r'&/—mue and
North Avenue, New Delhi have been received in this office vide scheme no.02/15 & 03/15 dated
06.01.2015 from CPWD. After sciutinizing these proposals, it has been abserved that the
proposed setbacks are less than the required selbacks of MPD-2021. The
CPWD vide letter no.9/N&S Ave./2014/CA(NDRYB2 dtd. 19.03 2015

case lo Technical Cammitlee, DDA for relaxalion of sethaclks

Chief Architect,

has reguested lo refer the

 Accordingly, please find enclosed herewith a set of plans of each proposal containing
8 No. drawings alongwith Agenda for consideration of Technical Committee, DDA in /o
relaxation of setbacks.

Encl.: 1. Annexure-'A’

2. Set of drawings.

3. CPWD letter dtd,19.03.2014.
4. Eoft copy C.D.

Yours faithfully,

:| s ,.“l ‘{_IH'_ —:- v | " 'l“
J J () L A |: : ~:’
tm!' ' \ ey } Ll )" (AM. ATHALE)
i1 £8..

Copy to:-
1) Sh. Rajkumar
Executive Engineer,

CHIEF ARCHITECT

New Delhi Project Division, CPWD, K “;vv\ ) D
3, Dr. B.D. Marg, New Delhi. Ak 7 v
| )
2) Sh. Rahul Narain ; ey bt . f/*" (J
Office of senior Architect (NDR) T m “k o W '
CPWD, Room No.315, A-Wing o ( T
Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi. AR  GHIEF ARCHIT ECTiA
Y [y ,m
LA A f’);)‘r‘{-‘) ) "f‘"" J\\M
A9 Y S
L Gl AN (’ ’ \.m\
o g o, .f‘"Z‘-’*." o ﬂ\ Al VD ‘fnrr,' *v/’ 7
P 713/ CEPATI T N e B S 3 (M
e ""%"'U,)/ ' / I -__,._;'\/\""1,),'?'/ R /o . 1\1\ \“ 7
.‘11.1\'_}”'- '_/.’(/’ _/,’Zl\\ f\-" (r {)‘(Uq \ k“‘\\l \[(' P >\\3 o= 'pt» L”\ Jfﬂ \' "\)
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OBSERVATIONS OF PLANNING DEPARTIVIENT, ZONE-D L

i

Ny,

e

1T, DDA

_NF‘MC stated the following in the agenda !
Para 6.4.3 of Zonal Development Plan
states the following:

(i) "The building envelope (existing ground
coverage, FAR and height etc) in o

Observations
However, this is Lo state that the

Zanal Development plan of Zone D'

under MPD-2001 was a pproved, excluding

grea av

i et I

—_— |

f

approved |

prepared |

The proposal was presented by Chief Architect, NDMC. On

Committee observ

bungalow plot is to confine within the
existing  building fine with minor
adjustment, if existing built up orea of
out-houses is alsa to he merged with
the muoin  bungalow. However, the
existing lrees are to be preserved”,

“The set-back narms as laic dowr in

MPO-2001 for areas outside LBZ? may |
LBZ area  pending l
finalizotion of separate norms in this ,

(0 A
Yalyrl £
AN,

he

e lopted

As per the footnote af (alile 17,1 of | The area under | - BT
|

MPD-2021;

“In cose o layout is sanclioned with |
more than the minimum prescribed |
setbacks, the same shall be followed in ’
the sanction of the building plans”, \
The Technical Committes of DDA moy ‘
relax setboeks, grotnd coverage ond

height in speciol circumstances

B

1

|

|

. i = TR \ {

U hungalow Zone (L1Z) |

"Reer Son

Bz )'

slterence falls wirkin 11

going through the proposal, the Technical -

ed that the North and South Avenue are part of the existing Capital Complex with
the existing set-backs/ building line. Hence, there is no need of the relaxation of the set-backs as
proposed by the CPWD. Existing setbacks/ building line of North and South Avenue may be treated as
proposed setbacks for the redevelopment of this area.

R L T T e

"t il DEVELOPMENT AUIHORII 1
§ MASTER PLAN SECTION :
 WERIFIED |
Lol Proposal wa- Considered in !
| P o N Tecnnical Conirizen s
‘ una el orL, 1o ol A0LS ;
s Vide ftem oL LGL20NS
. ol 652 \d\,k\)-!_l{"'“ﬁ 1§
« Asstt, Director Dy-0ir-¢ \r:
+ Master Plan IR W, ¥

-
FEEERER AL ERSERE RS LRSS

}‘--J
0

Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘D’
Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD «
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI — 110002

F.1(03) 2015/MP/162 Date: 22.04.2015

Sub: Minutes of the 3™ Technical Committee held on 10-04-2015
The 3™ meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of VC, DDA on 10.04.2015.
The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’

Item No. 13/2015
Confirmation of Minutes
F1(02)/2015/MP

The minutes of the 2" Technical Committee meeting held on 13.03.2015 were confirmed as circulated
with a minor correction i.e. the word ‘winding’ to be replaced by ‘widening’ in Item No. 09/2015 of
the minutes.

Item No. 14/2015

Relaxation of Setbacks of the Basement for Multistoried Two Bedroom Apartments adjoining Pocket-
3, Sector 19-B, Dwarka, Phase-I|

F.1(59) HUPW/SA (W&D)/06/Pt.

The proposal was presented by Sr. Architect (WZ&D). After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in agenda.

Action: Sr. Architect (WZ&D)
Item No. 15/2015
Change of land use of ‘Kamla Market’ from Recreational (District Park) to commercial (Non-
Hierarchical Commercial Center) C1 in the Development Plan under MPD-2021.
F3 (16)/91-MP

The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner, North Municipal Corporation. During the
discussion the Chief Town Planner informed that the N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO,
Ministry of Urban Development, Govt . of India is still awaited . Moreover, as already mentioned in
agenda the market was transferred to erstwhile M.C.D. vide Gazette Notification dated 24.03.2006.
Further Addl. Commr. (AP) informed the committee that the approved layout plan showing the total
area and the boundaries has not been forwarded by the North D.M.C till date.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal contained in para 3.0
of the agenda for further processing the modifications to the MPD-2021 under Section 11-A of D.D.
Act 1957, after receiving the following

(i) N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO, Ministry of Urban Development, Govt .of
India for the proposal.
(ii) The approved layout plan of the area u/r showing the total area and the houndaries from
North D.M.C.
C Action: Chief Town Planner,

(/ )‘ NDMC/L&DO

Minutes of 3¢ Technical Committee meeting of 2015 Page 1 of5




Item No. 16/2015

Request for relaxation for setbacks for the proposal in r/o North & South Avenue, New Delhi #
F.20 (5)/92-MP

The proposal was presented by Chief Architect, NDMC. On going through the proposal, the Technical
Committee observed that the North and South Avenue are part of the existing Capital Complex with
the existing set-backs/ building line. Hence, there is no need of the relaxation of the set-backs as
proposed by the CPWD. Existing setbacks/ building line of North and South Avenue may be treated as
proposed setbacks for the redevelopment of this area. |
Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘D’
Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD
Item No. 17/2015
Public & Sem! Public-Premises for specific Development Control Norms have not been specified in
MPD-2001 but same has been specified in MPD 2021
F13 (162)/03/Bldg./

The proposal for specific case of Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society for allowing the
norms of MPD-2021 for Management Institute at Sector-11 Dwarka was presented by Director
(Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal of
following for Development Control Norms in this specific case as per MPD-2021/ Notification dated
23.09.2013 subject to the following conditions:

i.  Change in allotment/ lease condition if required.

ii. Modification in approved LOP for unspecified Public & Semi Public use to respective use

premises as per SI. No.1, Table 13.6 of MPD-2021 by concerned planning unit.
iii.  Structural stability certificate from reputed agencies/ organizations.
iv. NOC from IL in respect of financial implications if any.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Director (Plg) Zone K-II, DDA
Item No. 18/2015
Ratification of Relaxation of setbacks for proposed Chandra Bhushan Singh Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam
Shravan Viklang Shikha Evam Punarvas Sansthan at Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of
2000.23sgm.
F.13 (15)/2014/Blidg./

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical
Committee approved the proposal as contained in the para 3.0 of agenda.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Item No. 19/2015
Representation Regarding sanction of Revised Drawings as per MPD-2021 Provisions for Mzhrishi
Daynanad, CGHS Ltd.
F13 (486)/09/Bldg./Vol.lV

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. During the discussion, the provision of MPD-
2021, orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and the legal opinion from Addl. Solicitor General of
India in the specific case were elaborated. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee approved
the applicability of MPD-2021, Development Control Norms- Group Housing in this specific case
subject to condition that consent of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India may be sought by the society
for the same.

The proposal for additional FAR of 15% EWS component was not agreed to by the Technical
Committee. However, it was decided that the charges for Service Personal to be recovered as per
policy.

Action: Director (Building) DDA

Minutes of 3 Technical Committee meeting of 2015 Page 2 of 5



Item No. 20/2015 |
Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh |
Dakshini Block —A for construction of Multi level parking.

F3 (50)2005/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone 'H’. During the discussion, the Technical
Committee was informed that in a similar proposal of utilization of un-acquired privately owned land
pockets was discussed in Technical Committee meeting vide Item No. 92/2014 held on 19.12.2014
wherein the following decision was taken:
‘The proposal was prepared by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP. After detailed deliberation
Technical Committee observed that a uniform policy needs to be prepared to deal the
un-acquired pockets in developed urban area. A concept paper may be prepared and
discussed in a separate meeting where officers from Land Management, Legal, Land
; Disposal, Architecture Department of DDA, etc. will be invited to arrive at a logical
o solution. This view may also be informed to the Hon’ble Court and seek time from Hon’ble '
Court in the matter of Ujagar Singh V/s South Delhi Municipal Corporation and Ors.
which is pending before Hon’ble High Court.’

Chief Town Planner, MCD informed that there are number of such cases of un-acquired privately
owned land pockets which could not be taken up for the reason mentioned above and hence a policy
is required to be formulated for the same. It was also informed that for the continuation of the existing
use of pre-1962 areas, a Committee was formed to formulate the policy.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended that a Committee consisting of
following members will prepare draft policy paper and submit to Competent Authority for
consideration/ adoption:
i.  Commissioner (Plg) DDA- Chairman
ii.  Commissioner (Land Disposal), DDA- Member
iii.  Chief Town Planner, MCD- Member
iv,  Chief Legal Advisor, DDA- Member
v.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MP, DDA- Member
vi.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UTTIPEC, DDA- Member
vii.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UEP &LP, DDA- Member
viii. Director (Land Costing), DDA- Member
ix.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA- Convener

The specific proposal was deferred till policy is finalized.
Action: Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. )
/

|
s
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (Plg.) MP&DC

Copy to: A ,\,\“‘\

\’\;. Vice Chairman, DDA /Z’
. Engineer Member, DDA

— )i\ s AL ,

3. Finance Member, DDA~
4. Commissioner (Plg)
5. Commissioner ( LD)(‘ \/:y/r\/
e 6. Comm:ssxone((tM
‘ aby
Minutes of 3*¢ Technical Lﬂmnll tee meeting of 2015 Page 3 of 5




Annexure -A

it of participants of 03" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 10.04.2015

LHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

1.

07 00 IS U S O

o o Y Y S G
BN DB WNR O

Vice Chairman, DDA —

Engineer Member, DDA~
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commr.-Cum-Secretory DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MPR&TC DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Land Scape), DDA
Addl, Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA

Addl. Commissioner (PIg)UE&LP, DDA

. Sr. Architect (W&D)DDA

. Asstt. Chief Architect ,HUPW, DDA

. Director (Building), DDA

. Director (Plg) VC, Sectt, DDA

. Director (Plg) MP, DDA

. Dy. Director (Building)

. Dy. Director (Architect) DDA

. Architect, HUPW, DDA

. Asst, Director (Architect), HUPW, DDA

OTHER ORGANIZATION
S/Sh. /Ms.

1.

NouewN

Anant M. Athale, Chief Architect, NDMC

R.K. Kaushal, Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD

Sujata S. Nayak, Architect, (NDR), CPWD

Mahender Lal, Tech. officer, (CPWD)

Shamsher Singh, Chief Town Planner (MCD)South & North
Sandeep Roy, ATCP, TCPO, MoUD

N.K. Jain, A.E., NDMC

Minutes of 3'' Technical Committee meeting 0f 2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No.2337(507

F.1(3)/2015/MP/156 Date 09 .04.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 3" Technical Committee meeting of Delhi Development Authority
for the year 2015 will be held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on
Friday 10.04.2015 at 02.30 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1** Floor,
Vikas Sadan, INA, New Delhi 110023.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. L(H

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&MPR/TC)
Copy to:
1. Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg)
Commissioner (LD) 1 2
Commissioner (LM) Q \{

Chief Planner, TCPO =— PL < .
Chief Architect, HUPW DDA« ﬁﬂcf U
9. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Plopem Dev (_lt)])nlt.n[ ), DMRC

02~ Oy b B W) R

I1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA )
¥, Addl. Commr, (Landscape), DDA /‘ e ’-,- g1y

13. Addl,Commr.(Plg.) MP&MPR, DDA £ v

14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DD Z2 A

15, Addl. Commur.(Plg.) AP, DDA —rp— ( Ve \ LM

16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA Qﬁf W 2=
1 7. Secretary, DUAC S o

18. Chief Town Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDMC

19, Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan

20. Dy. Commur. of Police (Traftic) Delhi

21. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)

nvitees For item No.

1" ACA-TI1,DDA 14/2015

(2. Sr. Architect(NDR),CPWD ‘ 16/2015
3. EXEN,NDPD,CPWD . 16/2015
4. Director(AP)-1 DDA,. /25— 16/201

N.0.0 ube

1. Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23.

2 A.E. (Maintenance)-1, Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-
110023.

3 A.E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.

4 Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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09 DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI — 110002

F.1(03) 2015/MP/162 Date: 22.04.2015

1

I

i
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Sub: Minutes of the 3" Technical Committee held on 10-04-2015
" The 3" meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of VC, DDA on 10.04.2015.
o The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’

Item No. 13/2015
Confirmation of Minutes

F1(02)/2015/MP |
[ e The minutes of the 2" Technical Committee meeting held on 13.03.2015 were confirmed as circulated
e b with a minor correction i.e. the word ‘winding’ to be replaced by ‘widening’ in Item No. 09/2015 of
iy '

[t the minutes. :
i
Item No. 14/2015 !
Relaxation of Setbacks of the Basement for Multistoried Two Bedroom Apartments adjoining Pocket-
3, Sector 19-B, Dwarka, Phase-l

F.1(59) HUPW/SA (W&D)/06/Pt.

The proposal was presented by Sr., Architect (WZ&D). After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in agenda.

ey ; Action: Sr. Architect (WZ&D)

Item No. 15/2015 |

o Change of land use of ‘Kamla Market’ from Recreational (District Park) to commercial (Non-
. Hierarchical Commercial Center) C1 in the Development Plan under MPD-2021.

F3 (16)/91-MP

The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner, North Municipal Corporation. During the
discussion the Chief Town Planner informed that the N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO,
o Ministry of Urban Development, Govt . of India is still awaited . Moreover, as already mentioned in
e agenda the market was transferred to erstwhile M.C.D. vide Gazette Notification dated 24.03.2006.
- Further Addl. Commr. (AP) iqformed the committee that the approved layout plan showing the total
= area and the boundaries has not been forwarded by the North D.M.C till date.
i After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal contained in para 3.0
o of the agenda for further processing the modifications to the MPD-2021 under Section 11-A of D.D.
Act 1957, after receiving the following

(i) N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO, Ministry of Urban Development, Govt .of

‘ India for the proposal.

(i) . The approved layout plan of the area u/r showing the total area and the boundaries from

ok
¢ | Action: Chief Town Planner,

el ! Ko NDMC/L&DO
b : , ;
| i
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Item No. 16/2015

Request for relaxation for setbacks for the proposal in r/o North & South Avenue, New Delhi
F.20 (5)/92-MP ,

!

The proposal was presented by Chief Architect, NDMC. On going through the proposal, the Technical
Committee observed that the North and South Avenue are part of the existing Capital Complex with
the existing set-backs/ building line. Hence, there is no need of the relaxation of the set-backs as

proposed by the CPWD. Existing setbacks/ building line of North and South Avenue may be treated as
proposed setbacks for the redevelopment of this area.

Action: _Lirector (Plg.) Zone ‘D’

Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD
Item No. 17/2015 i

Public & Semi Public-Premises for specific Development Control Norms have not been specified in
MPD-2001 but same has been specified in MPD 2021 ’

F13 (162)/03/Bldg./

The proposal for specific case of Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society for allowing the
norms of MPD-2021 for Management Institute at Sector-11 Dwarka was presented by Director
(Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal of

following for Development Control Norms in this specific case as per MPD-2021/ Notification dated
23.09.2013 subject to the following conditions: ’

i.  Change in allotment/ lease condition if required.
ii.  Modification in approved LOP for unspecified Public & Semi Public use to respective use
premises as per Sl. No.1, Table 13.6 of MPD-2021 by concerned planning unit.
ii.  Structural stability certificate from reputed agencies/ organizations. |
iv. NOC from IL in respect of financial implications if any. |

Action: Director (Building) DDA

Director (Plg) Zone K-II, DDA
Item No. 18/2015 :
Ratification of Relaxation of setbacks for proposed Chandra Bhushan Singh Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam

Shravan Viklang Shikha Evam Punarvas Sansthan at Sector-13, Dwarka ‘measuring an area of
2000.23sqm.

F.13 (15)/2014/Bldg./

The proposal was pfesented by Director (Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical

Committee approved the proposal as contained in the para 3.0 of agenda,

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Item No. 19/2015 |

Representation Regarding sanction of Revised Drawings as per MPD-2021 Provisions for Mahrishi
Daynanad, CGHS Ltd. ‘
F13 (486)/09/Bldg./Vol.lV

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. During the discussion, the provision of MPD-
2021, orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and the legal opinion from Addl. Solicitor General of
India in the specific case were elaborated. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee approved
the applicability of MPD-2021, Development Control Norms- Group Housing in this specific case

subject to condition that consent of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India may be sought by the society
I
for the same. !

:
The proposal for additional FAR of 15% EWS component was not agreed to by the Technical
Committee. However, it was decided that the charges for Service Personal to be recovered as per
policy.

Action: Director (Building) DDA

Minutes of 3¢ Technical Commiittee meeting 0of 2015 Page 2 075
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: .Thé specific proposal was de:ferred till policy is finalized.

1
1
Y |
& - |
|
Item No. 20/2015 !

Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh
Dakshini Block —=A for construction of Multi level parking.

F3 (50)2005/MP I

|
The proposal was presenteh by Director (Plg.) Zone 'H’. During the discussion, the Technical
Committee was informed that in a similar proposal of utilization of un-acquired privately owned land
pockets was discussed in Technical Committee meeting vide Item No. 92/2014 held on 19.12.2014
wherein the following decision was taken:
‘The proposal was prepared by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP. After detailed deliberation
Technical Committee observed that a uniform policy needs to be prepared to deal the
un-acquired pockets in developed urban area. A concept paper may be prepared and
discussed in a separate meeting where officers from Land Management, Legal, Land
Disposal, Architecturel Department of DDA, etc. will be invited to arrive at a logical
solution. This view may" also be informed to the Hon’ble Court and seek time from Hon’ble
Court in the matter o}‘ Ujagar Singh V/s South Delhi Municipal Corporation and Ors.
which is pending before Hon’ble High Court.’

' |
Chief Town Planner, MCD informed that there are number of such cases of un-acquired privately
owned land pockets which could not be taken up for the reason mentioned above and hence a policy
is required to be formulated for the same. It was also informed that for the continuation of the existing
use of pre-1962 areas, a Committee was formed to formulate the policy.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended that a Committee consisting of
following members will prepare draft policy paper and submit to Competent Authority for
consideration/ adoption: |
i.  Commissioner (Plg) DDA- Chairman
i, Commissioner (Land Disposal), DDA- Member
iii,  Chief Town Planner, MCD- Member
iv. ' Chief Legal Advisor, DDA- Member
v.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MP, DDA- Member
vi.  Addl, Commissioner (Plg) UTTIPEC, DDA- Member
vii.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UEP &LP, DDA- Member
viii.  Director (Land Costing), DDA- Member
ix.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA- Convener

|
1

Action: Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. /@
| ' o .

i (S.B. Khodankar)
Director (Plg.) MP&DC

Copy to: .
1. Vice Chairman, DDA‘I
2. Engineer Member, DDA
/3. Finance Member, DDA \/ \.;\"‘S
4, Commissioner (Plg) G VA

5, Commissioner (LD) |
6. Commissioner (LM) |
Minutes of 3'¢ Technical Committee meeting of 2015 Page 3 of 5
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7. Chief Planner, TCPO~~ - o |

8. Chief Architect, HUPW DDA AT42| NP ; jri W
v .80 Chief Architect, NDMC '
" p _-20_ Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC | ®
x. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA |
»3—"_327 Chief Town Planner, MCD (SOUTH) |

ief Town Planner, MCD (NORTH)
14. Chief Town Planner, MCD (EAST) ! l
G \"\ 15. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA -~'7 249y 0 l
‘ ~16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.)MPR&DC, DDA i
' L//@ Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA /@}‘“‘:gﬁﬁh s ;
§=\\\ 18. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA —— Q\.}:_i 4 WY - !
E 19. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA AWM
20. Secretary, DUAC
y__2%7Sr. Architect (HQ-1) CPWD Nirman Bhawan
22. Dy. Commissioner of Police (Traffic) Delhi
23. Land & Development Officer (L&DO)

I
1
'
I
|
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List of participants of 03" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 10.04.

Annexure -A
2015

LHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
1. Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commr.-Cum-Secretory DDA
" Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MPR&TC DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
Addl, Commissioner (Land Scape), DDA—"25WS
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)UE&LP, DDA
0. Sr. Architect (W&D)DDA
11. Asstt. Chief Architect ,HUPW, DDA
12. Director (Building), DDA
13. Director (Plg) VC, Sectt, DDA
14. Director (Plg) MP, DDA
15. Dy. Director (Building)
~16. Dy. Director (Architect) DDA
" “+17. Architect, HUPW, DDA
' 18. Asst. Director (Architect), HUPW, DDA
e e |
OTHER ORGANIZATION
S/Sh. /Ms. !
1. Anant M. Athale, Chief Architect, NDMC
2. R.K. Kaushal, Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD
3. Sujata S. Nayak, Architect, (NDR), CPWD
4. . Mahender Lal, Tech. officer, (CPWD)
5. Shamsher Singh, Chief Town Planner (MCD)South & North
6
7

HOoNO VA ®N

Sandeep Roy, ATCP, TCPO, MoUD
N.K. Jain, A.E., NDMC

|
\
; |
TWTE i

s i e+ S et
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

ST
(™ MASTER PLAN SECTION,
& 4 6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,
""wsla*f/’

[.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI — 110002

F.1(03) 2015/MP/162 Date: 22.04.2015

Sub: Minutes of the 3" Technical Committee held on 10-04-2015
The 3" meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of VC, DDA on 10.04.2015.
The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’

Item No. 13/2015
Confirmation of Minutes
F1(02)/2015/MP

The minutes of the 2" Technical Committee meeting held on 13.03.2015 were confirmed as circulated
with a minor correction i.e. the word ‘winding’ to be replaced by ‘widening’ in Item No. 09/2015 of
the minutes.

Item No. 14/2015

Relaxation of Setbacks of the Basement for Multistoried Two Bedroom Apartments adjoining Pocket-
3, Sector 19-B, Dwarka, Phase-lI

F.1(59) HUPW/SA (W&D)/06/Pt.

The proposal was presented by Sr. Architect (WZ&D). After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in agenda.

Action: Sr. Architect (WZ&D)
Item No. 15/2015
Change of land use of ‘Kamla Market’ from Recreational (District Park) to commercial (Non-
Hierarchical Commercial Center) C1 in the Development Plan under MPD-2021.
F3 (16)/91-MP

The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner, North Municipal Corporation. During the
discussion the Chief Town Planner informed that the N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO,
Ministry of Urban Development, Govt . of India is still awaited . Moreover, as already mentioned in
agenda the market was transferred to erstwhile M.C.D. vide Gazette Notification dated 24.03.2006.
Further Addl. Commr. (AP) informed the committee that the approved layout plan showing the total
area and the boundaries has not been forwarded by the North D.M.C till date.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal contained in para 3.0
of the agenda for further processing the modifications to the MPD-2021 under Section 11-A of D.D.
Act 1957, after receiving the following

(i) N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO, Ministry of Urban Development, Govt .of
India for the proposal.

(i) The approved layout plan of the area u/r showing the total area and the boundaries from
North D.M.C.

Action: Chief Town Planner,
NDMC/L&DO

Minutes of 3¢ Technical Committee meeting of 2015 Page1of5




Item No. 16/2015 ’

Request for relaxation for setbacks for the proposal in r/o North & South Avenue, New Delhi
F.20 (5)/92-Mp

The proposal was presented by Chief Architect, NDMC. On going through the proposal, the Technical
Committee observed that the North and South Avenue are part of the existing Capital Complex with
the existing set-backs/ building line. Hence, there is no need of the relaxation of the set-backs as
proposed by the CPWD. Existing setbacks/ building line of North and South Avenue may be treated as
proposed sethacks for the redevelopment of this area.

Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘D’

Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD

Item No. 17/2015
Public & Semi Public-Premises for specific Development Control Norms have not been specified in
MPD-2001 but same has been specified in MPD 2021
F13 (162)/03/Bldg./

The proposal for specific case of Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society for allowing the
norms of MPD-2021 for Management Institute at Sector-11 Dwarka was presented by Director
(Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal of
following for Development Control Norms in this specific case as per MPD-2021/ Notification dated
23.09.2013 subject to the following conditions:

i.  Change in allotment/ lease condition if required,

ii. Modification in approved LOP for unspecified Public & Semi Public use to respective use

premises as per SI. No.1, Table 13.6 of MPD-2021 by concerned planning unit.
iii. Structural stability certificate from reputed agencies/ organizations,
iv.  NOC from IL in respect of financial implications if any.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Director (Plg) Zone K-11, DDA
Iltem No. 18/2015
Ratification of Relaxation of setbacks for proposed Chandra Bhushan Singh Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam
Shravan Viklang Shikha Evam Punarvas Sansthan at Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of
2000.23sgm.
F.13 (15)/2014/Bldg./

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical
Committee approved the proposal as contained in the para 3.0 of agenda.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Item No. 19/2015
Representation Regarding sanction of Revised Drawings as per MPD-2021 Provisions for Mahrishi
Daynanad, CGHS Ltd.
F13 (486)/09/Bldg./Vol.Iv

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA, During the discussion, the provision of MPD-
2021, orcers of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and the legal opinion from Addl. Solicitor General of
India in the specific case were elaborated. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee approved
the applicability of MPD-2021, Development Control Norms- Group Housing in this specific case
subject to condition that consent of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India may be sought by the society
for the same.

The proposal for additional FAR of 15% EWS component was not agreed to by the Technical
Committee. However, it was decided that the charges for Service Personal to be recovered as per
policy.

Action: Director (Building) DDA

Minutes of 3*¢  Technical Committee meeting of 2015 Page 2 aof 5
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Item No. 20/2015
Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh
Dakshini Block —A for construction of Multi level parking.

F3 (50)2005/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone 'H’. During the discussion, the Technical
Committee was informed that in a similar proposal of utilization of un-acquired privately owned land
pockets was discussed in Technical Committee meeting vide Item No. 92/2014 held on 19.12.2014
wherein the following decision was taken:
‘The proposal was prepared by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP. After detailed deliberation
Technical Committee observed that a uniform policy needs to be prepared to deal the
un-acquired pockets in developed urban area. A concept paper may be prepared and
discussed in a separate meeting where officers from Land Management, Legal, Land
Disposal, Architecture Department of DDA, etc. will be invited to arrive at a logical
solution. This view may also be informed to the Hon’ble Court and seek time from Hon’ble
Court in the matter of Ujagar Singh V/s South Delhi Municipal Corporation and Ors.
which is pending before Hon’ble High Court.’

Chief Town Planner, MCD informed that there are number of such cases of un-acquired privately
owned land pockets which could not be taken up for the reason mentioned above and hence a policy
is required to be formulated for the same. It was also informed that for the continuation of the existing
use of pre-1962 areas, a Committee was formed to formulate the policy.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended that a Committee consisting of
following members will prepare draft policy paper and submit to Competent Authority for
consideration/ adoption:
i Commissioner (Plg) DDA- Chairman
ii. Commissioner (Land Disposal), DDA- Member
iii. Chief Town Planner, MCD- Member
iv.  Chief Legal Advisor, DDA- Member
v.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MP, DDA- Member
vi.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UTTIPEC, DDA- Member
vii.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UEP &LP, DDA- Member
viii.  Director (Land Costing), DDA- Member
ix.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA- Convener

The specific proposal was deferred till policy is finalized.
Action: Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA
The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. i)
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (Plg.) MP&DC
Copy to:
1. Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg)

Commissioner (LD)
Commissioner (LM)

=l o
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Annexure -A

List of participants of 03" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 10.04.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
1. Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commr.-Cum-Secretory DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MPR&TC DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Land Scape), DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)UE&LP, DDA

. Sr. Architect (W&D)DDA

. Asstt. Chief Architect ,HUPW, DDA

. Director (Building), DDA

. Director (Plg) VC, Sectt, DDA

. Director (Plg) MP, DDA

. Dy. Director (Building)

. Dy. Director (Architect) DDA

. Architect, HUPW, DDA

. Asst. Director (Architect), HUPW, DDA
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OTHER ORGANIZATION
S/Sh. /Ms.

1. Anant M. Athale, Chief Architect, NDMC
R.K. Kaushal, Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD
Sujata S. Nayak, Architect, (NDR), CPWD
Mahender Lal, Tech. officer, (CPWD)

Sandeep Roy, ATCP, TCPO, MoUD
N.K. Jain, A.E., NDMC

N s Wi
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Shamsher Singh, Chief Town Planner (MCD)South & North
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI — 110002

F.1(03) 2015/mp/ Date: 15.04.2015

Sub: Minutes of the 3™ Technical Committee held on 10-04-2015

The 3" meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of VC, DDA on 10.04.2015.
The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’

Item No. 13/2015
Confirmation of Minutes
F1(02)/2015/MmP

The minutes of the 2" Technical Committee meeting held on 13.03.2015 were confirmed as circulated

with a minor correction i.e. the word ‘winding’ to be replaced by ‘widening’ in ltem No. 09/2015 of
the minutes.

Item No. 14/2015

Relaxation of Setbacks of the Basement for Multistoried Two Bedroom Apartments adjoining Pocket-
3, Sector 19-B, Dwarka, Phase-l|

F.1(59) HUPW/SA (W&D)/06/Pt.

The proposal was presented by Sr. Architect (WZ&D). After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in agenda.

Action: Sr. Architect (WZ&D)
Item No. 15/2015

Change of land use of ‘Kamla Market' from Recreational (District Park) to commercial (Non-
Hierarchical Commercial Center) C1 in the Development Plan under MPD-2021.
F3 (16)/91-mP

The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner, North Municipal Corporation. During the
discussion the Chief Town Plannerinformed that the N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DOQ,
Ministry of Urban Development, Govt . of India is still awaited . Moreover, as already mentioned in
agenda the market was transferred to erstwhile M.C.D. vide Gazette Notification dated 24.03.2006.
Further Addl. Commr. (AP) informed the committee that the approved layout plan showing the total
area and the boundaries has not been forwarded by the North D.M.C till date.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal contained in para 3.0
of the agenda for further processing the modifications to the MPD-2021 under Section 11-A of D.D.
Act 1957, after receiving the following

(i) N.O.C. from the land owning agency that is L&DO, Ministry of Urban Development, Govt .of
India for the proposal.

(ii) The approved layout plan of the area u/r showing the total area and the boundaries from
North D.M.C.

Action: Chief Town Planner,
NDMC/L&DO
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Item No. 16/2015

Request for relaxation for setbacks for the proposal in r/o North & South Avenue, New Delhi
F.20 (5)/92-MP

The proposal was presented by Chief Architect, NDMC. On going through the proposal, the Technical
Committee observed that the North and South Avenue are part of the existing Capital Complex with
the existing set-backs/ building line. Hence, there is no need of the relaxation of the set-backs as
proposed by the CPWD. Existing setbacks/ building line of North and South Avenue may be treated as
proposed setbacks for the redevelopment of this area.

Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘D’

Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD

Item No. 17/2015
Public & Semi Public-Premises for specific Development Control Norms have not been specified in
MPD-2001 but same has been specified in MPD 2021
F13 (162)/03/Bldg./

The proposal for specific case of Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society for allowing the
norms of MPD-2021 for Management Institute at Sector-11 Dwarka was presented by Director
(Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended the proposal of
following for Development Control Norms in this specific case as per MPD-2021/ Notification dated
23.09.2013 subject to the following conditions:
i.  Change in allotment/ lease condition if required.
ii.  Modification in approved LOP for unspecified Public & Semi Public use to respective use
premises as per SI. No.1, Table 13.6 of MPD-2021 by concerned planning unit.
Structural stability certificate from reputed agencies/ organizations.
NOC from IL in respect of financial implications if any.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Director (Plg) Zone K-11, DDA

Item No. 18/2015
Ratification of Relaxation of setbacks for proposed Chandra Bhushan Singh Memarial, Mahila Bal Evam

Shravan Viklang Shikha Evam Punarvas Sansthan at Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of
2000.23sgm.

F.13 (15)/2014/Bidg./

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. After detailed deliberation, Technical
Committee approved the proposal as contained in the para 3.0 of agenda.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
Item No. 19/2015
Representation Regarding sanction of Revised Drawings as per MPD-2021 Provisions for Mahrishi
Daynanad, CGHS Ltd.
F13 (486)/09/Bldg./Vol.lV

The proposal was presented by Director (Building) DDA. During the discussion, the provision of MPD-
2021, orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and the legal opinion from Addl. Solicitor General of
India in the specific case were elaborated. After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee approved
the applicability of MPD-2021, Development Control Norms- Group Housing in this specific case
subject to condition that consent of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India may be sought by the society
for the same.

The proposal for additional FAR of 15% EWS component was not agreed to by the Technical
Committee. However, it was decided that the charges for Service Personal to be recovered as per
policy.

Action: Director (Building) DDA
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Item No. 20/2015
Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh
Dakshini Block A for construction of Multi level parking.

F3 (50)2005/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone "H'. During the discussion, the Technical
Committee was informed that in a similar proposal of utilization of un-acquired privately owned land
pockets was discussed in Technical Committee meeting vide Item No. 92/2014 held on 19.12.2014
wherein the following decision was taken:
‘The proposal was prepared by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP. After detailed deliberation
Technical Committee observed that a uniform policy needs to be prepared to deal the
un-acquired pockets in developed urban area. A concept paper may be prepared and
discussed in a separate meeting where officers from Land Management, Legal, Land
Disposal, Architecture Department of DDA, etc. will be invited to arrive at a logical
solution. This view may also be informed to the Hon’ble Court and seek time from Hon’ble
Court in the matter of Ujagar Singh V/s South Delhi Municipal Corporation and Ors.
which is pending before Hon’ble High Court.”

Chief Town Planner, MCD informed that there are number of such cases of un-acquired privately
owned land pockets which could not be taken up for the reason mentioned above and hence a policy
is required to be formulated for the same. It was also informed that for the continuation of the existing
use of pre-1962 areas, a Committee was formed to formulate the policy.

After detailed deliberation, Technical Committee recommended that a Committee consisting of
following members will prepare draft policy paper and submit to Competent Authority for
consideration/ adoption:
i.  Commissioner (Plg) DDA- Chairman
ii. ~ Commissioner (Land Disposal), DDA- Member
iii.  Chief Town Planner, MCD- Member
iv. -~ Chief Legal Advisor, DDA- Member
v.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MP, DDA- Member
vi.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UTTIPEC, DDA- Member
vii.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UEP &LP, DDA- Member
viii.  Director (Land Costing), DDA- Member
iXx.  Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA- Convener

The specific proposal was deferred till policy is finalized.
Action: Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP, DDA
The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair.

. (S.B. Khodankar)
\@’ Director (Plg.) MP&DC
Copy to:

1. Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg)
Commissioner (LD)
Commissioner (LM)

2.
3.
4.
S
6.

Draft Minutes of 37 Technical Committee meeting of 2015 Page 3 of5
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Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA

Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commr.-Cum-Secretory DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MPR&TC DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Land Scape), DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Plg)UE&LP, DDA

. Sr. Architect (W&D)DDA

. Asstt. Chief Architect ,HUPW, DDA

. Director (Building), DDA

- Director (Plg) VC, Sectt, DDA

. Director (Plg) MP, DDA

- Dy. Director (Building)

- Dy. Director (Architect) DDA

. Architect, HUPW, DDA

. Asst. Director (Architect), HUPW, DDA

OTHER ORGANIZATION
S/Sh. /Ms.

1.
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Draft Minutes of 3rd

Anant M. Athale, Chief Architect, NDMC

R.K. Kaushal, Chief Architect, NDR, CPWD

Sujata S. Nayak, Architect, (NDR), CPWD

Mahender Lal, Tech. officer, (CPWD)

Shamsher Singh, Chief Town Planner (MCD)South & North
Sandeep Roy, ATCP, TCPO, MoUD

N.K. Jain, A.E. , NDMC
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Item No. 91/2014

Case of Applicable Set-backs in an already approved layout plan, while presently allowing
additional flats / additional blocks under the present MPD-2021 and related provisions
contained therein

. F20(15) 2013/MP/
The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (EDMC). After detailed deliberation Technical
Committee observead that as per clause 3.0 Para 3(4) of Chapter 17, Development Code of MPD-
2021 no relaxation is required. However, this will be subject to the fire safety clearance from Fire
Department.
Action: Chief Town Planner (EDMC)

Item No. 92/2014

.ﬁ To determine the use of private property at C-27A, Greater Kailash Enclave- (in reference
to the orders dated 08.08.2014 passed by Hon'ble High court in the matter of Ujagar Singh
' V/s South Delhi Municipal Corporation of Ors. ).

F20(20) 93/MP ’

The proposal was presented by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP. After detailed deliberation

Technical Committee observed that a uniform policy needs to be prepared to deal the un-acquired

pockets in developed urban area. A concept paper may be prepared and discussed in a separate
‘ meeting where officers from land management, Legal, Land Disposal, Architecture Department of
L DDA, etc. will be invited to arrive at a logical solution. This view may also be informed to the
Hon'ble Court and seek time from Hon'ble court in the matter of Ujagar Singh V/s South Delhi
Municipal Corporation and Ors. which is pending before Hon'ble High Court.

Action: Addl. Commissioner (Plg) AP
Director (Plg) Zone-F, H & D,
Item No. 93/2014

o

Proposed modifications in Chapter 7 Industry of MPD-2021 w.r.t. activities permitted in
Industrial Area and modifications notified by the Ministry of Urban Development, GOI
from time to time

F17(5)2007/MP .
The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP, it was explained that the various knowledge
based industries will be permissible in planned industrial area on the 24 m RoW.roads. Ex
Director, DSIIDC has requested that all these activities be considered as the industrial activities
and be permitted in
(i) The existing industrial areas,
(i1) The proposal of adding clause 2 (vi) - (i) of the Regulations to be added in the MPD-
2021 in clause 7.6.2.1 below clause 6(b) was agreed upon.
b (iii)  Theissue regarding development control norm on industrial sheds was also discussed
o during the meeting. It was observed that DSIIDC may provide the layout plans and
' lease deeds of such industrial sheds for including the size of plots / area of sheds. A |
joint site inspection may also be taken up, so that the necessary amendment in the
notified regulations can be considered.
DSIIDC officers were also requested to provide detailed justification for proposed modification to
be incorporated in the Agenda
In view of above, the [tem was deferred.
Action: Ex, Director, DSIIDC

15" Technical Committee Minutes Page 2 of 6
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3rd Technical Committee Meeting to be held on 10.04.2015

] ITEM NO.

SUBJECT

13/2015

Confirmation otTtlle—;ZJifi Technical Committee;
meeting held on 13.03.2015
F1(02)/2015/MP

14/2015 |

4

Relaxation of Setbacks of the Basement for
Multistoried Two Bedroom Apartments
adjoining Pocket-3, Sector 19-B, DW’&I’I{H,l
Phase-11 |
F.1(59)HUPW/SA(W&D)/06//Pt. |

|
l
\

I
| 15/2015
|
|

Change of land use of ‘Kamla Market’ from
Recreational (District Park) to commercial |
(Non-Hierarchical Commercial Center) Clin |
the Development Plan under MPD-2021
F3(16)/91-MP

16/2015

proposal in r/o North & South Avenue. New
Delhi

F.20(5)/92-MP
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(02)2015/MP/142 Date: 26.03.2015

Sub: Minutes of the 27! Technical Committee held on 13-03-2015

The 20 meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of VC, DDA on
13.03.2015

The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’

Item No, 08/2015
Confirmation of Minutes
F1(01)2015/MP

The Minutes of the 157 Technical Committee meeting held on 22.01.2015 were circulated to all ‘
Lhe members. No observation / comments on the Minutes of the "Technical Committee meeting

1

dated 22.01.2015 were received. However with respect to Item No. 7/2015 it was decided that

e minimum height for stack parking be modified by replacing 3.6mt by 3.2mt in view of the
tions of minimum height available for stack parking at present. The minutes of the 15 Technical
mmittee meeting dated 22.01.2015 were confirmed with above modifications.

item No. 09/2015 i
Relaxation in FAR to Institute of Liver and Biliary Science Hospital (1LBS) Vasant Kunj, New

Delhi (Zoe-J) for the land measuring 2963sq.m. for Group Housing purpose.

F.20 (2)2005-MP/Vol-11

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone'J". After detailed deliberation and taking into
consideration the land required for road winding, Technical Committee approved the proposal as
contained in Para 4 of the agenda,

Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ']

item No.10/2015

Regarding applicability of Development Control Norms with respect to the land allotted to
National University of Educational Planning & Administrative (NUEPA).

F.1{35)2005-MP

I'he proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone ‘I ‘
After detailed deliberation Technical Committee approved the proposal given in Para 3.0 of the
agenda subject to the conditions given there in.

Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘I
Chief Town Planner, SDMC

Page 1l of3
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Item No. 11/2015

(i) Rectification in Layout Plan of Industrial Area, Rohini Phase V (Revised) regarding the
three (3) sites for Solid Waste Management Facilitates.

(ii) Change of land use from “Industrial” to “Utility”(U-4), solid Waste Management
Facilities for total land /area measuring 22.46 Ha divided into three sites i.e. site No.1-
2 measuring 2.42 Ha, site No. 1-8 measuring 13.45 Ha and site No, 1-10 measuring 6.59
Ha at Industrial Area Rohini Phase V to North Delhi Municipal Corporation (NDMC)

F20 (04)2015/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Pig) Rohini. After detailed deliberation,
Technical Committee recommended the proposal contained in Para 3.0 of the a genda for further
processing the modifications to the MPD- 2021 under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.

Action: Director (Plg.) Rohini, DDA
ltem No.12/2015

Building Plan application for construction of shopping Block and Car Parking at
Community Centre —Cum-Commercinl Complex, NBCC Plaza Sector-V, Pushp Vihar New
Delhi.

F3 (17)2009/MP

e proposal was presented by Director, NBCC / Chief Town Planner, SDMC. After detalied
deliberation, the proposal contained in the agenda for stuck parking was approved by the
[2chnical Committee:

Action: Chief Town Planner, SDMC

I'he meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. (
(8.B. Khedankar)
Director (Plg.) MP&DC
Copy to:
i, Vice Chairman, DDA
2. Engineer Member, DDA
7. Finarice Member; DDA
4. Commissioner (Plg)
¢ Commissioner (LI
6. Commissioner (LM)
7. Chief Planner, TCPO
2. Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
4, Chiel Avchitect, NDMC
0. Chief Engineer (Property Developmient ), DMRC
1. Chiel Engineer (Elect.), DDA
2. Chief Town Planner, MCD (SOUTIET)
2 Chief Town Planner, MCD (NORTH ]
A4, Chief Town Planner, MCD (EAST)
15, Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.JMPR&DC, DDA
17, Addl Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA
18. Addl Commur.[Plg.) AP, DDA
19. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
0. Secretary, DUAC
1. S Architect (HQ-1) CPWD Nirman Bhawan
22, Dy. Commissioner of Police (Trattic) Delhi
23, Land & Development Officer (L&DO)
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x5

List of participants of 0214 _meeting for the vear 2015 of Technical Committee on ;
13.03.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
1. Vice Chairman, DDA i
2. Engineer Member, DDA ‘
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) MPR&TC DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA ;
6. Addl Commissioner (Land Scape), DDA '
. Addl. Comissioner (PIg)AP, DDA .
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)!
Addl. Chief Architect, DDA !
L0, Director (Plg) F.H&D, DDA
Director (Plg) VC, Sectt, DDA

r(Pla)

JE&LP, DDA

Direrto

MP, DA

Directom (Plg

Divector, L.y

OTHER ORGANIZATION
5/5Sh, /Ms

shatnsher Singly, Chief Town Planner {SOMC)

FCECTCRO. MollD

Devesh Chane

Alok Rastogi, CGN

-~ . ain iz . . )
[\ J.H!!'L_p ‘::VI‘ NVM [Cons) NBI(

sapan Kumar, Avehi

e
nect Manager, NBCC

8. Nilesh Shah, Executive Director NBCC
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Proposal:
As per MPD-2021 the provision for parking is to be provided @2ECS
| 00sqm. The tortal parking provided s 685 ECS, in which 378 ECS is accommuodated
i the basement and rest of the 307 ECS has been sufficed on stilts & surface.

The proposal for relaxation of setbacks in basement packing is required from
e Technical Committee. Since the site being irregular tiangular in shape, the open
available, The only viable solution is to provide packing
ement and for optinum utilization the basement is to
o required is achievable in single
at certain locations for

pace or parking podiwm is not
lng the tower blocks in the bas

extended beyond the setback line. The pack
basement if the basement is extend beyond the setback line
hnical Committee. "Uhis shall also save the cost

Lich the velaxation is required from Tec
f providing the provision of second basement.
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Accordingly, the L&DO was requested by North DMC vide letter df. 7-4-2014

foliowed by another reminder letter dt. 2-8-2014 to take up the matter with DDA for change of
landuse. However, no reply from L&DO has been received so far.
Therefore, to allow to continue the commercial use, the landuse ol the area is rmnir;:cl
o be changed [rom Recreational (District Park) to Commercial (Non-Hierarchical Commercial
Centre) C1 under seclion 1A of DDA Act, 1957,
2.2 The surroundings of the Market u/r is ag below:-

Nearth - Asaf Al Road.

South Jawaharlal Nehru Muarg.
East - Service Road comnecting Asaf Ali Road & Jawaharlal Nehru Marg, .
- Road from Ajmeri Gate .
Proposal @
wested by Marih DNC the lnod nse ol e Litd I et
Shanged om Recreational [Ihstrict Park) 1o Commaereal (Mor I 1 Commercial
aatre) (O weoordinely, the bmd use of the llowing dea measurn I
a Market i Zove-1) = setaniesd as perdesountio
Lanel wse Ll v Pasvimiehin
I s D el |
Kamla (1984
Market Hect tecreanhanal Comimercial North-Asat Al Rond
(City Zone
fDistret Park) (Nap=therarchical
Commercial Centre)
{71
South-dawaharlal
|
Nt Mg
frast-Servee Lo
onneehiog Asal Al
Road & 11N Matg|
West-RBoad feom Ajmen|
Ciile |
» : |
4. Recommendations:- |

s

Proposal as given in para 3,0 above may be conswlered by the Technical Comunitl
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ANNEXURE =~ ;)
OBSERVATIONS OF PLANNING DEPARTMENT, ZONE-D UNIT, DDA:
fotal area and boundary of the Kamla Market shopping centre for refugees as per
ipproved layout plan of the area.
stification is required as to why the praposed change of land use is required from
‘Recreational (District Park)’ to ‘Commercial (Non-Hierarchical Commercial Centre)’,
v approved scheme plan/ lease plan showing the Development Control Norms.
istification is also required for declaring this market as ‘Non-Hierarchical Commereial
Centre’.

» ownership status of the said market may also be provided.

s alsarequired from the land owning agency far the proposed chanpge of land use.
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The DDA vide its letter dtd.10.03.2015 informed to NDMC to examine the
pivposals wort. provisions of MPD-2021 and LBZ Guidelines issued by the
Ministry of Urban Development, Govt. of India as MPD-2021 stipulates that:-
“Lutyen’s Bungalow Zone comprises of large size plots and has a very pleasant
green environment. The essential character of wide avenues, large plots, extensive
landscapes and low rise development has a heritage value which has to be
conserved. Mixed use, high intensity development along MRTS corridor and
de-densification of trees / reduction of green cover is not permitted at all. The
sirategy for development in this zone will be as per the approved plans and the

LBZ guidelines, as may be issued by the Government of India from time to time.”

1e Chief Architect, CPWD (NDR) vide letter dtd.19.03.2015 requested NDMC to
fer the case to Technical Commiltee, DDA for their consideration in /o

.ation of sethacles.
JURTHOCATION:

37 Guidelines dtd, 08.02,198K:-

= | LA -['?\'ff'{.’n“f.'.; 7 Of ;'f!‘r}’. ‘.“f':'.,"‘,"' O .‘"" sy “.'; e ihe s L /7 aled ¥
) e | ! i f ! & g - TR it I I I}  J—
VURIECHOW  cddl FRUST Aene o ielgit nol excegaiiiy: the nelghal Qf e

' Vo I oem ey T Loy asf e SO NN Iy Frmeerks AT LR e ] - y wageda il
{OY L1 ‘.")u“t tCe O ."f e ot 18 vacant, he et 21 L Of e Dl IRCELEWN WICHh 18 i

lowest of those ow the z:,’s‘;?(,'."u,ir'h? [(."-".’:,’_‘-A
' &

\s per Clause 6.4.3 (i1) of Zonal Development Plan:-

"The building envelope (existing ground coverage, FAR and height ete) in a
bungalow plot is to confine within the existing building line with minor adjustment,
i existing built up area of out-houses is also to be merged with the main bungalow.

However, the exisrg frees are to he ,f,’."L".\'::,’f"l’t.'t'(’

he aubove LBZ Guidelines have been followed by CPWD in their proposal.

\

v pel Clause 6.4.3 (iv) ¢ of Zonal Development Plan:

“The set back norms as laid dovwn in MPD-2001 o dareas outsicle L7 may be

adopted in LBZ area pending finalization of separate norms in this behalf. "

L4 /C
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PROPOSAL:

Following Tables showing the setbacks - existing at site, proposed for
redevelopment, provision of MPD-2021 and the relaxation required:

MP Flais at North Avenue: -

2 1 : ] e rp———
Setbacks Required as Existing Proposed Ielaxation
| per MIPDB-2021 | Setbacks |  Setbacks Required

Front 15.00 mt. _F 11.80 mt. 12.00 mt. Yes

" MIP Flats at South Avenue:

. Rear | 1200mt | 600mt | 9.00mt. |  Yes
| Side-1 | 12.00mt. |  6.00 mt. _‘ _ 10.60mt. | Yes
L _S 1{_[_;:-72_ o 12 _{3%1&___6@ Et'_ . S E_)_'OQ__'E_"; N | — ,_YBS i

i Setbacks Required as \ Existing | FProposed 1 Refayation

| J— I_pu;[".-'L'_i?“';}l-_—?;{}:':L_ ‘t__ iiu'i__b;_:_:ki" | ~ bethacks ‘ Required
[“ront ~15.00 mt. . I 180 mt. 12,00 mt. Y

'1 Rear 1 lé.l'}[:) 'ul | h_._[fJU_n_u . 1 2.00 mL, No

| Side-l | 12.00mt. | 6.00mt | 12,00 mL No
Side-2 L 12.00 mti 6.00 mL. | 12,00 mi. N

In view ol ahove, the relaxation ol setbacks in ront. rear and side reguired
from the Technical Committee, DDA in /o redevelopment of North and South
Avenue, New Delhi for the construction of Mats for the Tlon ble MPs,
1y 0

RECOMMENDATIONS:

I'he request of the Chief Architect (NDR), CPWD dtd.19.03.2015 (copy enclosed)

. . . - H . .
. regarding relaxation ol setbacks norms for the proposal of redevelopment of North

and South Avenue may be considered and the existing sethiacks / buildine line of
North  and  South  Avenue may be trealed as proposed  sethacks for the

redevelopment ol this area.
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OBSERVATIONS OF PLANNING DEPARTMENT, ZONE-D UNIT, bDA:

| NDMC stated the fellowing in the agenda

LR
AsstL, Directar (Plgz.)

Para 6.4.3 of Zanal Development Plan
states the following:

“The building envelope {existing ground
coverage, FAR and height etc) in o
bungalow plot is to confine within the
existing building line with minor
adjustment, if existing built up area of
out-houses is also to he merged with
the moin  bungolow. However, the
existing trees are to b preserved”,

“The set-back norms as loid down in

MPD-2001 for arens outside (87 may 1

3¢ adopted in LBZ ing |
r'r:r‘_;j"»;_' an af senoroie e
bebi

As per the feotnete of table 171 of
MPD-2021:

aroLase o lavoat s sanctioned with

e thon the minimum prescribed |

s

= folle e |

'.,‘."Q‘ E

Technical Committee of DDA may J

fy L

seroochs ground coverage ang

heighit in special circumstancas

. b3

Zone-D Zone-D

Observations

s o |
However, this is o state that the approved
Zonal Development plan of Zone D’ preparec

under MPD-2001 was approved, excluding Lbz

Dy. Director (Pls.)

tirector (Plg.)
Lome-- H & D
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Sub: Public & Semi Public-Premises for which specific Development Control
Norms have not been specified in MPD 2001 but same has been specified in
MPD 2021

F13(162)/03/Bldg./

1.0 Background:

1.1 Asthe per allotment letter, dt. 21.7.03 a plot of land measuring 2000 sqm of land
at Sector 11 Dwarka for construction of Management Institute was allotted to
Banarsidas Chandiwala Sewa Smarak Trust Society but the physical possession
was handed over of land measuring 2593.852 sqm, instead of 2000 sqm which is
excess by 593.852 sqm of the actual site allotted which has been regularised by
the competent authority in favour of the society.

1.2 Earlier the Building plans have been sanctioned as per PSP norms of 2001. i.e.
G.C. 25%, FAR 100 and Ht. 26 m. The O.C. issued vide letter dt. 07.8.2008.

[.3 Institute applied for revised / additional sanction on dt. 20.9.13 with requisite fee
and documents. Further Institute applied for additional FAR as per for as per
Gazette Notification dt. 23.09.13. Under Secy. to GOI, MOUD vide letter dt.
24.12.14 also forwarded the request of Institute for additional FAR.

1.4 Case was referred to MP Section. Comments of MP Section is as under:

“Building Section may see the matter as per MPD 2021
provisions/LOP/allotment letter/lease deed.”

I.5 As no specific clarification was provided by MP & DC —Section the file was sent
to Commissioner Planning. The observation of Commissioner (Plg.) dt. 15.01.15
is reproduced as under:

* this matter be put-up for consideration of the 1.C. to take a uniform
policy where ever FAR has been enhanced that shall be applicable to the
respective use premise.”

Accordingly the agenda has been prepared.
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2. Examination:

- |

4.

2.1 Master Plan provisions in case of PSP facilities / premises for which specific
development controls have not been provided are as under:

Norms MPD 2001 | MPD 2021 | Notification dt. 23.9.13
Max Ground | 25% 30% 30% o

Coverage

Max FAR 100 120 120 o

Max Ht. 26 m [ 26m 26m

2.2. As Table 13.5 of MPD 2021 the plot area of Management Institute is 0.4 Ha for per
5 lakh population,

2.3

Management Institute are as under:

As per MPD 2021 & Notification dt. 23.9.13 the development control norms for

Notification dt. 23.9.13 {

Norms MPD 2001 | MPD 2021

Max Ground ! 33% 35%

Coverage l

Max FAR - | %0 25
Max Ht. | 37m 37m

The Development Controls for Education Facilities (Higher Education) as per
provisions vide Gazette Notification S.O No. 2895 (E) dated 23.09.2013 is as

|

under:-

S. No. | Category Maximum Other Controls .
Gr. FAR Height
Coverage ' -

[ Vocational Training | 35% (225) | 37m |Up-to 30% of max.
Centre (ITI permissible FAR can be
/Polytechnic / used for hostel
Vocational Training accommodation for the
Institute ! students.

Management Institute

{ Teacher Training Parking standard @ .33

Institutes  etc.) / ECS/100 sq m of foor

Research and area, The  areas |

Development Centre. earmarked for parking i.f"
misused liable to  be |
municipalized/taken over

2. General College by the authority.
(Technical)

Other controls related to

3. Professional College basements etc. are given
(Technical) in  the Development ‘

Control chapter.




%
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2.4. Institute has proposed to utilize additional FAR for the vertical expansion of
existing building (G+3, ht. 15.3 M ) by adding 5 Floors thus making building G+8
(ht. 33.30 M); which will require re-submission of documents to DUAC, CFO &
AAL

3. Proposal:

Public & Semi Public-Premises for which specific Development Control
Norms have not been specified in MPD 2001 but same has been specified in S.
No. 1 of Table 13.6 MPD 2021. The development control norms to those cases
shall be as per MPD 2021/Notification dt. 23.9.13; as a Uniform Policy,
subject to:

i. Change in allotment / lease condition if required.

ii. Modification in approved LOP for unspecified PSP use to respective use
premise as per S. No. 1, Table 13.6 of MPD 2021,

i Structural stability Certificate from reputed agencies/organisation.

iv. NOC from IL in respect of financial implications irr any.

4.0 Recommendation:

In view of Para | & 2, Para 3 placed before the Technical Committee for

consideration/appropriate decision.

shloanar B

(Rajesh Kumar) (M. K. \/"erma) (Surajit Jaradhara)
AD(Arch.)Bldg. 1.&I Dy. Director (Building)L& | Director(Bldg.)
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SUB: Ratification of Relaxation of setbacks for Proposed Chandra Bhushan

Singh Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam Shravan Viklang Shiksha Evam
Punarvas Sansthan at Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of
2000.23 sqm.

File No. F13(15)2014/Bldg./

1.0

1.1.

1:2.

1.3

1.4

2.0

2.1

2.2

BACKGROUND

President, C. B. S. Memorial, Mahila Bal Evam Shravan Viklang Shiksha Evam
Punarvas Sansthan, submitted the first application for errection of Memorial,
Mahila Bal Evam Shravan Viklang Shiksha Evam Punarvas Sansthan, at
Sector-13, Dwarka measuring an area of 2000.23 sqgm in DDA on 16.6.2014,

AE (B) L&I, DDA vide letter dt.18.7.2014 pointed out shortcoming regarding
set back to the president, C. B. S. Memorial. In response President, C. B. S.
Memorial vide letter dt. Nil intimated that he is not getting sufficient ground
coverage if the norms of front set back- 9m and rear and side set back 6 m is
followed. Further, he requested that preceding category of setback may be
allowed as permissible coverage is not achievable.

The matter was discussed with Commr.(Plg.) on 19.02.2015 where it has
been desired to put up the matter in Technical Committee of DDA.

The F13(15)2014/Bldg./ was sent to the VC, DDA for decision and approval
was accorded on file dt. 05.3.15, accordingly, sanction was issued on

13.3.15.

EXAMINATION :

As per table 13.4 (S. No. 6 ) Development Control for school for physically

challenged is as under:-
G. Coverage-50%, FAR-120, height 18.0 M

Plot area = 2000.23 sgm., G. Coverage(50% of plot area) = 1000.115 sgm.
Area achievable after leaving prescribed setbacks (Front- 9 M, Side - 6 M &
Rear - 6 M) on plot area measuring 2000.23 sgm. is 928.35 sqm. (approx.).
Thus permissible Ground Coverage is not achievable under prescribed
setbacks.




@

2.4

2.5

2.6

3.0

4.0

. QD . uq)C

Table 17.1:Minimum setbacks(other than Residential Plotted Development),
MPD-2021

Plot size (in sqm.) Minimum setbacks (in Meter)
Front Rear Side (1) Side (2)
Upto 60 0 0 0 0
Above 60 & upto 150 3 1.5(avg.) - -
Above 150 upto 300 < 2(avg.) & -
Above 300 upto 500 4 3 3 -
Above 500 upto 2000 6 3 3 3
Above 2000 upto 9 6 6 6
10000
Above 10000 15 12 12 12

As per Note (i) of para 8 (3) of MPD 2021, in case the permissible
coverage in not achieved with the above given setbacks, the setbacks
of the preceding category may be followed.

As per Note (iv) of para 8(3) of MPD 2021, The Technical Committee of DDA
may relax setbacks, ground coverage and height in special circumstances.

As per Delhi Fire rules 2010 institutional buildings of more than 9 m height
requires CFO clearance. The matter will be referred to CFO and if required
necessary Fire fighting arrangement will be provided by the organisation.

PROPOSAL:

Setbacks norms in preceding category be given as special circumstances, as
per details given below:

_ Minimum setbacks (in Meter) o
Front Rear Side Side
6 3 3 3
RECOMMENDATION:

In view of examination at para 2, the proposal at para 3 is placed before T.C.
fUéts consideration & Ratification.

e bt P E—

= [y a1
(M. K.Verma)

(R. K. Mehta)
AE-I(Bldg.) L& I Dy. Dir. (Bldg.)L&I

o 64} (5/

(Surajit Jaradhara)
Dir. (Bldg.)
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Sub.: Representation Regarding sanction of Revised Drawings as per MPD-2021
Provisions for Mahrishi Dayanand, CGHS Ltd.

F13(486)/09/Bldg./Vol.IV

1.0 Background:

1.1 The land measuring 1.5 Ha was approved in 281% Screening Committee meeting held on
11.8.09 vide Item no. 111/2009 to comply with the Hon’ble Supreme Court Orders on
contempt Petition (C) No. 415 of 2003 in Civil appeal 2470/1998 of Mahrishi Dayanand,
CGHS Ltd. v/s Anil Baijal and Ors. with the condition that Development Control norms
prescribed in the Hon’ble High Court Orders dt. 23.4.98 shall be adhered to without any
deviation to it (Copy of Agenda and minutes Screening Committee is annexed as Annexure-
I).

1.2 As per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Orders dt. 23.4.98. The Development Control norms
under MPD-2001 for this plot shall be applicable which re-produced in the Court Orders as
under:

Minimum size of plot 4000.00 sqm, Max. Ground coverage =33.3%. max. FAR = 133, max.
Height = 26.00 mt., other control” The net housing density permissible shall be 140 DUs per
hec. with 15% variation on either side.

1.3 The society represented DDA several occasion to allow the DC as per MPD 2021 but the
same was denied cited court order.

1.3 Society represented vide letter dt. 14.1.11, to the Hon’ble Lt. Governor to allow the
Development Control norms as per MPD-2021 instead of MPD-2001 for Group Housing.
This matter was examined by the Commissioner(Plg.) vide note dated 20.3.11 and submitted
that the decision of the Screening Committee as mentioned in the agenda is strictly being
followed; noted in File bearing No F 13(486)/09/Bldg./Vol 1V,

1.4 On the above note of Commissioner(Plg.), the then Vice Chairman DDA has put up a note
dated 22.12.11 for consideration of the Hon’ble Lt. Governor that;

"I have persued the Supreme Court order, Since the court has
given certain directions both to the society and to DDA, no
change and no unintended benefit should occur beyond the
court orders. In fact the society was also castigate for change
the membership and further DDA was given liberty of
eonstructing the residential flats, if circumstances demanded’

"




s

1.5 These observations were forwarded to Hon’ble Lt. Governor, Delhi by the Vice Chairman,
DDA. As per the note of Addl. Secretary to L.G. dated 28.2.11, it was submitted that
the Hon’ble L.G. has perused the file and observed that the society may move to
Hon’ble Supreme Court with their request. As pointed out by VC, we have to abide by
Hon’ble Supreme Court orders.

1.6 Owing to the further representation by the society and for consideration of Development
Control Norms as per MPD-2021, the matter was again examined and referred to CLA,
DDA who also in turn mentioned that the legal opinion has already given.

1.7  As per legal opinion quoted in the file that the Development Control Norms to be adopted
for Mahrishi Dayanand, CGHS Ltd. as vetted by CLA and subsequently approved by
VC, DDA shall adhere to Hon’ble Supreme Court decision which stipulates the
Development Control Norms as MPD-2001 norms.

1.8 Director(Bldg.) discussed the matter with VC, DDA on 5.1.15, wherein it was desired
by VC, DDA that file may be sent to Addl. Solicitor General through CLA to offer input.
Accordingly, file was submitted to CLA to get the Legal opinion of ASG. The opinion
of ASG obtained on dated 9" Feb. 2010 as per the note of Shri Rajiv Bansal, Sr. Standing
Counsel dated 10.2.15.

1.9 Queries raised by DDA and opinion of ASG is reproduced as under:

Queries:

i) Whether a society (MDCGHS hereinafter referred to as “the applicant’ can develop
the land bearing Khasra No. 310 Min in 15,000 sqm mtrs (17 Bighas 16 Biswas
JRevenue Estate, Masoodpur (hereinafter referred to as the ‘land”) in term of
Development Control Norms of CGHS as per Master Plan Development-2021.

i) Whether the order dated 23.4.1998 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal
No. 2649-2671/1998 precludes the Applicant from developing land in terms of
Master Plan-2021.

Legal Opinion of ASG to queries:

i) There, seems to be no impediment to the Applicant society seeking to develop
the land in question, in conformity with Development Control Norms of CGHS
as per Master Plan Development-2021, as opposed to the MPD-2001.

ii) Accordingly, order dated 23.4.1998 passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court does
not preclude the Applicant society from developing land in term of the Master
Plan 2021.
(copy of the Legal opinion of ASG dt. 09.02.14 is Annexed as Annexure-II)

1.17 On receipt of legal opinion of ASG, VC, DDA vide note dt. 12.02.15 in the file desired to
Place the case in Technical Committee accordingly the case is placed before T. C.

2. Examination:

2.1 The land was handed over to the Society on 4.9.09 by the Land Branch. The Society had
submitted the proposal of Group Housing with the Development Control norms as per
MPD-2021 on 7.12.09, but the Society was asked vide this office letter dt. 8.2.10 to submit
the proposal as per the Development Control norms as approved in 281% Screening
Committee meeting. ‘

"

L('?)C
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2.6

2.7

2.8
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The Architect submitted the modified proposal along-with other required documents vide
letter dt. 15.2.10 with prescribed norms as approved by the SC meeting except height 32.90
mtr. upto terrace level instead of 26 mtr. For this variation in the height, Society/Architect
had submitted a request that it was difficult to accommodate 181 DUs in the area with the
26 mtr. height of the building and also the permissible height of the building has been
modified from 26 mtr. to 33mtr. in MPD-2001 vide Notification dt. 23.7.98. It is also stated
that AAI has approved the building height upto 43.20 mtr., and the proposed height of the
building is 32.90 mtr./37.40 mtr. After broadly examination of the case the proposal was
forwarded to DUAC and CFO for their approval on dt. 19.3.2010.

CFO had approved the Lay Out Plan (LOP) and Building Plans vide letter dt. 31.5.10 and
DUAC approved the Lay Out Plan (LOP) and Building Plans vide letter dt. 29.7.10 with
modified arrangement of six blocks in respect of 5 blocks ( as earlier approved by CFO).

Society/Architect had submitted the modified Building Plans after incorporating of
suggestions/observations of DUAC and CFO. The same has been examined as per BBL and
the norms allowed as per decisions of 281* SC meeting. It has been found in order except
height which has been considered as per Revised Norms of MPD-2001 to accommodate
number of DUs allowed i.e. 181 DUs as well as parking norms that has been considered as
per MPD-2021 to facilitate the members.

.5 The proposal was sent for the approval of LOP to the Commissioner(Plg.) for which

Commissioner(Plg.) had noted * please follow the decision of Screening Committee already
taken on the Development Control norms on the issue earlier strictly”, Accordingly Society
was asked vide this office letter dt. 6.9.2010 to submit the revised proposal.

In response to this office letter dated 6.9.10, the society represented to the Vice Chairman.
DDA vide their letter dated 22.9.10 requesting thereby that the Development Control Norms
may be allowed as stipulated in MPD-2021 by levying additional FAR charges as
applicable. In the other representations, the society mentioned various earlier proceedings
taken in the deptt. where the Notification of 23.7.98 was enforced. As per the said
Notification FAR was extended from 133 to 167 and height was also increased from 26 M
10 33 M in case of Group Housing Societies. The enhanced FAR was also allowed to other
old Group Housing Societies where land was given as per MPD-2001 provisions.

Being a matter of Development Control norms, the case was forwarded to MPPR Section
for examination with respect to Screening Committee. The case was examined by the MPPR
Section and noted on dt.1.12.2010 that it would not be appropriate to accept the request of
the Society and same was conveyed to the Society on dt. 11.1.2011 with the request for
compliance of this office letter dt. 6.9.2010.

The area has already been de-notified on 01.06.2010.

After receipt of the proposal from CFO & DUAC, the building permits was approved by
competent authority and building plans were released during March 2012 as per the DC

norms stipulated by the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

“
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* ‘2.9 The Society has deposited an amount of Rs. 12 lakhs on account of EWS fund for 48 nos of
DUS whose area is more than 92.89 sqm per DU.

2.10 Since the Society has sought 200 FAR instead of 133 FAR, it has implications as under:

FAR 133 (Permissible) Sanctioned (As per 133 FAR) | FAR 200
Built up area 19950 sqm Built up area 19931.542sqm Built up area 30,000sqm
Ground Coverage 33.33% Ground Coverage 25.53% Ground Coverage 33.33%
4995sqm 3830.112 sqm. 4995sgqm
Height 26m 2598 m (30.78m incldg | Height 26m
machine Room) AAI Approval accorded for
43.20m

2.11 As per Notification S O 2889( E) dated 23" September 2013; 15% of the proposed Far will
be constructed for EWS, which will be over and above 200 FAR. A quantum of 50% of the
EWS Housing Stock shall be retained by the Developer Entity and remaining 50% of DUs
developed by DE to be sold to DDA for EWS housing. (refer Annexure III). The
operationalization of this Notification is to be initiated, if at all applicable in this case.

2.12 Since the Building plans have already been sanctioned, availing of 200 FAR will require
modification to the approved layout; and fresh revised sanction is to be issued.

3. Proposal:
Decision of T.C. required on the following Aspects:
Sl Applicability of MPD 2021 Development Control norms - Group
Housing, as per observations of ASG with the condition that
consent of Hon’ble Supreme Court is to be sought by the Society as
per the opinion already made by the CLA- DDA,
3.2 Operationalization of the provisions of 15% EWS component over
and above 200 FAR is to be initiated as per provisions of the Gazette
Notification S O 2889( E) dated 23™ September 2013.

4.0 Recommendation:
In view of Para 3.1 & 32 placed before the Technical Committee for
consideration/appropriate decision.
5.0 Follow Up Action: The proposal, if approved will be sent to the Legal Department of
DDA and to the Society for seeking consent of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. |
r -
Q/hl‘)\qin« e

A.E.-III/(Bldg.)L&1 Dy. Director (Building)L& I Director(Bldg.)

Al
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$nbject : Sub —Division Yian of vacant Land into Master Plag Green and residential plog .
Pocket B-d, Vasant Kunj in a case- Hon'ble Supreme Courts’ order on Contempt
Petition ( C) No. 415 of 2003/ in Civii Appeal 2470/1998 of Maharishi Dayanand Caoop

Group Housing Society Itd vs Anil Baizy] & Ors.
File No: SA/SZ/HUPW/F-9/99/p(j.

I: SYNOPSIS :

This is a contempt mati er pending in the Supreme court against the then Lt.Governor, Delhi,
Vice Chairman, and other senior olficer of DDA, The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in
order dated April 23, 1998 and dated April 29, 2002 had ordered DDA to identify a compact
bleck 1o be offered to Maharish; Dayanand Coop Group Housing Society Itd. The Hon'ble
Supreme Court also stated that the Society is enlitled 1.5 hectares of Compact Block yin
exchange for total land of the Society which is a subject matter of dispute arising out of lang
acquisition of 24 bigha 7 biswas in village Kasoompur now part of the Vasant KKunj Phase-11.
Against the aforementijonad order DDA filed review petition in the court whicli was dismissed
on 23.10.02. Further vide orders dt.29.4.02, Hon’ble Court had erdered to allot | .5 ha. of land
within two months. DDA again fifed application for modification of the court orders which
was apgain dismissed, Subsequently, for non-compliance of the court orders main] ¥ on the
ground that the land to be exchanged is falling in green, the society filed couternipt pelition
against higher officers nf DDA including the then Lt.Gevernor which is pending adjudication.
The matter was listed on 31.7.09 before the Hon’ble Court and we have been dirceted (o
comply the orders of the court within tour weeks tine,

The matter is placed in front of the Screening Committee for (a) Carving out 1.5 hac of
residential land as per court order and (b) fixing of Development Control Norns,

2: BACKGROUND:

The case is being dealt in Legal File bearing no L4(26)05/SC/ Legal. Land in Khasra no.dls
(0-8), 421/1-2(2-8), 426(7-11), 431 (4-10), 603/526/2(3-17), 527/2(3-08) and 521/i/2-5 total
measuring High Court challenging the action of' the government to acquire the Iand on the
basis of notification 24 bigha 7 biswas in village Kasoompur now part of the Vasant Kunj
Phase-11 was notified under section 4 of the LA Act 1894 in 1965. The land owners served 2
notice ws 55 of DD Act 1957 to acquire this land within a specified period of six months as
per the Act. Howeyer, government did not acquire the land within specified period of six
months. Writ petition wis filed in the Hon’ble of 1965.

During the period when the award was quashed i.¢.9.3.82 and fresh notification for
acquisition was issued i.e. on 7.6.90 Maharishi Dayanand Cooperative Group Housing
Society purchased this land from the land owners through sale deeds duly registered with sub-
regisirar. Fresh notification was also challenged by the Saciety in the High Court of Delhi by
way of WP (C)3177/90 impleading UOI, DDA and Registrar of Cooperative Sotiety etc,
sesking relief that when the land has already been released by the coutt w/s 55 of the DD Act
it c;auna:)l‘ be acquired for the same purpose. ~
£

And there is no ground for involving the urgency provisions as in both the
notifications it was mentjoned that the iand is acquired for Vasant Kunj Resideniial Scheme.
‘The Hon’ble High court allowed the writ petition vide judgment dt.27.8.93 and set aside the
notification ws 4 & 17 ¢f the Land Acquisition Act.
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As per the directions, site visils have been conducted for jd
Housing with (he constraints and details as under-

Site visit no.1 d.9.7.09: Site visit was conducted ne:
Kusumpuor Puhari and no consensus was dev
Respondent.

The fotlowing officers were present — Chief Arch., ACA- H, Sr.Areh.(
Dir(L8), UE, SED-2, JrDir(AP-1), DD(Plg Ve Seett.,

Site visit dt.21.7.09 As per dircetion
adjacent to $05 Du’s (two roam + low

Fecling agerieved with he satd judgment, Registiar Covperative Socielics, Delhi
Administration, DDA filed SLPs in the Hon’ble Supreme court. DDA e¢ngaged Sr.Counsels
and matter was argued in (he Apex comt. Hon'ble Supreme Court vide its order on 23.4.98
directed DDA to hand over a cempact block of 1.5 ha. of land (o Maharishi Dayanand
Cooperative Group Housing Society in exchange of lund purchased by the society.

Against the aforementioned order DDA filed review petition in the conrt which was
dismissed on 23.10.02. Funther vide orders d.29.4.02, Hon'ble Court had ardered to allot 1.5
ha. of land within two months. DDA again filed application for moditication of (he court
orders which was again dismissed. Subsequently, for non-compliance of the court orders
mainly on the ground that the lamnd o be exchanged is falling in green, the sociely filed
conlempl pelition against higher oflicers of DDA including the then Lt.Governor which is
pending adjudication.

Aller examination and scruliny of the list of the mem
that there is change in (he membership during the intervening period, therefore, Lociety vide
letter di.7.10.04 was intimated 1o submit necessary documents for exchange of land
measuring 1.1 ha. and Society will also submil NOCs/Clearance from concerned authority us
mentioned in the said letter, But the exchange of land could not be materialized as scheduled
as society did nol 1urn up with compliance of (lic terms and condilions of the said letier.

Not only Lhis, matter was submitled belore the then Lt.Governor and observations of the
Hon'ble LG dated 22 October 2002 a1 page 3% in the linked file ]-'I(RU)QOGUSCILuguI,

bers of the Suciety, it was found

may be referred as under-

“This was discussed today with Ve, Comur.(P

Director(Land Management) on 30™ Sept.2002. U has been recorded in

Supreme Court that we would hand over the possession of .5 ha. of fand (Lo be
proportionately reduced i the membership of the socicly has since fallen) to
Maharishi Dayanand Cooperative Groups Housing Socicty Ltd. jn a compuct block
within the 35 ha. of fand cirmanked for residential purpose in the project kuown as
International Hotel Complex, Vasant Vihar, The Court has previously clarified that
this order is made in the specilic circumstances of (his case and that it would neither
be cited as a precedent nor will italter any rules and regulations concerning
allotment of land to Cooperative Societics. We should immediately take steps to

implement the order of the court, from which no escape seers possible at (his
i stage.”
!

aming), Comme.(LD)

Sensing the gravity of the case and the pendency of the cont
officers, number of ths meetings have been held'in the chamber of VC, DDA in presence of
all the concerned officers (o search abont the possibility of availability of land to honour the
court orders, Accordingly, a survey has been conducted by the officers of LM, Plauning,
Arch.Wing and along with the member of the fociety and possible availability of (he site.

empt petition against the higher

entification of the land for Group

Y

i the Hillview Appit. Vasant Lok and
cloped between the DDA officers and the

SZ), Dir(AP) I,

given in the VO neeling, the site visit of Pkt, D-5

e apls.) was conductéd which was uttended by



Dir{LM), Dy.Dir (U, 8r.A CCh(SZ) and AR ). The Lind use of the sile wh as per the
approved Composite plan is Gross Residential wilhan arca of 1.30 i (Approx.). However,
the site was not acceptable 1o the respondent.

The second site in PRe.d-4, Vasant K unj was visited,
Gross Residential for which a det
of 3.6 ha.(approx.).

The third site in <. B-4 Vasam kunj adjoining Master Plan Green was also visiwed,

As per Hon'ble Supreme Court Order dated 23April, 1998 * prrsnant to the divection af this
court given on 25% march, 1998 frrther records wore prudduced for perusal of the court. The
Master Plan OF Dethi 2001 has g escribad e following norms for residential plog Group
housing — residential Plog - Group Housing (002) Mininin size of the Plot 4000squm |
Maximum ground Coverage 33.3%5, Mux. Floor Areu rotio- 133, meax height 26 Mir, oiler
Controls”. The net Housing Density permissible shall 140 DU per e
on either side. This should be indicated i the zowad Plan / lavout plan taking into
consideration the pross residential Dens ity prescribed for the area, At the premises fevel the
max. vaviation of ile net density shall be 505"

The land use of the site wr was also

ailed Housing scheme his already been prepared for an area

1w, with 1523 variation

3o EXAMINATION:

Aller detail scruting, und disenssions held with (e represcatatives of Maharishi Dayasand
Coop Group Housing Society Itd afong with the olficers af DDA the site of the Residentjal
Pocket at B-4 Vasant Kunj was found to (he agreeable to the Society.

Phe swae site wag ulse grordRed Bl Toasoe ol

Filiaiige ol L and-
The proposil wus considered in263% Screening Cominiliee Meeting held on 17.06.2008 vice
lem No.82:2008 wherein it was approved subjuect o

For Special permission to wilize PSP use in Re:
approvad in

Teled norolile, Tl S5¢ Lot Resideatal o PSP,

sidential area the matler be orther pul

B - ey The Technical Commitlee Meeting and
_ﬁ_k‘}%ﬁ_‘wﬁ?\ - The Authority Mecting,
B ey = - ; <Hliope W 2 ) g )

% . The proposal was put up in the 3™ Technical Commitee Meeling held on 02042009 vide
L a*'n"**fg { item no 39:2009. The decision of the Technical Commillee is reproduced below:
- "‘"W L "The proposal was explained by representative of UL, After detailed discussion, the
"1 TR 1 proposal of ehange of land use yvay agreed (o as per the proposal in the agenda. The matier
e i be frther processed Jor change of land use ay persection 114 of DD der, 1957

S

The proposal for Sports facilities and DDA Instituge of Hluman Resonree, requiving change of
Land-Use from Residential to PSP has been dealt in File No © ALSZ/HUPWIF-9/00
the concurrence from the How’ble LG was oblained o be
Meeting. However, in the meas

, where in
putup in the next: Authority
tlime e Contempt of Court

vide Contempt Petition { C) No.
‘_m.i.\,-g,_._‘,‘;‘&,‘,] 1 IS’of 2003/ in Civil Appeul 24770/1998 of Maharishi Dayanand Coop Group Housing
R Secicty Wd vs Anil Baizal & Ors. has necessitated 1o accommodate the Housing society in
I place of the same,
R
S o

3.1 The entive site of B-4 carmiarked for Housing conld not be

developed as per the approved
e 2= layout plan beeause »f the deep ditches und tocky formation. In due course oftime the site
A.‘ai.q- s was land-filled with wastes from hovsing constructions from nround.
s | ol

1.2 The Total Site, as per latest strvey report is 44392.87squ/4.43 e

which was clejred
i of Jhuggi Clusters as per the approved Zonal Plan and approved composite plan of Vasant
1 Kunj.

aiilicn ey 3.3 Consequently, an FAR of 27,336 s was proposed (o be utilized for the DDA [nsiitule
—g - = of Homan Hesouree, wilh Spotls Lucilities loaded oneg il.
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3.4 Based on the erders of the Ton'ble Suprame Cownt, directed o comply the ordees of the
const within four wecks thing, o tiesh survey of the aeen availuble was conducted aod i was ~
Found that alter carmiaking 13bae. of und 1o Malirishi Dayanand Coop Group Houvsing,
Suciety Itd as Residential wrea, arci wider nster plin Green will be 27368sqim.

4: THE PROPOSAL:

The sub-division of the vacant lind mesuring 39287 syme divided into two plots ie
Mister Plan Green as perapproved Composite Planand 1.5 hae of Residential Plot for
Maharishi Dayanand Coop Group Housing Sociely Id The plotis abulting in the East Side is
the existing housing pucket of B3, Visant Koy and in the North Side swith TNU Canpus,
and in west side Master Plan Green: Due o existing deep diteh, an irregulian shape of
residential plot could not be avoided. A bulance arca of 2024 sy which is a diteh shall be
merged with the Master plan green. In the light of the above the carlier proposal ol DDA
Institute of Human Resoumce shall not be feasible on this site

Areastalement :

Totul arca of the site : 4439287 sqn.

Areaonder Master Plan green @ 27368sgm (vpustified as perapproved compposite pl of
Vasant Kunj)

Remaining Site Available ( for sesidential usey: 17024 sym,

Area for Group Housing @ 150005qm

Dalance area(ditch) : 2024sqgm ( to be utilized us MNaster Plan Green)

As per survey ddimin is existing on the site. The same is o be shilled by the Enginecriog
Wing.

The development Control Norms for the Group [Housing shall be decided by the Screening
Commitlee keeping in mind the order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 23 April, 1998,

5: RECOMMENDATIONS:
In case oL any deviation i the membership of Group housing Sociely or other , the suitable
modifications shall be done by Commisioner (LM) as per the pulicy & supreme court order,

O: FINANCIAL LIABELITIES AND SOCIAL GAIN: Theexisting drain Grom the site
will be shifted by the Engineering Wing ftom (he under relerence plot.

7: FOLLOW U? ACTION:

Allzrapproval the sub division plan shall be forwarded to CEM lur futther necessary aclios.

f_’fx,ph:,_,i!’ ‘?)? E,c;

- A.K.Gupla
Sr Agchitect (SZ)




g

d a

A Wil Rl 4

S

’ .

T

et i

: N
U
:

==

Ju U

OU

Ut

7025

i
] :)
3 ¢ a
g @ U el
i oz oo g =
1 k= a g = ,3 g
= [l = 2.y 2=
6 = TEEge g
~ ] w 8 o =
- o I -
224 - w L o2 a
= = w 2 w2 2
s ) e HE S
O = % Howm o
w L ®R 52 9
a 2 A 3_::, 5

| ! . 2SS e @ - — -

———  ——— 1 l
e ,
:;Lf =

A

Is

e —
i

A

M pmnit

= ; -fo

il

NG oL WO

| :II »:uw\\

[oary woenc

= 3 v
1ot W Y !

r..

— e

1




—— ——
2

g
"SANJAY JAIN

ADDITIONAL SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

LEGAL OPINION

QUERIST:-

Delhi Development Authority,
Vikas Sadan, New Delhi

QUERIES:

U ‘]L

9T February, 201,

. Whether a society (Maharishi Dayanand Co-operative Group Housir |

Society Limited), hereinafter referred to as ‘the Applicant’, can d evelop t =

land bearing Khasra No. 310 Min in 15,000 5q.Mts. (17 Bighas16 Bisw:

Revenue Tistate, Masoodpur (hereinafter referred to as the ‘land’) in term

of Development Control Norms of Co-operative Group Housing Suciclr

as per Master Plan development-20217?

2. Whether the order dated 23.4.1998 passed by the Supreme Court in Cis

Appeal No. 2649-2671/1998 precludes the Applicant from developi: -J‘

land in terms of Master Plan-2021?

FACTS:

1. The Applicant is a Co-operative Group Housing Society comprising of 181

members and registered under the Delhi Co-operative Societies Act, 1972

Chamber Office
443, Lawyers' Chambers AB-83, Shahjahan Road, New Delhi-110003

High Court of Delhi, New Delhi-110003
Tel.: 91-11-23389950

i o

Tel.: 91-11-23070866 / 23071349
¢-mail : sanjay jain62@nic.in




SANJAY JAIN

ADDITIONAL SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

2 The Applicant society was the absolute and exclusive owner, tu Ag in
possession  of the land bearing Khasra No. 415,71, b1/ 1-
2,426,431,603/526/2,527 /2 and 525/2 admeasuring 24 Bigha 7 Zi:va of
revenue estate Kasoompur by virtue of Sale Deeds dated 20.3.13¢1) duly
registered in the office of the Sub-Registrar, Delhi at S. N.,.. 1824
1825,1826,1827,1830,1831,1832,1833 volume No. 6662, Additional 15« ¢ No.
. from page 88 to 95,96 to 102,103 to 109,110 to 116,128 to 154, 35 to
141,142 to 148 and 149 to 155.

N

The Land and Building Department, Government of NCT of Del i 1 sued
Notification dated 7% June, 1990 under Section 4 and 17 of t &« _and
Acquisition Act, 1894 for acquiring 24 Bigha and 7 Biswas of . 1id in

villa;ge Kasoompur, Tehsil Mehrauli, Delhi.

1. In the interregnum, MPD 2001 was notified wherein Group [ using

Norms were laid down in the following manner:-

- Ground Covegge T azy -
FAR o 133 |
[

Height 9% mater
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9.

6.

The Applicant society assailed the aforesaid Notification dated ~» 'une,
1990 in a Writ Petition before the Delhi High Court being W.P. . No.
3177 of 1990. The Delhi High Court vide judgment and ordvr ated
27.8.1993 (reported as 51(1993) DLT 554) was pleased to quash } said
Notification dated 7% June, 1990 and directed Delhi Deveiopment
Authority (DDA) ie. the Querist to consider the building plar- hich

would be submitted by Applicant society.

DDA, Union of India and the Registrar of Co-operative Societies rediyrted
Special Leave Petition No.13828 of 1994, 19149 of 1994 and 160 «: 1995

respectively challenging the abovementioned judgment.
During the course of hearing;:-

Vide order dated 18.2.1998, the Court directed the Querist to i miify a
compact block to be offered to the Applicant for delivery of re . + ntial

[lats.

On 25.3.1998, DDA produced a brochure published by it relatir ; o the
proposed construction project named International Hotel C iplex-
Vasant Vihar. This proposed project was situated within | ¢ land
earmarked for the use of the Applicant’s residential flats. It wa:  -ther

submitted by the Querist that by letter dated 27t June, 1996, t  ands
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demarcated for residential purposes of the Applicant society were e luced

[rom 100 hectares to 35 hectares.

8. Upon due consideration, the Supreme Court videjudgment ar . order
dated 23.4.1998 was pleased to dispose off all the above-m. . ioned
Appeals with the following observations:-

“The Muster Plan for Delhi -2001 has prescribed the followi . -
norms for residential plot group Housing. Residential Plot- Growy
Housing (002) Minimum Size of plot- 4000 square meter, maximim
ground coverage 33.33%, maximum floor area ratio 133, maxizvim
height 26 m, other controls. The Net Housing density permissiii=
shall be 140 Dus per hectare with 15 per cent variation on eif .-
stde. This should be indicated in the Zonal Plan/lay out plan tak . ¢
into consideration the gross residential density prescribed for ili>
area. Al the presses level, the maximum variation of nel densii:

shall be 5 per cent”.

9. The sum and substance of the orders of the Supreme Court were hut the
land purchased by the Applicant society was 24 Bighas and | . swas
which amounted to approximately 2 hectares, and thus, accordi > the
Nnorms pl‘éSCl‘lbed by the Master Plan of Delhi-2001, the soci y was
entitled to 1.5 hectares of land in compact block within the 35 he.t e of
land that was earmarked for residential purposes as part of th: -oject
known as the International Hotel Complex, Vasant Vihar, New ) hi. It

was directed that the.said compact block of 1.5 hectares would be il iotted
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in exchange for the original land of the Applicant society which wes the

subject matter of the dispute in the appeals.

10.  Turther, the Supreme Court directed that the ri ght of the Applican® Suxiety
to build was made subject to the approval of the Competent A ti.ority,
namely the Environmental Impact Assessment Authority. [t was
mandaled that in case the Authority grants approval to the proposl, the
Querist shall immediately inform the Applicant Society and arr- . e for

the exchange of the compact block of 1.5 hectares.

L1. At this stage it is pertinent to advert to legal position under Ma: . Plan

Delhi, 2021.

(=

12, The Querist, in exercise of the powers conferred under sub-seciion (2) of

section 11A of the Delhi Development Act 1957, vide Notificatic: lated
23.7.1998 made several modifications to the Master Plan for Devel: 5 nent-
2001. The relevant modifications are as follows:-

*. Maximum FAR was increased from 133 to 167

* Maximum Height was increased from 26 meters to 33 meter

* The Net Housing Density permissible was increased from 1. (o 175

Dus per hectare with 15 per cent variation on either side.

13. The Notification dated 25.9.1998 issued orders for the levy to be h. wged
on addmonal FAR as had been permitted vzde Notificatio 1 lated

23.7.1998.

Soaprd.
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14 That the Building Section of the Querist issued an office order [ the
immediate operationalization of the Notifications dated 23.7.199¢ and

25.9.1998 in addition to the Press Release dated 30.5.1999 issue’ |y the
Querist and the following relevant criteria were issued with respe - 10 the

Applicant socie ty:
"All the layout/building plans for the cases where the land has b v
allotted prior to Notification and which are not askin g for increas:d

FAR/Dus but with increased height, can be processed”

15 Consequently, the Querist issued a directive on 20.12.1999 that -

cases
where allotment has already been done but construction wa. . of to
commence, the norms of the revised FAR(i.e. from 133 to 167) v Huid be

considered for approval by levying requisite charges.

16. 'he Querist vide office order dated 14.3.2000 further clarified tha: vised
AR is applicable in all cases for the Co-operative Group Housing ¢ ciety

Plots regardless of the increase in the number of d welling units.

I7. On 722007, the Querist notified the MPD-2021. The FAR was r vised

[rom 167 to 200 upon the levy of additional chargczs.

18. The Querist on 4.9.2009 handed over the possession of the land 1 aring
Khasra No. 310 min in 15,000 square meters (17 bighas 16 biswa) = . enuc

estate Masoodpur to the Applicant society.

S A
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19.

23

Pursuant to this, the Applicant Society and the Querist entered nto a
Registered Deed of Exchange dated 6.10.2009 where the letter and = - irit of

the order of the Supreme Court of India were upheld.

In the meanwhile, the Delhi Urban Arts Commission in May, 2010 granted
clearance/no-objection to the Applicant society based on the j rc posal
submitted by it in consonance with MPD-2021. They further vbrained
clearance from the Airport Authority of India (AAI) with respect io the
height of the structure being of 43.20 melers as well as for the consiiuiction

of an Electric Sub- Station.

On 06.09.2010, vide a letter the building section of the Querist dire :t 'd the
Applicant society to submit the modified proposal as per deve!oj ment
control norms decided by the 281st Screening Committee meeting ‘wid on

11.8.2009.

lowever, the Applicant society being aggrieved by this letter, sub:r. ited a
detailed response dated 18.9.2010 making their stand clear. Thev stated
that as the plot had only been handed over by them on 4.9.20 6 they
would be covered under the Development Control Norms of Ciroup

Housing stipulated in MPD-2021 instead of norms of MPD-2001.

The Applicant Societythen forwarded these detailed representatior ¢« vide

letter dated 14.1.2017, to the Lt. Governor, Delhi.

7
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24.

o
un

28.

20

The senior architect (5Z), DDA stated the position taken by the Que:rist in
letter dated 1.6.2011, that the case for allotment of the lana to the
Applicant society was approvéd in the 281t Screening Committee 1aceting
wherein it was decided that the Development Control Normis sh.li be as
per the order dated 23.41998 passed by the Supreme Court. The
development on the landshall be asstipulated in MPD-2001 it the

ground coverage of 33.33%, FAR as 133 and density of 140Dus,/ F.' .

The layout and building plan of the Applicant society was sanction:d by

the Querist vide Letter dated 22.3.2012.

Consequently, the Applicant society vide letter dated 28.3.2011 sont a
detailed representation to the Querist whereby it was requested (o . pply
the MPD 2021 norms on the Group Housing Societies by 1:vying

additional charges as applicable.

The Applicant society vide its letter dated 7.4.2014 requested the - ierist
to arrange for the sanction of revised drawings as per Ml 721
slipulations.It also asked for the development of the project to be - .ined
by the Querist till the possession of the flats was handed over to ' « ratide

members.

The Applicant society aggrieved the quietist’s lack of response ac 1 ssed

a letter dated 19.8.2014 to the Lt. Governor of Delhi requestin | its

_‘ Sy
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immediate intervention with respect to the applicability of Develop ment

Control Norms as per MPD 2021 qua the Applicant society’s land.

JPINION:

I have perused the fact statement given in the brief of the opinion. 1 also
discussed the matter in detail with Mr. Rajiv Bansal, Senior ! ' . w'ng
Counsel of DDA. In view of this, my‘opinion with respect to the ¢. .. ies is
as follows:-

QUERY 1

A T —_—
1. Some of the relevant events are pertinent to be observed herein:-

a) Pursuant to the directive of the Supreme Court in judgment aii >rder
dated 23.04.1998, the Applicant society has been granted the possis: on of
the land on 4.10.2009 and an Exchange deed was executed betv ¢ 'n the

Applicant society and the Querist on 26.10.2009.In the meantinr + VIPD-

2021 came into force on 07.02.2007.

Thus, it is a fact that the MPD-2021 came into force prior to the si 1y g of

the Iixchange Deed on 26.10.2009.

b) The Notification dated 23.07.1998 issued by Union of India whi n made

several modifications in the MPD-2001with respect to FAR, He ‘ht and

SM,;},K.

>\
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Net Housing Density was also prior to the handing over of posscssion of

the land to the Applicant.

[n the above context, it will be profitable at this stage to peruse rcl vant
the case law expounded by the Supreme Court of India.In Her Fig I aess
Maharani Shantidevi P. Gaikwad V/s Savjibai Haribai Patel an | “ther,

(2001) 5 SCC 101 it was held that:-

“The development and the town planning is an oneoine process. '
15 [} S -

goes on changing from time to time depending upon the lo ..
needs. The definition of ‘Master Plan’ contemplates the pi
prepared under any law ‘for the time being in force’ or ‘in pursua
of an order made by the Stute Government for the developnient o
such area or part thereof and providing for the stages by which st 2l

development shall be carried out the definition does 1l

contemplate a static master plan”,

Further in Hawrah Municipal Corporation V/s Ganges Rope C i1 any,
2004 (1) SCC 663it was held that no vested right accrues when i il ling
plans are submitted for sanction and that building norms existin , . the

date of the sanction would govern the matter.

[Lis not disputed that the development of the compasite block of i by

the Applicant society took place only after the introduction of tF « 1PD-

10
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2021. Thus, it necessarily follows that the said development of land vroald

have to be in conformity with MPD-2021.

Hence, there seems to be no impediment to the Applicant society secking
to develop the land in question, in conformity with Development (¢ iirol
Norms of Co-operative Group Housing Society as per Maste |’lan

Development-2021, as opposed to the MPD-2001.
QUERY 2

1. A full Bench of the Delhi High Court in B. T. Menghani V/s Drelhi
Development Authority, AIR 1974 Delhi 159has observed:-

“It will therefore, have lo be seen as a matler of interpretation of il
Master Plan which hnas the status of a statute whether it prescribe..

© particular use for the building belonging to any of the petitioners”

Thus since Master Plan is a statutory enactment, the general u' ; of

statutory interpretation are applicable.

\

2. It must be re-iterated that the MPD-2021 came into force after the v M- 1
2001. The question of which enactment would govern the develoypmiorit ‘
the land in question, can only be answered by examining Section 8 . f th.

General Clauses Act, 1897 which is reproduced herein below:-

¥

S



SANJAY JAIN

ADDI/TIONAL SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

"8. Construction of reference of repealed enactments (1)

(1) where this Act or any (Central Act) or Regulation made after the connmnenc. 1veni
of this Act, repeals and re-enacts with or without modification any provisioa of
former enactment, then references in any other enactment or in any mstrionent f
the provision so repealed shall, unless a different intention appears, be cotatitn

us references to the provision so re-enacled.”

Relerence may be made to the judicial pronouncement of the Su-- ne
Court in the State represented by inspector of police, Pudukottai, il
Nadu V/s Parthiban (2006) 11 SCC 473 wherein the following L L. =2

observed:-

“The object of the said provision, obvious and patently made known
1s that where any Act or requlation is repeated and re enucte
references in any other enactment to prouvisions of the repeale,
former enactiment must be read and construed as references to the re

enacted new provisions, unless a different intention appears.

In order to assess the application of the said provision to judgme . 1 |
orders, reference may be made to Mohan Chowdhary V/s Chief € 3 1.
Tripura, (1964) 3 SCR 442, wherein the Apex Court, while interpret.nyg .Le

word ‘instrument’ has held:-

12
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“The expression is also used lo signify a deed interprets or a charter

or a record or other writing of a formal nature. But in the context of
the General Clauses Act, il has to be understood as including
reference to a formal legal writing like an order made under a statute
or subordinate legislation or any document of a formal characler
made under constitutional or statutory authority. We have no doubt
in or mind that the expression “instrument” in s. 8 was meant fo
include reference to the order made by the President in exercise of his

constitutional powers.”

Thus MPD 2021 which is a subsequent enactment has repealed the cai .« r
statute i.e. MPD 2001 and as per section 8 of the General Clauses Act, 1.’
references made in any enactment or any instrument (order d { |
23.04.1998) to the repealed Act i.e. MPD-2001 shall be construe

references to the provision so re-enacted i.e. MPD 2021.

Frurther the Supreme Court of India vide order dated 23.4.1998 has sov. 1t
to rely on the MPD 2001 (as applicable) only to ascertain the arca of 1.1
in the compact block to be earmarked for the Applicant society and not - r

the purposes of carrying out the actual development.

[t further need not be over-emphasized that the construction .
development of the land in question by the Applicant society shal

carried out after the coming into force of MPD-2021 which leads to the

13
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MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT .
(D_clhi,Division)
NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 23rd September, 2013

S.0. 2889(E).—Whereas the Central Government, aller carefully considering all aspects o) the mauer related 10
l.and Policy, decided to madify the Master Plan for Delhi-2021 vide SO N.2687(E) dated 06.09.2013. Now. therclfore, in
excleise of the powers conferred. by sub-scction (2) of Section 11-A of the said Act, the Central Gosernment hereby
makes carresponding modifications in the Para 4.4.3B. Residential Plot-Group Housing, with etlect trum the date of

publication of this Notification in the Gazetle 1
2 The modified text in Para 4.4.3 B. Residential Plot-Group Housing reparding modilications in the Master £lan

“for Delhi-2021. is as-under:
P. Residential Plot - Group Housing

Minimum size of plot 3000 sqm.
i‘éia.timu.t_n Ground Covarsge 33.3% * +
Maximum FAR 200

NR (subject to clearance from AAl/Fire Deptt. and other statutory bodies).
2.0 ECS/100 sqm. buill up area and 0.5 ECS/100 sqm. for EWS/Service

Personnel housing. . o
(v) The developer shall ensurc thal minimum 15% of the proposed FAR to be constructed for Community-Service,
Personnel/ EWS and lower catcgory. Such flats should have agarpet area between 25-40 sqm. This 13% of the:
proposed FAR for Community Service Personncl/EWS and lower category housing would be over and.above -
200 permissible FAR and density of 200 DUs. Employer Housing of Central Government, State Government’
and other Governpient Agencics are not requirtt 1o follow the requirement of FAR or Dwelling Units for
Community Service PersonncVEWS and lower income catcg_or'.y. 50% of the EWS Housing Stock shall be
retained by Developer Entity (ﬁE) and disposed only 1o the Apariment owners, al markef rates, to house:
Commurity Service Personnel (CSP) working for the Residents/Owners of the Group Housing. These will be
developed by DE at the respective Grofp Housing site/premises or contiguons sit¢. Remaining 50% of DUs
developed by DE to be sold to DDA for BWS housing purpose will be sold to DDA/ Local Bodies af base cosi
af@-ﬁ. 2000 per 5q. f1. as per CPIWD index of 2013 (plus cost of E. WS parking) which shall be enkanced as per ?
WD escalation index ar the time of actual handing over and can be developed by DE ai an alternare
nearby site. Necessary commercial and PSP facilities shall also be provided by the. DE for this_separate i
housing pockes, The EWS ROusing component created by the PE shall he subject fo quality assurance checks,
as prescribed in this regarJ by Govt./DDA. The Jinal handingiaking over of this component shall be subject.
to fulfilling the quality assurance reguirements, The DE shall' be' allowed fo wundertake actnal’
transfer/transacti : ez [dresownership 10 TRE prospeciive buyers only nﬂer"fﬂ
and and EWS housing component is handed over to the DDA S -
j 1T [P No. K-12011:92012-DD-]
SUNIL KUMAR. Under Secy

Height
Parking
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Item No. _~—

Date

AGENDA FOR TECHNICAL COMMITTEE

FileNo.:  F.3(50)2005/MP
Subject: Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4
Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A for construction
of Multi Level Parking.
1.0. BACKGROUND:
i I

1.2.

1:3:

1.4.

2.0.

2.2,

2.3,

A representation regarding “Amendment in the layout Plan of Block-A,
Shalimar Bagh (Dakshini), Delhi” received from the applicant Mr. Adarsh
Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav.

As per the representation; “an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at
Shalimar Bagh Block-A adjacent to N.H.P, (area measuring 1.74 Ha) is a
Private Land and belongs to Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav. This
private land has also wrongly shown as Neighborhood Park in the layout
plan”.

Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav are the owners of this private land
since October 2011 and prior to this the ownership was with M/s. Harbans
Lal Malhotra & Sons Pvt. Ltd since May 1996 and this parcel of land has
never been acquired by any of the local bodies.

The applicant has requested that the above parcel of land which is a part of
Gross Residential Use Zone should be allowed to be developed as a
Residential Block. Further also requested to develop a Shopping Space
along with Multi-Level Parking on this private land. This will be of great
use in the large benefit of the local residents & Wazirpur Industrial which
is just across the road.

EXAMINATION:
2.1.

The area under reference at Shalimar Bagh Block-'A’ falls in Planning
Zone-H and as per the Zonal Development Plan of Planning Zone-H under
MPD-2021; it comes under ‘Residential’ land use.

As per the approved ‘layout plan of Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A’,
prepared & approved in the year of 1970, the land under reference is part
of Neighborhood Park (N.H.P.). Annexure ‘A’

Whereas the applicant is claiming that the ownership of the arca under
reference was with M/s. Harbans Lal Malhotra & Sons Pvt. Ltd since May
1996 and further the ownership is with Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs, Madhu
Yadav since October 2011.
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24.  The boundary description of the area under reference is as follows:

North  : Neighborhood Park

South :  Ring Road (60.0 meter RoW) & Wazirpur Industrizl Area
East i Group Housing

West : DDA Plotted Housing

2.5.  As per approved layout plan, the area of Neighborhood Park (N.H.P) is
1.74 Hectare (Ha.) wherein some part of it also shown as

unacquired land
fencing as per survey.
1

2.6. As per the copy of sale deed submitted
Auction held on 06.06,1960 by the Rehabilitation Department, New
Delhi, Shri Harbans Lal Malhotra was declared the successful bidder
in respect of Agriculture land area measuring 25-Bighas, 18-Biswas,
fa]ling under Khasra Nos., 255, 258, 259, 270/1, 271/1,272 and 273,
situated in the revenue estate of Village Azadpur, Delhj State, Delhi
and later on the sale certificate in respect of the above said land was
executed in favour of Shri Harbans Lal Malhotra, which is duly
registered as document no.-963 in Additional Book no.-1, on dated
21.12.1961 with the office of Sub-Registrar, Sub-dist. No.-I, Delhi".

by the applicant, “in the Public

Itis also observed that the Agriculture land measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Riswa
falling under Khasra Nos. 270/1(3-04), 271/1(1-07), consisting of trees,
nursery, plants ete. and boundary wall situated in the revenue estatn
Village of Azadpur, Delhi.

2.7. The ownership / allotment status of the area under reference is not known

to this office. Whereas as per the information received from NL Branch -1

| DDA, "land falling in Khasra No. 270/1 (3-04) and 27/1 (1-07) total

; land measuring 4 Bigha 11 Biswa neither acquired for DDA scheme nor
‘ its proposal pending for acquisition of Village Azadpur~ Annexure ‘B’

2.8. The location of private land (area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa) provided

by the applicant is totally different from the location of ‘unacquired’ land

| shown as in approved layout plan.

2.9.  Planning Department is not in a position to demarcate the above arex
(which is in the unit of Khasra, Bigha & Biswa) on the Layout Plan/Zanal
Development Plan.

2.10. The request of applicant to develop Shopping Space along with Multi-Level
Parking comes under “Commercial” use whereas the land use of the area

under reference is “Residentia]” and premise Jevel use is ‘Neighborhood
| ¥
Park’,

2.11. MASTER PLAN FOR DELHI-2021 PROVISIONS:

As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.7 _» Multi level parking facility should preferahly
developed in the designated parking spaces or in the residential, public-semi-public fuc

commercial. transport node, DTC depot, etc.™ Development Contral Nors
Annexure ‘C*,

are annexed




2,12,

2.13.

2.14.

2.11 (a): As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.6 -“Parking is one of

the utilities permitted in all zones except in regional park / ridge,
developed recreational areas and parks as per the approved layout
plan”.

2.11(b): As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.2 (iv) -“The

development of multi level parking facilities may be taken up,
wherever, feasible in public private partnership framework, with
private sector investment and involvement, for which incentives
may be provided by way of land use and FAR etc”.

2.11 (¢): As per Chapter-9: Environment, 9.6-Green Belt (Table 9.4);

Shopping Space & Multi-Level Parking is not mentioned in the
Permission of use premises in Sub Use Zones : Green Belt,
Regional Park, City Park, District Park, Community Park &
Multipurpose Ground,

2.11 (d): (i) As per clause 3(4) of Chaper-17.0 Development Code - The

Layout Plans already approved by the Authority or any other local
authority concerned in accordance with law shall be deemed to
have been approved under this code.

(ii) As per clause 3(5) of Chaper-17.0 Development Code - An
area in respect of which there is no approved Layout Plan shall be
governed by the provisions of the Master Plan/ Zonal
development Plan.

Neighborhood level facilities for Shopping spaces are already planned in
the approved “layout plan of Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A" for the
Planned population of 30000 persons.

As per the minutes of the meeting held on 16 August 2012 at Raj Niwas
to discuss the issues of parking related problems in the National Capital
Territory of Delhi, “it was agreed in principle that no Green areas
should be converted and used for Parking in the national Capital
Territory so as to maintain environment equilibrium, Parking should

not be constructed under public parks / greens and MPD-2021 should
be amended accordingly”.

There is no policy is available in DDA to propose for such facilities in the
Private / Unacquired land. Moreover this activity will reduce the Green
Coverage of the Neighborhood Park.

92|¢
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L UEXNUILZ -

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
NEW LEASE BRANCH-I, ‘A’ BLOCK
3"P FLOOR, VIKAS SADAN, NEW DELHI-23

No. F9 (38)2012/CRC/North/ 77 &?{g
To

Dy. Director (Plg.),

Zone F & H , 4" Floor,

Vikas Minar , DDA,

New Delhi.— 2

Verification of ownership / allotment status of land measuring 4 Bigha 11
Biswa at Shalimar Bagh Block ‘A’ Adjacent to neighbor hood park.

263/ 601 %)’
g —— 9/[5 -

Kindly refer to your letter No. F3 (50)05/MP/D-40/dated 11-2-2015 on the
subject cited above. In this regard it is to inform you that as per land record

available in DDA , land falling in Khasra No. 270/1( 3-04) and 27/1( 1-07) total

land measuring 4 Bigha 11 Biswa neither acquired for DDA scheme nor its

proposal pending for acquisition of village Azad Pur,

P
) s

-

."/ /f‘r _,‘“_—’,I'J 3

TN =1y

QYA AN
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(Paramjeét Singh)
Dy. Director NL-I
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Draft for observation / discussion

12.13.3 PARKING FACILITIES IN DTC DEPOTS

The use of DTC terminals and depots for development of public parking alongwith
parking of DTC buses, private buses and Chartered buses, should be explored and
specific projects developed.

12.13.4 UNDERGROUND PARKING

Based on the site feasibility, parking facilities can be created under the open spaces
without disturbing the green “areas on the surface and surrounding environment. The
approvals from the concerned agencies are mandatory before taking up such works.

12.13.5 PARKING IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS

Over the years a large number of the residential areas have been experiencing severe
problems of vehicular congestion and shortage of parking space. Most of the parking is,
in fact, being done on the road, which significantly reduces the carriageway width. The
problem has been exacerbated by the traffic congestion generated by schools in gross
residential use areas. Some measures required to alleviate the problem, to some
extent, will be as under: -

i. All the encroachments on residential streets in the form of kitchen
gardens/roadside private greens, large projections/ramps, etc. need to be
removed.

ii. Road cross sections may be redesigned wherever possible to accommodate
planned car parking along the residential streets, and also creating more
surface movement space. :

iii. Other options, in selected areas, such as creation of underground parking
below parks and open spaces will also have to be considered.

iv. Resident Welfare Associations will have to be called upon to participate in this
process by raising contributions from the residents on the basis of objective
criteria such as number of cars owned, etc.

v. Problem of congestion arising on account of the traffic generated by schools
have to be specifically addressed, and the main responsibility for putting up the
required additional facilities has to be borne by the schools themselves. Policy
guidelines will have to be evolved for this purpose.

12.13.6 PARKING STANDARDS

Parking is one of the utilities permitted in all use zones except in regional park / ridge,
developed recreational areas and parks as per the approved layout plan. Parking
standard have been prescribed in each use premises. However, where not prescribed,
these will be followed as per standards given in Development Code section of the
Master Plan. The standards given are in Equivalent Car Space (ECS) which include
parking for all types of vehicles i.e. cars, scooters, cycles, light and heavy commercial
vehicles, buses etc. Parking adequacy statement/study for large projects like Stadia,
Shopping Malls, Multiplexes will be desirable.

12.13.7 MULTI LEVEL PARKING

Multi level parking facility should preferably be developed in the designated parking
spaces or in the residential, public-semi-public facilities, commercial, transport node,
DTC depot, etc. with the following Development Controls:

i.  Minimum Plot Size — 1000 sgm. [--]

12.0 Transportation 12—16
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MPD-2021 modified upto 31/03/2014

vi.

Vil.
viii.

iX.

A number of muitilevel parking sites have been identified by the local bodies / agencies.

Draft for observation / discussion

In order to compensate the cost of Multi-level parking and also to fulfill the
growing need of parking spaces within urban area, a maximum of 25 % of gross
floor area may be utilized as commercial / office space.

In addition to the permissible parking spaces on max. FAR, 3 times additional
space for parking component shall be provided.

Maximum FAR permissible shall be 100 (excluding parking area) or as per the
comprehensive scheme. However, no FAR shall be permissible in plots / existing
buildings where 5% addl. ground coverage is permissible (Refer para 8 (4) i)
Parking Standards, Chapter 17.0 Development Code).

Maximum ground coverage shall be 66.6%. The maximum height shall be
restricted to permissible height of the land use in which the plot falls. There will
be restriction on the number of levels of basement subject to structural safety.

In case of comprehensive schemes, development controls including height shall
be as per approved scheme.

Number of basements - No Limit, subject to adequate safety measures.

For development of Multilevel Parking, models should be worked out to
encourage the private sector initiative with restricted commercial component, not
exceeding 10% limited to FAR 40 on the plot.

Specific proposals requiring relaxation in above-mentioned norms would be
referrad to the Authority.

(List given in the Annexure |).

12.14 REGISTRATION AND LICENSING
The aspects of registration and training of transport operators / drivers needs to be
viewed as an important element of the overall transport plan and policy. Licensing
system should be made strict to create awareness about traffic rules and regulations
among road users.

12.15 BARRIER FREE ENVIRONMENT
A major consideration in the planning and design of outdoor and indoor movement
should ba that people with disability, older persons and people in wheel chairs could
move about without help from others. This requires that:

lii.

Faths and pavements shall be flat, uniform, slip-free and free from
unnecessary obstacles.

Orientation points and guide routes may be provided for visually disabled
people;

Information and warning signs must be understandable, clear and well |it.

12.0 Transpaortation 1917
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168/N F.20(2)2005/MP/Val-11

The propoesal for Permissibility of Group Housing norms as per MPD 2021 with plot variation
regarding Institute of Liver and Biliary Sciences Hospital (ILBS) Vasant Kunj, New Delhi (Zone
—J) was considered by the 2" Technical Committee in its meeting held on 13.03.2015 vide

item no. 09/2015. The minutes of the meeting is available on Page 167/N, may be seen
please.

As per minutes of the Technical Committee it is mentioned that:
“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone 1. After detailed deliberation and
taking into consideration the land required for road winding, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

In view of above, minor correction i.e. ‘winding’ may be replaced by ‘widening’ in
the minutes as proposed under....

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone " After detailed deliberation and
toking into consideration the land required for road widening, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

The above is submitted for the approval from the competent authority.

Usha Kalra
Asstt. Dir. (Plg.) Zone |

Dir. (PI & Zone J 05”3
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168/N F.20(2)2005/MP/Vol-11

The proposal for Permissibility of Group Housing norms as per MPD 2021 with plot variation
regarding Institute of Liver and Biliary Sciences Hospital {ILBS) Vasant Kunj, New Delhi (Zone
=l) was considered by the 2™ Technical Committee in its meeting held on 13.03.2015 vide

item no. 09/2015. The minutes of the meeting is available on Page 167/N, may be seen
please.

As per minutes of the Technical Committee it is mentioned that:
“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone /', After detailed deliberation and
taking into consideration the land required for road winding, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

In view of above, minor correction i.e. ‘winding’ may be replaced by ‘widening’ in
the minutes as proposed under....

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone 'V, After detailed deliberation and
toking into consideration the land required for road widening, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

The above is submitted for the approval from the competent authority.

%\ Sﬁ

Usha Kalra

M, Asstt. Dir. (Plg.) Zone J )
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168/N F.20(2)2005/MP/Vol-II

The proposal for Permissibility of Group Housing norms as per MPD 2021 with plot variation
regarding Institute of Liver and Biliary Sciences Hospital (ILBS) Vasant Kunj, New Delhi (Zone
1) was considered by the 2™ Technical Committee in its meeting held on 13.03.2015 vide

item no. 09/2015. The minutes of the meeting is available on Page 167/N; may be seen
F | please,

g As per minutes of the Technical Committee it is mentioned that:

t.:'? : “The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone V. After detailed deliberation and
LAk taking into consideration the land required for road winding, Technical Committee
5 e approved the proposal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

T In view of above, minor correction i.e. ‘winding’ may be replaced by ‘widening’ in
t Tl the minutes as proposed under....

6 | “The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone I, After detailed deliberation and
= toking into consideration the land required for road widening, Technical Committee
e " approved the proposal os contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

The above is submitted for the approval from the competent authority.
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168/N F.20(2)2005/MP/Vol-II

The proposal for Permissibility of Group Housing norms as per MPD 2021 with plot variation
regarding Institute of Liver and Biliary Sciences Hospital (ILBS) Vasant Kunj, New Delhi (Zone
—J) was considered by the 2" Technical Cammittee in its meeting held on 13.03.2015 vide

item no. 09/2015. The minutes of the meeting is available on Page 167/N, may be seen
please.

As per minutes of the Technical Committee it is mentioned that:
“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone V. After detailed deliberation and

taking into consideration the land required for road winding, Technical Committee
approved the proposal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

In view of above, minor correction i.e, ‘winding’ may be replaced by ‘widening’ in
the minutes as proposed under...,

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg.) Zone “I'. After detuiled deliberation and
taking into consideration the land required for road widening, Technical Committee
approved the propasal as contained in Para 4 of the agenda.”

The above is submitted for the appraval from the competent authority. \
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AGENDA FOR TECHNICAL COMMITTEE

File No.: F.3 (50)2005/MP
Subject: Proposal to develop the private owned land of an area measuring 4
Bigha & 11 Biswa at Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A for construction
of Multi Level Parking.
1.0. BACKGROUND:
1.1. A representation regarding "Amendment in the layout Plan of Block-A,

1.2,

1.3.

14.

2.0.

2.2,

Zi3:

Shalimar Bagh (Dakshini), Delhi” received from the applicant Mr. Adarsh
Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav.

As per the representation; “an area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa at
Shalimar Bagh Block-A adjacent to N.H.P. (area measuring 1.74 Ha) is a
Private Land and belongs to Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav. This

private land has also wrongly shown as Neighborhood Park in the layout
plan”.

Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu Yadav are the owners of this private land
since October 2011 and prior to this the ownership was with M/s. Harbans
Lal Malhotra & Sons Pvt. Ltd since May 1996 and this parcel of land has
never been acquired by any of the local bodies.

The applicant has requested that the above parcel of land which is a part of
Gross Residential Use Zone should be allowed to be developed as a
Residential Block. Further also requested to develop a Shopping Space
along with Multi-Level Parking on this private land. This will be of great
use in the large benefit of the local residents & Wazirpur Industrial which
is just across the road.

EXAMINATION:
2.1,

The area under reference at Shalimar Bagh Block-'A’ falls in Planning
Zone-H and as per the Zonal Development Plan of Planning Zone-H under
MPD-2021; it comes under ‘Residential’ land use.

As per the approved 'layout plan of Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A’,
prepared & approved in the year of 1970, the land under reference is part
of Neighborhood Park (N.H.P.). Annexure ‘A’

Whereas the applicant is claiming that the ownership of the area under
reference was with M/s. Harbans Lal Malhotra & Sons Pvt. Ltd since May
1996 and further the ownership is with Mr. Adarsh Mohan & Mrs. Madhu
Yadav since October 2011,

A
v

m |
Item No. '2'0 ‘ch
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24. The boundary description of the area under reference is as follows:

North * Neighborhood Park

South  :  Ring Road (60.0 meter Row)
tast : Group Housing

West : DDA Plotted Housing

& Wazirpur Industriz| Area

2.5.  As per appraoved layout plan, the are

1.74 Hectare (Ha.) wherein some
fencing as per survey,

a of Neighborhood Park (N.H.P.) is
part of it also shown as una cquired land

2.6.  As per the copy of sale deed submitted by the applicant, “in the Public

Auction held on 06.06.1960 by the Rehabilitation Department, New
Delhi, Shri Harbans Lal Malhotra was declared the successful bidder
in respect of Agriculture land area measuring 25-Bighas, 18-Biswas,
falling under Khasra Nos. 255, 258, 259, 270/1,271/1, 272 and 273,
situated in the revenue estate of Village Azadpur, Delhij State, Delhi
and later on the sale certificate in respect of the above said land was
executed in favour of Shri Harbans Lal Malhotra, which is duly
registered as document no.-963 in Additional Book no.-1, on dated
21.12.1961 with the office of Sub-Registrar, Sub-dist. No.-1, Delhi”

Itis also observed that the Agriculture land measurin
falling under Khasra Nos, 270/1(3-04),
nursery, plants ete, and boundary v
Village of Azadpur, Delhi.

g 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa
271/1(1-07), consisting of trees,
vall situated in the revenue estate

2.7.  The ownership / allotment status of the area under refore

to this office. Whereas as per the information recei
DDA, “land falling in Khasra No. 270/1 (3-04) and 27/1 (1-07) total
land measuring 4 Bigha 11 Biswa neither ac

quired for DDA scheme nor
its proposal pending for acquisition of Village Azadpur” . Annexure ‘B’

nce is not known
ved from NL Branch -1

2.8.  The location of private land {area measuring 4 Bigha & 11 Biswa) provided
by the applicant is totally different from the location of ‘unacquired’ land
shown as in approved layout plan

2.9. Planning De artment is not in g osition to demarcate the above arey
8

(which is in the unit of Khasra, Bigha & Biswa) on the Layout Plan/Zonal
Development Plan,

2.10. The request of applicant to develop Shopping Space along with Multi-Leve|
Parking comes under “Commercial” use whereas the land use of the area

under reference is "Residential” and premise level use is ‘Neighborhood
Park'.

Z.11. MASTER PLAN FOR DELHI-2021 PR JVISIONS:
=AM FOR DELHI-2021 PRQV])

As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.7 Multi [eve] parking faeil
developed in the designated parking spaces or in (he residential,
commercial, transport node, DTC depot, ete.”
Annexure *C’,

ity shouid preferably be

public-semi-public faciliii
- Development Control Norms are

annexed at




2.12;

2.13.

2.14.

2.11 (a): As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.6 =“Parking is one of

the utilities permitted in all zones except in regional park / ridge,
developed recreational areas and parks as per the approved layaut
plan”.

2.11 (b): As per Chapter-12: Transportation, 12.13.2 (iv) -“The

development of multi level parking facilities may be taken up,
wherever, feasible in public private partnership framework, with
private sector investment and involvement, for which incentives
may be provided by way of land use and FAR etc”,

2.11 (c): As per Chapter-9: Environment, 9.6-Green Belt (Table 9.4);

Shopping Space & Multi-Level Parking is not mentioned in the
Permission of use premises in Sub Use Zones : Green Belt,
Regional Park, City Park, District Park, Community Park &
Multipurpose Ground.

2.11 (d): (i) As per clause 3(4) of Chaper-17.0 Development Code - The

Layout Plans already approved by the Authority or any other local
authority concerned in accordance with law shall be deemed to
have been approved under this code,

(ii) As per clause 3(5) of Chaper-17.0 Development Code - An
area in respect of which there is no approved Layout Plan shall be
governed by the provisions of the Master Plan/ Zonal
development Plan.

Neighborhood level facilities for Shopping spaces are already planned in
the approved “layout plan of Shalimar Bagh Dakshini Block-A" for the
Planned population of 30000 persons.

As per the minutes of the meeting held on 16" August 2012 at Raj Niwas
to discuss the issues of parking related problems in the National Capital
Territory of Delhi, “it was agreed in principle that no Green areas
should be converted and used for Parking in the national Capital
Territory so as to maintain enviromment equilibrium. Parking should

not be constructed under public parks / greens and MPD-2021 should
be amended accordingly”,

There is no policy is available in DDA to propose for such facilities in the
Private / Unacquired land. Moreover this activity will reduce the Green
Coverage of the Neighborhood Park.

W e
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- A-n eV -
D0 -
DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
NEW LEASE BRANCH-I, ‘A’ BLOCK
3P FLOOR, VIKAS SADAN, NEW DELHI-23
No. F9 (38)2012/CRC/North/ 7 R Date: | ¥\ LS
B

To

Dy. Director (Plg.).
Zone F & H , 4" Floor,
Vikas Minar , DDA,
New Delhi.— ¢Z

Sub:  Verification of ownership / allotment status of land measuring 4 Bigha 11
Biswa at Shalimar Bagh Block ‘A’ Adjacent to neighbor hood park.

Sir,

Kindly refer to your letter No. F3 (50)05/MP/D-40/dated 11-2-2015 on the
subject cited above. In this regard it is to inform you that as per land record
available in DDA , land falling in Khasra No. 270/1( 3-04) and 27/1( 1-07) total
land measuring 4 Bigha 11 Biswa neither acquired for DDA scheme nor its

proposal pending for acquisition of village Azad Pur.

-~ (Parainj.aéi;'giggh)
?‘/ E g Dy. Director NL-I

”~
—';3'\\\ y

(57>
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Draft for observation / discussion

12.13.3 PARKING FACILITIES IN DTC DEPOTS

The use of DTC terminals and depots for development of public parking alongwith
parking of DTC buses, private buses and Chartered buses, should be explored and
specific projects developed.

12.13.4 UNDERGROUND PARKING

Based on the site feasibility, parking facilities can be created under the open spaces
without disturbing the green areas on the surface and surrounding environment. The
approvals from the concerned agencies are mandatory before taking up such works.

12.13.5 PARKING IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS

Over the years a large number of the residential areas have been experiencing severe
problems of vehicular congestion and shortage of parking space. Most of the parking is,
in fact, being done on the road, which significantly reduces the carriageway width. The
problem has been exacerbated by the traffic congestion generated by schools in gross
residential use areas. Some measures required to alleviate the problem, to some
extent, will be as under: -

i. All the encroachments on residential streets in the form of kitchen
gardens/roadside private greens, large projections/ramps, etc. need to be
removed.

i. Road cross sections may be redesigned wherever possible to accommodate
planned car parking along the residential streets, and also creating more
surface movement space. : .

ii. Other options, in selected areas, such as creation of underground parking
below parks and open spaces will also have to be considered.

iv. Resident Welfare Associations will have to be called upon to participate in this
process by raising contributions from the residents on the basis of objective
criteria such as number of cars owned, etc.

v. Problem of congestion arising on account of the traffic generated by schools
have to be specifically addressed, and the main responsibility for putting up the
required additional facilities has to be borne by the schools themselves. Palicy
guidelines will have to be evolved for this purpose.

12.13.6 PARKING STANDARDS
Parking is one of the utilities permitted in all use zones except in regional park / ridge,
developed recreational areas and parks as per the approved layout plan. Parking

" standard have been prescribed in each use premises. However, where not prescribed,

these will be followed as per standards given in Development Code section of the
Master Plan. The standards given are in Equivalent Car Space (ECS) which include
parking for all types of vehicles i.e. cars, scooters, cycles, light and heavy commercial
vehicles, buses etc. Parking adequacy statement/study for large projects like Stadia,
Shopping Malls, Multiplexes will be desirable.

12.13.7 MULTI LEVEL PARKING

Multi level parking facility should preferably be developed in the designated parking
spaces or in the residential, public-semi-public facilities, commercial, transport node,
DTC depot, etc. with the following Development Controls:

i.  Minimum Plot Size — 1000 sqm. [--]

12.0 Transportation 12—16
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Draft for observation / discussion

ii. In order to compensate the cost of Multi-level parking and also to fulfill the
growing need of parking spaces within urban area, a maximum of 25 % of gross
floor area may be utilized as commercial / office space.

ii. In addition to the permissible parking spaces on max. FAR, 3 times additional
space for parking component shall be provided.

iv.  Maximum FAR permissible shall be 100 (excluding parking area) or as per the
comprehensive scheme. However, no FAR shall be permissible in plots / existing
buildings where 5% addl. ground coverage is permissible (Refer para 8 (4) i)
Parking Standards, Chapter 17.0 Development Code).

v. Maximum ground coverage shall be 66.6%. The maximum height shall be
restricted to permissible height of the land use in which the plot falls. There will
be_restriction on the number of levels of basement subject to structural safety.

vi. In case of comprehensive schemes, development controls including height shall
be as per approved scheme.
vii.  Number of basements - No Limit, subject to adequate safety measures.
vii. For development of Multilevel Parking, models should be worked out to

encourage the private sector initiative with restricted commercial component, not
exceeding 10% limited to FAR 40 on the plot.

ix. Specific proposals requiring relaxation in above-mentioned norms would be
referred to the Authority. '

A number of multilevel parking sites have been identified by the local bodies / agencies.

(List given in the Annexure ).

12.14 REGISTRATION AND LICENSING
The aspects of registration and training of transport operators / drivers neecs to be
viewed as an important element of the overall transport plan and policy. Licensing
system should be made strict to create awareness about traffic rules and regulations
among road users.

12.15 BARRIER FREE ENVIRONMENT
A major consideration in the planning and design of outdoor and indoor movement
should be that people with disability, older persons and people in wheel chairs coulc
move about without help from others. This requires that:
i. Paths and pavements shall be fiat, uniform, slip-free and free from
unnecessary obstacles.
i. Orientation points and guide routes may be provided for visually disabled
people;
ii. Information and warning signs must be understandable, clear and well lit.

12.0 Transportation 12—17
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
1.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No0.23370507

F.1 (3)/2015/MP/156 Date 09 .04.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 3" Technical Committee meeting of Delhi Development Authority
for the year 2015 will be held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on
Friday 10.04.2015 at 02.30 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1 Floor,
Vikas Sadan, INA, New Delhi 110023.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting, é/
A
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&MPR/TC)
Copy to:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA /
Commissioner (Plg) /)
Commissioner (LD) |
Commissioner (LM) / —
Chief Planner, TCPO (/ Wb
we

Chief Architect, HUPW DDA l(oq

Chief Architect, NDMC s ,ﬁ/Mﬁ
‘hief Engineer (Property Development ).ﬁ.\’l&fx !

et Engineer (Elect.), DDA——

. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MP&MPR, DDA

. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA

. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA

. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

. Secretary, DUAC ;

. Chief Town PlannerASDMJ, N[#MC, EDMC

. Sr. Architect, (HQ-!1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan

. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO) _— a.jl S 3o FH
| alulls
Special Invitees For item No.

1. ACA-III,DDA 14/2015

2. Sr. Architect(NDR),CPWD 16/2015
3. EXEN,NDPD,CPWD 16/2015
4. Director(AP)-1 DDA, 16/201

N.0.O
1. Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23.
2 A.E. (Maintenance)-1, Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-
110023.

3 A.E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
4 Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023

—
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\ DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone N0.23370507

F.1 (3)/2015/MP/156 Date 09.04.2015

| : MEETING NOTICE
The 3" Technical Committee meeting of Delhi Development Authority
for the year 2015 will be held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on

Friday 10.04.2015 at 02.30 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1*' Floor,
Vikas Sadan, INA, New Delhi 110023,

|
| It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. é
¥

| (S.B. Khodankar) .
| Director (MP&MPR/TC) |

Z \ lf‘] - 1. Vice Chairman, DDA -

gﬁc’ 2 Jngineer Member, DDA ,_.{c\ (~
y, 3/ Finance Member, DDA \
@/ ; . Commissioner (Plg)
q\\)\\\j. COH\IUI‘»::IOI'IGI (LD) ¢ L s ,;_3“1_;»\ .
6. Commissioner (LMY —=~" —_— :

7. Chief Plafmer, TCPO .

8. Chief Architect, HUPW DDA |

9. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC

11. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA .

13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MP&MPR, DDA

14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA

15. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA

16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

17. Secretary, DUAC

| 18. Chief Town Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDMC [
19. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1). CPWD, Nirman Bhawan

| 20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

| 21. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)

Speciai Invitees For item No.
1. ACA-IILLDDA 14/2015
2. Sr. Architect(NDR),CPWD 16/2015
3. EXEN,NDPD,CPWD 16/2015 |
4. Director(AP)-1 DDA, 16/201 |
N.O.O :
,(WVI. Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23. '
2 A.E. (Maintenance)-1, Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-
0023,
A.E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
X‘y /4 Reccption Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
\Q\n
v (l\

Y
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6™ FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi - 110002
Phone No.23370507

F.1(3)/2015/MP/156 Date 09 .04.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 3" Technical Committee meeting of Uelhi Development Authority
for the year 2015 will be held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on
Friday 10.04.2015 at 02.30 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1% Floor,
Vikas Sadan, INA, New Delhi 110023.

/
[t is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. k-
A\

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&MPR/TC)
Copy to:
. Vice Chairman, DDA )
2. Engineer Member, DDA s
3. Finance Member, DDA
4, Commissioner (Plg)
i

Commissioner (LD) < RN

5. e
< oad : AP LA TO N

6. Commissioner (LM ) ! "“')L ~ ..h*-?% a

o Vi & - o] e £

7. Chief Planner, TCPO 7 Rl 3

8. Chief Architect, HUPW DDA S

9. Chief Architect, NDM( (- N o
10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC ¥ B f &1 /f I

I 1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA I1- L0 A

12. Addl, Commr. (Landscape), DDA )

. = = ) NEW BELHIE -'A.-Z'A‘
13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MP&EMPR, DDA ~ e ,},i,d{

14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA
15. Addl, Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

17. Secretary, DUAC \| s
8. Chief Town Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDM( '\,“f*"\-ﬁ‘\\

10. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD. Nirman Bhawan — \®\
20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

21, Land & Development Officer, (LL&DQO)

Special Invitees ¥or item No.
[. ACA-IILLDDA 14/2015

Sr. Architect(NDR)Y.CPWD 16/2015
EXEN.NDPD,CPWD 16/2015
4. Director(AP)-1 DDA, 16/201
N.O.0O

I. Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23.

2 A.E. (Maintenance)-1. Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-
110023.
A E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
4 Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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! DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone N0.23370507

F.1(3)/2015/MP/156 Date 09 .04.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 3™ Technical Committee meeting of Delhi Development Authority
for the year 2015 will be held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on
Friday 10.04.2015 at 02.30 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1*' Floor,
Vikas Sadan, INA, New Delhi 110023.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. @ e
R

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&MPR/TC)
Copy to:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg)
Commissioner (LLD)
Commissioner (LM)
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
. Chief Architect, NDMC
10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
I'1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MP&MPR, DDA
14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA
15. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
17. Secretary, DUAC
| 8. Chief Town Planner, SDMC, NDMC. EDMC
19. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1). CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
21. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)

S

Special Invitees For item No.

1. ACA-IILLDDA 14/2015
2. Sr. Architect(NDR).CPWD 16/2015
3. EXEN,NDPD,CPWD 16/2015
4. Director(AP)-1 DDA, 16/2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No0.23370507

F.1 (3)/2015/MP/156 Date 09 .04.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 3™ Technical Committee meeting of Delhi Development Authority
for the year 2015 will be held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on
Friday 10.04.2015 at 02.30 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1* Floor,
Vikas Sadan, INA, New Delhi 110023.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. Lé—
3

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&MPR/TC)

Copy to:

Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA

Finance Member, DDA

Commissioner (Plg)

Commissioner (LD)

Commissioner (LM)

Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW DDA

Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MP&MPR, DDA
14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB&C, DDA
15. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
17. Secretary, DUAC
18. Chief Town Planner, SDMC, NDMC., EDMC
19, Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
21. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
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Special Invitees For item No.
1. ACA-IIILDDA 14/2015
2. Sr. Architect(NDR),CPWD 16/2015
3. EXEN.NDPD,CPWD 16/2015
4. Director(AP)-I DDA, 16/201
N.O.O

1. Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23.

2 A.E. (Maintenance)-1, Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-
110023.

3 A.E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan. DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.

4  Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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SUBJECT

| Confirmation of the 2 Technical Committee |
meeting held on 13.03.2015
F1(02)/2015/MP

Relaxation of Setbacks of the Basement for
| Multistoried Two Bedroom Apartments
adjoining Pocket-3, Sector 19-B, Dwarka,

PAGE
NO.

1-3

Phase-II
F.1 [59)HUPW/SA(W&D)/O()//PL

Change of land use of ‘Kamla Market’ from
Recreational (District Park) to commercial
(Non-Hierarchical Commercial Center) C1 in
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