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CREDAT-IEHO

Ref. No. MCHI/PRES/24-25/083
Date: 21/8/2024
To,
Shri Ashwini Vaishnaw,
Hon’ble Minister of Railways,
Government of India,
Rail Bhawan, Rafi Marg,
New Delhi-110001.

S e ,l_ L;jﬁ R'edi//]:‘b

2}/082/202-1/

Sub: Delay/Rejection of Railway NOC'’s by Central and Western Railway authorities in
jurisdiction of Mumbai

Ref: 1. Clarification by GOM vide letter dt 28.06.1995
2. Letter from Railway Board, Ministry of Railways, GOl dt 29.08.1995
3. GOM order dt 23.05.2003
4. GOM Notification U no : TPB 4302/1318/CR-23/03/UD-11 dt 05.07.2005
5. Notification from Railway Board Ministry of Railways dt 16.05.2008
U/no.2007/LML/19/4
6. Clarification by Railway Board Ministry of Railways dt 26.05.2008
U NO 2007/LML/19/4
7. Railway Board Ministry of Railways letter Dt 06.06.2008 U/No 2008/LML/19/13
8. Railway Board Ministry of Railways letter Dt 16.02.2010 U No 2008/LML/19/17:
9. Development Control & Promotion Regulation published by GOM vide
notification dt 8" May 2018
10. GOM Notification dt. 13.09.2019 UNo:TPB-4319/379/Prakra 147/2019/N vi -11

Respected Sir,

CREDAI-MCHl is an apex body consisting of members from the Real Estate Industry among
Mumbai Metropolitan Region (MMR). With a strong Membership of over 1800 leading
Developers in Mumbai, CREDAI-MCHI has expanded across MMR. CREDAI-MCHI is the
Government recognised body for private sector developers in MMR and consistently
working to make the industry more organised and progressive.

During our periodic meetings, various members are raising concerns regarding inordinate
delays and rejections in Railway NOC’s (by Central Railways/Western Railways) thereby
various development/redevelopment projects in Mumbai are either getting delayed or
being halted/stopped halfway as a result all the stakeholders are suffering. Property
developers are undergoing heavy losses due to delay in completion of projects, the home
buyers/tenants of redeveloped buildings are not being habilitated in time undergoing
agony/financial losses and the planning authorities are not able to implement the
development plans to its intended purpose in stipulated time.

Incidentally, agglomeration of developments/proliferation of hutments etc. in Mumbai city
has been predominantly around railway lines. In the recent past various land parcels are
being developed/redeveloped abutting to railway lines/boundaries. It is to bring to your
kind notice that at many places the railway land/plot boundary is located at a definite
distance from first/last railway tracki.e. within 2.00 m to 6.00 m, whereas at few places the
said distance is around 6.00 m to 30.00 m and also around 100.00 m. Usually, the Railway
track boundary and Railway land/plot boundary is parallel to each other however due to
larger distance between track boundary and plot boundary land lock portion is formed at
such places.
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These huge open land spaces between actual railway track and railway land/plot boundary are either vacant
or being utilised by railway authorities for purpose other than operation of railway lines such as temporary
sheds, small office buildings, storage space etc. It means that the developments/redevelopments on the
landward side plots beyond such huge open spaces are at a distance much away from actual railway track,
does not involve severe railway safety issues and hence railway NOC's of such proposals are required to be
scrutinised leniently. Also, in many

cases of developments in Eastern suburbs, there are existing /proposed DP roads between railway land/plot
boundary and private lands under development. The Railway buffer zone is clearly shown in Development Plan
2034 and vide Regulation 45(c) of DCPR 2034, it is clearly stipulated that while granting NOC, the distance of a
proposed building shall be reckoned from Railway track boundary and not from Railway Land/Plot boundary.
However, while scrutinizing the Railway NOC proposals by Railway authority (specifically by central railway
authority) there has been gross misinterpretation of existing development control regulations (i.e. DCPR 2034),
guidelines/notifications/clarification of Govt. of Maharashtra/GOI/Railway board etc. and Railway NOC’s are
being rejected /delayed by concern officials without any valid reasons. One of the developer M/s Wheelabrator
Alloy Castings Limited have represented their individual case to the level of General Manager Central Railway
(for Proposed development on plot bearing CTS No: 596,596/1 to 6,597,597/1 to 7,598,598/1 to 3,599A/1 to
81,601,602,602/1 to 31,603,604,605,605/1 to 17,606,606/1 to 83,607/1 to 31,607A and 607D of village Kanjur,
at LBS Marg, Bhandup (West), Mumbai.) and have been following up at various Railway offices. It is brought to
the notice of this apex body that no building in the said layout is within 30.00 mtrs. from Railway track
boundary, H/2 height criteria is not applicable and principally, does not attract Railway NOC, however their
proposal for revised NOC (though earlier NOC was obtained in the year 2014) due to slight changes in layout
has been rejected by the concern officials by turning blind eye on the provisions of law.

It would be necessary to interpret various provisions of Railway notifications/circulars and the Notifications
published by Govt. of Maharashtra appropriately. It is therefore, requested, that Hon’ble Minister Sir, may
please arrange go through various provisions of Railway Notifications/Circulars and also the Notifications/DCPR
published by Govt. of Maharashtra as the development of properties in jurisdiction of Mumbai are governed
by Development Control & Promotion Regulations {DCPR) 2034 amended up to date. Extract of some
provisions are given below:

Development Control Regulation 1991 published by GOM:

The stipulations of Reg 29(8)(ii) of DCR 1991 are reproduced as below :

29(8)(ii)- Building sites abutting railway track boundary;

“Subject to the requirements of setbacks from roads and side and rear marginal open spaces under the relevant
regulations, no new construction of a building or reconstruction of a existing building shall be allowed within
a distance of half the height of the said building from the railway track boundary, and in any case at least 3
mtr., away from such boundary”

Clarification by GOM dt 28.06.1995 : (Annexure-|)

The Bombay Municipal Corporation vide their letter dt 8.5.1995 had asked the GOM to advice on the provisions
of Reg 29(8)(ii) of DCR 1991, whereupon GOM had clarified vide letter dt 28.06.1995 that “ The marginal
distance required to be left from Railway Track Boundary as per the provisions of Reg No 29(8)(ii) shall be
measured from the Railway Track Boundary and not from the Railway Property Boundary ”.
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Letter from Railway Board, Ministry of Railways, GOl dt 29.08.1995 : (Annexure-Il)

Upon noticing by the Railway Board that NOC's are being denied to private parties to undertake construction
on their properties adjoining to railway land the Railway Board had clarified that “it is not expected of the land
owner of a plot to leave a large vacant space between his building and railway boundary, railway’s interest
is adequately safeguarded if sufficient vacant space is left to ensure development of future roads, drainage
and that railway should adopt a pragmatic approach and insist only the barest possible distance between
railway boundary and edge of the proposed building and that the layout of the building is of a type which
will not result into accrual of various easement rights”

GOM order dt 23.05.2003 (Annexure-ill)

The Govt. of Maharashtra vide its order dt. 23.05.2003 under section 154 of Maharashtra Regional & Town
Planning act 1966 had directed that “No objection certificate from the concerned railway shall be insisted
before granting permission for the building plans between the railway boundary and a distance 30 mtr. from
it”

GOM Notification U no : TPB 4302/1318/CR-23/03/UD-11 dt 05.07.2005 : (Annexure-1V)

Vide above notification under section 37(2) of MR & TP Act

A) Modification to Reg. 29(8)(ii)- Building sites situated within 30mtr from railway boundary:
No objection certificate from the concerned railway shall be insisted before granting permission for
the building plans between the railway boundary and the distance of 30 mtr from it. The development
of such plot shall be carried out as per terms and conditions stipulated by the railway authority.

B) Fixes the date of publication of this notification in the official gazette as the date of coming into force
of this proposal.
C) Directs the said corporation in the schedule of modification sanctioning the said modification

appended to the said notification after the last entry, the above referred (A) shall be added.

Notification from Railway Board Ministry of Railways dt 16.05.2008 U/no .2007/LML/19/4: (Annexure-V)

It is stated in clause no 3 of said notification that “because the ‘Railway Track Boundary’ is not defined,
problems are arising due to reckoning of horizontal clearance from railway boundary instead of ‘Railway
Track Boundary’ as provided in the regulation No 29(8)(ii)”

It has been therefore directed vide above notification for the purpose of DC Regulation 29(8) (ii) of the Govt
of Maharashtra UD Dept DCR for Greater Mumbai 1991 that “ Railway Track Boundary be considered to be a
horizontal distance of ‘6 m plus height of Railway embankment at the point of consideration’ from the center
line of the railway track nearest to the proposed building or the actual railway land boundary from the
center line of the railway track nearest to the proposed building whichever is less “.

It is also clarified in clause no 4.1 that the nearest track here will mean the existing track or proposed track in
future if contemplated to be constructed in the near future, nearest to the proposed building. While
considering allowance for future track, the railway should not unduly keep such allowance for individual sites
when future track is not feasible.

Clarification by Railway Board Ministry of Railways dt 26.05.2008 U NO 2007/LML/19/4 (Annexure-VI)

Vide above letter Railway Board has clarified that as the Railway Track Boundary can not be considered to be
existing beyond the physical railway land boundary, the provision of letter dt 16.05.2008 is correct and had
mentioned that the same shall be applied to all pending cases then and the NOC’s denied.
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Railway Board Ministry of Railways letter Dt 06.06.2008 U/No 2008/LML/19/13: (Annexure-VI])

The UD dept. in GOM had asked to vide their letter dt 21.02.2008 and 21.05.2008 clarification from Railway
Board on the guidelines issued by Railway as to what should be considered Railway Track boundary whereupon
Railway Board vide above letter dt. 06.06.2008 had enclosed the copy of their notification dt. 16.05.2008 for
reference on the issue.

As regards the margin of H/2 required to be kept from railway boundary it is advised that the same is as per
the rules laid down by the state Government.

Railway Board Ministry of Railways letter Dt 16.02.2010 U No 2008/LML/19/17: (Annexure-VIll)

Vide clause 2, of above letter railway Board has again reiterated that as the land in urban areas has become
very valuable, Railway should adopt a pragmatic approach, examine the plans of building should not result into
accrual of various easement rights.

Vide clause 3, it is mentioned that after examining the proposal if railway is of the opinion that the proposed
structure will not lead to accrual of any easement rights, issuance of NOC can be considered. As regards
compliance of provisions of DC Regulations or other rules issued by state Govt./Local Authorities in this regard,
it is for state Govt./Local Authority to examine and ensure compliance of the same.

Clause 4 stipulates that railway to ensure that under no circumstances safety of railway track is affected during
or after construction. Railway may consider stipulations of site supervision, inspection etc. by railway during
construction stage as well as inspection, during lifetime of the building to ensure that the bldg./basement shall
not affect railway’s operations.

Development Control & Promotion Regulation published by GOM vide notification dt. 8" May 2018:

The GOM has published the notification U No: TPB.4317/629/CR-118/2017/DP/UD-11 dt. 08.05.2018 presently
applicable to the development proposals within in the jurisdiction of Greater Mumbai. The Reg. no 45(C) of
the said DCPR 2034 stipulates that:

e No new construction of a building or reconstruction of an existing building shall be allowed within a
distance of half the height of the said building from the railway track boundary, and in any case not
within a distance of 3 m from such boundary.

e  For building situated within 30 m from railway track boundary NOC from concerned railway shall be
insisted upon before granting CC for the proposed bldg between the railway track boundary and
distance of 30 m from it.

e No NOC from railway authority will be required wherever any construction is undertaken beyond
30. M from railway boundary subject to the condition that no part of bldg shall project within 30 m
from the railway track boundary.

GOM Notification dt 13.09.2019 U No : TPB-4319/379/Prakra 147/2019/N vi -11 : (Annexure-IX)

The GOM vide its recent notification dt. 13.09.2019 has issued orders u/s 154 of MR & TP Act 1966 stating that
“before issuing NOC as per provision of Reg. 45(C) of DCPR 2034 it is necessary to take into consideration
the proposed height of building, distance of building from railway boundary etc. As such it is not necessary
to keep separate restrictions in DCPR for 30 mtr. area from railway boundary. Once the NOC is granted by
railway it is not required for planning authority to put separate restrictions as per first para of Reg. 45(C).
Therefore, it would be binding on land owners/developers to comply the conditions of Railway NOC”.
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The development of private properties in Mumbai City is governed by Development Plan 2034 (previously DP
1991) and Development Control & Promotion Regulation 2034 (previously DCR 1991) in force as amended up
to date. The development Plan in force (DP 2034) has been prepared and sanctioned by GOM by following due
process of law i.e. public notices, public hearings and due deliberation with all the concerned stakeholders
including concern Railway authority.

It is amply clear from above refereed self-explanatory set of notifications dtd. 28.06.1995, dtd. 05.07.2005,
dtd. 13.09.2019 etc. issued the GOM and set of notifications dtd. 29.08.1995, dtd. 16.05.2008, dtd. 26.05.2008,
6.06.2008, dtd. 16.02.2010, etc. issued by Railway Authority from time to time, that for the purpose of Railway
NOC the Railway boundary shall be the Railway Track Boundary and not the Railway Land Boundary and the
horizontal distance of 30 m shall be measured from center line of last Railway track to the proposed building
as mentioned therein.

It has also been clarified in above refereed notifications/clarifications that compliance of provisions of DC
Regulations or other rules issued by state Govt./Local Authorities in this regard, it is for state Govt./Local
Authority to examine and ensure compliance of the same.

Rejection and inordinate delay in obtaining Railway NOC due to misinterpretation of provisions law and
prejudiced mindsets. of few has been jeopardising the development process in Mumbai city, whereby
development projects are suffering, which is directly affecting the moto of sustainable development of cities
as anticipated by Govt. of India.

Hon’ble minister Sir, is therefore humbly requested to intervene and look into the matter and arrange to issue
necessary instructions to local Railway authorities in Mumbai to process and grant the NOC’s expeditiously
without any further delay.

Thanking you,

Yours sincerely,
For CREDAI-MCHI

R
Dorfnic Romell Dhaval Ajmera
President Hon. Secretary

Encl.: As above
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_ v ., .;Mghareshfya Reglonal 8
S ... .. . . TownPlanping Act, 1966.

) Sanction to modification
: R under section 37(2) of the ...
L. A .:uodlﬂogﬂgu.ﬁp,.aegn,hﬂon
W 29(8)N) pf-amnmm
..+ Control Regulation for Gr.
. Mumbal1991.
R Rl O I P
- GOVERNMENT OF MA LASK
v+ Urban Development Departiient
7' ¢ Mentralaya, Mumbal 400 032. -, .
LT Dates 5% daly 2008
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No. TPB 4302/1318/CR-33/03/UD-111" _ '

Whmeas,Govctnmc:nI of Mahmaahtra vﬁcﬂouﬁcatiou of Urlian

' Development Department No, DCR 1090/RDP/UD-11, dated  20%

Febroary) 109F+has sanctioned the Development Control Regulations for
Gr. Muinbsi; "1991 " (hereinafter referred ‘to as “the said Regulations”)
under ‘section 31 of the Mdharashtra Regional and. Towg Planning Act,
1966 (héreinafier referred to as Sthe said Act’) which came into force with
effcct fromi 25% March, 1991; - e mee ™ S

.. ' Axnd whereas, the permission for construction of building on land
adjoining” the railway- track is invariably given by’ the Local Body
concerned viz., Corporstion, Municipal Council as the case may be. Any
woik being undertaken in_the projimity of the railway track can have
serious” effect on the safety of th%otrack, it: is felt- pecessary that “No
Ohjection: Certificate” be. obtained. from the Railway Authority before the
Local’ Authorify gratits permission|to, the construction of such building.
In this régard, it is,desirable t a vacant space of 30 mt be kept

* bétweeén the Railway Boundary and. the face of any construction.

And whereas, the Government of Mabarashtra in Urban
Devélopment’ Department, vide|. order . No... TPB 4302/1318/CR- . .
23/2003/UD-11, dated 23/5/2003 has directed Municipal ‘Corporation
of Gr. Mumbai (hereinafler referred to as “the sajd® Corporation”) tp
emend the ‘relevant provisions ih D.C. Regulations by following m@
procedure laid-down undér section 37 of the said Act; eo as to insist N
from cpncerned Railway Authorities before granting permission for the

" buildings-within a distance of 30 mt. from Railway boundary; '

45@ | @ : 5-/1.
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. __',_)‘Andw creas, the GovctmncntofMaharashtmhasfurﬁmrdheowd
undeér éu:wt':m:itmi 154" ‘df’the said Act to insist such NOC from Railway

13 H

*Mlﬂiqﬁﬂn&.“mm mbdiﬁmton to development control regulations;

ChoRe Wan, &8 nel
R 'And'whuehsﬂhe Corpmammhashetmempowundtnmjﬂate
* the o tion - of- dﬂ of or any proposal made in the fmnal

ment Plin-\inder provisions of sub- seolmn(l)ofsectlons’?of
thesmmg-ﬁ%n‘i‘su}mn sametofthovt.forﬁnalamcmm,

And whereas, 'rhzémdc:o ration after completing the legal
pmmm\ma&mma?ofwmmmamwmdm
pmposalanda tdmﬂylﬁubmmdthsmdd.tﬁmtbnpmpwﬂbthe
Govt. for final” SamcHon' “\rﬂéu m—ﬂattm‘a'ﬂo: CHE/ GEN-346/DPC/GEN
dated 8% Qctober, 2004; “5¥7. % STooa

-~

And whereas, aﬁnr-eehsultlng the Director of ‘Town Planning,
Maharashtra State, Pune, Govt.ﬁnditncoessaxymsmcﬁonthcsa:d
modification pmpoaal,

Now, thexefore, in exercise of the powers vested unde.r section 372)
ofthesaidActGovt.liueby—. : e

A) sanchonaﬂicmodlﬁcahonpmposalasdescﬁbedm

B)ﬂ:msthedatcofpuhhcaﬁonnfth:snohﬁmﬂmmthcoﬂicml
gazcttcasthedateofcommginmﬁ:mcofﬁﬁ:apmpoeal

* ¢) Ditects the saidcorporahonin schedule of -modification

“ gpanctioning the modification : appqndod to the said
'not:ﬁmtibn‘aﬂbrthelastmtry.thcabweaeﬁm'md(ﬂ shall -be

added.
Byo:dcranﬂinthbnadncofthnﬁmumrpfmhﬂmﬂhtraa

» " » I .t ‘.l'. ,,_1 ﬂ (Sl

i . (% "‘.'
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*

!_ii_DE__ "‘hls nat:lﬂmtlon is also availablc on i qumnmcnt web site .

www.urban.maharashtra.gov.in
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Government of India
. Ministry of Railways ¢
&, (Railway Board)

No.2007/LML/19/4 ‘WDl Datedz 16,5.20085

General Manager (Engg),
Westem Railway, Churchgate , Mumbaj
eral Manager (Engg),
Central Railway *
Mumbai. it §

>

- Sub: “Graut of ‘No Objestion Certificate’ for construction of private buildings in private
<. ladds invicinityofRailwayLaudianbai Area.

Number of representations have been received by the Board due to denial of issue of
Objection Certificate’ by the railways to construction of private buildi i

2. Itis observed that extant rules on the subject in Mumbai area
in regulation No.29 (8) (i) of ‘the ‘Gowt. of Maharashtra, Urban

Departmerit Development Control Regulations for Greater B
provides that « N 7

Developme

3. Because the ‘Railway Track Boundary| is pot defined, problems are arising due to
reckoning of horizontal clesrance from railway boundary instead of ‘Raitbway Track
. Boundary’ as provided in the regulation No. |29(8)(ii) mentioned above. - .

4. Matter has been examined and it has

een decided by the g that for the
purpose of . regulation No.29 (8) @) of the ‘Govt, of Mﬂhaﬁsme -
Departinent Development Contro] Regulations for Greater Bombay- 991" 4% ik

el s e

.

are gnverned by provisions




? . | : .

hlE stherefore, advised thet all such regarding issue of grant of ‘No Objection
Certificate’ to construction of private buildihys in private lands in vicinity of Railway
Land in Mumbai area may kindly be dealt withj accordingly. While granting ‘NOC’ railway
may ensure that the provisions of pera §27(b) ¢f IRWM-2000 are complied with.

. This s for your kind informatitn ang furthef neoessary action. Fresh remarks in fhe cases
earlier referred by Board to railways for comments, may be advised to the Board in view of
above directions for further disposal of the sanlleaithisend.

/ Govemment of India




Government ol India

Minlstry of Rnll_wnys
No.2007/LML/19/4
v General Manager (Engg),
Western Railway, Churchgate » Mumbai

"In reference to points raised for consideration of the
teferred above,

railway vide its Jetter dated 20.05.2008
follo“ring_clariﬁ i i :
CJ;E(E" !

considered (o be existing beyond (he
isions in para -4 of Raijway Boa

ﬂ-»)h{ (’\ 2. The direclions isstied uider
[ \ ,

Retlway Bonrd fetier dated 15-5-08 2pply 1o alf rages
ALY vending witlh the Rallwiys en (e subject whether received before issue of railway
u;*L - Board’s letter dated 16.05.08 or afier, (o cases where partics have represented (o
"t Railway Boagd against the decision of the Railways and (o all such past cases where
NOC has been denied or grapted as per then exisling instiuctions  bug the

il 3 applicant(s) requests (or reconsideration of their proposals.

/ R < ’..f”;-'_\_&_;- 3n -'O
" L
.\ ‘;‘

e -__5“4.;_’;‘.:.
.- e W q:.u.nuu;
. & i Executive. irec
. e M i
Copy 10: . .

General Manager (Engg), Cential Railway, Mumbui for information and similar
respect of cases under Cential Railway. .

1

td _lellcr"
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS
(RAILWAY BOARD)
N0.2008/LMUI9/13

{
New Delhi, dt. 06.06.2008

Under Secretary, @

Urban Development Depariment’
Mantralaya

Mumbai - 400032,

Sub:- NOC for slum rehab

ilitation scheme on bearing FP No.616( 'L.) of TP’S —
IV Mahim division,

Ref:- i) Your letter No. TPB 4306/2230/CR-303/07/UD 11 dated 21 .2.2008
addressed (o PCE/Westem Railway.

ii) Your letter No. TPB 4306/2230/CR-303/07/UD 11 dated 21.5.2008
addressed to PCE/WR and copy to Railway Board.

Relerence above, it is adviged that in view of representation from cerlain alfecied

partics regarding non issue of ‘No Objection Certificate’ by Railways [or constivclion of
buildings in the vicinily of railway land in Mumbai area, puidelines have been 1ssved to ihe
Western and Central Railways clarif)r]i\r]‘g as (o what should be considered (o bhe “Railway Tk
Houndary” in_terms of regulation No.29 (8) (i) of Government of Maharashira, |Jibay
Devclopment Department, Developmdnt Control Regulation for Greater Bombay -1991. A

copy of the guideline issued under Railway Board letter No. 2007/LML/19/4 dated 16.5.2008 -
is enclosed herewith for read y reference. £ . 2

] . ; N4V .,..._A?
-VU,M") . 1 ] P.{‘f.ﬁﬁ.trm )
o, ; ; Executive Director/Can & Amenilicsjll
N ! ; Railway Boarl].
. .\q\b Encl: As above.

Copy for information to:

i. PCE/Churchgale, Mumbai/Western Railway
1t PCE/Central Railway/ Mumbai. |
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W GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
" MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS
(RAILWAY BOARD) ‘

guduangt | RB/[j&A No. 091/2010 :
No: 2008/LML/19/17 New Delhi, di.16.02.2010.

% /Gc:/heral Managers ==
Principal Chief Engincers
All Zonal Railways

Sub:- .Issue of No Objection Certificate for constructioni / redevelopment of -
' ‘Goverftment and Private building on land adjoining Railway boundary.

. LA uwﬁi:er;o? represerititions have been received regarding,‘gr_ahtiqg oﬁ.Nd‘%D.bje;ti:on
Certificate for undertaking consttuction/redevelopment of buildings in ‘lanc.l :a[hnmlug
_Railway land. .

‘i.' . Instructions have already been issued in this regafd in the past vide Board’s Ic 121 (o
2 94/LML/14/22 dated 29.08.1995; stating that as the land in urban area has besoine very
_ - --valuable, Railways should adopt a pragmatic approach, examine building plans ensyring !

layout of: the building should not result into accrual of various easement i ghts.

. 3 'The'issue has.again been examined in Board. The duties and role-of*Rail way: officials
-%_  regarding dealing with iitilization of land adjoining Railway land boundary ha; s heen cleady
defined in.Para . 827 ‘of IRWM, 2000.Railways need to examine « ¢*1iroposal for
ks ; construction/redevelopment of buildings/structures on adjoining ‘land in an- objectiv¢ 1nd
[p}d‘" M ‘Pragmatic manner in terms of Railyay rules/instructions accordingly. If after exan 140 i
C(YU)’ .V,M proposal, Railway'is of the opinion tliat the-proposed stricture will not lead to acciu | i
M - easeiment rights; issuance of NOC can be cofsidered. As regards compliance of prossivis of
@V - development coritrol regulations or other rules issued by State Gavt,/Local Aﬁqﬁbgj;ics,in 1his
,yu'y . regard, it'is for the State Govt/local Authorily to examine -tind ‘ensure coipliance of tic
4 - Incase of high rise buildings or buildings with basements o where deep-digging is
involved:in-close proximity to Railway track, Railway sliould examine the’ drawings and
w,./_ . Foustruction irtetliodology and ensire fliat under no circuimstances safety of Riiilway heckis
‘40N “dffected during or after construction. If necessary, Railway may consider st tions 6! site

: msiqn, inspection, etc.; by Railivay during construction stige ag . pec

B ing lifetime of the buildisg that building / b oo ot G A

by 4 ietime of the g 10 ens 1at  building / basements do not Ladlway
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