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No. REXC/MTG/21. BOMBAY METROPOLITAN' REGION

DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY,

18th Floor, New Administrative
Building, Madame Cama Road,
Opp.Mantralaya, Bombay-400 032,

Date : 3rd February, 1978.

The minutes of the twenty-finsh neeting of the

Executive Committee of the B.lM.R.D.A. held on the

27th January, 1978, are enclosed.
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S.V. Bhave, Chief Secretary to the Govt,
of Maharashtra, General Administration Deptt.,
Mantralaya, Bombay-40C 032 -~ Chairman,

P,V, Nayak, Metropolitan Commissioner and
Vice-Chairman, Executive Committee, BMRDA,

B.N. Adarkar, Chairman, Transport & Communica-
tions Board, BMRDA- Member.

CeM. Correa, Chairman, Housing, Urban Renewal
and Ecology Board, BMRDA - Member,

N.G.X., Murti, Chairman, %Water Resources
Management Board, BMRDA -~ Member.

B.G. Deshmukh, Municipal Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation of Gr.Bombay - Member.

G.H. Lalwani, Secretary to the Govt. of
Maharashtra Urban Development and Public
Health Deptt., Mantralaya, Bombay-400 032-Member.

B,S. Dhavale, Managing Director, CIDCO, Bombay.
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Board, BMRDA.

Member-Secretary, ater Resources Management
Board, BMRDA,

Legal Adviser, B.M.R.D.A,
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MINUTES OF TEE TYENTY FIRST MERTING OF THB
. EXECUTLVZE COM/ITTEE OF BMRDA

..Jate 3 27th January, 1978.

Place’ Smecla} Comnittee Room, 3
o S 5th~Fieer,4Mantralaya. :

Member present : :

L3

Shrl S.Ve Jhave Chlef Secretary to the
Govt. of’ Maharashtra — Chairman.

Shri:' P.V. HNayak, Metroepolitan Cqmmissioner,
B.W.m.,.A. - Vlce—Chalrman.

Shri N.G.X. Murti, Chairman, *.2. M. PBoard,
j B.M.R.Z2oAL = Memher

‘Shri G.H. Lalwani, Seeretary to the Govt.:
i -‘iof Maﬁarasbtra -~ Member,. :

Shri S.D.. Siile) Secretary, Exteu {Ive-Committee;B. M Ry D.A.
Invitees :
, The Flnanclal AJV1°ev, 2M.RDehe
The Member—"eer Tary m,. & C. Board.
-..The Nember—Secre,arv H.U.R.E. Board
: ? :
The Legal AAVIFAF T M3 .ﬁuA. ----- :

15- ek The Deputy- Munlclpal Comm1S31onet Ll
(Jnglneerlng)J 3.M.C.

o 7 Shri B.N, Aﬂar&ar,,Chaﬂrman, T. & .Co Boarﬂ
and Shri Cola= Correa, .Chairman, H. U R.B. Board, had
intimated their inability to- attend the meeting. They

were granted leave of,absence.

Item No, 1 : Conflrmatloh of the minites ‘of
: the last (Twentieth) meeting.

‘The mlnutes ‘of the Twentleth meeting of the
Executmve Committee, held on the 27th January, 1978,
were conflrmed.

Itam*Nb,;gé: Aotlon taken on the minutes of the
‘ - last (Twentieth) meethg_ :

A Action taken on the mlnutes of the Twentleth
meeting vf the Exeeutive Committee held 'on the 27th
JanuarY;:1978,was noted. ' 7 : o

ol
%

Item No. 3 @ Agglicatlons for merm1551on under
S Section 13 of the - BMADA Act, 1074,

The apelicatibns bearing the f0110w1ng
,.registration: numbers were placed on the Table :—

(1) 72/12/12/77 (2) 73/12/12/77

(3) 75/17/12/77 (x) 76/22/12/77

(5) 77/28/12/77  (6) 78/1/1/78

(7) 79/7/1/78 The. ..
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The Committee-considered each application, and

decided as follows ;-

Application No, 72/12/1?/77 (Shrl V.S. Ketkar,
Makrand Co.0p,Housing Society e Ya

-

The applicant had sought perm1531on for ;
reconstruction of building with F.S.I. of 1.33. Thé
new tenants proposed to be’ accpommodated include a
bank on the ground floor, Prior permiss1pn of the
Authority ds hecessary as the nroposai to accommodate
a bank in the new building attracted the provisions
of part (4) 6f the BMRDA Notification No.NC/?“M/SPSS/'
/774 dated ‘the 10th June, 1977. The Committee noted
that the bank, which woula occupy 225,46 sq.m, on
..the ground floor, would renlace a facbory, which
occupied an area of 231,60 Sg¢.n, in the plot., In
view of this, and also keeping in view the localitv-
involved and the nature of the”institutibn;'which Was
proposed to replace the factory, the Committee decided
that the.ﬁGTMiSSiOH applied for should be granted,

4pplicatien No.73/12/12/77 (shri Girisﬁ Harshad Shah),

; Phe Committee- considered the appllcatlon,
ané moted that the proposal env1saged reconstruction
of a bullding wholly for residential purpose after
demolishing two dilapidated structures (Whlch were :
situated in the set back area to be handed over to -
the B.M.C. -for road widening), and one more
structure to prov1ﬂe recreation space, The F.S.,I.
of the bulldlng before partial demolition was 1.53,
‘an"r it was ‘proposed to be increased to 1.66, .which
is the F.S.I. under the Development Control Rules.
Vav1ng regard to the facts that the proposed
development env1saged a marglnal 1ncrease ‘o%er. the
i pre—-existing PeSaloy and that besides providing
better accommodation to the resldentlal‘fénants in
the demolished buildings, it ‘would also result in
the general improvement of the area by faellltating il
road w1den1ng an creating open space, “the. Commlttee
decifed - that permlbsion anplied fur shﬂuld be i
granted,

Application No.75/17/12/77.%.
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i3 iépnllcatlon No.75/17,12/71 (ShriJGirish ﬁaféhad Shagj

‘The Commlttee noteﬂ tﬁat the propmseﬁ develop—
.ment.envisaged 1ncreaslng the £loor area by 463 34 sq.mM.,
raising < the F.S.I. from 1,38 to 1.64, an4 prov1d1ng

. _accommodation for 6 additional tenants. Tﬁe Comnittee
considered the pléa of ‘the apnllcant that np non-permissible
. users were proposed, and that the tenement density would
also be less than the 11m1ts specifled in the Development
Control Rules. The Comm1ttee, however, felt that the
proposed addition would aggravate the conéestion,in the
area; and that if the desired. permission were granteﬂ

tmn overall develepment of the Metronolltan eglon is

11 ely to be affecteﬂ aiversely. Thé éprllcatlon was,
thorefore, rejected. '

'ﬂ@plicétion‘Nb.76/22/12/77 (Shri shiv. Vaibhav
MaBhyavarti Sahakari Grahalt Bhandar Ltd,)

The Committee noted that the pioposed develop-
ment: consisted of ohange of use to office on the ground
filoor, branch of a Bank on’ the flrst flcor and office
of Bank on the 2nd floor. The office developments
Droposed on the grounc floor and the 2rd floor ‘are not
nermissible under the Jevelopment Coritrol Rules. The
Comﬂittee:fuftﬁer ﬁptéd'that the pnoﬁosed developments
were litely to accommodate 50 new workers, as per the
information fufnishﬁd by the applicant. The Committee
felt that this would 1ead to an increase in the
congestion in the area. The Committeé,considered the

plea of ‘the applicant that'they were constrained to
al16t the area to the'Bank, whom they had approached to
finance the completlon of the ?u11d1ng, -but did . not
consider the plea relevant, The Committee feélt that,
if the desired permiésionIWere granted, the overall
development of the Metropolitan 1egion is likely to ‘be
affected adversely. The apnllcatlon was, therefore,

reJected= o a At

Apnllcqtlgn No. 77/28/12ﬁ77 (Adwait Co—Operatlve
HouSIng 5001ety Ltd.) ;

The Commlttee noted that the proposal for
reconstruction of a buiiding envisaged increasing the
floor area, raising the F.S5.I. from 1.45 to’ 1,80,

Tiough it was proposed to provide accommodation only

for theeeaese
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for the existing tenants, it was noted that pot only
the proposed F.S.1. but even the existing F.5.I. was
in excess of the F.5.1. pefﬁiééiblé uhdefmtﬁé" '
Development Control Rules, The Committee also noted that
the number of tenements, existing and proposed, were
in excess of the limit.specifiéd in the'Development
Control Rules, The Committee felt that, if the
desired permission were granted, the overall develop—
ment of the Metropolitan Region is likely te¢ be
affected adversely. The application was, therefore,
rejected.

Application No. 78/7/1/78 (Bombay Central Sahara
Co~Operative Housing Society Ltl.).

The Committee considered the anplication for
reconstruction of building for the purpose of
providing tenements to 20 menmbers of.the Co-Cperative
Housing Society in addition %o tos 4 existing tenants.
The Committee noted that the proposal cnvisaged 4
construction'of 18 Adwelling units of 600 sq.fi% each
and 6 units of 450 sq.ft. each, raising the F.S.I,
to 1,66 from that of 1.00 consumed i “veosent.

The Committee also noted that the p—7posal for
reconstruction was mainly aimed at housing 20 new
tenants (in addition to the existing 4 occupants).
The Cormmittee felt that this would add to the
congestion of the area, and that, therefore, it
was not desirable to permit any development in
excess of an F.S.I. of 1,33 prescribed by the
Authority's Motification dated the 10th June,

. 1977. The Committee felt that, if such permission
were granted, the overall development of the
Metropolitan Region is likely to be affected
adversely. The application was, therefore,

. rejected.

Application No.79/7/1/78 (M/s New Great -
Eastern Spg. and "wg,Co.Ltd.).

-The Committee desired some additional
information in respect of the'proppSéd development.
The considerdtion of the application was; therefore,

deferred.

The Committee then passed the following

resolution :—
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Ttem MNo. 5 : Céses of houses in Greater Bombay,
' .which_had been destroyed during
the last 5 years. : iy

The Uom~¢dtee con51ﬂered the Agenda Note, and
sndorsed the views contained in the Agenda lote.
Item No. 6 : Delegation of powers to engineering

officers of Z.U.3.%s Board for
execution of work progranie,.

The Committee consiﬂeréﬂ the Agenda Note, The
Legal Adviser confirmed that the powers in gquestion
vested in the Tx%,Committee under the EMRDA Act, and
that the proposed delegation of powers is legally
feasible. It was agreed that the proposed delegation
of powers should be approved, subject to the works in
question being administratively approved by the
competent authority and the availability of provision
in the budget for the proposed works. The Committee

then passed the following resolution :-

RESCLUTION NO. 83

Resolved that, in exercise of the powers
conferred by clauses (vi) and (vii) of sub-sectio:
(2) of Section 7 of the B.M.R.D.A. Act, 1974, and
all other powers enabling it in this behalf, the
Executive Committee hereby approves the delegation
of the following pecwers to the Engineering Officers
of -the H.U.R.E. Board for executing the work
programae cf the Poard, subject to the conditions
that (i) the scheme or project in question should
have received the administrative approval of the
competent authority, and (ii) budget provision

"should be availauvle for the execution -of the
scheme or work :—

(I) Power to_entrust work of survey anﬂ/or
designing and/or estvmathg_”or a
specific work; and

(IT) Power to entrust works ov » consultancy
basis to private agencles Ior suparv151gg
.execution of works : ; :

Two separate Short Lists for (I} and (11)
above should be prepared by the Chairman and
Member-Secretary, H.U.R.E. Board, from amongst

.the Consultants, who had earlier responced to

theeasess



resolution :- e "

R3S LUmJ:HTNO 82 :~ Rcsoivef tlat, in exercise of the

nowers conferred on it by clause (v) of sub-section (2)
0f Section 7 of the B.M.R.J.A. Aet,,i??ﬁi read with
Sub-Section (1) of Section 13 of the -s5aid Aét; and all

othar powers enabling it in this behalf, the Committee

hereby - o
(1) refuses permission on hehalf of the Authority
" under Sub Section (3) of Section 13 of the sabd
Act, to persons or authorities, who have
presented applications, bearing the following =
registration numbers, for the reasons recorded
in this minute. Te
(1) 75/17/12/77 -
(2) 76/22/12/77
(3) 77/28/12/17
(&) 78/7/1/18
and
(11) grants perﬁission on‘béhalf of the Authority
under sub-section (3)‘bf Section 13 of che
sald Act to -
(i) akrand Co-uﬁevétive ,ousiné-Sdciety Ltd

egmstratlon 10, 79/19/19/77) for reconstructlon
of 2 building with an F.S.I. of 1. 3%, containing,

e

vesides shops (117.74 sg.mt.) and residential

tenements (2058.10 sg.mt.), a bank (on the ground -

floor) in an area of 225.46 sq.mt., in C.S5.
10.88, Plot No.1164 of T.P. Scheme No.IV, Mahim,
on Cadell Road, in.Municipal ¥ard G-lorth, Bombay;

and(ii) Shri Girish Tarshad Shah (Registration No. of
anplication 73/12/12%72) for reconstruction of
building with the floor area 4212.20 having
F.S.1. 1.66 for residential use in city survey
ﬁb&369, Urankarwadi ‘on Mughhat Street, in
MunicihallWEfd* Bl “omhay.

b Ttgﬁ No. A : Accounts of ‘the’ Tombay Metropolltan

TRegion Development Authority for the
quarter endlng_jist December, 1977,

 The Committee noted “the quarterly report of
the Agcounts for the gumarter ending the 3lst December,
" 1977 '

AR y Item No. 5 caevrsoe

.



to the advertisemerit issued by the H.U.R.E. Board on
the 4th and 5th March, 1977, and the Short Lists so
Pprepared should then be used by the Member—Secretary,

"E U.R.E. Board, for 1nv1t1ng bids for undertaklng the

above activities for each specific work. These short
lists shall be ‘revised annually by the Chairman and
Member—Seeretary, H.U.R.E. Board, " The'pdwerlfor
acceptances of bids so received shall be as under :

(i) Executive Engineer :

(a) To accept the lowest bid from amongst the
bidders in the approved Short List where
the total fees do not exceed E.5,000/- and

(b) to accept bids upto‘&.5,000/— otier than
the lowest, with the pridrléanction of -
Superintending Engineer,

., (11) Superintending Engineer :.

“(a) To accept the lowest bid from amongst the
bidders in the approved short List where
the total fees do not exceed Bs,25,000/=;
and- 62 i

‘(b) to accept bids upto Bs.25,000/- other than
' the lowest, with the prior sanction of
the Member—Secretary,

(iidi) Member—Secretary :

. To accept the lowesﬁ bid, or any other bid .
(with approval of Tender Committee), from the
bidders amongst the approved Short Llst, i

here the amount of fees does not exceed
s, 2 lakhs.
(IITI) Power to at gt the work of survey and/or
designing and/or estimating and/or execution

to any of the pubiic organisations at standard,

or reduced (if any'), centage charges of these
organisations : -

The ‘Member-~Secretary, E.U B Board, shall
have full powers in this respect upto Rs, 50/lakhs, Eiats
and thése powars should not be delegated tQ ‘the lower'”'
officers. R

(IV) “As regards powers —or other miscellaneous
matters connected with execution of works when carried
oﬁt by the Board's engineers or through private
consultants and agencies, these shall be on the lines
delegated to engineers-in the P.7.D. of the Government

5.

quo-o-



Je—

% e MLHSE -t 8 1= ' !
of Maharashtra (Member-Secretary to have ﬁoﬁéré of

Chief Engincers in the State Public Works Department), "
and till a sep;rate Manual is evolved by the B M R.D.A.

the nrovisions of Makharashtra Public W%orks Manual

smulT be generally followed for dealing with all

allied issues, e.g» Schedule of Rates, technical

saﬁction,-approval {0 excess, splitting up of works

for convenience of execution, aciions against contractors,
.work charged establishment; contingencies, approval

to draft tender papers, invitation and acceptance of

tenders, applying various checks, accounting, passing

an] paying of bills, etc. The Tender Committee for

accepting tenders bther than the lowest, as mentioned

in the Maharashtra Public Works Manual, at Executive ﬁ
. Engineer's level, shall consist of the Executive ;
Sngincer and Superintending Engineer, at Superintending
Engineer's level it shall consist of Superintending '
Engineer and Member-Secretary, and awv Member-Secretary's
‘level it shall consist of Member-Secretary, Metropoli-

tan Commissioner and Financial Adviser.

Further resolved that the Menhzi-Secretary is
hereby delegated power to-éccepf or reject tenders
in respect of works upto Bs,50 akhs (provided the
preseribed procedure is followed and revised
administrative approval, if necessary, is obtained
in advance from the competent authority) and also »-
the power of making recommendations about acceptance
or rejection of tenders to the Standing Committee
‘where ¥he value exceeds Rs,50 lakhs. :

“Ttem No. 7 : Reporting caszg of exercise of powers |
delegated by “the Lxecutive Conmittee,

, The Committee considered the Agenda Note and
passed the following resolution :-
RESOLUTION NO. 84 : Resolved that the case of

exercise of powers delegated by the Executive

Commlttem renortud in the Agenisz Mote is hoted.

Item No, 8 : Traffic Study & Cost Fenefit Analysis
for propocsed [ 11at Froject for
RTs. construction of an Inland Tater
Transport Terminal at Vashi HNew Bombay. .

The Agenda item was noted by the Committee.

Vpi12.2.



	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9

