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Minutes of the 59" Meeting of Maharashtra Coastal Zone Management Authority
(MCZMA) held under Chairmanship of Secretary (Environment) on
14" January 2010 at Mantralaya, Mumbai

List of the members present at the meeting is enclosed as Annexure-l,

Frincipal Secretary, Urban Developmen Department, Mantraleya:, Principal
Secretary (Fisheries), Agriculiure & ADF Depariment, Mantralaya;, Additional Chief
Secretary (Revenue), Mantralaya; Municipal Commissioner, Municipa! Corporation of
Greater Mumbai; President (Vanarai Pratishthan); Dr. (Mrs.) Leela J. Bhosale (Botanist),
Dr. 8 B. Chaphekar (Botanist) ana Dr. S. K. Gupta, Department of CESE, |IT, Powai,
Mumbai could not attend the meeting. The meeling was adjourned for 30 minutes for
Quorum

Item No. 1: Confirmation of the minutes of the 58" meeting of the Maharashtra Coastal
Zone Management Authority held on 47 December 2009

The minales of the 58" meeting of the Maharashtra Coastal Zone Management

Authority were confirmed by the Authorty without any modifications, It was unanimously

agreed to introduce '‘Coastal Conservation Fund’ and all the applications placed befare
this meeting of the Authonty and onwards shall be charged as below:

[nvestment cost Charges
Upto Re. 1 crome; Rz, 50,000/
Re 1 1o 5 crores; Rs. 1 Lash
Rz & 1o 50 crores:. Rz, Z Lakh
i Rs. 50 crores onwards : Rs. 5 Lakh

Mecessary office orders will be issued by the Chairman of the Authosity

separately, :n this regard.
ltem Neg. 2: Action taken on the decision taken in the 58" meeting of the Maharashtra

Coastal Zone Management Authority held on 4" December 2009
Fo ow-up actiong in respect of decisions taken n the previous meeting of the

Jlsi—
=

Authorty were nated,
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Item No. 3(a): Regarding considered reclassification proposals in Khardanda Region,
Mumbai (forwarded by MCZMA) in 18™ meeting of NCZMA held on 15"
September 2009
ltem No. 3(b): Regarding considered propesal for ‘deletion of plot bearing CTS No
185(pt) of Vilage Andheri, Mumbai for Mis. Vaidehi Akash Housing Pwt
Ltd in KAWest Ward" (forwarded by MCZMA) in 187 meeting of NCZMA
held on 15" September 2009
The matters {a) and (b) were placed before the Authority for consideration as per
the directions of NCZMA, Authority noted that, as NCZMA agreed to consider the
setback lne of 150 meters for the creek earlier and the same is mentioned in the reports
of NID, Goa, MCZMA directed MCGM to draw CRZ boundary sethack line of 150 meters
fram HTL of creek, as approved by NCZMA, for the area abutting the creek as per the
limits of the survey carried out by authorized agency. However, retaining the original 500
meter satback line of HTL of sea, MCGM prepared and submitted CRZ setback line
arounda the creek depicting CTS No. falling in 500 meter setback |ine of sea, 150 meter
setback (Ine of creek, CTS No. partially affected by CRZ set back line etc. MCZMA also
noted the presence of sparse mangroves at the mouth of creek. Considering the
sensdivity of the area, MCZMA decided to consider stringen! setback line of 150 meters
around the creek area
The status of the survey numbers from the area on which redevelopment
proposed and recommended by MCZMA to MoEF and NCZMA considering the 150
meter setback line is as given below:

CTS No/ in CRZ-I {150 m setback InnonCRZ '
Plot No. line): Partly/ Completely i
BIB2E, GHE4A(PY) & G/164B G644 (pt) G/B2E & G/1B4B
- GIG24/3 - | Gi524/3
B2 | - E/2
GIB1T ' . | GIg17
C/86-18 - | Cre6-18
Cl406(pt) & C/628 - | Gr40B{ot) & G/628
"GIB1E - | GI616 |

Authority aiso noted that almost all CTS No. under the area beyond 150 meters
selback line of creek are developed MCZMA slso felt that, plots other than above and
as shown in the CRZ of creek area setback line, partially affected by CRZ of creeklet
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s2toack «re ana orginally affected by 500 meter CRZ setback line of sea should be
var fied oy MCZNA on case to case basis as per the decision given by NCZMAS MoEF in
ear.er case n the year 2003 and should be regulated by CRZ Notification, 1981
agprapriatey subect to the approval of MoEF. All CTS Nos. are shown on the attached
Ceve opmant Pan

Adinonty after discussion decided to recommend the matter to MoEF/ NCZMA
for further appropriate decision and acceptance as above.
item No. 3(b): Adthority noted that MoEF and NCZMA on the basis of court directions
cons.derec the proposal of deletion of the CTS No. 195(pt) of Vilage Andheri from CRZ
area in s 18" meeting held on 15.089.2009 and directed MCZMA that “since
damarcalion by both autrorized agencies viz. NIO and CESS apparently confirms that
the plot fallz peyend S00 m from HTL MCZMA may consider the above HTL
demarcation for ‘e entire area in light of other relevant maps and documents and if so
cinc.uded proposa, o delete the plot from the purview of CRZ and send a
camprehansive pan and proposal for the area to NCZMA™ As per these directions,
WCZNMA drected Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai to compare the surveys
tarred au. by CZ33, Thiruvananthapuram and NIO, Goa for Plot No. 185(pt) and inform
the siatus of the piol with regards to CRZ as per setback line shown by CESS/ NIO
surveyed for the said plot areas. Authority noted that corporation vide letter dated
12.21 2070 zent a report along with Development Plan superimposed on setback line
snawn by CESS and NIC with conclusion that said plot now can be deleted from CRZ
pount of vew Authonty also noted that Corporation has also shown CTS No./ Plot No, on
the Developmen: Pian indicating their status |.e. affected by CRZ, partially affected by
CRE and beyond the setback |ine of CESS and NIC from the ares.

Adter de. ceration and discussions authority decided o accept and recommend
deleton ol the pot number 195(pt) of Village Andhen for Mis. Vaidenl Akash Housing
Byl g from CRZ point of view as directed by NCZMA and shown by MCGM on
Ceveopment P.an sheet as per CESS/ NIQ survey and communicate the same,

Autherity decided to recommend the Development Plan sheets with
sdpermposed TESS! NIO sstback lines and HTL indicating CTS No. from the area
sarveyed 10 NCZMA for further necessary action. Authority aiso noted that, survey
camed ow oy MO and CESS is limited to the area of plots surveyed l.e. for Mis. Ruchita
Ceveopers and M's Vawehi Akash Housing Pwt. Ltd. HTL in the area is not inear and
uniform along ine surveyed area, It is also noted that mangroves along the backwater/
cresk and irla nalla is not reflected in the map submitted by Corporation. Hence, area
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resurveyed by CESS and NIO can only be recommended to NCZMA for acceptance anc
necessary change. However, authority also decided that considering the sensitivity of
the area other piots affectec by CRZ, partially affected by CRZ/ Non-CRZ be verified by
authorized agency and MCZMA at the time of development from CRZ point of view, on
case to case basis, if approved by MoEF

ltem No. 4: Regarding the development in CRZ-I! areas of Alibag District- Raigad.

1)

2}

3)

Authority considered the issue and after discussion noted the following.
There are complaints of viclation of CRZ norms while developing the plots in
Rudral & wrban areas.
Authority noted that most of the Municipal councils are having Coastal Zene
Management Plan in the scale of 1:5000 showing all the CTS numbers on it
along with land use indications
Authority noted that there are court cases in the Raigad District for alleged
vioations of CRZ norms. In one case court has directed District Collector to carry
out survey of Alibag area Collector survey reported violations of CRZ norms.
Authority after deliberation decided fo direct all Municipal Councils!
Corporatone Collecter & Town Planning authorities as follows:
The area uple 200 m from the HTL is "No Development Zone”, hence no
construction shall be permitted within this zone except for repairs in authorized
structures and activities such as agrculture, hodicultures, Gardens, Pastures,
FParks, Playlield ana forestry.
The activties may be permitted such as Construction of dispensanes, schools,
public rain shefters. community toilets, bridges, roaas. Facilities for water supply,
drainage, sewerage; which are reguired for the local inhabitants may be
permitted, on & case 1o case basis, by the Central Government or Coastal Zone
Management Autharity constituted for the State. Construction of units or ancillary
thereto for domeshc sewage treatment and dispesal shall be permissible
notwithsianding anything contained in sub-paragraph (iv) of paragraph Z of e
not.fication
With prior approval of MoEF, New Delhi, Development of vacant plots can be
permitted between 200 to 500 m from HTL m CRZ-III areas for Construction of
noted beach resort for temporary occupation of tourists/ visitors subject to the
conditions as stipulated in the guidelines at Annexure-l|

J
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Constructon reconstruction of dweling units between 200 to 500 m from HTL
cor be perm.tted se long it iz within the amblt of traditional rights and customary
wses such as existng fizhing villages and Gacthons.

Permizson for the said construction/ reconstruction between 200 to S00 m from
HT. win b2 subject to the condition that the total no. of dwelling units shall not be
more than wce the number of existing units, otal covered area on all floors shall
not excesd 33% of the plot size, the overall height of construction shall not
excesd 9 meters and construction shall not be more than 2 floors ground floor
pius one {oor

Constructon 15 also allowed for the permissible activities under the nobfications
inc.uding faciities essential for agriculture and allied operations such as
agricuture research, agricultural education, dairy farms, cattle raising, nurseries,
farsstry etc. and horticultures, Gardens, Pastures, Parks, Playfield, forestry and
cther sucn activilies.

Pearm'ss en can alzo be given for construction of public rain shelters, community
tonots, waler supp y, drainage, sewerage, roads and bridges. The construction of
schools and dispensaries, for local inhabitants of the area may be permitted for
thoee parchayats the major part of which falls within CRZ if no other area is
av:.able far construction of such facilities.

Reconstruction / aterations of an existing authorized building permitted subject to
{7} 'e i) of Notification

As ner the CRZ Natification, 1991 {(amended time to time) the proposals having
cost mare than Rs. 5 Crores will be sent to MoEF for prier permission, and the
proposais with investment ‘ess than Rs 5 crores should required permission of
MCZMA

'3 To mane tne process people fiendly, transparent, fast and for speedy disposal of

casee WMunicpal Councits & Corporations having CZMP in the scale of 1:5000
should suomit e proposal before State Gowernment for permission (o
reconstruct! redevelopment and allerations and new constructions directly

1+ Monicpal Councils can send applications through emall also

2o Acze'stant Director Town Planning or Collecter of the concerned area can send

proposals from rural areas (other than municipal Councils and Corporations) to
State Covernment / Autnority for processing the proposals from CRZ point of
view

. e
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13. Permigsion for Repair and strengthen of the existing authorized structures of
prior to 19.2.1891 can be permitted by municipal Commissioner or Chief O icer
for Urban local badies since notifications is silent on the issue.

4 As per the approval condition to CZMP of Maharashira No Development Zones
in CRZ areas of Municipal Council or rural areas shall be considered as CRZ-II.
However, activities permissible in no development Zone as per DCR existing in
impiementation on 19.2.1991 will be permissible.

15 Ag per the powers delegated to District Collector under Environment {Pratection)
Act. 1988 for taking cognizance, District Collecter iz empowered to act upon all
vioiations of provisions of CRZ Notification of 19.02.1891 notified under
Env'renment {Prn':ect:un} Act and can take necessary measures to remove
encroacnment, if any, in CRZ areas and mangroves including matters related to
the restoration.

item No. 5: Regarding CRZ clearance for proposed establishment of car depots at
Charkop and Mankhurd along with alignment of 32 km through Mahim
Creek, Mithi River and Vakela Nalla, Mumbai under Mumbal Metro Rail
Project by MMRDA

Offcer of the MMRDA reguested to recommend the proposal to MoEF again
cons dering the benefitz of implamenting the Metro Project: the necessity of the project
for public at arge in reducing the burden of traffic and minimize the pollution. Authority
after dscuss.on noted that project was already recommended to MoEF for clearancs in
the 587 meeting of MCZMA. It was also noted that MoEF Expert team visited the
proposed site.

He nformed that the Charkop-Bandra-Mankhure Corridor is second corridor
providing North-South and West-East connectivity in Greater Mumbai covering length of
31871 km Government of Maharashtra has accorded approval for the projects vide GR
Mo, MRD-33061 2294 /CR-72 JUD-7 dated 14" November 2006. Mumbai Metrapalitan
Region Developrent Authority is the implementing agency for the project. It consists of
27 statons. As per the traffic forecast, daily boarding will be 12.75 Lakhs, 18.77 Lakhs
angd £2.1% Lakhz ‘n the years 2011, 2021 and 2031 respectively. This project is being
impemented on BOT/ PPP basis. Govt. of India has already sccorded approval for Rs.
1532 crores as viability gap funding for this project. Two maintenance depots are
propesed al Charkop and Mankhurd with area reguirement of 19,89 Ha and 24 Ha partly
m CRZ-L 1, Wl ond No CRZ areas These depots sre crucial for the operation and

e
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maintenance of rakes which include stabling fines, inspection shad, heavy repair &
maintenance workshop, minor repairs, cleaning of rolling stock, operational & functional
safety requirements, ancillary buildings, operational control center, power supply,
distribut.on, water supplies drainage, sewerage etc. Authorily noted the vast benefits of
the project to deconges! heavily crowded roads of Mumbal and also noted the non-
feasibilty of 8 Mo. of alternate locations analyzed by MMRDA and dellberated in
Manarashtra Coastal Zone Management Authority in ite 497 Meeting held on
24022008 517 meeting held on 24.04.2009, 56" meeting on 24.08.08. MCZMA also
noted the minutes of 78" and 82™ meeting of EAC, MoEF, Gol, New Delhi,

The Additional Metropolitan Commissioner, MMRDA further informed that on
2212 2009 EAC members visited the Charkop Car Depot site and officlals of MMRDA
explained the site constraints, which were appreciated by them. MMRDA has agreed to
the following suggestions of EAC members:

1. Depeot layout to be designed on stilt keeping sufficient clearance below
the tracks for mangroves growth,

2. PFier lpcations! spacing to be adjusted such that either Mil ar minimum
destruction of mangroves will be effected. Compensatory afforestation
proposal to be submitled. Mangrove area to be clearly marked in the
depot layout,

ok
.

Effiuent generations activities workshops etc. will be relocated in Non
CRZ area,
<4, Adeguate care to be taken for natural flow of water in nallas considering
fugh tide to avord floading in near by areas during monsoon.

He also nformed that, copy of Depot [ayout plan, Google map and mangrove
map were given (o EAC members duning the site visit

Considering the vast benefits of implementing the Metro Project, the necessity of
the project for public at large in reducing the burden on traffic and minimizing the
pollut'on and technical difficulties explained by Project Authority to relocate the depot to
other locatons, MCZMA after deliberations decwded to once sgain recommend the
provect strangly and clearly to MoEF for CRZ clearance with the following conditions:

1. Authonty suggested that feasibifity of developing proposed car depots on stilte
may be cariad oul o minimize the damage to the mangroves and effluent
generation activities and workshop activities, etc., should be reloceted in non-
CRZ areas to avoid coastal poilution.
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2. Authority also noted that mangroves area of the proposed activity is affected by
order of Hon. High Court of Mumbai in case of W.P. No, 3246/ 2004 and 87/
2008 and hence, permission of the same should be obtained through Notice of
Motion prior to the commencement of the wark on ground.

3. Proposed site also appears to be affected oy declared mangroves forest and
perrmission of Forest Department will be needed.

4 Compensatory mangroves plantation, if approved by MoEF, should be carried
oul a5 per proposed ecological and conservation zone developed by MMRDA at
Manon, Goral, Uttan region before implementation of the project.

5. MMRDA should nat carry out any reclamation of land for the proposed activity
since it s prohibited actvity as per CRZ Notification, 1991 and all activities in the
Proposed project should be as per the provisions of CRZ Notification, 1957
amended lime o time.

. Proper rehapilitation of the project affected people should be done as per
approved policy of Gowt of Maharashtra,

Item No. 6: Construction of proposed Dombival-Mumbrs Road
Matter was considered by the authority and directed officer of the MMRDA o
submit detalls acditonal information, as it was not avaitable with him before the next

meeting. List of the required infarmation was given to him Authority decided to gefer the
matter

Item No. 7: Regarding application for permizsion to set up an Agricultural Research and
Education Centre at Vengurla, submitted through Chief Officer, Vengurla
Mun.cipal Council, Vengurla
Proposal was considered by the Authority and after discussion Authority noted
the following:

1 As per the proposal suomitted by Chief Officer, Venguria Municipal Coungl, the
awners of the land Mr. Prashantkumar G. Tewari and Ms. Leena Gandhi Tewari
proposed to set up an Agricultural Research Centre st Vengurla on CTS No. 72
The proposed area under consideration s 67330 gq. mirs. and it Is in the
Municipal Limits of Venguria Town. Fresently as per 7/12 extract land is used
for agriculture. As per the report of Chief Officer, Vengurfa Municipal Council this
area is underdeve oped and relatively undisturbed except for one Light House of

i
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Gooernmant of India Further, it does not have Infrastructure facilities, such as
water supply, toad, drainage and sewage mains

Az per the Development Plan of Vengurla sanctionad in the year 1976, i.e_ in
foroe or aror to 19.02.1881 the proposed area falls under No Development
Za-e. Tre activites proposed to be caried out on the CTS under consideration
fa = wir.n the permitted activities in No Development Zone.

Wi nuy fo gw ng 2griculture related activities are proposed

'a) Piantation of mango, coconut, cashew and other frut bearing plants ernamental

=
4

garden, Sreen house, nursery on the whole agricultural fang along with
ree gence and guest house for scientists,

Rooms far warkers and storage room for agricditural products and toois
Perm'sst [ty as per D C. Rules existing and in implementation on 19.2 1991
The act vies proposed under the Agricultural Research and Education Center
fa.5 wiks re permitted activities under Development Control Rules applicable
ta 9° elass Municpal Councils and which was existing prior to 18.2.1991. The
permitted activites in No Development Zone as per OCR are as under
“Ary Jza or developrment of land connected with the carrying out of agricuftural
arc al.ec operations including norticulture, poultry keeping, dairy farms, cattie
ra’=ng, 2 ggenes, agricultural research and agricuttural education.”

Goyermment of Inda vide letter dated 27091896 and 19" January, 2000
aprroves the Coastal Zone Management Plan of Maharashira. As per the
censition No 13 of the same, “the area within the Municipal Limits which have
peen class fied under Mo Development Zone! Green Zone are classified as CRZ-
.l Therefore as per the report of Chief Officer, Venguria, Survey Nos, under
coredernten & in No Development Zone and hence falls in CRZ-|Il as per the
Consta, Zone Management Plan of Maharashtra approved by Government of
ing 5

As per the Annexure-i of CRZ Notification of MoEF dated 19.02.1991, "Arcas
tha are relgtyely undisturbed and those which do not belong to either Category-|
ar . 28 et ned in the Notification. these will include coastal zone in the rural ares
{deve oped and undeveloped) and alse areas within Municipal limits or in other
legay designated urban areas which are not substantially built up are
core'dered ag CRZ-11" As per the above survey numbers under consideration
are n CRZ-I, and not in CRZ-II,

s
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7 Preposes survey nos under consideration are in between 200 te 500 m of CRZ-

Il area  As per the Rule (il) of Annexure-| for CRZ-lI| areas of the CRZ
Noticaten, 1991, construction is allowed for permissible activities for traditional
rgnis such &% agroulure and allied activities. Proposed activities in the instant
ease nvave plantation of coconut, mango, cashew and other fruits with irrigation
system. The Agricultural Research Centre invelves construction of laboratories,
storage facilty for agricultural products and teols, greenhouse and nursery
guestho.=e for agr.oultural scientists and horticulturists,

% Snce @ proposed activities are tradiional rights of the local farmers and also
permiss o'e 11 DCR which was existing on 19.2.1291 and also allowed as per the
No Deveopment Zone as per the Developrment Plan prior to 1921991, These
act vtes are also allowed in between 200 meter to 500 meter of CRZ-ll areas as
per CRZ Notification,

8. Proposa. nvolves nvestment less than Rss. 5.00 Crores  As per the Rule 3(2)(v)
of TRZ “otf eation activities involving investment of less than five crore rupees
sh7. be regu ated by the concerned authorities at the State,

Considering the above, Authority after deliberation decided to accord clearance
from CRZ point of view for the proposed agricuitural and allied activities subject to the
folow g condtons

(N Agrcuture land use wil only be alowed and no change in land use

alowed
(2 A. agriculture related activities viz. plantation of horiculture plans. Green
reoase. Mursery and infrastructure for agriculture research centre should
be carried out as per Development Plan and D.C. Rules which were
exsting and in implementation as on 18.2.1991

{3 F&, of 032 wil only be allowed for construction of infrastructure and
Gues! house, rooms ete related to and essential for agricultural research
ard alied activiies permissinle as per Development Control Rules in the
area in between 200 m to 500 m of CRZ

{4) “a other commercial and Industrial use will be permitted on the survey

r.mbar under considerations.

(5: Mo Development will be allowed In between HTL to 200 meter of CRZ

area Cwner should not develop or use this area for any purpose without
cermission of MCZMA. Change in natural landscape will not be allowed.

e
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{5 Tre clearance granted shall be valid for a period of five years for the
commencement of the construction or operation.

tem No. 5! Ragardang CRZ clearance for proposed Ship Buikding and 3hip Repair

Project at Vilage Kurul, Taluka Alibag, District Raigad by M/s. Konkan
Barge Builders Pvi. Ltd
Awsority considered the project and as per the presentation Authority noted the

fo. o ng:

3
1

el

LR ]

L

The proposed proiect consisting of Ship Repair and Ship Building facility will
compnge of falow.ng:
- s¥= berhy jetty of size 160 m X 12 m berthing facilities for ships visiling
tn=> base for repairs,
A sipway of length 185 m X 20 m with declivity of 1 in 15 is considered
far the ships ervisaged far repairs
vworkshops to support the ship repair works.
Sha2s o' = 100 m length shall berth for repairing. There will be provision of
ci, 'able storage space for ship repair stores and warehousing for materials. POL
storage il be undertaken in underground cylindrical steel tanks, The ship repair
fac ty i have ship repair slipway and wetl berih. The wet berth will have
fo.owing faclities pipe shop, fiting & machine shop, electrical shop, painting
store, Tac ity for maintenance and fire safety, office block.
Th= shp suliding facility will be comprised of following: steel stock yard, steel
preaaration bay, piate forming, shed of fabrication, unit assembly area, ship
bu ging = pway, wet berth, store blocks, amenity block, office block, QA & outfil
contro. ot ce
Fo zw ng mechan cal handling equipments will be Lsed far the proposed project:
G iry erane, tyre mogntad crane, mobile crane, forkift trucks ete
As per e sLbmitted application, total investment cost for the proposed project g
Re 56 crores
The propesed project site admeasuring about 8.5 acres is located at Village
Kirw!, Tauka Alibag, District Raigad, which is located 1.5-2 km from the open
ser Mis Konkan Barge Builders Pyt Lid. has planned to set up a Ship Repair
and Sh'p Building facity at the said location. This is an expans.on and
mezermization of existing similar fagility. The site was established as Shipyard in
the year 1975 aong the MNagaon Creek at Kurul Village near Alibag, Few

M
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bu. d.ngs nave been constructed along the creek in the first phase and theres s
alsc a s pway Nne barges were constructed and commissioned here for
Mazgaon Shpyard Pvt Ltd. Later due to some problems the yard was inactive
for 2 wh 2 Now it s proposed to revive and expand this Shipyard, Maharashtra
Ma-time Soard (MMB) has given parmission for the revival of the yard.

7. The gva able plot area neads to be augmented by reclaiming about B200 sq. m.
on the watarfront in order to accommodate the proposed facilities. There will be
2.2 m dredging ad acert to the extended waterfron:.

3 As per tne survey report of NIO, Goa for the propesed praject site, the proposed
ianc facites area s bounded by compound wall with some permanent
structures. Very sparse mangroves are noticed between HTL and LTL In
procosed zrea, On either side of the proposed area, mangroves of about 30 em
e aht were noticed over most of the area. The area proposed for Shipyard in the
cresk s not having any mangrove patches.

8 As per the CRZ Notification, 1991 (amended fram time to time), expansion of
porl N@roors, construction of jetty, wharves, quays, slipways are permissible in
CRZ areas except in CRZ-! (i) area

1L The activ ties dractly related to waterfront or directly needing faresnhore faclties
are permissible as per the CRZ Notification, 1991, As per the clause No. 3 (1) of
the CRZ wotfication: “Clearance shall be giver for any activity within the Coastal
Reguaton Zone only if it requires waterfront and foreshore facilities”

As ihe avestment cost is more than Re. § crores, prior permission of MoEF will
o2 required for the proposed project. After deliberations. Authority  decided to
recommend the oroposal lo MoEF for funther necesszary action subject to the foliowing
candhon
\8) No mangroves shall be cut during construction and operation phase of
the proposed project. It should not viclate order of Hon, High Court of
Wwmbal given n case of W.P. 3246/ 2004

ltem No. % Regard ng CRZ permission for the proposed reconstruction of existing “A”
category cessed bulding on plot bearing CS No. 8/593 Malabar Hil

Svzior Laxmibai Jagmehan Marg
The matier was placed before the Authonty. Authority noted that, NOC from CRZ
pont of view had been granted for this proposal {comprising of bullding with Stilt + 8
wpper floors for residentiz| purpose) earlier as the investment cost was less than Rs. 5

o s
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o'etes. Hooever as per the revised plan, the proposed residential building is proposed
witn Sround + 30 upper fioors including parking and refuge floars. Authority also noted
L the rev sed nvesiment cost for the new proposal is more than Rs. 5 crores.
As the cost of the proposed construction is more than Rs. 5 crores, Authority
dec cad to recormend the case to MoEF subject to the following conditions
' Constructicn should be carried out strictly as per the Development
Control Rules, 1867, provisions of CRZ Notffication, 19.02.1991
VAmended tme to time) and guidelines/ clarifications given by MoEF time
tc Lme,
2. Tne permiesiblity of FS| should be as per the provisions of Development
Control Ru.es, 1967,

£

FoS permussiblity for the amenities like car parking, staircase, refuge
fcors lift, Ift lobby, swimming pocl ele. should be strictly as per provisions
of DCR 1987 only,

4. Proect Proponent should obtain prier permission of Heritage
Conservation Committee for the proposed reconstruction

LA

Proect Proponent should obtain prior permission of the High Rise
Committee for the propozed reconstruction

liem Ne., ~0: Regarding CRZ permission for the proposed reconstruction of existing
tuleng on land bearing CTS No. C/571, Plot No. 160, Vilage Bandra,
Perry Road, Bandra (West)
The matter was placed before the Authority. Authority noted that, as per the
5.0 tieo cpphcation, the investment cost of the propused project was shown as iess
inan Ra £ crores Howevar, on the verification of submitted Development Agreemeant by
wriar Jde.eopment Department, it was observeg that the investment cost of the
prozceRd arpec is more than Rs. 5 crores. Authority also noted that, as per the
w3 Tootor reper goven by MCGM, the investment cost of the proposed reconstruction is
mare tan s, £ zrores
As the cost of the proposed construction is more than Rs. 5 crores, Authority
G22 2322 1T 2coTmeng the case to MoEF subject to the following conditons:
*  Constructicn should be carred out strictly as per the Development
Control Rules, 1967, provisions of CRZ Notification, 19.02.18391
{Amended time (o ime} and guidelines/ clarifications given by MoEF time

to time.
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2. Tne permizsibility of FS! should be as per the provisions of Development
Contral Rules, 1987

3. T=e amenties ke lift, staircase, balcony etc. should not be free of FSI as
per DCR 1967

ltem Mo, 40 C2 sstruction of Tempaorary Transit Camp for the SRA project approved by
WicZF on land bearing CTS No. A/7%1 (Part) of Mahim-Bandra Reclamation
Area, Bandra (W)
The matter was placed before the Authority, Authority noted that-

1. M= Om Metals Consortium has submitted proposal for construction of
temporary transit camp for the project approved by MoEF and recommended by
MCZMA namely regarding Slum Rehabilitation scheme on land bearing CTS No
ATR1(PL ; of Mahim-Bandra Reclamation Area, Bandra (W), Mumbai,

2. MoZF has ssued CRZ clearance for said SRA scheme and MHADA transit camp
at T3 N2 AT91 {pt) at Bandra Reclamation Area, Bandra (W}, Mumbai, by Mz,
Om Meta.s Consortium, vide letter no, 11-102/2008-14-/1|, dated 23" July 2009,
AS per ‘ne letter submitted by SRA, MHADA is implementing the Slum
Rerapiiizton Scheme and Mis Om Melals has been awarded the tender for the
same.

4. In the letter SRA also mentioned that in order to implement the scheme it is
nezessary ic gve temporary transit accommodation in the location near the
screme sie Therefore, MHADA has allotted the land opposite 1o the project side
for the construction of temporary transit camp

Lad

& The allotted anad for the construction of the temporary ransit camp falls under
CRZ-| 2rea as per the approved CZMP and by submitted mape it is found that
the and .5 situates on the seaward side of the existing road,

S As per ine letter of SRA and MHADA the cost of construction of this temporary

transit camp s lass than R2. 5 crores

Frcponert also mentioned that the said temporary construction will be removed

at .neir cost and the land will be brought in onginal form and handed over to

MHADA after completon of SR scheme

ARer discussion, Authority decided to allow the temporary construction of transit
CAITR Sub, et to the following conditions.

=l

1. Ne RCC work to be carred out for temporary transit camp.

-
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¢ Prozanert shall remove all temporary transit camp structures after completion of
ihe fenel component and shall deposit Rs. 1 Lakh towards guarantee for the
sar-e (o e MCZMA. f Project Progonent fails to remove the structures after two
yeers gepzosit with MCZIMA will te forfeited and action will be laken as per
Er. ronment (Protection) Act, 1988

Jrooes rehab 2 completed and lemporary transit camp is removed,

L

commentement certf.cate for sale component should not be given by Flanning
ALtnority

liemy Ne. * 2 Seconstruct on of building on plot bearing CTS No. 897, Piot No. A/2, Juhu
Tara Road, Vikage Juhu, Vile-Parle {West}, Mumbai with increase in the
cost of the praject
The matsr was placed before the Authority. Authority notea thal, as per the
aoproved CZWP, the lang under reference is in CRZ-1l area and is siluated on the
seaward s ce of the sanclioned DP road and on the landward side of authorized existing
s.rwciure pror to 18991, Authority also noted that, as per the MCCGM report the existing
Bd.d 12 & zonsiructed before 1991 and the structures present between the sea and the
exstng b..dng are also authorized & prior to 1981, Authority further noted that,
consdernng ihe earlier cost which was less than Rs. 5 crores, the permission 10 the
prosct was given by MCZMA as per powers delegated 1o 8, subject to condition that, the
ryes'men, of 1h= proect should be resxamined by MCGM and Urban Development
wepatmert. On the reexamination by MCGM, it was found that the investment cost of
tne propasad proect is more than R, 5 crores.
As the cost of the proposed construction is more than Re. § crores, Authority
decd=2d to recov mend the case to MoEF subject 1o the following conditions
t. Construction should be carried oul strictly as per the Development
Control Ruales, 1967, provisions of CRZ Notification, 19021891
(Amended tme to time) and guidelines! clarifications given by MoEF tima

Y3 Hme

%)

T=e permissibility of FS| should be as per the provizicns of Development
Control Rues, 1967.

2. Tre provision of proposed [ift sheuld be as per the Development Control
FL as, 1957 ard policy decision taken by MCZMA for the same.

/s
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ltem No. ©3: Regarding NOC for erection of two hoarding structures in Plot No. G249,

ness Skywalk, Mext to Nandadeep Garden, Kalanagar, Bandra (East)
Mu:":ba = ‘-Jl:”: D51

The matter was placed before the Authority. After consideration, Authority noted

the foilowing

o4

Prcoretor Mis. P.B Enterprise hasz applied for CRZ Permission 1o erect two
hez-dine structures in piot No.§29, near Skywalk, next to Nandadeep Garden
Ka.anagar, Bandrs East, Mumbai-400051,
The Mun cpal Corporation of Greater Mumbai vide letter dated 8.12 2008 has
already gwen No Objection to erect and display of iluminated advertisement
hasrdinge as per geta s given below
Suoect matter of Advertisement | Cine or Commercial
Site i In the Open Plot Mo 629, Near
Skywalk, next to Nandadeep
Garden, Kala Nagar, Bandra (East),
Mumbai-400051.
Fac'ng Facing Traffic coming from Dharav to
Santacruz & Santacruz o Mahim
respectively. m
Measarement admyg, 40 X 40" each (V" shape)
Mature of Advertisement Numinated Advt. Hoardings
As zer ‘ra report of Mumbai Metropolitan Region Development Authority vide
letiar deted 15" December, 2008 the said area is abutting the Nandadeep
Garden and at the vacant plot No. 629 near Skywalk. Around 6 sg.ft. ares is
regured o erect the hoarding  The proposed site is owards the landward side of
the exs g PW.O Quarters on the same plot. As per the MMRDA, which is
Plasning Adtharity, the area of the plot under consideration is in CRZ-| abutting
the area of open space of Nandadeep Garden
Total investment in the proposed activity is Rs. 12,08,000/- The hoarding will be
ereied lemporary for the period of 3 years. After expiry of this period Project
Propanent has to remove these hoardings as per the special conditions of No
Ob ection Certificate of the Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai
Since the cost of the proposed activity is less than Rs. 5 crores and the activity is

mab nomongrowes and mengroves buffer zome, Authorty decided to accord CRZ
cearance ‘or the proposed sctivity for the period of 3 years only
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iem Mo, “4: Proposal for the construction of Sewage Treatment Plant & Pumping
Siat on by the Mira-Bhayander Municipal Corporation
L, Enceer of Mira-Bhayander Municipal Corporation presented the proposal
before the Author ly and Authonty noted the following:

1. M ri-Broyander Muncipa! Corporation has proposed to construct STP &
PLzang =taton a8t Bunvey No. 233, Ghodbandar on area aumle_rasunng 8295 ag
m
2 Cogacty of the proposed STP is menboned as 9 MLD, The land under reference

fa ~ uncer Residential Zone and not reserved for any purpose & situated at the

@ms waic sige of the DP road according to Develapment Plan of Mirabhayendar

WMo cpal Corporation which was appraved in 1997
3, As per the approved CZMP, Most of the area falls in CRZ-l and it abutts CRZ-

(1) nrea As per the Valuation report submitted with application the cost of the

preect s Rs, 361,824,370 and mentioned that the land cost is not included

becouse the and s .0 possession of the State Gowt |, which 15 being transferrad
for the proposed construction.
& A= ser e CRE Notfication 1991 (amended time to time) CRZ-11:
i, ~ onscuetion ol dispensaries, schools. public rin shelters, community toilets,
aridges. roaos and provision ol tacilities for water supply. drainare, sewerage

waich are requirgd for the local inhabitanis may be permitied, on a case 10
case pass by the Cenrral Government or Coastal Zone Manapement
At ity const tuled for the State/Union Territory.,
Groved that construetion of units or ancillasy thergto lor domestic sewage
dreattiem and disposal shall be  permissible  notwithstanding  anything
contuined in sub-paragraph {iv) of paragraph 2 of this notifleation. {amended
on 21" Muy 2002)

Az e DCR V96T s aiso applicable to Mira-Bhayander Murmicipal Corporation,

he' oe ascording (o DCR 1967 clause 7 (xv) permissible activities are.

LM

“Poice Station. Telephone Exchanges, Govermnment & Municipal Sub Offices,
Postal & Telegmph Offices. Brunch offices of Banks, Eleciric Sub-stations,

ire Siations, Pumping Stations & Sewage disposal Works & Water Supply

drstianddions inciuding its ancillary structures.”

Alter de cerations, considering the land cost, the investment of the proposed
proect & ess than Rs 5 crores, Authormty decided to accord CRZ clearance fo the

prazased “ Sy ly
- 4 -
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iiem No. "5: Proposal for construction of Entrance Arch at § No. 1, Hisza No. 1, Area
8-22-0 Ha.r Ganapatl Pule, Taluka Ratnagiri by Sarpanch Sansthan Shree
Dev Ganapat Pule

The matler was placed before the Authority. Authority noted that, Ganapati Pule
Sansthan exists prior o 1897 and it is well known religious place, hence for the proper
wentiication anc 1o distingu.sh the path to Sansthan it is necessary to construct the
proposed tnirance Arch, Authority also noted that. as per the approved CZMP the land
wizer “eference falls under CRZ-II| area and situated within 200 m (160 m) from HTL
(o Qevecpment Zone) and the land under reference is situated on the seaward side of
the DF road at distance of 18t

Authority alse noted that, Maharashtra Tourlsm Dewvelopment Corporation
{(MT02) nne aleedy i=suad the NOC to the proposed construction of entrance arch
sJbeCt 10 the condition that it should not create any hurdle o the local transportation
and shouwid be smiar to surrouncing spiritual architect. Authority also noted that Town
Flanners and Lrban Development Department has recommended the proposal
rdcatng that this ia the need of the |local inhabitants and such activities are also
alowed in CRZ — |i area az a basis requirement of the local people living there and for
managament of pigrims.

After deberations, Authority decided to grant permission for the proposed
canstuctcn of Entrance Arch sulyect to the condition mentioned by MTDC and cost of
ihe pro ect 's less than Rs, 5 crofes,

llem No. 75: C3Z Permigsion for construction of proposed ‘Resort’ on Plot bearing CS
Noo T91T, 1823 1928 & 1840, Village Gorai, Taluka Borivali
The proponent presented the case before the Authority, The Authority noted the
falowing:
1 WMi= Esse |nfraprojects Limited has proposed to develap a "Resort’ on the plot
Moo 1877 whieh is affecied by CREZ-1l, However. the proposed aclivity 1s planned
ont e pottion which is in non-CRZ area
2. The matter was considered in the 53 meeting of MCZMA_ During the discussion
in e mesting, Authority neted that the Project Proponent also has an old STP in
Gagthar area which falls in CRZ area. Authority directed the Project Proponent
to eubm t an undertaking to shift this STP in the non-CRZ region, Authority also
directed the Project Proponent to submit the details of water consumption/ water
ba.1nce details of generation and management of wastes during construction
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phese (e 2 debris construciion waste material elc) as well a2 operational phase
(e.c Muncipal Scid VWaste, plastic waste etc.) along with plant design details of
unt . operatons/ processes with details of non-treated and treated water quality
{aczard nc to prescribed discharge standards) for the old as well as new Sewage
Treatment Plant [(STP),

After de iberations Authority decided 1o consider the case in the next Meeting of
MCZMA  subject to the condition that Project Proponent submits all above

L

rtroomat 21 ang commitments ont non-judicial stamp papers.

4. Eor.er the proposed Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) to treat the sewage
gererated from proposed activity is located in CRZ-|Il area with the capacity of
877 = about 480 m*/day Mow as per the directions of the Authority proponent
ka* sutmited a wndertaking, mentoning that the both STP |e. proposed &
ex =ing o | be shitted on Non-CRZ area {Enclosed)

S Around 180 lennes of biodegradable waste is expectad fo be generated from the
procoses activity, nence proponent also submitted the Waste Management Plan
far the proper discosal of the waste, to be generated during construction and
operat'onai phase Total built-up area for the proposed Resort is 1502476 sg. m.
comprang Bazemeant + Ground Floor + 8 Floors. Parking as well as AC plant s
mreasses 0 the Basement, Parking 15 proposed on Ground and 1" floor. Total
in«™atment cost of the preposed project is Rs. 116.76 crores

O

As per the directions of MCZMA in 53™ meeting, proponent has submitted the
following details
3 An undenaking on nen-judicial stamp ensuring the relocation of exsting
ard proposed STP on the Non-CRZ area, (Enclosed)
Jetails of various processes and operations of bath the STP.
¢ The Waste Management Plan for the waste to be generated during

constiction phaze and in the operation phase.

£l

Water balance and plan for the reuse of wastewater for Gardening and
oifEer pUrposes.
e Locston Map showing the relocated locations for STPs on Non CRZ
arsg.
Auinorty afler delberations decided 1o clear the project from CRZ poinl of view
.2 ect 1o e condition that
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Proect Proponent should demolish the STP in CRZ area when
censtruction of STP in non-CRZ area is completed. Planning Authority
shodld not give O until the ald STP in CRZ area is demoalishad.

2. No sewage should be discharged in to the CRZ area/ water body and
trested sewage should be reused in the Resort

iten o, 17: Proposed residential building an plot bearing CTS E/40 of Village Bandra
at 17" Road, Khar {W)
The matter was placed before the Authority, Authority noted that, tota! area of the
p ot under reference s BC7.90 sq. m. and the area under proposal is 806,12 sg. m and
as per the approved CZMP land under reference falls \in CRZ |l area and situated on
landward = de of the existing road. Authorty noted that, proposed construction includes
basement + d scensary at ground fioor + part stilt + 1¥ flaor residence + 2™ floor Podium
parsing + 3™ fioor iprary 2nd 4" an floor rooms
Autnority noted that, as per Development Conirel Rules, 1987 the users like
cine, art callery and public library are permissible in residential zone vide Clause No. 7
{1, and Tiv.) (4} respectivaly of the DCR 1987 However the podium parking will not be
permissibiz as the height of the building after reconstruction i less than 210 m
Autharly a.so noted that, ant gallery 15 permissible as per the 7 {vii) (b) only with the
spec'a writen permission of the commissioner after consideration of side, size, access
eic
As tne coet of the proposed construction is more than Rs. § crores, Authority
decided to recommend the case to MoEF subject to the following conditions
1. Construction should be carried out strictly as per the Develppment
Contral Ruales, 1967, provisions of CRZ  Nofification, 19.02.1991
(smended tme to time) and guidelines/ clarfications given by MoEF time
1o time.
2, Tne permigsiplity of FSI should be as per the provisions of Development
Cortral Rules, 19587

Item No. 18: Regarding CRZ permissicn for proposed Santacruz Coastal Police Station
on 2nd bearing S Ne. 72 & 78, CTS No. 1211 & 1213 (pt). Village Juhu,

Ta K3 Andher
The mati=r was placad befors the Authority. Authority noted that, as per the
approved CZMP, the land under reference falls in CRZ-1l and as per the zanctioned
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—eve opm=nt Pan for Mumbai, the reservation for the land under reference is for 'Drying
Crount Adthoriy alse noted that, in case of the proposed construction, change of
exshng us2 .5 rncl permise.b.e as per the CRZ Notification, 1991.

Althority noted that, setting up of Coastal Police Station iz permissible activity
raguarng “aresacre faciites as per the MoEF letter No, 11-83 2005-1A-Ill dated
0312.2008 Hence, considerng the importance of this case from defense and security
pont of view, Authonty decided to recommend the case to MoEF for further necessary
gac's an i the matter.

ltem Mo. 19: Permission for repair to compound wall around Property at Gut No.411/2 &
471.3 a1 Village- Nandgaon, Murud, Dist. Raigad

The matter was placed before the Authonty, Authority noted thal, the
Crzmeans -2y 2f handgaon had issued permission for the construction of a compound
wai oroung the said property on 6" March 1990, Authority gfse noted that, as the
Compounc wai was in dilapidated condition, the proporent urgently started the repar of
vie same n 20772 but the Crampanchayat objectad and advised the proponent to lake
permssce for repar from the Collectors Off.ce in Alibaug. Authority also noted that, The
SD0, Sub 2iveon Alibaug has issued permission to the said repair work on 21 October
2IC8. However, the sad permission was given only for the repairs in the compound wall
foiing nC3IZ- areq only,

ALingrity noted tha!, as per the approved CZMP land under reference partly in
CRZ-1 ard CRZ-| area After deliberations, Authority decided to grant permission for the
propesed repar (o compound wall only subject to following conditions:

7. Cuonsiruction snhould be only for the protection of the property and along

tra existing panth of the compound wall permitted in the year 1090

2. For the corstruction / repairing deep digging should not be done.

3. During the repairing as well as after the repaining of wall the care should
ce tzken that it will not disturb or create any obstacle on the surrounding
cothways

& Any kind of debris | waste generated during the repairing of the said wall
should not e dumped in CRZ area.

- 2 0 0 Albag should ensure that repair wark of the compound wall is as
Fes the existing plinth and fimits of the compound wall approved in 1980
it =hould also be ensured that public pathway or entrance to beach [ sea
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should not be obstructed This permission 8 only for compound wall
renaring existing prior to 19.02 1991

item No. 20: Appication for approval under CRZ regulations for Pedder Road Viaduct

by MSRDC
Vic= Prez'dent, MSROC presanted the proposal before the Authonty. Authoriy

naisd the ‘olowing:

a
]

Appicat on was subm Hed by Maharashtra State Road Development Corporation
Ltd (MSRDC) for approval for Pedder Road Viaduct, As per the submiited
apa.cation, this project involves construction of four lanes viaduct from Haji Ali to
5 2. Pam Chows aiong Pedder Road in order to relieve existing road from
frequent traffic congestion The Viaduct will provide full capacity “tidal flow” link
between Marne Drive and the Western Freaway Sea Link,

Ths matter was considered in the 38" meeting of MCZMA held on 27.11.2008. In
the meeting, it was noted that the details of the loop at Tambe Chowk go over
Chowpatty Beach, which requires laying of piers on sand. The proponents
assured the Authorty that utmost precaution has been taken to ensure that
hig ~est pzint of HTL does not reach the proposad joop that is above 1.8 m from
wa'2r N ERCC mentioned that, necessary NOC have been obtained from Traffic
Fo. ce, VRDA and MCGM. However, in this meeling, ! was unanimously
decded that the proponent might work out an alternate proposal so that intrusion
ore Jeacr area is mnim.zed,

3. The matter was placed before the Authority in its 417, 42™, 44" and 45" meeting.

However, representatives of Pedder Road Residents Association expressad thair
ary renmental concems and informed that atematves may be considerad by
MEI0DC snce proposed activily has adverse impacts on the environment
WMESRDT was askes 1o reply on the issues expressed by Association

Herce ihe matter was considered in the 46" meeting held on 09.07.2008 and in
the meetng, it was suggested that MSRODC should make further efforts to
re.ccate ne pers of fiying loop outside the CRZ area considering strategic
locaten of Tambe Chowk and the prominence of the Chowpatly grea and beach
Reprezentatives of MSRDC agreed to change the flying loop pattern on the
proopeeqd road =0 as to avoid activity in CRE at Chowpatly and revert to
Autaority

(
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Mow, MSROC has submitted the revised proposal, wherein the enfire Pedder
Food Viozuct will be basad exactly vartically above the existing road from Eajni
Fale Crowk to landing ramp beyend G B, Pant Chowk on Marine Drive passing
thraugn CRE-I area There is no fiying lnop in this revised proposal geing inta
the sandy beaches However, it is observed that, the CRZ clearance will be
rec. red swven for the verical expansicn above the existing road, which exists
even be'cre 19917 since area falls in CRZ-1. As per the submitted information, the
prooect cost of the Pedder Road Viaduct is approximately Rs 173.0 crores,
Pedder Road Residents Association and Hon. Member of Legislative Assembly
we-> ales present during the hearing and presentaticn. Hon. MLA Shri Lodha
rec; .estes that people of e area should know the details of the proposed project
anc aso cetals of Environmenl Impacl Assessmenl of the preposed viaduct
belore cearng the project,

et Presden, MSROC agreed to the suggestions of the Hon. MLA. Autharity

cacaad to cons oer the proposal in the next meeting of MCZMA incorparating all above
campiance

Hem w0, T Apsication far CRZ clearance for construction of Thane Creak Bridge-11 on

2.e1-Panvel Highway
Vice Presdent, MSROC presented the proposal before the Authority. Authority

noted the foilowing:

-4
P

ok

Manarasnira State Road Development Corporation Lid (MSRDC) has proposed
to construct the Thane Creek Bridge-lll, widening of existing road bridge and
construction of approach roads on Sion-Panvel Highway so as to avoid the traffic
corcesion in the region and to cater to Mumbai-Pune Express Way. As per the
apo. cation. the abutment pier and approach canstruction area on Mumbai side of
the bridge have sparse mangroves. The |ecation of the propased project falls o
CRZ-Il, CRZ-1 () and CRZ-| (U} area.

WME3DC has proposed o construct additional 6-lane bridge across Thane Creek
on Sign-Tanvel H ghway o as to ensure proper connactivity and utilization of
Mumbai-Pune Express Way, ease congestion and serve fraffic needs, The
proposed bridge 13 an improvement and widening of the exsting Thane Creek
Broos-  The proposal includes constructing parallel 3-lares bridge on either
sic of sxstng Trane Creex Bridge-ll to ease the flow of traffic and reduce
d.rgs acceleration of vehicles The length of the proposed bridge is 1837 m. The
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lenath of the appreach road from Panvel side is proposed as 190 m, whereas
that of Mumbai side approach road is 83 m. For the pier construction, piles and
coferdams will be used As per the submitted application, there will be provision
of ‘ootpaihs and landscaping on the proposed bridge. The proposed bridge
constructon will alza incorporate free plantation,

3. Feor the proposed project, longitudinal drains, median drains and drains below
focipath o either side will be provided,

4. Az per the submitted application, the existing mangroves in the construction area
wil. not ne affected by the proposed project. However if it is fell thal the
mroposed project will endanger any mangroves duning construction, MSRDC can
s.oolerent the mangrove regeneration efforts al Yusuf Rehman Trust at
Neova Investment cost of the proposed project is Rs. 400 crores

5. Consiruction of brigges s the permissible activity in CRZ-1l ang CRZ-1 {il) area as
per the CRZ Notficaton, 1991 (amended from time to time), however, this
Bct v 1y .8 not permissible in CRZ-| (i) area i.e. mangroves. Further, activity as
SuCh needs ciearance from MoEF
As the nvestment cost s more than Rs. 5 crores, Authorty decided to

recommend (he proposal subject to the following conditions:

T Ne mangroves shail be cut during construction.

2. Procponent showd cbiain prior permission of Hon. High Court as per the

directons glven in the ¢case of W.P. No, 3246/ 2004,

3. PFroponent should submit the plan for mangrove re-plantation slong with all the

necessanry details

[temn No. 22: Parm.ssion for repairs of the MSRDC office building at Nepean Sea Road
Prem.ses falling in CRZ-I| area

Vige Pres’dent, MSRDC presented the proposal before the Authonty Authority
nated tnat the proposal is for repairs in the MSRDC office bullding at Mepean Sea Road
Premses and said premises is n very diapdated condition and specially Board Room
and the chambers gets water leakage during monsoon season. Authority 2lso noted that,
as zer ihe approved CZMP the land under reference falls in CRZ-Il area and situated on
the seaward side of the ex'sting road and the existing structure is prior to 1581,

Authonty noted that, the proposal is for the repairs in the existing struciure by
way of instalation of structural stee! vertical support and arch rafter, bracings etc. and
gIverng ol roct by sutable rocfing material ang it alse includes the refumizhing of

Vit
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FIercrs wih agpropriate mechamism 1o prevent the entry of rain water during monsoon,
Autharty @50 noted that, for the repairing the steel stanchion will be connected to the
foungator ot 15 m oelow ground by nut bolt system which is of semi permanent nature
and the cost of ke said repars s mentioned as Rs, 35.00 lakhs

Consdering the anove, Authority decided to grant permission for the proposed
activity from CRZ point of view subject to the condition that any kind of wastes generaled
cdr Nz the repa ra should ot te disgosed in the water bodyl CRE arsa.

llem No. 23: Regarding CRZ clearance for proposed Inland Passenger Water Transport
(iPWT) East Coast Project by MSRDC

The matier was paced before the Authority. Authority noted that, earfier the
rretter wes corsgered ir the 53 meeting of MCZMA held on 22" June 2009, After
dscLsson and as per the decisions, the matter was referred o MoEF vide [etter dated
03 07 2009 for further necessary action subject fo the permission of Hon. High Court
Fowaver, “he germ ssion was not granted for construction at one of the two siles
propesed Zy Port Autharnty. The details of the same and alternative site progosed, if any,

are not suomited by MSRDC Hence, after discussion, Authority decided to defer the
case

ltem Mo, T4 Esizblishment of connectivity link from Kharghar 1o Taloja at Pendhar in
sav Mumba by CIDCO
C.CCO officers presented the case before authonty. Authority noted the
fal e ng:

k C.=C0 nas proposed construction of a connectivity link from Kharghar Node to
Perdhar area at Taloja. This link will establish connectivity from Sector-26 of
Khorghar Node leading to Road Over Bridge (ROB) on Diva-Panvel Railway line
ans conrecting areas ke Fanchanand, Pendhar in Taloja. The proposed
connectv ty will be between Sion-Panvel Express Highway through the Kharghar
Node ans to Panchanand, Pendhar area leading 1o Talgja Indusirial Belt,
Dombwal  Ambernath and Badlapur Total area of the CIDCO land (including
hoong pong, dversion channel and Taleia River) is 61.57 Ha and the area
unger proposal is 60000 sq. m.

2 As per tne approved CZMP of Navi Mumbai, the proposed actvity falls in CRZ-]
() TRE- i), CRZ-I| and in area affected by Hon, High Court arder in the case of
Wu = Moo 32406 7 2024
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The pro,ect is mainly divided into 3 parts:
Par-l' Censiructien of approach road from chain age 0.00 o chainage 450,00 as
per design parameters
Part-1I- Construction of bridge over diversion channel / holding pond and Taloja
Rivar petween chainzge 45000 to chainage 107500, (This area falls under
CRZ- {, CR2- (i) and CRZ-i}.
Part-ll." (a) Consiruction of approach road to ROB from chainage 1075.00 to
chainage 12054186,
{z) Construction of bridge over National Highway (NH-4) and Diva-Panvel
Railway lines from chainage 1205.416 to chainage 158212,
(¢; Approach road from chainage 1562.12 to chainage 1920.621 towards
12 5% Project affected Housing Scheme of Panchanand, Pendhar
area of ~av Mumbai
Entre cast af the above connectivity is Rs. 84,7820 461 .40 and it can go up to
Rs. 100 crores inciuding contingencies
As per the submitted nformation, the proposed ROB passes along/ adjacent tof
over water bodies = Tanja River, heiding pond and a diversion channal Al these
water boc es are shalow and 30 m in width, The holding pend is a man-made
structure. Bunds forming the diversion channel ang holding ponds are covered by
refuze ang solid waste from local vilages and their activities. The Eu nds and their
slopes are cowered by species ke Amaranthus sminosws, Alternaria sessilis,
Aegiraturn 8p., Vemonia 8p., stretches of grass etic. Siretches of riverbanks are
occupied by Acanthus dicifoliug with a few patches of Clerodendrum inerme angd
sore indvidual plants of Demis infoliste and Calotropis gigantia. As per the
swomittec information, mangroves will be affected by the proposed project.
Ag per e CRZI MNetification, 1991 (amended time to time), construction of
bricges s not allowed in CRZ-I {i} area | &, on the area coverad with mangroves.
As per ine Hon High Court Order given in case of W, P. No. 3248/ 2004 and 87/
2029, cuttng of mangroves is not allowed as well as 50 m buffer zone as No
Deveiopment Zene (NDZ) should be kept for mangroves protection.
Construct.en of bridges is permissible activity in CR2Z- (i), CRZ-II & CRZ-I
arens. mence, the preposed activity 15 not permissible in CRZ-1 (1) area.
Earer the matier was considered in the 55" meeting of MCZMA held on 4"
August 2009 After discugsion and as per the decisions, CIDCO was directes i
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sLom! clowing details vide leiter dateg 25.08.2009 to facilitate the further
process ng
1. A, the required details with the detailed study of impacts on the areas
coyvered by mangroves due 1o the proposed achivily,
2. Tt obtain prior permission of Hon. High Court for the said construction in
erea coversed by mangroves.
3 To take intiatives towards the conservation and cultivation of mangroves
m o surround ng argas as a part of compensatory plantationd re-plantation
cf mangroves to be affected.
Autority after de beration decided to recommend the proposal o MoEF for
furtner necessary action from CRE point of view subject to the following conditions:
*  CIDCO sheuld aobtain prior permission of Hen. High Court for the cutting
of Mangroues
2. Detail plan for compensatory mangrove plantation should be submitted to
MoEF and MCZIMA,

lfern Neo, 25 Regarding ¢ earance as per notification for Integrated Infrastructure project
n Sector 10-A at Airoli, Navi Mumbai - CIDCO
CiDCO cfficers presented the case before the Authorly Authonty noted |h,q=_-~r

foionng: E
e 20 m=s appled for CRZE permission for developing Integrated Infrastroctune

work ‘N Sector 10-A at Aurali, Mavi Mumbai for development of International

Dip.ematic Enclave (IDE). Details of 5 No. of village Dive of Sector 10-A of Airgli

ig =qocT2d Tne main activity of the propesal is 1o Develop Inegrated

Infrastruciore Proect ‘or International Diplomatic Enclave and other International

in=:tutiona, Centre at Airoli nede in Sector 10-A o boast to economic activity in

the nearoy Airoll node of Naw Mumbai,

2 As ger 're gocuments submitted by CIDCC proposed activity falls in CRE-IH),
CRZ=(i and CRZ-1 mangroves buffer zone,

3. Development of Project was stopped because of Court Order in the case of
324C/2008. However, CIDCO moved Notice of Motion, in the Hon'ble High Court
whare az t s repored that proposed activity is approved by Hon'ble High Court.
Howeaver detziis of the Court Order has not been provided. It appears from the
gocumens that proposed aclivity is in the Seaward side and in CRZ-Il, CRZ-I{i)
ane CRZ-(li) Therefore, development of proposed Centre in the said area is
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protibites activity, Further on the same time reclamation of land in CRZ area is

aley prot pled actvity.

Aftor de.iberation authornity decided to confirm that the road passing through the
proposal under consideration is CZMP road and approved road as per development plan
approved by Government through Urban Development Department,

The Meeting ended with vote of thanks to all members.

Chairperson——"

MCZMA



Ponpre 29 0f 29

Annexure-l

List of the Memners present for the 58" Meeting of MCZMA i= as follows:

ih

Mr=. Valsa R Nair-Singh, Chairperson, MCZMA and The Secretary, Environment
Decadment, Mantralaya, Mumbai

Mr A W fhan, Principal Secretary, Industries Department, Mantralaya, Mumbal
Dr 5 K Chakraborty, Director-In-Charge, Central Insttute of Fisheries
Educatior: Mumbai

Ch = Erc neer (Development Plan), Municipal Corgoration of Greater Mumbai
Or. 2. N Patil, Member Secretary, MCZMA



