Central Railway

HEADQUARTERS OFFICE
ENGINEERING BRANCH,
MUMBAI C.S.M.T.

NO: CR-HQOENGG(EOFF)/448/2020 Date: 06.09.2024

Sr. DEN (Co)/ BB, PA, NGP, BSL & SUR

Sub: Procedure for issuance of Railway NOC for construction of buildings in the
vicinity of railway land.

Ref:-This office letters no. W.419.L.NOC.Genl.IV.BB dated 01.03.2018.

ok s ok ok ok okok

Please refer to this office letter dated 01.03.2018 under reference, where detailed checklist lor
dealing with building NOC cases in the vicinity of Railway land was issued. Further. additional
guidelines were issued by HQ vide this office letter dated 16.12.2020, 04.12.2023 and 14.05.20.24.

In this regard, the checklist has now been updated and is being circulated to all the Divisions lor
compliance. As advised earlier vide this office letter dated 01.03.2018 under reference. the
complete proposal should be submitted to HQ along with the updated checklist enclosed herewith.

o

(S. H. Malbhage)
Dy. Chief Engineer (General)

This issues with the approval of competent authority.

D.A.: - As above.




CHECKLIST FOR FORWARDING NOC CASES PERTAINING TO CONSTRUCTION OF
BUILDINGS IN THE VICINITY OF RAILWAY LAND.

Sr. | Items Yes No Remarks/Reference
No. |
.| Whether copy of Party’s application has
been submitted?
2. | Whether copy of Fee Receipt has been
attached along with? |
3. | a) Whether this is a case of post-facto
construction?
b) If yes, responsibility has been fixed for the
failure to stop the construction of the
building/ structure within 30 m of Railway
land without Railway’s NOC and necessary
DAR action has been initiated? )
4. | Whether Letter from Local
Municipal/Panchayat/Planning  Authorities
duly forwarding the NOC for Railway’s
approval has been submitted?
5. | Whether municipal DP plan/survey map duly
depicting the plot and Railway’s location has
been submitted?
6. | Whether plot numbers mentioned in all the
documents  (party’s application, local
municipal authority letter, deed if any etc.)
are matching?
7. | Whether party is constructing the structure
on the plot owned by Railways? B
If yes, whether
(a) The plot has been leased to client by
Railways?
(b) A separate permission has been obtained
by the Party from Railways in line with
the lease deed, if required?
Or is this a case of land
grabbing/encroachment?
8. | (a) Whether ADEN’s Feasibility Report &
Sketch has been submitted.
(b) Whether the date of site visit by
concerned ADEN and In-charge SSE/JE has
been mentioned in the ADEN feasibility
report. N
9. | Whether  NOC  from  Construction
department has been obtained.
10. | Whether NOC from Operating Branch has

been obtained.
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Whether NOC from other Railway
organisations like MRVC, DFCCIL,
NHSRCL, RVNL etc. has been obtained,
wherever applicable. '

Whether Structural Stability Certificate has
been duly issued by a Chartered Structural
consultant in the specified format?

Whether 7/12 or Property Card or any
relevant document (deed, development
agreement etc.) has been submitted in favour
of Party?

(a) Whether copy of land plan referred by
Division to verify the Railway land width
and shape has been enclosed?

(b) In case the mutation of Railway land
adjacent to subject plot has not been done in
Railway’s favour, whether Division has
applied for mutation of the same, prior to
submission of proposal for HQ approval?

15,

Whether all the relevant sections of the
structure(s) have been shown?

Whether the stage height-vs-distance from
Railway Track/Land boundary has been
shown for = all the structures being
constructed in the Railway buffer zone?

Whether distance of the different stages of
structures from Railway track/land boundary
has been taken from nearest edge towards
Railway land?

Whether height criterion has been checked
for all the stages of the structure?

Whether a minimum clear horizontal space
of 3 m has been left between nearest edge of
the building and the Railway land boundary?

If Railway land is bordering the plot on more
than one side, whether condition 18 and 19
has been checked for all the sides?

21.

(a) Whether sewer/sullage lines have been
marked properly?

(b) If yes, then whether sewer is getting
disposed in the Municipality sewer
system or the sewer is being dumped on
Railway land?

S
o

Whether  the building  during/after
construction will endanger the safety of
Railway Track?

23.

Whether the location of subject plot has been
shown by marking the reference KM post?




24,

Whether access to building has been shown
on the OPT?

25,

Whether access to building will be from
Railway land?

Whether Railway land width at the subject
location shown in OPT is matching with the
land plan(s)?

27.

(a) Whether in case of high-rise buildings or
buildings with basements or where deep
digging is involved in close proximity to
Railway track, Division has obtained
detailed  drawings and  construction
methodology of the structure being proposed
to be constructed?

(b) Whether Division has taken steps to
ensure that under no circumstances, safety of
Railway track/slope is getting affected
during or after construction during lifetime
of the proposed building?

28.

Whether division has referred the updated
land plans considering all the land/roll
plan(s) pertaining to the subject location?

29.

Whether sketch of division’s land plan duly
showing Railway boundaries and plot
location has been traced on the OPT?

30.

Whether the OPT is signed by all the
concerned?

- Whether all the 29 NOC conditions advised

by this office have been incorporated in the
OPT?

(a) Whether boundary wall exists at the
subject location or not?

(b) If not, whether boundary wall has been
constructed/is planned to be constructed
under Railway supervision at the correct
Railway land boundary, duly pinpointing
responsibility on concerned SSE/JE?

(¢) If party is constructing a common
boundary wall, whether details of the same
have been submitted?

33,

(a) Whether GAD submitted by Division is
in accordance with the Standard Sample
Drawing advised vide HQ's letter dated
16.12.2020?

(b) Whether all the modifications in GAD
have been mentioned and duly approved in
the alteration table, along with altered no. of
the GAD?

34.

Whether the documents submitted along
with the proposal are clear and legible?

35.

Whether the Note for the proposed NOC has
been signed by all concerned and approval of
DRM has been obtained?

‘vo,p{’age 30f3
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CENTRAL RAILWAY

HEADQUARTER OFFICE
ENGINEERING BRANCH,
MUMBAI C.S.T.

NO: CR-HQOENGG (EOFF)/448/2020 Date: 16.12.2020.

Sr. DEN (Co) BB, BSL, NGP, SUR & PA.

Sub: Standard Sample GAD for issuing NOC for construction of buildings/
structures adjoining Railway boundary.
Ref: CR-HQOENGG(EOFF)/848/2020 dated 15.10.2020.

e e de ke

In connection with the above subject, a Standard Sample GAD for the NOC
proposals for construction of structures adjoining Railway boundary is being sent herewith.

Divisions are advised to submit the NOC proposals as per the Standard Sample
GAD sent herewith and any NOC proposal signed by DRM after 16.12.2020 will not be
accepted if not in the desired format. The divisions are also advised to follow below procedure
from this date afterwards before submission of any NOC proposal to the Headquarters:-

1. No overwriting shall be allowed. All hand corrections, if required, shall be carried out
only through the revision note. Overwritten Drawings and in case of corrections,
Drawing without correction Note shall not be accepted.

2. In case of High Rise Building, where deep digging is involved in close proximity to
Railway Track, Division should submit detailed Drawings and construction
methodology of the structure being proposed to be constructed underground and
submit steps to ensure that under no circumstances safety of Railway Track / Slope
is affected during or after construction during lifetime of building.

3. The division must submit status of Mutation, 7/12 or Property Card, Award Copy &
Acquisition documents of the Railway Land adjacent to the subject plot along with
the NOC proposal. In case the Mutation of Railway land has not yet been done, then
division shall bring out the effort made to get the same done.

It is therefore requested to submit NOC proposals approved by DRM after
16.12.2020 as per the instructions issued above with GAD in the standard GAD format being

sent herewith.
———
DA: As above. G[ | j. w\w -

(Raj Kumar)
Dy. Chief Engineer (Works)
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HRT WIHER GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
T HATSIT MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS
(&1a &1 RAILWAY BOARD)
No. 2015/LML-}/19/2 New Delhi, Dt.: 17/07/2017

General Manager,
All Zonal Railways.

Principal Chief Engineer,
All Zonal Railways.

Sub.: Procedure for issue of ‘No Objection certificate’ for
construction/redevelopment of Government and private
building on land adjoining railway boundary.

Ref.: Central Railway's letter No. W.419.L NOC.GENL (IV) dated
- 29/06/2017. ' : .

Please refer to Board’s letter of even No. dated 25/06/2015 on the above
cited subject wherein it has been mentioned in para 2 (a) that who had asked for

(Ramesh Kumar)
Director/Land & Amenities

p? Railway Board
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\\20.50.31. RASer\LML_Lsttar2 {22.03.2017).00cx
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA . G\
" MINISTRY OF 'RA|LWAYS -
(RAILWAY BOARD) |
No. 2015/AMLAMO2 | New Delhi, dated 25.06.2015

¢ +

4 General Manager
. c% ; Al Zonal Railways.

‘J\wro’"" Principal Chief Engineer
All Zonal Railways.

Sub.:. Pracedure for issue of 'No Objection Certificate’ for construction/ redevelopment
. ‘of Government and private building on land adjoining railway boundary.

Ref: Railway -Board's ° -letter ' No.2008/LML/9/17  dated  16.2.2010 and

B 'clé - " No.SA/LWHL)/14/22 dated 20.8.95.

The cbnstructiéh of Governfnent anc;l private buildings near the railway lanc -

1 ' governed by para 827 of the'lndié'n Railways Works Manual (IRWM). The basic intention
i behind the\sﬂpul‘a‘tions of thé para is to safeguard Railway’s interest in éuch a manner
i - - that no future encroachments take place and there is no accrual of easement right such
! as, Right-ofWay, Right to discharge suliage and storm water, etc. on railway land over a
\)Li A)" period of time. Although, it has been mentioned that an open space of approximately 30

" / metres between the Railway land bouhdary and the nearest edge of the building (the
' exact space to be left being governed by the local conditions) be suffice, it is also
i stipulated that in.cities and tovéns_', wﬁere land is valuable, it is not expected of the land

. owner of a plot to 'leavg a large vacant space between his building-and the railway
boundary and it is d‘éemed'thai Railway's interest will be adequately safeguarded if
e sufficient vacant space is left so as to ensure develdpment of any future road access

and drainage outside the railway land and to avoid_request for surrender of raiway . «d .
*for such facility at future date. The duties and role of railway officials regarding dealing
" with utilisation of land as adjoining the railway land boundary have been clearly defined
in para 827 of IRWM 2000. '

" 20 Railways NOC is required for construction of building within 30 metres from

railway boundary as per para 827 of IRWM. lristruptions with regard to issue of “No

Objection. Certificate” (NOC) for construction/ redevelopment of Government and private

:— bui dmg 6F;‘Ta‘ﬁ'dadqu ; ,ib%ayg.boundﬁﬂ have been issued vide above referred
Ssg /D letggr‘,é,.;zu:__ag.p.b;erved that 'Baif\ria)gg a_r_e‘fol‘lqwipg ,’dig er}ent procedure and in some zonal

| raitways {00, muItime is't?lggn in granting. Noc ‘Hehcé a need is felt to streamline th
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uments along with request %

mit m‘-e'. following doc e
J e the coni:erned Divisional- \ 3

4/ Local authority o

procedure. The Party be asked to sub
letter duly forwarded by State Governmen
documents

luding height,
"N

ported by all refated

nd in favour of applicant sup
lete layout (in¢

~wanoffice.
a) Clear title of la
b) Detailed drawing of the building showing comp
width and length). ;
c) Structural stability certificate by @ CivillStructural Engineer.
3.0 After receipt of request, the site verification is to be done by the field units. Field
width of railway land and distanc® of plots from
|, etc. shall be taken. Sufficient open space be
that it will not

officials should check and certify the

 railway boundary. Rail '.evel_,.grod

left between Railway poundary an
various easemen

nd leve
d nedrest edge of buildin
t rights as mentioned in para
post and permanen

g to ensuré
1.0 above. Plot N

t structures. -~

ference to KM
ed land plan.

result into accrual of

should be marked in the sketch. with 1€

Railway land \v-vidth shall be verified with the certifi
pects as mentioned in para 3.0 above and other

ngemeh{ to building, height, length,

A drawing showing all the as
est edge of building be

4.0
ments, access arra

aspects like drainage arrange
nce between Railway boundary & near

width of building and dista

prepared, which will be jointly signed by all concerned.

50 On receipt of verification from the field units, turther. scrutiny of the request is o

be done in the division. “The ,proposal may also be got verified, if required, from
d is not under acquisition.

construction qnits to confirm that the lan
NOC duly approved by DRM should be sent to headquarter:a.'i

6.0 The proposal of
" The plan should be siglned by CE/G (or SAG officer dealing with the subject in
headquarters) in token of his approval. After approval of CE/G (or the SAG officer
dealing with the subject in headquarters), one copy of the plan be kept in HQ for record

and the original plan be returned to the Division for issuing the NOC.
20  Whenever a NOC application is received in rallway, the case should be
thoroughly examined duly verifying the site conditions and taking into consideration
to trains, land boundaries, disposal arrangements for waste, road

factors such as safety



kY o

_aVG'i_la‘bi]ity _'etc'ﬁ‘:Di'spds'al' of wastes such-as sewage & Sullage water and disposal from-

septic tank should be.away from the railway land.

w, 8O The total 60 days is the time limit for granting NOC- Railway should keep @

continuous watch on construction along the railway boundary and ensure that no
construction is altowed without raitway's NOC. A data base of NOC cases shall be

maintained by the railways.

00 As regards compliance of provisions of development control regulations or other
rules issued by State Government/ Local authorities in this regard, it is for the State
Government/ Local authority to examine and ensure compliance of the same. The
provisions of IRWM are not meant to unhiecessarily restrict the utllisation of the land

~ adjoining railway land on the blea.that such land may be required for future development

of the railway.system. In case land is required by Railway at a future date, it is only fair
that the same is acquired after paying due compensation for the land and the built up

property thereslfe

10.0 In case of high rise puildings/- buildings with basements, where deep digging is

" jnvolved in close proximity to Railway "track, Railway should examine the drawings and

construction methodology and ensure:that under no circumstances safety of Railway
track is affected during or after construction. If necessary, Railway may stipulate site
supervision/ inspection, etc., by '-Ré'ﬂway official during construction stage as well as
inspection during lifetime of the buildirig to ensure that buildinglbasements do not affect
the safety of trains. R ’ : ’

Please acknowledge receipt of the letter.

“\’/‘7
. (Rames?'f Kumar)
Director (Land & Amenities)
Railway Board.
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CENTRAL RAILWAY
HEADQUARTER OFFICE
ENGINEERING BRANCH
MUMBAI C:S.T.

W.419.L.NOC (Genl) il Date: 30-10-2015

‘DR BB, BSL, NGP, PA& SUR.

Sub: - lssué of No Objection Certificate for the proposed Construction of
buildings / structures within 30 m. from Railway Boundary.

Ref: - (1). Rly. Board's letter No.94/LML/14/22 dated 29.08.1995.
(2). Rly. Board's \etter No.2007/LMLI19/4 dated 16.05.2008.

@ RY. Board's letter No.2007/LilL/49/4 dated 26.05.2008.
N
(4). Rly. Board's letter No.2008/LML/19/17 dated 16.02.2010.

(5)~ Rly. Board's letter No.2015/LML-1/19/2 dated 25.06.2015.

(6). This office letter of even no. dated 28.5.2014.

dkkiikk

1, Railways NOCs are required for the construction of the buildings within 30 m. from the
Railway land boundary as per para 827 of IRWM and guidelines issued by the State
Government. While scrutinizing !prqcessing proposal for NOC, provisions contained in Para 827
of IRWM and instructions issued by the Railway Board vide above referred letters are to be

followed.

2. The detailed gutdelineslprocedure for the issuance of the NOC for the proposed construction
of the building/structure within 30 m. from Railway boundary were issued vide this office letter of

even no. dated 28.05.2014.

3. Railway Board vide above referred letter dated 25.06.2015 has decided that sixty days is the
time limit for granting NOC. : : :

4. ltis noticed that the existing procedure followed in CR to deal with issuance of NOC cases
i.e. NOC proposal is peing checked and verified by the field officials of various departments
such as Engineering, S&T, Electrical, Commercial, Mechanical, Operating and Construction unit
and then OPT & Office note is processed for the approval of all those departments is very

lengthy,. cumbersome and time taking. The average time taken in issuing the NOC is much
more than 60 days. The abnormal time taken in issuing the NOC is resulting in several public

complaints and grievances.



5. In order to expedite clearance of NOC cases, it 18 decided that the -anstmg practtce 'Ofl
checking the feasibility and the field yerification by Electrical, S&T, N‘lechamca’t an Omi?e\'if
departments and approval of their respective BO's is not required for issuance © NOC for the
roposed construction of the puilding Jstructure within 30 m. from the Railway bou as such
construction is being doné outside railway, boundary. Hence, Divisions are @ vised t0 process
the proposal of issuance of NOC for the proposed construction of the building .-‘struqture'Wlthln
30 m. from the Railway boundary after checking the feasibility and the field verification by
Engineering. & Operatind departments and approval of respective BOs by Engineering &
Operating departments through OSD&DRM | DRM. However, the proposal should be got
verified from construction organizaﬁonf respective PSUs having planning t0 work at that lqcatlon
to confirm that the land where puilding / structure construction is proposed is not required by

6. In case, if any wotk iS being planned by S&T. Eloctrical, Gommerdial O Mechanical
department for which additional \and is required to be acquired outside the Railway land .ai_; t_he\v;
|ocation where the buiiding.-construction i_gp_\'-,__éppsed,__ the same can be taken caré of by Division p

while forwarding ’E\'{-\cése for the approval o the proposal for the issuance of NOC.

7. All other condltionsﬁnstruct‘.ons__is?s.ﬁg;l".ﬂide this office letter No. W.419.L.NOC (Genl.) i
dated 28.05.2014 will remain unaltered.

This has the approval of PCE. : : Dtﬂ

NS
(S-M. Maheshwari]

i ~ Chief Engineer/G

Copy to: ST DEN CO BB, BSL, NGP, pA & SUR for Kkind information & n.a. please.

&



. L . HEADQUARTER OFFICE

ENGINEERING BRANCH
MUMBAI C.ST.

' Da;e:~128-10512014

NO. W.419.LNOG (Genh Il
SrDEN (Co) BB ,BSL; NGP, PA & SUR
Sub: ~'§S.P;'P¥“9,fg.-Noijeeﬁon Certificate for the Proposed Construction of *

o rRe,Sfidehﬁ‘ﬁlIicdmmarclal‘b'undi_ngs yiithin 30 m. from Railway Boundary.

Raliways' NOGs;are:required {or constriction of bulding within 30 m from reiiway

3 . boundary as per'-para-‘a'.'!"lbf"lRWM and “notif‘ic"aﬁons issued by Govt. of Maharashtra.
. \While scrutinising / proécessing proposals for NOC, provisions contained in para 827 of
IRWM and instructions issued by Rallway Board vide following letters should be followed:

i)  LetterNo. Q4NLNILI14/22 dt. 28/8/95
i) LetterNo. 2007AML/16/4 dt. 16/5/2008 .
) LetteriNo.-2007/L.ML/19/4.dt :26/5/2008

iv)  Letter No. 2008/LML/SNT dt 161212010

]

1. Clear tille oF1and in favour of the applicant supported by all related documents

shall he ensured.. )
2. Field officials should check and certify the width of rallway land and distance of
plot from Railway boundary. Rail Jevel, ground level etc. shall be taken and
necessary sketchés shauld be: prepared by field staff after verification of site.
Minimum clearance of. 3.00 m between Railway boundary. and nearest edge of
building shall be. ensured. Plot should be marked in the sketch with reference to
KM post and perrhanent structures. ‘Raltway land width shall be verified with the
certfied land plan/ Roll diagram. :

3. Original Paper Tracing (OPT).should. clearly show the site plan with deta’
Location of plot, floor plans, drainage amrangements, diractions, detailed sectional
drawing of building indicating height-and distance between Railway boundary and

_nearest-edge of building in various stages. :

4. The drawing should be signed by all branch officers and DRM. Construction

organisation or respective PSU. havihg planning of any work at that location
- should also be consuited whether the land is required in foreseeable future.
Following certificates in this regard should be given in the plan itself:

“t 'Is certified based on the sanctioned Plans / Works for new line and surveys
availgble with the Division that the land is not required for Railways own
development in the foreseeable future®. - . :



‘ - o ' " ngineor/ Architect®.

Struohural stiblly certicats shoud be signed by Strctire E gineelt AR

and bwner/ applicant. .~ e S .

. . ~dated in Rallways website In the plr)eljig'ii::;

g i e oL
.Genl.We . SRR

9.LNOC GenlWeb SIC5F

Status of proposals should be
format. after receipt of application along.
level as instructed vide letter No. W.41 ‘
. and-application should be processed on First come | S
. o , o iney (OPT) drawing
Following Conditions are to be drawn In Original Paper.Tmbc‘lr:;gs}g‘?‘B il
.while processing the case in the division and before’ SUDMISSTHE -

- approval of NOC: o . | )
"esiwmi-:imlﬁl‘r‘nﬂm:differem

7T REIght of 1he proposed bullding elruciures varying in diferent staget WilT VL0 /b
Ilhe::' I?::'gﬁzontalvdims betwaen s] ayland boundary/ trat zil?'l’{lg;l §N:ﬁ6"”" "95,' °“S° ‘_’"".
roposed building structures,as under as shown in the drawing bearng No. e Tzl
. Maximum height of | Maximum height | The .minimumed b'.;tw'e*e‘nr o ‘
Stages | the proposed. bullding | of the proposed | distance pvld.‘ | betwes _HV_VQ!( 1l
12345 | from Ground level to | buliing from Ral)| {and_boundary. Ak SR 7 |

: - T.- |ieveltotopof:- | nearest - edge of
top of : M' P bullding in.m. .

L e s

TThe parameters/dimensions mertioned vide ST. No, 1 above should be str

A ,flj‘;?iéﬂlﬁdhered_i

atsite. ' ‘

No construction matenal 1s alowad o store/stack on the rallway-land by the bullder during

% :

construction of bulldings/struclures. - :

YO

of s

in no case encroachment on,i‘ja?ilﬁi‘a‘y"‘ﬁ';g&fﬁﬁulu ‘be allowed during the construction of the_se |
proposed bulldiny/8tructure. =~ . " '

No access will be provided to the proposed bullding/structures from raiiway fand or proposed
bullding/structures to railway land. .

Sewer and drain should be connected to-the municipal sewer tine and drain should riot be |-
directed towards tajlway track. :

Draifiage and storm water from raiway land -shouid not be obstructed. Proper drainage
‘amangement.along with arrangement of discliarge is shown in the drawing.

"Responsibility for ihe safety of the propossd Bulldings will rost with the owner/developer.

o} ol

 The design and construction work of the propdsed bulldings should be followed as per relevant
I.S. codes. " ‘

No foundation of any structure, whals‘"oe‘vai_'."saﬁ”o(.ild come under the réil‘way land and not affect
frack stability. . : '

Signal visibility to the train drivers Is not obsiRicied due 1o Construcion of proposed buildirgs.

Adequale precaulionsafely should be taken for éxcavation work, €0 Thatl R may fiol ause any
damage to rallway boundary wall and railway track. : )

“The extavation work should not be Cariad out Ifi fainy/monsoon Season.

If bulldings/structures are not constiucted &s per approved drawing by railway or detaction of
any deviations to drawing will lead to cancellation of NOC granted by railway and necessary
action will be taken immediately, . -

e e

The applicant/Party will fiiform to concemed:AEN of rallways about commencement of work

within 60 days, giving reference of NOC issued:by Railways. N .

Complete safety should strictly be ensured'in respect of any crane working towards. railway lan

involved during the construction work. The builderfowner will be fully responsible for any loss

gu:te'g atlo the railway or any one during' the course of constructions as well as after
n. ons.

Railways has rightto inspect the wo'rksitelduririg construclion stage as well as during ifefime of

building/structure to ensure safety of rallway assets and train operation.




Ay

' [78 [NOG should 5 gGiven 1o gel necessary clgarance from state GovL. /municipalfy

olc. Tt is no way |

authorize the applicant, the ownership of said land .The Rallway jand boundary shown Is for

| indicative purpose.

et— « 3
19 [ All the dafal docurmBnts Telaied wilh ownersnip of 1and is rest with the Applicant o prove.

20 | The Party will construct the common boundary wall at its own cost

Railway NOC does not mean the Ownefship of land. e .
st as per Drawing/ directions of
rallway wherever feagible restricting to the stretch of common boundary between railways and

parly. The Demarcation would be done by raliways. _______ . ——r e
37| its coriiied bassd on the sanclonied Plans/ Works for naw line and surveys avallabls wilh the -
Division that the land is not required for Railways own development in the foreseeable future.
23 [ The Protection System- Phased Implementation of excavation should be ensured while

excavation is being carried out for Basement, Deep foundation etc and proper protgcl_ion for

nallah should be ensured.

.8. After receiving the approval of NOC from HQ, conditions mentioned in the letter
and plan should be conveyed to all concemed field officials and concemed local
‘bodies / revenue authorities to. ensure compliance of the conditions at site by

them. :
. . | | Ol:\; Y .
N (S:M. M:r?e/_)»hwgri)
. O\ Chief Engineer (General)
¢ ,

This has the approval of PCE.

-
-

Copyto: DRM BB, BSL, NGP, PA & SUR for kind information please.
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22 GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS
(RAILWAY BOARD)
! RB/L&A No. 091/2010
No. 2008/LML/19/17 New Delhi, dt.16.02.2010.

£ /Gélera[ Managers — 4

Principal Chief Engineers
(_,P\ All Zonal Railways

Sub:- Issue of No Objection Certificate for construction / redevelopment of
Government and Private building on land adjoining Railway boundary.

e 1. A number of representations have been received regarding granting of No Objection
Certificate for undertaking construction/redevelopment of buildings in land adjoining
Railway land.

2. Instructions have already been issued in this regard in the past vide Board’s letter No.

@@ '94/LML/14/22 dated 29.08. 1995; stating that as the land in urban area has become very

valuable, Railways should adopt a pragmatic approach, examine building plans ensuring that
layout of the building should not result into accrual of various easement rights. :

./

defined in Para _827 of IRWM 2000.Railways need to examine -the proposal for

3. The issue has again been examined in Board. The duties and role of Railway officials
% regarding dealing with utilization of land adjoining Railway land boundary have been clearly

construction/redevelopment of buildings/structures on adjoining land in an objective and

}yt pragmatic manner in terms of Railway rules/instructions accordingly. If after examining the
xJPWA proposal, 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 compllance of provisions of

aW‘
d’u @V development control regulations or other rules issued by State Govt,/Local Authorities in this

ri\frf

_p
A d\s N‘/ construction methodology and ensure that under no circumstances safety of Railway track is
IR

Wy regard, it is for the State Govt./local Authority to examine and ensure compliance of the
same.

4 In case of high rise buildings or bulldmgs with basements or where deep digging is
\)p involved in close proximity to Railway track, Railway should examine the drawings and

- affected during or after bohsimction._ If necessary, 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 building / basements do not affect Railway’s

\‘MM train operations.

v, P\ ble .
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%Lh,‘ Please acknowledge receipt. Y :
i1t ; (M. K. Panda)
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a' Government of India
Ministry of Raiiways
(Railway Board)

No.2007/LML/19/4 New Delhi Dated: 26 .5.2008

2+ General Manager (Engg),
“ Western Railway, Churchgate , Mumbaj

Sub: Grant of ‘Ng Objection Certificate’ for construc

tion of private buildings in private
lands in vicinity of Railway Land in Mumbai Area

Ref: 1. Railway Board Letter No even dated 16.5.2008.

2. W. Railway letter No W 73/0 (Policy) (W5), dated 20.05.2003.

[n reference to points raised for consideration of the railway vide its Jetter dated 20.05.2008
teferred above, following clarifications are issued:

s
CJ%Q([? 1. As the railway track boundary can not e considered to be existing beyond he

physical railway land boundary, the provisions in para -4 of Railway Board letter

- dated 16.05.2008 providing as “Railway Track Boundary be considered to be a
horizontal distance of ‘om plus height of raibway embankment at the poini of
consideration’ from the centre line of the raihway irack nearest (o the proposed
building or the actual raihvay land houndary from the centre line of the rail nway

frack nearest to the roposed building whichever is less™ are correct.
/ 4
A Fa

%N(\ 2. The directions issued under Railway Board le({er dated 16-5-08 apply to all cases
Y, ending with the Railways on the subject whether received before issue of railway

- p g b ) :
('P".‘\L/ Board’s letter dated 16.05.08 of afler, to cases where parties have represented to
7 Railway Board against the decision of the Railways and (o al] such past cases where

NOC has been denied or granted as per then existing instructions but the

%’11(3) requests for reconsideration of their proposals.
s \'_._\Q_}\. . \%Lm]('igi’\i .
T e
‘o & n\&ﬂ
WD Bhalh
\ % Execulivc\Qi\rggLor L&A) 9 g
Copy to:

‘b"
General Manager {Engg), Central Railway, Mumbaj for information and simjlar aclion in
respect of cases under Cenfia Railway.
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Government of India "
Ministry of Railways
(Railway Board)
No.2007/LML/19/4 New Delhi Dated: 16.5.2008
General Manager (Engg),
Western Railway, Churchgate , Mumbai
neral Manager (Engg),
Central Railway
Mumbai,

Sub: Grant of ‘No Objection Certificate’ for construction of private buildings in private

lands in vicinity of Railway Land in Mumbai Area.

& @ Number of representations have been received by the Board due to denial of issue of “No

cdg

Objection Certificate’ by the railways to construction of private buildings in private lands
in vicinity of Railway Land in Mumbai area including some of the cases where the nearest
track is at a considerable distance from the proposed building.

2. It is observed that extant rules on the subject in Mumbai area are governed by provisions
in regulation No.29 (8) (ii) of the ‘Govt of Maharashtra, Urban Development
Department Development Control Regulations for Greater Bombay-1991’  which
provides that “....no new construction of any 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 at least 3m away from such boundary.”
Further a ‘No objection Certificate’ from the concerned railway is required fto be
submitted by the party to the local authorities for granting permission Jor the building
plans if proposed structure lies between the railway boundary and the distance of 30 m

Srom it.

3. 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) mentioned above.

4. Matter has been examined and it has been decided by the Board (ME) that for the
purpose of - regulation No.29 (8) (ii) of the ‘Govt. of Maharashtra, Urban Development
Department Development Control Regulations for Greater Bombay-1991° “Railway Track
Boundary” be considered to be a horizontal distance of ‘6m nlus height of railway

_embankment at the point of consideration’ from the centre line of the railway track

nearest to the proposed building or the actual railway Tand boundary from the centre
line of the railway track nearest to the proposed building whichever is less.

. -
- N
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4.1 The nearest track here will mean the existing track or the 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 fature track is not feasible on that side in view of already existing
buildings or structures on either side of the proposed site. Instructions issued under

Railway Board letter No0.94.LM(L)/14/22 dated 29.8.95 may also be referred to in this
regard. _ :

5. It is ,therefore, advised that all such cases regarding issue of grant of ‘No Objection
Certificate’ to construction of private buildings in private lands in vicinity of Railway
Land in Mumbai area may kindly be dealt with accordingly. While granting “NOC’ railway
may ensure that the provisions of para 827(b) of IRWM-2000 are complied with.

6. This is for your kind information and further necessary action. Fresh remarks in the 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 same at this end. -

Government of India
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA !
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS
(RAILWAY BOARD)
No.2008/LML/19/13 New Delhi, dt: 06.06.2008
Under Secretary, @
Urban Development Department’ ‘
Mantralaya :

Mumbai ~ 400032.

Sub:- NOC for slum rehpbilitation scheme on bearing FP No.61 6( Pt.) of TPS -
IV Mahim division. o '

Refi-i) Your letter No, TPB 4306/2230/CR-303/07/UD 11 dated 21.2.2008
addressed to PCE/Western 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.

Reference above, it is advised that in view of representation from certain affected
parties regarding non issue of ‘No Objection Certificate’ by Railways for construction of

buildings in ihe vicinity of railway land in Mumbai area, guidelines have been issued to {he
Western and Central Railways clarifyirig as to what should be considered to be “Railway Track
Boundary” in terms of regulation No.29 (8) (ii) of Government of Maharashtra, Urban
Development Department, Developm

nt Control Regulation for Greater Bombay -1991. A
copy of the guideline issued under Ra

Iway Board letter No. 2007/LML/19/4 dated ‘16.5.2008J
is enclosed herewith for rea y referenceg. ' ' ‘

C/‘Eﬁ The above guideline také care bf the p;roblein raised in your above referred letlers, As
re

—

g
\

( advised that the same is as per the rules{laid down by the State Government.
Muighe! S : ‘
o ' ' . ‘ p
6~ o |
,%\(g Encl: As above,

Copy for infom;ation to: )
L)i;/Png/Churchgate, Mumbai/Western R

31 PCE/Central Railway/ Mumbai.

Aocem\Li L

_ R .

gards, whether a margin of /2 is equired to be kept from rail‘waﬁ track boun@iary, it is

i

Executive Director.
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Maharashtra Regional &
Town Planning Act, 1966.
Sanction to modification
under section 37(2) of the ...
Modifications to Regulation
29(8)(ii) of Development
Control Regulation for Gr.
Mumbai 1991. i -

'GOVERNMENT OF MAHARASHTRA
Urban Development Department

. Mantralaya, Mumbai 400 032. -..

“ Date: 5%, July, 2005.

NOTIFICATION

No. TPB 4302/1318/CR-23/03/UD-11:"

Whereas, Government of Maharashtra vide Notification of Urban
Development Department No. DCR 1090/RDP/UD-11, dated 20t

February, 1991 has sanctioned the Development Control Regulations for .

Gr. Mumbai; 1991 '(hereinafter referred to as “the said Regulations”)
under section 31 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act,
1966 (hereinafter referred to as {the said Act’) which came into force with
effect from 25% March, 1991; 1871 L s

And whereas, the permission for construction of building on land
adjoining the railway track is invariably given by the Local Body
concerned viz., Corporation, Municipal Council as the case may be. Any
work being undertaken in the proximity of the railway track can have
serious effect on the safety of the track, it'is felt: necessary that “No
Objection Certificate” be obtained from the Railway Authority before the
Local Authority grants permission to the construction of such building.
In this regard, it is desirable that a vacant space of 30 mt. be kept
between the Railway Boundary and the face of any construction. '

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra in Urban

Development Department, vide order No. TPB 4302/1318/CR- . .

23/2003/UD-11, dated 23/5/2003 has directed Municipal ‘Corporation -
of Gr. Mumbai (hereinafter referred to as “the said® Corporation”) to
amend the relevant provisions in D.C. Regulations by following thg
procedure laid-down under section 37 of the said Act; so as to insist NOG
from concerned Railway Authorities before granting permission for the
buildings within a distance of 30 mt. from Railway boundary; : X



thie said Cmpomuonhasbemempowmedhamihate
“gily part of or any proposal made in the final
ér the provisions of sub-section (1) of sect:on 37 of

: The aa:ﬂ Corporation after oomplehng the legal, ‘
Woﬂhe’ﬁandti&cthasmmatcd modlﬁcahon

And whereas, &fiér ‘consiilting the Director of Town Planning,
Maharashtra State, Pune, Govt. ﬂnditnecessarytosancﬁonthe said
mod:ﬁcauonpmposal, . ,

. . ..'A\ )
1" : 3 .<“ ’

Now, themfom m exercise ofthc powers vested under sectnon 37(2)

No objecﬁon oemﬁcate fmni the concempd ra:lway shall be
..  insisted before granting permission for the building )
e hetwem the leway bonndary and ths dastaneenof lsaamt. ﬁ0m~ )
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Mahamshtra Regienal nnd Town

Planning Act, 1966, _

Direction undor section 154 ¢ithe ...
" permitting construction of bu iding
 in proximity to Raliway Track.

' GOVERNMENT-GF MAHARASHTRA
URBAN DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
Mantralaya, Mumbali 400.032. i
Dated the g:3.. May, 2003. ;

4

ORDER

v, TPD 4302/ 131B/CR-23/03/UD-11:

‘Ihe permisaion for construction of building on Jand adjoit ing th= railway
Lrack is invardably given by the local By .. concerned viz , Coryroration,
Municipal Council a3 the casc may be. Any work. being:und:rtaken in e
proximity of Lbe rauway track men have serics eifant on the palrty of-the track,
il in folt rieccaas=r that Mo Ginection Co ‘ificace” b cbtained fr m the Railway .
Authorily befors the LAl 4er oty grAnts permissivi O the pasint of
such building. In this regeo, it iy desiraolz tha: a vacant 8ped of 30 'mt. I»
ket bolween the Rallway ProAdecy 8 e STamem oL

How therefore, | am ¢t ect2d to issuc IMp-l_pndcr scclion
Lam ¢ ol DI UNGEEBCS

1Qﬂﬁ_MHannidbg.uEﬁﬁuma to the clicst that they Inve Ls_:,d_'u_ ion

L_:hl_p Objection —Cartiicate’  from the —oncerned  Railway  «cfore granting

“perminnlon for the butiding plerrs: ——= = = e
e

-~ 4

DIRECTICN

ncorperale the

Al the Planning Authorities are hercby directed. to
procacne Jnid

o Halding Lye-lows D7 fallow’ng L
ra Regionzl und Town Plarnt g Act -

e e g

folfowlng regulation it th
indae naction 37 «f tic idai seslil

-

————— ; ——
ey S e A R

“No ol)}cd_i_gn_fl ificate” fram the concemed_railway qall be insisled

biafore “granting Qp:n‘.usainn for the buitciag plans Helvh

boundsry and thq Yietance 50 ml. from it
S gﬂ\ . -
L 3}'-&'\1‘('@1' ared i the name of tie Governor of tAah  ashten
{‘ .\L/,.__ ' \\{‘;-_\J “C’Fff -
‘..)/’. - f{".r }" V#’w 1L o 0 E\ _f\_"
AN R\ S

N ) —)
2 (\E/‘./' ') : {ﬁ!)himrf)irk_ﬂr)
: L\L\ Under Sectelary to Cover »ent.

g -c;"J'J:v" Loy = ;

1) Al the Municipal Commissioncrs of Corporation.
2) Al the Chiaf Officer, Mu nicipal Councila.

.3 the Yailwvay -

. . ) ;‘NT) \*--"f_

~ A
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J mmamm ¥ OF INDIA CBHARAT SARKAR)
RAILWAYS

ﬁ 2L MANTRALAYA)

HNo. 94ALM(L)/14/22 w Delhi, dated ._‘2‘;“'.8‘951. N ' !

The C-raﬁdL‘Manager. HTASLK
1Y I}:su:‘x,u.l Reilveys & Production Unibs,

Sub: Construction of priwete bhulidings near Rallway Lend.
Cases have come Lo the ndbtice of the, Board wherein
private parties have been denied thé grant of - a “No Objec- {
tlon Certificate”  for  u ﬂarbmling .construction on . their - i
properties which adicin, bhu railwsy, lend, on the plea that
guch . construction would restrictl future development needs of
the Badlway, and would result jn land acquiesition 0omplex~ _ !
itieg st the time of autual ucauiﬁltion e f

The constructicn of private bmildingv neer the Reilway land :
is governed by Bars (3728 of the! Indien Rxilwvay Way & Works 2
Manval. " The basic 'intertion huhihd the sgtipuloticns of the : b
sxfegunrd Ea:lwa‘ TE lntereste :P; ‘BuCh & mannexr i
b e T P e e e "__'-'—""_ —
wﬁnroaunmzn Bl “end
riph&s “right of

ator wﬂ@Er,'e%c. cn ral
-L-t

“land over
. been meansionsd bhat an
betwesh _the rallwey _lend
the buildiag (the exact
£ by the Locel conditions)
uld T5 aled Fuipulated thet in civies & towns, .
Vhere lura ig vaiuable, it is not expected of the land owner . i
Gi & dlot to lumVP & Larﬁu vasent epace between hiz building : }

nd the rallwey boundsry’; sad it ‘is deemed hat Railway s :
interssts will be sdeguets ;v ssfegunrded if sufficient vacant
spece 1s left po as 'to engury development of _any future |

road sccess &l and dr&inatw 'Qnt:;de fhe P&tlway ]und and Lo

ty at at 5 Tuture date...h f q;,, ; ' i

Furthermore, ' the prou&Jsonq ,,,,,,, bHu Para 3728 of the Indian i
Railway Way & Works ¥Manual a"uinob moant #o'unnecesaarilg-"'
regtrict the ntilissatlon]of tha;innd adjoining railway land
The Dlea that such. iand ney b lreguired For futore devel-
opment of the Hallway Hyucem. Inipush land is reguix ad 'by the
Wallvay et & Ffutiure £5,0 1t ds8’ opiv Talr: Last Lho Some. 18
acaunired after pavingidue comgﬂs.ntion for the land and the

built—up 1r0ﬂertv Tneirun.

Tag g
t '..‘fl\ 3 -



Governmdnt of liahavashtra St

No . TPB_L395/497/UD-11

Urban Development Departmes -

Mantralaya, Bomba 7400 032.
Dated 28 “June, 1995.

Toyy 7

The Director (ES&P), ‘

Municipal Corporatlon ~f Greater Bombay,

Bombay—400 001. .

3ub: ledevelopment of -property bzaring .8.Ng.. 255
' 27,.23 etc. of Sion Division :

2ef: Tour letter NowCHE/L26/DPC dated 8.5495
Sir,
Please refer to ybur Jetter mentioned above where:

adyice of kth

(0

covernment under Development Control Regulation

No. 62 (3) of the Develooment Control wules of.Greater Bombday,

’

1991 regarcing whether distanee T2 the left as p=r provigions
of 3egulatisn No. 29 (2)(ii) shouléd .be measured from the Railway
t -ack boundary or tne Railwayv property boundary was sought foir.

Developaent Cantfol-legulation No. 29 (8)(iijm15

-
.

peproduced herebelow. =

29 (6)(ii) - Building sites abutting railway track boundarys;
subject to the requirsments of set backs from roads and side and
pear marginal open spaces under the relevant Regulations, 0o nev
censtruction of a building or reconstruction of an existing
building shall Dbe a1lowed within a distance of half the height
of the said building £rom the railway treck boundary, and ia

‘any case at jeast 3 mtr. away from such boundary.
From nerely reading of the regulation. - is

- . 3 -

clear that the distance of the building shall De - mezsape -t T ROk
AL LA L & Ll e

the Railwéy track boundarv and not from property Youndacies. o4

lailway. oo vy RS : o ; i ¥s
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R Consxder ing the ‘opinion expressed above, 1 &M

'directed to clarify under Develooment Control Jegulation
No. 62 (3).0%f DeVElO9heﬂt Control Regulations of Greater
Bombay, 19J1'i£ as unde i -
g;ggggigggigg - TIhe howg1n l‘ﬁiétznce requiréd ta Ee:left
from the Railway t ack gouncary ag par the nrovisions of
Regulation Ho. 29 (u) (5t shall be nea:ured from the

Railway track bound =iy anc not Trom Lbc Railway prouertv o 3

boundary.
1 - Yours fulthfdllV,
| ﬂ@\,w aett o
5 ( N. V. Bulkernl ) : (?7_

Unfer Secretary to Govéernment

JEQJEHPV public Works vaurtmcnu Mantralava, -Bombav—&OO 052,
Chief dngln aer, (DéVElOOdLnL Plan), Municipal Corporetion = °
~f Greater Bombay, B,noav—hoo 001 '
Director of Town Planaing, 1l.3., Pune . -
Deputy DirecLo; ~f Town Planning, ‘Greater Bombay, mi3A Hutments,
Azad Maidan, Bombay-4C0 001. g '
PEATA, 306, Vlﬂas, Bank Street, Bombav-400 023, \
M/s. fadkarni & Company, 106, &Gundecha Chambers, 18, Nagindas
_ Master Road, 'ort Bo.bav—hO“ 001. A
Select File.
Maharashtra Chambser of Housing Tadustry, 514, Dalamal Pdﬁer,
211, F.P.J. Marg, Nariman Point, Bombay-hOG 021 »
Chief Engineer (COHStPUCLlOﬂ) Central ?allray, Vil -
" Bor.bay~400 001. i ot
Chief Bngineer (COﬁubPuCLlJn), Western Railway,’ Churchgate, i:}
Bomunv 45ty ; -
. Chiaf Architect, Public tispks: Department, Mapzban, near V.T.
i Sita bate . Bombay.- \ ' : :

.



