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The registered owners of the houses have been
paying house tax to Shahdara Notified Ares
Commititee and now to Municipal Corporation »f
Delhi since then.

The width of the roaiq in the layout plan
prepared and approved Oy the Corporation was
shown 25 feet wide (Right Of Way) and no house
as affected in the ~ayout plan. This layout
plan was apprsved by the authority/s,

Even & toric Gurudwara abutting on the said
link road linking Loni Road to Mandoli Rcad
was s bt by Ehe Gurudwara Prabandhak
Committes at that time

The owners of the houses aktutting on
aforesaid link 1oad s dn avour of i
planned development of the arc.. as there are
severa. link roads, linking Loni Road (o

Mandol. Road, it car. be checked and verified at
en ground level to meet the ends of Jjustice.

It is learnt that the width of prese:.t zonal
road linking Loni Recad to Mandoii Road
(Gurudwa:a Margqg) in Ram Nagar has been
proposed as 80 feect wide without verifying the
facts anli earlier regularize ple¢ns thr»atening
the exis:ence of hoises as old as 2954,

The proposed zonal road, was known as Bhatta
Road, popularly known as Mandoli Road, chaaged
to  Mahavir Swami Mary, itself straightly
connected with the G.T. Road via M.ti Ram
Road, therefore, diversion of the traffic of
the zonal road towards Loni Road via aforesaid
Link Road (Gurudwara Marg) 1is not wviable nor
having any sense. It can be easily checked and
verified with the road map of the area
established by the Delhi Police, North-East
District (Copy annexed) .

e are several lint roads linking Loni Road
i1 3 on  the both sidss of the
roadd (Link Road/ Gurudwara

Lotel road widening of 2,78

ritv/s on Live
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aforesaid particular Link Road (Gurudws ~a
Marg) primaril seems ciscriminatory and it
can be checked and verified with the total
area of land and total area of roads and
streets.

N

The Loni Road was proposed 45 mtrs. (150 Teet)
wide (Right Of Way) in the regulari:ad plan
1962 of the authority/s and the available
width of the Loni Road starting from G.T. Road
to Jaiswal Marg is 15 mtrs. (approx. 45 ta 5%
feet) and more than 50 years have been passed
the authority/s have failed to execute their
regularized plan 1962, therefore, diversion of
the proposed Zonal Road towards Loni Road via
aforesaid Link Road (Gurudweara M&rgh measiring
250 mtrs. approx, itself ruises several
questions on the approval of Zonsl Development
Plan of Zone-E of the authority,/s, herce, it

be reviewed in the hest interest of puilic at
large.
v_:':j/

The Grezenland (Park) measuring 3445.32 (mtrs.
developed by the DIA ip accord: ace witch the
orders c¢f Hon’ble fupreme Court of India of
1996 is mostly affected and encimbzred under
the proposed road widening proposed by the
authority/s totally on a particular 1link
(Gurudwara Marg) as 24.38 mtrs (80 feet: Ric¢ht
Of Way) and the Sub-Division of the same has
been approved by the Delhi Deve  opment
Authority arbitrarily, which itself explanatory
and need not to be explained that the approved
action or the authority/s are discriminatory
and illégal hence, the approved zotal
developmenc plan of Zone-= of the authority/s
s

is eligible to be reviewed in the interests of
public.

Several vehicles are being parked and repaired
ana building material is veing dumped on the

proposed Zonal Read/Link Road (Gurudwara Marg)

on the boundary wall of the Firl

o

1G)  developed and maintained by the
e

orders of the Hon’'bl Suodreme Court

€8 caversl questions vly the
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Proves no major traffic in the area and on the
aforesaid Link Road 'Gurudwara Marg) (Linking
Loni Road to Mandoli Foad) which isg proposed

4

Lo be widened illegally and arbitrarily.

The unnecessary diversion of the traffic of
the said propcsed Zonal Road towards Loni Road
via Link Road (Gurudwara Marg) creates law and
order problems (o the owner of the houses
abutting on the same as well as to the publ Le
at large.

There was no traffic survey corducted prior -o
approval cf Master Plan-2021/%cnal Development
Plan of Zone-E in Shahdara (North Zone) of the
MCD.

T

unjust and unwarranted and will cauue great
resentment in the entire colony.

The approved action ct the authority/s ¢

Furthermore on dated 30.9.2994 empoweread
members of Layout scrutiny Committee (L.0.8.C)
of the MCD have passed an order in fave:r of
the owners of the houses under Agenda Itemn No.
252/94 dated 30.9.1994 and has approved the
width of the road 30" wide (ROW) of the
aforesaid proposed road while verifying the
facts and merits of the case for *he aforesaid
road and the facts were further admitted by
Mr. V.x. Bugga, The Chief 'Town Planner, Town

Planning Cepartment, MCD vide its letter No.
TP/G/569, 11 datoed 6.4.2021.

Lt is, therefore, respectfully praye to
goudself that the Suggestions, and okjections

called upon by the authority/s be considered and

e eava
et
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-0 Mandoli Road), Sicuated in the area of W

’v\
| Shahdara (Nor-h Zore), Delhi-110032.

ed in the interests of public for the aforesaid
voad (Link Marg/Gurudwara Maryg) (Linking Loni

D

M.C.I
17, P.S. Mansarovar Park, Ram Naga,

MNo .2

“T 18 further Prayed to your goodsel. tC
Intervene and issue appropriate

s/direciions to review the Zonal Development

LZone-f/Master Plan-2021" and edvise the




Kindly issue neces

Thanking you,

Dated:ZS..gzolz

Encl. Aas above
Loy sy
The Hon'p € Urbap
Minisiry oi
Govt. of India,
New Delhi
The Hon’ble Home
Ministry of Home
A of india,
Delihi
3 The Hon’ble
SOVE, of N.C.®. .
New Lelhi

Hon'bla

£ I3 gy oo Ties
ag Ni wag, e

Department of
irregular aictd

(Link Road/Gurugw

.On

lirban De

Chierf Ministe;

> Delti

the DDA/M.Cc.D. +q stop
of modification of the daforesa:id
ara Margqg) .

'Sary orders

0/85!?/
ours truly,

Lo

(APPLICANT)
BHANU PRAKASH

SATYA PRAKASH
OI.D HOSU®E NO. 1370,

RAMNAGAR, LONT ROAD,
SHAHDARA, DELHI-110022
BEHALF oF OWNERS OF THE
HOUSEs or THE ARERZ)

S/0 SH.
R/0 172703,

PLOT NO. 44,

ON

Development Minis

ter,
velopment,

Minister,
Affairs;
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ARG

MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF DELHI
TOWN PLANNING DEPARTMEN T
13" FLOOR, E- BLOCK
CIVIC CENTRE
, . NEW DELHI

No-"rzl/t:"'1 /‘1’:'7/ 4 Dated ” {'7 /../.l ........

1

the appellant turned up an 4™ April, 2011 and insisted to be heard denying having received any me‘s\sage_or‘f
letter: He was, however, allowed the heafing. . .

The issue regarding the width (Right of Way) of road connecting Loni Road to Mandoli road is 80’ as:
per the zonal plargbut,o)ly 25‘fgavaiJgtz}3§vt site) wasidistussed at lepgth. That the'ls Ja§'dEloerated in the!
Layout Scrutiny Committes (.)5C) in 1993, on the request of the appellant was: confirmed as per recerd.’
Howevertsince the concarme, file could not be traced, no further'Information orithe re'S_M'O_vp_'[iQaj;

;could be located.” ;N_ e TT—— i
- - SCOCBRG

It was further ¢

y after inviting objections/suggestions from.
an. The appellant should have filed an objection with DDA
onin 1993, two zonal plans of zone-E (Trans Yamuna hreg)
PD-2001 and the other in-2010 after MPD-2021) after due

oth of these zonal development plans, the ROW of the read
nretained as 80’ (24.0 ).

arified that the zonal plan are notified onl
the public on the hroposals shown in the zonal pl

who is the author of these plans. After LOSC decisi
have been finalised by DDA(one in 1998 alter M

course of inviting objec!ions/suggestions and in b
under reference has Lee

pevRfected:

protection to hi

+The appellant
5 built-up structures along this read.

The appeal thus stands disposed of. If the appellantis not satisfied with the reply, he may approack

to the Central Information Cammissian, Clyty Building, opposite Ber Sarai Market, Old JNIJ Campus, iHNew

Delhi-67 within N days

(A2
Al
Chief Town Planner

0 Appellate Authority
Tel. No. 2322630}
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1. Sh.Bhanuy Prakash, R/o l/Z?’()B,iRam Nagar, Loni Road.,
2. Sr.Town Planner(L)/P10 ; ;
3. Sr.Town Plannei (DF)/p10 |

- JtDirector(nip), DDA, Vikas Mir"ar, I.P.Estate, New Delhi-
’ : | ‘
i



