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MINUTES OF THE FORTY-EIGHTH MUETING OF EXECUTIVE CC.o.77 .,

Date

MEMBERS PRESENT :

B.IvIp_B-o Do At

: 28th April,1980.

Time : 11.30 A.M.

Place ¢ Committee Room, BMRDA, Bandra.

Shri

Shri

Shri

Shri

Shri

Shri

P.G. Gavai, Chief Secretary Chairman.

to Govt of Maharashtra,
General Administration Department,
Mantralaya.

M.S. Palnitlar,
Metropolitan Commissioner,
B'M.RIDIAI

B.N. Adarkar, Member.,
Chairman,
Transport & Comxrii~otions Board.

N.GeK. Murti, Member.
Chairman,
Woter Resources Management Board.

L.Cs Gupta, Member,
Managing Di rectour,
C.IoDoCl O- 7 EOI‘J.'Lb"ljf JPO(—.) 021 &

S. Ramamoorthi, Member.
Secretary, U,D. & P.H.Cepartment,

Shri B.S. Pradhan, Secretary,Executive Cormittee, BMRDA.

INVITEES

Item No.

-
L

The
The

* The

The
The
The

The

5 B

Item No,

Financial Adviser, BYRD:.

Member Secretary, H.U.R.3. Board, BMRDA.
Member Secretary, T. & (. Board, EMRDA.
Member Secretary, W.l'.il, Board, BMRDA.
Dy.Metrogolitan Comalzsioner,' BMRDA.
Dy.Municipal Commissione> (Shri Patwardhan).

Legal® Adviser, BMRCA.

Confirmation of the rinutes of the last

The

AR

.

The

(47th) Meoetine.
e
minutes were confirmed.

Action taken on the minutes of the last
(47th) meetiig as well as p.ogressive
action on the past decisions.

-]

action taken ws noted.

o

Vice=Chairman.

. L TItem No. 3 TEEES
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Item No, 3 : Revision of form in which action on past
decisions id reported to Zxecutive Committes
so as to avoid repetitive repordis on some
items_taking longer time for action.

—r—

The Committee considered the agenda item and*decided
that the statement of action on past decisions of the
Executive Committee may be split up in two parts, viz @

(a) items on which action can be taken in a short period,
and *(b) items on which only a long term action is feasible.

_ The statement in respect of (a) should be submitted to the

Executive Committee as per the practice followed so far,

and the statement in respect of (b) should be submitted once
irr a quartér. It was suggest d that gquarterly submission of
statement in respect of (b) may be made at the first meeting
meld in January, April, July and October every ycar.

The Metropolitan Commissioner directed that a
register of all the decisions of the Executive Committes
should be maintained and at the end of the calender year, i
review statement should be submitted to the committee. I
review statement should contain remarks of- the heads of the
functional units, explaining causes for delay/slow progress

etc. A

Itom No.4 ¢ Appllications for permission under
Section 13 of the BMRDA Act, 197%.

Before the applications (placed before the Committee)
were taken up for consideration, a general issue regarding
how the BMRDA notification stands vis-a~vis the Development
Control Rules was considered by the Committee. The
Metropolitan Commissioner said that he would soon be preparing
a paper on how the applications for various types of develop-
ments may be trcated, since some developments like the hotels
catering to the tourists, need to be encouraged in suburban
arcas so as to channelise the increasing flow of tourist
traffic to the suburbs, whereas certain other developments
such as banks, hospitals, schools etc. which were in the
public interest would need soccial consideration. This
paper would be forwarded to Govt. wkth a request to give
consideration to the proposals made therein and return the
same to BMRDA to serve as guidelines to the fxecutive Committec
for considering similar apolications receivecd thereafter .

The Committee endorscd the Metropolitan Commissioner's views
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and further decided that until such guidglines becone
availgble, the applicaticns which are rec:ived by the
BMRDA under section 13 of the Act for developnents in
excess of the prcovisions of the Dcvelopment Contrcl

Rules and which are not acceptable for that reason, nay

be rejected on the ground that they are not permissible

under the BMRDA Act.

/!

The applications' bearing the following .Regis-

tration Hos, were then taken up for consideration :-

(1) 265/3/3/8u (5) 269/20/3/80
(2) 266/6/3/80 (6) 270/24/3/80
(3) 267/10/3/80 (7) 271/28/3/80

(4) 268/18/3/80 (8) 272/28/3/80

(1) Application Nc,265/3/3/380 (The Controller of
Projects, Hotel Corporation of India Limite(,

Centaur Hotel),

. The Committee considered the application and

noted that the proposal was for addition to a hotel
building known as Centaur Hotel at Nehru foad, in "K"
n° to 35,584 n° and F.S.I. from 1,00 to 1,39, The
Committee noted that the existing building has already
consumed the F.S.I. pernissible under the D.C.Rules
and that the F.S5.I1, asked for wos higher than what is
permissible under the D.C,Rules. The application was

Municipal Ward, enhancing the flcor area fron 26,178.85

2

rejected, as it was not permnissible under the BMRDA Act,

(2) Application No,266/6/3/80 (The Chief Trustce,
Tulsi Niwas Trust, Churcherate. Bombay 20.)s

The Compittee consicdered the application and

|
-noted that the proposal was for addition of floor area

of 264,31 me to an existing buildinz known as "Tulsi
Niwas" at "D" Road Churghgate. thereby enhancing the
F,5.1, from 2,99 to 3,15, The Committee also noted
the contention of the applicant that the additional
construction was propoéed to compCHSQte for an equal
area in the building used for religious pﬁrposes.
The Ceommittee did not consider this as an adequate
“reason for additional construction in the already

congestel, ces
o

2
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congested arcas of South Bombay. Morcover, the F.S.LI. asked
for was more than the F.S.I. zdnissible under the D,C.Rules,
The Comnittee, therefore, felt that if the desired permissicn
were granted, the overall development of the Metropolitan
Region is likely to be adversecly affected. The abplication

was, therefore, rcjected,

. (%)°Application No.267/10/3/80 (lMr. P. Zaveri and Others,

M/s. United Builders, 192, Zaveri Bazar, 3rd floor,
Bombay 400 002).

5 The Cormittee considered the application and noted
that the proposal was for change of user of prenises with a
floor area cf 521.73 n° on the greund floor of Manisha
Apartment, Sayani Road, G/South Municipal Ward fron shop to
regional office and Branch of Indian Bank, The Connmittee
noted that the proposal would result in net addition to
office area in the alrecady coungested areas of the island citye
of Bombay., The Comnittee, therefore, felt that if the

desired permission were granted, the ocverall develcpnent of the
Metropolitan Region is likel~ to be adversely affected, The

(4) Application Nc,268/18/3/80 (The Mﬁnagiﬁg‘biroctcr,
Hotel Transit Pvt. Ltd., Off lehru Rocad, Vilc-Parle
(East), Bombay 400 057s

.
The Cormittee considered the applicotion and ncted

that the proposal was for additicn of an area of Lb5,32 nz
to heotel building known as Hotel Transit Pvt, Lt 0fF Mehru

Road, Vile-Parle (East) in 'K! East Ward of Greater Bonibay,
thereby enhancing the F,S.I. fron 1.00 tc 1.50, The Cernittee
noted that the existing btuilding hos already consuned the
F.S5.I. permissible under the D,C,Rules sao o thint the F.5.1,.
asked for was higher than whot is permissible under the D.C,
Rules, The application was rejected as it was not perinissitle
under the BMRDA Act,

(5) Application No,269/20/3/80 (Secretary, Pionecr Pullic e

School Association Trust, Gokhale Road, Dadar).. .

The Committee considered the application and noted
that the proposal was for change of use of an area of 265,00
mz at Pioneer High Schooi, Matungo Estate. (North),Bonkay 28,

0 i ) 0 PR
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fron schocl tohead office of South Indian Co-operative

Bank Ltd, The

Comnittee noted that the propesal would

result in net cddition tc cffice aren in the alrcady

congested areas of the island city of Bombay. The
Comaittec, therefcre, felt

were gra

that if the desired permission

nted, the overall develcpnent of the Metropolitan

Region is:1ikely to bLe affected adversely., The applicoee

tion was, therefore, rejected. .
? -

1

(6) Application No,270/24/3/80 (Shri P.B. Cooper,
Atlanta, Nariman Point, Bombay 21.).

.
&

The Comnittee considered the application and

noted that the pruposql was for change cf usc of an
arca of 383,54 2 , plot No.14, Harbour Crest, Mazgoon
Road, in 'F! Munlclpal Ward from residence to head

ofrice of Konkan Mercantile Co=operative Bank Ltd, The

Ccrmittee noted that the preposal would result in additio:

to net cffice area in the already congested areas of tl.

izland city cf Bombay, The Cormittee, therefore, fclt

tlat if the desired pernission were granted, thé overall

cdevelopnent of the Metropclitan Region is likely to be

affected

rejocted,

(7) Lpplicotion

adversely. The application was, therefore,

f2,271/28/3/80 (Director, Vijay Deep

Hotels Privote Litd., 244, Waterfield Road,Borbay-50 )

The Comnittee g$g§iderod the application and
nocted that the propeeal /for an additional F.S.I, of
1419, cver and above the F,S.I, cf 1,00 as per the

sanctioned plan

hotel ot Plot

for construction of residential tourist

10,100, Nehru Road Extn,, Vile~Parle(East).

The Committee noted thot the F,S,I. asked for was not

pernissible under the D.C.Rulcs,

would

generate traffic of high intensity very near the

Moreover, the proposal

simnalised Wéstern Express

applicntion was rejected,
theo BMRDA Act,

L]

as it was not pernissible under®

Higlway Junction, The

(8) Applicaticn 115,272/28/3/80 (The Controller of
Prcjects, Hotel Corporaticn of India Limited 3

Centaur Hotel, Santacruz).

The Conmittee
neted that the proposal
4
L

<
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(-]

Ve

¢l bullding at Plot, No,

.S

onsidered the application and

v construction of 2 5eStar

J_
CIS 859 & 561/5, on junction

2

of Juha;..ﬂ
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* wBs a consensus of oninion »f the Conaitte:
s

of Juhu Tara Roa° and Tirla lane, in 'X'(West) Municipal
“4nd with gan F.Z.1. of 1.5. " The Coanittee noted that the
Fo9.1. asited for wes bigher than what is permissitle under

the >.0. Rules. Tr2 anplicat on was rejectel as it w

o]

not pernissitle undexr the ZATLlZ Lets .
The Coumittee then passel the following Resolution ¢

RWBCLUTL OIT 11041
A2 AL

“esolve’ that, in exercise of the powers conferred

(T

v (J

of it by clause (v) of Section (7) ofthe LiTili ket, 197k
read with sub-sect’on(l)} of Section 13 ofthe saild iet,
and all other powers enabling it in this behalf the
Cdmmi$tea herehy refuses tre vermicsgion on Te-alf the
Authority under sub-section (3) of Section 1% o
het, to persons an? authorities, w20 7ave 2resentad the
apnllcatlops hearing the following regjat*ﬂt‘on numbe
for the reasons recorded in these minutes @

(1) 265/3/3/80

(2) 266/6/3/80 (6) ?78//%/ /eo
{3) 267/10/3/80 ] (7) 271 /°8/3/8"
(4} 268/18/3/80 (8) 272/28/3 /82

Item [To, 5 : Communication of decisions cf the Executive
Coumitis2 on the ap.ligations receivad

Section 13 of the E.MM.3.C0.4. Act, 1974,

in view of the diceuesion hels and Jocision ta2zen

before considering .the agﬁlica¢.3:3 enTrr Szoti

0
, tabled before the Commitie~, vide agenla item llo. i abovae,

¥ . e
it wag decided that tlhe ap:licants may Le given a brief

]

reply as aroposei.in dnnexire to t-e agernia item subject

to the decision recorded in item 170,k :

Item Mo, 6 3 BMIOA Hotification under CZection 13 of
Biti 4 Aet, 1974. Telegation of powers to

the Metrovolitan Jonuzigsioner.

The Committe: reconsidere? tie izsue of delezaticn

of powers to li.C. for deciding some of tie apprlications
received under Saction 13, After some digcusfion ithere
zat 8 delegad

to the lMetropolitan Commissioner for con
c

E-JJ

under Se

p

of thé apnlications recaiv

{271

el to withdrss

necessary. The Comumittee deci:
hO. 1°4 pagsced at the 4kth neeting keld on 29n2 Jam:iary,
1980, The Committszzs t an pagse” the following Tesolution
RISCLITI2H Mo, 166 :

Jesolved t:at tre Tesolution 1To. 154 pasced by the

1
)

s 16

33
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Ivxecutive Conmittee at its masting held om 2%nd January,
1980 shouli be withdrawn.
Item 10. 7 ¢ “evision of Tater T2s0ulrecss studly of B.dlieT.
.s and the Zombsy Tyirometric lLrea. B
The So:mittzs eonsidaral the agenza jteo ~nd »nosscd
the Tollxyring 3Zzedlvtion
Ad i eet] I J67 3
2
TIOITTE . TOLT the cornlties anTrovas the pro zal to
engage Ohri .7+ Tasre, Yetired Chief Inginesr an? Jdoint
Jacretary »F the Irvigatiin TepariTic

a cost of g. 18,200 /-- ani as “2r t3rme an’ conditions
35 emrar, 1379, with

c
ITTID D anelzsze” @it the item o

“4tam 0, 8 ¢ Teerno-3Ieconomic Feasilbility Surveys for

3ailray gi ing fron falwa-Turbhe,

T o Jowaittens consilered thcazenda ftem ani pasc@d

¥
LBECLJILS Ho. 168 @ .
4 lve? trat in exarcise of pouers conferrel by

9
sub-gection 2(vi) of section 7 of tie Toubay Metropoligen

: : § = ¥ d / P o P L TE
ana>ling ;t in thiz behal?, the ixescutive Jomnittes heraty
& the neymant ©f an amount of Tg.

n
2+.93% lakbhs %o tre Aaikl nli= machnos-~-Tconoxic S2rVicecy
t

achno-econonic feasibility survey

=

for ecarrying out tha
for the nronasad railway siiing from Yalwa to Turble along

with the Thans Jreek foreshora area,

AIS0LT7I. further thaet the Fenb:r-Jecratary, Transzort
t

pale
[
[46]
=

ani ~ommunica tions Board is horaby authord

the eontract it 1/s. 22il Tnia Mec nizal and iconop.c
o

3
in the weoriz Irogrgine Or Tatailsg oF stodly as "2y be

necéssary oroviie” t-at tve cost doeg not exca2ad heyoni
1

tea poat of Statigticlan in the

Transport & Sormmunications Poard,

The consgideration of the agcu’a’ iten was Dostoned.

Item Mo.10 : Treation 2f = post af v ~unerintenling . Jnﬂind_r,
r

one nost of iIxecutive ingine-r and one noco

4
ot cf Qt.cnv{rr' anher. .- - sz ~e”  § 0
i o e S S R T — e
The ﬁ?elb_ 1top was withdrawn, -
Lt Itcii Noe e s
L] o "

s
egion “avelowment Authority /et 1974, and a1l other pO""T"
azl

congisar ~1 werait suclk ninor changes

&

e

-
w
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?
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Item No.11 : To consider creation of shadow postse.

The agenda item was considered by the Executive
Committee. It was decided that suoernumerary posts may
’ be created for a period of one month only, prior to
transfer of the persons holding the followxng posts &=

bty * Te Member-Secretary, H.U.R.B.Board.
2 Member-Secretary, T, & C. Board.
e Member-Secretary, W.R.M. Board.
by Lands Officer.

2 Se Head of the Traffic Plaming &

| Bvaluatior Sub-Committee.

. The Commitee‘passed the following Resolution .

HESOLUTION'NO.16gT'

RESOLVED THAT in pursuance of the powers uth;utLu
in the Resolutlo n No.38 of the Standing Commlbtee Executives
Committee hereby sanctions creation of supernumerary post

for the duration of one month et a time so that any new person

appointed againﬁt any of the following posts can work as
under-study and familiarise himself with the work.

Sr.llo, Posts
Te | émber-Secretary, HJ.U.R.Es Board,
2 Member-Secretary, T. & C. Board.
Sl . 3 Member-Secretary, W.R.M. Board.
4, Lands Officer,
B Head of the Traffic Planning & Evaluation

Sub=-Committee.

ITtem No.12 ¢ Creatiun of Posts of Economist and Dy.Enginser
for Project Leader's Unit for preparation of a
Rep?rt about the infrastructure for Nhava=-Sheva

Port.

The appointments and the purchasel reported were
4 ¢ ° noted by the Committee.

The Chqirman welqdmed Shri S. Ramam8orthi who had taken over
as Secretary, Urban Development, as a new member of the
Committee,

The Meeting concﬂuded after a vote of thanks to the Chair,.

e - LLEeRLRSLER " Yhe
de/SﬁaO- ‘ .
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