
MINUTES OF THE FORTY-EIGHTH Mi2TING  OF EXECUTIVE  

B. M. R. D. A. • 

Date : 28th April,1980. 

Time: 11.30 A.M. 

Place : Committee Room, BMRDA, Bandra. 

MEMBERS PRESENT  : 

Shri P.G. Gavai, Chief Secretary 
to Govt of Maharashtra, 
General Administration Department, 
Mantralaya. 

Shri M.S. Palnitl .,ar, 
Metropolitan Commissioner, 
B. M. R. D. A. 

Shri B.N. Adarkar, 
Chairman, 
Transport & Co.-11ons Board. 

Shri N.G.K. Murti, 
Chairman, 
Water Resources Management Board. 

Shri L.C. Gupta, 
Managing Df::•ector, 
C.I.D.C.O., Rombrty 400 021. 

Shri S. Ramamoorthi, 
Secretary, U.D. & P.H.DeDartment. 

Chairman. 

Vice-Chairman, 

Member. 

Member. 

Member. 

Member. 

Shri B.S. Pradhan, Secretary,ExecUtive Committee, BMRDA. 

INVITEES  : 

The Financial Advise f, E"IRDL. 

The Member Secretary, H.U.R,E. Board, BMRDA. 
•The Member Secretary, T. 12: C . , Board, BMRDA. 
The Member Secretary, 	Board, BMRDA. 
The Dy.Metropolitan C ,)fluiTzsioner, BMRDA. 

The Dy.Municipal Commissiono.- (Shri Patwardhan) 

The Legal° Adviser, ENRCA 

Item No. 1 : Confirmation of tha TIThutes of the last 

The minutes were confirmed. 

Item No. 2 : Action taken on the minutes of the last 
(47th) meeting as well as p,•ogressive 
action on themEtdecisions. 

• • 

The action taken las noted. 

Item No. 3 • • • • e. 

• 
O 
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Item No.2 : Revision of form in which action on past 
decisions i8 reported to -e]xecutive Committee 
so as to avoid repetitive repors on some 
items takinzlonAer 

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 onee 

irr a quarte

▪  

r. It was suggest .d that quarterly submission of 

statement in respect of (b) may be made at the first meet., 

held in January, April, July and October every year. 

The Metropolitan Commissioner directed that a 

register of all the decisions of the Executive Committee 

should be maintained and at the end of the calender year, 

review statement should be submitted to the committee. Thie 

review statement should contain remarks of. the heads of the 

functional units, explaining causes for delay/slow progress 

etc. 

• 

Item No.4 : Appllicaticns for permission under 
Section 13 of the BMRDA Act 1974 •  

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 treated, since some developments like the hotels 

catering to the tourists, need to be encouraged in suburban 

areas 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 soecial consideration. This 

paper would be forwarded to Govt. with a request to give 

consideration to the proposals made therein and return the 

same to BMRDA to serve as guidelines tc the executive Committee 

•

• 

for considering similar applications receivei thereafter . 

The Committee endorsed the Metropolitan Commissioner's views 

O 

and 

• 

• 
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and further decided that until such guidelines become 

available, the applications which are recAved by the 
BMRDA undar section 13 of the Act for developments in 

excess of the provisions of the Development Control 

Rules and which are not acceptable for that reason, may 

be rejected on the ground that they are not permissible 

under the BMRDA Act. 

The applications' bearing the following :Regis-

tration Nos. were then taken up for consideration :- 

(1) 265/3/3/3(J (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 

c  (1) Application No.265/3/3/80 (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 r.e.hru load, in "K" 
Municipal Ward, enhancing the floor area from 26,178.85 
2 m to 35,584 m2 and F.S.I. from 1.00 to 1,39. The 

Committee noted that the existing building has already 

consumed the F.S.I. permissible under the D.C.RUles 

and that the F.S.I. asked for was higher than what is 

permissible under the,D.C.Rules. The application was • 

rejected, as it was not permissible under the BMRDA Act. 

(2) Application No.266/6/3/80 (The Chief Trustee, 
Tulsi Niwas Trust i Churchnate. Bombay 20.).  

The Comriittee con:sidered the application and' 

noted that the proposal was for addition of floor area 
of 264.31 m2  to an existing building known as "Tulsi 
Niwas" at "D" Road Church7ate r  thereby enhancing the 
F.S.I. from 2.99 to 3.15. The Comittee also noted 

the contention of the applicant that the additional 

construction was proposed to compensate for an equal 

area in the building used for religious purposes. 

The Committee dtd not consider this as an adequate 
*reason for additional o-cinstruction in the already 

• 
• 	
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• 	congested areas of South Bombay. Moreover, the F.S.I. asked 

for was more than the F.S.I. 'admissible under the D.C.Rules. 
The Committee, therefore, felt that if the desired permission 

• were granted, the overall development of the MetropoTftan 

Region is likely to be adversely affected. The application 

was, therefore, rejected. 
• • 

• O •Application No.267/10/3/80 (Mr. P. Zaveri and Others, 

M/s. United Builders, 192, Zaveri Bazar, 3rd floor, 

Bombay 400 002). 
1.111•0•01.1•111•••••••■■•■•••••... 

The Committee considered the application and noted 

that the proposal was for change of user of premises with a 

floor area of 521.73 m
2 on the ground floor of Manisha 

Apartment, Sayani Road, G/South Municipal Ward from shop to 

regional office and Branch of Indian Dank. The Counittee 

noted that the proposal would result in not addition to 
office area in the already congested areas of the island city, 

of Bombay. The Committee, therefore, felt that if the 
desired permission were granted, the overall development of the 

Metropolitan Region is likel-  to be adversely affected. The 

application, was, therefore, rejected. 

(L . ) Application No.268/18/3/80 (The Managing Director, 

Hotel Transit Pvt. Ltd., Off Nehru Road, Vile-Panic 

iLast),Bombay  400  057:  

The Committee considered the application and noted 

that the proposal was for addition of an area of 445:32 m
2 

to hotel building known as Hotel Transit Pvt. Ltd. ; Off Nehru 

Road, Vile -Perle (East) in tKI . East Ward of Greater Ber.lbay, 

thereby enhancing the F.S.I. from 1.00 to 1.50. The (!..:i-elittee 

noted that the existing building has already' consume0. the 

F.S.I. permissible under the D.C.Rules and that the F.S.I. 

asked for was higher than what is permissible under the D.C. 

Rules. The application was rejected as its 	not permissible 

under the BMRDA Act. 

• 

• 
(5) Application No.269/20/3/80 (Secretary, Pioneer 

	 C • 

School Association  

The Committee considered the application and not .d 

that the proposal was for change of use of en area of 265.00 

m2 at Pioneer High School, Matunga Estate. (Nurth),Bombay 28, 
• 

from 	 
• • 
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from school to head office of South Indian Co-operative 

Bank Ltd. The Committee  noted that the proposal would 

result in net addition to office area in the already 

c,:ngested areas of the island city of Bombay. The 

Comittec, therefore, felt that if the desired permission 

were granted, the overall development of the Metropolitan 
Region is, lik-ely to be affected adversely. The applica-•- 
tion was, therefore, rejected. 

(6) Application No.270/24/3/80 (Shri P.B. Cooper, 

Atlanta Nariman Point Bombay 21.  

The Committee considered the application and 

noted that the proposal was for change of use of an 
area of 383.54 m,2  plot No.14, Harbour Crest, Mazgaon • 

Road, in 'Ft Municipal Ward from residence to head 

office of Konkan Mercantile Co-operative Bank Ltd. The 

annittee noted that the proposal would result in additi on  
C 	

to net office area in the already congested areas of 
island city of Bombay. The Committee, therefore, felt 

tint if the desired permission were granted, thb overall 

development of the Metropolitan Region is likely to be 

affected adversely. The application was, therefore, 
rejected. 

(7) Application No.271/28/3/80 (Director, Vijay Deep 

Hotels PE2 -LILL112.... 1i91LILW42E12°) • 
C 

	 The Committee considered the application and 

noted that the proposal /for an additional F.S.I. of 

1.19, ever and above the F.S.I. of 1.00 as per the 

sanctioned plan for construction of residential tourist 

hotel at Plot No.100, Nehru Read Extra. , Vile-Parle(East). 

The Committee rioted that the F.S.I. asked for was not 

permissible under the D.C.Rulcs. Moreover, the proposal 

would generate traffic of high intensity very near the • 
si-7;nalised W5stern Express Highway junction. The 

application Was rejected, as it was not permissible under' 
C 
	 the BMRDA Act. 

(8) Application Po.272/28/3/80 (The Controller of 

Projects, HOtel Corporation of India Limited , 
.Centaur HotelSantacruz). 

The Committee considered the application and 
noted that the proposal- was f.:r construction of a 5:"Star 
Hotel building at Plot.No.CT5 859 & 561/5, on junction. 

. 	 of Juhu.3... 
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of Juhu Tara 7loa'. and 	rla Lane, in 'XI(' ,Test) Municinal 

'ar'T it 	n 	of i.. The Comrlittee notel that the 

F.3.I. as..ned for wPs hjger elan what is uermisible under 

the 1]... allies. The alanlicatThn was rejecte as it was 

not pertlissi7:;le nnder the jJI.  ct. 

The Conmittee then nassei7: the following aesolution : 
Trecnurn7Thr  

‘. 	• 

lesolve fiat, in exercise of the powers conferred 
• .• 

on it by clause (v) of Section (7) ofthe LiL let, 1974 

read with sub-sectThn(1, of Section 13 ofthe saia Act, 

and all other powers enabling it in this bealf the 

3aMmittee herebyrefuses the nerTicsion on bealf the 

Authority under sub-section (3) of Section 13 of Vie saia 

Act, to ?arsons and authorities, who have 'resented the 

apnlications bearing the following registration numbers, 

for the reasons recorded in these ninutes 

( 1 ) 265/3/3/8 0  (5) 269/20/3/83 

(2) 266/6/3/80 (6) 273/24/3/c0 
• 

• 

(3) 267/1 0/3/80 (7) 271P8/3/0? 
(4) 268/18/3/80 (8) 279/28/3/0 

in view of the •li.r.c -assion bei: and 77.ecision te7en 

before consi'1erinj theapniteat.ono un7r Saction 13 

tabled before the ConTitte-, vide agenda item Fo. 4 alnp7e, 
. 	. 

it Inas decided that the apticants ']ay 7ee given a brf.ef 

reply as nroposedin Annernre to Vie agerfa item saTnect 

to the decision recorded in item 1 70,4. 

Item 	EMIA Notification under Ceotiori 13 of 

_71V.-A Act, 1974. 2eleg$,A.tion of rowers to 

the Metronolitan  

The Committee reconsidered the :'_sue of ielegaton 

of powers to E.C. for ieci•ing senle of the applications 

received undelA Section 13. After S070 discusrlon there 

• wAs a consensus of oninion of th 	000ittem that a delogat i o:: 

to the Metropolitan Commissioner for considering so ,ne 

of th.0 applications received un,der Seceion 13 was not 

necessary. The Com,littee decided to -nithdrw its 7.esolnton 

Fo. 1k pastedet the 44th meeting held on 22nd_ Janar7, 

080. The Committee ten passe .",  the follow ing lesolntion 

1.T.  166 : 

aesolved that the esoluVL3n ro. 154 nasred bj tine 

..1txecutiva... 

• 
• 

• • 
• • 

II • 

if.tem r2A 1 	Comnunication of decisions of. the Executive 

So=ittec,. on the ap:licatThns received un-der 

Section 1.1_2f the 
• 

• 	• 
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.maaalaami.amall/.114. 

The Agenda itcp was yithdrawn. _ 

C 

C. 

C 

—: 7 :— a  

Emecuti,ve Com7iittoe at its Te ,, ting 	'am 2211.l. January', 
• 

1980 sll.o'Af: be wit3ndrawn. 

Item ro. 7 : evision of 7ater T ores tully of 3X. 71. 

•t 	anf the 7.ontav afro7letric Lrea. 
— 

Tie Co.:Nitt2 consid2r1 Vie aEenla ito:.1 and pas•Scri 

to following '.7.osoliAion 

D- . 1 67 

	

-72aTJT 	j t c oolittee -'roves the propDcal t6 

engage ST/ri 	 retref C'aief 7ngineer anl. Joint 

Secretary Yf'te Iric;ati7T1 7epartt as an expert 3ngincer 

for t -:.e revision of 'T':ter resorco staf.v in 7:LHIL at 

a cost of "Is. 18,200/-. an as or t -2, r7IS an conlitions 

mentionef in fc:',s lett2r 	 Tece7lbar, 1979,. with 

Vag 	j7 	 cL3e. 	t7.7,3 item . 

Two. 8 : Tec77no-.11eono7nic Feasibility SurVeys for 

lwazyinr. from ::.alwa-Turbbe. 

Colittea consi:lerethcagenl_a 7Ltai anf?, pas:ed 

the f0110winE7 esolution 

11:. 168 : 

qesolved that in exrcise of powers conferre-by 

sub-seetn 2(vi) of section 7 of mtle 72'o:ay Metrolitan 

egion - avolonnt Puthority het 1974, anrfl. all 'otter powers 

analing y. in tTlis behalf, the 'xecutive Com7_ittee hereby 

ax-post-faeto sanctions t7-e -33/77.Tnt e:_:7 an 'amount of 

2..93 laths to t 7.7.e 7Lail 	r7ecTo-7,conomi.e `:2rvices. , 

for carrying out the tecno-econm -lic feasibility survey 

for te 	 ref.lwa.y 	from 7falwa -to 7!„Zrbte along, 

with the Thane Cree71 fo slioro area. 

• L= further that the Fe71b ,,r-Secretary, Tians7ort 

. • anl Coimunications. Boar f is h.er .,)by auClorisel to execute 

the contract . 7ith 	 7ec - nf,:al an .2C0113171.0 

Services ao alz-o to con sr 	17:?rmit suet minor chanp;os 

in t/7.e -wor% -7Trq=mae or Mtals,:f3ty as -lay be 

• necessary -orovif.e;' t - at t7 .7e, coot does  not exceol. beyonf_ 

ts.2.93 laT..cts as nentionef: above. 
C 

C 	

Item 14Q. 9 : U?gral.ing t'i port. of Statfctic 4-an in ttc 

angport &Oomunications  

The consideration of the agenitem was -Iost'aone5.. 

Item No.10 : :;reation of a ost of- -uarinteTnrjrg.3ngtn.:-, r, 

one roost of .]xeclztivc lngine r an one *st 

. 	• 	; 

• • 	 Itc No .1 
• 
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Item No.11 : To consider creation of shadow • osts. • 

The agenda item was considered by the Executive 

Committee. It was decided that supernumerary posts may 
.• 

• be created for a period of one month only, prior.to 

transfer of the persons holding the following posts :- 

•• Posts 

1. Member-Secretary, H.U.a.E.Board. 

2. Member-Secretary, T. & C. Board. 

Member-Secretary, VLt. 	Board. 

4. 	Lands Officer. 

). 	Head of the Traffic Planning & 
Evaluatior 6ub-Committee. 

The Commitee passed the following Resolution . 

R.F,SOLUTION NO.16 : 

RESOLVED THI-LT in pursuance of the powers delegated 

in the Resolutio n No.38 of the Standing Committee, Executiv • 

Committee hereby sanctions creation of supernumerary ooste 

for the duration of one month at a time so that any no.: 

appointed ag_inst any of tho following posts can wort as 

_order-study and familiarise himself with the work. 

Sr.No. 	 Posts 

1. Member-Secretary, H.U.R.E. Board. 

2. Member-Secretary, T. & C. Board. 

3. Member-Secretary, W.R.M. Board. 

4. Lands Officer. 	 • 
5. Head of the Traffic Planning & Evaluation 

Sub-Committee. 

Item No.12. : Creation of Posts of Economist and Dy.Engin.Dcr 

for Project Leader's Unit for preparation of a 	, 

Repqrt about the infrastructure for Nhava-Sheva 

Port. 

The appointments and the purchaset reported were 

" noted by the Committee. 
• 

The Chairman welcomed Shri S. Ramamoorthi who had taken ovee 

as Secretary, Urban Development, as a new member of the 

ComMittee. 

The Meeting concluded after a vote of thanks to the Chair..  

•EEEEZEELU 
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