Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Elot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-MP

w.r.t. the relaxation of setbacks

1.0 Background

1.1 The matter is régarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t, the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. ‘As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (X) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-1): “The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to préceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldg.,
MCD whersin it was informed that if the sethack are relaxed for preceding
category, 66% of the Ground Coverage Is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all ather

development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL etc. will be
~adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD”,

1.3Now, In the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above. -

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,

wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt.
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-l)

i. It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and

in violation of the Provisions of Master Plan to give some undue

advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or
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due to some bonafide Mmistake. On behalf of the DDA it is stated that
— . the wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake cannot be
i . t even if his case is referred to

Technical Committee of the DDA for consideration. '

ii.  Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
petition for vidlation of the Article 14-.;ajf the Constitution of India due to
non grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and thera may be

possibility that the DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the wrong special
benefit given in favour of owner of property No. M-1 7, Green Park may
be withdrawn and his Property may be also declarad illegal.

jii.  In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court to
rectify its mistake once committed. _In case. such things happens
then another complication will_arise in the form of litigation to be
Instituted by the owner of the property of M-17, Green Park.

iv.  Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in
view of the above situation and also wants to explore the possibility of
any solution of similar type of problems which may have arisen in
number of cases including to amend the Master Plan.

1.5In view of Para 4, above, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on
21.07.2014 under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA wherein the officers of
MCD & DDA were present Wwherein it was decided to “to prepare a
modification in MPD-2021 in para 4.4.3A where Para (c) may be added
that in case the permissible ground coverage js not achieved in cese of (a

) above ie. preceding category setback, the Technical Committee may
consider further relaxation of sethacks” ‘

1.6With  reference * to above mentioned SDMC
TP/G/SDMC/2014/5061 dt. 28.7.2014 submitt
):"As regards relaxation of setbacks, it js
provisions be retained and going from preced
be addressed by Technical Committee in iso
shape of the plot or some other reasons war

vide Jletter No
ed the following (Annexure-
opined that the Master Plan
ing to the preceding catagory
lated cases, whére efther the
‘ants such consideration.

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technical
Committee in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide Item No. 56/2014 and
the minutes of the same were confirmed in the next Technical Committee
held on 24.08.2014 with certain modifications. The decision taken tharein
‘s as foliows(Annexure-lV):“The proposal was presented by Dirsctor
‘PlgIMP  after deliberation Technical Committee recommended the

Proposal for further processing under Section 11-4A of DD Act, 1957 for
modification in MPD-2021."
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1.8Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :"/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among.the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:

I The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021.

il. ~ The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally terable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.

li. The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if

deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technicsl%ammittee for appro’p;riate decision

_51/2015 Proposed ‘ The proposal was presented by Dy.Direttor | Action-
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. During the meeting, the | Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. the | following issues were deliberated: (Plg)
| relaxation of | ¢« As per MPD-2021, under Para 4.4.3 A.} MP&DC
| setbacks from related to the development control norms
preceding category of Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in its
1 ks | in Residential Plot — sub-para pt.(x) (a) wherein  minimum
Plotted Housing. setbacks are prescribed, provides that “In

case the permissible coverage is not
achieved with the prescribed sethacks in a
plot, the setbacks of the preczaeding
category may be allowed”. There s no
provision for permitting setbacks of
preceding to preceding category in
Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in MPD-
2021.

[
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®* In case of property No. M-17, Green Park,
the Technical Committee vide Item No.
20/2011 dt. 11.08.2011 8ave the benefit of
ground coverage of Preceding to Preceding
Category by way of relaxation of set-backs
which was not as per the Master Plan
Provisions and as such was not within the
jurisdiction of the Technica| Committee,

* Further, it js observed that the Ground
Coverage of 75% is the maximum limit and
not the minimum which may vary
according to shape of the plot,

Hence, the decision taken by the Technical
Committee vide Item No. 20/2011 dt.
11.08.2011 in case of property No. M-17,
Green Park is void ab -injtio and therefore,
L Stands withdrawn

e — e
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS MINAR:
' NEW DELHI.
No: F.1(7)2011-MP [ 2 (47 Dt: 29)&;’)}}
MINUTES OF 3™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE IMEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .
LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2" Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
‘received for any item. Therefore, the same were confirmed.

Item No.19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC
in Zone K-l. '

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications
as proposed In the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
1957 for change of land use with the conclition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted In the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledge Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Park’.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)

I}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

‘//fhe proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was

explained by SE(HQ)Bldg., MCD wherein it was Informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the sald plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.




After the detaited discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the proposal with the
prcvisio‘that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control norms with respect to FAR
height, BBL etc. will be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD/_

-

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)
tem No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.|

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘D', it was informed that
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions, The MPD-
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation of temporary cinemas, subject to
‘maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space per
25 seats: conformity to the Cinematograply Act and levying uf conversion charges, to
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas.is not addressed in the MPD-2021. Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on
permanent basis was also ralsed in one ol the Authority meetings by the non official
members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hon'ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed before the
Technical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility of effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case basis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises,

supported by
photographs/documents may be obtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Plg.)

ltem No.22/11:

Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
F.1(25)07/MP/
Director (Plg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will sudmit the

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and accommodating future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provisions.

Action:Dir.(Plg.)C&G Zone,
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A.No,491/12

05.05.2014

Presant - 3N, KNSlnqh crunsel for appellant.
Sh. Ajay f\rora Standmg Counsel for MCD
alongwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashi
Kant Shearma counsels for MCD and Sh.
Sudhir - Mehta, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh.
Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person.
Sh P.K‘Aggamal and Sh. Sanjay Sharma
counsels for DDA,

Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA filed.

There are two connected matters pertaining to the
same propen‘y Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after cnn 1rgarma the clarifications received from the:
DDA deted, 15,01, 101».' It has heen decided that the MCD

T (R =t’:‘l|uhl'irn dC.COIU’1 ne c With the said, ropod for the

time b'“ (] an g [ TS !N“‘z\ in \‘ln‘uw viante to {ake n
— .’_'_“——‘I*.—.-.____"'-"‘"'—" e

differerii ;L.nd theit MICD will also act accurdingly.
p e

“The DDA clarification dated 15.01.2014 leads to the
inference thF!T a relaxation in preceding to preceding

category set backs was: given*in respect of property number :

M-17, Green \Park, ds u special case after freezing the

ground. coverage and that benefit s now not permissible in
future similar matters The decision of the DDA in respect of

that property was = specific case and not a genera!

————

instructions or decision. Hawever, nothing is mentioned in

— e = Pt g .

the clarification or in the accompanying documents what

was the gmeemiviinanS@nes thal exceptional beneiits

were givert (o the owner of that prope ty !
Appellant is claiming (he smilar benefit on the
greund of parity hui-//i!_ appears also that lhe ahove benefit
. Was given perhaps wrongly and in violation of the provisions
of Master Plan to ¢ive some undue advantage to the owner &
of that property number M- 17, Green Park, or due to some
onafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA it is stated that the

wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake can
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not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his
case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
consideration,

" Appellali clated 1 at he may apr:roach the Hon'ble
High Court in writ petitior for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on R

e ——— e e .

the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be poséible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
illegal,t/in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parity. hn that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the Figh Court to rectify its mistake once \Dl
committed. In case, such things: happens then another = !
complication w! arise in the form of litigation to be instituted i |
by the owher of the proberty of M-17, Giecen Park, who was |
apparently not at fault but might be suffering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA. ’
Counsel for DDA wants to seek instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and also wants to
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of
problems which may have arisen in number of cases
including to amend the Master Plan.

Appeliant also wants to/consurt some architect ahd
structural engineer to find out whether there is any solution
of rectification of the property in such a mannerthat the less
damage is caused to it and proraequ category set back is
achieved if for the sake of arguments it is presumed that the |
benefit of parity is not given to him even by the Hon'ble High !
Court in writ petition. _
“Put up this matter on. 29.08. 2014 for further ' o |
proceedings. Copy of the order be sent to Director ;- -
(Planning) DDA and orie copy be given Dasti to COUHbB| for ‘

Joiv | DDA. Interim stay is extended till next date. N

yw k\«( * (ASHWANI SARFAL)

~ Appellate Ir|burul MCD | - i
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Sh.R.K.Tain, (DS ~
The Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) % YA Ve
Delhi Development Authority, ,,9\\/)‘
Vikas Minar, LD, Estale,
New Delhi.

Qul:- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice -Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014
Sir,

In the above referred meeting the following issues were discussed:-

A. Stilt packing in the Residential Plot - Plotted Housing as a follow up of the High Court
Orders dated 29.05.2014 in the malter of P.K. Chatlerjee v/s Unjon of India.

B.  Relaxation of (he setbacks from preceding to the preceding category of the Residential

plot to achieve the Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r.l. MCD court case on the
subject.

C. Development of scheme by Standard plan or modification in scheme as per development
b contro) norms of Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desired a written reply on behalf of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
pazking a detail status report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides the Hon’ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt
- parking should not be insisted on narrow, lanes/non-trafficable roads because on such roads the
, movement space for vehicles for parking under stilts is not available. ;

As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retained and
going from preceding to the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Committee in isolated
cases, where either the shape ol the plot or some olher reasons warrants such consideration.

As regards the development conlrol norms for shop cum resideptial plots, the opinion on
behalf of MCD is already before the Technical Committee and the same is :_re-pmduccd below:-

“l is suggested that on all shop-cum-Residential plots ( pre 11062 or after 1962) the
Residential Development Control Norms shall be applicable \vhether such Shop-cum-Residenlial
Complex are designated as LSC (under MPD-2001/2021) or not. The Residential Norms shall be
applicable at the time of sanction of bllg Plans on individual p.’or.s'ior addition/alieration on
individual plets. The parking charges shall be charged as per Mixed ' Use policy for providing
parking in the viciity. The Standard Plans shall be revised as per the provisions of MPD-2021 with
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots. The Basement area may he used
Jfor Commercial purpose subject to payment of charges as per Mixed Use Regulations™.

Earlier neccssary action on the issues are requested for.

Lncl:-As abov

(&)

Yours (aithfuily,

=t Pt

Chief Togwbli}&lﬂeru‘i? 7HL1
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

- 1P, ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(12) 2014/MP/ 353-} Date:| <.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

Item No. 59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for item No, 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

jtem No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no, TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09,2014 and Addl.
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F.3 (2):2006/MP/Val.l/ dated 19.09:2014 have raised
some observations. ‘Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land.ls govt. /local bodies

land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the ltem
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation

. the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda

Bagh" Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957,

- Rl Action Dir, (Plg) Zone A & B

Chlef Town Planner (NDMC) f
{tem No. 56/2014 by j

i) Addl. Commr.-(MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that; there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
category In residential - plot/ plotted housing In MPD-2021.  Therefore, ‘it will require
modification in the Master Plan - 2021. Accordlngly minutes for item no. 56/2014-has been
modified which are as under.

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical

Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modn‘:catlon in MPD-2021." -

Action: Director (Plg) MP -

The minutes of the 11 Technlcal Commlttee meeting held on 02.09. 2014 were conflrmed
with above modlfrcatlons '

12" Technical Committee Minutes l ‘Page 1 of5
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of sethacks

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-MP

1.0 Background

1.1 The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing, As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotied

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2Earlier in the Specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-1):“The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that If the setback are relaxed for preceding
calegory, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed fto the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other

development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL ete. will be
+adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD"

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,

wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt.
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-ll)

I It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and

in violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue

advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

Page 1 0of 3
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b

duz to some bonafige mistake, On behalf of the DDA it Is stated that
the wrong once done Whether intentionally or by mistake cannot be
repeated again in case of the appellant even if his case js referred to
Technical Committee of the DDA for consideration.

Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
petition for vidlation of the Article 14 of the Constitution of India dye to
ron grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and there may be
possibility that the DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the Wrong special
denefit given in favour of owner of property No, M-17. Green Park may
be withdrawn angd his property may be also declarad illegal,

In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court to
rectify its mistake once committed. _In case, such things happens
then another complication will_arise in the form of litigation to bs
instituted by the ownear of the property of M-17 Green Park.

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in
view of the above situation and also wants to explore the possibility of

any_solution of similar type of problems which may have arisen in
aill — el YET O Pro L-_.__ﬁ___ll_h_*__.__ A ANV

number of cases includin to amend the Master Plan.
h—-\‘—_____g____‘______

|
|

1.51n view of Para 4. above, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on

S

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technica
1

21.07.2014 under the Chairmanship of v C.. DDA wherein the officsrs of
MCD & DDA were present .whersin it was decided to “to prepare g
modification in MPD-2021 jn para 4.4.34 where Para (C) may be added
that in case the permissible ground coverage is not achieved in case of (a
) above je, preceding category setback, the Technical Commiites may
consider further relaxation of sethacks”,

1.6With  reference to  above mentioned SDMC vide letter No.

TPIG/SDMC/2014/5061 dt. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Arnexure-
):"As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan
provisions be retained and going from preceding to the preceding categ

VNS
il I
'

101}
¢
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he addressed by Technical Committee In isolated cases, where either the
shape of the plot or Some other reasons warrants such consideration

Committee in its meeting held on 02.09 2014 vide Item No. 56/20
the minutes of the same were confirmed in the next Technical Committes
Neld on 24.08.2014 with certain modifications. The decision taken thei
is as foliows(Annexwe-lV):"T."'e proposal was presented by Director
(Plg)MP  affer deliberation Technical Commiitee recommended the
proposal for further processing under Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for
modification in MPD-2021.”
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’ 1.8 Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :"/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to he sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is

opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:

The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021.

The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally tenable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.

The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if
deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon’ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technicgl%»mmittw for appro’p;riate decisior

ﬁ51/2015 l Proposed

The proposal was presented by Dy.Director | Action-

modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. During the meeting, the ' Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. the | following issues were deliberated: - (Plg)
relaxation of | e As per MPD-2021, under Para 4.4.3 A. | MP&DC
setbacks from related to the development control norms
| preceding category of Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in its

in Residential Plot — sub-para pt.(x) (a) wherein minimum

Plotted Housing. setbacks are prescribed, provides that “In |

case the permissible coverage is not
achieved with the prescribed set~acks in a
plot, the setbacks of the , + ading
category may be allowed”. There s no
provision for permitting setbacks of
preceding to preceding category in
Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in MPD-

2021. |
HJ' Y. 1N

%
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In case of Property No, M-17, Green Park, }l
the Technical Committee vide |tem No. |
20/2011 dr. 11,08.2011 gaye the benefit of |
ground coverage of Preceding to preceding l\'
Category by way of relaxation of set-backs |
which was not as per the Master Plan ;
Provisions and as such Was not within the |
jurisdiction of the Technical Committee. fl
Further, it s observed that the Ground |
Coverage of 759% is the maximum limit and 'r
not the minimum which  may vary |
according to shape of the plot. }

|
|
|

Hence, the decision taken by the Technical

| Committee  vide ftem No, 20/2011 . |

1.08.2011 in case of property No. M-17,

.‘
|
| Green Park is void ap -initio and therefore, |
s |
S | stands yvrthdrawp. g

------------

MASTER PLAN SECTION

VERIFIED

L

L]

This Proposal was Considere.d in ¢
G b PO Technical Committee '

i
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+ Meeting held on....2-1:.19.. 2.0).
: Vide Item No...&)).2»iS..... S

PA<git. Director
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DELHI DEVELOPNVIENT AUTHORITY
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS IMINAR:
NEW DELHI.

No: F.1(7)2011-MP 1(.;7 Dt: 29)&%:)”

MINUTES OF 3" TECHNICAL COMMITTEE IMEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .
LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2" Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

received for any item, Therefore, the same were confirmead.
ltem No.19/11:

|
|
|
The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been ‘|
Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC :

in Zone K-l.
F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by |
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications |
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act [
1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledjze Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Park’.

|

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)
I}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/ , |

/The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was
explained by SE(HQ)Bldg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.




After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the propesal with the
provisio that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control norms with respect to FAR |
height, BBL etc. will be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD

~

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)

Item No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.|

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘D', it was informed that )
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at ‘
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions. The MPD- ‘
2001 had stipulated the conditions for corntinuation of temporary cinemas, subject to {
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space per

25 seats; conformity to the Cinematography Act and levying of conversion charges, (o
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary '
cinemas is not addressed in the MPD-2021. Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on
permanent basis was also raised in one of the Authority meetings by the non official

members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hon'ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temperary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed before the
Technical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility of effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case basis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership |
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported by -
photographs/dccuments may be abtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Plz.)

ltem No.22/11:

Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
F.1(25)07/MP/
Director (Plg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will submit the

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and accommodating future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per NMPD-2021 provisions.

Action:Dir.(Plg.) C&G Zone.
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Mresant - ', KUNL.Singh, connsel for appellant.
S Ajay Arora, Standing Counsel ‘or MCD
alongwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashi
Kat Sharma counsels for MCD and  Sh.
Sudhir - Mehla, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh.
Jodinder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person.
Sh P.K. Aggarwal and Sh. Saniay Sharma
counsels for DDA.
Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA filed
There are two connected matters pertaining to the
same property Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after cunsicdieing the clarifications received from the
DDA deted 15.01.2014 it has beon dacided that the MCD

Will ke Sciion in accoigance wih the said repert for the

e beris g e cHee DDA i it wanis tu {ake o

—— —_— ——

I‘t"{"l,“ i g = e -]
1600 will also act aceuerdingly

differen: stand e

The DDA clarfication dateo 15.01.2014 lzads to e

+r1te:‘er’}ﬁz—‘\‘thr_ﬂ a relaxation in preceding to preceding
category set backs yas givenin respect of property number
M-17, Green Park, 88 i special case after freezing the
ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissible in

future similar matters. The decision of the DDA in respect of

tha property was z 31'-'n|1c Cane and not a qe'wal

mstruchons or rJnr‘mon ilnwnver nothmg is mr~r;tmned in

ihc clarification or in tha 'r_u'-cmnpanying documents what

WS, B gt 50 e sl sl oy dhar exceptional benetits
s 108 IHITIT

were given o the owner of t.f“.;-af. [rronerly
Appellant ie clainng the  sanilan benefit on the
: A )
ground of parity bud i alpeais alsa lhat ihe above benefit

was given perfiaps wron aly and in violation of the provisions

of Master Plan io give some undue advantage to the owner

of that property number M- 17, Grzen Park, or due to some
honafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA it is slated that the

wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake can

=
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| complication wi arise in the form of litigation to be instituted

not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his

case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for

consideration,

Appeililt slated 1 at he :.T\.s-*y apyroach the Hon'ble
High Ccurt in writ petitior: for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be possible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
ilegal, !/ in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parity.f{'n that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the High Court to rectify its mistake once
comnitted. In case, susch things- happens then another
by the owner of the preperty of M-17, Gieen Park, who was
apparently not at fault but might be suffering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA.

Counsel for DDA wants to seek Instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and alsoc wants to
explore the paossibility of any solution of similar type of
probiems which may have arisen in numbar of cases
including to amend the Master Plan.

Appeliant also wants to/consuh some architect and
structural engineer to find out whether there is any sclution
of rectification of the Property in such a manner that the less
damage is caused to it and proceeding category set hock is
achieved if for the sake of arguments it is presumed that the
benefit of parity is not given to him even by the Hon'ble High
Court in writ petition.

Put up this matter on 29.08.2014 for further
proceedings. Copy of lhe order be senl to Director

(Planning) DDA and ore copy be given Dasti to Counsel for

DDA. Interim stay is extended til| next date

(ASHWANI SARFAL ]
Appellale Tribunal:MCD
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-~ 8h R Jain,

The Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) 0

Delhi Development Authority. 7

Vikas Minar, LT, Lstale,

New Delhi.

Sulb- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice -Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014 i
Sir,

1n the above referred meeling the following issues were discussed:-

A Stilt parking in the Residential Plot - Plotted Tlousing as a follow up of the High Court

Orders dated 29.05.2014 in the matter of P.K. Chatlerjee v/s Union of India.

B Relaxation of lhe setbacks [rom preceding to the preceding category of the Residential

plot to achieve the Master Plan FAR a nd the ground coverage w.r.l. M CD court case on the

subject.

C. Development of scheme by Standard plan or modification in scheme as per development
control noriws of Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desired a written reply on behalf of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
pasking a detail stats report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides (he Hon'ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subliash Arya has also requested that stilt

- parking should not be insisted on narrow lanes/non-trafTicable roads because on such roads the
movement space for vehicles for parking under stilts is not available.

As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retained and
going from preceding 1o the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Committee in isolated
cases. where cither the shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

As regards the development control norms for shop cum resideptial plots, the opinion on
hehalf of MCD is already before the Technical Committee and Lhe same is reproduced below:-

“Jt is suggested that on all shop-cum-Residential plots ( pre 1962 or after 1962) the
Residential Development Control Norms shall be appiicable whether such Shap-cum-Residential
Complex. are designated oy LSC (under MPD-2001/2021) ar not. The Residential Norms shall be
applicable at ihe time of sanction of bllg, Plans on individual ploty or addition/alieration on
individual plcts. The porking charges shall be charged as per Mixed Use policy for providing
parking in the viciiity. Yhe Stasidard Plans shall be revised av per fhe provisions r:),";‘t-!{-’])-,?r‘-';“f with
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots The Basement area may be used
for Commercial purpose subject to payment of charges as per Mixed Use Regulations".

Earlier necessary action on the issues are requesied [or.

Tncl-As above Yours faithiully,

P\ ”/
A th 7" -
\)\"6\-30\ \ 1475 4

o Planner [ 7]
Rl .
V) Copy to: o
N 1. Leader ol House/SDMC-(or kind informatio.
gv2.PS. to Commissionet/SDMC for kind information..
(At

3. SE(BySDMC

4. SE(BYNDMC ,gp/ | : \\V\
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI —= 110002

F.1 (12) 2014/Mp/ 354 Date:] £.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

ltem No. 58/2014

Confirmation of Minutes :
The Minutes of the 11 Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for Iltem No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

Item No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09.2014 and Addl.
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F.3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raisad
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the Item
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation

_ the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda

Bagh” Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957.

Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B

Chief Town Planner (NDIVIC)
/tem No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
Category in residential — plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will reguire
modification in the Master Plan — 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under.

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical
Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modification in MPD-2021.”

Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11*" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

12" Technical Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5




—

F.1(10) 2015/MP/ 23]

[rEN No.52[Tc [#15

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

MASTER PLAN SECTION,
6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

[.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

Date: 23.10.2015

Subject: Minutes of the 9t Technical Committee held on 21.10.2015

The 9 meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA |
on 21.10.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’. Please find |

enclosed herewith a copy of the minutes for further necessary action.

Encl.: As above

—
8
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20.
21.
£2,

Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC

Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC

Chief 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 Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDMC
Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
Director Fire Service, GNCTD

/
.
r -
- " i

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

Minutes of 9 * Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10.2015

Pudelbfii



rAgenda

Landuse of an area
measuring 1.12 Ha.
(2.76 acres) from
‘Residential’ to
‘Government (Govt.
Office) opposite

CGO Complex, New

Delhi for the
construction of
‘Akshay Urja

Bhawan in Zone D.

Issue Discussion/ Recommendations
Item
e ._____
46/27)1? Confirmation of Chlef Fire Officer observed w.r.t. the Item No.
minutes of the 8th | 45/2015 that the provision to exempt all the
Technical staircases from FAR should be for all the use |
Committee meeting | premises and enabling provision for the same
held on 31.08.2015 | may be made in the relevant chapters of
Master Plan. Rest of the items were confirmed.
|
47/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy. Director
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation,
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | Technical Committee observed that the
provisions for Stilt | provisions of parking are area specific and
Parking in  the | need to be addressed by the respective
Residential Plot — | municipal corporations of Delhi for the areas
Plotted Housing under their jurisdiction within the framework
of Master Plan provisions for parking. As such
no master Plan modification is warranted as
proposed in the agenda item.
48/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy. Director
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, the
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | proposal as contained in the agenda was
provisions for | recommended by the Technical Committee for
Treatment Storage | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
& Disposal Facility | Act 1957. !
(TSDF) for ‘*
Hazardous waste of \
Delhi. - B
49/2015 | Proposed change of The proposal was presented by Asstt. Director l

(Plg) Zone ‘D. After detailed deliberation, the
proposal as contained in the agenda was
recommended by the Technical Committee for !
further processing under Section 11-A of DD
Act 1957,

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
1

Tﬁi’-\_caon:
Director
(Plg)
MP&DC

- Action:
Director *
(Plg) |
MP&DC

Actlon
Director

|

|

|

|

|

\

J

|

(Plg.) |
Zone-D :
|

\

i

|
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| 50/2015 | Proposed  Sports | The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) i -Action: @&
Complex in Sector- | Rohini. After detailed deliberation, the item | Director

| 33 (Phase- IV & V) | was withdrawn with observation that such | (Plg) '

A |
I previous Sector-23 | modifications to the Master Plan should cover ' Rohini

(Phase IlI) ’ all the sport complexes as a common agenda. |

Accordingly, a fresh item may be put up before l

Technical Committee in its meeting. :

| 51/2015 i Proposed | The proposal was presented by Dy.Directo;Jl-A;'ciT)r:—_
, | modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. During the meeting, the I Director
| MPD-2021 w.r.t. the | following issues were deliberated: | (Plg)

' | relaxation of ! * As per MPD-2021, under Para 4.43 A, | MP&DC
: : setbacks from { related to the development control norms :
: preceding category of Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in its
' in Residential Plot — sub-para pt.(x) (a) wherein minimum

Plotted Housing. setbacks are prescribed, provides that “In

|

|

case the permissible coverage is not
‘ ' achieved with the prescribed setbacks ina |
: i plot, the setbacks of the preceding
| category may be allowed”. There is no
: provision for permitting setbacks of
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

l

|
:
| preceding to preceding category in |
| Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in MPD- |
: 2021. |
| ® In case of property No. M-17, Green Park, |
' the Technical Committee vide Item No. |
| 20/2011 dt. 11.08.2011 gave the benefit of |
; ground coverage of preceding to preceding
| category by way of relaxation of set-backs ‘
: which was not as per the Master Plan |
j provisions and as such was not within the |
| jurisdiction of the Technical Committe=.
|  Further, it is observed that the Ground
Coverage of 75% is the maximum limit and
not the minimum which may vary

according to shape of the plot. ;

Hence, the decision taken by the Technical
Committee vide Item No. 20/2011 dt. |
11.08.2011 in case of property No. l‘ﬂ-l'/‘.l
Green Park is void ab -initio and therefore, |
| stands withdrawn. '

|
|
P
|

R

R34 H




Annexure -

List of participants of 09t meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on
21.10.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Chief Architect, HUPW /DDA
Chief Legal Advisor, DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA
Director (plg.)VC Sectt.
Director (Plg) MP, DDA
Director(Plg.) Zone C&G
Director(Plg.) (LP/NP/Rohini)
Dy. Director (Plg.)Rohini

o o =L i

S G
ol =

OTHER ORGANIZATION

1. Sh. Rajeev Sood, Chief. Architect, NDMC
2. Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

3. Sh. Shamsher Singh, CTP, SDMC/NDMC
4, Sh. Sudhir Mehta, Ex.En.(Bldg),SDMC

5 Sh. Devesh Chand, A.E./L & D.0

6. Sh. S.K.Maggu, A.E. L&D.0.

T Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC

8. Virendra Kumar AE, CPWD

9 Sh. Niyam Pal Singh, ACP,(Delhi Traffic Police)
10.  Sh.A.K.Sharma, Directar, DFS

11.  Sh. G.C.Mishra, CFO, DFS

Minutes of 9" Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10.2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
[ MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (1])/2015/MP/ ‘ Date - 12015
263 }

MEETING NOTICE

The 10™ Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Wednesday 02.12.2015 at
10.00 AM 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. K

/—

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

1. Vice Chairman, DDA
2. Engineer Member, DDA
3. Finance Member, DDA QQ/
. A Commissioner (Plg.), DDA \\\;.U;
5. Commissioner (LD), DDA
6. Commissioner (LM), DDA o ‘
- saf Pl - N /
%5 U Ch%t_ t_ Pl(.mnlt..l. TICRQ \ \ \q__l(jr
g —8. Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA%,W
9. Chief Architect, NDMC
10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
11. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA /f, Ay
il — 12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA &% \
Qy/ &M 13- Addl Comumr. (Plg.) AP&Building, DDA
0‘\ 14. Secretary, DUAC
15. Chief Town Planner, SDMC/ NDMC/ EDMC
16. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
17. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
18. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
19. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

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

2. Asstt. Director Zone- ‘A’&’B’ for uploading the presentation in Computer

at Conference Hall

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

A.E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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10th Technical Committee Meeting to be held on 02.12.2015

S. PAGE

- ITEM NO. SUBJECT NO.
Confirmation of the 9t Technical Committee meeting held on

1. | 52/2015 | 20.10.2015 1-4
F1(10)/2015/MP
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. exemption of area of

2. 53/2015 all staircases from FAR in all use premises. 5.6
F20(19)2015/MP
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 regarding provisions of _
Stack Parking.

3. | 54/2015 | g 3(4)2015/MP 7-35
Proposal for change of land use of plot measuring 8670.88sqm at
Sector-2, Dwarka from “Residential” to “Public & Semi- Public” for

4. | 55/2015 | DOPT, GOL 36-43
F.1(397)/99/Dwk./
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
* MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (11)2015MP/ 3,/ Date | } ,2/1015
MEETING NOTICE

The 10 Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman. DDA on Wednesday 02.12.2015 at
10.00 AM 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. @
7

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

To:

Vice Chairman, DDA ‘

Engineer Member, DDA 1

Finance Member, DDA

Commissioner (Plg.), DDA

Commissioner (LD), DDA

Commissioner (LM), DDA

Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA

Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC ‘
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA |
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP&Building, DDA
. Secretary, DUAC
. Chief Town Planner, SDMC/ NDMC/ EDMC |
. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
\ 6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (11)2015/MP/3( % Date | | ,1/.2015
MEETING NOTICE

The 10" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Wednesday 02.12.2015 at
10.00 AM 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. ’@

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

Ta:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA |
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.). DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA ‘
Commissioner (LM), DDA |
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA |
Chief Architect, NDMC

. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC

. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP&Building, DDA

. Secretary, DUAC

15. Chief Town Planner, SDMC/ NDMC/ EDMC

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

17. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

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

19. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23.
2. Asstt. Director Zone- “A’& B’ for uploading the presentation in Computer

at Conference Hall
A.E. (Maintenance)-1. Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-

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

Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Sy
"K,r %) MASTER PLAN SECTION,

B | 4 6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,
Ll .P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002
F.1(10) 2015/MP/ 23] Date: 23.10.2015

Subject: Minutes of the 9" Technical Committee held on 21.10.2015

The 9t meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA
on 21.10.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’. Please find
enclosed herewith a copy of the minutes for further necessary action.

Encl.: As above f, |
et ‘

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

=3
Q

Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA

Finance Member, DDA

Commissioner (Plg), DDA

Commissioner (LD), DDA

Commissioner (LM), DDA

Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW DDA

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)

22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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Minutes of 9 ' Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10.2015
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| Agenda | Issue Discussion/ Recommendations Remarks
Cltem |

No. R R

46/2015 | Confirmation of | Chief Fire Officer observed w.r.t. the Item No.
minutes of the 8th | 45/2015 that the provision to exempt all the
Technical staircases from FAR should be for all the use
Committee meeting | premises and enabling provision for the same
held on 31.08.2015 | may be made in the relevant chapters of

Master Plan. Rest of the items were confirmed.

47/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy. Director | -  Action:
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, | Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | Technical Committee observed that the  (Plg)
provisions for Stilt | provisions of parking are area specific and | MP&DC
Parking in  the | need to be addressed by the respective
Residential Plot - | municipal corporations of Delhi for the areas
Plotted Housing under their jurisdiction within the framework

of Master Plan provisions for parking. As such
no master Plan modification is warranted as
proposed in the agenda item. -

48/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy. Director | -  Action:
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, the | Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | proposal as contained in the agenda was | (Plg)
provisions for | recommended by the Technical Committee for | MP&DC
Treatment Storage | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
& Disposal Facility | Act 1957, l
(TSDF) for
Hazardous waste of i
Delhi. R B

49/2015 | Proposed change of | The proposal was presented by Asstt. Director | -  Action: \
Landuse of an area | (Plg) Zone ‘D. After detailed deliberation, the | Director
measuring 1.12 Ha. | proposal as contained in the agenda was | (Plg.)
(2.76 acres) from | recommended by the Technical Committee for | Zone-D
‘Residential’ to | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
‘Government (Govt. | Act 1957.

Office)'opposite

CGO Complex, New |
Delhi for the

construction of

‘Akshay Urja

Bhawan’in ZoneD. =

Fhﬂe 20%‘-1



50/2015

Proposed Sports
Complex in Sector-
33 (Phase- IV & V)
previous Sector-23
(Phase Ill)

-3 -

o

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) | -Action:
Rohini. After detailed deliberation, the item | Director
was withdrawn with observation that such ‘ (Plg)
modifications to the Master Plan should cover ' Rohini
all the sport complexes as a common agenda.
Accordingly, a fresh item may be put up before

Technical Committee in its meeting.

51/2015

Proposed

modifications in
MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of
sethacks from

preceding category
in Residential Plot —
Plotted Housing.

The proposal was presented by Dy.Dir_ectorhctior{:
(Plg) MP&DC. During the meeting, the | Director
following issues were deliberated: ‘ (Plg)

e As per MPD-2021, under Para 443 A. A MP&DC
related to the development control norms ‘
of Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in its
sub-para pt.(x) (a) wherein minimum |
setbacks are prescribed, provides that “In |
case the permissible coverage is not
achieved with the prescribed setbacks in a
plot, the setbacks of the preceding}
category may be allowed”. There is no
provision for permitting setbacks of |
preceding to preceding category in
Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in MPD- |
2021.

e In case of property No. M-17, Green Park, 1
the Technical Committee vide ltem No.

20/2011 dt. 11.08.2011 gave the benefit of 1

ground coverage of preceding to preceding
category by way of relaxation of set-backs
which was not as per the Master Plan
provisions and as such was not within the
jurisdiction of the Technical Committee.

e Further, it is observed that the Ground |
Coverage of 75% is the maximum limit and |
not the minimum which may vary
according to shape of the plot. .

\
Hence, the decision taken by the Technical

Committee vide Item No. 20/2011 dt.

11.08.2011 in case of property No. M-17,

Green Park is void ab -initio and therefore,

lstands withdrawn. [

Fﬁ‘cj‘é 2 f—’i Lr
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Annexure -A

List of participants of 09t meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on
21.10.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Chief Architect, HUPW /DDA
Chief Legal Advisor, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA
Director (plg.)VC Sectt.
Director (Plg) MP, DDA
Director(Plg.) Zone C&G
Director(Plg.) (LP/NP/Rohini)
Dy. Director (Plg.)Rohini
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OTHER ORGANIZATION

Sh. Rajeev Sood, Chief. Architect, NDMC
Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

Sh. Shamsher Singh, CTP, SDMC/NDMC
Sh. Sudhir Mehta, Ex.En.(Bldg),SDMC
Sh. Devesh Chand, A.E./L &D.O

Sh. S.K.Maggu, A.E.,L&D.O.

Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC
Virendra Kumar AE, CPWD

Sh. Niyam Pal Singh, ACP,(Delhi Traffic Police)
Sh.A.K.Sharma, Director, DFS

Sh. G.C.Mishra, CFO, DFS
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Minutes of 9" Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10.2015
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‘ Subject: Proposed Suorts Complex in Sector-33 {Ph Iv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-I11).

;’,10@8)}3015—)\/}?

+ 1.BACKGROUND

I. A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon’ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this

area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

II. As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-Ill) the site under reference

has been earmarked for Recreational purpose.

11, The plan prepared by Landscape unit was approvedin 231% Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried

out in the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.

V. The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for

various sports, Swimming Pool, Multi Gym etc.

v, As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-

designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

i The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only

Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

iil. As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are

categorized under land use “Public and Semi-public Facilities”,

ifi,  The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a
population of 5 lakhs and above. Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are

reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR 40

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sgm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

. Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-Il vide

letter No. F1(01)09/SA(R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

Il Thesite is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-IIl. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33. This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey, The area available for development of proposed District

Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-I.

lll.  Inview of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and

ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

T
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4, STATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is glven below

| sl.No | Status o
| I | Whethzr the land is government or | Land acquired and possession with DDA for planned |
orivate and who is the fand owning development of Rohinl Ph.-lII, IV'& V,
agency? Land is available and with Engineering Wing DDA. |
Il | On whose request the change of | Arequest from RWA's has been received for development of
land use case or modification to | Sports Complex in this area. At present DDAs Sport Complex
MPD-2021 has been initiated? is located opposite Sector-1X. As per ZD? for Zone-M, Sports
Facility has been proposed in Sector-34 which is located at
distance of about 5-6 lkrn & is vet to be developed. 1
. | Whether a responsible office from | Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
DDA (give details) was deputed for | Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director(Plg.}, Dy.
inspection of site and a copy of | Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without any
_inspecion repart be provided. development, i
V. | What is the public purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectors-20
| proposed  to be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 36, 37, 38 where the |
modification of MPD and/or change | olots have been allotted recently.
‘ of land use? : |
T % What will be impact of proposal on | The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &
the ZDP/MPD and whether the | Ground coverage for Sports facility is comparatively low and
changes ara in consenance with the | will also provide for large open spaces & landscape areas
approved plans and policies? with tree plantation.
| VL | What will be . proposal's | This will be additional facility for the general public & wil |
‘ impact/implications on  general | not have any impact on Law & order. !
| | public e.g. Law & order etc.?
‘ Vil. | Whether any court cases are | The scheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and

ongoing on the land mentioned in
proposal? Full detalls be attached.

Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
Wing in 2014, No courl case/ownership dispute has been
reported.

5. PROPOSAL

The following medifications is proposed in Master Plan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for

Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

Location

Area
(in Ha.)

Landuse
{as per MPD-2021 &
ZDP of Zone-M)

Proposed Landuse Boundaries |

Sector-33 |
' Rohini,
Ph-1V.

Recreational

(PS3) Sparts Facilities/ | Rohini.

Complex/ Stadium/ Sports | East- 30.0 m. wide

Centre green belt,

and 80.0m

| wide road
R/W(UER-INN) |

| South- Under

I Ground
Reservoir
(existing)

West- Sector-33,

Rohini

Public & Semi Public Facilities. | Nerth- Sector-32, ’

<
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chnical Committee, the proposal will be placed

) Based on the consideration & recommendation of Te
ction-11-A of DD Act, 1957, for inviting

b before the Authority for processing under se
objections/suggestion from the public.

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 is placed before the Technical Committee for consideration and ‘

approval please, ii ECIS ID N

Sports | The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) | -Action: _ ‘
After detailed deliberation, the item | Director |
| (Plg)

Rohini

50/2015 | Proposed

Complex in Sector- | Rohini.
33 (Phase- IV & V) | was withdrawn with observation that such

previous Sector-23 | modifications to the Master Plan should cover

(Phase Il all the sport complexes as a common agenda.

| Accordingly, a fresh item may be put up before
Technical Committee in its meeting.
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Sub: Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 1.12 ha. (2.76 acres) from ‘Residential’
to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ for the Ministry of New and Renewable, Government of India in

Planning, Zone-D. |
File No. F.20 (11)2015/MP

1.0 BACKGROUND

the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy (MNRE), addressed to MoUD, GOI for necessary

|
|
1.1 MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 18.05.2015 forwarded a letter dated 12.05.2015 received from |
|

action regarding allotment of land for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' in New ‘

Delhi.

1.2 Further, MNRE vide letter dated 23.06.2015 enclosing therewith Prime Minister Office
reference dated 09.06.2015 requested L&DO, MoUD, GOI that necessary procedure for
change of land use from ‘Bus Terminal’ to ‘Government Office’ may be initiated and the

necessary approval for the change of land use be accorded.
1.3 L &DO, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land measuring 2.76 acres

opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as

is where is’ basis.

2.0 EXAMINATION

2.1 The site under reference falls in Planning, Zone-D and outside the ‘Lutyens; Bungalow Zone
(LBZ)'.

2.2 The plot under reference is located opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi and adjacent to the
proposed office building of National Investigating Agency.

2.3 Asper MPD-2021, the land use of the site under reference is ‘Residential’ & as per approved
Zonal Development Plan of Zone ‘D’ prepared under MPD-2001, the land use of the site
under reference is ‘Transportation (Bus Terminal)’.

2.4 As per L&DO allotment letter dated 12.06.2015, land measuring 2.76 acres opposite CGO
Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as is where is’
basis’ subject to the terms and conditions that the plot of land so allotted to MNRE for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' shall be used only for the purpose for which it is
allotted and not be further transferred by MNRE.
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2.5

3.0

|

|
|

As per tabie 8.2 of MPD-2021, the Development Control Norms for the ‘Governmenté‘ﬁ;e‘

as p2r MDP-2021 area are as under:

| Category ‘ Ground FAR ‘ Height TEaTlar:g_ Actlwtnes-perrrmed B
' | Coverage (m) | Standard [
\ J | | ECS/100 '
: sg.m. of
{ f J ‘ floor '
| : | area
Integrated 30 [ 2004’VNR, subject | 1.8 ﬁovemmenr Offices, Watch And Ward
Office ' to approval | Residence/ Residential Maintenance
Camplex J [of AAl, Fire Staff (Maximum 5% of FAR), Retail
Department I Shop Of Chemist, Book and statiznery,
f J and other ’ Consumer Store, Canteen, Post Office, |
| f 's[atutar-; | J Bank Extension Counter etc. Public

bodies | {5ector Undertaking/ Commercial

Offices (restricted to 10% of tha total |

|
' ‘ ‘ floor area)

JUSTIFICATION & PUBLIC PURPOSE TO BE MET THROUGH THIS PROPOSED CHANGE
OF LAND USE

Justification & Public Purpose to be met

The land has been allotted by Land & Development Office (L & DO) to the Ministry of New
and Renewable Energy for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan'.

As per the report received from MNRE, it is mentioned that MNRE is the nodal Ministry of
Govt. of India for all matters relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
depioyment of New and Renewable sources of Energy to supplement energy requirements
of the country. MINRE is having its main office in Block 14 of CGO Complex. Apart from this,
due to paucity of space in Block 14, some other branches are functioning from Block 3 and
Paryavaran Complex in CGO Complex. The senior officers are sitting in two differently
located buildings sometimes; it becomes difficult to interact with them particularly as and
when any emergency situation arises.

Keeping in view the growing importance of energy sectar and the fact that proper
working conditions are absolutely necessary for human resource to be more productive,
Government is also committed to give thrust to renewable sources of energy in order to
reach 120 crore population in the country. Being the nodal Ministry of the Government of
India for all matters relating to new and renewable energy, the Ministry is promoting
green campuses, green buildings and net zero energy buildings. In order to demanstrate all
this, it is important that the building 1n which MNREs own office is located, nas all the
features of renewable energy which MNRE is promoting. Therefore, MINRE would like to
construct an eco-friendly, energy efficient and net zero building.
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3.2 MOUD, GOI vide letter No. K-13011/3/2012-DD-1B dated 07.04.2015 has issued the
following instructions with respect to the proposal sent by DDA for amendment to MPD-

2021 and change of land use cases for final notification under Section 11A of Delhi

Development Act,1957. The pdra-wise reply is as follows:

S.No.

Reply _1

Information asked by MOUD vide
letter dated 07.04.2015

It is a government land and is with Land & Development Office

private and who is the land owning (L&DO), MoUD, GOI.

i
Whether the land is government or |
agency? ]

On whose request the change of
land use case or modification to
MPD-2021 has been initiated? ‘

to MNRE for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’. On the

L&DO, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land .
basis of this, the proposed change of land use of the site under l

reference has been initiated.

The site under reference was inspected by Addl. Commr. (Plg.) AP,
Director (Plg.) F,H &D-Zone and Asstt. Director (Plg.) Zone =D on
14,10.2015. The report is as under:

At present, the site is accessible from Jawharlal Nehru

Marg having 45 m R/W. The entry to the site is through
a 12.0 m wide road.
There is a temporary structure of ‘Golden Jubilee Hall’

Whether a responsible officer frc;n_j
!

r |
| |
| |
e |
‘ of CRPE on one side of the site and on the other side; 1
|

| |
g ;
! |

DDA (give details) was deputed for ‘
inspection of site and a copy of
inspection report be provided.

there are tin sheds and barracks existing on the site
and also, a fountain exists at the site.
Some part of the site is maintained as green area.

What is the public purpose proposed \ MNRE is the nodal Ministry of Government of India for all matters i

to be served by modification of MPD l relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
and/ or change of land use? l deployment of New and Renewable sources of energy to supplement
energy requirements of the country and therefore, it is for larger

benefit of the people at large.

what will be impact of propesal en ‘! As such, no impact of proposal on the ZDP/ MPD.

| changes are in consonance with the

the ZDP/ MPD and whether theI

approved plans/ policies? |

What will be proposal's impact/ | No adverse impact on law and order are anticipated.

implications on general public eg. ‘

Law & order etc.?

Whether any court cases are It relates to the land owning agency i.e. L&DO.

ongoing on the land mentioned in ‘
the proposal? Full details be |

| attached. i B

|
|
\
\
|
1
\
|
|
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4.0 Proposal @
Change of land use:
In view of L & DO letter dated 12.06.2015, the land use in respect of an crea measuring
2.76 acres opposite to CGO Complex, opening on Road to JLN Stadium, New Delhi, falling in
Planning, Zone-D, may be changed from ‘Residential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ for the
construction of Akshay Urja Bhawan under Section 11A of DD Act, 1957. The boundary
description of the same is as follows (Refer location map and detail Survey plan at Annexure
IAI):
’ Location ’ Area f Land use as_EF o __Lzzﬁus_e T Boungrie_s - i
| | WMPD2021/20P | Changedto | !
1 [ 2 3 e 5 1
J Prcposed  Akshay | 112ha. | As per MPD-2021 | ‘Government North: Dayal Sinzh '-l_”r:r_f
; | ) ] NIL: ’ a4 s 1 |
Urja Bhawan for the | (2.76 ’ - ‘Residential | (Govt. Office) ‘ South: 13.5 m wide Road and
' Ministry of New and | acres) Pragati \ihar Hostel
Renewable Energy, ‘ L East: Proposed/under
. As per approved | ‘Government ) o
opposite CGo Zonal | (Govt. Office) | construction NIA Building
‘ ROUEykES. SR Development ‘ West: Lochi Read Comalex and f
on Road to LN Plan f Zone-D I Park
‘Stadium, New Delh, r r°d fjn 0 ! '
falling in Planning, RIEPerS el
‘ e MPD-2001-
Zone-D ) _
Transpartation | .
‘__ o ‘ | (Busterminal) | | - __|
5.0 Recommendation
Proposal as given in para 4.0 above may be considered by the Technical
Committee so that the proposed change of land may be processad further under
Section 11A of DD Act, 1957,
(K\Jéczs ........... N
49/2015 . Proposed change of | The proposal was presented by Asstt. Director -  Action:
Landuse 1 are 3 5 5 . , , .
| Lz “.-L S_L._F\f a.n. area | (P!g) Zane ‘D. After detailed deliberation, the | Director
y ijl&;daurlng 1.12 Ha. | proposal as contained in the agenda was | [Plg.)
| Ez./ﬁ acres) from ' recommended by the Technicai Committee for Zone-D
| Restdential to | turther processing under Secticn 11-A of TD

L . |
Government (Govt. | Act 1657
Offica) opposita

CGO Complex, New

il T

Dethi  for  the | -1l DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY >
| construction of i STER PLAN SECT|ON !
| ‘Akshay Urja 3 V E =1 1 =D

Bhawan’ in Zane D ;s P’C't;‘:“-l was Considered in

"’F"“‘-dILOﬂ’I]*"':‘
S 3 nald oL 2l o e

Yi i HLC'!I I\IOL":‘{J‘Q‘_S

M 26.10.) 015

) Aestt "f'--[.tor ,ﬁ-\‘f‘ﬁ‘;“"—":

' Magher PlaL, _— Ioster
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi.

File No. F.20(08)2015/MP

1.0 Background

1.1Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, Delhi Pollution Control committee
(DPCC), GNCTD vide letter No. F12(367)/Env/IMoEF CSS5/10/881
dt.25.02.2013addressed to VC,DDA, has requested “to identified the
appropriate sites for development of TSDF (Treatment, Storageé& Disposal
Facility) for disposal of hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the
provision for such sites in the MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous
waste disposal for Delhi is solved effectively in the public interest at large.”

1.2 Subsequently, Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, DPCC vide letter
dated 04.07.2014 has again requested “to identify and allot about 50 acres
of land at appropriate sites for development of TSDF for disposal of
hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the provision for such sites in the
MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous waste disposal for Delhi is
solved effectively in the larger public interest.”

1.3 In compliance to the directions of Hon'ble NGT passed vide order dt.
01.10.2014 in Original Application No. 305 of 2013 entitled, "Balam Singh
Rawat vs. GNCTD & Ors." a meeting was convened by Secretary
(Environment), GNCTD on 03.11.2014 with the Department of Enviroriment
of various neighbouring states i.e. Haryana, Uttar Pradesh & Rajasthan to
discuss the issue regarding the sharing of existing TSDF sites in their states
with Delhi. In the meeting it was cbserved that:

“Since it is important land related matter , the meeting must be chaired by a
High Level Officer from Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of
India. Secretary (Environment). Govt. of NCT of Delhi further added that
Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India, should direct DDA
(the land owning agency in case of Delhi) to earmark and allocate suitable
land for setting up of TSDF for Hazardous Waste of Delhi. Joint Advisor
(PHE), Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India present in the

meeting agreed to it.

1.4 In response to D.O. letter dt. 12.12.2013 of Secretary (Environment) cum-
Chairman, DPCC addressed to VC.DDA. the Planning Deptt., DDA vide
letter No. F.3(03)2015-MP/134 dt. 10.03.2015 informed Secretary
(Environment) , GNCTD that the activities like hazardous waste processing
is listed at Sl. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed
with Chapter 7 i.e. Industry of MPD-2021. However, based on the notes
quoted under the above list, Secretary GNCTD was requested to provide
necessary comments / precise formulation in consultation with CPCB /
DPCC fer suitable incorporation in MPD-2021.
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1.5A meeting was held under the Chairmanship of Chief Secretary, Delhi on L
12/3/2015 in compliance of the directions NGT order dated 26/02/2015 in
Original Application No. 305 of 2013 titled , “Balam Singh Rawat vs. GNCTD
& Ors.” . wherein following was decided with reference to the action on part
of DDA:

‘as the Master Plan of DDA does not have provisions for TSDF. it was
decided that DDA should make provisions in the Master Plan.”

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi prescribed
in the Chapter 7: Industry, Annexure 7.0 (iii) Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries , Chapter 9: Environment and Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructurs in
Para 14.6 Solid Waste under footnote of Table 14.6 of MPD-2021 which are as
follows:

2.1 Chapter 7.0: Industry
In the list of Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed in Chapter 7 of
MPD-2021:
“Industries manufacturing the following shall be prohibited within National
Capital Territory of Delhi. However, Environment Depariment, GNCTD in
consultation  with Industries Department , GNCTD shall take the final
decisions to ascertain a particular activity / industry / factory to fall under the
Seid list as per the parameters / norms set by the CPC8 and adopted by the
DPCC."
Sl No. 48 of the Prohibited / Negative list
‘Hazardous wasle processing viz. hospital / tertiary health care centre
medical / industrial waste'

Further, it is quoted in the note under the list of Prohibited / Negative list of

Indusiries:
i. A public utility service invelving any of the aclivities referred to above shall

be permitted subject to environmental laws.
Ii. Further additions / alterations to the list of Prohibited Industries could be

made if considered appropriate and in public interest by the Ceniral

Government to do so.
iii. However, continuity of any type of furnace shall be within set paramsters

orf CPCB & DPCC."
2.2 Chapter 9: Environment

"A clear approach towards management of 4 types of wastes generated in
Delhi, namely Solid Waste, Hazardous Waste Bio-Medical Waste and
Electronic Waste, should be adopted. The approach should take into
account the need for adopting the Clean Development Mechanism (COM)
and the awareness of the carbon credits that can be earned and encashed
through a planned and organized mechanism, to be developed for this

purpose,”




3.0

- & -

2.3 Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure :

“The other type of special
waste from industries; constructi
centre etc. Disposal of bio-medica
rules and hazardous
hazardous waste handling rule
construction debris and fly ash have (0 be linke

ised waste includes biomedical waste, hazardous
on debris and fly ash; meat processing
| waste is to be as per bio-medical waste
waste requires special handling according o

s. Proper dumping, recycling and reuse of
d. Meat processing centre

waste is to be recycled for chicken feed etc.

Further, seme

fossilisation, composting etc. Waste
be constituted and made effective.
Medical Wastes (Handling & Management) Rule

more viable alternatives 10 landfills are vermiculture,

Minimisation Circles (WMCs) should

Implementation and monitoring & Bio-
s, 1998, for hospitals,
homes, and clinics should be taken up.

tertiary health care centres, nursing

The sites, which are filled up or a
The filled up sites may be reused for pl
proposed sites for sanitary landfill and compost plants a

the MCD."

Proposal:

in view of the decision taken in a meeting
Secretary, GNCTD referred in para
2021 is proposed to be processed u
the public notice inviting objections / suggestion

re in operation, are given in Table 14.7.
antation or as recreational ared, The
re to be finalised by

held under chairmanship of Chief
1.5 above, the following modification in MPD-
nder Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for issuing

s from public:

MPD 2021 '
Chapter 7.0-Industry

Annexure lll: Prohibit

ed / Negative List of Industries

Existing Provisions

Proposed Modifications

46 Hazardous waste processing viz.
hospital/  tertiary health
centre/medicallindustrial waste

46.Hazardous waste processing Viz.
care | hospital/ tertiary health care:
centre/medical/industrial waste.
(However, modern hazardous waste
processing plant  with latest
technology shall be permitted
subject to all clearances including
environmental clearances from
concerned agencies. These will be
dependent strictly on the need of
the NCT of Delhi.) ’

—

4.0 The proposal

| 48/2015
i

Act.1957.

{ Proposed

" modifications in

| MPD-2021 w.r.t.
provisions for

| Treatiment Storage
}& Disposal Facility
‘ (TSDF) for
| Hazardous waste of

\
| Delhi.

as contained in para 3.0 above
Technical Committee for futher procg_ssing the
RSN/

The proposal was presented by Dy. Director -  Action:

is put up for consideration of the
spme under Section 11A of DD

N ~

(Plg) MP&DC. After detated deliberation, the | Director

proposal as contained in the agenda was | (Plg)
recommendead by the Technical Committee for | MP&DC
further processing under_Section_11-A of DD |

Act 1957, o
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Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt Parking in
the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

File No. F.20(20)2014/MP

1.0 Background

a) MCD with prior approval of Hon'ble LG of Delhi, vide Circular No.

c)

CCIB/2011/D-79 dated 27.4.11 decided to make the provisions of stilt
parking mandatory for the Residential Plot measuring 100sgm. and above.
The matter was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi as a part of
court matter titled P. K. Chatteriee V/s Union of India and Ors. W.P.{C)
4598/2010 and CM No0s.2391/2013, 10246/2013, 12768/2013 and
1399.2014. Based on the various meetings,on the subject, Ministry of Urban
Development, MCD and DDA submitted their affidavits in the Hon'ble High
Court of Delhi. The formulation for provision of stilt parking in residential
plots, as contained in the affidavits of MoUD and DDA, was as under:

« Stilt floor for parking need not be provided in plot sizes upto 100 sg.m.

« For plot sizes from 100 sg.m. upto 500 sg.m. stilt floor shall be

mandatory to be used for parking of vehicles for more than 2 dwelling
units.

« For plot sizes of 500 sg.m. and upto 1000 sg m., stilt floor shall be

mandatory where the number of dwelling units is more than 4.

« [n respect of plotted development up to 100 sq.m., the local body
concerned may identify suitable site /sites for construction of multi
storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

Parking lots may be developed under recreational areas subject to
requisite clearance from the Department of Environment, GNCTD and
using appropriate design and technology options to ensure that
rainwater is harvested optimally and used for re-charging ground

water aquifers.

The matter was disposed off by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi vide the
following orders dt. 29.05.2014:
“"We have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length. The question
is with regard to the Circular dated 27. 04.2011 which was issued by the
Chief Engineer (Building), MCD. Earlier we had passed an order on
26.02.2013 whereby we he directed that the said Circular should not




be either withdrawn or modified without the permission of this court.
Now the Union of India has mooted a proposal which would necessarily
mean modification of the said Circular dated 27.04.2011. The learned
counsel for the DDA as well as the learned counsel for the South Delh
Municipal Corporation as well as the New Deihi Municipal Council have
also been heard. They have staled that any modification that would be
made to the Circular of 27.04.2011 would have to be done after following
the due process of law. Ultimately, an order will have fo be passed by the
competent authority / authorities. We are not giving our views either way on
the proposal. [t is for the appropriate authorities and ultimately for ths
competent authorities to consider the same and to pass appropriate order
in accordance with law. All that we are permitting is that the proposal for
modification be carried through the process of consideration and ultimare
decision oh the same. The impediment which we had raised by virtue af
our order dated 26.02.2013 on considering any modification, is now erased
in the above terms.

Till a final decision is taken by the competent authority, the Circular
dated 27.04.2011 shall continue fo operate. If the petitioners are aggrieved
by the ultimate decision that would be taken by the competent authority
they would be at liberty to file a fresh petition. The learned counsel
appearing on the side of the respondents have also stated that the process
of modification would be taken up expeditiously.

d) As a follow-up action on the Court order, a meeting was convened by the
\/C DDA with the officers of Municipal Corporation of Delhi & DDA wherein
a considered view emerged that in view of the provisions for
handicaps and single family residing on a single plot, DDA may take
up the following proposal for modifications in MPD-2021 as per DD
Act,1957 w.r.t. Stilt and parking provisions in para 4.4.3A. Residential
Plot-Plotted Housing as under:

vii. Stilts:
i) Stilt parking should not be mandatory on plots upto 200sg.mt.
ii) In plots sizes above 200sqm., if construction of buildings is of
single storey, stilt parking should not be mandatory.
iii) For all plots, other than as provided in i. & ii. Above, provisions
of stilt parking may be mandatory.
viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential
plot as follows:
a. 2 equivalent car space (ECS) in plot of size 250-300 sg.m.
1 ECS for every 100sq.m. built-up area, in plots axceeding 300 sg.m
provided that, if the permissible coverage and FAR is not acnieved
with the above —mentioned parking norms in a plot, the parking
norms of the preceding category shall be allowec.
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In addition to above existing paras a. & b. the following para ¢ to be
& added:
i c. In respect of plotted development up to 100sg.m. , the local body
concerned may identify suitable site / sites for construction of
multi storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

(e) During the course of meeting, South Delhi Municipal Corporation (SDMC)
also has submitted a brief proposal as under:
“a fresh proposal linking number of floors co-relating the same within the
adequacy of parking provision as per Master Plan -2021 be mooted,
which implies that if the proposal is for construction of ground floor and
first floor (with or without basement), stilt provision should not be insisted
upon, as parking / ECS requirement will be lesser, as compared to the
proposals from ground floor to third floor requiring fulfillment of parking /
ECS requirement”.

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for Stilt Parking, for
different plot sizes, are governed by the development control norms prescribed in
the Chapter 4: Shelter under clause 4.4.3 i.e. Control for Building / Buildings
within Residential Premises of MPD-2021 which are as follows;

A. Residential Plot - Plotted Housing

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with stilt area of non-habitable height
(less than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt area shall not be
included in FAR but would be counted towards the height of the
building.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential plot as

follows:

a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots of size 250-300 sg.m.

b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up area, in plots exceeding
300 sg.m., provided that, if the permissible coverage and
FAR is not achieved with the above-mentioned parking
norms in a plot, the parking norms of the preceding category
shall be allowed.

3.0 Decision of Technical Committee
The matter was discussed in the Technical Committee in its meeting held on
22.01.2015 vide Item No. 04/2015. The decision of the Technical Committee are as
under:
“It was suggested that Toilets may be permitted in the stilt as it is being
permitted in many other cities, Addl. Commissioner (TB & C), DDA informed
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considered in Building Bye-

the provision of Tailet on {he stilt floor is being ¢

laws under revision. .

After dstailed deliberation Technical Committee recommended the
proposal as given in Para 3 of the Agenda for further processing O the
Authority for modification to the MPD-2021 under section 11A of DD

Act, 1957

4.0 Follow-up action:

Based on the recommendations of Technical Committee, the draft agenda

for the Authority meeting was put up for approval of Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi
and in note on file Hon'ble Lt. Governer, Delhi observed the following:

“4. Wren AC(TB&C), DDA informed that the provision of toilet on the stilt floor
is being considered in the building bye-laws under revision , then how cou'd
the Technical Committee recommended the proposal for furtner processing

to the Authority.
2 Before this matter is put up to the Authority for decision, a meeting should
be convened at Raj Niwas to be attended by the officials of MCD, DDA and

Director, Fire Service.”

pservations of Hon'ble Lt Governor, the matter

\With respect to above 0
f DDA and it was opined 10

was further discussed among the Senior officers 0
modify the proposed modifiEat}ons as under

| Chapter 4.0: Shelter

i—Para4.4.3 Control for Building / Buildingg_within Residential Premises
" A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing - IR D
}' " Proposal approved in | \
| s . .
Existing | Technical Committee ‘ L
' 4 ' Proposed Modifications
| Provisions | meeting on 22.01.2015 P
| vide Item No. 04/2015. | .
I | ots. ¢ R
[vii. Stilts: If the | vii. Stilts: ; vii, Stits: If the building s :
! building IS 1‘ i) Stilt parking should | constructed with stilt area of non- |
Iconstmcted with stilt | not be mandatory habitable height (less than 2.4m), |
| araa of non-l\ on plots upto used for parking such stilt area |
; : w | shall not be included in FAR but |
| habitable height | 200sqg.mt. would be counted towards the
| (less than 2.4‘m). ii) In plots sizes abovil height of the buiding. In the area |
‘use'd fu parking, ZOOSqm.,' M| under stilt which can not be
| such Stllt. area sha_lrl copst_ructnon‘ of i utilized for parking , provision of |
| not be included in buildings is  of | toilet is permissible.
|

!counted towards the parking should not | in the plot size above 200sgm.
| height ~ of  the be mandatory. However in such plots if |
| building. iii) For all plots, other | construction of building is single
' . SN _4_'§EY_*_EE]E£E@9 shall not be |

¢
i PO f r A

]
|
|
; FAR but would be : single storey, stilt | stilt parking shall be mandatory
|
|
[
|
|




building.

i) For all plots, other

than as provided in
i. & ii. above,
provisions of stilt
parking may be
mandatory.

story , stilt parking shall not be |
mandatory.

viii. Parking: Parking
space  shall be
provided for within
the residential plot
as follows:

a) 2 Equivalent Car
Space (ECS) in plots
of size 250-300
sg.m.

b) 1 ECS for every
100 sg.m. built up
area, in plots
exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that,
if the permissible
coverage and FAR
is not achieved with
the above
mentioned  parking
norms in a plot, the
parking norms of the
preceding category
shall be allowed.

viii. Parking: Parking space

shall be provided for within

the residential plot as
follows: |

a. 2 Equivalent Car Space‘
(ECS) in  plots of size |
250-300 sg.m.

b. 1 ECS for every 100
sg.m. built-up area, In
plots exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that, if
the permissible coverage
and FAR is not achieved |

with the above- |
mentioned parking
norms in a plot, the

parking norms of the‘
preceding category shall
be allowed.

In respect of plotted
development up to 100
sq.m., the local body
concerned may
identify suitable site /
sites for construction
of multi storied car
parks catering to the
requirement of parking.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall
be provided for within the
residential plot as follows:

a. 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in

plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

b. 1 ECS for every 100 sgq.m. built-
up area, in plots exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that, if the
permissible coverage and FAR
is not achieved with the above-
mentioned parking norms in a
plot, the parking norms of the
preceding category shall be
allowed.

In respect of plotted
development up to 200 sq.m.,
the local body concerned
may identify suitable site /
sites for construction of multi
storied car parks catering to
the requirement of parking.
Actual cost of such parking
shall be payable by the
owners of the plots.

c.

5.0 Proposal:

Based on the examination and observation of Hon'ble L.G.,Delhi, the

following modific

11A of DD Act, 1957.

ation are proposed to be made in MPD-2021 under Section-
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Chapter 4.0: Shelter

| . B : ,
Parad.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises ¢
A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing

J Existing Provisions Proposed wiodifications I
| vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed | vii. Stilts. If the building is consiructed with
' with stilt area of non-habitable height stilt area of non-habitabie height (less
| (less than 2.4m). used for parking, such than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt
stilt area shall not be included in FAR |  @&a shall not be included in FAR but |

would be counted towards the height of

the building. In the area under stilt

which can not be utilized for parking ,

provision of toilet is permissible.

Stilt parking shall be mandatory in

’ the plot size above 200sqm. However

in such plots if construction of

building is single story , stilt parking J
shall not be mandatory.

out would be counted towards the height |
of the building.

‘ \

t - L

\viii. Parking: Parking space snall be | vii Parking: Parking space shall be

provided for within the residential plot as | provided for within the residential plot as

fo“ows |fO“O7vVS:

a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in & 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS)in plots |
: of size 250-300 sgq.m |

plots of size 250-300 sg.m. I T - 10'0 ' -~

’b} 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up | -, — > 'O €very 100 sq.m. built-up area |

: lot cedi 300 s in plots exceeding 300 sq.m., provided
area’, " plois ex,?ce ng bq.‘m.' that. if the permissible coverage anc |
provided that, Iif the permissible

_ FAR s nat achieved with the above-
coverage and FAR is not achieved with mentioned parking norms in & plot, the

| the above — mentioned parking norms in ‘ parking norms of the preceding category J
F plot, the parking norms of the shall be allowed
'preceding category shall be allowed. c. In respect of plotted development up
e e e b e e o s s | to 200 sqm., the local body |
VE v AJTHORITY % concerned may identify suitable site
f. ASTE . SECTION : I sites for construction of multi
AT = B R ~ storied car parks catering to the
! e Probioss < Cansidarsd in E | requirement of parking. Actual cost
T 5.8 ©oaical Committee of such parking shall be payable by .
Jeeting i o TR LTS o . ‘ the owners of the plots.
Vide lter.  47/201G ... e L . B S

lmo.)ﬁls : - . ‘
Asgp. TYVEPT 6.0 Th YOSabTas contained in para 5.0 above is put up for consideraticn of the
) e Ted0BEA B¥Amittee for r’uﬂher processing the same under Section 11A of DD

Act 1957, (D C A
&

47/2015_ -Proposecl The proposal was presented by Dy. Director -  Action:
modifications in | (Plg] MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, ' Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | Technical Committee observed that the | (Plg)
provisions for Stilt | provisions of parking are area specific and ' MP&DC
Parking in  the | need to be addressed by the respective
Residential Plot — | municipal corporations of Delhi for the areas
Plotted Housing under their jurisdiction within the framework

of Master Plan provisions for parking. As such |

| no master Plan modification is warranted as

i
L]
[ ]
L]
L]
L]
L
Ll
1

S #

| proposed in the agenda item.



DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(10) 2015/MP/ 237 Date: 23.10.2015
Subject: Minutes of the 9% Technical Committee held on 21.10.2015

The 9% meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C,, DDA
on 21.10.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A'. Please find
enclosed herewith a copy of the minutes for further necessary action.

Encl.: As above /‘)

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (Plg.) MP&DC
To: C
1. Vice Chairman, DDA g
2. Engineer Member, DDA

M e\~

Commlssmnel [Plg) DDA

.ommissioner (L
. Chief Planner, 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 e
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, -

19.  Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

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

22.  Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Minutes of 9 % Technical Committee meeting dated 221.10.2015

u('j;l "-L}



" Agenda |
| Item l
l No.
i 46/7015 ‘

| 47/2015

—_———— e S ——

Issue ‘| Discussion/ Recommendations }
| |
| |
| |

_________ ____Ai'i,ﬁf . . =

Confirmation of : Chief Fire Officer observed w.r t. the item Nao. |

minutes of the 8th ; 45/2015 that the provision to exempt all the |

Technical | | staircases from FAR should be for all the use |

Committee meeting \ premises and enabling provision for the same

L
| held on 31.08.2015 \may be made in the relevant chapters of |
|

| Master Plan. Rest of the items were confirmed,
|

| |
|

I‘mpmod | The proposal was presnnted IJv Dy Director |
. modifications in 1 (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, |
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | Technical Committee observed that the

48/2015

49/2015 |

- . . | . v . .
' Residential Plot — | municipal corpaorations of Delhi for the areas

—

provisions for Stilt | provisions of parking are area specific and
Parking in the | need to be addressed by the respective

. I & . . 4 " r 5 '

Plotted Housing i under their jurisdiction within the framework
| of Master Plan provisions for parking. As such

ino master Plan modification is warranted as |

| proposed in the agenda item.

|

Pmpocod 1 The pmposal was presented by Dy. DRirector |
maodifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, the |

PD-2021 w.rt. | proposal as contained in the agenda was |
provisions for ; recommended by the Technical Committee for |

Treatment Storage | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
& Disposal Facility i Act 1957.

(TSDF) for |
Hazardous waste of | ‘
Delhi ' |

P'cpo"nd change of | The proposal was presented b\; Asstt. Director |
Landuse of an area | (Plg) Zone 'D. After detailed deliberation, the
measuring 1.12 Ha. | proposal as contained in the agenda was
(2.76 acres) from i recommended by the Technical Committee for
‘Residential’ to | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
‘Government (Govt. | Act 1957.

Office) opposite
CG0 Complex, New

Delhi for the
construction of !
‘Alshay Urja

| Bhawan'in Zone D.

- Arhon
Director

| (Plg)
' MP&DC

Director I

(Plg)

MP&DC

- Action:
Director
(Plg.)
Zone-D

Remarks .

{



50/2015 | Proposed Sports | The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) | -Action: .

!

Complex in Sector- | Rohini. After detailed deliberation, the item | Director )
33 (Phase- IV & V) | was withdrawn with observation that such | (Plg) \
previous Sector-23 | modifications to the Master Plan should cover .
(Phase Il) ‘ all the sport complexes as a common agenda. '
Accordingly, a fresh item may be put up before ‘
|

|

Technical Committee in its meeting.

51/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy.Director | Action-
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. During the meeting, the | Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. the ‘ following issues were deliberated: (Plg)
relaxation of |« As per MPD-2021, under Para 4.4.3 A.| MP&DC
setbacks from related to the development contral norms
nreceding category of Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in its
in Residential Plot — | sub-para pt.(x) (a) wherein minimum

Plotted Housing. ‘ setbacks are prescribed, provides that “In
i case the permissible coverage is not
! achieved with the prescribed setbacks in a

plot, the setbacks of the preceding

i

|

|

|

|

category may be allowed”. There is no ‘

provision for permitting setbacks of |

preceding to preceding category in |

Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in MPD- \
2021

| e In case of property No. M-17, Green Park, |

the Technical Committee vide Item No. |

20/2011 dt. 11.08.2011 gave the benefit of |

ground coverage of preceding to preceding ‘

category by way of relaxation of set-backs f

which was not as per the Master Plan i

|

|

|

l

|

l

J

provisions and as such was not within the
jurisdiction of the Technical Committee.

. e Further, it is observed that the Ground
Coverage of 75% is the maximum limit and
not the minimum which may vary
according to shape of the plot.,

i Hence, the decision taken by the Technical
Committee vide Item No. 20/2011 dt.
11.08.2011 in case of property No. M-17,
Green Park is void ab -initio and therefore,
stands withdrawn.

| . g




Annexure -A .

List of participants of 09" _meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on

21.10.2015

NDELHI-PEVEL ()T’IWI’N'[—AI_LT[IORH by l 2 \(
Vice hw

Fnginger Member, F

Commissioner (Plg), DDA S 2 G\

4., Z,"Ili'__'.rz\rgl'(iL‘cct, HUPW/DDA %1 ol 17
ehicl Legal Advisor, DD g\\ \.S

J.ISSJ.L‘L[JCI_ lnmhmpo A\

olg. Sec 5C \\ \(

8. Director (Plg) MP, DDA " (&2 _—— l ) [

9. Director(Plg) Zone C&G flapwia- 5| ;-
“%\\‘1'5

6. Addl. Car

ifoctor (

—

10.  Director(Plg,] (I P/NPfRulnnr]

lw’ﬁnr-clm (Plg.)Rohijed \\{—

" Fe\le
~OTHER nn(.a\\n/mﬁﬁ( N
L Sl Rajeev Sood, Chief. Architect, NDMC

2L Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPwWh—"
3" sh. Shamsher Singh, CTP, SDMC/NDMC
I/ Sh. Sudhir Mehta, Ex.En. P!dr)‘SDM(‘ﬁ_.’;
5.~ $h. Devesh Chand, A.E./L & D, O”/ '
V_\w S.KMaggu, A.E,L&D.O. __—

A" Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMG

£ Virendra Kumar AE, C'WD e :
94~" Sh. Nivam Pal Singh, ACP,(Delhi Traffic Police) g
10~ ShAKSharma, Director, Di%——’———’/—’/

L L~ Sh. G.C.Mishra, CFO, DI'S

Mintites e O Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10 201




DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(10)2015/MP/ Date: 21.10.2015
Subject: Minutes of the 9th Technical Committee held on 21.10.2015

The 9t meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA
on 21.10.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’. Please find
enclosed herewith a copy of the minutes for further necessary action.

Encl.: As above

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

To:

L Vice Chairman, DDA

2. Engineer Member, DDA

3. Finance Member, DDA

4. Commissioner (Plg), DDA

5. Commissioner (LD), DDA

6. Commissioner (LM), DDA

7. Chief Planner, 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)

22.  Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Minutes of 9" Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10.2015




Annexure -A

List of participants of 09t" meeting for the vear 2015 of Technical Committee on
21.10.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

0 N b N

=
=

Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Chief Architect, HUPW /DDA
Chief Legal Advisor, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA
Director (plg.)VC Sectt.
Director (Plg) MP, DDA
Director(Plg.) Zone C&G
Director(Plg.) (LP/NP/Rohini)
Dy. Director (Plg.)Rohini

OTHER ORGANIZATION

ol b U ol L

(R "
=

Sh. Rajeev Sood, Chief. Architect, NDMC
Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

Sh. Shamsher Singh, CTP, SDMC/NDMC
Sh. Sudhir Mehta, Ex.En.(Bldg),SDMC
Sh. Devesh Chand, A.E./L & D.O

Sh. S.K.Maggu, A.E. L&D.O.

Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC
Virendra Kumar AE, CPWD

Sh. Niyam Pal Singh, ACP,(Delhi Traffic Police)
Sh.A.K.Sharma, Director, DFS

Sh. G.C.Mishra, CFOQ, DFS

Minutes of 9" Technical Committee meeting dated 21.10.2015




%

Agenda | Issue Discussion/ Recommendations Remarks |
item :
No. !

46/2015 | Confirmation of | Chief Fire Officer observed w.r.t. the Item No. l
minutes of the 8th | 45/2015 that the provision to exempt all the \
Technical staircases from FAR should be for all the use 1
Committee meeting | premises and enabling provision for the same l
held on 31.08.2015 | may be made in the relevant chapters of |

Master Plan. Rest of the items were confirmed.
— |

47/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy. Director | -  Action:
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, | Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | Technical Committee observed that the | (Plg)
provisions for Stilt | provisions of parking are area specific and | MP&DC
Parking in the | need to be addressed by the respective
Residential Plot — | municipal corporations of Delhi for the areas
Plotted Housing under their jurisdiction within the framework

of Master Plan provisions for parking. As such
no master Plan modification is warranted as 1
- proposed in the agenda item.

48/2015 | Proposed The proposal was presented by Dy. Director | -  Action:
modifications in | (Plg) MP&DC. After detailed deliberation, the | Director
MPD-2021 w.r.t. | proposal as contained in the agenda was | (Plg)
provisions for | recommended by the Technical Committee for | MP&DC
Treatment Storage | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
& Disposal Facility | Act 1957.

(TSDF) for
Hazardous waste of
Delhi. -

49/2015 | Proposed change of | The proposal was presented by Asstt. Director | -  Action:
Landuse of an area | (Plg) Zone ‘D. After detailed deliberation, the | Director
measuring 1.12 Ha. | proposal as contained in the agenda was | (Plg.)

(2.76 acres) from | recommended by the Technical Committee for | Zone-D
| ‘Residential’ to | further processing under Section 11-A of DD
‘Government (Govt. | Act 1957.

Office)'opposite

CGO Complex, New

Delhi for the

construction of

‘Akshay Urja

Bhawan’ in Zone D. - o




' 50/2015 | Proposed

| Complex in Sector-

Sports | The proposal was presented by Director (Plg)
| Rohini. After detailed deliberation, the item

| -Action:
| Director

| 33 (Phase- IV & V) | was withdrawn with observation that such ; (Plg) |
modifications to the Master Plan should cover | Rohini |
all the sport complexes as a common agenda. :
Accordingly, a fresh item may be put up before |
Technical Committee in its meeting.

Iprevious Sector-23
‘ (Phase IlI)

|

|

|

|
|
|
|
r
|
| 51/2015
|

|

r

Proposed

madifications in
MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of
setbacks from

preceding category

Plotted Housing.

in Residential Plot — |

i
\
|
[
J
\
J
i
\
J
J
!
J
\
J
\
\
\
[
J
\
\
\
\
\

The proposal ‘was presented by Dy.DirTeao_rmt—ion-

(Plg) MP&DC. During the meeting, the
following issues were deliberated:

As per MPD-2021,under Para 4.4.3 A.
related to the development control norms
of Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in its
sub para, pt.(x) (a) wherein minimum
setbacks are prescribed, provides that “In
case the permissible coverage is not
achieved with the prescribed setbacks in a
plot, the setbacks of the preceding
category may be allowed”. There is no
provision for permitting setbacks of
preceding to preceding category in
Residential Plot-Plotted Housing in MPD-
2021.

In case of property No. M-17, Green Park,
the Technical Committee vide Item No.
20/2011 dt. 11.08.2011 gave the benefit of
ground coverage of preceding to preceding
category by way of relaxation of set-backs
which was not as per the Master Plan
provisions and as such was not within the
jurisdiction of the Technical Committee.
Further, it is observed that the Ground
Coverage of 75% is the maximum limit and
not the minimum which may vary
according to the shape of the plot.

Hence, the decision taken by the
Technical Committee vide Item No.
20/2011 dt. 11.08.2011 in case of property
No. M-17, Green Park is void ab -initio and
therefore, stands withdrawn.

| Director

' (Plg)
| MP&DC |

|
\
|
|
|
|
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10’)/2015/[\11’/2% Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which

was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice

Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,

New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at

03.30 PM.
It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. )
'l /
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:
1. Vice Chairman, DDA
5

wh b L

go i

9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14,
] 55
16,
17
18.
19.
20.
2.

o

Engineer Member, DDA

Finance Member, DDA

Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA

Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA

Chief Architect, NDMC

Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA
Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA
Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA

Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

. Secretary, DUAC

Chief Town Planner, SDMC/ NDMC/ EDMC
Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Dethi

Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)

. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Special Invitees For item No.

i
2

C.L.A, DDA 5172015
S E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 PM in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1* Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA, New
Delhi 110023.

L

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. @)

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
Commissioner (LLD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA
. Chief Architect, NDMC
10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
11. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, 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 (Traftic) Delhi
21. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

OO-—.!G\LhJ:-':.th-J:-—

O

Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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INDEX

9th Technical Committee Meeting to be held on 20.10.2015

| No. | ITEM NO. AASAU)B_]EEST—__ - B 7‘ NO.. :

T Confirmation of the 8% Technical Committee meetmg held on | :

1. i 46/2015 | 31.08.2015 IR

; | F1(08)/2015/MP - R

| | Proposed muodifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt | }

| 2 | 47/2015 Parking in the Residential Plot - Plotted Housing | 5-10 |

i F20(20)2014/MP | |

| | !

luu' ______ T’roposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.rt. provisions for 2 i

‘ ! | Treatment Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous | :

| 3. | 48/2015 :waste of Delhi. }11'1% 1‘
| F.20(08)2015/MP |

\
—— 4

. Ploposed Chdn"t of Landuse of an area measur ing 1.12 Ha. (2.76 | :

: acres) from ‘Residential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’opposite | '

4. 49/2015 1‘ CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja | 14-19 |
‘ |

|

| Bhawan'in Zone D *
| [|F20(11) 2015/ MP _
. | Proposed Sports Comple\ in Sector-33 (Phase- IV & V) previous
l Sector-23 (Phase IlI)
50/2015 | F Dir/ Plg./R/4033/2005

i
| |
o 1

5

| F3(19) 2014/ MP

|
|
|

| |

20-22
| N N
: | \
Laid on Table I |
S — I ——
i Pmposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t the relaxation of |
; | setbacks from preceding category in Residential Plot - Plotted l ‘
6. | 51/2015 |Hou.~,m0 | 23-32 | \
|
|
|
|
|
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,
6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

|.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(08) 2015/Mp/ 27 Date: 01.09.2015

Subject: Minutes of the 8" Technical Committee held on 31.08.2015

The 8" meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA on

31.08.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’
At the outset, members welcomed the Vice Chairman, DDA for chairing the first meeting of

the Technical Committee after assuming charge.

[tem No. 40/2015
Confirmation of Minutes:

Since no observations/ comments were received, the minutes of the 7*" Technical Committee
meeting held on 24.07.2015 were confirmed as circulated.

Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) TB & C informed regarding the modifications required in the minutes
w.r.t. the Item no. 02/2015, sub-para (i) discussed in the 1* Technical Committee meeting held on
22.01.2015. It was informed that in the decision in the above minutes w.r.t. the item no. 02/2015
Sector-1 to 19 Rohini was inadvertently mentioned as Sector-1 to 9 Rohini. As this item already stands
approved by the Authority in respect of Sector 1 to 19 Rohini, it was decided that the sub-para (i) of

item no. 02/2015 may be read as under:
“(i) Building activity of the development area No. 148 consisting Sector-1 to 19 Rohini (excluding the

already de-notified area) be transferred to concerned Municipal Corporation.”
F.1(07) 2015/MP

Item No. 41/2015
Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 809sq.m.allotted to Bhartiya Janta Party (Delhi

Pradesh) at Pocket-V, DDU Marg from ‘Residential (Nursery School)’ to ‘Public &Semi —Public
facilities’, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.20 (02)/2015/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’. After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.
-Action: Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Item No. 42/2015
Proposed change of land use in respect of the area measuring 1.40 ha.(3.462 acres)from 'Residential’

to ‘Government Office ‘Proposed for dedicated office building at Curzon Road, Kasturba Gandhi
Marg, New Delhi, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.3(68)/2008/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’. After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1857,
-Action: Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting doted 31.08.2015
Page 1 of 3
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Item No. 43/2015 - ‘

Change of land use of site measuring 3.74 ha (9.25 acres) from “Residential “land use and “Pubic
and Semi Pubic Facilities” (PS.1) to Utility” (U-4) for Solid Waste Management facility located at
Maidangarhi, near IGNOU Camus

F.3 (12)2014/Mp

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘J*. Aftar detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing
unaer Section 11-A of DD Act 1957,

-Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘)
Item No. 44/2015

Delineation of NCZ as proposed in Revised draft Regional Plan-2021 pertaining to National Casital
Territory of Delhi.

Regarding sites falling in Zone K-1i Dwarka

F.15 (10)2015-mp

The proposal was withdrawn by Add|. Commissioner (Plg) UE & Lb,

-Action: Director (Plg.) Dwarka
Item No. 45/2015

Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 regarding the area under waiting/ reception in the hospitals.
F.13 (02)/2013-mp

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP& DC. After detailed deliberation and
incorporating the views of the Fire Deptt., GNCTD received vide letter no. F-6/DFS/MS/2015/2015 dt.
01.09.2015, the Propoesal as contained in the agenda as given below in column 4 was recommended

oy the Technical Committee for further processing under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957

MPD-2021

*“—_Lﬁ————‘_j_‘_;_*_ - D ‘_."__‘ = |

[_‘_‘—___,—*_1
|—-* .

1 , 2 | 3 4
“_'__'—‘—*—__L_V___—f—‘_—'_‘_ ‘7L'__‘ﬁk"_7% e
| ‘ Modifications approved in. | ’

i , o the B )
J Existing Provisions ‘ Proposed Modifications | Amended Proposal

T..C. Meating held on
05.06,2015

| Tzble 13.2; Other

|
Cantrols

Table 13.2: Other

Con

; Table 13.2: Other Cantrols | Table 13.2: Other Controls |

| 5. Common areas such as ] 5. Fire stair cases shall ceﬁ, Fire?air céses shall not | 5. Maximum 10% of

FAR ! be counted in FAR and | achleved FAR

I maximum 10% of the | if utilized for walting &
achieved FAR shall ba free | reception area, Hewever,

It utilized for waiting & | this area shall be taken

| waiting halls, reception | allowed free from
/ and fire stair cases shall be and maximum 10% of the
' allowed free from FAR, I achieved FAR shall be fres
if utilized for waiting 2 e : .
| & - reception area. In case it is [ into account for the
reception area. | used for activity other | provision of hospital |

[ | than waiting and J parking as par norms.

feception area, the same

; . \
| | | 5hall be counted in FAR
-_— |

-Action: Director (Pig) MP

Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting doted 31.08.2015

Brimn 5 s
Page 2 of 3




i <z
- -3 -

Officers of Fire Department, GNCTD telephonically regretted their ahsence during the meeting
due to some other important appointments. It was decided that their views may be obtained before

circulation of the minutes,

v The meeting ended with thanks to the Chair. l@"ﬁ )
fpor—

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

=]
(=]

LN AW

Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief 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 Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDMC

. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commir. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

. Land & Development Officer, (L&DOQ)

. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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Annexure -A

List of participants of 08" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 31.08.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
1.

Vice Chairr .., cum

Engineer Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA

Chief Architect, HUPW/DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
Director (Pig) MP, DDA

10. Director{Plg.) Zone D

o

. Director(Plg.) Zone J

. Director(Plg.) GIS & Zone E&O
. Dy, Director (Plg.) MPR

. Dy. Director (Plg.) Dwarka

OTHER ORGANIZATICN
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Sh. A.M. Athale, Chief. Architect, NDMC

Sh. Mukesh Bajpai, Sr. Architect, MoHFW, Gol
Rajiv Kanaujia, Sr. Architect, CDB, MoHFW Gal
Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

Sh. Ashutosh Kumar Sahu, Architect, CPWD
Sh. Jugal Ahmed, Consultant, SDMC

Arunesh Upadhyay, SE(DEMS), SDMC

Sh. Devesh Chand, B.0/L & D.O

Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC

Virendra KumaR, AE, CPWD

11. Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, ACP, Delhi Traffic Police

Minutes of 8" Technicol Committee meeting doted 31.08.2015
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Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt Parking in
the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

File No. F.20(20)2014/MP

1.0 Background

a)

MCD with prior approval of Hon'ble LG of Delhi, vide Circular No.
CCIB/2011/D-79 dated 27 411 decided to make the provisions of stilt
parking mandatory for the Residential Plot measuring 100sgm. and above.

The matter was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi as a part of
court matter tited P. K. Chatterjee V/s Union of India and Ors. W.P.(C)
4598/2010 and CM Nos.2391/2013, 10246/2013, 12768/2013 and
1399.2014. Based on the various meetings,on the subject, Ministry of Urban
Development, MCD and DDA submitted their affidavits in the Hon'ble High
Court of Delhi. The formulation for provision of stilt parking in residential
plots, as contained in the affidavits of MoUD and DDA, was as under:

Stilt floor for parking need not be provided in plot sizes upto 100 sg.m.
For plot sizes from 100 sg.m. upto 500 sg.m. stilt floor shall be
mandatory to be used for parking of vehicles for more than 2 dwelling

units.
For plot sizes of 500 sg.m. and upto 1000 sq m., stilt floor shall be

mandatory where the number of dwelling units is more than 4.
In respect of plotted development up to 100 sq.m., the local body
concerned may identify suitable site /sites for construction of multi

storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

Parking lots may be developed under recreational areas subject to
requisite clearance from the Department of Environment, GNCTD and
using appropriate design and technology options to ensure that
rainwater is harvested optimally and used for re-charging ground

water aquifers.

c) The matter was disposed off by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi vide the

following orders dt. 29.05.2014:
“We have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length. The question

is with regard (o the Circular dated 27.04.2011 which was fssued by the
Chief Engineer (Building), MCD. Earlier we had passed an order on
26.02.2013 whereby we he- directed that the said Circular should not

[TEM NO.7 7)1 b
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be eithe: withdrawn or modified without the permission of this court. -

Now | inion of Incia has mooteo & proposal which would necessarily ‘
mean modification of the said Circular daled 27.04.2011 The 'sarned
counsel for the DDA as well as the learned counsel for the South Delhi

13\

Municipal Corporation as well as the New Delhi Municipal Council have
also been heard. They have stated that any modification that would be

| made to the Circular of 27.04.2011 would have to be done after following
the due process of law. Ultimately, an order will have (o be passed by the
competent authority / authorities. We are not giving our views either way on
the proposal. It is for the appropriaie authorities and ultimately for the
competent authorities to consider the same and (o pass appropriate order
in accordance with law. All that we are permitiing is that the proposal for
modification be carried through the process of consideration and ultimate
decision on the same. The impediment which we had raised by virtue of
our order dated 26.02.2013 on considering any modification, is now erased
in the above terms.

Till a final decision is taken by the competent authority, the Circular
dated 27.04.2011 shall continue o operate. If the petitioners are aggrieved
by the ultimate decision that weould be taken by the competent authority
they would be at liberty to file a fresh petition. The learned cour 158l
appearing on the side of the respondents have also stated that the process
of modification would be taken up expeditiously.

d) As a follow-up action on the Court order, a meeting was convened by the
VC.DDA with the officers of Municipal Corporation of Delhi & DDA wherein
a considered view emerged that in view of the provisions for
handicaps and single family residing on a single plot, DDA may take
up the following proposal for modifications in MPD-2021 as per DD
Act,1957 w.r.t. Stilt and parking provisions in para 4.4.3A. Residential
Plot-Plotted Housing as under:

vii. Stilts:
i) Stilt parking should not be mandatory on plots upto 200sg.mt.
ii) In plots sizes above 200sqm., if construction of buildings is of
single storey, stilt parking should not be mandatory.
iii) For all plots, other than as provided in i. & ii. Above, provisions
of stilt parking may be mandatory.
viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential

plot as follows:
a. 2 equivalent car space (ECS) in plot of size 250-30 )0 sg.m.
b. 1 ECS for every 100sqg.m. built-up area, in plots exceeding 2 300 sg.m.
provided that, if the permissible coverage and i‘HP\ is not achieved |
with the above —mentioned parking norms in a plot, the parking
norms of the preceding category shall be allowed.
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In addition to above existing paras a. & b. the following para c¢. to be

added:

c. In respect of plotted development up to 100sq.m. , the local body
concerned may identify suitable site / sites for construction of
multi storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

(e) During the course of meeting, South Dethi Municipal Corporation (SDMC)
also has submitted a brief proposal as under:
“a fresh proposal linking number of floors co-relating the same within the
adequacy of parking provision as per Master Plan -2021 be mooted,
which implies that if the proposal is for construction of ground fioor and
first floor (with or without basement), stilt provision should not be insisted
upon, as parking / ECS requirement will be lesser, as compared fto the
proposals from ground floor to third floor requiring fulfillment of parking /

ECS requirement’.

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for Stilt Parking, for
different plot sizes, are governed by the development control norms prescribed in
the Chapter 4: Shelter under clause 4.4.3 i.e. Control for Building / Buildings
within Residential Premises of MPD-2021 which are as follows:

A. Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with stilt area of non-habitable height
(less than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt area shall not be
included in FAR but would be counted towards the height of the
building.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential plot as

follows: |

a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots of size 250-300 sg.m. |

b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up area, in plots exceeding
300 sq.m., provided that, if the permissible coverage and
FAR is not achieved with the above-mentioned parking
norms in a plot, the parking norms of the preceding category
shall be allowed.

3.0 Decision of Technical Committee
The matter was discussed in the Technical Committee in its meeting held on

22 01.2015 vide Item No. 04/2015. The decision of the Technical Committee are as

under:
‘It was suggested that Toilets may be permitted in the stilt as it is being

permitted in many other cities, Addl. Commissioner ( 7B & C), DDA informed
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‘
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the provision of Toilet on the stiit floor is belng considered in Building Bye-

laws under revision. ‘

_After detailed deliberatlion Technical Committee recommended the
proposal as given in Para 3 of the Agenda for further processing [0 the
Authority for maodification to the MPD-2021 under section 11A of DD

Act 1957

4.0 Follow-up action:

[
[

Based on the recommendations of Technical Committee, the draft agenda
for the Authority meeting was put up for approval of Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi
and in note on file Hon'ble Lt. Governor. Delhi observed the following:

“4 When AC(TB&C), DDA informed that the provision of toilet on the stilt floor
is being considered in the building bye-laws under revision , then how could
the Technical Committee recommended the proposal for further processing

to the Authority.
2 Before this matter is put up to the Authority for decision, a meeting should

be corvened at Raj Niwas to be attended by the officials of MCD, DDA and
Director, Fire Service.”

With respect to above observations of Hon'ble Lt Governor, the matter

was further discussed among the Senior officers of DDA and it was cpined to

modify the proposed modifications as under: - -

Chapter 4.0: Shelter

"Para4.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises

- A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing

Existing
| Provisions

' Proposal approv_eain
' Technical Committee

P e
| meeting on 22.01.2015 rapnsed Noditicasons

S ES=——

Vi Sfits: If the building is

| vide Item No. 04/2015. | -

Vi Stilts: If the | vii. Stilts:

constructed with stilt area of non-

| building is| i) Stilt parking should | |
| constructed with stilt | not be mandatory | habitable height (less than 2.4m)
Iarea of non- | on plots upto used for parking, such stilt area
‘habitabie heiaht | 200sq.mt shall not be included in FAR but
' - . o would be ¢ vards i
(less than 2.4m), I ii) In plots sizes above | o ‘2‘3‘ Coum‘?d e e
used for parking, | 200sqm i height of the building. In the area
_ L v | under stilt which can not be
| such stilt area shall | construction of | utilized for parking , provision of

not be includea in
FAR but would be |
| counted towards the |
height of the |
| building. 1

iii) For all plots, other
| story , stilt parking shall not b

buildings is  of
single storey, stilt|
parking should not |
be mandatory.

toilet is permissible.
Stilt parking shall be mandatory
in the plot size above 200sgm.

|

B———

\
\
|

However in such plots if |

construction of building is single
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building.
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iﬁ)_F.t_:J} af'plétgs,_ other |
than as provided in
i. & ii. above,
provisions of stilt
parking may be
mandatory.

story , stilt parking shall not be
mandatory.

viii. Parking: Parking
space shall  be
provided for within
the residential plot
as follows:

a) 2 Equivalent Car
Space (ECS) in plots
of size 250-300
sg.m.

b) 1 ECS for every
100 sg.m. built up
area, in plots
exceeding 300
sg.m., provided that,
if the permissible
coverage and FAR
is not achieved with
the above
mentioned  parking
norms in a plot, the
parking norms of the
preceding category
shall be allowed.

viii. Parking: Parking space  vii. Parking: Parking space shall
shall be provided for within | be

the

follows:
a. 2 Equivalent Car Space

residential plot as |

(ECS) in plots of size |
250-300 sg.m [
1 ECS for every 100 |
sg.m. built-up area, in |
plots exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that, if
the permissible coverage
and FAR is not achieved

with the above-
mentioned parking
norms in a plot, the
parking norms of the

preceding category shall
be allowed.

In respect of plotted
development up to 100
sq.m., the local body
concerned may
identify suitable site /
sites for construction
of multi storied car
parks catering to the

requirement of parking.

provided for within  the |

residential plot as follows:
a. 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in |

plots of size 250-300 sq.m }

h. 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built- 1
up area, in plots exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that, if the :
permissible coverage and FAR '
is not achieved with the above-
mentioned parking norms in a
plot, the parking norms of the
preceding category shall be
allowed.

c. In respect
development up to 200 sq.m.,
the local body concerned |
may identify suitable site /
sites for construction of multi |
storied car parks catering to
the requirement of parking.
Actual cost of such parking

shall be payable by the
owners of the plots.

of plotted |

5.0 Proposal:

Based on the examination and observation of Hon'ble L.G.,Delhi, the

following modification are proposed to

11A of DD Act, 1957.

be made in MPD-2021 under Section-




Chapter 4.0: Shelter

‘Para4.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises
| A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing
LExisting Provisions ‘ Proposed wilodifications

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed | vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with |
with stilt area of non-habitable height stilt area of non-habitable height (less |

than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt
area shall not be included in FAR but
would be counted towards the height of
| the building. In the area under stilt

| (less than 2.4m), used for parking, such
stilt area shall not be included in FAR |
| but would be counted towards the height

| of the building. ~ which can not be utilized for parking , '

( ' provision of toilet is permissible.
Stilt parking shall be mandatory in

the plot size above 200sqm. However |
in such plots if construction of |

) , building is single story , stilt parking
’ shall not be mandatory.

N—

—

[ |
|viii. Parking: Parking space shall be | vii. Parking: Parking space shall be |

provided for within the residential plot as | provided for within the residential pot as |

follows:
a. 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots
of size 250-300 sq.m.

| follows:
a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in
' plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

b. 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built-up area |

' b) 1 E_CS for every 109 Sq.m: buflt up | in plots exceeding 300 sq.m., provided

'are‘a., in plots expeedmg 300 .sq‘_m..’ that, if the permissible coverage andJ
provided that if the permissible | FAR is not achieved with the above-

coverage and FAR is not achieved with mentioned parking nerms in a plot, the

the above — mentioned parking norms in parking norms of the preceding category

‘a plot, the parking norms of the | shzll be allowed

preceding category shall be ailowed. ¢. In respect of plotted development up

to 200 sq.m., the local body
' | concerned may identify suitable site
r ! sites for construction of multi

' storied car parks catering to the

j requirement of parking. Actual cost
‘ | of such parking shall be payable by

| the owners of the plots. !

| | B 1

6.0 The proposal as contained in para 5.0 above is put up for consideration of the
Technical Committee for further processing the same under Section 11A of DD
Act.1857.

<7 =

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC ~BY. Dit.(Plg.)/MP Director (Plg.)/MP
N’
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi.

File No. F.20(08)2015/MP

1.0 Background

1.1Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman. Delhi Pollution Control committee
(DPCC), GNCTD vide letter No. F12(367)/Env/IMoEF CSS/10/881
dt.25.02.2013addressed to VC,DDA, has requested “to identified the
appropriate sites for development of TSDF (Treatment, Storageé Disposal
Facility) for disposal of hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the
provision for such sites in the MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous
waste disposal for Delhi is solved effectively in the public interest at large.”

1.2 Subsequently, Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, DPCC vide |etter
dated 04.07.2014 has again requested “fo identify and allot about 50 acres
of land at appropriate sites for development of TSDF for disposal of
hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the provision for such sites’in the
MPD-2027 so that the problem of hazardous waste disposal for Delhi is

solved effectively in the larger public interest.”

1.3 In compliance to the directions of Hon'ble NGT passed vide order dt.
01.10.2014 in Original Application No. 305 of 2013 entitled, “Balam Singh
Rawat vs. GNCTD & Ors." a meeting was convened by Secretary
(Environment), GNCTD on 03.11.2014 with the Department of Environment
of various neighbouring states i.e. Haryana, Uttar Pradesh & Rajasthan to
discuss the issue regarding the sharing of existing TSDF sites in their states
with Delhi. In the meeting it was cbserved that:

“Since it is important land related matter , the meeting must be chaired by a
High Level Officer from Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of
India. Secretary (Environment), Govt. of NCT of Delhi further added that
Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India, should direct DDA
(the land owning agency in case of Delhi) fo earmark and allocate suitable
land for setting up of TSDF for Hazardous Waste of Delhi. Joint Advisor
(PHE), Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India present in the

meeting agreed to it.

1.4 In response to D.O. letter dt. 12.12.2013 of Secretary (Environment) cum-
Chairman, DPCC addressed to VC DDA, the Planning Deptt., DDA vide
letter No. F.3(03)2015-MP/134 dt. 10.03.2015 informed Secretary
(Environment) , GNCTD that the activities like hazardous waste processing
is listed at SI. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed
with Chapter 7 i.e. Industry of MPD-2021. However, based on the notes
quoted under the above list, Secretary GNCTD was requested to provide
necessary comments / precise formulation in censultation with CPCB /

DPCC for suitable incorporation in MPD-2021.
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1 5A meet was o=id under the Chairnansniu of Chief Secretary, Delhi on
12/3/201% in compliance of the direstions NGT order dated 26/02/2015 in
Jriginal Application No. 305 of 2013 utleg . "Balam Singh Rawat vs. GNCTD
& Ors.” wherein following was decided with reference to the action on part
of DDA:

‘as the Master Plan of DDA does not have provisions for TSDF, it was
decided that DDA should make provisions in the Master Plan.”

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi prescribed
in the Chapter 7. Industry, Annexure 7.0 (i) Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries , Chapter 9;: Environment and Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure in

Para 14.6 Solid Waste under footnote of Table 14.6 of MPD-2021 which are as
follows:

2.1 Chapter 7.0: Industry
In the list of Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed in Chapter 7 of
MPD-2021:
‘Industries manufacturing the following shall be prohibited within National
Capital Territory of Delhi However, Environment Department, GNCTD in
consultation  with Industries Department ., GNCTD shall take the final
decisions to ascertain a particular activity / industry / factory to fall under the
said list as per the parameters / norms set by the CPCB and adopted by the
DPCC.”

Sl. No. 48 of the Prohibited / Negative list

‘Hazardous waste processing viz. hospital / tertiary health care centre
medical / industrial waste'

Further, it is quoted in the note under the list of Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries;
. A public utility service involving any of the activities referred to above shall
be permitted subject to environmental laws.
li. Further additions / alterations to the list of Prohibited Industries could be
macde If considered appropriate and in public interast b y the Central
Government to do so.
iii. However, continuity of any type of furnace shall be within set parameters
of CPCB & DPCC."

2.2 Chapter 9: Environment

"A clear approach towards management of 4 types of wastes generated in
Deini, namely Solid Waste, Hazardous Waste. Bio-Medical Waste and
Electronic Waste, should be adopted The approach should take info
account the need for adopting the Clean Development Mechanism (CDM)
and the awareness of the carbon credits that can be earned and encashed
through a planned and organized mechanism, to be developed for this

"

purposse.

g
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2.3 Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure

“The other type of specialised waste includes biomedical waste; hazardous
waste from industries; construction debris and fly ash; meat processing
centre etc. Disposal of bio-medical waste is lo be as per bio-medical waste
rules and hazardous wasle requires special handling according to
hazardous waste handling rules. Proper dumping, recycling and reuse of
construction debris and fly ash have to be linked. Meat processing centre
waste js to be recycled for chickern feed etc.

Further, some more viable alternatives to jandfills are vermiculture,
fossilisation, composting etc. Waste Minimisation Circles (WMCs) should
pe constituted and made effective. Implementation and monitoring & Bio-

Medical Wastes (Handling & Management) Rules, 1998, for hospitals,
sing homes, and clinics should be taken up

tertiary health care centres, nur.
The sites, which are filled up or are in operation, are given in Table 14.7.

The filled up sites may be reused for plantation or as recreational area. The
proposed sites for sanitary landfill and composl plants are to be finalised by

the MCD."

3.0 Proposal:

In view of the decision taken in a meeting held under chairmanship of Chief
Secretary, GNCTD referred in para 1.5 above, the following modification in MPD-
2021 is proposed to be processed under Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for issuing
the public notice inviting objections / suggestions from public: ‘

[ “wpD2021
' Chapter 7.0-Industry
Annexure llI: Prohibited / Negative List of Industries
Existing Provisions T Proposed Modifications
46.Hazardous waste processing Viz. | 46 Hazardous waste processing Vi
hospital/  tertiary health care 1 hospital/  tertiary health care

centre/medical/industrial waste | centre/medicalfindustrial waste. |
(However, modern hazardous waste

|

| processing plant ~with  latest
\ technology shall be permitted
\
|
!
|

-

5 8] | |

subject to all clearances including
environmental clearances from
concerned agencies. These will be |
dependent strictly on the need of

I
|
l
L the NCT of Delhi.)

as contained in para 3.0 above is put up for consideration of the
the same under Section 11A of DD

4.0 The proposal
Technical Committee for further processing

Act.1957.
Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC Dy-DIir(Rlgl)/MP Director (Plg.)/MP

[ S
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Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 1.12 ha. (2.76 acres) from ‘Residential’
to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ for the Ministry of New and Renewable, Government of India in

Planning, Zone-D.

File No. F.20 (11)2015/MP

BACKGROUND

MoUD, GOl vide letter dated 18.05.2015 forwarded a letter dated 12.05.2015 received from
the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy (MNRE), addressed to MoUD, GOI for necessary
action regarding allotment of land for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' in New

Delhi.

Further, MNRE vide letter dated 23.06.2015 enclosing therewith Prime Minister Office
reference dated 09.06.2015 requested L&DO, MoUD, GOI that necessary procedure for
change of land use from ‘Bus Terminal’ to ‘Government Office’ may be initiated and the

necessary approval for the change of land use be accorded.
L &D0O, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land measuring 2.76 acres

opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as

is where is’ basis.

EXAMINATION

The site under reference falls in Planning, Zone-D and outside the ‘Lutyensl Bungalow Zone
(LBZ)".

The plot under reference is located opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi and adjacent to the
proposed office building of National Investigating Agency.

As per MPD-2021, the land use of the site under reference is ‘Residential’ & as per approved
Zonal Development Plan of Zone ‘D’ prepared under MPD-2001, the land use of the site

under reference is ‘Transportation (Bus Terminal)’.
As per L&DO allotment letter dated 12.06.2015, land measuring 2.76 acres opposite CGO

Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for construction of
‘Akshay_ Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as is where is’
basis’ subject to the terms and conditions that the plot of land so allotted to MNRE for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' shall be used only for the purpose for which it is
allotted and not be further transferred by MNRE.
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2.5 As per table 8.2 of MPD-2021, the Development Control Norms for the ‘Governmen‘ﬁige’
as per MDP-2021 area are as under:

Category | Ground | FAR Height

Parking | Activities permitted ‘

Coverage (m) Standard
ECS/100
sq.m. of ‘
floor
‘ \ ‘ ' | area J
Integrated 30 200 | NR, subject | 1.8 Government Offices, Watch And Ward |
Office to approval Residence/ Residential Maintenance
Complax of AAIl, Fire Staff (Maximum 5% of FAR), Retail
Department | Shop Of Chemist, Bock and stationery,
and other | Consumer Store, Canteen, Post Office,
statutory Bank Extension Counter etc. Public |
bodies | W sector  Undertaking/  Commercial
| Offices (restricted to 10% of the total
| floor area)

3.0 JUSTIFICATION & PUBLIC PURPOSE TO BE MET THROUGH THIS PROPOSED CHANGE
OF LAND USE

3.1 Justification & Public Purpose to be met
1. The land has been allotted by Land & Development Office (L & DO} to the Ministry of New

and Renewable Energy for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan'.

2. As par the report received from MNRE, it is mentioned that MNRE is the nodal Ministry of

Govt. of India for all matters relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of Energy to supplement energy requirements
of the country. MNRE is having its main office in Block 14 of CGO Complex. Apart frem this,
due to paucity of space in Block 14, some other branches are functioning from Block 3 and
Paryavaran Complex in CGO Complex. The senior officers are sitting in two differently
located buildings sometimes; it becomes difficult to interact with them particularly as end
when any emergency situation arises.

Keeping in view the growing importance of energy sector and- the fact that proper
working conditions are absolutely necessary for human resource to be more productive,
Government is also committed to give thrust to renewable sources of energy in order to
reach 120 crore population in the country. Being the nodal Ministry of the Government of
India for all matters relating to new and renewable energy, the Ministry is promoting
green campuses, green buildings and net zero energy buildings. In order to demonstrate all
this, it is important that the building in which MNREs own office is located, has all the
features of renewable energy which MNRE is promoting. Therefore, MNRE would like to
construct an eco-friendly, energy efficient and net zero building.
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MOUD, GO! vide letter No. K-13011/3/2012-DD-IB dated 07.04.2015 has issued the

following instructions with respect to the proposal sent by DDA for amendment to MPD-

2021 and change of land use cases for final notification under Section 1

1A of Delhi

Development Act,1957. The para-wise reply is as follows:

S.No.

Information asked by MOUD vide
letter dated 07.04.2015

Reply

private and who is the land owning

|
Whether the land is government or '
agency? I

It is a government land and is with Land & Development Office
(L&DO), MoUD, GOI.

On whose request the change of
land use case or maodification to
MPD-2021 has been initiated?

L&DO, MolD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land
to MNRE for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan'. On the
basis of this, the proposed change of land use of the site under
reference has been initiated.

Whether a responsible officer from
DDA (give details) was deputed for
inspection of site and a copy of
inspection report be provided.

|
|
|

The site under reference was inspected by Addl. Commr. (Plg.) AP,
Director (Plg.) F,H &D-Zone and Asstt. Director (Plg.) Zene =D on
14,10.2015. The report is as under:

e At present, the site is accessible from Jawharlal Nehru

Marg having 45 m R/W. The entry to the site is through
a 12.0 m wide road.

e There is a temporary structure of ‘Golden Jubilee Hall’
of CRPE on one side of the site and on the other side;
there are tin sheds and barracks existing on the site
and also, a fountain exists at the site.

e Some part of the site is maintained as green area.

What is the public purpose proposed
to be served by modification of MPD
and/ or change of land use? |

|

MNRE is the nodal Ministry of Government of India for all matters
relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of energy to supplement
energy requirements of the country and therefore, it is for larger

benefit of the people at large. |

What will be impact of proposal on '
the ZDP/ MPD and whether the

changes are in consonance with the |
approved plans/ policies?

As such, no impact of proposal on the ZDP/ MPD. l

What will be proposal’'s impact/
implications on general public eg.
Law & order etc.?

No adverse impact on law and order are anticipated.

Whether any court cases are
ongoing on the land mentioned in
the proposal? Full details be

attached.

It relates to the land owning agency i.e. L&DO.
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4.0
Change of land use:
In view of L & DO letter dated 12.06.2015, the land use in respect of an srea measuring
2.76 acres opposite to CGO Complex, opening on Road to JLN Stadium, New Delhi, falling in
Planning, Zone-D, may be changed from ‘Residential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ for the
construction of Akshay Urja Bhawan under Section 11A of DD Act, 1957. The boundary
description of the same is as follows (Refer lecation map and detail Survey plan at Annexure
IAI}
Location R Area [ Land use as p; T " landuse |  Boundaries
| | MPD-2021/ZDP |  Changedto | o
1 2 | 3 l 3 ' 5
| Proposed  Akshay | 1.12ha. | As per MPD-2021 [ ‘Government North: Dayal Singh College
| | . 3 ¥
| Urja Bhawan for the | (2.76 ‘ - ‘Residential’ | (Govt. Office)’ | South: 135 m wide Ro0ad and
Ministry of New and | acres) | Pragati Vihar Hostel
I

Zone-'D’

Renewable cZnergy,

falling in Planning,

East: Proposed/ under
As per approved | ‘Government

ite CGO ‘ c JIA Building
Epposli G e (Govt, Officey | construction NIA Building
Lempiex, West: Lodhi Road Complex and
on Road to JLN ol T - Park
Stadium, New Delhi, anoenenne '

prepared under
MPD-2001- [
‘Transportation |

|
I
|
|
opening ’
| _
| (Bus terminal)’

i
J Development
I

5.0

Recommendation

Proposal as given in para 4.0 above may be considered by the Technical
Committee so that the proposad change of land may be processed further under

Section 11A of DD Act, 1957.

o W R

Asstt. Director (Plg.) Dy. Diractor (Plg.) Director (Plg.}
Zone-D Zone-D Zone-FH& D
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' T - item No. 55 /2015

/i Date: 20.10.2015

Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-Iv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-111).
f 20 () 8)} 40)5-MF
1. BACKGROUND

I A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon'ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area, It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

Il. As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-Ill) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpose.

I, The plan prepared by Landscape unit was approvedin 231" Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried
out in the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.

V. The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for
various sports, Swimming Pool, Multi Gym etc.

V.  As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

I The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

il. As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use “Public and Semi-public Facilities”.

iii.  The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a
population of 5 lakhs and above. Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR : 40

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sqm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

I Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-Il vide
letter No. F1(01)09/SA(R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

Il.  The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-IIl. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33. This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-l.

1. In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.
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4, 5STATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given below:

_ SLNo | Status ]

l. | Whether the land is government or | Land acquired and possession with DDA for planned |
private and who is the land owning | development of Rohini PRI, IV 8V,
agency? Land is available and with Engineering Wing DDA,

Il. | On whose request the change of | A request from RWA's has been received for development of
land use case or modification to | Sports Complex in this area. At present DDAs Sport Camolex
MPD-2021 has been initiated? is located opposite Sector-IX. As per ZDP for Zene-M, Speris

Facility has been proposed in Sector-34 which is located at
distance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed.

. | Whether a responsible office from | Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineer ng |
DDA (give details) was deputed for ‘ Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director(Flg.}), Dy.

| inspecticn of site and a capy of | Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without eny
inspection report be provided. development. ) o {

IV. | What is the public purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Secters-20
| proposed  to  be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 36, 37, 38 where the |
maodification of MPD and/or change | plots have been allotted recently. .
of land use? [

V. | What will be impact of proposal on | The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAF &
the ZDP/MPD and whether the | Ground caverage for Sports facility is comparatively low and ‘
changes are in consonance with the | will also provide for large open spaces & landscape areas
app-oved plans and policies? with tree plantation.

VI, | What will be proposal’s | This will be additional facility for the general public & will
imoact/mplications  on  general | not have any impact on Law & order.
\ public e.g. Law & order etc.? .|
Vil | Whether any court cases are | The scheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and

| ongoing on the land mentioned in
| proposal? Full details be attached.

Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
Wing in 2014. No court case/ownership dispute has been
reported,

5. PROPOSAL

The following modifications is proposed in Master Plan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for

Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

Location |

Area Landuse
' (inHa.) | (asper MPD-2021 &
| ZDP of Zone-M)

Proposed Landuse Boundaries

Sector-33
| Rahini,

| Ph-1V.

Recreational

| Public & Semi Public Facilities. | North- Sector-32,
| (PS3) Sports Facilities/ Rohini.
Complex/ Stadium/ Sports 30.0 m. wide
Centre green belt,
and 80.0 m
wide road
R/W{UER-III)
South- Under
Ground
Reservoir
(existing)
West- Sector-33,
Rohini.

East-




- Q.Z'/

Based on the consideration & recommendation of Technical Committee, the
before the Authority for processing under
objections/suggestion from the public.

proposal will be placed
section-11-A of DD Act, 1957, for inviting

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 is placed before the Technical

Committee for consideration and
approval please,

N \9.\\9\% W‘%—‘Tz\:’wfﬁ‘ @ﬁh’g‘&mml‘;
J )y ™ ¥

(Rajesh Kumar Jain) (ALK, Mnlhotra)) (Deepak Joshi\

Director.(Plg.)Rohini

Dy.Dir.(Pig.)Rohini Asstt.Dir(Plg.)Rohini
Zone-‘\M’ Zone-‘M’ Zone-'M’
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from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-mpP

Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of setbacks

1.0 Background

1.1 The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotied Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2 Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-l):“The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if the setback are relaxed for preceding
calegory, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all ather

development control norms with respect lo FAR height, BBL efc. will be
~adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD”

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,
wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt. i
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-(1) |
[. It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and |
in violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue

advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

@ Page 1L of 3
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1

SIn view of Para 4. above, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on

b

aue to some bonafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA it is stated that

the wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake canrot be
repeated again in case of the appellant even i his case is refer-ed <o
: ittee of the DDA fro o~ — 2 ca8e Is referred 1c
Technical Committee o7 the DDA for consideration.
A== 01 INe DDA for consideration,

Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Ceurt 1 writ
petition for violation of the Article 14 of the Constitution of India duz to
non grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and there may be
possibility that the DDA officials will be Put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the wrong special
benefit given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park may
be withdrawn and his Property may be also declarad illegal.

In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court to

rectify its mistake once committed. _In case. such things haopens
then another complication will arise in the form_of litigation to be
instituted by the owner of the property of M-17 Green Park.

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in

view of the above situation and also wants to explore the possibility of
any solution_of similar type of problems which may have arisen in
atly_Soluuon of simils

number of cases including {0 amend the Master Plan,

I
21.07.2014 under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA wherein the officers of
MCD & DDA were present ,wherein it was decided o “Io prepare a

Lo

modification in MPD-2021 in Para 4.4.3A where Para (c) may be added

o G

that in case the permissible ground Coverage is not achieved in case of (a

) above fe, preceding category sethack, the Technical Committee may

consider further relaxation of sethacks”

1.6With  referencs to  above mentioned SDMC vide letter No

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Techn cal

TP/G/SDMC/2014/5061 dt, 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Annexure-
):"As regards relaxation of setbacks, it |s opined that the Master Plan
provisions be retained and going from preceding to the preceding category
be acddressed by Technical Committee in isolated cases, where either the
shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

Committee in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide Item No, 56/2014 and
the minutes of the same were confirmad in the next Technical Committea
hed on 24.08.2014 with certain madifications, The decision taken therein

s as follows(Annexure-!V}i"The proposal was presented by Director

(Plg)MP after deliberation Technical Commitice recommendsa  th

- -
e

proposal for further processing under Section 11-4 of DD Act, 1957 for

noedification in MPD-2021."

Page 2 of 3
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Presan! 3h. KIN.Singh, counsel for appellant,

Sn. Ajay Arora, Standing Counsel ‘or MCD
alongwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shash
Kant Sharma counsels for MCD and sh.
Sudhir - Mehia, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh,
Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person

Sh P K,IAggarwal and Sh. Sanjay Sharma
counsels for DDA,

Vakalatnama on behalf of ODA filed.

There are two connected matters pertaining to the
same property Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after cansicering the clarifications recewved from the
ODA deied 15.01.2014 it has been dacided that the MCD
Wil laket @etion i accoidande WL the said report for the

fime Beia apd i oase DA 0 futirs g hie to take a

. i ———— ———— .

'“""FEI.FW tand ten MCT wil also agt acourdingly

The DA clarification dated 15.01 2014 leads to the
Inference \‘thar a relaxation in preceding to preceding
calegory set backs wasg given in respect of property number
M-17, Green Park, 8s_4 special case after freezing the
ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissibie in
future simiiar matters. The decision of the DDA in respect of
thar property was a specific case and not a genearal
mstrucuons or r‘nt,l |or1 Hnwraverd nothmg s montloned_m
the rie!ufu,mtfm nroin tha Accompanying documents whnt

WaAs, the gee g due s s i3 2 {hay e'-x:f-f[:i’nr‘uai beneiry
—_——— e T

were given (o the ownar of that proveity. ’

Appellant e claimry the  omiia benefit an FTI‘.{%
greund al parity hu_n/’ii aupeEdE also lhat he above benefit
was given perhiaps w FONGYY anda in viokation of the provisions:

of Mastar Plan 1o “ve some undue advantage (o the owner

of that property number M-17. Green Park, or due e o somo

{J{c)rzafrde mistake. On behalf of the DDA # s stated that 1

wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake can
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Contd,

5. No

Dute

D;‘dcr

not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his
case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
consideration,

Appeila. clated 1 at he mﬂy aprroach the Hon'ble
High Court in writ petitior for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be possible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
illegal,f/in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parity.zf'n that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the High Court to rectify its mistake once
committed. In case, such things happens then another
complication wi!! arise in the form of litigation to be instituted
by the cwner of the property of M-17, Green Park, who was
apparently not at fault but might be suffering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA.

Counsel for DDA wants to seek Instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and also wants to
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of
problems which may have arizen in number of cases
including to amend the Master Plan.

Appeliant also wants tu consult some architect and
structural engineer to find out whether there is any salution
of rectification of the property in such a manner that the less
damage is caused to it and proceeding calegory set hack is
achieved if ior the sake of arguments it is presumed that the
benefit of parity is not given to him even by the Hon'ble High
Court in writ petition.

Put up this matter on 29.08.2014 for  further
proceedings. Copy of the order be sent to Director
(Planning) DDA and ore copy be given Dasti to Counsel for
DDA. Interim stay is extended till next date. f
(ASHWAN| SARFAL}
Appellate TribunallMCD

P AE e

)

A
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SOUTIH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORAKION  fug T
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E-Bleck. 215" Floor, Civie Centre, Minto Road \New Delhi-110002

- : @

No: TP/ G . Spme/2o lg 08| Dated 2.8] &) Y
A—
//' Sh.R.K.Jain, . ﬁyg" 4
The fj\{][“. Commissioner (Plg.) ,77"\;\\ ‘/ b
Delhi Development Authority. /;5\ A
Vikas Minar, 1P, Estate, rs
New Delhi.
Sub- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice -Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014
Sir,
In the above referred meeting the following issues were discussed:-
A. Stilt parking in the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing as a follow up of the High Court
Orders dated 29.05.2014 in the matter ol P.K. Chatlerjee v/s Union of India.
B. Relaxation of (he setbacks [rom preceding to the preceding category of the Residential
plot to achieve the Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r.l. MCD court case on the
subjecl.
e, Development of seheme by Standard plap or modification in scheme as per development

control norms of Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desired a written reply on behalf of SDMC on the abave issues. On stilt
packing a detail status report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides the Ton'ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt
sarking should not be insisted on narrow, lanes/mon-tralficable roads because on such roads the
imovement space for vehicles for parking nider stilts is not available.

As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retained and

going from preceding to the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Conmmitlee in isolated
cases, where either the shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

As regards the development control norms for shap cum resideptial plots, the opinian 02
behall of MCD is elready before the Technical Committee and the same is reproduced below:-

“It is suggested that on all shop-cum-Resid

ential plots ( pre 1962 or after 1962) the
Residential Development Control Norms shall be applicable whether such Shop-cum-Resideniial
Complex are designated as LSC (under MPD-2001/2021) or nol. The Residential Norms shail be
applicable at ihe time of sanction of bidg Plans en individual plots or addition/alieration on
individual picts. The parking churges shall be charged as per Mixved Use policy for providing
parking in the vicinity, The Standard Plans shall be revised as per the provisions of MPD-2024 with
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots. The Basement area mdy be used
for Commercial purpose subject to payment of charges as per Mixed Use Regulations”.

Earlier necessary action on the issues are requested (or,

Cneli-As abaove Yours [aithfully,
: i //
i e
! Chicf Tnp(ntj;];qu‘ne.l' | f ]
E 0 + ,::.I!L*ﬂ(' 1t-\‘;,“;',‘»l
\‘1\5,&\. Copylo i- ‘E‘,?:-.‘.E‘:'\ Town Planner

| /‘7"\ 1. Leader of House/SDMC-lor kind information.

/2. P.S. to Commissionet/SDMC lor kind information..

: qg\'Q”‘* 3. SE(B)/SDMC ‘) |
‘ 4. SE(BYNDMC Q/ N
{33/ | " | ﬂ\ \J\

;\/ 9




R Arnoipo 3

- DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
/.@g\ MASTER PLAN SECTION,
G =)

/5 6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,
' l.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(12) 2014/MP/ 351-) Date:| £.10.2014

Sub: Minutes of the 12" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

Item No. 59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for [tem No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

Item No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014,/5388 dated 18.09.2014 and Add).
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F.3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raised
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the Item
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation

~ the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda
Bagh” Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957,

Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B

Chief Town Planner (NDIVIC)
[tem No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
category in residential — plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will require
modification in the Master Plan = 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under,

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical
Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modification in MPD-2021.”

\ Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

12" Technical Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5
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AGENMDA FOR TTECHNIC M) TTER

> — g D ]
Sub: Relaxation in Permissiole S2thacks for exixting Muilding at Plot Mo,

. - ; e~ 5 > e B Pk 3 )1 [Seu T 2, d. 1974
P"ﬂ-17, Groen P-’!I’li: Hew Delnt — Letter no, 1 /(‘l_n/ f’if"ﬁ(j:‘““ U]NCJ |l\gnm.{nao Al ‘

Mo, F3(36) ;’_r,ch)]mP_

—_—

' This refers to your office letter T\io;'PS}D}I(A["—l)Mis.’i‘(ﬂijﬂ?1 datea
17.06.2011 in response 1o this office letter No. D/Q1EE(B)/SZ/i1 daled
01.04.2211, vide which it has been-desired to-send a'revised Agenda, wili

incorzoration of existing« built-up “flocrwise ‘area alongwith ithe  sketch plan

indtcaling existing setbacks, . for placing the case ibefdre ihe Technical
Commitiee. N g L A

intnis regard, the facts of the entire case, with details of exsting ared on
each (loor are expounded hereunder:

BACKGROUND - :
Thig Basement and Ground Floor ofthis property were earlier sealed by the

Departrnent on account ol mistse, [n pursuance of orders of the Hon'ble
Suprams Coust in the .case lilied as "MC Mehta Vs, UDi & Others"  in Wit
Petition N 46771285 As the awnars / r.:cr:tipiers of the property applied tar de-
sealiry and the case remained under process. e Meniloring Committee
constitine:d by the Hoa'ble Supreme Courd. vide its arders dated 10.08. 2010,
dirccten as under.

“This i¢ 2 case where the applicant wants to have additional FAR

beyond the scope of MPD-2021. De-zealing not approve,

The case may he put up after the premises are requiarized in

terms of MPD-2021 as no commercial / mixed use acrivity is

permissible m unauthorize:d construction / sethack arcag”

The above flovis sre at present lving sealad.

The plot No. M-17, Green Park, New Delhi measd g 538-83 sqanl. (100 m X
S8 m) in size forms part of aporovad Laynul Flan. The existing residestial
building comprises of Hasement, ‘Ground Floor, First Flocr, Second Floor and
Third Floor. The rxisting ground coverage as ber the plan submitted by the
owner [ applican! comes 1o 73 sq.mf. The building plan of the properny wag
sanclioned in the year 1981 vida File No. 451/B/HQ 1981 dated 18.06 1981 for
constiuction from Basament to Barssl (Second Floor) '~

PROPOSAL.

Tha applicant tends 1o get the exisling stuclures regularized as per
Developmant Contio! Norms of fdaslor Plan-2021. The permissible graund cave
rage for this size of plot is 76% (404.12 sqmt) The applicant is seeking
relaxation in setbacks (preceding to precening calepory! a5 1Me qrouna coverage
as permissible on this size of plot is not achievabic even wilh the setbacks of
preceding category.
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The position of

achievable ground coverage as DE prescribed, precading and
preceding to preceding selbacks is as under:

Ground Coverage | Achievable with ["Achievable with I Achievable with
(permissible as the prescribed | the preceding the preceding lo 1
per setbacks | setbacks preceding |
Master Plan-2021) | ! getbacks ‘
T TTIE IR O[S ‘|< IF "IT'-: [§7Ts |[F [R ST S|
: - PR | T i |
@ (1) (r’)_1 _ L) | (2
| sy s loleo o o]
: l |
i 75% 46% l GO : 31 %
' |
1 | | %
! 404.12 sq.mls) 247 12 sq.mis. l _386.75sqnits | 489.95 sq m!s |
From the above, it can be seen thal ground coverage, as permissible
under the Master Plan-2021 for lhis plot cannot be achieved until and unlzss the
penefil of precading to preceding calegory in lerms of selbacks is exlended /
allowed
The coverage of the exisling struclures comes to 373 samt. e G8% and
only front setback to the extent of 03 mts. Is maintained. The details of the
existing construction on each floor as weli as setbacks existing at site are as
under:
Floor - __m{‘C;i_E—s.lirlrlrg‘l}uilt'ii';') arca l Ewisting Sethacks
(in sgints.)
\ Basement SRR P X 7 ‘ Front - 45 .
'Ground Floor ST . |Rea O
First Floor qerez2 S | Side(1) 0
h Second Flopr 25422 |S0e@ .2
Third Floor 1412 R | !

A copy of the Exisling Building Plan, showing the sketch plan / part l.ayout Plan

indicating the selbacks, is enclosed herewilh.

Based on the directions of lhe Hon'ble Monitoring Commitlee as well as
lucid depiclion of the case, itis reauested lo consider relaxation in selbacks by
allowing setbacks of preceding lo preceding categoly for the reasons explained
above. The above proposal may kindly be placed bLeiore the Technical
Anciginn Thi deecisian nf 1he

GUfnues Mol DEcEiEnaarry pgeEriEiclaration
ollice at the earlicst o

Techrical Commillee may kindiy be informed to this
snable this office ta place e aclual posilion tvlore

Commiltea acceidingly

e Tlan'hln Monitareg

Yours faithlully.,
e
il
Exrmentives nggingar (Blilag

Sl lone
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
‘ MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR. VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (lU)/ZOlS/MP/gzé Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at
03.30 PM.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. )

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, 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)
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
Special Invitees For item No.
L 'CllA, DDA 51/2015
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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51/InMN&C15

P DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (lO)/ZOlS!MP/Z% Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at

03.30 PM.
o,
It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting,. /-‘
i
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:
1. Vice Chairman, DDA
2. Engineer Member, DDA
3. Finance Member, DDA
4. Commissioner (Plg.), DDA

5. Commissioner (LD), DDA

6. Commissioner (LM), DDA

7. Chief Planner, TCPO

8. Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA

9. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC

1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

12, Addl. Comumr. (Landscape), DDA

[3. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, 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, SODMC/ NDMC/ EDMC

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

20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

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

22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA 51/2015
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
» MASTER PLAN SECTION
6™ FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi - 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10)/2015/MP/'gZé Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at
03.30 PM.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. 3
)//-/’/
L

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DCO)

To:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.), DIZA
Commissioner (LD}, DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW

' , DDA
10 — &> Chief Architect, NDMC«/”';Q‘:’-?Z—F(/
—10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC

I1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA ‘ ‘
14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA ‘ # -
15. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
16. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA P
s 17. Secretary, DUAC W\~
/;;2 z:r 8. Chief Town Planer, SORIC/ NDME EDMC
p 19. Sr. Architect, (HQ=1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
= ﬁé&gﬂ,\) 20. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

4\\:“‘\—' -~ 21. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO) chh
— .22, Director Fire Service, GNCTD ‘-ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%
Special Invitees
—-_\\ 1. C.L.A, DDA
@g_, 2~ S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) |

" gi%as DELHI FIRE RERVICE]
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.-}
—&~—6. Commissioner (LM), DDA

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1(10)/2015/MP/ 336 Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9™ Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at
03.30 PM.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. -

Y
) _,ﬂv (S.B. Khodankar)

{ Director (MP&DC)
To: //%O\\‘\\
——l. Vice Chairman, DD ] \p
o 2

—=2. Engineer Member, DDA— c},!

qfc\’[dhﬁ—"ﬁ" Finance Member. DDA
4. Commissioner (Plg.), DDA/C

Commissioner (LD), DDA U‘\"%;[)[ S/
7. Chief Planner, TCPO

8. Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA

9. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, 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) Dethi

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

22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Special Invitees For item No.

—T, CLA,DDA X &30 M 51/2015

7o*2. SE. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
0.0

— .\"gn{icf Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-23.

Asstt. Director Zone- *A’&’B’ for uploading the presentation in Computer

at Conference Hall

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.
Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
[ MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (IO)IZOISIMPIEZG Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at

03.30 PM.
It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. ;? .
T
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:

1. Vice Chairman, DDA
2. Engineer Member, DDA B
3. Finance Member, DDA /L//
4, Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
5. Commissioner {LD), DDA
6. Commissioner (LM), DDA o
7. Chief Planner, TCPO- ,%mr
. ~Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA
)ﬁé\\ Chief Architect, NDMC
10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
| 1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
C Vi” Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
’,26\1 . Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA

(\ 14. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA

NS Addl Commir.(Plg.) AP, DDA

g:gl‘b’ Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

7. 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)
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA 5172015
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
L8 6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
[.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10)/2015/1\/11’/326 Date 20.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at
03.30 PM.

- . rsgge.
It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting. /@
A

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
. Addl, Commr. (Landscape), DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
. Secretary, DUAC
. Chief Town Planner, SDMC/ NDMC/ EDMC
. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD., Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
22. Director Fire Service. GNCTD
Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA 51/2015
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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L
DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
‘ aK. 6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
| I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
| Phone No. 23370507

MEETING NOTICE

F.1 (10)/2015/MP/ 336 Date 20.10.2015

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 which
was scheduled to be held on 20.10.2015 at 5.00 P.M under the Chairmanship of Vice
Chairman, DDA in the Conference Hall at B-Block, 1st Floor, Vikas Sadan, INA,
New Delhi 110023 is now postponed and rescheduled for 21.10.2015 Wednesday at

03.30 PM.

It is requested to make it convenient to attend the meeting.

‘ (S.B. Khodankar)

' To:
1. Vice Chairman, DDA

2. Engineer Member, DDA

3. Finance Member, DDA

4. Commissioner (Plg.). DDA

5. Commissioner (LD), DDA

6. Commissioner (LM), DDA

7. Chief Planner, TCPO

8. Chief Architect, HUPW., DDA

9. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC

I1. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, 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)
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Director (MP&DC)

Special Invitees For item No.

1. C.L.A,DDA
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC)
N.O.O:

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

51/2015
4712015

2. Asstt. Director Zone- “A’& B’ for uploading the presentation in Computer

at Conference Hall

3. A.E. (Maintenance)-I, Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-

110023.

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

5. Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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INDEX

9th Technical Committee Meeting to be held on 20.10.2015

8 PAGE

No. ITEM NO. SUBJECT NO.
Confirmation of the 8% Technical Committee meeting held on

1. | 46/2015 | 31.08.2015 1-4
F1(08)/2015/MP
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt

2. | 47/2015 Parking in the Residential Plot - Plotted Housing 5-10
F20(20)2014/MP
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for H
Treatment Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous '

3. | 48/2015 | \a5te of Delhi. 11-13
F.20(08)2015/MP
Proposed change of Landuse of an area measuring 1.12 Ha. (2.76
acres) from ‘Residential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’opposite

4, | 49/2015 | CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja | 14-19
Bhawan'’ in Zone D
F20(11) 2015/ MP
Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Phase- IV & V) previous# ]
Sector-23 (Phase I1I)

5. | 50/2015 | F Dir/ Plg./R/4033/2005 20-22

Laid on Table
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t the relaxation of | |
setbacks from preceding category in Residential Plot - Plotted

6. 51/2015 | Housing. 23-32
F3(19) 2014/ MP
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION

* 6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
L.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507
F.1 (10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015
MEETING NOTICL
The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 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. EH
o
(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (MP&DC)
To:
1. Vice Chairman, DDA
2. Engineer Member, DDA
3. Finance Member, DDA
. Commissioner (Plg.), DDA s
/\\,ﬂ' Commuissioner (LD), DDA @. Sf
\A 6. Commissioner (LM), DV \ A xn
7. Chief Planner, TCPO zT1el)]
8. Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA i

bz

Al

9. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

I3. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA
4. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA

\g‘( 5. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA

6. 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)
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
N.O.O:
1. Chief Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023,
2. Asstt. Director Zone- ‘A’& B’ for uploading the presentation in Computer at Conference Hall
3. A.E. (Maintenance)-1, Civil, B-Block Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
4. A.E (Maintenance), Electrical Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
5. Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1(10)/2015/MP/332

MEETING NOTICE

Date 19.10.2015

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be

held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at

05.00 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. @'
%

"To;

e

O
g — O

t

(9%

22

Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC

. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA
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Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA

Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA

Addl Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

Secretary, DUAC

Chief Town Planner, SDMC/NDMC/ EDMC
Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)

. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1(10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 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. Q?

(S.B. Khodankar)

Director (MP&DC)

To:

. Vice Chairman, DDA

2. Engineer Member, DDA

3. Finance Member, DDA

4, Commissioner (Plg.), DDA

5. Commissioner (LD). DDA

6. Commissioner (LM), DDA

7. Chief Planner, TCPO

8. Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA

0. Chief Architect, NDMC

10. Chief Engineer (Property Development ). DMRC

11. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA

12. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA

13. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, 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 P g\ Q\\O\U

19. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
—20—By. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi

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

22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA ,
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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| DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION

| @ 6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR

| I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002

Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 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. /@‘J

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

«—2. Engineer Member, DD/

__ 3. Finance Member, DDA AR AN —
4. Commissioner (Plg.), DDAﬂ/__ »‘7\5\\- -
3~ Commissioner (LD), DDA , 19// 5_7”

—~——=6, Commissioner (LM), DDkWTM
7. Chief Planner, 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.) MPR & DC, 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) (
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

pecial Invitees For item No.
C.L.A, DDA
S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015
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) —,ck‘ﬁ;gf Security officer, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023.
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AAN" 5. Reception, Vikas Sadan, DDA, INA, New Delhi-110023

LA




51/InMN&CI15

) e DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
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6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi - 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 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 mecting.
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(S.B. Khodankar)

Director (MP&DC)
To:
1. Viece Chairman, DDA
2. Engineer Member, DDA
3. Finance Member, DDA
4. Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
5. Commissioner (L.D), DDA 4/\/
6. Commissioner (LM), DDA
7. Chief Planner. TCPO _ { 5d
8. Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA |
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
I.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1(10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 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. @
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Director (MP&DC)
To:
Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg.), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
. Secretary, DUAC
. Chief Town Planner, SDMC/ NDMC/ EDMC
. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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4. 5STATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given below:

\ Sl.No i Status |
! I. | Whether tha land is government or | Land acquired and possession with DDA for planned |
! i private and who is the land owning | development of Rohini Ph.-lll, IV &V, ‘
L | apency? Land is available and with Engineering Wing DDA.
| . | On whose request the change of | A request from RWA's has been received for development of |
| l land wuse case or modification to Sperts Complex in this area. At present DDAs Sport Comrplex |
| MPD-2021 has been initiated? is located opposite Sector-IX. As per ZDP for Zone-M, Sports
| [ Facility has been proposed in Sector-34 which is located at
! ‘ distance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed. |
T ’ Vhetlier a responsible office from | Tota! Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering |
J | DDA (give details) was deputed for | Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director(Plg.), Dy
[ r inspection of site and & copy of | Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without any
[ | inspection report be provided. development, \
C V. | What s the public  purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectars-20
! J‘ prepose¢  to  be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 36, 37, 38 where the ‘
[ | modification of MPD and/or change | plots have been aliotted recently, \
! | of land use? |
: v, | | What will be impact of propasal on i The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &
[ Jl the ZDP/MPD and whether the | Ground coverage for Sports facility is comparatively low and |
\ | changes are in consonance with the | will also provide for large open spaces & landscape areas |
| ,_approved plans and policies? with tree plantation, :
VI. | What will be proposal’s | This will be additional facility for the general public & will |
impact/imolications  on  general | not have any impact on Law & order.
| public e.g. Law & order etc.? |
VL Whether any court cases are | The scheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and |

ongoing on the land mentioned in
proposal? Full details be attached.

Total Station Survey has been provided by the Enzineering [
Wing in 2014. No court case/ownership dispute has been ‘
reported.

5. PROPOSAL

——

The following modifications is proposed in Master Plan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for

Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957,

Location

Area Landuse

| ZDP of Zone-M)

(in Ha.) | (as per MPD-2021 &

Proposed Landuse Boundaries

|
I
J
|
|

Sector-33

Recreational

i
|
l
|
\
|

Public & Semi Public Facilities. | North- Sector-32,
(PS3) Sports Facilities/ | Rohini.
Complex/ Stadium/ Sports : 30.0 m. wide
Centre | green belt,
| and 80.0 m
|

|

|

East-

wide road
R/W({UER-II1)
South- Under

(existing) .
Sector-33,

1
|
|

[
| West-
|
|

Ground |
Reservoir |

[
Rahini. .
|

|



~20 ~ Item No. 5)/2015

Date: 20.10.2015

" Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-lv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-111).

e}

£20 (18 |40)5-11P

1. BACKGROUND

k

A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon'ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-1l1) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpose.

The plan prepared by Landscape unit wWas approvedin 231* Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried
outin the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”,

The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for
various sports, Swimming Pool, Multi Gym etc.

As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

jil.

The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where anly
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use "Public and Semi-public Facilities”.

The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a

population of 5 lakhs and above, Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR 40

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sgm of fleor area,

3. EXAMINATION

e

1.

Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-ll vide
letter No. F1(01)09/SA(R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-1Il. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33. This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-|.

In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.
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. Based on the consideration & recommendation of Technical Committee, the proposal will be placed
before the Authority for processing under section-11-A of DD Act, 1957, for inviting
objections/suggestion from the public.

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 Is placed before the Technical Committee for consideration and
approval please.

; /
—fed s
(Rajesh Kumar Jain) (A.K. Malhotra) (Deepak Joshi\
Director.(Plg.)Rohini Dy.Dir(Plg.)Rohini Asstt.Dir(Plg.)Rohini
Zone-'M’ Zone-‘M’ Zone-‘M’
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due to some bonafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA it i3 state

Q

-

=
\

the wrong once done whether Intentionally or Dy mistake can
I'epeated again in case of the appellant even jf hfsgg:sg_i:s_@_r‘e;'
Technical Committee of the DDA for consideration.

. Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
petition for violation of the Article 14 of the Constitution ¢of India aue o
non grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and there may be
possibility that the DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the wrong sgecial
benefit given in favour of owner of property No. M-17. Green Park may
be withdrawn and his property may be alse declared ilfegal.

iii.  In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court ta
rectify its mistake onca committed. _In case. such things happens

—_— I T
then another complication will_arise in the form of litigation_to be
instituted by the owner of the property of M-17, Green Park.

iv.  Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in

=
O
m |

[

lt‘[l |
5 |

view of the above situation and also wants to explore tha Rossibility of

any_ solution of similar type of problems which may Fave arisen in
number of cases including to amend the Master Plan,

1.51In view of Para 4. above, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on
21.07.2014 under the Chairmanshfp of V.C., DDA wherein the officers of
MCD & DDA wera present ,wherein it was decided to “fo prepare a
modification in MPD-2021 in para 4.4.3A where Para {¢) may pe added
that in case the permissible ground coverage is not achieved in case of fa
) above je. preceding category setback, the Technical Committee may
consider further relaxation of sethacks”

1.6With  reference to above mentioned SDMC vide lster  Ne.
TP/G/SDMC/2014/5061 dt. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Ansxure-
):"As regards relaxation of sethacks, it is opined that the Master Plan
provisions be retained and geing from preceding to the precedin g category
be addressed by Technical Committee in isolated cases, where either the
shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technical
Committee in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide ltem No. £6/2014 and
the minutes of the same were canfirmed in the next Technical Commiitee
held on 24.08.2014 with certain modifications. The decision taken therein
Is as foflows(Annexure-lV):"The proposal was presented py Direstar
(Plg)MP  after deliberation Technical Committee recommernded ithe
propaosal for further processing under Section 11-4 of DD Act, 1957 for
modification in MPD-2021."

Page 2 of 3
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Ity No. 517 [40)85

Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of setbacks

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-1ip

1.0 Background

1.1 The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding Category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2 Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to precading category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-1):“The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if the setback are relaxed for preceding
category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other
development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL etc. will be
~adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD".

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,

wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt.
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-||)

I It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and

in violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue

advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

Page 1 of 3
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® 1.8 Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :*/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:

i.  The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021.

ii.  The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally tenable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.

ii. The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if
deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Depit. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technical Committee for appropriate decision. )

G et

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC }y./o”if g.)/MP Director (Plg.)/MP




After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the proposal with the ®
provisio that existirg Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD

shou'd be frozen. Further that all other development control norms with respect to FAR

height, BBL etc. will be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD __

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)

Item No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.]

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘DY, it was informed that
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions. The MPD- [
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation of temporary cinemas, subject t@
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; Cne car space per
25 seats; confarmity to the Cinematography Act and levying of conversion charges, 10
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas is not addressed in the MPD-2021. Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on

armanent basis was also raised in one of the Authority meetings by the non official
members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hon’ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed before the
Technical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temparary Cinemas and the possibility ot effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case hasis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported by « |

. , 4 o |
photographs/documents may be obtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Plg.)

Item No.22/11:

Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
F.1(25)07/MP/
Director (Plg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will subhmit the

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and accommodating future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provisicns.

Action:Dir.(Plg.)C&G Zone. ‘ ]
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DELHI DEVELOPNIENT AUTHORITY
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS MINAR:
NEW DELH].

No: F.1(7)2011-MP | 2 44 Dt: 29})
MINUTES OF 3™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .

LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

ltem No. 18/11:

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2" Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
received for any item. Therefore, the same were confirmad.

ltem No.19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC
in Zone K-I.

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledpe Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Park’.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)
l}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

/The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was
explained by SE(HQ)BIdg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.
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Presant - 34 KINLSirgh. ceunsel for appellant.
St Ajay Arora, Standing Counsel ‘or MCD
alengwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashi
Kant Sharma counsels for MCD and sh
Sudhir - Mehta, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh.
Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person.
Sh PK 'Aggam'al and Sh. Saniav Sharma
counsels for DDA

Vakalatnama on behals of DDA filed.

There are two connected matters pertaining to the
same property Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after cuasicering the clarifications received from tihe
DDA deier 10.04.2014 it has heen dacided that the MG
Wil ake aetion i accoidance Wi the said rerort for the
time bevr apd in e (A in Wul--_ wenile ta take 3

. oy — s e ey

difiereni siang iz WICT will also act accordmaly

The DI2A clarification dated 15.01.2014 leads to the
Inference L\tha? a relaxation n preceding to preceding
category set hacks wus aven in respect of property number
M-17, Green Park 88 _4 special case after freezing the
ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissibie in
future simijar matters. The decision of the DDA in respect of

that property was 2 specific case and not g general

instructions or degision Hawever, nothing is mentioned in

the clarification or in thi accompanying documents what
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were given (o e owner of that frronelly

Apaellant g olainn 3 e sunilar bepefit on the
rid
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of that property number M-17, Green Fark, or due to some

{Jjonaf'ide mistake. On behalf of the DDA 4 = slated that the
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wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake can
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/ Sh.R.IC Jain, \ Q‘-\\“\‘\“L\/ 7
- . o 5 : v s
The Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) o SN \. i
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Delhi Developmenl Authority. p N\

Vikas Minar, LP. Estate, v S

New Delhi.

Qulv- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice -Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014
Sir,

In the above referred meeling the following issues were discussed:-

A Stilt parking in the Residential Plot — Platted Housing as a follow up of lhe High Court

Orders daled 29.05.2014 in the matter ol P K. Chatterjee v/s Union of India.

B.  Relaxation of (he sethacks [rom preceding to the preceding category of the Residential

plot Lo achieve the Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r.L. MCD court case on the

subject.

G Development of scheme by Standard plan or modification in schenie as per developmient
control norms of Master Plan for Delbi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desited a written reply on behall of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
packing a detail status report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides the Hon'ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt
parking should not be insisted on narrow, lanes/mon-tralficable voads because on such roads the
moveient space for vehicles for parking under stilts is not available.

As regards relaxation of setbacks, il is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retained and
going from preceding to the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Commitiee in isolated
cases, where either the shape of the plot or some otlier reasons watrants such consideration.

As regards the development contral norms for shop cum residential plots, the opinion on
behalf of MCD is already before the Technical Committee and the same 18 reproduced below:-

“It is suggested that on all shop-cum-Residential plots ( pre 1962 or affer 1962) the
Residzntial Development Control Novins shall be applicable whether such Shop-cum-Residential
Complex are designated as 15C (under MPD-2001/2021) or not. The Residential Norms shall be
applicable at ihe time of sanction of bldg. Plans on individual plots or addition/alteration on
individual plets. The parking charges shall be charged as per Mixed Use policy for providing
parking in the viciiity. The Siandard Plans shall be revised as per the provisions af MPD-2021 witl
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots. The Basement areq may be use &
for Commercial purpose subject 1o paymeni of charges as per Mixed Lise Regulations”,

Farlier necessary action on the issucs are requested [or.

Lacli-Ag above Yours faithfully,
f /
.-/‘ =~ A If i 7 /If -
P\ Y Aoprn 177
Chief Town Plaoner ‘3! 7| /[“
g ¢ ~ . . Qi lr :'\"l’b'i" 28 Pt r
f"\\—,:’"ﬁh“\\i Lopylo E‘lh'i::l‘ Tawn Flanna
W 1. Leader of House/SDMC-for kind information. )

V2 P.S. 1o Commissioner/SDMC for kind information..
\g‘“ 3. SE(3)/SDMC

QQ}\ 4. SEIBYNDMC p/ ;})\\\f\
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not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his
case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
consideration.

Appala .l tatad tat he r.'n;ay aprroach the Hon'ble
High Court in wri petitior for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be possible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
illegal,ffin case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of p.arity./l'n that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the rligh Court to rectify its mistake once

committed. In case, such thinge happens then another

complication wil! arise in the form of litigation to be instituted

by the cwner of the property of M-17, Green Park. who was
apparently not at fauit but might be suftering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA,

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instruction from the
department ir view of the above situation and also wants to
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of
problems which may have arizsen in number of cases
including to amend the Master I?lan.

Appeliant also wanis to consult some architect and
structural engineer to find out whether there is any solution
of rectification of the property in such a manner that the less
damage is caused to it and proceeding category set hock is
achieved if for the sake of arguments it is presumed that the
benefit of parity is not given to him even py the Hon'ble High
Court in writ petition ‘

Put up this matter on. 29.082014 for  further
proceedings. Copy of ihe order be sent to Director
(Planning) DDA and ore copy be given Dasti to Counsel for
DDA. Interim stay is extended till next date, t
(ASHWANI SARFAL]
Appellale Tribunal:MCD

AR Ne asva s
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P, ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1(12) 2014/MP/ 359 Date:] <.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12*" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

Item No. 59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members, The observation have been received for Item No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

ltem No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09.2014 and Addl,
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F.3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raised
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the Item
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation

. the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda
Bagh" Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957.

Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B

Chief Town Planner (NDIMC)
Item No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
category in residential — plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will require
modification in the Master Plan - 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under.

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical
Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modification in MPD-2021."

Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11* Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

12" Technical Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5
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due to some bonafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA it is stated that
the wrong once done whether intentionally or by _mistake cannot be
repeated again in case of the appellant even if his case js referred to
T=chnical Committee of the DDA for consideration.

i Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
patition for violation of the Article 14 of the Constitution of India dye to
nan grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and there may be
possibility that the DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the wrong special
benefit given in favour of owner of Property No. M-17, Green Park may
e withdrawn and his property may be also declared illegal,

iii. In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court <o
rsctify its mistake once committed. _In case, sueh things happens
tien_another complication will_arise in_the form of litigation to he
Instituted by the owner of the property of M-17. Green Park.

iv.  Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in
view of the above situation and also wants to explore the pessibility of
any _solution of similar type of problems which may have arisen _in

number of cases including to amend the Master Plan.
LHDET OF cases In —=allend the Master Plan

1.51n viaw of Para 4. above, the matter was discussed in the meeting heald on
21.07.2014 under the Chairmanship of V.C . DDA wherein the officers of
MCD & DDA were present .wherein it was decided fo ‘to prepare a
maodification in MPD-2021 jn para 4.4.3A where Para (¢) may be added
that in case the permissible ground coverage (s not achieved in case of (a
) above je. preceding category sethack, the Technical Committee may
consider further relaxation of sethacks"

1.8With  reference to above mentioned SDMC vide letter No.
TP/G/SDMC/2014/5061 dt. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Annexure-
W):"As regards reflaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan

provisions be retained and going from preceding lo the preceding ca tegary

be addressed by Technical Committee in isolated cases, where either the
shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration
1.?Accorclmgly‘ the matter was considered & approved in the Technical
Committze in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide ltem No. 56/2014 and
the minutes of the same were confirmed in the next Technical Commttes

held on 24.08.2014 with certain Mmodifications, The decision taken therein

s as fotlows(Annexure-l\f}f"The proposal was presentsd by Director

(PgIMP  after deliberation Technical Committee recommencled the

propesal for further processing under Section 11-4 of DD Act, 1957 for

madification in MPD-2021.*

Page 2 of 3
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of setbacks

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-MpP

1.0 Background

1.1The matter is regarding the propesed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A paint (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively

1.2Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After defailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-|):“The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldy.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if the setback are relaxed for preceding
calegory, 66% of the Ground Coverage s achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other

development control norms with respect lo FAR height, BBL efc. will be
adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD".

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SODMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,

wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt.
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-1)

I. It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and

in violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue

advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

é Page 1 of 3



rﬁ ~ 95 —

. 1.8Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :"/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority."

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:

I~ The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021.

ii.  The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally terable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.

iii. ~ The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if

deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technical Committee for appropriate decision.

DIy}

e
Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC /Dyf’ ir.g.)!r\fl Director (Plg.)/MP




aftar the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the proposal with the
provisio that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control norms with respect Lo FAR
neight, BBL etc. will be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD

P

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)

Item No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.|

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘DY, it was informed that
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at
various locations in Dalhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions. The MPD-
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation ef temporary cinemas, subject 1o
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space per
25 seats: conformity to the Cinematography Act and levying of conversion charges, to
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas is not addressed in the MPD-2021, Several representations were recejved from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on
permanent basis was also raised in one ol the Authority meetings by the non official
members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of tha directions of the Hon'ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed before the
Tachnical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility of effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case basis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported by
photographs/documents may be obtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Plg.)

ltem No.22/11:

Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
F.1(25)07/MP/
Director (Plg,} C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will submit the

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and accommodating future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provisions.

Action:Dir.(Plg.)C&G Zone.
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DELHI DEVELOPIVENT AUTHORITY
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS IVIINAR:
NEW DELHL.

No: F.1(7)2011-MP | 2 ) Dt: ?.Cf)i{?)JJ

MINUTES OF 3" TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .
LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2™ Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
received for any item, Therefore, the same were canfirmed.

Item No.19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC
in Zone K-I.

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
‘1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledge Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Park’.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)

I;em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

,///The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was
explained by SE(HQ)BIdg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage Iis achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.
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Presant 3" K.N.Singh, ecunsel for appeilant,
Sh. Ajay /Arora, Standing Counsel for MCD
alongwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shash;
Kant Sharma counsels for MCD and sh
Sudhir - Mehla, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh.
Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person.
Sh P.K. Aggarwal and Sh. Sanjay Sharma
counsels for DDA.

Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA filed.

There are two connect ted matters perta ining to the
same property Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after coasicuring the clarifications received from the
DDA deied 15.019.2014 it has beon dacided that the MCD
il ke seliun i accoidance wily Na said report for the

fime be g s savE DN g0 i wWiniis 1o take o

;T—_Ti Stand thei MG wil also act aecordingly

| The DGA clanfication dated 15.01.2014 lzads to the
nference L‘th:_al a relaxation in preceding to preceding
category set backs was given in respect of praperty number
M-17, Green Park, as_u_special case after freezing the
ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissible in
future similar matters The decision of the DDA in respect of

that property was ¢ spe CH case and not a general

mstrucuons or Hecncmn ilwvrvwr nothing is mpnfmnﬂri

thc clarific ahfm of irn tha ACCOMpanying documents what

WAL the gme o Giiissmn A _thay excaplional benefits

< —

weie given {o tive owner of that pronery
Appeliant s carmng b saritar benefit on the
¢ .A:’ | 4 } 4
ground ol parity hyd i depears aiga that (he above oenefit
Was given Pernaps wionaly ang in violation of |he Provision:
of Mastar Plan io give some undue advantage o the owner
of that Property number M-17. Groen Park, or due to some
bonafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA i is stated that the

wrong once done whether intentionally o by mistake can
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E-Block, 21°" Floot, Civic Centre, Minto Road,\\New Delhi-1 10002

W
Vi

No: TP/G. ). spmel2sla s ot Dated 2.8 631y

L

- ShRK.Jain, \9 4
The Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) a A \‘
Delhi Development Authority, 7 /;'g__"]\ \
Vikas Minar, LP. Estate, v
New Delbi.

SQuly:- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice _Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014

3
/ D,

Nihs

R

Sir,
In the above refzrred meeling the following issues were discussed:-

Stilt parking in the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing as a follow up of the High Court
Orders dated 29.05.2014 iu the matter ol P.K. Chatterjee v/s Union of India.

Relaxation of the setbacks [rom preceding to the preceding category of the Residential

plot to achieve the Master Plan AR and the ground coverage w.r.l, MCD court case on the
subjecl.
Development of scheme by Standard plan or modification in scheme as per development
control norms of Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desired a written reply on behall of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
packing a detail status report along with the affidavits as [iled by SDMC and MOUD 1s enclosed.

Besides the Hon'ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subliash Arya has also requested that still
parking should not be insisted on narrow. lanes/non-tratficable roads because on such roads the
movement space for vehicles for packing under stilts is not available.

As regards relaxalion of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retnined and
going from preceding 10 the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Committee in isolated
cuses. where either the shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

As regards the development control norms for shop cum residential plots, the opinion op
belalf of MCD is already before the Technical Committee and the same is reproduced below:-

“It is suggesied that on all shop-cum-Residential plots ( pre 1962 or after 1962) the
Residential Development Control Norms shall be applicable whether such Shop-cum-Residentia!
Complex are designated os LSC (under MPD-2001/2021) or not. The Residential Norms shail be
opnlicalle at ike time of sanction of bldg. Plans on individual plots or addition/alteration on
individual plots The parking charges shall be charged as per Mived Use policy for providing
parking in the viciiily. he Standard Plans shall be revised as per the provisions of MPD-2021 with
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots The Basement area may be used
for Commercial purpose subject to paynieit of charges as per Mixed Use Regulations”.

Farlier necessary action on the ssues are requested for.

Yours [aithfully,

ﬁ{omih l//

2

(:flxict' Town Plaoner ~ | f’/ I4
SHER SINGH

N V) Copy to - SHA
W":_"‘ | Leader ol [Touse/SDMC-(or kind information.
/2.PS. o Commissioner/SDMC far kind informalion..
Yy & S i )
3. SE(B)/SDMC
QTS 1.8 T AT O" '
!Q' 4. SEMVNDMC 7 \\_,\
RN S\
V ¥ ({; . ‘\’.‘
A\

; 1
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g 5 DDA. Interim stay is extended till next date
T

not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his
case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
consideration.

Appella.: clated # at he frmy aprroach the Hon'ble
High Ceurt in writ petitior for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be possible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
illegal,l/ in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parity.ffrn that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the High Court to rectify its mistake once
committed. In case, such things happens then another
complication wi? arise in the form of litination to be instituted
by the cwner of the property of M-17, Green Park, who was
apparently not at fault but might be suftering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA.

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and also wants to
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of
problems which may have arisen in number of cases
including to amend the Master J?Ian.

Appeliant also wanis to consult some architect and
structural engineer to find out whether there is any solution
of rectification of the property in such a manner that the less
damage is caused to it and pioceeding category set hack is
achieved if for the sake of arguments it is presumed that the
benefit of parity is not given to him even by the Hon'ble High
Court in writ petition. ‘

Put up this matter on 29.08.2014 for further
proceedings. Copy of (he order be sent to Director
(Planning) DDA and ore copy be given Dasti to Counsel for
(ASHWANI SARFAL)
Appellate T nbunal:MCD

N AF A

%
»
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI ~ 110002

F.1(12) 2018/mP/ 354 Date:] 2.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

Item No.59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for Item No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

Item No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09,2014 and Addl.
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F.3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raised
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed, Accordingly the minutes of the Item
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation

_ the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda
Bagh” Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957.

Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B

Chief Town Planner (NDVIC)
Item No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
category in residential — plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will require
modification in the Master Plan — 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under.

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical
Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for madification in MPD-2021."

\ Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11 Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

12" Technical Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5
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4. 5TATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide i by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given below:

) i N S |
| | ether the land is s:overnmeni_rT;—G:d_a—cquired :,:'»a'k;::m:;lo..ii;i'tv_l}_tﬁ}; ?c5r' ﬁhv:';cf
| private and who is the land owning | development of Rohini Ph.-Il1, IV & V. }
| ap ? | Land is available and with Engineering ‘
L { Em wE:ow request the c'm—n;rj of J‘_n_\—rmu Lfrom R‘W\ 5 I‘mr-m received for dey ﬂ!.TD_,1:iTEr—.
{land use 2 or modification to | Sports Cornplex in this are: rvr*mm DDAs Sport Complex |

| MPD-2023 has been initiated? | is located opposite Sector —F‘< ;\< per ZDP for Zone-M, Sports

| Facility has been proposed in Sector-34 which is located at
S fg tance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed. 3

er a responsible office from | Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
DH'\ (eive details) was deputed for

Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy Director(Plg.}, Dy.
| inspection of site and & copy of | Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site Is without any

|
| Inspection report be provided. cf-wnln pment.
IV, i is lr.r: pum € purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectors-20
‘ proposed to  be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 26, 37, 38 where the
{ |
modification of MPD and/or change | plots have heen allotted recently.
|
| of land use |
— e — —_— S—— R — =
V. at will he impact of proposal on I The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &
: ZDP/MPD  and whether the ; Greund coverage for Sports facility is comparatively low anc
| changes are in consonance with the | will also provide for large open spaces & lands areas
| approved plans z un(, ro?rcmar '!_\:u'irh tree plant ion. o 1
VI Whet will he proposal’s | This will be additional facili Ly for the general pu‘nhc & will
| | impact/implications on  general | not have any impact on Law & order.
i ‘ 4 ¢ Imj
[ | put lic e.g. iaw & order etc.? |
Vil | Wheth any court cases are | The scheme for this area has bee 2004 and

N preparea in
angoing on the land mentioned in } Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
i i proposal? Full details be attached. | Wing in 2014. No court case/ow

rship dispute has bhoer
| reported.

5. PROPOSAL

The Tollowing maodifications is proposed in Master Flan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for
Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957,

Location Area | Landuse Proposed Landuse Boundaries
| (inHa.) | (asper MPD-2021 & |
L ! |__zoPofzomeM) | N R
: } " Recreational | Public & Semi Public Facilities. | North- Sector-32,
Rohiri, | ‘ | (PS3) Sports Facilities/ Rohini.
Ph-1V, : ! Complex/ Stadium/ Sports | East- 30.0 m. wide |
| . | Centre green

il
3
o 5
o
]
=
3

1~ sen =
wide recad

R/WI(UER-I

|
|
\
|
|
| E—




~20 ~ Item No. 5) /2015
Date: 20.10.2015

Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-lv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-lil),

F’.loQS)}pﬂﬂ)S—MP

1. BACKGROUND

I A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon’ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

1. As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-lIl) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpose.
. The plan prepared by Landscape unit was approvedin 231°% Screening Committee held on

15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall he carried
outin the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.
V. The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for |
various sports, Swimming Poal, Multi Gym etc. |
V. As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

i. The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

. As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use “Public and Semi-public Facilities”.

iii. The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a
population of 5 lakhs and above, Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR 40

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sgm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

o Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc, measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-ll vide
letter No. F1(01)09/SA(R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

11, The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-1l. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33. This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-l.

. In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.
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Based on the consideration & recommendation of Technical Committee, the proposal will be placed
before the Authority for

Ol)jd' tions/suggestion from the public.

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 is placed

approval please,

A28y
R ) —
el

(Rajesh Kumar Jain)
Director.(Plg.)Rohini
Zone-‘M’

2L~

under section-11-A of

before the Technical Ct

| |
~—t [ /|
Yhtwbes - *-——.
‘,'I\ull
\r—\ K. M1 ln\LﬂfrlI

Dy.Dir.(Plg.)Rohini
Zone-'\M’

DD Act, 1957, for ;r‘“.‘f(.w!l\'(j

ommittee for consideration and

I
)1'5} \ } 4\([S
(D\.‘ Pak Jbﬂh,
Asstt.Dir(Plg.)Rohini

Zone-'\M’
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4. 5TATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given below:

the ZDP/MPD and whether the
changes are in consonance with the
approved plans and policies?

Sl.Ng Status

L. | Whether the land is government or | Land acquired and possession with DDA for plarned
private and who is the land ownling | development of Rohini Ph,-1I, IV & V, |
agency? | Land is available and with Engineering Wing DDA.

IIl. | On whose request the change of | Arequest from RWA's has been received for develonment ;‘_|
lend use case or modification to | Sports Compiex in this arca. At present DDAs Sport Complex
MPD-2021 has been initiated? is located opposite Sector-1X, As per ZDP for Zone-M, Sports

Facility has been proposed in Sector-34 which iz located at
distance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed.

.| Whether a responsible office from | Tots! Station Survey has been provided by the Ergineering
DDA (give details) was deputed for | Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director(Plg.), Dy
inspection of site and a copy of | Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without any
inspection report be provided, development.

IV. | What s the public purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectors-20 "
proposed  to  be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 36, 37, 38 where the
modification of MPD and/or change | plots have been allotted recently. ‘
of land use?

V. | What will be impact of proposal on

The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &
Ground coverage for Sports facility is comparatively low and
will also provide far large open spaces & landscape areas
with tree plantation,

'L VI | What will be proposal’s | This will be additional facility for the general publc & will |
‘ irpact/implications  on generzl | not have any impact on Law & order.

| bublic e.g. Law & order etc.? , _

VI | Whether any court cases are | The scheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and |

orgoing on the land mentioned in
propesal? Full details be attached.

Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
Wing in 2014. No court case/ownership dispute has beep
reported, |

5. PROPOSAL

The following modifications is proposed in Master Plan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for

Zone-M uncer Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

Location |

| Area Landuse Proposed Landuse Boundaries _|
(in Ha.) | (as per MPD-2021 &
ZDP of Zone-M) | ‘
Sector-33 Recreational Public & Semi Public Facilities. | North- Sector-32, ‘
Rohini, | (PS3) Sports Facilities/ Rohini.
Ph-IV. Complex/ Stadium/ Sports | East- 30.0 m. wide
| Centre green belt,
and 80.0 m
\ wide road

\ R/W(UER-II1)

| South- Under
Ground
Reservoir

‘ (existing)

‘ West- Sector-33,
Rohini

il




i L item No. 579/2015

Date: 20.10.2015

Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-lv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-lil).

f2 %o () 8)}&0!5*)\4}7

1. BACKGROUND

A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon’ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-1ll) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpose.,

The plan prepared by Landscape unit Was approvedin 231* Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried
out in the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.

The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for
various sports, Swimming Pool, Multi Gym etc.

As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

iii.

The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use “Public and Serhl-public Facilities".

The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a

population of 5 lakhs and above. Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR 40 |

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sqm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

I

Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-Il vide
letter No. F1(01)09/SA(R&N)/HU PW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-IIl. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33, This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-I.

In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.
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i 22/

. Based on the consideration & recommendation of Technic
before the Authority for processing
objections/suggestion from the public.

al Committee, the proposal will be placed

under section-11-A of DD Act, 1957, for inviting

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 is placed before the Technical

Committee for consideration and
approval please.

Mbll\f
/m& . ‘L %’ /1L/ 1S

el ‘“"
(Rajesh Kumar Jain) (AK. rvla!hotra) (Decpak]oshl
Director.(Plg.)Rohini Dy.Dir.(Plg.)Rohini Asstt.Dir(Plg.)Rohini
Zone-"\M’ Zone-‘M’

Zone-‘\V’



LR

due to some bonafide Mmistake. On behalf of the DDA it is stated that

the wrong once done whether intentigf@:_v_o; by mista_@g:%t_be
repeated again in case of the appellant even if his case Is referred to
Technical Committee of the DDA for consideration,

. Appeliant stated that he may approach the Hon'bie High Court in writ
petition for violation of the Article 14 of the Constitution of India due to
non grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and there may be
pessibility that the DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the wrong special
benefit given in favour of owner of Property No. M-17, Green Park may
be withdrawn and his property may be also declared iliegal.

. In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court ta
rectify its mistake once committed. _In case such things happens
then another complication_will_arise in the form_of litigation fo_be
Instituted by the owner of the roperty of M-17, Green Park.

Iv.  Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in
view of the above situation and also wants EC)_Q)SM?D_@_QD_SMM
any_solution of similar ype of problems which may have arisen in
number of cases including to amend the Master Plan.

1.51n view of Para 4. abave, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on

21.07.2014 under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA wherein the officers of
MCD & DDA were present .wherein it was decided to ‘to prepare a
modification in MPD-2021 jn para 4.4.3A where Parg (c) may be added

that in case the permissible ground coverage is not achieved in case of (a

) above |e preceding category setback the Technical Commitiee may

consider further relaxation of setbacks”

T8With  reference o above mentioned SDMC vide letter No
TP/G/SDMC/I2014/5051 dt. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Annexure-
):*As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan
provisions be retained and going from preceding to the preceding category
b2 addressed by Technical Committee in isolated cases, where efthar the
shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technical
Committee in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide Item No. 56/2014 and
the minutes of the same were confirmed in the next Technical Commitiee
eld on 24.08.2014 with certain medifications. The decision taken herein
is as fol]ov-JS(Annexure—IV):" The proposal was presented by Diractor
(Plg)MP  after deliberation Technical Commiltee recommended the
procosal for further processing under Section 11-4 of DD Act, 1957 for
madification in MPD-2021 *
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of setbacks |

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-MP

1.0 Background

1.1 The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively,

1.2 Earlier in the specific case of Property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committes held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-l): "The proposal for relaxation in sethack
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)BIdg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if the setback are refaxed for preceding
category, 66% of the Ground Coverage s achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other
development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL etc. will be |
-adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD”

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD [Ahe appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4 The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,
wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt.
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-||)

I. It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and
In violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue
advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

é Page 1 of 3
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& 1.8 Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :“I see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellale
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:
i.  The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for madification in MPD-2021
ii. The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally tenable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.
ii. The matter may he placed before the Technical Committee if

deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technical Committee for appropriate decision.

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC }y.’D’E g.)/MP Director (Plg.)/MP



After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the proposal with the
provisio that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control normis with respect to FAR
heignt, BBL etc, wi'l be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD .

/

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone IVICD)

[tem No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/NMP/Pt.]

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘IV, it was informed that

the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use previsions. The MPD-
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation of temporary cinemas, subject to
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space per
25 seats; conformity to the Cinematograply Act and levying of conversion charges, to
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas is not addressed in the MPD-2021. Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on
permanent basis was also raised in one ol the Authority meetings by the non official
members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hon'ble Lt.Governor for processing the casas of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed befora the
Technical Committee, After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility of effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case basis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, cwnership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported Dby
photographs/documents may be obtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Pig.)
Item No.22/11:
Sub:Revisaed layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
£.1(25)07/MP/
Director (Plg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will submit the

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and =accommodatirg future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provisions.

Action:Dir.(Plg.)C&G Zone.
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DELHI DEVELOPNENT AUTHORITY
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS MINAR:
NEW DELHI.
No: F.1(7)2011-MP | 2 47 Dt: 25,f)f;’ /)

MINUTES OF 3™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE IMEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .
LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:
Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2" Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
received for any item. Therefare, the same were confirmad.

ltem No.19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC
in Zone K-I.

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda, Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledge Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Park'.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)
I}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

4The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was

explained by SE(HQ)BIdg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage s achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plotis 75% as per MPD-2021,
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Pregan! - 3. KUN.Sirgh, crunsel for appellant.

S Ajay Arora, Standing Counse| 'or MCD
alengwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashi
Kail Sharma counsels for MCD and sh
Sudhir  Mehla, EE(BHQ) alongwith Sh
Joginder Singh, AE(BI- 1Q) in person.

Sh P.K. Aggarwal and Sh. Saniay Sharma
counsels for DDA.

Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA filed.

There are iwo connected matters pertaining to the
same property Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after Consicering the clarifications received from the
DDA deted 15 6492014 i has beon dacided that the WicD

will (ake’ weiion i auemdance wilh the said repert for the

time ber mpd e e CA @ futirs wante L {ake a

differenc stand 4

-2 will also act accurdingly

The DDA clarification dateg 15.01.2014 leads to e
inference  that a relaxation in preceding to preceding
category set hacks wus awven n respect of property number
M-17, Grean Park, 85 4 special case after freezing the
grounc! coverage and that benefit is now not permissibie in
future similar matiers The decision of the DDA in respect of
ihat property was 2 \pﬁrhc case ancl ::t a gener af

ms[ruc»:ons or r‘e(lclrm ilﬂ"nvmr nothmg is mnnhoned in

fhc r‘ulf'mtcm 0r in the ac companying documenis what

WA, bl e STk e tu thar excaplional beneiits
S LTI

weie given (o the ownar of that sropetly,

Appelant e clabnng (e ey
8 )
greund of parity hudit abpeace also that the ahove benefit

miRr benefil on the

was given perhaps wrongly ana in violation of the provisiona
of Master Plan 1o give some undue advantage to the owner
of that property number M-17, Groen Park, or due o some
Qonaféde Mistake. On behalf of the DDA 1 is stated that the

Wrong once done whether intentionally o by mistake can
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_~ Sh.R.K.Jain, N "

“ The Addl. Coramissioner (Plg.)

Delhi Development Authority,
Vikas Minar, 1.P. Estale,
New Delhi.

Suly- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Viece ~Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014

Sir,
In the above referred meeting the following issues were discussed:-

A. Stilt packing in the Residential Plot - Plotled Housing as a follow up of the High Court
Orders dated 29.05.2014 in the matler o[ P.IK. Chatlerjee v/s Union of India.

B. Relaxation of the setbacks [rom preceding to the preceding category ol the Residential
plot to achieve the Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r.l. MCD court case on the
subject.

e Development of scheme by Srandard plan or modification in scheme ns per development

control norms of Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Claitman desired a written reply on behalf of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
packing a detail status report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides the Hen'ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt
parking should not be insisted on narrow lanes/non-trafficable raads because on such roads the
movement space for vehicles for parking under stilts is not available.

As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan pravisions be retained and
going from preceding Lo the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Comnmittee in isolated
cases, where either the shape of the plot or some other reasons watrants such consideration.

As regaras the development contral norms for shop cum resideptial plots, the opinion on
behalf of MCD is already before the Technical Committee and the same is reproduced below:-

“Jt is suggested that on all shop-cim-Residential plots ( pre '1962 or after 1962) the
Residential Devzlopment Conirol Norms shall be applicable whether such Shop-cum-Residential
Complex are designated as LSC (under MPD-2001/2021) or not. The Residential Norms shail be
applicable at ine (ime of sanction of bldg. Plans on individual plots or addition/alteration on
individual plets. The parking charges shall be charged as per Mixed Use policy for providing
parking in the vieiity “he Standard Plans shall be revised as per the provisions of MPD-2021 with
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots. The Basement area may be us ed

for Commercial purpose subject fo payment of charges as per Mived Use Regulations”.
Farlier secessary action on the issucs are requested for,

_____ Yours [aithfully,

| /
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not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his
case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
consideration,

Appeili.l sated ¥ at he :.n:»y aprroach the Hon'ble
High Court in wiit petition for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non arant of similar benefit on
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be possible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
illegal.f/in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parity Ui that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the wigh Court to rectify its mistake once

committed. In case, such things happens then another

complication wi! arise in the form of litigation to be instituted

by the cwner of the property of M-17, Grzen Park, who was
apparently not at fault but might be suftering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA,

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and also wants to
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of
problems which may have arisen in number of cases
including to amend the Master Plan.

Appeliant also wants to" consult some architect and
structural engineer to find out whether there is any sclution
of rectification of the property in such a manner that the less
damage is caused to it and broceeding calegory set hock is
achieved if for the sake of arguments it‘|s presumed that the
benefit of parity i= not given to him even by the Hon'ble High
Court in writ petition.

Put up this matter on 29.08.2014 for further
proceedings. Copy of lhe order be sent to Director

(Planning) DDA and or.e copy be given Dasti to Counsel for

: DDA. Interim stay is extended til| next date

/ (ASHWANI SARFAL)
0 (U

Appellale TribunalMCD

NF AF A s
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,
6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELH| - 110002

F.1(12) 2014/MP/ 351-) Date:] <.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

Item No.59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11* Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for ltem No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

ltem No, 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09.2014 and Addl.
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F,3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raised
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land.is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the ltem
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation
the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda
Bagh” Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957,

Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B

Chief Town Planner (NDIVIC)
ltem No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of sat back from preceeding to preceeding
category in residential - plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will require
modification in the Master Plan — 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under.

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical
Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modification in MPD-2021."

Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11 Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

12" Technical Committee Minutes Page1of5
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ltem No. 43/2015

Change of land use of site measuring 3.74 ha (9.25 acres) from “Residential
and Semi Pubic Facilities” (PS.]) to Utility” (U-4) for Solid Waste Managem
Maidangarhi, near IGNOU Camus.
F.3 (12)2014/Mp

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘).
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the
under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.

Technical Committee for further process

4

“land use and “Pubic
ent facility located at

After detailed deliberation, the proposal

ing

-Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ‘'

Iltem No. 44/2015

Delineation of NCZ as proposed in R
Territory of Delhi.

Regarding sites falling in Zone K-11 Dwarka
F.15 (10)2015-mp

The proposal was withdrawn by Addl. Cemmissioner (Plg) UE & Lp,

evised draft Regional Plan-2021 pertaining to National Capital

-Action: Director (Plg.) Dwarka

ltem No. 45/2015

Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 regarding the area under waiting/ reception in the hospitals,

F.13 (02)/2013-mP

The proposal was Presented by Director {
incorporating the views of the Fire Deptt., GNCTD re
01.08.2015, the proposal as contained in the agzanda a
by the Technical Committee for further processing

| ' MPD - 2021

" . vl 2 | |
Fl Modifications approved in |
.'

|

L
S

Controls
5. Fire stair cases shall not |

|
| Existing Provisions " A | Proposed Modificat
5 ovision roposed M ications
: e | T.C Meeting held on PRsE o
L , 05.05.2015 | f
| Table 13.2: Other |
| Table 13.2: Other Controls } Table 13.2: Qther Controls | N e [

5. Common areas such as f 5. Fire stair cases shall be
allowed free from FAR | be counted in FAR and
and maximum 10% of the [ Maximum  10% of the

achieved FAR s e fre
| achieved FAR shall be freg ‘ .?‘rm o i \,R bha”.b_ﬁ e
| T outilized for waiting &

, th ilizgd e waiting & | reception area, In case itis )
| used for activity other |
| | than waiting and |
J | feception area, the same |
\ | l
—_—— I

waiting halls, reception
and fire stair cases shall ba
allowed free from FAR,

| reception area. '
\

J
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
»
|
|
|
|
|

shall be counted in FAR

Plg) MP& DC. After detailed delib
ceived vide letter no. F-6/DFS/MS/2015/2015 di.
s given below in column 4 was recommended
under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957

eration znd

Amended Proposal

Table 13.2: Other
Controls
5. Maximum 10% of the
achieved FAR shall ba fres
it utilized for waiting &
reception area, However,
this area shall be taken

into  account for the
provision of hospital
parking as per norms.

-Action: Director (Plg) MP

J

Minutes of 8% Technical Committee meating dated 31.08.2015
4 -~
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DELH! DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,
6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1 (08) 2015/Mp/ QT Date: 01.09.2015

Subject: Minutes of the 8" Technical Committee held on 31.08.2015

The 8™ meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA on
31.08.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A'.
At the outset, members welcomed the Vice Chairman, DDA far chairing the first meeting of

the Technical Committee after assuming charge.

item No. 40/2015
Confirmation of Minutes:

Since no ohservations/ comments were received, the minutes of the 7" Technical Committee

meeting held on 24.07.2015 were confirmed as circulated.
Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) TB & C informed regarding the modifications required in the minutes

w.r.t, the Item no. 02/2015, sub-para (i) discussed in the 1 Technical Committee meeting held on
22.01.2015. It was informed that in the dacision in the above minutes w.r.t. the item no. 02/2015
Sector-1 to 19 Rohini was inadvertently mentioned as Sector-1 to 9 Rohini. As this item already stands

approved by the Authority in respect of Sector 1 to 19 Rohini, it was decided that the sub-para (i) of

item no. 02/2015 may be read as under:
“(i) Building activity of the development area No. 148 consisting Sector-1 to 19 Rohini (excluding the

already de-notified area) be transferred to concerned Municipal Corporation.”
F.1(07) 2015/MP

ltem No. 41/2015
Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 809sq.m.allotted to Bhartiya Janta Party (Delhi

Pradesh) at Pocket-V, DDU Marg from ‘Residential (Nursery School)’ to ‘Public &Semi —Public
facilities’, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.20 (02)/2015/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’. After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.
i -Action: Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Iltem No. 42/2015
Proposed change of land use in respect of the area measuring 1.40 ha.(3.462 acres)from ‘Residential’

to ‘Government Office ‘Proposed for dedicated office building at Curzon Road, Kasturba Gandhi

Marg, New Delhi, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.3(68)/2008/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’. After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.
-Action: Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting doted 31.08.2015
Page 1 of 3




List of participants of 08" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 31.08.

Annexure -A
2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
1. Vice Chairr .., cua

2. Engineer Member, DDA

3. Commissioner (Plg), DDA

4. Chief Architect, HUPW/DDA

5. Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
6. Addl. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA

~

Addi. Commissioner (PIg)AP, DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) UE&LP, DDA

9. Director (Plg) MP, DDA

10. Director(Plg.} Zone D

11. Diractor(Plg.) Zone J

12. Director(Plg.) GIS & Zone E&O
13. Dy, Director {Plg.) MPR

14. Dy. Director (Plg.) Dwarka

OTHER ORGANIZATION

1. Sh. A.M. Athale, Chief. Architect, NDMC
2. Sh. Mukesh Bajpai, Sr. Architect, MoHFW, Gol
3. Rajiv Kanaujia, Sr. Architect, CDB, MoHFW, Gol

4. Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

2,

6. Sh.Jugal Ahmed, Consultant, SDMC

7. Arunesh Upadhyay, SE(DEMS), SDMC

8. Sh. Devesh Chand, B.O/L & D.O

S. Sh.Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC

10. Virendra Kumar, AE, CPWD

11. Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, ACP, Delhi Trafiic Police

Sh. Ashutosh Kumar Sahu, Architect, CPWD

Minutes of & Technicol Committee meeting date:
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Officers of Fire Department, GNCTD telephonically regretted their absence during the meeting

| due to some other important appointments. [t was decided that their views may be obtained before

circulation of the minutes.

¥ The meeting ended with thanks to the Chair. /O'"‘} .
/
=

(S.B. Khodankar)
Director (Pig.) MP&DC

il
=)
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Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissionar (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief 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 Planner, SODMC, NDMC, EDMC
. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
. Director Fire Service, GNCTD
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Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting dated 31,08.2015

Page 3 of 3
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be either withdrawn or modified without the permission of this court.

Now the Union of India has mooted a proposal which would necessarily »

o Te |

mean modification of the said Circular dated 27.04.2071. The learned
counsel for the DDA as well as the leamed counsel for the South Delfi
Municipal Carporation as well as the New Delhi Municipal Council have
also been heard. They have stated that any modification that would be
made to the Circular of 27.04.2071 would have to be done after follcwing
the due process of law. Ultimately, an order will have to be passed by the
competent authority / authorities. We are not giving our views either way on
the proposal. It is for the appropriate authorities and ultimately for the
competent authorities to consider the same and to pass appropriate order
in accordance with law. All that we are permitting is that the proposal for
modification be carried through the process of consideration and ultimaie
decision on the same. The impediment which we had raised by virtue of
our order dated 26.02.2013 on considering any modification, is now erased
in the above terms.

Till a final decision is taken by the competent authority, the Circular
dated 27.04.2011 shall continue to operate. If the pelitioners are aggrieved
by the ultimate decision that would be taken by the competent authority
they would be at liberty to file a fresh petition. The learned counsel
appearing on the side of the respondents have also stated that the process
of modification would be taken up expeditiously. "

d) As a follow-up action on the Court order, a meeting was convened by the

VC, DDA with the officers of Municipal Corpceration of Delhi & DDA wherein
a considered view emerged that in view of the provisions for
handicaps and single family residing on a single plot, DDA may take
up the following proposal for modifications in MPD-2021 as per DD
Act, 1957 w.r.t. Stilt and parking provisions in para 4.4.3A. Residential

Plot-Plotted Housing as under:

vii. Stilts:

i) Stilt parking should not be mandatory on plots upto 200sg.mt.

ii) In plots sizes above 200sqm., if construction of buildings is of
single storey, stilt parking should not be mandatory.

iii) For all plots, other than as provided in i. & ii. Above, provisions
of stilt parking may be mandatory.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential
plot as follows:

a. 2 equivalent car space (ECS) in plot of size 250-300 sg.m.

b. 1 ECS faor every 100sqg.m. built-up area. in plots exceeding 3C0 sq.m.
provided that, if the permissible coverage and FAR is not achieved
with the above —mentioned parking norms in a plot, the parking
norms of the preceding category shall be allowed




Suh:

Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt Parking in
the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

File No. F.20(20)2014/MP

1.0 Background

a)

c)

MCD with prior approval of Hon'bie LG of Delhi, vide Circular No.
CCIB/2011/D-79 dated 27.4.11 decided to make the provisions of stilt
parking mandatory for the Residential Plot measuring 100sgm. and above.

The matter was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi as a part of
court matter titted P. K. Chatterjee V/s Union of India and Ors. W.P.(C)
4598/2010 and CM Nos.2391/2013, 10246/2013, 12768/2013 and
1399.2014. Based on the various meetings,on the subject, Ministry of Urban
Development, MCD and DDA submitted their affidavits in the Hon'ble High
Court of Delhi. The formulation for provision of stilt parking in residential
plots, as contained in the affidavits of MoUD and DDA, was as under:

Stilt floor for parking need not be provided in plot sizes upto 100 sq.m.
For plot sizes from 100 sgq.m. upto 500 sq.m. stilt floor shall be
mandatory to be used for parking of vehicles for more than 2 dwelling

units.
For plot sizes of 500 sg.m. and upto 1000 sg m., stilt floor shall be

mandatory where the number of dwelling units is more than 4.

In respect of plotted development up to 100 sg.m., the local body
concerned may identify suitable site /sites for construction of multi
storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

Parking lots may be developed under recreational areas subject to
requisite clearance from the Department of Environment, GNCTD and

using appropriate design and technology options to ensure that
rainwater is harvested optimally and used for re-charging ground

water aquifers.

The matter was disposed off by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi vide the

following orders dt. 29.05.2014:
“We have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length. The question

is with regard to the Circular dated 27.04.2011 which was issued by the
Chief Engineer (Building), MCD. Earlier we had passed an order on
26.02.2013 whereby we ha~ directed that the said Circular should not

JTEM WD T ) 1)
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the provision of Toilet on the stilt floor is being considered in Building Bye-

laws uncer revision.
“fer detzied deliberativn Technical Committee recommended the

proposal &s given in Pera 3 of the Agenda for further processing to the
Authority for modification to the MPD-2021 under section 11A of DD
Act, 1957."

4.0 Follow-up action:

Based on the recommendations of Technical Committee, the draft agenda
for the Authority meeting was put up for approval of Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi
and in note on file Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi observed the following:

“1. When AC(TB&C), DDA informed that the provision of toilet on the stilt floor
is being considered in the building bye-laws under revision , then how could
the Technical Committee recommended the proposal for further processing
to the Authority.

2 Bafore this matter is put up to the Authority for decision, & meeting should
he convened at Raj Niwas to be attended by the officials of MCD, DDA and

Director, Fire Service.”

With respect to above observations of Hon'ble Lt. Governor, the matter

was further discussed among the Senior officers of DDA and it was opined to
modify the proposed modifications as under:

Chapter 4.0: Shelter

l
|

Para4.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises

| A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing S N

Proposal approved in |

| Existing Technical Committee e

| Provisions : meeting on 22.01.2015 Frapossd Modifications

, ' vide Item No. 04/2015. N

(Vi Stits: If the | vii. Stilts: vii. Stilts: |f the building s

| building is | i) Stilt parking should | constructed with stili area of non-
constructed with stilt not be mandatory | habitable height (iess Ffﬁa"‘ 2.4m),
area of non- on plots  upto u§eﬁ fc’; farkmgl;,dsgsn 5;'{:':5‘:3{ _

' ; ; shall not be included In FARK DU

| S hieight | . 2005q.mt.‘ | would be counted towards the

| (less Taan 2.4.m), | iy (In jplots sizes abov.e | height of the building. In the area

| used for parking, J 200sgm., | under stilt which can not be

| such stilt area shall | construction of | utilized for parking , provision of

| not be included in | buildings is  of | tojlet is permissible.

| FAR but would be | single storey, stilt | Stilt parking shall be mandatory |

| counted towards the |
| height  of  the |

| puilding. i)
‘ | story , stiltipa_rkingﬂall not be

parking should not |in the plot size above 200sgm.
be mandatory. | However in such plots if
For all plots, other | construction of building is single
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in addition to above existing paras a. & b. the following para c¢. to be
added:

c. In respect of plotted development up to 100sg.m. , the local body
concerned may identify suitable site / sites for construction of
multi storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

(e) During the course of meeting. South Delhi Municipal Corporation (SDMC)
also has submitted a brief proposal as under;
“a fresh proposal linking number of floors co-relating the same within the
adequacy of parking provision as per Master Plan -2021 be mooted,
which implies that if the proposal is for construction of ground floor and
first floor (with or without basement), stilt provision should not be insisted
upon, as parking / ECS requirement will be lesser, as compared (o the
proposals from ground floor to third floor requiring fulfillment of parking /

ECS requirement”.

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for Stilt Parking, for
different plot sizes, are governed by the development control norms prescribed in
the Chapter 4: Shelter under clause 4.4.3 i.e Control for Building / Buildings
within Residential Premises of MPD-2021 which are as follows:

A. Residential Plot - Plotted Housing

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with stilt area of non-habitable height
(less than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt area shall not be
included in FAR but would be counted towards the height of the
building.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential plot as

follows:

a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up area, in plots exceeding
300 sq.m., provided that, if the permissible coverage and
FAR is not achieved with the above-mentioned parking
norms in a plot, the parking norms of the preceding category

shall be allowed.

3.0 Decision of Technical Committee
The matter was discussed in the Technical Committee in its meeting held on

22 01.2015 vide Item No. 04/2015. The decision of the Technical Committee are as
under:

"It was suggested that Toilets may be permitted in the stilt as it is being
permitted in many other cities, Addl. Commissioner (TB & C), DDA informed

d=u t
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Chapter 4.0: Shelter
~Parad.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises @
{ A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing
[ B Ing

| Existing Provisions J Proposed wiodifications

atons |

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed | vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with | )

with stilt area of non-habitable height stili area of non-habitable height (less
(ess than 24m)' used for parkfng’ such | than 2.4”"[}. used for parkir‘.g. such stilt ’
stilt area shall not be included in FAR area shall not be included in FAR bu:

but would be counted towards the height would be counted towards the height of
| the building. In the area under stilt

of the buiiding. ‘ which can not be utilized for parking ,
provision of toilet is permissible.
| Stilt parking shall be mandatory in
the plot size above 200sqm. However
| in such plots if construction of
building is single story , stilt parking
shall not be mandatory.

vill. Parking: Parking space shall be |vii. Parking: Parking space snall be
| provided for within the residential plot as | provided for within the residential plot as
follows: | follows:

| ) | i = i s
a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in @ quulvalegzq(;ar Space (ECS) in D[D'Dl‘
plots of size 250-300 sq.m. Oi size: 250300 se.ro. _ |

‘ : | b. 1 ECS for every 100 sg.m. built-up area,

| 2) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up’ i , o

) ) in plots exceeding 300 sq.m., provided
area‘_ In plots exceeding 300 .Sq:m--l\ that, if the permissible coverage and

' provided  that, 'f_ the p.ermfssrt?Ie FAR is not achieved with the above-
coverage and FAR is not achieved with mentioned parking norms in a plot, ths |

 the above — mentioned parking norms in parking norms of the preceding category
a plot, the parking norms of the shall be allowed.

c. In respect of plotted development up
to 200 sg.m., the Ilocal body
concerned may identify suitable site
! sites for construction of multi

| storied car parks catering to the
| ‘ requirement of parking. Actual cost
[ ‘ of such parking shall be payable by |

the owners of the plots. '

{ oreceding category shall be allowed.

-_—

6.0 The proposal as contained in para 5.0 above is put up for consideration of the
Technical Committee for further precessing the same under Section 11A of DD

Act. 1857. )
- \
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Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DGC ;DyD/nquB; VIMP Director (Plg.)/MP
N
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iii) For all plots, other | story , stilt parkin
n | mandatory. ‘

than as provided i
i. & ii. above,

provisions of stilt |
parking may be |
mandatory. |

!
!

viii. Parking: Parking
space  shall

as follows:

a) 2 Equivalent Car
Space (ECS) in plots
of size
sg.m.
{b) 1 ECS for every
100 sg.m. built up
area, in plots
exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that,
if the permissible
coverage and FAR
is not achieved with
the above -
mentioned  parking
norms in a plot, the
parking norms of the
preceding category
shall be allowed.

be | shall be provided for within
provided for within‘the residential plot as
the residential plot|fol|ows1

250-300 | b.

|
l

viii. Parking: PérkiTgisﬁémf. Parking: Parking space shall
' be provided
| residential plot as follows:

| a. 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in

a. 2 Equivalent Car Space |
(ECS) in  plots of size |
250-300 sg.m. |
1 ECS for every WOOi

sq.m. built-up area, 'm|
plots exceeding 300|
sq.m., provided that, if
the permissible coverage
and FAR is not achieved

with the above-
mentioned parking |
norms in a plot, the |
parking norms of the |

preceding category shall |
be allowed. !
c. In respect of p]otted|
development up to 100
sq.m., the local body|
concerned may |
identify suitable site /|
sites for construction |
of multi storied car |
parks catering to the
requirement of parking.

g shall not b_e_|

\
|

|
|
|
within  the :
[
i

for

plots of size 250-300 sg.m.

b. 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built-

up area, in plots exceeding 300
sq.m.. provided that, if the ‘
permissible coverage and FAR |
is not achieved with the above- |
mentioned parking norms in a |
plot, the parking norms of the
preceding category shall be

allowed.

In respect of plotted

. development up to 200 sq.m.,

the local body concerned
may identify suitable site /
sites for construction of multi
storied car parks catering to
the requirement of parking.
Actual cost of such parking
shall be payable by the
owners of the plots.

5.0 Proposal:

Based on the examination and observation of Hon'b
following modification are proposed t

11A of DD Act, 1957.

le L.G. Delhi, the

o be made in MPD-2021 under Section-
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LNy was neld under the Chairmanship of Chief Secretary, Delhi or .

1.5A mee

12/3/2015 in compliance of the directions NGT order dated 2£/02/2015 in
Original Application No. 305 of 2013 titled , “Balam Singh Rawat vs. GNCTD
& Ors." . wherein following was decided with reference to the action on par:
of DDA
‘as the Master Plan of DDA does not have provisions for TSDF, it was

dacided that DDA should make provisions in the Master Plar. "
2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi prescribed
in the Chapter 7: Industry., Annexure 7.0 (iii) Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries , Chapter 9: Environment and Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure in
Para 14.6 Solid Waste under footnote of Table 14.6 of MPD-2021 which are as

follows:

2.1 Chapter 7.0: Industry
In the list of Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed in Chapter 7 of
MPD-2021:
‘Industries manufacturing the following shall be prohibited within National
Capital Territory of Delhi. However Environment Department, GNCTD in
consultation with Industries Department . GNCTD shall take the final
decisions to ascertain a particular activity / industry / factory to fall under the
said list as per the parameters / norms set by the CPCB and adopted by the
OPCC."

SlI. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list:

‘Hazardous waste processing viz. hospital / tertiary health care centre
medical / industrial waste’

Further, it is quoted in the note under the list of Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries:
i. A public utility service involving any of the activities referred to above shall
be permitted subject to environmental laws.
Ii. Further additions / alterations to the list of Prohibited Industries could be
made If considered appropriate and in public interest by the Central

Government to do so.
lii. However, continuity of any type of furnace shall be within set parameters

of CPCB & DPCC."

2.2 Chapter 9: Environment

“A clear approach towards management of 4 types of wastes generated in
Delhi, namely Solid Waste, Hazardous Waste, Bio-Medical Waste and
Electronic Waste, should be adopted. The appreach should take into
account the need for adopting the Clean Development Mechanism (COM)
and the awareness of the carbon credits that can be earned and encashed
through a planned and organized mechanism, to be developed for tnis

purpose.”
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Sub: Proposed meodifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi.

File No. F.20(08)2015/MP

1.0 Background

1.1Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, Delhi Pollution Control committee
(DPCC), GNCTD vide letter No. F12(367)/EnviIMoEF (CSS/10/881
dt.25.02.2013addressed to VC,DDA, has requested “to identified the
appropriate sites for development of TSDF (Treatment, Storage& Disposal
Facility) for disposal of hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the
provision for such sites in the MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous
waste disposal for Delhi is solved effectively in the public interest at large.”

1.2 Subsequently, Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, DPCC vide letter
dated 04.07.2014 has again requested “to identify and allot about 50 acres
of land at appropriate sites for development of TSDF for disposal of
hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the provision for such sites in the
MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous waste disposal for Delhi is

solved effectively in the larger public interest.”

1.3 In compliance to the directions of Hon'ble NGT passed vide order dt.
01.10.2014 in Qriginal Application No. 305 of 2013 entitled, "Balam Singh
Rawat vs. GNCTD & Ors." a meeting was convened by Secretary
(Environment), GNCTD on 03.11.2014 with the Department of Environment
of various neighbouring states i.e. Haryana, Uttar Pradesh & Rajasthan to
discuss the issue regarding the sharing of existing TSDF sites in their states
with Delhi. In the meeting it was observed that:

“Since it is important land related matter , the meeting must be chaired by a
High Level Officer from Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of
India. Secretary (Environment), Govt. of NCT of Delhi further added that
Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India, should direct DDA
(the land owning agency in case of Delhi) to earmark and allocate suitable
land for setting up of TSDF for Hazardous Waste of Delhi. Joint Advisor
(PHE), Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India present in the

meeting agreed to it

1.4 In response to D.O. letter dt. 12.12 2013 of Secretary (Environment) cum-
Chairman, DPCC addressed to VC.DDA. the Planning Deptt., DDA vide
letter No. F.3(03)2015-MP/134 dt. 1003.2015 informed Secretary
(Environment) , GNCTD that the activities like hazardous waste processing
is listed at SlI. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed
with Chapter 7 i.e. Industry of MPD-2021. However, based on the notes
quoted under the above list, Secretary GNCTD was requested to provide
necessary comments / precise formulation in consultation with CPCB /

DPCC for suitable incorparation in MPD-2021.
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2.3 Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure

“The other type of specialise

d waste includes biomedical waste; hazardous

waste from industries; construction debris and fly ash: meat processing
.centre etc. Disposal of hio-medical waste is to be as per hio-medical waste

rules and hazardous

waste requires special handling according to

hazardous waste handling rules. Proper dumping, recycling and reuse of
construction debris and fly ash have to be linked. Meat processing centre

waste is to be recycled for cf

icken feed etc.

Further, some more viable alternatives to landfills are vermiculture,

fossilisation, composting etc.
be constituted and made effective.

Medical Wastes (Handling

Waste Minimisation Circles (WMCs) should
Implementation and monitoring & Bio-
& Management) Rules, 1998, for hospitals,

tertiary health care centres, nursing homes, and clinics should be taken up.

The sites, which are filled up or

are in operation, are given in Table 14.7.

The filled up sites may be reused for plantation or as recreational area. The
proposed sites for sanitary landfill and compost plants are to be finalised by

the MCD."

3.0 Proposal:

In view of the decision taken
Secretary, GNCTD referred In para
2021 is proposed to be p

in a meeting held under chairmanship of Chief
15 above, the following modification in MPD-

rocessed under Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for issuing

the public notice inviting objections / suggestions from public:

C MPD 2021
| Chapter 7.0-Industry

L
|

Existing Provisions

46 Hazardous waste processing viz.
care |

hospital/  tertiary health
centre!medicamndustriaI waste

4.0 The proposal as contained in pa
Technical Committee for further

Act. 1957,

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC

Annexure lll: Prohibited / Negative List of Industries
[

| Proposed Modifications

| 46 Hazardous waste processing

hospital/ tertiary health

| centre/medical/industrial
(However, modern hazardous waste
processing plant  with latest
technology shall be permitted
subject to all clearances including

| environmental clearances . from
concerned agencies. These will be

| dependent strictly on the need of

| the NCT of Delhi.)

Viz.
care
waste.

ra 3.0 above is put up for consideration of the
processing the same under Section 11A of DD

)
(

Director (Plg.)/MP

i
VLl b/\{"" B
- m(bl )MP
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3.0

|

[

Shop Of Chemist, Book and staticnery
Consumer Store, Canteen, Post Office,
Bank Extension Counter etc. Public

Department
and  other |

=
e— : -~ -
AS [of labie 8.2 IPD-2021, the Development Contrel Norms for the ‘Ge ';-"nmer.'}ﬁi;e'
as per MDP-2021 arez are as under
Category | Ground ’ FAR | Height | Parking ' Activities permitted ]
‘ Coverage ‘ (m) Standard |
' ECS/100 ' |
‘ ' ' ' sg.m. of '
' ' | floor r |
[ i area |
Integrated 30 200 TNR, subject | 1.8 | Government Offices, Watch And Ward
Office to approval r Residence/ Residential Mszintenance
Complex ’ of AAl, Firer Staff (Maximum 5% of FAR), Retail

statutory
bedies sector  Undertaking/ Commercial
Offices (restricted to 210% cf the total

floor area)

J

A—

JUSTIFICATION & PUBLIC PURPOSE TO BE MET THROUGH THIS PROPOSED CHANGE
OF LAND USE

Justification & Public Purpose to be met

The land has been allotted by Land & Development Office (L & DO) to the Ministry of New
and Renewable Energy for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan',

As per the report received from MNRE, it is mentioned that MNRE is the nodal Ministry of
Govt. of India for all matters relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of Energy to supplement energy requirements
of the country. MINRE is having its main office in Block 14 of CGO Complex. Apart from this,
due to paucity of space in Block 14, some other branches are functioning from Block 3 and
Paryavaran Complex in CGO Complex. The senior officers are sitting in two differently
located buildings sometimes; it becomes difficult to interact with them particularly as and
when any emergency situation arises.

Keeping in view the growing importance of energy sector and the jact that proper
working conditions are absolutely necessary for human resource to be more productive,
Government is also committed to give thrust to renewable sources of energy in order to
reach 120 crore population in the country. Being the nodal Ministry of the Government of
India for all matters relating to new and renewable energy, the Ministry is promoting
green campuses, green buildings and net zero energy buildings. In order to demonstrate all
this, it is important that the building in which MNREs own office is located. has all the
features of renewable energy which MNRE is promating. Therefore, MNRE would lixe to

construct an eco-friendly, energy efficient and net zero building.
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Sub: Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 1.12 ha. (2.76 acres) from ‘Residential’

1.0

1.2

1.2

1.3

2.0

2L

232

2.3

2.4

to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ for the Ministry of New and Renewable, Government of India in

Planning, Zone-D,

File No. F.20 (11)2015/MP

BACKGROUND

MoUD, GOl vide letter dated 18.05.2015 forwarded a letter dated 12.05.2015 received from
the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy (MNRE), addressed to MoUD, GOI for necessary
action regarding allotment of land for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' in New

Delhi.
Further, MNRE vide letter dated 23.06.2015 enclosing therewith Prime Minister Office

reference dated 09.06.2015 reguested L&DO, MoUD, GOI that necessary procedure for
change of land use from ‘Bus Terminal’ to ‘Government Office’ may be initiated and the

necessary approval for the change of land use be accorded. ;
L &DO0, MoUD, GOl vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land measuring 2.76 acres

opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as

is where is’ basis.

EXAMINATION

The site under reference falls in Planning, Zone-D and outside the ‘Lutyens Bungalow Zone

(LBZ)".
The plot under reference is located opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi and adjacent to the

proposed office building of National Investigating Agency.
As per MPD-2021, the land use of the site under reference is ‘Residential’ & as per approved
Zonal Development Plan of Zone ‘D’ prepared under MPD-2001, the land use of the site

under reference is ‘Transportation (Bus Terminal)'.
As per L&DO allotment letter dated 12.06.2015, land measuring 2.76 acres opposite CGO

Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as is where is’
basis’ subject to the terms and conditions that the plot of land so allotted to MNRE for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' shall be used only for the purpose for which it is
allotted and not be further transferred by MNRE.



®

Proposal

Change of land use:

In view of L & DO letter dated 12.06.2015, the land use in respect of an area measuring
2.76 acres opposite to CGO Complex, opening on Road to JLN Stadium, New Delhi, falling in

Planning, Zone-D, may be changed from 'Residential’ to ‘Government {Govt. Office)’ for the
construction of Akshay Urja Bhawan under Section 11A of DD Act, 1957 The boundary
description of the same is as follows (Refer location map and detail Survey plan at Annexure
R

Location l Area Land use as per Land use Boundaries
[ MPD-2021/ ZDP ~ Changedto
‘ i 2 3 4 5
| Propcsed  Akshay | 1.12 ha. | As per MPD-2021 | ‘Government North: Dayal Sinzh College
Urja Bhawan for the | (2.76 - ‘Residential’ (Govt. Office)’ South: 13.5 m wide Road and
Ministry of New and | acres) ! Pragati Vihar Hestal
Renewable Energy, — East: Proposed/ under
.: As per approved | ‘Government .
opposite €GO Aisival (Govt. Office)’ \ constructicn NIA Building
Complex,  opening ' l : West: Lodhi Road Complex and
on Road to JLN Ele;elopfmt;_nt 5 ‘ Park P
" -
Stadium, New Delhi, v .
it : prepared under | [
falling in Planning, ‘ 1PD-2001
| Zone-'D’ ) '
1 Transportation
(Bus terminal)’ | . |
5.0 Recommendation

Proposal as given in para 4.0 above may be considered by the Technical
Committee so that the proposed change of land may be processed further under
Section 11A of DD Act, 1957.

W e @Q wh—
. Wil )

Asstt, Director (Plg.) Dy. Director (Plg.) Director (Plg.)
Zone-D Zone-D Zone-F,H& D




3.2 MOUD, GOI vide letter No. K-13011/3/2012-DD-IB dated 07.04.2015 has issued the
following instructions with respect to the proposal sent by DDA for amendment to MPD-
2021 and change of land use cases for final notification under Section 11A of Delhi

~1E—

Development Act,1957. The para-wise reply is as follows:

S.No. | Information asked by MOUD vide l
letter dated 07.04.2015 j

Reply

1. | Whether the land is government or
private and who is the land owning
agency?

It is a government land and is with Land & Deyelopment Office
(L&DO), MoUD, GOL.

2. | On whose request the change of
land use case or modification to
MPD-2021 has been initiated?

L&DO, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land
to MNRE for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan'. On the
basis of this, the proposed change of land use of the site under

reference has been initiated.

3. | Whether a responsible officer from
DDA (give details) was deputed for
inspection of site and a copy of
inspection report be provided.

The site under reference was inspected by Addl. Commr. (Pig.) AP,
Director (Plg.) F,H &D-Zone and Asstt. Director (Plg.) Zone =D on

14,10.2015. The report is as under:
e At present, the site is accessible from Jawharlal Nehru

Marg having 45 m R/W. The entry to the site is through
a 12.0 m wide road.

e There is a temporary structure of ‘Golden Jubilee Hall'
of CRPF on one side of the site and on the other side;
there are tin sheds and barracks existing on the site
and also, a fountain exists at the site.

e Some part of the site is maintained as green area.

S

4. | What is the public purpose proposed
to be served by modification of MPD
and/ or change of land use?

MNRE is the nodal Ministry of Government of India for all matters
relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of energy to supplement
energy requirements of the country and therefore, it is for larger
benefit of the people at large.

5. | What will be impact of propasal on
the zZDP/ MPD and whether the
changes are in consenance with the

approved plans/ policies?

As such, no impact of proposal on the ZOP/ MPD.

6. | what will be proposal’s impact/
implications on general public eg.
Law & order etc.?

No adverse impact on law and order are anticipated.

7. | Whether any court cases are
ongoing on the land mentioned in

the proposal? Full details be
attached.

it relates to the land owning agency i.e. L&DO,
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4. STATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given helow:

5l.No Status.
I. | Whether the land Is government or | Land acquired and possession with DDA for planned 1
private and who is the land owning | development aof Rohini Ph=Il, IV &V,
| agency? | Land is available and with Engineering Wing DDA.
"Il | on whose reguest the change of [ A request from RWA's has been received :'mr__clevelopmmt of
‘ land use case or modification to Sports Complex in this area. At present DDAs Sport Complex
MPD-2021 has been initiated? is located opposite Sector-IX. As per ZDP for Zone-M, Sports
Facility has been oroposed in Sector-34 which is located at |
distance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed.
| I | Whether a responsibie office from | Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
‘ DDA (give details) was deputed for | Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director(Plg.), Dy.
inspection of site and a copy of | Director {Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without any
\ inspection report be provided, development. : 1
‘ V.| What is the public purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectors-20
proposed  to  be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 36, 37, 38 where the
modification of MPD and/or change | plots have been aliotted recantly.
of land use?
V. | What will be impact of proposal on | The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &
‘ | the ZDP/MPD and whether the | Ground coverage for Sports facility is comparatively low and
changes ara in cansonance with the | will also provide for large open spaces & landscape areas
\ approved plans and policies? with tree plantation,
Vi. | What will be proposal’s | This will be additional facility for the general public & will
impact/implications  on  general | not have any impact on Law & order,
_public e.g. Law & orderetc.? ) _4
VIl | Whether any court cases are | The stheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and
‘ engeing 01 the land mentioned in | Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering ‘
proposal? Full details be attached. Wing in 2014. No court case/ownership dispute has been
L reported. |
5. PROPOSAL

The following modifications is proposed in Master Plan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for
Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

[ Location

Area | Landuse
(inHa,) (as per MPD-2021 &
|  ZDP of Zone-M)

Proposed Landuse Boundaries

Sector-33
| Rahini,
Ph-IV.

Recreational

Public & Semi Public Facilities. | North- Sector-32,
(PS3) Sports Facilities/ | Rohini.
Complex/ Stadium/ Sports | 30.0 m. wide
Centre green belt,
J and 80.0 m
wide road
R/W(UER-II)
\South- Under
Ground
‘ Reservoir
| {existing)
| West- Sector-33,
Rohini,

East-




20 ~ Item No. 5 /2015

Date: 20.10.2015

Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-lv & V), previous Sector-23 (Ph-111).

gln@@)}im.&}\ﬂ?

1. BACKGROUND

A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon'ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-Ill) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpose.

The plan prepared by Landscape unit was approvedin 231% Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried
outin the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.

The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for
various sports, Swimming Pool, Multi Gym etc.

As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use “Public and Semi-public Facilities”.

The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a

population of 5 lakhs and above. Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR 40

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sgqm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

M.

Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-ll vide
letter No. F1(01)0S/SA(R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-IIl. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33, This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-l.

In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.
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Based on the consideration & recommendation of lechnical Committee, the proposal will be placed

before the Authority for processing under section-11-A of DD Act, 1957, for inviting
objections/suggestion from the public.

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 is pla

aced before the Technical Committee for consideration and
approval please,

e WL o & s
DL fe ol AR (s
%\ \j\ \I G '\\ll —~ J\ lL-llt)V“’LlJ
(Rajesh Kumar Jain) AK. Mulhaua) (Deepak Joshi)
Director.(Plg.)Rohini Dy.Dn.{Plg. Rohini Aastt.Dlr{i’lg.)Rohini
Zone-'‘M’ Zone-‘\M’ Zone-‘Ivt’
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due to some bonafide mistake On behalf of the DDA it is stated that

the_wrong once done whether intentianal‘v_cr by _mistake cann

pEaled again in caseg of the appellant even j his case is refer
Lam_a_l_(:gnmmge_of the DDA for consideration,

. Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
petition for violation of the Article 14 of the Constitution of India due to
non grant of similar benefit on the Basis of parity and there may be

possibility that the DDA officials will be PUt in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the Wrong special
benefit given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park may
be withdrawn and his Preperty may be also declared illegal

. In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court to
reclity its mistake once committed. _|n case, slich lhﬂ’]f_i__:_jLLE
f.‘!;g‘?_ﬂqﬂﬁr_ct)mgh:&itf@ﬂ will_arise in the form of litigation to be
instituted by the owner of \ne property of M-17. Green Park.

v, Counsel for DDA wants {o seek instructions flom

/

the department in
view of the above situation and also wants fo g;@g@th@;@_sﬂgi@tgﬁ
any solution of sjmilar type of problems \ﬂghﬂw_mgy_h_a;@_m[sm
aumber of cases including to amend the Master Plan

1.51In view of Para 4. above, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on

o
21.07.2014 under the Chairnmnship of V.C., DDA wherein the officers of
MCD & DDA were present ,wherein it was decided to ‘to prepare a

modification in MPD-2027 in para 4.4.3A where Fara (c) may be addad
that in case the permissible ground coverage is not achieved in case of (a
) above [e preceding category sethack the Technical Commitiee may

consider further relaxation of sethacks”
1.6With  reference tc  above mentioned SDMC  vide lettar
TP/G/SDMC/2014/5061 df. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Anne

):"As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Mas

Provisions be retained and going from preceding to the preceding

] category
he addressad by Technical Committee in Isolated cases, where elther the
hap

7
D

7

of the plot or some other f'easons warrants such considera tian.

[ e e

Committee in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 v de ltem No. 56/2014 and
the minutes of the same were confirmed in the next Technical Co MNmitiee

1.7Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technical

held on 24.08.2014 with certain modifications. The decision takar therein
is as fol ows(Annexure-IV):“The proposal was presented by Director
(Flg)MP  after deliberation Technical Committee recommended the
proposa’ for further processing under Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for
modiication in MPD-2021."

Page 2 of 3
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of sethacks

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-MP

1.0 Background

1.1The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021

w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preced

ing to preceding calegory in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot

note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2 Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-1):“The proposal for relaxation in sethack
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)BIdg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if the setback are relaxed for preceding
calegory, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable,
permissible Ground Category on the
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other
development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL
~adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD"

whereas the
said plot is 75% as per MPD-

elec. will be

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,
wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt.
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-|1)

. It appears also that the above benefit was given

perhaps wrongly and
In violation of the provisions of Maste

r Plan to give some undue
advantage to the owner of that Property number M-17, Green Park., or

@ Page 1 of 3
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1.8Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda "/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:

i.  The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021.

ii. The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally tenable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.

iii.  The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if
deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is

placed before the Technical Committee for appropriate decision.
R
)

’ )
(é - et vi\g: > @’

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC Dy-Dir.{Plg.)/MP Director (Plg.)/MP
st



After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the proposal with the
provisio that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control norms with respect to FAR

neight, BBL etc. will be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD _
=

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)

Item No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.]

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘DY, it was informed that
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions. The MPD-
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation of temporary cinemas, subject te
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space per
25 seats; conformity to the Cinematography Act and levying of conversion charges, to
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas is not adaressed in the MPD-2021, Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on
permanent basis was also raised in one ol the Authority meetings by the non official
members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hon’ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was apain placed before the
Technical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance T
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility of effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case basis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported by

photographs/decuments may be obtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Plg.)

Iltem No.22/11:

Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
F.1(25)07/MP/
Director (Flg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was cdecided that CRPF will submit the

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and accommaodating future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provisians.

Action:Dir.(Plg.}C&G Zone.
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DELHI DEVELOPVIENT AUTHORITY
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS MINAR:
NEW DELHI.

No: F.1(7)2011-MP | ) 47 Dt: 29)€ ‘)J;'

MINUTES OF 3™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE IMEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .
LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:

nd

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2"° Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
received for any item. Therefore, the same were confirmad.

ltem No.19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC
in Zone K-I.

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the meodifications
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
‘1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledge Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Park’.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)

I}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

//The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was
explained by SE(HQ)Bldg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage Iis achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.

|
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SN, K.N.Sirgh, ccunsel for appellant,
Sh. Ajay Arors. Standing Counsel ‘or MCD
alengwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashi
Kaat Sharma counsels for MCD and Sk
Sudhir  Mehta EE(BHQ) alongwith Sk
Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person.
Sh PK. Aggarwal and Sh. Saniay Sharma
ceunsels for DDA,

Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA filed

There are two connected matters pertaining to the
same property Cn behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after cunsicering the clarifications received from the
DDA deted 15,07 207 1 has hecn dacided that the WCo
vl takey detion in

accotdance wilh tHe saic repert for the

ime bev spd s sase DDA i

difieren SN e .\.l( oW Il| "1"

The DA clarification dateg 15.01.2014 lzads to

wh R
interence that a relaxation in preceding to preced ng

category set backs wasg given in respect of p property number

M-17, Green Park, 88 4 _special case after freezing the

ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissibie in

future similar matters. The decision of the DDA in respect of

that property was & m"(_mc case and not a general

mqt.ur tions or r‘cn sion. rh"'nvpr noﬂ*rnq IS mentioned in
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of Master Plan o £ive some undue advantage to the ow mer

(I\.-

of that Properly number M-17. Groen Park, or due to some
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Zone,

/ __ DelhiMunicipal Corporation,
Delhi
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b4 P-Block, 21 " Floar, Civie Cenlre, Minto Road,\New

LA S
Delhi-110002 .

L9
| F.\";Wf*'wcl Dated. £

~ ShRUIK Jain,

e : : .
The Addl. Commissioner (Plg.
Delhi Developmeant Authority. / P

Vilkas Minar, 1., Estate,
New Delhi.

Sub:- Discussion during the meetings chaired by

Vice -Clhairman/DDA on 21.07.2014

ST,

In the above referred meeling the following issues were discussed:-
Plotted Housing as a [ollow up of (he
P, Chatterjee v/s Union ol India.

ry of the Residential

AL St parking in the Residential
Orders daled 29.05.2014 1 the maltier ol

3. Relaxation of (he setbacks [rom preceding to the preceding cats
lot 1o achieve ||L' Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r. . MED ¢ ci i the
ion in schethe as per development

elopment of scheme by Standard plan or modifica

conlrol norms of Master Plan lor Delhi-2021.

of SDMC on the above issues. On afilt
y SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

rrman desired a wrillen reply on beh

sacking a detail status report along with the affidavits as [iled by

ides the Hon' Mc [ eader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt

DTHIUCH |
‘Oudls

nsisted on narrow, lanes/non-tralficable 1
;

chicles for parking under stills is not available.

parking should 1

movennent spac

relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retained and

wy be ad sed by the 'l echnical Committee

2 tenlated
I isolated

going trom ”H.u.dai g o the preceding categ

cases, where either the shape of the plot or s

ne othier reasons warrants such consideration

5 regards the x.cui«)\muc!.t control orms for shop cum resideptial plats, the
 MCD is already before the Techuical Committee and {he same is reproduced below:-

is suggested that on all ‘s'l:.":}')-c':;.n.--Ja‘m."u"f,'sc:'u.’ plots 1962 or after 1904) the

pent Control Normns shall be applicable whether such Shop-c uni-Resident
001/2021) or ,'.'..';' The Residential Norms shali

[evel

(g ried as 1.S€ : (r'-’.'-l,."i.'i' MPD-2

lans on individual plots o addition/alieratic

plers. The parking charges shall be charged as per Mixed

of sanction of bldg. !

policy jfor providing

[ li’

A it o 117 . , [ 1 L T A
“‘-'”‘" iy the viciiif). fie df{"'"i’l_h rf ! Mery shall ."."&-' revised oy pat in FOVISHOFN "f !

. PO J s T3 e | gy F
(\':\‘\fc“‘i'.’."(’r!u‘ Plois lsasement ared D€ used

Mixed Use Regulations™

Yevelopment Control Norms as applic able Jor

cl 1o "n""h‘i"h (?’ char 2as as per

for Commercial purpose sud)

Farlier necessary action on the issues are requested [or.

[ Tlouse/SDMC-(or kind information,

3 P.S. to Commissioner/SDMC (or lkind informaltion..
SER)/SDMC ‘
4 SEMYNDMC "(r
Ao’
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not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his

case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
consideration.

he may aprroach the Hon'ble

Appeilsl clated i at
High Ceourt in wrii petitior: for violation of the Article 14 of the
Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the
DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances
and it may also be possible that the wrong special benefit
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17 Green Park
may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
illegal, !/ in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parily_/!'n that eventuality atleast the DDA may be
asked by the wigh Court to rectify its mistake once
committed. In cass, such things happens then anocthar
complication wiif arise in the form of litigation to be instituted
by the cwner of the property of M-17, Green Park, who was
apparently not at fault but might be suffering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA,

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and also wants to
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of
problems which may have arisen in number of cases
including to amend the Master Plan.

Appeliant also wanls to consult some architeclt and
Structural engineer to find out whether there is any solution
of rectification of the property in such a manne that the less

damage is caused to it and proceeding calegory set back is

| achieved if for the sake of arguments it is presumed that the

benefit of parity iz not given to him even by the Hon'ble High

| Court in writ petition

Put up this matter on 29.08.2014 for further
proceedings. Copy of Ilhe order be sent to Direclor
(Planning) DDA and ore copy be given Dasti to Counsel for
DDA. Interim stay is extended till next date

(ASHWANI SARFAL)
Appellate TribunalMCD




@ . DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
’ '/"?1:}’7@@;\‘\ MASTER PLAN SECTION,
< -1 [« e

; K'l* /3 6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

|.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI ~ 110002
F.1(12) 2014/MP/ 35 L) Date:| <.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12* Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

ltem No. 59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11* Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for Iltem No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

[tem No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09.2014 and Addl.
Commr, (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F,3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raised
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the Item
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation
the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda
Bagh” Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1857,

Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B

Chief Town Planner (NDIVIC)
Item No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
category in residential — plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will require
modification in the Master Plan — 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under.,

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical

Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modification in MPD-2021.”

\ Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

12" Technical Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
. MASTER PLAN SECTION
6" FLOOR, VIKAS MINAR
1.P Estate, New Delhi — 110002
Phone No. 23370507

F.1 (10)/2015/MP/332 Date 19.10.2015

MEETING NOTICE ]

The 9" Technical Committee meeting of DDA for the year 2015 will be
held under the Chairmanship of Vice Chairman, DDA on Tuesday 20.10.2015 at
05.00 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. @

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

To:

Vice Chairman, DDA

Engineer Member, DDA

Finance Member, DDA

Commissioner (Plg.), DDA

Commissioner (LD), DDA

Commissioner (LM), DDA

Chief Planner, TCPO

Chief Architect, HUPW, DDA

Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief Engineer (Elect.), DDA
. Addl. Commr. (Landscape), DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) MPR & DC, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) TB & C, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) AP, DDA
. Addl. Commr.(Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
. Secretary, DUAC
. 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)
22. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

N

BN — O

il

o

o=

Special Invitees For item No.
1. C.L.A, DDA
2. S.E. Building Head Quarter MCD (SDMC) 47/2015

b iy (mP)
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INDEX

9th Technical Committee Meeting to be held on 20.10.2015

S. | PAGE |

No. ITEM NO. SUB]E(?T - | No. |
Confirmation of the 8" Technical Committee meeting held on '

1. | 46/2015 | 31.08.2015 1-4
F1(08)/2015/MP
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt

2. | 47/2015 Parking in the Residential Plot - Plotted Housing 5-10
F20(20)2014/MP
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for
Treatment Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous

3. | 48/2015 | \y5ste of Delhi. 11'13
F.20(08)2015/MP |
Proposed change of Landuse of an area measuring 1.12 Ha. (2.76 —
acres) from ‘Residential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)'opposite

4. 49/2015 | CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja | 14-19
Bhawan'in Zone D
F20(11) 2015/ MP
Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Phase- IV & V) previous
Sector-23 (Phase I11)

5. | 50/2015 | F Dir/ Plg./R/4033/2005 20-22

Laid on Table

Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t the relaxation of
setbacks from preceding category in Residential Plot - Plotted

6. | 51/2015 | Housing. 23-32
F3(19) 2014/ MP
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Item No, 43/2015 ]

Change of land use of site measuring 3.74 ha (9.25 acres) from “Residential “land use anc “Pubic
and Semi Pubic Facilities” (PS.1) to Utility” (U-4) for Solid Waste Management facility located at
Maidangarni, near IGNOU Camus.

F.3(12)2014/Mp

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone /', After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recemmended oy the Technical Committee for further pracessing
under Section 11-A of DD Act 1857.

-Action: Director (Plg.) Zone ¥

Iltem No. 44/2015

Territory of Delhi.
Regarding sites falling in Zone K-1I Dwarka
F.15 (10)2015-MP

The proposal was withdrawn by Addl. Commissioner (Plg) UE & LP.

-Action: Director (Plg.) Dwarka

Item No. 45/2015
Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 regarding the ares under waiting/ reception in the hospitals.
F.13 (02)/2013-mP

The proposal was Presented by Director (Plg) MP& DC. After detailed deliberation and
intorporating the views of the Fire Deptt., GNCTD received vide letter no. F-6/DFS/MS/2015/2015 dt.
01.09.2015, the proposal as contained in the agenda as given below in column 4 was recommended
by the Technical Committee for further processing under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957:

f MPD - 2021 -

- T I . =
1 ! 2 3 4
— ! — |
}_,,- . S —_—
Modifications approved in [
)
the
- Proposed Modifications J Amendec Proposal

T. C. Meeting hald on [
|

Existing Provisions |
05.06.2015 ,

' Table 13.2:Other |  Table 13.2. Other

Table 13.2: Other Controls Table 13.2: Other Controls - = Othes . S
Controls f Controls |
R T _— S =

5. Commen areas such as [ 5. Fire stair cases shall be | 5. Fire stair cases shall not | 5. Maximum 10% of the |
waiting  halls, reception | allowed free from. FAR | be counted in FAR and | achieved FAR shall be free
y _F maximun 94 f Re i ilizeg far wiaitine & |

I' and maximum 10% of the J 7:.1.-.\l.lu,‘r]_ -lD.c of ’tmv: if \IIIII'.E‘.‘ or waiting & !
dchieved FAR shall be free reception area. However, |

| andfire stair cases shall be

| allowed free from FAR. | achieved FAR shall be free | - ) ) ) s : ) ‘
| It utilized for waiting & | this area shall be taken
T utilized for Waiting: & reception area. In case itis | into account for the
} reception area. used for activity other | provision of hespital
[ | than waiting and | parking as per norms,
w reception zrea, the same |
) | ) | shall r‘_t__-‘_&:(‘ in FAR. "‘_ i ]

-Action: Director (Plg) MP

Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting dated 31.08.2015
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,
6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

|.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI - 110002

F.1 (08) 2015/Mp/ Q- Date: 01.09.2015

Subject: Minutes of the 8" Technical Committee held on 31.08.2015

The 8™ meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA on

31.08.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A’
At the outset, members welcomed the Vice Chairman, DDA for chairing the first meeting of

the Technical Committee after assuming charge.

Item No. 40/2015
Confirmation of Minutes:

Since no observations/ comments were received, the minutes of the 7*" Technical Committee
meeting held on 24.07.2015 were confirmed as circulated.

Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) TB & C informed regarding the madifications required in the minutes
w.r.t. the Item no. 02/2015, sub-para (i) discussed in the 1% Technical Committee meeting held on
22.01.2015. It was informed that in the decision in the above minutes w.r.t. the item no. 02/2015
Sector-1 to 19 Rohini was inadvertently mentioned as Sector-1 to 9 Rohini. As this item already stands

£

approved by the Authority in respect of Sector 1 to 19 Rohini, it was decided that the sub-para (i) of

item no. 02/2015 may be read as under:
“(i) Building activity of the development area No. 148 consisting Sector-1 to 19 Rohini (excluding the

already de-notified area) be transferred to concerned Municipal Corporation.”
F.1(07)2015/mP

Item No. 41/2015
Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 809sq.m.allotted to Bhartiya Janta Party (Delhi

Pradesh) at Pocket-V, DDU Marg from ‘Residential (Nursery School)’ to ‘Public &Semi ~Public
facilities’, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.20 (02)/2015/mP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone 'D’. After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.
-Action: Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Item No. 42/2015
Proposed change of land use in respect of the area measuring 1.40 ha.(3.462 acres)from 'Residential’

to ‘Government Office ‘Proposed for dedicated office building at Curzon Road, Kasturba Gandhi

Marg, New Delhi, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.3(68)/2008/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D', After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957.
-Action; Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting doted 31.08.2015
Page 1 of 3
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Annexure -A

List of participants of 08" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 31.08.2015

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

1.

2
L.

Ln_:;-uJ

}D 01 ~I [=a]

e
I

. Director(
. Direc tcr{PI .) Zone J
. Director(P

¥
Ww N = o

Vice Chairr .., com

Engineer Member, DDA
Commissianer (Plg), DDA

Chief Architect, HUPW,/DDA

Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
Adal. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) UE&LP, DDA
Director (Plg) MP, DDA

pi ) Zone D

OTHER ORGANIZATION

1.

(]

(93]

pt

~

&

O

= O

sh. A\M. Athale, Chief. Architect, NDMC

Sh. Mukesh Bajpai, Sr. Architect, MoHFW, Gol
Rajiv Kanaujia, Sr. Architect, CDB, MoHFW, Gol
Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

Sh. Ashutosh Kumar Sahu, Architect, CPWD

Sh. Jugal Ahmed, Consultant, SDMC

Arunesh Upadhyay, SE(DEMS), SDMC

Sh. Davesh Chand, B.O/L& D.O

Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC

. Virendra Kumar, AE, CPWD
. Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, ACP, Delhi Traffic Polica

Minutes of &

" Technical Committee meeting dated 31.08.2015



nt, GNCTD telephonically regretted their absence during the meeting
ed that their views may be obtained before

Officers of Fire Departme
due to some other important appointments. It was decid
circulation of the minutes.

v The meeting ended with thanks to the Chair.

A)
L

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

'
O

VNV AW e

Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (LM), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief 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 Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDMC
. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

S
= O
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Minutes of 8 Technical Committee meeting dated 31.08.2015
Page 3 of 3



\
W

.

mé'__

be either withdrawn or modified without the permission of this court.
Now the Union of India has mooted a proposal which would necessarily
mean modification of the said Circular dated 27.04.2011. The leamned
counsel for the DDA as well as the learned counsel for the South Delhi
Municipal Corporation as well as the New Delhi Municipal Council have
slso been heard. They have stated that any modification that would be
made to the Circular of 27.04.2011 would have to be done after following
the due process of law. Ultimately, an order will have to be passed by the
competent authority / authorities. We are not giving our views either way on
the proposal. It is for the appropriate authorities and ultimately for the
competent authorities to consider the same and to pass appropriate order
in accordance with law. All that we are permitting is that the proposal for
modification be carried through the process of consideration and ultimate
dacision on the same. The impediment which we had raised by virue of
our order dated 26.02,2013 on considering any modification, is now erased

in the above terms.

Till a final decision is taken by the competent authority, the Circular
dated 27.04.2011 shall continue to operate. If the petitioners are aggrieved
by the ultimate decision thal would be taken by the competent authority
they would be at liberty to file a fresh petition. The learned counsel
appearing on the side of the respondents have also stated that the process
of modification would be taken up expeditiously.

d) As a follow-up action on the Court order. a mesting was convenec oy the
VC.DDA with the officers of Municipal Corporation of Delhi & DDA wherein
a considered view emerged that in view of the provisions for
handicaps and single family residing on a single plot, DDA may take
up the following proposal for modifications in MPD-2021 as per DD
Act,1957 w.r.t. Stilt and parking provisions in para 4.4.3A. Residential
Plot-Plotted Housing as under:

vii. Stilts:
i) Stilt parking should not be mandatory on plots upto 200sq.mt.
ii) In plots sizes above 200sgm., if construction of buildings is of
single storey, stilt parking should not be mandatory.
iii) For all plots, other than as provided in i. & ii. Above, provisions
of stilt parking may be mandatory.
viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential
plot as follows:
a. 2 equivalent car space (ECS) in plot of size 250-300 sg.m
b. 1 ECS for every 100sg.m. built-up area, in plots exceeding 3C0 sg.m
provided that, if the permissible coverage and FAR is not achieved
with the above -mentioned parking norms in a plot, the parking
norms of the preceding categery shall be allowed.



Suh:

Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt Parking in
the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

File No. F.20(20)2014/MP

1.0 Background

a)

c)

MCD with prior approval of Hon'ble LG of Delhi, vide Circular No.
CCIB/2011/D-79 dated 27.4.11 decided to make the provisions of stiit
parking mandatory for the Residential Plot measuring 100sgm. and above.

The matter was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi as a part of
court matter titled P. K. Chatterjee V/s Union of India and Ors. W.P.(C)
4598/2010 and CM Nos.2391/2013. 10246/2013, 12768/2013 and
1399.2014. Based on the various meetings,on the subject, Ministry of Urban
Development, MCD and DDA submitted their affidavits in the Hon'ble High
Court of Delhi. The formulation for provision of stilt parking in residential
plots, as contained in the affidavits of MoUD and DDA, was as under:

Stilt floor for parking need not be provided in plot sizes upto 100 sq.m.
For plot sizes from 100 sq.m. upto 500 sg.m. stilt floor shall be
mandatory to be used for parking of vehicies for more than 2 dwelling

units.
For plot sizes of 500 sq.m. and upto 1000 sq m., stilt floor shall be

mandatory where the number of dwelling units is more than 4.

In respect of plotted development up to 100 sqg.m., the local body
concerned may identify suitable site /sites for construction of muiti
storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

Parking lots may be developed under recreational areas subject to
requisite clearance from the Department of Environment, GNCTD and
using appropriate design and technology options to ensure that
rainwater is harvested optimally and used for re-charging ground

water aquifers.

The matter was disposed off by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi vide the

following orders dt. 28.05.2014:
“We have heard the learned counse! for the parties at length. The question

is with regard to the Circular dated 27.04.2011 which was issued by the
Chief Engineer (Building), MCD. Earlier we had passed an order on
26.02.2013 whereby we he~ directed that the said Circular should not

ITEM NN T 1o
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the provisicn of Toilet on the stilt floor is being considered in Building Bye-

laws under revision ‘
After detailed deiiberation Technicai Committee recommended he

proposal as given in Fara 3 of the Agenda for further processing [0 [he

Authority for modification to the MPD-2021 under section 11A of DD

Act, 1957

4.0 Follow-up action:

Based on the recommendations of Technical Committee, the draft agenda
for the Authority meeting was put up for approval of Hon'ble Lt Governor, Delhi
and in rote on file Hon'ble Lt. Governcr. Delhi observed the following:

"1_\When AC(TB&C), DDA informed that the provision of toilet on the sti't floor
is being considered in the building bye-laws under revision , then how c2uld
the Technical Committee recommended the proposal for further processing

to the Authority.
5 Before this matter is put up to the Authority for decision, a meeting should

be convened at Raj Niwas to be attended by the officials of MCD, DDA and
Director, Fire Service.”

With respect to above observations of Hon'ble Lt Governor, the matter
was further discussed among the Senior officers of DDA and it was opined 10
modify the proposed modifications as under:

-
4 Chapter 4.0: Shelter |

;r Para4.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises |
| A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing
il el S S |

| Proposal approved in |

. : . .
Existing Technical Committee L
\ | Proposed Modifications
 Provisions ! meeting on 22.01.2015 | "0 |
J | vide Item No. 04/2015. | B N !
{vii. Sfits: If the | vii. Stilts: | vii. Stits: If the building s |
| building is | i) Stilt parking should | constructed with stilt area of non- |
b ? \ its i |2 an 2 4m) !
| constructed with st:it" not be mandatory | habitable height (iess than, 2.4m), |
| area of non- | on plots upto . used for parl-.ung. audlﬂ. SEI[L IBI:;. |
o - shall not be inciudea in FAR Dut |
| habitable height | 200sqg.mt. ! R
| (1e ‘ - : | would be counted towards the |
(less than 2.4m), ii) In plots sizes above | . . .. . building -
| 4 T i 500sam it height of the building. In the area \
| used f p g s under stilt which can not be |
| SUCH Stl!t af'ea Sha” 4 CO{]SFFUCUOH - Of | Ut”ized fOl" parking : prc\.'ision Of {
| not be included in | buildings is  of  toilet is permissible.

single storey, stilt | Stilt parking shall be mandatory |
parking should not | in the plot size above 200sam. !
| height of the | be mandatory. However in such plots if |
| building. | ' construction of building is single

story , stilt parking shall not be

n i o S

IFAR but would be |
| counted towards the |

iii) For all plots, other
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in_addition to above existing paras a. & b the following para ¢ to be

. added:.

c. In respect of plotted development up to 100sg.m. , the local body
concerned may identify suitable site / sites for construction of
multi storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

(e) During the course of meeting, South Delhi Municipal Corporation (SDMC)
also has submitted a brief proposal as under:
“a fresh proposal linking number of floors co-relating the same within the
adequacy of parking provision as per Master Plan -2021 be mooted,
which implies that if the proposal is for construction of ground floor and
first floor (with or without basement), stilt provision should not be insisted
upon, as parking / ECS requirement will be lesser, as compared to the
proposals from ground floor to third floor requiring fulfillment of parking /

ECS requirement”.

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for Stilt Parking, for
different plot sizes, are governed by the development control norms prescribed in
the Chapter 4: Shelter under clause 4.4.3 i.e. Control for Building / Buildings
within Residential Premises of MPD-2021 which are as follows:

A. Residential Plot - Plotted Housing

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with stilt area of non-habitable height
(less than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt area shall not be
included in FAR but would be counted towards the height of the

building.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential plot as
follows:

a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up area, in plots exceeding

300 sq.m., provided that, if the permissible coverage and

FAR is not achieved with the above-mentioned parking

norms in a plot, the parking norms of the preceding category

shall be allowed.

3.0 Decision of Technical Committee
The matter was discussed in the Technical Committee in its meeting held on

22 01.2015 vide Item No. 04/2015. The decision of the Technical Committee are as

under:
"It was suggested that Toilets may be permitted in the stilt as it is being

permitted in many other cities, Addl. Commissioner (TB & C), DDA informed

i
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A Re_sidential plot-Plotted Housing

f
'L‘Existing Provisions . |

| vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed |
| with stilt area of non-habitable height |
(less than 2.4m), used for parking, such |
stilt area shall not be included in FAR |
| but would be counted towards the height |
}' of the building. |

Chapter 4.0: Shelter
|‘ Para4.4.3 Control for Building / Bu ildings within Residential Premises ""f

| Proposed wlodifications .

—_— —_————

vii. Stilts: If the building is construciad wiﬁ;
stilt area of non-habitable height (l2ss
than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt
area shall not be included in FAR bui
would be counted towards the height of
the building. In the area under stilt
which can not be utilized for parking , |
provision of toilet is permissible. :
Stilt parking shall be mandatory in |
the plot size above 200sgm. However |
in such plots if construction of \
building is single story , stilt parking
shall not be mandatory.

J N

[ viil.
| provided for within the residential plot as
| follows:

@) 2 Eguivalent Car Space (ECS) in |
| plots of size 250-300 sq.m. |
’b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up
area, in plots exceeding 300 sg.m.,
jprovfded that, if the permissible
| coverage and FAR is not achieved with |
| the above — mentioned parking norms in
la plot, the parking norms of the

! preceding category shall be allowed.
|

|

|
| :

Parking: Parking space shall be | vii. Parking: ParkiTr;; space shall be

.‘provided for within the residential plot as |

4 I i - -
foliows;

a. 2 Eguivalent Car Space (ECS) ir plots
of size 250-300 sq.m, |

b. 1 ECS for every 100 sg.m built-up area, |
in plots exceeding 300 sq.m., provided ‘
that, if the permissible coverage and
FAR is not achieved with the above- |
mentioned parking norms in a plot, the |
parking norms of the preceding category f
shall be allowed.

c. In respect of plotted development up |
to 200 sgq.m., the local body |
concerned may identify suitable site
/ sites for construction of multi .
storied car parks catering to the |
requirement of parking. Actual cost |
of such parking shall be payable by |
the owners of the plots.

(- e e

Technical Committee for further processin
Act. 1957,

<Y G
e BV el 2

6.0 The proposal as contained in para 5.0 above is put up for consideration of the

g the same under Section 114 of DD

L~ //"T" ;
P ez
o o K

Asstt. Dir. (Pig.)/MP&DC ~By. Dit.(Plg. )/MP Director (Plg. \/MP
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®» [building. — 7 ii) For all plots, other |story , stilt parking shall not be |
mandatory.

. |

|

| than as provided in |
: i. & ii. above,|
' provisions of stilt
*‘ parking may be
; mandatory. "
| |
|
|

| S |

vili. Parking: Parking | viii. Parking: Parking space viii. Parking: Parking space shall

space shall be | shall be provided for within | be provided for within the

provided for within |the residential plot as | residential plot as follows: }
the residential plot | follows: | a. 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in

plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

|
\
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
\
|
\
\

as follows: | a. 2 Equivalent Car Space | § _
: | : . |'b. 1 ECS for every 100 sg.m. built- |
a) 2 Equivalent Car (ECS) in  plots of size | up area, in plots exceeding 300 |
Space (ECS) in plots : 250-300 sq.m. | sqm. provided that, if the }
of size 250-300 | b, 1 ECS for avery 100 ‘ permissible coverage and FAR }
sq.m. | built-up area, in| s not achieved with the above-
b) 1 ECS for every | plots exceeding 300} mentioned parking norms in a
100 sg.m. built up | sq.m., provided that, if | plot, the parking norms of the
area, in plots | the permissible coverage } preceding category shall be
exceeding 300 and FAR is not achieved allowed. I
sq.m., provided that, | with the above- | ¢ In  respect of plotted
if the permissible| mentioned arkin development up to 200 sq.m. l
o ; ; P g the local body concerned ‘
coverage and FAR | norms in a plot. the | may identify suitable site |
is not achieved with ] parking norms of the | sites for construction of multi ‘
the  above —| preceding category shall | storied car parks catering to |
ntioned arkin be allowed the requirement of parking. |
Rl P g | ' Actual cost of such parking :
norms in a plot, the | c. In respect of plotted shall be payable by the |
parking norms of the : development up to 100 } owners of the plots.
preceding category ‘ sq.m., the local body |

identify suitable site l;
\
\

|
sites for construction
of multi storied car
parks catering to the |
requirement of parking. :

|
|
|
shall be allowed. | concerned may | l
|
|

5.0 Proposal:
Based on the examination and observation of Hon'ble L.G.Delhi, the

following modification are proposed to be made in MPD-2021 under Section-
11A of DD Act, 1957.
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= meetrnn was held uncer the Chairaanshup of Chief Secre ary, Deiki o
32T 18 complance of th= directions NGT order dated 26/02/2015 in
Origire! Az piication No. 305 of 2013 titled , “Balam Singh Rawat vs. GNCTD
& Ors." . wherein following was decided with reference to the action on part

o? DDA,
‘as the Master Plan of DDA does not have provisions for TSDF, it was
dscided that DDA should make provisions in the Master Plan.”

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi prescribed
in the Chapter 7: Industry, Annexure 7.0 (iii) Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries , Chapter 9: Environment and Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure in
Para 14.6 Solid Waste under footnote of Table 14.6 of MPD-2021 which are as
follows:

2.1 Chapter 7.0: Industry
n the list of Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed in Chapter 7 of
MPD-2021:
“Industries manufacturing the following shall be prohibited within National
Capital Territory of Delhi. However, Environment Department, GNCTD in
consultation  with Industries Department , GNCTD shall take the final
decisions to ascertain a particular activity / industry / factory to fall under the
seid list as per the parameters / norms set by the CPCB and adopted by the
DPCC."

Sl No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list:

‘Hazardous waste processing viz hospital / tertiary health care centre
medical / industrial waste'

Further, it is quoted in the note under the list of Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries:
. A public utility service involving any of the activities referred to above shall
be permitted subject to environmental laws.
ii. Further additions / alterations to the list of Prohibited industries could be
made If considered appropriate and in public intersst by the Ceantral

Government fo do so.
lii. However, continuity of any type of furnace shall be within set parameters

of CPCB & DPCC."”
2.2 Chapter 9: Environment

‘A clear approach towards management of 4 types of wastes generated In
Delhi, namely Solid Waste, Hazardous Waste, Bio-Medical Waste and
Electronic Waste, should be adopted. The appreach should taks into
account the need for adopting the Clean Development Mechanism {CDM)
and the awareness of the carbon credits that can be earned and encashed
through a planned and organized mechanism, to be developed for this

purpose.”
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi.

File No. F.20(08)2015/MP

1.0 Background

1.1Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, Delhi Pollution Control committee
(DPCC), GNCTD vide letter No. F12(367)/Env/iIMoEF CS88/10/881
dt.25.02.2013addressed to VC DDA, has requested “fo identified the
appropriate Sites for development of TSDF (Treatment, Storage& Disposal
Facility) for disposal of hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the
provision for such sites in the MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous
waste disposal for Delhi is solved effectively in the public interest at large.”
1.2 Subsequently, Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, DPCC vide letter
dated 04.07.2014 has again requested “to identify and allot about 50 acres
of land at appropriate sites for development of TSDF for disposal of
hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the provision for such sites in the
MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous waste disposal for Delhi is

solved effectively in the larger public interest.”

1.3 In compliance to the directions of Hon'ble NGT passed vide order dt.
01.10.2014 in Criginal Application No. 305 of 2013 entitled, “Balam Singh
Rawat vs. GNCTD & Ors." a meeting was convened by Secretary
(Environment), GNCTD on 03.11.2014 with the Department of Environment
of various neighbouring states i.e. Haryana, Uttar Pradesh & Rajasthan to
discuss the issue regarding the sharing of existing TSDF sites in their states
with Delhi. In the meeting it was observed that:

“Since it is important land related matter , the meeting must be chaired by a
High Level Officer from Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of
India. Secretary (Environment), Govt. of NCT of Delhi further added that
Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India, shouid direct DDA
(the land owning agency in case of Delhi) to earmark and allocate suitable
land for setting up of TSDF for Hazardous Waste of Delhi. Joint Advisor
(PHE), Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India present in the

meeting agreed to it.

1.4 In response to D.O. letter dt. 12.12.2013 of Secretary (Environment) cum-
Chairman, DPCC addressed to VC DDA, the Planning Deptt., DDA vide
letter No. F.3(03)2015-MP/134 dt. 10.03.2015 informed Secretary
(Environment) , GNCTD that the activities like hazardous waste processing
is listed at SI. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed
with Chapter 7 i.e. Industry of MPD-2021. However, based on the notes
guoted under the above list. Secretary GNCTD was requested to provide
necessary comments / precise formulation in consultation with CPCB /

DPCC for suitable incorporation in MPD-2021.
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2.3 Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure

“The other type of specialised waste includes biomedical waste, hazardous

waste from industries, construction debris and fly ash; meat processing

centre etc. Disposal of bio-medical waste is to be as per bio-medical waste
rules and hazardous waste requires special handling according (o

hazardous waste handling rules Proper dumping, recycling and reuse of

construction debris and fly ash have (o he linked. Meat processing centre

waste is to be recycled for chicken feed etc.
Further, some Mmoie viable alternatives (o jandfills are vermiculture,

fossilisation, composting efc. Waste Minimisation Circles (WMCs) should
d monitoring & Bio-

be constituted and made effective. Implementation an
Medical Wastes (Handling & Management) Rules, 1998, for hospitals,
tertiary health care centres, nursing hames, and clinics should be taken up.
The sites, which are filled up or are in operation, are given in Table 14.7.
The filled up sites may be reused for plantation or as recreational area. The
proposed sites for sanitary landfill and compost plants are to be finalised by

the MCD.”

3.0 Proposal:
n in a meeting held under chairmanship of Chief

Secretary, GNCTD referred in para 1.5 above, the following modification in MPD-
2021 is proposed to be processed under Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for issuing

the public notice inviting objections / suggestions from public:

In view of the decision take

et Vel
Chapter 7.0-Industry
Annexure lll: Prohibited / Negative List of Industries

Existing Provisions e ~_Proposed Modifications

: e - .
46.Hazardous waste processing v1z.\46.Hazardous waste processing VIZ.

hospital/  tertiary health care | hospital/  tertiary health ~ care

centre/medical/industrial waste I centre/medicalfindustrial waste.
(However, modern hazardous waste

1

\ processing  plant with  latest
| technology shall be permitted
|
|
|

subject to all clearances including
environmental clearances from
concerned agencies. These will he
dependent strictly on the need of |
“the NCT of Delhi.) ' y

ained in para 3.0 above is put up for consideration of the

4.0 The proposal as cont
for further processing the same under Section 11A of DD

Technical Committee

Act.1957.

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC

|
b

Director (Plg.)/MP

—mpp—
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3.0

i

As per tabie 8.2 of MPD-2021, the Development Control Norms for the 'Governmen‘f"ige'
as per MDP-2021 area are as undar:

l Category ‘ Ground | FAR i Height | Parking | Activities permitted '
‘ | Coverage | { (m) | Standard : I
1 ﬁ | ECS/100 | _
| | J r | sg.m. of | \
I ’ | | floor J

[ l J | J area | :
[ Integrated 30 i 200 l NR, subject | 1.8 | Government Offices, Watch Ancd Ward |
‘ Office | | to approval | J Residence/ Residential Maintenance |
| Complex | i l of AAl, F‘srel‘ | Staff (Maximum 5% of FAR), Retail
| [ I l Department | | Shop Of Chemist, Bock and stationery, |
j : r J and  other | “ Consumer Store, Canteen, Post Office, |
| l # statutory | Bank Extension Counter etc. Public |
! { | ‘I bodies | | sector  Undertaking/ Commercial :
if | | { ‘ Offices (restricted to 10% of the total |
L : f I | floor area) - N

JUSTIFICATION & PUBLIC PURPOSE TO BE MET THROUGH THIS PROPOSED CHANGE
OF LAND USE

lustification & Public Purpose to be met

The land has been allotted by Land & Development Office (L & DO) to the Ministry of New
and Renewable Energy for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’,

As per the report received from MNRE, it is mentioned that MNRE is the nodal Ministry of
Govt. of India for all matters relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing ond
deployment of New and Renewable sources of Energy to supplement energy requirements
of the country. MINRE is having its main office in Block 14 of CGO Complex. Apart from this,
due to paucity. of space in Block 14, some other branches are functioning from Block 3 and
Paryavaran Complex in CGO Complex. The senior officers are sitting in two differently
lecated buildings sometimes; it becomes difficult to interact with them particularly as and
when any emergency situation orises,

Keeping in view the growing importance of energy sector and the fact that proper
working conditions are absolutely necessary for human resource to be maore proguctive,
Government is also committed to give thrust to renewable sources of energy in order to
reach 120 crore population in the country. Being the nodal Ministry of the Government of
India for all matters relating to new and renewable energy, the Ministry is promoting
green campuses, green buildings and net zero energy buildings. (n order to demonstrate all
this, it is important that the building in which MNREs own office is locoted, has af! the
features of renewable energy which MNRE is promoting. Therefore, MNRE would like to
construct an eco-friendly, energy efficient and net zero buiiding.
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Sub: Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 1.12 ha. (2.76 acres) from ‘Residential’

1.0

13

L2

13

2.0

2l

2.2

2.3

2.4

to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ for the Ministry of New and Renewable, Government of India in

Planning, Zone-D.

File No. F.20 (11)2015/MP

BACKGROUND

MoUD, GO vide letter dated 18.05.2015 forwarded a letter dated 12.05.2015 received from
the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy (MNRE), addressed to MoUD, GOI for necessary
action regarding allotment of land for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ in New

Delhi.

Further, MNRE vide letter dated 23.06.2015 enclosing therewith Prime Minister Office
reference dated 09.06.2015 requested L&DO, MoUD, GOl that necessary procedure for
change of land use from ‘Bus Terminal’ to ‘Government Office’” may be initiated and the

necessary approval for the change of land use be accorded.
L &DO, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land measuring 2.76 acres

opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as

is where is’ basis.

EXAMINATION

The site under reference falls in Planning, Zone-D and outside the ‘Lutyens; Bungalow Zone
(LBZ)".

The plot under reference is located opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi and adjacent to the
proposed office building of National Investigating Agency.

As per MPD-2021, the land use of the site under reference is ‘Residential’ & as per approved
Zonal Development Plan of Zone ‘D’ prepared under MPD-2001, the land use of the site

under reference is ‘Transportation (Bus Terminal)’.
As per L&DO allotment letter dated 12.06.2015, land measuring 2.76 acres opposite CGO

Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as is where is’
basis’ s'ubject to the terms and conditions that the plot of land so allotted to MNRE for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' shall be used only for the purpose for which it is
allotted and not be further transferred by MNRE.
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Change of land
In view of L & DO letter dated 12.06.20115, the land use in respect of an area measuring

2.76 acres opposite to CGO Complex, opening on Road to JLN Stadium, New Delhi, falling in
Plzanning, Zone-D, may be changed from ‘Rasidential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)' for the
construction of Akshay Urja Bhawan under Section 11A of DD Act, 1957. The boundary

description of the same is as follows (Refer location map and detail Survey plan at Annexure

JAP):

Location Area

Boundaries

1

-
<

!
»
\

land use as per | Land use |
MPD-2021/ ZDP | Changed to \
! |

2 4

2

I
|
1
F

[ Proposed  Akshay | 1.12 ha. | As per MPD-2021 | ‘Government
| Urja Bhawzn for the | (2.76 | - 'Residential’ ‘ (Govt. Office)’ | South:
| Ministry of New and | acres) | : '
Renewable Energy, | — —— | East;
; %y ’ | As per approved | ‘Government
| opposite CGO | ) o |
) Zonal | (Govt. Office)
Complex, opening | West:
; Development esl
on Road tc JLN | Pl ¢z 6 [ |
i § n Zone-
Stadium, MNew Delhi, | anee ' |
o el prepared  under
’fa\lmg in Planning, - |
. \ [ MPD-2001-
Zone-'D
! | | ‘Transportation
‘ - J ‘ (Bus terminal)’ | -
5.0 Recommendation

| North: Dayal Singh College

13.5 m wide Read and
Pragati Vihar Hostel
Proposed/ under
construction NIA Building
Lodhi Road Complex and
Park

Proposal as given in para 4.0 above may be considered by the Technical
Committee so that the proposed change of land may be processed further under
Section 11A of DD Act, 1957.

Asstt, Director (Plg.)
Zone-D

v~
s

Dy. Director (Plg.)

L

/ f” M“’"'L’/
_,.L{?f-l,, jk s

Director (Plg.)

Zone-D Zone-F,H&D
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32 MOUD, GOI vide letter No. K-13011/3/2012-DD-IB dated 07.04.2015 has issued the

following i

nstructions with respect to the proposal sent by DDA for amendment to MPD-

2021 and change of land use cases for final notification under Section 11A of Delhi

Development Act,1957. The para-wise reply is as follows:

S.No.

Information asked by MOUD vide
letter dated 07.04.2015

|
|

Reply |
|

Whether the land is government or
private and who is the land owning
agency?

It is a government land and is with Land & Development Office
(L&DO), MoUD, GOI.

On whose request the change of
land use case or maodification to

MPD-2021 has been initiated?

L&DO, MoUD, GO! vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land
to MNRE for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’. On the
basis of this, the proposed change of land use of the site under

reference has been initiated. |

Whether a responsible officer from
DDA (give details) was deputed for
inspection of site and a copy of
inspection report be provided.

|
l
|

The site under reference was inspected by Addl. Commr. (Pig.) AFT—1
Director (Plg.) F,H &D-Zone and Asstt. Director (Plg.) Zone =D on

14.10.2015. The report is as under:
e At present, the site is accessible from Jawharlal Nehru

Marg having 45 m R/W. The entry to the site is through
a 12.0 m wide road.

e There is a temporary structure of ‘Golden Jubilee Hall
of CRPE on one side of the site and on the other side;
there are tin sheds and barracks existing on the site
and also, a fountain exists at the site.

e Some part of the site is maintained as green area.

What is the public purpose proposed
to be served by modification of MPD
and/ or change of land use?

|

h

MNRE is the nodal Ministry of Government of India for all matters
relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of energy to supplement
energy requirements of the country and therefore, it is for larger
benefit of the people at large. |

What will be impact of proposal on
the ZDP/ MPD and whether the
changes are in consonance with the

approved plans/ policies?

As such, no impact of proposal on the ZDP/ MPD.

What will be proposal’s impact/
implications on general public eg.
Law & order etc.?

No adverse impact on law and order are anticipated.

Whether any court cases are
ongoing on the land mentioned in
the proposal? Full details be

attached.

It relates to the land cwning agency i.e. L&DO.
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4. 5TATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given below:

| S..No Status

| L | Wrether the land is government or | Land acquired and possession with DDA for planded

‘ private and who is the land owning | developmeant of Rohini Ph.-1lI, IV & V. |
agency? Land Is available and with Engineering Wing DDA. '

Il. | On whose request the change of | A request from RWA's has been received for develoamert of |

‘ land use case or modification to | Sports Complex in this area, At present DDAs Sport Comolex
MPD-2021 has been initiated? is located opposite Sector-1X. As per ZDP for Zone-M, Sports
Facility has been proposed in Secter-34 which is located at

distance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed.

.| Whether a responsible office from | Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering '
DDA (give details) was deputed for | Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director{Plg.), Dy. ‘
inspection of site and a copy of | Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without any

_inspection report be provided. davelopment, : ‘

V. | What is  the public purpese | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectors-20

‘ proposed to be served by | to 25 and population of Sector-32, 36, 37, 38 where the

| modification of MPD and/or change
| of land use?

plots have been allotted recently,

| What will be impact of proposal on

| the 7OP/MPD and whether the
changes are in cansonance with the
aoproved plans and policies?

The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &
Ground coverage for Sports facility is comparatively [ow and
will also provide for large open spaces & landscape aress
with tree plantation,

cngoing on the land mentioned in
rroposal? Full details be attached.

Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
Wing in 2014, No court case/ownership dispute has been
reported.

5. PROPOSAL

The following modifications is proposed in Master Flan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for

Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

i Location

|

Area Landuse
(in Ha.)

ZDP of Zone-M)

(as per MPD-2021 &

Proposed Landuse |

Boundaries

Vi. | What will he proposal’s | This will be additional facility for the general public & will
impact/implications  on  general | not hava any impact on Law & order.
|_public e.;g. Law & order etc.? |
Vil Whether any court cases are | The scheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and

Sector-23
Rohini,
‘ Ph-1v.

Recreational

Public & Semi Public Facilities. | North- Sector-32,
(PS3) Sports Facilities/ ‘ Rohini.
Complex/ Stadium/ Sports | East- 30.0 m. wide
Centre green balt,
and 80.0 m
wide road
' R/AW(UER-II1)
| South- Under
l Ground
| Resarvaoir
{existing)
West- Sector-33,
| FO?‘iﬁi.




. - item No. 55)/2015

Date: 20.10.2015

Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-lv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-111).

fr 20 () 8)}990)5—)‘417 |

1. BACKGROUND

1.

V.

A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon’ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-Ill) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpgse.

The plan prepared by Landscape unit was approvedin 231" Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried
out in the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.

The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for
various sports, Swimming Poaol, Multi Gym etc.

As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

ii.

iii.

The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use “Public and Semi-public Facilities”.

The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a
population of 5 lakhs and above. Developmeht Contral Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR .40 |

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAl, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sgm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

I

11

Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-Il vide
letter No. F1(01)09/SA(R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-IIl, ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33. This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-l.

In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.



=T

k-

due to some bonafide Mistake. On hehaif of the DDA it is stated that

th_e;._'_u_'_rg_gg_o_rl:e done whether intentionally or by mistake cannot be
repeated again in case of the appeliant even if his case is referred t
Technical Committee of the DDA for consideration,
. Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
petition for violation of the Article 14 of the Constitution of India due to
non grant of similar benefit on the Basis of parity and there may oe
Possibility that the DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that

Circumstances and jt may also be possible that the wrong special

benefit given in favour of owner of Aroperty No. M-17, Green Park may
be withdrawn and his Property may be also declared illegal.

iii n that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court tc
"eclify its mistake once committed. _|n case SL:CIW‘thiﬂgﬁ_a_ng_egg

‘hen another com
HIEll_another com

lication will arise in the form of litigation to he

instituted by the owner of the property of M-17_. Green Park.
iV,

Counsel for DDA wants to seek instructions from the department in

view of the above situation and also wants to explore the possibility of
any solution of similar t pe _of problems which may have arisen in
=L =2 WO oF similar type of | —==ll> WHICh may have arisen

number of cases includin to amend the Master Plan
—————===3 JI0llding to amend the Mas = Flan

1.5In view of Para 4. above, the matter was discussed in the meeting held on
21.07.2014 under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA wherein t
MCD & DDA Were present ,wherein it was decided to “io prepare a
modification in MPD-2021 in para 4.4.34 where Para (c) may be added

L JodF

e officers of

(hat in case the permissible ground coverage fs not achieved in case of (3
) above je. preceding category setback, the Technical Committee may
consider further relaxaiion of sethacks”.

1.6With  reference to  above mentionad SDMC  vide letter No.
TPr’G;’SDi\.ﬂCIZOM.@DBT dt. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Annexure-
):"As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan

vig

provisions he retained and going from preceding to ths preceding ca legory

be addressed by Technical Committee in isolated cases, where either the
Shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants sucl; consicleration.

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technica
Committee in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide Item No. 56/2014 and
the minutes of the Same were confirmed in the next Technical Committee
held on 24.08.2014 with certain modifications. The decision taken therein
is as folIO'-.ﬂ.!S(Annexure-IV):"Tho proposal was presented by Director
(Plg)MP  after deliberation Technical Commities recommencled the
proposal for further processing under Section 11-4A of DD Act, 1957 for

madification in MPD-2021.*

Page 2 of 3
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Based on the consideration & recommendation of Technical Committee, the proposal will be placed
before the Authority for processing under section-11-A of DD Act, 1957, for inviting
objections/suggestion from the public.

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in Para-5 is placed before the Technical Committee for consideration and
approval please.

)_]MLUJ;} ‘ .
') 1‘— S = L ‘A( ¢ =
ATone Jr“-—f‘—”m? C ﬁ%ms
(Rajesh Kumar Jain) (A.K. Malhotra) (Deépak Joshi
Director.(Plg.)Rohini Dy.Dir.(Plg.)Rohini Asstt.Dir(Plg.)Rohini

Zone-'‘M’ Zone-‘M’ Zone-‘M’
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of sethacks

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-MP

1.0 Background

1.1The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotied Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-1): “The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if the setback are relaxed for preceding
category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 756% as per MPD-
2021.After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other
development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL etc. will he
~adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD"

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4 The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,
wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-||)

I. It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly anc
In violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue
advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

q‘é/ Page 1 of 3
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After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the proposal with the
provisio that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control normis with respect to FAR

height, BBL etc. will be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)

ltem No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.I

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘DY, it was informed that
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a ! ong time, at
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions. The NPD-
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation of temporary cinemas, subject to
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space pei
25 seats; conformity to the Cinematography Act and levying of conversion charges, to
be worked out by the Authority. Howevar, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas is not addressed in the MPD-2021. Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas on
permanent basis was also raised in one of the Authority meetings by the non efficial

members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hon'ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed before the
Technical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility of effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Delhi should be dealt on case to case hasis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported by
photographs/decuments may be obtained to examine the matter further.

Action: Concerned Directors (Plg.)
ltem No.22/11:
Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
25)07/MP/

Director (Plg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will submit the

1 St

revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and accommodating future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provisions.

Action:Dir.(Plg.)C&G Zone.
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' 1.8Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :*/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same. The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code &
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:

I The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021.

ii.  The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally tenable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.

iii. The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if
deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the observation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technical Committee for appropriate decision.

G — i @”’

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC /py./D’iF./\F’ 9.JMP Director (Plg.)/MP
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Prassnt 3. KON Sirgh, counsel for appellant.
S Ajay Arora, Standing Counsel ‘or MCD
alengwith Sh Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashij
Kam Sharma counsels for MCD and Sh.
Sudhir - Mehia, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh
? Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person
| Sh PK. Aggarwal and Sh Sanjay Sharma
counsels for DDA,

Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA fileg

There are {wo connected matters pertaining to tha
same property Cu behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after c':qz",i:"erin_r; the clarifications recened from the
DDA deted 15 04.2914 has becn dacided that the MC1
will (ake @eiion in accoldance wih the sl repert for the

Ume bein apd jm ooy LY oy Futisins . wyapare

ANrE 1o take o
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different siang diEn MO will also O st accurchndly.

The DA clarification datea 15.01.2014 leads to the
Inference Uth:_a! a relaxation n Preceding  to preced ng
Calegory set backs was given in respect of property number
M-17, Green Park, 88 _d special case after freezing the
ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissibie in
future similar matters. The decision of the DDA in respect of

thati property was g s;r_w.e.cir'rc case and nol a general

mstrucﬁon 5 or dec =<|’m Hawever, not!‘.mg s mrsmir_'meu*, in

ch ri?uf' ation or in the accompanying documenis what

‘ e =wpns
Was ks :

WAt wal ,wln- -("
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weie given o the ownear of that [ropety

Al excentional peneiite

Appeiiant js claiming W wmila benefit on the

greund of parity by alpeas alsy that Ihe above benaft f
was given perhaps wionaly and in violation of the provisions .
\
of Master Plan io Uive some undue advantage to the owner \ f
::Iﬂ of that prop arty nuimnmber M- 17, Gren Park. or due to somre ]I

J’ﬂ \'?Pnaﬂde mistake. On behalf of the DDA i is stated that the \

wrong once done whether intentionally o by mistake can
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DELH! DEVELOPIVIENT AUTHORITY
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)
6™ FLOOR: VIKAS MINAR:
NEW DELH!.
R
No: F.1(7)2011-MP | 2 i) Dt: i"*))izj )

/u

MINUTES OF 3™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE IMEETING HELD ON 11,8.2011 .
LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS IS ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2" Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
received for any item. Therefore, the same were confirmead.

ltem No,19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIIDC
in Zone K-I.

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
*1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in the ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledge Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Parlc'.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)

I}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

~/The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was
explained by SE(HQ)Bldg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.
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TOWN PLANNING DEPARTMENT el i T
E-Block, 21°" Floor, Civie Centre, Minto Road New Delhi-110002
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e Sh.R.K.Jain, \ O “Pi//ﬂ
The Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) q. P \/I/é\ulﬁ
Deihi Development Authority. 7 //',;,3\\\ A
Vilas Minar, 1.7, Estale, Vi '
New Delhi.

Suly- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice ~Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014

Sir,

In the above refetred meeting the following issues were discussed:-

Stilt parking in the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing as a follow up of the High Court
Orders dated 29.05.2014 in the malter of P.IL Chatleriee v/s Union of India.

Relaxation of the selbacks [rom preceding Lo the preceding category of the Resudential

plot to achieve the Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r.t. MCD courl case on the
subject.
Development of scheme by Standard plan or modification in scheme as per developruent
contral norms of Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desired a written reply on behalf of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
parking o detail status report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides the Hon'ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt
parking should not be insisted on narrow, lanes/non-trafficable roads beecause on such roads the
movement space for vehicles for parking under stilts is not available.

As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be retained and
going lrom preceding to the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Commitlez in isolated
cases, where either the shape of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration.

As tepards the development control norms for shop cum residential plots, the opinion on
behalf of MCD is alceady before the Technical Committee and the same is reproduced below:-

“It iy suggested that on all shop-cum-Residential plots ( pre '1962 or after 1962) the
Residential Development Control Norms shall he applicable whether such Shop-cum-Residential
Complex are designated as LSC (under MPD-2001/2021) or nol The Residential Norms shall be
applicable at the time of sanction of bldg. Plans on individual plots or additionfualterarion on
individual plots. The parking charges shall be charged as per Mixed Use palicy for providing
parking in the vicinity. The Siandard Plans shall be revised as per the provisions of MPD-202.
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plats
for Commercial purpose subject to payment of charge

Wil
The Basement arec may be used
s as per Mixed Use Regulations

Earlier necessary action on the issucs are requested for.

Tincli-As abave Yours [nithfully,

/ _7’

o A ;/{iym e

: R s 1147510

' Chicf I'-‘.‘-‘-’-"»”!‘.\".‘J“‘ | |
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not be repeated again in case of the appellant even if his
case is referred to Technical Committee of the DDA for
\ consideration.

! ' Appedls .l clated tat he ."'r‘.ey aprroach the Hon'ble

High Court in writ petition for violation of the Article 14 of the

Constitution of India due to non grant of similar benefit on N
the basis of parity and there may be a possibility that the

DDA officials will be put in the trouble in that circumstances

and it may also be possible that the wrong special beneafit |
given in favour of owner of property No. M-17, Green Park

may be.withdrawn and his property may be also declared
ilegal,/ in case he is not given the same benefit on the
ground of parity.f{'n that eventuality atleast the DDA may be

asked by the Iigh Court to rectify its mistake once '
committad. In case, such things happens then another
complication wiil arise in the form of litigation to be instituted

by the cwner of the property of M-17, Gieen Park, who was
apparently not at fault bul might be suffering due to wrong
decisions of the DDA.

Counsel tor DDA wants to seek Instruction from the
department in view of the above situation and also wants to ‘ ~.:x
explore the possibility of any solution of similar type of &
problems which may have arisen in number of cases j
including to amend the Master Plan.

Appeliant also wants tu/consull some architecl and
structural engineer to find out whether there is any sclution
of rectification of the property in such a manner that the less
damage is caused to it and proceeding category set bock is
achieved if for the sake of arguments it is presumed that the
benefit of parity iz not given to him even by the Hon'ble High
Court in writ petition. .

Put up this matter on. 29.08.2014 for  further
proceedings. Copy of the order be sent to Director
(Planning) DDA and ore copy be given Dasti to Counsel for
DDA. Interim stay is extended till next date. g
0 QUL (ASHWANI SARFAL}

Appellate TribunalMCD

AF AF ~ea s




Annexure -A
List of participants of 08" meeting for the year 2015 of Technical Committee on 31.08.2015
DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

1. Vice Chairr ., cun

2. Engineer Member, DDA

3. Commissioner (Plg), DDA

4. Chief Architect, HUPW/DDA

5. Addl. Commissioner (Plg) TB&C, DDA
6. Addl. Commissioner (Landscape), DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg)AP, DDA
Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) UEELP, DDA
8. Director (Plg) MP, DDA

10. Direczor(Pig.) Zone D

11. Director(Plg.) Zone J

12. Director(Plg.) GIS & Zgne E&D

13, Dy. Director (Plg.) MPR

14, Dy. Director (Pig.) Dwarka

OTHER ORGANIZATION
1. Sh. A.M. Athale, Chief. Architect, NDMC

2. Sh. Mukesh Bajpai, Sr. Architect, MoHFW, Gol
3. Rajiv Kanaujia, Sr. Architect, CDB, MoH FW, Gol
4. Ms. Ritu Kapila, Architect, CPWD

5. Sh. Ashutosh Kumar Sahu, Architect, CRWD

6. Sh. lugal Ahmed, Consultant, SDMC

7. Arunesh Upadhyay, SE(DEMS), SDMC

8. Sh. Devesh Chand, B.O/L & D.O

9. Sh. Sushil Kumar, Architect, NDMC

10. Virendra Kumar, AE, CPWD
11. Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, ACP, Delhi Traffic Police

Minutes of 8" Technicol Committee meeting dated 31.08.2015
Page 4 of
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DELH! DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,

6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELHI = 110002

F.1 (12) 2014/mp/ 354 Date:] £.10.2014
Sub: Minutes of the 12'" Technical Committee held on 24-09-2014

Item No.59/2014

Confirmation of Minutes
The Minutes of the 11'" Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were circulated to

all the members. The observation have been received for Item No. 53/2014 and 56/2014
which are as follows:

Item No. 53/2014

Chief Town Planner (SDMC) vide letter no. TP/G/SDMC/2014/5388 dated 18.09.2014 and Addl.
Commr. (Plg) Infrastructure & UC vide note No. F.3 (2) 2006/MP/Vol.l/ dated 19.09.2014 have raised
some observations. Chief Town Planner (SDMC) informed that the entire land is govt. /local bodies
land and therefore, the change of land use may be processed. Accordingly the minutes of the Item
No. 53/2014 have been modified which are as under:-

“The proposal was presented by Chief Town Planner (SDMC), after detailed deliberation
_ the Technical Committee agreed for the proposal of the redevelopment plan of Parda
Bagh” Considering the decision already taken in MCD and recommended the proposal
for Change of land use under section 11-A of DD Act 1957.

|
|
Action Dir. (Plg) Zone A & B
Chief Town Planner (NDIVIC) ‘

Item No. 56/2014

i) Addl. Commr. (MP&UE) has requested for modification in the minutes for item NO. 56/2014
stating that, there are no provision for relaxation of set back from preceeding to preceeding
category in residential — plot/ plotted housing in MPD-2021. Therefore, it will require
modification in the Master Plan — 2021. Accordingly minutes for item no. 56/2014 has been
modified which are as under.

“The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) MP after detailed deliberation Technical
Committee recommended the proposal for further processing under section 11 of DD Act 1957
for modification in MPD-2021."

Action: Director (Plg) MP

The minutes of the 11* Technical Committee meeting held on 02.09.2014 were confirmed
with above modifications.

. 12" Technical Committee Minutes Page 1 of 5
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be either withdrawn or modified without the permission of this court.
Now the Union of India has mooted a proposal which would necessarily
mean modification of the said Circular dated 27.04.2011. The leamed
counsal for the DDA as well as the learned counsel for the South Delhi
Municipal Corporation as well as the New Delhi Municipal Council have
also been heard. They have stated that any maodification that would be
made to the Circular of 27.04.2011 would have to be done after following
the due process of law. Ultimately, an order will have to be passed by the
competent authority / authorities. We are not giving our views either way on
the oroposal. It is for the appropriate authorities and ultimately for the
competent authorities to consider the same and to pass appropriate order
in accordance with law. All that we are permitting is that the proposal for
modification be carried through the process of consideration and ultimare
decision on the same. The impediment which we had raised by virtue of
our order dated 26.02.2013 on considering any modification, is now erased
in the above terms.

Til a final decision is taken by the competent authority, the Circular
dated 27.04.2011 shall continue to operate. If the petitioners are aggrieved
by the ultimate decision that would be taken by the competent authoriy
they would be at liberty to file a fresh petition. The learned counsel
appearing on the side of the respondents have also stated that the process
of modification would be taken up expeditiously. ”

d) As a follow-up action on the Court order, a meeting was convened by the

VC.DDA with the officers of Municipal Corporation of Delhi & DDA wherein
a considered view emerged that in view of the provisicns for
handicaps and single family residing on a single plot, DDA may take
up the following proposal for modifications in MPD-2021 as per DD
Act, 1957 w.r.t. Stilt and parking provisions in para 4.4.3A. Residential
Plot-Plotted Housing as under:
vii. Stilts:

i) Stilt parking should not be mandatory on plots upto 200sg.mt.

ii) In plots sizes above 200sqm., if construction of buildings is of

single storey, stilt parking should not be mandatory.
iii) For all plots, other than as provided in i. & ii. Above, provisions

of stilt parking may be mandatory.
viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential

plot as follows.

a. 2 equivalent car space (ECS) in plot of size 250-300 sg.m.

b. 1 ECS for every 100sg.m. built-up area, in plots exceeding 300 sq.m.
provided that, if the permissible coverage and FAR Is not achieved
with the above —mentioned parking norms in a plot, the parking
norms of the preceding category shall be allowed.
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
MASTER PLAN SECTION,
6™ FLOOR,VIKAS MINAR,

I.P. ESTATE, NEW DELH! -110002

£.1 (08) 2015/mp/ ) Date: 01.09.2015

Subject: Minutes of the 8" Technical Committee held on 31.08.2015

The 8" meeting of Technical Committee was held under the Chairmanship of V.C., DDA on

31.08.2015. The List of the participants is annexed at ‘Annexure- A",
At the outset, members welcomed the Vice Chairman, DDA for chairing the first meeting of

the Technical Committee after assuming charge.

Item No. 40/2015
Confirmation of Minutes:

Since no observations/ comments were received, the minutes of the 7" Technical Committee
meeting held on 24.07.2015 were confirmed as circulated,

Addl. Commissioner (Plg.) TB & C informed regarding the modifications required in the minutes
w.r.t. the Item no. 02/2015, sub-para (i) discussed in the 1* Technical Committee meeting held on
22.01.2015. it was informed that in the decision in the above minutes w.r.t. the item no. 02/2015
Sector-1 to 19 Rohini was inadvertently mentioned as Sector-1 to 9 Rohini. As this item already stands
approved by the Authority in respect of Sector 1 to 19 Rohini, it was decided that the sub-para (i) of

item no. 02/2015 may be read as under:
“(i) Building activity of the development area No. 148 consisting Sector-1 to 19 Rohini (excluding the

already de-notified area) be transferred to concerned Municipal Corporation.”
F.1(07) 2015/MP

Item No. 41/2015
Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 809sq.m.allotted to Bhartiya Janta Party (Delhi

Pradesh) at Pocket-V, DDU Marg from ‘Residential (Nursery School)’ to ‘Public &Semi —Public
facilities’, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.20 (02)/2015/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’. After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1857.
-Action: Director (Plg) Zone ‘D’

Item No. 42/2015
Proposed change of land use in respect of the area measuring 1.40 ha.(3.462 acres)from 'Residential’

to ‘Government Office ‘Proposed for dedicated office building at Curzon Road, Kasturba Gandhi
Marg, New Delhi, falling in Planning Zone- D.
F.3(68)/2008/MP

The proposal was presented by Director (Plg) Zone ‘D', After detailed deliberation, the proposal
as contained in the agenda was recommended by the Technical Committee for further processing

under Section 11-A of DD Act 1957,
-Action: Director (Plg) Zone D’

Minutes of 8" Technical Committee meeting doted 31.08.2015
Page 1 of 3
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the provision of Toilet on the stilt floor is being considered in Building Eye

jaws under revision,
After detailed deliberation Technical Commitiee recommendasa

- e

VE-

the

proposal as given in Para 3 of the Agenda for further processing to the
Authority for modification to the MPD-2021 under section 11A of DD

Act 1957

4.0 Follow-up action:

Based on the recommendations of Technical Committee, the draft agendsa
for the Authority meeting was put up for approval of Hon'ble Lt. Goverror, Delh
and in note on file Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi observed the following:

“4 When AC(TB&C), DDA informed that the provision of toilet on the stilt floor

is being considered in the building bye-laws under revision , then how could
the Technical Committee recommended the proposal for further processing

te the Authority
2 Before this matter is put up to the Authority for decision, a meeting should

be convened at Raj Niwas to be attended by the officials of MCD, DDA and

Tatal

Director, Fire Service.”

With respect to above observations of Hon'ble Lt. Governor, the matter

was further discussed among the Senior officers
modify the proposed modifications as under:

s of DDA and it was opined to

Chapter 4.0: Shelter !

Parad.4.3 Control for Building / Buildings within Residential Premises N _'T

A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing _ .

Existing
Provisions

Proposal approved in
Technical Committee
meeting on 22.01.2015

Proposed Modifications

vide Item No. 04/2015. ]

vi. Stilts: If the

building is
constructed with stilt
area of non-

habitable height
(less than 2.4m),
used far parking,
such stilt area shall
not be included in
FAR but would be
counted towards the
height of the
building.

vii. Stilts: vii. Stits: If the building is |

1)

iii) For all plots, other

constructed with stilt area of non-
habitable height (less than 2.4mj,
~ v Lot o £ Are:
on plots upto used for par@ng, such SFUI\LP_;&
200sq.mt. shall not be included In FAR DBUl
: ' would be counted towards the
In plots sizes above | - o
200 .. | height of the building. In the area
sqm.._ M| under stilt which can not be
constructton_ of ' utilized for parking , provision of
buildings is  of | toilet is permissible
single storey, stilt | stilt parking shall be mandatery
parking should not i in the plot size above 200sgm.

be mandatory. However in such plots if
construction of building is single
story , stilt parking shall not be |

Stilt parking should |
not be mandatory
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Officers of Fire Department, GNCTD telephonically regretted their absence during the meeting
due to some other important appointments. It was decided that their views may be obtained before

circulation of the minutes.

The meeting ended with thanks to the Chair. /; 3 7
.fC: o

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

-
2

o NO L s W

Vice Chairman, DDA
Engineer Member, DDA
Finance Member, DDA
Commissioner (Plg), DDA
Commissioner (LD), DDA
Commissioner (L), DDA
Chief Planner, TCPO
Chief Architect, HUPW DDA
Chief Architect, NDMC
. Chief Engineer (Property Development ), DMRC
. Chief 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 Planner, SDMC, NDMC, EDMC
. Sr. Architect, (HQ-1), CPWD, Nirman Bhawan
. Dy. Commr. of Police (Traffic) Delhi
. Land & Development Officer, (L&DO)
. Director Fire Service, GNCTD

R T e o T T ol o
MNP OWRENOWUL B WD RO

Minutes of 8 Technical Committee meeting dated 31.08.2015
Page 3 of 3
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Chapter 4

l?ara4.4.3 Control for Building / Buildin
_ A. Residential plot-Plotted Housing

[ Existing Provisions

| vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed | vii. Stilts: If he building is constructed with |
 with stilt area of non-habitable height |

' (less than 2.4m), used for parking. such
‘stflt area shall not be included in FAR
| but would be counted towards the height
' of the building.

|
l

.Or_Shf;Iter_

gs within Residential Premises @ |

Proposed wlodifications

stilt area of non-habitable height (less !
than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt |
area shall not be included in FAR but

would be counted towards the height of
f the building. In the area under stilt
' which can not be utilized for parking , |
provision of toilet is permissible. ’
Stilt parking shall be mandatory in
the plot size above 200sqm. However |
in such plots if construction of |
building is single story , stilt parking
shall not be mandatory.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be
provided for within the residential plot as
follows:

Ia} 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in
plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

| b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up
area, in plots exceeding 300 sq.m.,

| coverage and FAR is not achieved with
the above — mentioned parking norms in
a plot, the parking norms of the
' preceding category shall be allowed.

|
|

6.0 The proposal as contained in para 5.0 a

pravided that, if the permissible |

| vii. Parking: Parking space shall be |
 provided for within the residential plot as |
| follows:
| a. 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots |
. of size 250-300 sq.m. f
| b. 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built-up area, .
in plots exceeding 300 sq.m., provided
that, if the permissible coverage and
FAR is not achieved with the szbove-
J mentioned parking norms in a plot, the
parking norms of the preceding category
shall be zllowed
c. In respect of plotted development up
to 200 sg.m., the local body
concerned may identify suitable site
' ! sites for construction of multi
storied car parks catering to the
requirement of parking., Actual cost
of such parking shall be payable by
the owners of the plots.

bove Is put up for consideration of the

Technical Committee for further processing the same under Section 11A of DD

Act.1957.

i,
[ < r\u W‘_?:;/ - >l
Q?/ s

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC B Di(fj J)IMP

’ 6.

Director (Plg. )/MF




Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Stilt Parking in
the Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

File No. F.20(20)2014/MP

1.0 Background

a) MCD with prior approval of Hon'ble LG of Delhi, vide Circular No
CCIB/2011/D-79 dated 27.4.11 decided to make the provisions of stilt
parking mandatory for the Residential Plot measuring 100sgqm. and above.

b) The matter was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi as a part of
court matter titled P. K. Chatterjee V/s Union of India and Ors. W.P.(C)
4598/2010 and CM No0s.2391/2013, 10246/2013, 12768/2013 and
1399.2014. Based on the various meetings,on the subject, Ministry of Urban
Development, MCD and DDA submitted their affidavits in the Hon'ble High
Court of Delhi. The formulation for provision of sfilt parking in residential
plots, as contained in the affidaviis of MoUD and DDA, was as under.

Stilt floor for parking need not be provided in plot sizes upto 100 sg.m.
For plot sizes from 100 sq.m. upto 500 sqg.m. stilt floor shall be
mandatory to be used for parking of vehicles for more than 2 dwelling

units.
For plot sizes of 500 sq.m. and upto 1000 sg m., stilt floor shall be

mandatory where the number of dwelling units is more than 4.

In respect of piotted development up to 100 sq.m., the local body
concerned may identify suitable site /sites for construction of multi
storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

Parking lots may be developed under recreational areas subject to
requisite clearance from the Department of Environment, GNCTD and

using appropriate design and technology options to ensure that
rainwater is harvested optimally and used for re-charging ground

water aquifers.

c) The matter was disposed off by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi vide the

following orders dt. 29.05.2014:
“We have heard the learned counsel for the parties at length. The question

js with regard to the Circular dated 27 04.2011 which was issued by the
Chief Engineer (Building), MCD. Earlier we had passed an order on
26.02.2013 whereby we ha~ directed that the said Circular should not

TEM DN T/
TE [/




| iedobi

- 19—

15A meatine was held under the Cnailians o of Chief Secretary, Delh on@®
& i compiia- 2= of the direc 'ns NGT order dated 26/02/2015 in

Jiig.m s spzlication No. 305 of 2013 titlsd . “Balam Singh Rawat vs. GNCTD

& Ors.” .~ wherein following was decided with reference to the action on part

of DDA

‘as the Master Plan of DDA does not have provisions for TSDF, if was

decided that DDA should make provisions in the Master Plan.”

N

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021. the provisions for for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi prescribad
in the Chapter 7: Industry, Annexure 7.0 (i) Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries , Chapter 9: Environment and Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure in
Para 14.6 Solid Waste under footnote of Table 14.6 of MPD-2021 which are as

follows:

2.1 Chapter 7.0: Industry
In the list of Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed in Chapter 7 of
MPD-2021:
‘Industries manufacturing the following shall be profubited within National
Capital Territory of Delhi. However Environment Department, GNCTD in
consultation  with Industries Department , GNCTD shall take the final
decisions to ascertain a particular activity / industry / factory to fall under the
said list as per the parameters / norms set by the CPCB and adaopted by the
DPCC."

Sl. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list:

‘Hazardous waste processing viz hospital / tertiary health care centre
medical / industrial waste’

Further, it is quoted in the note under the list of Prohibited / Negative list of
Industries:
I. A public utility service involving any of the activities referred to above shall
be permitted subject to environmental laws.
. Further additions / alterations to the list of Prohibited Industries could be
made if considered appropriate and in public interest by the Ceniral
Government to do so.
fii. However, continuity of any type of furnace shall be within set parameters
of CPCB & DPCC."

2.2 Chapter 9: Environment

"A clear approach towards management of 4 lypes of wastes generated in
Delhi, namely Solid Waste, Hazardous Waste, Bio-Medical Waste and
Electronic Waste, should be adopted. The approach should take into
account the need for adopting the Clean Develepment Mechanism (CDM)
and the awareness of the carbon credits that can be earned and encashed

through a planned and organized mechanism, to be developed for this
purpose.”
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In addition to above existing paras a. & b. the following para ¢. to be
added:

c. In respect of plotted development up to 100sg.m. , the local body
concerned may identify suitable site / sites for construction of
multi storied car parks catering to the requirement of parking.

(e) During the course of meeting, South Delhi Municipal Corporation (SDMC)
also has submitted a brief proposal as under:
‘a fresh proposal linking number of floors co-relating the same within the
adequacy of parking provision as per Master Plan -2021 be mooted,
which implies that if the proposal is for construction of ground floor and
first floor (with or without basement), stilt provision should not be insisted
upon, as parking / ECS requirement will be lesser, as compared (o the
proposals from ground floor to third floor requiring fulfillment of parking /

ECS requirement”.

2.0 Provisions of Master Plan for Delhi 2021

In the Master Plan for Delhi-2021, the provisions for Stilt Parking, for
different plot sizes, are governed by the development control norms prescribed in
the Chapter 4: Shelter under clause 4.4.3 i.e. Control for Building / Buildings
within Residential Premises of MPD-2021 which are as follows:

A. Residential Plot — Plotted Housing

vii. Stilts: If the building is constructed with stilt area of non-habitable height
(less than 2.4m), used for parking, such stilt area shall not be
included in FAR but would be counted towards the height of the
building.

viii. Parking: Parking space shall be provided for within the residential plot as

follows:
a) 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

b) 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built up area, in plots exceeding
300 sq.m., provided that, if the permissible coverage and
FAR is not achieved with the above-mentioned parking

norms in a plot, the parking norms of the preceding category
shall be allowed.

3.0 Decision of Technical Committee
The matter was discussed in the Technical Committee in its meeting held on

22.01.2015 vide Item No. 04/2015. The decision of the Technical Committee are as

under:
“It was suggested that Toilets may be permitted in the stilt as it is being

permitted in many other cities, Addl. Commissioner (TB & C), DDA informed



building.

T iii) For all plots, other | story

than as provided in |
i, & ii. above,
provisions of stilt,
parking may be
mandatory. 1
l
|

lrvm Parking: Parking |
Ispace shall

|provided for within | the
the residential plot | follows: |

as follows: | a.
a) 2 Equivalent Car |
Space (ECS) in plots |
of size 250-300 | b.
‘sq.m. |
b) 1 ECS for every|
100 sq.m. built up |
area, in plots |
exceeding 300
sg.m., provided that, |

if the permissible
coverage and FAR

is not achieved with .
the above - |
mentioned  parking |
norms in a plot, the | c.
parking norms of the '
preceding category |
shall be allowed. |‘

|
|

|
|

5.0 Proposal:

TR
viii. Parking: Parking space | viii. Parking: Parking space shall

l

l

]

|

be | shall be provided for within | be |
residential plot as follows: |
|

l

l

|

|

residential plot as
2 Equivalent Car Space
(ECS) in  plots of size
250-300 sq.m. |
1 ECS for every 100 |
sq.m. built-up area, In |
plots exceeding 300 |
sq.m., provided that, Jf‘
the permissible coverage |
and FAR is not achieved

with the above- L
mentioned parking |
norms in a plot, the

preceding category shall

be allowed.
In respect of plotted |

development up to 100 |
sq.m., the local body |
concerned may |
identify suitable site /|
sites for construction‘
of multi storied car}
parks catering to the
requiremeﬂ:_f parking. i

parking norms of the{

" stilt parking shall not be
mandatory.

1
|
|
|
|
|

provided for  within the

| a, 2 Equivalent Car Space (ECS) in

plots of size 250-300 sq.m.

| b. 1 ECS for every 100 sq.m. built-

up area, in plots exceeding 300
sq.m., provided that, if the
permissible coverage and FAR
is not achieved with the above-
mentioned parking norms In a
plot, the parking norms of the |
preceding category shall be |
allowed. '

In respect of plotted ‘

development up to 200 sq.m.,

the local body concerned
may identify suitable site /|
sites for construction of muiti
storied car parks catering to '
the requirement of parking.’
Actual cost of such parking
shall be payable by the
owners of the plots.

Based on the examination and observation of Hon'ble L.G.,Delhi, the
are proposed to be made in MPD-2021 under Section-

following modification
11A of DD Act, 1957.
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As per 5" 2 8.2 of MPD-2021, the Development Control Norms for the ‘Goa-ﬂ.rnmer‘)ﬁige'

as per NMiDP-2021 area are as under:

l Department Shop Of Chemist, Book and stationery,

[ Category | Ground " FAR | Height ] Parking Activitigpermitted
J Coverage / ’ (m) | Standard | J
| | | ECS/100 :
’ l | [ sg.m. of
| f floor
4 ‘ | | area \
integrated ' 30 [ 200 | NR, subject I’ 1.8 Government Offices, Watch And Ward '
Office ’ to approval Residence/ Residentizl Mamtﬂﬁarw
Complex " | of AAl, Fire | Staff (Maximum 5% of FAR), Retail |
!

and  other | Consumer Store, Canteen, Post Office,

|

\

| " ; statutory \ Bank Extension Counter etc. Public
l | | bodies | sector  Undertaking/  Commercial
f \ \ ! Offices (restricted to 10% of the total
l | | floor area)

! S

JUSTIFICATION & PUBLIC PURPOSE TO BE MET THROUGH THIS PROPOSED CHANGE
OF LAND USE

Justification & Public Purpose to be met

The land has been allotted by Land & Development Office (L & DO) to the Ministry of New
and Renewable Energy for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan',

As per the report received from MNRE, it is mentioned that MNRE is the nodal Ministr v of
Govt. of India for all matters relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of Energy to supplement enzray requirements
of the country. MNRE is having its main office in Block 14 of CGO Complex. Aport from this,
due to paucity. of space in Block 14, some other branches are functioning from Block 3 and
Paryavaran Complex in CGO Complex. The senior officers are sitting in two differently
located buildings sometimes; it becomes difficult to interact with them particularly as and
when any emergency situation arises,

Keeping in view the growing importance of energy sector and the fact that proper
working conditions are absolutely necessary Jor human resource to be more productive,
Government is also committed to give thrust to renewable sources of energy in order to
reach 120 crore population in the country. Being the nodal Ministry of the Government of
India for all matters relating to new and renewable energy, the Ministry is promoting
green campuses, green buildings and net zero energy buildings. In order to demonstrate all
this, it is important that the building in which MMNREs own office is loccted, hos all the
features of renewable energy which MNRE is promoting. Therefore, MNRE would like to
construct an eco-friendly, energy efficient and net zero building.
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. provisions for Treatment
Storage & Disposal Facility (TSDF) for Hazardous waste of Delhi.

File No. F.20(08)2015/MP

1.0 Background

1.1Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, Delhi Pollution Control committee
(DPCC), GNCTD vide letter No. F12(367)/Env/IMoEF CSS/10/881
dt.25.02.2013addressed to VC,DDA, has requested “to identified the
appropriate sites for development of TSDF (Treatment, Storageé& Disposal
Facility) for disposal of hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the
provision for such sites in the MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous
waste disposal for Delhi is solved effectively in the public interest at large.”

1.2 Subsequently, Secretary (Environment) cum-Chairman, DPCC vide letter
dated 04.07.2014 has again requested “to identify and allot about 50 acres
of land at appropriate sites for development of TSDF for disposal of
hazardous waste of Delhi and incorporate the provision for such sites in the
MPD-2021 so that the problem of hazardous waste disposal for Delhi is

solved effectively in the larger public interest.”

1.3 In compliance to the directions of Hon'ble NGT passed vide order dt
01.10.2014 in Original Application No. 305 of 2013 entitled, “Balam Singh
Rawat vs. GNCTD & Ors." a meeting was convened by Secretary
(Environment), GNCTD on 03.11.2014 with the Department of Environment
of various neighbouring states i.e. Haryana, Uttar Pradesh & Rajasthan to
discuss the issue regarding the sharing of existing TSDF sites in their states

with Delhi. In the meeting it was cbserved that:

"Since it is important land related matter , the meeting must be chaired by a
High Level Officer from Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of
India. Secretary (Environment), Govt. of NCT of Delhi further added that
Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India, should direct DDA
(the land owning agency in case of Delhi) to earmark and aliocate sujtable
land for setting up of TSDF for Hazardous Waste of Delhi. Joint Advisor
(PHE), Ministry of Urban Development , Government of India present in the

meeting agreed to it.

1.4 In response to D.O. letter dt. 12.12.2013 of Secretary (Environment) cum-
Chairman, DPCC addressed to VC DDA, the Planning Deptt., DDA vide
letter No. F.3(03)2015-MP/134 dt  10.03.2015 informed Secretary
(Environment) , GNCTD that the activities like hazardous waste processing
is listed at SI. No. 46 of the Prohibited / Negative list of Industries annexed
with Chapter 7 i.e. Industry of MPD-2021. However, based on the notes
guoted under the above list, Secretary GNCTD was requested to provide
necessary comments / precise formulation in consultation with CPCB /

DPCC for suitable incorporation in MPD-2021.
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4.0 Proposal 3

Change of land use:

In view of L & DO letter dated 12.06.2015, the land use in respect of an area measuring
2.76 acres opposite to CGO Complex, opening on Road to JLN Stadium, New Delhi, falling in
Planning, Zone-D, may be changed from ‘Residential’ to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ for the
construction of Akshay Urja Bhawan under Section 11A of DD Act, 1957. The boundary
description of the same is as follows (Refer location map and detail Survey plan at Annexure

IAI}:
' Location T Area land use asper | Land use o Boundaries |
i | MPD-2021/ ZDP |  Changedto |
[ 1 | 2 | 3 , 4 | 5 |
[ Proposed  Akshay l 112ha. | As per MPD-2021 ‘ ‘Government | North: Dayal Singh College
] Urja Bhawan for the | (2.76 | - 'Residential’ (Govt. Office)’ { South: 13.5 m wide Road and
’ Ministry of New and | acres) I ! \ Pragati Vihar Hostel
Renewzhle Energy, _——— —— East: Proposed/ under
opposi:e C([?{I) As per approved | '‘Government ‘ g o KBRSl \
I P ton M lilding I
Complex, Gpening ’ Zonal ‘ (Govt. Office)’ ' confstruc_low ryBulleing ‘
G )d Development West: Lodhi Road Complex and
on el m JLN 1 Flan of Zone-D i ‘ Park
‘ Stadium, New Delhi, e i
! . repared  under
falling in Planning, | SIEPare = '
| e | MPD-2001- |
‘ N | ‘Transportation ; !
L - | (Bus termipal)” | |
5.0 Recommendation

Proposal as given in para 4.0 above may be considered by the Technical
Committee so that the proposed change of land may be processed further under
Section 11A of DD Act, 1857.

' . \p A=
W e Yoz

Asstt. Director (Plg.) Dy. Director (Plg.) Director (Plg.,
Zone-D Zone-D Zone-F,H& D



- 10"

2.3 Chapter 14: Physical Infrastructure

“The other type of specialised waste includes biomedical waste; hazardous
waste from industries, construction debris and fly ash; meat processing
centre etc. Disposal of bio-medical waste is to be as per bio-medical waste
rules and hazardous waste requires special handling according (o
hazardous waste handling rules. Proper dumping, recycling and reuse of
construction debris and fly ash have to be linked. Meal processing centre
waste is to be recycled for chicken feed elc.
Further, some more viable alternatives to landfills aré vermiculture,
fossilisation, composting efc. Waste Minimisation Circles (WMCs) should
be constituted and made effective. Implementation and monitoring & Bio-
Medical Wastes (Handling & Management) Rules, 1998, for hospitals,
tertiary health care cenires, nursing homes, and clinics should be taken up.
The sites, which are filled up or aré in operation, are given in Table 14.7.
The filled up sites may be reused for plantation or as recreational area. The
proposed sites for sanitary landfill and compost plants are to be finalised by

the MCD.”

3.0 Proposal:

In view of the decision taken in a meeting held under chairmanship of Chief
Secretary, GNCTD referred in para 1.5 above. the following modification in MPD-
2021 is proposed to be processed under Section 11-A of DD Act, 1957 for issuing

the public notice inviting objections / suggestions from public:

[ —
MPD 2021
Chapter 7.0-Industry

Annexure Il Prohibited / Negative List of Industries
i Proposed Modifications

| pmpexuyle o T e
Existing Provisions o
viz. | 46.Hazardous waste processing  Viz.

46.Hazardous waste processing 1
tertiary  health  care | hospital/  tertiary health  care

centre/medicalfindustrial waste.
(However, modern hazardous waste
processing  plant with latest
technology shall be permitted
subject to all clearances including
environmental clearances from
concerned agencies. These will be
dependent strictly on the need of |
the NCT of Delhi.) '

Lo AR

hospital/
centre!medica{findustria1 waste

[
|
|
\
\
|

|
|
|
\
|

as contained in para 3.0 above is put up for consideration of the

4.0 The proposal
mmittee for further processing the same under Section 11A of DD

Technical Co
Act.1957.

ir.( =

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC Dy )IMP Director (Plg.)/MP

e e
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Sub:

1.0

o [

1.2

1.3

2.0

2.1

2,2

23

2.4

(,.-..l, -

Proposed change of land use of an area measuring 1.12 ha. (2.76 acres) from ‘Residential’
to ‘Government (Govt. Office)’ opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi for the construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan’ for the Ministry of New and Renewable, Government of India in

Planning, Zone-D.

File No. F.20 (11)2015/MP

BACKGROUND

MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 18.05.2015 forwarded a letter dated 12.05.2015 received from
the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy (MNRE), addressed to MoUD, GOI for necessary
action regarding allotment of land for the construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' in New
Delhi.

Further, MNRE vide letter dated 23.06.2015 enclosing therewith Prime Minister Office
reference dated 09.06.2015 requested L&DO, MoUD, GO! that necessary procedure for
change of land use from ‘Bus Terminal’ to ‘Government Office’ may be initiated and the

necessary approval for the change of land use be accorded.
L &DO, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12.06.2015 has allotted land measuring 2.76 acres

opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as

is where is’ basis.

EXAMINATION

The site under reference falls in Planning, Zone-D and outside the ‘LutyensA Bungalow Zone
(LBZ)".

The plot under reference is located opposite CGO Complex, New Delhi and adjacent to the
proposed office building of National Investigating Agency.

As per MPD-2021, the land use of the site under reference is ‘Residential’ & as per approved
Zonal Development Plan of Zone ‘D’ prepared under MPD-2001, the land use of the site

under reference is ‘Transportation (Bus Terminal)’.
As per L&DO allotment letter dated 12.06.2015, land measuring 2.76 acres opposite CGO

Complex, New Delhi to the Ministry of New and Renewable Energy for construction of
‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' opposite CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi on ‘as is where is’
basis’ s.ubject to the terms and conditions that the plot of land so allotted to MNRE for
construction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan' shall be used only for the purpose for which it is
allotted and not be further transferred by MNRE.

LIEM NU- 4 /‘IC/J{M
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4. STATUS REPORT

The information based on the format provide by MoUD vide letter dated 07.04.2015 is given below:

—_—

Status_ |

|
e !
l, ; Whether the land is government or |
| private and who is the land owning
: agency?

land acquired and possession with DDA for planned |
development of Rohini Ph.-II1, IV & V. \
Land is available and with Engineering Wing DDA. !

. 1 on whose request the change of
land use case or modification to
MPD-2021 has been initiated?

|
A request from RWA’s has been received for devc(opm‘mhtoﬁ
Sports Complex in this area. At present DDAs Sport Complex
is located opposite Sector-IX. As per ZDP for Zone-M, Sports
Facility has been proposed in Sector-34 which is lacated at
distance of about 5-6 km & is yet to be developed.

Whether a responsible office from
DDA (give details) was deputed for
inspection of site and a copy of
inspection report be provided.

Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering
Wing. The site has been inspected by Dy. Director(Plg.), Dy.
Director (Survey) of Rohini Project. The site is without any
development.

V. ’ Whnat is  the public purpose | This facility will cater to the population residing in Sectors-20
| oroposed  to  be served by | to 25 and population of Sectar-32, 36, 37, 38 where the
[ ’ modification of MPD and/or change | plots have been allotted recently.

: | of land use?
" v | What will be impact of proposal on | The proposal is within the provision of MPD-2021. The FAR &

| the ZDP/MPD and whether the
changes are in consonance with the
| anproved plans and policies?

Ground coverage for Sports facility is comparatively low and |
will also provide for large open spaces & landscape areas
with tree plantation. B

VI | What will be proposal’s

public e.g. Law & order etc.?

This will be additional facility for the general public & will :
not have any impact on Law & order. |

{ Jimpactfimplicarinns on  general
|
|

The scheme for this area has been prepared in 2004 and_l'
Total Station Survey has been provided by the Engineering |
Wing in 2014. No court case/ownership dispute has been i
reported.

vit, 1 Whether any court cases are
[ ongoing on the land mentioned in
1 nroposal? Full cetails be attached.
| |
5. PROPOSAL

The following modifications is proposed in Master Plan for Delhi-2021 & Zonal Development plan for

Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.

Area Landuse
(in Ha.) i (as per MPD-2021 &
ZDP of Zone-M)

Proposed Landuse Boundaries

1
|
|

l

1 Sactor-33
| Rohini,
Ph-IV.

Recreational

|
[
F
|
T
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
\
|
\
|

North- Sector-32,
Rohini.
30.0 m. wide
green belt, ‘
and80.0m |
wide road
R/W(UER-III) |
Under [
Ground |
| Reservoir |
| (existing) f
West- Sector-33, \
Rohini. J

Public & Semi Public Facilities. |
(PS3) Sports Facilities/ |
Complex/ Stadium/ Sports
Centre

East-

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

: South-

|
|
|
1
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MOUD, GOl vide letter No. K-13011/3/2012-DD-IB dated 07.04.2015 has issued the
ructions with respect to the proposal sent by DDA for amendment to MPD-
land use cases for final notification under Section 11A of Delhi

Development Act,1957. The para-wise reply is as follows:

S.No.

Information asked by MOUD vide |
letter dated 07.04.2015

Reply

Whether the land is government or
private and who is the land owning
agency?

It is a government land and is with Land & Development Office |
(L&DO), MoUD, GOI. ‘

On whose request the change of
land use case or maodification to

MPD-2021 has been initiated?

to MNRE for the canstruction of ‘Akshay Urja Bhawan'. On the
basis of this, the proposed change of land use of the site under

reference has been initiated.

Whether a responsible officer from
DDA (give details) was deputed for
inspection of site and a copy of
inspection report be provided,

|
kL
|

L&DO, MoUD, GOI vide letter dated 12,06.2015 has allotted land |

The site under reference was inspected by Addl. Commr. (Plg.) AP,
Director (Plg.) F,H &D-Zone and Asstt. Director (Plg.) Zone -D on

14.10.2015. The report is as under:
e At present, the site is accessible from Jawharlal Nehru
L]

Marg having 45 m R/W. The entry to the site is through
a 12.0 m wide road.
There is a temporary structure of ‘Golden Jubilee Hall
of CRPF on one side of the site and on the other side;
there are tin sheds and barracks existing on the site
and also, a fountain exists at the site.

« Some part of the site is maintained as green area.

-
-

What is the public purpose proposed |
to be served by modification of MPD |
and/ or change of land use?

MINRE is the nodal Ministry of Government of India for all matters
relating to New and Renewable Energy for developing and
deployment of New and Renewable sources of energy to supplement
energy requirements of the country and therefore, it is for larger
benefit of the people at large.

What will be impact of proposal on i

the zZDP/ MPD and whether the
changes are in consonance with the

approved plans/ policies? |

As such, no impact of proposal on the ZDP/ MPD.

What will be proposal’'s impact/
implications on general public eg.
Law & order etc.?

No adverse impact on law and order are anticipated.

wWhether any court cases are

ongoing on the land mentioned in
the proposal? Full details be l

attached. |

It relates to the land owning agency i.e. L&DO.
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due to some bonafide mistake. On behalf of the DDA it is stated that 2
~11 Denalf ot i =15 Slated tha
the wrong once done whether intentionally or by mistake cannot he
_ Wi ———————— =2 Bl Itentionally or by mi: =dNNOt De

repeatad again in case of the appellant even if his case Is referred to

Egﬁig&ﬂgpwpe of the DDA for consideration,

. Appellant stated that he may approach the Hon'ble High Court in writ
Petition for vidlation of the Article 14 ¢f the Constitution of India due to
non grant of similar benefit on the basis of parity and there may be
pessibility that the DDA officials will he put in the trouble in that
circumstances and it may also be possible that the wrong special
benefit given in favour of owner of property No. M-1 7, Green Park may
be withdrawn and his property may be also declared illegal

i, In that eventually at least the DDA may be asked by the High Court to
rectify its mistake once committed. |n case, such things happen
then another complication will_arise in the form of litigation to be
instituted by the owner of the roperty of M-17, Green Pari.

iv.  Counsel for DDA wants to seesk instructions from the department in
view of the above situation and also wants Lo‘emgra;t}laﬁnossibiiitg of
any solution of similar_type of problems which may have ar
rumber of cases including to amend the Master Plan

(77

risen in

1.81In view of Para 4. anove, the matter was discussed in the neeting held on
21.07.2014 under tha Chairmanship of \.C . DDA wherein the ofigars of
MCD & DDA were present ,wherein it was decided o “fo prepare
modfication in MPD-2021 in para 4.4.3A where Para (€) may be addag

that in case the permissible ground coverage is not achieved in case of (e

al

) above je. preceding category setback the Technical Committee may
consider further relaxation of sethacks”

1.8With  reference  to above mentionad SDMC  vide letter No.
TP/G/SDMC/2014/5061 dt. 28.7.2014 submitted the following (Annexure-
):'As regards relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan
prosisions be retained and going from preceding fo the preceding category
be addressed by Technical Committee in isolated cases, where either the
shepe of the plot or some other reasons warrants such consideration

A B

1.7 Accordingly, the matter was considered & approved in the Technical
Committze in its meeting held on 02.09.2014 vide Item No. 56/2014 ang
the minutes of the same were confirmed in the next Technical Committae
ne'd on 24.08.2014 with certain modifications. The decision taken thereir
s as T'o\lows(Arwnexure-l\/):“The proposal was presented by Director

(Plg)IP after deliberation Technical Commitice recommended the

proposal for further processing under Section 11-A of DD Act

madification in MPD-2021 "

é . Page 20f 3
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Y . Item No. 5)/2015

Date: 20.10.2015

Subject: Proposed Sports Complex in Sector-33 (Ph-lv & V),previous Sector-23 (Ph-111).

V-laQQ)}JDJS—MP

1. BACKGROUND

I

A request from Confederation of RWAs of Sector-20 to 25 of Rohini has been received,
forwarded by Hon’ble Member of Parliament for development of Sports Complex in this
area. It has been forwarded by Raj Niwas.

As per approved composite plan of sector-20 to 25, Rohini (Ph-ll) the site under reference
has been earmarked for Recreational purpose,

The plan prepared by Landscape unit wWas approvedin 231" Screening Committee held on
15.03.2004 vide item no. 33:2004 with the direction that “ No construction shall be carried
out in the Sport center only open field and jogging track shall be developed”.

The Sports Complex plan approved on 15.03.2004 facilities such as open field/ courts for
various sports, Swimming Pool, Multi Gym etc.

As per the Scheme for Rohini Phase-IV and V, the area under reference has been re-
designated as part of Sector-33, Rohini.

2. MPD-2021 PROVISONS.

ili.

The land use as per MPD 2021 and notified ZDP of Zone-M is ‘Recreational’ where only
Sports Activity, Play Ground, Amenity Structures are permitted.

As per MPD-2021 the Sports facilities are categorized under Chapter-13, Social
Infrastructure. As per MPD-2021, Sports Facilities/ Complex/Stadium / Sports Centre are
categorized under land use “Public and Semi-public Facilities”,

The proposed Sports facility will be covered under District Sports Centre catering for a

population of 5 lakhs and above. Development Control Norms as per para 13.3.3 are
reproduced below.

Maximum ground coverage 20% including amenity structures

Max. FAR 40

Height NR (Subject to clearance from AAI, Fire
Dept. and other statutory bodies).

Parking 2 ECS/ 100 sqm of floor area.

3. EXAMINATION

Total Station survey has been provided by Engineering Wing for the area under reference,
green belt etc. measuring about 21.62 ha. This has been forwarded by Dy. Dir. (Arch.)-ll vide
letter No. F1{01)09/SA( R&N)/HUPW/DDA/39 dated 24.02.2015.

The site is parallel to 80 m wide Urban Extension Road-IIl. ZDP for Zone-M has proposed two
roads (30 and 40 m wide) for connecting proposed development in sector-33. This has been
demarcated in Total Station survey. The area available for development of proposed District
Sports Complex is 8.90 ha. The layout plan is enclosed as Annexure-l.

In view of above this will require processing of modification in the land use of MPD-2021 and
ZDP for Zone-M under Section-11-A of DDA Act 1957.
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Based on the consideration & recommendation of Technical

Committee, the proposal will be placed
before the Authority for processing under section-11-A of DD Act, 1957,

for inviting
objections/suggestion from the public.

6. RECOMMENDATION

The proposal contain in para-5 is placed before the Technical C

ommittee for consideration and
approval please,

« HEEEN

Y
ool oL VAR Aiﬁ 208

Lo W 1y
(Rajesh Kumar Jain) (AK. Mal;otra) [DeepakJoshlk ]
Director.(Plg.)Rohini Dy.Dir.(Plg.)Rohini Asstt.Dir(Plg.)Rohini
Zone-‘M’ Zone-‘\V’ Zone-‘M’




After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the propesal with the
provisio that existing Ground Coverage(69%) as per drawings submitted by the MCD
should be frozen. Further that all other development control norms with respect to FAR

height, BBL etc. wi!l be adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD

Action:Ex.Engg.(Bldg.)South Zone MCD)

ltem No.21/11:

Sub:Continuance of Temporary Cinemas in Delhi.

F.11(6)/74/MP/Pt.I

The item was presented by Director (Plg.) MP & Zone ‘D, it was informed that
the temporary cinemas which were continuing on license basis, for a long time, at
various locations in Delhi, were not conforming to the land use provisions. The MPD-
2001 had stipulated the conditions for continuation of temporary cinemas, subject to
maximum capacity of 300 seats; minimum front right of way 18 mtrs; One car space per
25 seats; conformity to the Cinematography Act and levying of conversion charges, 10
be worked out by the Authority. However, the issue of continuance of temporary
cinemas is not addressed in the MPD-2021. Several representations were received from
time to time in this regard and the issue of permissibility of temporary cinemas an
permanent basis was also raised in one ol the Authority meetings by the non official
members which was also placed before the Technical Committee.

In view of the directions of the Hor'ble Lt.Governor for processing the cases of
existing temporary cinemas for regularization , the matter was again placed before the
Technical Committee. After detailed deliberations, it was observed that continuance of
Temporary Cinemas and the possibility oi effecting land use change to make them
permanent in situ in Dethi should be dealt on case to case basis. Accordingly it was
decided that the present status of the temporary cinemas in terms of area, ownership
details and existing/functioning activities in these premises, supported

photographs/documents may be obtained to examine the matter further.

=y

Action: Concerned Directors (Plg.)

[termn No.22/11:

Sub:Revised layout plan for CRPF Campus at Mahavir Nagar, New Delhi.
F.1{25)07/MP/

Director (Plg,) C&G , DDA presented the case. It was decided that CRPF will submit the
revised proposal, ensuring optimum use of land and =

wccommocating  future
requirement of housing and office spaces as per MPD-2021 provision

L

Action:Dir.(Plg.)C8&G Zone.
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Sub: Proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the relaxation of setbacks

from preceding to preceding category in Residential Plot- Plotted
Housing.

File No. F.3(19)/2014-Mp

1.0 Background

1.1The matter is regarding the proposed modifications in MPD-2021 w.r.t. the
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category in Residential
Plot- Plotted Housing. As per MPD-2021, the provision for relaxation in
setbacks for Residential Plotted Development and Other than Plotted

Development are given in Para 4.4.3A point (x) and in the foot note under
Table 17.1 respectively.

1.2 Earlier in the specific case of property No. M-17, Green Park the matter for
relaxation of setbacks from preceding to preceding category was
presented by MCD in the meeting of Technical Committee held on
11.8.2011 vide item No.. 20/2011. After detailed deliberation the following
decision was taken (Annexure-l):“The proposal for relaxation in setback
from preceding to preceding category was explained by SE(HQ)Bldg.,
MCD wherein it was informed that if ihe setback are relaxed for preceding
category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Category on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-
2021 After the detailed discussion, Technical Committee agreed to the
proposal with the provision that existing Ground Coverage (69%) as per
drawing submitted by the MCD should be frozen. Further that all other
development control norms with respect to FAR height, BBL etec. will be
~adhered to by the Local Body i.e. MCD”,

1.3Now, in the case of Rajesh Kumar Gupta vs SDMC for the property no. C-
75, Shivaji Park under Appellate Tribunal of MCD the appellant has
claimed the similar benefit as mentioned in the point 2 above.

1.4The above matter was deliberated before the ATMCD by MCD and DDA,
wherein the following issues were highlighted in the order of ATMCD dt
05.05.2014 (copy annexed as Annexure-l)
I It appears also that the above benefit was given perhaps wrongly and

In violation of the provisions of Master Plan to give some undue
advantage to the owner of that property number M-17, Green Park, or

f Page 1 of 3
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05.05.2014

o

BT SR ALK R Shipstel
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Presant - 34, K.N.Sirngh, cenynsel for appellant,
Sil. Ajay Arora, Standing Counse| ‘or MCD
alongwith Sh. Mohit Sharmaand Sh. Shashi
Kant Sharma counsels for MCD and Sh
Sudhir - Mehia, EE(BHQ) alongwith  Sh.
Joginder Singh, AE(BHQ) in person.
Sh PK. Aggarwal and Sh. Saniay Sharma
counsels far DDA.
Vakalatnama on behalf of DDA filed
There are two connected matters pertaining to the
same property Ch behalf of the respondent MCD it is stated
that after consicuring he clarifications recewved from the
DDA dried 15.0 12914 it has heon uacided that the MCD
will take deiion in accordance WL the said repert for the
time be zpd e _*F_'v__rl‘ i ft_:?lsrux wanle o {ake a

e

differan: starng L MCD will 2lso act g aecuriingly

The DDA clarification dated 15.01.2014 leads to tis
inference \‘thaf a relaxation in preceding  to preceding
calegory set biacks ywas aiven in respect of property number
M-17, Green Park. a8 o special case after freezing the
ground coverage and that benefit is now not permissibie in
future similar matters, The decision of the DDA in respect of
that property was & specific case and not a Jeneral
mstruc»mns or r‘em‘lon ilf\Tn:E: x_woth'r;gyrg mantmneu in
the ¢ .rlfu,ahnn or in tha accompanying documents whzt
WAS, the gmeati o @ity hay exceptional benatit

ARG IR S AT e T
Were given o the owner of that propeity ?

Appellant i claiming by onila benefit on the
greund of pesit Yo r|' alpeacs also that the ahoy 2 benefit
was given perhaps wronaly ana in vioiation of the provigsion:s
of Master Plan o give some undue advantage to the owner
of that property number M-17. Groen Park, or due to some
bonafide mislake. On behals of the DDA i is stated that the

wrong once dune whether {u'ttentfonaf!y or by mistake can
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| L 1.8Based on the recommendations of the Technical Committee draft agenda
| for Authority meeting was forwarded to the Hon'ble Lt. Governor, Delhi for
its consideration in the Authority meeting vide this office note dated
17.10.2014. Hon'ble L.G., Delhi submitted the following observations on
the draft agenda :*/ see that the proposed draft agenda has been put up
on the basis of one individual case where DDA took a wrong decision/
gave undue favour in violation of MPD norms. Even the order of Appellate
Tribunal mentions the same.The proposed agenda is also silent with
regard to conformity with the provisions of National Building Code & |
Building Bye-Laws. Views of Fire Deptt have also to be sought before the
matter is placed before the Authority.”

2.0 Follow-up action:

2.1 After discussion among the Sr. officers of Planning Wing, DDA, it is
opined that at the first instance comments/ observations from the Legal
Deptt., DDA may be obtained in this regard.

2.2 Accordingly the file was submitted to Legal Deptt., DDA and the following
observations were received:
i.  The deptt. is under no legal obligation to process the matter further
for modification in MPD-2021
ii.  The earlier decision of Technical Committee if in contravention of
the MPD norms then it is not legally tenable. Even the DDA
counsel did not oppose observations of Hon'ble Court in the
context.
i. The matter may be placed before the Technical Committee if
deemed / appropriate for consideration of the matter in view of
observation of the Hon'ble Court.

3.0 In view of the cbservation of the Legal Deptt. in para 2.0 above, the matter is
placed before the Technical Committee for appropriate decision.

% M 'vﬁ\,ﬂ“’;f/'

Asstt. Dir. (Plg.)/MP&DC )y./o’if Plg.)/MP Director (Plg.)/MP
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- E-Block, Floar, Civie Cenlre, Minto Road,\New Delhi-110002
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// Sh.R.K.Jain,

The Addl, Commissioner (Plg.)

Delhi Development Authority.

Vilkas Minar, L., Eslate,

New Delhi.

Qyly:- Discussion during the meetings chaired by Vice -Chairman/DDA on 21.07.2014
Sir,

In the above raferred meeting the following issues were discussed:-

A, Stilt parking in the Residential Plot - Plotted lousing as a follow up of the [Tigh Court

Orders dated 29.95.2014 in the matter ol P.K. C hatterjee v/s Union of India.

B. Relaxation of the selbacks from preceding to the preceding category of the Residential

plot 1o achieve the Master Plan FAR and the ground coverage w.r.t. MC ' courl case on the

subjecl
(& Development of scheme by Standard plag or modificalion in scheme as per development

control norins af Master Plan for Delhi-2021.

Vice-Chairman desired a wrillen 1cpiy on behall of SDMC on the above issues. On stilt
packing a detail status report along with the affidavits as filed by SDMC and MOUD is enclosed.

Besides the Hon ble Leader of House of SDMC Sh. Subhash Arya has also requested that stilt
sarking should not be insisted on narow, lanes/non- trafficable roads because on s.u(,h roads the
1 8
movement space for velicles for parking under stilts is not available.

As regavds relaxation of setbacks, it is opined that the Master Plan provisions be rcm;'wd and
coing from rm,u,\lm* to the preceding category be addressed by the Technical Commitiee in isolated
cases, where either the shape of the plot or some ollier reasons warrants such consideration.

As u,@udu the development control norms for shop cum resideptial plots, the opinion on

sehalf of MCD is already before the Technical Committee and the same is upmdm Ld below:-

“It is suggested thal en all shop-cum-Resident tial plots ( pre 1962 or affer 1962) the
Residential Development Control Novins shall be applicable whether such Shop-cum-Residen’ial
Complex are designated as LSC (rmam MPD-2001/2021) or not. The Re sidential Norms shail be
applicable at ihe tine of sanction of bldg. Plans on individual ploty or addition/olteraiion on
individual plots. The _{)mﬂmsr churges shall be charged as per AMixed Use policy for providing
parking in the viciity. The Standard Plans shall he revised as per the provisions a”uFD-E‘J I with
the Development Control Norms as applicable for Residential Plots. The Basement area may be used
Jfor Commercial purpose subject 1o payment of charges as per Mixed Use Regulations’

Earlier necessary action on the issues are requested for.

l:-As above Yours fithfully,
|
N ’_lf }» ;//
— 2y / =
Ppt A\ [ gt V1 "
PREY 14771
(luci lm\ n, l ] mnm [ =
‘Q._ \'Z"&\ _(;.E‘E)’_ln—:: 4 o !-nﬁphn:
Pw -\ . . . 7 5 . S IVER LR
VA 1. Leader of House/SDMC-Tor kind wformation.

2. 7.8, to Commissioner/SDMC for kind information..
3. SE(B)/SHDMC / )

4. SE(BYNDMC L@, 4 \\v\
S, \
v ’M\

-
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DELHI DEVELOPNIENT AUTHORITY
(MIASTER PLAN SECTION)
6" FLOOR: VIKAS MINAR:
NEW DELHI.

; . . . . male )

No: F.1(7)2011-MP | 7 &47) bt -2 1) .)"'J
MINUTES OF 3™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 11.8.2011 .

LIST OF THE PARTICIPANTS 1S ANNEXED.

Item No. 18/11:

Sub:Confirmation of minutes of 2™ Technical Committee Meeting held on 20.4.2011.

The minutes were forwarded to the members and no comments/observations has been
received for any item. Therefore, the same were confirmed,

ltem No.19/11:

Sub:Development of Knowledge Based Industrial Park (KBIP)at Baprola by DSIDC
in Zone K-I.

F.3(47)2011/MP

The proposal was explained by Director (Plg.) DWK and the presentation was given by
the officers of DSIIDC. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the modifications
as proposed in the Agenda at Para 4.0 may be processed under Section 11(A) of DD Act
1957 for change of land use with the condition that DSIIDC will implement the project
strictly as per the activities permitted in thie ‘Industrial’ Use Zone under MPD-2021 and
further actions as identified in para 4 of the Agenda. Accordingly the name of the
project will also be changed from ‘Knowledge Based Industrial Park’ to ‘Industrial Parl'.

Action:Director(Plg.(Dwarka)
l}em No.20/11:

Sub:Relaxation in permissible Setbacks for existing building at Plot No.M-17, Green
Park, New Delhi.

F.3(36)/2010/MP/

/The proposal for relaxation in set backs from preceding to preceding category was
explained by SE(HQ)Bldg., MCD wherein it was informed that if the set backs are relaxed
for preceding category, 66% of the Ground Coverage is achievable, whereas the
permissible Ground Coverage on the said plot is 75% as per MPD-2021.
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OFFICE OF THE REGISTRAR * APPELLLATE TRIBUNAL, MCD—

ROOM NO. 29, TIS HAZARI COURTS, DELHI.
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Please find enciosed hierewith ~any of the order dated 4R ZIZ/L/ passed

a7
the Hon’ble Tribunal in bearing appeal no. JATMCD/ /2
ﬁ\lﬂngé ;Lblm-ﬂcﬂ/\, QM"(}% L A‘W"- Wﬁ N m)rés‘p'ect of property

title as

no.
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compliance and necessary action. (N.D.O.H./D.&7D:- ‘)Jj/({//} L)

(G.R.Verrygz
Reglsua

') 9 1
Appellate TribunagdV Cg& e \
>
. The Momtor}fng Comyphittee, Vﬁ
India Habitat Centre

6A, Lodh/?oad De Z
issione

The De uty Corn/

Zone,
{ Delh /Mumctp | Corporation,
Delhi ) /

The Executjve Engir}eer(Bldg.),
/ Zone

Delhi M fwicipal Corporation,
Delhi 7
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