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“Submit your registration form at the venue of Open House meets.” 56
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SUBINCT.. REVIEW o MASTER PLAN 2072 L/CORRECTION REQUIRED IN THE
SITION OF ”f’-‘_r't_';‘?-v"_-",H-C}.f*;ﬁ.'} MAIN ROAD" s1a RTING FROM JHEEL BUS
PLRMINAL To MADHUBAN RAILWAY CR('J;’#&;!}‘\Js’;:{_»":; PPRONIMATLY 5 KM
LUNGH ALREADY A NOTIFIED ROAD AMONGST 2183 ROADS OF 15
COMMERCIALLY NOTIFIED LIST,

trp o f

A Crpre
“'.gi .‘H.;'\F,',

T IS MGST RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THAT THE APPLICANTS
STREEY i, FATPARGA N} ROAD STARTING FROM JHEEL BUS TERMINA), AS
1S ORIGIN POINT 10 MADHUBAN RAILWAY CROSSING AS ITS
TERMINAL POINT, Was ALREADY NOTIFIED AS A COMMERCIAL STREET, IN
THEE FIRST LIST OF 2183 STREETS, IN THE NOT!FI(}ATION DATED 15-9.
2006, '

QCQQR_R_EM@ THE STRETCH oOF THE APPLICAN
SINCE

L ” ADMITTEDLY THE

APPLICANT’S STRETCH QUALIFIED ToO BE
INCLUDED IN THE WHOL

E LENGTH OF THE ALREADY

FROM JHEEL Bys TERMINAL AS ITS ORIGIN POINT
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\§ PER THE NORMS LAHI i v MPD 2021
A patch of 150 meters only in the middle of the road, which is very
much part and parcel of 5.00 km. longAFORESAID Patpar Ganj Road, has

been excluded from declaring as commervcial when admittedly there is no

restriction on such properties from carryving out commercial activities and
as a whole Partpar Ganj Road has been declared as a Commercial Street.

The MCD has in clear werds admitted that they have committed
an error in mentioning the word CHES in place of GHBS and CHBS are not
oxcluded from mixed use streets and commercial streets. The Applicants
are also agorieved by the stand of the M € D that a fresh notification is
required to be issued to include/declare the patch
where applicants'properties are situated, as commercial patch, inspite of
its being an integral of the aforesaid notified road . The said stand of MCD
is aimed to further harass the applicants as it is clear from the records that
a human error/mistake has been committed by respondent MCD and to

rectify the mistake no notification is required to be issued.

That it is worth mentioning that there is a wide difference between Group
Housing Building Society (GHBS) and Cooperative House Building Society
(CHBS). In the case of Group Housing Building Society a big plot is allotted
to the Society. The society is permitted to construct multi-storied Flats over
andthose are allotted to the individual members on the basis of draw of
lots. On the other hand, in case of Cooperative House Building

Society, separate plots are allotted to individual members and a member is
permitted to construct his own house over the plot so allotted, according to
his requirement as per existing bye-laws.

The present Representation raises the following questions of law of
general public importance which needs determination by this office
through the participative suggestions.
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whether any fresh n

o away with a mistake

otification is required Lo
nt MOD, despite subinttting affidavits by CTV 10 the

supreme Court in regard Lo i patch, right in 1he middie of Patpar Gani Hoad,
where applicant’'s properiies A1-A16 aresituated, when admittedly the rest
of Patpar Ganj Road a< 2 whole ,was declared as commercial?

committed by responde
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MAIN ROAD FROM (HEEL BUS TERMINALTO

AILWAY CROSSING, tN SHAHDARA [ SOUTH) ZONE, WAS

‘B LAND USE STRENT HNDER MPD 2001, EXCLUDING
THE CHBS (CO-OPERATIVE HOUSE BUILDING SOCIETY) AND

REHARILITATION COLONIES, BECAUSI AT THAT POINT OF TIME,
PLOTS PERTAINING TO CHBSLC 3-OPERATIVE HOUSE BUILDING
SOCIETIES, ALL OVER DELHI , WERI NG PERMITTED TO CARRY OUT

CHE COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES, (N THEIR PLOTS/PREMISES)

2 INTIALLY AND BEFORE THE AMENDM ENTDATED 770 SEPTEMBER 2006,
PO THE MASTER PLAN 2001, CHBS PLOTS {CO-OPERATIVE HOUSE
BUILDING SOCITIES PLOTS ) WERE NG FLIGIBLE TO BE DECLARED AS A
PART OF THE MIXED USE STREETS, THERE FORE THE STRETCH OF CHBS
AND REHABILITATION COLONIES FALLING ON THIS STREET WAS
EXCLUDED, LLE. STERTCH OF PRIVADARSHINI VIHAR FROM A-1TO A-16

(CHBS PORTION) WAS LEFT UN-NOTIFIED.

3. HOW EVER WITH THE AMENDMENT TO THE MPD 2001 ,ON THE
MIXED USE REGULATIONS VIDE NOTIFICATION NUMBER 1456 (E) DATED
7-9.2606, THE PROVISION OF EXCLUSION OF CHBS UNDER MIXED LAND
USE STREET WAS DELETED AS A RESULT OF WHICH, A PART OF THE
ROAD WHICH WAS EXCLUDED UNDER MIXED LAND USE STREET IN MPD
2001, BECAME FULLY QUALIFIED &ELIGIBLE TO BE DECLARED A PART
OF THE MIXED USE STREET. IN THE SAME NOTIFICATION DATED

7TH SEPTEMBER 2006 , ALSO, THE DESCRIPTION OF THE ROAD
“PATPARGAN] MAIN ROAD “ DOES NOT EXCLUDE PORTION OF CHBS.

4.THROUGH THAT NOTIFICATION, DATED 7THSEP. 2006, THE CIVIC
BODY/ MCD/ NOTIFYING AUTHORITY WAS SUPPOSED TO CARRY OUT
THE PROCESS OF IDENTIFICATION, SURVEY AND DECLRATION OF MIXED
USE STREETS.

5. HOWEVER EITHER DUETO OVERSIGHT OR NOT

PAYING DUE ATTENTION TO THE FACT THAT THE NOTIFICATION DATED
7THSEPTEMBER 2006 , REMOVED THE NON- ELIGIBLE CONDITION WITH
RESPECT TO CHBS, UNDER MIXED LAND USE STREET, WHILE
DECLARING THE ROAD AS A COMMERCIAL ROAD VIDE NOTIFICATION
DATED 15T SEPTEMBER 2006, THE CHBS PORTION OF THE ROAD
CONTINUED TO BE EXCLUDED AND LATER ON THE SAME MISTAKE
CONTINUED/ REFLECTED, WHILE THE ROAD AS A COMMERCIAL

STREET UNDER MPD 2021.



£

O VF HAPPENED BECAUSE, THE Civic BODY / MCD |, AS PER THEIR
SUTIFICATION DATED 15/9/2006 DECLARED "ALREADY NOTIFIED
VHXED USE STREETS” AS COMMERCIAL 5 PREETS, WITHOUT GIVING ANY
ATTENTION TO THE FACT THAT THE RinER OR EXCLUSION CLAUSE OF
CHBS, HASALREADY BEEN DELETED/ TAKEN AWAY , BECAUSE OF THE
NOTIFICATION OF 7"™MSEPTEMBER 2006.
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THI ¢ MENTICNED THE NOTIFICATION OF 15" SEPTEMBER

200 : By THEY STATE THAT PATPARGAN} ROAD WAS DECLARED
AS COMMERCIAL ROAD EXCLUDING CHBS, WHERE AS THE RESTRICTION TU
THE CHES WAS TAKEN AWAY BY THE NOTIFICATION OF 77 SEPTEMBER
2006, THE NOTIFICATION DOES SPEAK OUT ON THE AREA RESTRICTED

0 BE DECLARED COMMERCIAL WHICH ARE ONLY GHBES AND LUTYENS
AND NDM( AREA.

THE MCD ITSELF SHOULD HAVE TAKEN THIS INTO CONSIDERATION
WHILI EXCLUDING THE CHBS IN THEIR 15™ SEPTEMBER NOTIFICATION
BEING A PART OF THE ROAD OF 1ST LIST, AND LEFT UNNOTIFIED Y

THE M.C.D,

That it is submitted that because of the mistake /carelessness of the
Municipal Corporation of Delhi, the applicants could notrun their business
activities, for which is they are otherwise legallyentitied. Even after the de-

sealing of the property, the applicants could notrun their businessina
proper manner, as their stretch, which is an integral part of the notified
road under name and style of ‘Partpar Ganj Road’ is not considered as a
pari of commercial road. For Municipal Corporation Delhi, it is merely a
mistake or inadvertency but for the applicants it is getting subjected to
mental torture, humiliation and a matter of their daily earning and right
to live with dignity, which they were enjoying prior to the notification of
State Government. Till date all the property owners including the
Petitioners are suffering from huge financial losses as their business
activities from these properties have snatched away wrongly and illegally.
The action of Municipal Corporation of Delhi is a classic case

of gross violation of Article 14, Article 19(1) (g) and 21 of the Constitution of
India.

That the residents of this stretch of the road including the applicants, made
a representation on 12.11.2007 to the Chief Town Planner, MCD. In the said
representation the applicants gave a detailed narration of events happened
from the beginning. But, said representation did not yield any result. A true
copy of the representation of the applicants dated 12.11.2007is annexed
hereto and marked as Annexure
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Fhaton 15.11.2007. the applicants, i tune with their earlier letie)
erred a representation to the Monitorino ¢ ainmittee appointed hy
Hon'hip supreme Court A trye cony of the epresentation of the applicants
ddressed to the Monitoring Committee appointed by Hon'ble supreme

Lourt dated 15.11.2007 is annexed hereto and marked as Annexure

Thaton 01.05.2008, the applicants addressed yet another letter 1o the

office of Additional Commissisner {Engineering), MCD, Town Hall. Through
this letier, the applicants have appraised the authority about the steps they
have taken to rectify the error committed by the MCD and how they had
been handled by the authorities, A triue copy of the representation of the

applicants dated 01.05.2008 is annexed hereto and marked as Annexiure

That on 06.05.2008, the applicants again preferred a representation to the
office of Additional Commissioner (Engineering}, MCD, Town Hall against
the deliberate exclusion of a patch in the middie of a notified road among
2183 roads of the first list. The applicants had also informed the said
authority that they have already approached concerned officers. A true
copy of the representation of the applicants dated 06.05.2008 is annexed
hereto and marked as Annexure

That on 21.07.2008, the applicants preferred a representation to the office
of Deputy Commissioner, Shahdara South, reiterating their grievances. A
true copy of the representation of the applicants dated 21.07.2008 is
annexed hereto and marked as Annexure

That it is submitted that apart from sending written communications, the
applicants were following up the matter through personal visits to various
officials but they could not get any positive action on the part of the
respondents.

2
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nat this has fore ed the paetitioners to approach the Hon hile H_;;_{!} Court of

Delhi iz the month of May 2010 vide wp (€} No, 14 15/2010. The petitioners
4pprised the Honw'ble Coury about the injustice dene to them and the

rnact e part of respondents to rectify their mistake. Petitioners had
Broduced alf available Fecords in their possession te show that the MCD has

tommitied a serious mistake. in order to buttress tieir contention the
petitioners produced the note of Chief fown pi;mm-::/[)eputy Town Planner
dated 06.02.2009, / and a copy of the note of Additiona] Commissoner
Engineering MCD A true copy of Wp (C) No. 444572010 filed by the
petitioner before the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi dated nil js annexed
hereto and marked as Annexure-

That on 08.07.2010, the matter came up before the Hon'ble Court for
hearing. The McCD admitted the mistake and the same ig recorded in the
High Court order. The MCD had also stated before the Hon'bie High Court
that since this Hon’bje Court in M.C Mehta’s case had prohibited any further
notification’s except with the leave of this Hon'ble Court. Unfortunately, the




That the ani e were lucky eacugh to lay hands on iht cony of notes ot
Chief Town *lanner /Deputy Town planner, from the file connected with
our representation marked Lo ihe Additional Comunisoner kngineering

Municipal Corperation of Delhi w hereby he admits that the exclusion of
CHBS mentioned in the Governinent of Delhi notification was a mistake. Itis
also clear from the said note that subsequent to the noetifications, even the
embargo on the rehabilitation colonies was lifted. Municipal Corporation of
Delhi realized this grave mistake which is clear frem Chiet Town Pianner/
Dy. Town Planner's note dated 6.2.2009. A copy of the note of the town
planner dated 06.02.2009 is annexed hereto and marked as Annexure. The
views of the Deputy Town Planner were supported and confirmed by the
Chief Town Planner, Delhi as well.

That on 18.09.2009 the Sr. Town Planner (DP), 4"Floor, Nigam Bhawan,
Kashmere Gate, Delhi-110006, send a reply to the RTI application filed by
one of the applicants, wherein it was informed that the file is not available
in the town planning department. A true copy of the RT1 reply of Sr. Town
Planner (DP) dated 18.09.2009 is annexed hereto and marked

That on 06.05.2010, the applicants preferred an RTI application addresshing
to the Senior Town Planner, MCD. The applicants among other queries also
sought information as to whether there is any restriction to include the
plots of CHBS abutting the notified commercial/mixed use roads. A true
copy of the right to information application preferred by applicants dated
06.05.2010 is annexed hereto and marked as Annexure-

That on 07.06.2010, the applicants preferred an appeal under RTI Act.

That on 16.06.2010, the first appellate authority, the Sr. Town Planner in its
reply had informed the applicants that the stretch from Madhban Chowk to
Karkari More, Preet Vihar, Shankar Vihar, Nirman Vihar, Swath Vihar, New
Rajadhani Enclave etc (all CHBS area/ Patches). had been declared as
Commercial Street vide notification dated 15.09.2006. It was further
mentioned that as per the mixed use regulations mentioned in Chapter 15
of MPD-20121, all residential plots, (CHBS plots also) which abut and falls
in the aforesaid stretch shall avail the benefits of commercial (LSC).It was
further mentioned that till date the status of road remain as Commercial
Street. A true copy of the letter of 1 Appellate Authority dated 16.06.2010
is annexed hereto and marked as Annexure




)
T WAS NOT ONLY LOSS OF REVENUE BUT OfIR 12 ASIC LIVLIHOOD WAS
FFERING ALONG THE QUALITY OF LiFE . ALL THESE MONTHS
BEAUSE OF THIS ONLY, WE WERE SUBIECTED 10 VIENTAL TORTURE AND
4 AR Y

ENULOSED, ALSO PLEASE FIND THE TRUE COPY OF THE AFFIDAVIT. §0)
FILED BY M CD AND ON RECORDS OF THE HON"BLE SUPREME COURT
INDICATING THE ERROR, WHICH TOOK PLACEAT THEM C D, BECAUSE OF
WHICH , WE ARE SUFFERING FOR THE LAST 6 YEARS NOW.OUR
SUFFERINGS AND MENTAL TRAUMA, THAT WE HAVE BEEN GOING
THROUGH IS BEYOND WORDS, WHICH WE HOPE, WOULD BE WELL
UNDERSTOOD BY THIS OFFICE.WHILE CONCLUDING THIS
REPRESENTATION, WE PRAY FOR THE FOLLOWING:-

THE DESCRIPTION OF THE PATPARGAN] ROAD SHOULD READ AS
COMMERCIAL “STARTING FROM JHEEL BUS TERMINAL TO MADHUBAN
RAILWAY CROSSING”, IN LIEU/INSTEAD OF “STARTING FROM JHEEL BUS
TERMINAL TO MADHUBAN RAILWAY CROSSING EXCLUDING CHBS”, AS ’
SINCE 7" SEPTEMBER 2066 AMMENDMENT TO THE MASTER PLAN DELHI-
2021, THERE IS NO EXCLUSION OF CHBS, ON THE NOTIFIED ROAD, AS
APPLICABLE TO ALL THE NOTIFIED ROADS, IN DELHL.

THANKING YOU IN ANTICIPATION, WE REMAIN GRATEFUL,

Very truly yours,

For & on behalf of residents of A-1, to A-16, priyadarshini vihar

%@m mam oad, DELHI-110092
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'PRIYADARSHINL VIHAR ¢ is on the PATP

 COMMERCIAL ROAD in the First list of 2183

" BEFORE AMMENDMENT to the MASTER PLAN, subsequent to which there is NO

FROM:- /5{ 4
y \‘\D (

RESIDENTS OF PATCH OF PRIYADARSHINI p
VIHAR- HOUSE NUMBER A-1 TO A-16 MAIN (
PATPARGAN]J ROAD, DELHI-1 10092 ' .

TO,
OFFICE OF CHIEF TOWN PLANNER

M.C.D, DELHI

T
SUBJECT:-INCLUSION OF A “UNNOTIFIED PATCH” LOCATED IN THE MIDDLE
OF A “ NOTIFIED ROAD” LEFT OUT DURING THE 15T SURVEY OF
COMMERCIAL ROADS, FOR REASONS NOT KNOWN TO US.

Dear sirs,

We are located on and very much a part of one of the ALREADY NOTIFIED Roads of i
iption of the road 1s PATPARGANI ROAD .

the first list of 2183 roads.The descri
STARTING FROM JHEEL KHURANJA BUS TERMINAL TO MADHUBAN

CHOWK RAILWAY CROSSING ﬂ
The GEOGRAPHICAL/PHYSICAL LOCATION of the ¢ 4

ST e

ORIGIN POINT to madhuban chowk as its

The ‘COMPLETE- ROAD of almost 3.2 KMS. App. (2.5 km on the LEFT HAND SIDE
E) has been declared asa

of our patch and .7 km on our RIGHT HAND SID
'roads declared under commercial

jheel khuranja as its

category. .

2. The d‘e‘sr':,ription'df the road speaks out as follows:- i
« JHEEL KHURANJA BUS TERMINALTO MADHUBAN CHOWK RAILWAY

CROSSING OTHER THAN PLOTTED AREA”

This déscription of the road in terms of the land us® PERTAINS to the period

DIFFERENCE - betweenr RLOTFED & NON PLOTTED AREA.. _
3. we presume that while declaring thisasa commercial street/road, no one has PAID
any HEED to the word” OTHER THAN PLOTTED AREA” And as a matter of
PURELY HUMAN ERROR, the,_same description pertaining to ths MIXED LAND

——— e

e




n

X:

T

' the office of Chief Town Planner, for g€

- over the D.C office of the concerned zone. Every time, we Visl

. 10. Wealso

AR =,
Pl b X
P

o T
i) /?—‘

" /ysE  of the PERIOD + ofore AMMENDMENT , has beet DUPLICATED/
REPEATED , under the headings of commercial

roads and there by DEBARRING us

of our LEGITIMATE right of being 2 PART of the glommcrcial Road. This has Cuased
s enormous amount of Mental Turmoil and Agony-

4. While the 1% SURVEY was conducted, during the exercise of declaring
commercial streets, We remember categorically, having been visited by the SURVEY
' i 1s from us, BUT STILL our Patch was not

best known to the survey team.

s EVER SINCE, the error/ technical mistake, came 0 our notice, we have taken up the
matter with the concerned authorities of the zone{ D.C Office, shadara south), including
ing this CORRECTED[RECTH’IED, so that the

word “OTHER THAN PLOTTED AREA” may please be Deleted, as there is NO
. between 2 PLOTTED AREA and NON PLOTTED area, if the
is LOCATED on 2 STRETCH/STREET with _COMMERCIAL

PLO :
f the STREETIROAD is more than 70%, which is very much in the case of

ISATION ©
our main road.

6.Enclosed, please find the photocopies of the ACKNOWLDGED representations handed
isited them , they assured US

about the Recﬁﬁcaﬁon/Corrcctiom req
couple of months and al] of them agreed upon in P

so taken place.

While fhe first representation made by us to the D.C office, yielded the result of
ASSURANCE that the same would be [ED AND CORRECTED in the 2° List
of commercial street, BUT ultimately, it did not Zppear in the 2™ list either..

'o;u patch has qualified for the Mixed land use, Where as our Geograp
MMER! TREET. The AVERAGE.

LLOCATION entitles us for
L th COMPLETE stroct/Road “Jhee Khuranjs ‘
OURPATCHas we are VERY MUCH 2 PART of the Road
Khuranja bus terminal to Madhuban Chowk railway crossing-and THAT TOO in the

MIDDLE of it with 2.5 ks of the LEFT hand side and .7 Km on Right hand side.
: RA

8. We also fail to understand that how come

IS BEING CONSID _

road. The average of the COMPLETE is to be taken into Consideration an NOT

IN patches, 8s the Roads are declared as commercial as 2 SINGLE INDENTITY and

‘NOT INPARTS OR PORTIOSN OR STRETCHES. :
9.Weare NOT A STRETCH on our OWD, 85 WE Do not have 2 ORIGIN POINT and
ATERWALPONTOfourownandamapartofthc road in the MIDDLE OF the
Road, extending 3.2 kms- |

understand that a FRESH SURVEY has been ordered by the HON’BLE
; regard t0 2183 roads, already deClamd/notiﬁed'. As we are very mucha

9%

S T d e A
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The part 0

ROAD STARTIN

Inspite of all this , ﬂle‘aQEmgc of complete vikas marg bas

Whereas; WE have been treated
with NO ORIGIN point and NO TE

of the Road,

We Hope that yout
JUSTICE.

Jery iy yous ()

We may also like to z;dd

been subjected t0-

£ Vikas marg, St
EXAMPLE of PLOTI‘E

mixed land us¢ coverng portion

madhuban chowk to karkari more

=D for cnmmcrcial status, BUT gTILL, has

part of the vikas marg.

karkari mor® is a seprate
RMINAL pOINT OF its OWD.
been taken into considcration.

as a separate pateh, ALTHOUGH, being in the Middle
RMINAL point of its oWD--

good honoutr would look 1nt0 {he matter and DELIVER‘ us the
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FROM:- / , &
RESIDENTS U PATCH OF PRIYADARSHIN:

:‘sﬁ"‘a.x HOUZD MUMBER A-1TO A-16,MAIN
PATPARGANI ROAD, DELHI-110092

- W
LS}, M0 Jol wp Cosey fes e N /740
Sl ;_{_j' 2L

o) I ICE OF CREF o WEe e»b‘{*‘\jfs
MCD, DEL ”LZNJJ!? B T Cooliyel
Leotte Ret 4y DLy

n-.u J*:‘,s:—ﬂ\’u USION OF A “UNNOTIHED FPATCHT LOC MLUU\ THE MIDDLE
FA“NOTIFIED ROAD” -LEFT QUT - xING THE 157 SURVEY OF

k_.u,\’lei:ExC IAL ROADS, FOR' REASONS NOT KNOWN TQ US.

Dear sirs,

‘e are located on and very much a part of oue of the ALREADY NOTIFIED Roads of

the first list of 2183 roads.The description of the road is PATPARGANJ ROAD
STARTING FROM JHEEL KHURANJA BUS TERMINAL TO MADHUBAN
CHOWK RAILWAY CROSSING :

- The GEOGRAPHICAL/PHYSICAL LOCATION of the “ UNNOTIFIED PATCH OF

': PRIYADARSHINI VIHAR “ is on the PATPARGAN] MAIN ROAD starting from

- jheel khura.uja as its ORIGIN POINT to madhuban chowk as its TERMINAL POINT..

4. The COMPLETE ROAD of almost 3.2 KMS. App. (2.5 kmm on the LEFT HAND SIDE .

four patch and .7 km on our RIGHT HAND SIDE) has been declared as a
\__.,OMNLERCIAL ROAD in the First list of 2183 mads declared under commercial

7 category.

2. The dcscnptlon of the road speaks out as follows:-
“ JHEEL KHURANJA BUS TERMINALTO MADHUBAN CHOWR RAILWAY

CROSSIN G OTI{ER THAN PLOTTED AREA”

This descnpuon of the road in tcrms of the land use PERTAINS (o the pcnod
BEFORE AMMENDMENT to the MASTER PLAN, subsequent to which there is NO

iDIFFERENCE betweer BLOTFED & NONPLOTTED AREA..

‘3 we pmumc that while declaring this as a commercial street/road, no one has PAID
any HEED to the word” OTHER THAN PLOTTED AREA” And as a matter of ‘
PURELY HUMAN ERROR, the_same description pertaining to the MIXED LAND
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SUBIECT:- DELIBERATE EXCLUSION OF A pATCH IN HYE MIDDLE OF A
NOTIFIED ROAD, AMONG 2183 ROADS OF TUE FIRST LIST-

. REQUES] FOR THE FRESH St IRVITY OF PATPARGAN! MAIN ROAD.

! ORIGINATING FROM THE IHi 11 KHURANIA BUS TERMINAL TO
SHAKARPUR CROSSIN(WI\-’IAD'! TUBAN-NIRMAN VIHAR CROSSING, IN
TRANSYAMUNA AREA.

DEAR SIRS.

i e A b v msT R RS A

- 1T 1S AFTER SUF FERING AND R INNING AROUND FROM, POST TO PILLER
5:_) FOR THE LAST 18 MONTHS, THAT WE ARE APPROACHING YOUR GOOD
HONOUR FOR DELIVERING US THE JUSTICE AND ALLVIATE OUR MENTAL
AND PHYSICAL SUFFERINGS.

. WE ARE REPRESENTING A PATCH OF BUILDINGS ,A-1 TO A-16

PRIY ADARSHINI VIHAR,, PATPARG ANJ MAIN ROAD, DELHI AND ARE
LOCATED ON A NOTIFIED ROAD-PATPARGANJ MAIN ROAD STARTING
FROM JHEEL KHURANJA BUS TERMINAL TO SHAKARPUR CROSSING
CUTTING ACROSS GEETA COLONY. KHUREI KHAS, RADHU PALACE
CINEMA UPTO NIRMAN VlHAR—MADHUBAN/SHAKARPUR CROSSING.

ik i ULl

2. 1T IS ONE OF THE 2183 ROADS DECLARED ASETCOMMERCIAL IN THE
FIRST LIST, SOMETIMES IN THE 2"° HALF OF 2006 -

3 EVER SINCE THEN WE HAVE BEEN IN TOUCH WITH THE CONCERNED
AUTHORITIES OF THE ZONE, OFFICE OF DEPUTY COMMISSIONER SHADARA
SOUTH KARKARDUMA, DELHI. ENCLOSED PLEASE FIND THE COPIES OF
ALL CORRESPONDEN CES WITH THAT OFFICE INCLUDING THE FIRST
LETTER OF PROTEST DATING 24-11-2006 UNDER DIARY NUMBER 19234,
WHEN MR J P.AGGARWAL WAS THE DEPUTY COMM.

R — a e

! 4.0UR LAST CORRESPONDENCE DATED 16-4-2008 1S ALSO ENCLOSED
| HEREWITH ACKN OWLDGED BY THE D.C OFFICE UNDER DIARY NUMBER
{ 5448, FOR YOUR READY REFERENCE.

5. WE HAVE ALSO APPROACHED THE OFFICE OF CTP AND HAVE MET MR
BUGGA PERSONALLY ON A NUMBER OF OCCASSIONS AND THEY HAVE
AGREED IN PRINCIPAL THAT A HUMAN ERROR HAS TAKEN PLACE, WHERE



S

N A PATCH OF BUILDINGS, VERY MUCH IN THE MIDDLE OF A NOTIFIED
ROAD HAS BEEN EXCLUDED FOR EASONS NOT KNOWN TO US.

6. 1IF THE REASON FOR THE EXCLUSION IS THE “pLOTTED AREA”, WE FFAIL
TO UNDERSTAND HOW COME , ALL PLOTTED AREAS OF PREET VIHAR,
NIRMAN VIHAR, SWASTHA VIHAR, SHANKAR ENCLAVE, NEW RAJDHANI
ENCLAVE, HAVE BEEN DECLARED AS COMMIERCIAL, [NSPITE OF THE FACT
THAT COMMERCIAI 1SATION AT THAT PATCH 1S NOT EVEN 50 % AND
ADDED IN THE ROAD STARTING FROM MARGINAL BUND ROAD-
SHAKARPUR TOK ARKARI MORL AS A NOTIFIED ROAD, INCLUSIVE OF
PLOTTED AREAS.. THLE PLOTTED AREAS ON THL STRECTH OF VIKAS MARG
HAS A ORIGIN POINT OF ITS OWN STARTING FFROM NIRMAN VIHAR
CROSSING AND A TERMINAL POINT OF OF ITS OWN AT KARKARI
MORE.INSPITE OF THIS 1T HAS BEEN ADDED TO THE VIKAS MARG, WHERE
AS OUR PATCH OF BUILDINGS DO NOT HAVIE A ORIGIN_PO{NT OF OUR
OWN AND NO TERMINAL POINT OF OUR OWN, BUT STILL IT HAS BEEN
EXCLUDED AND TREATED AS A SEPARATE PATCI] AND EXCLUDED FROM
THE ROAD.

7. WE HAVE ALSO APPROACHED THE OFFICE OF CHAIRPERSON, STANDING
COMMITTEE MR VII ENDER GUPTA, WHO HAS ALSO INSTRUCTED THE
CONCERNED OFFICIALS TO LOOK INTO THE MATTER AND DO THE
NEEDFULL( COPY OF THF LETTER , ENCLOSED HEREWITH).

8 ENCLOSED, ALSO PLEASE FIND THE COPY OF THE OFFICIAL ORDERS
SIGNED BY EARLIER D.C. MR VERMA, STATING THE RESURVEY OF THE
ROAD IN QUESTION, BUT UNFORTUNATELY, IT HAS NOT BEEN EXECUTED
UPTILL NOW.

9. IT IS ONLY YESTERDAY THAT WHEN WE APPROACHED THE OFFICE OF
D.C, SHADARA SOUTH, WE HAVE BEEN ASKED TO PUT UP OUR
REPRESENTATION TO YOUR GOOD OFFICE AND THUS WE ARE
APPROACHING YOUR GOOD HONOUR FOR THE LONG PENDING JUSTICE
AND RELEIF.

10.IN FACT, WE ARE VERY MUCH A PART OF THE MAIN ROAD, STRECHING
FOR ALMOST 3 KMS AND ARE IN THE MIDDLE OF THE ROAD. HOW COME A
ROAD/STREET HAS BEEN DECLARED COMMERCIAL AFTER EXCLUDING 16
PLOTS, WHICH HAVE NO ORIGIN AND TERMINAL POINT OF ITS OWN.

11. WHEN IT IS NOT A SEPARATE PATCH OR A ROAD, HOW CAN THIS BE
TREATED OTHER THAN THE STATUS OF THE ROAD IN QUESTION.THE
AVERAGE OF WHOLE OF THE ROAD, SHOULD BE APPLICABLE ON THIS
PATCH, BEING VERY MUCH AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE ROAD.

- ; D 104
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IN THE WAKE OF THE ABOVE MENTIONED HARD FACTS,WE ARE
REQUESTING YOUR GOOD HONOUR, SO AS TO LOOK INTO THE MATTER
AND INSTRUCT THE OFFICIALS FOR DOING THE NEEDFULL.

FTHANKING YOU AND IN THE MEANTIML: | WE REMAIN,

VERY TRULY YOURS.

T __,:ﬁtfxm:&zrr'“"w— SRR
/" [ —

FOR & ON BEIALY OF RESIDENTS/QGCCUPANTS
OF A-1 TO A-16, PRIYADARSHINI HIHAR PATPARGAN]
MAIN ROAD, OPP RADHU PALACE CINEMA, DELHI-110092.

C.C.
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERMCD. TOWN HALL.DELHI-
OFFICE OF CTP, KASHMERI GATE, DELHI
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MCD, TOWN HALL,,
DELHI-110006
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SUBJECT;- DELIBERATE EXCLUSION OF A PATCH IN THYE MIDDLE OF A

NOTIFIED ROAD, AMONG 2183 ROADS OF THE FIRST LIST.
REQUEST FOR THE FRESH SURVEY OF PATPARGANJ MAIN ROAD,
ORIGINATING FROM THE JHEEL KHURANJA BUS TERMINAL TO
SHAKARPUR CROSSING/MADHUBAN-NIRMAN VIHAR CROSSING, IN
TRANSYAMUNA AREA.

DEAR SIRS, ,_ ye
ITIS AFTER SUFFERING AND RUNNING AROUND FROM, POST TO PILLER
FOR THE LAST 18 MONTHS, THAT WE ARE APPROACHING YOUR GOOD
HONOUR FOR DELIVERING US THE JUSTICE AND ALLVIATE OUR MENTAL

AND PHYSICAL SUFFERINGS. ,

1. WE ARE REPRESEN_TING A PATCH OF BUILDINGS ,A-1 TO A-16

_ PRIYADARSHINI VIHAR,, PATPARGANJ MAIN ROAD, DELHI AND ARE

LOCATED ON A NOTIFIED ROAD-PATPARGANJ MAIN ROAD STARTING
FROM JHEEL KHHURANJA BUS TERMINAL TO SHAKARPUR CROSSING
CUTTING ACROSS GEETA COLONY, KHUREJI KHAS, RADHU PALACE
CINEMA UPTO NIRMAN VIHAR-MADHUBAN/SHAKARPUR CROSSING.

2. IT IS ONE OF " HE 2183 ROADS DECLARED ASZ COMMERCIAL IN THE -
FIST LIST, SCvETIMES IN THE 2N° HALF OF 2006 .

o »
e

3.EVER SINCE THEN WE HAVE BEEN IN TOUCH WITH THE CONCERNED
AUTHORITIES OF THE ZONE, OFFICE OF DEPUTY COMMISSIONER SHADARA
SOUTH KARKARDUMA, DELHI. ENCLOSED PLEASE FIND THE COPIES OF
ALL CORRESPONDENCES WITH THAT OFFICE INCLUDING THE FIRST
LETTER OF PROTEST DATING 24-11-2006 UNDER DIARY NUMBER 19234,

_ WHEN MR J.P.AGGARWAL WAS THE DEPUTY COMM.

4.0UR LAST CORRESPONDENCE DATED 16-4-2008 IS ALSO'ENCLOSED

HEREWITH ACKNOWLDGED BY THE D.C OFFICE UNDER DIARY NUMBER |
5448, FOR YOUR READY REFERENCE.

5. WE HAVE ALSO' APPROACHED THE OFFICE OF CTP AND HAVE MET MR ‘
BUGGA PERSONALLY ON A NUMBER OF OCCASSIONS AND THEY HAVE
AGREED IN PRINCIPAL THAT A HUMAN ERROR HAS TAKEN PLACE , WHERE



{ A PATCH OF BUILDINGS, VERY MUCH IN ‘TELE MIDDLE OF A NOTIFIED
OAD HAS BEEN EXCLUDED FOR REASONS NOT KNOWN TO US.

|F THE REASON FOR THE-EXCLUSION IS THE “PLOTTED AREA”, WE FAIL

'0 UNDERSTAND HOW COME, ALL LOTTED AREAS OF PREET VIHAR,
IRMAN VIHAR, SWASTHA VIHAR, SHANKAR ENCLAVE, NEW RAJDHANI
INCLAVE, HAVE BEEN DECLARED AS COMMERCIAL, [NSPITE OF THE FACT |
{ HAT COMMERCIALISATION AT THAT PATCH ISNOT EVEN 50 % AND |
| \DDED IN THE ROAD STARTING FROM MARGINAL BUND ROAD- j
‘HAKARPUR TO KARKARIMORE AS A NOTIFIED ROAD, INCLUSIVE OF ' |
\LOTTED AREAS.. THE PLOTTED AREAS ON THE STRECTH OF VIKAS MARG

JAS A ORIGIN POINT OF ITS OWN STARTING FROM NIRMAN VIHAR B
“ROSSING AND A TERMINAL POINT OF OF 1TS OWN AT KARKARI |
ORE.INSPITE OF THIS IT HAS REEN ADDED TO THE VIKAS MARG, WHERE E
AS OUR PATCH OF BUILDINGS DO NOT HAVE A ORIGIN POINT OF OUR ‘
OWN AND NO TERMINAL POMNT OF OUR OWN, BUT STILL IT HAS BEEN
EXCLUDED AND TREATED AS A SEPARATE PATCH AND EXCLUDED FROM

1 L ROAD.

7. WE HAVE ALSO APPROACHED THE OFFICE OF CHAIRPERSON, STANDING
 COMMITTEE MR VIJENDER GUPTA, WHO HAS ALSO INSTRUCTED THE ,
- CONCERNED OFFICIALS TO LOOK INTO THE MATTER AND DOTHE . i
. NEEDFULL( COPY OF THE LETTER , ENCLOSED HEREWITH). :

8.E,\__:CLOSED,_71§>LSO PLEASE FIND THE COPY OF THE OFFICIAL ORDERS
SIGNED BY EARLIER D.C. MR VERMA, STATING THE RESURVEY OF THE
ROAD IN . QUESTION, BUT UNFORTUN ATELY, IT HASNOT BEEN EXECUTED
UPTILL NOW. * -

& : ,
9.1TIS ONLY YEST_ERDAY THAT WHEN WE APPROACHED THE OFFICE OF
D.C:SHADARA SOUTH, WE HAVE BEEN ASKED TO PUT UP OUR . g
REBRESENTATION TQ_YOUR GOOD OFFICE AND THUS WE ARE

' ABBROACHING YOUR GOOD HONOUR FOR THE LONG PENDING JUSTICE

PR REIéEIF i

710;_? N FACT, WE ARE-VERY MUCH A PART OF THE MAIN ROAD, STRECHING
FOR ALMOST 3 KMS AND ARE IN THE MIDDLE OF THE ROAD. HOW COME A
RQAD/ STREET HAS BEEN DECLARED COMMERCIAL AFTER EXCLUDING 16
PLQTS, WHICH HAVE NO ORIGIN AND TERMINAL POINT OF ITS OWN.

Iy / },

Al

11/ WHEN IT IS NOT A SEPARATE pATCH OR A'ROAD, HOW CAN THIS BE
 TREATED OTHER THAN THE STATUS OF THE ROAD IN QUESTIONTHE

- AYERAGE OF WHOLE OF THE ROAD, SHOULD BE APPLICABLE ON'THIS
-P%’;I;CH, BEING VERY MUCH AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE ROAD.
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|4 <FOR & ON BEHALF OF RESIDENTS/OCCUPANTS
( 7 ToF A1TOALS, PRIYADARSHINI HIHAR PATPARGAN)
© | MAINROAD; OFF RADHU PALACE CINEMA. DELHI-110092.
BCC. “
* OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERMCD, TOWE HALL,DELHI-
»_Q?FICE OF CTF, K ASHMERI GATE, DELHI
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1o S AT, ‘ Kbb | ?,-:\
Office of DEPUTY Commissiof;féf; o A \o \/b/—‘ . ?;
Shahadara South, ,; I\ ,fi..._'j-
Karkar Doma, _ : oA
Delhi. Loln

2 l }‘9— ’ L@

Subject- Inclusion of a “UNNOTIFIED PATCH” LOCATED N TT{E MIDDLE OFA
“NOTIFIED PATCH?” left out during 1* survey of COMMERCIAL ROADS, For R&ason
NOT KNOWN TO US. ) | l

Sir A
Enclosed please find Photocopy of various Correspondences that we had with your office
for the last 18 months, regarding our above mentioned LEGITIMATE & JU ST[FI}]ED

: DEMAND.
e _ Ever since the time of our First correspondence i.e. 24/11/06 (Since the tlm'e MR.
‘ ?Aﬁﬁbﬁﬁdﬂn was D.C) up till the tenure of MR P.R. SETHI, we have been continuously |
' { y

i isiting your good office but of NO AVAIL. 1
: We also approached the office of STANDING COMMI’I'I‘EE who in turn!
instructed CTP(Chief Town Planner) to look into the matter and do the need full | .
(Photocopy of the letter issued by standing comm1ttee to the CTP: Chief Town Planner is
enclosed here with) l .
We had also approached the office of monitoring commlttee with our grievande
and made them understand our plight. .
The office of Chief Town Planner, as we understand have already mstructed |
ATP(ASSlstant Town Planner) to include this Patch in the Resurvey going on these days
on the instructior:s of Hon’ble Supreme Court. The same messagefmformanon was
conveyed to works Depart. Team, who are responsible for carrying the survey. Z |
/ ' 8 unnng our last visit MR P.R Seth, then Deputy Commissioner had spoken 10 MR

‘= 'FAZAL, in front of us on the basis of our request to include our Patch, Whlch was in the
e 'middle of the Road But left over by virtue of HUMAN ERROR. . o 1 ‘
s ;3‘. . " Uptill this morning we understand that no-action has been taken to sef nght the
i " mistake which has brought untold mental agony and turmoil. Our enclosure are self |
4 ~ explanatory in terms of what has happened and what is our stand on that. May we request

your good honor to look into our genuine grievance and instruct the concerned _
department to do the need full, as we have alrcady gone through enough suffenng

Very truly yours

For Resident of A-1 to A-16,
P.D Vihar, Delhi

s




DELHI NAGAR NIGAM

",THE PRESENT REPRESENTATION 1S REGARDING A STRETCH OF ROAD WHICH 1S PART OF THE ROAD
NOTIFIED UNDER MIXED USE pPOLICY UNDER MPD 2001. THE LIST OF THE MIXED USE STREET
WERE NOTIFIED THROUGH ZONAL DEVOLPMENT PLANS , PREPARED UNDER MPD 2001, WHILE
NOTIFYING THE PATPARGAN] ROAD FROM JHEEL BUS TERMINAL TO RAILWAY CROSSING, A
RIDER HAS BEEN FURTHER ADDED (EXCLUDING COOPERATIVE HOUSE BUILDING SOCIETIES

" AND REHABILITAION COLONIES).

HOWEVER , UNDER THE MIXED USE POLICY AS ANNOUNCED IN SEPTEMBER 2006, UNDER
WHICH VARIOUS STREETS WERE NOTIFIED AS MIXED USE AND COMMERCIAL STREETS, THERE
WAS NO SUCH RESTRICTION TO EXCLUDE THE CHBS AND REHABILITAION COLONIES. THE
ZONE IN ITS WwispoM DID NOT SURVEY THE PATPARGAN) ROAD, CONSIDERING T ALREADY
NOTIFIED STREET. HOWEVER, A REPORT WAS SOUGT FROM EACH ZONE TO SEE IF THE
EARLIER NOTIFIED STREET HAVE MORE THAN 70% PROPERTIES, UNDER COMMERCIAL USE,
THESE WERE NOTIFIED AS COMMERCIAL STREETS, BASED ON SUCH REPORTS. AS SUCH
WHILE CONSIDERING 1T AS COMMERCIAL STREET, THE STERTCH EARLIER NOTIFIED AS
EXCLUDED, REMAINED EXCLUDED AND THERE FOR SUBSEQUENTLY SEALED ALSO.

A VIEW THEREFORE NEEDS TO BE TAKEN THAT COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES WERE EXISTING
IN THIS STRETCH ALSO (HAVING BEEN SEALED). THIS LEFT OUT PORTION OF THE ROAD
COULD ALSO HAVE QUALIFIED TO BE DECLARED AS COMMERCIAL STREET, 1F PROPER
SURVEY WAS CONDUCTED AT THAT TIME. SINCE THE sTATUS OF THE ENTIRE ROAD
INCLUDING THE EXCLUDED PORTION 15 ALREADY AVAILABLE ON RECORD WITH THE ZONE,
THE REQUEST FOR DESEALING THE PROPERTIES, THEREFORE NEEDS TO BE CONSIDERED BY
THE ADMINSTRATION.

IN VIEW OF ABOVE THE LEFT OUT STRETCH, IF ALSO INCLUDED, WILL RETAIN THE
STATUS OF ROAD AS COM\MERGAL. NEEDS FAVOURABLE CONSIDERATION PLEASE.

CHIEF TOWN PLANNER DY TOWN PLANNER(G)

10-2-2009 6-2-2009




26

DELHI NAGAR NIGAM

MAY KINDLY PERSUE THE NOTE OF T.P DEPARTMENT AT PAGE 1/N, WHREIN IT HAS BEEN
MENTIONED THAT THE LEFT OUT PORTION OF THE ROAD COULD ALSO HAVE BEEN QUALIFIED
TO BE DECLARED AS COMMERCIAL STRET, IF A PROPER SURVEY WAS CONDUCTED AT THAT
TIME AND SINCE THIS LEFT OQUT STRETCH WAS EXCLUDED FROM THE NOTIFICATION , THE
PROPERTIES COMING UNDER THIS LEFT QUT STRETCH WERE SEALED. THE T.P. DEPARTMENT
HAS VIEWED THAT THESE PROPERTIES COULD BE CONSIDERED FOR DESEALING BY THE
ADMINSTRATION. IN THIS REGARD, A MEETING WAS ALSO HELD IN THE CHAMBER OF
ADDITIONAL - COMMISSIONER ( ENGG.) ALONG WITH CHIEF TOWN PLANNER.

HOWEVER, THE APPLICANTS HAVE REPRESENTED THAT THEIR PROPERTIES WERE SEALED
AGAINST THE MISUSE AND WERE LATER DESEALED BY THE MONITEERING COMMITTEE, AFTER
SUBMITTING AN AFFIDAVIT THAT SUCH PROPERTIES WOULD BE USED ONLY RESIDENTIAL
PURPOSE.

THE MATTER WAS ALSO DISCUSSED WITH MONITEERING COMMITTEE AND IT WAS ALSO
FELT BY THEM THAT THIS STRETCH COULD HAVE BEEN INCLUDED IN THE NOTIFIED ROAD
FROM JHEEL BUSTERMINAL TO MADHUBAN RAILWAY CROSSING.

AS PER THESAID NOTE OF THE T.P DEPARTMENT, ON THE BASIS OF RECORD AVAILABLE
WITH THE RESPECTIVE ZONE, THE SAID NOTIFIED HAS MORE THAN 70% PROPERTIES
UNDER COMMERCIAL USE.

FROM THE ABOVE FACT, IT SEEMS THAT THE SAID STRETCH HAD INADVERTENTLY BEEN
EXCLUDED FROM THE NOTIFIED ROAD BECAUSE OF THE IMPROPER SURVEY AND MISTAKE.
HAD THE PROPER SURVEY BEEN CONDUCTED, THIS STRETCH WOULD HAVE ALSO BEEN
INCLUDED IN THE NOTIFIED ROAD.

NOW, THE HONBL. SUPREME COURT HAS STAYED THE FURTHER NOTIFICATION OF ROADS, IN
THE MATTER OF M.C.MEHTA VS. UOI AND OTHERS.

IN THE VIEW OF THE ABOVE, IT IS SUBMITED THAT THE SAID PROPERTIES, WHICH WERE
EXCLUDED FROM THE ABOVE REFERED NOTIFIED ROAD, COULD BE ALLOWED FOR THE
COMMERCIAL USE AS A PART OF THE NOTIFIED ROAD TILL THE AMMENDMENT IS DONE, IN
THE SAID NOTIFIED ROAD BY THE WAY OF NOTIFICATION OR TILL THE OUT COME OF THE
DECISION OF THE HONBL. SUPREME COURT IN THIS REGARD, AFTER TAKING AN AFFIDAVIT
FROM THE APPLICANTS THAT THEY WILL ABIDE BY THE ORDER OF THE HONBL. SUPREME
COURT IN THIS REGARD AND KEEP THE MCD/GOVT. HARMLESS AND CHANGE THE USE AS
PER THE FINAL VERDICT OF THE HONBLE. COUR.

S.E (B) HQ E.E.(B) HQ-I! ADD.COM.(ENGG)

03-03-09 02/03/09 03/03/09

-
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P

ATION FOR INSPECTION AND SEEKING INFORMATION UNDER RIGHT TO
AATION ACT 2005

10,

THE SENIO < TOWN PLANNER é;
MCD,4™ F_OOR, OLD HINDU COLLEGE BUILDING E;(?

KASHMER! GATE, DELHI-110006

A. COCNTACT DETAILS
NAME CF THE APPIC ANT:- DR ASHISH MAKKAR
MAILING ADDRESS:- A-1, PRIYADARSHINI VIHAR,PATPARGANJ MAIN ROAD, DELHI-
110092
MOEB. NO.:-9871504486
WHEATHER A CITIZEN OF INDIA - YES.

B. DE’AILS OF INFORMATION SOUGHT:-

115 THERE A RESTRICTION TO INCLUDE THE PLOTS OF CHBS(COOPERATIVE HOUSE

BUILDING SOCIETY) ABUTTING THE NOTIFIED COMMERCIAL/MIXED USE ROADS,

. SO DECLARED BY MCD IN 2006 AFTER THE AMENDMENTS/MODIFICATIONS DATED

T 7-9-2006 AND 15-9-2006, TO THE MPD.

2.UNDER WHAT CATEGORY, PLOTS FALLING/ABUTTING COMMERCIAL ROAD
DECLARED UNDER NAME AND STYLE OF "FROM MADHUBAN CHOWK TO KARKARI

; MORE-VIKAS MARG" IN SHAHDARA SOUTH ZONE, HAVE BEEN TREATED.

I : 3 HAVE ALL THE PLOTS OF CHBS ABUTTING NOTIFIED COMMERCIAL /MIXED USE

F(’OAD'C BEEN GIVEN THE SAME TREATMENT/STATUS, AS PER THE NEW MASTER

PLAN MPD-2021,"AFTER AMMENDMENT/MODIFICATIONS DATED 7™ SEPTEMBER
. 2006 AND 15™ SEPTEMBER 2006.

lq\

N

C.WHEATER THE INFORMATION SOUC‘SHT RELATES TO THIRD PARTY:- NO*
D.SPECIFY THE PARTICULARS OF INFORMATION REQUIRED:- AS. ALREADY STATED
ABOVE

E. CONCERNED DEPARTMENT - ZHIEF TOWN PLANNER
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F.PARTICULARS OF INFCRMATION REQUIRED - AS ABOVE
C.WHEATER AFPLICATIDN BELONGS TO BPL CATEGORY:- NO
H.DETAILS OF FEE PAID - RS 10/

DR AS MAKKAR

A-1, PRIYADARSHINI VIHAR
PATPARGAN MAIN ROAD, DELH-110092
MOB._9871506486

B AL ifd .
AGRKAR MEDichs -

A1 4
-1, F‘nyadar.‘;‘_w .
Deinhj. 1 1005
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A

APPEAL UNDER RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT 2005

FROM:- DR ASHISH MAKKAR

f e
i A-1, PRIYADARSHINI VIHAR,PATPARGANIJ MAIN ROAD /<§ )
i *93 I E \\:’\7,’

i Elan ‘
Hming Des
o P Lepars

 DELHI-110092

APPELLATE AUTHORITY-CHIEF TOWN PLANNER
4™ FLOOR, NIGAM BHAWAN, KASHMERE GATE,

DELHI-110006 -

SUBJECT:- LETTER NUMBER TP/G/7612/10 DATED 18-5-2010 ADDRESSED TO US  BY THE
OFFICE OF SENIOR TOWN PLANNER(L)/(PIO) . IN RESPONSE TO OUR RTI APPLICATION
1.D.NUMBER 2378 FILED VIDE RECEIPT NUMBER DATED

{PHOTO-COPY OF THE RTI APPLICATION AND THE RECEIPT FOR RS.10/=, ENCLOSED
HEREWITH FOR YOUR READY REFERENCE)

DEAR SIRS, . I

THIS REFERS TO THE ABOVE MENTIONED SUBJECT AND IN THE SAME CONNECTION, WE
ARE APPROACHING YOUR OFFICE FOR CLARIFICATIONS, REQUIRED IN THE SAME g
MATIER AND WOULD LIKE TO STATE AS FOLLOWS:-

| THE LEARNED SR. TOWN PLANNER IN HIS LETTER ADDRESSED TO v
‘ e ERE AS WE BN
CLARIFICATION ON THE ISSUE OF GROUP HOUSING e GO
@S0 OPERATIV HOUSING BUILDING SOCIETY), AS OUR PLOT ABUTTING THE
SUAIN PATPARGANJ ROAD  WAS ALLOTTED TO US BY THE COOPERATIVE HOUSE
BUILDING SOCIETY AND NOT BE ANY GROUP HOUSE BUILDING SOCIETY.
> THERES A MARKED DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CHBS AND GHBS, WHICH A SENIOR
OFFICER OF THE TOWN PLANNING DEPARTMENT, SHOULD HAVE KNOWN VERY

WELL BEFORE WRITING TO US AND SHOULD HAVE READ THE REQUIREMENTS OF

e ———




THE APPLICATION VERY WELL. IT SEEMS THAT HE HAS NOT GONE THROUGH THE
APPLICATION, WELL.

ITIS VERY CLEAR THAT THE REPLY TO OUR RTI APPLICATION, WAS MERELY A
FORMALITY AND THE SENIOR TOWN PLANNER(L)/(PIO) HAS NOT TAKEN THE
APPLICATION , SERIOUSLY.

4. WE ARE ALSO ENCLOSING THE COPY OF THE LETTER NUMBER TP/G/7612/10
DATED 18-5-2010 ISSUED BY SR. TOWN PLANNER AND A COPY OfF QUR RTI
APPLICATION, UNDER WHICH WE HAD SOUGHT CLARIFICATION ON THE ISSUE OF
CHBS AND NOT GHBS, FOR YOUR KIND PERUSAL AND CONSIDERATION.

S.THE OFFICE OF SENIOR PLANNER, HAS ALSO NOT REPLIED OTHER POINTS AND
INFORMATION SOUGHT UNDER THE APPLICATION AND THUS THE APPEAL IS TO LOOK
INTO THE MATTER.

WE HOPE THAT BEING THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY, IN THE MATTER, YOUR OFFICE WOULD
BE GOOD ENOUGH TO GIVE US THE RIGHT CLARIFICATION ON THE INFORMATION
SOUGHT.

THANKING YOU AND WITH BEST REGARDS,WE REMAIN,

VERY TgéLY YOURS

DR ASHISH MAKKAR

A-1, PRIYADARSHINI VIHAR, PATPARGANJ MAIN ROAD,DELHI-110092

S




MUNICIPAL CORIY YILA L HON OFf
TOWN PLANNING (DRE l’.-\l(‘l'[\'llﬂN'I' :
Nicam Bhawan, Kashimoet e Sew Dethi 11000(’\

No: TP/G/ ‘806‘[\\[ Dated:

To,
\_"Dr. Ashok Makkar,
A- 1. Priyadarshini Vibar,
Patparganj Main Road, Dethi.

! Sub: - Regarding 1™ appeal before the tirst \ppeliate Authority against the-‘r-c'plv of LD, =

Ref:- Your letter dated 07-06-10.

e Sir,
This is with reference to your above referred letter. The clarification sought vide your
aforesaid letter w.r.t. the RT1 application is as under:- -
L. Thc. following sketch of Vikas Mary has been declared as Commercial Street vide
notification dated 15-09-06.

Name of Road Stretch
Vikas Marg, ’ Madhuban Chowk to Karkari

iy More, Preet Vihar. Shankar " ow
i | Nagar, New Rajdhani Enclave etc.

As per the mixed use regulations mentioned in chapter 15 of MPD- 202'1; all residential
1 plots (CHBS plols. also); which abut and falls in the aforesaid stretch shall avaﬂ the benefits of

P j commercial (LS o)

2.. Till date the status of the aforesaid stretch of road remnain as Commercial Street.

3. The above information provided regarding the CHBS plots is applicable to thls 'pa;ticular

A
*

stretch of road only.

This is for vour kind information please.

Yours faithfully,

i ‘ Sr. Town Planner (L)
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IUNMICIPAL CORPORATION OF DELLI
TCOWNPLANNING DEPARTMENT

NIGAM  BHAVAN
KASHMERE GATE
DELHI-110006

Dated:.. \Dl%\\{) ..

1.D.No.2378

-Sub:- “Appeal under RTI Act, 2005.

iy

i

notifie

+

N

The appe
he information,
__‘Bf;,.;iilding, opposi
:90 days -

B
7

T

; a3 b e e
b

)

&
15

e Subsequent to issuing the letter No.TP/G/8715/10 dated 23.7.2010, the
appellants were heard once again,

It is further clarified that the policy of the
d by DDA in September, 2006 and then
Delhi-2021, there is no such condition of excli
streets or commiercial streets as nolified under the policy, Such a condition,
- however, existed under the mixeduse poli

Y

‘Mixeduse Regulations’ as
again as part of Master Plan for
usion of CHBS from the mixeduse

¢y notified under the MPD-2001.,

al thus stands disposed of. If the appellant is not satisfied with
he may approach to the Central Information Commission, Club
te Ber Sarai Market, Old JNU Campus, New Delhi-67 within

Chief Town Planner
1* Appellate Authority
- Tel. No.23966788

:'A.Ashish Makkar, A

-1, Priyadarshini Vihar, Palpar Gnuj Muin Road,
5 Delhi-110092, ' '
2. Sr.Town Planner(L)/PIO

v
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A wnepiro P11, JE SIS

- ©7 914628233
P—  £SGAL AND TECHNICAL SERVICES BUREAU
- ~Main BazarLaxnmi-N ' 2

Head Office : Fis

7, &

Ref No (’Tg/%é/o/ N @// 0 Dated 26 3+ 20/
T
I’he Commissioner.
M.C.D.. Town Hall

Delhi

Sub: Legal Notice

‘ Dear Sir.

)
s * On authorization and instructions of our clients property owners of
ﬁ%{‘ig l"‘%ropertries marked as A-] to A-16"on a stretch of Main Patpar Ganj Road shown

in Red colour n Map enclosed as Annexure-A (list of owners annexed here to
and marked as Annexure-B). this legal notice is served upon you. detailing
herein relevant facts and relief sought for.

1. That Patpar Ganj Road as shown in yellow colour has already been o
notified ac Commercial Road on the basis of norms fixed for the same
except stretdch of road in question shown in red colour.

2. That under mixed use Policy mooted out in Sept. 2006 under which
various streets were notified as mixed use and commercial street.

3. That Shahdara Zone of MCD did not conduct survey of Patpar Ganj

. ~ Road considering the ‘said road entirely as already notified street,

(ﬁ. : though a portion of Patparganj Road marked in Red Colour, consisting

| 5 p NDRI{'QHJNI vi fiaket properties from A-1 to A-16 has been excluded fram the earlier
R4 notification even though this stretch was also under commercial use.

4. That as per your direction each zone was to submit report in respect of
streets having more than 70% properties under commercial use. From
Shahdara Zone report it appeared that though Patpar Ganj Road has
already been notified earlier as commercial street but excluding the
stretch in question. Shahdara Zone did not bother to find out or
conduct survey in respect of properties A-1 to A-16 on this stretch of
the Road. Consequently this stretch of Road remained excluded from
notification and properties were sealed and the properties are lying
sealed. Had the concerned zone done proper survey of this stretch

. also which was under more than 70% ¢ommercial use. This stretch
also could have been included in the notification in 2006 itself and a
great injustice and discrimination could have been avoided.




) - | .
_), M v 0 ea'é Z”’/
, Foefegal & Technical Services Bureau

/ 40 /70 .9146235‘!‘?{"{;

i -Office T
Resi-cum ice 914628233

¢l: * »GAL AND TECHNICAL SERVICES BUREAU

Head Office : G-80/205, 206, Main Bazar, Laxmi Nagar, Delhi-110 092

Ref. No Dated.

5. That from the information collected through RTI by an affected person
MCD has already realized that the stretch in question had
inadvertently been excluded from the notified Roads as Shahdara
Zone did not bother to conduct a proper survey. It is a clear cut case
that, had the proper survey been conducted the stretch in question

could also been included in notification declaring this portion also as
commercial .

A case on this issue filed by Mr. M.C. Mehta is already pending in the
™ Hon’ble Supreme Court, to prevent further injustice and discrimination, till the
said case is finally disposed off by the Hon’ble Supreme Court, or the said
stretch is notified through a fresh notification. as an interim measure, these
properties be de-sealed and property owners be allowed commercial activities
on this stretch also.

Y

Our clients are prepared to give an undertaking under an affidavit that
they would abide by the final out come of the case pending for final disposal in
Hon’ble Supreme Court.

—~— This interim relief be ordered within 15 days from the date of receipt of
this notice, as our clients have already suffered huge financial losses because of
improper survey of Shahdara Zone. If relief sought for is not granted within the
prescribed period, as per instructions of our clients, we would be compelled to
file a suit to seek relief from injustice and discrimination done to our clients. \

) Yours faithfully,

S-513 IInd Floor, Shakarpur,
Main Vikas Marg, Delhi-110092
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iIN THE SUPREME CGURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
1.A. No. 2501-02 in I.LA. No. 22
in
Vrit Petition No. 4677 of 1985

IN THE MATTER OF:

Hi

M.C. MEHTA. ...PETITIONER

VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. ...RESPONDENTS

AND IN THE MATTER OF.

DR. ASHiISH MAKKAR & ORS. . .APPLICANTS
INDEX
SL.NO. PARTICULARS PAGES
1 Short Afiidavit on behalf of MCD as per order dated f -3
3.08.2011
L
? o 2 @ i
: A LT C LA T

DRAWN BY: FILED BY:
Sanjiv Sen P. Parameswaran
Standing Counsel, MCD Advocate-on-record for the MCD

Supreme Court of india

New Delhi
Datedl:ﬁ -08.2011.
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iN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CiViL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

[.A. No. 2501-02 In L.A. No. 22

in Goriiies o ks W coc
Writ Petition No. 4677 of 1985 Lﬁ oe wﬂ
fariricad .
IN THE MATTER OF: - _'3 [1__ é
1 W Mﬁ e f
M.C. MEHTA. ...PETITIONER /
VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. ...RESPONDENTS
AND IN THE MATTER OF:
DR. ASHISH MAKKAR & ORS. ...APPLICANTS

SHORT AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF MCD

AS PER ORDER DATED 3.08.2011.

i I, Shamsher Singh, working as the Chief Town Planner, Municipal
r- ’

A - Corporation of Pelhi and having my office at Dr. SPM Civic Centre, JLN

Marg, New délgi- 110002 do hereby solemply declare and affirm as

under:-

1. The status as per notification .dated 7.09.2006 and 15 09.2006 of
the stretch/ street in question wés alreédy pléced before this Court

in the affidavit filed on 2.08.2011 as follows.

2. That it is submitted that in Annexure-| to the Notification dated
7.09.2006 at Zone ‘E’ (SI. No. 13) the impugned stretch/street was

included as Mixed Use Streets as follows:-

123
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1

‘MIXED USE STREETS IN VARIOUS ZONES OF DELHI,

6 Zone- E:

13 Patpargan) Road From Jheel Bus Terminal to
Madhuvan  Railway Crossing
excluding the GHBS and
Rehabilitation Colonies "
3 That after survey another Notification dated 15.09.2006 was
notified and this stretch/street of Patparganj Road was notified as
commercial as follows:-

‘Commercial streets
.Shahdara (Scuth) Zone
. 3 Patparganj Road From Jheel Bus Terminal to
Madhuvan Railway Crossing
excluding the CHBS and
Rehabilitation Colonies.”
4 That it is most respectfully submitted that the stretch/street of the
Applicants i.e. A-1 to A-16 Priyadarshani Vihar qualified to be
included in the whole iength of the street i.e. Patpargan] Main Road

starting from Jheel Bus Terminal as its origin point to Madhuvan

Railway Crossing as its terminal point.

*

5. It is clarifieq that the impugned stretch/street of the applicants in
question i.e. A-1 to A-16 Priyadarshani Vihar would also be covered
as a commercial stretch/ street since they qualified to be included in
the whole length of the street ie. Patparganj Main Road starting

from Jheel Bus Terminal as its origin point to Madhuvan Railway

Crossing at its terminal point. The impugned stretch/street in
question qualifies to be declared as commercial as per norms laid
down in Master Plan Delhi 2021. Moreover, CHBS i.e. Cooperative

Housing Building Societies in which the applicants shops/

129
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establishments are/ were siwated are aualified to be included as a
commercial street sirstch under MPD 2021 In the present case,
the applicants siretchistreer would be covered as a commercial
stretch / street since it fulfill the parameters of a commercial street/

stretch as per the norms I2id down in MPD 2021.

In view of the above this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to pass

appropriate orde’s in the facts and circumstances of the matter.

Goviitloa f/]
DEPONENT

VERIFICATION:

|, the deponent abovenamed, do hereby verify that the contents of
paras 1 to 6 of this affidavit are irue and correct to rny knowledge and

belief. No part of it is faise and nothing material has been concealed.

Verified at New Dzl5i on this ?;:gay of August 2011

CERTIFIED In;ii THE CONTENTS EXPLAINED
TO THE DEPONENT EXCUTANT WHO IS
SEEMED PERFECT 70 UNDERSTAND &
AFFIRMED DEPOSED & BEFORE ME
AT DELHI ON... cenrenen INDENTIFIED BY

C)g:i LAY i Ppu—"““‘b"‘h

A
! ) b
Aoy e
?{ Rt =10 S
. ¢ SIGNE
‘J =R

L IR S
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