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| =z, Despateh. .o=v: oi{/ ..... Dated 27712/
To S PSIIE o\ e
\{ The Vice Chairman, 2. | The Commissionsr, R
Delhi Development Authority, -~ | Municipal Corporation of Delhi,
Vikas Sadan, [NA, Civic Centre, Minto Road,
/| New Delhi. 1 New Delhi-2
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M’@ I am dll’ECtEd to forward herewith a copy of representation
prs-C |
| '/d'a’ted (G -rr-2010 received from _Szu7h /ﬂa-f/{/( /\/5’7“l~ /Uzici/'wf
| 'fl" >SCLC[\G'I[J\C;LL‘ on the

subject cited above for appropriate action, under intimation to this

Ministry. de!(}L endlense 4 Lopy @& me} te Uos WU‘\Mzhﬁ
Yours faithfully,
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w4 5233“5 <i ¢ )Z,L,

t-mh-.?..e'.‘/’)f 2az). ! (Sunil Kumar)

Under Secretary (DDIB)
Tel.No.230616381
Encl. ve. K\S% \6\1
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Dy. No...ﬂ g:{“—‘.‘_ W"w&l
Date..2.e..) 2. n &,‘1 L

(personal attention of Sh. Kamal Nath Ji) /LV
. ‘J,  L—

- M = s ")
Re: Illegal constructions on buildings not be sealed upto 2014. os fo UD“S

The Honable Minister for Urban Development,
Government of India, Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi.

a (UL
Respected Sir, el

Perhaps your goodself would not be aware that by this your decision of
reviewing the entire MPD 202[ has saved lacs of persons becoming homeless
due to large scale of anomalies. The pre 1962 refugees built residential
properties above shops in approx 100 such local shopping centers throughout
Delhi were refused by a decision of the DDA to give protection for
regularization of their properties as per norms of MPD 202l . in 2010.

The Municipal councilors Sh. Gulshan Bhatia and Member of the DDA
Shri Sudesh Bhasin vide their enclosed copies of letters have drawn your
attention on this hot issue and has requested that the unauthorized constructions‘
existing of more than 40 years old in residential flats in LSCs should be given

same relief as bemg provided under the MPD 202l to bring uniformity and
justice to all in the public interest.

The residents in these flats above shops in pre 1962 developed Reh.
Colonies .are full of fear psychosis and are expecting visionary plan for the
capital. The Public Notification so issued will define the particular type of
properties or as a whole and includes these pre 1962 developed LSCS having
residential regularisable floors came up more prior to Feb 2006 will also be
prevented from sealing and demolitions upto Dec. 2014. Request for few v words
from your courtesy.

With re
Yours sincerely.
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Shri Kamal Nath ji fresiTeli

The Hon'ble Minister for Urban Levelopment.
Government of India.

Nirman Bhawan.

New Delhi,

Subject:-Glaring anomalies in the MPD-2021,

Sir,

First of ail 1 want to congratuiate vou for vour public statement that the MPD-
2021 does not have potentiality to meet the demand of planned dev clopment of the
city and has many loop-holes in its implementation.

There may be many anomalies. which n ay have been brought to your notice
by some other sources. However, the class. which lias totaliy been not iouched una:.r
the MPD-2021 and is the sufferer, is the ailottees of shop-cum-residence in more than
100 local shopping centers, who were refugees from ihe arcas of a,ou posm. [n_dia but ”
were forced to abandon all their belongings including houscs. shops. “factories.
agriculture land at the time of partition of India.

These refugees were allotted built-up shop-cum-residence by the Governmen:
having standard building plan i.c. the shop at Ground Floor and the residence at First
UQQ[’. long berore coming into force. sven the first Master Plan effective from

1.9.1962. With the passing of time. they have established themselves.

With obvious reasons and population explosion in Delhi. as per the atfidavit
filed by the MCD in the Hon'ble Delhi High Court. there are variations/violations of

bulldmu byelaws almost in all the bmldms_s whether these are situated in planned or

unplann od areisT

Due <0 shorrage of land. the citv has arown up vertically. Similarly the
occupants aliczees of these nearly 100 Local Shopping Centers as notified by the
Governmen: -7 india. at the time of their allotment. have Lonslructed one or two more
stories on tha:: allotted structure. .

Thus =ese markets are though of pre of 1962 category but are class apart from
other pre 19-2 :ommercial/residential areas.

The Z:mz 5.1 of the MPD-2021 contains that residential areas and
streets/struct2-zs earlier declared as commercial arcas/streets or where commercial

use was alo: -'-f:l in_ MPD 1962 shall continue as such at least to the extent as

permissible = NPD-1962. Commercial activities e existing prior to 1962 are also
permitted s:' 221 1o documentary proof thereof.
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On the other hand all such areas having similar violations in respect of
building/commercial activities have been given relief in the shape by declaring them
under Mixed Land Use Rules. /
' ™

Ridiculously. when the matter was discussed in the Technical Commitiee of
DDA vide Item No.50/10 dated 12.11.2010 (Development Contiol Norms for
Notified LSCs-erstwhile shop-cumi-residence). the decision was that the Developiment
Control Norms adopted in MPI) 2021 for residential plot cannot be extended jor
shop-cum-residence plot and it will be soverned with the standard plan Fomn

Resultantly. the privately constructed residential/commercial areas situated in
the surrounding of these L3Cs are getting relief under the provisions of the MPL-
2021 in respect of residential and commercial buildings and wade but not in the
government allotted 100 L.SCs built up as per the standard building plan as approved
by the government at the time of settlement of the refugees from Pakistan. -

If the decision of the DDA Technical Committee is implemented thea all these
100 LSCs will be demolished and their occupants will be rendered homeless and
Jobless i.e. they will be refugees again after more than 60 years. [s it the prize of their
extreme sacrifices at the time of Independence of the Country?

I hope that you will also agree that the condition of continuance of same
commercial activities existing pre 1962 areas lacks justification and logic so0 much s0
that you cannot expect from a businessman/or by his successor to continue the same
business which was 60 vears back.

Under the above, facts it is requested that the allottees/occupiers of these 100
LSCs (allotted by the Government) may be given the same relief as is being provided
under the MPD 2021 to similarly situated properties, till the intended redrafiing of the

MPD-2021 where specific provisiong for these LSCs may be made.
With kind regards.

Yours sincerely.

i
(Gutsttan Bhatin)

X
Copy for information to- /T //7//
I. Hon’ble Lt. Governnor, Dxelhi. Raj Niwas, Delhi.
2. The Development Commissioner. Master Plan Sector. DDA. Vikash Minar.

I.P.Estate, New Delhi-110002.
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o Shri Kamal Nath ji
The Hon ble Minister for [rhas Develapmens
Government of India.
Nirman Bhawan.
New Delhi.

Subject:-Glaring anomalies in the MPD-2021

.
Sir.
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First o1 all | want to congratuiate you for your public stmement that the MPD-

city and has many loop-holes in its implememation,

2021 does not have potentiality 1v meet the demund of planned development of the

There may be many anomalies. which iy uave been brought o your notice

by some other sources. However, the class. which lies totaliy been not iouched under
the MPD-2021 and is the sufferer. is the ailotiecs of shop-cum-residence in more than
100 local shorping centers. who were refugees trom ihe ateas ¢f composite India but
were forced to abandon all their belongings inchuling houscs. shops. factories.
agriculture [2::d at the time of partition of India.

These refugees were allevted built-up shop-cum-residence by the Government
having standard building plan i.c. the shop at Ground Floor and the residence at First
Floor. long »etfore coming inte force. sven the {irst Master Plan eftective from
1.9.1962. Witk the passing of time. they have esiablished themselves.

With o™ious reasons and population explosion in Delhi. as per the afTidavit
filed by the “:CD in the Hon'ble Delhi Iigh Court. there are variations/violations of
building byelzws almost in all the buildings whether these are situated in planned or
unplanned ars:s.

Due ¢ shonage of land. the city has grown up vertically. Similarly. the
occupants allcnees of these nearly 100 Local Shopping Centers as notified by the
Governmen: 7 India. at the time of their allcunent. have constructed one or two more
stories on thza:- zilotted structure.

Thus =23 markets arc though of pre of 1962 category but are class apart from
other pre 19-2 ;ommercial/residential areas.

The Tzimz 5.1 of the MPD-2921 contains that residential areas and
streets'struct_-zs carlier declared as commercial arcas/streets or where commercial
use was ai 33 i MPD 1962 shall continuc as such at least to the extent as
permissible .= MPD-1962. Commercial activities existing prior to 1962 are also

permitted s> 227 10 documentary proof thereof.
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building/commercial activitics have been given relief in the shupe by deciaring them
undet Mixed Land Use Rules.

Ridiculously. when the muatter was discussed in the Technical Cormitiee of
DDA vide ltem No.50/10 datxd 12.11.2010 (Development Conuel Norms for
Notified LSCs-erstwhile shop-curi-residence). the decision was that the Developniem
Control Norms adopted in hMPI) 2021 for residential plot cannot be extended ior
shop-cum-residence plov and it will be governed with the standard plan

Resultantly. the privaiely construcied residential/commercial areas situated in
the surrounding of these 1LSUs are getiing relief under the provisions of the MPD-
2021 in respect of resideniial and commercial buildings and trade but not in ihe
government allotted 100 L.SCs built up as per the standard building plan as approved
by the government at the time of settlement of the refugees from Pakistan.

If the decision of the DDA Technical Committee is implemenied then all these
106 LSCs will be demolished and their occupants will be rendered homeless and
Jobless i.c. they will be refugees again afier more than 60 vears. Is it the prize of their
extreme sacrifices at the time of independence of the Country?

I hope that you will also agree that the condition of centinuance of same
commereial activities existing pre 1962 areas lacks justification and logic so much so
that you cannot expect [rom a businessman/or by his successor to continue the same
business which was 60 v cars back.

Under the above. facts it is requested that the allottees/occupiers of these 100
-SCs (allotted by the Government may be given the same relief as is being provided
under the MPD 2021 1o similarly situated properties. till the intended redrafiing of the
MPL-2021. where specitfic provisions lor these LSCs may be made.

Yours sincerely.

C
(Cadtstran Bhatin)
e
’ /

With kind regards.

Copy for information 1o-

I. Hon'ble Lt. Governnor. Delhi. Raj Niwas. Delhi.
2. The Development Commissioner. Master Plan Sector. DD A. Vikash Minar.
1.P Estate, New Delhi-110002.
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Suggestion for reviewing of MPD 2021 /review of Tech. Committee decision item No
50/10 DT 12.11.10

Sub: Development control norms for notified LSCs. 4.4.3 mew para te be added
Near RESIDENSIAL PLOT-PLOTTED HOUSING

Dear Sir.

This is our prime necessity to interfere the decision of the Tech. Comanitice of
DDA in which in there 8" meeting vide item No. 50/10 took a decision without goin [
into its detailed pros and cons. and ignoring the suggestions of Municipal Corporaticn of
Deilii uuder which the Tech. Committee bas indirectiy oidered the Municipal
Carporation of Delhi to demolish the old built structures without saaciion on com. resi
plots i.e. in all shopping centers of Delhi including 80 such centers which came inic
existence prior to 1962 and these additions carried on residentia! tlais pertain o the pesicd
when these LSCs were under L&DO i.e. under Ministry of Utban Developrient and
Lé&DQ under decision of Cabinet transferred these to Municipal Corporation o :2elhi in
the vear 2007.( copies of the minutes of MCD recommendations di. 28.5.:¢ and
Tech.Committee of DDA decision dt. 12.11.2010 are enclosed herewith)

. In that decision the tech. Committee has totally reversed the Dev. Conirol norms
and has divided Delhi into 2 type of land one residential plots 2nd the other com.
residential plots and the permissible FAR in both differs. There is likelv to be two
parameters for Delhi one will get development code and norms for residential piois on the
basis of MPD 2021 whereas the local shopping markets throughout in De'hi will continue
10 get standard plans FAR which is far below to the new protection given in MPD 2021.
as per decision of Tech. Committee of DDA. If it is so its effect will fail maximum on
pre 1962 developed LSCs, which were allotied against their clzims to the refugees.
migrated from Pakistan at the time of partition. The additions of covered area were done
by them on its first floor above shops without permission. Ai thai the L&DO under
MOUD never objected nor any action for canceling their leasc due to vioiation non
compoundable was initiated against them and these encouraged them (o carryv such



additions. i

The reason for non allowing the additional FAR permissible under MPD 2007
according to Tech. Committee observation is merely Parking congestion and traffic
violation which is no valid reason and has no relevancy with jt. Whether the Tech.
Committee on regularisating the other residentiaj plots kas ordercd to follow the Standard
Plan norms due to parking problems and congestion where all such mixed jand shops has
€ven no provision of parking today whereas all these local shopping centers are well
developed in planned areas and maximum have parking facilities etc. On this reason only
the major part of Delhi i.e. all the local shopping centers residences came even prior to
1962 and after it cannot be made eligible for pull down. Hence for this category only the
standard plan formula, which was applicable during the period from 1962 and 1990, has
been made applicable for all LSCs land by the Tech. Commiee decision. How the Govt.
takes decision to go to reverse norme st thie ctona?

sold out due to recent ban of POA instrument. The purchase of alternate flats at this stage
will be beyond capacity due to high rise cost index. As soon as the Govt decision for non
regularization of their houses ang 1o remain on standerd plan norms is published by the
Govt as Public Notice, not only litigations / PIL wiil faced by the Govt but large scale of
dharars and strikes will take place besides the criticisme in party meetngs and parliament
sessions and at that time the arbitrary decision taksn will be taken back by the Gowvt.
since it is neither practicable nor logic te implement . Cn the other hang the jocal bodies
will face 2 major loss of finances Which i5 (0 be recoverad due ic its conversion as well as
regularization and parking fees etc.

All major decisions in which the interest of large number of community involved
are laken prospectively after having completing all the formalitics. The local bodics
recommendations, corporators and ths public opinion cannot b ignored as per rule which
in this decision has been kept aside for the best reasons known to DDA who wish to
divide the land under .two policies and two nature of decisions ir. one state,

In view of the details facts given above, the decision of the Tech, Committee of
DDA needs to be reviewed and revoked. The provection of regularization of unauthorized
constructions under MPD 2021 is applicable to all types of Jand either residential or
com. residential and not restricted to particular categories of land which have come up
upte 22.09.06 and are regulariseable as per norms of MPD 2021 in the interest of public,

Yours fai )
—/
sy

/
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Honble Sh. Tajender Khanna Sahab, _
Lt. Governor, of Delhi and Tt / j
Chairman of DDA [2(4]°%
Master Plan Section f
Vikas Minar , New Delhi ;

Suggestion for reviewing of MPD 2021 ./review of Tech. Committee decision item No
50/10 DT 12.11.10

Sub: Development control norms for notified LSCs. 4.4.3 new para te be added

Near RESIDENSIAL PLOT-PLOTTED HOUSING

Dear Sir,

This is our prime necessity to interfere the decision of the Tech, Commitiee ot
DDA in which in there §® meeting vide item No. 50/10 took a dzcision without gOIng .
into its detailed pros and cons. and ignoring the suggestions of Muruacipal Corporaticn of
Delhi  under which the Tech. Committee has indirectiv oidered the Municipal
Corporation of Delhi to demolish the old built structures without sanction on com. resi
plots i.e. in all shopping centers of Delhi including 80 such centers which came into
existence prior to 1962 and these additions carried on residentia! flats pertain w0 the pericd
when these LSCs were under L&DO i.e. under Ministry of Utban Development and
L&DO under decision of Cabinet transferred these to Municipal Corporation »f Delki in
the year 2007.( copies of the minutes of MCD recommendations di. 25.3.10 and
Tech.Committee of DDA decision dt. 12.11.2010 are enclosed herewith)

- In that decision the tech. Committee has totally reversed the Dev. Conirol norms
and has divided Delhi into 2 type of land one residential plots and the other com.
residential plots and the permissible FAR in_both differs. There is likely to be two ~
parameters for Delhi one will get development code and norms for jesidential plots on the
basis of MPD 2021 whereas the local shopping markets throughout in Delhi will continue
to get standard plans FAR which is far below to the new protection given in MPD 2021.
as per decision of Tech. Committee of DDA. If it is so its effect will fuil inaximam o5
pre 1962 developed LSCs, which were allotted against their claims to the refugees,
‘migrated from Pakistan at the time of partition. The additions of covered area were done
by them on its first floor above shops without permission. At that the L&DO under
MOUD never objected nor any action for canceling their lease due to violation non
compoundable was initiated against them and these encouraged them (o carry such



additions,

The reason for non allowing the additional FAR permissible under MPD 2007
according to Tech. Committee observation is merely Parking congestion and traffic
violation which is no valid reason and has no relevancy with it. Whether the Tech.
Committee on regularisating the other residential plots has ordercd to follow the Standard
Plan norms due to parking problems an:d congestion where all such mixed jand shops has
€ven no provision of parking today whereas all these focal shopping centers are well
developed in planned areas and maximum have parking facilities etc, On this reason only

Some of the immediate unaccountable losses and problems will adversely
affect where due to violations in properties these cannot be made free hold nor will be
sold out due to recent ban of POA instrument. The purchase of aiternate flats at this stage
will be beyond capacity due to high rise cost index. As soon as the Govt decision for non
regularization of their houses and lo remain on standard plan norms is published by the
Govt as Public Notice, not only litigations / PIL will faced by the Govt bhut large scale of
dharans and strikes will take place besides the criticisms in party meetings and parliament
sessions and at that time the arbitrary decision taken will be taken back by the Govt.
since it is neither practicable nor logic to implement . Cn the other hand the local bodies
will face 2 major loss of finances which is (o be recovered due io its conversion as well as
regularization and parking fees etc,

All major decisions in which the interest of large number of community involved
are taken prospectively after having completing all the formalitics. The local bodies
recommendations, corporators and the public opinion cannet pe ignored as per rule which
in this decision has been kept aside for the best reasons known to DDA who wish to
divide the land under .two policies and two nature of decisions in one state.

In view of the details facts given above, the decision of the Tech. Committee of
DDA needs to be reviewed and revoked. The protection of regularization of unauthorized
constructions under MPD 2021 is applicable to all types of land either residential or
com. residential and not restricted to particular categories of land which have come up
upto 22.09.06 and are regulariseable as per norms of MPD 2021 in the interest of public.

—

Yours fai
%&C/
el

/



