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th moeting of the Maharashtra Coastal Zono Management Authority held on
G-&-G? 2001 at 8th floor, Committee Room, Mantralaya, Mumbai-32
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1) The Principal Secretary, Chairman

Z) The Principal Secretary (Revenue) Member
Mevenue and Forests Depariment,

Government of Maharashira,

WManiralaya, Mumbai-32.

3 Dr.Leecla Bhosale, Member
Depariment of Botany,
i "%maur University,

“mf\i“‘l Diwan, _ Member
Assit Director General
larine fshc‘:nes}
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wi Munshi Lal Gautam, Member-Secretary
amber : ecreaary .
hhras; F’Gi!umon Control Beard,
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Shri AF. Sinha, Principal Secretary, Urban Development Deptt., Member could not
atlend ihe meeing. Leave of absence was sought by him, which was granted by the
Chairman.

St 5.0, Jadhav, Depuly Secretary (Tech.) Environment Department, Shri AE.
Jain, Law Officer, Maharashira Pollution Control Board and Shri SV, Deshbénde-,
Dy Secratary, Urban Development Deptt. Govt. of Maharashtra were also present to assist

L AULNOMY,

The Chairman welcomed the Members and gave a brief background of earlier

The items plage before the Authority were discussed in detail. Following is the gis:

of ihe discussions and de.(:i::!Of’! taken.
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fem No.t: T::: confirm the minutes of the 4th meeting of the Maharashira _
oastal Zone Management Authority held on 14.06.2001 =

ot

The minutes of the 4th meoeting of the Authority were circulated amongst the
rmembers vide letter bearing No.MCZMA/7S dated 28.06.2001 with a request to forward
gaestions, comments if any. No comments, suggestions were received from the

members. The minutes were read and confirmed.

tem Moz ;. Complaint filed by Vasai Machhimar Sarvoday Sahakari
Sanstha Maryadit, Vasai, Dist.Thane

a

is.Maharukh Andenwalla, Learned Advocate for the Petitioners gave a brief
case. She informed that a Wit Petition was filed before the Hon'ble High
Court, Mumbai bearing Writ Petition No.149 of 2000 which ways dismissed by the Hon'ble
High Gourt and the Pefifioners were advised to approach the Maharashira Coastal Zone

uthority and accordingly they have filed the present complaint. She further

| that the State Govi. has allotted a plot to Prince Aga Khan Shia Imami lsmaili Khoja

i some time in December, 1999 for construction of burial ground. She claimed
b the plot falls within Category-l of the CRZ and therefore construction of any sort is

nothing but viclatien of CRZ Notification dated 19.2.1991. The Petitioners furnished

..
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hit Shaukat Merchant, Learned Advocate for the Respondent No.ii_ society filed a

[ affidavit in reply denying the allegations made by the Complainants and informed
that the plot of land bearing Survey No.89 falls within CRZ-ll of the CRZ Notification dated
15.2.1991 and the same has been certified by the Town Planner. It was further submitted

ithat the disputed site does not faﬁ‘...bew;aen the LTL & HTL. It was further informed that

junicipal Council, Vasai have given NOC before consiructing the wall on the sea

“T"L

side.  The wall or the sea side has been constructed to protect the erosion of land and ¢

L
safecuard the burried bodies, the land is used as grave yard. He further denied having
underiaken any new construction activities as alleged by the Complainants. The

lent requested to file additional written submission. and the same was allowed o be

]
[
44}

1 TaYy ~frny pe

filed within 7 days. Thereafter the orders would be passed in the matter and parties would

My irvesrrnoan of tho 2ame
e vofimnmed OF e -.3‘44!’?\;‘.
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tem No.3 1 Petition filed by Shri Manohar D. Mohite regarding alleged con fstructton
of indusirial galias at Alibaug in violation of CRZ Netification. Fl

Meahul . Shah, Advocate instructed by Little & Co. appeared for the Petitioner. The
Petitioner also furnished written submission. it was informed that the MCZMA has got wide
powers as confained in the order issued by Mimstry of Environment & Forests, Govt. of indin
dated 26.11.1948. She submitted that the Authority can also look into the VID?aiIDfOF the 7
isions of, not enly the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 and the rules made
thereunder but aiso the other law which is related to the object of the said Act. The
Complainants informed that the Respondent No.4 to 6 have constructed industrial gallas in
viclation of the CTRZ Noiification dated 19.2.1991. It was informed that the industrial
plot No.73 at village Akshi near Alibaug falls within 100 miurs. from HTL of the

< took place whether distance has to be measured from the HTL of the rive”

or from the bank of the river. it was agreed by the Learned Advocate of the Respondent that

distance needs to be measured from H.T.L. of the river. it was also revealed that mangroves
are existing on beoth sides of the banks. The Petitioners placed on record inspection report of
ihe Commissioner, Konkan Division who was appointed by the Hon'ble High Court vide
order dated 2.8.1999 in Writ Petition No.1912 of 1898. She further informed that due v

ng of packaging material the area is polluted and the generators provided by the

134 h

Respondents also cause noise pollution. The Complainant therefore prayed that the

consiruction made by the Respondents is in violation of the CRZ Notification.

Shri Milind Sathe, Advocate who appeared for Respondent No.4 to 6 and 9 to 1€
submitied that except Piot No.73, the other plots in question are situated few kilometres

1TL and therefors the matter may be heard in limited encompass. it was

that requisite permissions were obtained from the concerned authorities
inciuding  Consent from Maharashtra Pollution Control Board. It was submitted that the

ing caried out by the Respondent is non poliuting in nature ie. tailoring anc

1o of garments. The Advocate for the Respondent pointed out that they have carri
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out consiruction on plot No.73 at a distance of 102 mitrs. from the H.T.L. of creek. It was

i that mangroves have been cut near the disputed site. It was informed that the high

line has not been demarcated so far and therefore the same was got done through the

Hydrographer. The Respondents submitted that the plot in question i.e. plot No.72

falis in CRZAIL it was Turther pointed out that the Coastal Zone Management Plan submittec
oy the Urban Development Deptt., Govt.of Maharashtra to the Ministry of Environment &

Forests, Govi. of India and which was approved by them, has not classified the creeks.

The point of measuring the distance from the bank of river or from the high tide mark
of the :i'-f-ar was also discussed and it was agreed upon by both the parties that required

R

cisiance as per 1991 Notification has to be measured from HTL of the river/cresk ir

guesiion,

g both the parties and as requested by them they were allowed to file

subinission within a week’s time, whereafter a decision would be taken in

ias would be informed of the same.

wem No. 40 To consider grant of permission for construction/widening
of bridge at Km.1/800 on Chena Creek/Laxmi River received
1 Maharashira State Road Development Corporation.

. Advisor, Maharashtra State Road Development Corporation

rief. He informed that that the proposal of wideningsgf the bridgn at
S’iﬁ‘te Road

wavalopment Corperation. He informed that the construction part i.e. pillars of the bridge

L 1EU0 on Chena Creekf/laoami River has been entrusted to Maharashira

iy Tall in tidal water and therefore falls in CRZ-I category. He further informed that by
viiue of an amendinent to the original CRZ Notification i.e. amendment ¢t.9.7.1897
widening/construction of the project has been classified as permissible activity. It was further
sunmilled that since the project cost is less than rupees 5 crores (Rs.2.42 crores) the

aciivilies van be jermitted by the State Govt. It was, therefore, requested that necessary

= granied for construction/widening of the Chena bridge.
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or was discussed by the Authority and it was decided to grant permission as

Shanilatit. -
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tem No. 5 Proposal for redev ment of slum properties bearir{g Nos. 3C(pD),
3T (pt) of Vil nd 195 (pY of village Andheri under sium

rnew Sangamner CHS Lid., and

kata Co.Op. Hsg. Saciety Lid.

i Mahendra M. Chheda, Director - and Shri P.S. Subramanian represented

ankh Properties Pvilid. The matter was explained to the members. The

e ™

Developer & R D sites relied upon a study conducted by ‘Centre for Earth Science’
Thuruvikkal Tri umcmm an approved agency of MoEF, Govt. of india. The Agency has

certified that the proposed sites are outside the CRZ. The plots according o the developers

developad {o rehabilitate sium. dwellers, As per the scheme approved by

governiment authority 50% of developed area has to be given to slum dwellers socisty and

> be sold in the market to recover the cost of proiect.

he representative of the said Company informed that for want of proper guidance

the Urban Development Depit. they have suffered a lot and as per the advice given by

. Govl. ¢f India they had appointed ‘Centre for Space Earth’ for getting the status

1@ Authority to allow them to continue the cons;‘.;g'uciion work and

2.19e1,

LD“

dated 19

of due duliberation it was decided to visit both the sites on 28th July, 2001.

a playground in 8.No.161 of village Versova
ai "’iun;c;pat Corporation area in CRZ-| category -
o from M/s w’}an_;a.a Charitable Trust, Mumbaz
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saring No.TPB-Z’UGD/SZICR-HVZDODIUD12 dated 4.7.2001 addressed to the
, MCZMA by the Section Officer. Urban Development Depit., Govt. of

igwith lotter dated 26.6.2001 from the MoEF, Govt. of India was taken on _

record, I view of the permission grantaed by the MoEF, Govt. of india allowing the use of

dng permanent structure on it), the proposal was

Pyt g
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Urban Development Depit., Government of

S PSR RS, e L Y P e
it MeSung - arminated wit] a vols of thanks to the Chair.




