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AGENDA NOTES FOR THE 52" PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING TO BE HELD
AT 3.00 P.M. ON 28.1.2005 IN THE OFFICE OF NCR PLANNING BOARD, CORE-IV B,
FIRST FLOOR, INDIA HABITAT CENTRE, LODI ROAD, NEW DELHI-110003.

AGENDA ITEM NO.1: .CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 5157
MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 30.7.2004

Minutes of the meeting of the 51* meeting of the Planning Committee held on 30.7.2004
vide letter No.K-14011/22/2004-NCRPB dated 5.8.2004 (Anncxurc—mmnay be confirmed.

AGENDA ITEM NO.2: REVIEW OF ACTION TAKEN ON THE DECISIONS OF
THE 51°" MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 30.7.2004.

i) Draft Regional Plan-2021.

a) The NCR Planning Board in its 27" meeting held on 28.10.2004 approved the Draft
Regional Plan-2021 for inviting objections/suggestions from public u/s 12 of the NCRPB
Act, 1985. The Draft Regional Plan-2021 has been notified on 27.12.2004 for inviting
objections/suggestions. The objections/suggestions are to reach to the office of the
NCRPB within 45 days from the date of publication i.e. 9.2.2005. The notification has
been published in the leading newspapers published from Delhi and the State Capitals of
participating States. The copies of draft Regional Plan-2021 has also been circulated to
the local authorities for representation as per requirement of the NCRPB Act, 1985..
Twenty copies have also been sent to the NCR Cells so that in case any agency is left
inadvertently that may also be provided with a copy. The copies of the Draft Regional
Plan-2021 have been made available for inspection in the office of the NCRPB, India
Habitat Centre, Lodi Road, New Delhi and offices of the NCR Planning & Monitoring
Cells at Ghaziabad, Chandigarh, Jaipur and Delhi for the convenience of the public.

b) The objections / suggestions once received will be scrutinized and will be placed before
the Planning Committee for consideration. Thereafter, the draft Plan after modifications,
if required, will be placed before the Board for final approval.

ii) Preparation of Sub-Regional Plans

In the last Planning Committee meeting , it was decided that the participating State
Govts./ Planning Cells will initiate preparation of Sub-Regional Plans for their respective
Sub-regions which can be fine tuned with reference to Final Regional Plan-2021. The
Board has requested the NCR Planning Cells for obtaining data / maps pertaining to
landuse / land cover; ground water quality, ground water prospects, ground water table
etc. which are available in the NCRPB for preparation of Sub-Regional Plan. It was also
suggested that the NCR Cells may undertake collection of socio-economic and other data
in-house for preparation of Sub-Regional Plans. A request has been received from NCR
Cell, Rajasthan for map data which were supplied to- them on 30.9.2004. The
representative from participating States may inform the Planning Committee the status of
preparation of Sub-Regional Plans-2021.

iii) Eastern Peripheral Expressway (EPE)

a) The matter of the implementation of Peripheral Expressway (Western and Eastern) .is
being heard in the Supreme Court. In the hearing held on 17.12.2004, the lawyers
representing Govt. of U.P., Haryana and Delhi gave their consent for the alignment of
Western Peripheral Expressway which was proposed by Govt. of Haryana.
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b)

b)

c)

d)

The Hon’ble Supreme Court directed the Cabinet Secretary, Govt. of India to convene a
meeting of the Chief Secretaries and other officers to resolve the issue of land acquisition
and financing of viability gap to implement the project on BOT basis. In compliance to
the Hon’ble Supreme Court direction, a meeting was held under the Chairmanship of the
Cabinet Secretary on 12.1.2005. As decided in the meeting, copies of the Study reports
on Eastern Peripheral Expressway were provided to NHAI, Secretary, MORT&H, PWD,
Govt. of Haryana and PWD, Govt. of UP and other concerned senior officers on
13.1.2005. Next meeting on this matter will be taken by the Cabinet Secretary on 24"
January, 2005.

Reconsideration of proposal for change of landuse for an area measuring 37.0 ha.
(91.4 acres) in Zone ‘O’ of MPD-2001 from ‘agriculture & water body’ (A-4) to

‘residential’ for Slum Resettlement at Madanpur Khadar, Delhi.
The Ministry of Urban Development vide letter dated 18.10.2002 requested the NCRPB

to examine the above mentioned proposal and send the recommendations of the NCRPB.
The proposal was examined and placed before the 49" meeting of the Planning
Committee held on 29.9.2003. The Planning Committee observed that the site falls in the
Zone ‘O’ of MPD-2001 and the then Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM in a meeting
held on 4.1.2001 had taken a decision on the draft Zonal Development Plan for Zone ‘O’
and Part ‘P’ that no active no urban use was permitted in such eco-sensitive and fragile
areas. After detailed discussions, it was decided that the Planning Committee would
adhere to the earlier decision taken by the Chairman, NCRPB. Accordingly, the Planning
Committee did not recommend the proposal. This proposal was sent to the Ministry for a
decision of the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM.

The Ministry vide note dated 22.1.2004 informed that this matter was raised by
Commissioner (Planning) in the 26" Board meeting of NCRPB wherein the Chairman
had directed that the proposal could be sent again by the DDA.

The proposal was placed before the 51 meeting of the Planning Committee held on
30.7.2004 for reconsideration. After detailed deliberations, it was decided that a Group
consisting of Commissioner (Planning), DDA, CCP, NCR Cell, UP and Haryana, CTP,
NCR, Rajasthan, Director (IA), MoEF and CRP, NCRPB will be constituted. The Group
will visit the site and also examine the proposal and give its recommendations /
observations. The proposai along with the Report of the Group will be placed before the
Planning Committee.

Pursuant to the above decision of the Planning Committee, a Group was constituted under
the chairmanship of Chief Town Planner (NCR), Rajasthan. The first meeting of the
Group was held on 29.9.2004. The site was also visited on the same day. In the meeting it
was decided that DDA will supply the following information of the Plan which will be
circulated to the members of the Group for discussion ifi theiext meeting:

i) A Plan showing the area for which notification of change of landuse has been
issued and the area proposed for change of landuse, with boundaries of the three
phases.

ii) A map showing the status of development i.e. area acquired, developed,

~ constructed in phase-I, I and III along with area figures.

iii) Information related to slum population shifted to this area.
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iv) A map showing the proposed site and the transport linkages including the
proposed Kalindi Kunj-Faridabad bye-pass (NH-2) and the developments around
the proposed site.

V) Hon’ble Supreme/High Court orders regarding resettlement by DDA of squatters
occupying prime areas.

e) Director, Ministry of Environment Forests, who is also the Member of the Planning
Committee vide his letter dated 7.10.2004 suggested that Environmental Impact
Assessment Study should be carried out before a proposal can be examined. The adverse
impacts on ground water pollution should be assessed in view of the source for drinking
water supply to Metropolitan city of Delhi. The letter of Director, MoEF was sent to
DDA on 2.11.2004 for necessary action with a request to conduct a quick Environmental
Impact Assessment Study.

) Information / Plan as suggested by the Group in its first meeting and EIA report are still
awaited from DDA ffispite of reminder sent on 22.12.2004. Orice the information/
Environmental Tmpact Assessment Study report is received the proposal will be placed
before the Group for consideration. The recommendations of the Group then will be
placed before the Planning Committee for consideration. Tiie recommendations of the
Planning Committee will be sent to the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM for a
decision.

v) Consideration of the proposals for permitting petrol pumps in the ‘green buffer
along the major transport corridors’ RP-2001.

a) Proposal for setting up of a petrol pump measuring an area of 5,700 sq.mtrs. in
Khasra No.63 at village Jojaka, tehsil Tijara, Distt., Alwar on SH-24.

b) Proposal for setting up of a petrol pump measuring an area of 3760 sq.mtrs. in
Khasra No.118, at village Odara, tehsil Kishangarhbas, Distt. Alwar in SH-24.

The proposals were approved by the Hon’ble UDM and Chairman, NCRPB which was
communicated to the NCRPB vide letter dated 16.12.2004 (Copy is at Annexure-II). The
same was communicated to the Govt. of Rajasthan.

vi) Consideration of the draft Final Development Plan for Bahadurgarh-2021.

The draft Final Development Plan for Bahadurgarh-2021 was approved by the members
of the Board by circulation. The Board in its 27™ meeting held on 28.10.2004 ratified the
approval of the draft Final Development Plan for Bahadurgarh-2021. The approval was
communicated to the Govt. of Haryana vide letter dated 2.11.2004 and also submitted to
the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana.

AGENDA ITEM NO.3: CONSIDERATION OF CHANGE OF LANDUSE

MEASURING AREA OF 252.4 ACRES FROM ‘RURAL USE’ TO ‘RESIDENTIAL USE’

AT SAVDA-GHEVRA FOR RELOCATION OF SLUMS/SQUATTERS IN NCT-DELHL
ST e e

- 3.1  The proposal for change of landuse from ‘rural use’ to ‘residential use’ for an area

measuring 252.4 acres at Savda-Ghevra for relocation of Slums/Squatters in NCT-Delhi prepared
by MCD has been recéived from DDA vide letter dated 10.12,2004 and Ministry of Urban
Development vide letter dated 29.12.2004. The detailed proposal has been submitted by the
Additional Commissioner (Slums & JJ Department), MCD vide letter dated 22.12.2004. The
proposal is at Annexure-III. The proposal is for change of landuse from ‘rural use’ to ‘residential
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use’ for relocation of Slums/Squatters at Savda-Ghevra. The proposal has been examined and the
observations are as under:-

i) The resettlement of squatters have been taken up by DDA as per direction of the Hon.
High Court of Dethi vide Order dated 3.3.2003 in a Public Interest Litigation titled
Wazirpur Bartan Nirmata Sangh Vs. Union of India. The Court had directed all the
authorities concerned i.e. DDA, MCD, PWD, DIJB, Central Govt. to remove
unauthorized structures/jhuggies etc. which are unauthorizedly put in the river Yamuna
bed and its embankment.

ii) The proposal has been approved by the DDA in its meeting held on 5.7.2004 and
submitted to the NCRPB for approval.

iii) MCD, DDA and DJB will provide drinking water supply, sewerage system and other
essential infrastructure for the site.

iv) As per the RP-2001 which is presently in force, the proposed site falls in ‘green
belt/wedge’ where such residential use is not permissible. For change of landuse the
matter will have to be placed before the Planning Committee and the approval of the
Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM will be required.

V) As per the draft RP-2021 major part of the proposed site falls in the ‘urbanisable area-
2021° of Delhi where residential use is not permissible while the remaining part falls in
the “agriculture (rural zone)’ within development / controlled area where such residential
is not permissible use. In view of the above, the proposal may be considered with the
following conditions:

a) The entire site should be brought under the ‘urbanisable area’ in the MPD-2021
and to be integrated with the service networks and urbanization plan of MPD-
2021.

b) The draft RP-2021 will also incorporate the remaining portion of the proposed
site which is about 40% of the total scheme area in the ‘urbanisable area’ of
Delhi-2021.

Point for decisions:

32 The proposal for change of landuse from ‘rural use’ to ‘residential use’ for an area
measuring 252.4 acres at Savda-Ghevra for relocation of Slums/Squatters in NCT-Delhi is placed
before the Planning Committee for consideration.

AGENDA ITEM NO.4: CONSIDERATION OF CHANGE OF LANDUSE OF AN
AREA MEASURING 1506.89 HA. FROM ‘RURAL’ TO ‘RESIDENTIAL,
COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, P&SP, RECREATIONAL, TRANSPORTATION &
UTILITIES’ IN NARELA-BAWANA INDUSTRIAL AREA.

4.1 The Board has received a proposal from the Ministry of Urban Development -vide letter
dated 15.1.2005 for change of landuse of an area measuring 1506.89 ha. from ‘rural’ to
‘residential, commercial, industrial, P&SP, recreational, transportation & utilities’ in Narela-
Bawana Industrial Area. The Board had earlier received a proposal for change of landuse of an
area measuring 1850 acres which was part of Structure Plan for development of industrial area at
Bawana with a total area of 2366 ha.. Out of this 2366 ha. the Board had approved the landuse
change 1850 acres (748.98 ha.) to facilitate relocation of industries in accordance with direction
of the Supreme Court and an area of 778.17 ha. (1992 acres) was notified on 8.5.2001 by the

4 D:JD(B)alifiles2005/agendanotess2pc



Pt

Ministry of Urban Development. The present proposal is for change of landuse of the balance

area of 1506.89 ha.

4.2
4.3

Table 4.1 Proposal for ¢

as under:

hange of landuse

S.No. | Uses Area (in Ha.)

1 Residential 630.94

2 Commercial 40.61

3 Manufacturing 194.76

4, Public & Semi Public (PSP) 69.44

5 Recreational 347.64

6 Utility 73.87

7 Transportation 149.63
Total: 1506.89

The detailed proposal is at Annexure-IV.

The comprehensive proposal for the entire 2366 ha. area under the Structure Plan for
Narela-Bawana area is as under :

S.No.

Uses

Total Area (
Jinha)

Area (in ha) LUC
already notified

Aréa (in ha)) LUC
proposed

Residential

721

90.06

630.94

Commercial

233

43.91

40.61

Manufacturing

460.41

414.13

194.76

Eo LS Y i Nb J ey

(PSP)

Public & Semi Public

104

34.56

69.44

W

Recreational

454

106.36

347.64

O

Utility

104

30.13

73.87

Transportation

289.59

139.96

149.63

Total: 2366

859.1

1506.89

4.4
a)

b)

d)

The observations are as under:

The Structure Plan covering the total area of 2366 ha. was approved by the Authority
and sent to the Ministry for final notification on 22.11.2000.

The Board had received a proposal for change of landuse covering an area of 1850
acres (748.98 ha.) for new industrial areas at Bawana for relocation of shifting
industries from non-conforming / residential areas of Delhi as per the direction of the
Supreme Court. This area forms Eart of the Structure Plan for an area of 2366 ha. The
Planning Commiliee in its 46" meeting recommended the proposal which was
approved by the Ministry and notified on 8.5.2001.

It is observed that the Planning Committee recommended the change of landuse for
an area of 748.98 ha. (1850 acres) whereas the Ministry has notified an area of
778.17 ha. (1992 acres) vide notification dated 8.5.2001. In addition to the above,
landuse change of a total area of about 81 ha. (200 acres) in 3 pockets has been
notified which was not referred to the NCRPB for change of landuse.

Out of the total 1506.89 ha. only 194.76 ha. in 2 pockets i.e. 175 ha. on the west of
Delhi-Karnal railway line and a small pocket of 19.76 ha. in phase-I proposed to be
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used for industrial purposes. With this addition a total area under industrial use would
be about 609 ha. (1503 acres).

e) The proposed site falls outside the urbanisable area of Regional Plan-2001 and in the.

green belt/green wedge where such urban activities are not permitted.

f) The proposed site of 1506.89 ha. also forms part of the total Urban Extension
proposal of 35027 ha. submitted by the DDA which was considered in the 43
Planning Committee meeting held on 12.2.99. The proposal was not recommended
by the Planning Committee. The proposal was then submitted to the Ministry of
Urban Development on 12.5.99 for final decision of the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon.
UDM. In a meeting taken by the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM on 4.1.2001 the
Urban Extension proposal which includes the proposed site was rejected.

g) As per the draft Regional Plan-2021 which has been approved by the Board for
inviting objections/suggestions, the proposed site falls within the ‘urbanisable area’
earmarked for NCT-Delhi.

Point for decisions:

44 The proposal for change of landuse for an area measuring 1506.89 ha. from ‘rural’ to
‘residential, commercial, industrial, P&SP, recreational, transportation & utilities’ in Narela-
Bawana Industrial Area as indicated in Table 4.1 para 4.1 is placed before the Planning
Committee for consideration.

AGENDA ITEM NO.5: CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT ZONAL
DEVELOPMENT FOR ZONE ‘O’ AND PART ‘P’ OF MPD-2001

5.1 Delhi Development Authority has re-submitted the Draft Zonal Development Plan (ZDP)
for Zone ‘O’ and Part ‘P’ (Yamuna River Bed Area) to the Board for reconsideration and
approval. The background of the proposal is as follows:

8.2 Draft Zonal Development for river Yamuna Zone ‘O’ and Zone part ‘P received in 1998
was circulated to the participating States and concerned Central Ministries/agencies for their
comments/observations. The comments/observations of the NCRPB along with the
comments/observations of the departments/agencies were placed before the Planning Committee
in its 43" meeting held on 12.2.99. The Planning Committee decided that Environment Impact
Assessment (EIA) may be conducfed and a detailed Draft Zonal Development Plan on the eco-
based-concept may be prepared bul no active urban uses like commercial and public & semi-
public activities should be considered. DDA was requested to get the Zonal Development Plan
prepared taking into account EIA report.

5.3 The recommendations of the Planning Committee for Draft Zonal Development Plan
(DZP) for Zone ‘O’ and Zone part ‘P’ were submitted to the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM
through the Ministry on 12.5.99 for a decision. In a meeting taken by the Chairman, NCRPB and
UDM on 4.1.2001, the proposal was rejected.

5.4 The decision of the Chairman, NCRPB and UDM in this regard was placed in the 26"
meeting of the Board held on 16.1.2004 for information. Representative from DDA requested- in
the meeting to re-consider the above mentioned Plan and it was decided that DDA will resubmit
the Plan to the NCRPB for re-examination. Accordingly, DDA has re-submitted the DZP for
Zone ‘O’ & ‘P’ which is a_’t_éflﬂlge;\f/l. = S
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5.5

The Draft Zonal Development Plan of Zone ‘O’ and Part ‘P’ has been examined by the

5Board and comments/observations of the Board are as follows:

i)

i)
p-S?

v)

DDA has submitted that the draft DZP for Zone ‘O’ and Part ‘P’ has been prepared based
on “Environmental Management Study for Rejuvenation of river Yamuna” conducted by
NEERI and the proposals in the DZP are based on conservation of natural flood plains
and not based on the channelisation of the river. However, no Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) has been done as suggested by the Planning Committee earlier.
Environmental Management Plan (EMP) which has been referred in the Plan is only one
component of EIA report.

As per the draft DZP, total area of river Yamuna bed is 9700 hectare, of which 1600 ha.
area is under water and 8100 ha. area is the dry land. The length of the DZP area is 50
km and its width varies from 1.03 km to 3.0 km. The width of the river flow in the river
bed has been reported is 550 mtrs. Out of the total length of the 50 km., 22 km. stretch
from Wazirabad barrage to Okhla has been indicated as extremely vulnerable to activities

causing pollution. ~1v =i

The DZP area has been divided into 8 sub-zones (Ref. P.10 and Map at P.19 of DZP at
Annexure-V/I).

The activities proposed in this Plan are recreational, pondage for water harvesting, public
& semi-public facilities, transport, agriculture and water body. The public & semi-public
and recreational facilities have been proposed in the sub-zones from 4 to 8 i.e. from old
railway bridge to UP border.

The permissible activities in the ‘recreational area’ as per the Master Plan-2001 are:

Regional Park

District Park

Play Ground, Stadium & Sport Complex
Historical Monuments

s & e @

Permissible activities in the ‘Public & Semi-public area’ as per the Master Plan-2001 are:

Hospital

Education & Research (Including university and specialized education institutes)
Social and Cultural

Police Headquarter & Police Lines

Fire Station

Communication

Cremation and Burial

Religious -

Permissible activities in the ‘Transportation’ as per the Master Plar-2001 are:

Airport

Rail Terminal

Rail Circulation

Bus Terminal & Depot
Truck Terminal

Road Circulation
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Many of these activities will require large constructions and will attract large population
cavsing pollution and traffic problems for which mitigation measures need to be proposed
through EIA.

vi) Existing land use analysis and existing land use map showing various uses such as
agriculture, residential, commercial, institutional, recreational. transport, water bodies,
plantations, water sources viz. ranney wells and other natural / manmade features, etc.
need to be provided in the Plan along with their areas under various uses and exact
boundary of Zone ‘O* & “P,

vii) The impact of the proposed land uses on the river eco system, drainage, floods, ground
water recharging, river water quality, etc. also need to be assessed and it should be
ensured that proposed developments will not add to any pollution to the river and its eco
system.

viii)  The policies of draft RP-2021 should be incorporated in the Zonal Plan which proposes to
protect natural conservation areas and water bodies.

5.6 The Draft Zonal Plan was circulated to the constituent States and the concerned
Ministries/agencies for their comments. The comments have been received from School of
Planning & Architecture, Ministry of Water Resources (Central Water Commission & Yamuna
Standing Committee), Central Pollution Control Board, Ministry of Environment & Forest,
Irrigation Department-Govt. of Haryana, Central Ground Water Board, NCR Cell (U.P.), and
Fousing & Urban Development Department-Govt. of U.P. The comments received are at
MM. However, agency wise some of the major points raised are as follows:

School of Planning & Architecture

* Section 8 of the DDA act clearly specifies as to the contents of the Zonal Plan since the
Zonal Plans are considered as the ‘real executants’ of the Master Plan. ZDP thus is
required to zet to the level of the use premise. The terms like ‘limited public semi public
use’ and ‘not 1o much extent’ without providing a detailed Land use Plan have been used
in ZDP. It has been suggested in the Plan that the sub zones identified in the proposal
will be detailed out later. To undertake detail scheme at a later date circumvents legally
bound procedure of public notice. Consequently the absence of detailed Zonal Plan is not
in accordance of section 8 and it also prevents the citizens to object in an informed
manner to the contents of the ZDP.

* EIA has not been done and the Plan does not include the land use impacts and its siting
considerations.

® The Plan does not adequately addresses to the issue of ecclogical sustainability.

®  The river bed is not in the list of Ramasar list of sites but India as a signatory is obliged to
the ‘wise use’ of the wetlands in the territory.

* Public & Semi-public (PSP) use will generate employment and further linked
employment and data on any such change is not provided. The plan does not provide any
data on the status of current area under PSP use in Delhi, taking into account various
changes in land uses as well as areas developed in urban extension.

8 D.'JD(B)nI[ﬁIe:Z005/agzndanaln'52pc



Delineation criteria for the sub-zones is not clear.

The plan has main objective as pollution abatement, however, no specific proposal or the
status of existing actions has been provided.

The proposal needs large scale modifications.

Ministry of Water Resources

The usage of land that is cleared from the encroachment has not been spelled out.

The filling of land to raise its level amounts to channelisation of the river which would
reduce the flood moderation capacity of the flood plains. It may also affect the natural
behavior of the river and would require strong river training measures for the protection
of such areas.

The proposed dredging to reclaim the land for specific uses would also result in
channelisation of the river.

The comments sent vide letter dated 22.10.1998 and 30.3.2001 have not been complied
with by the DDA so far.

Central Pollution Control Board

There is hardly any difference between the Zonal Development Plan proposed in March,
1998 and now proposed.

ZDP does not reflect with clarity what is expected to be done in the ZDP area.

No reclamation of land in the river flood plain should be taken up for any developmental
activities.

The areas falling in flood plains may address mainly to:

a) Restoring and maintaining wholesomeness of ‘water in River Yamuna so as to
meet the requirements of the designated use (bathing) and fit for supporting
natural aquatic habitat.

b) Handling the flood discharges

c) Allowing evolution of the natural habitat with suitable environment while taking
all precautions to prevent pollution problems and manmade interferences (to the
highest extent possible).

As per NEERI report, Delhi Jal Board is initiating steps to install about 500 tube wells in
Yamuna River bed to get yield of 103 MGD. This needs aquifer charging regularly from
storm water. Hence, groundwater replenishment through water from Yamuna and water

harvesting may be essential.

It should incorporate the requirements of Yamuna Action Plan.

It is advisable to revise the ZDP taking the above comments into consideration.

Ministry of Environment & Forests (NRCD)

Channelisation is not advisable.
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Bio-assessment of benthic habitat of Yamuna River-bed must be done.

Rejuvenation of river Yamuna should be coordinated with activities under Yamuna
Action Plan.

Ground water recharging can be augmented by restoration of natural ponds and manmade
water bodies across the entire landscape of Delhi.

Government of Haryana (Deptt. of Irrigation)

It has been found that the purpose of the revised proposal is to encroach upon river
Yamuna bed in Delhi.

Acceptance of the proposal will have serious repercussions in the five districts of
Haryana i.e. Sonepat, Rohtak, Jhajjar, Gurgaon and Faridabad as further rise in the water
level in river Yamuna during floods.

Alternatively, it has been proposed to pursue the plan storage of river Yamuna in
Uttranchal and Himachal Pradesh.

Central Ground Water Board

The proposed development plan envisages subzone-wise development activities in entire
stretch of river Yamuna in NCT-Delhi. The ground water recharge activities proposed in
sub zone 1,2 & 3 are not feasible in view of shallow water level in the area, which may
create water logging conditions in and around the area. Moreover, on holistic
consideration proposed creation of restricted/isolated recharge zones may not facilitate
sustainable recharge of entire flood plain aquifers in NCT-Delhi.

Hydrologically, river Yamuna flowing in NCT-Delhi is effluent, being fed by ground
water. Proposed Channelisation/lateral confinement of river to accommodate the
proposed infrastructures in subzone 4 to 8 may cause reversal in hydroiogical regime of
the polluted river, which may induce ground water pollution in the adjoining areas.

To meet the water supply requirement for various recreational and public utilities
proposed in sub zone 4 to 8, committed source of water supply has not been indicated in
the Development Plan. In case ground water withdrawal is considered, the additional
pumpage from Yamuna flood plain aquifers without sustainable recharge may cause
overdevelopment of ground water resources, and even up-coming of saline water
interface in the area.

Proposed Utilisation/disposa! of flyash in the western bank of river Yamuna needs to be
planned on scientific considerations, as the flyash is potential source of Flouride and
Heavy metals which may cause pollution of ground water in the underlying flood plain
aquifers in NCT-Delhi.

Government of U.P.

EIA has not been done.

ZDP do not provide the existing landuse analysis and details of proposed land uses.
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 In the eco-sensitive zones, public & semi-public uses should not be proposed.

* As the preparation of MPD-2021 is in final stages, the ZDP should be prepared after
MPD-2021 is approved.

5.7 Inthe light of the above, there is a need to have a re-look on the DZP.

Point for decisions:

The proposal for Draft Zonal Development Plan for Zone ‘O’ and Part ‘P’ of MPD-2001
is submitted for consideration of the Planning Committee.
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Enclosed please find the minutes of the 51° meeting of the Planning Committee for
information and necessary action. =
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(Rajeev Malhotra;
Chief Regional Planner
Enct: As above.

o

I. Shri P.K. Pradhan. Joint Secretary (D&L). Ministry of Urban Development. Nirman Bhawan.
New Delhi.

2. Shri Bhaskar Chatterjec. Commissioner & Secretary, Town & Country Planning Deptt.. Govt.

of Haryana. Haryana Civil Secretariat. Chandigarh. Haryana.

Shri J.S. Mishra. Principal Secretary. Housing Deptt.. Govt.of U.P.. Bapu Bhawan. Uttar

Pradesh Secretariat. Lucknow. U.P. _

4. Mrs. Usha Sharma, Secretary. Urban Development and Housing Deptt.. Govt. of Rajasthan.

Rajasthan Secretariat. Jaipur. Rajasthan.

Shri Madhukar Gupta. Vice-Chairman. Delhi Development Authority, Vikas Sadan Near INA

Colony, New Delhi-110 023.

6. Shri N.C. Wadhwa. Director. Town & Country Planning & Urban Estate and Chiefl
Administrator. Harvana Urban Development Authority, Sector-18. Madhya  Marg.
Chandigarh

7. Shri KT, Gurumukhi. Chief Planner. Town & Country Planning Organisation, Govt. of India.
Vikas Bhawan. [.P. Estate, New Delhi.

8. Shri O.P. Kelkar. Principal Secretary (PWD), Govt. of NCT-Delhi. 5" Level. Delhi
Secretariat, PWD Secretariat. I.P, Estate. New Delhi '

9. Shri V.K. Gupta. Chief Town & Country Planner, Town & Country Planning Deptt.. Govt. of
U.P.. 7. Bandaria Bagh. Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh.

10. Shri U.K: Srivastava. Chief Town: Planner (NCR), Town & Country Planning Department.
Govt. of Rajasthan. Nagar Niyojan Bhawan. Jawaharal Nehru Marg, Jaipur, Rajasthan.

I'l. Shri A.K.Mishra. Principal Adviser (HUD). Planning Commission. Yojna Bhawan, New
Deihi.

12. Dr. P.S. Rana. Chairman & Managing Director, Housing & Urban Development Corpn..
HUDCO House. Lodhi Road. New Delhi-110 003 i

13. Shri. R.Chandramohan. Joint Secretary (IA). Department of Environment, Ministry of
Environment & Forests. Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex. Lodhi Road. New
Delhi-110003.
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24.

25.

26.

27.
28.
29.
30.
3L
32.
33.
34,
35.
36.
37.
-38.
39.
40.

Dt )4

. The Chief Engineer (Planning), Min. of Road Transport and Highways. Transport Bhawan.

Parliament Street, New Delhi-110 011.

. The Executive Director (Delhi Metro). Railway Board, Rail Bhawan. New Delhi.
. Ms. Geeta Banerjee, Director (TPS), Deptt. of Telecommunication, Sanchar Bhawan. New

Delhi. .

. Shri S.K. Jayaswal, Dy. Secretary (OM). Ministry of Power. Shram Shakti Bhavan. New

Delhi.

- Shri AK. Jain, Commissioner (Plg.), Delhi Development Autherity. Vikas Minar. New

Delhi.

. Shri D.S. Mathur, Principal Secretary, Department of Housing. Ballabh Bhawan, Govt. of

Madhya Pradesh Secretariat, Bhopal, Madhva Pradesh.

. Shri. K.V.S. Sandhu, Secretary, Depa.iment of Housing and Urban Development. Govt. o

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh. Punjab.

. Shri S.P. Goyal. Commissioner, NCR Planning Cell. Town & Country Planning Deptt..

Navyug Market, Commercial Building. Iind Floor. Ghaziabad. U.P.

. Smt. Nisha Singh, Director, Delhi Division. Ministry of Urban Deveiopment. Nirmar:

Bhawan, New Delhi

. Shri A.K. Garg, Chief Co-Ordinator Planner. (NCR Planning Cell). C/O Chief Administraror.

HUDA, SCO. Sector-6, Panchkula. Harvana.

Shri Amar Chand. Asstt. Secretary. BMCC. Min. of Power. F-Wing. IInd Floor.Nirmar:
Bhawan. New Delhi.

Shri S.K. Zaman, Chief Co-ordinator Planner. NCR Planning Cell, Town & Country Planning
Deptt., Navyug Market, Commercial Building, IInd Floor, Ghaziabad, U.P.

Shri Hirdesh Bedi, Associate Town & Country Planner, NCR Planning Cell, Govt. of NCT-
Delhi, Room No.507, 5™ Level, B-Wing, Delni Secretariat, I.P. Estate, New Delhi.

Smt. Shashi B. Srivastava, Director, NCRPB. ;

Shri Rajeev Chadha, Joint Director, NCRPB.

Shri J.N. Barman, Joint Director, NCRPB.

Shri K.S. Chandrashekar, Joint Director. NCRPB.

Shri R.C. Shukla, Joint Director, NCRPB.

Shri V.K. Thakore, Joint Director, NCRPB.

Shri D.R. Sarin, Deputy Director (Admn.). NCRPB.

Shri S. Surendra, Dy. Director, NCRPB.

Ms. Anjali Pancholy, Asstt. Director. NCRPB

Shri Dinesh Arora, Asstt. Director, NCRPB.

Ms. Meenkashi Singh, Asstt. Director. NCRPB.

Shri Bhowmik, Consultant, NCRPB.

P.S.to M.S. i

P.S. to CRP.
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MINUTES OF THE 51°" MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD AT
12.00 NOON ON 30.7.2004 IN THE OFFICE OF THE NCR PLANNING BOARD, 1ST
FLOOR, ZONE-1V, INDIA HABITAT CENTRE, LODHI ROAD, NEW DELHIL

A list of the participants is enclosed.

The Chairman welcomed the members of the 51% meeting of the Planning Committee and
requested the Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB to take up the Agenda items for discussion.

AGENDA ITEM NO.1: CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 50™
MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 13.2.2004.

It was informed that there were no comments / objections received in regard to the
minutes of the 50 meeting of the Planning Committee held on 13.2.2004. The minutes were
confirmed.

AGENDA ITEM NO.2: REVIEW OF ACTION TAKEN ON THE DECISIONS OF
THE 50™ MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 13.2.2004

Q) The change of landuse for an area measuring 252 ha. from “agriculture use” to
“recreational use” in Greater Noida, UP.

The Planning Committee noted that the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM had
approved the proposal.

(iij Consideration of land use change proposal received from DDA.

Change of landuse for 37.0 ha. (91.4 acres) in Zone ‘O from “agriculture and water-
body (A-4)” to “residential” for Slum Resettlement at Madanpur Khadar, Delhi.

The proposal was discussed in the meeting as Agenda item no. 3

(iii)  Draft Regional Plan-2021

The Chief Regional Planner while explaining the status of preparation draft Regional
Plan-2021 informed the Committee that as per decisions of the 26" Board meeting
comments on the draft Regional Plan were sought from the participating State Govts.
Comments .from Govts. of UP, NCT-Delhi and part comments from Govt. of
Haryana were received. Govt. of Rajasthan informed recently that it would take
about a month’s time to send the comments.

The Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB further added that comments received from
State Govts. should be first examined by the NCR Planning Cells and then forward
only those comments/suggestions which have not been discussed/deliberated earlier
as they were associated in all stages of preparation of draft RP-2021. Planning
Committee agreed with the suggestion.

All the representatives of participating States stressed that DDA should expedite
finalization of MPD -2021 before the next Board meeting in view of the urgency that
a number of Master/Development Plans for the perspective year 2021 has been
prepared and are pending finalization because of non-finalization of draft RP-2021.
Representatives of the States were of the opinion that the Regional Plan is an
umbrella plan and all the Master Plans/Development Plans in the Region should be

1 d:jd{b)allfiles2004/5Ipcmin

\S”



(iv)

formulated under the policy directions of the Regional Plan-2021. Even the DDA
Master Plan should also follow the policy directions of Regional Plan and should
synchronize their plan with Regional Plan. The Members of the Planning Committee
appealed the Board to consider the draft Regional Plan-2021 for approval for inviting
suggestions/objections under Section 12 of NCRPB Act, 1985.

Chairman, Planning Committee requested Commissioner (Planning), DDA to inform
the Committee the status of preparation of MPD-2021. Commissioner (Planning)-
DDA, while giving the status mentioned that the DDA had prepared the draft MPD-
2021 and submitted to a Consultant for fine tuning. He informed that the draft MPD-
2021 would be ready by October 2004.

Chairman-Planning Committee informed that as per the Board’s decisions in its last
meeting, to have a synergy between RP-2021and MPD-2021, NCRPB has already
requested DDA to incorporate the policies of RP-2021 while preparing MPD-2021.
He further suggested that the officers from NCRPB and DDA will discuss the
various policies of both the Plans and identify areas of differences.

Director, T&CP, Govt. of Haryana stated that the policies and proposals of MPD-
2021 would have an impact on the policies of the NCR areas outside Delhi and
suggested that concerns of the participating States should be taken into account while
synchronizing the provisions of RP-2021 and MPD-2021. No modifications should
be carried out in draft RP-2021 for the purpose and it should be submitted to the
Board as it is.

Secretary (Housing), Govt. of UP suggested that RP-2021 should be finalized within
the year 2004 on priority which should be followed by finalization of Sub-regional
Plans and Master / Development Plans including that of Delhi.

It was decided by the Planning Committee after detailed discussions that the draft
Regional Plan-2021 will be submitted to the Board in its forthcoming meeting along
with the suggestions/views of all the State Governments and comments of the
NCRPB on the same without carrying out any modifications as was placed in the last
Board meeting. Based on the suggestions/directions of the Board in its forthcoming
meeting, the draft RP-2021 will be modified and published under Section 12 of the
NCRPB Act, 1985.

Preparation of Sub-Regional Plans

The Secretary (UD), Govt. of Rajasthan mentioned that the process of preparation of
Sub-Regional Plans — 2021 for Rajasthan will be initiated very soon. Director,
T&CP, Haryana mentioned that the process of preparation of Sub-Regional Plan -
2021 for Haryana has already been initiated. Commissioner, NCR UP Sub-region
mentioned that Committees were being constituted for preparation of Sub-Regional
Plan-2021 for UP, on the lines of Study Groups constituted by the NCR Planning
Board for preparation of RP-2021. Since the process of preparation of Sub-Regional
Plan has already started, he requested for funds to conduct the studies to prepare
exhaustive and meaningful Sub-Regional Plan.

Secretary (Housing), UP felt that since the policies of MPD-2021 affects the policies
of Sub-Regional Plans and Master Plans, the finalization of the Sub-Regional Plans
in the absence of approved Regional Plan -2021 would not be a meaningful exercise.
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v)

(vi)

(vii)

Secretary (UD) Rajasthan and Director, T&CP Govt. of Haryana agreed with the
views of Secretary (Housing), UP.

Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB explained that preparation of Sub-Regional Plan
requires huge data collection, compilation-and was a time consuming process and
stressed that participating States may initiate preparation of Sub-Regional Plan. By
the time the draft Sub-regional Plan will be ready, the approval of Regional Plan-
2021 will be available and draft Sub-regional Plans can be fine tuned with reference
to Final Regional Plan-2021. This will save a lot of time. This was agreed by the
Planning Committee. Chairman, Planning Committee suggested that the Board will
examine the issue of providing funds for preparation of Sub-Regional Plan raised by
Commissioner, NCR, UP separately.

Eastern Peripheral Expressway (EPE)

Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB informed that the proposal for modification of
alignment of EPE was just received. He further informed that the Hon’ble Supreme
Court had made National Highway Authority of India (NHAI) as a Nodal Agency for
byepasses and expressways around Delhi and directed it to chalk out schedule of
completing the construction.

Director, T&CP, Haryana mentioned that new alignment of Western Periperhal
Expressway (WPE) passes entirely through Haryana State and Govt. of Haryana had
decided to construct the same from their own funds if it is not taken up by
Government of India. Chairman stated that Bhure Lal Committee appointed by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court while discussing the matter of alignment of Western
Expressway in a meeting held on 17.7.2004 directed the representative of
Government of Haryana to finalise within a weeks time whether they will bear the
cost of land for the alignment of the Expressway which is passing through the Statc
of Haryana or not. The minutes of this meeting are still awaited.

Chairman requested that the copy of the reply sent to the Bhure Lal Committee on
the issue of alignment and construction of WPE may be sent to the NCRPB. The
Director, T&CP, Haryana had agreed to send the same to the Board.

Change of Landuse of an area measuring 531.62 ha. from “Rural Use” to
“Industrial Use” at Neemrana in Rajasthan Sub-Region.

The Planning Committee noted that the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. UDM had
approved the proposal.

Consideration of the proposals for permitting Petrol Pumps in the “Green
Buffers along the major transport corridors”. :

The Planning Committee noted that Chairman, NCRPB and ‘Hon. UDM had
approved the proposal. '
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AGENDA ITEM NQ. 3: RECONSIDERATION OF PRQPOSAL FOR CHANGE OF
LAND USE FOR AN AREA MEASUREING 37.0 HA. (91.4 ACRES) IN ZONE ‘O’ OF
MPD-2001 FROM “AGRICULTURE & WATER BODY” (A-4) TO “RESIDENTIAL”
FOR SLUM RESETTLEMENT AT MADANPUR KHADAR, DELHL

Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB explained the proposal. The members of the Committee
felt that since the proposed area falls in Zone ‘O’ of MPD-2001 which is eco-sensitive and fragile
area, the construction activity will affect the whole of eco-system. The representative from
Ministry of Environment and Forests suggested that a small Group may be constituted to study
the proposal after site visit. After detailed deliberations, it was decided by the Planning
Committee that a Group consisting of Commissioner (Planning)-DDA, CCP-NCR Cell (UP),
CCP-NCR Cell (Haryana), CTP (Rajasthan), Shri Shiv Kumar, Director (IA), MoE&F and Chief
Regional Planner, NCRPB will be constituted. The team will visit the site and also examine the
proposal and give its recommendations/observations. The proposal along with the Report of the
Group will be placed before the Planning Committee.

The representative of Ministry of Environment Forests informed that MoE&F had
recently issued amendments in the notification no.S.0.60(E), dated 27.1.1994 on 7.7.2004
regarding environmental clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forests for taking up of
construction of new townships, industrial townships/estates, settlement colonies, commercial
complex, hotel complexes, hospitals, office complexes, etc. residential & industrial projects. A
copy of the above mentioned Notification was also circulated in the meeting and is also enclosed
for reference. Planning Committee requested the repressntatives of the constituent States to
follow the same.

AGENDA ITEM. 4: CONSIDERATION OF THE PROPOSALS FOR PERMITTING
PETROL PUMPS IN THE “GREEN BUFFER ALONG THE MAJOR TRANSPORT
CORRIDORS” RP-2001.

Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB mentioned that the Board had received following two
proposals for setting up of petrol pumps in the ‘green buffers along major transport corridors”
from Government of Rajasthan.

(i) Proposal for setting up of a petrol pump measuring an area of 5,700 sq.
mtrs in Khasra No. 63 at Village Jojaka,, Tehsil Tijara, Dist. Alwar on SH
24,

(ii) Proposal for setting up of a petrol pump measuring an area of 3760 sq.mtrs
in Khasra No. 118, at Village Odara, Tehsil Kishangarhbas, dist. Alwar in
State Highway No.24.

Chairman, Planning Committee mentioned that the fuel filling stations are part & parcel
of the highway requirement and are essentially required to be located along side the highways as
a part of road side facilities. He further added that as decided in the 49™ meeting of the Planning
Committee held on 29.9.2003, a Group under the Chairmanship of Commissioner (Planning),
DDA was constituted on 20.10.2003 to prepare Guidelines for locating petrol pumps and other
highway facilities / amenities in the “green buffer along the major transport corridors of RP-
2001”. The Group after detailed deliberations recommended that petrol pumps should be
permitted in this zone in its guidelines. He further added that in the 50™ meeting, the Planning
Committee observed that the petrol pumps are part and parcel of highways and are required to be
located along side highways as a part of road furniture and are essentiad. Keeping this in view, a
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provision had already been made for permitting fuel-filling stations in this zone in the draft
Regional Plan-2021. He added that the Planning Committee considered the guidelines submitted
by the Group and unanimously recommended six proposals for permitting petrol pumps in the
said zone with the conditions laid down in the guidelines. Present two cases mentioned above
were also on the same lines.

Commissioner, NCR (UP) suggested that the Zoning Regulations of RP-2001 may be
modified so that States would not be required to send the proposals for permitting the petrol
pumps in “green buffer along the major transport corridors” of RP-2001. Chairman informed that
the draft Regional Plan-2021 was ready and had the provision for locating fuel filling station in
green buffer along transport corridors. In the light of the above, the Planning Committee had
recommended providing the permission for locating petrol pumps in the said zone. However,
legal opinion as regard to modifications of Zoning Regulations of RP- 2001 and permission to be
granted for construction of petrol pumps along the National Highways and State Highways vis-a-
vis NCRPB Act 1985 would be taken and accordingly the matter will be examined.

Secretary, (UD) Govt. of Rajasthan mentioned that since the petrol pumps were need
based and very much essential for the increasing traffic on these highways and requested the
Planning Committee to consider and recommend the proposals for approval.

In a reply to a query of Chairman, Director, T&CP, Haryana mentioned that in Haryana
they had been permitting petrol pumps in the “green buffers along the highways” as per their
prevailing Acts and Rules. CCP, NCR, UP stated that they were not aware but petrol pumps had
been set up in these green buffer zones.

Secretary, UD, Rajasthan submitted that Rajasthan should not be penalized for being
sincere follower of the policies and proposals Regional Plan-2001.

After detailed deliberations, the Planning Committee unanimously recommended the
above mentioned two proposals for permitting the petrol pump in the “green buffers along the
major transport corridors of RP-2021” with the conditions that the petrol pumps will be
constructed as per the guidelines and conditions mentioned in para 3.1 (i) to (iv) of the Agenda
notes of this meeting. The proposal will be put up to the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon’ble
Minister for Urban Development for a decision.

AGENDA ITEM NO. §: CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT FINAL DEVELOPMENT
PLAN FOR BAHADURGARH-2021.

After detailed deliberations, the Planning Committee unanimously recommended the
draft Final Development Bahadurgarh — 2021 for approval subject to the observations/conditions
mentioned in para 4 (i) to (vii) of the agenda which have been reproduced below and will be
incorporated in the draft Final Development Plan:

i) As per the draft RP-2021 hazardous & polluting industries are not allowed in .
CNCR. Since the Bahadurgarh falls in CNCR, no hazardous and polluting
industries would be allowed in Bahadurgarh. '

ii) Hierarchy of Road Network must be mentioned in the Plan.

iii) Water rechargeable areas such as flood plains, oxbow lakes, water bodies, etc.
have to be demarcated in the Plan and conserved.
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iv) A Green buffer of 60 mtr. width on either side of ROW along the National
Highways may be kept as against the proposed 50 mts. The width of 30 mts.
green buffer for State Highways and 30 mts. green buffer for Railway Lines
will have also to be provided in the Plan. :

v) Detailed Master Plan for water supply, sewage. drainage. and solid waste along
with action plan / programme / investment Plan to be prepared and annexed to
the Development Plan.

vi) The approval of the Draft Development Plan 2021 will be subject to the
finalization and approval of Regional Plan -2021 and Sub-Regional Plan 2021
of Haryana sub-region. The Draft Development Plan will have to be modified,
if required, in the light of the proposals of the Final Regional Plan 2021 and Sub
Regional Plan for Haryana sub-region 2021.

vii) Development Plan should be inconformity with Zoning Regulations of Regional
Plan — 2021 (This has to be incorporated in Annexure 'B’ Zoning Regulations
of Final Development Plan).

The draft Final Development for Bahadurgarh-2021 will be placed before the Board
along with the observations of the Planning Committee for consideration and approval.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.

No. K-14011/22/2004-NCRPB
NCR Planning Board
India Habitat Centre
1* Floor, Zone-1V-B

Lodhi Road, New Delhi-110 003 —_

(Rajeev Malhotra) P/
Chief Regional Planner
5.8.2004
Copy to:
1. Chairman, Planning Committee.
2. Members of the Planning Committee.
3. Participants.
4. All officers of the Board.
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New Delhi-110 003.
Tel No.24648423
17. Shri Hirdesh Bedi, 18.
Associate Town & Country Planner,
NCR Planning Cell, Govt. of NCT-
Delhi, Room No0.507, B-Wing, Delhi
Secretariat, I.P. Estate, New Delhi.
Tel N0.23392294
19. Shri P.K. Beheri, 20.
Joint Director (RYP),
Delhi Development Authority
Vikas Minar, [.P. Estate,
New Delhi
Tel N0.23379961
21. Shri Pawan Kumar 22,
Asstt. Town & Country Planner
TCPO, E-Block, Vikas Bhawan,
New Delhi.
Tel No23378701
Officers of the NCRPB
23.  Smt. Shashi B. Srivastava, Director (A&F) 29.
24. Shri J.N. Barman, Jt. Director 30.
25. Shri R.C. Shukla, Jt. Director 31.
26. Shri Chandrasekhar, Jt. Director 32.
27. Shri Rajeev Chadha, Jt. Director (F) 33.
28. Shri V.K. Thakore, Jt. Director 34,

Shri Anil Bhatnagar

Associate Town & Country Planner
NCR Planning Cell, Town & Country
Planning Deptt., Navvug Market,
Commercial Building,

IInd Floor, Ghaziabad, U.P.

Tel No.951202791529

Shri B.K. Jain,

Director (DC&RYP),

Delhi Development Authority,
Vikas Minar, I.P. Estate,
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Tel No.23379961

Shri B.K. Saini,

Distt. Town Planner,

Town & Country Planning Deptt.,
Jhajjar, Haryana.

Tel No.01251-256489

Shri Vijay Kumar,
Asstt. Town Planner,
NCR Planning Cell
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HUDA, SCO, Sector-6,
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Tel No.0172-2578086

Shri D.R. Sarin, Dy. Director (Admn.)
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Shri Dinesh Arora, Asstt. Director
Ms. Meenkashi, Asstt. Director

Shri Bhowmik, Consultant.
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA
EXTRAORDINARY
PART II - Section 3 — Sub-section (ii)
.MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS
NOTIFICATION

New Delhi, the 7" July. 2004

S.0.801(E). dated 7" July. 2004 - Whereas a draft of certain amendments o the
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Environment and IForests number
$.0.60 (E). dated the 27" January 1994 was published in the Gazette of India. Extraordinary.
Part [I. section 3. sub-section (ii) vide number S.0.1236 (E). dated the 27" October. 2003
inviting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to be affected thereby within a
period of sixty days from the date on which copies of the Gazetic containing the said
notification were made available to the public:

Angd whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 27"
October2003:

And whereas, the Orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the Writ Petition (©)
No.725 of 1994 with [.A. No.20. 21. 1207. 1183, 1216 and 1251 in Writ Petition (C) No.4677
of 1985 in the matter of news item published in Hindustan Times titled “And Quiet Flows the
Maily Yamuna™ vs. Central Pollution Control Board and Others have been duly considered:

And whereas. the Orders of Hon'ble [tigh Court of Madras in W.P. (C) No.33493 or

2003 and W.P. Nos.35205. 35517. 35691. 35692 and 35825 of 2003 and W P. M.P.
N0s.40556. 42562, 43720. 45348 10 45350. 42791. 42792, 43882, 43181, 43366 1o 43369
43544 and 43545 of 2003 between C.S. Kuppuraj and others Vs. the State of Tamil Nadu and
others have also been duly considered:

And whereas. all objections and suggestions received have been duly considered by
the Central Government:

Now, therefore, 'in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) and clause (v)
of sub-section (2) of section 3 of the Environment (Protection) Act. 1986 (29 ot 1986) read
with clause (d) of sub-rule (3) of rule 5 of the Environment (Protection) Rules. 1986. the
Central Government hereby makes the following further amendments in the notification
number S.0. 60 (E), dated the 27" January 1994, namely:-

In the said notification. -
in paragraph 3-

(i) in item (a). for the letters. word and itgures “Nos.3.18 and 207 the letters.
word and figures “Nos.3,18.20.31 and 32" shall be substituted:

2%
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(i)

29

after sub-para (f), the following shall be inserted. namely:-
“(g)  any construction project falling under entry 31 of Schedule-1 including
- new townships. industrial townships. settlement colonies. commercial
complexes. hotel complexes. hospitals and office complexes for 1.000
(one thousand) persons or below or discharging sewage of 50.000
(fifty thousand) litres per day or below or with an investment of
Rs.50.00.00.000/- (Rupees fifty crores) or below.

(h) any industrial estate falling under entry 32 of Schedule-I including
industrial estates accommodating industrial units in an area of 50
hectares or below but excluding the industrial estates irrespective of
area if their pollution potential is high.

Explanation.—

(i) New construction projects which were undertaken without
obtaining the clearance required under this notification. and where
construction work has not come up to the plinth level. shall require
clearance under this notification with effect from the 7" day of
July. 2004. -

(i) n the case of new Industrial Estates which were undertaken
without obtaining the clearance required under this notification and
where the construction work has not commenced or the
expenditure does not exceed 25% of the total sanctioned cost. shall
require clearahce under this notification with effect from the 7" day
of July, 2004.

(i) Any project proponent intending to implement the proposed project
under sub-paras (g) and (h) in a phased manner or in modules. shall
be required to submit the details of the entire project covering all
phases or modules for appraisal under this notification™:

[l in Schedule-1. after item 30 and the entry relating thereto. the following shall be inserted.

namely:-

“31. New construction projects
32. New industrial estates.™

[II. in Schedule-II. -
(i) in para 5. for sub-para (). the following shall be substituted. namely:-

(H(1)

(i)

The quant'umv of existing industrial effluents and domestic séwage with
incremental load to be released in the receiving water body due to the
proposed activities along with treatment details:

The quantum and quality of water in the receiving water body before and

after disposal of solid wastes including municipal solid wastes, industrial
effluents and domestic sewage:

Lx
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2.

(i)  The quantum of industrial effluents and domestic sewage to be released on

land and type of land;”;

N

(ii) in para 6, for sub-para (a), the following shall be substituted. namely:- _
“(a) Nature and quantity of solid wastes generated including municipal solid
wastes. biomedical wastes, hazardous wastes and industrial wastes.”.

[No. Z-11011/1:2002-1A-1]
R. Chandramohan. Jt. Secy.

Note: The principal notification was published in the Gazette of India vide number S.0.60

I
2)
3)
4)
3)

6) -~

7)
8)
9)
10)
1)

(E) dated 27-1-1994 and subsequently amended vide:
S.0. 356 (E) dated 4" May. 1994,
S.0 318 (E), dated 10" April. 1997.
8.0. 73 (E) dated 27" January, 2000.
$<0. 1119 (E) dated 13" December. 2000.
~S.0. 737(E) dated 1 August. 2001,
S.0.1148 (E) dated 21* November. 2001.
S.0. 632 (E) dated the 13" June. 2002.
S.0. 248 (E) dated the 28" February. 2003.
$.0. 506 (L) dated the 7" May. 2003.
5.0. 891 (L) dated the 4" August. 2003.
S.0. 1087(E) dated the 22™ September. 2003.
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Annexure-I1

Letter No.K-11019/8/2004-DDVI dated
16.12.2004 from, US, MoUD reg.
approval for setting up of petrol
pumps in the ‘green buffer along the
major transport corridors of RP-2001°
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ANNEXURE-II

No. K-11019/8/2004--DDV/
Government of India
Ministry of Urban Development & Poverty Alleviation
(Delhi Division)

T
¥

Nirman Bhawan. New Delhi
Dated 16.12.2004

u [
c,éwri P.K. Mishra, '

Member Secretary, ;
NCR Planning Board, |
\ {  India Habitat Centre. Lodhi Road,

ST T

N New Delhi.

&

¢ /Sub: Proposal for setting up of petrol pumps in the “Green buffer along the major
% ol transport corridor of RP-2001” considered in the 51% Planning Committee

R

1 meeting held on 30.7.2004.
7t

Sir,

T TR

Reference is invited to NCRPB Note No. K-14011/30/2004-NCRPB. dated

. 19.8.2004 from Member Secretary, NCR Planning Board seeking approval of the

Chairman, NCRPB for change of land-use/setting up of petrol pumps in the
following two places:-

S/MG /b i) Proposal for setting up of petrol pump measuring an area of 5700 :
sg.mts. in Khasra No.63 at Yillage Jokaka. Tehsil Tijara, Dist. !

j dad -0 H Alwar on State Highway No. 24. 2
i) Proposal for setting up of an petrol pump measuring an area of }

3760 sgq.mts. in Khasra No.118 at Village Odara, Tehsil
Kishangarhbas, Dist. Alwar cn State Highway No.24.

%‘)7""7 In this regard | am directed to convey that the above proposals have been 5
approved by the Minister for Urban Development/Chairman, NCR Pianning Board.

The proposal for amendment to Zonal Regulations, by which the State Govt.
would not be required to send the proposal for permitting petrol pumps in green
belt, may await the notification of Regional Plan-2021.

Yours filthfully,

' \Ny/
il & ol —
. Under Secretary to the Govt. of India
. wr"?‘"

e o = ¥
of
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Annexure-111
Change of landuse from ‘rural use’ to
‘residential use’ for an area measuring
252.4 acres at Savda-Ghevra for
relocation of Slums/Squatters in NCT-
Delhi
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ANNEXURE-III

YR AN
yigdl ey 93947
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

P.K.Pradhan _ MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Joint Secretary (DL) '
Tel.No0.23018255 4 Reel—110011, G 200
Fax No.23019028 New Delhi-110011, Dated the 200

D.0.No.K-13011/11/2004-DDIB
December @.2004

oA

Dear D Wiy,

Please refer to D.O. letter No.K-14011/92/2004-NCRPB dated
23.12.2004 regarding change of land use of 252.4 acres of land at Savda
Ghevra for relocation of existing slum/JJ squatters.

2. Slum & JJ Deptt. of MCD vide their letter No.FAP/3127(45)/Arch.(s)/
2003/(Part)D-1077 dated 22.12.2004 have sent a comprehensive proposal
to NCRPB in this regard. The matter may kindly be examined urgently and
placesbefore the Planning Committee for consideration.

58§ Ims/p
[,;t I (O;S‘

wer B L “fan A,
Yours sincerely,

M:\MZ Y

"' A

Tt (P.K. Pradhan)

Y Dr. P.K. Mishra,
Member Secretary,

. /p IGR Flanning Board,

! IV—B 1st Floor,
}mp ) »« dia Habitat Centre,
) Lodhi Road,

J)(N&}Y  New Delhi.

wy S o i

2oV z’&ji
e L
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Q. ¥. S
~.K. Jsin
W ()

COMMNASSIONER (PLANNING)

To

Sir,

ferdlt fawre mifwser
DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
fawre s, waser qrie. e
VIKAS MINAR, INDRAPRASTHA ESTATE
w§ feweit-110002

NEW DELHI-$10002

Ph.(@17) § 2337 8085, 2337963¢ ((Fax)

No.F.20(1)2001/MP/ 957

December|@ 2004

Member Secretary
N.C.R.P.B.

1 Floor, Zone-IV. IHC
Lodhi Road

New Delhi

Sub : Change of land use of 252.4 acres of land at Savda Ghevra for
relocation Slum/Squatters

This is with reference to our telephonic conversation on the above subject. |

have requested Addl. Commr.(Sium&JJ) to send relevant details to your office o

D that the proposal for change of iang _use approved by the Authority in its meeting
' <A held on 5.7.2004 can be further considered by the NCRPB.
ABN 5L e
Q‘}I\ i\ ) Thanking you,
Yours faithfully,
M}gﬂp/g,fﬂ @J
A0 3’9 (AK. JAIN)
/':’:?'/5 W ' Cmmissioner(Plg.)
A Copy to:

1. Dir.(DD), MOUD, with reference to her DO No.K-13011/11/2004-DDIB dated
25.11.2004.

2. Addl. Commr.(Slum&JJ) alongwith a copy of this office letter dated 16.11.2004
and Authority agenda/Resolution with request to take further necessary aciion
for submission of requisite documents/information to the Member Secretary,
NCRPB.

3. PStoVC, DDA.

(330 20 (6 €42
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Slums & J.J. Department

Municipal Corporation of Delhi

Punarvas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate
New Delhi-110002 (INDIA)

FA g/c:?\:é‘” Lu{’) HV},L.(U’.?::D?
" (R o-loT
Dated _22] lt}oh

ey o smfad na

To /
\The Member Secretary,
N.C.R.P.B,,
1st Floor Zone-lV, IHC,
Lodhi Road,
New Delhi

~  Subject: Change of land use of 252.4 acres of land at Sawda-Ghevara for
relocation of Slums/squatters.

Sir,
This has reference to the letter of the Commissioner (Planning) of December
10, 2004 whereby the Commissioner (Plg) has asked the Slum & JJ Department to
furnish certain information to the NCRPB on the subject cited above.
56 6/ms/n . L : isi
In this connection, it is stated that the Site Plan and the Agenda/decision of the

ol
A3 /205 Technical Committee dated 12.05.2004 have already been sent to you by the Joint
een sent to yol

J\a/ |v Director (MP), DDA. However, copies of these documents are again enclosed =~

”7% herewith for your ready reference.

e As regards the information with regérd to the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi orders
M‘ //ﬁpd the availability of infrastructure etc., the factual position is as under:
)(I) The Hon'ble High Court of Delhi vide Order dated 03.03.2003 in a Public \

Interest Litigation titled Wazirpur Bartan Nirmata Sangh Vs Union of India, has directed

: 2%
e N g o
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Slums & J.J. Department

Municipal Corporation of Delhi

Punarvas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate.
J New Delhi-110002 (INDIA)

D.O.No.

Dated

“We, therefore, direct all the authorities concerned, i.e., DDA, MCD, PWD,
DJB as well as the Central Government to forthwith remove all the
unauthorised structures, jhuggies, places of worship and/or any other
structure which are unautorisedly put in Yamuna bed and its embankment

within two months from today.”

A copy of the order of the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi is also enclosed herewith

for your ready reference.

(ii)

As far as provision of various infrastructure in the proposed complex of
Sawda and Ghevra is concerned, it may be pointed out that the site
covering an area of 252.4 acres is located between the Rohini Project
Scheme and NCT Boundary. It forms part of Planning Zone “N” for which
no Zonal Development Plan has yet been prepared by the DDA. The
location of the site has been identified on the Survey of India sheet which
is enclosed. The location of the site partly overlaps the proposed
alignment of 80 metre road (i.e.,, UER-1) which connects NH-1, GT Karnal
Road NH-10 i.e., Rohtak Road. The alignment plan is yet to be finalized.
As per the Master Plan 2001, the site is part of rural area which needs
itegration with the Urban Extension Plan. The proposed alignment of the
80 metres road i.e., UER-1 is passing through the middle of the site, thus
bisecting it into two equal parts.

.3l-
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Slums & J.J. Department

Municipal Corporation of Delhi

Punarvas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate
New Delhi-110002 (INDIA)

D.O.No.

Dated

Presently, the proposed site is abutting 5.8 metre wide road connecting Sawda and
Ghevra village. This has to be widened as per requirement of the relocation scheme.
We have proposed the access road 30 metres RW in the proposed development plan

maintaining equal widening on both the sides of the existing road.

There are_no peripheral services available in the area as of now. For drinking
water supply we will provide deep water Tubewell as an interim arrangement which will

eventually he connected with the neighbourhood network of the Delhi Jal Board as and

when it comes in the periphery.

For sewerage system, we have proposed Community Toilet Complexes with

septic tanks as an interim measure. This shall be eventually connected to two Mini
Sewage Treatment Plants for which provision has already been made in the layout
plan. Copy of the tentative proposed .-development Plan which is yet to be approved

by the Competent Authority is also annexed herewith for perusal and ready reference.

It shall be very pertinent to mention here that the slum & JJ Department, MCD is
under pressure ofg@ﬁﬂ@mnment agencies for relocation of jhuggies existing on
their lands for which they have also-paid the relocation charges to the MCD. All these
government agencies need the lands for various public interest projects which are
delayed due to non-relocation of jhuggies and non-relocation of jhuggies is due to

non-availability of land. Further, to emphasis the urgency of the matter, it is stated that

.4l-
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Slums & J.J. Department

Municipal Corporation of Delhi

Punarvas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate
New Delhi-110002 (INDIA)

D.O.No.

Dated

as many as 3454 jhuggies are required to be removed/shifted from the Safety Zones
of the Railways for which the MCD is under tremendous pressure from the Minisiry of
Railways. This shall be possible only after the land at Sawda-Ghewara is developed

after the change of land use is permitted.

In view of the position explained above, it is requested that expeditious decision
may kindly be taken in the matter to enable the Ministry of Urban Development to notify

the change of land use enabling the MCD to carryout out its obligation.

{1l
Wy
\\f‘ N
(K.D. AKOLIA)
Addl. Commissioner (S&JJ)

3%



SRONTRE.

J O

The court case titled as public interest litigation and in the matter of

Wazirpur Bartan Nirmata Sangh Vs Union of India. The Hon’ble High Coun
of Delhi vide orders dated 3.3.2003 directed as follows -

We, therefore, direct all the authorities concerned, ie. DDA, MQD

PWD, DJB as well as the Central Government to forthwith remove al] the

v

unauthorised structures, jhuggies, places of worship and/or any other structure

which are unauthoriseldly put in Yamuna bed and its embankment within swo

months from today.



Orders

03.03.2003

Present: Mre. Anand Yadev fer the retitiener, \N/l\ ¢
Mre. Harjit Singh fer coungel fer WOI, i
Mg . Geets Mittal fer the DDA,
Mg+ Avnish Ahlawat fer the DVB.
Ma. Geet« Luthra fer NCT e¢f Delhi,
Mro MnChand for MCD .
Ms. Arunc Tikku fer Riilwuys,

CW Ne. 2112/2002

In CwP 4441/84, this Ceurt P=ssed « judgment duted 29.11.C

“nd censidering «ll tne sspects end tuking relevant material inte
conslderition, it wasg observed that pursuant te the scheme;which Rag
been formulated by the resgondents, that is, the Unien of:India ag
well «s the Gevernment of NCT «f Delhi, and the yirﬁstickg for
“lletment of land te the Jhuggl dwellers, the Gevernment Qould require
sppreximutely 3,000 Rhecteres of lend, <nd lend te that ex%ent, ig
net aveiluble in Delhi. It wis <lse ebgerved thit the ti;dy nét.re
©f mregress fer re~dllec.tion weued reguire almest 272 ye%rs te
Iewsettle the slum dwellers t-kiny inte censiderutien ;hefpezssna
wWhe are Squetting ue te i998. what hes havsened frem 199é t1ll

dute miy make this figure ¢f 272 yewrs even mere, The Juégmeut hag
ilse tuken inte censidceretion thet fer reguirement ef 3,0@0 hectareg
9f lund, the Delhi Develepment ~utherity has scquired onl§ 7,500
dcres of lund <nd wheaing sum ef écquisitien cest ef the Laid

7,500 écres of land is “ppreximetely Ry, 1,72,500,00,000 énd
develepment cest fer the said fcquired lard would be Rse ;2 tReugsnd
sserca, :

We hdve been tele thet the “Yever nMenf of NCT'ef Dalli

@nd the Unien of Indisa heve filed an SLP ageinst the sdiﬁ Judgment ,

Therefere, we are not ®éssing any order with thit agpect ¢f the Matter

——

Whét is required te be dene in the sresent gituatien

in this never ending drims of illegal encreschment in this capitcl
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Orders b\"’\g/

aity ef eur Republic? River Yamune which ig « me jer gource eof

water hig been pelluted like never befere. Yamuna Bed iand beth

&.

the sides of the river have been encreached by unscrupuleus persensg
-with the cennivance ef the autherities. Yumuns Bed as well @g itg
embankment hos te be cl;&rcd frem such encreichments. _River;
“re perenniil seurce ef life und threugheut the civiliged werld,
rivers, its' wueter and its surreundings huave net enly been prétcrved;
besutified but smpecidl efiwrts have Dren made teo gee thdit the
river flew is free frem wsllutien uni envirenmental degradatien.
The Yamuna River hasg been pelluted nat enly en Scceunt ef dumwing
of waste, including industricl wdste, medicel waste dus well #s dlg-
charge @f unhygienic miterial but the Yumuns Bed and its embenkment
héve been uniuthorisedly und illegally encrescned by censtructien of
Puccd heuses, jhuggles «nd slaces fer religieus wership, which
cunnet pDe wermitted dany mere. As u matter ef fect, under tne garb
of reiliec.tien, encreechers =re wuid sremlium fer further encredchnent,
Delhiwith its present pevulutisn ef twenty millien pmeple can take
N® mere. In view, ®f the encredcnment &nd censtructien ef J&uggies/
i ' ®uccad gtructure in the Ydmund Bed ind i{ts embsnkment with ne ?rainaqe
i fecility seweradge water and ether filth ig discharged in Yamuna
J TR S,
wdters The citizens ef Delhl «re silert spectiéters te thig state
— .
of affi rs. Ne efferts nuve been ncde by the «utherities te remave
such unautnerised hebitatien frem Yamuns Bed cnd its embenkmcpt.
|

He, therefore, direct al. the autherities canccrn&&,
{

{ i.ee, DDA, MCD, PWD, DIB @s well ag the Central Gevernment toiforthwith

i |

remeve a«ll the un«utherised gtructures, Jnuggles, pluces of erBhiﬁ
énd/er «ny ether structure which wre unautherisedly put in Yaguna

Bed and itsg embankment within twe menthsg frem teday,
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Renotify en 14th eof May, 2003 feor reserting comolianoe.

Mr. Amarjit singh Ch&«ndhek, Senier Advecate,

whe i{g
‘pfééent in Ceurt is &

Ppointed as umicusg curaic te sgsist thié Court,

DASTI te <¢ll the cencerned parties,

si/-

2 ’ 'VIJENDER JAIN

D) Méreh 03, 2003 . Judge

1 s/

{’- D.N. CHATURVEDI

D Judge .
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Fram ). Director (MP) L . At faew) "
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o Dy. Dircctor (LAY L& Dept. ¢
G.N.C.'T.D., Vikas Bhawan,

New Delhi.
|
Sub: - Acquisition of I d at Savda & Gavera and Kudnapur
(Jahaugirpuri wad Bhalswa).
Mad:u '

Fhis i with reference oy letter No. 1. FREB D) 22000/0 & /LAZ3012 d 13001

aud other retevences for issue ol nolitication u/s 4, 6.& 17¢1) ol 1.A Act in respect ol the
following lands:

W) Kedipar (Shalswa o Jalangirpuri) Area - 63 Acres
) Sovels £ Gaverc area - 237 adnes
¢) Plragdoacun alios = Jatliorpur aen 225 weo

Phe above propocals weere discussed inimicetoe ander the chadnmanship ol IS
(D) MOUD & PA, wiich was held on 5.7.2001 and 1t s deoded that the DDz il
process the assue.f NOC fu, scquisition of Tands at 0”& b above, while Land &
Huidding bupmllmq‘llx_‘! Wil ryrord the propusc] for acquisivon ol fand al Hicankudsa,
& .

poan tooconvey e NOC for acquisition: of propozed Linds al Kadipoe ol
savdivGiavera subject to the L ollowag:-

) ;' Far land at Kadipee oropes Wnkiagesioad network and scraces nan be
developed intepnviag alen shu aab 1 Lo
i) Uhe site at Savdi/Gaver i o be itegrated soth the mbau exiension plan
where a 60 neor wide road Binking NH-T0 (Robak Roady and WO (o
Kawnal Boad) iy proposed. The proposcd arca under toad vy bic ieserved
apen/green '
i) Lhe proposa's for chiange o Taad ase may be reterned 1o I)l)/\ on the basis of 8
Hactal acquizition of Jand by Shan & it Winge,

Pl vaaaes Lth e aporovae o VoL ol i
i . e

LIRTEN voites b ol
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P b e bon i
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PRALITE. i
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e _I.'.Z.‘IYEHUJ sectelry o B Codmos st nelercnec o Lot by bR biag fngn
dered .)‘J 0,014 '
\'\? " s Minister o b e coaae !t velap rents Deononmendt, Forest, Wald Tle
e ated Fhoction - o aieh wee to e ottt dated e 6 200
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- No. K-20013/15/97-DDVA "

Government of India ok
Ministry of Urban Development & Poverty Alleviation ! \

Delhi Division - )
N

Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi \;.
Dated the 10", July 2001 i

Sub:- Minutes of the Meeting. |

A meeting was held on 5.7.2001 at 5,00 P.M. in the chamber of Jt. Mo S
Secrelary (DL), Ministry of Urban Development and Poverty Alleviation to discuss S

the present position of the acquisition of land at Kadipur- Bhalswa Jahangirpuri,
Savdaeeuwora and Hiran Kudana Zafarpur, Dolhi. The representative of L & B
Deptt., GNCTD, DDA and Slum & J.J. Deptl.  The list of participants is
enclosod at "A"

28 The Addl. Secretary L&B Deptt.,, GNCTD informed that  that they have
approached DDA for the issue of No Objecticn Cortificate (NOC) in respect of
land Acquisition at Savda Gevera and Jahangirpuri Bhalswa. Tho requisito NOC
is awaited from DDA. So far the acquisition of land at Hiran Kuduna 13
concerned, she informed that the draft notification from the ottice of the Divisional
Commissioner is awaited. As soon as it 1$ recaived, DOA would bo moved tul
issuo requisito NOC in rospuct of this land. In the meantimneg, DLA may Cranine
tho issue of NOC in respect of this land.

3. o Socrotvary (L) omphasized tho urgent need of taking: immecdiato
action for the acquisition of land in thesy arcus in the context of relocation of JJ
dwellors fiom Yamuna bank by the Slum & JJ Deptt. This has to be dona on
priority basis in view of the commitment made before the Supreme Court on
Yamimuiia Mailey case.

|

4, The pros & Gons different land sites proposed to be acquired and the
manner In which the land Is to be acquired at Savda Gavera and Bhalswa
Jahangirpury was discussed with the Addl. Commissioner (Plg) of DDA. The\
Additional Commissloner (Planning).explaired as per the Urban Extension Plan ..
there is Brgy_mo_ﬂd wide strip joiniqgj_\_lH_lO,_ Rohtalg_B_Qad. GT Karnal
Road at Savda Gavera shoul_‘_p:e'"r'ésgygd_.fo(,_t_hg ‘fulure. dovelopment of
infrastructure such as Road. The Addl_Com:nissioner (JJ & Slum) agreed with
the proposal. However. it was finally agreed that DDA should issue NOC on
these lands immediately to enable the land and Building Deptt. to issue further
notific utton for acquisition the land. :

VE 29
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&) The letter of the Chief Secretary, GNCTD in which he has approached
this Ministry to file an application in the Supreme Court where the High Ceourt has
given stay orders in the land Acquisition cases was also discussed. The Addt.
Secretary, GNCTD was given a list of such case and requested to give the

details of these cases along with a draft application to be filed in the Suprema
Court by this Ministry,

JAN P

(R.C. Nayak)
. Under Secretary to the Govt. of India

As perdha list of Participants -
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Ne.¥.2(2) 004/Mc/00a/66 B Dateds16.7,2004
I .
Sub: Minutes ef the Mithaplty *s
maeting hald ea 5.7.2004.

Flease find enclesed herewl g minutes of tha
Delhi Developmff:nt Mtherity’s meoting held on 5,7, 2004
on each Item (g5) pertaining te YTur Acpartment for
inf'ma.t‘-m ﬁnd‘ necessary actien,

It Is requenstea that necennag y actien tgken

Nete mgy kindly be nent at the earlileat ae that it

::\( aay be placed .‘l:n the next meeting of the Aatherity,
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WA S 1. Chief Vigllance Offfger.  Iteq Ne, 2672004,
‘ ) 2e Conmtsslmor (ipc.r'-'.!o? Itm N’o244 28/2904-
f) 3. Cemnissiener (LD), . dtem Ne 35/2004.
b 4 .\/ Comnmissiener (F)g.) 1 Ctem. Ne _ 27,29 ¢ 31/ 2004,
5. Fin anecial Adv,[s;cf: (Hloeus ing) letenm Ne.23/2004,
6. Ulrmctar(Worké:l).' ’ Ttem Ne.25/2004.
7 Directer (UR), Ii
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L1EM NO. 30/2001 | : g

Sub: || Change of landuse u_/; 2524 acres of land at i.‘s?rn'u’u Ghevea for relocation of
Shumdi L] Sepertters o :
£2.2001) 20040700,

(i

s
'y
|
J Proposals contained in the agenda item were approved by ihe Authority. The Fiee.
Chairman assured the Member Seeretary of the NCR Planningg Board that the propaosals
shall be sent 1o the Bourd in addition (o the Ministry of Urban Development for their

consideration. V

ITEM NO. 3172004

Sub: Change :Ig/'lumh/.\'('_/h/' an arca of 3,36 . from "Recrcational " 1o 'Commercial* in

Tri Nagar for DMRC Project. ‘

F.2002)2000/MP/P 1L

Fhe Lt Governor mentioned that the Lasids 1o be used Jor conemercial purposes by
DMRC should be based on their specific requirement af cach location rather than uniform
requirements being followed for every station. It was pointed out that the DMRC
proposals were in pursuancy of the approved patiern of financing where=under revenues
have also to he raised from property devetopment, aind the area involved in respect of
different stations was :/[[]ifi'(!n/. However, the ahservations ol Governor would be duly
kept in view when fresh /)r()/i'u.s'ul.s are received.

3 |

The Chief Planner (1C10) was of the view that o detailed study should be
conducted to assess the quantum Q/'mll(lilimml traffic likely (o be generated in the area as
well as the impact of rediction in the j;fucn cover in the area afier permitting the change
of land use. The Vice Chairman muuli(zmarl that these issues are divcussed in detail in the
Technical Committee mecting, where represcitatives of all ihe concerned agencies are
invited.

Afier detailed deliberaiions, it was decided 1o leave oue the an-acquived iai
portion measuring 3585 sq.mir. from I/jw process of choape of lned use and (o recommen:d!
the change of land nse from “recreational” 1o “caommercial* for the remaining arca, which
had already heen acquired.

The Lt. Governor further advised that the DARC should he asked to keep the
ccological aspects in mind while developing theiv commercicl arcas’stations and tiz

DAMRC must provide adequate green cover ar all locations

%
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Annexure-IV
Change of landuse of an area measuring
1506.89 ha. from ‘rural’ to ‘residential,
commercial, industrial, P&SP,
recreational, transportation & utilities’
in Narela-Bawana Industrial Area.

DADB)allfiles2005/ugendanotess. 2pc



ANNEXURE-1V

WRA UGB
e faera 5394y
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

P.K.Pradhan MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Joint Secretary (DL)

Tel.N0.23018255 4y [deell—110011, & 200
Fax No.23019028 New Delhi-110011, Dated the 200

D.0.No.K-13011/5/2000-DDIB(Vol.1V)
January 15, 2005

R Dv aLy J’L\‘ R

Please find enclosed a copy of letter No.F.4(3)98/MP/1283-EP dated
22.11.2004 from Vice-Chairman, DDA regarding change of land use of an area
measuring 1506.89 ha. In Narela-Bawana industrial area.

2. It may kindly be recalled that originally DDA had proposed change of
land use for an area of 2366 ha. In the above mentioned area from rural to
various other uses. The Planning Committee in its 46" meeting held on
23.02.2001 had agreed to the change of land use of 1850 acres (778.17 ha.)
only out of 2366 ha. to facilitate relocation of industries in accordance with the
directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. In the present proposal the DDA has
proposed for change of land use of the balance area of 1506.89 ha. which
includes 194.76 ha. for industrial use. —

Sh As you are aware, in accordance with the Supreme Court’s order dated

7.5.2004 the Govt. of NCT of Delhi is required to relocate the industries from

the residential and non-conforming areas in a time bound manner. Availability

298 e /;y  of the above mentioned land for the purpose will help considerably in their
' efforts to implement the judgement.

4. I shall, therefore, be grateful if necessary views/clearance of the NCR
Planning Board may be communicated at the earliest for further consideration
of the matter.

vt Y L.l V-Léf PNEAL U
?—‘%/{Jp(_;i,-" E_L-L?éf Yours sincerely,
e &
"7 =§;,’f'.:‘_/a> S
- o VS0 o
(P.K.Pradhan)
Dr. P.K. Mishra,
Member Secretary,
NCR Planning Board,
India Habitat Centre,
New Delhi.
\%
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D.0.No.F.4(3)98/MP / ] A RA-L
Dated: November 22, 2004

Jqremey

% - %’Wmmz.
Dothhs @weé/mmzf QC’Z(MGX(@;

s 22 ,
Do an Lol Teedbson,

This is regarding change of landuse of an arca measuring 1506.89 ha. in
Narela-Bawana industrial area Phase-II, whichi is part of the Zonal Development
Plan of Narela Subcity project and the same stands referred to the Ministry of
Urban Development for final notification on 20.11.2000 (Annexure-A). As per
the instructions received from the Ministry of Urban Development, the change of
land use of the area would be taken only after the land is notified for acquisition.

2 Thereafter, a notification inviting fer objections/suggestion was published
for 2366 ha. of land, referred as Narela Bawana Industrial area Phase-II on 23"
November, 2000 for change of landuse (Annexure-B). Out of this, an area of
about 859.1 ha. in 4 different pockets was notified for change of land use orn
8.5.01 (Annexure-C). A copy of the draft plan of zone M, N, P (Pt.) showing the
above is enclosed (Annexure-D).

3. In the plan approved by the Authority and referred to the Ministry, the
/ 7 landuse of L75 ha. of land in the west of Delhi Karnal railway line was proposed
/0.)’—;0; for warehousinig and depot (WD). However, as per the letter dated 11.09.2001 of
2})@ ' g Director (DD) MOUD (Annexure ‘E’) . it has been desired to withdraw thc
¢ ﬂ ) proposal for warehousing from the site at Holambi-Kalan for shifting of oil depot
e to Tikri Kalan. As such the land use of this site has been proposed as
‘Manufacturing”™ keeping in view the Hon’ble Supreme Court orders regarding
shifting of industries from non-conforming areas. This site for industrial use was

identified by the Technical Committee in its meeting held on 3.11.01.

D )
Q_WC’Q N In view of the notification of the balance land for acquisition in Narcla-
]'\'7 Bawana Phase-II area and various development activities in this area, it is
UJM ; proposed to change the landuse of this balance area of 1506.9 ha. from ‘rural’ to
%/ residential, commercial, industrial, Public and Semi Pubic, recreational,
transportation and utility as per the details given below:-

|4 Residential 630.94 hectares

7o Commercial 40.61 hectares

Manufacturing 194.76 hectares

Public & Semi Public (PSP) 69.44 hectares

Recreational 347.64 hectares

' D\) M Utility 73.87 hectares

= " \\\ Transportation 149.63 hectares

s C an el s

Rl Total: 1506.89 hectares




-

A copy of the composite structure plan of 2366 ha. earlier sent to Ministry

for final notification on 20.11.2000 showing various land uses (Annexure-F) and

a copy of the same showing 4 pockets already notified on 8.5.2001 along with the

balance land of 1506.9 hectares to be notified with the landuses (Annexure-G)

are annexed herewith. The Zonal landuse distribution is subject to the availability
of land.

4. Keeping in view the Supreme Court directions regarding shifting of
industries, development of activities at Bawana Industrial Area, Slum & JJ
Scheme, development of sanitary landfill site as well as linking of GT Karnal
Road with Rohtak Road through UER-I & UER-II via Rohini and Narela Project,
an early change of landuse is required.

5. It is requested that the change of landuse as explained under Para 3.0
above may kindly be notified at the earliest.

Lm [ W L*: v& N x&«Lu

Yours sincerely,

Encl. As above. - U)l\ .

(MADHUKAR GUPTA)

Shri P.K. Pradhan,

Jt. Secretary (D&L),

Ministry of Urban Development
& Poverty Alleviation,

Nirman Bhawan,

New Delhi-110001.

.
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The under Searatary (DD) = ) :
Govt.of India, . ! :
Ministry of Uruan pavelopmant &
Poverty Alleviation, Nirman Bhawan
New Welhie: : :

e e e e o PO S8 G

subs ZOnal,chelopmehc plan for zones M, B & B(rart)
Narela sub=city.

P
0

sirc, - ol ~
piei L |
The gonal Development plan of mones M, N & Y (rrart) was N |
considered.in the ﬂu;hority‘a meeting held on 18.,10,2000 vide : ‘j
stem no.77/2000, for £inal nstification. The minutes are '.
still awa;ted."ﬂoéover, I anm dirocted to enclose two coples
inihe text of zOnal‘Develépment,plan of znne M, ¥ &P (rart)
alqggwitﬁ’plans with the rcguest te process the case £or final
notifio tien, The minutaes of the Authority ecting will be S
sent separatelye . N4

Thanking you, o |

Yours fatchfully,

IIFICASnE.
( Reil JAIN ) i

Bncl: As above (twe copioes of the Jr'pxafiMP)

cext of &4DP of zone M, N & P
alongwith plans) « ‘.

Copy tos Jt.Dir.(MC), DDA, Vikas sadan with the regquest R
to send the minutes ‘of the Authority meeting \
in respect of item ne.77/2000. i -

. |
e I
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No. 298] NEW DELHI, THURSDAY, MAY 10,2001/VAISAKHA 20, 1923
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MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND POVERTY ALLEVIATION
(DELHIDIVISION)
NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 8th May, 2001

S.0. 412(E).—Whereas certain modifications which the Central Government proposcs to make in the Master Plan
tor Delhi 2001/Zonal Development Plan regarding the area mentioned hereunder were published as a Public Notice with
No. F. 20(3)97/MP dated the 23rd November, 2000 by Delhi Development Authority in accordance with the provisions of
Section 44 of the Delhi Development Act, 1956 (61 of 1957) inviting objections/sugestions as required by sub-section (3)
of Section 11-A of the said Act, within thirty days from the date of the said notice,

2. Whereas only one objection/suggestion was received with regard Lo the proposed modification and whereas
the Central Government have, after carefully considering all aspects of the matter, decided to modify the Master Plan.

3. Now. therefore. in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (2) of Section 11-A of the said Act, the
Central Government hereby makes the following modification in the said Master Plan for Delhi with effect from the date of
Publication of this Notification in the Gazette of India.

MODIFICATIONS :

L. “The land use of an arca measuring 778.17 hectares as per notified khasras falling in Narela Project and
bounded by Bawana Village/Daryapur drain/existing Narela Bawana Road in the North, proposed 100 mt.
R/W Road, including P.S.P. and adjoining residential pocket, Western Yamuna Canal/E.S.S. 220 KV/Gas Pipeline
existing/main power-line/proposed 100 mt. (MP I), 60 mt. (MP 4), 60 mt. (MP 5), R/W Road including CETP.
District Centre flatted factory in the East and proposed 60 mt. R/W Road—Bawana Pooth Khurd Road '
connecting 100 mt. R/W Road in the West is changed from “Rural Use Zone” to Residential. Commercial.
Industrial Clusters. Public and Semi Public facilities. Recreational. Utility and Circulation as per details given

below :
1. Residential ) 9.13 ha.
2. Conumercial - 43.91 ha.
3. Industrial Clusters 414.13 ha.
4. Public and Semi Public facilities 34.56 ha.,
5. Recreational 106.36 ha.

> 3
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6. Utility 30.13 ha.
7. Circulation 139.96 ha,
Total : —77§I_HE_| #

2. “The land use of an area measuring 40.46 hectares as per notified khasras falling in Narela Project and bounded
by existing Bawana Road/proposed 80 mt. Road in the North-West, Western Yamuna Canal in the West.
ewisting Katcha Road/revenue area of Village Bawana in the East/South is changed from “Rural Use Zone™ to
Residential.

3. “The land use of an area measuring 28.33 hectares (Triangular picce of land abutting existing Holambi/Sanoth
road) as per notified khasras falling in Narela Project and bounded by the revenue area of Village Holambi Kalan
and Sanoth in the North, 400 KV H.T. line in the West. existing Holambi revenue area in the South-West and
revenue area of Village Holambi Kalan in the East is changed from “Rural Use Zone” 1o Residential.

4 “The land use of an area measuring 12.14 hectares as per notified khasras falling in Narela Project and bounded
by 400 KV H.T /existing Holambi Kalan Sanoth road in the North. Revenue area of village Holambi Kalan in the
South, Revenue area of village Holambi Kalan in the East and proposed CETP/proposed 60 mt. wide road in the
West is changed from “Rural Use Zone” to Residential.

[No. K-13011/5/2000-DDIB]
DEVENDRA KUMAR GOEL. Under Secy.

Printed by li]é Manager, Govt. of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064
and  Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054
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Annexure-V/I
Draft Zonal Development Plan for

River Yamuna of Zone ‘O’ and Part
6P9
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/ f ANNEXURE-V/1

/ fegal frwre gy
DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTUHORITY
fagrw M
VIKAS MINAR
TFENEY UET
ger  NO. F-4(2)98/MP/ A INDRAPARASTHA ESTATE
No. ag faeel-2
sgx ¢ B.KJAIN NEW DELHI-2
¥rom: DIRECTOR (DC & RYP) -
Jar A, ‘ '7( -
To, The Chief Regional Planner, Bated s guanesss.§i )/200 - l

National Capital Region Planning Board,

I* floor, Zone-1V, India Habitat Centre,

Lodi Road,

New Delhi-110003.

Sub : Draft Zonal Development Plan for River Yamuna of Zone 'O' and Part 'P'.

Ref: (i) Minutes of the 26" Meeting of NCR Planning Board held on 16.1.2004 -

Agenda Item No.13. /
(iv)Minutes of the 43" Meeting of the NCR Planning Board held on
12.9.1999 - Ttem No.7.

Sir,

Kindly refer to the Minutes of the 26™ meeting of the NCR Planning Board held
on 16.1.2004, referred to above, vide which NCR Planning Board has decided to re-
examine the land use proposals earlier submitted by the DDA.

2. The Draft Zonal Development Plan of Zone 'O' and Part P' (Yamuna River Area)
was considered in the NCR Planning Board in its 43" meeting. With regard to the
observations made in the Agenda and Minutes of the said meeting, the para-wise
observation of DDA is placed at Annexure-A.

(i) River Yamuna is the lifeline of Delhi, it is a source of water supply for Delhi's
population of 1.37 million (2001) and acts as a drainage and flood channel. It is
also a major lung space between urban mass on two sides. However,
indiscriminate urban growth and using the river for disposal of sewage and waste
have disrupted environmental balance and today the river is virtually converted
into a dirty drain. The river Yamuna in Delhi has a high level of water pollution,
which is mainly from the untreated sewage and waste flowing from the

m Uﬁ’(w’ surrounding urban areas. Besides the need to enforce Pollution Control Act, there
‘ V\r is a need to evolve an environmentally appropriate strategy of land use and
'/ conversion of the riverfront, covering about 9,700 ha. of area with following

1% (\ objectives:-

) 1) Linking the river with the populatlon of Delhi.
e /—1/ ii) Landscape development of the river-front as a recreational buffer,
e ili) Control of pollution due to drainage, sewage, flyash, garbage and waste

A dumping.
7 Q}h o iy) A drainage and flood control strategy linked with water supply.
J D(ﬂ) / v) Control of land uses which are environmentally hazardous, e.g. sanitary
\'0”5?)\-16\" landfills, industry, garbage and waste dumping etc.
W A’)/ The environmental issues concerning regeneration of river Yamuna need to be
addressed in an integrated manner, which relate to the following major
¢ components:
Q ﬂu/
- ‘l 24 . : .
} \ i) Landuse Planning & Urban Design.

ii) Pollution Abatement Programme.

] cl /\j D /»d/ﬁy iii) Flood Control Strategy.

iv) Water Supply Augmentation, '

/ S



iii)

The above activities involve inter departmental coordination, public
participation and ties up of several programmes (like River Conservation and
Cleaning programme) for which a comprehensive plan for integrated conservation
and pollution abatement of the river Yamuna in the form of Zonal Plan is the
starting point.

The National Environmental Engineering Research Institute, Nagpur (NEERI) has
been assigned "Environmental Management Study for Rejuvenation of River
Yamuna" by the DDA. They have submitted a draft report considering the
environmental and hydrological studies, on the basis of work on draft proposals of
Zonal Development Plan of Zone '0' and Part 'P' have been worked out. A draft
proposal of NEERI is enclosed.

The proposals in Draft Zonal Development Plan of Zone 'O and Part 'P' is based
on conservation of the Natural Flood Plains and not of the channelisation of the
river. The river basin is not proposed to be Channelised and the Proposals are
based on hydrological studies relating to ground water recharge and acceptable
affects of change in water level upstream/downstream. Regarding Ramsar
Convention etc., NEERI in its draft report (January, 1999), has pointed out the
following :-

" The Yamuna river flood plains are considered amongst important wetlands in
India. These flood plains are not in the list of wetlands identified in Ramsar
Convention for protection and conservation."

As desired by NCR Planning Board, the Draft Zonal Development Plan of Zone
'O' and Part 'P' is re- submitted for its consideration and approval. Copy of the
Draft Zonal Plan is placed at Annexure-C.

It may be emphasised that the early approval of the draft Zonal Plan will help in
integrated conservation of this eco-sensitive area, which is continuously under
the threat of encroachments and misuse.

Yours faithfully,

b,

S

AN

Encl.: As above (B.K\J A[Nﬂf)‘ :

Pc

Director(DC\& RYP)
\
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FOR RIVER YAMUNA AREA
(ZONE ‘O’ AND PART ZONE ‘P")
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ZONAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR RIVER YAMUNA AREA (ZONE-0;&
ZONE - P - PART) i & L
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INTRODUCTION . |
As per MPD-2001 notified on 1.8 90, the National Capital Territory of Deliyi
has been divided into fificen zones (Divisions), eight'in Urpan Delhi (A to 1),
six in Urban Extension and rural areas (I to N&P) and one Zone-0 (River
Yamuna arid River Bed Arez) which falls under the landuse category ol A
(Agricultural and Water Body) as per MPD-2001 Landuse plan,

The present Zonal Development Plan is for Rjver Yamuna Area (Zone-G and

part of Zone-P) which has to be diferent from that of the other zones due 10 it
special characteristics. ]

Based upon the various studics conducted so far, the Zonal Development Plan
15 conceived primarilyy as policy document and Ssels out strategies for
formulation of action plans for ccofriendly development in the process of Gity
building. | ‘

STATUTORY PROVISIONS AND OBJECTIVES

The Zonal (divisional) Plan of the area is prepared under Section-g to be
processed under  section-10 of the Delhi Development  Act, 1957,
simultancously, (he modifications of Janduse shall be processed under Section-
I (A)

MPD-2001 states that in the absence of 4 Zonal Plan of any area the
development shall be in accordance with the Master Plan.

Seetion 8 of the Delhi Development Act also defines the contents of the Zonal
Plan. As per the MPD-2001, a Zonal Development Plan means a plan for one
of the zones (divisions) of the Union Territory of Delhi containing__d_ggﬁ_iﬁlgi_
information regarding provisions of social infrastructure, parks and open spaces
and_circiilation system. The Zonal (divisional) plan, which is a sub-city
d'cvclopmcn: plan, details out the policies of the Master Plan,

MPD-2001 further states thar. |

A Zone could be divided into sub-zones by the Authority

The Zonal (Divisional) plans shall detail out the policies of the Master plan. and
act as a link between the layout plans and the Master Plan. '

The development schemes, layout plans indicating use prenses shall conform
to the Master Plan/Zonal (divisional) plans.

As per MPD-2001 this Zonal Development Plan for-River Yamuna arca is for
part of Zone - (North of Wazirabad Road) upto the Northern boundary of
Nationai Capital Territory of Deihi) and and Zone-0, south of Wazirabad Road
upto the Southern boundary of the National apital Territory.

The area under reference bears o special character in terms of being a flood
Spec =

prone  natural feature witl; larpe stretches of land availabie bevond the

predominant water course ane existing bunds on the banks of river Yanuna

All of these stretches may not used/usable for any kind of development and

&/
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therefore may not meet all the requirement/provisions of Section-8 ofj the DDA? :
Act, but once approved could act as policy framework for formulating action
plans for eco friendly dcvc!opmcn[.l' : L

: " . gt

2.7 This being a policy documeént would work out development strategies for -
action plans of eco-friendly development of River Yamuna (Zone-O and Part

Zone-P) and will detail out the policies of the Master Plan, :

3.0 LOCATION, BOUNDARIES AND AREA

River Yamuna traverses thlrough Union Territory of Delhi From Palla in thé
North to Jaitpur in the South.

[O%]
—

3.2 River Yamuna is bounded as under; |

- North NCTD Boundary ,
- South : NCTD: Boymdz}‘ry . ‘
- East Marginal B:L_nidl and NCTD Bounda:ry
= West Marginal B‘u'nd, Ring Road and Proposed NH-2 along /|

Agra canal, - :
The Total area is about 9700 1Ha ldetéils‘ g'ivc,h as under:- !
i) Part of Zone-O 6100 Ha
(Arca south of Wazirabad Barragé)
ii) Part of Zone-P 3600 Ha |

(V5]
(98]

(Area north of Wazirabad Béfragé)
Total 9700 I1a. F

Out of the total area of 9700 Ha, approxir11atclxl§_(_)_9jja.ofland is under watc?gf
and 8100 Ha is under dry land. &

i
i

4.0 EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS / DEVELOPMENTS

4.1 The following are the predominant characteristics of River Yamuna and its
environs: ‘
) River Yamuna enters the Unjon Territory of Delhi at Palla, in the North and

leaves at Jaitpur in the South afier rraversing a distance of about 50 kms. in the
Union Territory of Delhi.” '

ii) Its spread varies from 1.5 kms to 3.0 kms.

1) Nine Road Bridges and Two Railway Bn'dg‘ué and three fair weather Pontoon
Bridges cross River Yamuna, ‘ r

iv) Seventeen major drains are discharging untreated effluents into the river.
\9) The river bed gently slopes from 210 MSL in the North to 199 MSL in the
South.
Vi) The area has an assortment of authorized and unauthorized uses like Dol G ot dor;

Samadhis, Cremation Grounds, Sports Complexes, Thermai Power Stations,

“
o
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Some of the pockets are also under thick

Bathing Ghats, Delhi Secretariat, Sewerage Treatment Plant Unauthorised IColbn':es !othar

. unauthorised uses and fly-ash dumping ponds mostly in'the South of ?Vazirabafi road .e. zoﬁéf‘O‘.. '

being used for Agriculture, Horticulture and as a: wealth of ﬂ:o'ra and fauna,

The continued encroachment in the
the land beyond the water course is bein
activity in an unplanned manner, Briefly,

either side existing characteristic are as under: -

| I A i
'plantation and most of the river bed area

River bed area‘aggravates the pollution in River )
g gradually filled up to carry out different kind ofic;:nstruction
various stretches of River Yamuna and its adjoinig’ areas on

¥ .[:I.?;l .
‘ nl'] _z'n;f}e 'O
IS |

1AL
Yamuna i.e.

I

EXISTING LANDUSE IN & ALONG THE RIVER YAMUNA AREA IN DELHI ‘

Millenium park.

|
[ Development in & along River Yamuna Banks [
West - East . :
S.No Zone '
1| NCTD Boundary to | Agriculture Agriculture, Water
Wazirabad Barrage Works, Facility centre,
CRPF  camp, Delhi
Police Firing Range,
(. | . Unauthorised colony.
2| Wazirabad Barrage to | Metcalf house, Chandrawal water works, | 220 KV ESS, water
ISBT Bridge Budh Vihar Camp, E?fh'ingGhat Pond, grass fams & |
] N ‘ Marshes -, ]
3| ISBT Bridge to Oid Nigambodh Ghat, unauthorised | Unauthorised
Yamuna Rail cum Road development of yamuna Bazar, Salimgarh | encroachment, r
| Bridge . fort 7o ! Agriculture i
4| Old Yamuna Bridge to | Red Fort, Electric Crematoriumh, Vijay | Unauthorised
1TO Barrage Ghat, Shanti Van, Shakti Sathal, Rajghat, | encraochment,
I.G." Stadium, Power house, Delhi Agriculture
Secretariat, STP unauthorised
encroachment
5/1TO Barrage to | I.LP. Power house, Gas Turbine power | Unauthorised
Nizamuddin Rly Bridge house, STP, IP Depot, Exhibition ground encroachment,
J Agriculture, Forest
6| Nizamuddin Rly Bridge to | Fly ‘ ash pond, Fly ash Brick plant, Unauthorised .
N.H. 24 unauthorisejgncroachment,tndraprastha encroachment
k

Agriculture, PSP area |
Akshardham ° Temple .‘
Complex |

8

NH-24 to Okhla Barrage

Electric crematorium, Rajiv Gandhi Smiti
Van, unauthorised encroachment, - Electric
sub—station} Sarai kale Khan |SBT, Okhla
STP, sarita Vihar Group Housing, Friends

Agriculture, New
Residential colonies
along the embankment

-

resettlement Scheme, LPG Bottling plant.

colony. ! !
Okhla barrage to NCTD Unauthorised = colonies  water Body, | fere ooy h,ﬂ!/ wahes bewle |
Boundary agriculture, Madanpur Khadar | ’ A

Certain other uses have

under process for change of use

reccommended development of District Parks,

been approved subsequent to the promulgation of MPD-2001 and are

(refer Annexure-2).

STUDIES AND RECOMMENDATIONS ON RIVER YAMUNA MPD-62 Proposal.

The entire area north and south 'of Wazirabad barrage has been shown as floodable dhd has

PlayGrounds.

6%
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Open Spaces on the western bank of River Yamuna in the arca Sg:iuthi‘i of
Wazirabad Barrage. frl!l"_ﬁ;'r'f.f':c'r recommendds shifting of existing Therpral

Power Stations of Rajghat and [udraprastha after their machinery becones

G | s [ : . . . i/
ion of sclheme for discontinuing sewage outflow into
e | i : :
the River Yamuna, " Pt ! I

obsolete and formular

i o

MPD-2001 Proposal | H
I ! : {

River Yamuna is to be made pollution free through various measures. On the
big expanse of its banks large recreational areas are 1o be developed and to be
integrated with other urban developments so that the river is an integral part.of

the city physically and visually,

| : i
It has also recommended channelisation of river and the recommendations for

L1} ke
the same are as under: e
i}

Rivers in the major metropolitan citics of the world like Thames in London and
Seine in Paris have been channelised providing unlimited oppontlniticlls'l'tb
develop the river fronts. Afier! the result |of the imodel studies for+1he
channelisation of the river Yamuna become available. development of river

front should be taken up, considering all the ecological and scientific aspects as
project of special significanice for the city,

| - i
River Yamuna now has high level of pollution which s mainly from untreated
sewage and waste water {rom industrial areas. Strict enforcement of water
pollution act is needed to keep the river clean. Chanelisation of the river|as
proposed shall provide scope for a major River front Development scheme and
shall further help in improvement of the river front '

DUAC - Conceptual Pla)n'-20()1

The Delhi Urban Arts Commission in its Conceptual Plan-2001, stipulates that,
“the landscape potential of the Yamuna should be explored through proper
channelisation. It can yield a sizeable area for recreation, activities such as a
sports complex, a cultural centre, a bird sanctuary, a botanical garden, safar
park, lakes, water sports facilities etc. A comprehensive river development
scheme is thus essential”. ¢ further reconunends that some areas on eif/f:cr
side of the river should be preserved for r.}"(rce dimensional development.

NCR - Regional Plan-2011

The National Capital Region- Regional Plan - 200] and the Sub Regional Plan-
2001 provide for cultivated landuse for the'river bed in NCTD. A small portion
of the river bed howevet, in the southern part is designated as Urbanisable
Area. The Plan also stipulates that viver channelisation, poilution control
and river front development is 10 be take up by the DDA as « project of

special significance,

&
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5.5 Steering Committee Recommendations On Review of MPD-2601 i
. . i
[ 10 H - T [l fl
2n the recommendation of the Steering Commiittee, the Ministry of Ulrjblarl_
Aflairs and Employment, Govt. of India constituted eight Expert Groups on various
aspects of Master Plan/Development Plan including the Group on I:nwronmcn to
critically appraise the existing provisions of MPD-2001

The Expert Group on Environment has made the following observations on'the
River Yamuna. “The length of river Yamuna in the NCTD is ahout 48 km with SO%
of the length in present urban limits and the balance is rural arcas with a width varying
between 1.5 km - 3 km. River Yamung has been polluted to such as extent that in half
of its length the quality of water is not cven fit for animal consumption due to the
untreated discharge of 17 large stormy water drains. Jt is essential to intercept all
drains discharging pollution in the river. This needs a complete review of the
existing system of dealing with wastc water and saitable landuse revisions is callgd for.
A separate compreliensive plan considering the ccological and landscape value of
the river needs to the prepared.” I, Surther observes that, pollution concertiing
natitre can be tackled to larpe extent by development of large projects like planning
and development of River Yamune, N

As a medium term strategy, it has been suggested that a detailed plan for the
conscrvation of river Yamuna needs (o be prepared.
!

5.6 Yamuna Action Plan for NCTD

Under the Yamuna Action Plan of Ministry of Environment and Forests, Gowt.
of'India, the following components are funded by the Central Govt -

1) Low Cost Toilets
") Sewage Treatment Plangs
11} Electric Crematoria

1v) Bathing Ghats

V) Plantation

0.0 STUDIES UNDERTAKEN
6.1 CWPRS, Hydraulic Model Studies orr Channelisation

In order to meet the requircment of planned development and meet the objective as
recommended by MPD-62, MPD-2001, DUAC Conceptual Plan etc. as mentioned
above, DDA considered the possibilities of developing the arcas on both side of the
river by channeling it. For this purpose DDA approached Central Water and Power
Research Station, Pune way back in 1977 to conduct model hydraulic studies for
channelising the river Yamuna, and finally conveyed its Terms of Reference in the year
1988 The CWPRS, Punc submitted its Technical Report No.3062 in May, 1993. The
summary of findings and recommiendations are aiven as under:

The Perspective Planning ‘Division of the Delhi Development Authority (DDA)
has been considering the possibiiity of developing fiver-front area on both sides of the
river Yamuna by channelising the river. The project authorities desired that model

65
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studics be carried out at C\VPRE‘SHO examine the technical feasibility Hf: the
channclisation proposal. Studics were carried out in mobile bed model of tigﬁ;ri_vcf
Yamuna at Delhi, constructed (o 2 horizontal scale of 11300 and vertical scale of: 1:60.
Studies were carried out by reproducing channclisation bunds from Palla 1o Okhla
Barrage and  with three discharges namely, 7,022 cunv/s, 9910 cum/s and 1:2,750‘

cum/s

22 kms rcach of the river Yamuna, from Wazirabad barrage to Okhla barr_agc 15
extremely vulnerable to the population pressure. The width of the river in this reach
varies from 1 km to 3 kms. In this reach, several hydraulic structures, such as bridges,
barrages, wier etc. are existing across the river which hold the river at their locations,
Indraprashtha barrage, Nizamuddin raithvay bridge and Nizamuddin road bridge are
closely located in river reach of 3 kms. The wat"crwa_ys provided tor these structure are
around 550 m. The river flow between these structures s more or less confined in a
width of 550 m. Therefore, by joining the guide bunds of these structures in this reach,
It was seen that there was no increase m walter level or change in flow conditions dué
to channelisation Hence it is appearcd technically feasible to chanelise the river in this
reach ‘

Waterways of structupe upstream of Indraprastha barrage upto Wazirabad
barrage varied between 455 m and 800 m and downstream of Nizamuddin road bridge
upto Okhla barrage varied between 552 m and 791 m. With fuither channelisation from
Indraprastha barrage (0 Wazirabad barrage: and from Nizamuddin barrage (o
Wazirabad barrage and from Nizamuddin road bridge to Qkhla barrage by smoothly
joining the guide bunds/abutments of the structures and from Wazirabad barrage to
Palla with channclisation width of 550 m indicated maximum afflux of 3.5 m. at Palla
with river discharge of 12,750 cuny/s Computation indicated that eflect of this afflux
would reach upto 20 10 30 km upsreatm of Palla. With increased channelisation width
of 850 m in the reach from Wazirabad barrage to Palla, the afux at Paila was 2.1 m
whereas with channelisation width of 1000 m. the afflux at Palia came down 10 1.35m

The bottom of the old rail-cum -road bridge is at RL 206.3 m and it was secn
that with discharges above 7,022 cun/s the bund was gelting submerged with
channelisation. With channelisation' the water level observed at tiis bridge was RL
2093 m when river discharge of 12,750 cum/s. In case of Wazirabad barrage the
bottom of decking is RL 209,75 meter. With the channelisation. water level observed
was RL 2111 m with a discharge of 12,750 cum/s. Thus channelisation between -
Indraprastha barrage and Wazirabad harrage could be taken up only ﬁgﬁcr:{
renovation of these two bridges. Also the guide bunds of the structures which are not
designed for water discharge of 12,750 cum/s will have to be strengthened as 17 drains
disch:u’ging into the river Yamuna would face the problem of blockage du{: to
increased water level in the river by channelisation. At the outfall of these structures
cross regulators would have to be provided along with arrangements for pumping the
drain water into the river, whenever water level in the river would be higher than the
permissible water level in the drain It may be mentioned that due to channelisation the
storage capacity at the three barrages namely, Wazirabad Barrage, Indraprastha
barrage and Okhia barrage would reduce. Overcoming all these limitation/ constraints,
channelisation in thyee phases as mentioned below could be implemented.

) i’hase - | : Indraprastha barrage to Okhla barrage
i) Phasc -1 : Indraprastha barrage to Wazirabad barrage
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i) Phase -111 : Wazitabad barrage to Palla 2
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0.2 tnland Waterways Authority of India ('l\VAl)

The Inland Waterways Authority of India (IWAI), an autonomous body for thc
development, management, maintenance and better utilization of national waterways
carried out a pre-feasibility study for navigational potential of River Yamuna for
passenger service, cargo service, development of water sports, recreational facilitics in
River Yamuna in November/December, 1988 and submitted its report in January, 1989
to the Hon, Lt. Governor Delhi '

The study based on Talwegs Soundings Survey condicted between Wazirabad
Barrage ad Okhla Barrage noted that for the entire stretch, except for few isolated
locations, a 2.0 m deep water channel is available. The study suggested that to make
available a 300-450 m wide continuous channel of min 2.0 m depth, dredging efforts
have to made by excavating 90000 cum of carth every scason, which is possible
using a single portablc cutter quc}xon amdwr

The study recommended that instream navigation should be integrated with, the
scheme for development, pollution abatement and flood control.

6.3 SPA Study On Planning & l)cvcliopmcnt'of Yamuna River Bed

A study (presently nearing completion) was assigned to the Schoo! of Planning and
Architecture New Delhi for identifying alternative approaches to planning and
dwclupmcm Three alternative approaches have been suggested by this study. They
are .

i) Fcosystem Bascd Concept Plan

This is purely an environmental approach to the river bed aevelopment and
comprises of the following components

a) Augmenting wwater recharge potential - 10 be made possible ;by
extended storage of water in the form of retention and detention
ponds. ¥

b) Reducing pollution of Yamuna water - through installation of STP with

detention facilitics at the outfall points and  eflluent management of

adjoining rural areas i

c) Conservation of Natural areas - like natural swamps, marshes and
special aggregation ol flora and fauna, with proper mechanism, 10
inhibit misuse through protective barriers and sound management.

d) Hierarchy of Green Arvas - 10 be  developed depending on existing
accessibility and viability of development of areas with varying use
intensities like remnant forests. Landscaped parks, zoological and
botanical gardens with significant cmphasis on pollution control.

c) Recreation - to be limited (o ‘ccotourism’ as in development of near
passive greens and water sports facilities where environmentally viable.

) Continuation and Renewal of existing Areas is envisaged with special
emphasis on improvement in the built environment Agriculture and

£ 7"



allied activitics like homcullmc and floriculture is also proposed 10 b
promoted in limited manner. }
M
i) Integrated Development Scenario 'r
With proper usc and integration of the river into the wurban fabric dcvclopment
is to be accomplished through appropriatc” consideration of the local and transicnt
requiréments of facilitics of adjoining arcas and also through inclusion of such uses that
would  give citizens desirable proximity to ther river. The various features of this
scenario are: - r

a) Retentic 1 of essential features  of the Ecobased scenario such as
augmentation of ground walter recharge, pollution control and
conscrvation of natural arcas.

b) Assignment of uses, according ,to demand and suitability, mainly
incorporating th(jSC uses which are either presently under consideration
or are derived to facilitate: lmprox ement of the perceived quality of Jlfc
of other areas.

c) Modification of certain cxlstmg /onﬂomg, uses to improve. -1helr
respective environmental' qualmcs :

d) Integrated Tourism dcvclopmcnt, lhrough development of appropriate
infrastructure, networks and facilitics

vy’ Higher level of recreational activities arc:-also proposed under the
scenario. These will include, water sports and other recreational uses,
which are presently wanting in the city.

) Inland water transportatlon in also envisaged for development, subiect
to feasibility. ;

2) Management of higher order is also identified as a essential
requiremient to ensure cconomlc viability and sustenance of mteg,rated
development. | '

i) Post Channelisation Development Scenario 3

It 1s essentially an extension of the Integrated Development Scenario w'th
partial / limited channclisation as a precondition This Scenario also requires: ;

a) Reduction of peak flood water release, as flow volumes are likely to
increase on channelisation.

b) Pumping regulation to prevent  backflow of existing drains and
conscquent flooding in other arcas of Delhi.

) Limited assignment of religious and other water bound facilitics as
channclisation will restrict the stream width, will not permit siream
bifurcation and will peimit limited instream uscs.

1v) The study also outlines a Development Strategy which involves a substantial
degree of alternatives models of public - private partnerships, and proposes a strenger
land management system with a project bascd approach in the Development Plan.

1) A significant observation of the study is ilhat Channelisation (as envisaged
in the CWPRS swdy) considering the enormous investments/ resource
requirements, the adverse impacts on the arcas upstreart and downstream and the
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major implementation constrqints may not yield any justifiable henefi. It may
therefore be more appropriate 1o adopt '\the Integrated Developmens Madel, l"ltfclz
Soresees ondy partial channelisation. - : ' I

.L.

7.0 OBJECTIVES AND FRAM !Z\\’()lll( FORTHE ZONAL .

DEVELOPMENT PLAN o R , i

71 Keeping in view the recommendation made in the various statutory plans,
studies undertaken and the conclusions arrived at, the Zonai Development Plan
for River Yamuna has 10 address for the following objectives: -

a) Water Supply Augmentation
b) Pollution Abatemgnt | |
: . ! :
¢) Land Utdilization/Managemeht
d) [zco-friendly development, J {
72 A few other critical concerns for the development of the river areas are’ as
und. - ' i ' . i
. ! ' :
a) Involvement of multiple agencics
. R
b) High resource requirement’
: dia
& Special significance of‘the"arca and its linkage with the other states

upstream and down stream, development / re-development of the
existing areas,

73 The development should not increase the pollution within the River Yamupna
arca rather it should regenerate a healthy environment. - '

74 Any kind of development should be safe from Nood damage even at peak flood
o] '

level, b

75 The resource requirement is partially recovered with the development of land 'l'n
. z 5 . o | 3 . - o

the River Bed Arca without mposing compromises on the quality of the
environment | |

7.6 Identifying the stretches which can be/should be developed on nriority and

which do not require large financial resources and are prone to encroachments

77 To mitigate the constraints of land for public and semi-public uses in the
adjoining arcas more 5o particularly on the castern banks of River Yamuna

8.0 PROPOSAL

S.1 Amalgamation of Zone-G and part of Zone -P

At present as per MPD-2001 (he designated river arca is contained in Zone-O
and Zone-P (Part). Keeping in view the fact that thé whole river Yamuna area in (he
NCTD is 1o be treated as one entity, it is proposed that boundaries of Zone -O with an
area of 9700 Ha. should read as under

North : NCTD Boundary
South : NCTD Boundary
!
9
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[Zast B N(‘TD Bom.dary Eastern Marg,mal Bund. o f

West : Mdrgnal Bund, Existing: ng, Road & proposcd
' alwnmcnt aiong Agrd Canal Sk
MR T ! ,

8.2 Delincation of Qul)-?()ncéf : :

Keeping in view the' nmxrmm(k of the arca and lhc nature of the problems
which different stretches of river Yamuna are exposed 1o in its diflerent reaches, it is
proposed to dl\’ld(, the umrc area into sub zones kecpmg in,view the following.

) Natural and man- made fcalm(.c/l arriers, : 55; I‘
1) Rccommcndalmn/conclusnon\ arnved at by the statutory plans and S[UdlC‘§
made so far. Yy ' ;{

Accordingly following arc the broad Qub zones:
: | . 2 2
B ‘ Ll it

[ Sub Zone Reach | : Approx. Area (Ha.) !
Ol UP Bordér ' . 36200
i - \WVazirabad Barrage ¥
G2 Wazirabad Barrage _ 1100.0
= - ISBT l}nd% 3
03 ISBT Bridge ; 1225.0
- Old Rly Bridge . e
O Old Rly. Brlch , 1800.0
- LP. Barrage . | ' '
(ON IP Barrage .365.0
N - New Rly. Bridge
00 New Rly. Bridge | | 1390.0
B _ - NH 24 Bridge 5
07 NH24 Bridge . 1300.0
s - Okhla Barrage ' !
08 Okhla Barrage : 1900.0
- Harvana Border i
Total River  Yamuna Area 9700.0
(NCTD)

8.3 River Yamuna is the perennial source of water for meeting the water
requirement of the city. The area north of Wazirabad Barrage is presently being.
used for storing water which is allowcd to be continued and if feasible the
storage capacnly of this arca should be mcreased through adoption of suitable
measures in consultation with the neighbouring statcs.

In addition 1o the aboxc i is proposcd that the area between 1TO Barrage and
Wazirabad Barrage is prcdommmll\' used for water harvesting and pondage etc.:so as
to suitably recharge the ground water. This could be achieved by adopting appropriate
technologies.

10
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8.4 Pollution Abatement : (

| . A

Pollution in River Yamuna /\rcaiis’ mainly.on three counts: first, due to fallir}g
of 17 large water drains with high B()lj resulting in the quality of water to be of
category ‘I (even unfit for animals comliux‘npti(m); sccond, on account ofx_maulhoriggd
development  taken ])lacc/ldﬁil1g ip'l.'llcc‘ within - the ~River  Arca  without

scrvice/infrastructure; and thirdly, due to large amount of fly ash being emitted by: 3
power plants located along River Yamuna Bed, ' I

In order to take care of pollution due to out falling of storm water drains il;,is
proposed that an action plan to-develop sewage treatment ficility at the outfall points
of the drains or at suitable location be dravn up on priority so that the River water is
made fit for atleast bathing purposes and the sanétity of River Yamuna is restored to
Its pristine glory, : P ‘ »

In the River Bed Area large scaIEé‘un:\ulhoriscd construction/ colonics lhz;yc
come up mostly in the reach South of Wazirabad Barrage duc to its casy aceessibility
along the important transport corridors. In order to tackle this problem it is proposéd
that these areas should be cleared of the cfncroachmcm in a'phased manner wilhiqvtlﬁe
framework of the existing policy and thfc land so vacated be suitably utilised even ier‘t'll)ifC

first phase of proposed devclopment. | ! ' ' R

NTPC and the Delhi Vidyut Board are making cfforts to set up Flyash
Brick Manufacturing Plants, to uri/fsfi:’ frl:%e large quantity of flyash being gcnerm;e(!
by the Thermal Power Stations on rh¢ Westers: 13’(1/?/{ of River Yamuna. This needs
to be expedited on experimental basis and can et only as short term measure for
{/i.\'/)o.\‘(///ufi/i.\'(lfirm of flyash. Hovvever, as long termn measure there is need to set
up more eco-friendly power plants to meet the. growing requirement of power in
Dellii so as to phase out the existing p_)nfrer plants in a planed manner. '

¥
i
2
8.5 Land Management :
For the purposes of management of the vast stretches of land in the river bed
area having without any kind of flood protection measures the following  short termn
measures could be adopted till the planned schemes are finalised and ready for
implementation.
) Short-term leasing of the land to policing agencies like SP.G, C1SF.
C.RP.F, Delhi Police, BSF. LT.B.P, etc. for care and maintenance and
development of vast stretches of green areas at their own cost,

1) The existing use of /—\gricultLJr'e\I{oniCLxlulrc be allowed to continue in a
planned manner. The component of plantation forming part of Yamuna Action
Plan should be expeditiously implemented and the scope be suitably revised. -

8.5 Land Utilization

Keeping in view, the existing development in the various sub zones, their
proximity to the (transportation network and other essential infrastructure, land
availability and suitability and flood zoning etc. the following' uses are proposed in the
various sub zones. (Refer Annexure - § (or Summary of land utilisation proposals) The

7
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i vl J oo ik : t q
extent of land which can be utilized for various uses/activitics can be determined’ at
the time of the formulation of detailed schemes. : i

Q ! | | - ' i
Uses proposed are as follows:-" 1R : '

’Eb-lonc Segment | Proposed Prédominant use
01 East - | Recreation, Poridage (Water Harvesting). iy
, West s | -do- ' !
02 East g Aa . -do- r
West . -do-
03 East [ -do-
West e -do-
04 East Public & Senn Public Facilities
- West _ | i ~do-
05 East Recreation, Public and Semi Public Facilitics
West ,' | ~-do- i e
06 East Recreation, ' Public and  Semi  Public Facilities, |
Transport. ; | | |
| West . | il ~do- - T4
07 (NH 24 | Euas( K5 -do- i
to IL&FS i | y
Bridge) : ; ' |
West Recreation, Public and Semi'Public Facilities. ¥
07 East i .~do- i
(IL&FS |
Bridge 1o |
Okhla |
Wier) . )
o West -do- '
08 East Public: and Semi Public Facilities, Agriculture and
| Water Body:

The above landuse distribution and carefully worked about detailed layout
plans in time bound manner would be able to address the other critical issues 1o a large
extent,

The area known as Yamuna Bazar located soutl of Nigam Bodl Ghat is to be
considered for  redevelopment/ urban renewal within the Jramework of Gowt.
policies. : '

The existing  Jhuggies and Unauthorised Colouies in the river bed area shall also
be dealt with as per Gow. policy, but in no case should be allowed.-to continue to
exist in river bed area. if i
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e : il T P ST
As development is « conffnlr:ulu.;':'l_ plmr%\“s '[(ma' Ii s [0 :rf,fy!:r(!y{rimc{ y res:po;:'(lf :ji .l‘.?:c
needs and aspirations of its bcﬂ.rrl('ﬁc:'m;;c;s, ‘the Zonal thr :{0;.\' not limit the liq:'.t{ﬁrj_r |
of possible uses. 1 fowever, it ‘_‘-".‘l""’-"”f’:"fff. | nccer.sj.} 'my_'rf:{r." any ﬁemrci use: /. ({?r‘{i'__r_{;.' '
has to he in keeping rl'irh’rhe:r_nl'('rrfﬂ | Spirit of this Zonal Plan i.e., all uses /

0

. | i}

| i tily v i ! judp oy
activities should be cither environment regencrating or atleast should not .dt'!,'f'”f{‘—’
the existing environment o aany count dnd this may be interpreted to include even

social and other physical aspects like safety, nesthetics etc. B
' r ' e 1]

8.0 Urban Design ' Cd
= 1 1 ¥

The River Front Development provides a unique Opportumty ior developing a

' . \ s - A o . & H y (O L

Strong city image on the pattern of River Fhames in London, and River Seine in | ars,
ete. Keeping this in view, broad urban design guidelines have been formulated. iy b
i ot _ : F

o N v ! s ot

Mo level of urban design inputs are envisaged: ; R
B | - 1 ! O B

i) River Front Development: At present the width of the river bed varies between

HE |

1.5 kms 10 3.0 kms, ‘and at most sections peither ithe water course nor the opposite -

banks are visible. In order (o integrate the river within the larger framework of the city

\’,

: y e ! ! i " ARG

and (o bring the river closer ta the'citizens| af certain dtretches, #esthetic” and “active; |-

. - - ’ : pr e . L A

rver front development is desirable. ,lhcsc'slkcrchcs may comprise ol
o '35 s wae T ’ I

o el e

a) Bathing Ghats : !
[

D) Pedestrian Boulevards

¢) Landscaped Avenues : T )

i : iy EOei i
with full complement of recreational nc:ijvilics for .sili scetions ol citizens, Wh_c:jcv;lcr i
feasible, for shor stretches of 2.3 I;,n1s§'f!|'_§;hi uiqm\H s nlﬂylhé developed, s_uitab_f)( :
erade separated from (le p'cd('ts'tfimi cortidors fo provide exclusively for pleasure
diives Strong emphases needs Lo given 1o TL'CI@:L‘.H()H et'r;m'!i dcsigh ()f':tppropriatg hard and f
solt landscapes, signage  system and outdoot furuituyré Outdoor publicity in the form
of large hoardings shoud be totally cfiscdff:t'agct(i. Ih Hle nvisaged that a continons _stl_‘ip! i

oFabout 0.5 ki depen alang the water channel should: be reserved for this purpose! fadl
I | I A

i) Developmeny of other areey within, CXISTing r’mlm’.\' “In k'c(:ping with the visi(r)ll,l i
of the MPD 2001 and DUA{'?'((fnnccpnin! Plan 2001) restricted (hree dimensional
dcvcinp:ncm is envisaged in the cenfral areas which have eood locational potcniia} |
and are either compratively fice from imundation or Cé}l be made five from inundation
expeditiously and / or at Jow Cdst. This area desionated as the *Umbral Zone®," will
have 2 high degree of urban a:c'sig;n controls. The adjoining arcas designated as

‘P a o ¥ 3 Y i b s |
Penumbral Zones' wil] have a lower degree of design/development controls thus
enabling the development of an interesting variety in urban form . |

.Vminus categories of uses that will require (hree dimensional development have beer
identified f bl ' ]
To presserve (he few briel stretehes whers the  river bed is ‘transparent’ i |
developments on cither banks . are visiblc along, cxislirpg'mrridors of movcmcn!,l
suitable treatment should be  given; which will permiig continuity of vision. The
possibility of achieving another :i'hng, standing aspiration in the city's development of
extending the ‘central visga® may be explored by ereating another visia across the river
bed This may be defined by appropriate Ia:lidsjcnpc_;md f'huifr landmarks in keeping with |

the existing built heritage of the -'}'ty.- Rk , N
. | | |
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Keeping in view the fact that the area’ i s
different propaosed sub-zones and [q!qo that the total ¢

planned is more than 9000 11 pha‘mg of dev Linpmcm

88

1
e

Development Phasing

the developiment works could be on the following b 1ses;

«

; l-
-l |
nts difTerent ch.u*iclcn%tlca :;] ]1
f
wen ‘which is to be _;udl(:tdm.l i il
is nnpu ative. The phasmrg, () ‘
' e Bt i

| G B

thVLI(I[JIHLH! works and lmvc.

i ertain proposals may nnl require any m-*l‘” -
! fci.ll:w:h,{ Iuiv {inancial nnphmlimns sSome aucl: L OP“‘*E’I“' also covered Iulndq i
the Yamuna Action Plan like affor estation and pi mfs'.lmli ete., | L
i) Certain pockels in the zone are outsids the (Imu;ndlu(f River Bed ¢ 1”"";})“([ R
therefore, will not require technical (E( Arances n! CWC (Yamuna Commillee B
iii) Land under public ownership, \\nh no epf-uht assipnment of uses .mdllnvmg '
good accessibility is highly susceptible to e croachment and unaut! 'ONSCd i
dv\-dnhrnml and construction. Priority (il-\‘(‘lﬂ yment nll' such lands will ,mlt'? _ i
stress on the fand nmnagmnunl system. | ' | , | : 1
Fhe suggesied phasing is as {ollows , ; s
- . B l’mpmul [)cvclu[micnt P Imxm" | T_
Phase | Streteh Seament Sub .r'nm' ) Approx Sugg{'s(cd [
Avea (Ha) I’r(‘donlinznlgﬁ,l
nen S st
l i) New Rly l_i;du_( __._‘.,:. i Fast & \ West ;(j<-»_ _ 2 0 Recreation, :
- NH 24 Bridge ¥ ” ' P&SP, Large
| l' fdle Parking
, | K
i) N2 Bridue C | West 07 277 P&SD.
- Proposed 11.&FS llndv ‘j I Rc:cr'cmi-;t:'._
=t M | Udliics :
) )ll()H.m age Iast 105 193 P&SP
- New Rly Bridoe i ]| ",
0 Okhla Barage | West (Pai) | oy 788 l’&SlP'
- U Border ' | Lol
Iil i
f ) Wazitabad Bag g age Cast & Wea [0 720 P&SP, /
- IS Biidue “ | [{ééri‘:’i[inn,
f[ Water;
b= | B 1] L HHILVL“I Hye [
| 3 D) 18-S Biidge Wew T AR T A e ST —
’ - Okhla Barrage | I | Transpor — f
| i Hal
{ IS Bridge Bast & \Weg ,]()3&(_')-1 676 Recreation,
- 1TO Barrage : fl delu
] S| Y i ! 'Hdrvcsunu
R W (mmlnd Hmmm ] !_::(_?’: \\’c:x(h "6]_‘ _q‘_:/'_s() 8 W?.E S
”H\’llll Border i ‘J Hafvi:slin;;
i I Rccr;c:lli(m
iy Okhla Barrage West (Part) | 08 I 370 Recreation
-gp B “l(l(l
S el o )

Hovwerer, all areay
r!t'l'cfnp/ll(’nr.\' will he

of the plasing Sty
2.0 MASTER PLAN MODIFICATIONS

9.1 Thee aren of Zone-() wattld inereye Srom 608
Zone- P il reddiee from 15707 11u 10 approy.
fmum/(,fn' af Zene-() il le

susceptible to encroae Ttiente

taken wp for plaiytisny aind deve
ested r.fbm':

/

d2107 fl(l
the Harvana-NCTi) f,u.*r!:*r =Nk

i 7 or '/fml.fr!m.r.'-.:'(l

'I’ﬂf}lll(’llf on /H‘c‘l}f‘lfl’ l!‘f't \f)(’( f” ('

f

Hato 9700 1a and r/mr uf
and the nortliern

iy

U
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Authority Appreved Wees = |

' Lecatien

i \7
Near Wazirabad Barrage .

 1)near ‘Rajghat Poaer;i%EStatien

ii) near Ie.P.Power Sta;t':idn _
iii)near Badarpur inel:d: Statien

SeNa, Tse

1. Bathing Ghét} -

(3 ®lyash Brick Plants

3, Electric Grematorium

4, Burial @reund

Se Botanical @arden,
Camping

6. Convention Gentre &
Other P&SP

7e Race Geurse/Pole
@reund ; .

8, 400 K¥ Electric Sube
Station :

9. Parking

10. LP@ Bettling Plant

] k

11. 42.5 ha fer Public &
Semi Public use ‘

12. DMRC Shasgtri Park _ ~
Preperty develeping fer.
Depet &« IT Park :

ha
13,

/

/

/
!

510/resettlemont schems -

i)near @eeta Colony .I'

!
ii)near Sarai Kale Zhdn

Raar Geeta Golony

Pockst III, Phasa-I near
NH24 Bridge. |

Poclkets I,IX,IXI Phase~T
between New Railway Bridgs
and Sarai EKale Khan Peentoon
Bridge

Eale Xhan

near Saral Kale EKhan

«CAr Serat

between New Railway Bridge

and Saral Kale Khan Penteon
Bridge

near Madanpur Khadayp

Peckete3, Phass-1I, River front
develeping i

Land betwsean ISBYT Bridge &
eld Rail _wcumersad bridge
in the eastern bank ef River

Famuna.at swaskri Pork
Madanpur Khadar

;1_‘_/\451 Pre
i
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QObservations/ Comments raised in the 43" meeting of NCR Planning Committee

held on 12-2-99
S. COMMENTS FROM OBSERVATIONS
No AGENCIES/GOVT. BODY
1. National River Conservation

Directorate, M/o Environment and
Forests Govt. of India.

(i)

(1ii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

In addition to the out falling open |

drains, unauthorized development,
and fly ash emitted from the three
thermal power stations, there are
many other reasons for pollution of
river Yamuna, which have not
been identified.

As a part of the Action Plan for fi

creating sewage treatment facility
at outfall points, no land has been
carmarked for such land uses
(sewage treatment facilities).

The proposal to revise the scope of
plantation as a part of Yamuna
Action Plan is not agreeable, since
this is time bound programme
under OECF Loan and has to be
completed by 31.12.99.

The reasons of the time and again
removal and re-occurrence of
Jhuggies on Riverbed need to be
thorougly examined and permanent
solution evolved.

A study of the Bathing Ghats near
Yamuna Bazaar and  other
landscaped areas need to be
undertaken. i
There is need to take up EIA for
this Zonal Development Plan.

iii)

iv)

V)

vi)

The basic reasons for pollution of River
Yamuna has been identified in the Draft
Zonal Plan Report, however it is specific
technical study and may be dome at
appropriate stage.

The Draft Zonal Development Plan under
para 8.4 has suggested that an action plan
to develop sewerage treatment facility at
the outfall points of the drains or suitable
location be drawn-up on priority so that
the river water is made fit for bathing
purpose and the sanctity of River Yamuna
is restored to pristine glory.

Plantation programme will be considered
based on the development guidelines of
the Zonal Plan.

The issue related to Jhuggies and
unauthorized colonies has been proposed
1o be dealt as per the Government policy
but in no case are allowed to continue in
the River bed area. This requires to be
scen at city level and only at zone 'Q'
level,

The study related to Bathing Ghats have
been taken up in D.D.A.

A study on Environmental Management
plan for Rejuvenation of River Yamuna is
being done by National Environment
National Research Institute (NEERY)),
Nagpur. '

S-S




(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

(x)

The study done by CWPRS, Pune
is confined basically to Delhi. Its
impact upstream and downstream
needs to be carefully studied.

Since the channelization will
result submergence of old rail-
cum Road Bridge Wazirabad
Barrage, their renovation at
substantial cost will have to be
worked out as a pre-condition
before effectuation of this
scheme under the proposed Zonal
Plan. The renovation work will
be done.

For maintaining the river's
navigation channel, huge
recurring cost will have to be
incurred for dredging of 90,000
cu. m of silt on annual basis.
Navigation has not been
proposed.

With the increase in top water
level of the river and consequent
submergence of the 17 outfalling
Storm Water Drains, 24 hours
pumping will be necessary at
very high capital and O & M
cost; (necessary back-up power
will have to be provided to
prevent back-flow). This can be
made part of no expenditure for
channelization.

vii) The Zonal plan of Zone 'O’ and part 'p' is
confined to Delhi. However the proposals
given in the Zonal Development Plan is a
broad land utilization proposal taking into
consideration the recommendation of
NEERI and as assessed is not to affect the
up and down stream areas.

viii) The present proposal is not based on
channelization of River Yamuna. Since
channelization has not been proposed
hence renovation of the existing bridges
due to the scheme does not arise.

ix) No navigation has been proposed in the
draft Zonal Development Plan.

x) Since no channelization is proposed, this
situation is not likely to arise.
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xi)

T~

(i)

It has been suggested that before
finally adopting zonal
development plan, technical as
well as financial implications
should be carefully examined in
detail. Simultaneously, an EIA
for the entire area including those
in Haryana and U.P. must be
taken up

School of Planning &

Architectural, New Delhi
Since river Yamuna forms one of
the several most important
ccological zones and drainage
basins of the region, having a
special morphology, it needs to
be  respected to  ensure
sustainable environment of NCR.
which includes the support to
living and economic activities for
the future. NEERI has got the
EIA study.
Yamuna is a snow fed river
originating from Himalayas and
is occasionally subject to very
large monsoon flows. As such,
though the normal flow in the
main body of the river may be
very poor, during the rainy
season the upstream reservoir
capacity proves to be inadequate
and every year the entire riverbed
is occupied and even the arecas
beyond it are flooded. Any
reclaiming of riverbed will not
only be hazardous for Delhi but
also for upstream and
downstream settlements.

(xi)The EIA study recommendations by
NEERI have been integrated in the
proposal

School of Planning & Architectural, New
Delhi.

i) The EIA study of NEERI has been
sponsored by DDA and has been used as
base for the draft Zonal Plan.

ii) The proposal is based on flood plain
zoning as studied by NEERI.
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(i) |

(1)

Since the proposal of the Zonal
Plan centres around the use of
river bed (which is a very large
wetland in the region), for non-
riparian land uses, it would be
against the UN convention on
Wetlands - known as Ramsar
convention to which India as a
signatory and is obliged to
promote the conservation of
Wetlands in its territory.

The NCR objective is to achieve
retarded growth of Delhi and
create development potential in
selected  centres in  the
metropolitan  region,  which
requires that DDA does not
develop more attractions to
attract migration and create
employment opportunity at the
cost of balanced development.
Already on cursory examination
of the proposals for land
development in terms of housing
and employment in the MPD-
2001indicate that Delhi could be
in a position to accommodate
almost 17 million people at 35%
participation rates. This is not
relevant in Zone 'O' developemnt
preparation.

Ministry of Environmental and
Forests, Govt. of India

Some of the development

projects would attract  the'

provisions of EIA notification
1994 and therefore require
specific approval of the M/o
Environment and Forests.

iii) As intimated by NEERI this is not
covered in the list of UN convention on
wet lands known as Ramsar Convention

iv) Major uses in river basin will be basically
recreational, pondage activities alongwith
limited PSP activities to meet partially the
expenditure on development of River
Yamuna front. No residential/ commercial
use has been proposed which may create
ground for migration,

i) Necessary clearance from Ministry of
Environment and Forests will be obtained
for the projects whenever necessary.
Moreover, ‘the Environmental Study has
been awarded to NEERI & the
recommendations will be incorporated.
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The implementation of the
proposals would have impact on
other components and
environment and would need to
be examined in depth specially in
the following areas.
a) Impact on the hydrological
cycle and watershed of the
region,
As " the existing power
stations are proposed to be
relocated and new generating
stations set up, their impact
would need to be assessed.
Development of waterways
would have to be backed by
other modes of transport,
which would involve
development of other
infrastructure facilities like
road and, therefore, an
integrated view would need to
be taken.

b)

Government of Haryana

The proposed plan of urbanization

by DDA in the name of river
front development is totally in
violation of the spirit and
objectives of the Regional Plan-
2001 and Delhi Master Plan, The
Zonal development plan has
taken into consideration the
MPD-2001 recommendations
related to zone 'O,

i) The study on Environmental and
Management Plan by NEERI has taken
care of these observations.

b) Shifting of the existing power stations has
been suggested after the machinery
becomes desolate in MPD-2001.

c) No such proposal of waterways has been
envisaged in the Draft Zonal Plan.

(i) The draft Zonal Development Plan of zone
'O" and 'P' has not violated the objectives
of the Delhi Master Plan but it has been
worked out as per the recommendations of
MPD-2001. The Environmental study of
the River basin has taken care of the
developments, which can come up in the
river basin as per the study of NEERI. The
recommendations by NEERI are adhered

to.




(ii)

iii)

The proposal if implemented
would result in accerlating
concentration of economic and
commercial activities in Delhi,
which will further contribute to

higher = growth  rates  of

population. The proposed Zonal
development plan envisages a
better environment for Delhi
The river bed which is unutilized
and prone to encroachments.

There would be resultant
problems of drainage and
flooding. This, in turn will have
serious consequences in the
neighboring areas of Haryana.

Central pollution Control Board
(M/o. Environment & Forests)

These  developments  would
attract large-scale tourist
activities, which may lead to
various environmental impacts.
There is a need to seriously look
into these aspects.

(i) No major Commercial activities shall be
taken up in the River front development.

(iii)Necessary technical precautions will be
taken in due course of time. The proposal
is not rechannelization of River Yamuna
rather Environmentally friendly
development of River front  without
disturbing the natural course of the river.

i) The proposed development suggested in
the draft Zonal Development Plan will
enhance the quality of existing
Environment. No commercial activities
have been suggested in the draft Zonal
Development plan.




(ii)

(iii)

The Central Water Power Research
Station (CWPRS), Pune, way
back in 1977, conducted a
detailed survey and examined the
technical feasibility of river
channelization  proposal  with
various modeling exercises for
different flow conditions and
suggested  appropriate  design.
However, this study is very old
and have need to be repeated for
more realistic designs based on
current situation of population
pressure; sewage generation, river
flow and other encroachment
activities.

Due to channelization it is obvious
that the water level would rise in
view off large scale deposition of
silt/sand on river bed, which is not
mined. The increased water level
would obstruct flow of the surface
run-off from Dethi through the
storm water drains, this may lead
to flooding in Delhi.

ii)NEERI has been awarded the Environment
study, which is based on the flood data
obtained from CWC. The proposal draws
out by NEERI are not on channelization
of River Yamuna.

(iii)No channelization of the river has been
suggested in the study of NEERI and in
the Draft Zonal development plan.
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(iv)

Before such project is undertaken,

it is desirable that a thorough
environmental impact assessment
is carried out which includes
effect on water regime (both
surface and ground water)
climate, vegetation, soil, flora &
fauna,  materials,  buildings,
structures, monuments and other
environmental aspects including
traffic movement and need for
additional bridges across the river.
A comprehensive Environmental
Management Plan (EMP) also
needs to be developed.

Yamuna Standing
(M/o. water Resources, Central
Water Commission)

This draft ZDP for river Yamuna
area includes channelization of the
river and development of river
bed. The channelization of river
matter was under examination and
the initial proposal of
channalizing the river Yamuna
from Wazirabad to Okhla in a
width of 550 and urbanization of
the reclaimed areas was not
favoured by Central Water
Commission and the matter was
turned down.

Committee |

iv)The Environmental Managcmént Study

has been taken by NEERI. The issue
raised has been taken care in the study of
NEERIL

(i) Three issues has been raised by YSC

related to channelization of River bed,
based on study report by CWPRS and the
effect of channelization of River Regime
in Haryana and in U.P. The study made by
NEERI has mnot suggested any
channelization of the River Yamuna and
the developments recommended in the
Riverbed will be taking into consideration
the existing physical environment. Hence,
there will not be any problem as
apprechended.

&




(i)

(iii)

On the basis of work study report
by CWPRs in 1993 (which DDA
got done) the DDA submitted a
project report "Planning of
Yamuna riverbed" in March
1996. In 56" meeting dated
8.7.97 of YSC it was decided to
accord "No objection” to the
development of riverbed in a 3
km reach from L.P. Barrage to
Nizamuddin bridge and DDA/ I
& FC GNCT-Delhi were to
prepare revised proposal in
accordance to flood plain zoning
and in consultation with M/o
Environment and Forests. No
follow up action on this has been
taken by DDA or I & FC,
GNCT-D inspite of repeated
requests from Yamuna Standing
Committee (YSC).

No study of the long term effect
of channelization on the river
regime U/s in Haryana and D/s
in UP. on physical and
mathematical models work have
been made. Hence it may be
difficult to comment on the
channelization plan.

(i1) The Study will be taken up after the final
report on the Environmental Management
Plan is received trom NEERI.

iii) The study of NEERI is based on the recent
tlood data, Hydrodynamic simulation and
dimensional open channel flow nwmerical
model  developed by  Hydrologic
Engineering Centre California.




Wet lands International and
South Asia

Several countries including the
Netherlands, UK and the United
States of America had undertaken
channelization of rivers and
streams in carly sixties. However,
recently they have realized that
the benefits' gained from the
natural flood plain and riparian
zones were much higher than that
derived from the developmental
activities in such areas. Along
with increasing damage due to
flooding, other functions and
values of the natural flood plains
were  lost, including  flood
reduction by water storage and
flood peak resynchronization,
habitat for biodiversity natural
produce from the river and its
flood plain (including fish and
agricultural  biomass), ground
water recharge, nutrient uptake
from runoff or water quality,
maintenance,sediment,
stabilization and retention.

i) The draft Zonal development plan has not

recommended channelization of River
Yamuna. Further the Study of
Management Plan by NEERI has taken
into consideration the river profile, flood
zones, habitats etc. The recommendations
of NEERI shall be taken into
consideration while preparing the detail
plan.
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iii)

A number of these countries are
presently in the process of
dechannelizing their rivers and
strecams and are restoring .the
natural flood plain. In fact,
channelizing of a river or stream
is now an outdated method of
management.

India is a signatory to the Ramsar
Convention and has an
obligation at the international
level to comserve its wetlands
and ensure their wise use. The
Yamuna river and its flood plains
provide habitat for migratory
faunna. The Ramsar Convention
emphasizes the Wise Use
Concept, which implies
conservation and management of
wetlands (including flood plain
systems) for sustainable
development.

Studies carried out by Wetland
International- South Asia in
collaboration with the University
of Delhi on the flood plains of
the River Yamuna indicate that
encroachments and unplanned
developed activities in the area
have resulted in a loss of fresh
water aquifers and treatment of
wastes carried out by the flood
plain system. Substantial
investments therefore, have to be
made for the drainage and
treatment of wastes, which were
carried out free of cost by
maintaining the flood plain
system of the River Yamuna.

1

1

As reported by NEERI, River Yamuna
flood plains are considered amongst
important Wetlands in India. The flood
plains are not covered in the list of
Wetlands identified in the Ramsar
Convention  for protection and
conservation.

(i1) As per the report submitted by the NEERI

River Yamuna flood plains are considered
amongst important wet land in India. The
flood plains are not covered in the list of
wet lands identified in the Ramsar
conservation  for  protection  and
conservation,

(iii)Draft Zonal Development plan has

suggested pollution abatement in River
Yamuna front by providing Sewerage
Treatment facility at the outfall drains or
at suitable locations. Other activities such
as Water Harvesting, pondage and
development of vast recreational areas in
the River basin has been proposed in draft
Zonal Development Plan.  Special
emphasis has also been given in respect
for removal of unauthorized
encroachment.




(D)

(iii)

Observations with relation to
proposed land use in Regional
Plan 2001 NCR.(Published in
January, 1989)

The Regional Plan-2001 NCR
(published in Jan, 1989)envisages
the following land uses for this
area:
a) Rural Land/cultivated land-
being the Yamuna Riverbed.
b) Green Belt/Wedge- not meant
for urban uses or activities.
In neither of the above land uses,
any active urban activities are
envisaged. The purpose has been
to kept this area, the Yamuna
riverbed- which is a national
wetland, open but protected from
encroachments or any use so as to
preclude activities that could
harm the aquifer underneath or
adversely effect the environment
or ecology. The uses proposed by
DDA's draft zonal plans are
therefore not permissible.

The draft Zonal Development Plan
does not contain a landuse plan.
However, the active urban uses
suggested in ZDP and public and
semi-public  offices including
Secretariat and  Assembly,
Convention Centres, Govt.
Offices; Institutions including
University, Hospitals.

'(i) The draft Zonal Development Plan

envisages the utilization of River basin
mainly for pondage, Water harvesting,
recreational area and Agriculture. Limited
area for public & semi-public facility in
the safe flood area has been proposed
based on the recommendations of NEERI.

3 (u)The proposals envisaged in the draft

Zonal Development Plan has taken care of
the observations made. Moreover, DDA
has awarded study on Environmental
Management Plan to NEERIL The
recommendation of NEERI will be
incorporated in the Zonal Development
Plan.

iii) & (iv) The draft Zonal Plan is a
conceptual one giving broad land
utilization in the River basin. Detail
scheme will be prepared within the
framework and  considering  the
recommendation of NEERI and clearance
from CWC will be obtained wherever
necessary.
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(iv)

Museums, Temples; Commercial
Areas like Financial District and
permitting . Industrial Uses like
Flyash  Brick manufacturing
factory etc; are not permissible.
Infact, the list of activities
permitted under Public & Semi-
Public Use & the govt. Offices
Use under Development Code of
the MPD-2001 is very wide. It
covers practically all activities
ranging from a small
police/Post/Post  Office to a
massive Government office; from
a tiny dispensary to a major
hospital a size of AIIMS; from a
kindergarten to a full-fledged
university etc.

Though details of arecas under
various proposed active urban
uses has not been specifically
given in the proposals, however
an examination of draft zonal
development plan indicates that
atleast 1531 ha (3781 acres) area
is proposed for Public and Semi-
Public, Commercial and
Institutional uses. The prescribed
FAR under MPD 2001 for Public
and Semi-Public area is 100. This
proposed development is expected
to:
a) Be more than 12 times the
combined area of 125 ha (308
acres) covers by all the seven
(7) District Centres i.e. Nehru
Place, Rajindra Place, Bhikaji
Cama Place, Janakpuri, Laxmi
Nagar, Shivaji Place and
Jhandewalan all put together.

(iv)The development of Commercial
activities have been dropped in the draft
Zonal Development Plan

13



b) Approximately, 12.76 lakh
jobs would be generated in this
zone. (based on working space
@ one job/12 Sq mts. Of Gross
area)

¢) Additionally more than 30
lacs informal jobs could be
generated complementing the
formal jobs in the active area
(i.e. 2.5 times the 12 lacs formal
jobs).

d) Increase in the population of
Delhi because of this proposal
of urbanizing the Yamuna river
Bed, would be of the order of
1.2 crores, thus doubling its
present estimated 1.22 crore
population to make it around
2.5 crores,

The urbanization of Yamuna (v) The major chunk of River basin is

riverbed through the infusion of
intensive urban activities
contradicts the basic premises and
objectives of the Regional Plan
aiming decongestion of Delhi and
dispersal of economic activities
into the National Capital Region,
in attaining a balanced regional
growth according to the plan.
Already the magnetism of Delhi is
enormous so that more and more
urban activities tend to get sucked
into its core, meanwhile the
majority of the designa.... Towns

in the NCR suffer from under
utilization of the facilities created |
therein. |

proposed to be utilized for recreational,
pondage and water body. Limited area for
public and semi-public use has been
envisaged considering the cultural
requirement/ tradition of the community
and to meet the requirement of
expenditure partially, which will be
incurred for the development of this
Riverfront. The proposal is aimed for a
effective integration for both parts of the
city with a meaningful Central Vista rich
in Landscape and Recreational facilities.

i
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vi)

(vii)

~ Any attempt  to

enhance the
formidable magnetism of the Delhi
metropolitans would result in the
negation  of  sustained regional
development besides what has been
achieved in the last 3 or 4 decades
through plan development would be
gross vitiated by the decision to
urbanize Yamuna river bed,

In this context it needs to be
recognized that as of now, within
Delhi  even  essential municipal
services (water supply, sewerage,
garbage collection and disposal
clectric supply) are hardly able to
mect the requirements of no more
than 60% the current population of
the National Capital. The massive
increase of economic activities
within the Yamuna riverbed would
inevitably lead to the doubling of
Delhi's population merely with this
single decision. Inevitably this
would lead radical reduction of the
essential municipal services and
€ven a collapse of the utility service

System is not improbable.

(vi) & (vii) No attempt has been made in
the draft Zonal Development Plan o
urbanize Yamuna River bed. Emphasis

75T

has  been given o Eco-friendly
development of River front  with
recreational activities
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(viii)

(ix)

It needs to be noted that as in the (viii) The draft Zonal Development Plan has

past an over-whelming (say 85 to
90%) of the anticipated 30 lakh
workers in the informal sector
seeking shelter are bound to
increase the jhuggies population
from their existing number
estimated between 6 to 7 lakh
jhuggies to swell up to anywhere
between S to 6 times amounting to
more than 30 lakh jhuggies alone;
in the process causing a sharp
increase of anti-social activities in
the National Capital.

To cater to the substantial area of
the riverbed there are only 2 roads |
on each side of the river and both |
of them happen to be saturated

particularly, the M.G. Road (Ring

Road). Traffic equivalent of

something like 1 lakh PCUs would

be further added to an already over |
loaded ring road aggravating the |
existing situation on this major |
artery which is bound to result into
in terminable traffic jams and grid
locks. '
The Yamuna River Bed near Delhi

spelt out that Jhuggies & unauthorized
colonies will not be allowed in the
Riverbed area.

(ix) The roads on both the sides of the river

are Master Plan roads having R/W of
60m. The roads can take care of the traffic
when developed as per the standard cross
section.

is one of the 93 national wetlands; (x) As reported by NEERI River Yamuna

identified as being of International
importance under Clause 1b & 3a
of the Ramsar criteria for
identifying  for  Wetlands  of |
International importance. India as |
a contracting party to the |
convention on Wetlands (Ramsar |

flood plain are considered amongst
important Wet Lands in India. The flood
plains of NCTD are not covered in the
Ramsar Convention for protection and
conservation.
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(xi)

Convention) is obliged to ensure
the "wise use" of "Yamuna River
near Delhi" which includes its
floodplains, being a wetland of
national/ international importance.
Any activity not conducive with
above may constitute violation of
the Ramsar Convention and have
International ramifications.

Yamuna is a snow fed river
originating from the Himalayas
and its first impounding area
upstream is at Tajewala in
Haryana, about 250 km north of
Delhi. While the weir at Tajewala
normally takes care of the regular
flow and diverts the water for
irrigation systems in Haryana and
UP; it has been found to be
inadequate to handle monsoon
flood discharge aggravated by
unexpected cloud bursts taking
place in the upper catchment areas
of Yamuna, though the normal
flow of Yamuna may not be more
than 1,000 cusses. Infact, on
October 21,1998, 5,41,700 cusses
were  recorded at  Wazirabad
Barrage causing extensive
flooding of not only the entire
Yamuna Bed but also of areas
beyond the embankments,
especially on the eastern side
banks. The carlier highest flood of
1978 caused by a sudden cloud
burst in the wupper reaches
Yamuna, had devastated
extensive  areas of  even
prestigious urban colonies of
Delhi like Model Town.

(xi)No channelization as recommended in the
CWPRS study has been suggested. The
development of River front is based onS
the recommendations by NEERI.

T
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(xii)

(xiii)

Under these circumstances it
seems inadvisable to tinker with
the natural flow of a monsoon fed
river and take-up permanent
construction activities of this
magnitude in  the Yamuna
riverbed.

It may further be pointed out that
the entire proposal is based on the
premise of channelizing the flow
of Yamuna through a 550m wide
channel, capable of handling a
maximum discharge of 12750
cum/s of water. As against this,
the discharge of 21% Oct, 1998
was 541,700 cusses (15,336
cum/s).

Thus only green river front
development should be taken up
in these part zones in Yamuna and
its bed, maintaining the wetland
ecology of area. On no account
should the proposal to undertake
massive urbanization of this
unique natural landscaped feature
of the Region should be
undertaken because this would
destroy the ecological balance of
Delhi and its metropolitan region,
the National Capital Region.

xii)The draft Zonal Development Plan has
envisaged Recreational, Pondage, Water
Harvesting in major parts of River basin..

xiii)The draft Zonal Development Plan has
not envisaged any channelization of River
Yamuna,

(xiv) The development of Riverfront will be
based on the recommendations of NEER]
on Environmental Management Plan for
Rejuvenation of River Yamuna.

1
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Minutes of the Meeting of NCRPB

Chairperson, requested Sh. N.K.
Aggarwal, OSD, DDA to present
the Zonal Development Plan for
River Yamuna area of zone 'O'
and part 'P'. While presenting the
Zonal Development plan, sh.
Aggarwal indicated that out of the
total area of 9700 ha only 6,100
ha dry land was available for
development purposes. He had
indicated that the ZDP proposals
are conceptual only to give a
guideline  for  Environmental
impact study to NEERIL The
Planning Committee, after great
deal of deliberations, decided that
the environmental impact
assessment  study may be
conducted for these zones and a
detailed ZDP on the Eco-based
concept which thus involve
augmentation of water recharge,
reduction in pollution of Yamuna
water, conservation of natural
areas, hierarchy of green areas
and recreation limited to Eco-
tourism and continuation, and
renewal of existing areas etc. may
be considered but, no active urban
use like commercial, public or
semi-public activities areas should
be considered. The DDA was
requested to get the Zonal
Development  Plan  prepared
taking  into  account  the
Environmental Impact assessment
(on Eco-based) study.
Chairperson indicated  that
NCRPB had written to eight
concerned organizations viz: not

The study on Environmental Management
Plan for Rejuvenation of River Yamuna
has been undertaken by NEERI and their
recommendations have been incorporated
in draft Zonal Development Plan.
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Prevention (Prevention  and

Environmenta] Protection

Control) Authority for Delhi,
NCR, National river
Conservation Directorate  and
CPCB under the Ministry of E &
F, Yamuna standing Committcc,
CWC and Indus Water and under
the Ministry of Water Resources,
Govt. of Haryana, School of
Planning and Architecture and
wetlands International, South of
the Asia regarding this proposal
and so far all of these had
expressed their reservations, She
also pointed out that the DDA
should examine the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands 1o
which India was a signatory and
then place the matter again
before the Planning Committee,
The matter would be placed
before the Board in its next
meeting for a decision.




Annexure-V/I1
Comments/Suggestions on Draft Zonal
Development Plan for River Yamuna
of Zone ‘O’ and Part ‘P’received from
the various Departments/Agencies
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School of Planning and Architecture

Deemedto be a University
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Professor Subir Saha
Director

Ref.No.PA/F-210/SPA 8™ October, 2004

Dr. P.K. Mishra, [.LA.S.

Member Secretary,

National Capital Region Planning Board,
Core IV-B, First Floor,

India Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road,

New Delhi— 110 003

Dear Dr. P.K. Mishra,

With reference to your D.O.No.K-14011/25(AP)/28/-NCRPH-Pt.Ill dated 14" September,
2004, please find enclosed observations on the draft zonal plan for zone O circulated by the
DDA. The plan was discussed amongst the faculty and the comments on the planning
aspects are covered in these observations. Since Prof. K.T. Ravindran, Head Urban Design
Department has been asked for comments separately, thus enclosed comments relate only
to the planning issues and not the urban design issues and specialised environment issues.

With warm regards

Yours sincerely

( Subir Saha )
Director

Encl.: As above
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OBSERVATIONS/ COMMENTS ON DRAFT ZONAL PLAN- ZONE O

The Planning Committee in its 43" meeting of the Board had recommended ‘the EIA study may be
conducted for these zones and a detailed ZDP on the eco-based concept which involve
augmentation of water recharge, reduction in pollution of Yamuna Water, conservation of natural
areas, hierarchy of green areas and recreation limited to eco-tourism and continuation, and
renewal of existing areas etc. may be considered, but, no active urban uses like commercial,
public or semi public activities should be considered’. Detailed observations were made by
various organizations including the School of Planning and Architecture which have been
responded to by the DDA and modified draft Zonal Plan has been submitted.

The modified draft proposal has made two major changes i.e. removal of financial district and
proposal of channelisation of river has been dropped. The Board decision also referred to two
more aspects i.e. the detailed Zonal Development Plan and the EIA. In response to these the DDA
is suggesting in response to one of the observations that the ‘draft ZDP is a conceptual one giving
hroud fand utilization in the river basin. Detail Scheme will be prepared within the framework and
consiciering the recommendation of NELERI and clearance from CWC will be obtained wherever
necessary . For the EIA the DDA has repeatedly referred to the Environment Management Study
of WEERI

This i~ to point out that before discussing the merits or demerits of the proposals the legal
requirements have to be met which is not the case in this proposal.’ Section 8 of the DDA act
clearhy specities as to the contents of the Zonal Plan since the Zonal Plans are considered as the
“real execntants’ of the Master Plan. As per the Act. The Zonal Developmeat Plan is required to
“contn o use-plan for the development of zone, show the approximate locations and extent of
Janed v proposed in the zone for such things as public buildings and other public works and
wiilinios. roads. housing, recreation, industrv, business, markets, hospitals, and public and privare
opeit spaces and other caiegories of private uses. Specify the standards of population density and
bhuiiciiie density” ZDPs thus are required to get to the level of the use premise. The DDA n
response Lo these observations is responding in ambiguous terms like limited public semi public
use " and “nof to much extent’ without providing a detailed Land use Plan. The DDA suggests that
the sub zones identified in the proposal will be detailed out later. To undertake detail scheme at a
later date circumvents legally bound procedure of public notice. Consequently the absence of
derailec Zonal Pian is not in accordance of section 8 and it also prevents the citizens to object in
anintormed manner to the contents of the ZDP.

he DDA has constantly referred to the NEERI studv interchangeably using the terms EIA and the
it is to be pointed out the EMP is one of the components of the EIA. ‘The development
schemes are required Lo include “Environmentai impact Assessment Report an Larvirenment
Ve zement Plonn and details of public hearing as specified in Schedule-11" prepared in
accordance with the guidelines issued by the Cemral Governntent in the Ministry of Lnvironment
cird Forests from time 1o time’. Besides many other detailed requirements, the Environment
Impact Assessment is required to consider the Land Use Impacts and Consideration ot” Alternate
Sites The Land Use impact is obviously not possibie since the DDA itself has not detailed out the
plan and alternate siting considerations too have not been taken in account.
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The Proposal for the Zone O should be considered in detail only when the legal requlrements of the
proposal have been adhered with.

5., Comments on the response of the DDA to the SPA observations made in 1998 are made in the
following paragraphs:

a) The report does not mclude the land use impacts and siting considerations, the
sustainability issues and other risks consequently can not be commented on. Moreover,
since the detailed land use plan and the development regulations considering the sensittvity
of the site are not incorporated in the report, the DDA response does not adequately
address the issue of ecological sustainability.

b) “The river bed is not in the list of the Ramsar List of Sites but India as a signatory is obliged
to the ‘wise use’ of the wetlands in the territory. Article 4 of the treaty states, “Each
Contracting Party shall promote the conservation of wetlands and waterfowl by
establishing nature reserves on wetlands, whether they are included in the List or not, and
provide adequately for their wardening. The wise use provisions apply to all wetlands and
their support systems within the territory of a Contracting Party, both those wetlands
designated for the List, and all other wetlands.

~c) The issue of the proposal being contrary to the dispersal policy of the NCR for Delhi has
been responded to by saying that the “river basin will be basically recreational ...
Alongwith limited PSP activities to meet paritially the expenditure on development of River
Front. No residential/commercial use has been created which may create ground for
migration”.

i.. First, the limited PSP is not definéd quantitatively and thus it is very difficult to
determine its impact. PSP activities will definitely generate employment and
further linked employment, data on any such change is not provided.

ii. If PSP is to be used for meeting the expenditure of the river front development,
then information on the expenditure and the extent to which this expense will be
met by the PSP is needed to comment on its viability.

iii. The Master Plan 2001 provides a clear policy in line with the NCR plan to shift
PSP uses around Delhi and to follow stringent screening for permitting such
activites in Delhi. The NCR directory, July 2000 with regard to the implementation
of Offices of the Government/PSU/MNC mentions that out of 24 PSUs only 5 had
shifted. The DDA however, provides no updated data on implementation of
dispersal policy for the PSP offices and therefore is not in a position to recommend
PSP uses in the river bed.

iv. The DDA also does not provide any data on the status of current area under PSP
use in Delhi, taking in account various changes in land uses as well as areas
developed in urban extensions. This is important from the monitoring requirements
as per the Act as well as to justify the need for additional PSP use contrary to the
Master Plan and NCR Plan provisions.

6. Some Additional Observations:

a) Information on employment generation, additional infrastructural requirements is not
provided in the Dratt proposal.
b) Delineation criteria for the subzones is not clear.

/o5
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c)~ It is also not clear as to the status of existing conforming uses like agriculture and fishing

d)

h)

since the proposed uses have completely missed out these categories. Status of some of the
other uses like secretariat is ambiguous.

The extent of total area under ad-hoc schemes approved for various Public and Semi
Public Activities and other activities is not available. Some of the uses like Brick
Manufacturing Plants, LPG bottling plan are industrial use which are contrary to the
master plan provisions and the Zonal Plan too does not make any mention of these with
regard to their retention or relocation.

The proposal says no commercial activity will be provided, however, it does not mention
already approved IT park and lays down no restrictions on the anticipated ‘white zoning’
on 500m either side along metro corridor in the river bed area. It also does not provide any
light with regard to the already published public notice of such white zoning for metro
station in the Shastri Park in the river bed.

Public objections received for all such projects on the riverbed should be circulated along
with the zonal plan document.

Three schemes namely 42.5 hectares for Public and Semi Public Use, DMRC shastri Park
and IT Park and 510 ha resettlement scheme have been approved after the 1998 draft zonal
plan was circulated for observations. This is contradictory to DDA’s proposal of proposing
no commercial or residential. Moreover, The NCR has taken strong objections to such
adhoc schemes in its publication Delhi-1999 A Fact Sheet and has emphasized the
illegality of such attempts.

The plan has main objective as pollution abatement, however, no specific proposal or the
status of existing actions is provided.

Finallv. the proposal as presented seeks large scale modifications to the Master Plan. This is
preempting the revision process currently underway tor the Master Plan. More significantly it does
not fulfill the legal requirement of preparing the zonal plan u/s 8 of the DD Act. The decision of
the Board thus in its 43™ meeting seems still valid and the issues and concerns inadequately dealt
with, without specific data and information especially related to the land use proposals.
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Government of India
Central Water Commission
Flood Managerent-I Directorate

@) No. I6/1/YCRO04FM- T 2]

Room No.805(N), Sewa Bhawan,
R.K.Puram, New Delhi-1 10 066

Dualed the November, 2004
To gﬁl )

\KwMembcr Secretary,

National Capital Region Planning Hourl.
India Habitat Centre,
Lodhi Road, New Delhi.

Sub.: Draft Zonal Development Plan for River Yamuna of Zone *O” and Part ‘P
Ref: D.O.No.K-14011°25(AP)/98/NCRPB-PL.UT dated 14" Sceptember, 2004,

i

Picase refer to your above cited letier vide which ihe moditied. Proposal on the
Druit Zonal Development Plan of Zone *O” and part ‘P*(Yamuna river bed) submitted
by DDA hus been forwarded.

The proposal has been examined and the following obscrvations are made:

gk COMMENTS:

i} Amalgamation of Zone ‘0" and part of zone P

[t has been mentioned that zone *O° und part of zone “P* have heen
amalgamated bul it is rot clear which part of the zone "P7 has heen
feft out and whether there is any proposat for this iedt out aren
Pollution Abatement:

\]1\_/21) It is proposed that pollution due to falling of storm
walerdrain would be tackied by developing  sewage
treatment facility at the outfall points at suitable locations

— .

and  these would be put into Yamuna river only afler

treatng in sewage treatment plants planned to be made for

et ’T"/DMryN' L f )
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this purpose. It is not clear whether these . plants are
proposed to be set up in the flood plains or outside it. It
would be advisable that these sewage treatment plants
involving structural measures are sel up outside the flood
plains . However eco-friendly measures for treatment of
sewage e.g. using root zone technology can be sel up
within the flood plains. Also brick manufacturing plants
using Flyash be avoided in the river bed and flood plains.
b)The usage for the land that is cleared from encroachment

is not spelt out.

iii. LAND MANAGEMENT:

The vacant land is proposed to be given on short term
lease basis to the SGP, C.IS.F., CR.P.F., Delhi Police,
BSF,LL.T.B.P. etc. for care and maintenance and development of
green areas at their cost. How these agencies will use this land
has not been mentioned. The proposal is vague and details need
to be given..

LAND UTILISATION:

The proposed uses of the land in the flood plains of. the

river Yamuna to be reclaimed after filling in as per NEERI

report have been listed out. In this connection it is to mention that |
the filling of the land to raise its level amounts to channelisation of

the river which would reduce the flood moderation capacity of

the flood plains. It may also affect the natural behavior of the
river and would require strong river training measures for (he
protection of such areas. The type of structure to be built for these
uses need to be classified so as not to affect river behavior

v)URBAN DESIGN:

Under the river tfront development DDA has

proposed- to develop in the river bed light motor ways and )
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pedestrian corridors etc.. It has not been mentioned at what
level these will be developed and what will happen to these
facilities during the floods. It is advisable that the visitors

park their vehicle near the embankments and only the walk

ways are planned inside the flood plains at natural level..
vi) DEVELOPMENT PHASING:

The tables on page 12 and 14 of the proposal are showing

the different  uses for the same sub-zones. This needs
elaboration/clarification. The table on page 13 of old proposal
showing “public uses and suggested locations’ has been deleted
from the new proposal but it is not clear whether these
activities have been dropped or not.

~~Vii) AUTHORITY APPROVED USES:

Under this sub-head in Annexure-1I on page-16 the DDA
has listed some works locationwise as authority approved uscs

withoul mentioning the authority. which has approved these

s

works. Thesec need to be got approved by the Yamuna \\!{
Standing Committee as these activities are to be taken up in the %

flood plain of river Yamuna.

NEERI REPORT.

l. L It is proposed that dredging would be done Lo accommodale \
difterent return periods of floods in order to reclaim fand  for specific "g; d
uscs. This itse!l amounts to channelisation of river.

Studics have been done in the past that dredged channel does not | 5

hold itsclf but may be silted up in few years to retain its original sectioii ) - |
2 All the maps attached with the NEERI report are not legible
Nothing can be inferred from these maps. Maps of good quality are

required o be provided for facilitating examination.
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*15) Compuation of Afflux and water levels for different return

periods at salient locations along the river has. not been given..

[Jt is also conveyed that the comments sent vide this office
lettersdated 22.10.1998 and 30.3.2001 have not been corﬁplied with by
the DDA so far. Tke copies of these two letters are attached for ready
reference as Anexure-1 & II.

As pointed out above, the proposal lacks in details and can not be
examined fully unless above information is furnished. It is also to point
out that the detailed proposal as and when received from the DDA
after incorporating the above information would be put up to Yamuna
Standing Committee. j

In this regard the observation of Haryana State as received
vide letter dated 27.10.2004 ate also sent herewith . These may also be

looked into.

Enc: As above.

Yours [aithlully,

* (Sanjiv Aggarwal)
Director,FM-1
Member-Secretary(YSC)

D:\Yamuna-2002\YSC-2303\Draft zonal Devt. Plan for
Yamuna.doc
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N LB/ (N 913 9/L
Govarmirnant of Indla
Central Water Commission
Fiood Management - | Dte.

Dated 24 December, 1898,
Ta
Smt. Savita Jayant Das, ~
Menuer-Secretary,
National Capital Region Planning Do,
1¢ ooy, Zone-IV, India Habitat Centre,
Lodi Road, New Delhi - 110003,
i Pips: Do river Yamums Aven

Subject : Zonal Doveiopntans Jipst 100 "
E)
A¢

Madam.

Kindly vefer vour DO, letter dated 11-9-98 addvessed to the
Sacrelary, Ministry of Water Resources on the ghove noted subjent enclosing the drafl

report for zonal development ‘plan for information and commenisfviews. Thig

. i g
with DPuahlis/Sert

AVEA ~
HEY (SR i a8 T0tbag >

proposal includes the develepment of viver Yenina hed aroa w

Public and recreational uge of leud, wnd also include channclisniion of L.
YVamunga, In this regord it is dbserved that the matter of channelisation of river
Vamuna in NCOT of Delhi was firvst yaisad by Sty Gurchoren Singh, Mernber

(Flocds), Central Waisr Cornmission in a meoting convenad by Shri 8.D.Srivastava,

Chief Secretary, Delhi Administration in Anril, 1082,

A . i 1aq ¢ =+ ‘s Teny ik B ot T WIS g T s G
Seain this matter wag raised by Shil H. i Uonal, Professor, Funjio

Agriculture ULiversity, Ludhisna through a letter addr=asad to Shi Rajiv Candini,
Hon'ble Prirme Minister of India in Move nher, 1925, In this proposal the

channelisation of the Yamuna river was included only from Wazirai~ 0 Ok Vain a

PR

it of 550 m.

o . e .
ENTCI T iatter was uridor examiudon iin Central Water Cornmission & a

workshop on "Review of q..lil dissharge for structure and embankment on rviver

Yamuna in NaMhi* was also convened at New Delhi from 7th to 8th January, 1685, In
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thiz workshop some delegates eXpressed verv strong reservation categarically .

] { s 4 : g i e/
againsl the preposal for channelisation. There was 2 strong feeling that the egcts :

af channelisation of river Yamuna at Delhi will disturb the river regime and would
tondd o raise the waler levels aad inerease velosities thereby inereasing flood
havards,  Tn view of the above, the views of Central Water Commission were

communeated to Ministry of Water Resources o 11-2-86, ns under :-

"Central Water Commission do not favour the proposal of channelisation and

urbanisation of the reclaimed areas”. Thus CWC did not favour the proposal and the

matter was turned down,

In the meantime the Delhi Development Authority had elready approached
Central Water & Power Research Station. Pune to conduct model studies on the
channelisation of river Yamuna. In the 46t meeting of Yamuna Standing Committee
held on September, 1988. the Enginecring Member DDA and CWPRS, Pune were
made special inviree to discuss the issue and it was decided that the model study
would come under the purview of Yamuna Standing Committee. Its term of reference

were also discussed.

In the 50t meeting of Yamuna Standing Committee held on 26-2-90, the
Chairman, YSC requested DDA/Delhi Administration to submit the flood plain
zomng and land use plan. e further added that flood plain zoning legislation

would have to be enacted for a proper regulation of the development in flood plains.

Subsequently this matter was again discussed in the 51% meeting of Yamuna
Standing Committee held on 25-3-91 under the ltem No. 2.1.1 (Channelisation of
piver Yamuna through NCT of Delhi). It was reiterated that Chief Engineer
(J&IM/DDA would furnish the report on Model Study, Flood Plain Zoning as well as

Land Use Plan to the Members of Yamuna Standing Committee.

The model study report No. 3062 on channelisation of river Yamuna was
submitted by CWIPRS in May, 1993, In the 534 meeting of Yamuna Standing

Committee held on 93-8-94. Chairman YSC desired that CWPRS Report be

rJ
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sirculated to all Memhers of Yamuna Standing Committee for their views/comments.
Rased on the above Model Study report DDA submitted a project report on

"Planning of River Yamuna river bed both in March. 1996" The above project report

was ciirculated to all the Members of Yamuna Standing Committee

In the meantime Delhi Development Authority submitted a proposal for
reclamation of part land from flood plains of river Yamuna (indicated 'as Pocket I, 1T
& 1II) in February, 1996. This was also circulated to Members of Yamuna Standing
Committee. The comments on both the reporis were received from Members of Yamuna

Standing Committee.

The above issue was diseussed in the BA% and E3th meeting of Yamuna
Standing Committee held on 15-7-96 and 8-1-97 respeciively. In the BA% meeting it
was decided to accord "No Objection” of the Yamuna Standing Committee to the
development of river bed of river Yamuna in a 3 km reach from I.P.Beérvrage to
Mizammudin bridge. In this the reclamation of Pocket III was only approved.. It
was also agreed to process approval of the Yamuna Standing Cornmittee on receipt of

proposal on developmnet of Pocket T & IT from DDA/Delhi Administration.

In the 7 meeting of Yamuna Standing Cemmittee, it was decided fhat DDA

o,

would prepare the vevised proposais for usage of Pociets L & 111

in accerdance to flood
plain zoning maps and submit to Govt, of NL.CUFL of Delhi to process for the approval
of Yamuna Standing Committee for usage of areas Pockets [ & II in tune with the
tlood plain zone maps and CWPRS's reperts, and in consultation with the Ministry

of Bnvivonment and Forest,

In view of tie above, it is clear that proposal from DDA/Delhi Administration
18 0 be in respect of Pocket 1 & 11 only. However, DDA submitted proposal on
development of Zone O and part of Zone P in May, 1998 addressed to Membenr-
Sceratary, Yamuna Standing Committee. Iu was informed to DDA vide letter dated

20.7.1948 that
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DDA may compléte detailed planing of the project and submit the proposal
along with cost estimates. | '
DDA/IZF Depédrnent of Govt. of NCT of Delhi should prepare a map of 97
sq. lan area under the Yamuna bed, with contours at 0.5 m intervals,
showing alignment of the proposed embankments on both banks of river
Yamuna as per study of CWPRS, Pune. Areas earmarked for recreaticnal
purioses (64 sq. km), commercial (4.80 sq. km), resicdential (2.40 sd. km),
public and semi-public (3.20 sq. km), Govt. offices and utilities (3.20 sq. km)
and circulation (2.40 sq. km) as indicated on para 25 of the report,
"Planning of river Yamuna Bed", of March, 1994, should alsc be shown in

the map.

Inspite of repeated requests to Chief Engineer (1&F), Gowvt. of NCT of Delhi and

Member (Engineering), D.D.A.; no follow-up action on these has been taken.

Mo study of the long tem effects of channelisation on the river regime UiS it

Haryana and D/S in Uttar Pradesh on & physical or mathematicai medel have been

rnacde. N

the absence of these studies, it may be difficult to comment on the

channelisation plan.

This issues with the approval of Member (R}

Copy to
ik The

Yours faithfully,
: e
cle  isanjiv Aggarwal)
i Director (FM-) &
7" Member-Secretary (YSC)

Joint Commissioner (Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, C.G.0. Compiex,

Block No. 11, 8" Floor, Lodi Road, New Dethi - 110003,

o The Joint Direstor (MP), DDA, Vikas Minar, Indraprastha Estate, New Delhi -
140002 for information and necessary action please.

3. The Chiel Engineer (1&F), Government of N.CT. of Delni, 4" Floor, 1S.B.T.
Building, Kashmere Gate, Delhi for information ancl necessary action piease.

|
[Ves

Cl(. L (Sanjiv Aggarwal)
.'Lf,'; . Director (FM-1)

P e (>~ Yamuna“(Zhannel -RYamuna.do¢
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No 16/1/YCR00VEM-U 45— 179
Government of Tudia
Central Water Commission
Flood Management ~ I Dite,

Room No. 805(N), Sewa Bhawan,
R.K.Puram, New Delhi - 110066.

'Dated : 7!"WMarch, 2001,

To
The Commissioner (Planning),
Delhi Development Authority,
Vikas Minar, Indraprastha Estate,
New Delhi — 110002.

Subject: Environmental Management plan for rejuvenation of River
Yamuna in N.C.T.D.
- Ref: "~ No.F20 (2) 98/MP/D-210 dated 10-10-2000.
Sir,

Kindly refer to above, vide which vou have forwarded a copy of the above report. The
report has been examined and it is scen that (his gives a broad Guidelines for the rejuvenation
of the river Yamuna in the Delhi reach. Most of the points covered in the report pertain to
environmental aspects. However this does not construed a proposat for the development of

+ river Yamuna from DDA Side. In this regard this office lotter of even no. dated 20" July 1998
oy and 22" Dec.1998 may be referred. DDA has already been requested to formulate a complete
- proposal for the development of river Yamuna along with the cost estimate.

It is once again requested that the concrete proposal trom the DDA side mayv be sent
through CE (I&F) Delni for placing it before Yamuna Standing Committee.

Yours faithfully,

7
«(Sanjiv Aggarwal)
Director (FM-1) &
Member Secretary,YSC,
Tel.No. 6100457.

- Copy to Chief Engineer (&F), NCT of Delhi, 4® floor, 1.S.B.T Building Kashmere Gate, Delhi.

DiAYamuna\Y SC-2K\Com-Plan-YRS.doc
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Central Pollution Control Board

<7 & W, e (A Gowt. of India Organisation)
phed o Ministry of Environment & Forests
. Phone : 22304948 / 22307233

Dr. V. RAJAGOPALAN, IAS
CHAIRMAN

B-29037/UPCD/Ecocity/Gen./d @ ; & ¢; 0 17" November, 2004

To

Dr PK Mishra

~  Member Secretary
National Capital Region Planning Board
Core 1VB, First Floor, India Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road
New Delhi — 110 003

Dear Sir,

We have looked nto the modified proposal on “Zonal Development Plan of Zone
‘0’ and Part Zone ‘P’ (Yamuna River bed)” forwarded to us for comments. Our
comments on the proposed ZDP are enclosed.

It is advisable that the ZDP is revised by DDA taking into consideration various
comments as enclosed and the revised ZDP may be re-submitted by DDA through NCR
Planning Board to MoEF and CPCB for comments. DDA may also be advised not to go-
ahead in the meantime with implementation of any of the proposed activities as some of
the activities might have impact on the environment or may not be useful for
environmental improvement especially in the urban context of Delhi. |

a\»>
P“quu/\'\/ With best regards,
9
Yours sincerely,

e vRese T e

(Dr V. Rajagopalan)
fE 7 As above

AN
Copy to:
j%‘w b W) Mr Naresh Dayal
/{ M - Additional Secretary
Y H»/(Eﬁ Ministry of Environment & Forests, Govt. of India
= 5*5 ¢ Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, Lodi Road
'\94\\ New Delhi — 110 003

*@“\“a

/1]

‘Parivesh Bhawan', C.B.D.-cum-Office Complex, East Arjun Nagar, Delhi-110 032
Fax:(011) 22304948 / 22307078 e-mail : cpcb@alpha.nic.in -
Website : http://www.cpcb.nic.in



Comments on the Zonal Devélopment Plan (ZDP) for
River Yamuna Area (Zone ‘O’ and Part Zone ‘P’)

“1. There is hardly any difference between the Zonal Development Plan proposed | .-
in March 1998 and now proposed. The main difference seen is that the ZzDP
proposal now submitted does not include a table detailing the “Possible Uses and
Suggested Locations” that was included in the 1998 proposal and the table on
existing land uses in & along river Yamuna has been updated (page 3).

It may be noted that the table on “Possible Uses and Suggested Locations”
included in the 1998 ZDP proposal suggested uses/activities viz. a) low
development (no built up) — botanical garden, nurseries, forests & picnic spots,
golf course & polo ground, special parks (like herbal garden), b) moderate
development (low built up) — open air stadia, amphitheatre, race course, theme
park, zoological garden, aqua sports, camping grounds, recreational clubs,
congressional grounds, idle parking, and c¢) Extensive development (moderate
built up) — convention centers, secretariat & assembly, museums, financial
district).

The new ZDP does not clarify whether the above uses would still be there or
some of them would be foregone. If the NEERI's report is to be considered as
supporting ZDP (although ZDP does not make reference of the NEERI's report), it
is seen that the utilities requiring lowest investment (play grounds, gardens,
parks, parking area, congressional grounds etc.) would be placed in the areas
safe for 25 and 50 year floods and other utilities of higher investment (cultural
centers, amphitheatres, museums, heritage park, commercial centers etc.) would
be placed in the areas safe for 100 year flood. It could be concluded that all the
above activities referred in NEERI's report would come up although industries
and residential areas may not come up.

It is not clear, how the earlier comments of various organizations and the
suggestions made by NCRPB are incorporated into the new ZDP. ZDP does not .
reflect with clarity what is expected to be done in the ZDP area. It is broadly said
that agriculture, recreation, public, semi public activities etc. would be taken up.
These are very broad terms of land use/activities, which could be
conveniently used subsequentiy to “respond to the needs and
aspirations of the ZDP beneficiaries” (ref. P 12 and 13 of ZDP).

2. The ZDP for River Yamuna is said to address the objectives of water supply
augmentation, pollution abatement, land utilization/management and eco-
friendly development.

-



These objectives may not have been appropriately formulated. The areas falling
within the flood plains may address mainly to:

a) Restoring and maintaining wholesomeness of water in River Yamuna so to
meet the requirements of the designated use (bathing) and fit for
supporting natural aquatic habitat.

b) Handling the flood discharges

c) Allowing evolution of the natural habitat with suitable environment while
taking all precautions to prevent pollution problems and manmade
interferences (to the highest extent possible).

d) Recharge of ground water

The above would also help river to be more useful in the d/s in Faridabad,
Mathura and Agra.

The areas falling within the zones ‘0’ and ‘P’ but outside of the flood plain of
River Yamuna could have eco-friendly development so as to make it compatible
to the proposed land use in the flood plain. Also, if needed, the suitability of land
could be explored for setting up of wastewater treatment plants with proper
buffers to surroundings.

The areas falling with in the ZDP of the Yamuna Area could be strictly devoid of
industrial,  residential, commercial areas, landfills/waste fills/dumps,
environmentally hazardous activities including usage of chemical fertilizers and
pesticides and any ‘moderate’ to ‘extensive’ development including those needing
permanent structures. No reclamation of land in the river flood plain should be
taken up for any developmental activities.

The suggestion of NEERI to have raise the flood plains to different heights to
accommodate different flood flows to facilitate take up different activities in the
flood plain may be unnecessary for the revised objectives as suggested above.

The land use planning and management of Zone ‘0’ and ‘P’ within the
flood plain and outside could be as suggested above so as to act as a
natural buffer zone for the two large urban masses on either side of the
river. On the contrary, if the River Yamuna Area is developed as conceived by .
DDA in ZDP, River Yamuna Area might act as a convergence point for the two
urban masses and further deteriorate the area. If it is used a buffer, each of the
urban masses could then develop their own convergence points. This might
diverge urban pressure rather than converging the pressure at common point of
River Yamuna. :
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While planning natural buffer, the issues related to air pollution, water pollution,
ground water recharge, increasing the availability of water in river Yamuna by
taking measures such as water harvesting etc. should be taken into account.
Also, various comments/points raised above should be taken into account.

3. It is said that the lands under public ownership having good accessibility are
susceptible to encroachments and unauthorized constructions and hence it is
said that if these lands are developed on priority (as per ZDP), it will ease land
management system. :

Applying the same analogy that improved access makes it prone to
encroachments, it is not clear how after further improving access to various
facilities proposed to be developed in the River Yamuna no new encroachments
and unauthorized constructions would not take place. In all likelihood, the
encroachments would further add up after implementation of the proposed ZDP
and the River Yamuna Area might become another aggravated environmental
hotspot in the city. Even otherwise, it is not a sound argument that to prevent
encroachment, development should be taken up. The concerned agencies should
take necessary actions in time to control encroachments and further its
monitoring & vigilance especially keeping in view that the city is already suffering
form pollution problems.

4. The water quality in River Yamuna d/s of Wazirabad is extremely poor. The
suggested measures in the ZDP include treatment of wastewater from 17 drains,
removal of encroachments and control of discharge of flyash from Thermal
Power Plants. However, to maintain the desired water quality in River Yamuna is
still going to be major problem as there is no water in River Yamuna to provide
the needed dilution factor. A large amount of water would be needed in Yamuna
for achieving the needed dilution. One possibility is to provide tertiary treatment
to the wastewater (sewage) so as to meet the required standards of River
Yamuna. This would be costly and needs land for installations of treatment units.

5. As per NEERI report, Delhi Jal Board is initiating steps to install about 500
tube wells in Yamuan River bed to get an yield of 103 MGD. This needs aquifer
charging regularly from storm water. Hence, groundwater replenishment through
water from Yamuna and water harvesting may be essential.

In view of the extremely poor water quality in River Yamuna, ground water
explorations may not be advisable.
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6. NEERI has recommended not to consider river channelisation due to
considerable risks from flooding city area. Hence, channelisation should not be
taken up. '

7. NEERI undertook studies on hydrodynamics of River Yamuna using 25, 50
and 100 year return floods. They recommended that dredging of the primary
water channel (of.River Yamuna) and dressing of the adjoining riverbed ensures
the type of utilities that could be developed in the riverbed. It is proposed in the
report that the utilities requiring lowest investment (play grounds, gardens,
parks, parking area, congressional grounds etc.) could be placed in the areas
safe for 25 and 50 year floods. Other utilities of higher investment (cultural
centers, amphitheatres, museums, heritage park, commercial centers etc.) could
be placed in the areas safe for 100 year flood.

An important question is why are such activities viz. cultural centers,
amphitheatres, museums, heritage park, commercial centers etc. to that matter
even play grounds, gardens, parks, parking area, congressional grounds etc.
required in the riverbed? Why is any manmade development needed at all in the
riverbed? Can't the natural habitat develop on its own if conducive environment
is created by preventing manmade interferences and pollution problems? The
following question is what is the conducive environment and how could that be
achieved?

8. The river has the basic function of drainage and flood channel. The river in
addition is the major course of water for drinking and for ground water recharge.
It is also the major lung space between the two major urban mass on both sides
of the River. It has flora and fauna with natural habitat and has potential to
regenerate to its natural form if undisturbed. The western banks are already
having direct access to the city. Developing facilities inside the bed, even if are
said to be environmentally appropriate land uses, they would need access
(roads, parking), facilities such as restaurants, toilets, drinking water, electricity
etc. Such activities have potential to cause pollution both air and water in
addition to disturbing the otherwise natural habitat that could come up.

It is highly doubtful if the proposed ZDP could help in retaining the ‘special
characteristics’ of the area that includes River Yamuna. There has to be a very
clear thought to get into the ZDP as it would form a policy document for further
development. :

9. Plantation has been proposed by NEERI in its report on EMP. It is advisable to
consult experts on whether plantation should be taken up in the river bed and in
what manner. The plantation, if permissible should help in building a natural

/"—
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habitat: This requires very careful considerations taking into consideration the
historical aspects, natural grouping of plant species, pollution control etc.

10. The ZDP should incorporate the requirements of the Yamuna Action Plan. \ e
The ZDP should give a priority to improving the water quality of river Yamuna to

the desired standards of designated use (bathing).

11. The proposed development in ZDP shall ensure compliance with all the
provisions of the environmental laws and rules (Water Act, Air Act, EP Act)
including standards and procedures laid down (EIA etc.) shall be complied with.
EIA clearance has to be obtained for specified urban development projects from
the Ministry of Environment & Forests by making an application following the laid
down procedure under EP Act.

Conclusion: It is advisable to revise the ZDP taking the above
comments into consideration.

%k ok

|16



. TSR Ud o e -

ngige ' GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
; L . MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT & FORESTS

S No. M-12012/1/2002-NRCD-II - g A

- . Dated : 16.12.2004~

To ~ o -
Shri P.K. Behera,
s .Joint Directo(RYP), _
z " Delhi Development Authority,

River Yamuna Project, ) e
11" Floor, Vikas Minar, ' S
New Delhi.

A\
Subject : Final Draft report submitted by NEERI, Nagpur on ‘Environmental [
i Management Plan for Rejuvenation of River Yamuna’.

Reference your letter no. F-20(2)/98-MP dated 1.11.2004 on the above subject.

I am enclosing the comments of this Directorate on draft report submitted by
NEERI, Nagpur on ‘Environmental Management Plan for Rejuvenation of River
Yamuna’ for your information and necessry action.

Yours faithfully,

Encl. : Asabove - | . [(ﬂ?L/d‘:_L
_ : ] (K.B. Tandon) /- 12-04

Additional Director

opy to the following along with enclosures :

\ L Shri P.K. Mishra, IAS, Member Secretary, National Capital Region Planning
Moard, Core IV-B, First Floor, India Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi.

w . Shri Rajeev Malhotra, Chief Regional Planner, 1% floor, Zone-IV, India

= (\)\op\ Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi. :

::'Tvr f efearal qafaRor w1, /@, ). ey, BIAR, A S, T3 feef— 110003
qersret | PARYAVARAN BHAVAN, C.G.0. COMPLEX, LODHI ROAD, NEW DELHI-110003
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Ministry of Environment & Forests
National River Conservation Directorate

Comments on Draft report of DDA on “Environment Management Plan for

Rejuvenation of river Yamuna”

Channelization of the river between Wazirabad and Okhla may not be advisable
as it will have many far reaching negative impact of damaging the natural river
system in addition to flooding, silting, recharging of ground water etc.

Detailed bio-assessment of benthic habitat of Yamuna River-bed must be done
prior to dredging. Dredge material disposal is also a serious issue that must be
considered for its potential to redistribute settled contaminants and heavy
materials.

The plan proposed for rejuvenation of river Yamuna should be coordinated with
the activities under YAP-II wherever applicable, so as to ensure that the two
efforts complement each other.

River Water Quality for bathing class will not be achieved even after using the
tertiary treatment at huge capital and maintenance cost. Thereafter, natural
development of the riverbed including creation of artificial wetland as done in
China may be beneficial to further improve river water quality and surrounding

environment. A copy of the report from China is enclosed.

Cost benefit analysis of various measures should be taken into consideration
before implementing any project in the riverbed.

In-stream treatment proposed in Najafgarh and Barapulla nala is a good option,
which can be addressed by the use of in-stream vegetation systems. Such natural
systems may be more effective in the long run as opposed to mechanical systems.
Also, aeration can be introduced by creating natural looking boulder dams/check
dams that facilitate aeration through water cascades.

Ground water recharge can be augmented by restoration of natural ponds and

manmade water bodies across the entire landscape of Delhi. This will help
address the ground water recharge for future water extraction.
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No. L1222 - 1226/ :1c Dated : 27.10.2004

From:

gngineer-In-Chiéf
Haryana Irrigation Depaxrtment
Sinchai Bhawan, Sector-=>
Panchkula.

To

Shri P.K. Mishra , IAS

Member Secretary,

National Capital Region Planning Board
India Habitat Centre

Lodhi Road, New Delhi.

Subject: Draft Zonal Development Plan for Zone 'O! and
Part ' P ( River Yamuna bed).

Ref: Your D.O. No. K~14011/25(AP)/98/NCRPB-Pt. ITI
Dated : 14.09.2004 and No. K-=14011/25 (AP)/98/
NSRPB Pt. III dated 19.10.2004.
Proposal received vide youf above reference

regarding the subject cited above has been examined in this

proposal is almost the same as that was received .in--1998
i.e. to encroach upon river Yamuna bed in Delhi Territoxy.

“De Mfi—res already encroached upon river Yamuna bed by

—

%A)ﬁ%onstrzpﬁing a large number of bridges and their approaches
3 l& which has already raised the level of river Yamuna upstream
QL- ) wWazirabad Barrage seriously affecting Haryanae. Further
vﬁeﬁmw g{?g}croachment {n the bed of river Yamuna can not be permitted
without construction of planned storages on river Yamuna in
Uttaranchal & Himachal.)Lfﬂcceptance of proposal will have
serious reparcussions in the five districts of Haryana
ise, Sonepat ,Rchtak, Jhajjar , Gurgaon and Faridabad as
further rise in water level in river Yamuna during f lood
due to proposed encroachment will obstruct gravity dfginage
of Sonapat , HAohtak , Jhajjar and Gurgaon Districts)(Even
under the existing conditions , the drains of llaryana are
not able to function properly when-ever the discharge in
river Yamuna exceeds 70000 cusecs. At present this proposed
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==
area of river Yamuna bed (9700 hectares) accommodates about
2.5 lacs acre ft. of flood water temporarily which acts as
a moderation of flood downstream as well as upstream reaches.
In addition, obstructing gravity drainage of Haryana, river
embankments both on upstream as well as dowhstream will have
to be raiSed.)

The alternate prqposal which need to be pérused
is as under: |

Planned storasges on river Yamuna in Uttaranchal
and Himachal should be constructed on priority. After construction
of storages, fear of flooding in Haryana, U.P. and Delhi will
be over and river Yamuna in Delhi Territory can be channelised,
The value of developed land after channelisation will be
approximately Rs, 20 crores per hectare and assuming 50% of
above as deyelopment charges the value of developed works out
to be rupees one lac crore further allowing the cost of
compensation of land and open area and public utility as 50%
of above, the net benefit to Delhi Administration works out to
be rupees fifty thousand crores whereas cost of proposed
storages 1is rupees ten thousand crores. Hence Delhi, as well
as poor inhabiltants of Haryana, Raja#than and U.P. will ‘be
benef itted with the implementation of above proposal.

\ﬂaryana does not agree &

strongly objects to further encroachment on the river Yamuné)

In view of above facts,

bed in the Delhi Territory till construction of planned storages.

— /
Eng ineg¢r~ In-Chief

Haryana ZIfrrigation Department
Sinchai Bhawan, Sector=5
Panchkula.

ce:

l. Chief Secretary to Govt. Haryana, Chandigarh for
kind information, please.

2. The Financial Commissioner & Principal Secy. to
Govt. Haryana, Irrigation Department, Haryana Civil
Secretariat, Chandigarh for information,please.

3. The Chairman, Central Water Commission, R.N0o.315-S ,
Sewa BhaWan, RGKGIJLII'am » NeW D'elhi ".1..].0066. .

4. Sh. A.KGarg, Chief Co-ordinator Planner, NCR Cell
C/o Chief Administrator, HWA Office , SCO No.6,
Panchkula.

5. Sh. Rajeev Malhotra, Chief Régional Planner,
National Capital Begion Planning Board, India

Habitat Centre , Lodhi Road, New Delhi.
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SMLICGWB/2004 — | 75>
Central Ground Water Board
A2W3, Curzon Road Barracks
K. G. Marg
New Delhi-110001

)

/“(
p

L

Dated:

To -3 B A
AP. K. Mishra

Member Secretary

National Capital Region Planning Board
Core IV-B, First Floor, India Habitat Centre
Lodhi Road

New Delhi-110003

Sub: Comments on Draft Zonal Development Plan for River Yamuna of Zone ‘O’
and Part ‘P’-reg

Kindly refer to your DO letter no. K-14011/25(AP)/98 /NCRPB-PtIIl , dt
14.9.2004 on the subject cited above. The comments are as follows:

1. The proposed development plan envisages subzone- wise developmental
iyl /F?EL activities ir entire stretch of river Yamuna in NCT Delhi. The ground water
e 7 /1 =77 -6Y recharge activities proposed in subzone 1, 2 & 3 are not feasible in view of
shallow water level in the area, which may create water logging conditions in
and around the area . Moreover, on holistic consideration proposed creation
of restricted/isolated recharge zones may not facilitate sustainable recharge of
entire flood plain aquifers in NCT Delhi.

.2 Hydrologically, River Yamuna flowing in NCT Delhi is - effluent, being fed
y ground water. Proposed Channelisation/ lateral confinement of river to

= commodate the proposed infrastructures in subzone 4 to 8 may cause
qereversal in hydrological regime of the polluted river, which may induce

M UL,? W) i@qund water pollution in the adjoining areas.

’ \ &= 3/ To meet the water supply requirement for various recreational and public
R S Ak 2 Juutilities proposed in subzone 4 to 8 , committed source of water supply has
5 '}r"}" P .95\ not been indicated in the Development Plan. In case ground water withdrawal
N is considered , the additional pumpage from Yamuna flood plain aquifers
without sustainable recharge may cause overdevelopment of ground water

9q ‘</ resources, and even up-coning of saline water interface in the area.

I

/ A “"Proposed Utilization / disposal of flyash in the western bank of river Yamuna

needs to be planned on scientific considerations, as the flyash is potential

)2/
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DR
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—

N

source of Flouride and Heavy metals which may cause pollution of ground
water in the underlying flood plain aquifers in NCT Delhi.

Yours faithfully,

Q&*}‘Lsf‘

( Dr. Saleem Romani)
Member SML

Copy to TS to Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Bhujal Bhawan, NH-
IV, Faridabad

( Dr. Saleem Romani)
Member SML
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No.K-14011/68/2005-NCRPB Dated : 1.2.2005

Sub: Minutes of the 52" meeting of the Planning Committee held on 28.1.2005 in the
office of the NCR Planning Board. 1%, Floor, IHC, Lodi Road, New Delhi.

. | : o . .
Enclosed please find the minutes of the 52" meeting of the Planning Committee fo
information and necessary action. -—

(Rajeev Malhotra)
Chief Regional Planner
Encl : As above.

To:

1. Shri P.K. Pradhan. Joint Secretary (D&L). Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhawan.
New Delhi.

2. Shri Bhaskar Chatterjee, Commissioner & Secretary, Town & Country Planning Deptt.. Govt.
of Harvana, Haryana Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, Haryana.
3. Shri I.S. Mishra, Secretary, Housing Deptt.. Govt.of U.P., Bapu Bhawan, Uttar Pradesh

Secretariat, Lucknow, U.P.

4. Mrs. Usha Sharma, Secretary. Urban Development and Housing Deptt.. Govt. of Rajasthan.

Rajasthan Secretariat. Jaipur. Rajasthan.

Shri Madhukar Gupta. Vice-Chairman. Delhi Development Authority. Vikas Sadan Near INA

Colony. New Delhi-110 023,

6. Shri Alok Nigam. Director. Town & Country Planning & Urban Estate and Chief
Administrator. Haryana Urban Development Authority. Secton'- 1.8. Madhya Marg.
Chandigarh oy

7. Shri K.T. Gurumukhi, Chief Planner, Town & Country Planning Orgamsatlon Govt. of India.
Vikas Bhawan, [.P. Estate, New Delhi.

8. Shri O.P. Kelkar, Principal Secretary (PWD), Govt. of NCT-Delhi, 5" Level, Delhi
Secretariat, PWD Secretariat, |.P. Estate. New Delhi

9. Shri M.S. Khan. Chief Town & Country Planner, Town & Country Planning Deptt., Govt. of
U.P., 7. Bandaria Bagh. Lucknow. Uttar Pradesh.

10. Shri Hemant Murdia, Chief Town Planner (NCR), Town & Country Planning Department,
Govt. of Rajasthan, Nagar Niyojan Bhawan, Jawaharlal Nehru Marg, Jaipur, Rajasthan.
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26.

27.
28.
29.
30.
31,

32

P-2-

. Shri A.K.Mishra, Principal Adviser (HUD), Planning Commission, Yojna Bhawan, New

Delhi.

. Dr. P.S. Rana, Chairman & Managing Director, Housing & Urban Development Corpn..

HUDCO House. Lodhi Road. New Delhi-110 003,

. Shri R.Chandramohan. Joint Secretary (IA), Department of Environment, Ministry of

Environment & Forests. Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New
Delhi-110003.

- The Chief Engineer (Planning), Min. of Road Transport and Highways, Transport

Bhawan, Parliament Street, New Delhi-110 011,

. The Executive Director (Delhi Metro). Railway Board, Rail Bhawan, New Delhi.
- Ms. Geeta Banerjee, Director (TPS). Deptt. of Telecommunication, Sanchar Bhawan,

New Delhi.

. Shri S.K.. Jayaswal, Dy. Secretary (OM), Ministry of Power. Shram Shakti Bhavan. New
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MINUTES OF THE 52"” MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD AT
3.00 P.M. ON 28.1.2005 IN THE CONFERENCE ROOM OF NIUA, CORE-1V B,
FIRST FLOOR, INDIA HABITAT CENTRE, LODI ROAD, NEW DELHI-110003.

A list of the participants is enclosed.

The Chairman welcomed the members in the 52" meeting of the Planning Committee
and then the agenda items were taken up for discussion.

AGENDA ITEM NO.1: CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE 5157
MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 30.7.2004.

The minutes were confirmed.

AGENDA ITEM NO.2: REVIEW OF ACTION TAKEN ON THE DECISIONS
OF THE 51°" MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON 30.7.2004.

i) Draft Regional Plan-2021.

Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB while explaining the status of Draft Regional Plan
2021, informed the Committee that the NCR Planning Board in its 27" meeting held on
28.10.2004 approved the Draft Pian Regional Plan-2021 for inviting objections/suggestions
from public u/s 12 of the NCRPB Act, 1985. The Draft Regional Plan-2021 had been notified
on 27.12.2004 for inviting objections/suggestions, and a period of 45 days from the date of
publication was given for filing objections/suggestions which would expire on 9.2.2005. He
further stated that the Board had circulated the Draft Regional Plan 2021 to the local
authorities and various departments concerned for representations as per requirement of the
NCRPB Act. Copies were also sent to Board members, Planning Committee members, NCR
Planning Cells, Study Group Members, High Level Group members and the concerned
Central Ministries. The objections / suggestions after scrutiny would be placed before the
Planning Committee for consideration.

Chief Coordinator Planner, NCR Cell, UP suggested that the last date for receiving
objections/suggestions may be extended by one month and it was agreed to by the Committee.

The Chairman suggested that workshops may be organised in NCR Sub-regions by
the respective NCR Cells for dissemination of RP-2021 policies /proposals which would help
in preparation of Sub-Regional Plans. It was decided that the first such workshop be
organised by the NCR Cell, UP.

i) Preparation of Sub-Regional Plans.

Chairman mentioned that as the Draft Regional Plan-2021 had been approved by the
Board for inviting objections/suggestions, the State Govts. may take up preparation of Sub-

Regional Plans and requested the representatives of the States to give the status of preparation
of Sub-Regional Plans.

Chief Coordinator Planner, NCR Cell, UP informed that Study Groups for
preparation of Sub-Regional Plan had already been constituted and collection of secondary
data had also been started. He further mentioned that they had requested for funds for
preparation of Sub-Regional Plan which was not considered by the NCR Planning Board.

Chief Regional Planner, NCRPB clarified that the Board vide letter dated 10.9.2004
had informed the NCR Cell, UP that the request for grant will be examined and considered
after the detailed study proposals are received in the Board. The detailed proposal were still
awaited, He mentioned that there was no provision for funding the preparation of Sub-
Regional Plans in the NCRPB Act and the preparation of Sub-Regional Plan is the
responsibility of the States. He had further mentioned that no funds were provided to the
States for the preparation of the Sub-Regional Plans with the perspective year 2001 by UP
and Haryana. He stated that there was a procedure for providing funds for studies to be
conducted States may submit detailed proposals along with cost estimates to the Board which
would be placed before the PSMG for consideration and approval.
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Joint Secretary (D&L), Ministry of Urban Development suggested that all NCR
States, if required, may send their requirement of funds for preparation of Sub-Regional Plan
and Board may take approval of the PSMG.

Chief Town Planner, NCR, Rajasthan informed that map data for the existing NCR
area of Rajasthan sub-region had aiready been received from NCRPB. In the case of newly
added area they would require base map which is being generated by NRSA as a part of the
Study entrusted by the NCRPB.

Chairman stressed that.the work on preparation on Sub-Regional Plans be started and
the matter of funding the preparation Sub-Regional Plans would be considered. It was
decided tiai « .uvcing would be convened at the earliest to discuss the modalities of
preparation of Sub-Regional Plans and fund requirements. The Chief Town Planner/Chief
Coordinator Planners of NCR Cell would prepare an Approach Paper on preparation of Sub-
Regional Plans giving the methodology, data requirement, survey & analysis, time frame etc..
The Study proposal, if required, should be prepared giving broadly the need of the study,
scope, methodology, cost estimates, time schedule for payment, deliverables, etc.

iii) Eastern Perif  al Expressway (EPE).

The Planning Committee noted that as per direction of Supreme Court, Cabinet
Secretary, Govt. of India had taken a meeting with the Secretaries of the Ministries concerned
and Chief Secretaries of the relevant States to resolve the issues of land acquisition and
financing the viability gap to implement the project on BOT basis.

iv) Reconsideration of proposal for change of landuse for an area measuring 37.0
ha. (91.4 acres) in Zone ‘O’ of MPD-2001 from ‘agriculture & water body’ (A-4) to
‘residential’ for Slum Resettlement at Madanpur Khadar, Delhi. ;

Chief Regional Planner informed that the above proposal was under active
consideration of the Group constituted under the chairmanship of Chief Town Planner (NCR)
Rajasthan. Chairman of the Planning Committee requested the Chairman of the Group to give
the status of the proposal. The Chairman of the Group mentioned that a meeting was held on
29.9.2004 and a site visit was also made on the same day. As per the decision of the meeting,
DDA was requested to provide certain information for the consideration of the Group which
were yet to be received. He fur:her mentioned that keeping in view of the adverse impacts on
the ground water pollution, Director, M/oE&F and the member of the Group suggested that

Environmental Impact Assessment Study should be carried out before the proposal can be
examined.

Representative from DDA submitted that the above proposal was not a project and
Environmental Impact Assessment Study (EIA) may not be required. The representative from
M/oE&F mentioned that EIA Study would be required.

Joint Secretary (D&L), Ministry of Urban Development suggested that information as
required by the Group be supplied and if DDA feels that no EIA would be required, proper
justification for the same also be submitted to the Group.

After detailed deliberations it was decided that the DDA would supply the necessary
information as mentioned in agenda item No.2 iv-d(i) to (v) to the Group within 15 days for
examination to enable the Group to formulate its recommendations within a month’s time.

v) Consideration of the proposals for permitting petrol pumps in the ‘green buffer
along the major transport corridors’ RP-2001.

The Planning Committee noted that Hon’ble UDM and Chairman, NCRPB had
approved the two proposals for setting up of petrol pumps. The same was also communicated
to the Govt. of Rajasthan.

The Chief Coorainator Planner, NCR Cell, UP suggested that since RP 2001 was in
force the Zoning Regulations need to be amended so that States would not be required to send
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such cases to the NCR Planning Board for its approval. The Chief Town Planner, Haryana
mentioned that a policy decision need to be taken to allow the petrol pumps in ‘green buffers
along the major transport corridors of RP 2001°. Joint Secretary (D&L), Ministry of Urban
Development mentioned that since the petrol pumps are permissible in ‘green buffers’ as per
draft RP 2021 which had been approved by the Board and under advance stage of finalization,
the amendments to the Zoning Regulations of the RP 2001 would not be required. However,
the States would have to send the change of landuse cases for location of petrol pumps till the
RP-2021 is finalized and notified. :

vi) Consideration of the draft Final Development Plan for Baﬂaduffgéfh-ZOZl.

The Planning Committee noted that the draft Final Dévelopment Plan for
Bahadurgarh-2021 was approved by the Board and the same was communicated to the State
Government and also to the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana.

AGENDA ITEM NO.3: CONSIDERATION OF CHANGE OF LANDUSE
MEASURING AREA OF 252.4 ACRES FROM ‘RURAL USE’ TO ‘RESIDENTIAL
USE’ AT SAVDA-GHEVRA FOR RELOCATION OF SLUMS/SQUATTERS IN NCT-
DELHI.

Additional Commissioner (Slums & JJ Department), Municipal Corporation of Delhi
(MCD) while explaining the proposal mentioned that the scheme for resettlement of
Juggies/Jhopry dwellers had been formulated as per the direction of the High Court of Delhi
for shifting Jhuggies from Yamuna river and its embankment. An area measuring 252.4 acres
of land already been acquired at Savda-Ghevra.

The Chief Town Planner, Haryana mentioned that as the proposed site was located
near the Haryana border, its impacts on Haryana Sub-region would have to be considered.

Commissioner (Planning), DDA mentioned that there was a synergy between RP-
2021 and MPD-2021. There will be complete integration of Transport linkage and other
service networks of the proposed resettiement colonies with the Urbanisable Plan of MPD-
2021 and surrounding areas in National Capital Region (NCR).

After detailed deliberations, the Planning Committee recommended the change of
landuse for an area 252.4 acres of land from ‘rural use’ to ‘residential use’ at Savda-Ghevra
for relocation of slums/squatters in NCT-Delhi, with the following condition:

The entire site should be brought under the ‘urbanisable area’ in the MPD-

2021 and to be integrated with the service networks and urbanization plan of
MPD-2021.

The proposal along with the recommendations of the Planning Committee will be put
up before the Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. Minister for Urban Development for a decision.

AGENDA ITEM NO.4: CONSIDERATION OF CHANGE OF LANDUSE OF
AN AREA MEASURING 1506.89 HA. FROM ‘RURAL’ TO ‘RESIDENTIAL,
COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, P&SP, RECREATIONAL, TRANSPORTATION &
UTILITIES’ IN NARELA-BAWANA INDUSTRIAL AREA. '

_ .. Commissioner (Planning), DDA while explaining the proposal nientioned that the site
falls in the Urban Extension of DDA-2001. The total area as per the Structural Plan for
development of various urban uses at Bawana was 2,366 ha., out of which earlier Board had
approved the landuse change of 1,850 acres (748.98 ha.) and area of 1,922 acres (778.17 ha.)
had already been notified to facilitate the relocation of the industries and other urban uses in
accordance with direction of the Hon. Supreme Court. The balance area measuring 1,506.89

ha. was proposed for landuse change for various urban uses as indicated in Table 4.1 of
Agenda.

The Chief Town Planner, Haryana mentioned that the Regional Plan 2021 projected
certain population and identified certain settlements for priority development in the NCR.
This proposal would attract a lot of population and activities in Delhi which would go against
the spirit of Regional Plan. Citing an example he mentioned that Sonepat Kundli
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Development Plan had been prepared for 10 lakhs population by 2021 and being developed
by HSIDC/other agencies. This proposal could impact the development of Sonepat-Kundli
township.Chief Coordinator Planner, NCR Cell, UP mentioned that since MPD-2021 was
under finalization the proposal could be integrated in the Master Plan in a comprehensive
manner.

Joint Secretary (D&L), Ministry of Urban I'evelo~ment j :entioned ;ti;.  .~Narc
Bawana integrated township was being developed in Delhi, v > .- ieWitownships in eacn
of the NCR Sub-regions are being proposed for development. He stressed that these
townships should be developed in such a manner so as to attract the activities in them.

Commissioner (Planning), DDA mentioned that the proposal was for relocation of
industries locat~d * ‘;on-conforming areas i the light of Sur::me Court order. The
finalization of. MPD-2021 will take some more time, the Planning Committee may consider
the proposal. The Chief Town Planner, Haryana mentioned that there should be a synergy
between MPD-2021 and RP-2021 so that NCR towns would gain the momentum for
development. Commissioner (Planning), DDA informed that various_aspects were discussed
and there would be a synergy between the RP-2021 and MPD-2021. .

After detailed deliberations, the Planning Committee recommended the change of
landuse for an area measuring 1,506.89 ha. from ‘rural’ to ‘residential, commercial, industrial,
" P&SP, recreational, transportation & utilities’ in Narela-Bawana industrial area. The proposal
along with the recommendations of the Planning Committee will be put up before the
Chairman, NCRPB and Hon. Minister for Urban Development for a decision.

AGENDA ITEM NO.5: CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT ZONAL
DEVELOPMENT FOR ZONE ‘O’ AND PART ‘P’ OF MPD-2001.

Director (DC&RYP), DDA presented the draft Zonal Development Plan for Zone ‘O’
and part ‘P’ of MPD-2001 before the Planning Committee. During the presentation he
mentioned that as per the final report of NEERI the actual dry area available would be about
2,600 ha.. He mentioned that the proposal had been included in the draft MPD-2021.

On a query from CMD HUDCO, the representative of DDA informed that the
original proposal of channelisation of river Yamuna had been brought and the present
proposal is based on rejuvenation of river Yamuna. CMD, HUDCO suggested that
boundaries of the river bed should be ;:uperly defined with upstream and down stream
linkages. He further suggested that more areas should be brought under water bodies like
lakes and reservoirs with proper embankment.

Secretary (UD), Govt. of Rajasthan appreciating the presentation mentioned that it
was a good project which would prevent no haphazard development in the Yamuna river bed.
She mentioned that the uses permissible in the Draft Zonal Development Plan should be
carefully worked out and demarcated.

The representative from GNCT-Delhi mentioned that the existing landuses such as
Akshar Dham Temple, DMRC Depots, proposed Commonwealth Gamgg sites etc. were not
mentioned in the Draft Zonal Development Plan, The Draft Zonal Development Plan does not
reflect the suggestions of the final NEERI study report on Environmental Management Plan
for rejuvenation of the river Yamuna. He mentioned that in the Draft Zonal Development
Plan no broad landuse plan had been prepared. He further mentioned that as RP 2021 and
MPD 2021 were under advance stage of finalization, = . 'sible and considered appropriate

the relevant concepts as envisaged in these Plans be reflec:cd in the Draft Zonal Development
Plan,

After detailed deliberations, it was decided that the Draft Zonal Development Plan
2001 would be prepared within the framework of MPD 2021 and based on the final study of
NEERI and also incorporating the comments / suggestions given by various agencies as well
as members of the Planning Committee and re-submit to the Board for consideration of the
Planning Committee. it was also decided that the copies of the final Report of the NEERI
would be supplied to the NCRPB for circulation to the members of the Planning Committee. |
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OTHER ISSUES:

i) Status report on development of landuse change sites approved by the Board

Chairman Planning Committee mentioned that in the last meeting of the Board it was
decided that a report on the status of development on the landuse change sites approved by the
Board may be prepared based on physical verification and placed before the next meeting of
the Board. In view of the above, the Board requested the NCR Cells/concerned
Development/Agencies to send certain information/Plans to the Board in advance so that site
visits may be organized, Chairman requested that the information required may be supplied to
the Board at the earliest. . The Chief Town Planner, Rajasthan and Chief Coordinator Planner,
NCR Cell, UP informed that they were already pursuing this matter with the concerned
agencies and the information would be supplied to the Board shortly.

ii) Development of City forests

Chairman Planning Committee. referring to the decision of the Board, mentioned that
a status report is required to be prepared and schemes for city forest development need to be
expedited. He suggested that the information regarding area (in ha.) and location on the
following aspects may be sent to the NCRPB at the earliest to enable the Board 1o prepare a
status report and also provide necessary assistance as decided in the Board meeting.

(a) the existing city forests:

(b) proposed new areas for city forest development.

The representatives from the participating States assured that the above information
would be sent to the Board shortly,

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair,

No. K-14011/68/2005-NCRPB
NCR Planning Board
India Habitat Centre
1* Floor, Zone-IV-B
Lodhi Road, New Delhi-110 003

Q{/;%O{

(Rajeev Malhotra)

Chief Regional Planner
Copy to:

Chairman, Planning Committee.
Members of the Planning Committee.
Special Invitee.

All officers of the Board.
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