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DELHI DEVELOPIE1IT .3iUL
(MASTER PLAN SECTION)

Draft Minutes of the meeting ofthe Technical. Committee

held on 13.6.85 at 3.00P.M. in the .-Conference Room of the
Delhi Development Authority, Vikas Minar, New Delhi,

The following were presents-

DELHI DEVELOPMENTZUTHORITY.

1. she J.K.qarshniya,
Engineer Member.

2. She Ved Pr&cash
Chief Architest(H),

3. she R.G.Gupta,
Director (CP).

4	 She J.C,Gambhir,
Directo. (Ppw)..

5.	 Sh,,	 N05iarn1ei
Joint Director(Zr

6, She K.LBandhopadhrT
Joint Director' .

7, She P,N.ngrE
Joint Direct o.::

8. sh. A.K.Gupta
Dy. DirectorPP

9. She P.M.Parate
Dye Director (ZP.)

10. She H,B,D. Malik
Dy. Director (Bldg

-Il	 sh. Pardeep Beha
Dy. Director (zP)

12. Mrs. I,P.Parate,
Asstt. Direcr

POLICE DEPARTMENT.,

13. She Kewal
Asstt.Conutr.PoLL:.L.:;JY

NEW DELHI MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE.

14. she R.C.Sabharwal,
Dy.Chief Architect (Plan,-

MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF DELH..

15. she A.P.Sethi
Addle. Town Planner(G)

Convenor)



LAND DEVELOPMENT OFFICE.

16 She T.9.Bassalj
Asstt. Engineer.

DELHI ADMINISTRATION.

17, She B.Rahupadty.
Chief Engineer,

18. She B.S.Duggal.
Senior Architect,

SPECIAL INVITEE.

i. She D.C.Kau&tjgh,.	 For item No, 3
Storage & Genera]. Services(P) Ltd.,
Shiela Theatre, 120' Bldgg.
New Delhi.

A



DELFT :DEVELOP'2- 
(MAS:ER PL; SECTION)
\TTKZ-.S MINAR, I.P.EST.TE,

NEW DELHI

vp

Agend for the oetiric1 t th Technical Committee

to h held on Thursday, the 13th •Junc,1985 at 3.00P.M

in the Conference Room of )elhi Development Authority,

VikTs Mi.o)r, I.P.Est-:, 	 Tirib.

SUB JECT	 PG E NO.

1. F:R for Pl°t
Curzon Rnd, Now Delhi.

1-6(15)/79-MPPtII)

2. osu f .e bject.ion
Certificate of land use
for construction of Staff 	 2
Quarters for eel ice
Quarters at	 -
F 8(1)/85-M

3. Proposod 90iLicn/Lterti:r:;
to th3 huilmncs on plot b.:
ring Municipal Nos.XV 860t
8630 in Qac1n	 rj
Zne A-6.
F 165(1)/65-nl

4. Matter pert ainin
widening of Sh.nkor R-

-	 F5(17)/69-MP .

Alignment plan ani widoninc
of Bengl3 Sahib Mara conn-
ecting Baba Kh.rk Singh
Marg arid BhCC-t 3in	 '4-r
F 5(30)/76-MP,

6.	 General Development Pl-:
for Shelimar Bach, Elck
C & D.
FR 2 (7)/83-Dir. (cp).

7.	 Change to lan' use of 16E
of laid under dccupation
Sanatam Dharam Sabba, Re
Nouroji Nagar,
p20 (19)/83-MP

5.



V	 Item No .1
	 om

Subject FAR forthe k5' C_

File	 •16(15)/79-	 Pt,1I

Ministry of Works & Enusing, wile lette r ne.K-12016/7/

79DDIIZ\(Pt) dated 26th Apri1,17	 (apDenlix -Whax irifOThed

that	 a view has been taken with the approval of MM

that an increase in FAP to a slightly higher rate of 325 mey,

be considered, keeping in viw whether this would be in con-

sonance with the tetl rec re.nt o c cultion of traffic

and overall consi rations and the density of the area. In
case the increased FAR is ermitted, the applicant will have

no doubt to nay the conversion charge as payable to the Land

end Development Office for the increased FAP, After DDA's

jiofl is received, a decisi na will be taken on this Doirit.

Ministry has desired that the matter he considered by the DDA

in accordance with the prescribed procedure under Section hA

of Delhi Development Act, 1957 and complete-the procedure and

submit its case within a period of 2 months.

2. Earlier, this matter was rlis c ussed in the meeting

of the Authority vide its Res°	 no.33 1ated 8.5,80

(append B n which it was resolved that in respect of plot
n6.15 Kasturha Gandhi Mro, the FAR be allowed in occrdance

with the provisions of the Master Plan/Zonal Plan.'

3. The Ministry was informed that according to Master

Plan for Delhi an. 	 0	 -j,rt Plr', the PAP. on

this plot is 250.

. The

ic1ce1 Com!ii.etee	 ead o4e Pr00

by the Authority vide Resolution No.33 dated 8.5.80

restrict the FAR as per the iaster Plan/Zonal Plan
, Again, this matter •s*e up before the Tech. Coin. in its-meeting

held on 16.7.$5 and/Lt was observed that in Connaught
and its extension, the Master Plan specifies FAR of 400.
However, the Govt. of India,Min. of W&H subsequently modified
on the recommendations of the NDRACthe PAR 250 vide notifica-
tion No. K-12014(9)/72-UDI dt. 27,4., Therefore, the Tech.Com
felt that increase in the FAR only on one plot from ?50 to 37
may only be considered by Govt. keeping in view tb:
an request from other property holders for
therefore, Technical Corn, desired that a referen
the Govt of India, Mm, of Works and Fbusinq li



Appendix	 Thm Nm. 1
Picje	 A 1

N:'. K-12016/7/79--DDIIA(Pt)
vernrnent of India

Ministry of Wbrks and Houing
(Nirnon?ui :'---	 'loot rilao)

JJi D hi, -t..c: the 26th April, 85

Shri kTLTL Kum ,r,
Vic c-Ch oirman,
Delhi Dcvcloprn:nt :ithority,
Vikos Minor,
New Delhi.

SUB:- FAR. for the 15, Curzon Road, New Delhi.

Sir,
I am liroctcd t f rwr1 herewith a copy of

rcprc-santotion daked8.2.1985 received from Shri Rem Parshad
of New Delhi Hotels Ltd. seeking FAR of 400 for the hotel
tin: built by thorn on this plot.

Th FAR of 400 has been sought by this party on the
rounis brought out in their representation. This has been

considered in the Ministry and o view has been taken with
the approval of HM that an irorcose in FAR to a slightly
higher rotc of 325 may be considered kecping in view
whether this would in cons nnco with the totl rc-guirernnt
of circulation of traffic and over all considerations and
the density of thearco., In case the increased FAR is
permitted, the/po1dcontill hove no doubt to pay the
conversion charges as pyo i. = t7 the 1 onC nn! Dcvcl
Office for,hc increased FAR. After DDYs
ivcd, a deciin will he token on this point...

I am to roauest thh±s matter may Li L1.
considered by the DDA in acc nrdance with the prcscrTh
prcc...'ur. under Section hA f Delhi Development Act, 197
I am also t roGuest th-.t tie 1)DA may comp lete the
r:'cc1nr anT u'rnit its c-sL within a period of 2 months.

Yours f7ithfu1'y

sd/-

(Chandor Solo)
t. ouL.- Sccrc:tory to the C,t. of



11111111 1JJiuLu1ii

App rJic aa' to It3rn NrT7. I-

NQ Subject: Proposal for Cinema_cum_multjstoreyed building
33	 at 15-. Kasturba Gandhi Marg.

(File No.F-.16L5)/7Q_Mp),
.5.80,

P R E C I S

Plot No.15, Kasturba Gandhi Marg forms part of Zone
D-1(Connaught Place and its extension) . The Zonal Develop-
ment plan of this area was approved by the Central Govt, under
section 9(2) of the Delhi Development Act,157 v ide letter No.
21023(7)/66.UD dated 30.4.66. )The plot was earmarked for
"Central Business Commercial Ise".

2. In 1963, it was a greed by the Authority in its reso-
lution No.278 dated 24.6.63, granting oermissjon for Construc-
tion of a hotel on a request from the owner of the plot, Again
on further representation from him, the Authority in its reso-
lution No.451 dated 21.9.63 granted him errnssjop to construct
8 Cixem6 building on this plot.

3. After aporoval Oftha zoriH develQr)ment plan in 1966
the party submitted the plans for a cinema building with an FAP.
of about 129 which were ar re r ed hv vwv vj6,resc i it-r No,
158/35 dated 16.1.70.

4,	 In the year 1971-72 On thu rqst of the ].eee: /
mult istorayed off ice block with the FAR as an p licable or
commercial plots on the basis of I4astr Plan/Zonal Deve] pIve:
Plan was c onsidered although t+ere was no provision to a110
multistoreycd office block along with a cinema building. The
Authority in its resolution No.23 d*od 29,1,71, resolved that
the constriction of off ice accommodation be allowed subject to
the c ondition that twice the area utilised for cinema hail shol:i
be deducted from the permissible FAR and only residue thereof
he permitted for multistorey block and the Government's
approval be Obtained for the change in the a pproved Zonal D
ment Plan. The said amendment was published for inviting
objections/suggestions on 1st May,1971 and was finally neUJie.
on 12th Augu5t,1971.On the basis of this amendment the Pay
submitted their scheme to NDMC which was not ap proved finally bthem.

The New Delhi R:

ted by the Govt • of India, Ministry of Works andHousing on 2 ? h
D ecerrer,1971, prepred the redevelopment scheme for Connauh
Place and its CX±:fl 5 jofl and also reviewed the Zonal Deve1au-

•	 Plan f or the area under the jurisdiction of NDMC. The scheirve
for Connouqbl: 'Plr	 ii w;	 •tr'pr1 b ncity Ccritr€



for Delhi, was forriulat	 .
fr inviting obiecticns/suggesjons b y the Delhi Developmcrt
A'.ithority in th0 public Notice NoF.3(2561 /72Mp dated 9th
Decerrer'72 In the publish 	 the lot was sh nwn for
a cinema building because it wat alraad. sanctioned. In map
No4 of published report, thu plot was Oicrof ore shown under
the category as riots dv :i.:1	 oomrnittaed for develop—
:ant as per Z.D,P.

6,	 At the t±r1C co Preparation of the architectural
cntrol drawings the NDRAC conducted the survey of the plots
and as there was no substantial construction on the site of
t:is plot, the manner as to how this plot could be utilisd
with 250 FAR is detailed out under that Architectural Contr:l
Drawings and its Renrt so that the party can achieve, if s
desired, an FAR of 250 in th 2 nnner rrescrjhed, rather than
having a low FAR for which the sch.ome wrF sonctinnal f....r th
c:r.structi(l	 f L ci nv in i:ajH.ojrc:.

7.	 Thn Govt, f India .t 	 LL. ?A,	 flts in the
Moster PlCn/'Zcn.nl D.:velc'pnnt Plan and approved the Arch: ct
ural Control Drawin gs and its Report vide its notificatiri
N.K_12014(9)72Tj1 dated 27th April, 1974. The notfjc ti:
was again partl y modified in flo*jFjcatjnn N .l2Ol4(9)/72yDI
dated 24th Docerrjer,197 in rcsnoct of th 0 Cwern:a, hniciht

parking standards.

the plot submitted	 cnum. WL ....

FAR to the ff ice of the NDMC and the sc}ma was referred
Afice of the DDA in earl' 1979 on which neccsserv commer'
were sent to NDMC • Hoievi.r, later on in the month of Oct.i
1979, a revised schema was again submitted by the lessee with
400 FAR which ws also reirred in the office of the Authority
for scrutiny. The MinistrV ane the I'DMC Were informed that
the FAR apPlicable to this plot is 250

90
	

Therrttor was discussed in the meeting of the
Committee held on 1.127'.	 17	 e-Lnr F-}-- m,
C ommittee Is CS belaw-

ti The TOChnICa	 .:. ....--. '.i,..:.:•.	 Und :L	 he terrv-M rcferencb given to the NDiAe, erter detailed and Carefulxominatien, it was found that permission to allow 400 FAR inConnaught Place area Would greatly tax the a1rady strainedli mited utilities ana services 	 Sec ondly, tho limited spaCe
.vailable for the circulation system(trafFjc and parking) wuic:f permit intensive FAR tnt . 400	 The new Delhi Re—doveloa-oh 7 vjSm'a O bto-, :h. a.	 .. 	 the °nvt)



ce Yo. B-3,
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/	
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from,thcn onwards, nc 't)uijdir,, g b were to be permitted
with higher than FAR of 250.

It seems evident that r: this particular plot,
the FAR allowaci fc7 a-cinema bu±lcl.ing was only 129. The
Technical Ccminittee, therefore, is o the view that applicant
has no Innerent right to build with an FAR higher than 250.
The Technical committee was the view that this plot should
to deveiced to a rrr.ximurn FAR c 250 whch nos already been

7 for this entire Zone D-1 area

The plcr unr1er reference as per the detailed analysis

minion of the TChflCfl1 Committee mentioned above, it

1rs, qualifies only for	 FAR of 250.

10.	 Since the ceflolUSiflu arrived at after examination,

including tile views ...f the Technical Committee, is to tile

effect that permissible FAR cannot exceed 250, a note con-
taining the views referred to above was sent to the Ministry

n 31.12.79. The Ministry was requested to reconsider the

matter in the- light of the nf:ermatiflfl/ViC.TS provided in the

note. However,	 I

SO far.

13 •	 Tb	 --

held on 15th April,1980(IteI o24) but Wa. postponed.

14.	 Th 7P t o	 1	 7uth r:V

Ci

i---:;CSCCt	 /	 --	 - -

Mrg, the FAR be allowed in acc:ordaflc

the Mster Plan/tonal Devoid

4



p

Rç cr-iir

bh ' Iue ç c	 J.	 ln•	 truct ion

of Staff Quarters for Police [uarters at
Hangloi, Delhi.
(r. e

t.	 o C1 uuct	 s	 ro'; hxecutiVe

Div. ._. .\iI(Dt) for issue of

o No Objecion Certificate for construction of

staff quarters at Nangloi (Locetion Plan laid

DO to blo).

2. The proposal has been examined and

it uus observed that thc, site is located by the

side of Rohtak Road and falls in green belt/

rurol zone of the Master Plan of Delhi.

3 The case has also been examined

by Perspoctivo Planning Wing of D. D. A. and it

is clarified that as part of the Perspective

Plan Studios, a struct : . jlon for the urban

uxtonsion '!as prepared in the Perspective

°].enni-rg Wing As 7cr this structure plan the

land under considoretion is proposed to be used

ne 'rosidontial uso.

I. The matter is now placed before the

or its cons idorot ion uhethor a No

Objection from the ]nd use point c view could

be issued to Doli

rhrjcal CO11Lc1	 o issue a 'No

Objection' for construction of staff civarters at Nsio:L,

The details be sent to the Perspactive Planning wing f c

jncorlDoratiOn into the PersnCti Plan for final noti-
ficajOn,

- C-



raised in the letter datud tno 2no i-ruary ]s

ur otherala; ac .:rt	 dL'Ournflt L I iCh thav aube

days.

7 ^j 7 r L ju th	 u1dings
in plot beariQg1unicipal Nos * XV 8601 to 8630
in Cadatfl Shark r\r, Zone —6.
(F. 165(1 )/85—Sidq).

Shri D.CKeushish, B-2, New Friends Colony,

New Delhi vido letter :Jeted the 7th January, 1985 submitted

for approval the building p lans for additions/altoratiOns in

respect of the plot bearing Municipal Nos. X1 8601 to 8630,

Zone A-6 which was received on 15th January, 1985 in the

office of the Boil niep rtrnoflt. The party was informed vido

Attar dated the 2nd Feb, 85, the documents required to process

the case and subsuqu : nLly, duo to the non—compliance of the

full requirements, the buildinj plans wore roluctod and tho

sanction was refused on 25. 2.85 which was comcunjcatOd to the

orty \JO. latter rJ - ied

2 Thu party made a raprasentatiun on 8th April, 19B5

ppJflJiX	 inKiW ting that the letter doted 28.2.85 was

rcstud on 15385 from the o oficc cf the Building Deportment,

rejecting the building plans en th groune of noncomp1ianci

objections which have T lr372y been intiwate d on 2.2.85, Th.

party has also pointed out that no other objections has boon



1,

thu juttr ur th. :jng w.p:tnunt antnd 2nd Fobru

1985, tho docurnufltn war :k- I so t1;	 uftur going througi!

t.hci docurnuntn, thu c u, c,uid k. tnic1ly oxnm.in ud kuopin

In viuu th u zoning rgu1uti	 :	 H

cth-' c1rnncu ruquirud fo	 'H	 -J

:1 ni	 ho porty uns informJ vido our luttnw

'ihB (Appondix	 ) in ruply to thL

April, 1985 of thu pTrty cloirly iniJlcrtiflg that thu propo I

is .xplicitly in vicint ifl uf Lh	 lot r Pirn rogulnticfl

ha should not huvo any prusuopL ion	 L ftur 60 J'v	 h

-' pinno should be Jorum	 -

4 1hop' H H

1985 nnd suhuoquontly on 27e685 uhuruin it unu nr	 L

J.C. thot thu cnsc bu put up b	 - th u Tuchnicnl L oiH.
1.

to hovu in intorprutotiun for thu quantum of construction

thu uho to u	 liokJHJ on tH	 i:iL on	 r :.franca.	 5ubsoqu-nIy

P L	 y,in 'iriLnun	 :u	 0,585 ('4ppundix	 E)

H	 i criniol ornmj'Lr::L;.

- -n Technical Committee recmnEnded to examine tho

sanctioned pian/pin forming part of the agreerner: ut

1955 and then to put up the case agin to the Techr:
':'u -i, 	 ootiflfl	 11.T

- 1.
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rT-T	 •i:TrT.C' P . I. LHL.

ihe /1CO '---
Daihi DereiopmenL Iui,izoi 	 .
Vikas Minar,
Few DeThi

.taproval of 3uiiding Plans for th
oposed additions and alteration'-,

av deemed saicion granted, to th
Biidirigs at Plot bearing Mflicipi I
Jo. XV/8601 to 8630 in Qadam Sharif

Planning Division 'A' Zone 6
I ater Piano

o-1o:j No, 6-7) Form No. 2 sent in your namc

bearing file Nr,. F165(1)85/Bldg/1290, dt. 8.1985

stc-d from .ycur udflce on 1531985 and actually

received on 1 6.3.1985 under Registered cover, ref'sing

sanction of the above already	 a
that allowing alleged gi ou'

"Non compliance of thL OaJO	 wLcb

:ve already intimated to you vide to thi;:'
affico letter dated 2.2,85."

Jo this context it 	 v please e noted tI:t

no 'Objections" raised in the said let:.r

dated 221935, technical or other-wise and it had
mainly c-,--!,U--d for documents and, infact, which were
promptly sualiad within t	 I daya tjme mentioned
therein.

2.	 It is, to say th JsI, 	 surprising

a refusal in your name should have been des-
p-itched by your above mentioned Form ante-dated

28.2.1985 on 15,3.1985, after m y letter dated
12.3.1985 had been received by your office, also
filed and reeeiptod a t, the DDA counter on 13.3,19I
as per receipt on our copy. The refusal purports
to refuse sanction of the pluns submitted by me inde
a pplication dated 7.1.1985, despite my having compli
.-:ith all rcuircments a per your offi a lLtter date
2.2.1985 9 oven as early as 14.2.
g iven as p.r your of

1IhI: -E,

In t'iis bohal;

a)	 tl na.' La



-	 - tb- jOJjr'j	 oioi-i.e wr.

L. oived by you on

	

b)	 Your Rogistr	 Y	 dotd 2.2.85

was received by us on 402.85 9 requiring
us to furnish 5 ciocumozros mentioned
thcrein by ITZ85,

	

The documents	 u.ircd by you were

ubmitted,, elongwith relevant inferma-
:;icr unclerur letter dated 14.2.85,

roocived in your office on 15.2.85.

	

'	 n tie above circumstances, we informed
as stated above as per our letter

ted 12,3.85, received byc•ur office

that in the absence of the
- DA' s sanction or refusal having been

municat.ed within 60 days or plans
are dee-med sanctioned by ytu

Piae note that the deemed sarotiai Lf

	

:uLlJ:dg Plans as per Bye—	 o.74 has been already
dranted by you and that your above communication

a.	 3. 2C5!no ectueJ y

posted on 15.3,85, is ir alid in law,opnrt from

	

being rnanipulatir..r too obv. 	 ny de-

	

tailcU. cc . 	..

4.	 a	 •1	 .	 1:

\Iithcut any land use es ri'-ins, have always hL.:fl

put up en the basis or ohs plan forming part of an
agreement dated 27	 i955 Pntered into between the
President of India, the Delhi Improvement Trust
(DII— predecessor—in—interest of the DDA) and Thu

undersigned, binding on all the parties, to secure

the development of my plct in accordance with tL

Oldest Sc 1 c-:- f )T'. 'asti Arakashan Development-
cum—Slum Clearance Scheme sanctioned in 1939, land

use whereunder is the same as under the Government
f India approved plan for zone 6, Division 11,

the Master Plan. The FAR and the plot ccvern

	

are well within the liinics	 .:ly sanctioned b/
the DDA, inffcc upto ncw, for plots within abc

1flL
nc] 5

fl



0-
C-.

5.	 This is, threfre, to request yU to icok/	
Into this matter perscnal	 to set right

the obvious irjustice that is sought to be done to

us. The position in la-,.,, is that the application

for sanction having been duly and Properly made and
all relevant documents, hi	 far as they are app-

licable in our coac having been fully and ccthpleteiy

submitted and oil rocuirements(cf ycurs) as per law
having been fully met with, we are sure that even
apart frc.m the benefit of the deemed sanction of
the plans submitted by us, accruing to us, you would
be pleased not to let us be harrasect or put to any
11IfjCUi	 /

IN

I /

6.	 Withcut prejudice ic cur rights, however,

we wculd like to assure you that despite the work

of the ccnstructjun of the building having been

undertaken already and ne reaarotory work thereore,
including demolition of certain existing structures

having been carried out and being in progress, in-

volving sizeable expenditure, we would cc—operate

with you to incorporate sue 	 n dif jca,,ic.n and
directicns" which may he considered reaonab1e
and fasjbie in accordance with the spirit of Bye—law

6.7.1. This assurance is given to ycu.tth avoid

any needless controversy ar	 avoid any pL.SsI'ole

delay in the matter of the Construction being completed,

7.	 We are enclosing herewith a separate note

setting cut relevant material, in historical sequence

SO that you will appreiato that all the conditions
as per the lease dated 1 79.1931, read with
a. greemn doted 27.3,1955 are being complied
by us, as 1flid hy hculcJ be having regar
the fact that both DDL 'nd curs aivc a rr: brun
ih;se terms.



fl

LT
c ;

B.	 Though all ttL:	 Ii tl ti fl
referred to herein and i i the attached NOTE is on

your files, for the Ccniniunce of quick reference,
we will be very glad to immediately furnish attested

copies thereof, if ycu so desire and we look forward
to receive your immediate advice acccrdingly.

9.	 If ycu are pleased -L-1c, give us a hearing a
early as May be ccnvinient ti. you, I hope to be
able to explain cverythin . t vu 1 er.nn1ly,
your Sat1sfactj011

1C •	Tharikin1 y
to :cti a	 'vLoc	 i: Lh:' cter,

Yours fo LI:iuflv,

Sd/-
( D.C. KiUSEiISj-j )

End: NOTE;— Orirr i p o ily stmitted .ersc nal iy— Cj
r. tn fl
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OTE

On the approvaJ. L:t' building pL.ns of Durga
Chand Kaushish (DICK) by the Delhi Develop-
:cnt 4.uthcrity (31D,-' ) for the proposed
..tditicns and J.tei tions to the Buildings
ia the Plot bearinL Nunici;.al No, XV 8601
t0 8630, in Pharanj Qaciam Sharif, Planning
Diviai..n T	 n 6. f the Master Plan. -

Ja :;65)35/Bld

1 .	 The Soc toi'y .t St't icr India in Ccuncil

aceite' to DICK on 17,9.1931 the lease of
c 5444 sq. i:ds plot in Delhi which was

later to be acquired for the execution of
the Basti Arakashan Scheme, for Sluin—Clea-

rance—cum—Deveir ment framed by the Delhi
Improvement Trust(u11) and sanctiLned by

the Ch.1of CommissiLnor Delhi on 18.3.1939.
2. wever, tuner the instructi.ns of the Govt.

ct India', a trartte agromnt dated

2'.5. Q55 was entered into between the Presi—
dent of India, DIT and DCK cntractually
•indini . en the three parties to secure the

evcic;pinent of the CK Plot "ca the basis
S the iclan marked 'B' It forming part of
the agreement, sanctity whereof is inviolable

aeJ cLntrocting parties must dutifully imcie-
cant it as per the DIT Scheme and its Plan
Nc. ITIL 11/M/1—C dt. 18,3,1939, corrected
on 17,5.1955 land use whereof was and is
2,x2ctl	 - e ocae s new in force in Government
a.proved Master Plan fr Done 6 in Division

3. Accordingly, the flIT nproved the DCK building.
- inns, comprising cf Cinenia, Warehouse, 0ffico,
rite?, Flats et • on 30.1.1957 which, on
a ming into being	 Municipal Cc.rpornti a
f Dclnj (MCD) on 28121957, were furtFii:
aeorovect by Vjijj, subject to some slight

rnc?djfjcaticns t suit thcr a air caccrit s

-I
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4. DCK constructed a Cinema, for which MCD

issued Completio f_	 nte ci 16.9.1960.

Therea 4'ter. the MEister Planfor Delhi was
approved by the Government cf India on
1.91962. DCK added wcirehcu9e Building on

his plot, which waa	 oved under the then
Buildino Reul'ticns in force by MCD Certi-

f1c.,':1IctL .-1959,
5. Next, LCi: w'nc	 t take up the Hotel

Cnstructicn prc.ject on his plot, as per

the tripartite 155 arecmen.t and the Scheme,
which was roccrnxnenjed tc. the Delhi Administ-
ration by the Tourism Department, Government

of India, on 11.9,1969. in persuance whero.f,

the Chief Secretary, Delhi Ldministraticn,

directed DCK torneet the Vice-Ch:irman(VC)
UDA vide letter latad 18.9.196

5.	 DCK hd several meetinCs with VC-IDLA, without
he j nr able tc et clearance to continue his
builc1in projects, despite the fact that the

Chief Planner, ow	 ': Ceuntr ) Planning,
Government of India apprcved development ci'
DCK plot, in particular mentii oninc, a Hotel
vide his letter dated 30.111971 •,. but
DJJA neither re-fuse'- :or sanctja.,

7.	 Meanwhile, varic.us matters ccnti.	 t: Lc
Laken up between DDA and LCK, including inter-

venticr. by the Government of India and Lieu-
tenant overner ci' Delhi as the Chairman of
the DDA. Finally, bLA confirmed by letter
it. 21	 1972 that a Hotel cc:uld be c6nst-
i'ucteci by idCK for which UCK had negotiated

collaboration arangernent with an American
Party and the Gcvc'rnment of India, Delhi

;dministratin, UDA etc. were aware ci' it
prom he US pci :y's letter datd 7.7.1969
That had been [laced on reccrTh.



BUT	 ilwy- :Lli.1	 .:lIuJ	 Jci-
sicn by periodici	 min up :ith new
requirements. such as cbtoinin- - No Objec-

tion Certificate ±'rcm the Ccmmisicner

(Slums) that was issu-d r 1.1O.1977 and
ccnfirred on

9.	 Meanwhile, ICK a.alioo. n 1 Y),1981 to LDA

Cr ccnversjcri o his 'xistin Warehouse
Buildin in-bc a Hotel, by moans of additions

and alterations ana folTLo:Jed it up by app ii-
cation dated 9,101982 by ciferin- to get
the proposed Hotel reedy by ASIAL-19821

ut	 VOfl a reply was forthcoming

from DA despite DCJc assurance to adhere

bc the plob ccierae, 17 A.R. etc. as by

usage established by LIA around eighties

for other build gs on ;LA plc. Amongst
any. about a 1CO iti of bCK plot, DiA

u-co ioO plot coverage and 5 FAR,
as Xo pLO ccvci-age rd 78 FAR

n Ji	 elan	 a kilomet- away.

lb.	 When LCK protested tc. the then bhA Chairman,

VC, Building Lepartment Officials etc. for
their singling cut LCK for discriininaticn

cornpErod to other	 -tcwn developments

:roved by ther, before and after the

Government cf I fldia approval of the Zonal

Plan for Qaaati Sh-jf Planning ivis1on 'A'

Zone 6 o tha Master Plan, under S.9(2) of
the I)1.L Act n 22,2.1982, ICR was ccnsoled

by oral advice that his plot will be dealt

-io basis as for .oJ Plots,

like in the nearby Jhanciewalan Extension,

under the nou integrated LA Building Bye-laws,
com i ng into force from the middle of June,1983.

To resume ccnsti cti(n on the lsis of 
1955

tripartite agreement, read with 1 931 lease,
CK gave the prescribed nctice that circurns-

oritcs	 lili-by .f	 lo,r 6.1



submitted thrW U
	 411

ing piflS fcr additions end alterationS

tc the 2xisting buildifl . : S, in confcrmjty
c1th the 1983 Byc—lewS, end other relevant

recrit .u rcvals, under a1icatiufl
ted 7.1.1985, rcceit whereof was acknc-

\ULeded en	 c.	 2	 1.ictifl

ri 9.1

12. The bJ byRe2iSterc letter Thted 2.2.1985

r'cceivCd by LCK en 42.1985, asked UCK tu

1t:urnish five dOCUWCUtS aentiened therein

:y 17.2.1985.

13. Under letter Thiel 14.2.1985, received b

the 2A en 15.2.1985, CR complied with
:'-equirementS dated 2.2.1985 for furnishing

11 documents and rivunt information

anticr	 in his letter.

in the absence c.f hevine, received
canctien or refu.Lal rf eCK Buia ing Plans

;ithin 60 days, CK informed i_A vide his
etter dated 12.3.1985 receipted by L.A
.n 13.3.1985 that the deemed sanction of
uildinT Plans as per Bye—law 6.7.4 has

clready been grantd and 0. nstructic.n work

r i nd beeri undertaken by 2CR.

1 5.	 -bwever, by 1.r'escribed FI,	 71c . 2 d:td
28.2.1985 desThtchcd by the b2 office on
15.3.1985 and actually received by _CK
n 16.3.1985, i.A urperted to intimate the

r'fusal ei' a aCtiL n of I CK luil Iini plans
en the f hewing reund :-

i\Ion ccmphiance of the cbjectiens which have
lready intimated to ycu vile t this office

letter letted 2.2. i985I.

In this centext it rlly	 n	 tiLt Lhert
crc ne "Objections" raised in the said letter
:ted 2. 2.1985 and it had mainly asked for

acumcnts nd, rnfe.t which were promptly
H..	 ..	 7.



16. I sbr:, thL	 iaL

Lcarin7 the date 28.2.198 but actually

,csted on 15..195 is invalid in law

part frem bui matiipUiat1fl tcc obViU5

t requlrC any CuaileC comments on the same.

17.
In the interest .f justiC, let the deemed

sanctifl prevail, the bA invalid refusal

cancelled and the buildifld cnStrUCtion for

aclditiLflS and alterations a 7plied for on

7.1.1985 be completed, with full cooperation,

io the spirit of Bye—law 6.7.1 incorporating

such feasible tunafide umodificationS or

irecticriS" as may be desirable, but, without

my discrimination towards CK, compared to

tn	 ct1	 hors.

7-
JJHISH )

A
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K.IK ANDYOPADHYAY,
JOII'T DJIRECTOR(BLDC.)

Shrj D.C.Kaushish,
5-299,New Friends Colony;
New Delhi.

2.	 Shri D.C.Kaushjsh,
Storage and Geol. Services Pvt.Ltd.,
Shiela Theati&70' Guiiding,
L)esh Bandhu Gupta Road,
New Delhi.

SJJ:- Building plans for plot bearing Municipal
No.Xv/8601 to 8630, in Qadain Sharif Area,
P1ann1pg Division 'A' Zone 6 of the Master Plan.

I).: L -i 1,

I am directed to refer 10 your letter dated 8th April,
1585, addressed to the Vice -Chairman, DDA in regard to the
metion of building plans submitted by you under the Building

bye-laws applicable to the development areas of the authority,3nd to inform you that as in the plot, thc activities that of
Cinema, warehousing, etc. re in existanc ., which require

Parking standard as per the flOiit notified by the Government
of India, Ministry of Works and Housing in the year 1976. This
activity also create a lot of traffic and the location of thc
Cinema buildLng i	 th congested area and on a busy stre': S
ejcent to the fly.over, the quantum of construction proposcH
by you us not feasible and 13 nrt perrnissfle under the Oir:regulations, As the nature of erie nCtiVItiGS on the plot ithat of a comrnunjt centre where the maximur F.A.R. permissjojc
according to the Master Plan Zoning is 100 and since thepLo)esa1 is	 l.i:i1y in v joltjn :f the Master Plan regulations,You gh,'11(9 not hv m-y pit- in th t. FSer 60 d ays, these71	 T M	

0	

:1LH ti I i

ly,

H 5.

bDyQD9yA Y)



/-.1..O1X

El

Mr Prom TZu.
Vice Cha±rm
Delhi DeV1
\Jikas Miner
New Delhi

S UB: -	 ppL )VJ	 r J'ii 1jrc '_	
:-'d 1ditiofls

and alterations, by doomed s0flCtjOfl accrued, to thC

i-.ildings on Plot bearing Municipal Nos.XV 8601 t
	 :':z:

in Qadarn .Sharif Aree, planning Div.siOfl'A', Zone
1 tflO MosCCIT P1-n.

)r
:r •jtr	 rr:	 1:L	 e.:.ririq qivcn end

courtesy extended to Mr. D.C.KaUshiS h end the undersigned durLn

the hearing given on May 27,1985 while raiterating,yo ur assurance

of doing right unto us, under the 1-w, rules and regulatiOnS

by-laws ond Master Plan without prejudice to our rights and

contentions and without subjecting us to any discrimination

compared to others.
2. Though Mr. S.C.Gupta,Director Control Wing, (DCW) was
present, representing the uthority(BUilding Department), he

was not able to cite any athflritY in law for his purely sujectiVc

-a-:d totally erroneous and illegal following statement made in

l:tter Number: F • 165(1)/85-3ldg dated May 8,1985 issued under

tlj: dfrctionS of the Director DCW to,Mr D.C.KaUShiSh

"As the nature of tue .c.vitics cA the plot is that of

-. community center wherc the maximum FAR permissible
according to the Master Plan Zoning is 100 and since

the prop - sal is explicitly in violation of the Master
Plan regulations, you should not he any presumption
that after 60 days those pliflS can be deemed to have
boon sanctiOnE

3. We requested for disclsirC of authority in law, Master

Plan, DDA Resolutions etc. behind the above quoted untenle

around of "nature of ctjvitiOs'1 constituting a valid reason

for treating DCK plot at par with 'Community Center where the

maximum FAR ...... is 100 1 , particularly when an invoilable

Jeemed sanction has accrued to us, that is sought to be

indone under the pretext of the Master Plan and the land use

of our plot was specifically shown as camrncrcial in the Zonal

Plan AN Rnd the rcc:ee ta 17	 :y th: icvcrcnant



of India, Ministry of T4orks nd Housing, vi-k.: the Ministry's

letter No. K-12014/4/81/DD Ilk dated. 22-2-4982. NO are great-

f ul to you for asking the Director DCW, Mr. Gupta to reply

our above question and citc the relevant aethority/authorities

in support of the abvc-quotcd DD. Building Department statement,

which he was not able to do.

4.	 Mr. S.C.Gupt- shifted his ground and started to justify

his untenable action. He r':s. frDm end misinterpreted our

agreement dtcd 27-5-1955, entered into hct;ecn the President

f India, thc Delhi Improvement Trust and Durga Chand Kaushish

to secure development of the plot.Mr. Gupta stated that the

buildings contracted to be constructed. under the said AgreemeaL
would remain within 100 FAR. His explicitly inforroct statement
was demolished when we respectfully drew your attention to our

building plans sanctioned by tho Delhi Improvement Trust on
30-1-1957, for Commercial buildings, thnder the following
stipulation in the 1955 Tripartite Agreement, unambiguously
st'u17ting in clause(i) there of as follows:-

' The lessee shall eter 7ctting t	 said single storyed
buildings vactcd from the present occupants, develop
Lhe said area in acccrdncc with the Plan Marked 'B'
: nd shall errect new buildings -ftcr approval by the
Lessor to thd building plens prepared on the basis of
Plan arkcd'B' and Facnraing to the relevant rules,

ations Tn( by-law-
un . .crlined by us for clarification end emphasis)

Under Sec. 60(c) of the Delhi Dcvo1'oent bat the DDA is fully

Laund by the terms of the sai° 1955 nreemcnt, You were
:teased to ask for his camm .:nt 5 , bet Ar . Gupt.- hd none to nffgr.
5.	 Instead, Mr. Gupta relied upon r	 nthcr ground, io
the advice allegedly received b y DDA quite some time back
from the Ch1f Planner, Town and Country Plouinino OrganisTtiJn,
Gvernment of India, to the effect that the nature of ctivjtjes
as that of Community Center on our plot and it should be

treated as such for FAR etc., ofwhich he alvL sod Ouring tb
}e-ring.	 To this	 1 Y:1 0

4

4
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before you a cv :0: ZV 1-L	 - 	 from t_'.

then Chj rf Plnnor, Mr. Chanrashok1 ra (TCPO) unambigiously
°uclaring our plot as 'Coirnerciel'. We also produccd a copy
rf the note of TCPO 0ttchc 	 -.: onix 'J' to,RcsolOtiOfl
item No. 216, where in in an entirc.ly lifferc-nt context of th
nen-conforming activity of our Printing Press on the plot,
tbe then Chief Planner, Mr C,S.Gupto had confirmed the earlicr
TCPO declaration with regard t land use as"CommcrCia.l area
shown in the draft 2na1 Dcvulpne't Plan of zone A6 as g.encral

commercial and retail shopping	 ." etc. If there was any
further authoritative finling form the TCPO, Mr. D.C.KausiSh
r;questcl for its discl ,: surc, which you very kindly permitted.
..itagain Mr. Gupta could ;ivo none, particularly in the acc
6 attention drawn to the clarifications having bccn giver by

Zr. C.S.Guptc', saying that thu land use of our plot is "Gener
Cmmercial", which has a statutory backing, cannot be changed \
I r norms on' standards a plic able to 'Commun ity Center.'

6. The Director, DCW, Mr. g.C.Gupta, plain shifted his
stand anl started reaing nit from a file that be had brought,
some DDI\ communication stated to have been scnt to the Ministry
f Works and Housing stating that the plot in question was to

1e treated as 'Community enter', je.with 100FR. It was
respectfully submitted t 	 )U that whatever corimunication the
Director, DcW sent in this behalf to the Ministry, behind the
bock of Mr. D.C.KCuSh jSh without giving him an apportunity to

make his submissions thereon, was neither legal nor bin.ing
--nd completely against all principles of natural justice.

7. As a last rcsore, the Director, DCW made the most
unfortunate observation, alleging that we had obtained the
deemed sanction in collusi on with the lwcr st'ff of the Building
Department, to let the 60 days period limitation expire, without
our callin: on you or Mr. Gupta. 'Je teak strong exception
to the insinution, while adding that by the same token, if wk-

had called on Mr. S Gnpta we would hrvc 7at 100% ground

covernle nd 500	 .::ic.rS t parties
/

I

I



in --cr nici;hborh	 r:r.-::- i.Inc itizns,
wc do not indulge in such unethical and dishonest practices.
However, you were most gracious on a kind t at once express
regrets on behalf of DDA for the unfrtunate remarks of
Mr. S.C.Gupta which we deeply .a2rc'ci atc coming from your
exa1tc- psitiOn and assure y-r, that without any rencour we
choose to treat th: i.rnfortunat 	 oisodc as closed.

H.	 We are d-e'1y grateful for your suggestion that the
mottr may be plcd b:fore tha Tchnical COmmittee under you,
without prejudice to our rights and contentions and without
waiver of tb- rights lrcody accrued to as by the deemed sanction
of our plans, to a-sist you in arriving at a just and fair
lcision, for which you will be plcasel to give the necessary
irecticns, and we as well as the concerned DDi Buil ding Depart-

:-:nt officAs will make their submission before the said committee
nod we will be :Jiven the final aoucrtunity tn rebut before
your Technical Committee, the averments of the Building Department
representatives. But as w. clarified, n u - participation .d
c-operation will hc strictly in terms of our letter of April
8,1985 and without projudic'.: to our rights and contentions and

without waiver of the rights already accrue d to us by the dcemed

sanction of our plans. Wc are all the mare grateful for your
-ccopting our request not to all ow any extraneous materials
like the corrc-spon°ence between the Buil d ing Department and
the Ministry etc. carried on behind our backs by the DDA and
your Committee proceedings weuld strictly he confined to the
ocurncnts on record we are mutually aware of ; .uthority
solut1ny Gazette Notifications; Master Plan; Zonal Plan

and law relating thereto.

9.	 As such we arc happy t rcit^rnow our nutual under-
tanding an- fnll cooperation withut prejudice to our rignts

ond contentions. A s agrd on 22.5.1985, wc will carry on
--ur work in rarogrc-ss in ace -:rdonce with the plans submitted
Thfl	 0	 -	 r:r	 a	 -L:.!iJ1,	 T.



being, though in d5 l a, the DDn VvildinZ ): rLm-:n: has

sanctioned around 500 FAR on the basis of which the plons

weresubmitted to you. The r.atter of furtho FAR would
be left open for our mutual discussion, followed by a

cruick decision to go into the matter of higher FAR allowed

to others as pointed out, to ensure that we are not discrimi-

nated against, which you ic.re most kind to assure.

lO	 we are most thankful for deciding upon the convening
of the Technical Committee in terms of hy-lawNo.6.7.1 as

stated in our 8.4.1985 lctter, preferably in the first week
of June but no later than middii of June 185, as you very

kindly advised, before which date we Way please he given the
copies of such Resolutions/Notificati ons etc. that the Building
Department may choose to reiy upon, together with a copy of

the agenda item for our matter, at least 3 clays before the
meeting. on our part, we will be very happy to furnish the
copies of any of the documents mentioned in our correspondence,
or in the alternative, a litt of dates and events for your

:esistanc in the Technical Committee. Kindly lot us knr.

11.	 We are most thankful once again for the patient hearing

given, courtesy extended on your assur=nce of just and fair

lisp g-I	 1	
•	

- nv aiscrimin7ti7n.

Jr:•	 k	 :-i::c.

I TflUl J.,

1



-	 ing to the
P.5 (17) /69-Mr

40	 "u Delhi Master Plan provided for a 200- tt. nw of
Shonkar Road between Ganga Ram I-bspita]. Marg and Patel Road
at the junction of Pusa Rood. The Authority vide its
resolution No.432 dated 29.12.2 and 392 dated 19.7.65 approved
the alignment cf ro-d with 213 ft. r/w including an express
cycle track.

	

2.	 The revised alignment pl.n wns prepared by TCPO on the
basis of the recomcenchtjon of tho Screening Board for Zone
8-3. The same ws npprovcd by the Chairman, iDA vide his
order dated 8.5.69. This was bascd or th: idea that least
number of structures would be affected.

	

3.	 Authority vide its Resolution No. 220 dated 22.11.71
revised to allot plots of 100 s.yds. to those having a plot
area of BO-sq. yds •1nd secondly, to allot plots of 80-sq.yds.
to those who are having a size of 56-sq.yds. This Resolution
ias bed on a scheme prepared and developed at site for this
purpose on a p iecc of 3 ind measuring nbout 18 acres located at
the crossing of Shankar Road and Dr. Knishan Road.

The Ministry of Works & Housing in 1978 informed DDA
that Hon ble Minister deirer that for the time being, Shankar
oad should be widened to the extent feasible but without
involving any denolition whatsoever.

U.	 In 1980 Lt.Govcrnor, pointed out that widening of 5hkar
Rjmc7 :heuld bo doria and dasir d the following actions

corporation Offi	 to take up the work of the
widening of the Sh rinkar Road immediately.

IL	 Instructed DDA officials to cancel the earlier
:omrnu.njcation sent to the Corporation regarding
:.h: width of this road and stick to the width
erovidd 'r tio Master Plan.

also wanted DDA officials to take immediate
=cton to allot altcrrtivc plots to those

Ar hQSG quarters would be affected by the widening
:6 this road.

iv) L.G. ordered cancellation of the layout plan
vide which plots of approx.200.sq.yds. were
carved out and allotted to the members of
'Iear a l.t-r. Cjnr	 td. Muaicip-1 Conncillar-i s.

-
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6. Authc'rity v1c it 5 L ' s..1utiun NO.161 dote•i 14.7.80
r•isolved that the dccisjor taken by the Lt.Govcrnor, be
noted by the Authority onC it ws decided to prepeAl Align-
mont plan of Shankar Road by snifting th. nw to to eXtGt
possible toward- the RajcnOr7 I ngir. kltcrn.-itive proposals
for widening of Shankor Road for 200-ft.r/½ to the extent
p o ssible towards the Rajc-ndra Nagar, Alternative proposals

r widening of Shankar Road for 200-ft. r/w and 175 ft.
were prepared for the structures nff ctad.

7. proposals wore examined by the Technical Committee
its meeting hol on 30-10-80 and observed the R/i
f Shnkar Road should be kcpt minimum 200.ft. and

numbers of structures effected ore 224 in addition
107-shops.

B.	 The Authority vide its resolution Na. 149 dt.23,9.83
resolved that the decision be left to V.C. and Lt.Governor,
Delhi. In the •discusion, Lt.Gavur-nor desired that a freshdotjle"d traffic count be unc1uraken by MCD but the same jc
not reccivea. Awn th n same time, V.C.,DDA dc-sired that the
layout plan of the area where affected persons arc- to be
resettled may be drawn up. The la yout regarding this is
under prcpartion by City Plg.;'iing of DDA incorporating the
scheme already demarcated an the site based. on the scheme as
per Authonity t s Resolution no.220 lt.22.11.71(22_11.71).
9.	 The draft modified plan Dolhi-2001 has been published
an 6.4.85 for Public ab j ection/suggestion	 As per this,
the R/1 of Shankar Rari hns bun retained as 60-mts. (200-ft).
This is one of the rjr link between West and Centte' Delhi.
PPW has stated that if no athor local/administrative problem
is there, they may h.mve n objection in Pr'ccsing the case
further. This case was r1cu-:n in a mc4ting hcld on 30.1. 85in the ro om of Diructor(cp) where MCD official were also
present. The alignment plan is laid on the table(ref.439/
con.).' A cops' of the plan will be sent to MCD showing
the properties affected so that they can sanction individualbuilding plans falling beyond the 200-ft.

in

the
to

10. The matter is o1.ccd had r: t:h
itsC:r•s	 tin.

Tac'hrjc1 Committee

AM MWC

oC:iCa.1 '.çi: _•'
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Item No.5	 7

Sub: Alignment plan and widening of Bangla Sahib
Marg connecting Bo , 'a, harak Singh Marg and
Bhagat Singh htr
F.'3)/76—MF

The jnment plan of the	 said rand has been prepared

in city Planning Wing, based on the survey S upplied by NDMC. As

per the Zonal Development Plan, the R/J of this road is 2 mbr.

The widening of carriage way has been proposed due to uneven width

of the existing carriage way a:i. :.L 	 .	 in traffia load. A

uniform width of 14.5 mtr. has	 .a:i'	 all thia:i' ant

with a slight carve near the existing Kali Mandir.

2. As per Zonal Plan prposal, this road should have joined Baba

Kharak Singh Marg opposite Bangla Sahib Lane as indicated in the

copy of the plan. This is not feasible as n number of pucca

structures will be effected in this proposal as envisaged in the

approved Zonal Plan.

3. The feasibility of the proposal has since been studied by

N.D.MC. and as per their letter doted 28.8.E+ it is observed that

only five trees are affected in the proposed widening and none of

the services are affected.

-.	 The proposal was discussed by t! Technical Committee in its

meeting dated 16.11.8+ and observed, that the proposal needs further

exominstion, specially keeping in view the existing temple structure

with in the R/W of the proposed alignment and the proposal of the

Zonal Development Plan.

5. Accordingly, the case was further examined by Director (ce)

and opined that the shrine portion of the Kali Mandir falling th

in the R/W of the Bangia Sahib Marg is extending a little b nd

Cantd.



I
;A	 Th r	 has a Jr:r-iy heen given ie

nioath curve in order to accommodate the shrine portion with in
the footpath prtijn ps indicate! in the copy of the plan

t flag 1 B ! ). The comments of .1. 	 rive1 th
consent of E.M. and V.C., D.D.A.
e3,	 The matter is again placc:: 	 -:	 t.	 :jj	 ClflllittC(j
Or its nonsilaration.

-	 -

Yeriing as not feasible dueto the existence

male in the right of way * It desired that the e

right of way/carriage way should be retained

r it also desired that the NDMC may explore t:-
ossib±lity for widenina of Tr-	 rç	 11:.



Item No,	 Sub: General B-ielaeflt Plan for Shalimar
Bagh, Block C&D
(File No. 2R.2(7)/8.3Dir.(CP).

This matter was discss.1 in th 2tchnical Committee

meeting held on 16.8.8+ and it was dcci..	 that the proposal

may be examined by Director (PPW) and thereafter brau;ht to

the Technical Committee again. The report f the Director (PPW)

is given below:

.	 The area is around thL fa:nouS Shalimar Bagh devolopOd

by Emperor Jahangir. This area is boun..ud by outer Bing Road

is thu North-West, Delhi-kabala Railway Line in the north-East,

Western Yamuna Canal in Ihe South-West and newly developed

colony of Shalimar Bagh in the South-East. There arWo

Villages Shalimar Boh and Haierpur and four unaut1rised

colonies falls in this plannin; area. lmost 47/	 the total

area is occupied by these two villages, L1. .unauthorised solonieS

and the Shalimar Bagh.

. E:xi.stirig Land use Patorn

As mentioned above majority of the portion (abt 33 . ..

the land is covered with Shcliior Garden. As per PDP-2001,

about L.3 hectare of 1M.1 is proposed for non residential USeS

such as d.istritCCfltre, and institution al was incluii-nc

coflceS, hospitals etc. Besides this about 2L 1  hectare of the

land :Ls ift for recreational USC in the form of Ditto Fork etc.

s per Govto policy declared ti:ie to time th four un-

athorised colonies have ben adjusted there have been regularise ­,

vi  c resolution Nos. h1/16/3/8- &	

i11J• 

There are vry

few eydstin facilities.

. dospital.	 -

.2. primary
Schoo •	 I

School.	 -
0*



-i-.	 ar	 'isa 1s	 D -

ccDrdr ti ?D-62,	 prDSt-L in this

were;-

1) Resih-ntial

2) C':1rciCl

3) Institutiana]

j-)	 Govt. Officc.2S

Yar.auni Canal

-

-	 .12
.-(\	 '5	 ¶1

-	 • r

- 23.H-c
Or n-

-	 6.2

rcs

2128	 )

.	 Ebd.stin LsnJ. use- 19i

's per the survey ..an, the existing l,-In use of the scheme

is s indore

Residential	 - 27.0 H.

Shalirnax' Bgh	 5.3

) Thstitijflal -

) Green (Mjar)-

) Vacant Land -

) Yarnuna Canal-	 2.e

6.20

212.d0 H.

h.	 PsJ Lani. us;

(The f tii:-. basis f cDaipreheflSiVe stu.is, th x

a iDP-2'Oi. It stands approved by Authority an

been cleared by Ministry of Works & Housing for inviting	 lic

I	 )hjoctians. The area under planning farm the part Df H Divsifl

(zn 1 -Y . Th ar prpsTh f PDP-2001 ftr this area nre -

C ntd.



i) District Centre

2) Retention f Shalimar

3) Residential Villages.

--) Unauthjrjsecl Coiarii..

E) Co:Llercial

6) InstiUjtft;1

7)

a road of same R/W in th ilock—D of wIi1h the alignment L'

been fixed in such a way that it proviJs ar: .'ii	 ±

residential and residential lnn. uses pryo

8.	 As per PD?-2(01L ? the gross residential arue ropsL in thif

scheme is approximately 66 hec;aro. This arc will accommodate

about 33,000 persons at an avara3.:u density of 500 persons/Nos,
Out of 66 hectares, 28 hct

and for unauthorisod coloni

a.	 There is Ofle senior secoL. ::. 	 .L	 :tiJu IlrtiCiry	 D:i

uxi.stiri; in village She.iivar the requireent of faciJiti: !.as I:..n

c.lcL;lat. . . i: th	 aais of standards formulated in ?DP-20

sistt	 Recjuired	 rjriJ.

) irivary Scbooj	 1	 8

Sr. SCCe School

10.	 The balancd area for resjdon	 .1	 :Ls.3ut 27.--ti La. out

DI' which 7 . lioctare is proposo, fThr raup hausin;- and 1.'6 hectare

is kept fr plotted development.

2211:)win.7is the prase1 ::.r

lie.	 ac
Ilita]. area f tki.. scheme	 212.80	 100.06
dross Residentjai .roa.	 66.15	 31.10

Shaliear Bagh	 71.31	 33.5C

Dlstt. Centre	 11.3	 5.56



ia

-:

	

)	 Master Pion gran.	 73.31	 10.65

	

$)	 i:iun	 •

:n	 r	 :s

Broak—un of the Hesilential	 :

1)	 Green Rasiiuntial Area 	 -
roa an. 25 M wile road	 -

3)Arwa under villages and
untherisod colonies.
rjss residential area
vailable far develap:int.
a) area for plott.d

d(Vul pLJflt

r irm duin

I L::L•J

66.15'
2.10

27.65

- 36.35'

I	 .

7,90

27-46

1) Sr. Sec. School + @ 1.6 I-Ia.

2) Primary School 3 @ 0.33 Ha.

)
	

Local Shopping	 2 @ 0.5' Ha.O.b

;aiiv fl1flC- j0pping 1 @ Od09 HID. 0.l1

flIl T t p i=	 36.35 Ha.

our Priwary Schools have to be provi del f in the
existinr residential colonies & villages. The
.roa of these facilities has not been taken in

to account to catch the propose! area.

ii.	 Prawin; ilj. 1 Vivos the lan.1 use as per the Master Plan

for Delhi, 1962. Drawing No. 2 jivas the existing lanZ UStIS and

drawing Na. 3 gives the uses as proposei in P.D.P. 2001v

12.	 Th matter is placed before the Technical Committee for

cDnsi nruti a.

CIS I0-IT

'e •-echnica1 Committee desired that :be exj-
-tructjon and the cc,rnmj'-tnt in the area

(

Lc:



1•'

o::) Sq.rrits. of
land un:r occuption	 Sanothan Dharern
Shha Ram ZinVir, Nauroi Nacjar, -Lew Delhi.

Pilo No.	 19Y783-MP - -	 -

or	 i::	 :ro thn Ministry
2 :.rL	 using vide their letter No. K-13011/23/

3-JDIIA, datc' 1. 1110.83(a7pendix-F) in which they
:tt;d that the Ministry is considering a proposal for
tho regularisatin of 168.3 Sq.rnts. of land in favour

Sanstham iharam Sabha Ram MandrLr, which is in their
:ssession7 The Ministry is of the view that it yj1.J

iovlvc char:o of lanS use from 'rosidenia1' to
Jiristituti rol ' (religious) and request :1	 chnnCc
Jo or	 (site plan laid on the t-lc,.

The matter h g horn oxminod an° it has boon
observed that the land use of the plot under refetcnr
J 'Residential', as per Master Plan as well as in th
:morovcd zonal development plan. It!hCS also been obrved
that temples, mosques, churches and/other places of
nrship are permissible in residential use zone if
1lwod by competent auth r rity after special qppeal. As

ruch the change of land use may not be necessary if
1lwcd by the Authority un rlor special for religious

use,

Ii	 The matter is lcT before the Technical Committee
± Thoo:'r-	 - o-..	 peci1 appeal.

-'cr1c	 Co.i:L.	 b° .:ho c.
•I] ip-o1.



'.Y to Item Nc'.?

No IK-1	 1 23/83 -L)IJII.
Government of Ln3i
Ministry of 7orks

New Dlhi, fvtelthe 110".83

To
Co;njgsjonr (Li: flnifl

Delhi Devolopmcnt : thc'r,
7ikas Minr,

Th	 -	 usc. of 168.3 So.mts of
ooTier occupt1..on of Santam Dhram Sabba Jorn
iTi-oi 1 ir,	 Turoji Ngr, New Delhi.

I am directe. to soy that q P r Pc'sL A un1cr
g onsi li r -tion for t a regularisation of 168.3.Sq..rnts,
of land in favour o 3natin Dharom Sabha Ram Mn,ziir
in Nauroji Nagar whch has been unathorisd1y occupioi
by this institution A copy of the site plan No. L&DO
204 for the area ±. cTuG5tion is sent herewith. I err'
to request that the comnents on this proposal may pie
be sent to this Ninstry for taking further oction in
rcar1 to ch-ir cy: 7 Ion! use.

Yours Lcithfully,
s/-

(K. K. SAXEN)
DESK QFFICEN

Copy for roo- tr L'1s Division q.r.t. their File
N. j-13015/2/8 -LD(DOIV).

so/-
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3vrnment of InriB
f 1rb

ulL_,	 hi 1i.fl.83

I

Th Cormi ssiuncr (Pirnrir::.
Delhi Jcv1rcnt :tb
 -Vikns Mi

un1er occupot'ion of Santrn Dharrn Sabhnn.
1 rl±r ,,	 T1::	 r,	 Delhi.

Si

I	 lireL L I	 TJI	 - Prr)s i is ijn1cr
•:L•:r-tion for the roguinrisation of 168.3.Sq.mt
cf lnnd in fnvour of S.ntnrn Dharnni Sabha Ram Mtn1±r
in Nauroji Nagar which has been unathorisedly occupie-
by this institution. A copy of the site plan No, L&DO
204 for the area in aucstion is sent herewith. I am
to request tht the co rnmcnts n this prcpnsal may plisc

	

h c sent t this Ministry fr	 iri firtb:. r cti::n in
roar	 t	 oh-r:	 'f 1-i- 7 1)L.

_ithfuliv,

-

K • i. 3XENA)
JESK OFFICER

C-'-y 1ij-rH	 H i)ifj:fl r.r.t. their Flic

(<. K. SAXEN)
J5K OFF ICE1.

A
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