0 3 Notes of Discussion :
FiFniMéeting“of the Executive_committee, B.M.R.D. 4.
'] Date: April 2,.1976. :
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¥ - Blace : Chamber of the Chairman, Executive Committee.,
i e Members E 1 §ooe
’ Present: LA ; i
| ; Shri D.D.Sathe, Chief Secretary, - Chairman,
el : Shri K.V.Seshadri, Metropolitan Commissioner,
! Shri L.C.Gupta, Secretary'(U.D.P.H.D.)-]Member.
_ Ir ) Shri C.I

JI.Correa, Chairman, Housing, Urban Renewal
and Ecology Board, -3MEmber. B

Shri N.G.K.Murthi, Chairman, Water Resources &

. - Management Board, ~ Member. K

! ! Shri M.R.Yardi, Chairman,‘Transport and Communi-
’ cations Board, - Member. ? :

; By Epe— Shri R.B.Ajgaonkar, Secretary, Executive Committee.
! cial -- - b
Invitation: Representatives of the Chairman, Bombay Port Trust.
(Shri Gokhale, Shri Uppal and one other officer),
Shri D.V.Deshpande, 5 :
Member—Secretary, Housing, Urban Renewal and
Ecology Board, BMRDA, | >
Shri M.A.Chitale, i '
Member-Secretary, Water Resources and | Management
: - - Boardy i BMRDAL i o :
Shri R.T.Atre, WL ‘

Member-Secretary,,Transport and Communications
| ~° Board, BURDA, {
Shri C.S.Menon, Financial Adviser (de?ignate).
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The inability of Sarvashri B.G,Deshmukh, and P.G.Salvi to attend
the meeting was noted, The Municipal Commissioner was represented
in the meeting by the Deputy City Engineer (Shri Parikh), The
Agenda Notes circulategd by the Secretary, Executive Committee
were discussed and the following de?isions taken :- :

l. Item No.1 Actionstaken on the variouéjteﬁs discussed
in the meeting on the lBth:MBrch, 1976,

ction by : (a) The Iand Development and Market Development Schemes of the
gunicipal B.M.C. and the C.I.D.C.0. are required to be expedited.,

W ommissioner - o g . Tl

g D.,CIZC0, ‘ 4 '

gctin by :  (b) On industrial location policy and disincentives for commer
jecretary, cial activity in South Bombay, Secretary, Urben Development 1s)
drban -- required to take early -action, ‘ | 22 '
)evelopment, : bl
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|

Item No.2 : Draft A reement for Loan to the BEST, |
=== J0.c ¢ Uraft Agrec : - : !

2. The draft agreement presented to the Executive Committee
was accepted., The Finanecial Adviser (designate) was requested
to go through the draft and suggest to the Secretary, Executive
¢ Committee any modifications required in his view. On receipt of

K +a formal request from the Municipal Corporation,gthe loan an ount
{itan Comm- should be disbursed; : &

~Item No,3 Révision of Devélopmenfﬁ?lah of Bombay —°
broposals of the Bombay Port ITrust,

3. The representative of the B.M.C. indicated?that.the
Corporation is already «in receipt of a letter fr9m°the Bombay

related issues were under examination., As part of their --
- Development Plan revision responsibility, the B.M.C. woulg

attend to the B.P.7T. proposals keeping the B.II.R\D.A. in, the
picture. But the B.P.T. representative bbservedkthat some of
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the restrictionsﬁstipulatéd"ﬁ?'the“B:M;G:*were5%-‘ J
to the B.P.T.; as, for example, those related to of
specifically connected with the port operations oOr day.
of the staff quarters‘to:begcgnstrugtéd;for essential servi€cs
required to fbe performed in thequrt_Area.._He suggested that
all, these could be-discussed‘andlsettled-amiCably in regard to
the details by a small group comprising of the officials of the
B.M.C., BuP.T. and the B.MoR-D.A. ] .
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4. .Refertnce was made in this context by the Metropolitan
Commissioner to the recent demi-official‘letter from the Union
Secretary for TranéportuandJShipping’to-thaChief Secretary to
the superior jurisdiction under thé Constitution of the Port
Trust vis-a-vis the B.M.R.D.A. under the relevant statistics.
The B.P.T. representative said that this could also be taken
into considératioh:by4th6~official group proposed above by him,
but ‘the lletropolitan Commissioner said that this letter was
being examined in regard to its legal jmplications and it had
better be dealt with independently. He added that while the
operations of the Port as such should merit full consideration
and coverage the B.P.T. should not allow its lands to. get into
private hands to be used for commercial exploitation such as
warehousing, industry, etc., except to the extent and in the’
manner laid down in the plans for the City.
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5, After some discussion, it was agreed that a group consisting
of the lunicipal Gommissioner,‘Chairman;*B.P.T., Secretary, Urban
Development and Metropolitan Commissioner would meet first and
see how the matters could be appropriately sorted out; since they
work will have relevance most to the HURE Board, the Chalrman ;
end Member-Secretary of that Board would be with this group -- Actl®
ab initio.: Based on their views, the plan for further action  Ment§
could be agreed Ul g S{S%f
HURL'S

|Item . .4 3 A suggestion for the method of working
i - -~ of the HURE Board,

6. The Chairman of the HURE Board indicated that it was
proposed to put up thisitem for consideration during the next
meeting of the HURE Board. Tt could then be taken up by the
Executive Committee for deciding any ‘points left over as may be
necessary. fL i it e L s T

Te Ariqing‘out of this, the issue relating to the handicaps

of the various agerucies operating in the Metropolitan Region

. was «considered. 1%t was noted that many of the local bodies in
the area did not have requisite staff support for preparation
of projects for financirg purposes. 1t was agreed that the --
existing agencies such as the M.I.D.C., the.C;I.D.C.O., etds:
who have the technical competence to prepare such reports,
could be utilised on agency basis for this purpose. The charges
required to be paid for their services could form & part of the
project cost itsel?. The passibility of:using private consul-
tants for this purpose should also be kept ineview, especially
when any special type  of expertise is required. The project
reports-among-other things should also clearly bring out the
maintenance systems required for the assets created as a part

- of the project, the organisational structure required for --

1 operatingwthe*same-andﬂthe'relﬁﬁed ~staffing patterns.

2B Thq‘question of the relationship between the HURE Board
of the B.Jl.R:D.A. and thejreconsmituted,ﬂousing Board was
also touched upon. during the discussions. The Chairman indi- -
cated that the HURE Board of the BMEDA could itself suggest
_how its activities could be co=-ordinated with that of the
proposedﬁrecdnstituted-StaterHousing'and_Urban Development
Authorit3| . e, : 25 Bpns: DRI R i A
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| P N°‘57‘ DeV61¢pmeﬂ£ 6f”Survey.Nos—7 and 8 —
~ - Bandra VWest. ey

% Y Iten No.6 $ Develdpmernit of Housging Complex near
3 vl | | Dombivali., |

: t; 9. The Chairman, HURE Board, ssid that both these detailed

# Lction by: schemes were proposed to be discussed in the- gext meeting of
i Chaivman, the HURE Board. So they could be held over by 'the-Executive --
#l UoE Board, Committce. : : & B e e ; -

| \ o 10. "It was decided that, keeping in view the convenience of
: i - most of its Mombers the meetings &f 'the Executive Commitice

| ¥ weuld be Weld on the first and the third Fridays of every --
! i month, &t 4,00'P.IM, in the chambed of the Chief Secretary in

it . =~ the-Bachivilaya, fil
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R , (R.B.Ajgeonkar)
% o h Secretary, Executive Committec.

g No.SEC/MTG/1532,
. Bombay Metropolitan Region Development futh:
New Administrative Offices Bldg.(18th F1.
" Opp. Sachivalaya,
ladame Jume Road, Bombay-400 021.
k : : : Dated the 12th April, 1976.
Acti o FL¥IN MEETING OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Membay ] :
%ecrgs " L meeting of the Executive Committee was held on Apriiie
ﬁHURE:; , 1976. The notes of discussionsof this meeting are sent herewi
i for your information, and necessary action. | '
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2. For want of Agenda the meeting fixed forj-April 16, Las
been postponed. The date of the rext meeting of the Execut: e
Lomnittee will be intimated in due course. ?]ﬂ( ]
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. ' ABUE s g ' (R.B.Njgaonkar), |
‘ \i ( q;”zz;%ﬂ%/aﬁ\ I § i Secretary, Exgcutive Comm{ttun
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Shri D.D.Sathe, Chief Se¢cretary to the Government of
Maharashtra, General,Administration{Department,-—
Chairmen., 4 \ g R

Shri KiV,Seshadri, Metropolitan Commissioner, :r :' ..

Shri L.C.Gupta, Secretary, Urban Development ang' ™" |

1 Public Health Department, - Member. ! 5

5 Shri B.G.Deshmukh, Municipal Commissioner, ;

: Municipal, Corporation of Greater Bombay,- Member.

, Shri P.G.Salvif#Managing Director, C.I.DiC.0.,-Member.

; f Shri C.M.Correa, Chairman, Housing, Urban Renewal and

¢ e . Lcology Board, - Member, | .

Lot ion Shri IL.R.Yardi, Chairman, Transport and Communications

Chairel Boord, - Member. - ,

HURD & Shri N.G.K.Murthi, Chaiiman, Water Resources & llanagemen:

by N Board, - Member. - '

Ry, Special Shri R.B.Ljgaonkar, Secretary, ExecutiveéCommittee.
Invitation: 1. Shri V.D.Deshpande, - U |
- «--  Member-Secretary, Housing, Urban Renewal &Eec ology Beerd, 2
2. Shri M.A.Chitale, : _
Llember-Secretary, Water' Resources & Management Board i
Je Bhri R.TAtre; 4 |
Member-Secretary, Transport & Communications Boardl, #N
4. The Chairman,, - = |
- B.P.T., Shoorji Valabhdas Marg, Ballard Estate ,Bombay-
5. Shiri C.S.Menon, Financial Adviser (designate).
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