s¢- NO

feoel faora wiftrewor

DELHI DEVELOPMENTAUTHORITY
I AIGTAT —2021 D1 FHIET
Master Plan Review—2021

P OM—"‘I

GITEHRYT BT
REGISTRATION FORM
“OPEN HOUSE MEETS”
B FferrRi gRT Ry oY
Form to be filled by Participant
1Y .
Name S . SA:J{(\ Tt
yfafafer
Representing : )
HIHR T / Beve /e L~z OF THE DR\ H\-2
5 O N UEL

(ceiRige) / IR S ¢,/ efarr Ve san, DDA
Government Department/ s 2’7 25 SO
Federation/Association/RWA/ A Dy O L NG
I;:d;égl;; ssociatio {4’\,&@( Vv '0&(4/(; Daled ...... H \ g
adar Rerfy .
Present Position
B . B
Phone : Office =

™ G0 Q1ALU > ) .

Residence WAL Mo - 77///! % da-é_g He e

GICIER) e .

Mobile 4 Pl —70p 7 O
He ¢
Fax: -
é*'ﬁ?{ . & Cj vl
E-mi Subibogh G hm i [@ Fmod -
gdr . ~ - ) T
Address : V{L\W Lo 77/‘//" VJ’{%é He—&éC‘H——UL{ ) Nf"%%(l;\él
BRIEN ¢ .
Signature : Q@L\AA
farfer -
Date 8 05 JQ .

"3 TOiTRReT GTH MY BTeW AIcH & wld U¥ W] BRIy
“Submit your registration form at the venue of Open House meets.”




The Dy. Director( Planning ) Zone J DDA

12" Floor, Vikas Minar,

New Delhi-110002

Sub : Future of Delhi-Regarding Review of Master Plan Delhi-2021

Ref : MOUD, Govt. Of India advertisement of February 18, 2012

Sir,

The MOUD, Govt. Of India vide above said advertisement has desired
public participation/suggestions to provide realistic Midterm corrections

and modifications in the Master Plan Policies, Norms/Standards and the
implementation procedures to suit the changing need of the society.

The facts detailed below substantiate that a gross error has occurred in
relation to acquisition proceedings with regard to Mehrauli village which
must be corrected, in the revised MPD 2021, since the Master Plan is
directly linked with the acquisition of land.

The land which is falling within the boundary of 1000 feet from Main
Mahipalpur-Mehrauli Road were not the subject matter of consolidation
proceedings whereas, the land which is beyond the 1000 feet on Southern
side of Mehrauli- Mahipalpur Road were part of consolidation proceedings
on the basis of the statement of two officers of the beneficiary department
made to the consolidation authority as explained hereafter.

Following the Notification issued by the Hon’ble Lt Governor of Delhi a
Consolidation Officer was appointed for carrying out the consolidation
proceedings and an Advisory Committee was formed, consisting of some
land owners of village Mehrauli and two representatives of the DDA
namely Sh. Ranbir Singh and H. Herbert for the purpose of giving the
advise/suggestion to the Consolidation Officer in the implementation/for
mutation of the consolidation scheme. Vide letter dated 27.4.1976,( Copy
of letter Annexure-1) Sh. Ranbir Singh (Executive Officer, Land
Management), as a member of the Advisory Committee, suggested to the
then Consolidation Officer Sh. B.S. Rana that consolidation of holdings be
confined to the un-notified land beyond 1000 feet on the Southern side of
the Mahipalpur Road.

The two responsible Officers of the DDA i.e. the Beneficiary Department in
the said acquisition proceedings, themselves clarified the factual position
that the land upto1000 feet on the Southern side of the Mahipalpur Road
was the land sought to be acquired as shown in the Map and the land
falling beyond 1000 feet was not covered by the said acquisition
proceedings.
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The consolidation authority acceded to the suggestion of DDA made in
writing and the same was incorporated in the statutory scheme under the
act and therefore confined the consolidation proceedings only to the area
of the land which was beyond 1000 feet and thus out of notifications u/s 4
& 6 of the LA Act.( Copy of consolidation scheme Annexure-If)

This fact is proved by the letter written by the authorized officer of the
beneficiary department i.e. DDA. Thus the land falling within 1000 feet on
the Southern side of the Mahipalpur Road was marked as a separate
block. The area falling in the said block was kept out of the consolidation
proceedings and the Consolidation proceedings were carried out in respect
of the land which was falling beyond 1000 feet on the Southern side of the
Mahipalpur and the new Khasra Numbers were allotted to the land falling
in this area. It is clear and evident from the consolidation scheme & other
facts as stated above, that the land allotted to private parties, on the
completion of the consolidation Proceedings could not have been under
acquisition proceedings.

It is pertinent to mention that an imaginary line is drawn at a distance of
1000 ft. and it is this line which was marked on the Aks Sizra relied upon
by the revenue authority. It is also relevant to point out that this very Aks
Shijra has been accepted and followed in other courts proceedings and
then have also been accepted by the DDA. Admittedly, thus the land
beyond the imaginary line, can not be under acquisition. Therefore all
lands situated beyond 1000 feet on the Southern side of the Mahipalpur
Road should stand de-notified.

It is further submitted, that in a similar case 387 Bigha 04 Biswa of land of
Village Singhola had been de notified on 10.12.2007. Due to
ambiguity/anomalous situation created due to change in the Khasra
numbers during consolidation proceedings and by order of the Hon'ble LG
of 387 bigha 04 biswa of land of Singhola village was de-notified.(
Annexure-lll)

That the above said stand, is substantiated in citing the instances, where in
a similar controversy in respect of Khasra No.47/11, 47/12 situated in the
revenue estate of village Mehrauli, New Delhi, which were claimed to have
been acquired through old Khasra No.210 by the DDA.The land owner
namely Sh. Tirath Ram Amla had filed a writ petition before the Hon'ble
Delhi High Court, being a WP (C) No.3573/1990, challenging the Award
anly on the ground that these khasra numbers are not covered by a
notification U/s 4 of LA Act. The DDA and the LAC took a specific stand
before the Court that these above two khasra numbers were acquired
through old khasra number, but took the position that the land which was
the subject matter of the notification was only upto 1000 feet of the



southern side of Mahipalpur-Mehrauli Road. The Hon’ble Division bench of
Delhi High Court appointed Sh. Prakash Chand Gupta, Tehsildar to
conduct measurement of Khasra No.47/11 and 47/12 in order to ascertain
whether the area of these khasra numbers are beyond the 1000 feet of
south of Mahipalpur Road. The Naib Tehsildar conducted the
measurement and found that the land of above said khasra numbers are
beyond the 1000 feet.Thereafter, Mr. Prakash Chand Gupta, Naib
Tehsildar present in the court personally and made the statement that the
above said land was not under acquisition as acquired by Delhi
Administration. On the basis of the statement writ petition was allowed.
Neither the Delhi Administration nor the DDA, challenged the said order of
the Division Bench of the Delhi High Court in Superior Court, because as
they have accepted the factual position that the land in the revenue estate
of village Mehrauli, New Delhi, either by notification dated 24.10.1961 and
23.01.1965 had only been acquired upto 1000 feet South of Mahipalpur
Road.

That it is pertinent to submit that in notification dated 24.10.61 issued u/s
4 of the LA Act, the details of the khasra number and the area of the land
which was sought to be acquired was not mentioned. The land which was
covered by the notification dated 24.10.1961 was identified and earmarked
only by map was an internal part of the said Notification.

That the Consolidation Authority during the re-partition proceedings carried
out U/s 21 of the said Act passed a Resolution and allotted the lands to the
owners.

It is pertinent to note the clear distinction within Mehrauli Village that only
on Jands which were accepted to be un-notified by DDA were the
consolidation proceedings carried out wheras, consolidation proceedings
were not carried out on the lands which were notified.

It is therefore suggested and requested as follows:-

1 The DDA should immediately declare and De-notify all lands beyond
1000 feet south of Mehrauli-Mahipalpur Road.

2 All lands beyond 1000 feet south of Mehrauli-Mahipalpur Road should be
included as private property in the revised Master Plan 2021.

. Sahni
9810212645 ( Email : subhash.sahni@gmail.com )

Khasra No 77/1/1, Mehrauli Village,New Delhi 110070
Encl : As above
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13 Ram S/0 Shri.Shrichami‘ R/O Village Mehraulj h

148 J«LH

that according to the o] Khasra

S tubewell stands jp this K hasra number, which s included

; ’i nachcd with this scheme

and according to the Jatest Khasra

he has a tube well and the land and he is the owner of this

the ownership of boring tibe well has, by mistake, beep

the name of § hri Manohar < ingh. T}
; ,;

his is g WTong entry and
Pe corrected becayse boring belongs only to the owner of the
+
ére is a complaint of the inciease or decrease in the area of
;
rJ'rchard under possession The statement of the applicant was

a.nd the consolidation officer

also went through the note

' on his application According 1o (he revenue record, the

1S the owner of the land inder Khasry lo.1052 which
Nty stands under Khasra No,78/25 and 5 Bighas and 10 Bighas
land hag been shown

to be und r the possession of Manohar

I I adto i ng'. At the time Of

the owr 5 POssession and the Hlegal possession
exactly a. sprd; & 10 the Revenuye pa ers. In case th

32!1‘(38111 has any ob

Y OO
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hence dismissed As regards the Possession of his orchard j IS concerned, it

may be considered again and

if some lacuna js found, it should be

removed and the list in thap regard should pe corrected.

The applicant Shri.Khyali Ram has give

i1 0ne more application. Hjs

statement was recorded in that repard

He stated therein that the land

under Khasry No0s.594 5971, 595/

1)

21 596/2, adjoining his orchard has

been wrongly evaluated. Jts price has been shown as Re |/ only. A

brick-kiln used to be there on this land which existed t]] 1970, Now

thi< land has hecome nseless and has been nver-valued. [t should in

fact be eight annas only. The application of the applicant which was
produced at the SPOt was dated 5 | '976 whereas the price of land in
this villape had already been mfirmed on 10.6.1975 by the

consolidation officer and the same | .y, the signatures of the app! cant
5 hyali R {2 he 0 ver tis, he could ha 1sed
* WHIN A penoc of J da which he did pep Fhis
apy " Ras Gecome tim- g, 1ind hence dismisse
!

Py e k.
:;.__‘_‘.,’ Y e 0

ST NS been mad- by ¢ ) Dulle Mathur S/0s

(=
e



- Shri.Nanak, R/o Village Kishan Garh, M ehrauli, regarding the evaluation

pf lanc under khasra Nos. 1994/ 135, 1595/113s5, 1996/1.136, 1997/ 136,

_[194/]!35, 1996/1136, Statement of Shri.Dulle was recorded in this

egard. He stated that the areq is about 3| Bighas adjoining the Poultry

arm. This land has heen over-valued whereas it should be

omparatively less. The valye of land under khasra No.1033 and 1032 s
ftrccumtc. The rest of the land mentione | earlier is useless; it has been

ver-priced and it should be corrected. Tais application was examined in

- the General Body and before the membezrs of the Advisory Committee

and the ancestral details were also con sidered. The land under these

khasra numbers and af the land under other khasra numbers aronnd them
: has been valued ar 16 annas. Applicants f the opinion that price of this

o

ind should bz fixed at comparatively le: wer price.” This means that they
- $hould not be given land from this area and that they should get some
ether land, ar some other place. 1t i5 ¢ served from the note of the

t
f tansolidatiar officer that they have made s apolication after a lapse of
i

¥

“time when the consolidatic  offic- had confirmed the

Ll e land of the applic. s i 2r these khasra numbe:

ly evi uated. Hence their a: icar. 115 dismissed.

&
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hcrernre dismissed.
Shri.Khem Chand R/O House No.4/315, Mehrauli submitted his

application regarding evaluation of land inder Khasra Nos.31 and 32 on

g 30.4.1976 whereas the consolidation officer had already confirmed the

pnce of land on 10.6.1975 itself The applicant should have filed an
appeal within a period of 30 days which he failed to do. This application

is absolutely time-barred and hence dism:ssed.

Iellcr Rc,h“x__:_ﬁ 95)(69ICRC dated 27" Apnl 1976 has been g

M' s ““"“'*"‘“"‘““‘"”'

e o

recewed from Shn Rambxr Smgh Executwe Oi’ﬁcer DC“]I Deyelopmen%

wheremn, h hds :.Lau,d that Gram Sabh.l had dbout 2983 Blghas and 2

- = L= BT r————— ]

;~.;L~'Jl:1;; of land 1 willage Melrauli and on the basis of wrbanisation of

llage this land has been acquired by Central Govt .«nd th same has
zen ransferred to Delhi De vlop ment Authority w Jer S stion 22 (1) of
D Act Therefore to yok at-2r this lan- 1 it is esseia 1l 1o Ve ane
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conneclion we had a telephonic conversalion with bhn.l{ambir .‘Singh

who asked not to give any land in shepe of plots to persons as this land

has:already been transferred to Delhj Levelopment Authority :

The consolidation staff has fixed 32 annas fﬁr the land withiﬁ L.a)

Dora and 16 annas for the rest of the I nd. Now thm land has been

transferred to DDA and DDA has raised objection in the allotment of

plots out of this land. In view of the present situation the work relating

to the allotment of plots should b suspended till a final decision is

taken in consultation with DDA

As fas as la.nd alongwith 1000 Ft snuth_oLMa.mnm%

concemcd a scparate block has b*en al ready created with this land , 4

ey ———‘—————-——-_——__7

under thc sa:d scm%wg@arca should le kcpt(jof consolidation. s

The o!hcc.rc, of DDA S/Shri.Rambir Sin;:h and H.Harbcrt have stated
that instead of new passages  given aloag with the 1000 Fi south of

Mevipalpur Road a 3 pethas wide passaje should be provided and for

Mg o0 tus road the old passages w wld be kept 12 use s this
tion has been given by the offic rs of DDA <0 as ser above
>Ue sestion passage show.d be provided.
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esentative of the Authority in the Adwvisoiy Committee. He has also

éd that they are not aware of the rat: fixed by the consolidation staff
as a.result are not in a position to S1y an thing in this regard. A big

of land is to be acquired in this village. Sc this land should be treated

par with other land. Urban Land Ceiling Act, 1975 has been also
ormed and as Mehrauli is an urban village this act is enforceable on
zis village also and under this Act a big ares of land is likely to declared ‘
vacant land. Under this \Lt NO person can } cep a pl.ot measuring more
an 500 Sq.Mir. and while f mal:smp the Scl zme this noint should also
¢ kept in mind. He has further stated that D¢ hi Devel '‘pment Authority
has allotted some plots in Kishangarh (Mehr: ul) area nd this land has
been given on lease basis and under Resc (lement Schc:ﬁC. So this

allotment  should not be canccled. B It h-s been also srated ihat

—p— e —————— e

consolidation work should be done only in tat area which is 1000 Fis

‘ay south of M: hrauh - Mahipalpw Roai  and which has not oeen

shatified and on ke mm r rmmt consolid: tion + ark qhnuld not be dove aon
} '

ithe land locared o the nonth side of this road, ncluding Kishargam area

i8S whole ¢ this nd has been notifiec for . quisition,, If consohi tion

work 1s do:  an -

s land, it can creage ardle  in future. In this



B V) If DDA wants

B Committee, then Shri.Rambir Singh,

b#8 been fixed 16 annas,

' matter was brought before the Me

o \\- o /5
(638) 76

i) As per scheme thns Mashivia [ aur (Nashangurh) Mcehrauly urean,

(:xated on the north side of Mehrauli—MaJ]ipalpur Road has been

kempted from consolidation.

to depute one of jts representative in the Advisory

Executive Officer should be
ontacted

Land owners and Members of Advisory Cemmittee have raised

-an abjection that the Jeve] of Khasra Mo.| 1§ (Passage) whose rate has

is very low. The land, owner, under whose

consolidation this land will be included will have (o spent a lot of

amount on its leveling. Therefore its rate should be minimised. This
mbers of Advisory Committee. The

rate of this Khasra No l18(Passage) is rediced from 16 annas to 8

annas. Alteration should be made accordingly in documents,

With the above amendment the Scheme (Consolidation Scheme)

Village Mehraulj is approved under Sec ion 20 of Consolidation

Act, 1948, A sopy of order may be fo varded to Consolidation
Officer
L rd ¢ i T
) May, 197 >d/-
(Ll der Bran)
>etliement O - (Cor sclidation)Delhi,
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SICHAL COMMISSIONER, GOVY. OF DELKI

iscussed with CS. A meeting was held in Raj Niwas

under the chairmanship of Honble LG on 16/10/2007 regarding

consolidation proceedings on 387 bigha 4 biswa and 430 bigha 10 biswa
of land in village Singhola. The facts of the case are that consolidation

proceedings in village Singhola were started in 1988 and completed in

the vear 2006, Thereafter notification u/s ¢ in vespect of 430 bigha 10

As por the note of the

biswa arca of land was issued on 15/
Land & Building Department, 124 objections were received against the

notification. The applicants stated that they were the allottees under 20

Point Programme and the plots are being used as residential and

constructed as pakka. Other objectors have argued that the khasra

numbers given in the notification had been changed due to
consolidation proceedings held in 1997 and residential and industrial
plots have been carved out by the administration under the provisions
of consolidation schemes, The L&B Department decided not to notify

the land ufs 6 for the time being but to await completion of

consolidation. ‘This was approved by the Hen'ble LG on 10/05/2007
prroceedimes stood i‘:}“:.-.,wi by viriue of provisa (a) of
0 ACH 189 sinee poffication w/s 6 was nol issued by the
ent withdry the e periogd.
¢t of 387 bigha 4 biswa area of land, notification u/s 4 of

LA Act T894 was issued on 23/2/2000 and subsequently notification u/s

6 was issuwed on 2202/2007. The land was to be acquired for a public

purpose namely development of Narela Phase-] under planned

e 3 ) Tyt = frl 1 T
development of Delhi. A petition was filed in the High Court agai

the acquisibion proceedings and the Hon'ble High Cotirt had passed a

1372

stav crder in e procesdines on 13 S i '
stey crder in its procesdings oo 13/03/2007. However, the proceedings

T A Ak Emoal ATl i ebat . o4 :
MY did not speak about the status quo or the interim order
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P el B GOVEN eni shoula e liately de-notify the tand :
i
b has been qedia A that DDA wi ald not acquite amy Jand unless ;
‘ 4’ .
i nblig purpoest i
. i {
|
- |
n case of 430 hicha 10 biswa of land, the Jand acquisition
i
dand lapsed DY virtue of pl’O\"\S(J (i) of section 6 of LA

notification u/s 4

tharn one vear has elapsed since

s OTe

At PRYL sl

s 1ssued byt potification w/e B has not been issued by the L&D %
; ‘ i
Lesaat et |
' ‘1

[y respect of 350 ioha 1 biswa of land, potiflcation u/s 4 of LA

t ¢

et 1894 was iesued on 25220006 and s-ul,‘*_c.(fquul‘ll‘.:,‘ notification ufs 6

weae lesued on 270252007 The L& ‘:sz;:rtnu_-nr_ has confirmed both

to the Hon'ble

as per notings ol page /N, The file1s put up
denobiiyug the area ot 187 bigha 4 biswa of land in village

fin ey

(Nutan Guha Biswas)
ivisional Commissioner

evenue) & D
21/11/2007

Gecretary (R



