Page I of 47
Minutes of the 69™ Meeting of Maharashtra Coastal Zone Management Authority (MCZMA) held
under Chairmanship of Secretary (Environment) on 29™ April 2011 at Mantralaya, Mumbai

The list of members present in the meeting is enclosed as Annexure-1.

Principal Secretary {Industries), Mantralaya; Municipal Commissioner (Municipal Corporation
of Greater Mumbai) Additional Chief Secretary (Revenue), Mantralaya, Mumbai: Secretary
(Fisheries), Agriculture & ADF Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai: President (Vanarai Pratishthan). Dr
(Mre) Leela J Bhosale (Botanist) and Dr. 8 K Gupta, Centre for Environmerntal Science &
Engineering, IIT Bombay. Powai, Mumbai could not attend the meeling. The Meeting was adjourned
for 30 minutes for want of quorum.

item No. 1; Confirmation of minutes of the 68" meeting of MCZMA held under Chairmanship of
Secretary (Environment) on 14™ March 2011 at Mantralaya, Mumbai
The minutes of 68" meeting of the Maharashtra Coastal Zone Management Authority were
confirmed by the members of the Authority present in the meating.

ltem No.2:  Foliow-up of decisions taken in 68" meeting of MCZMA
Sensitization of Coastal District Collectors in Kenkan Division on
a) Functioning of District Coastal Monitoring Committee
b) Implementation of order issued under section 5 of Environment (Protection) Act, 1988
to Coastal Collectors for identification of violations of CRZ Notification, 1991
Autherity took on record and discussed about the Government Resolution by Environment
Department (dated 23.03.2011), constituting District Coastal Zone Monitering Committee (DCZMC)
as per the requirement of CRZ Notification, 2011, District Collectors of Thane & Mumbai Suburbs
Resident Deputy Collectors of Ratnagiri & Sindhudurg and Sub-Divisional Officer of Alibag, Raigad
were present in the meeting who were made aware by the Authority about the powers and functicns
of the DCZMC. Authority directed the Collectors, being the Chairpersan of the DCZMC, to conduct a
manihly meeting in their respective jurisdiction for the compliance of the functions of the DCZMC.
Committee shall identify viclations of provisions of CRZ Nofification and CZMP within their respective
jurisdiction and initiate action under section 18 of Environment {Protection) Act 1988, under the
powers delegated to District Collectors and Sub-Divisional Officer, under Environment (Protection)
Act, 1986 Accordingly, Committee shall sand its monthly reports to the Environment Department
Further Authority decided to take district-wise periodic review in the regular MCZMA meetings
Review of functioning of DCZMC of Mumbai Suburban and Thane Districts will be taken in
forihcoming meeting of MCZMA MCZMA 8iso detided fo give a Public Notice in prominent
newspapers regarding:
{ih Constitution of DCZMO
(i) Request to report violations in CRZ areas to District Colflectors, Planning
Authorities, MCZMA, DCZMC ete. Expenditure for the same will be incurred from
the funds made available to MCZMA
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c} (i) Follow-up of preparation for Coastal Zone Management Plan for Mumbai, CIDCO and
other coastal Municipal Corporations

Member Secretary, MCZMA informad to the Authority that all the local bodies, planning
authorities have been directed to get the local level CZMPs prepared in the scale of 1:4000 from any
of the MoEF authorized agency in accordance with the CRZ Notification; 2011, vide letter dated
08.03.2011. Principal Secretary, Urban Development Department also informed that he has written 3
letter to Municipal Commissioner regarding the preparation of CZMP of Greater Mumbai. Further, it
was decided that fill the new CZMP as per the CRZ Notification, 2011 is prepared, old CZMP
approved by MoEF as per CRZ Notification, 1991, which is valid for 2 years as per para 5({xi) of CRZ
Notification, 2011 will be used for pracessing applications received by Authority,

Further, it was informed to authority that the letter of Intent for undertaking work of
preparation of CZMP of rural area was invited from all MoEF authorized agencies. Howewver; authority
received reépcnaa from Institute of Remote Sensing (IRS), Anna University, Chennai for preparing
maps for Raigad District excluding CIDCO area, The proposed cost for preparing the same is Rs.
152.20 lakhs. It was further informed that CESS, Kerala agreed to prepare CZMP of Thane District.
However, formal letter of acceptance along with cost and time is yet to be received from Diractor,
CESS. Further, it was informed thal work of preparation of CZMP for Ratnagiri and Sindhudurg
Districts will be given to willing MoEF authorized agencies. Authority noted thal expenditure for the
above works will be incurred from funds allocated to MCZMA by the stale Govt Further, authority
alsg noted the request made to MoEF to provide financial assistance for preparation of CZMP of
these districts.

Authority also noted the expenditure incurred for mapping of mangroves area as per Hon
High Court Order and other expenses by the authority in the year 2010-2011

Authority also noted that mangroves area will be mapped while preparing new CZMPs and
such maps will be given to the Settlement Commissioner for declaring such area as Forast since ha
expressed inability to declare it from available maps prepared by MRSAC, Nagpur

() Regarding approval of CZMPs prepared for coastal Municipal Corporations/

Counciis in Maharashtra;

MoEF in accordance with the power vested under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1988
approved the Coastal Zone Management Plan (CZMP) for Maharashtra with certain conditions vide
letter dated 27.09.1996. As per the specific condition No. 10 & 20 of this letter, it was directed to
submit separate and fresh CZMPs for Greater Mumbai, Navi Mumbai and Kalyan. The CZMP of
Greater Mumbai was prepared by Naval Hydrographer's Office, Dehradun (in the scale of 1:25000)
while the CZMP for Navi Mumbai was prepared by SAC (in the scale of 1:25000). The CZMP of
Greater Mumbai was approved by MoEF vide letter dated 19.01.2000.

MoEF vide letter dated 4" January 1099 enlisted the authorized institutions! agencies for
demarcating HTL/ LTL in CRZ areas. The general quidelines for demarcating the HTL/ LTL ware
annexed with the letter. As per this letter, the coastal State Government and the Union Terrilories
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were reguested to take up demarcation of HTL & LTL along their CRZ area with the assistance of the
authorized agencies using the general guidelines.

As per the conditions mentioned in the MoEF letter dated 27 091996 and taking into
cansideration the provisions made in CRZ Motification, 1821 {as amended from time to time), the
CZMP for the urban areas of Maharashtra was prepared on the basis of approved GZMP of
Maharashtra by the Centre for Earth Science Studies (CESS). Thiruvananthapuram {one of the MoEF
authorized agencies) showing HTL, LTL and other environmentally sensitive areas in the cadastral
scale of 1:4000 for all Municipal Corporations/ Councils.

The rest of the CZMPs for coastal Municipal Corporations! Councils in Maharashira
(prepared by CESS in accordance with CRZ Motification, 1981) were sent to respective local bodies
by State Government with copy to MoEF for record. The details of the same are as follows:

Sr. No. Municipal Corporation/ Council District Scale of CZMP
1 Thane Municipal Corporation Thane 1:5000
2 Mira-Bhayandar Municipal Carporation Thang 1:4000
3 Kalyan-Dombivali Municipal Corporation Thane 150000 |
4 Bhiwandi-Nizampur Municipal Corporation Thane 1:5000
5 Dghanu Municipal Council Thane 1:5000
B \asai-\irar Municipal Council Thane 1:4000
7 Ulhasnagar Municipal Coungil Thane 1:4080
8 Shrivardhan Municipal Council Raigad 1:4800
g Alibag Municipal Council Raigad 1:3400
10 Murud-Janjira Municipal Council Raigad 1:4000
1 Vengurla Municipal Council Sindhudurg 1.4000

However, McEF vide letler daled 14 012011 requested MCZMA that whelher the CZMP of
Thane Municipal Corporation prepared by CESS, Thiruvananthapuram was approved by MCZMA
Therefore, all the CZMPs prepared by CESS, Thiruvananthapuram as per the guidelings of above
sad letters of MoEF were placed before the Authority for examination and appraval, Autharity neted
that, as per para 5{xii) of CRZ Notification, 2011, “the CZMPs already approved under CRZ
Notification, 1981 shall be valid for a periog of twenty four months uniess the aforesaid period 1S
extended by MoEF by a specific notification subject o such terms and conditions as may be specified
therein®,

Hence Authority, after deliberations, decided to send these CZMPs to MoEF for information
and record as per the last paragraph of the letter dated 27.09.1996 Indicating approvsl to CZMP of
State which states that the revised plan as per the conditions/ modifications mentioned above, shall
be submitted to MoEF within 2 months for record.

Further, CZMP of Kalyan area is recommended to MoEF for approval as per condition No. 10
of the CZMP approval letter dated 27.9. 1986,

After deliberations, Authority decided to recommend the CZMPs prepared by CESS to MoEF

for record and information.
O
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(d) Simplification of application procedure and checklist

Authority noted that the draft checkiist prepared by MCZMA was placed in the 68" meeting to
get detailed information such as land use, zoning, existing structure details, details of the proposed
project etc. and for speedy clearance of the proposai in a time bound manner as per the requirement
of CRZ Notification, 2011,

However, in the 68" meeting, MCGM officials requested to simplify the checklist so that
MCGM/ planning authorities could provide remarks on the certain points mentioned in the checklist.
Acceordingly, the simplified checklist was placed before the Authority. Authority took on record the
simplified checklist and approved it for scrutinizing the proposal. It was decided to make the revised
checkiist available on the website of MCZMA immediately. Checklist shall be sent to all planning
authorities for further necessary action. Authority also noted that, District Collector is planning
authority for rural areas. However, it was further noted that, District Collector may direct concerned
Town Pianr;lng Officers for submitting the application to MCZMA, Planning authorities will submit
applications received by it to MCZMA along with relevant information indicated in Part-B of the
application format along with Part-A submitted by applicant.

Authority noted that, as per para 5(xii) of CRZ Nofification. 2011, “the CZMPs already
approved under CRZ Notification, 1991 shall be valid for a period of twenty four months uniess the
aforesaid period is extended by MoEF by a specific notification subject to such terme and conditions
as may be specified therein”, Hence, Authority decided to consider the approved CZMPs prepared in
accordance with CRZ Notification, 1991 along with the applications submitted in prescribed format.
Authority further decided to direct the coastal Municipal Corporations/ Councils/ Town Planning
Offices to make available the CZMPs of the area concerned to the project proponents.

CZMP of Maharashtra and Mumbai approved by Gowt. of India (MoEF) will be valid for two
years till the new CZMP is prepared and approved as per CRZ Notification, 2011. The planning
authorities should process application on the basis of approved CZMP of the area. For rural areas
CZMP prepared by Space Application Centre (SAC). Ahmedabad (in the scale of 1:25000) and
approved by MoEF shall be used. Coastal land use maps prepared by MRBAC, Nagpur, proparad an
the basis of CZMP of SAC, Ahmedabad shall be submitted with the application along with approved
map for reference. This procedure will be applicable till the time new CZMP as per CRZ Notification,
2011 is approved by MoEF.

The simplified checklist is enclosed as follows, which will be made avaiiable on the website of
MCZMA. Authority decided to issue an Office Memorandum as above for all planning authorities.
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MAHARASHTRA COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY

Mo, MCZMA-Z011/CR-1IMCZMA
Environment Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai -400 032
Dated;

OFFICE MEMORANDUM

Subject: Implementation of provisions of Coastal Regulation Zone
Notification, 2011 issued vide 5.0.19 (E), dated 8" January, 2011-
regarding-

Reference: 1) C_a}'la! Regulation Zone Notification, 2011 issued vide S.0.
19(E), dated 8™ January, 2011

2) DIP/BST(E) dated 19" March] 2011 Corrigendum to CRZ
Notification, 2011

3) Clarifications issued by MoEF vide letters dated 8.2.2011 and
dated 24 2 2011

Ministry of Environment and Forests (MoEF), Government of India. New Delhi has
issued the CRZ Nofification, 2011 vide S.Q. 19(E), dated 6" January. 2011 The
Maharashtra Coastal Zone Management Authority (MCZMA) has been E:—nat'rtutad undsr
Section 3 of Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 and has been entrusted to regulate the
development or construction activities in different categories of CRZ areas as defined in the
CRZ Notification, 2011, The CRZ Notification, 2011 as per the para 4 (b) also empowers the
MCZMA to examine the proposals and give its priar recommendations for the proposals/
activities proposed in CRZ areas,

To bring clarity in processing the cases submitted for prior permission of CRZ
clearance, it was under consideration te issus guidalines for the same fo the Flanning
Authorities and other concerned. The same matter was alse considered in the 63" Meeting
of MCZMA..

Therefere, the following guidelines are issued to facilitate the speedy disposal of
proposals submitted to the MCZMA by Planning Authorities and other concermned.

1) Application procedure for submitting the application for prior GRZ
recommendation/clearance under CRZ Notification, 2011.

MoEF has laid down an application procedure in para 4.2 of the CRZ Notification,
2011 as per the para 4.2(i) of this netification following documents should be submitied
along with the application:
(&) Form-1 (Annexure-IV of the notification),

JAMelL
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(b) Rapid EIA Report including marine and terrestrial component except for construction
projects listed under 4{c) and (d). However, this will not be applicable for the housing
construction projects proposed in CRZ area.

(c) Comprehensive EIA with cumulative studies for projects in the stretches classified
low and medium eroding by MoEF based on scientific studies and in consultation
with the State Governments and Union territory Administration;

{d) Disaster Management Report, Risk Assessment Report and Management Plan;

{e) CRZ map indicating HTL and LTL demarcated by one of the authorized agency (as
indicated in para 2 of CRZ Notification, 2011) in 1:4000 scale;

(f) Project layout of the proposed project indicating various activities superimposed on
the above map indicated at (g) above;

(g) The CRZ map normally covering 7 km radius around the project site (not for smalier
housing projects)

(M The CRZ map indicating the CRZ-, II, Il and IV areas including other notified
ecologically sensitive areas around the proposed project;

{i) No Objection Certificate from the concerned State Pollution Gontral Boards or Unien
territory Pollution Control Committees for the projects involving discharge of
effluents, solid wastes, sewage and the like;

As per the para 4(i) (d), MCZMA has to send prior recommendations fram CRZ paint
of view to the concerned Planning Authorities, Applications in case of housing, building
construction and area development project should be submitted through cencerned
Flanning Autharities such as Municipal Corporation, Municipal Council and District Collector
(Town Pianning) for rural areas.

To get the information such as land use. zoning remarks. existing structure details.
proposal details, authorization details etc. required in compliance with the various provisions
stipulated in the CRZ Notification, 2011, MCZMA has developed a comprehensive checklist
which will enable the Autherities to process the applications speedily, The chegkiist
comprises Part-A and Part-B. As per the checklist. the owner of the project shall submit the
detailed proposals along with the information indicated in Part=& of the checkilst to the
concerned Planning Authorities.

The Planning authority in turn shall develop the Part-B of the application indicating
information required as per the check list and send the proposal to MCZMA. The Flanning
Authorities while sending the proposals to the MCZMA should incorporate executive
summary of the proposal, Authority’s specific remarks if any, etc. before sending an
application to MCZMA. The checklist is enclosed as Annexure-].




Page 7 of 47

2) Validity of Coastal Zone Management plans (CZMP) prepared under CRZ
Notification, 1931:

As per para 5(xil) of CRZ Notification, 2011, the approved CZMP under CRZ, 1991

will be valid for 2 years. This map will be used for the processing of the proposals for CRZ
NOG till the new CZMP as per CRZ, 2011 is approved. For rural areas CZMP prepared by
Space Application Centre (SAC), Ahmedabad (in the scale of 1:25000) and approved by
MoEF shall be used. Coastal land use maps prepared by MRSAC, Nagpur, prepared on the
basis of CZMP of SAC, Ahmedabad shall be submitted with the application along with
approved map for ready reference only.

3) SRA scheme in CRZ-l| area within limit of Greater Mumbai:

0

i)
i)

)

vi)

wii)
Wil
ix)

Application should be submitted through concerned planning authority as
illustrated above.

Documents required as per para 4.2 (i) of the CRZ Notification, 2011
\dentification of the slum cluster in CRZ-ll area of Greater Mumpai as on
612011 (data is to be provided by concerned planning authorities)

Statement indicating 51% stake of the Government or parastatal bodies

Areas statement with FSI calculations. FSI will be in accordance with local Town
and country planning regulation as on 6.1.2011

Undertaking from project propenent to get cover under RTI Acl, 2005 end
Comptroller and Auditor General.

Report of the Public consultation with legally entitied slum dwellers.

List of eligible tenants

Netification indicating notified slum by Gowt of Maharashira

4) Redevelopment of Cessed or Dilapidated or Unsafe building in CRZ.JI area of
CGreater Mumbai:

)

i)
i)

iv)

Application should be submitted through concerned planning authonity as
illustrated above.

Documents required as per para 4.2 (i) of the CRZ Notification, 2011
\dentification of cessed or dilapidated or unsafe buildings in CRZ || areas of
Greater Mumbai as on 6.1.2011 ( Data is to be provided by the cancerned
planning authority )

Areas statement with FS| calculations. FSI will be in accardance with local Town
and country planning regulation as on 6.1.2011
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V) Undertaking from project proponent to get cover under RTI Act, 2005 and
Comptroller and Auditor General.
Vi) Report of the Public consultation with lagally entitled tenants of the dilapidated or
cessed or unsafe buildings.
i) List of eligible tenants,
viiiy  Certificate indicating cessed/ dilapidated/ unsafe buildings

§) FSl for the proposals other than SRA scheme, dilapidated buildings, cessed
buildings and unsafe buildings in CRZ-l area of Greater Mumbai will be as per the
Development Control Rules existing and in force as on 19.2.1991 i.e. as per the DCR, 1867
which was existing and in force as on 19.2.1891.

6) For areas other than the Greater Mumbai, FSI for new construction, resorts, hotels,
redevelopment etc. will be as per DCR existing and in force as on 19.2.1991.

T) Existing road means the road which was approved in Development Plan and was in place
on or before 19.2.1891.

8) CRZ clearance given under CRZ Notification, 2011 will be valid for 5 years only from the
date of issue of the clearance for commencement of construction and operation.

9} Development Plan which was existing and in force as on 18.2 18981 wiii be appiicable for
new construction, redevelopment etc. in CRZ areas

Yours faithfully,

Secretary (Environmaent) &
Chalrperson (MCZMA)
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Copy to:

1.

Special Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO
Complex. Lodhi Road, Mew Delhi- 110 003

Principal Secretary

Urban Development Department/ Revenue Department/ Industries Department/ Rural
Development Department/ ADF Department/ Water Resources Department/ Irrigation
Department/ Public Works Department/ Forest Department/ Ports Department/ Transport
Department/ Housing Department/ Tourism Department

Municipal Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai/ Thanel/ Navi Mumball Mira-Bhayandar/
Kalyan-Dombival/ Vasai-Virar/ Bhiwandi-Nizampur

4. Metropolitan Commissioner, MMRDA, Bandra (East), Mumbai- 400 051
5. Divisional Commissioner, Konkan Division, Konkan Bhavan, Navi Mumbai- 400 614
6. Director, Ministry of of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO Complex,

9.

Lodhi Road, New Delhi- 110 003

Managing Director, CIDCO, CBD Belapur, Navi Mumbai- 400 614

District Collector,

Mumbai City/ Mumbai Suburbs/ Thane/ Raigad/ Ratnagiri/ Sindhudurg

Member Secretary, Maharashtra Pollution Control Board, Sion, Mumbai- 400 022

10. Chief Officer

1.

12.
; <
14.
15.
16.
17

Municipal Council of Alibag/ Ratnagirt/ Sindhudurg/ Sawantwadl/ Malvan/ venguria/
Kankavalil Mahad/ Reha/ Pen/ Panvel/ Uran

Chief Executive Officer

MHADA/ GRA/ Shivshahi Punarvasan Prakaip Limited

Director, Town Planning, Mumbai

Deputy Director, Town Planning. Mumbai

Chief Executive Officer, Maharashtra Maritime Board

Chairman, Mumbai Port Trust (MbPT)/ Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT)

Managing Director, MSRDC

Managing Director, MIDC

18. Managing Director, MTDC

Yk bhn
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Annexure-|

Checklist for Submission of Application for prior CRZ Clearance under

CRZ Notification, 2011

General Instructions for Submission of Application for CRZ Clearance to MCZMA:

(1)
{2)

(3)

(4)

Please do not write on the checklist.

FPART-A of the application form is applicable for all projects. Project Proponent is
required to fill submit the application to concerned planning authorities such as
Municipal Corporation, Municipal Councils, District Collector through Town
Planning for the rest of the rural area, MHADA / SRA/ MMRDA / CIDCO etec. ac
per the details indicated in the checklist.

PART-B of the application covering all the detailed information, maps indicated in
the check-list should be completed/ developed by concerned planning authority
and send to MCZMA for prior CRZ recommendation/ clearance.

Concerned planning authority should submit applications to MCZMA along with
PART-A & PART-B with detailed information on the points covered in it along
with its remarks on the proposed project/ activity.

PART-A

(To be submitted by Project proponent to Planning Authority)

1 Particuiars Page No. |

Executive Summary of the project

Duly filled Form | as per annexure IV of CRZ Netification 3911
(Compulsory for all Prajects)

Whether proposed project covered wnder EIA Nolhcaion
2008

a If yes, duly filled Form | & (A ( AS per provision A(i)d) and |
4{ii){a) of CRZ Notification, 2011 )

b CRZ map indicating HTL & LTL demarcated by one of the
authorized agency in 1:4000 scale (as per para (2) of CRZ
Noftification, 2011)/ on the approved CZMP of the area
showing the site under consideration

Introduction of the Project/ Background information
indicating following:

i Identification of the project & project praponeni
landownership indicating CTS No./ Su rvey Nos. elc.

i Brief description of nature of the project with details including.
Laycut Plan, Building Floor Plan els. = I
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Particulars

Page No.

i

Need for the project & its impanance

Demand supply gap or information on similar projects in the
r&gian

Location of the project showing general location, specific
iocation , Project boundary, project site approved layout with
coordinates from competent Authority

Details of the alternative sites considered from envircnmental
point of view

Site Analysis

Area of the project site (insq. m.)

Connectivity

Land form, land use, Land ownership

Topography {along with map}

Existing land use pattern { agriculture, non- agriculture, forest,
water bodies shortest distances from the periphery of the
project to periphery of the forest. national park, wild life
sanctuary, eco-sensitive area, water bodies ( distance from
the HFL of the river). In case of notified industrial araa, a copy
of the Gazetie notification should be given

vi

Social Infrastructure available

—

Planning Brief

Planning concepl (type of industries, facilities, transportation
etc) Town & Country planning/ Development Authorty
Classificatian

Population projection

Land use planning { breakup along with green belt etc)

Assessment of Infrastructure Demand ( Physical & Social)

Amenities! Facilifies {existing & proposed)

Proposed use

il

FSl proposed to be consumed

wiil

Whether [ift, lobby, staircass ¢t are claimad free of FSI & if
so whether they are permissible (f so mention the provision
of DCR)

Proposed Infrastructure

Industrial area { Procassing Area}

Residential Area (Non processing Area)

Green Belt/ Aforestation details

Social Infrastructure

Conneclivity ( Traffic RTransportation Road/ Raill Metro/\WWater
ways etc)

Drinking Water Management (Source & supply of Water)

Wi

| Sewerage System,
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Particulars Page No.
wii Industrial Waste Management
B Solid Waste Managemant
x Power reguirament & Supply/ Suu_fr:.a T
E Rehabilitation & Resettlement (R& R) Flan
BF. O Policy to be adopted (central/ state) in respect of the pmjat:!
j affected persons including home oustees, land custees &
| landless laborers ( a brief outline to be given)
[ Proposed detailed action plan for mangroves reptantation (if
any )
10 Project Schedule & Cost Estimates

i | Likely date of start of consiruction &likely date of completion
{Time schedule for the project to be given)

i Estimated project cost along with analysis in terms of
economic viability of the project

iii Share holding of the developer

v Eharu haldlng of tha- stata gﬂuammemt

i Analysis of proposal | Final Recommendations )

i Environmental cost benefit analysis including financial &
social benefits with special emphasis on the benafit 1o the
local people including tribal population, if any, in the area

12 i Rapid EIA report including marine & lerresirial component
except for construction projects listed under 4 (g}, 4(d) of GRZ
| MNotification, 2011 (Not applicable for building proposal)

i Comprehensive ElA with cumulative studies for projects in the
stretches classified as low & medium eroding by MoEF based
on  ooientifie studiss & In congultation with the State
Governments and Unlon Terrltory Administration {as per
provision of 4,2 (¢) of CRZ Notification, 2011 )

(Not applicable for building proposal)

It Digaster Management Report |, Risk Agsessment Report &
Management Plan (As per provision of 4.2 (d) of CRZ
Notification, 2011)

v Photographs & Google images of the site indicaling existing

. status & locaticn of the sile

v CRZ map indicating HTL and LTL and CRZ classification by
one of the authorized agencies by MoEF in 1:4000 scales and
project layout superimposed on the above map of CZMP | As
per provision 4 2 (g) and (f) of CRZ Notification, 2011}

Wi The CRZI map normally covering 7 km ragius around the
project (for ports, harbours, jelties. infrastructure projects) (as

: _per provision 4.2 (g} of CRZ Natifieation, 2011)

wii NOC from MPCB for projects mmhung significant discharge
of effluents, solid wastes, sewage and the like (As per
pravision 4.2 (i) of CRZ Notification, 2011}

13 Attached following No Objection Certificates (if s

applicabla)
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7 [ ’ Particulars Page No, |
3 | Heritage Conservation
[ N State Ground Water Boarg B TR
O Poliufion Control Board =
= s : st R el M i o > L N
’\ v High Court : =
v | Maritime board = £33 i
W TRE] Port Trust = g ] 4
e s 'Lfﬂ Civil Aluialfnn i | :||
|‘ [ wiii High Rise Committee | |
| T
ik =i | 1 e - 1) {
II | Applicable for SRAJ Cessed/ Dilapidated/ Unsafe |
[t D e gy (0 G0 Wik
I_ 14 | Undertaking of the Project proponent for the development _l
through Slum Rehabiltation Scheme along with the etate
Government o ensure that all legally reguiarized tamants are
provided houses in situ or ae RPer norms laid down by the
J State Government in this regard (as per the provigion of 8 V)
(2} (if}) of CR2 Notification, 2011) T g
15 Undertaking of the Froject Proponent to agres 1o ba eoverad
under the Right to Information Act 2005 (as per the provision
18 (V) (e) (d) (v) of CRZ Neatification, 2011) _I:
| S = / :’
18 ' Public consultation Report (As par provigion 2 (v} {4) of OR:
|| Notiication, 2011) e Siacanl I -
o= | S
17 | Stake of the State Gowt or iis parastalal entlties rwhich
| | should not be fess that S 1%) in the project (As per praviaisn
W e BV (b)) of CR2Z Notificatisn 2011) i)
b g Any other information relevant to the 'ﬁ?épnlr
Declaratian

| hereby declare that the information mentioned above is true to the begi of
my knowledge. | fully understand that any information furnished above, if proved inearrect or
false will render me liable for any penal action or other consequences as may be prescribad
in law or otherwise warranted, Further | hereby state that | will also submit Ml yearly
compliance report in soft & hard format, on 1" June & g1% December of eaeh calendar year
1o the CZMA as per the rule 42 (v} of the GRZ Notification, 2011 issued under the
Environment Protection Act, 1986. | will pay the requisite fees ta MCZMA for procegsing the
application placed before it.

Signatyre of Applicant
Date:

Place:

0 .
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PART-B

(To be filled by Planning Authority for onward submiceion to MCZMA)

Mole:

(1)

i2)

Proposals other than Koliwada, Cessed, S$RA, Dilapidated & unsafe Buiiding in
Mumbai area should be processed as per DOR 1967, For other areas proposals
should be processed as per DCR existing & in forced as on 19.2.1991.

CZMP of Maharashtra and Mumbai approved by Gaovi. of India (MoEF) will be
valid for two years till the new CZMP is prepared and approved as per CRZ
Notification, 2011 The planning authorities should process application on the
basis of approved CZMP of the area, Eor rural areas CZMP prepared by Space
Application Centre (SAC), Ahmedabad (in the scale of 1:25000) and approved by
MoEF shall be used. Coastal land use maps prepared by MRSAC, Nagpur,
prepared on the basis of CZMP of SAC, Ahmedabad shall be submitied with the
application along with approved map for referenca. This procedure will be
applicable till the time new CZMP as per CRZ Notification, 2011 Is approved by
MoEF.

- ——

l Particulars Page Ne.

vWhether the project site falls it GRE-1, I, 11 & ¥

CRZ map Indicating HTL & LTL demarcated by ang of the
authorized ggency in 1:.4000 scale (an per para (2} of CRi
Motification, 2011)/ on the approved CZMP of the area

_showing the site undor consideration i
Project layout superimposed on the above map indicated gt

(b) above #y
CRZ map covering 7 km radius around thé project site &
indicating GRZ-I, I, M & IV sreas including other notified

ecologically sensitive areas

if Project 56 falls In CRZ- Al CRZ- B, then submit the
, following

i | Distance of the preject site from mangroves/ HTL

i | Density of mangroves & extent of 50 meter buffer zone form |
project site

if Project Site falls in CRZ-I

T Whether project site ic on seaward side of the oxisting road
a5 on 192 1991

i | Whether project site is on landward side of the existing road
constructed prior to 19.2.1991

B |if yes, certificate from Competent Autherity  Indicating
approval of road on development plan & date of construction

| B | width of road




Page 15 of 47

Particulars

)

Page No. |

lii

Whather project site is cn seaward/ landward side of the
Hazard line

¥ Project Site falls in CRZ lll, distance of project site from
HTL & mangroves, if any

i
T

Zoning, Land use & Development Plan remarks from the
Competent Authority indicating the following daotails:

(As per the provision B(i){l), () & () of CRZ Nofification.
2011}

ldentification of the project & project proponent,
landownership indicating CTS Mo/ Survey Nos. etc.

Brief description of nature of the project with details inciuding,
Layout Plan, Building Floor Pian etc.

information of the project site with respect to the CTE Mo,

Survey No. total aréa ate

Copy of approved CTS plan from Land " Records
Depanment/City Survey Office

Status of land Freehoid/ Leasehold

i

Copy of Property Card/ 7/12 Exlract

wii

Zoning remarks for the project site as par development plan
existing & enforce as on 18.2.1991

wili

Zoning remarks for the project site as per current pravailing
dav_alnnmarrt plan as on togay

Permissibie height &s per DGR enforoe as on 10.2,1991

Permizeible height a8 per currant prw:i!;'ng DCR

FSI calculations as permissible in DCR existing on 13.2. 1981
indicating eligible FSI1 in the proposed project

Proposed use

F 5l propused io be conaumed

Whether lift, lobby. stalrcase ete. are claimed free of FS1 & if
so whether they are permissible (If o mention the provision
of DCR)

xii

Permissibility of proposed use as per development pian &
DCR ason 187 1991

il

Develspment plan of the area indicating site under reference,
zoning, reservation efc.

"Land use change, If any, in the project

xu

Designated reservations, if any, as per deveiopment plan/ |

Regional plan ge on 19.2,1881 and as per current prevailing
development plan of the ares

Spectic powers of Authority enabling relaxation in height. use
& ancther provisions of OC Regulations

Proposed project Detail including Layout Plan, Building
Floor Plan ete.
(As per provision 8(1) & (1Il) of CRZ Notification, 2011}

Details of Existing structure/ Infrastructure on site from
Competent Authority indicating following details

(As per provision B{II) & (IIl} of CRZ Natification, 2011)
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Particulars

Occupation certificate

Page Mo, !:

Commencement certificate

Authorized plinth map from land records/ city survey office

FS! consumad & approved bullding plan of the existing
structure from Planning Authority

Remarks indicating existing use of the structure

Details of courl cases/legal matters if any with respect o |

propased matter

Details of complaints, if any

Additional information for reconstruction of Houses in
Koliwada
{As per provigion B{V)(4){g) of CRZ Natification, 2011)

Detalis of notined fishing =eitlement sreas’ Holiwodoo oa pser
development plan existing as on 19.2.1091 from competent
Authority

Ceriificate from competent Authority indicating, traditional
Flenermen communites/ other local coastal communitios es
per the Govt. records if proposal belongs to Heliwada

SRAJ CESS/ Dil Diiapldaludl' Unsafe Building
(As per provision B{V) of CRZ Notification, 2011)

Slum area declaration Notilication along with list of eligible

tenants

Public consullation Report

CECS/Dilapidated/dangerous/Unsafa building cerificata from
Competent Autharity,

Stake of the State Gowvt or itg parastatal enfilies (which
should not be less that 51%) in the SRA scheme projects
(As per provision B{V}{1)(i}(b){2}(1} of CRZ Notification, 2011)

Dhate:

Place:

fsh

Detalled remarks of the Planning Authority on the
propesed project 3

Signature

Chief Engineer (DP), MCGM /
Municipal Commissioner/ Chief Engineer, Coastal
Municipal Corporation
Chief Officer, Coastal Munigipal Couneil/
Chief Town Planner, CIDCO / MMRDACE [
Chief Engineer, MHADA / SRA / SPPL cic. /
District Collector {Assistant Discctor Town
Planning) as applicable for the arsa

fassir-
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(e) Clarification on issue of processing CRZ applications as per CRZ Notification, 2011

With reference to the implementation of GRZ Notification, 2011, MCZMA has requastad
MoEF (vide letter dated 19.04.2011) for seeking clanfication on following points, pertaining 1o the
application procedure for obtaining permission from CRZ point of view: :

1. Bubmission of CRZ mape in the scale of 1:4000 from MoEF authorized mgency (as per
para 4.2(d) of CRZ Notification, 2011

2. Submission of CRZ map normally covering 7 km radiug around the project site (as per
para 4.2(g) of CRZ Notification, 2011

3. Submission of fresh application as per CRZ Notification, 2011 along with CRZ map of
1:4000 scale and map of 7 km radius (as per the guidelines issued by MoEF vide latter
dated 08.02.2011)

4. Procedure to follow on CRZ cases considered as per CRZ Notification, 1991 and

pending for clearance as per CRZ Notification, 2011

It was noted by the Authority that the MoEF vide letter dated 08 02 2011 and 24.02.2011
issued clarifications on certain points. These clarifications are available on the website of MCZMA
Further, MCZMA decided that as per the directions of MoEF, proposals which were considerad/
recommended by the Authority to MoEF will be scrutinized again to check tho applicability of CRZ
Notification, 2011 and will be cleared as per the provisions of CRZ Netification. 2011 for regulating
the proposals altracting CRZ Notification. 2011 Further. it was also decided that NOC of MPCE will
be applicable in the matters in which substantial ameunt of sewage generation Is envissged. In case
of small house/ building where less sewage generation is anficipsted and inbuilt freatment faciily is
provided, no NOC of MPCB will be required,

As infermed by MoEF officials, it was aiso noted ihat, CRZ map ¢overing area of 7 km will be
applicable 1o the activities requiring foreshore and seafrent, Further clarifications from MoEF sre
awaited It was also decidad that, application for SRA projects, redevelopment of cessed, diapigaled
and uneafe buildings sheuld be as per para 8(v) anu para 4.3 of CAZ NolfisBHSH, 2011 It was also
decided thal, redevelopment projects of above category which are already cleared as per CRZ
Notification, 1887 ana got eamplétion certificate from the planning guthanty san nat avail the benefits
of prowision of para 8(V) and 4.2 of CRZ Notification, 2011 Further, processing fees will be charged
as per the previous decision of the Autherity.

tem No. 3: Regarding CRZ Clogrance to Metrs car shied al Charkop and Mankhurd sng
alignment of Metro crossing Mahim Creek, Vakela Greek. Vakola Natla and Mithi
River (Mumbai Metro Rail Project by MMRDA)
The matter was placed before the Authority, Officials of the MMRDA presented the case
before the Authority, Authority noted the following:
The proposal invalves:




2

follows:
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Establishment of car shed at Charkop and Mankhurd for the Charkop-Bandra-Mankhurd
Caorridor under Mumbal Metro Rail Project This corridor consisting of 27 stations is the
sacond corridor providing West to East Conneclivity in Mumbai covering length of 31.87 km.
Two maintenance sheds at Charkop and Mankhurd with requirement of 19.60 Ha & 24 Ha
respectively,
Auihority also noted the details of the proposed car depaots and alignment which aré as

Charkop Metro Car Shed:

Depot Area — 19.69 Ha.

CTS and village — 226 Pt of Malad, 1 Pt \Valnai, 7 Pt. of Malvani
CR2-larea - 11.6 Ha.

CRZ-ll area — 4 535 Ha.

No CRZ - 3.56 Ha.

Mangroves affected area - 1.18 Ha.

Mankhurd Metro Car Shed:

-

Depot Area — 24 Ha.

CTS and village — 1, 3. 4, 5, 6, Khadi of village Mandale, 3 of village Turbhe
CRZ-l area - 10.08 Ha.

CRZ-lll area - 1173 Ha

Ne CRZ - 2.19 Ha.

Mangrooves affected area - 4.02 Ha.

Alignment crossing the Mahim Creek, Vakola Nalla & Mithi River:

Manim | Vakola ]
Water body i Mithi River
Craek Malla

CRZ affected area i.e. CRZ-I{i) and CRZ-II (ii) 4b0sq m. | 120sqa.m | BOsa m.

Area affected by Mangroves and affected by Court order | 400 sq. m. | 120 8g. m. 400 8g. m
' Length of Alignment goOm | 100m 20m

Lenaoth of Mangroves slong alipnment and alfected & '

b & e A i 245 m a& m :
buffer zone &3 per court order

Authority noted that, the matter was placed earlier in the 49W 56" 50" and 63" MCZMA
maeﬁngs. Ag per the decision of the Authority, the matter was recommended to MoeF for CRZ
clearance,
Further. Hon. High Court of Mumbai in its order dated DB.10.3005 given in Case of Writ
petition (Lodg) No. 3246/ 2004 and order dated 27.01.2010 in case of Notice of Motion No. 4171 2006
in PIL No. 87/ 2006, no activity is allowed in the mangroves srea and no non=foresi activity & allowed
and permission from Forest Department and Hon, High Court should be obtained for the same.

Authority further noted that, Additional Metropolitan Commissioner, MMRDA vide letier atpd
17" September 2010 informed that, the Mumbal Metro Rail Project was considered in the g™
meeting of Expert Appraleal Committee (EAC) of MoEF wherein MCZMA and Enviranmant
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Department was requested to obtain a legal opinion on the permissibility of Mumbai Metro Rail
Project in CRZ-1 (i) and CRZ- (i) areas as per the provisions of CRZ Notification, 1991, Hence, the
matier was referred to the Law & Judiciary Deparirnent The Law & Judiciary Department apined that
the matter appears to be more technical than legat and MCZMA would be an apprepriate authanty to
decide the issue.

Therefore, this issue along with above legal opinion was placed before the 877 meeting ot
MCZMA held on 22 December, 2010 and the minutes of the same were confirmed In tha 8"
meeting of MCZMA held on 14® March 2011. After deliberation authority decided to recommend the
proposal again to MoEF subject certain conditions and the decision was conveyed lo the MoEF vide
letter dated 11.04 2011. Authority noted that, MoEF has requested 10 check the permissibility of the
proposed Metro Rail Project as per new CRZ Notification, 2011 which has superseded CRZ
Notification, 1991, In light of the CRZ Notification, 2011, Authority noted that.

1. As per the provisions of CRZ Notification, 2011, construction of trang-harbour zaa link, road
on stilt or pillars etc. without affecting the fidal water is permissible activity in CRZ-1 and CRZ

Il area.

2. As per the para 8{1)()CRZ-I{i). No new construction shall be permitted in CRZ-| area axcept.

(b) Pipelines, Conveying system including transmission linea

Considering these points, Authority deliberated on the issues like permissiBility of propgsed
activities in CRZ-1 in acgordance with the CRZ Natification, 2011, mangroven affesied dus io the
proposed activity, disposal of effiuents generated from activities ke repair works al the proposed car
sheds elc.

In view of these points, the officials of MMRDA explained thal, the proposed car shods — Bsth
at Charkop and Mankhurd are proposed with deck on stilts in CRZ areas and eeparata offiuent
treatment plants (ETPs) for treating the effluent to be generated from the proposed car denots are
planned to be sat up in non-CRZ areas. They also assured that the effluent generated would ba
channelised to these ETPs for treatment and no. untreated effluent shall be released in the waler
body. They also mentioned te comply with tho provicion of the CRZ Notification, 2017 far § Umes 19
plantation of mangroves on suitably identified site in compensation with the mangroves affectad by
the proposal.

Considering these peinte; Authority, after deliberations. decided to recommend the matter to
MoEF for further necessary action subject to the following conditions:

1. The car sheds in CRZ areas should be constructed on stilts

2. All the treatment Taciities to reat effluent gensrated fram the sar shes gheuld bo moved 1o
non-CRZ area and effiuent generated from the activities on car shed area shall be
channelised fo ETP for treatment.

3 MMRDA should obtain prior permission of Hon. High Court before commencement of the
work for the areas under mangroves and comply the orders of Hon. High Gourt of Mumbai

dated 27.01,2010 given in ¢ase of Notice of Motion No. 417/ 2006 in PIL No. B7/ 2006,




Page 20 of 47
MMRDA should undertake compensatory mangroves plantation on suitable areas indicated in
the clearance of the Forest Department and as per the mandates of the CRZ Notification,
2011,
MMRDA to adopt appropriate measures to avoid iand, air and water pollution during
construction and operation phases and develop natural noise barriers around/ along the site,
wharever possible. {
MMRDA should ensure scientific disposal of Municipal! Solid Waate generated during the
construction as well as operation phase.
MMRDA shall ensure free flow of natural drainage and will adopt measures to avoid flonding
of the areas during rainy season due to proposed activity.
MMRDA to develop natural big-shields towards the seaward side of the propesed activity to
ensure protection to infrastructure from natural disasters.

ltem No. 4: Regarding detision on proposals pending/ in pipeline which are submitted before

06.01.2011 & referred back at State leve! by MoEF for further neceseary actian

(1} Heﬂﬂnl'ﬂ'pl:'nﬂﬂt of existing transit camp on plot bearing CS MNo. §7/C at Culle Parade,
Colaba, Mumbai:

The matter was placed before the Authority. Authority noted the proposal details and the

background of the cage which IS as follows:

T.

The proposal for the redevelopment of existing Traneit Camp on plot bearing €5 No. 87/C at
cuffe Parade. Colaba, Mumbai was considered in the 58" meeting of MCZMA.

As fhe redevelopment was proposed on seaward side of the existing autharized road, the
imaginary line concept was appiied in the matter. As per the decision of MEZMA the matier
was recommended to MoEF vide letter dated 19.12.2008

MoEF vide Its ietier dated 24" May 2010, rgguestos MCIMA o examine tha matisr &n tha
following points and sent comments.

“As per the MCZMA, the land under referance falls under CRZ-ll area and situated ot
saa ward cido of the existing authorizad road, The development i propassd Bl landward side
of the imaginary line drown between two existing suthorized bufidings on the saMe pletL
Some portion of proposed redevelopment is sgems 10 0e out side of the drawn Imaginary iine
and structure considered for imaginary line is going to be demplighed.”

The matter was considerad in the 58 MCZMA meeting, where imaginary line was re-drawn
by MHADA officials. The line was drawn between autharized buliding No. 20 and Building Ne.
38 and paralie! to HTL.

This realigned line was accepted by the authenity and subject 1o conditions. 1) Lenstrugtion
chould be carried out strictly as per the Development Control Rules. 1967, provigiong of CRZ
Notification, 10.02 1881 (Amended time to time) and guldelines/ clarifications given by MoEF
time to time. 2) The permissibility of the proposed pasement should be checked with respect
to CRZ Notification, 10.02.1991 {Amended time 10 time) and Development Lontrol Rules,
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1967, 3) Construction should be as per MoEF clarification letter dated 08.09. 1998, the matter
was recommended to MoEF.
5. MHADA has submitted their reply to MoEF addressed to Director, MoEF wide letter dated
22 04.2010. The cantent of tha raply i& reproduced as follows.

“This has reference to your above mentioned lefter. It is to clarify that struciures
considerd for imaginary line is not going to be demolished and will be retained. Please nole
that entire development is proposed on the landward side of the imaginary line.

Algo enclgsing herewith proposed layout superimposed on development plan
prepared by MMRDA showing HTL. Please note that MMRDA is the planning authority for the
back-bay reclamation. Hope this clarifies the malter & request you to kindly include our case
in the forth coming meating and oblige.”

7. The matter was again placed in 85" meeting of MCZMA held en §.0.2010 wharain , autnority

decided to recommend the matter to MoEF for further necessary aclion

Authority further noted that, since the proposed construction s on geaward side of the
existing road and landward side of the imaginary line drawn between two existing authorized buiiding
on the same piot, the proposal was recommended to MoEF as per provigione of CRZ Notification
1991, based on the imaginary line concept

However, the proposal has been referred back by MoEF in light of new CRZ Maotification,
2011 vide their leHer dated 25" February 2011 and requested for consideration and necaasary action
ag per provisions of CRZ Notification. 2011

Authority noted that ss ger BINCRZ-(i), reeonctruction of authorized building o b
permitied subject with the existing Floor Space Indax and Floor Area Norms and without change I
preaent use and a8 per B{V)(1)(ii)ia), the development of radevaiopment shall conlinug 19 G#
undertaken accordance with the norms Iaid down in the Town & Country Planning Reguiations as
they existed on date of the issue of the notification dated 18.02.1991.

However, Authority noted that, the proposed construction is on the seaward gide and tha new
CRZ Notification, 2011 excludes the concept of imaginaty line for the censtruction towards the
seaward side Hence Authority after deliberation and detalled discussion, decided 0 seek [he
clarification from the MoEF with respect to the permissibility of the construction towards the geaward
side on the basis of the imaginary line concept ef MeEF communicated vide letter dated 18.09 1588

(2) Proposed residential development on CTS No. 505, 505/1 etc. on Village Juhu, 9N Juhu
Road, Vile Parle (West), Mumbai:
The matler was placed before the Authority. Authonity neted the grepesal detalie ac foliowe.

1. Mr. Rustom Soli Sethna, has proposed residential development on CTS No. 505/2, 50%/4 and
505/12 of Village Juhu, A. B, Nair Read, Vile-Parle (W) by demoiition of existing stniciures on
the plots.

2 As per the revise development plan of the area tha plot baaring CTS No. 5052, 5054 and
505/12 of Village Juhu, A. B. Nair Road, Vile-Parie (W) Mumbai is situated in resdential zone
of K-West Ward.
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3. As per the Approved CZMP the plot under reference is falls in CRZ-Il area and situated on
the seaward side of he existing read.

4. Total plot area is 15049.70 sq. m. and area under propesal and area under redevelopment is
mentioned as 7737.56 sq. m. and 1841 52 sq m. As per the submitted layout plan, total piat
area is 1504970 sq. m. and net area of the piot is T737.56 ag. m. Ewisbing floor area =
515326 sq. m. and proposed area is 184152 sq. m. whereas total built-up ares is 6004.78
8. M.

5 As per the application proposed redevelopment comprising of Stilt for parking + 1" as podium
parking + 2™ to 7" typical fioors and duplex on 8" & 8" (pt) upper floors in lisu of balance piot
potential + staircase, lift, fift lobby area benefit by demolishing existing building.

6. As per the submitted documents by the proponent the proposed redevelopment is situated on
the landward side of the existing authorized structurge on CTS No. 605/1, 505/13 and 505/14
known-as Silver Beach, Victor and Silver Beach Victor CHS (G + 7) respectively. Proponent
also mentioned that these structures are constructed prior fo 1881,

As per the valuation report submitted by the proponent cost of the project is Rs. 8,29.00,000/

8 The redevelopment is proposed up to Permissible FS1 1.00 for the area. MCGM mentioned
that the proposed activity is permissible ag per the clauee 7(i) of DCR, 1867,

Authority noted that the propoeal wae piacad in 60" meeting of MCZMA held on 2582 2010
and recommaended to MoEF vide letter dated 20.00.2010 along with site visit report which siates
“Proposed buildings are on the landward side of the existing authorized buildings. Further proposed
building are also on the landward side of the plinth of the &xisting building WhICh are going 1o be
demolished. There I8 no construction on the seaward side of the existing authorized building”.

Authority further noted that the proposal has been referred back by MaEF in light of now CRY
Notification, 2011 vide their letter dated 25" February, 2011 and requested for congideraton and
necessary aclion as per provisions of CRZ Netification, 2011,

Authority noted that as per 5(xii) of CRZ Notification, 2011, "The CZhiPs aiready approved
under CRZ Nolification, 1991 Shall b8 vaiid 1or & period of twenty four monihs unisee the sfonszsid
period is extended by MoEF by & spasific ASHASENSR Subjast 16 sueh terme and eondilions az may be
specified therein” and as per the approved CZMP of Mumbai, the plot under reference falls in CRZ
area and situated on the seaward side of the existing road as wall as on the landward side of the
existing authorized structure.

Autharity noted that as per para B(i)(11)(i) of the CRZ Netification, 2011: "Reconstruction of
authorized building to be permitted subject with the existing fioor space index or fioor area norms and
without change in present use”, Authority further noted that following activities a& permissiole as per
CRZ Notification, 2011

s per para 4(1)(c): “Housing schemes in CRZ as specified in paragraph 8 of this nofificabon”

As per para 4{i){d): "Construction involving more than 20,000 sq m built-up area in GRZ-I shall

be considered in accordance with EIA Notification, 2006 and in case of projects less than 20,000

sq. m. built-up area shall be approved by the concerned State or Union Terntory Planning

Authorities in accordance with this nofification after oblaining recommendations from Ihe
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concerned CZMA and prior recommendation of the concerned CZMA shall be essential for
considering the grant of emvironmenial clearance under ElA Notification, 2006 or grant of
approval by the relevant planning authority”
in light of above, Authority decided to clear the proposal from CRZ point of view and
recommend 1o the planning authornty i.6, MCGM fer furthar nocassary action in the matter a3 per
provisions of CRZ Notification, 2011 subject to the following conditions. :
1 Construction should be carried out strictly 88 per the provigions of CRZ Notification. 2011 and
guidelines/ clarifications given by MoEF fime fo time.
2 The propased development should be as per the sanctioned Development Control Rules,
1867 as existing and in force as on 18.02.1891,
3 It should be confirmed that expansion of any reconstruction will not be permitted towards
seaward direciion of the existing plinth.
4. [f there is any change in approved layout plan of the proposal, ine proponent shall apply
afresh for CRZ clearance for the revised proposal.

ltem No. 5: Proposal for construction of ‘Holiday Resart’ at Gal No, 43/1, Village Koimandie,
Taluka Murud, District Raigad

The matter was placed before the Autherity. Autherity notad that, the matter was considered
in the 81% meeting of MCZMA (held on 25.03.2010) wherein it was decided to consider this matter
subject to the submission of the information in Form 1 £ 1A, along with the layout plan superimposed
on CZMP: as it was found that, since the fotal area is more than 20,000 sg. m. this proposals atiracts
A Notification. 2008. However, the project propenent informed that, though their total pint area 5
more than 20,000 eq. m., total buill-up area of their project is less than 20,000 sg. m. When re-
scrutinized, it was found that the tofal built-up area of the proposed ‘Holiday Resort at Village
Kolmandle is less than 20.000 so m, and the matier was refermed 10 the Urban Developmant
Department for necessary remarks. In the meanwhile, the new CRZ Notification, 2011 superseded
the CRZ Motification, 1991 Therefore. proponent was dirétied 1o re-submit the proposal as per the
provisions of the CRZ Notification, 2011

Authority noted the proposal details as foliows:

1. The proposal is submitted through Town Planning Office. Raigad for sonstruction of “Holiday
Resort’ at Gut No. 431, Village Kolmandale, Taluke Murud, District Rajgad and as per the
remarks of Town Planning office, total area of the plot is 10,18 Ha.r and as per the Ragad
Development Plan the plot situated in Agnicultural Zone.

2 As per the appraved CZMP of the arsa, entire land under referance falls under CRZ-I1 area.
Town Planning Office, Raigad also mentioned that some part of the plot fatls under 200 m
and some part falls within the 200 m to 500 m from HTL. In the application it is mentionad
that, the Resort is proposed on the land within 200 m to 500 m fram HTL anly.

3 Total area of the land under reference is mentioned-as 101800.00 sq. M. and the area undar
the proposed construction is 19873.28 sq. m. (less than 20,000 sa. m.). The heignt of the
proposed construction (& mantioned as 9.00 m,
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4. Costof the proposed Holiday Resort is mentioned as Rs. 4.8 crores.

Authority confirmed the permissibility of the proposal in accordance with CRZ Notification,
2641, Autharity noted that, as per the para 5 {wii) af CRZ Nefification, 7041, the CZMP slready
approved under CRZ Notification, 1981 shall be valid for a penod of twenty four monthe. Authorty
also noted that, as per the para g(iyn(By() of CRZ Notification, 2011, the development of vacant plol
in designated areas tor construction of hotels or beach resors for tourists or visitors jg permissibie
subject to the conditions as specified in the guidelinea given in Annexurs-ill of CRZ Notification, 2011
Authority also noted that, as per the Annexure-ii, the development of baach reeorts and hotgls n the
designated areas of CRZ-I & CRZ-Il for ocoupation of \ourists or visitors need priof approval of
MoEF . It was confirmed that the proposed FE1 18 023 and the permissible FSI in this case Is 0.33 with
respect to the stringent of Regional Plan of Raigad.

Considaring the above points, Authority after delibarations, decided to recommend the matter
to MoEF subject to:

1 The compliance of conditions mentioned in the para s{INBIN 8s well as Annexure-l| of
CRZ Notification, 2011

2 No construction should be carried out in between HTL to 200 m area on the |andward side of
HTL.

3 F5ishould not exceed (.25 as per the regional town pian of the: arga,

4 Since as per para (i B of CRZ Notification, 2011, the devalopment of vacant plat in
designated areas for construction of hotels! waach resonts for tourist of visitors, concefiad
Planning Autherity to ansure that proposed land usel activity is permissible n the zone as par
approved regionall local town plan of the area, since this recommendabion (& only from CRé&
point of view.

5 Applicant shall fulfil the reguired documentation &§ per e provision 4.2 of the CRZ
Motfication, 2091 e MoEF,

& No mangroves cutting shall be allowed and no work in CRZ-! and CRZ-| buffer 20n@ will be
alloweed

item ho_G: Statue of action taken on the complaints received by MGCEMA
(1) Regarding the news published in ‘Mumbai Mirror’ on 11" February 2011 under ths fitie
«State asks Rahejas to hait Exotica werk”

The matar was placed before the Authority, With respect to the news putiened in the
wiumbai Mirror on 1" February 2011 regarding the siieged unauthorized construction By ME
Raheja Universal Lid, for ‘Raneja Exotica project at Village Erangsl, Madh island, Malag (Waesl),
Mumbai, letter (dated 25.02.2011) was igued 1o the Member Sacrelary (MPCB} to submit the
detailed report. The copy of the same was marked to the Municipal Gommissiener (MCGh). The
project proponent M/s. Raheja Universal Lid, was dirscted 1@ submit copias of alt the permissiong
taken by them for the proposed project vide letter dated 28.02.2011
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Member Secretary (MPCB) has submitted their reply vide letter dated 05.03.2011. Project

proponent M/s. Raheja Universal Ltd. has also submitted their reply (vide letter dated 09.05.2011) AS
per both the letters, it is cbhserved that;

(a)

(%)
{c)

{d}

(e)

M/s. Raheja Universal Ltd. has carried out construction on plot bearing CTS No. 1865,
2053/8, 2053/C, 2053/D, 20583/E, 2055/B & 2085/C of Village Erangal

Out of the abovemantionad CTS Nog., CTS Nog. 2053/8 s siuated in GRZ-H

Project proponant vide letter dated 29.08,2001 had applied for permission from GRZ paint of
view for the construction on CTS MNe. 20583/B. Urban Development Department which has
subsequently accorded the permission for the said construction from CRZ point of view vide
ietter dated 08.10.2001, MCGM has also given Occupation Certificate for the construction on
piot bearing CTS Mo, 2053/B.

Subsequently, project propenent had applied for Environmental Claarance to MoEF for
construction on plot bearing CTS No. 2053/C, 2053/D, 2053/E, 2066/B & 2085/C. MoEF vide
letier dated 22 08 2007 has accorded Environmental Clearance for the construgtion on the
abovementioned plots which were in non-CRZ area. As per the condition mantioned in the
said Environmental Clearance, the project proponent was supposed to obtain Consent fo
Establish from the MPCB before commengcing any construction work,

With reference fo the application of the proponent to MPCE to obtain Consent to Establish,
MPCR pointed out that, area admeasuring 16653.85 sq m is affected by CRZ on which
construction is completed. It is also cbserved that, while granting the permission from CRZ
point of view for construction on CTS No. Z053/B which is affected by CRZ-Il, by Urban
Development Depariment. the cenditien te ebtain Cansant tn Establich from MBCE has not
been mentionad. Futther, CTS No 2053/B have alse not been mentioned in the
Environmental Clearance from MoEF  Since construclion permission an his §igt if URZ &ed
was given prior o the construction in non-CRZ arsa.

The matter was then referred to Urban Development Department for their remarks. As per he

remarks of Urban Development Department;

fa)

(k)

(c)

AS par the Soproved CEMP of Mymbsl (in asesrdance with CRY Ronficaion, 1881). the land
under reference is situated in CRZ-1l and on the landward side of the existing Malag=naah
Road. The permission from CRZ point of view has been accorded vide leiter dated
06.10.2001 as the sactivity is permicsible with respect to the Development Plan and
Development Control Rules existing as on 19.02.1991,

As per the constitution of MCZMA vide order dated 04,01.2002; Authority shall examine ail
projects proposed in CRZ areas and give their recommendations before the project proposals
are referred to the Central Government or the agencies who have been entrustéd 16 Sigar
such projects under the GRZ Notification, 1881.

CRZ clearance in the instant case was accorded prior to 04.01.2002 following the procadura
prevailing at that time and condition to obtain pricr Consent to Establish of MPCE s not
included in the NOC issued by Urban Development Department vide letter dated 06.10.2001
while according the CRE clearance.

s



Page 26 of 47
(d} The condition to obtain Consent to Establish from MPCB is mentioned in the Environmental
Clearance granted by McEF and the same is as per the EIA Notification, 2006
Authority noted the remarks of the Urban Development Department as above, Authority siso
nated the reply given by project proponent during the meeting. Project proponent raplied that thair
project was developed in various stages. They aleo informad that only plot No. 2053/B i in CRZ.I,
building proposal on which was cleared from CRZ paoint of view in the year 2001 Further works in
non-CRZ area wherein various stages. Condition to obtain Consent to Establish from MPCB s
mentioned in the Environmental Clearance for construction work in non-CRZ area.

Authorily, after deliberations, decided as follows;

1. Decision regarding the construction on the plot No. 2053/B falling in CRZ-Il area will be laken
in consultation with MoEF while deciding the action on violations of CRZ Notification. 1551
Project proponent should be directed not to construct anything on the CRZ affected area on
piot Mo, Z053/8. Further other than piol No. 2053/B, no construction should be undaraken on
plots which are affected by CRZ as per the approved CZMP of Mumbai till further orders from
MCZMA,

2. MPCB may take decision on the igsuange of Congent (0 Esiabligh gg par'the condition as
mentioned in the Envircnmental Clearance dated 22.08.2007 Issued by MeoEF for building
construction in non-CRZ areas on the plot Nos. 2053/C, 2053/D, 2053/E, 2055/B & 2055/C
mentioned in the Envircnmental Clearance.

3. The Developer should submit Board Resolution on stamp paper that they will not violale any
provisions of CRZ Notification in future to the Authority.

(2) Complaint by Ashawshakti Welfare Association with respect 10 SR Scheme on plot bearing
C.5. No. 1980 (pt) of Fort Division and plot bearing C3 MNo. 153A(pt). 160A(pt) of Backbay
Reclamation Scheme Ill, Nariman Point, Mumbai

The matter was placed before the Authority. The Authority noted that Environment
Department received & comglaint from Ashwashakt Welfare dzsociation wide lemer dated 140
December, 2010 alleging violations of CRZ Norms and for initiating construction activiies withoul EIA
report and environment clesrance under ElA Mofification, 2008 on plot bearing CTS Mo 153A(pt )
and 150A(pt) on Backbay Reclamation Schema-lll, Nariman Point, Mumbal. On receipt of above said
complaint, MCZMA vide its letter dated 17" January, 2011 requested Metropolitan Commissioner,
MMRDA. Collector, Mumbal Suburban Dist | Chief Execulive Officer, SRA lo take necessary action
against atleged violation of CRZ Notification, 1981 (if any) and submit aclion taken report accordingly.

Authority noted that the Chiet Executive Officer, SRA vide his letter dated 22™ February,
2011 submitted the reply on the above matter. Authority noted the contant of the letter as foflows:

The SRA Scheme under reference is an amaigamation of two different SRA Schemes
submitted in redevelopment in the SRA in existing slums on land belonging lo the State Government
bearing plot CS. No. 1980 (pt) of Fort Division and 153A(pt) and 150A(pt) of BBR Scheme-lll,
Nariman Point, Mumbai which was initially approved and LOI was wsued on 15" November, 2007
and lastly revised on 6" April, 2010 for the 150 number of eligibie sium dweliers az comified By

‘1;__;(_/»
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Additional Collector {Encroachment} and Competent Authaority. As per the report | the scheme under
reference comprises of one rehab building for rehabilitation of eligible slum dweliers consist of
basement + ground + 6 part for which plans were approved by SRA on 25" January, 2008 and lastly
amended on 13" April, 2010 and on 14" July 2010 to sale building. Commencement Cerlificate upto
plinth level to the rehab building was issued by SRA on 5" April, 2008 and further & C on 134 2010,
It was also reported that presently the construction of work of rehab building is in prograss.

Authority also neled from the SRA letler, that the scheme under referencs 18 approved by
Elum Rehabilitation Authority for the in situ FEI of 1,68 as per the CRI Motification of 1001, with dug
permissions to carry oul the work on landward side of demarcated imaginary ling/H.T.L, with the
approval of State Government and Ministry of Environment & Forest, Govl. of India. They also
submitted list of verification/clearance as under:

1. Verification of HTL was carried out by the Centre for Earth Sciences Studies (CESS) on
02/05/08.

2 The scheme uiref was accorded clearance under Coastal Regulation Zone Hotification,
1291 by the Ministry of Environment and Forests (14-1il Divigion) Government of India, New
Dealhi on 171 1/2006.

3. NOC from the Dy. Secretary to Government, Urban Development Deptt. Mantraiaya,
Murmbai to allow development of slum dt. 28/11/2006.

4. The demarcation of imaginary line dt. 4/12/2007 atlested by Urban Development
Demmpent_

5. Annexure-ll certifying the aligibility of slum dwellers was isauad by Additional Collagtar (Eng)
for 150 nos. of slum dweliers.

. NOC from MMRDA (being planning authority for the land on which sium rehabilitation is
process) was issued on 21/11/2007, subject to conatruction of MMRDA's parking area
admeaguring 115068 eq. m. & handing over eama to MMRDA free of cost.

Further it is also stated in the letter that SR Scheme under reference has got requisite
approvals from various Government Agencies (State/Centrai) and the work of consiruction of rehab
building is in progresa aa per the appraved Plan issued by BRA

Authority noted that MeEF ascorded CRZ Clearanse to SR Seheme under reteranes en the
plot bearing C.5. 153A(pt). However, complainant reported that Developer has carried oul
construction of CS Mo. 150A(pt) which is reserved for RG. Projest Developer was presant during the
meeting he was requested to clarify the allegations made abou! the praject.

As per the Stetement of Developer he stated thet MoEF has granted CRZ Clearance vide s
letter dated 17.11.2008 to the SR Schema under reference.on C.5. No. 1834A(pt) only. Furthar, he
stated that he has neither undertaken any construction activity on C.8. 1504(pt) nor used F5i of the
plot for constructing the rehab porfion on 153A(pt). Further, he also informed that there 3 no
amalgamation of plots bearing C.5. Mo 153A{pt) and 150A(pt).

Project Developer informed during the mesting that slum rehabilitation scheme are
amalgamated as per therr extent of spread out but no amalgamatien of .5 Neo.18lA{pl end
150A(pt) invelved in the scheme.

e
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Authority took on record the letter of intent issued by SRA on 6" April, 2010. As per this Lol
FSi of 1.6625 have been principally approved and sanctioned in accordance with D. C. Regulativn No.
33(10),

Authority alsc noted that total area of the piot under slum is 5821.31 sn. m. and area of the
piot used for computation of FSI is 5323.07 §g. m. Rehab built up area of 4303.37 sq m. and sale
built up area is 454623 sq. m. Total built up area approved is 8887.29 sg. m. and no of slum
dwellers to be re-accommodated is 150. Built up area and reservation to be surrendered free of cost
is 1150.66 sq. m.

Further, Authority noted that as per the Stalement of Developer, the SR Schema under
reference proposed on plot No. 153A(pt) is buildable reservation. Further, as per the demarcation
plan, the portion of the slum plots falls under plot No. C.8, 150A(pt). This plot is reserved for the
public purpose of RG. The ares of the glum plet falling under the R reservation ic 408 24 2. m,
Thus the piot area admeasuring 498.24 §q. m. i1z carved out from the slum plot as per the DCR
provisions, without considering any FSI advantage of this plot.

Authority noted that Urban Development Department vide its letter dated 28" November,
2006 communicated Chief Executive Officer, SRA to allow development of slum on land under
reference on the basis of pian prepared by CESS and subject to the compliance of the senditiona
mentionad in the MoEF latter according CRZ clearance as par CRZ Notification, 1991 amendad fram
time to time One of the condition in the lstter of Urban Development Dept. was thal the F5| 15 ba
used for the project should not exceed the FSI as applicable as on 19,2,1691. Praject Proponen!
submitted that since the SRA Scheme under referance was faling in CRZ area, the acheme is
planned with the zonal FSI of the 1,33 as applicable for island city along with 38% additianal FS| a5
per the Circular No.TPB-4396/ 4350/ UD-11, dated 4" November 1988 | e FSI for SR Schems in
CRZ in tsland city is 1.66 {inclusive of Z28%:).

Autherity also noted that EIA Notification, dated 14" September 2006 is not applicable ta the
Scheme under reference since fotal built up area as per the Lol of the SRA is less than 20.000 aq. m
and Environment Impact Assessment Report is not reguired gince EiA Motifisatian was nzt apphisnkle
ko his Project. After deliberation, Authority noled the following:

1. The preserit SRA Scheme under reference is with zonal FS1 alang with 259 additiansl F2l aa
per the Urban Development Dept's Circular dt. 4™ Novembar, 1988, Tetal FSI in the schems
is 16625,

2. SR Scheme under reference has been accorded CRZ clearance by MoEF vide its letter dated
17" November, 2008,

‘3. There is no amaigamation of piots C.S, No, 153Alpt) and 150AlptY. However, thora ic
amalgamation of SR Scheme spread over the area,

4. As per the SRA report and Statement made by Developer, there is no construction on plot
No.150A(pt) which is reserved for RG. FSI advantage is aiso not claimed for the land
reserved for RG,

After deliberation, Authority decided that slum rehabilitation authority chould submit details of
the scheme under reference as below:
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Is there amalgamation of piot 153A(pt) and 150A(pt).
s there any construction on plot 150A(pt) under the SR Scheme under reference.
FSI calculations and DCR as on 19.2.1991 applicable for the scheme under reference, with
reference to CRZ Notification.
4. Detalls of the Slum Rehabilitation schemae.,
Authority decided to hear the Chief Executive Officer, SRA in the next mesting along with his
reply before taking final decigion in the matter,

(3} Violation of CRZ Notification, 1991 - Huge Township “Orbit MANDWAH" proposed on the
shoreline near Mandwa, Maharaghtra

The matter was placed before the Authority. Authority noled thal, a complaint has been
received from by Bombay Environment Achon Group through MoEF, drawing aftention to 2
development of a huge township project for the affluent coming up on an area of about 200 acres on
the shoreline with cottages, pool, revieras, spas etc. Accordingly, MCZMA requested the Collectar,
Raigad. Deputy Director, Town Planning, Konkan Bhavan vide letter dated 16,12.2010 to get the
matter examined and send the report at the earliest.

In this regard, Authority also noted the reply of the developer M/s. Orbit Corporation dated
11.01.2011 mentioning that there is no construction on the site and requisite permissions/ claarances
(from MCZMA & MoEF) shall be obtained by them before commencament of work.

Authority noted that, the Collector, District Raigad has sent the reply in & simiar compiaint
from the area vide letter dated 28.03.2011 in which it is mentioned that

1. Eite Survey was carried out on 11.05.2010 for chservation of mangroves in villages Revas,

Mandwa, Aavas, Zirad, Aagarsure, Satire, Chodhi, Kihim.

2. During eite visit, it was found oul that No Destruction of Mangroves has taken place.

However, representatives of Bombay Envirenmental Action Group (BEAG) reported that
there is culting of mangroves in the areas. Therefore, Autherity after deliberations, decided that
Coflector should conduct a site visit along with BEAG, the complainant and sand the site visit cepart tn
the Authority. Decision in the matter will be taken after receipt of joint visit report to the Authority
Authority also decided that BEAG and District Collector, Raigad will be Invitad for next méeting after
their site visit.

(4) Regarding violation of CRZ norms by Mis. Aegia Logiatics Ltd,:
The maller was placed before the Authority. Authority notad the detalied shronsisgy af the
matter which 15 as follows:

5 Additional Director, Ministry of Environment and Forest had forwarded the copies of the
compilaints indicating violation of CRZ nomms fo MCZMA vide letter dated 03/02/2009 and requestad
to get the matter examined and send the action taken report within 15 days.
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2. The complainant stated that M/s. Ageis Lagistics Ltd. and other companies have violated the

CRZ norms and has constructed Chemical Storage Tanks in the CRZ area near Pir-Pau Jetty, Mahul-
Chembur after the CRZ Notification, 1891,

7 Therefore MCZMA vide Letter dated 27/02/2009 requested M/s Aegis Logistice Ltd to submit
the information of various tanke super imposed on approved CZMP of Mumbal and provide a copy of
CRZ permission, if any, In cage of applicability of CRZ Notification 19591 io their activity or submit
demarcation survey carried out by agency authorized by MeEF.

4. Mfs Aegis logistics Lid had submitted their report vide their latter dated 2 710272008 which was
recaived on 02/0372008.

Then matter was place before MCZMA, in its 50™ meeting held on 25103/2009 s0 as 1o send
the decision to MoEF og requested by them vide their lelter dated 3.2.2008.

Abstract of the minutes of the 50" meeting is as follows:

‘The matter was deliberated by the Authority. It was informed that as per the
complaint regarding violation of CRZ norms by Mie. Aegie Logistics Lid, through MoEF, the
complainant has stated that Mis. Aegis Logistice Lid. has viclated CRZ norms and
constructed chemical storage tanks in CRZ area near Pir-Pay Jetty, Manul, Chémbur after
CRZ Notification, 1891, Autherity noted that on the basis of the complaint, expianation was
called from M/s. Aegis Logisties Ltd, on 25" June 2008, 15" October 2008 and 37" February
2009. Authority congidered the reply sent by M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd. wide their letier dateg
47.02.2009 wherein the Company has stated that M/s. Tata Power had flled a Writ Petition in
1997 against M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd, wherein it was alleged that that the plot of M/x. Asgis
Logistics Ltd. is within CRZ. In that Wit Petition, it was necessary to identify the HTL and to
thereafter measure the distance of the piot from HTL.

The Hydrographer of the Maharashtra Maritime Board has idantified the HTL and had
stated that the plot of M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd is at 880 m away from HTL, The Hen, High
Courl has acesptsd the report of Hydrographer, Maharashira Marume Board ang gave
decision that the fiot of Mis. Aegis Logistics Ltd, does not fall in GRZ area on 28" Aprit 1999

It is mentioned that the MoEF at that time had not identified the 7 agencies to
delineate HTL and LTL. when the case was filed and hence the Hon, High Court relied upon
report of the Hydragrapher to identify the HTL and measure the distance, proponent reparts
that their activities are in non-CRZ area as per the vardict of Hon. High Court arder,

Authority noted the reply sent by Mis. Aegis Logistics Lid. However, Authority aleo
noted that as per Coastal Zone Management Plan {CGZMP} of Mumbai, approved on
20.01.2000 and as per approved CZMP of Maharashtra of 1908 said area is in CRZ-! and
as per the CRZ Notification, 1991, only 15 petroleum products are permitted for storags in
CRZ area except in CRZ- (i) ie in mangroves, Therafore, Authority came to the conclusion
that as per approved CZMP, said area is in CRZ-Il and should handle and stare anly 15
petroleum products mentioned in Annexure-lll of GRZ Notification ang aigo noted that, at
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present the Company is handling and storing other chemicals than the chemicals permitted 0
the area, However, some members of Authority had an opinion that since the Court had
declared that area as non-CRZ area on the basis of the report of Maharashira Mantme
Board and at that time there were no agencies deciared by the MoEF to delineaie HTL and
LTL and further stated that. degision of the Court 18 prior 1o the CZMP of the said 8re2
approved by MoEF and therefore, the development in the gaid area after the year 2000 gnly
should be as per the CRZ Notification, 1391, After aetalied prolonged deliberabuns, it was
decided to refer the case to MoEF, New Delhi for further guidance to decide next course
of legal action in the matter. *

5. Decision of MCZMA was communicated 1o MoEF in response 10 their letter dt. 21/08/2008,
01/08/2008 and 13/03/2008, with copy to Member Secretary, MPCR for further necessary aclion.
B MoEF vide letter dated 02i06/2008 requested Chairman, MCZMA to axamine the complaint

received by MoEF and appropriate sction may please ba taken in case of viglation with intimation o
this ministey.
T Chairman MCZMA vide letter daled o1/08/2008 requested Member Secretary, MPECE fo
examine the allegations indicated in the above sald letter and taks an appropriate action in case of
viclation of provision of Environment (Protegtion) Act 1986, \Water Act, Air Act as well as CRZ
Notification 1991 and sent detailed action taken report to the Department.
8 MPCE sent their reply vide tetter dt 20/0212009 and 01/04/2010. Further. MPCE had lgsued a
show cause notice to M/s. hggis Logistics Lid vide letter dated 29/09/2009, pointing out vanous
non-compliances including non-submission of information apout varioua tenke duly supenmposed on
the approved CIMP of the Mumbal and not making available a copy of the CRZ permission &F NOA-
submission of the demarcalion SUNVey carried aut by ona of the Autharizey agency by the mhmietry of
Environment and Forests, Government of India vide its tetier ot 27022009
g, show-Cause MNetice was resied under Section-5 of Environment {Pretection) Act, 1986 fo
Mis. Aegis Logistics Ltd. by Chairman (MCZMA) on 11.05.2010
10 With respect to this Notice, Mis. Aggis Logistics Lid. hae clarifiad vanols issues raised vide
letter dated 7" June 2010.

Cansidering the notice issued and the reply of the pmpanmt. the matier was placed in the
§3" meeting of MCZMA heid on 5.7.2010.
The minutes of the 62" meeting:

“The matter was placed pefore the Authority. The project proganent was absent,
however, Authority noted the repert given by MPGB which 15 reproduced 8% tolipwe

“The Sacretary, Environment Dept., Aovemment of Manarashira by abova referred
jetter requestad the Board to take appropriate jegal action if there af8 vioigtions of the lews
pointing out that the Environment Department has received a large numbar of complents In
respect of Mis. Aegis Logistics Ltd. and Sea Leord Containers Lid. regarding starting of e
construction of storage tanks at Mahul Vilage, Chembur without Environment & CRZ
Clearance and thereby violating the provigions of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 and
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Rules made there under as well as the Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1874
and the Alr (Prevention and control of Pollution) Act, 1981 respectively.

It was also specifically pointed out that the MCZMA took cognizance of these
complaints and the matter was placed in its 50" Meeting, wherein, it was decided that
considering the Hon'ble High Court's directions, the activities after the year, 2000 should be
coverad as per CRZ Notification. Mfs, Aegis Logistics Lid. was also direcled 1o submit the
survey report carried out by the Ministry of Enviranmant and Forests. Gavemment of India’s
authorized agency, Howeyer, they have not submitted such report to the Authanty. in view of
the recurring complaints, the Maharashtra Pollution Control Board was requested o taks
appropriate action after examination of the alleged viplations.

MPCB had issued a show cause notice to M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd. vide |etter dt.
58/08/2009, pointing out various non-compliances Including non-submiggion of information
about various tanks duly superimposed on the approved CZMP of the Mumbai and not
making available a copy of the CRZ permission or non-submission of the demarcation Survey
carried out by one of the Authorized Agency by the Ministry of Environment and Foresis
Govermment of India vide ite letter dt 27/02/2009 MPCE also pointed out that the specific
resolution of the MCZMA in its 50" Meeting of the Authority on the basis of the approved
CZMP of Mumbai, clear-cut showing the area of storages of Mic. Aegis Loglstics Lid. in the
cRZ-l and thereby, permisaibility of storage of 15 petroleum produsts gnly ag mentionad in
the Annexure-lll of the CRZ Notification. MPGB also pointéd out specifically that in spile of
the above. Mis. Aegis Logistics Ltd. is storing and handling in their storagec other chamicals.
other than 15 petroleum products and thereby viotating the CRZ Notification. The show cause
nolice has been issued on 28/00/2008 as to why consent shall not be revoked in respect of
storage of chemicals and products other than the permisaible 15 patrolaum products,

Mie. Asgie Logistics Ltd replied 10 the said show causc nolice vide letter did
04/02/2010, pointing out thel, the HTL and the distanco of thair storages at that time had
been messuréd by Maharashira Maritime Board and on that basts, the Hon'ble High Court
had come io the conclusien that it e outside the CR7 area It |5 also siatea hat e MPGD
was alsa nacassary respondent, bis. Aegis Logiatics LI, refteraies mal sl sicrages ds nsl
fall in CRZ area and the land is located on a creek and therefore, 500 m zone/ disiance does
not applicable to them. It Is aiso said that the Affidavit of the MPCB and the report of
Maharashtra Maritime Board bath have come after 2000 L@, in 2005 and 2008 respachvely
after the approval of the CZMP and have ratified that their area does nof fall in CRZ arga. Itie
also stated that the order passed by the Hon'bie High Court has bescame final and not
challenged, is conclusive and binding.

However, in epite of spacific directions from MCZMA te Mie. Aagis Logistics Ltd. lo
submit their superimposed location an the CZMP map, after damarcation of CRZ boundaries
by one of the 7 authorized agencies under CRZ Notification, nothing has been submittad by
Mis. Aegis Logistics Ltd. for reasens best known fo them On the contrary, they have started
construction of additional 37 tanks, out of which, 13 tanks construction upto plinth level has
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been completed without CRZ clearance and without making any application for Consent 10
Establish to the Board,

Thereafter, it was suggested to submit legal opinion with reference to the order
passed by the Hon'ble High Gourt of Judicature at Mumbai in the Writ Petition No, 983/1897,
in the context with the decision reported in the AIR 2008 (NOC) 2094 (P. and H) in the
matter of Prem Sagar vie State of Punjab and Ors In the CW.P. No, 18508/ 2008, dt
13/02/2009 along with the opinion of the Sclicitor. Accordingly, the MPCE had calbed an
opinion from Ms, Sharmila Deshmukh, Advocale and Soliciter ve (L) vide ietter di
19.01.2010.

In the meantime, the Board had calied verification report from the Regional Officar,
MPCE Mumbai with reference to the illegal constructions being carried oul by WMis Aegis
Logistics Ltd, and M/s. Sea Lord Containers Ltd. in respect of additional storages in the CRZ-
il area as per the complaint received by the Board. On the basis of the Regional Dfficer,
MPCB. Mumbal's repor, the Board has issued direclions ufs 33A of the Watar (Fravantion
and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974, w/s 31A of the Air (Prevention and Control of Poilution)
Act 1981 read with Hazardous Wasies (Management, Handling and Trane Boundary
Movement) Rules, 2008 dt. 10/02/2010, diracting it to slop the construction of additional
storages, falling which, the Board has no option than to initiata further stringent action.

Advocate and Solicitor has submitted specific legal opinion vide letter dt FBI032010,
stating that the judgment and order dt. 28/04/1898 mentions that it is a commen position that
ill date of the judgment, the pregeriped Authonty has nol demarcated the High Tida Ling g
over the coastal areas in the country and therefore, at that time it was necessary io direct an
agency to demarcate the HTL to decide the controversy in issue and accordingly, the same
was done However, the same cannct be held binding after the prescribed authority has
demarcated the High Tide Line. The Salicitor nas opined thal the HTL a3 originally recarded
on the chart of Maharashira Maritime Board has not aiiereq after the demarcation of HTL
unifermly throughout the country as prescribed by the CRZ Notification and the Municipal
Bunds cannot be considered as indications of MTL. The HTL refiected in the approved
Coastal Zone Management Plan is the decisive facter. The Hydrographar, Maharashira
Maritime Board is not @ demarcating authority, authorized by the Central Govarmmant and
therefore. its demarcation is not binding. It has been clearly mentioned that in the event, the
storage tanks of M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. is situated in CRZ area 83 per CIMP, then, only 15
sroducts specified in Annexure-Iil of 1991 Notfication can be permitied 1o be stored. She has
also made it clear that after approva! of the CZMP and the uniform demarcation of HTL, thé
judgment of Hon'ble High Court cannot be held 1o be binding for classification of CRZ areq,
particularly, when it is based on the demarcation of HTL by an unauthorized agancy. 1t is 3ls0
statad that the authority has therefore, rightly come to the conclusion thst the development in
the said area should be as per CRZ Notification, 1991 after the year, 2000 and only. fhe
products specified in Annexure-lll of the said Netfication can be parmitied 1o be slored in the
sald area,
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After going through the said opinion and the available record including the order
passed by the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Mumbai in the Wit Petiion No. 883/1997
in the Context of decision reported in the AIR 2008 (NOC) 2094 (P. and H.} in the matter of
Prem Sagar v/s State of Punjab and Ors. in the C.W.P. No, 18596/2008, dt. 13/02/2009, the
following points arige for consideration by MPCB:
The projact has to ba approved by the Ministry of Environment and Forests, Gavernment of
India for any investmaent till MCZMA is constituted. However, after constitution of MCZMA, the
CRZ clearance fo the projects having investmant lese than Rs. & crores, is being granted by
the MCZMA and above Rs. 5 crores investment, the proposals are to be sent to the Ministry
of Environment and Forest, Government of India. M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. has not sbtained
any CRZ Clearance either from MoEF, Govt, of india or MCZMA either for earlier storages
prior 1o 1998 and even after constitution of the MCZMA for later on slorages. As per the
nspection carried out by Board on 14/02/2008, the said company was found to store all
classes of hazardous chemicais other than those specified in Annexure-lll of the CRZ
Motification.
MCZMA in its 50" Meeting clearly observed that the storage tank areas of M/s. Aegis
Logistics Ltd. clearly fall in the CRZ-1 area. thus there is the violation of the CRZ Notification
An explanation was called from Mis. Aegis Logistics Lid.. which had submitted vide s letter
dt. 27/02/2008, peinting out in the Wit Petition No, B83/1997 filed by M/s. Tata Powar Hydro
Electric Power Supply Co. Ltd. that Hydrographer, Maharaghtra Maritime Board had carried
out actual physical measurement during the High Tide and accordingly reported thal the
location of storages of M/s. Aegie Logisties Lid, sre outgide CRZ grea, At that time, the
Hon'kie High Court in para 97, clearly slated that. it is & common position thet Lill date {as an
data of order), the preseribed Authority hae net yet demarcated the High Tide Line all avar
the coastal area in the country.
It appears that the Hydrographer, Maharashtra Maritime Board was to carry out the sctual
physical measurements during High Tide and fo report as to whether, the HTL ia roally
colncided with the Municipal Bunds piaced on the Weslern and Southern Sides of Ws. Asgis
Logistic Ltd facility The Hydrographer, Maharachtra Maritimo Baard abaarund that an ths
Western Boundary and Southern Boundary and along the bunds, as indicated could not be
estabiished due io the presence of very large guantity of hot water caused by heavy
discharge of cooling water from the Tata Power Plant, which was considered (o be affssting
the High Tide Level and therefore, he was unabile to ostablish whethar tha HTL esineided
with the Municipal Bunds on account of very large guantity of hot waler being discharged by
the petlitioner in the area.
Therefore, the observations of the Hydrographer. Maharashira Maritime Board cannat be
relied upon in respect of the HTL. as he was unable to establish the position of the HTL
Therefore, it is necessary to direct an Agency to demarcate the HTL to decide the
controversy in issue, which was done by the MCZMA, directing M/s. Aesgis Logistias Lid. to
produce such report before the MCZMA. Howaever, till date, M/s. Azgis Logistics Co. Ltd. has

—r—
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not submitted any such report of Maharashtra maritime Board. which was not the competant
authonty at that ime also. Hence. Mfs. Aegis Logistics Lid. avaiding to ge! demarcate (i
storages from HTL for last number of years for reasons best known 1o it and not complied
with the notices issued by the MCZMA and MPCE.
An explanation was called from Mis. Asgis Logistice Lid. whao aubmittad thalr avplanatisn
vide their letter dated 27.02 2008, As per the said Company in Wit Patition Mo, 923/1997
filled by M/s. Tala Power Hydro-Eleciric Power Supply Company Limited, the Men'ble High
Court issued direclions to Hydrographer, Maharashira Maritme Board to identity the HTL ang
measure the distance. The Hydrographer had identified the HTL and staled that plat of the
said Company is 680 m away from the HTL. The Hon'ble High Court on tha baeig of tha said
report held that the plot of M/s Aegis Logistics Lid., does not fall In CRZ ares The said
decision was delivered on 28" April 1999
| (Member Secretary, MPCB) have perused the copy of the judgment of the Hon'bie High
Court deliverad in Writ Petition No. 983/1997. It appears that on 18" Juns, 1868, the Hon'ble
High Court directed the Hydrographer, Maharashtra Maritime Board to make a report to this
Court as to whather the High Tide Line envisaged under the Coaatal Zone Manaoement Plan
and the concerned CRZ Notification coincided with the Bunds placed on the Wester and
Southern sides of the sald Company’s facility and accordingly, 8 report was farwarded by the
Hydrographer, Maharashira Maritime Board that the storage tanks were not within a distance
of 500 m from High Tide Line. '
This direction to the Hydrographer was issued because 31 Ihe Ume of the Issuares 5F 178
directions. the Coastal Zone Management Plan was not approved by the Ministry of
Environment and Forests, Government of India and the Migh Tide Line wag not demarsated
by the prescribed Authority. The Hon'ble High Courl in paragraph 98 of the judgment has
heid "that it i a common position that till teday the prescribed Authority has not yef
demarcated the High Tide Line all over the coastal areas in the counlry”. It was, therefore,
necessary at that time lo direct an agency to demarcate the High Tide Line to dacide the
controversy in issue and accordingly the eama was dane. However, it is pertinent to nole that
the MoEF. Government of India wae not consulted, which wag very mush available as the
competent authority. Therefere, the same cannol be held binding affer the proscribed
authority has demarcated the High Tide Line.
In paragraph 103 of the judgment, the Mon'bie Migh Court has held that the Municipal Bunds
are indicative of the High Tide Line level as onginally recorded on the charge of the
Maharashtra Maritime Board, Therefore, at that fime also. the Hon'ble High Courl was not
confirmed about the axact position of the High Tide Line and therefore, stated that the
Municipal Bunds are indicative of the High Tide Line level.

Maharashtra Coastal Zone Management Authority being the competent Authority for
implementing the CRZ Motification. 1991, it will be more appropriate that it can issus
directions under Section 5 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, directing M/s. Asgis
Logistics Ltd. and other storages in the CRZ /| area thal they should store only 15 petroieum
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products mentioned in the Annexure-ll of CRZ Notification, 1991 and they should not carry
out any construction work in respect of additional tanks, for which, no CRZ clearance has
been obtained. After issuance of such type of directions, with a copy to the Maharashira
Pollution Conlrol Board, the Board will gefinitely initiale pracese for amendment in the
consent granted lo Mis. Aegis Logistics Lid and other storages, which are in CRZ-1l graa for
allowing storages of 15 petroleum products only, as mentioned in the Annexure-ll 1o the CRZ
Notification dt. 19/02/1901,

MPCB reports the observation that the said storage terminal is most recalcitrant
management and in spite of giving number of opportunities te bring on record the compliance
of CRZ Notification does not bother to take any steps to comply with the all the show cause
notices and thereby, recurring complaints are being received by all the Govemment
Organizations inciuding the Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of India,
Environment Department, Government of Maharashira, Maharashira Coastal Zone
Management Authority and the Maharashtra Pollution Control Board. Therefore, it becomes
necessary to take ultimate decision in the mattar on thae basis of available record
immediately”.

Authority also noted that, Show-Cause Notice iecued under Saetion B of Enviranmant
(Protection) Act. 1986 to M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd by Chairman (MCZMA) on 11.08.2010 and
reply of M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. was taken on record, After deliberations, Authority noted
that, M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd. has not complied with the order of MCZMA.

Since the site under reference of Ms. Aegis Logistics Lig. is In CRZ-II area ae per
approved CZMP, Authofity decided to call for details of following from MPCE, MEET and
MCGM:

1. Details of tanks constructed along with tank number prior to 1881, since 1881 to 2000 and
since 2000 till date superimposed on layout plan.
Permissions obtainad/ given for euch conatrustions and sperations fram varicus agsnciss:
3. Layout of the tank farm area of Mis. Aegis Logistics Lid. superimposed on approved CZME
of Mumbai in the scale of 1:5000
Autharity decided to direct MPCB and MbPT 1o ensure that storage and handiing of
chemicals on this tank farm area is as per the Annexure-lll of the CRZ Notification,
13.02.1881 (amended time to time) and send the compliance report to the Authority till the
matter is finalized. Authority also directed MbPT to constitute Inspection Squads to inspect
handling and storage of chemicals in port grea and other 1ank farm areas as per CRZ
Notification, 19.02.1891 and to ensure that there are no hazardoue chemicals stored and
handied in the area. Authority directed MbPT and MPCB 1o send periodic reports to MCZMA
and Environment Department.

Authority directed M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. to make application for CRZ and
Environmental Clearance before the Authority at the earliest”.
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Accordingly. M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd. submitted the required information and clarification vide

letter dated 30" August 2010, However, they had submitted application as per the approved CZMP
of Mumbai approved by MoEF. As per the approved CZMP site under consideration is in CRZ-1I. Site
is also abutting the mangroves area which is declared as protected forest vide Notification dated
27 .09 2008 as par Hon, High Court Order,

The application was placed before the 85" meeting of MCZMA held on 9.9.2010.

The minutes of 65" meeting:

“The matter was placed before authority. Autharity noted the foliowing:
With respect to the alleged CRZ violations, the matter was previously placed in the 50"
meeting of MCZMA. The matter was again considered in the 63 meeting of MCZMA held on
05.07 2010 with respect o the notice issued {dated 11.05.2010) to M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid.
under Section-5 of Environment {Protection) Act, 1986 and the reply of M/e. Asgis Logistics
Ltd. (dated 07.06.2010).
As per the decision taken in the 63™ meeting, M/s. Aegis Logistics Ltd. was directed to make
application for CRZ and Environmental Clearance before the Authority along with survey from
authorized agency of MoEF since they are operafing the storage tanks without CRZ
pErmission
Accordingly, Mis. Aegis Logistics Ltd. has submitted the required information and cianficaion
vide letter dated 30" August 2010. However, they have submitted application gc per the
approved CZMP of Mumbai approved by MoEF. As per the approved CZMP site under
consideration is in CRZ-Il. Site is also abutling the mangroves area in the Mahul Cresk,
which is declared as protected forest vide Notification dated 27.08.2008 as per Hen. High
Court Order.
As per the layout of the storage terminal of M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid st Mahul submifted along
with the letter dated 30" August 2010, the details of the siorage tanks is as follows:

[Na of laka beill befers the year 2000 |
No. of tanks bullt after the year 2000:
No. of new tanks proposed.
As per the layoul drawing, it can be observed that the land under reference is abutting the
HTL and mangroves from Mahul Creek site Site falls in CRZ Il and buffer zone of
mangroves. Thie ie eupported by Google map submitted by Mis Aegis Lonistics Lid
Representative of Mis. Aegis Logistics Lid presenled the case beloré tha Authamty

emphasizing that their storage facility does not fall within CRZ area. To corroborate their stand,
representative of M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. presented the follewing facts:

L

On the Southern side, Municipal Bund (8-8 m higher than creek level and having width of 5
m) is situated at a distance of 680 m from Aegis Boundary beyond Tata Power pre-cocling
channel. Thane Creek is situated beyond Municipal Bund. MoEF approved Tata Power's
cooling channel on Southern boundary shows that there is no tidal activity adjacent to Aegis
plot

AMRRA
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o On Eastern side, there exists drainage channel used for water and drainage outflow from
BPCL, HPCL, Tata Power and MbPT. MoEF has noted this to be nalla and putfall with the
flow outward into Tala Pre-Cooling Channel,

o On Western side, Aegis compound wall is pre-existing since 1977. Beyond this compound
wall there is pre-euxisting road and mangroves theraafter
Representative of M/s, Aegis Logistics Lid also presented the legal status of their Storage

Facility through following facts:

1. In 1995, Government of Maharashtra granted Environment Clearance to Aegie for expanded
capacity in non-CRZ area.

2. With respect to WP No. 983 of 1897, filed by Tata Power regarding applicabliity of CRZ to
Aegls facility, the Hon. High Court of Mumbai concluded that Aegis facility and storage tanks
are not in contravention of CRZ Regulations and do not fall within 500 m from HTL.

Taking into account all the above facts, Authority after deliberation, directed M/s. Aegis
Logistics Ltd. to get the survey done and provide the map demarcating site under relerence
from any of the MoEF authorized agencies to MCZMA, fo ascertain the aclual CRZ status of the
site under reference so as to determine the permissibility of the activilies carried out by M/s. Asgis
Logistics Lid. and revert.”

12. in the meanwhile, Show Causae Notice has been issued lo M/s Aegis Logistics Lid. viae
leHar dated 07.02.2011 under Section.f of Envionment (Proleclion) Act. 1986 G SRarating then
facility without obtaining CRZ clearance from competent authanty and for viglating the provisions of
CRZ MNotification, 1991

13. M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. carried out the survey of the land under referenge from Cantre for
Earth Science Studies (CESS), Kerala and submitied the survey report lo MCZMA vido lotier dated
28" February 2011.

The matter was placed in 68" meeting of MCZMA held on 14.3.2011 in visew of survey
report submitted by M/s Aegis Logistics Ltd.

The minutes of the 88" meeting:
“Authority noted the BECKEFOURY of the maiter as (he malter wes placed oa rliar in the

50" 83" & 65" meetings of MCZMA. Mis. Aegis Logistic Lid. was direcled lo get sufvey of

the area done from one of the MoEF authorized agency in the 85" meeting sf MCZMA,

Authority also noted the order issued under Section § of Environmant (Protaction) Act, 1986

to the company for non-compiiance of the order. Representative from Mis. Aeais LO@ISICS

Ltd. presented the frash CZMP prepared by CESS. Kerala in the scale of 1:4000.

Authority noted the comparative distinction between the CZMP of Mumbai in 1 125000

and new CZMP (prepared by CESS in the scale of 1:4000 as per CRZ Notification, 2011)

presented by M/s. Aegis Logistic Lid. On observation of the map prepared by GESS,

authority found that the survey from Southern side of the plot under reference has nol been
carried out. Further, there is change in HTL in the new survey Authority also noted thal as

per the approved CZMP the plot under consideration is surrounded by mangroves whih 18

declared as a protected forest as per Hon, High Court's order.
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Representative from M/s. Aegis Logistic Ltd. informed that survey of the Southern
side of the plot could not be carried out owing to presence of extreme conditions like hot
water discharge in the water body. After detalled discussion and deliberation, Authority
decided to direct the M/s. Asgis Logistic Lid, to get the survey done from all tha sides of the
plot under reference as well,

Autharity also deliberated that since CRZ status of the plat is not finalized, Mis. Aegis
Logistics Ltd. should only store 15 petroleum and chemical products as per Annexure-ill of
CRZ Motificgtion, 1991 and Annexure-ll of CRZ Natification, 2011,

Authority also decided to direct MPCE again to implement the directions of Authority
to ansure that ne violation of provisions of CRZ Natification, 1981 and 2011 are done by the
cempany. Authority also decided to refer the matter on non-compitance to MoEF for further
action along with all details on the case. MPCB is also directed to survey other storage areas/
companies in the MbPT areas o ensure the compliance of CRZ Notification, 2011 and 1581
and send the report to the Authority within @ month, Information should include:

i, CRZ status as of the storage tanks in MBPT area
i, Mature and names of chemicals handled by these storage tanks
iil. Mumber of tanks with date of construction
tv. Permission given by MPCB, Environment Department & MoEF
v. Recommendation on vickation of Nolification
In the meanwhile, M/s. Aegis Logistics Lid. vide letter dated 21" Apnl 2011 has submiltad the

original copy of .lhe revised survey report prepared by CESS, Kerala for their site. The survey repan
has been revised with respect to the CRZ demarcation of the aité under raterence inciuging findinge
on South side boundary (without taking into account the discharge of hot saline water from Tala
Thermal Power Plant.”

The matter was piaced in the ag™ meeting of MGZMA in view of revisod survey reperi

prepared by CESS for the site.

Autherity noted some of the important points as mentioned in the conclusion of this revised

survey repart are as follows:

The surveying sgency CESS noted in ita report that they were aahed by their sliant (M
Aegis Logistics Ltd.) not to survey the Southern side. M/a. Aegis Logistics Lid. however
suppressed this fact before MCGZMA

The revised survey report is 3s per the guidelines of CRZ Notification, 2011 Therefore,
distance of 150 m is reduced to 100 m from the HTL of cresk. As per the approved CIMP by
MoEF, distance from HTL of creek is 150 m significantly large portion of the piot therefore
was in CRZ-IL

Referred site and the surroundings have a few storage lank facifities befonging to different
aperators like Tata Power. Aegis and BPCL Most of these have come up in he past in
reclairmed tidal flats. Drainage channels and cooling water discharge shannale and ponds
also exist in the region.
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» Reclamation that has taken place during the last 20-30 years has modified the morpholagy
and redefined the HTL and LTL of the area.

e The HTL and LTL are identified from geomorphic signatures such as mangroves, tidal flals,
embankments, bunds elc. as observed during field mapping carried out in December 2010-
February 2011, ;

» Distance from South boundary of Aegis property lo the cuter bund of the Tata Power sesling
ponds (Municipal bund/ Tata bund) is 588 m,

« Large tracts of mangroves are present on the banks, which are CRZ-IA. The inter-tidal zone
without mangroves is CRZ-1B. the mangroves have coverage more than 1000 m” and hence
a buffer zone of 50 m.

« Width of the cresk is mora than 100 m considering the distance from the HTL af the bank of
the HTL on the appasite bank of the creek and accordingly the GRZ on the banks is 100 m.

» Mahul being within Mumbai Municipal Corporation, the developed area in the CRZ is CRZ-II
as per the CZMP of Maharashtra.

» Part of the existing storage tanks s within the 100 m GRZ on the banks of the creek.

Representative during their presentation reported that they are storing all types of chemicals in ail
tanks since they are in non-CRZ area. They submitted layout plan of storage tanks superimposed on
the revised/ demarcated CZMP prepared by CESS The location of storage tanks with numbar as
submitted by them is reproduced as below (This Is as per the new CZMP by CEBS, Herala a8 par
CRZ Notification, 2011):

‘8r.No. |  TankHNo, ' Year of conatruction Remarks |

1 T.113 1087-1986 Construction priof 10
2 T-114 1982-1986 CRZ Notirication,

3 T-115 1962-1986 1881

4 T-118 1991-1992

5 T-120 1991-1982 Constructed prior to
5 T-121 18811883 approval of STMP

7 T-122 1691-1892 in 2000
0 T-126 1894-1885

S TR ) T-127 | 1994-1885

10 T-128 1504-1995

11 T-120 1994-1995

12 T-134 2000 ‘Remaodeled _g

From the above 1t is noted that, 12 No. of tanks are still in CRZ-I! as per revised demarcation
by CESS Authority also noled that, there is change in CRZ area covérage as par sid spprovad
CZMP and demarcation by CESE as per 2071 guidelings.

Authority also took on record the complaint received through MoEF and made by Hon MP
Shri. Sabir Ali alleging that despite of several orders by MCZMA, Mig. Aegie Logistics Lid. |8 storing
all types of chemicals an their site.
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Considering the above facts and complaints, Authority decided to constitute a commillee to

investigate the matter comprising following;

1.

e R R I

Chairman {MCZMA)

Representative from NID, Goa

Regional Officer, MPCB

Or. 8 B Chaphekar, Member (MCZMA)

Deputy Chief Engineer (Development Plan), MCGM

Hydrographer, Maharashira Maritime Board

Director. Central Institute of Fisheries Education. Mumbai

Member Seoretary (MCZMA)

The ToR of the committee will be as given below:

To verify the date of construction and location of the storage tanks with respect to CZMP of
Mumbal approved by MoEF and revised CZMP by CESS
'Tu ascertain number of tanks in CRZ.I, nonCRZ stc from 1881 fo 20411 with dates of
construction

to ascertain nature of chemicals stored in the storage tanks from time to time from available
fecords

To identify the viclations of CRZ Nolification, Waler Act and Envireniment (Pretection) Ast ele.
by M/s. Aegis Logistica Ltd.

Authority decided to direct the Regional Offier, MPCB to make logistic arrangements for the

visit of the commities:

In light of the complaint from Hon. MP Sabir Ali, received through MoEF, autherity decided fo:
Eend the status report to MoEF with respect to received complaint

Recommend the revised CZMP prepared by GESS for approval of MeLF till the new CZMP s
prepared and approved. The storage of the chemicals which are permissible in CRZ area
should be carried out in accordance with agpraved CIMP,

Get clarifications of MoEF regarding expansion of aetvity in CRZ arag and cul of date, which
can be songidersd 18 gllew gierage of shemiosls oiher than fistod N Annoxuie=l N CRE S8
Give fresh directions to MPCE, that THZ Notification s strictly followed.

tem Mo. 7: Proposed censtruction of the play pool on plot bearing CS Mo, 55 & 478 of Colaba

Divigicn.
The matter was placed before the Authority. Authority noted that project proponent has

proposed to construct a shallow play pool (38" depth} within the approved plinth arsa of the 2
servants' rooms. The proponent has requested to grant NOC fram CTRZ paint of viaw for tha
construction of the play poal.

Authority aleo noted thal the lgnd undar refarance falls in CRI-H and siualed on the saswar

side of the existing road as per the CZMP approved by MoEF on 15.04 2000, Authonty aleo noted
that, as per the sanctioned Development Plan of 'A' Ward of MCGM, the plot under referencs talls in
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Residential Zone and not reserved for any public purpose. The land under reference falls in Marine
Drive Precinct,

Considering the above points, Authority decided 1o approve the proposal for the conetruction
of the proposed play pool on the landward side of the building from CRZ point of view, subject to
foliowing conditions:

1. Construction of play pool should be carried out slriclly as per the provisions of CRZ

Notification, 2011 and guidelines/ clarifieatione given by MeEF time fo time.

2. The F8I for the proposed developmant of piay pogi ghould be a8 por the sanclioned

Development Control Rules, 1967, as existing and in force on 19.02.1981.

3. The proponent should obtain prior permission of Mumbai Heritage Censervation Commiliee
as the land under reference falls in Marine Drive Precingt, if appiicable

Item No. 8: Regarding proposed regularization of Fitness Centre on ground floor of axisting
building known as The Cuffe Parade Persepolis Premises Co-operative Soclaty Ltd.
on Iand bearing CE Ne, 31, Plot No. 100, Backbay Reclamation Scheme. Mumbal

The matler was placed before the Authority. Authority noted that, The Cuffe Parade

Persepolis Premises Co-operative Society Ltd. had applied to the Deputy Chief Engineer (Building

Proposals), Mumbai City, MCGM s as fo gel the permission for the regulanzation of Finess Cente

en ground floor of their existing building on land bearing C§ No. B31. Plol No. 100, Backbay

Reclamation Scheme, Authority also noted thal, the Ueputy Chief Engineer (Building Proposals),

Mumbai City, MCGM (vide letter dated 27.09.2010) has informed the Urban Development

Departmant that, the land under reference is situated In CREZ-I and hence, (his SoRSFUETIGR &f he

Fitness Centre cannot be permitied with free of FSI. In the letter it i alse mentionad that, as per the

approved plans. remaining builtsup area s 722 43 sq m. and buill-up area of the Fitnoss Gentre, of

which the regularization is proposed. is 540.58 80 m. Remarke of Urban Devslepmant Deparlment

have been sought on this issue vide letier dated 27.08.2040.

Authority noted the remarks of Urban Develcpmant Depantmant i Which it i mentioned that,

MoEF has issued new CRZ Notification, 2011 on 06.01.2011 and in this Notificelion, there s no

provision for regularization of Fitness Centre in an already conslructed and existing building in CRZ

area and hence the permission cannot be given. The matter was then referred 1o Envirsamant

Depariment for remarks. Authority noted that, the Environment Bepartment agreed to the remarka of

the Urban Deveiopmaent Department on scrutinizing the matter in accordance with CRZ Notification

2011,

Hence. Authority opined that the reguiarization in the ingtant case is not permissible fram

CRZ point of view, After deliberations, Autherity decided 1o reject the propoaal,

Item No. 9: Proposed residential buiiging on plot bearing CTS Me. 887 of Village Juhu at Jubu
Tara Road, Vile Parle (West), Mumbai
The matter was placed before the Authority. Autharity noted the proposal details ae feliows:
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The proposal involves the construction of residential building by demeclishing the existing
structures on plot bearing CTS No. 967 aof Village Juhu The area under proposal is 2247,40
§q. m. The reconstruction is proposed for residential use as Basement + Stilt + 7 Floore. It iz
proposed to use the FSIof 1 .00

The plot bearing CTS No. 967 of Village Juhu s situated in the Residential Zone as per the
sanclioned Development Plan of K/West Ward of Mumbai. Tetal ;araa of the plot is 2347 ap
&0.m.

As per the CZMP of Mumbai {approved by MoEF on 189.01.2000), the land under reference s
classified in CRZ-I. The plot is situated on the seaward side of the existing road,

The reconstruction is proposed on the landward side of the plinth of existing structure. The
Project Propenent has not submitted any authorization details e.g. Occupation Cenificate,
Commencement Certificate eic. for the exicting structure,

However, as per the information submitted by MCGM vide letter dated 11.11.2008, the
present structure exists on the plot under reference since 01.04,1963 as per the building
agsessment record. In this letter, i 18 8188 Mantioned that the copy of approved plans and
occupation plans for the existing structure are not available with MCGM

For drawing the imaginary line. the structure of Ceg Princeas Hotel on the plot bearing CT8
No. 869 is also considered, which is on the Southarn side of the plot under reference. As par
the Information submitted by MCGM vide lener dates 13.04 2008, Oegypation Cartificale is
granted lo the Sea Princess Motel vide CE/ 9711/ BSl/ AK datod 24.08.1987, The CRZ
clearance for the addition/ atteration and additional construction to tha said Hotel has also
been granted by Urban Development Department vide letter No, TPB 2008/ 87/ CR.A8/ D&/
UD-12 dated 28 02 2008.

Total cost of the proposed construction is Re. 25.10 erores.

Authority noted that tho matter was placed in the 58" meelng of MCZMA held on 4"

December, 2009 and recommended to MoEF vide letter dated 19122008 MoEF raicad query

regarding tha imaginary line drawn by the proponent connecting thé authorized struciure vide letter
dated 6" April, 2010,

Autherity further noted that MCZMA respondad to MeEF vids lsttar daled 40" Apri, 3010

mentioning that " As regard the proof for the existing structure on plot under reference il is to ba

states that project proponent has submitted the foliowing documents to preve the authenticity of
structure

)

Assessment bill by local authority viz. Municipal Carporation of Greater Mumbai which shows
that the first date of agsessment is 02 04 1663,

i} The registered copy of agreement of lease execufed between Mr. Gaspar Diege Goeltho and

Mfs Burmah Shell Oii Storage and Distributing Co. of India Ltd dated 05 12 1053 far the
structure existing on the site.

i) Copy of N.A. report dated 20,8 1954 wherain it is mentioned that * Pucca Building for Burmah

Shell Training Institute Is existing on site under refarance




Page 44 of 47

Based on above documents the structure was considered as authorized one by local
authority viz, Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai. Any of above documents are accepted as 3
proof of the authorized structure as per policy circular of Maharashtra Government vida ULC-1082/
159/ Desk-X VI dated 11" January, 1983,

Authority noted that MoEF again sought clarification from authority vide letter dated
20.5.2010 regarding the imaginary line drawn in the mater. ;

Authority noted that construction ie propocad on exicting plinth af the etructure o there is no
application of imaginary line in the instant case. However, Authority discussed that since ihe
proposed construction is on the landward side of the plinth of existing structure, authorization details
of the existing structure need to be verified from MCGM. MCGM officials present in the meeting
stated that the existing structure is prior to 1963,

Authority after discusgsion, decided to direct the MCGM to give in writing that the existing
structure under reference is authorized one as per the records of MCGM. After receipt of the
confirmation from MCGM, report will be sent to MoEF.

Iltem No, 10:  The Writ petition No. 2368/2010 filed by the Indian Navy, Western Naval Command
regarding legal construstisn of a8 Bullding "Harsidanl HEigne 8t piet Ne. 208 (g,
Werli. Mumbai

The matter was placed before the Authority Authority noled that, the matter was considered
in the 68" meeting of MCZMA held on 14" March 2011 wherein Authority considered the reporls
received from SRA, Urban Development Department and reply of the developers. in the 68" meeting
it was noted that, no CR2 clearance has been cbtained by the project proponent from compalant
authorities ae required under CRZ MNotification, 1991,

Accordingly, the Shew Cause Notice was issued to the developer of "Harsiddhi Heights®
building i.e. Mis. Prithvi Corporation vide letter dated 30,03 2011, However, the developar vide lefter
dated 25.04.2011 requested the Chairpereon (MCZMA) to provide them tha copy of tha confirmed
minutes of the 88" maeting of MCZMA hoid on 14.02.2011 eo oe to enablo thom ta give the Authority
the appropriate reply. Authority confirmed the minutes of 88" mesting during the 63" meeiing of
MCZMA held on 29.04.2011,

After deliberafions, Authority decided io give the confirmed minutes of ihe 88 meeling
pertaining to the itemn related o “Harsiddhi Heights” as per their request Further, Authority decided to
direct the project developer i.e. M/e. Prithvi Corporation to file reply to the directions of the Authority
within 10 days time after receipt of the minutes from the Authority. After receipt of the reply from Mia
Prithvi Corporation, it would be placed before the MCZMA and opportunity for personal hearing will be
given.

b ido
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Item No. 11:  Proposed redevelopment of existing building known as ‘Vasant Sagar' at CS No.
1688 of Fort Division situated at Plot Ne. 11 & 13A, OF Netaji Subhash Road,
Churchgate, ‘A’ Ward, Mumbai

The matter was placed before the Authorily. Authorly noted that the application for the
permission from CRZ point of view for the proposed redevelopment of existing "Vasent Sagar
building on land bearing CS No. 1689, Plot MNo. 11 & 13A, Fart Divisien, Off Nataji Subnagh Raag,
Churchgate, ‘A" Ward, Mumbai was receivad through Deputy Chief Enginesr (Building Proposals)
City, MCGM {in accordance with CRZ Notification, 1091) vide letter dated 22.07.2010. As par thig
proposal, total area of the plot under reference is 1521.28 sg. m. while the built-up area for the
proposal (for building comprising of Basement + Ground + 13 upper floors) is 341813 sq. m
(excluding the area under slaircase, ift and Iift iobby). As per the submitted intormation, 1* 10 3%
floors are proposed to be used for Car Parking, Study/ Library has been proposed on 4" fisor while,
Party Hall (double haight = 8.0 m) has been proposed on 5" & 8" floors. 77 to 12" floors are
proposed for residential purpoge, 2 Car Lifls nave been proposed from Ground foor to 3" fwor
wheress, 3 passenger lifte have been proposed upto 137 floor. On the 13" fisor, Swimming Pool
Fitness Room, Filtration Plant, EPBX Room etc. are proposed.

Autharity noted that, with reference (o the query of the Environment Department with respect
to the permissibility of the proposed activities on various floors (Party Hall, Swimming Pool, Filneas
Room, Filtration Plant, EPBX Room etc) and non-submission of the CZMP indicating site under
reference, Urban Development Deparimeant vide lettar dated 22.10.2010 sought clarification from
MCGM, MCGM has submitted their reply vide lelter dated 01.12.2010 giong with the CZME indicating
thie site superimposed on it. in the letter it wag mentioned that, the proponent hat made changes in
thie construction plan in accordance with Development Control Rules, 1967 and as per the new pian,
the proposed building would compriee of Bagamant + Stilt & 3 Car Parking flaors « 4" 1o 8" floore for
residential use and other complementary amenities (Hall. Library, Reading Roam, Pogja Ream, BMS
Room etc ). Malf of the 5" fioor is proposed to be used for Hall and part of the 7" floor is proposed o
De used s Wefuge fioor, The revised CoNSULCHON PIans Were Enciosed Song with he ier. In me
revised plan, both the swimming pool and fillralion plant were omitted,

Authority further noted that, due to the superseding of the ZRZ Notification, 1951 by the new
CRZ Notification, 2011, project proponent submitted the proposal in Form 1 as prescribed in the GRE
Notification, 2011 (vide letter dated 05.03.2011). However, the submitled data i inadequate as the
proponent has nol submitted all the documents as per the mandates of pars 4.2 of CRZ Netfization,
20%7. Authority also noted that, in the submitfed information, total piot area e mentionod a8 1531 73
0. m: Total construction area is mentioned as $000.00 sq. m. and total buill=up area s menlioned as
408872 sg. m. It was also noted that along with the new proposal submitted wvide lelter dated
05.03.2011, old construction plans have been enclosed as those submitted along with the applicatinn
dated 22.07.2010 and the application has not been submitted through the Planning Authority

Authority also noted that, a compiaint has also been filed (vide letter dated 3" February 201 1)
in this matter by Mr. Ashok Rao. President, Federation of Churchgate Residents and which s under
process in the Environment Departmeéent. n the somplaint, thara ara alaa allagatiane ahoul tha

.
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viclation of the norms of CRZ Notification, 1991 and frauds in FSI consumptions in case of the said
construction. It was noted that, MCZMA vide letter dated 10.03.2011 has requested the Urban
Development Department, MCGM and MMRDA to lake necessary aclion under apprepriate Act and
send the detailed action taken report in the matter and the reply from all the authorities is yet to be
received

Considering the discrepancies in the submitted proposal details {mc.i_uﬁ'rnu total plot area).
Authority decided 1o defer the case. Authority, after detailed giscussion, decided 1o get the awast
proposal details such as area of the plot, details of the existing oid etructure on tha cito pror 1o
development, FSI calculations of old building, occupation certificate, detaiie of new propoeed buildin g
building plans, FSI calculations. land use and DCR applicability from the Planning Autherity te
MCGM. Further, it was decided that, the Chief Engineer {Development Plan) to conduct 2 site visit
and send report on above details to MCZMA. Project proponent will have to make 2 frech applieation
through Planning Authority, till that time the planning authority shall ensure that no construction work
should be carried oul on the site under reference.

Table Item No. 1: Proposed Versova-Bandra Sea Link Project in Mumbai by MSRDC

The officials of the MGRDC presented the case before the Authority Authority noted that,
MSRDC vide letter dated 16.09.2010 had applied to MoEF for ToRs for the proposed Versovas
Bandra Sea Link (VBSL) Project in Mumbal. However. the malter has been referred back fo MCZMA
by MoEF vide letter dated 25.02 2011,

Autherity noted that, the VBSL is propased fo be developed from Bandra end of BWSL o
Versova end near Nana-Nani Park in the Suburbs of Mumbal, The length of the VBSL 8
approximately 10 km with dispersal points at Juhu Koliwada and Jogger's Park. The Sea Link wil
have 4 + 4 lanes on both the sides Authority aleo noted that, out of the & altarnatives propesed for
the alignment of the VBSL Project. the alternative of the Coastal Bridge has been finalized by the
MSRDC. Authority noted that, the proposed Coastal Bridge will bo approximately 000 m gway from
the coast and 8.890 m long. This bridge will be a type of sea link {entirely in sea) with total cost of Ra.
4045 crores. Officiais of the MSROC mentioned that, aveiding of manarovas arsa as far as pasabis
shail be done, but in case required to cut, then will be done as permitted in the CRZ Notification.
2011,

Autherity noted the proposal details. However, Authority opined thal, though the proposed
activity can be permissible as per CRZ Notification, 20711 tha same will noed priet cabinet sppraval
After cabinet approval, MSRDC may submit comprehensive ElA of the final aption/ afternative, cost
benefit analysis and application as per rule 4.2 of the CRZ Notification, 2011 ta the MOZMA.

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to all members.

Chalrperson,

MeziE——
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Annexure-|

List of the members present for the 69" meeting of MCZMA is as follows:

1.

Smi Valsa R. Nair-Singh, Chairperson (MCZMA) and Secretary, Environment Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai :

Shri, T. C. Benjamin, Principal Secretary, Urban Development Depantmaent, Mantralaya, Mumbagi
Dr. 5. B. Chaphekar, Botanist, Mumbai

Dr. (Smt) Geetanjali Deshmukhe, Director-In-Charge, Central Instilute of Fisheries Education,
Mumbai

DOr. B. N. Patil, Member Secretary (MCZMA), Environment Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai



