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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA No. 6 

(Part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar of 
Taluka — Panvel, District — Raigad) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

REPORT — Part A 

i. PREAMBLE 

The Government of Maharashtra in exercise of powers conferred under clause (b) of subsection 

(1) of the section 40 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 (hereinafter 

referred to as “the said Act”) declared by Notification no. TPS -1712/475/CR-98/12/UD-12, 

dated 10th January, 2013, City and Industrial Development Corporation of Maharashtra 

Limited (being a company owned and controlled by the Government of Maharashtra) 

(hereinafter referred to as “CIDCO”) as Special Planning Authority (hereinafter referred to as 

“SPA- NAINA”) for 270 villages for an area notified as Navi Mumbai Airport Influence 

Notified Area (hereinafter referred to as “NAINA”) as specified therein. The Sub-section (2) 

of Section 21 of the said Act makes it obligatory on the part of any Planning Authority to 

prepare and publish a Development Plan for the entire area under its jurisdiction and to submit 

it to the State Government for sanction within a period of three years from its constitution. 

SPA- NAINA, while preparing a Development Plan for the area under its jurisdiction, prepared 

an Interim Development Plan under section 32 of the said Act for the 23 villages from Panvel 

Tehsil of the Raigad District which are under immediate pressure of development. The 

Government of Maharashtra, vide Notification No. TPS-1215/245/CR-332/2015/SM/UD-12, 

dated 27/04/2017 had sanctioned the Interim Development Plan (hereinafter referred to as 

‘IDP’) along with Development Control and Promotion Regulations (hereinafter referred to as 

“DCPR-2017”) for the 23 villages of NAINA under Section 31(1) of the said Act which has 

now come into force w.e.f. 04/05/2017. The excluded part (EP) of IDP was sanctioned vide 

Notification No. TPS. 1215/245/C.R. 332/16/EP/UD-12, dated 01/03/2019. 

Thereafter, the Government of Maharashtra vide Notifications dated 22/09/2015 and 

18/03/2016 had declared Maharashtra Industrial Development Corporation Limited (MIDC) 

and Maharashtra State Road Development Corporation Limited (MSRDC) respectively as 

SPA, for some villages in NAINA. Thus, resulting SPA (NAINA) to 224 villages with a total 

area of 474 sq.km. While sanctioning Development plan of balance 201 villages on 16.09.2019, 

considering the contiguity of NAINA project, the UDD in GOM has excluded 49 non- 
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contiguous village pockets. Thus, now the notified area of NAINA is for 174 villages 

encompassing about 371.35 sq.km. area. 

The Development Plan (DP) for 151 villages of NAINA along with Development Control and 

Promotion Regulations (hereinafter referred to as “DCR-2019”) was sanctioned by the 

Government of Maharashtra vide Notification No. TPS-1717/MIS-2750/C.R.91/ 2019/ UD-12, 

dated 16/09/2019 and also vide Gazette Notification dated 24/06/2022 and 26/07/2023 has 

partly sanctioned the Excluded Parts of the DP under section 31(1) of the said Act. 

In DCR-2017, a new concept of voluntary and participatory land pooling and development by 

the land owners viz; NAINA Scheme has been approved under Regulations no.13. These 

special regulations for NAINA scheme are dealing with voluntary land pooling and 

development of areas from IDP lying within residential zones, within and outside 200 m from 

the village Gaothans. 

However, after various discussions, the Urban Development Department (hereinafter referred 

to as ‘UDD’) directed CIDCO that, CIDCO should undertake Town Planning Schemes for the 

implementation of the IDP as provided under the chapter V of the said Act. Further, the 

Government of Maharashtra, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 

151 of the said Act, vide Notification No TPS-1817/973/CR-103/17/UD-13 dated 13/09/2017 

has delegated the powers exercisable by it under section 68(2) of the said Act to the Managing 

Director, CIDCO for sanctioning the draft Town Planning Schemes. 

SPA-NAINA has accordingly decided to undertake series of town planning schemes under the 

said Act covering as far as possible the entire IDP area leaving the densely developed areas 

and village Gaothans for the effective implementation of the sanctioned IDP. Till date CIDCO 

has declared 12 town planning schemes, its status as on 25/10/2023 is as follows (Table 1): 
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Table 1 Details of various stages of NAINA Town Planning Schemes 

Date of ren 

TPS No. | Declaration Villages Stage 
i in Ha 
in Gazette 

Preliminary scheme and 
TPS - 1 08/09/2017 19.12 Akurli, Belavali and Chikhale | Final Scheme sanctioned on 

24/07/2022 

Preliminary Scheme 
Chipale, Devad, Bhokarpada, sanctioned on 03/11/2021 

TSS 2 hPa yw Vihighar, Sangade and Belavali and Final Scheme 
sanctioned on 29/11/23. 

Nere, Vihighar, Moho, Koproli Preliminary Scheme 
eos BeOS 2018 id and Chipale sanctioned on 29/11/2022 

Adai, Akurli, Nevali, Shilottar 
TPS - 4 21/06/2019 350 Raichur and Pali devad 

Shivkar, Bhokarpada (Chipale), 
TPS - 5 28/06/2019 242 Devad, Vichumbe, Bonshet, Draft Scheme sanctioned 

Vihighar and Moho on 21/10/2022. 

Arbitration Process started 
TPS -6 08/08/2019 243 Chikhale, ee Khurd and on 05/04/2023 

Devad, Vichumbe, Usarli 

TPS-7 | 18/09/2019 | 215 | hurd, Shivkar and Koikhe 

Palikhurd, Chikhale, Belavali, Submitted to DTP for 

TPS -8 20/12/2022 584 Ambivali, Wangani tarf Waje, consultation u/s 61(1) on 
Loniwali and Moho 29/05/2023 

Belavali, Sangade, Chikhale, Alec 

TPS-9 | 20/12/2022 | 412 | Kon, Bhingar, Bherle, Loniwali, Pupieadonils old) 
. completed on 05/09/2023 

Wardoli and Borle 

Shivkar, Chikhale, Kolkhe a, 
3 2 2 Publication u/s 61(1) 

TPS - 10 29/10/2022 405 Kolkhepeth, Kon, Palaspe and completed on 05/09/2023 
Deravali 

Deravali, Kudave, Palaspe, al 

tes-11 | 14/10/2022 | 590 | Nandgaon, Turmale, Vadavali | _ Publication u/s 61(1) 
: completed on 11/10/2023 

and Shirdhon 

Kondale, Mahalungi, 

TPS-12 14/10/2022 504 Chinchavali tarf Waje, Morbe, Publication u/s 61(1) 

Ritghar, Umroli, Usarli Budruk 

and Vakadi 
completed on 11/16/2023 
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2. NEED OF TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO.6 

Provision under section 59 of the said act, specifies that the proposals of the Development Plan 

can be implemented by undertaking Town Planning Schemes and the procedure is detailed in 

the Chapter V of the said act. Post approval of IDP, CIDCO was under pressure from the public 

to provide infrastructural facilities at par with other developed nodes by CIDCO within Navi 

Mumbai jurisdiction. NAINA area will get connected with Navi Mumbai by means of proposed 

road linkages in the scheme. The physical infrastructure and road connectivity of Navi Mumbai 

can be extended as a comprehensive system. The core gaothans, padas, already developed 

pockets at edge and hills slope area were excluded from the scheme area. 

With this background, SPA-NAINA had declared its intention for making of Town Planning 

Scheme No. 06 (TPS 06) at part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar of Taluka 

— Panvel, District Raigad (admeasuring approximately 243 Ha) for the purpose of 

implementing the proposals in the sanctioned IDP of NAINA and to introduce proper road 

network with social as well as service infrastructure. 

The boundary for TPS 06 is identified in the proximity of already published boundary of TPS 

03 and TPS 05. The scheme located on east side of Mumbai Pune Expressway. Northern and 

Eastern boundaries are coinciding with boundaries of Town Planning Scheme no. 03 and 05 

and Southern Boundary is coinciding with Town Planning Scheme no. 08. 

3. CONCEPT FOR LAYOUT OF TOWN PLANNING SCHEME 

The Town Planning Scheme has to be prepared and implemented as per the provisions of the 

said Act and guidelines of the Town Planning Rules 1974. The draft layout in the scheme was 

prepared on the following principles which are adhered in all the Town Planning Schemes by 

CIDCO for NAINA area which are published in the recent times. 

@ All landowners will contribute in general, equal percentage of land for the scheme and 

DP proposal. 

e Forest lands, water bodies, existing structures of valid permissions are to be maintained. 

e Land owners will get at least 40% of original land holding in the form of a well laid 

final plot. 

e As far as possible final plots will be anchored to their original location. 

e Approximate 10% open space and 5% amenity will be provided commonly in scheme 

layout and distributed spatially on neighborhood concept. 

fe Ey fy, pa, Via 

f 4|Page



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

e As far as possible existing structures will be protected and a final plot to be given around 

existing structures. 

e The final plots are of regular shape and developable. 

e As far as possible, land affected by the gas pipe line, or situated between river and blue 

line, will be allotted unencumbered final plots to its nearby original location. 

e As far as possible, scattered holdings in the same ownership will be amalgamated to 

have a single bigger holding for better planning. 

e@ Ownerships, tenures and area will be ascertained from the latest 7/12 extract. 

e As far as possible, no land owner will be dispossessed in the scheme. 

e EWS and LIG Housing sites will be provided below 10% of the scheme area as most 

of the residents of the scheme area and the developers will construct the tenements to 

suit the LIG persons considering the present demand in the area. 

e Special scheme Regulations will be framed in addition to the sanctioned NAINA IDP 

DCPR -2017 to facilitate the land owners to develop their final plots with ease. 

e As far as possible the land owners will be encouraged to accept the compensation in the 

form of FSI instead monetary compensation. 

4. THE DRAFT SCHEME BY SPA - NAINA 

4.1 DECLARATION OF INTENTION 

SPA - NAINA had prepared the draft Town Planning Scheme by following all the formalities 

and procedure and observing the legal provisions under the said act as tabulated hereinafter. A 

notice of declaration of intention and plan showing boundary of TPS is attached as Annexure 

1, Annexure 2 and Annexure 3. 

Table 2: Declaration of TPS 06 

Sr. No. Details Section Date 

CIDCO’s BR No. 12214 to declare intention to 
1. 60(1) 19/07/2019 

prepare scheme 

Extraordinary official Maharashtra Government 
a 60(2) 08/08/2019 

Gazette (part-I]-for declaration of intention 

Public notice in two iocal Newspaper: 

3. The Asian Age (English) 60(2) 19/08/2019 

Karnala (Marathi) OPS 

i] 5|Page
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4.2 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

THE SALIENT FEATURES OF TPS - 6 

The identified Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6 boundary admeasuring about 

total area 243.38 Ha includes developable lands admeasuring about 227.47 Ha from 

part of villages Chikhale, Shivkar, Moho and Pali- khurd of Taluka — Panvel, District 

- Raigad. and is abutting on Mumbai- Pune Expressway and proposed Multi Modal 

Corridor. The scheme is contiguous. 

The scheme area is located in Raigad district of Maharashtra state between 

(18.997892, 73.170234) (North), (18.974732, 73.153896) (South), (18.987457, 

73.175958) (East) and (18.979927, 73.149275) (West). It is linked through a state- 

of-the-art Expressway with Mumbai (50 km), the State capital and India’s 

commercial capital. It is about 13 km and 28 km away from the ongoing Navi 

Mumbai International Airport and India’s largest container port JNPT, while 27 km 

from Thane-Belapur Industrial Belt. It abuts Mumbai - Pune Expressway and 

proposed Multi Modal Corridor. 

The Scheme is bounded by; 

e On the North - Boundary of Town Planning Scheme 3 and 5 comprising part 

villages of Moho and Shivkar. 

e On the East - Proposed Multi Modal Corridor ©MMC). 

e On the South - Integrated Township Project 

e On the West - Mumbai-Pune Expressway 

NAINA area will get connected with Navi Mumbai by means of proposed road 

linkages in the scheme. The physical infrastructure and road connectivity of Navi 

Mumbai can be extended as a comprehensive system. The network developed in 

scheme no. 6 will further extend into the remaining part of the Development Plan 

(DP) of NAINA. The scheme abuts the proposed Multi modal corridor and is a major 

point of regional connectivity for NAINA IDP. 

. Major part of the identified pocket is virgin lands, hence less constraint for proper 

planning. This scales out compact neighborhood development in [DP.
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Figure 1: Plan Showing Location of IDP and its surroundings 
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Figure 2: Plan showing the Location of TPS 6 and its surrounding 
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4.3 COLLECTION OF MEASUREMENT PLANS & CERTIFIED 7/12 

EXTRACTS: 

The office of Deputy TILR Panvel and Tahsil office, Panvel were requested to furnish 

measurement and certified 7/12 extract of all landholders in the TPS 06. On the basis of 

certified 7/12 received from Tahsil office, Panvel, the list of all landholders included in the 

scheme was prepared. However, in absence of TILR (measurement plan), maximum possible 

details of sub-division of survey numbers were collected and the scheme layout was prepared 

on the base data of IDP of 23 villages/DP and physical survey of scheme provided by the 

appointed agency (Shidore and Associates). 

The area mentioned in the 7/12 extract was considered for preparation of the scheme layout. 

The irrevocable consents of land owners for aggregating land parcels was also accepted from 

the willing parties. The Base Map of this Scheme was prepared allotting every ownership-wise 

holding, specific Original Plot Number (OP No.) was shown in green colour on the Base Map. 

All the available revenue details such as village gaothans, village boundaries, gut/survey/hissa 

numbers, existing structures, river flood lines, gas lines, sanctioned layouts etc. were clearly 

marked on the Base Map. The details of the 7/12 extracts and 8A extracts, details of 

Government lands and other public lands to the extent possible were compiled by the SPA - 

NAINA. 

4.4 NATURAL AND EXISTING FEATURES UNDER THE SCHEME.- 

4.4.1. NATURAL TRIBUTARY: 

A natural tributary of Kalundre River is flowing from east to west through the scheme 

covering about 2 km distance with average width 15m and having an area of 2.85 ha 

under it. For training of this existing undulating tributary and accordingly to allow 

smooth flow of water, CIDCO has proposed a channel with its average width of about 

15m, which will carry storm water from TPS-6 area and also any runoff coming from 

adjoining hills. 

The meandering alignment of the tributary is realigned in a regular shape for effective 

flow of water and in order to get clear land area for accommodating final plots in 

consultation with the engineering department. This channel forms a part of Final Plot 

numbers 68A, 68B, 68C, 68D and 68E. Wherever the final plots are proposed abutting 

tributary in the layout necessary buffer open space is created around the tributary 

according to DCR. 
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4.4.2, FOREST LANDS: 

Scheme area comprises Protected Forest at Gut.no.59 and Gut.no.55 at Shivkar village. 

Forest area is treated as non-developable area in Town Planning Scheme. The original 

plot is kept as the final plot since it is a Forest Land. The shape of Forest land is 

irregular. At many locations, some area as open space is added to make these Forest 

land parcels of regular shape. As far as possible Original Plot (OP) area is retained as 

the Final Plot; only IDP roads and at some location layout road is proposed in order to 

connect adjoining areas. 

Reservations under Joint Forest Management (JFM) on forest land will be jointly 

developed as park as per sanctioned Development Plan. The entire forest area in TPS 

06 falis under JFM admeasuring approx. 124853.14 sq. m. 

4.4.3. GAS PIPELINES: 

GAIL pipeline corridor having length 1.13km is traversing through the scheme from 

north to south. GAIL India (Ltd.) vide their letter no. GAIL/MUMBAI/O & 

M/DUPL/2019-202 dated 10.06.2019 communicated that the land under right of use of 

GAIL is having total 30m wide Right of User, 10m to its right and 20m to its left. The 

total area under GAIL buffer is 3.4 ha to be kept as no-construction zone. 

Existence of this pipeline will constraint to planning authority to utilize the land. Since 

the land under pipeline is acquired under Right of Use condition, the land holders 

having land under this corridor are considered for scheme entitlement as per the total 

area mentioned in 7/12 extract. The area under pipeline buffer is mostly kept as open 

spaces, and at few locations the final plot against Original Plot of Gurcharan land which 

is allotted to Government of Maharashtra is proposed. 

4.4.4. YASHVANTRAO CHAUHAN MUMBAI PUNE EXPRESSWAY 

Mumbai Pune expressway is along western boundary of TPS 06. As per 154 directives 

of the act dated 05/08/2019 (Ribbon Development rule), the distance of building line 

and control line from expressway has to be maintained at 60.0 m from center of the road 

or 15.0 m from edge of the road, whichever is greater. Therefore, no new final plots are 

given within 15.0 m from edge of the expressway. 

4.4.5. EXISTING STRUCTURES AND STRUCTURES WITH VALID 

BUILDING PERMISSION: 

Within the scheme area, there are about 146 odd structures as per survey map and 

Google imagery. Out of this, the majority of structures are sheds/ temporary
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4.5 

construction for the purpose of farming. As far as possible care is taken to provide the 

final plots around the structure to retain it. 

The unauthorized structures falling in alignment of roads shall be demolished while 

executing linear infrastructure works. 

4.4.6. PRESERVATION OF REVENUE POND AND RELIGIOUS 

STRUCTURES 

Revenue pond at FP no.239 is protected as per revenue boundary. In the scheme, 

enhancement and beautification of Revenue Pond is done by proposing green belt 

according to DCR surrounding the pond at Moho village. 

Existing crematorium at FP no.219 at Moho village are retained as existing amenity 

plots as per 7/12 extract. Temples in private ownership at FP no. 250 are protected by 

anchoring 40% Final Plot at its Original Plot location considering the same in Govt. / 

Public Purpose Land. 

The draft scheme has taken care to preserve the existing School at Moho village which 

is in FP no. 233 allotted in lieu of the 40% land of the Gavkari Panch Inam thus 

considered in Govt. /Public Purpose Land. 

ENGINEERING AND TRANSPORTATION ASPECT: 

4.5.1. ENGINEERING - SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT AND STORM 

WATER DRAINAGE: 

TPS 06 is located towards the east of the IDP. The area is relatively undeveloped at 

present. The water supply and other utility network of adjoining Town Planning 

schemes will be extended to TPS 06 along with IDP roads. 

There is a Sewerage Treatment Plant (STP) reserved in sanctioned IDP of NAINA 

falling in adjoining TPS 05 which will take care of the sewage generated in TPS 06. 

Till the STPs earmarked in the IDP are developed, it will be required to develop package 

treatment plants within the scheme area. Provision for underground sewage connection 

to every plot shall be made, which will finally get connected to STP once it gets 

operational. 

The channel which is the realigned natural tributary will carry storm water from TPS 

06 area and also any runoff coming from adjoining hills. The GAIL (gas pipeline) 

corridor of 30m width is maintained through the sche 
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4.6 

4.7 

4.5.2. TRANSPORTATION ASPECT: 

The road network in Draft TPS 06 was prepared in consultation with CIDCO’s 

Transport & Communication Dept. Necessary Modifications at major road junctions 

and other geometrics of the roads were planned after due suggestions from the T&C 

Dept. The proposed road sections have provisions for future service lines such as 

Cooking gas lines, fiber optics, and electric cables. The footpath will have tree guards. 

The main roads will have Bus bays and bus shelters. 

SPECIAL TREATMENT FOR LANDS FALLING WITHIN THE URBAN 

VILLAGE ZONE: 

As per sanctioned IDP, the 200 m around the gaothan area is considered as urban village 

with 1.0 FSI. The rest of the lands under predominantly residential zone and mix use 

zone have the FSI as 0.50. 

In the TPS 06, at two locations urban village zones are existing. The draft scheme has 

taken care of such comparatively more valued lands and they have been given 

appropriate weightage in their valuation for deciding the original plot value and 

accordingly deciding their compensation. 

RESHAPING & REALIGNMENT OF THE IDP RESERVATIONS IN TPS - 6. 

The Scheme no. 6 comprises Sanctioned IDP reservations for public amenities like 

School, Playgrounds, Central Park, Public Health Centers, and Daily Bazar etc. The 

scheme also includes Growth Center reservation and will approach through the 45 m 

wide spine road. Total scheme area is 243.38 Ha. Within the scheme about 15.91 Ha of 

lands are non-developable such as water channel and forest. The net developable land 

is 227.47 ha. The scheme contains 37.78% of the Sanctioned IDP Reservations. The 

total area under such reservations is 91.24 ha. 

In consideration of realignment of water channel, buffer of Gail line etc, the size and 

shape and location of the reservation were reconstituted. However, the areas of IDP 

reservations were not reduced. The entry and exit of roads were maintained for 

contiguity with adjoining areas of the DP/IDP. 

For such amendments in sanctioned development plan proposals within scheme area, a 

separate proposal was forwarded to DTP under section 59(2) for sanction vide CIDCO/ 

NAINA/TPS-6/ Amendment/ Sec59(2)/ 2020/ SAP-1165 /101 dated 16/06/2020. 
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Director Town Planning vide Ui. #. AAT ART WH. &/ WH. 93/ 2o/CTHTPI-3/22 dated 

2/03/2021 has approved the proposal. 

The details of Sanctioned IDP Reservation in the scheme, its area in sanctioned Draft 

Scheme and justification by SPA - NAINA for modification in reservation are 

mentioned in the Table placed below; 

Table 3: Justification for Modification in Reservation of TPS 06 

Reservation 

Type 
No 

Area As Per 
Sanctioned 

Plan (Sq.M.) 

Area As 
Per Tps 06 
(Sq.M.) 

Justification 

Proposed IDP 
Roads 

236410 285195 

The up gradation of 35m wide 
IDP road is widen to 45m in 
continuation of TPS 2 and TPS 
5, up gradation of 20 m wide 
road is widened to 30m running 
from west to east and up 
gradation of 20 m wide road is 
widen to 27m wide in 
continuation with TPS 3 and 
TPS 5, 9m wide road upgraded 
to 15m wide near to Gaothan. 
The alignment of the road is 
slightly modified from a 
transportation point of view 
without changing entry and exit 
locations. 

Growth 
Centre (GC) 

206_GC 
(part) 

1085000 (DP 
Area), 419860 

(TPS-6 Area) 

428091 

Due to realignment/ 
channelization of water course/ 

nallah, area under said 
reservation is increased to 
428091 sq.m. 

School (S) 

129_S 4900 4900 

The reservation is rearranged at 

its location to make it of proper 
shape keeping the area intact. 

112_S 6000 6000.97 

The reservation is rearranged at 
its location to make it in proper 
shape with a little increase in 
area. 

113_S 4000 7184.97 
The reservation is rearranged at 
its location to make it in proper 
shape with the increase in area. 

115_S 
4700 
1195 (TPS 6 
Area) 

1195 
The reservation is at its location 
in TPS-6 keeping the area intact. 

ohne 

—
—
 

5 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Reservation Area As Per Area As 

a No Sanctioned Per Tps 06 | Justification 

Typ Plan (Sq.M.)__| (Sq.M.) 
125 The reservation is rearranged at 
PG 6100 6100 its location to make it of proper 

shape keeping the area intact. 

56000 The reservation is rearranged at 
96A_PG 35600 (TPS 6 | 37036.94 its location to make it of proper 
(Part) shape with the increase in area 

pe) to 37036.94 sq.m. 
SCHOOL 
PLAYGROUN 

D (PG) fons Gor The reservation is rearranged at 
104 PG rea), its location to make it of proper 

= 7141.99 . : : 
(Part) 5500 (TPS 6 shape with the increase in area 

Area) up to 7141.99 sq.m. 

106 _ 6000 8444.04 The reservation is rearranged at 
PG its location with increase in area. 

116100 The reservation is rearranged at 
CITY PARK 96_CP 103750 (TPS- 105620.45 its location to make it of proper 
(CP) (Part) 6 Area) : shape with the increase in area 

up to 105620sq.m. 

a In Town Planning Schemes, 

MANAGEME 96_CP 128900 128900 | Forest area is treated as Non 
NT Developable, where OP = FP. 

The reservation is rearranged at 
ARK its location to make it of proper 

Ee ©) eae Fen ieee shape, giving the two plots, with 
slight area increase. 
The reservation is rearranged at 

97_DB | 1200 1200.39 its location to make it of proper 
shape without change in area. 
The reservation is shifted within 
50 m. distance after giving final 

DAILY 99 DB | 1000 1000.63 plots to the land owners at its 
BAZAAR location, making it a proper 

shape, without change in area. 
The reservation is rearranged at 

E its location to make it of proper 
MR Oba noe a shape with the slight increase in 

area. 
The reservation is rearranged at 

PRIMARY 109 _ : ; : aie 
HEALTH PHC 1500 1500.14 seen without alteration in 
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Reservation Area As Per Area As 
ri herd No Sanctioned Per Tps 06 | Justification 
ype Plan (Sq.M.)__| (Sq.M.) 
CENTRE The reservation is rearranged at 

(PHC) 127 _ its location to make it of proper 

PHC bi00 IAs shape with the slight increase in 
area. 

4.8 MEETING WITH LAND HOLDERS AND FRAMING OF THE TENTATIVE 

PROPOSALS: 

As specified in Rule number 4(1) of Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974, public 

meetings of the land owners included in the draft scheme were called to explain the tentative 

proposal of the draft scheme for eliciting public opinion and suggestions. 

After declaration of intention, extensive efforts were taken to explain the importance and 

benefits of the Town Planning Scheme to the land owners. Various meetings were conducted 

with land owners / stakeholders in village panchayat as well as in NAINA office. On the lines 

of previous scheme no. 4 and 5, it was decided to go ahead with the owners’ meet with existing 

details in absence of a certified plan from Dy. SLR, Panvel. 

In the unprecedented scenario of nationwide lockdown and social distancing in order to prevent 

the spread of COVID-19 virus, it was decided to conduct the owners meet in digital manner 

for 11 days i.e. from 24/04/2020 to 04/05/2020 by making available all information through 

CIDCO’s website and providing channel for submission of suggestions and objections through 

WhatsApp and E-mail as means of communication. 

The attendance recorded for the Public Meet was 40% and above, wherein total of 184 final 

plots were viewed out of 462 Final Plots. After the digital public consultation, around 267 

applications were received by the SPA, NAINA from the land owners. The SPA considered 16 

out of 40 applications related to layout plan and the draft scheme was modified accordingly. 

4.9 PUBLICATION OF DRAFT SCHEME: 

Further 1st Consultation was taken from the Director of Town Planning, Maharashtra State, 

Pune under Section 61 (1) of the said Act and as per rule no 4 (2) of said Rules 1974 vide 

SPA’s submission dated 16/06/2020. The Director Town Planning office (DTP), Pune vide 

letter no. Ul. 3. AAT ALA H. &/ W HH. \93/ Yo/etatest-3/222z dated 2/03/2021 offered remarks for 

first consultation and sanctioning of reshaping and realignment of DP reservations of TPS 06. 

Government in Urban Development Department vide their letter no. TPS-1221/2248/CR- 

109/21/UD-12 dated 21/10/2022 has permitted to delete the CO [D-pandemic period from 

oa 
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23/03/2020 to 31/03/2022 while computing the time limits prescribed in the act as per the 

provision made u/s 148(a) for ongoing town planning schemes: 

In accordance with provisions of section 61(1) of the MR&TP Act, TPS 06 draft plan along 

with Special DCR was published in the Gazette dated 25/04/2022 inviting suggestions/ 

objections. Notice of the draft plan publication was also made in local newspaper namely hae 

UPR and edd AGA dated 28/04/2022. A notice of same is attached as Annexure 5. 

As the provision of section 67 of the MR&TP act, 1966, after publication total 8 applications 

of suggestions / objections were received to SPA, NAINA from 25.04.2022 to 27.05.2022. And 

during the intervening period, viz; period between 05.05.2020 and 24.04.2022, total 21 

applications of suggestions / objections were received. The SPA considered 20 out of 29 

applications related valid suggestions, record updation and others and the draft scheme was 

modified accordingly. 

4.10 RESHAPING AND REALIGNMENT OF THE SANCTIONED IDP 

RESERVATIONS IN TPS 06 POST PUBLICATION. 

While reviewing the suggestions/ objections post publication of the scheme, changes required 

to be made in shape and proportion of some plots which lead in revision of fewer adjoining DP 

reservations, keeping the area more than sanctioned IDP reservation area. Therefore, a proposal 

for reshaping and realignment of the IDP reservations within scheme boundary under section 

59(2) of the act is initiated once again vide letter no. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS 6 Amendment/sec 

59(2)/2022/503 dated 08/08/2022. Director Town Planning vide OT. 9. WALA / FRA H.6/ 

AAT aA 68(1) /466 dated 17/10/2022 has approved the proposal. 

5. SANCTIONING OF THE DRAFT SCHEME UNDER SECTION 68(2) 

The draft Town Planning Scheme no. 6 so prepared and modified as described above after its 

publication under section 61 of the Act, the SPA, NAINA submitted the draft scheme along 

with its accompaniments under section 68(1) the said Act to the Vice Chairman and the 

Managing Director, CIDCO for sanction on 22/07/2022; who has been delegated the powers 

of sanctioning of the draft schemes as provided under section 68(2) of the Maharashtra 

Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 by the State Government vide Urban Development 

department Notification no. TPS-1817/973/CR-103/17/UD-13 dated 13/09/2017. 

The Vice Chairman and the Managing Director, CIDCO had then forwarded the draft scheme 

for consultation of the Director of Town Planning, Maharashi (State, Pune'as provided under 

7 e _ '15|Page 

~~



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

section 68(2) vide his letter CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Consult.68 (2)/2022/1665 dated 

08/08/2022. The Director of Town Planning, MS, Pune vide letter No. Uf]. . WAZA / Ra 

H.6/-AVSaA 68(1)/466 dated 17/10/2022 had offered the 2nd consultation to TPS 06. 

After obtaining the remarks of the Director of Town Planning, the draft Scheme so submitted 

by the SPA, NAINA has been sanctioned by the Vice Chairman and the Managing Director, 

CIDCO vide his Notification CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Draft Scheme/2022/565 dated 

21/10/2022 as provided under section 68 (2)(3) of the said Act. The said notification was also 

published in the Maharashtra Government Gazette Extraordinary Part-2, Extraordinary No. 140 

dated 4-11-2022 and in the local newspapers as required on 10/11/2022 and 11/11/2022 in the 

Free Press Journal and Krushival respectively. The gazette notification of Sanctioning of Draft 

TPS-6 is attached as Annexure 6 and the newspaper notice is attached as Annexure 7. 

5.1 STATUS OF LAND PARCELS IN THE SANCTIONED DRAFT SCHEME 

There are overall 711 number of land parcels (7/12 extracts) falling in Town Planning Scheme 

No.6 (TPS-6). Total number of final plots allotted across entitlement is 462 in numbers. This 

scheme has received total of 09 consent from land owners to amalgamate their land parcels. 

Further 112 plots amalgamated for the land parcels having same ownership. Balance 341 

individual plots are proposed having individual ownership. 

The details are enlisted as below; 

e Original Plots 2711 

e Final Plots > 462 

e Final Plot (min. size) : 72 SQ. M. 

e Final Plot (max. size) : 78049 SQ.M 

e Consent Received : 09 (no. of 7/12 - 44) 

e Amalgamation : 112 (no. of 7/12 - 327) 

e Individual Plots : 341 (no. of 7/12 -341) 

The total number of Final plots (to be returned to landowners) is 462. Out of this about 320 

plots were anchored around their original location. The plots which could not be anchored were 

mainly due to the IDP reservations, buffer of gas pipeline, realignment of water channels etc. 

In case of plots affected by the Growth center, care was taken that as far as possible the shift 

shall be within the same village boundary. If the same is not possible then the plot was shifted 

to such a location where ASR value is more than the original plot value. About 70% plots were 
5 — . = 
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5.2 LAND USE DISTRIBUTION: 

The land use distribution in sanctioned Draft TPS-6 was as under: 

Table 4: Land use distribution in the Sanctioned Draft TPS 6 

% on Scheme 
Sr. : Area In % on Overall 
No. Particulars Ha. Layout Area (Excl. Saheiie Area 

Reservation Land) 

1 | Area of the TPS-6 as per 7/12 238.651 

2 =| Area of the TPS-6 as per 243.38 
Drawing 

3 NON DEVELOPABLE 

4 Area under Forest 12.49 

5 | Area under Water Body 3.42 

6 | Area (Gross) for TPS-6 227.47 

7 Area under IDP Reservation 91.24 40.13% 

a. Area under IDP road 28.52 12.54% 

b. Area under other IDP 

reservations such as Schools, ° 

Public Health Centers, Daily es bi6z 

Bazaars etc. 

c. Area under other IDP 
reservations such as Park, 17.28 7.6% 

Playgrounds etc. 

d. Area under Growth Center 42.81 18.82% 

8 | Area(N ET) available for scheme 136.23 
preparation 

9 | Area under Internal Roads 0 0 
(ean) 17.9 13.14% 7.87% 

10 | Area reserved for Recreational 7.69 5.65% 3.38% 

Open Spaces 

11 Area reserved towards Amenities / 6.66 4.89% 2.93% 

Social facilities 

12 | Sale Plot 4.89 3.59% 2.15% 

13 | Area available for EWS Housing | 9.9 7.27% 4.35% 

14 | Area to be distributed in the form 

of final plots. (generally 40% of 89.19 65.47% 40% 
7/12 area) 
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% on Scheme 2 

oe Particulars st toes Layout Area (Excl. % on Overall 
Scheme Area 

ING: aa Reservation Land) 

15 | Total Numbers of original Plots 711 

16 | Total Numbers of final Plots 

(including Roads) a2 
17 | Total number of Final Plots against 

2 462 

The areas as per drawing are considered for the purpose of land use statements. For the 

calculation of entitlement of Final Plot (FP), area as per 7/12 extract is considered. 

6. ARBITRATION 

6.1 APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATOR BY THE GOVT. 

The State Government has then appointed Shri. Abhiraj Girkar, Retired Joint Director of Town 

Planning and Valuation Department of the Maharashtra Government as the Arbitrator under 

sub-section (1) of Section 72 of the said Act for this draft scheme no. 6 vide Urban 

Development Department Notification no. TPS-1222/2152/C.R.148/22/UD-12 dated 

02/12/2022, which was appeared in Maharashtra Government Gazette, Konkan Division 

Supplement, Part I dated 23-29/03/2023. The gazette notice of Appointment of Arbitrator TPS- 

6 is attached as Annexure 8. 

6.2 ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS 

The Arbitrator has then entered upon the duties w.e.f. 05/04/2023 by publishing a notice in the 

Maharashtra Government Gazette, Extraordinary, Part II, No. ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/07 on 

pages 1, 2 and 3 dated 5/04/2023. The same notice in English and Marathi has been published 

in daily Newspapers, Freepress journal and in Ramprahar, respectively dated 17/04/2023 for 

the information of the land owners and the public. The gazette notice of Commencement of 

Duties by Arbitrator for TPS-6 is attached as Annexure 9 and Annexure 10. 

The Arbitrator has observed that the scheme layout has not been demarcated on ground and the 

final plots have not been measured by the Special Planning Authority i.e. NAINA, CIDCO. 

The demarcation and measurement work might have not been carried out due to non- 

cooperation from the land owners. The Arbitrator has requested the SPA, NAINA to demarcate 
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the scheme and accordingly to measure the Final Plots (FPs) on ground for confirmation of 

their areas. 

Hearing Procedure - However, the Arbitrator started the arbitration proceedings as provided 

in the Act and Rules in view of the time limits prescribed to complete the proceedings. Then 

special notices in the prescribed Form No. 4 under Rule no. 13 (3) of the Maharashtra Town 

Planning Schemes Rules, 1974 were served to each and every owner of the original plots 

included in this scheme from all the four villages of TPS-6, for the hearing from 02/05/2023 to 

30/05/2023. This special notice in form no. 4 is for communicating to the land owners, ali the 

details of their plots regarding ownerships, tenure, areas of their original plots and the similar 

details of allotted final plots in lieu of their original plots. 

Further, this special notice is also for informing them regarding the valuation of their original 

plots, semi-final and final valuation of their allotted final plots and the compensation, 

contribution and the net demand from them as estimated by the SPA, NAINA in the sanctioned 

draft scheme. It was also informed that in lieu of compensation under section 100 of the said 

Act, additional FSI has been proposed in the draft scheme. 

The land owners have been asked to appear before the Arbitrator on the specified dates and 

time to submit their say on the proposals of the sanctioned draft scheme and to record minutes 

of the same. Due to change of address by the owner or incomplete addresses, it was possibility 

that all owners would not have received these special notices. Therefore, the general public 

notice was published in the local newspaper Dainik Sagar and Dhavate Navnagar dated 

29/04/2023 and the copy of 1% Arbitrator Hearing is attached as Annexure 11. Also it was 

uploaded on CIDCO’s website (https://cidco.maharashtra.gov.in) on 29/04/2023 and in the 

respective Gram Panchayat Offices on 02/05/2023. 

For those land owners, who have not attended the above mentioned hearing, the 2"4 hearing 

was arranged between 12/06/2023 to 26/06/2023 and the fresh special notices in the prescribed 

Form No. 4 under Rule No. 13 (3) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974 

were served to each and every owner of the original plots included in this scheme from all the 

four villages. The general public notice was published in the local newspaper Dainik Sagar and 

Dainik Raigad Nagari dated 09/06/2023 and is attached as Annexure 12. Also it was uploaded 

on CIDCO’s website (https://cidco.maharashtra.gov.in) on 09/06/2023 and in the respective 

Gram Panchayat Offices on 12/06/2023. The copy of 2"! Arbitrator Hearing Schedule is 

attached as Annexure 12 for TPS-6. Some of the land owners kept coming after the given 
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schedule, hearing was also given to them. All the hearing notices along with its schedule was 

also displayed at NAINA, CIDCO office for public awareness. 

The Arbitrator has heard all the land owners who appeared before him in response to the notice 

in Form no. 4 mentioned above as provided in Rule no. 13 (4) of the said Rules and has given 

detailed information regarding reconstitution of their final plots, ownerships areas of their final 

plots, proposed additional FSI against the compensation u/s 100 of the said Act, the valuation 

details and the contribution. The Arbitrator has further recorded their say and the minutes as 

provided in Rule no. 13 (5) of the said Rules. 

Government officials such as Collector, District Raigad for government lands, Executive 

Engineer, MSRDC for Mumbai Pune Expressway and Proposed Multimodal Corridor, Deputy 

Conservator of Forest, District Raigad for forest land within scheme, were called for individual 

hearing on 10" August, 2023 through letter. The SPA, NAINA has also been given hearing on 

1/11/2023 after the draft preliminary scheme has been prepared. 

Subdivision of Scheme- The Arbitrator has then subdivided the sanctioned draft scheme into 

two parts as i) the Preliminary Scheme and ii) the Final Scheme; as provided in sub-section (3) 

of Section 72 of the said Act on 29 August, 2023 under his order bearing no ARB/TPS- 

6/GEN/2023/488/1, the same is attached as Annexure 13. The Arbitrator has recorded the 

suggestions/objections received during hearing and in representations and also recorded the 

decisions in respect of every reconstitution of original plots into final plots as carried out in the 

award in Table A, appended to the award. Also the allotment of the Final Plots with their 

respective ownerships, areas and tenures are recorded in Table B, appended to the award. 

7. PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

The Arbitrator has studied in detail, the sanctioned Interim Development Plan (IDP) of 

NAINA, sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme, NAINA no. 6, Special Development 

Control Regulations of the scheme, requests/objections received from the land owners, 

suggestions of the corporation and Government Departments, existing situation of the scheme 

area and accordingly prepared the Preliminary Scheme. 

7.1 THE GENERAL OBJECTIONS/REQUESTS/SUGGESTIONS RECEIVED 

DURING THE HEARING 

7.1.1. LAND OWNERS: 

1. Their written consent was not taken to include their land in NAINA TPS. 
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10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

The said NAINA TPS is inconsistent with the law and against the interest of the people, 

therefore raised their objection to include them in the said scheme. 

Gaothan extension has not been taken into consideration. 

The ownerships of original plots have been changed after the draft scheme was 

published and hence the successor owners requested to update their titles. 

They requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 60-80% of their original land.to 

allot single final plot for their various original plots held in the same ownerships or in 

the family, 

To allot final plots covering as far as possible the portions of their original plots i.e 

anchored final plots. 

FSI would be granted equivalent to the reduction in areas of the original plots. 

Since the final plots allotted to them are reduced areas to the extent of 40% of their 

original plots, the physical areas available for development are very small and may lead 

to non-utilization of FSI. In such cases, TDR facilities would be allowed to them. 

Side and rear marginal distances would be relaxed at least in smaller or narrow plots so 

as to enable them to consume the permissible FSI. and for that premium shall not be 

charged. 

Recovery of contribution should be waived considering that 60% land is acquired. 

The villagers from these villages have also demanded that the land owners included in 

the scheme would be treated as project affected persons by the CIDCO and they would 

be given all the benefits available in this respect. 

Possessions of final plots would be handed over immediately after the sanctioning of 

the scheme with proper access roads and free of any encumbrances over them, 

Infrastructure shall be provided early, within a period of two years. 

7.1.2. SPA—NAINA 

SPA - NAINA has also been given hearing on 01/11/23 after the draft preliminary 

scheme has been prepared. SPA-NAINA under its letter bearing no. 

CIDCO/NAINA/Arbitrator/TPS-6/2023/889 dated 02/11/2023 and under letter no. 

CIDCO/NAINA/Arbitrator/TPS-6/2023/989 dated 28.11.2023 has submitted the 

following main points for consideration. 

1. Plots against Government lands shown as public purpose use may be shown 

as Residential in land use plan. 5 
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7.2 

2. TPS- 6 boundary to be synced with TILR certified boundary of adjoining 

TPS-3 including water course within TPS- 6 boundary. 

3. Part reservation of Growth center 206_GC from TPS-3 to be continued in FP 

481, 300 and 299. 

4. Playground 206A_PG in TPS-3 to be continued as reservation on north side 

upto water channel (FP 70B) in TPS-6. 

5. Tree belt (FP 71B) along 20 m. wide road shall be removed and channel to 

be shifted towards road. 

6. Modifications required in Special DCR for TPS were submitted to UDD. The 

same may be incorporated in special DCR of TPS-6 

7. It is learnt from the Engineering department that roads of 20 m. and above 

width will be taken up for implementation in next 5 years for TPS-6. The 

same timeline may be proposed for infrastructure implementation. 

8. Torealign proposed water channel towards north of the layout near 60m wide 

spine road so as to keep the allotted final plots unhindered by the same. 

9. For better connectivity within the IDP (TPS 6 & TPS 8) near FP no. 396, 

road of at least 15m width may be proposed to connect with allotted final 

plots in adjoining TPS 8. 

7.1.3. THE COLLECTOR, RAIGAD DISTRICT 

The Tahsildar, under its letter bearing no. sfasyafraray ord chive 

BATAH//20RZ dated 10th August, 2023 has submitted following main points for 

consideration. 

a. No reservation shall be allotted on Government land/ Gurucharan land. 

b. The government lands in Moho and Shivkar villages are essential for 

Government purpose therefore no reservation shall be allotted on such lands. 

MODIFICATIONS MADE IN THE SANCTIONED DRAFT SCHEME BY THE 

ARBITRATOR 

7.2.1. TPS 06 BOUNDARY 

As per the proposal of the corporation, TPS 06 boundary has been synced with TILR 

certified boundary of adjoining TPS 03 including water course between both the 

schemes. The said water course was proposed to be realigned by the corporation 

towards southern side in TPS 06 area and therefore the area_under the said existing 
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water course is added in the scheme area resulting in the total area of scheme as 244.42 

Ha. 

7.2.2. TRANSPORT NETWORK 

Mumbai-Pune Expressway is passing along the west boundary and the proposed Virar- 

Alibag Multimodal corridor is passing along the East boundary of the scheme. Also 45 

m and 60 m wide IDP roads are passing in a north-south direction near the West and 

East boundary respectively. These roads are connected by East-West running 30m and 

27m wide IDP roads. By considering the said arterial roads, the network of sub-arterial 

and collector roads were proposed in the draft scheme. The layout of the sanctioned 

draft scheme and the overall road pattern proposed therein are generally well in order 

from planning point of view and accepted. 

7.2.3. IDP RESERVATIONS 

In the Preliminary Scheme, all the IDP reservations have been incorporated as per the 

sanctioned draft scheme with few changes as given hereunder. 

1. As per the proposal of the corporation, for continuation of reservation of Growth 

Centre 206_GC from TPS-3, FP no 481 in the draft scheme has been included 

in the Growth Centre. , 

2. As per the proposal of the corporation, for continuation of reservation of play 

Ground 206A_PG from TPS 3, FP no. 70B in the draft scheme has been 

included in the Layout Open Space. 

3. As per the hearing from landowners, due to modification in layout plan, there is 

a minor change in shape and area of School at 129_S, 115_S, Playground at 

125 PG, Primary Health Centre 109_PHC, Daily Bazaar 97_DB. 

7.2.4. FINAL PLOTS TO LAND OWNERS 

1. The land owners have been allotted final plots to the extent of 40 % in area of 

their original land holdings. SPA - NAINA has also allotted the final plots as 

far as possible accommodating their original holdings i.e. most of the land 

owners have been allotted the anchored plots. Their demand to allot FPs at least 

of 50- 60 % in area of their original holdings cannot be fulfilled by the Arbitrator 

mainly considering that the draft scheme has been prepared by SPA - NAINA 

on 40:60 concepts and to make any alteration in this will lead to substantial 

modification to the draft scheme. Secondly, the 60 % land is utilized for IDP 

and scheme roads, IDP and scheme reservations, and for growth centers which 
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are necessary to set up a higher level urban center as decided by the State 

Government through the CIDCO. Thirdly, the land owners (who are stake- 

holders) are not at loss as they have been permitted to utilize the full potential 

of their original holdings in terms of FSI. The lands outside the 200 m periphery 

around village gaothans are at present permissible with the FSI of only 0.20 plus 

the premium FSI of 0.30. However, due to the inclusion of their lands in the 

town planning scheme, these land-owners have been allowed to consume base 

FSI of 1.00 without any premium. Hence, it is appropriate to finalize this scheme 

on the basis of the 40:60 land share concept. 

The lands situated within the 200 m from the village gaothans are already 

allowed FSI of 1.00 and their owners have argued with the point that they have 

purchased such lands at very high values, but in the scheme, these lands have 

not been given weightage as required. Now the Government has granted 

additional FSI of 0.25 for the loss of area of originai plots due to their 

reconstitution into final plots. 

Some of the land owners have requested to amalgamate their scattered land 

holdings or to make suitable sub-division of the draft scheme FPs into separate 

FPs as per their new ownerships or family-wise. This has been considered 

wherever possible to their satisfaction. 

The ownership of the original lands are again verified from the updated 7/12 

extract and changes in the ownership and tenure of the final plots are made 

accordingly. 

In the draft scheme Class I and Class II land are given one final plot. In the 

preliminary scheme, these Final Plots are subdivided close to each other. 

The OP No. 92 from village Shivkar and OP No. 118 (Part) from village Shivkar 

are recorded as Gurcharan Lands in 7/12 extracts which Government Lands. 

Now, agricultural activities will not be continued in the scheme area hereinafter 

and hence, provision of any gurcharan land is not needed. The FP No. 345 and 

385 are allotted in lieu of these OPs have been included in Layout Open Space 

in the name of Government of Maharashtra. 
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7.3 AREAS ALLOTTED FOR THE PUBLIC PURPOSES, PLANNING 

AUTHORITY, AND EWS IN THE PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

A. PARKS, PLAYGROUNDS AND OPEN SPACES 

a. One site of City Park adjoining to the forest area (96_CP), One site of Park 

(122_P), 4 sites of Play Grounds (96A, 125, 104, 106_PG 3 are adjoining to the 

school sites) as proposed in the IDP have been incorporated with modifications 

wherever necessary to fit in the scheme layout, but maintaining their areas and 

utility values. 

b. The recreational spaces in the form of Open Spaces, Parks, and Playgrounds in 

addition to those proposed in the IDP are provided in the scheme at different 

sites having aggregate area of 8.25 Ha. Also under Joint Forest Management 

Parks are going to be developed on 12.48 Ha Forest Land 

c. The total area under all categories of open space in the scheme is 25.56 Ha and 

is 10.46 % of the scheme area. 

B. SOCIAL INFRASTRUCTURE & UTILITY 

a. Three sites for schools (129_S, 112_S, 113_S) as reserved in IDP have been 

incorporated in this scheme with modifications wherever necessary to fit in the 

scheme layout but maintaining their areas. The total area under school 

reservation is 1.98 Ha. 

b. Two sites of the Public Health Centre (109 PHC, 127 PHC) have been 

proposed in the scheme of a total area of 0.35 Ha. 

c. The existing crematoria were included as existing amenities in the draft scheme. 

In the Preliminary Scheme, this existing crematorium as per 7/12 extract has 

been designated to their actual use in FPs no. 219. The FPs no. 220 is provided 

for their extensions. The crematorium as per ELU map near village Mohopada 

is kept intact by providing layout amenity at FP 251. 

d. The total area under all categories of Social Infrastructure & Utilities is 9.69 Ha 

and is 3.97 % of the scheme area. 

C. GROWTH CENTRE 

One site of the Growth Centre is situated on the West boundary of the scheme along 

Mumbai- Pune Expressway. The other Growth Centre site at the northern end of the 

scheme is located along a 27m wide IDP Road which merges with the Growth Centre 

site beyond this scheme and is a part of TPS-5. The total-area under Growth Centre is 
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44.82 Ha. and is 18.34% of the scheme area. The SPA, NAINA has considered here 

that reservations of growth centers are city level reservations and do not fall under the 

category of section 64 (g-1) of the Act. 

D. PLOTS FOR ECONOMICAL WEAKER SECTION (EWS) 

Six sites for EWS/LIG housing have been proposed in this scheme of an aggregate area 

of 7.52 Ha. and it is 3.08% of the scheme area. 

E. PLOTS FOR SALE TO THE PLANNING AUTHORITY 

Seven sites for Sale Plots have been proposed in this scheme of an aggregate area of 

5.42 Ha. and it is 2.22% of the scheme area. 

F. DETAILS OF PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO 06. 

a. 

b. 

Total area under the scheme is 244.42 Ha. 

Generally, all the reconstituted final plots are reduced in areas to the extent of 

40 % of their original plot areas. 

The scheme area is included in predominant Residential Zone as per the 

provisions of sanctioned IDP. 

The scheme area measures to 244.42 Ha and the lands under roads, social 

infrastructural sites, sites under open spaces, play grounds, parks etc. shall not 

admeasure to more than 40% of the scheme area. 

The forest lands of the State Government have been maintained even by adding 

open lands around them. However, some portions have been used to pass the 

IDP and the scheme roads through them. Hence, the total forest land is reduced. 

A natural tributary of Kalundre river is flowing from east to west through the 

scheme covering about 2 km distance with average width 15 m and having an 

area of 2.85 ha under it. For training of this existing undulating tributary and 

accordingly to allow smooth flow of water, SPA, NAINA has proposed a 

channel with its average width of about 15 m, which will carry storm water from 

TPS-6 area and also any runoff coming from adjoining hills. The meandering 

alignment of the tributary is realigned in a regular shape in order to get clear 

land area for accommodating final plots. 

It is observed that in the draft scheme, the FPs in lieu of Gurcharan Lands were 

proposed for Open Space, which are continued in Preliminary Scheme and 

allotted to Government of Maharashtra. 
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h. Plots against Government lands/ Gram Panchayat lands are proposed for public 

purpose use for the respective authority. 

i. Though some of the final plots of the draft scheme are amalgamated or deleted 

wherever required, the remaining final plots are not renumbered serially but 

their draft scheme numbers are maintained and hence, deleted FP numbers will 

not now appear in the preliminary scheme. Thus FP numbers 71B, 120, 121, 

123, 124, 126, 128, 262, 338, 350, 373, 413, 420, 463, 560 are not now 

appearing in the preliminary scheme for the reasons stated above. The Final 

Plots allotted to the land owners and to the SPA, NAINA are as given in Table 

B appended to the Preliminary Scheme. 

7.4 AWARD OF THE PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

The Arbitrator has recorded the minutes of the hearings and has taken decisions in respect of 

each and every Original Plot as provided under rule No. 13 (4) (5) of the Maharashtra Town 

Planning Schemes Rules, 1974. 

The decisions of the Arbitrator in respect of every reconstitution of original plots into final 

plots as carried out in the award have been recorded in Table A appended to the award. The 

allotment of the Final Plots with their respective ownerships, areas and tenures are as recorded 

in Table B accompanied to the award of this Preliminary Scheme. The Land Records 

Department shall open the Property Cards as per this Table B for the final plots as provided 

under Rule no. 18 of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974. 

The Common decisions are also taken in respect of all the Final Plots in the Preliminary Scheme 

as given hereinafter. The period within which the SPA shall carryout works contemplated in 

the scheme has also been decided as provided under section 72(4) (iv) of the said Act. SPA - 

NAINA had moved the Urban Development Department to suspend some of the regulations 

and not to operate them in the scheme area. The State Government, vide letter No. TPS- 

1718/4354/CR-223/18/UD-12 dated 23-10-2018 has approved the proposal of suspending the 

Regulations No. 15, 19, 20.3, 20.4, 21, 22.3.1, to 22.3.10 of the DCPR-2017 (now superseded 

by DCPR-2019) and now they are not applicable in the scheme area. However, these 

regulations are not deleted by the State Government and suspension is always for a specific 

period. The Special Development Control and Promotion Regulations to be made applicable 

within this scheme in addition to the DCPR of NAINA are therefore prescribed as given 

hereinafter for the proper and efficient implementation of the Scheme. 

if ; 
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By considering all the issues/points/observations stated above and also after hearing SPA - 

NAINA on 1‘t November 2023, the layout of the draft scheme has been modified and finalized 

by the Arbitrator with modifications as stated above. The Preliminary Scheme has been 

accordingly drawn up as per sub-section (7) of the Section 72 of the Act as appearing in the 

Plans no. 3 and 4 read with Tables A and B appended to the award. 

7.55 LAND USE ANALYSIS OF THE PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

The comparison in areas of public users and the Roads provided by the SPA, NAINA in the 

sanctioned draft scheme and now provided in the Preliminary Scheme in the award drawn up 

by the Arbitrator is as given in the following tables 5, 6 and 7. 

Table 5: Site wise comparison of IDP Reservations in the sanctioned Draft Scheme and in the 

Preliminary Scheme 

IDP Reservation Draft Scheme Preliminary scheme 

IDP 
Sr. Total 

b Report FP | Area Area Remarks 
Neo | Designation | IDP No. Area No. | (Sq. mt) FP No. (Sq. mt) UN (Sq. 

(Sq. mt) 
A) | IDP Open Space 

Reservati 

1 | PlayGround | 125 PG | 6100 12 | 610098 | 12 6401.27 | 6401.27 a Pea 
increased 

96A_PG 
2 Play Ground (Part) 37036.94 | 27 37036.94 | 27 37036.90 | 37036.90 

Play Ground a G |ai4i99 | 55 | T4198 | 55 7141.99 | 7141.99 

4 Play Ground | 106_PG 8444.04 268 8444.04 268 8444.71 8444.71 

P 24A 24A 98557.84 
5 City Park 96_CP 105620.45 4B 105621.66 4B 7063.83 105621.66 

245 8400.66 

6 | Park 122 P| 840567 | a _| 9405.67 | 2454 __| 2811.03 
245B 245B 3589.64 

Total Area 172749.09 172751.26 173047.19 

B) _| IDP School 
Reservati 

1 | School 129 $ 4900 13 | 4900.00 | 13 5267.02 | 5267.02 = ane 

increased. 

School 112_S 6000.97 56 6000.97 56 6000.98 6000.98 

3 School 113_S 7184.97 269 7184.97 269 7184.97 7184.97 

As per 

TPS 3 

TILR 

Boundary 

4 School 115.8 1195 561 1195.00 561 1344.27 1344.27 & Plan, 

the 

reservatio 

n area is 
increased. 

Total Area 19280.94 - 19280.94 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

IDP Reservation Draft Scheme Preliminary scheme 

IDP 
Sr. Total 

" 4 Report FP | Area Area Remarks 
No | Designation | IDP No. ‘Mion No. | (Sq. mt) FP No. (Sq. mt) Area (Sq. 

mt) 
(Sq. mt) 

©) IDP Primary Health Centers 

Primary 
1 Health Centre | 109 PHC | 1500.14 174 1500.14 174 1500.31 1500.31 

(PHC) 
Primary 

2 Health Centre | 127_PHC | 1974.84 375 1974.84 375 1974.41 1974.41 

(PHC) 

Total Area 3474.98 3474.98 3474.72 

D) IP Daily Bazar (DB) 

Reservati 

1 | DailyBazar | 97.DB | 120039 | 122 | 120039 | 122 1351.86 | 1351.86 a asta 

increased. 

2 Daily Bazar 99 DB 1000.63 192 1000.63 192 1000.63 1000.63 

Daily Bazar 118 DB 1358.51 374 1358.51 374 1358.51 1358.51 

Total Area 3559.53 3559.53 3711.00 

E) IDP Growth Centres 

1 Growth Centre | 206 GC 25 198275.10 | 25 198275.20 

2 Growth Centre | 206_GC 67 20047.60 | 67 20047.61 

3 Growth Centre | 206_GC 69 20881.06 | 69 20881.37 

4 Growth Centre | 206_GC T0A 185831.27 | 70A 186024.14 

As per 

request 
from 

SPA, 

NAINA, 

FP no. 

70B 
(Growth 

5 — | Growth Centre | 206_GC 70B | 3064.03 | - : eepueyain 
oS Sanctione 

d Draft 

Scheme 

has been 

428091 448184.30 | converted 

into 

Layout 

Open 

Space. 

As per 

request 
from 

SPA, 

NAINA, 

FP no. 

6 Growth Centre | 206_GC - - 481 22955.97 on /LI 

G 

Amenity) 

in 
Sanctione 

d Draft 
Scheme 
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IDP Reservation Draft Scheme Preliminary scheme 

IDP 
Sr. Total 

zl 3 Report FP | Area Area Remarks 
No | Designation pends No. | (Sq. mt) FP No. (Sq. mt) “ng (Sq. 

(Sq. mt) 
has been 

converted 

into 
Growth 

Centre. 

Total Area 428091 428099.05 448184.30 

F) Forest 

23A 23A 50653.54 

i me 73435.94 ae =e 73382.60 
1 Tpit Rorest 128900 =| 23C 23C 2771.56 

Management 
23D 23D 19613.45 

26 51470.56 | 26 51470.55 | 51470.55 

Total Area 128900 124906.50 124853.14 

Total Area 

under IDP 756055.54 752072.26 773067.58 

Reservations 

Table 6: Site-wise Comparison of Layout Public Users provided in the sanctioned Draft Scheme and 

Preliminary Plan 

Sr. Draft Scheme Poe 

. bli R No. Public User FP ERT NE FP heck emarks 

No. mit) No. (Sq.mt) 

A) Open Spaces (O/S) in addition to IDP Sites 

1 Eayoubepen 1 411.56 1 | 411.57 
Space 

2 | EayoutOpen | iy | 1369.50 | 11 | 135631 
Space 

3 | LayoutOpen | 39 | 26502 | 39 | 265.02 
Space 

4 | LayoutOpen | 49 | 5090.23 | 50B | 2875.65 Area iSieeaure! Gane 
Space reconstitution. 

5 Layout Open 7 7 53 1001.60 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

As per TPS 3 TILR Boundary 

Layout Open & Plan, the 70B 206_GC 

¢ Space : ee ewe (Growth Centre) is converted 

into Layout Open Space 

Deleted during aligning the 

if Leyout'Open 71B 729.40 - - road & channelizing the 
Space proposed water channel. 

g | bayoutOpen | go | 4oss.sa | 80 | 4988.55 
Space 

g | LayoutOpen | go | 3649.79 | 89a | 1442.75 Sregl is eecuced ining 
Space reconstitution. 
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ie Draft Scheme H pare 
No. Public User ep Area Sq. | FP aaa Remarks 

No. mit) No. (Sq.mt) 

10 Eayaus@psn 108 1639.22 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 
Space 

ul Layout Open - . Wt 269.02 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

D Layout Open . . 119 303.16 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

13. | ~EayoutOpen | io3 | 693,24 , - Deleted during reconstitution. 
Space 

14 | bayoutOpen | ing | 44g.i0 | 129 | 451.95 
Space 

15 | PayoutOpen | iss | 5362.04 | 155 | 5352.51 
Space 

16 Layout Open 7 E 163 1479.64 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

17 Eure 170 1644.88 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 
Space 

18 Layout Open i 7 175 1883.93 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

Newly proposed during 

Layout Open reconstitution. From Draft 

a Space ° ° acid pee Scheme Amenity is converted 

into Layout Open Spaces. 

Newly proposed during 

Layout Open reconstitution. From Draft 

es Space PIAB 11086 Scheme Amenity is converted 

into Layout Open Spaces. 

21 LayoutOpen | 51g | 131.42 | 218 | 80.97 
Space 

22 | LayoutOpen |) 59) 58.07 | 221 | 58.05 
Space 

3 Layout Open 7 r 2238 | 760.01 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

24 | bayoutOpen | n49 | 1414.23 | 240 | 1414.43 
Space 

a5 | bayoutOpen | 546 | 1239.99 | 246 | 1239.40 
Space 

26 | PayoutOpen | 555 | 185.22 | 252 | 173.13 
Space 

27 Layout Open 7 . 256 278.07 Newly pecposes during 

Space reconstitution. 
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a Draft Scheme Besrutaed 
No. Public User FP ine Gal TP eee Remarks 

Na. mit) No. | (Sq.mt) 
Newly proposed during 

Layout Open reconstitution. From Draft 

a Space : a SB? Scheme Amenity is converted 

into Layout Open Spaces. 

29 Layout Open 300 1697.85 300 2292.23 Area is ners during 

Space reconstitution. 

30 bayouuepe 310 712.80 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 
Space 

31 | LayoutOpen | 357 | 4022.81 | 327 | 4022.82 
Space 

32 Layout Open 342 19.32 3418 | 321.39 Area is increased during 

Space reconstitution. 

33 Layout Open r i 345 8076.56 Assigned in lieu of Gurcharan 

Space Land. 

34 Layout Open - : 385 | 4196.09 Assigned in lieu of Gurcharan 

Space Land. 

35 Layout Open 7 : 392 351.06 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

36 | LavoutOpen | 395 | 541639 | 395 | 4426.74 Area is teiiced during 
Space reconstitution. 

37_ | LayoutOpen | 309 | 2735.91 | 398 | 2877.11 
Space 

38 Layout Open . 7 405 | 2170.27 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

39 Layout Open 7 2 4268 | 385.68 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

4o | LavoutOpen | amp | 7328.39 | 427B | 7328.39 
Space 

4, | PayoutOpen | ays | o4g7.14 | 445 | 2487.14 
Space 

ap | Veena te : 462 | 1386.30 Newly pruposed during 
Space reconstitution. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme 

Narrow strip of land along the 

Layout Open water channel was proposed as 
- - 4 4 

#2 Space i aecc EWS. Therefore, it has been 

converted into Layout Open 

Space. 

44 a 519A 1665.63 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 
Space 

45 ees 5324 | 1050.49 | - . Deleted during reconstitution. 
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sr. Draft Scheme oe om 

No. Public User 'P Area Gq. | FP So Remarks 

No. mt) No. | (Sq.mt) 

4G Layout Open . c 532c | 917.52 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

SPA, NAINA requested to 

shift the alignment of 20 M 

wide Layout Road along the 

47 FayouOnen 560 7777.15 - - rate of Proposed Maki 

Space Modal Corridor, to align it 

with the TPS - 8. Therefore 

deleted during reconstitution. 

48 Layout Open 7 F 568 1064.06 Newly proposed during 

Space reconstitution. 

Draft O/S - 28 

Total Preliminary 64234.32 82544.57 

O/S - 38 

B) Amenities in addition to IDP Sites 

1 Layout Amenity 4 310.18 4 310.18 

2 | Layout Amenity | - : 8 | 1000.33 Neni(Peapeset ung 
reconstitution. 

3 Layout Amenity | 10A 109.26 10B 109.27 Amenity is renamed. 

4 Layout Amenity 14 1066.81 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

5 Layout Amenity | 22 245.47 22 237.02 

6 Layout Amenity 32 5569.45 32 5569.46 

7 Layout Amenity 33 1111.25 33 1111.26 

8 Layout Amenity 38 1368.06 38 1368.06 

9 Layout Amenity | 41A 537.31 41B 537.31 

10 | Layout Amenity | - - 42 | 1001.96 Nes cEp eee Sunes 
reconstitution. 

11 Layout Amenity 45 828.36 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

12 Layout Amenity | 48 155.10 48 155.56 

13 Layout Amenity 61 317.74 61 317.31 

14 Layout Amenity | 63 600.20 63A 600.16 

15 Layout Amenity | 63A 210.73 63B 209.88 

16 Layout Amenity 85 809.16 85 808.93 

17 Layout Amenity | 91 344.35 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

18 | Layout Amenity | - : 89B | 626.07 Net eens we 
reconstitution. 

19 Layout Amenity | 104 499.51 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

20 Layout Amenity | 116 688.07 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

21 Layout Amenity | 117 1280.09 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

22 Layout Amenity | 139A 539.51 139A | 572.95 Je 

pS 
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Sr. Draft Scheme nai Mig 

No. Public User IP Area Ge, FP ara Remarks 

No. mt) No. (Sq.mt) 

23 Layout Amenity | 148 502.50 148 502.50 

24 Layout Amenity | 155A 510.51 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

25 Layout Amenity | 162 1093.22 162 | 1053.35 

26 | Layout Amenity | - L 171 | 2000.13 Newly prepasediahring 
reconstitution. 

27 Layout Amenity | 178 256.52 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

28 | Layout Amenity | 182 | 439.40 | 182 | 1057.17 Area is!ipered seatguning 
reconstitution. 

29 | Layout Amenity | 186A 265.26 186 265.26 

30 Layout Amenity | 189 208.97 - - Converted into Sale Plot. 

31 Layout Amenity | 201 830.14 201B | 854.05 

32 Layout Amenity | 208 290.72 208A | 290.74 

33 Layout Amenity | 209 1155.91 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

34 | Layout Amenity | 210 | 1298.44 | 210 | 1298.54 

35 | Layout Amenity | 211 | 932.05 | 211 | 1608.03 |  “*#is increased during 
reconstitution. 

36 Layout Amenity | 214 443.07 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

37 | Layout Amenity | 215 | 1886.68 | 215 | 959.40 Area is teduced during 
reconstitution. 

38 | Layout Amenity | 220 574.61 | 220 | 574.60 
39 Layout Amenity | 232 450.21 232 450.21 

40 Layout Amenity | 234 1619.66 234A | 1619.66 

41 Layout Amenity | 234A 596.06 234B | 596.47 

42 | Layout Amenity | 238 1004.66 238 | 1009.75 

43 Layout Amenity | 244 439.06 244 439.06 

44 | Layout Amenity | 249 631.39 249 660.19 

45 Layout Amenity | 251 741.82 251 652.35 

46 Layout Amenity | 256 356.85 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

47 | Layout Amenity | - : 255 | 292.19 Newly proposed dunng 
reconstitution. 

48 Layout Amenity | 262 601.86 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

49 | Layout Amenity | 266 | 2332.36 | 266 | 2101.68 Ares weaiced! during 
reconstitution. 

50 | Layout Amenity | 274 | 1348.57 | 274 | 1348.58 
Deleted during reconstitution. 

51 Layout Amenity | 290 705.29 - Converted in Layout Open 

Space. 

52 | Layout Amenity | 299 | 3281.01 | 299 | 2677.44 a 
reconstitution. 

. Newly proposed during 
53 Layout Amenity - - 313 246.20 jae 

reconstitution. 
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ee Draft Scheme : How 
No. Public User FP Ana (Sa: FP ate Remarks 

No. mf) No. | (Sq.mt) 

. Area is increased during 
54 | Layout Amenity | 322 1369.78 322 | 2563.43 a. 

reconstitution. 

55 Layout Amenity | 332 492.76 - - Converted into Sale plot. 

56 | Layout Amenity | - E 353B | 418.06 Newly Bio peseagouring 
reconstitution. 

57 Layout Amenity | 358 311.72 358 311.73 

58 Layout Amenity | 366 872.26 366 872.25 

59 Layout Amenity | 368 500.33 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

60 | Layout Amenity | 371 | 427.58 | 370 | 927.95 Arealiyanpuaased, during 
reconstitution. 

61 Layout Amenity | 379 755.37 - - Converted into Sale Plot. 

62 | Layout Amenity | 382A | 1538.85 | 382A] 1538.85 

63 | Layout Amenity | - : 388 | 3680.23 New Pipe posed {daring 
reconstitution. 

64 | Layout Amenity | 392 |] 351.06 | - : aoa 
Space. 

65 Layout Amenity | 396 612.37 - - Converted into Sale Plot. 

66 Layout Amenity | 406 434.67 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

67 Layout Amenity | 416 258.63 - s Converted into Sale Plot. 

68 | Layout Amenity | - . 4248 | 1481.72 Newi/Pic pore gue 
reconstitution. 

Converted into Layout Open 

69 Layout Amenity | 426 1103.61 - - Spaces, reducing the area 

during reconstitution. 

70 Layout Amenity | 427A | 4994.04 | 427A | 4994.33 

71 Layout Amenity | 429 599.87 429 599.89 

72 Layout Amenity | 441 600.58 441 600.30 

73 Layout Amenity | 447 534.42 447 534.41 

74 | Layout Amenity | 462 | 956.00 : : OOo gues 
Space. 

75 | Layout Amenity | - : 471 | 442.16 Newiypiopases during 
reconstitution. 

76 Layout Amenity | 474 469.77 474 469.76 

77 | Layout Amenity - - 511 1720.75 Newly Biezesed during 
reconstitution. 

78 Layout Amenity | 514 470.43 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

79 Layout Amenity | 515A 781.34 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

80 | Layout Amenity | 532B | 1389.95 | 532B| 1938.31 Hiner etiereesed unig 
reconstitution. 

81 Layout Amenity | 538 736.43 538 736.43 

82 | Layout Amenity | 542A 538.73 542B | 518.49 
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Sr. Draft Scheme seh es os 

No. Public User FP hres Sa. FP rE Remarks 

No. mt) No. (Sq.mt) 

83 Layout Amenity - - 548 | 2827.09 Newlyibicd Geen curing 
reconstitution. 

: Newly proposed during 
84 Layout Amenity - - 553A | 702.92 ia 

reconstitution. 

7 Newly proposed during 
85 Layout Amenity - - 558 473.71 ar 

reconstitution. 

86 Layout Amenity | 567 136.00 - - Deleted during reconstitution. 

87 Layout Amenity | 577A 1320.01 576 1335.44 

88 Layout Amenity | 578 2680.62 578 | 2680.62 

Draft Layout 

Amenity - 75 

Total Preliminary 66624.61 69462.08 

Layout 

Amenity - 67 

C) Crematoria 
1 Cemetery 219 520 219 520.38 

Draft Cemetery 

Total *— 520 520.38 
Preliminary 

Cemetery - 01 

D) EWS/ LIG Housing / Housing of Dis-Housed 

Area is increased during 

1 a ae 132 5467.21 135 | 5787.30 reconstitution. & 

FP Number Renamed 

Area is reduced during 

2 EWS/LIG | 315 | 9049.23 | 308 | 6536.25 a 
Housing & 

FP Number Renamed 

3 Ne E ua 432 9180.76 432 | 9180.15 
Housing 

4 EWS/LIG | 475 | 3440407 | 475 | 35507.88 | ATs increased during 
Housing reconstitution. 

As per request from SPA, 

NAINA, FP no. 481 

EWS/ LIG (EWS/LIG Amenity) in 

Housing a a ” : Sanctioned Draft Scheme has 

been converted into Growth 

Centre. 

6 5 is 487 6591.04 - - Converted into O/S 
Housing 

7 eye ad 488 12211.79 | 488 | 12206.27 
Housing 
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ns Draft Scheme “i pay 
No. Public User TP AveatSa: 7 ae Remarks 

No. mit) (Sq.mt) 

8 EWS/ bis 502 5869.02 5949.99 Area is increased during 

Housing reconstitution. 

Draft EWS 

Housing - 8 
Total Preliminary 98961.67 75167.83 

EWS Housing - 

6 

E) Water Channel and Water Body 

1 Water Channel | 68A 3900.93 3900.93 

2 Water Channel 68B 11158.73 11163.60 

3 | WaterChannel | 68Cc | 7035.73 Tepes) |) ace ened coins 
reconstitution. 

4 | WaterChannel | 68D | 4737.85 4618.46 Areaisimeducet@arir 
reconstitution. 

5 | Water Channel | 68E | 3898.26 3911.45 Acerdspeicieaeearduring 
reconstitution. 

Water Body 
6 (ake) 239 3500.00 3501.97 

Draft Water 

Channel - 05 & 

Water Body - 

Total a 34231.49 34696.26 
Preliminary 

Water Channel 

- 05 & Water 

Body - 01 

F) Public Purpose Lands/ Govt. Lands 

1 Public/ Govt. : . 1640.17 Newly proposed during 

Land reconstitution. 

2 Public/ Govt. - : 3600.26 Newly proposed during 

Land reconstitution. 

3 Public/ Govt. . . 1280.01 Newly proposed during 

Land reconstitution. 

Draft Public/ 

Govt. Land - 

00, 
Total Draft Public/ 6520.44 

Govt. Land - 

03. 

G) Sale Plot 

1 Sale Plot : - 208.97 New) y propose Tauris 
reconstitution. 
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Sr. Draft Scheme i cat, 

No. Public User iP Aven a, FP ro Remarks 

No. mt) No. (Sq.mt) 

2 Sale Plot Z ‘ 332 | 167.95 Newly pnepeseuiaunibe 
reconstitution. 

3 Sale Plot . : 379 | 755.37 Newey paipeved Gnring 
reconstitution. 

4 Sale Plot : E 396 | 101.38 Rewigal reiaeen Gunny 
reconstitution. 

5 Sale Plot . ; 416 | 258.63 Newsy iprepcsen aang 
reconstitution. 

6 Sale Plot 2 : 553B | 3835.86 INES ieeees er 
reconstitution. 

7 Sale Plot 574 48904.13 574 | 48904.15 

Draft Sale Plot- 

Total bani 48904.13 §4232.31 
Preliminary 

Sale Plot- 07. 

The section 64 (g-1) prescribes two caps viz. first of 10 % of the scheme area under clause (i) 

for reserving EWS/LIG housing and housing of the dispossessed persons due to scheme and 

second of 40 % of the scheme area under clause (ii) for reserving open spaces, social 

infrastructure, roads and plots for sale for raising the funds for the implementation of the 

scheme works. Actual percentage of the lands provided for these users in this scheme is well 

within these caps of 10 % and 40 % mentioned under section 64(g-1) (i) and (ii) of the said Act 

as can be seen from the Table 7 below. 

The Growth Centres, being city-level proposals of the IDP which have been included in the 

scheme, are not considered under clause (ii) of section 64(g-1) here. It is presumed that the 

items listed under section 64(g-1) (ii) of the said Act do not include reservations like Growth 

Centres and would not therefore fall under this clause. This assumption was pleaded in respect 

of Preliminary Town Planning Schemes, NAINA No. 1 and 2 which has been accepted by the 

State Government and the said schemes are accordingly sanctioned under section 86(1) of the 

said Act confirming this assumption. 
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Table 7: Land-Use Analysis of the Preliminary Scheme and its comparison with the sanctioned Draft 
Scheme 

Percentages with Scheme area 

Draft Scheme Preliminary Scheme 

Public Sites and % ‘ 
. No. i R 

eta Users Area with Area pain % with Jakes 

(Sq.m.) Gross (Sq.m.) Net Area 
Area 

Area 

Total Area Under “eee ‘il 244.42 Ha (Gross Area), 
9 

Scheme (Ha) 227.47 Ha(Net Area) 228.81 Ha (Net Area) 

1 Users as per Section 64 (g-1) (i) 

A ie E “a 98961.67 4.07 75167.83 3.08 3.29 
Housing 

Below 10% 

Total Users as per of the Total 
B Section 64 (g-1) (i) 98961.67 4.07 75167.83 3.08 3.29 Aesuceniet 

TPS - 6. 

2 Users as per Section 64 (g-1) (ii) 

A For Roads 

1 IDP and Layout | 46419461 | 19.07 | 46424438 | 18.99 20.32 
Roads 

For Parks, Play 

B Ground, Garden 

& Open Spaces 

1 IDP City Parks 105621.66 | 4.34 105621.66 4.32 4.62 

2 IDP Parks 8405.67 0.35 8400.66 0.34 0.37 

3 IDP Play Grounds 58723.94 2.41 59024.87 2.41 2.58 

4 Eayeasepen 64234.32 | 2.64 | $2544.57 3.38 3.61 
Spaces 

Total Open Space | 5 36985.58 | 9.74 | 255591.76 | 10.46 11.19 
Area 

For Social 

Cc Infrastructure 

and Public Utility 

1 IDP Schools 19280.94 0.79 19797.23 0.81 0.87 

2 IDP Daily Bazar 3559.53 0.15 3711.00 0.15 0.16 

IDP Primary 
3 Health Centres 3474.98 0.14 3474.72 0.14 0.15 

4 Layout Amenities 66624.61 2.74 69462.08 2.84 3.04 

5 | Pxisting Amenity | 550.00 | 0.02 | 520.38 0.02 0.02 
(Crematoria) 

Total Social 

Infrastructure 
and Public Utility 93460.05 3.84 96965.41 3.97 4.24 

Area 

D Sale Plots by SPA, 

NAINA 

1 Sale Plots 48904.13 2.0 54232.31 2.22 2.37 

\ 

al 
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Percentages with Scheme area 

Draft Scheme Preliminary Scheme 

Public Sites and Ye pie 
Peres Users Area with Area phd % with eerie 

(Sq.m.) Gross (Sq.m.) Net Area 
Area 

Area 
0, 

Total Users as per LE ae is 

E Section 64 (g-1) 843544.38 | 34.66 | 871033.86 35.64 38.13 
ii) Area under 

TPS- 6. 

3 Plots of Users not falling under 64(g-1) 

A HE elem 428099.05 | 17.52 | 448184.30 | 18.34 19.62 
Centres 

B Plots for Forest 1 154996.50 | 5.13 | 124853.14 | 5.11 2 
Department 

c Gove Buble : - 6520.44 0.27 0.29 
Purpose Lands 

Proposed Water 

D Channel and Water 34231.49 1.40 34696.26 1.42 - 

Body 

Total of Plot 

Users not falling 587237.05 | 24.05 | 614254.14 25.13 19.90 

under 64(g-1) 

Final Plots allotted to Land Owners 

Final Plots allotted 
4 inanloence 907026.24 | 37.27 | 883728.83 36.16 38.68 

Total Scheme 
ee 2411919.25 | 100.0 | 2444184.66 | 100.00 100.00 

8. SUBMISSIONS/ ACCOMPANIMENTS: 

The Preliminary Scheme contains the following Plans and Tables as part of the scheme. 

1) Plan No. 1 showing the location of the scheme area in the IDP and in NAINA. 

2) Plan No. 2 showing the Original plots included in the scheme in green colour. 

(scale 1:2500) 

3) Plan No. 3 showing the Original Plots in green colour and superimposed thereon 

the Final Plots in red colour. (scale 1:2500) 

4) Plan No. 4 showing the Final Plots in red colour allotted in lieu of Original Plots, 

uses of the Final Plot and the infrastructure. (scale 1:2500) 

5) Table A for original plot-wise decisions of the Arbitrator 

6) Table B for Allotment of final plots with ownerships, areas, tenures 

7) Report on the Award of the Preliminary Scheme by the Arbitrator 

8) General /Common Decisions 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA 
NO. 6 

(Part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar of 
Taluka — Panvel, District — Raigad) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

GENERAL/ COMMON DECISIONS 

PART B 

9. GENERAL / COMMON DECISIONS 

The following General/Common decisions shall hold good and shall be applicable within 

the area of the NAINA, Town Planning Scheme No. 6. 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

All the Final Plots have been defined and decided and as settled by the Arbitrator vide sub- 

section 4 of section 72 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 and 

they are as shown on the plans no. 3 and 4 in Red colour and as detailed in Table B of the 

Preliminary Scheme in force. 

The Ownerships along with their shares and the areas of Final Plots allotted in lieu of 

Original Plots or allotted to SPA - NAINA shall be as recorded in the Table B. These Final 

Plots shall be referred to in future with their respective Final Plot Numbers mentioned on 

the plans no. 3 and 4 as well as in Table B of the Preliminary Scheme in force. Further, 

where shares in the ownerships are not specifically mentioned, such shares in respect of 

co-ownerships shall be considered as equal, unless noted otherwise in the remarks column 

of Table B. 

The Tenures, Ownerships and other rights, if any, in respect of Original Plots, uniess 

otherwise extinguished or specifically mentioned in the decisions, shall have been hereby 

transferred mutatis mutandis to the corresponding Final Plots. However, tenancy rights, if 

any, shall be considered as transferred only to the relevant portion of such Final Plots 

proportionately as they exist in the Original Plots. 

The Tenure as Class I or Class II mentioned in respect of any Final Plot in Table B is on 

the basis of that recorded by the Revenue Department in the respective 7/12 extract. This 

Tenure shall stand changed automatically after new tenure is attached subsequently to any 

Final Plot by the Competent Revenue Officer after following due procedure. 

All rights of mortgagors and mortgagees, if any, existing in the Original Plots are hereby 

transferred proportionately to the corresponding Final Plots. 
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9) Special Development Control and Promotion Regulations 

The Preliminary Town Planning Scheme, NAINA no. 6 has been drawn up accordingly under 

sub-section (7) of Section 72 of the said Act on 30th November 2023. The notices in English 

and in Marathi regarding drawing-up of this preliminary scheme have been published in the 

Extra-Ordinary Gazette no. 100, in Part II; dated 01/12/ 2023. These notices have also been 

published in the local Newspapers, Dainik Kille, Ram Prahar and Newsband dated 

12/12/2023.The said notices are attached as Annexure 14 and Annexure 15. 

The Preliminary Town Planning Scheme, NAINA no. 6 is thereafter submitted by the 

Arbitrator to the State Government as provided under sub-section (5) of the Section 72 of the 

said Act for sanction vide his letter bearing no. ARB/TPS-6/Pre-Sub/2023/521, dated 29% 

December 2023. 

‘Abhiraj Girkar) 
Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6. 

29 December 2023 

The State Government has sanctioned the Preliminary Scheme vide Urban Development 

Department Notification no. TPS-1224/05/C.R.22/24/UD-12 dated 1*t March, 2024 under sub- 

section (1) of Section 86 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966. The 

Notification is published in the Maharashtra Government Gazette, Part-1 of Kokan Division 

Supplement dated 26" September to 2"4 October, 2024 on pages no. 86 to 122. The Preliminary 

Scheme is in force w.e.f. 3' November, 2024. 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 
Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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6) 

7) 

8) 

9) 

All rights of lessors and lessees, if any, in the Original Plots are hereby transferred to the 

corresponding Final Plots subject to the adjustments in lease rents in proportion with the 

changes made in their areas. 

The lands for which no final plot numbers are allotted shall vest free of all encumbrances 

in SPA - NAINA (which are generally the lands under roads/ accesses/lakes/nallas etc.). 

All the rights of passages, right of ways / accesses or of easements, or any right to draw 

water from any well exists in any original plot if any, existing prior to the date of 

enforcement of the Preliminary Scheme over any lands / Original Plots included in the 

Scheme shall hereby stand extinguished. Passages/Accesses to allotted final plots shall be 

derived only through the Roads provided and constructed in accordance with the Scheme 

layout in force. 

The owners of the authorized structures in the Original Plots which are affected by new 

roads or by the road widening or by other Scheme proposals for which no compensation 

has been specifically allowed in the Scheme are permitted to remove the materials, if any, 

of the structures or of compound walls, wire fencing, sheds, huts or of any other structures 

etc. within six month from the date on which the final scheme comes into force provided 

that they shall fill up at their own cost any hollows created or repair the damages made 

during such removal of the materials. 

10) Where any authorized existing compound walls or wire fencings etc. along the boundary 

of the Original Plots which are affected by the reconstitution of Final Plots or by proposed 

road widening or by new roads or by any other Scheme proposals and where no 

compensation for the above has specifically been allowed in the Scheme and in such cases, 

the materials of such compound walls or of wire fencings are not removed by the 

concerned owners, then SPA - NAINA shall demolish and remove the affected compound 

walls or wire fencings. If the owners who are allowed to remove the structures and take 

away the materials, fail to do so within the specified period or within the extended period, 

SPA - NAINA shall remove the structures and take away the materials. In such cases, the 

material so removed shall belong to SPA - NAINA. 

11) No trees shall be cut down nor any excavation / development shall be carried out by the 

owner/s within the portion of their Original Plots which are reconstituted to form the Final 

Plots not allotted to them 

12) The Final Plots allotted for public purposes in the Scheme shall vest in SPA - NAINA free 

from all encumbrances w.e.f. the date on which the Preliminary Scheme comes into force. 

JZ 
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SPA - NAINA shall keep all such public sites free of any encroachments and exclusively 

use for the purposes designated in the scheme. 

13) The Amenity Plots/Open Spaces provided in the scheme shall be utilized primarily for the 

benefits of the residents of the scheme. 

14) The plots provided for the Amenities shall be utilized only for the social infrastructure 

primarily beneficial to the residents of the scheme such as local level Educational and 

Medical facilities, Shopping Centres, Retail Markets, Convenience Shopping, Recreation, 

Parking facilities, Utilities such as Water Supply, Sanitation, Drainage and Electric 

Supply, Communication etc. The Vice Chairman & Managing Director, CIDCO is 

authorized to add any user of public nature and utilize any amenity plot for such user which 

is beneficial to the scheme residents. 

15) Unless otherwise specified wherever there are two or more owners shown against any 

serial number in the Table No. B, the net demand under column no. 15 of Form No. 1 in 

the Final Scheme shall be shared by such persons either in proportion of their shares held 

in the property or in proportion of the areas held by them in the respective Final Plots. 

16) Where a Final Plot wholly or partly is sold out or laid out into sub-plots and such sub-plots 

are sold by the owner/s before making payment of incremental contribution to SPA - 

NAINA levied to such Final Plot, the purchasers / new owners / successors shall be liable 

for payment of such incremental contribution levied on such Final Plot in proportion of 

the areas held by new owners. In case of any dispute in this regard, the decision of the Vice 

Chairman & Managing Director, CIDCO is final and conclusive and shall remain binding 

on the respective new owners. 

17) Development in a Final Plot shall be permitted only after payment of net demand 

mentioned in column 15 of the Form No.1 of the Final Scheme. This payment of net 

demand is in addition to development charges prescribed under chapter VI-A of the 

Maharashtra Regional & Town Planning Act, 1966. The development fund in the form of 

incremental contribution collected by SPA - NAINA from the owners of the Final Plots 

shall be deposited in a separate account and shall be utilized for the development of the 

scheme and to carry out works stipulated in the scheme. 

18) Provision of infrastructure as listed in sub-clauses (ii-b), (ii-e), (ii-f) & (ii-g) of subsection 

(1) of section 59 of the act is considered absolutely necessary for the scheme. These lands 

scheme u/s 68(2). The 
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SPA - NAINA shall complete the above listed works in the scheme within a period of five 

years from the date of coming into force of the preliminary scheme. 

19) SPA - NAINA shall transfer and hand over the possessions of all the final plots to the 

owners to whom they are allotted as mentioned in Table B of the Preliminary Scheme 

within twelve months from the date of coming into force of the preliminary scheme. 

20) SPA - NAINA shall, within three months from the date of coming into force of the 

preliminary scheme, forward certified true copy of the Scheme to the concerned Land 

record Department and get the record of lands changed in accordance with Table B of the 

sanctioned Preliminary Scheme as provided under Rule 18 of the Maharashtra Town 

Planning Schemes Rules, 1974. 

21) SPA - NAINA shall, within three months from the date of coming into force of the 

preliminary scheme inform the owners of the Final Plots by means of a public notice that 

on application, they are entitled to get a Certificate of Tenure and Title in respect of their 

final plots from the Director of Town Planning, Pune in form 7 as provided under rule no. 

26 (2) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974. 

22) The SPA - NAINA shall immediately fence all the public sites which will be vesting in it 

under this scheme so as to avoid probable encroachments. 

23) SPA - NAINA shall develop Gardens, Parks, Play-Grounds and Open Spaces provided in 

the scheme within a period of five years from the date of coming into force of the 

preliminary scheme. The priority in this respect shall be decided by the SPA - NAINA 

considering the pace of development and need of the facility to the scheme residents. 

Buffer space under GAIL line can be used as open space following all the guidelines as 

governed by GAIL. 

24) The FPs provided for housing for EWS/LIG shall be developed by SPA - NAINA within 

a reasonable time frame considering the need of the facility under its social housing 

programme. 

25) SPA - NAINA shall sell FPs provided as sale plots under clause (ii) (D) of the section 64 

(g-1) of the MR & TP Act, 1966 in the scheme in the open market for any use including 

IT/ITES establishments but excepting industrial use, for raising the funds to meet the cost 

of infrastructure of the Scheme. 

26) The Growth Centres as proposed in the IDP and accordingly have been incorporated in the 

Scheme shall be developed by SPA - NAINA as per its programme of implementation of 

the Growth Centres as a whole. Lo 
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27) The Crematoria existing in the scheme, being used by the villagers, have been maintained 

in the scheme with 40% of their area. All of them have been provided with adjoining 

amenity plots for their expansion. SPA - NAINA shall improve and upgrade these 

Crematoria with modern amenities to the satisfaction of the scheme residents. They shall 

be protected from river flood wherever needed. 

28) SPA - NAINA shall, with the prior permission of the Forest Department, develop FPs 

under forest for social forestry / afforestation. 

29) SPA - NAINA shall coordinate all the roads which are running further through the areas 

of adjoining TP schemes as well as the part reservations or public sites provided on the 

boundary of this scheme with the sites to be provided in such adjoining schemes. 

30) In case, SPA - NAINA, is unable to complete the works within the time limits prescribed 

by the Arbitrator, then SPA - NAINA shall approach the State Government under section 

111 (1) of the MR & TP Act, 1966 to seek extension in this respect. 

bhiraj Girkar) 
Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6. 

29th December, 2023 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 
Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA 
NO. 6G 

(Part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar of 
Taluka — Panvel, District — Raigad) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT CONTROL REGULATIONS 

PART C 

10. DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND PROMOTION REGULATION (DCPR) 

In addition to DCPR-2019, which are made applicable to the 23 Revenue villages of NAINA 

under directives given by Government vide no. TPS-1717/2750/ C.R.91/19/UD-12, dated 

6/1/2020 under section 37(1AA) read with section 154 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town 

Planning Act, 1966, SPA-NAINA had proposed the Special Development and Promotion 

Regulations (Hereinafter referred to as “Special DCR”) for the development of any sort to be 

carried out in the final plots of the Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No.6. 

In case of any conflict between the regulations in DCPR-2019 and the special regulations 

arises, then the special regulations shall prevail. 

SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND PROMOTION REGULATIONS 

1. The Final Plots allotted to the owners in lieu of their Original Plots shall be considered 

as included in the Predominantly Residential Zone of the sanctioned Interim 

Development Plan / BevelepmentPlan-and shall be eligible for development for uses 

prescribed in Regulation No. 31 of the Sanctioned DCPRs efNAEN#r -2019 Rrexided— 

mixeduse-cene-ofthe-sanetiened-DCPR irrespective of the actual zonal boundaries of 

the IDP. 

2. Boundaries of the Final Plots shall not be changed, modified or altered during any 

development. 

3. Amalgamation of two or more Final plots shall not be permitted to form a new Final 

Plot. However, integrated development in two or more adjoining Final Plots within the 

scheme or of adjacent schemes shall be permitted considering sum of their areas as one 

unit for development. (Ee ~ 
y 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

4. Temporary / short term development proposals on any ground shall not be permitted 

within the portions of original plots which are merged during the reconstitution to form 

Final Plots not allotted to the holders / owners of such original plots. 

5. Development Permission in a Final Plot shall be granted only after ascertaining that the 

amount mentioned in column 15 of Form No. 1 of the Final Scheme under Rule No. 6(v) 

of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974 is fully recovered. However, 

the Special Planning Authority, NAINA (CIDCO) may allow such amount to be 

recovered in suitable instalments within a period up to the issuance of Occupancy 

Certificate. This amount is in addition to the Development Charges prescribed under 

chapter VI-A of the Maharashtra Regional and Town planning Act, 1966. 

6. Internal sub-division / partition of a Final Plot shall be permissible subject to strictly 

adhering to the boundaries of respective Final Plot and subject to DCPRs efNeENA- 

2019. 

7. The 10 % Recreational Open Space prescribed under regulation No. 20.3.1 of the 

DCPRs efNAENA-2019 shall not be enforced in developing Final Plot, admeasuring 

0.40 ha or more, considering that such Open Spaces are already provided in the form of 

playgrounds, Parks and open spaces in the scheme in addition to those reserved in the 

Interim Development Plan for which owners of the eriginal-plete-heve-shered-thei 

final plots have shared their lands from their original plots. 

8. The 5 % Amenity Space prescribed under regulation No. 20.3.11 of the senetiened- 

DCPRs of Sete — 2019 shall not be enforced in developing Final Plots admeasuring 

2.00 ha or more considering that such Amenity Spaces are provided separately in the 

scheme in addition to those reserved in the Development Plan for which owners of the 

eeds final plots have shared their lands from their 

original plots. 

9. The provision of 20 % plots/tenements for EWS / LIG as inclusive housing prescribed 

under Regulation No. 20.6 of the DCPR-2019 read with Annexure-4 shall not be made 

applicable for a subdivision or layout of a Final Plot as the Scheme provides dedicated 

plots for EWS / LIG housing for which the owners of final plots have shared the lands 

from their original plots. 

Notes: 
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i. The regulations at serial number 7, 8 and 9 above shall not be applicable for Final 

Plots having area more than 50% of the original plots. For such plots the provisions of 

sanctioned DCPRs of NAINA in force shall be applicable 

ii. In cases wherein CC is already granted (before declaration of TPS), if the final plot 

is given by reducing land area under Recreational Open Space (RG), Amenity and 

layout road, then while processing amended CC or OC of such final plots, land area as 

per CC for Open Space, Amenity shall not be insisted upon. However, location and land 

area of remaining Open Space and Amenity inside the final plot shall be maintained as 

per CC. 

10. The owners of Final Plots are entitled for monetary compensation as recorded in form 

11. 

No. 1 of the Final Scheme as per Rule 6 (v) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes 

Rules, 1974. However, the owners may opt for FSI or TDR in lieu of monetary 

compensation as provided under section 100 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town 

Planning Act, 1966. Such Compensation partially in terms of FSI / TDR and partially in 

amount shall not be permissible. 

The base FSI applicable to the lands included under the Town Planning Scheme shall be 

1.00. However, if the owners of Final Plots opt compensation in the form of FSI as 

provided under section 100 of the Act, then the FSI permissible in a Final Plot shall be 

computed as below. 

FSI of Final Plot= Area of Original Plot 

Area of Respective Final Plot 
Provided that such FSI computed as above shail be permissible to only those who have 

opted to avail the compensation in terms of FSI instead of monetary compensation 

worked out in Form No. | of the Final Scheme. 

Provide further that, the land parcels eligible for 1.00 FSI as per provisions of 

sanctioned DCPRs of NAINA (i.e. within 200 m of Gaothan), if included in TPS shall 

be permitted 25 % additional incentive FSI in lieu of their 60 % land contribution to the 

project. The FSI of the final plot (whether anchored at its original location or otherwise) 

against such land parcels shall be increased in proportion to its area, irrespective of 

whether the final plot is a standalone plot or amalgamated with other land parcels. 

12. The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots, whose owners have been awarded 

monetary compensation as per the award in Form No. 1 of the Final Scheme prescribed 
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under Rule No. 6(v) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974 shall be 

1.00. 

13. If the FSI mentioned in the Special Regulation No. 11 above permissible in a Final Plot 

becomes unable to be consumed for maintaining prescribed marginal distances / height 

restrictions / firefighting requirements or any such statutory restriction, in such cases, 

the balance FSI over and above FSI consumed may be permitted to be transferred as 

TDR to any Final Plot situated in Scheme subject to 

i) The provisions of Regulation No. 43 of the sanctioned DCPR of NAINA shall 

be applicable. 

ii) Such transfer of development right from a Final Plot to another Final Plot 

situated in the adjoining sanctioned preliminary scheme shall be permitted once 

only and only with prior approval of the Managing Director of the CIDCO and 

upon his satisfaction that the concerned owner is unable to transfer his 

development right within the scheme where the TDR has generated. 

iii) The aggregate FSI in a receiving Final Plot shall not exceed 4.00 

iv) The owner transferring the FSI as TDR shall not develop his Final Plot at 

any time to consume FSI more than that already consumed at the time of issuing 

the DRC. 

v) The Final Plot, after such transfer, shall not be eligible for any additional 

FSI / TDR in future. 

vi) The owner of such Final Plot shall not ask for monetary compensation for 

balance FSI if any, after partially transferring the FSI received in lieu of 

monetary compensation as TDR. 

14. The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots designated to Amenity Plots or to Schools, 

Primary Health Centre shall be 2.5. 

15. The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots designated to Electric Sub-Station, Daily 

Bazaar, ESR/GSR, in this scheme shall be 1.00. 

16. The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots designated to EWS/LIG Housing or 

Housing of the Dispossessed Persons or Final Plots reserved as sale plots in this scheme 

shall be 4. 

17. The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots designated to Growth Centers in this 

scheme shall be 2.5. Provided that the aforesaid FSI may be increases maximum up to 

EN 

XH —~ HAAN 

50|Page 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

4.00 on payment of FSI Linked premium (FLP) for over and above 2.5 FSI as prescribed 

in the sanctioned DCPRs of NAINA for every increase of FSI of 0.30. 

18. The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots designated to Schools, College, Education 

Purpose, Fire Station, Police Station, Community Centre, Hospital, Primary Health 

Centre and Town Hall shall be 2.5. 

19. The Permissible FSI in Final Plots designated to Crematoria shall be 1.00 

20. The Final Plots designated for Open Spaces, Parks or Play-Grounds are permissible to 

built-up area equal to 15 % of the respective final plot area subject to ground coverage 

up to 10 % of the respective final plot and structures shall be only of ground floor or 

ground plus one upper floor. Such structures shall be at one corner of the respective final 

plot and shall be used for any use complementary to the designated use. 

21. The set-backs from the roads and the side/ rear marginal distances from the boundary of 

the plot in respect of all structures shall be as follows: 

Table 8: Height and Margin of Buildings 

Area of Plot Category of Maximum permiss | Min. Marginal Open Spaces 

Building ible height of the (in m) 

building Side Rear 

40 sq. m. to less than | Row House Type Up to 15m 0.0 1.5 

150 sq. m. Semi-detached Up to 15 m 1S 1.5 

*Please refer special type 

note 

Special Note - Irrespective of the road width on which these plots abuts, the maximum front 

margin shall be 3.00 m. 

150 sq. m. to less Semi Detached Up to 15 m 1.5 2.25 

than 450 sq. m. type 

Detached type Up to 15m 2.25 2.25 

Above 15 m up H/5 H/5 

to24 m 

450 sq. m to less than | Detached type Up to 15m 3.00 3.00 

1000 sq. m. Above 15 m up to H/5 H/S 

24m 

Above 24 m up to 6.00 6.00 

37.5 m 

1000 sq.m and above | Detached type Up to 15m 3.00 3.00 
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Area of Plot Category of Maximum permiss | Min. Marginal Open Spaces 

Building ible height of the (in m) 

building Side Rear 

Above 15 m up to H/5 H/5 

24m 

Above 24 m up to 6.00 6.00 

37.5m 

Above 37.5 m up to | _H/S or 9.00 H/5 or 9.00 

60.0 m whichever is | whichever is 

less less 

Above 60.00 m 12.00 12.00 

a) Irrespective of height and length of the buildings, the marginal open spaces more 

than 12.0 M shall not be insisted upon. Long length factors for buildings above 40- 

meter length shall not be applicable. 

b) The provision of dead wall mentioned in sanctioned DCPRs of NAINA shall be 

applicable 

c) For special building use No projections of any sort shall be permissible in the side 

and rear marginal open spaces mentioned above. 

d) Provided that projections required for firefighting and chajja or weather shed up to 

0.75 m over openings shall be permitted after clearance from CFO, CIDCO along with 

the minimum height at which it is to be provided. 

e) Provision of front open spaces shall be in accordance with sanctioned DCPRs of 

NAINA. However, Front open space for residential use and predominantly residential 

use (in case of mixed use) buildings of height more than 15m up to 24 m shall be 4.5m 

and for above 24 m building height front open space shall be 6.0 m. 

f) The building height for the purposes of light and ventilation regulation and for 

calculating the marginal distances shall be exclusive of height of parking floors. In case 

of part parking floor such provision shall be applicable only to the part where parking 

is provided. 

22. Mechanical/Hydraulic / Stack parking / multi storey parking with or without car lift may 

be allowed to meet the requirement. 

23. If the basement is proposed flushing to average surrounding ground level, then such 
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24, 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

and beyond the building lines at ground level subject to a clear minimum front margin 

of 4.5 m and further subject to non-habitable uses and provision for mechanical 

ventilation and all safety provisions and drainage. However, it is essential that the 

basement top slab below the external circulation at ground level should be designed for 

firefighting vehicular loads as per NBC 2016. Provided that the above provision shall 

be permissible after the clearance from the Chief Fire Officer, CIDCO. 

Every building or group of buildings together shall be either connected to a Drainage 

system or be provided with a sub-soil dispersion system in the form of septic tank of 

suitable size and technical specifications, modern methods of disposals, shall be 

permitted at the discretion of the Authority. 

The service road of the State highways, National Highways, Multi Modal Corridor 

(MMC) shall be considered for the access to the plot. Further the plots along the other 

categorized roads such as Major District roads/ Village roads shall be directly accessible 

from these roads. In all the above cases for final plots in the Town Planning scheme 

Ribbon development rules shall not be applicable. 

The distance between two main buildings in a final plot shall be that required to be 

provided for a taller building amongst them subject to 12.0 m as maximum. This distance 

shall also be treated as a means of access/ driveway and no separate setback/ marginal 

distance shall be insisted from such driveway. 

Construction within River and blue line: Construction within River and Blue line may 

be permitted at a height of 0.60 m. above red flood line level. Provided that necessary 

mitigation measures are followed along with clearance from Irrigation department. 

Grant of Development Permission does not constitute acceptance of correctness, 

confirmation, approval or endorsement of and shall not bind or render the competent 

authority liable in any way in regard to; 

a. Title Ownership & easement right of the plot on which building is proposed. 

b. Workmanship, soundness of material & structure safety of building. 

c. Variation in area from recorded areas of building unit. 

d. Location & boundary of building unit. 

e. Safety of the user of the building. 

f. NOC from appropriate authority. 

g. Structural reports and Structural drawing. 
25-Remreval-etDifteultes-andHardshins 
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31. As per regulation no. 6.5.2 of DCR — 2019, in specific cases where a clearly demonstrable 

hardship is caused, the CEO, may by recording such reasons in writing permit any of the 

dimensions prescribed by this regulation to be modified provided the relaxation sought does not 

violate the health safety, fire safety, structural safety and public safety of the inhabitants of the 

building and the neighborhood and for that premium shall not be charged. 

2p) 1) 

‘Abhiraj Girkar) 
Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6 

29% December, 2023. 

The modifications carried out while sanctioning the Preliminary Town Planning Scheme, 

NAINA No. 06 are shown in blue colour. > ~ 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) Se 

Deputy Secretary 
Urban Development Department, GoM 
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11. LEGAL FORMALITIES IN TPS-6: 

Table 9: Legal Formalities 

No Section Actions Reference Date 

(A) Draft Scheme by SPA, NAINA 

1 | 60(1)_| Declaration of Intention | Resolution No. 12214, Board Meeting | gig79q19 
No. 620 

Declaration in the Maharashtra Govt Gazette, 

; eee) Official Gazette Extraordinary Part I aeroe/2019 

5 60(2) | Newspaper publication | The Asian Age (English) 19/08/2019 

Rule 3(2) | of notice Karnala (Marathi) 

60(3) Display of Plan in - 

7 Rule 3(1) | SPA’s office egies20t? 

Meeting with - 24/04/2020- 

5 | Rule 4(1) | st andowners 04/05/2020 
Consultati 61(1) Letter No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS- 

6 on with Rule 4) 6/Consultation u/s 61(1) /2020/SAP- 16/06/2020 

DTP 1166/102 

Submissio CIDCO/NAINA/TPS 6 

nof Amendment/sec 59(2}/2020/SAP - 

7 Suitable | 59(2) 1165/101 16/06/2020 

Amendme 

nts in IDP 

8 National Lockdown applicable as per Maharashtra Ordinance XV of 2020 dated 31st August 

2020 

61(1) 1 DTP’s remarks on TM. H. TAT ARAL H. &/ WM. '93/ 
9 02/03/2021 

Rule 4(2) | draft scheme 2o/FUHeMI-3/ 22W 

61(1) Publication of Draft 12 months from date of declaration 
10 Rule 4(2) | Scheme 25/04/2022 

61(1) Gazette publication of Maharashtra Govt Gazette, 

7 Rule 5(1) | Notice Extraordinary Part II apioqiane2 

12 | _ 911) | Newspaper publication Qe GER and ead AGA amounie 
Rule 5(2) | of Notice 

67 Consideration of 30 days from the date of publication 25/04/2022 

13 | Rule 5(2) | objections relating to the to 

draft scheme 27/05/2022 

68(1) Submission to Govt. for | CIDCO/NAINA/TPS- 

14 Sanction 6/Sec68(1)/2022/E-136653 22/07/2022 

(Now to MD, CIDCO) 

68(2) Consultation with DTP | Letter No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS- 

7 6/Consult 68(2) /2022/SAP-1665 paeenee 

Submission of Suitable | CIDCO/NAINA/TPS 6 

16 59(2) Amendments in IDP Amendment/sec 59(2)/2022/503 08/08/2022 

Reservation 

17 | 682) | 2™DTP’sRemarkson | Of. . WARS / AA .6/ FAT / 17/10/2022 
= —— 
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No Section Actions Reference Date 

Rule 4(2) | draft scheme and HATA &LQ)/ VER 

Approval of Suitable 

Amendments in IDP 

Sanction of Draft CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Draft Scheme 

18 68(2) Scheme by Govt. (Now | /2022/ 565 21/10/2022 

VC & MD, CIDCO) 

Gazette publication of CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Draft Scheme 

19 68(2) Sanction of Draft /2022/ 565 04/11/2022 

Scheme 

20 68(2) BS pe teeuon The Free Press Journal and Krushival 10/11/2022 

of Notification 

(B) Arbitration Proceedings 

Notification of TPS-1222/2152/C.R.148 /22/UD-12 

21 72 (A) Appointment of 02/12/2022 

Arbitrator 

Gazette publication of | TPS-1222/2152/C.R.148 /22/UD-12 | 23/03/2023 

22 72(1) Appointment of an to 

Arbitrator by Govt. 29/03/2023 

23 Rule 13 Gazette of Arbitrator to ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/07 5/04/2023 

commence the duties 

Newspaper publication The Freepress Journal and Ram 

24 Rule 13 of commencement of Prahar 17/04/2023 

duties 

72(A)(i) Issued to all Land Owners by Post. 

Special Notices in form Hearing Schedule is published on 
25 Rule : . 29/04/2023 

13) 4 to owners Ceeo s website and Newspaper - 

Dainik Sagar and Dhavate Navnagar. 

72(4)() Hearing Period 02/05/2023 

26 | Rule Hearing to Land Owners to 

13(4) 30/05/2023 

Issued to all Land Owners by Post, 

72(A)(i) who did not appear for 1* Hearing. 

Special Notices in form | Hearing Schedule is published on 09/06/2023 
27 ~+| Rule fl , 

13(4) 4 CIDCO s website and Newspaper a 

Dainik Sagar, Dainik Raigad Nagari 

and CIDCO’s Website 

72(4)i) Hearing Period. 12/06/2023 

28 | Rule Hearing to Land Owners to 

13(3) 26/06/2023 

Request to State Govt to | @qle/AZaI- 

29 | 72(3) extend time limit 0] &/AARTER/RORY/ BER 02/08/2023 
prepare preliminary 

scheme. 

30 | 720) Arbitrator to subdivide ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/488/1 29/08/2023 

the scheme into 
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29 December, 2023. - 

(Nirmgtkumar Chaudhari) 
Deputy Secretary 

No Section Actions Reference Date 

Preliminary and Final 

schemes 

Renmnepa | eee eS | was 
31 NAINA on hearing to eeee eS) end ; and 

ear CIDCO/NAINA/Arbitrator/TPS- 98/11/2023 

6/2023/989 

Preparation of ARB/TPS-6/Award/2023/510 

32 | 723) Preliminary Scheme by 30/11/2023 

the Arbitrator 

Publication of notice | TERT TAA WGA, AMTURG] HET 
Rule . . : ; 

33 1309) regarding preparation of an, SAMAR HHIa Yoo, fester og | 01/12/2023 

the preliminary scheme | fax, 2023 . 

Rule Publication of notice | Dainik Kille Raigad, Ram Prahar and 

34 13(9) regarding preparation of | Newsband 12/12/2023 

the preliminary scheme 

Submission of the ARB/TPS-6/Pre-Sub/2023/521 

35 | 72(5) Preliminary Scheme to 29/12/2023 

the Govt. for sanction 

Sanctioning of TPS-1224/05/CR-22/24/UD-12 

36 | 86 (1) Preliminary Scheme by 01/03/2024 

State Govt. 

. MGG, Part 1, Kokan Division 

37 | 86 (2) Onze “a ss ansbabia Supplement 
Preliminary Scheme 

" Qvo 

Abhiraj Girkar) 
Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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12. TIMELINES FOLLOWED IN PREPARING TPS-6: 

Table 10: Timelines followed in TPS — 6 

Sr. Section of | Time limit Prescribed Time Limit 
No. | the Act. Followed 
1 60(1) Declaration of Intention 19-07-2019 
2 60(2) Declaration in the Official Gazette (30 days) 08-08-2019 

(upto 19/08/2019) 
3 Covid Orders 31-03-2022 

61(1) Publication of Draft Scheme 25-04-2022 

4 (9+3 months extension) 
(upto 06/08/2020) 

68(1) Submission of Draft Scheme to Govt. 22-07-2022 
5 (Now to MD, CIDCO) 

3 months from Publication 
(upto 25/07/2022) 

68(2) Sanction of the Draft Scheme by Govt. 21-10-2022 

6 3 months from submission by Planning Authority. 
(upto 22/10/2022) 

68(2) Gazette Notification of Sanction of the Draft Scheme 04-11-2022 
7 by Govt. 

72(1) Appointment of Arbitrator 02-12-2022 

8 One month 
(upto 04/12/2022) 

7233) To draw Preliminary Scheme 30-11-2023 

9. 9 months + 3months extension 
(upto 01/12/2023) 

72(5) Submission of the Preliminary Scheme 29-12-2023 
10 a F 

‘(No time limit prescribed) 

11 86 (1) Sanctioning of Preliminary Scheme by State Govt. 01-03-2024 

12 86 (2) Gazette Publication 26-09-2024 to /% 

02-10-2024 /p 

jase Agi 
Arbitrator 

29% December, 2023. Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6 

(Nirrhalkumar Chaudhari) 
Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 06 

(Part of Villages of Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd, Shivkar) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

(Under Section 72(4) and Rule 13 (5) & (6)) 

Table A 
Original Plot-wise Decisions of the Arbitrator 

Sr. Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner 
Tenure 

Village | Survey No. of 
OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 gh 8 9 10 

Vijaya Sadan Co-Op 
Housing Society, 

P.M.P Kurup Chief 
Promoter, 

AV Poulosse, 
3 P. G. Nair, 

K. S. Unnithan 

Chikhale 137/ a 1/2 

137/1/A/4/6 Chikhale ia 

137/1/A/5 

Class I 

Chikhale 

18 1651 

19 1704 

20 2645 

5212.028 5212.028 

They appeared for a hearing on 02.05.2023 
and submitted their representation dated 
23.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Vijaya 
Sadan Co-op Society was registered on 
03.05.1991. Collector, Alibaug sanctioned 
layout and NA permission on their land 
bearing survey no. 144/1, 2, 3, 145/1/2/3, 
137/1, 146/1, 147/1,  Chikhale. 
2.) Out of the abovementioned land, only 
Survey No. 137/1 has been included in the 
TPS -6 and 5 existing residential buildings 
are in the said land. 
3.) In TPS - 6, 45 M wide road is proposed 
through the said survey no. 137/1 and thereby 
affecting the society's land measuring 788 sq. 
m. Remaining 5212 sq. m. land has been 
shown under the final plot of TPS - 6 and Rs. 
2.92 Crore has been charged as betterment 
charges. 
4.) The society requested to exclude their 
land from TPS - 6 and for the land under the 
proposed road, compensation shall be 
granted in line with the Samrudhhi Highway. 

The part area of the society bearing Gut 
no. 137/1/A/1 to 7 included in the 
sanctioned draft scheme. It is affected by 
45 mt. wide Interim Development Plan 
(IDP) road and the remaining area has 
been granted Final Plot No. 2. The 
objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to the condition that 
for any further development, the said 
Final Plot no. 2 shall be considered in 
combination with the adjoining land of 
the society bearing Gut no. 144/1,2,3, 
145/1/2/3, 146/1,  147/1, Chikhale. 

Final Plot No. 2, as shown in plan No. 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

4 Dharmaraj Kautik Mahale Chikhale 137/1/B Class I 21 6000 2400 2400 

They submitted their representation dated 
26.05.2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation-1) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people. Therefore raised an 
objection to the inclusion of their land in the 
said scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no. 3A has been proposed in their 
original holding bearing survey no. 
137/1/B. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the final 
plot no as 3A. 

( plan no 
Ear J) as 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Sr. 

TNO: Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

(0) 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 

Area 
Amalgamated 

FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 
7 8 9 10 

3.) They do not agree with 60 -40 % ratio of 
the original holding, and does not wish to 
include their land in NAINA, TPS -6. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Dattatreya Damodar 
Patankar, 

Satyajit Suresh Patil, 
Sangeeta Rajendra Patil 

Chikhale 137/3 Class I 23 3200 3A 1280 1280 

They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.2023 
and also submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing - 1) Their property 
bearing survey no. 137/3 is a collector NA 
plot and they have constructed a residential 
bungalow therein. 2) The said NAINA TPS 
No. 06 is not accepted by them and requested 
to delete their original plot no. 23 from the 
said scheme. 3.) Mrs. Sangeeta Rajendra Patil 
wide Gift Deed dated 2 July 2013, has gifted 
her share in survey no. 137/3 admeasuring 
1200sq. m to Mrs. Kamal Alias Sushma 
Suresh Patil. Therefore in the ownership 
record of FP no. 3A, the name of Mrs. 
Sangeeta Rajendra Patil shall be deleted and 
the name of Mrs. Kamal Alias Sushma 
Suresh Patil shall be inserted. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 3B has been proposed in their 
original holding bearing survey no. 
137/3, around their structure. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract and change in the final plot no as 
3B. 

Final Plot No. 3B, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

P.M.P. Kurup Chief 
Promoter, 

Vanshree Co-op-housing 
Society. 

Chikhale 143/2 Class I 48 5400 2160 2160 
They have neither appeared for hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 5, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

7 Indirabai Prabhakar Behere, 

Ramchandra Prabhakar 
Behere, 

Arvind Prabhakar Behere, 

Madhuvati Madhusudan 

8 Joshi, 

Vinaya Ashok Kelkar, 
Supriya Shrikant Soman, 
Suniti Sadanand Bapat, 

Vaishali Ashok Velankar 

Chikhale 142/1 

Chikhale 143/1 
Class I 

42 5900 2360 

47 4700 1880 
4240 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed subject to correction in the 
name of the owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract, 
Final Plot No. 6, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Gramast Devi Parlit 
Vahivatdar, 

Dattatreya Damodar 
Patankar 

Chikhale 142/5 Class I 46 3400 1360 1360 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 7, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

10 Chikhale 142/3 1000 400 They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.2023 In the_other right column of the 7/12 
and submitted their representation at the time extracto of Gut no 138/1A, it was 
of the hearing and thereafter additi ‘ktnentioned ‘as “kulkayada kalam 63a -1 
representation on 19/6/2023. | chyatartudis .adhin kharedi- vikris 
Submission 1) Rehab Housing Pvt. Ltd. Own pratibandh". ,Therefore as per their 
Gut No. 139/2, 138/1A, 142/3, 142/4\\in | request, their original lands bearing Gut 

\ 

u Rehab Housing Pvt. Ltd. Chikhale 142/4 Class I 45 1500 8 600 1000 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Chikhale and Falguni Patel, who is their 
family member, owns Gut No. 81/0 in 
Shivkar Village. Earlier, with the consent 
letter dated 09.11.2020, they had given 
consent to provide them with a single final 
plot in the scheme. However, the company 
has been allotted Final plots no. 8 & 94 and 
Falguni Patel has been allocated Final plot 
no. 568 at different locations, therefore they 
contended that it will lead to hardship in 
planning and its financial viability, 2.) Civil 
Suit No. 675/2011 has been disposed of and 
accordingly wide mutation no. 3598, the 
entry of "litigation under civil suit no. 
675/2011" in the 7/12 extract of Gut No. 
142/3 and 142/4 has been deleted. Also, all 
the lands are under occupancy class I 3.) 
Therefore they requested to grant one 
combined final plot in the joint name of the 
company and Falguni Patel. 

no. 142/3, 142/4, 139/2, and 81 pt are 
clubbed together and combined Final 
Plot no.91 has been granted. For Gut no. 
138/1A, Final plot no.94 has been 
granted. 

Accordingly Final Plot Nos. 91 & 94, as 
shown in plan no 4, have been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

12 

Sitaram Dharma Chaudhary, 
Govind Dharma Chaudhary, 

Janardan Dharma 
Chaudhary. 

Laxman Dharma 

Chaudhary, 
Parvati Nathu Patil, 

Sitabai Rama Hathmode, 
Anandi Vasant Kadav 

Chikhale 139/3 Class II 30 2000 800 800 

Shri. Shrinath Sitaram Choudhary and Shri. 
Rajannath Janardhan Choudhary appeared 
for a hearing on 25.10.23. 
Submission in hearing - 
1.) They do not accept the allotted Final Plot. 
2.) The raised an objection regarding the 
NAINA TPS Scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 
72 extract. 
Final Plot No. 9, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

13 M/s Deep Jyot Enterprises Chikhale 142/2 Class I 43 3700 10 1480 1480 

They appeared for a hearing on 02.05.2023 
and submitted the following points. 
Submission in hearing- 1.) They accepted 
the reconstituted final plot as per the draft 
scheme. 2.) They shall be totally exempted 
from paying the contribution charges as 
prescribed in Form 1. 

The objection regarding contribution 
charges will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the final 
plot no. as 10A 
Final Plot no. 10A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

14 

Madhusudan Ganesh 
Ghangrekar, 

Padmakar Ganesh 
Ghangrekar, 

Amol Shrikar Ghangrekar, 
Aditya Shrikar Ghangrekar, 
Amit Sudhakar Ghangrekar, 

Anoop Sudhakar 

Chikhale 141/2 Class I 41 9500 15 3800 3800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
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2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Ghangrekar, 
Madhavi Sudhakar 

Ghangrekar 

15 

Arvind Shriram Aru, 
Pramod Rajaram Lad, 

Vishwas Rajaram 
Dudhgaonkar, 

Chandrakant Janakuram 
Gawili, 

Surekha Jaywant Dhamal, 
Ravikant Madhukar Jadhav, 

Eknath Shridhar Dhuri, 
Krishna Dattaram Koyande, 

Chandrakant Sopanrao 
Jadhav, Asha Lakshman 

Gaikwad 

Chikhale 140/5 Class I 38 1500 16 600 600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 16, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

the area, as recorded in Table B. 

16 
Gargee Sunil Chauhan, 

Sunil Shantaram Chauhan 
Chikhale 137/4 Class I 24 1100 ile 440 440 

They appeared for a hearing on 16.05.2023 
and submitted their representation. 
1) Submission in representation: The 
NAINA project is not accepted by them and 
therefore requested to delete their land 
bearing survey no. 137/4, Chikhale from 
NAINA TPS No. 06. 
2) Submission during the hearing: The 
existing house in their original land shall be 
retained for them. 

The applicant was informed to submit 
the document regarding the sanctioned 
permission of their existing house. They, 
wide letter dated 15.11.2023 informed 

that they had taken the permission from 

Chikhale Grampanchayat on 13.11.1997 
and completed their structure in 2005. 

As per section 18 of MR & TP Act, any 
development in respect of any land 

situated in sanctioned Regional Plan 

area, shall require prior permission of 

the Collector of the District. The 
applicant has not submitted the 
sanctioned development permission of 

the Collector, Raigad. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 17, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

the area, as recorded in Table B. 

17 

Eknath Undrya Gaykar, 
Kana Undrya Gaykar, 
Gunabai Balaram Patil, 

Sunita Dashrath Batale, 

Vanita Undrya Gaykar, 
Manjubai Undrya Gaykar 

Chikhale 130/2 Class II 600 18 240 240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed subject to change in the name 
of the owners, as per the updated 7/12 

extract. 

Final Plot no. 18, as shown in plan no 4, 

18 
Lakshmibai Balu Mhatre, 
Bhavna Bhaskar Mhatre, 

Bhavika Bhaskar Mhatre, 

Chikhale 141/1/B Class II 40 3760 19 1504 1504 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

has Q d to the owner(s) and of 
@rvalus ASS in Table B. 
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Pro osal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 Dhanashri Bhaskar Mhatre, 
Jayashree Gajanan Patil, 
Sheela Kisan Chorghhe, 
Pratibha Surendra Patil, 
Sr.No.3 and 4 Guardian 

Mother Bhavna 

WN2 extract. 
Final Plot no. 19, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

19 
Balaram Dharma Patil, 
Bhagwan Dharma Patil 

Chikhale 141/V/A Class I 39 7740 20 3096 3096 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 20, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

20 Baby Gajanan Mhatre Chikhale 139/5 Class I 32 1000 21 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

the area, as recorded in Table B. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 21, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

21 Protect Forest Shivkar 55 76 80900 73435.94 73435.94 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the area 
as per the boundary measurement. 
Final Plot nos. 23A, 23B, 23C & 23D, as 
shown in plan no 4, have been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

22 Protect Forest Shivkar 59 MPR 81 48000 26 
51470.56 

3 
51470.563 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot nos. 26, as shown in plan no 
4, have been allotted to the owner(s) and 

23 

Namdev Rama Tupe, 
Kathor Rama Tupe, 
Tukaram Rama Tupe, 
Nirmala Balu Patil, 
Shanti Shalik Mali, 

Dharmi Gotiram Dhavale, 
Yamuna Dharma Thombare 

Shivkar 53 Class II 73 7540 28 3016 3016 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B.. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 28, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

24 
Janardan Parshuram Pathe, 
Santosh Parshuram Pathe 

Moho 105/4 Class I 517 5000 29 2000 2000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed subject to change in the name 
of the owners, as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot No. 29, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

25 

Ramesh Aatmaram 
Dhavale, 

Pundalik Aatmaram 
Dhavale 

Shivkar 43 Class II 59 3970 30 1588 1588 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

the area, as-récorded. in Table B. 

The fétioned draft'scheme proposal is 
4 ed. eo ; 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
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Tenure 
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Amalgamated 
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Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

26 

Grand Developers tarfe 
Partner, 

Ismail Javed Patel, 
Javed Mustafa Patel, 

Fakari Hasamvala, 

Sandeep Raghunath Dige 

Moho 105/3 

27 
Javed M. Patel, 

Ismail J. Patel, 

Fakari A. Hasamvala 

Moho 107/3 

Class I 

516 2500 1000 

524 1700 

31 

680 

1680 

They appeared for a hearing on 12.06.2023 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 

be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

By considering the area of reservations 
and amenities in TPS-6, the request to 
grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% 
of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR 
provisions, the regulations are already 
proposed in SDCR for TPS-6. The 
objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. For concession in the marginal 
spaces, new regulation has been 
proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 31, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

28 Jhumarlal Motilal Bhalgat Moho 109/4/2 Class I 528 1500 34 600 600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 34, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

29 Maruti Aalya Patil Moho 105/2 Class I 515 2500 35 1000 1000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 35, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

30 
Padmakar Dhau Dhavale, 

Sadashiv Dhau Dhavale, 

Bhalchandra Dhau Dhavale 

Moho 107/5 Class II 526 3600 36 1440 1440 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 36, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

31 
32 

33 
Shankar Kalu Mhatre 

Moho 107/4 Class II 525 3200 1280 

Moho 118/2/1 Class I 587 3050 1220 

Moho 125/1/C Class II 618 2720 
37 

1088 
3588 

Smt. Kavita Pundalik Mhatre appeared for 
hearing on 23.06.2023 and submitted their 
representation. 
Submission in representation and during 
the hearing: 1.) Their written consent was 
not taken to include their land in the NAINA 
TPS Scheme. 
2.) The NAINA project is not accepted by 
them and therefore requested to delete their 
land bearing survey no. 107/4, 118/2/1, 

125/1/C, Moho from NAINA TPS No. 06. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 37 has been proposed in part of 
their original holding bearing Gut no. 
107/4 and adjoining lands. 
Their original land bearing Gut No. 
118/2/1 is Class I and and Gut No. 107/4 

125/1/C. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Tenure Area as 

Survey No. | of ee per 7/12 - Ee 
Land * | Records 2 

Name of Owner Village Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

34 

Final Plots no. 37A and 37B, as shown 
in plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

35 

Moho 6/1 153 1400 560 

Kusum Shivram Popeta, 
Bebi Baraku Patil. Class I 40 Moho 105/5 518 4100 1640 

2200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 40, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

36 
Kisan Nau More, 

Pandurang Balaram More og 
105/6 ClassI | 519 3000 41 1200 1200 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation on 27.06.2023. 
Submission in representation: 
1.) Their written consent was not taken to 
include their land in the NAINA TPS 
Scheme. 
2.) The said NAINA TPS is inconsistent with 
the law and against the interest of the people, 
therefore raised their objection to include 
them in the said scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and change in the final plot 
no as 41A. 
Final Plot no. 41A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

37 Vaishali Vishvanath Mhatre | Moho 106/1 ClassI | 520 4900 43 1960 1960 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 43, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

38 Shailendra Hanmant Bhand | Moho 106/3/B ClassI | 523 2100 44 840 840 

Shri. Dharmesh Shah appeared for the 
hearing on behalf of Shri. Shailendra Bhand 
on 27.06.2023 and submitted the 
representation also. 
Submission: 1.) They have been given FP no. 
44 against their open plot bearing Survey No. 
106/3/B. However, the said FP has an old 
existing residential structure of Shri. Shankar 
Ganu Mhatre. Instead Shri. Mhatre has been 
given an open plot bearing FP no. 405 instead 
of their original land no. 106/3/A and other. 
2.) They requested to grant Final Plot of 
minimum of 50% of their original holding 
and it shall be granted in adjoining reserved 
Final Plot no. 45. 
3.) They shall be exempted from paying the 
contribution charges as prescribed in Form 1. 

Submission during the combined hearing 
of FP 44 and FP 405: i.) Gut No. 106/3/B, 
Moho is owned by Shri. Shailendra Bhand 

By considering the area of reservations 
and amenities in TPS-6, the request to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% 
of the original land can not be 
considered. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in 
the final scheme. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised and reconstituted Final Plot No. 
45, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, 
as recorded in-Fable B. 

and in lieu of that FP 44 has been proposed. 

— / , 
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Amalgamated 
FP Area 
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Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

However, in place of FP 44, there are 3 
residential structures of Shri. Shankar Ganu 
Mhatre (Proposed owner of FP 405). 

Therefore Shri. Shailendra Bhand has 
requested that FP 44 be granted to Shri. 
Shankar Ganu Mhatre and they shall be 
granted FP 45 which is reserved for amenity 
space. 

39 
40 
41 

42 

Gavkari Panch Moho 

Moho 42 Class II 250 6000 2400 

Moho 91/2 Class I 488 7200 2880 

Moho 103/4 Class II 506 700 46, 280 

Moho 106/2 Class II 521 3000 

472 
1200 

6760 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plots no. 46 & 472, as shown in 

plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

43 

Aalya Bendu Mhatre, 
Baban Bendu Mhatre, 

Balaram Bendu Mhatre, 

Gouri Bendu Mhatre 

Moho 110/5 Class II 533 5900 47 2360 2360 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted their representation on 27.06.2023. 
Submission in representation: 
1) Their written consent was not taken to 

include their land in NAINA TPS. 
2) The said NAINA TPS is inconsistent with 

the law and against the interest of the people. 
Therefore objected to including their land in 
the said scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 47 was proposed in part of their 
original holding bearing survey no. 
110/5 and adjoining land. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 47, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

44 Baban Bandu Mhatre Moho 104/3 Class I 511 300 49 120 120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to change in the Final 

Plot no. as 49A. 
Final Plot no. 49A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

45 

Savita Baliram Mhatre, 

Akshay Baliram Mhatre, 

Ajay Baliram Mhatre, 
Ankit Baliram Mhatre 

Moho 104/5/2 Class I 514 1800 50 720 720 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 50A, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

51 

Jijabai Tukaram Pate, 
Bhikaji Tukaram Pate, 

Baburao Tukaram Pate 

Moho 53/2 Class I 306 2100 840 

Moho 69/4 Class II 394 4300 1720 

Moho 104/1 Class II 509 7900 3160 

Moho 104/2 Class I 510 3200 1280 

Moho 104/4 Class II 512 3600 
51, 

1440 

Moho 136/1 Class I 676 7800 

212 

3120 

11560 

They appeared for a hearing on 14.06.2023 
and submitted the representation. 
Submission: 
1.) The original lands were owned by their 
Grandmother Jijabai Tukaram Pathe and after 
her demise, it got transferred in the name of 
their father Shri. Bhikaji Tukaram Pathe & 
Baburao Tukaram Pathe. 
2.) They use their land for cultivation 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 51 was proposed in part of their 
original holding bearing Gut no. 104/1 

& 104/2 and adj land. Also final 

original 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
purposes and therefore objected to including 
it in NAINA. TPS _ no. 06. 
3.) The said NAINA TPS is inconsistent with 
the law and also against the interest of the 
people and therefore raised their objection to 
include their land in the said scheme. 

updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plots no. 51 & 212, as shown in 
plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

52 Namdev Shankar Patil Moho 102/4 Class II 502 200 52 80 80 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The shape of the Final Plot No. 52 is 
modified to rectangular shape and 
slightly shifted downward. 
Final Plot No. 52, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

53 
Y. Venkat Reddy, 

Rameshkumar Choudhari, 
Arunkumar Choudhari 

Moho 103/5/B Class I 508 3760 53 1504 1504 

The joint hearing of Shri. Yampalla Reddy, 
Shri. Arunkumar Chaudhari, Bharat Sahakar 
CHS was organised on 20/07/2023 and 
08/08/23. 
A) Yampalla Reddy submitted a presentation 
dated 03.08.23 
1. Final Plot No. 53 is allotted to him along 
with Arunkumar Chaudhary —_ and 
Rameshkumar Chaudhary against original 
survey no. 103/5/B. 
2. He obtained NA permission and 
constructed tenements & 3 shops in an area 
measuring 1900 sq. mt. 
3. He sold 300 sq. mt. out of 1800 sq. mt 
owned by him in the original property-wide 
registered deed of conveyance dated 21.04.16 
to Arunkumar Chaudhary and thereafter 1500 
Sq. mt wide registered deed of conveyance to 
Rameshkumar Chaudhary. 
4. It was never agreed between him and the 
tenement holders to form a society and to 
transfer the entire original property in favor 
of society. 
5. He prayed a) to grant a separate final plot 
against an 1800 sq. mt. area owned by 
Arunkumar & Rameshkumar Chaudhary. b) 
to grant a separate final plot area measuring 
1900 sq. mt to Bharat Sahakar CHS. 

B) Shri. Arunkumar Chaudhary & Shri. 
Rameshkumar Chaudhary submitted a 
presentation dated. 03.08.2023. 
1. They submitted the same points as of Shri. 

1.) The Collector, Raigad wide order 
dated 13/7/2001 had granted NA and 
Building Permission under section 44 of 
Maharashtra Land Revenue Act of 1966 
for residential use in the original land 
bearing Gut No. 103/5/B measuring 
3760 sq. mt. As per the sanctioned 
building plan, the net area of the plot is 
3389 sq. mt. and the sanctioned built-up 
area was 332.4 sq. mt. Also, Group 
Grampanchayat Vangani tarf Waje had 
granted them building permission to 
construct 48 rooms on the said land. 
2.) Shri. Yampalla Venkat Reddy, wide 
registered deed of Conveyance dated 21 
April 2016 had conveyed 300 sq. mt. of 
land in the original gut no. 103/5/B to 
Shri. Arunkumar Chaudhary. Also by 
registered deed of Conveyance dated 21 
April, 2016 had conveyed 1500 sq. mt. 
of land in the said original land to Shri. 
Rameshkumar Chaudhary. 
3) In the sanctioned draft TPS-6, Final 
plot no. 53, area- 1504 sq.mt. was 
proposed in lieu of Gut no. 103/5/B, 
area- 3760 sq.mt. in part area of Gut no. 
103/5/B. Final plot no. 54 was proposed 
in lieu of Gut no. 103/5/A, 103/3, & 
129/6 in remaining part of Gut no 
103/5/B, which is occupied by existing 
building >of, the society. 
4.) Thepéfore: by-conSidering that the 
origingy iand bearing no, 203/5/B is NA 

Yampalla Reddy. land and-the Collector had?gran ted NA 
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Sr. 

No. 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 

Area 
Amalgamated 

FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 
7 8 9 10 

2. They prayed to grant them a separate final 

plot against 1800 sq. mt. in lieu of a 

conveyance deed executed by Mr. Reddy in 

their favor. 

C) Chairman & Secretary, Bharat CHS Ltd. 

submitted a presentation dated 08.08.23 
1. The Bharat CHS Ltd. is a registered 
Cooperative housing society registered in 

2017. It has 48 members and is situated in the 
village Moho, Taluka-Panvel in survey no. 

103/B, Hissa no. 5B/1 admeasuring 3700 sq. 
mt. 

2. Mr. Yampalla Reddy had played fraud on 
the members and executed the sale deed in 
respect of the above plot with Mr. 
Arunkumar Chaudhary and Mr. 

Rameshkumar Chaudhary, but the possession 
of the plot is with members of the society. 
3. They are in the process of finalising the 
conveyance deed in favor of the society and 
also filed a civil suit for the cancellation of 
the sale deed. 
4. They requested not to issue any 
rights/alternative plots/development 
permission against the said land to Mr 

Yampalla Reddy, Arunkumar Chaudhary & 
Rameshkumar Chaudhary, as the land 

belongs to them. 

and Building Permission, 3376 sq. m. 

has been granted as the Final Plot. no.54 
, by covering the existing building of the 
society in the Gut no. 103/5/B. However 

the society has not done the conveyance 

of Gut no. 103/5/B in their favor and by 
registered deed of conveyance, 1800 

sq.mt land out of Gut no 103/5/B was 

transferred in the name of Shri. 

Arunkumar Chaudhary & Shri. 

Rameshkumar Chaudhary. 

Therefore as per updated 7/12 extract, 
the names of owners in sanctioned draft 
scheme are maintained. 
Final Plot no. 54, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

the area, as recorded in Table B. 

54 
55 

56 
Abdul Rehman Solanki 

Moho 103/3 505 2720 1088 

Moho 103/S/A 507 3670 1468 

Moho 129/6 
Class I 

654 800 
54 

320 
2876 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, for their 

original lands bearing Gut no. 103/3, 
103/5/A, 129/6 Final Plot no. 54 was 

proposed, and for their lands bearing 
Gut no. 103/1, 103/2, 110/1, 129/4, 
129/5 Final Plot no. 125 was proposed. 
However, Final Plot no. 54 was 

proposed on the existing building in Gut 
no. 103/5/B. 
Therefore for their all lands, a combined 
Final plot no. 125 has been alloted, by 

size of the earlier 

fray Plot ay 
Waly 

3 as 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

57 
Anita Abhay Deshapande, 
Vilas Madanlal Khothari 

Moho 110/3 Class I 531 2800 57 1120 1120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 57, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 58 

59 

Rukmini Pandurang Shelke, 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelae, 
Latipha Pandurang Shelke, 
Surekha Pandurang Shelke, 

Moho 110/2 

Mcho 136/2B 
Class I 

530 2900 1160 

678 2000 
58 

800 
1960 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 58, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 60 

61 

Laxmi Maruti Kadav, 
Ratan Jaydev Koparkar, 

Vaibhav Narayan Chorghe, 
Nisha Narayan Chorghe 

Moho 111/4/B 

Moho 116/4 
Class I 

538 1600 640 

576 2100 
59 

840 
1480 

Shri. Vaibhav Narayan Chorghe and Shri. 
Pratik Koparkar on behalf of Ratan Jaydev 
Koparkar, appeared for hearing on 25.07.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. Final Plot no. 59 has been 
allotted as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

62 Rupesh Krishna Kadav Moho 111/4/A Class I 537 3110 60 1244 1244 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 60, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

63 

Joma Changa Mali, 
Mahadev Changa Mali, 

Dvarkabai Janardan Patil, 
Dhakalibai Changa Mali 

Moho 111/5 Class II 539 2300 62 920 920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 
7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 62, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

64 
Ganya Kamlu Mhatre, 
Bhagi Tukaram Bhopi, 

Subhadra Baliram Mhatre, 
Moho 111/2 Class II 535 4500 1800 1800 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

the areavas recorded‘in Table B. 
Thefanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

med. \ 
FinakPlot no.-64, as shownlin plan no 4, 

C t3 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 

No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 7 8 9 10 

Rajesh Baliram Mhatre, 
Santosh Baliram Mhatre, 

Smita Laxman Tandel, 
Janabai Namdev Mhatre, 

Yashvant Namdev Mhatre, 
Malati Namdev Mhatre, 

Arati parshuran Kedari. 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

the area, as recorded in Table B. 

65 Joma Changu Mali Moho 112/6 Class I 544 2800 65 1120 1120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 65 as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

the area, as recorded in Table B. 

66 
67 

68 

Dhau Hiru Patil, 

Changibai Kisna Bhalekar, 
Janabai Namdev Patil, 

Pandurang Namdev Patil, 

Balaram Namdev Patil, 

Baliram Namdev Patil, 

Krishna Namdev Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Patil, 

Surekha Kathod Tupe, 

Sunita Nana Patil, 

Shaila Subhash Mhatre 

Moho 60/2 Class II 342 700 280 

Moho 66/5 Class II 380 600 240 

Moho 112/4 Class I 543 3520 
66 

1408 

1928 

They appeared for a hearing on 23.06.2023 

and submitted the representation dated 
23.06.2023. 

Submission: 1.) They have accepted the 

location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned 
draft TPS. However, requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 

original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 

original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 
to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. | is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 

premium shall not be charged. 3.) They shall 

be granted the compensation for Tabela and 
Trees in their original holding. Also, they 
shall be granted the certificate of Project 
Affected Person. 4.) They stated that they are 
willing to be involved in the scheme only if 

their above requests are accepted, otherwise 
the scheme is not accepted by them. 

By considering the area of reservations 
and amenities in TPS-6, the request to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% 

of the original land can not be 

considered. Regarding FSI and TDR 

provisions, the regulations are already 
proposed in SDCR for TPS-6. The 

objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. For concession in the marginal 
spaces, new regulation has been 

proposed. 

Their original land bearing Gut No. 
112/4 is Class I and and Gut No. 60/2 & 

66/5 are Class II lands. Therefore the 

proposed Final Plot No. 66 has been 

divided and Final Plot No. 66A has been 

granted to Gut No. 112/4 and Final Plot 

No. 66B has been granted to 60/2 & 

66/5. Also, as per updated 7/12 extracts 
the name of the owners have been 

corrected. 

Final Plots no. 66A and 66B, as shown 
in plan no 4 has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

69 Janardan Balu Mhatre Moho 115/3 Class I 565 3500 72 1400 1400 

They have submitted representation dated on 
10.08.2023. 
Submission in Representation: 
1) The decision to use 60 % of their original 
land by CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% 
of land to them is no acceptable to them. 2) 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A, 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
There is no public purpose in NAINA TPS 
and to include them in the said scheme 
without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural 
law. 3) If any land is required for public 
purposes, it shall be acquired under the 
LARR Act. 4) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-6. 

70 

Maymun Ismail Sheikh, 
Amina Shahfajal Sheikh. 
Rijvana Siraj Sheikh, 
Banu Maksud Khan, 
Bibi Ahmed Sheikh 
Shaida Gana Pinjari, 

Ramjana Ahmed Sheikh 
Muskan Barkat Sheikh, 
Rafik Ahmed Sheikh, 

Chandra Mojamali Sheikh 

> 

2 

Moho 111/1 Class II 534 2100 73 840 840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 73, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

71 
Vasant Manaji Bhadra, 

Gita Raghunath Nerulkar, 
Nirabai Pundalik Patil 

Moho 115/4 Class I 566 2200 74 880 880 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 74, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 72 

73 
74 

75 

Govind R. Jaydhara 

Moho 115/1 
Moho 115/2 
Moho 115/5 

Moho 117/1 

Class I 

563 8200 3280 
564 1600 640 
567 1300 520 

580 5500 

75 

2200 

6640 

They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.2023, 
Submission: 1.) They have accepted the 
location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned 
draft TPS. However, requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 
3) The contribution amount as per form no. 1 
is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership mentioned in form no. 1 shall be 
corrected as follows: Govind R. Jaidhara. 

By considering the area of reservations 
and amenities in TPS-6, the request to 
grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% 
of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR 
provisions, the regulations are already 
proposed in SDCR for TPS-6. The 
objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. For concession in the marginal 
spaces, new regulation has been 
proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to the correction in 
the name of the owner as per their 
request. 
Final Plot no. 75, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

76 
Dhaya Hari Phadke, 
Gopal Hari Phadke, 

Moho 113/6 Class I 550 200 76 80 80 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The san ed draft scheme proposal is 
confi as 
Final Plat no. 76, as-shown in plan no 4, 

= Tey =a 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Sr. 

No Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Valkya Gopal Phadke, 
Mahadev Hari Phadke 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

77 Motiram Dhondu Patil Moho 116/1 Class I 569 2400 77 960 960 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 77, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

78 Pundalik Zimagya Patil Moho 115/6 Class I 568 1600 78 640 640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 78, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Mainabai Janardan Mhatre, 

Jagubai Anant Khutarkar, 

Hareshvar Balaram urf 
Bama Patil, 

Sanjay Balaram urf Bama 
Patil 

719 Moho 111/3 Class I 536 1700 79 680 680 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 

7/12 extract. 
Final Plot no. 79, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Mahadev Ananta Mhatre, 
Jayram Ananta Mhatre, 
Narayan Ananta Mhatre, 

Janabai Nama Kharke, 

Barka Gana Patil, 

Gomibai Shalik Patil 

80 Moho 116/2/A Class II 570 1750 81 700 700 

They appeared for a hearing on 26.06.23 and 
submitted their representation dated 
22.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 

requested to grant the final plot ofa minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 

considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 

regarding the contribution amount will 

be decided in the final scheme. For 

concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 81, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA. No. 06 
Tenure Area as 

Survey No. of Ma per 7/12 as bs 
Land *_| Records . 

Name of Owner Village Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

81 Laxman Chahu Mhaskar Moho 124/1 ClassI | 608 2500 82 1000 
They have neither appeared for hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 82, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

82 

Baby Shalikgram Phadke, 
Subhash Shalikgram 

Phadke, 
Sujata Digambar 

Khandakale, 
Ganu Narayan Phadke, 

Bhagwan Narayan Phadke, 
Siddharth Narayan Phadke, 
Vasant Narayan Phadke, 
Ranjna Ram Jambhulkar, 

Laxmi Madan Patil 

Moho 113/2 ClassI | 546 2700 83 1080 1080 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 83, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

83 

Devkabai Namdev Phadke, 
Parshuram Namdev Phadke, 
Raghunath Namdev Phadke, 
Naresh Namdev Phadke, 
Nirabai Sandeep Jadhav, 
Shevanti Gurunath Patil 

Moho 113/4 ClassI | 548 2900 84 1160 1160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, 
Final Plot no. 84, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Moho 117/2 581 2200 880 
Moho 117/3 582 2700 1080 
Moho 117/5 584 2400 960 Vasant Manaji Bhadra Moho 24/4 Class I 611 1100 86 740 

Moho 125/3 621 500 200 
Moho 125/4/A 622 600 240 

3800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 86, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

92 

Moho 124/6A 613 2470 988 
Moho 124/6B 614 2730 1092 

Kundlik Sitaram Patil, 
Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, Class I 87 
Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil Mcho 639 2400 128/1/B 960 

3040 

They appeared for a hearing on 15.06.23 and 
submitted their representation dated 
15.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plotaio. 87, as, shown in plan no 4, 
has beefyallotted to the owner(s) and of 
the ar¢4,sas recorded in Table B. 

( 
the premium shall not be charged. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 § 6 7 8 9 10 

Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 

TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

93 Laxmibai Hiru Mhatre Moho 128/1/A Class I 638 2400 88 960 960 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 
7/12 extract. 

Final Plot no. 88, as shown in plan no 4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

94 
95 

96 

Tukaram Hari Patil, 

Shyam Hari Patil 

Moho 2/6 136 200 80 

Moho 128/2 

Moho 128/3 
Class I 

640 1400 560 

641 1500 
90 

600 
1240 

They have not appeared for a hearing. Shri. 
Shyam Hari Patil and Shri. Mayur Tukaram 
Patil submitted representation dated 

03.07.2023, 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 

written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 

their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 
Smt. Vanita Tukaram Patil, Shri. Mayur 
Tukaram Patil, Smt. Dhanashri Kiran Bhopi, 

Smt. Namrata Subhash Naik, Smt. Dharati 

Tukaram Patil submitted representation dated 
on 03.07.2023, 
Submission in representation: 1.)Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 90 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing survey 
no. 128/2 & 128/3. 

The location of Final Plot No. 90 has 
been slightly shifted upward on the same 
road and as per the updated 7/12 extract, 

the names of the owners have been 

changed. 
Final Plot no. 90 has been allotted, as 
shown in plan no. 4, to the owner(s) and 

of the area as recorded in Table B. 

97 Dnyanu Bhimrao Mane Moho 132/3 Class I 666 1000 92 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 92, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, ag recorded in Table B. 

98 Dharma Kathor Thakur Moho 132/5 Class I 668 2100 93 840 840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

ae orem 

The sanStigned draftScheme proposal is 
confffaet- 

m in plan no 4, 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 99 

100 
M/s Rihhab Housing Pvt. 

Ltd. 

Chikhale 138/1A 

Chikhale 139/2 
Class I 

25 3300 1320 

29 2700 
94 

1080 
2400 

They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.2023 
and submitted their representation at the time 
of the hearing and thereafter additional 
representation on 19/6/2023. 
Submission 1) Rehab Housing Pvt. Ltd. Own 
Gut No. 139/2, 138/1A, 142/3, 142/4 in 
Chikhale and Falguni Patel, who is their 
family member, owns Gut No. 81/0 in 
Shivkar Village. Earlier, with the consent 
letter dated 09.11.2020, they had given 
consent to provide them with a single final 
plot in the scheme. However the company 
has been allotted final plots no. 8 & 94 and 
Falguni Patel has been allocated Final Plot 
no. 568 at different locations, therefore they 
contended that it will lead to hardship in 
planning and its financial viability, 2.) Civil 
Suit No. 675/2011 has been disposed of and 
accordingly wide mutation no. 3598, the 
entry of "litigation under civil suit no. 
675/2011" in the 7/12 extract of Gut No. 
142/3 and 142/4 has been deleted. Also, all 
the lands are under occupancy class I 3.) 
Therefore they requested to grant one 
combined final plot in the joint name of the 
company and Falguni Patel. 

In the other right column of the 7/12 
extract of Gut no 138/1A, it was 
mentioned as "kulkayada kalam 63a -1 
chya tartudis adhin kharedi- vikris 
pratibandh". Therefore as per their 
request, their original lands bearing Gut 
no. 142/3, 142/4, 139/2, and 81 pt are 
clubbed together and combined Final 
Plot no.91 has been granted. For Gut no. 
138/1A, Final plot no.94 has been 
granted. 

Accordingly Final Plot Nos. 91 & 94, as 
shown in plan no 4, have been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

101 Rohidas Tukaram Mhatre Moho 128/5 Class I 643 2300 95 920 920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 
TAZ extract. 
Final Plot No. 95, as shown in plan no 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area, as recorded in Table B. 

102 Narayan Hari Patankar Moho 128/6/B Class I 645 800 96 320 320 

Shri. Padmakar Chandu Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 20.06.23 
Submission in Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for _TPS-6. The objection 
regardi (Contribution amount will 
be desided: hee final scheme. For 

f, NN con: saion in the marginal spaces, new 
ation be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any re & been _ proposed. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 
4 8 9 10 

plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 5.) As per 
the order dated 06.07.2021 of Additional 
Tahsildar and Land Tenancy Authority 
Panvel, mutation entry number 2552, was 
approved. Accordingly, the name of the 
original owner of Gut No. 128/6/B Village 
Moho, Shri. Narayan Hari Patankar has been 
canceled and the following names are 
included as the occupier class II of Gut 
Number 128/6/B: i.) Aambibai Gopal 
Phadke, ii.)Padmakar Chindu Patil, iii.) 
Mahadu Chindu Patil, iv.) Manda Mafa Alias 

Mahendra Patil, v.) Vaibhav Mafa alias 
Mahendra Patil, vi.) Vaishali Sanjay 
Koparkar, vii.) Satish Mafa alias Mahendra 

Patil. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 

TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot no. 96 has been allotted, as 
shown in plan no. 4, to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

103 Narayan Hari Patankar Moho 128/6/C Class I 646 750 97 300 300 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 
7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 97, as shown in plan no.4, 

has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 

the area as recorded in Table B. 

104 
Viraj Sandeep Mhatre, 

Shantanu Sandeep Mhatre 
Moho 126/2 Class I 625 600 98 240 240 

They appeared for a hearing on 04.05.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 

PS-6. The objection 
ing the ‘Contribution amount will 

~abcided in ‘the final scheme. For 
sién in the marginal spaces, new 

ation ) been 1 "has ) + proposed. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 98, as shown in plan no. 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in Table B. 

105 

106 

Narayan Shivram Patil, 
Lata Chandrakant Uandge, 
Ravindra Shamrav Ghure 

Moho 128/4 Class I 642 3320 99 1328 1328 

They submitted their representation on 
08.05.23, 
Submission: 1.) Mrs. Lata Chandrakant 
Undage Stated that she owns lands at five 
different locations in village Moho in joint 
ownership with others. However, they have 
been granted Final Plot no. 99, 
112,127,308,335 at various locations. 
Therefore they requested to allot them the 
combined final plot on a road of larger width 
for better planning and for consumption of 
FSI. 2.) In the calculation of betterment 
charges, the commercial exploitation of plots 
available to NAINA and income to be 
generated against that is not taken into 
consideration, therefore requested to give a 
setback of income to be generated against 
these commercial plots. 3.) In the case of TPS 
planning, the land area of 40% is adequate for 
common amenities, and the balance of 60% 
land is to be handed over back to the owner. 
Thereafter All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and Ravindra 
Ghure has submitted notariesed consent for 
considering their original land parcels in joint 
ownership and to provide them a single Final 
Plot. 

All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and 
Ravindra Ghure has submitted notarised 
consent for considering their original 
land parcels in joint ownership and to 
provide them a single Final Plot. 
Accordingly, single Final Plot No. 127 
has been granted for their original lands 
bearing 100/4, 102/1A, 1B, 1C, 1E, 1F, 
129/3, 130/2, 130/3, 130/7, 131/1, 
131/6, and 44/5 (FP No. 112, 127 and 
308 in the draft sanctioned scheme.) 
Their original land bearing no. 128/4 is 
co-owned by Shri. Narayan Patil and 
therefore its final plot no. 99 is retained. 
Also, original land bearing 59/6 is co- 
owned by Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal & 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal and therefore 
its final plot no. 335 is retained. 
Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

Final Plot no. 99 has been allotted as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

107 
Radhabai Baliram Patil, 
Shantaram Baliram Patil 

Moho 117/6 

Moho 128/8 
Class II 

585 3300 1320 

648 1300 
100 

520 
1840 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of the owners, as per the updated 
TN2 extract. 
Final Plot No. 100, as shown in plan 
no.4, has been allotted to the owner(s) 

Balya Hasu Patil 
Moho 116/3/C Class I 575 400 160 
Moho 128/6/A Class II 644 1250 

101 
500 

660 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

€a as recorded in Table B. 
red draft scheme, as the 

submitted any representation. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Pla mning Scheme NAINA Neo. 06 
Sr. 

— Name of Owner Villiage Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Amalgamated Draft TPS 06 

FP Area 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 
7 8 9 10 

and 128/6/A are of the same ownership, 
a combined final plot no. 101 was 
granted. Now as per the updated 7/12 
extract, the ownership of Gut no. 

116/3/C has been changed. Therefore 
separate final plots no. 101 A & 101B 
are allotted for Gut no. 128/6/A and 
116/3/C respectively. 

Final Plot No. 101A & 101B, as shown 
in plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

110 Bhagwan Shankar Mhatre Moho 116/2/B Class I 571 1050 102 420 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

420 submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 102, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

lll Ballal Vishnu Patankar Moho 116/2/C Class I 572 900 104 360 

Shri. Tukaram Rambhau Mhatre appeared for 
a hearing on 13.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) The contribution 
amount as per form no. 1 is not accepted and 
shall be waived off. 3.) By considering the 
development of the High Rise Building, 
concession in the marginal space shall be 
granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 4.) As per the order dated 
12.06.2017 of Additional Tahsildar and Land 
Tenancy Authority Panvel mutation entry 
number 2519, was approved. Accordingly, 
the name of the original owner of Gut No. 
116/2/C Village Moho, Shri. Ballal Vishnu 
Patankar has been canceled and the following 
name is included as the occupier class II of 
Gut Number 116/2/C: Shri. Tukaram 
Rambhau Mhatre. 

360 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated TN2 extract. 
Final Plot No. 103, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

Jitendra Dattatray Shelke, 

Jivika Dattatray Shelke, 
112 Kavita Ravindra Patil, 

Savita Vishwas Bhoir, 

Yogita Jagan Phadke, 

Moho 116/5 Class II 577 2300 105 920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

ane submitted any representation. 4s, shown in plan no 
k owner(s) and 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 

No. 
Amalgamated 

FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 5 6 8 9 10 Lalita Santosh Patil, 

Bebi Dattatraya Shelke 

113 

Baban Aalya Patil, 
Haribhau Aalya Patil, 

Nandabai Ramdas Patil, 
Barkibai Suresh Mhatre, 

Pushpa Sadu Patil, 
Gunvanti Aalya Patil, 
Bamibai Aalya Patil 

Moho 116/3/B Class I 574 250 106 100 100 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 106, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

114 

115 

Padmakar Chindu Patil, 
Mahadu Chindu Patil, 

Aambibai Gopal Phadke, 
Manda Mafa urf Mahendra 

Patil, 
Vaibhav Mafa urf Mahendra 

Patil, 
Satish Mafa urf Mahendra 

Patil, 
Vaishali Sanjay Koparkar 

Moho 116/3/A 

Moho 121/6/C 

573 250 100 

Class I 
602 1390 

107 
556 

656 

They appeared for a hearing on 22.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 80% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

The sanctioned draft scheme propopsal 
is confirmed, subject to slight 
modification in the shape. 
Final Plot no. 107, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

116 

Aambi Bandu Bhopi, 
Pandurang Ganu Mhatre, 
Devkabai Rajaram Patil, 
Vandna Namdev Patil, 
Changuna Ganu Mhatre, 
Gangubai Ganu Mhatre, 
Kisan Dharama Patil, 
Alka Maruti Bhalekar, 
Kamal Sakharam Patil, 

Suman Namdev Dhavale, 
Rakesh Prakash Patil, 

Dinesh Prakash Patil, Kamla 
Maruti Joshi, Vithabai 
Janrdhan Patil, Sandeep 

Narayan Gawade, Dhulaji 
Lakshman Pandhare 

Moho 129/1 Class II 649 5100 109 2040 2040 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
number of the final plot. 
Final Plot no. 108, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

117 

Vasant Manaji Bhadra, 
Sanjay Budhaji Kadav, 
Ramesh Budhaji Kadav 

Moho 118/2/2 Class I 588 6150 110 2460 2460 

They appeared for a hearing on 20.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in-TPS-6;-the request to grant 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 80% area 
=H 

the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the ofigirial land,can not. be considered. 
Re g FSLand TDR provisions, the 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 5.) There 
are three sub-holders of survey no. 118/2/2: 
a.) Vasant Manaji Bhadra - 1600 sq. m. b.) 
Sanjay Bhudhaji Kadav - 2250 sq. m. c.) 
Ramesh Bhudhaji Kadav - 2300 sq. m. and 
therefore requested to grant independent final 
plots for all three subholders. 4.) In the 
holding of Shri. Ramesh Bhudhaji Kadav, a 
temporary farmhouse of 1342 sq. ft., 20 trees, 
and one well exists. 

regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. As they 

are sub-holders of Gut no. 118/2/2, the 
request to grant an independent final 
plot to each of them can not be 
considered. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
number of the final plot. 
Final Plot No. 109, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area as recorded in Table B. 

118 
Sakharam Shankar Mhatre, 

Taibai Aappa Mhatre, 
Aappa Balaram Mhatre 

Moho 131/2 Class I 659 500 111 200 200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. Also the number of 
the final plot has been changed. 
Final Plot no. 110, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

119 
Lata Chandrakant Undage, 
Ravindra Shamrao Ghure 

Moho 131/1 Class I 658 1500 112 600 600 

They have submitted their representation on 
08.05.23, 
Submission: 1.) Mrs. Lata Chandrakant 
Undage Stated that she owns lands at five 
different locations in village Moho in joint 
ownership with others. However, they have 
been granted Final Plot no. 99, 

112,127,308,335 at various locations. 

Therefore they requested to allot them the 
combined final plot on a road of larger width 
for better planning and for consumption of 
FSI. 2.) In the calculation of betterment 

charges, the commercial exploitation of plots 
available to NAINA and income to be 
generated against that is not taken into 
consideration, therefore requested to give a 
setback of income to be generated against 
these commercial plots. 3.) In the case of TPS 

All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 

Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage, and 

Ravindra Ghure have submitted 
notarised consent for considering their 
original land parcels in joint ownership 
and to provide them a single Final Plot. 
Accordingly, single Final Plot No. 127 
has been granted for their original lands 
bearing 100/4, 102/1A, 1B, 1C, 1E, 1F, 

129/3, 130/2, 130/3, 130/7, 131/1, 
131/6, and 44/5 (FP No. 112, 127 and 
308 in the draft sanctioned scheme.) 

d bearing no. 128/4 i is 

pearing 59/6 is 
gl ed in Bhujbal 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

8) 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A. 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 
8 9 10 

planning, the land area of 40% is adequate for 
common amenities, and the balance of 60% 
land is to be handed over back to the owner. 
Thereafter All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and Ravindra 
Ghure has submitted notariesed consent for 
considering their original land parcels in joint 
ownership and to provide them a single Final 
Plot. 

& Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, and 
therefore its final plot no. 335 is 
retained. 
Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
Final Plot no. 127 has been allotted as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

120 

Savita Anant Patil, 
Bhushan Anant Patil, 

Shantaram Chintu Patil, 
Dharma Chintu Patil, 

Bhagwan Chintu Patil, 
Gangabai Chintu Patil, 

Sr.no. 2 Gaurdian Savita 

Chikhale 136/2 Class I 15 1000 113 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

In the Sanctioned Interim Development 
Plan, their original land bearing Gut no. 
136/2 was affected by the reservation of 
Growth Centre and therefore they were 
granted Final Plot No. 113 in Moho 
Village. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot No. 14, 
as shown in plan No. 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

121 

Jankibai Sitaram Patil, Arun 
Sitaram Patil, 

Sunanda Dattatray Patil, 
Mahadibai Ambaji Thakur, 

Padma Joma Patil, 

Chetan Joma Patil, 
Daivik Joma Patil, 

Tejaswi Bhanudas Patil 

Shivkar 80(P) Class II 111 1010 114 404 404 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 112, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

122 
Ambo Bamma Tople, 

Hira Bama Tople 
Shivkar 52 Class I 72 1500 115 600 600 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract, the name of 
the owners have been changed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 113, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 

123 

Dilip Hiru Mhatre, 
Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Pandhrinath Dattatrey Patil, 
Phashibai Dattatrey Patil, 

Moho 129/2 Class II 650 4500 118 1800 1800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

me has been 
oa ements and 

ituted B 
een allotted 

lot no. 115, 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Towa Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Lilabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 
Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau 
Kurangale, 

Sangita Laxman Pavnekar 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

124 Ganesh Damu Shelke Moho 120/5 Class I 593 3100 119 1240 1240 

They appeared for a hearing on 21.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
three lands at Moho bearing Gut no. 120/5, 
81/1/A, and 81/1/B and have been given 
Final plots no. 119 and 390 at different 
locations. They requested to grant a 
combined square-shaped final plot for their 
total holding at the place of Final Plot no. 
390. Also, they requested to grant a Final Plot 
of a minimum of 60% area of their original 
land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original 
plot shall be allowed to be consumed on the 
final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
As per their request, their three lands 
bearing Gut No. 120/5, 81/1/A, & 
81/1/B are clubbed together (Final Plot 
no. 119 & 390 in sanction draft scheme), 

and combined Final Plot no 116 is 
allotted. 

Final Plot No. 116, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area as recorded in Table B. 

125 

126 Nama Padu Kadav, 

127 Ananta Padu Kadav, 
128 Raibai Ragho Kadav, 
129 Hiraman Ragho Kadav, 

Prakash Ragho Kadav, 

Gulabbai Ananta Rodpalkar, 
Yamunabai Ashok Gaikar, 

KrishnaBai Ragho Kadav, 

Janabai Ragho Kadav, 

130 Sitabai Rambhau Kadav, 
Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 

Yashwant Rambhau Kadav, 
Durga Narayan Phulore, 
Kunda Avinash Mhatre 

Moho 1/2 

Moho 65/3 
Moho 68/1/A 

129 500 200 

365 600 240 
385 630 252 

Moho 116/6/B 
Moho 121/3 

Moho 123/6 

Class I 

579 1060 424 
596 3200 1280 

607 3700 

120 

1480 

3876 

They appeared for hearing and submitted 
their notarised stamped consent letter dated 
20/10/2023. It was mentioned that they had 
distributed their lands between themselves 
and it was registered wide mutation entry no. 
2473, as follows: 
1) Hiraman Ragho Kadav & Prakash Ragho 
Kadav- Gut nos-5/4-14 gunthe, 116/6B-10 
gunthe, 68/1/B- 6.70 gunthe, 65/3, - 6 gunthe, 
58/5- 13 gunthe. 
2) Suresh Rambhau Kadav & Yashvant 

Rambhau Kadav- Gut nos. 123/6- 22 gunthe, 
1/2- 5 gunthe, 5/4- 14 gunthe, 68/1A- 6.30 
gunthe. 
3) Nama Padu Kadav- Gut no. 5/4- 14 

gunthe, 58/5- 16 gunthe, 126/1- 11 gunthe. 
4) Nirabai Kadav, Sarita Patil & Surekha 

A.) In the sanctioned Draft TPS - 6, 
1.) Final Plot no. 120 was proposed for 
Gut no. 1/2, 65/3, 68/1/A, 116/6/B, 
121/3, 123/6, Moho. 
2.) Final Plot no. 172 & 263 were 

proposed for Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, Moho. 
3.) Final Plot no. 179 was proposed for 
Gut no. 126/1, Moho. 
4.) Final Plot no. 461 was proposed for 
Gut no. 68/1/B, Moho. 
B.) As per registered distribution deed 
1442/2020 dated 03.02.2020, mutation 

2d, was__ registered. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
Mhatre- Gut Nos. 123/6- 15 gunthe, 121/3- 
32 gunthe, 41/5- 11 gunthe. 
Accordingly they requested to grant separate 
final plots as per their individual’s holdings. 

notarised stamped consent letter dated 
20.10.20223 and accordingly requested 
to grant separate final plot as per their 
holdings. 
D.) According to their consent letter and 
updated 7/12 extract, the layout of the 
scheme has been revised and revised 
reconstituted final plots are allotted as 
follows; 

i) For Gut no. 5/4, 116/6/B, 68/1/B, 
65/3, 58/5, Moho Village total area 
4900 sq. m. of Hiraman Ragho Kadav & 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, Final Plot no. 
341] A has been allotted on their existing 
structure in Gut no. 58. 
ii.) For Gut no. 123/6, 1/2, 5/4, 68/1/A, 
Moho Village total area 4730 sq. mt. of 
Suresh Rambhau Kadav & Yashwant 
Rambhau Kadav, Final Plot no. 310 has 
been allotted. 
iii.) For Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, 126/1, Moho 
Village total area 4100 sq. m. of Nama 
Padu Kadav, Final Plot no. 263 has been 
allotted. 
iv.) For Gut no. 123/6 & 121/3 total area 
4700 sq. m. of Nirabai Anant Kadav, 
Sarita Balkrishna Patil and Surekha 
Sunil Mhatre Final Plot no. 118 has been 
allotted. 

The area is recorded in Table B. 

131 
Ananta Shankar Mhatre, 

Rajiv Pramod Parab 
Moho 116/6/A Class I 578 1040 121 416 416 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract, the 
ownership have been changed. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 104, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

132 
Savlaram Mahadu Phadke, 
Manubai Dashrath Patil, 
Padubai Mahadu Phadke 

Moho 113/3 Class I 547 3000 124 1200 1200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Towa Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 6 8 9 10 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

137 

Abdul Rahman Ismail 
Solanki 

Moho 103/1 

Moho 103/2 
Moho 110/1 
Moho 129/4 

Moho 129/5 

Class I 

653 1700 

125 

680 

4772 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, for their 

original lands bearing Gut no. 103/3, 
103/5/A, 129/6 Final Plot no. 54 was 
proposed, and for their lands bearing 
Gut no. 103/1, 103/2, 110/1, 129/4, 
129/5 Final Plot no. 125 was proposed. 
However, Final Plot no. 54 was 

proposed on the existing building in Gut 
no. 103/5/B. 
Therefore for their all lands, a combined 

Final plot no. 125 has been alloted, by 
increasing the size of the earlier allotted 
FP no. 125 in the sanctioned draft 
scheme. 

Final Plot no. 125, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

138 

Ananta Joma More, 

Kavita Eknath Patil, 

Kanibai Joma More, 

Sunanda Aambo More, 

Pandharinath Aambo More, 
Namdev Aambo More, 
Nivrutti Aambo More 

Moho 110/4 Class II 532 6000 126 2400 2400 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation dated 07.07.2023. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

As per updated 7/12 extract, the 
ownership have been changed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 114, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

139 
140 
141 
142 
143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 

149 

M/s Rainbow Dev. Tarfe 

Partner, 

Ambadas Dattatray Shinde, 

Madhuri Arvind Shinde, 
Vaishali Pradip Jagdale, 

Lata Chandrakant Undage, 
Shubhangi Dhanraj Garad, 
Anil Ramrao Gogavale, 

Pramod Babanrao 

Mehmane, 

Prakash Vilas Rasal 

Moho 100/4 

Moho 102/1/A 

Moho 102/1/B 
Moho 102/1/C 
Moho 102/1/E 

Moho 102/1/F 
Moho 129/3 
Moho 130/2 
Moho 130/3 
Moho 130/7 

Moho 131/6 

Class I 

492 3100 1240 

493 3900 1560 

494 1330 532 

495 2580 1032 

497 680 272 
498 930 372 

651 1100 440 

655 600 240 

656 780 127 312 
657 1200 480 

663 2000 800 

7280 

They have submitted their representation on 
08.05.23, 
Submission: 1.) Mrs. Lata Chandrakant 
Undage Stated that she owns lands at five 
different locations in village Moho in joint 
ownership with others. However, they have 
been granted Final Plot no. 99, 
112,127,308,335 at various locations. 

Therefore they requested to allot them the 
combined final plot on a road of larger width 
for better planning and for consumption of 
FSI. 2.) In the calculation of betterment 

charges, the commercial exploitation of plots 
available to NAINA and income to be 
generated against that is not taken into 
consideration, therefore requested to give a 
setback of income to be generated against 

All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 

Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage, and 
Ravindra Ghure have submitted 
notarised consent for considering their 
original land parcels in joint ownership 
and to provide them a single Final Plot. 
Accordingly, single Final Plot No. 127 
has been granted for their original lands 
bearing 100/4, 102/1A, 1B, 1C, 1E, 1F, 

129/3, 130/2, 130/3, 130/7, 131/1, 
131/6, am 44/5 Re No. 112, 127 and 

poesia scheme.) 
ng no. 128/4 i is 

its final NAN 99 is retained. 
Pinal land_bearing 59/6 is 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 5 8 9 10 
these commercial plots. 3.) In the case of TPS 
planning, the land area of 40% is adequate for 
common amenities, and the balance of 60% 
land is to be handed over back to the owner. 
Thereafter All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and Ravindra 
Ghure has submitted notariesed consent for 
considering their original land parcels in joint 
ownership and to provide them a single Final 
Plot. 

co-owned by Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal 
& Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, and 
therefore its final plot no. 335 is 
retained. 
Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
Final Plot no. 127 has been allotted as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

150 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelke 

Moho 102/1/D Class II 496 580 128 232 232 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Their original land bearing 102/1/D and 
109/4/1 are clubbed together and 
combined final plot no. 138 has been 
granted. 

Final Plot no. 138, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

151 

Moreshwar Bama Patil, 
Bhau Bama Patil, 
Anant Bama Patil, 

Gunabai Changdev Keni 

Shivkar 72 Class I 96 3520 130 1408 1408 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 130, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 152 

153 

Sunil Kisan Patil, 
Vilas Kisan Patil, 

Ganesh Kisan Patil, 
Aruna Dyaneshwar Paradhi 

Moho 2/2/1!' 

Moho 102/2 
Class I 

131 1210 484 

499 3400 
131, 
186 1360 

1844 

Shri. Vilas Kisan Patil appeared for a hearing 
on 14.06.23 on behalf of Sunil Kisan Patil, 
Ganesh Kisan Patil, and Aruna Dnyaneshwar 
Pardhi. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
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2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

154 
Shubhash Shankar Kadav 

Moho 131/3 Class I 660 2010 133A 804 804 
They have neither appeared for hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the final 
plot number. 
Final Plot No. 132, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

155 

156 
Budhaji Nama Kadav 

Moho 131/4 

Moho 131/5 
Class I 

661 1910 764 

662 2400 
133 

960 
1724 

Shri. Harishchandra Budhaji Kadav, Shri. 
Bhavesh Vaman Kadav, Mrs. Kunda Vaman 

Kadav, and Mrs. Arti Harshad Dhumal 

appeared for a hearing on 21.06.23 on behalf 
of Bhudhaji Nama Kadav. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
not accepted the final plot as per the 
sanctioned draft TPS. Gut No. 131/4 and 
131/5 of Moho Village were earlier owned by 
Shri. Bhudhaji Nama Kadav. After his 
demise, Gut No. 131/4 was transferred in the 

name of Kunda Vaman Kadav, Bhavesh 
Vaman Kadav, and Aarti Harshad Dhumal, 

wide mutation entry no. 2647. Also, Gut No. 
131/5 was transferred in the name of 
Harishchandra Bhudhaji Kadav wide 
mutation entry no. 2622. Accordingly, they 
requested to grant separate final plots for Gut 
No. 131/4 and 131/5. 2.) The contribution 
amount as per form no. 1 is not accepted and 
shall be waived off. 3.) By considering the 
development of the High Rise Building, 
concession in the marginal space shall be 
granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 4.) The land holding of Gut no. 
131/5 is fertile and is used for cultivation, it 

has the following fruitful trees: 41 Mango, 2 
Coconut, 3 Guava, 2 Chickoo, 2 Ramfal, 1 

Sitafal, 2 Limbu, 1 Kaju and 5 Shekat. It also 

has an open well and two borewells that 
supply water to the two villages (Moho and 
Moho-pada in its vicinity). Also, Gut No. 
131/4 has 8 Kalam trees. Their survival is 
dependent on their income and therefore 
requested compensation for the same. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 133 was granted in lieu of their 
original holdings bearing Gut no. 131/4 
& 131/5 in part of the same and 
adjoining lands. Now ownership has 
been changed. Therefore, as per their 

request, separate final plots no. 133 A & 
133 B have been granted for Gut no. 
131/5, & 131/4 respectively. Regarding 
FSI and TDR provisions, the regulations 
are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
6. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in 
the final scheme. For concession in the 
marginal spaces, new regulation has 
been proposed. 

Also, as per their request and updated 
7/12 extracts the name of owners have 
been changed. 

Final Plots No. 133A and 133B have 

been allotted, as shown in plan no. 4, to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded 

in Table B. 

La OPS Phage 
157 

158 
Maharashtra State 

Government 

Moho 114/4/A 

Moho 114/6/A 

558 2600 1040 

561 1500 
134 

600 
1640 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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2 3A 3B 3C 5 6 9 10 
been included in public/semi-public 
users. 

159 Joma Shankar Mhatre Moho 132/4 Class I 667 1300 135 520 520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 139 
B, as shown in plan no 4, has been 
allotted, to the owner(s) and of the area, 
as recorded in Table B. 160 

161 

162 
Lahu Janu Patil 

Moho 64/5/B 
Moho 133/4' 

Moho 134/1 
Class II 

361 2400 960 
672 3880 1552 

674 1100 
136 

440 
2952 

Shri. Sanjay Lahu Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 31.07.23. 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details are incorrect and need an 
updation. Original lands bearing survey No. 
133/1, 133/4, 64/5/B of Village Moho, 
Taluka - Panvel were earlier in the name of 
Shri. Lahu Janya Patil, after their demise the 
ownership was transferred in the names of 
their heirs as follows: i.) Arun Lahu Patil, ii.) 
Chandrakala Shashikant Mbhatre, iii.) 
Gangaram Lahu Patil, iv.) Sanjay Lahu Patil, 
v.) Fashi Lahu Patil, vi.) Sadhana Santosh 
Jitekar, vii.) Sima Lahu Patil. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been _ proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 712 extract. 
Final Plot No. 136, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

163 

Lahu Janya Patil, 
Shankar Janya Patil, 
Bayjubai Changdev 

Waghmare, 
Bhagi Janu Patil 

Moho 133/1 Class I 670 2020 137 808 808 

Shri. Sanjay Lahu Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 31.07.23. 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
re’ fohs 5 are~already proposed in 
S » "for ~TPS-6, The objection 

ding the contribution amount will 
consumed on. the final plot. Also, decided: in the final scheme. For 
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unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 

be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details are incorrect and need an 
updation. Original lands bearing survey No. 
133/1, 133/4, 64/5/B of Village Moho, 
Taluka - Panvel were earlier in the name of 
Shri. Lahu Janya Patil, after their demise the 

ownership was transferred in the names of 
their heirs as follows: i.) Arun Lahu Patil, ii.) 

Chandrakala Shashikant Mbhatre, iii.) 
Gangaram Lahu Patil, iv.) Sanjay Lahu Patil, 
v.) Fashi Lahu Patil, vi.) Sadhana Santosh 

Jitekar, vii.) Sima Lahu Patil. 

concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 712 extract. 
Final Plot No. 137, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area as recorded in Table B. 

164 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 

Kailas Pandurang Shelke 
Moho 109/4/1 Class II 527 2300 138 920 920 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Their original land bearing 102/1/D and 
109/4/1 are clubbed together and 
combined final plot no. 138 has been 
granted. 
Final Plot no. 138, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

165 

Balaram Savlaram Patil, 

Anita Anant Patil, 

Baburav Savlaram Patil, 

Namdev Saviaram Patil 

Moho 133/5' Class II 673 200 139 80 80 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 180, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

166 

Tarabai Sudam Patil, 

Shevanta Gaju Phadke, 

Suman Mohan Thakur, 

Sunita Kailas Dhamanaskar, 

Sunil Shankar Kadav, 

Subhash Shankar Kadav, 

Lilabai Shankar Kadav 

Moho 50/5 Class I 289 1000 140 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract, 

Final Plot no. 140A, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s)and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

167 Sunil Shankar Kadav Moho 132/1 Class I 664 1600 140A 640 640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft suneate proposal i is 
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168 
Pandurang Balaram More, 
Kashinath Balaram More, 
Ramchandra Balaram More 

Mcho 127/1/B Class II 631 2730 141 1092 1092 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation dated 27.06.2023. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 3.) Gaothan extension has not been 
taken into consideration. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no. 141 has been granted in part of 
their original holding bearing Gut no. 
127. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 141, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

169 
Raghunath Nana More, 
Janardhan Nana More 

Mcho 127/VA Class II 630 1710 142 684 684 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 142, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change 
in the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

170 

Vimlabai Sudam Kadav, 
Rajaram Sudam Kadav, 
Arun Sudam Kadav, 
Mina Sudam Kadav, 
Sunita Sudam Kadav 

Moho 114/1/2 Class II 554 4000 143 1600 1600 

Shri. Arun Sudam Kadav and shri. Omkar 
Rajaram Kadav appeared for a hearing on 
22.06.23 & 26.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 80% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details as per form no. 1 is 
incorrect and need an updation. Ms. Vimlabai 
Sudam Kadav and Ms. Sunita Sudam Kadav 
have relinquished their rights in Gut No. 
114/1/2. Accordingly wide Mutation entry 
no. 2608, their names have been canceled, 
and the following owners’ names are retained. 
1.) Rajaram Sudam Kadav, ii.) Arun Sudam 
Kadav, iii.) Ms. Meena Sudam Kadav. 
Accordingly, they requested to correct the 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated WAZ extract. 
Final Plot No. 143, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

ownership record in TPS -6. 6.) The land is 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 66 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
fertile and is been used for cultivation 
purposes. It has 50 mango trees and 1 Jamun 
tree on which their livelihood depends and 
therefore requested for its compensation. 

171 Namdev Posha Mhatre Moho 125/V/A Class II 616 1880 144 752 752 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 144, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

172 Vasant Manaji Bhadra Moho 125/1/D Class II 619 690 145 276 276 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 145, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

173 

174 

Laxman Chahu Mhaskar, 
Sulochna Ramdas Mhaskar, 
Abhijit Ramdas Mhaskar, 

Atish Ramdas Mhaskar, 

Ashvini Prabhakar Mhatre, 

Aruna Ramdas Mhaskar 

Moho 87/2/A Class II 472 1500 600 

Moho 125/2 Class I 620 6100 
146 2440 3040 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Their original land bearing Gut No. 
125/2 is Class I land and Gut No.87/2/A 
is Class II land. Therefore the proposed 
Final Plot No. 146 has been divided and 
Final Plot No. 146A has been granted to 
Gut No. 125/2 and Final Plot No. 146B 
has been granted to 87/2/A. Also, as per 
updated 7/12 extracts the name of the 
owners have been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 146A and 146B, as 
shown in plan no 4, has been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

175 
176 

177 

Ganu Joma Bhagat, 

Bamibai Narayan Patil 

Moho 112/1 Class I 540 3200 1280 

Moho 112/2 Class II 541 400 160 

Moho 112/3 Class II 542 3700 

147 
1480 

2920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Their original land bearing Gut No. 
112/1 is Class I land and Gut No.112/2 
&112/3 are Class II lands. Therefore the 
proposed Final Plot No. 147 has been 
divided and Final Plot No. 147A has 
been granted to Gut No. 112/1 and Final 
Plot No. 147B has been granted to 112/2 
&112/3. 

_| Also, as per updated 7/12 extracts the 
name of the owners have been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 147A and 147B, as 

shown in plan no 4, has been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

178 
Lakhman Govabhai 

Bhatesara, 

Vishwas Laxman Bhagat 
Moho 124/3 Class I 610 1200 149 480 480 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned-di igned- ft scheme proposal is 
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179 

Dattatray Parshuram Patil, 
Laxmibai Aambo Shendage, 

Sitabai Shantaram Patil, 
Nirmala Bama Patil, 

Ramdas Kalu Patil, Ganpat 
Kalu Patil, Shantaram Kalu 

Patil, 
Bhau Kalu Patil, Gajanan 

Kalu Patil, Atmaram Sudam 
Patil, Ram Sudam Patil, 
Kalpana Namdev Bhagat, 
Sindhu Somvarya Shisave, 
Sitabai Ram Gatade, Aasha 
Shankar Mokal, Yamunabai 

Sudam Patil , Anita 
Kundalik Phulore, Balaram 
Gajanan Patil, Dnyaneshwar 

Gajanan Patil, Bharati 
Baban Patil, Prajyoti 

Prakash Mhatre, Kavita 
Prakash Thakur, Pramila 

Navnit Mali, Dinesh Baban 
Patil, Atul Baban Patil 

Moho 126/5 Class I 629 3640 150 1456 1456 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 150, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

180 

Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 
Damu Sudam Patil, 

Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil, 
Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 

Sadu Dagdu Patil 

Moho 127/2 Class II 634 3700 151 1480 1480 

They appeared for a hearing on 15.06.23 and 
submitted their representation dated 
15.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FS] of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FS] and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot No. 151, as shown in plan No. 
4, has beérallotted:to the owner(s) and 
of th aga, as recorded ‘in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
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FP Area 
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Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 § 6 8 9 10 

their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

181 Rajendra Mahadev Patil Moho 127/3/2 Class I 636 1000 152 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 152, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

182 

183 

Jijabai Tukaram Pathe, 
Dnyaneshwar Balaram 

Kadav, 
Vandana Mahadev Pawar, 
Nanda Ramdas Pardhi, 

Eknath Balaram Kadav 

Moho 45/4 

Moho 47/5/B 
Class I 

260 2900 1160 

2200 
153A. 

880 
2040 

Mrs. Sunita Sudhakar Mahajan appeared for 
a hearing on 09.05.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) As per 
proposed draft TPS. 6, a final plot no 153 was 
proposed against owners combined land 
bearing Gut no. 45/4, 47/5/B & 127/4 of 
village Moho. Out of that, lands bearing Gut 
no. 45/4 & 47/5/B of village Moho were 
purchased by them by deed of conveyance 
and accordingly the ownership of lands were 
transferred in their name in Land and 
Revenue record. Accordingly, they requested 
to change the ownership names in respect of 
final plot no. 153 (pt). 2) As per para 15 of 
the conveyance deed, out of the proposed 
Final plot no. 153, a south side portion of the 
proposed Final plot no. 153 was agreed to be 
given to smt. Sunita Mahajan against land 
bearing Gut no. 45/4 & 47/5/B of village 
Moho. As per the boundaries defined in the 
conveyance deed, a comer plot facing 20 mt 
& 27 mt. out of proposed FP no. 153 was 
agreed to be given to them. Accordingly, 
they requested to allocate an appropriate 
sized final plot no 153 as proposed in 
sanctioned draft TPS no. 6, of appropriate 
area to them as per agreement/deed of 
conveyance with the earlier owners instead of 
proposed odd shaped Final Plot no. 153 A 
and to change the ownership of land. 3.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 4) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 5) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 

be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

As per the registered sale deed 
21/05/2021, between Smt Sunita 

Mahajan and Shri. Dnyaneshwar Kadav 
& other 5, Gut no. 45/4 & 47/5/B of 
village Moho were purchased by smt. 
Sunita Mahajan and as per clause 15 of 
the sale deed, it was agreed to allocate 
southern side of proposed Final plot no. 
153 in the draft scheme no. 6, on the 
junction of 20 mt. and 27 mt. wide roads, 
to smt. Sunita Mahajan. 
Accordingly the layout of the scheme 
has been revised and Final plot no. 
153B, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted, subject to change in the name of 
owners as per the updated 7/12 extract 
and of the area as recorded in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village | Survey No. 
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FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

184 

Jijabai Tukaram Pathe, 
Dnyaneshwar Balaram 

Kadav, 
Vandana Mahadev Pawar, 
Nanda Ramdas Pardhi, 
Eknath Balaram Kadav 

Moho 127/4 Class I 637 5200 153 2080 2080 

They appeared for a hearing on 14.06.2023 
and submitted the representation also. 
Submission during the hearing: 
1.) The land holding belonged to their 
Grandmother Jijabai Tukaram Pathe and after 
her demise, it got transferred in the name of 
their father Bhikaji Tukaram Pathe & 
Baburao Tukaram Pathe. They use the land 
for cultivation purposes. NAINA Project is 
not accepted. 
Submission in representation: 
1.) The NAINA project is not accepted by 
them and therefore requested to delete their 
land bearing survey no. 127/4, Moho from 
NAINA TPS No. 06. 

As per the registered sale deed 
21/05/2021, between Smt Sunita 
Mahajan and Shri. Dnyaneshwar Kadav 
& other 5, Gut no. 45/4 & 47/5/B of 
village Moho were purchased by smt. 
Sunita Mahajan and as per clause 15 of 
the sale deed, it was agreed to allocate 
southern side of proposed Final plot no. 
153 in the draft scheme no. 6, on the 
junction of 20 mt. and 27 mt. wide roads, 
to smt. Sunita Mahajan. 
Accordingly the layout of the scheme 
has been revised and Final plot no. 
153A, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

185 

186 

Jaydas Maruti Patil 
Dattatray Maruti Patil 
Sangita Ramesh Patil 

Hira Rajesh Dare 
Nira Maruti Patil 
Taibai Maruti Patil 
Umabai Maruti Patil 

Moho 127/1/D Class II 633 4000 154 1600 1600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 154, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

187 
Vasant Nama Kadav 

Moho 5/2 Class I 149 1300 520 

Moho 114/1/1 Class II 553 4000 
156 

1600 
2120 

Shri. Hanuman Vasant Kadav appeared for a 
hearing and submitted their representation on 
23.06.2023. 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) They 
requested to allow the consumption of 3.00 
FSI on their final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI 
due to any restrictions, shall be permitted to 
be transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) They have 
stable and trees on their land, for which they 
requested to give compensation. Also, 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

Their original land bearing Gut No. 5/2 
is Class I land and Gut No.114/1/1 is 
Class II land. Therefore the proposed 
Final Plot No. 156 has been divided and 
Final Plot No. 156A has been granted to 

requested for Project Affected People 
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certificate. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

Final Plots No. 156A & 156B, as shown 
in plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

188 
Jitendra Janardan Topale, 
Jayvant Janardan Topale 

Moho 126/4/1 Class I 627 3900 157 1560 1560 

Shri. Jitendra Janardan Tople appeared for a 
hearing on 14.06.2023. 
Submission in Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 

the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot No. 157, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

189 

Nirmala Baliram Kadav, 

Anant Baliram Kadav, 

Shailja Madhukar 
Choudhari, 

Vanita Janardhan Shelke, 

Savita Baliram Kadav 

Moho 126/4/2 Class 628 3800 158 1520 1520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract 

Final Plot no. 158, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

190 
19] 
192 

193 

Vivek Dnyaneshwar Patil 

Shivkar 44/2 61 1920 768 

Shivkar 44/3 
Shivkar 50 

Shivkar 51 

Class I 

62 510 204 

70 1000 159 400 

71 1100 440 

1812 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 159, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

194 
Sant Krupa Housing Society 
Tarfe Chief Promoter Vijay 

Dharma Jamsutkar. 
Moho 6/3/A Class I 157 4000 160 1600 1600 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation on 04.05.2023. 
Submission in Representation: 
1.) The contribution amount as per Form-1 is 
not accepted and concession shall be 
provided for the same. 
2.) Demarcation of the plot and development 
of physical infrastructure shall be completed 
as soon as possible. 

The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
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Harishchandra Chandar 
Patil 

Moho 6/3/B/1 Class I 161 680 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 161, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 196 Prakash Gajanan Pote Moho 6/3/B/2 Class I 159 1160 

197 
Akash Prakash Pote, 

Sidhesh Vishwas Pote, 
Pratik Prakash Pote 

Moho 27/1/E Class II 165 3600 
163 

1440 
2600 

They appeared for a hearing on 10.05.2023, 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They do 
not accept the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. During the Land 
Owner's meeting, they were allotted two 
different plots out of which one was having a 
frontage of 27M wide road, situated at the 
comer. (Earlier Final Plot No. 162). 
However, in the sanctioned draft TPS they 
were allotted a combined plot which has a 
frontage of 15M wide road. They requested 
to allot them the plot which has a frontage of 
27M wide road and in place of FP No. 162 
which was their earlier demarcated location. 
2.) Also, requested to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% area of their original land. 
3.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 4) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 164, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

198 

199 

Janardan Tukaram Ghogare, 
Dilip Tukaram Ghogare, 
Sunita Ganu Ghogare, 
Suraj Ganu Ghogare, 

Swapnil Ganu Ghogare, 
Guardian Mother Sunita 

Ganu Ghogare. 

Moho 5/1 

Moho 38/6 
Class I 

148 2100 840 

226 1500 
164 

600 
1440 

Shri. Janardan Tukaram Ghogare appeared 
for a _— hearing on 23.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) They requested to 
allow the consumption of 3.00 FSI on their 
final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession i inal spaces, new 

proposed. 
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Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) They have 
their home (wada) and trees in their place for 
which they requested to give compensation. 
Also, requested for Project Affected People 
certificate. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

Shri. Ritesh Nama Mhatre appeared for a 
hearing on 14.07.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) Land bearing 
survey no. 38/6 was purchased by Shri. Amar 
Nama Mhatre and Shri. Ritesh Nama Mhatre 
from Shri. Janardan Ghogare and 5 others, 
thus requesting to allot a separate final plot 
for survey no. 38/6, adjacent to aroad. Also, 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

restrictions, shail be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

bearing Gut no. 5/1 and Final Plot no. 
452 has been allotted for Gut no. 38/6. 
Also, as per their request and updated 
7/12 extracts the name of the owners 
have been changed. 

Final Plots No. 172 and 452, as shown 
in plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

200 

Vimal Sudam Kadav, 

Rajaram Sudam Kadav, 

Arun Sudam Kadav, 

Mina Sudam Kadav, 

Sunita Santosh Patil. 

Moho 5/3 Class I 150 1200 165 480 480 

Smt. Nilam Rajdev Khatavkar appeared for a 
hearing on 09.08.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations area 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

£0) 

No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 2.) The 
ownership details in form -1, are incorrect 
and need an updation, Survey No. 5/3 was 
purchased by Smt. Nilam Rajdev Khatavkar 
from Shri. Vimal Sudam Kadav and 4 others. 

regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated T/N2 extract, 
Final Plot No. 165, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

201 Fashibai Dattaterey Patil Moho 3/5 Class I 142 4100 166 1640 1640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 166, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

202 

Mathura Gajanan Patil, 
Dnyaneshwar Gajanan Patil, 

Balaram Gajanan Patil, 
Gulab Pundalik Fullore 

Moho 3/UA Class I 137 2320 167 928 928 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 167, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 203 

204 
Shankar Goma Kadav 

Moho 5/5 

Moho 57/1 
Class I 

152 2200 880 

320 900 
168 

360 
1240 

Shri. Santosh Shankar Kadav appeared for a 
hearing on 15.06.2023. 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 
requested to grant the final plot ofa minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The land 
ownership is incorrect, the survey no. 5/5 and 
57/1 of Village Moho, Taluka Panvel were in 
the name of their father Shankar Goma 
Kadav, and after their demise, it got 
transferred in the name of their heir, Shri. 
Santosh Shankar Kadav. Accordingly 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated W112 extract. 
Final Plot No. 168, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

requested to correct the ownership title. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 66 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 

Tenure 
oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

205 Shankar Goma Kadav Moho 56/3 Class I 313 300 169 120 120 

Shri. Santosh Shankar Kadav appeared for a 
hearing on 15.06.2023. 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 

requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The land 
ownership is incorrect, the survey no. 5/5 and 
57/1 of Village Moho, Taluka Panvel were in 
the name of their father Shankar Goma 
Kadav, and after their demise, and it got 
transferred in the name of their heir, Shri. 
Santosh Shankar Kadav. Accordingly 
requested to correct the ownership title. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 712 extract. 
Final Plot No. 169, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

206 Chandar Balya Pathe Moho 118/1 Class II 586 5700 171 2280 2280 
‘They have neither appeared for hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 170, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

207 

Nama Padu Kadav, 

Ananta Padu Kadav, 

Mahadi Rambhau Gaikar, 

Raibai Ragho Kadav, 
Hiraman Ragho Kadav, 

Prakash Ragho Kadav, 

Gulabbai Ananta Rodpalkar, 

Yamunabai Ashok Gaykar, 
Krushnabai Ragho Kadav, 

Janabai Ragho Kadav, 
Sitabai Rambhau Kadav, 

Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 
Yashwant Rambhau Kadav, 

Durga Narayan Fulare, 
Kunda Avinash Mhatre. 

Moho 5/4 Class I 151 4200 
172, 
263 

1680 2840 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation dated 28.06.2023. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to including them in the said 
scheme. 

A.) In the sanctioned Draft TPS - 6, 
1.) Final Plot no. 120 was proposed for 
Gut no. 1/2, 65/3, 68/1/A, 116/6/B, 
121/3, 123/6, Moho. 
2.) Final Plot no. 172 & 263 were 
proposed for Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, Moho. 
3.) Final Plot no. 179 was proposed for 
Gut no. 126/1, Moho. 
4.) Final Plot no. 461 was proposed for 
Gut no. _ 68/ 1B, Moho. 

.2020, mutation 
4 aN registered. x0. Va 

peatters: ‘aegsrding 10) updated 7/12 
Fact the the fe of thetmers of above 

99|Page 



? FP eeaeE see: 

Pro} posal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

208 

Nama Padu Kadav, 

Ananta Padu Kadav, 
Raibai Ragho Kadav, 

Hiraman Ragho Kadav, 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, 

Gulababai Ananta 
Rodpalkar, 

Yamunabai Ashok Gaikar, 
Krishnabai Ragho Kadav, 
Janabai Ragho Kadav, 

Sitabai Rambhau Kadav, 

Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 
Yashwant Rambhau Kadav, 

Durga Narayan Fulore, 
Kunda Avinash Mhatre, 
Mahadibai Rambhau 

Gayakar 

Moho 58/5 333 2900 1160 

Gut no. are changed. 
C.) The owners have submitted 
notarised stamped consent letter dated 
20.10.20223 and accordingly requested 
to grant separate final plot as per their 
holdings. 
D.) According to their consent letter and 
updated 7/12 extract, the layout of the 
scheme has been revised and revised 
reconstituted final plots are allotted as 
follows; 
i.) For Gut no. 5/4, 116/6/B, 68/1/B, 
65/3, 58/5, Moho Village total area 
4900 sq. m. of Hiraman Ragho Kadav & 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, Final Plot no. 
341 A has been allotted on their existing 
structure in Gut no. 58. 
ii.) For Gut no. 123/6, 1/2, 5/4, 68/1/A, 
Moho Village total area 4730 sq. mt. of 
Suresh Rambhau Kadav & Yashwant 
Rambhau Kadav, Final Plot no. 310 has 
been allotted. 
ili.) For Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, 126/1, Moho 
Village total area 4100 sq. m. of Nama 
Padu Kadav, Final Plot no. 263 has been 
allotted. 
iv.) For Gut no. 123/6 & 121/3 total area 
4700 sq. m. of Nirabai Anant Kadav, 
Sarita Balkrishna Patil and Surekha 
Sunil Mhatre Final Plot no. 118 has been 
allotted. 

The area is recorded in Table B. 

209 Arun Dhondu Patil Moho 6/4 Class I 160 5700 173 2280 2280 

They appeared for a hearing and submitted 
representation on 15.06.2023 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 

contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 

oO



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure oP 

No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 

Area 
Amalgamated 

FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 
7 

8 9 10 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

confirmed, subject to change in the 

name of owners, as per their request and 
updated TN2 extract. 
Final Plot No. 173, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

210 

211 
Baliram Dunkur Patil, 

Pundalik Dunkur Patil 

Moho 3/3 

Moho 3/4 

140 2200 880 

Class II 141 
500 

175 
200 

1080 

Shri. Shantaram Pundalik Patil appeared for 
a hearing on 23.06.2023 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) They requested to 
allow the consumption of 3.00 FSI on their 
final plot Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. | is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) Gut no. 
3/3, 3/4, 52/2, 52/6, 53/3, 57/6, and 127/1/C 
of Village Moho, Tal- Panvel were in 

combined ownership of Shri. Baliram 
Dunkar Patil and Pundalik Dinkar Patil. 
Thereafter the lands were separated and Gut 
No. 52/2 and 3/3 were allotted in the 
ownership of Shri. Pundalik Dinkar Patil and 
therefore requested to grant separate FInal 
Plot for Gut No. 52/2 and 3/3. 6.) They have 

stable and trees on their land, for which they 

requested to give compensation. Also, 
requested for Project Affected People 
certificate. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

1.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
3/3 & 52/2 are now owned by Shri. 
Pundalik Dinkar Patil and therefore as 
per their request separate Final Plot no. 
202, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in Table B. 

2.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
52/6, 53/3, 57/6, 7/1 are now owned by 
Shri. Baliram Dunkar Patil and therefore 
separate Final Plot no. 285, as shown in 

plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 

Table B. 

3.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
3/4 is now owned -by wlesmadhon Nana 

an.No. een allotted to 
s) and.of the area\as recorded 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 
in Table B. 
4.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut 
no.127/1/C is now owned by Jitendra 
Yugraj Jain, Mahavir Basantilal Surana, 
Vipul Kamal Parekh and_ therefore 
separate Final Plot no. 213, as shown in 
plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

212 

Shantaram Dhondu Patil, 
Chandrabhaga Dinkar 

Bhagat, 
Bebi Harishchandra Bhagat 

Moho 3/2 Class II 139 2800 176 1120 1120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 176, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 213 

214 

Sulochana Ramdas Patil, 
Mohan Ramdas Patil, 

Yashwant Ramdas Patil, 
Bharat Ramdas Patil, 

Minakshi Motiram Mhatre. 

Moho 3/1/B 

Moho 60/3/2 
Class I 

138 2480 992 

344 400 
177 

160 
1152 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 177, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

215 

Ananta Padu Kadav, 
Nama Padu Kadav, 

Raibai Ragho Kadav, 
Hiraman Ragho Kadav, 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, 

Gulabbai Ananta Rodpalkar, 
Yamunabai Ashok Gaikar, 
KrishnaBai Ragho Kadav, 

Janabai Ragho Kadav, 
Sitabai Rambhau Kadav, 
Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 

Yashwant Rambhau Kadav, 
Durga Narayan Phulare, 
Kunda Avinash Mhatre 

Moho 126/1 Class I 624 1100 179 440 440 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

A.) In the sanctioned Draft TPS - 6, 
1.) Final Plot no. 120 was proposed for 
Gut no. 1/2, 65/3, 68/1/A, 116/6/B, 
121/3, 123/6, Moho. 
2.) Final Plot no. 172 & 263 were 
proposed for Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, Moho. 
3.) Final Plot no. 179 was proposed for 
Gut no. 126/1, Moho. 
4.) Final Plot no. 461 was proposed for 
Gut no. 68/1/B, Moho. 
B.) As per registered distribution deed 
1442/2020 dated 03.02.2020, mutation 
entry no. 2473 was registered. 
Thereafter, according to updated 7/12 
extract the name of the owners of above 
Gut no. are changed. 
C.) The owners have submitted 
notarised stamped consent letter dated 
20.10.20223 and accordingly requested 
to grant separate final plot as per their 
holdings. 
D.) According to their consent letter and 
updated 7/12 extract, the layout of the 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 Sg 
Records : 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

i.) For Gut no. 5/4, 116/6/B, 68/1/B, 

65/3, 58/5, Moho Village total area 
4900 sq. m. of Hiraman Ragho Kadav & 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, Final Plot no. 

341 A has been allotted on their existing 
structure in Gut no. 58. 

ii.) For Gut no. 123/6, 1/2, 5/4, 68/1/A, 
Moho Village total area 4730 sq. mt. of 
Suresh Rambhau Kadav & Yashwant 
Rambhau Kadav, Final Plot no. 310 has 

been allotted. 
iii.) For Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, 126/1, Moho 
Village total area 4100 sq. m. of Nama 
Padu Kadav, Final Plot no. 263 has been 

allotted. 
iv.) For Gut no. 123/6 & 121/3 total area 
4700 sq. m. of Nirabai Anant Kadav, 
Sarita Balkrishna Patil and Surekha 
Sunil Mhatre Final Plot no. 118 has been 

allotted. 

The area is recorded in Table B. 

216 

Ramchandra Gharu Patil, 

Kashinath Gharu Patil, 

Pandurang Gharu Patil, 

Indu Ramkrushna Kharke 

Chikhale 133/3(P) Class II 10 270 180 108 108 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in Final 
Plot no. 179, as shown in plan no 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

217 

Balaram Charu Patil, 
Ganesh Charu Patil, 

Sunita Narayan Choudhary, 
Baby Padmakar Usatkar, 

Pratima Prakash Patil 

Shivkar 90/2(P) Class II 114 180 181 72 72 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation dated 15.06.2023. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The proportion of 
land being taken by NAINA, CIDCO is not 
accepted. 3.) The said NAINA TPS is against 
their interest and, therefore raised their 

objection to include them in the said scheme. 
4.) Gaothan extension shall be considered. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 181, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

218 Devkabai Janardan Patil Moho 126/3 Class I 626 1100 183 440 440 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 178, as shown in plan no 

otted to the owner(s) and 

219 
220 
221 

Ganu Balu Patil, Janabai Moho 3/6 Class I 143 2500 1000 

Kashinath Bhopi, Sagunabai | Moho 50/6 Class II 290 
184, 

400 160 

Sitaram Shelke, Goma Moho 53/5 Class II 309 
565 

1800 720 
3680 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Pla nning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner en Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

222 

Dharma Patil, Balaram 
Dharma Patil, Hanuman 
Dharma Patil, Bhagwan 
Dharma Patil, Vanita 

Sawalaram Patil, Sushila 
Haribhau Patil, Arun, 

Tukaram Shelke, 
Dnyaneshvar Tukaram 
Shelke, Sopan Tukaram 
Shelke, Gitabai Jayvant 

Wajekar, Surekha Haribhau 
Kurangale, Surdas 

Dattatreya Patil, Sugandha 
Pandurang Patil, Shantaram 
Dattatreya Patil, Shantabai 
Dattatreya Patil, Lilabai 
Dattatreya Patil, Fashibai 
Dattatreya Patil, Tukaram 

Dattatreya Patil, 
Pandharinath Dattatrey 
Patil, Sangita Laxman 

Pavanekar. 

Moho 138/1 Class I 681 4500 1800 

565. 
Final Plot no. 183 & 565, as shown in 
plan no 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

223 

Aanandi Dhamba Dhavale, 
Ambaji Dhamba Dhavale, 

Pandurang Dhamba 
Dhavale, 

Balaram Dhamba Dhavale, 
Mahadev Dhamba Dhavale, 

Tarabai Kana Patil, 
Bhuribai Keshav Gawade, 

Anjana Hasu Tare, 
Santosh Hasu Tare 

Shivkar 26/3 Class II 52 1640 185 656 656 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in Final 
Plot no. 184, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

224 Janardan Changa Patil Moho 2/2/2 Class I 132 1200 187 480 480 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 187, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

225 

Dhamba Dharma Patil, 
Padubai Ladku Tupe, 
Balaram Charu Patil, 
Ganesh Charu Patil, 

Sunita Narayan Chaudhari, 
Baby Padmakar Usatkar, 
Pratibha Prakash Patil 

Shivkar 44/4 Class II 63 2070 188 828 828 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation dated 15.06.2023, 
submission in representation:  1.)Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The proportion of 
land being taken by NAINA, CIDCO is not 
accepted. 3.) The said NAINA TPS is against 
their interest and, therefore raised their 

Their original land bearing Gut no. 44/4 
is affected by IDP reservations of the 
City park and playground. They have 
been granted the final plot on a 15 mt 
wide road. 

d-draft-scheme proposal is 
\“Final Plot no. 188 has been 

alloffedaS shown in plan no. 4 to the 
Ife “yar 
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LINA NO. 6 
Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
objection to include them in the said scheme. 
4.) Gaothan extension shall be considered. 

owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

226 

Ananta Kashinath Patil, 

Sunil Kashinath Patil, 

Dashrath Kashinath Patil, 
Ganesh Bhagwan Patil, 
Umesh Bhagwan Patil, 

Bhupesh Bhagwan Patil 

Moho 51/1/5/4 Class I 294 4800 190 1920 1920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 190, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

227 

228 

Jija Tukaram Pathe, 
Dnyaneshwar Balaram 

Kadav, 
Vandana Mahadev Pawar, 

Nanda Ramdas Pardhi, 

Eknath Balaram Kadav 

Moho 51/2 Class I 295 400 160 

Moho 127/3/1 Class II 635 1000 
191 

400 
560 

They appeared for a hearing on 14.06.2023 
and submitted the representation also. 
Submission during the hearing: 
1.) The land holding belonged to their 
Grandmother Jijabai Tukaram Pathe and after 
her demise, it got transferred in the name of 

Bhikaji Tukaram Pathe & Baburao Tukaram 
Pathe. They use their land for cultivation 
purposes. NAINA Project is not accepted. 
Submission in representation: 
1.) The NAINA project is not accepted by 
them and therefore requested to delete their 
land bearing survey no. 51/2 Moho from 
NAINA TPS No. 06. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership as verified from the updated 
W'12 extract. 
Final Plot no. 191, as shown in plan no. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

229 
Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 

Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 

Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil 

Moho 51/3 Class I 296 400 193 160 160 

They appeared for a hearing on 15.06.23 and 
submitted their representation dated 
15.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 

premium shall not be charged. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 193, as shown in plan No. 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 7 
8 9 10 

their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

230 Eknath Ramdas Patil Moho 51/4 Class I 297 500 194 200 200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 194, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

231 Shankar Janu Patil Moho 114/4/B Class II 559 2500 195 1000 1000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 195, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

232 

233 

Deviche Deol Vahi., 
Dinkar Dhau Patil 

Moho 51/6 Class I 298 400 196 160 160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 196, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

234 
Shankar Janu Patil 

Moho S2/1/A 

Moho 100/1 
Class II 

299 2290 916 

489 1600 
197 

640 
1556 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 197, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

235 

Pandurang Namdev Patil, 
Baliram Namdev Patil, 
Balaram Namdev Patil, 
Krushna Namdev Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Patil 

Moho 52/1/B Class II 300 3210 198 1284 1284 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 198, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change 
in the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

236 Janardan Nana More Moho 125/4/B Class I 623 400 199 160 160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 199, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

237 

238 

Mahadev Goma Tople, 
Ramabai Chandrakant 

Tople, 
Ashok Chandrakant Tople, 
Kishore Chandrakant Tople, 
Kiran Chandrakant Tople 

Shivkar 79/4(P) Class II 110 330 200 132 132 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 200, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

239 
240 
241 
242 

Baliram Dunkur Patil, 

Pundalik Dunkur Patil 

Moho 52/2 
Moho 52/6 
Moho 53/3 
Moho 57/6 
Moho 127/1/C 

Class II 

301 4900 1960 
305 400 160 
307 400 202 160 
326 500 200 
632 1460 584 

3064 

Shri. Shantaram Punalik Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 23.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 

Considering the-area of reservations and 
ameniti€s\in-TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot.of a minimum of 80% of 
the/original: land’ can not'be considered. 

sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to Regarding FSI .and TDR provisions, the 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Amalgamated 
Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

9 10 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) They requested to 
allow the consumption of 3.00 FSI on their 
final plot and if some area remains un 
utilisable avail them TDR in lieu of the same. 
3.) The survey no. 3/3, 3/4, 52/2, 52/6, 53/3, 
57/6, and 127/1/C of Village Moho, Tal- 
Panvel were in combined ownership of Shri. 
Baliram Dunkar Patil and Pundalik Dinkar 
Patil. Thereafter the lands were separated 
and Gut No. 52/2 and 3/3 were allotted in the 
ownership of Shri. Pundalik Dinkar Patil and 
therefore requested to grant separate Final 
Plot for Gut No. 52/2 and 3/3. 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 6.) They have 
stable and trees on their land, for which they 
requested to give compensation. Also, 
requested for Project Affected People 
certificate. 

Shri. Kunal Krushna Patil appeared for a 
hearing and submitted representation on 
15.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) The ownership 
details as per form -1, are incorrect/ needs an 

updation. Survey No. 52/6, 53/3, and 57/6 of 

village Moho were earlier in the combined 
ownership of Shri. Baliram Dunkur Patil and 
Shri. Pundalik Dunkur Patil, however Shri. 
Pundalik Dunkur Patil has relinquished their 
right from the respective survey no. wide 
mutation entry no. 2555 and therefore the 
Final Plot No. 202 shall be allotted in the 
name of Shri. Baliram Dunkur Patil. Also 
Shri. Baliram Dunkur Patil has relinquished 
his rights in survey no. 52/2 and 127/1/C and 
it remains in the name of Shri. Pundalik 

regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed 

1.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
3/3 & 52/2 are now owned by Shri. 
Pundalik Dinkar Patil and therefore as 
per their request separate Final Plot no. 
202, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in Table B. 

2.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
52/6, 53/3, 57/6, 7/1 are now owned by 

Shri. Baliram Dunkar Patil and therefore 
separate Final Plot no. 285, as shown in 
plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 

Table B. 
3.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
3/4 is now owned by Janaradhan Nana 
More and Naresh Baburao Patil and 
therefore separate Final Plot no. 201A as 
shown in plan No. 4, has been allotted to 

the owner(s) and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 
4.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut 

no.127/1/C is now owned by Jitendra 
Yugraj Jain, Mahavir Basantilal Surana, 

Vipul Kamal Parekh and _ therefore 
separate Final Plot no. 213, as shown in 
plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 7 
8 9 10 

Dunkur Patil only. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is against their interest and, therefore 
raised their objection to include them in the 
said scheme. 

243 
244 
245 
246 

247 

Pundlik Valaku kadav, 
Namdev Valaku kadav, 
Vitthal Valaku kadav, 

Indu Jethya Patil, 
Dhakali Valaku kadav 

Moho 2/1 
Moho 2/5 
Moho 52/4 
Moho 67/1/1 

Moho 68/3 

Class I 

130 500 200 
135 1000 400 
303 2500 1000 
382 4000 203 1600 

388 1600 640 

3840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 203, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

248 

Gajanan Govinda Patil, 
Kundalik Govinda Patil 
Sundar Motiram Bhopi. 
Janabai Shivaji Patil 

2 

2 
Moho SY/1/1 Class I 291 1200 204 480 480 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 204, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

249 

Dilip Balaram Patil, 
Bharat Balaram Patil, 
Kunda Balaram Patil, 
Anusaya Balaram Patil 

Moho 51/1/3 Class I 293 400 205 160 160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 205, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

250 Shankar janu patil Moho 114/6/B Class II 562 1500 206 600 600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 206, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

251 Revubai Rama Kadav Moho 123/4 Class I 605 1000 207 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed., subject to change in Final 
Plot no. 207B, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

252 

Malati Balaram Kadav, 
Sangita Balaram Kadav, 
Saya Ankush Kadav, 
Nitin Ankush Kadav, 

Akshay Ankush Kadav, 
Vishal Ankush Kadav, 
Dhananjay Lahu Kadav 

Moho 123/3 Class I 604 800 213 320 320 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
location. 
Final Plot no. 214A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been-allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the ated; as recorded in Table B. 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
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per 7/12 
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FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

253 Shantaram Dhondu Patil Moho 128/7 Class II 647 1900 216 760 760 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 216, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

254 

Bhau Posha Mhatre, 

Lilabai Pundalik Kadav, 

Kanchan Hiraman Kadav, 

Jayram Ananta Mhatre, 

Pandurang Namdev Patil, 

Budhaji Rambhau Mhatre, 

Sunita Ganesh Ghongre, 

Dhanshree Maya Patil 

Moho 56/6/A (P) Class I 316 900 

255 
Baliram Dunkur Patil, 

Pundalik Dunkur Patil 
Moho 56/6/B (P) Class I 317 1500 

217 1589.18 1589.18 

They have not appeared for a hearing. Shri. 
Machhindra Jayram Mhatre, Smt. Lilabai 
Pundalik Kadav, smt. Vanita Pandurang 

Kadav, Smt. Kanchan Hiraman Kadav 

submitted representations on 26.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 
Shri. Kunal Krushna Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 15.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. Survey no. 56/6/A 
comprise of structures of Shri. Bhau Posha 
Mhatre and other 7 and survey no. 56/6/C 
comprises of house of Shri. Shantaram Patil. 
Therefore, they requested to grant separate 
final plot for their Gut no. 56/6/B. Also 
requested to grant the final plot of minimum 
60% area of their original land. 2.) The 
ownership details as per form -1, are 
incorrect/ needs an updation. The Survey No. 
56/6/B of village Moho were earlier in the 
combined owership of Shri. Baliram Dunkur 
Patil and Shri. Pundalik Dunkur Patil, 

however Shri. Pundalik Dunkur Patil has 
waived their right from the respective survey 
no. wide mutation entry no. 2555 thus the 
Final Plot No. 217 shall be only in the name 
of Shri. Baliram Dunkur Patil. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. | is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 4.) By 
considering the development of High Rise 
Building, concession in the marginal space 
shall be granted and for that the premium 

The owners of Gut no. 56/6/A submitted 
representation dated 08.09.2023 and 
notarised affidavit. It is stated that 
survey no. 56/6 has three hissas 56/6/A, 

56/6/B and 56/6/C. Their hissa no. 
56/6/A is situated along the west 
boundary of 56/6 and it is adjoining to 
gaothan. Their RCC residential houses 
are existing there for last 45 to 50 years. 
According they request to delete the said 
Sutvey no. 56/6/A from TPS- 6. 
In sanctioned draft TPS- 6, the said gut 
no. 56/6/A, adjoining to Moho Gaothan, 
was not included in the TPS area. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 
217A & 217B for Gut no. 56/6/B & 
56/6/C respectively, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 

the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 
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2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

256 Shantaram Dhondu Patil Moho 56/6/C! (P) Class II 318 2600 

shall not be charged. 
Joint Hearing of all the land holders of Gut 
no. 56/6/A, B.C was conducted on 08.09.23 
Submission in the hearing: 
1.) The measurement plan showing 
boundaries of three hissas in Gut no. 56/6 is 
not available with them. In general gut no. 
56/6/A is on the western boundary of Gut no. 
56/6 and there is 9 residential houses are 
existing since last 40 to 50 years. Gut no. 
56/6/B is situated between 56/6/A & 56/6/C 
and therein Poultry farm is existed. Gut no. 
56/6/C is on the eastern boundary of Gut no. 
56/6 and therein 2 houses are existed. 
2.) They requested to delete all their land 
from the TPS -6. 
They have not appeared for hearing and 
submitted representation dated on 
26.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) Their written 
consent were not taken to include their land 
in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA TPS is 
inconsistent with the law and against the 
interest of the people, therefore raised their 
objection to include them in the said scheme. 

257 Cemetery Moho 55 310 1300 219 520 520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 219, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

258 

Chandrabhaga Maruti Patil, 
Gajanan Maruti Patil, 
Vijay Maruti Patil, 
Dilip Maruti Patil, 
Naresh Maruti Patil, 

Shyam Maruti Patil, 
Gaurdian Mother 

Chandrabhaga Maruti Patil, 
Sugandha Maruti Patil 

Shivkar 90/1(P) Class II 113 2750 222 1100 1100 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 222, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

259 Budhaji Rambhau Mhatre Moho 89/1 Class I 476 4000 223 1600 1600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract, the area of 
Gut no. 89/1 is 2100 sq. mt. 
According, the layout of the scheme has 
been revised“for-planning requirement 
and revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 

a ee . 

223.88 shown in plan ‘no 4, has been 
f a ij sabe 4 \ 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
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FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, 

as recorded in Table B. 

260 Ragho Changa Patil Moho 89/5 Class I 482 2900 224 1160 1160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 224, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

261 

262 

Dinkar Tukaram Mhatre, 

Namdev Tukaram Mhatre, 
Janabai Maya Mhatre, 
Santosh Maya Mhatre, 

Raghunath Maya Mhatre, 
Jaydas Maya Mhatre, 

Kishori Kishor Gharat 

Moho 89/3/2 

Moho 89/4/1 
Class I 

479 1600 640 

480 2800 
225 

1120 
1760 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 
Final Plot no. 225, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

263 Shankar Kamlu Pathe Moho 90/1 Class II 484 4500 227 1800 1800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 227, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

264 
Sanjay Gajanan Patankar, 

Raghunath Chandar Gharat, 

Nitin Shashikant Povale 
Moho 89/6' 

265 
Sanjay Gajanan Patkar, 

Raghunath Chandar Gharat 
Moho 90/2/B 

266 

Sharad Mahadev Dhope, 

Sanjay Gajanan Patkar, 
Raghunath Chander Gharat, 

Sharad Mahadev Dhope 

Chikhale 140/3B 

Class I 

483 2000 800 

486 9450 3780 

36B 6700 

229, 
231 

2680 

7260 

Shri. Sanjay Gajanan Patkar appeared for a 
hearing on 12.05.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. They earlier requested 
CIDCO to grant a combined square-shaped 
final plot on a bigger road by amalgamating 
Final Plot No. 229 and 231. Also, requested 
to grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% 
area of their original land. 2.) The ownership 
details as per form -1 shall be grammatically 
corrected as Sanjay Gajanan Patkar. 3.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plots No. 229, 231 as shown in 

plan No. 4, have been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

op 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

267 

268 

Bamibai Posha Mhatre, 

Bhau Posha Mhatre, 

Yamibai Hiru Gadkari, 
Duklibai Govind Patil, 

Shakun Janardan Phadke, 
Soni Kundlik Patil, Chalabai 

Balaram Patil, Radhabai 
Hari Chaudhari, 

Chandubai Tukaram Tupe, 
Narendra Kisan Mhatre, 

Sharad Kisan Mhatre, Sunil 
Kisan Mhatre, Rukmini 

Gopinath Mhatre, Anil 

Gopinath Mhatre, 
Pramod Gopinath Mhatre, 
Vinod Gopinath Mhatre, 
Rupali Gopinath Mhatre, 
Deepali Gopinath Mhatre, 

Gaurdian Rukmini Gopinath 
Mhatre. 

Moho 71/2/1 

Moho 90/2/A 

Class II 

444 4200 

230 

1680 

485 1650 660 

2340 

Shri. Narendra alias Narayan Kisan Mhatre 
and Bhau Posha Mhatre appeared for a 
hearing on 21.06.2023 and 22.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) FSI of 2.5 shall be 
granted on their final plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) They shall 
be granted priority as Project Affected 
Persons for jobs in The Navi Mumbai 
International Airport Project. 6.) Their status 
as farmers shall be retained and they shall be 
granted compensation for the trees that 
existed therein. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, 
Final Plot No. 230, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

269 Gavkari Panch Inam Moho 91/1 Class II 487 9000 233 3600 3600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, 
Final Plot no. 233, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. It 
has been included in public/semi-public 
users. 

270 Maruti Pama Phadke Moho 100/3 Class I 491 3100 235 1240 1240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 235, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

271 Gana Govind Topale Shivkar 78/3 Class II 106 4660 236 1864 1864 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 236, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

272 

Vishvanath Pandurang Patil, 
Anjani Dhanaji Chorghe, 
Vaishali Santosh Mhatre, 

Pratik Tukaram Mhatre , 
Yuvraj Tukaram Mhatre, 

Moho 100/2 Class I 490 9100 237 3640 3640 

Shri. Vishvanath Pandurang Patil appeared 
for a hearing on 12.05.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
not accepted the location of the Final Plot in 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the fifal-plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the/érigirial land can not be considered. 

the sanctioned draft TPS. Their house exists Ré giding ‘FSI and TDR provisions, the eee 
¥ 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 4 5 6 
7 8 9 10 

sr. no. 3 Soloni Tukaram 
Mhatre's Guardian Father 

Tukaram Namdev Mhatre 

on the east side of the 8-meter wide existing 
road, adjoining Moho Lake, and therefore 

requested to grant them the final plot 
adjoining their house. Also, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 

FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 237, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Group Grampanchayat 
273 Chikhale Moho 135/0 Class I 675 3500 239 3500 3500 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The Gut No. 135/0 is a Government 
Land assigned to Group Grampanchayat 
Chikhale on certain conditions. 
Accordingly, Final Plot no. 239 is 
allotted to “Govt. of Maharashtra” and 
in their other rights it is mentioned that 
“given to Group Grampanchayat 
Chikhale on certain condition.” 

Final Plot no. 239, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area as recorded in Table B. 

274 Y. Vekant Reddy Moho 102/3/2 Class I 501 3650 241 1460 1460 

They appeared for a hearing on 08.08.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) As_ per 
sanctioned draft TPS they have been allotted 
the Final Plot no. 241 which is solely in the 
ownership of Shri. Yampalla Venkat Reddy 
and the Final Plot no. 243 which is in 
combined ownership of Shri. Namdeo Posha 
Mhatre and and Shri. Yampalila Venkat 
Reddy. Therefore, they requested to allot 
them the Final Plot by combining final plot 
no. 241 and their their share in final plot 
no.243. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 

to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 
considering the development of the High 

Gut no. 102/3/1 is Class II land & jointly 
owned by Namdeo Posha Mhatre and 
Yampalla Venkat Reddy. Gut no. 
102/3/2 is class I land and owned by 
Yampalla Venkat Reddy. Therefore, 

they request to amalgamate Gut no. 
102/3/2 & their share in Gut no. 102/3/1 
cannot be acceded. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession ip-t Q 

Ne 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

op 
No. 
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per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 § 6 8 9 10 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

275 
Vishnu Parshuram 

Chaudhari 
Shivkar 58/2 Class II 80 4200 242 1680 1680 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 242, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

276 
Namdev Posha Mhatre, 
Yampalla Venkat Reddy 

Moho 102/3/1 Class II 500 3700 243 1480 1480 

Shri. Yampalla Venkat Reddy appeared for a 
hearing on 08.08.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) As per 
sanctioned draft TPS they have been allotted 
the Final Plot no. 241 which is solely in the 
ownership of Shri. Yampalla Venkat Reddy 
and the Final Plot no. 243 which is in 
combined ownership of Shri. Namdeo Posha 
Mhatre and and Shri. Yampalia Venkat 
Reddy. Therefore, they requested to allot 
them the Final Plot by combining final plot 
no. 241 and their their share in final plot 
no.243. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 
to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Gut no. 102/3/1 is Class II land & jointly 
owned by Namdeo Posha Mhatre and 
Yampalla Venkat Reddy. Gut no. 
102/3/2 is class I land and owned by 
Yampalla Venkat Reddy. Therefore, 
they request to amalgamate Gut no. 
102/3/2 & their share in Gut no. 102/3/1 
cannot be acceded. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 243, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

277 
278 
279 
280 
281 
282 

283 

284 

Dunkur Tukaram Mhatre, 
Namdev Tukaram Mhatre. 
Chandrabhaga Shankar 

Mhatre, 

Chahu Shankar Mhatre 
Ram Shankar Mhatre, 

Joma Shankar Mhatre, 
Janabai Maya Mhatre, 
Santosh Maya Mhatre, 

Raghunath Maya Mhatre, 
Jaydas Maya Mhatre, 
Kishori Kishor Gharat 

2 

2 

Mcho 6/2/A Class I 154 3270 1308 
Moho 41/8 Class I 249 1200 480 
Moho 44/4 Class I 255 2100 840 
Moho 46/3 Class I 266 1800 720 
Moho 53/4 Class II 308 1600 640 
Mcho 89/3/1 Class I 478 1600 247 640 

Mcho 89/4/2 Class I 481 2400 960 

5588 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 247, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

285 
286 

Baliram Dundhya Mhatre 
Sudam Dundhya Mhatre, 
Kunda Aambo Mhatre, 

> Moho 89/2 
Moho 118/2/3 
Moho 125/1/B 

Class II 

477 2500 1000 
589 6000 248 2400 
617 4110 1644 

5044 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned-draft:scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final P. 00/248, as shown in plan no 

MET, ie 
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op aitaoe FP FP Amalgamated 
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No. Tenure 

Name of Owner Village | Survey No. of per 7/12 
Land No. hesibiia No. Area FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Kailas Aambo Mhatre, 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

Machhindra Aambo Mhatre, of the area as recorded in Table B. 

Sima Aambo Mhatre, 
Sarika Aambo Mhatre 

Final Plot no. 250, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. It has 
been included in public/semi-public 
users. 

Shri. Shankar Deul Vahi., 
287 Madhukar Ballal Joshi, Moho 62 ClassI | 355 3200 250 1280 1280 

Sudhir Ballal Joshi 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

In the sanctioned draft Scheme Gut No. 
56/7, Moho was owned by Sachin 

Chhajed and other five. Now as per 

updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 56/7 is 
subdivided into 56/7/A and 56/7/B. 
Therefore size of Final Plot no. 253 has 
been reduced and allotted for Gut no 
56/7/B. 
Also, in draft scheme Final Plot No. 257 
was granted inlieu of Gut no. 57/2 to 
Sachin Chhajed and other three. Now as 
per updated 7/12 extract, Sachin 
Chhajed and other three own both Gut 
no. 56/7/A and 57/2 and therefore 
combined final plot 257 has been alloted 
to them by increasing the size of 
proposed final plot no. 257 in the draft 
scheme. 
Final Plot no. 253, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

Sachin Nagraj Chhajed, 
Harshad Savjee Dhanani, 

Suresh Karsanbhai Jadav, 

Kailash Karsanbhai Jadav, 

Alice Francis, 

Sina Mathew 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
288 submitted any representation. Moho 56/7 ClassI | 319 4800 253 1920 1920 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor | revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 254, 

a Peaks iiGuayeWsigie nc a Classil' ]-St5 ial pe _ submitted any representation. as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 
As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 78/2 
& 75/1, Shivkar are now totally owned 
by M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
Director Narendra Hete. Therefore, Gut 

290 | BamaGanpatDhawale | Shivkar | 75/1 |Classu| 99 | 860 | 255 | 344 344 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor | no. 75/1 & 78/2 are clubbed together 
submitted any representation. with the t no. 413 in the 
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4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

291 

Sachin Nagraj Chhajed, 
Harshad Savjee Dhanani, 

Suresh Karsanbhai Jadav, 
Kailash Karsanbhai Jadav 

Moho 57/2 Class I 321 2600 257 1040 1040 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

In the sanctioned draft Scheme Gut No. 
56/7, Moho was owned by Sachin 
Chhajed and other five. Now as per 
updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 56/7 is 
subdivided into 56/7/A and 56/7/B. 
Now as per updated 7/12 extract, Sachin 
Chhajed and other three own both Gut 
no. 56/7/A and 57/2 and therefore 
combined final plot 257 has been alloted 
to them by increasing the size of 
proposed final plot no. 257 in the draft 
scheme. 
Final Plot no. 257, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

292 Dharma Kanya dhavale Shivkar 320/2 Class II 128 810 258 324 324 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 258, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 293 

294 

Muktabai Balaram Bhoir, 
Trimbak Balaram Bhoir, 

Raghunath Balaram Bhoir, 
Arun Balaram Bhoir, 

Gurunath Balaram Bhoir, 
Suman Baburao Patil, 

Madhuri Trimbak Gharat 

Moho 38/2 Class II 220 500 200 

Moho ST/AIA Class I 323 380 
259 

152 
352 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

In the sanctioned draft Scheme Gut No. 
38/2 and 57/4/A, Moho were owned by 
Muktaibai Balaram Bhoir and other six. 
Now as per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
38/2 is owned by Raghunath Balaram 
Bhoir and 57/4/A is owned by Arun 
Balaram Bhoir. Therefore, Proposed 
Final Plot no. 259 in draft scheme is 
subdivided and Final Plots no. 259A is 
allotted for Gut no. 57/4/A and 259B is 
allotted for 38/2. 
Final Plots no. 259A and 259B, as 
shown in plan no 4, have been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 

295 Aambo Gana Dhawale Moho 57/4/B Class I 324 420 260 168 168 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 260, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

296 

Anna Khanderao 
Gayakwad, 

Nitin Raosaheb Kolape, 
Pandurang Shankar 

Moho 56/4 Class II 314 2300 261 920 920 

Shri. Nitin Ravsaheb Kolpe appeared for a 
hearing on 16.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
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Padalkar, 

Prasad Pramod Shende, 

Rajkumar Dhanraj Jadhav, 
Rajesh Hanmant Popale, 
Varsha Satish Kalambe, 

Vinod Dattatrey Kale, 

Virudev Narayan Gorad, 

Shankar Popat Gayakwad, 
Shrutika Vikram Pawar, 

Suchita Ananda Khandekar, 

Sudhir Pandurang Kadam, 

Sanjay Anand Nanhe 

sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 

grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FS] of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 

premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details in form-1 are correct, 
however, the following grammatical 
corrections shall be done: i.) Anna 
Khanderao Gaikwad ii.) Nitin Ravsaheb 
Kolpe iii.) Birudev Narayan Gorad iv.) 
Shankar Popat Gaikwad v.) Shrutika Vikram 
Pawar 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 

regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to correction in the 
name of the owners, as per their request. 
Final Plot no. 261, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

297 

Aaditya Ambo Phadke, 

Baby Shalikgram Phadke, 
Subhash Shalikgram 

Phadke, 

Sujata Digambar 
Khandakale, 

Ganu Narayan Phadke, 

Bhagwan Narayan Phadke, 

Siddharth Narayan Phadke, 
Vasant Narayan Phadke, 
Ranjna Ram Jambhulkar, 

Laxmi Madan Patil 

Moho 113/1 Class I 545 7300 264 2920 2920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 264, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

298 Tukaram Kalu Bhoir Moho 61/1 Class II 350 3700 265 1480 1480 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation.. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 265, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted, subject to change in 

the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

299 

300 

Dasharath Ambo Patil, 

Ananta Ambo Patil, 

Subhash Ambo Patil 

Moho 61/4 

Moho 61/5 
Class II 

353 200 80 

354 6600 
267 

2640 
2720 

Shri. Dasharath Ambo Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 18.07.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 70% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot-of-a-minimum of 70% of 
the original land ¢an-not be considered. 
Rees SI and TDR provisions, the 
regufations are* already, proposed in 

2 
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2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 267, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

301 Valkya Gopal Phadke Moho 113/5 Class I 549 2300 270 920 920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 270, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

302 

Shri Jayprakash Denial, 
Shri Deepak Ganpat Koli, 

Shri Prakash Shridhar 
Tavde, 

Shri Raju Lalchandra Baye, 
Shri Vishvanath Lalchandra 

Baye 

Moho 121/1 

303 

Shri Deepak Ganpat Koli, 
Deepak Babu Mhatre, 
Prasad Hiraji Gharat, 

Suryakant Narayan 
Bhandari, 

Sankesh Bama Patil, 
Hemant Hiraji Patil 

Moho 124/2 

Class I 

594 900 360 

609 800 

271 

320 

680 

Shri. Deepak Ganpat Koli, Shri. Hemant 
Hiraji Patil, Shri. Prasad Hiraji Gharat 
appeared for a hearing on 16.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 271, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

304 Ram Shankar Mhatre Moho 121/6/A Class I 600 1850 272 740 740 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 272, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

305 

Dattatreya Balu Patil, 

Ganesh Balu Patil, 

Janabai Kashinath Bhopi, 
Sagunabai Sitaram Shelke, 
Ramdas Narayan Patil, 
Vasant Narayan Patil, 

Anandibai Narayan Patil, 
Rajaram Kalu Patil, 

Moho 122 Class I 603 13100 275 5240 5240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract a 
Final Plot-i0. 275, “ashown in plan no 
4, has been ‘allotted 46 he owner(s) and 
of thé/atea,‘as recordedn able B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Baliram Kalu Patil, 

Mathura Gajanan Patil, 
Dnyaneshwar Gajanan Patil, 

Balaram Gajanan Patil, 
Gulab Pundalik Fulore 

306 

Balkrushna Rama Patil, 

Madhukar Rama Patil, 

Ananta Rama Patil, 

Bebibai Tukaram Khutale, 

Tukaram Hari Patil, 
Sham Hari Patil. 

Moho 4/3 Class I 146 6900 276 2760 2760 

They have not appeared for a hearing. 
Shri. Shyam Hari Patil, Smt. Vanita Tukaram 
Patil, Shri. Mayur Tukaram Patil, Smt. 
Dhanashri Kiran Bhopi, Smt. Namrata 

Subhash Naik, Smt. Dharati Tukaram Patil, 

Shri. Balkrushna Rama Patil, Shri. Madhukar 

Rama Patil, Shri. Ananata Rama Patil, Smt. 

Bebibai Tukaram Patil submitted 
representation dated 03.07.2023. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 276 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
4/3 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract 

Final Plot no. 276, as shown in plan no. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

307 
Ramakrishna Eknath Kadav, 

Sachin Eknath Kadav, 
Shrikrishna Eknath Kadav 

Moho 50/3 Class I 287 3900 277 1560 1560 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 277, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

308 

Sadu Dagadu Patil, 

Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 

Bhaskar Tulsiram Patil, 
Bhanudas Tulsiram Patil 

Moho 50/1 

309 

Sadu Dagadu Patil, 

Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 

Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 

Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil 

Moho 51/1/2 

Class I 

285 4400 1760 

292 900 

278, 
207A 

360 

2120 

They appeared for a hearing on 15.06.23 and 
submitted their representation dated 
15.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 

be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plots No..278.& 207A, as shown 

in plan No4; have:heen-allotted to the 

owner(s) and ‘of the area,/as.recorded in 

Table B/ 

119 | Page



No. 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

(0) 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

310 

311 

Baburao Laxman Patil, 

Eknath Laxman Patil, 
Yamubai Dinkar Hared, 

Anantibai Jayram Bhagat, 
Barkibai Gangaram 

Dhavale, 

Jaya Lakshman Patil 

Moho 50/2 Class I 286 3800 1520 

Moho 59/4 Class II 338 530 
279 

212 
1732 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
Shri. Eknath Laxman Patil and Shri. Baburao 
Laxman Patil submitted representation dated 
03.07.2023. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 279 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
50/2 and adjoining lands. 

Their original land bearing Gut No. 50/2 
is Class I land and Gut No.59/4 is Class 
II land. Therefore the proposed Final 
Plot No. 279 has been divided and Final 
Plot No. 279A has been granted to Gut 
No. 50/2 and Final Plot No. 279B has 
been granted to 59/4. Also, as per 
updated 7/12 extracts the name of the 
owners have been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 279A and 279B, as 
shown in plan no. 4, has been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

312 

Sambhaji Laxman 
Ghorpade, 

Dnyaneshwar Sitaram 
Devkar 

Moho 124/5 Class I 612 2000 280 800 800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 280, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

313 Revubai Rama Kadav Moho 50/4 Class I 288 2000 281 800 800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract 

Final Plot no. 281, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

314 

Rukmini Pandurang Shelke, 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelke, 
Latifa Pandurang Shelke, 
Surekha Pandurang Shelke 

Moho 49/4 Class II 284 2400 282 960 960 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 282, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 315 

316 
Surekha Sudhir Kulkarni, 
Sukhiya Sudhir Kulkami 

Chikhale 136/3 

Chikhale 136/4 
Class I 

16 1800 720 

17 800 
283 

320 
1040 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

own in plan no 

confirmed. 

<ecdlo ees 4 i owner(s) and 

Final Plo 

4, has 
of th lassi sone fis B. 317 Moho 4/1 Class I 144 3600 284 1440 2200 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

319 

Gajanan Govind Patil, 

Kundalik Govind Patil, 
Sundarabai Motiram Bhopi, 

Janabai Shivaji Patil 

Moho 4/2 145 600 

Moho 45/2 258 1300 520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Now as per updated 7/12 extract the 
ownership has been changed as follows; 
1.) Gut no. 4/1 - Gajanan Govind Patil. 
2.) Gut no. 4/2 - Sundarabai Motiram 
Bhopi, Janabai Shivaji Patil. 3.) Gut no. 
45/2 - Kundalik Govind Patil. 
Therefore, Proposed Final Plot no. 284 

in the draft scheme has been subdivied 
and 1.) Final Plot no. 284A has been 

allotted for Gut ino. 4/1. 
2.) Final Plot no. 284B has been allotted 
for Gut no. 45/2. 
3.) Final Plot no. 284C has been allotted 
for Gut no. 4/2. 
Final Plots no. 284A, 284B, 284C as 
shown in plan no 4, have been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

320 
Baliram Dunkur Patil, 
Pundalik Dunkur Patil 

Moho o/h Class II 396 5500 285 2200 2200 

Shri. Kunal Krushna Pat appeared for a 
hearing on 15.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FS] of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be pennitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details as per form -1, are incorrect 
and need an updation. The Survey No. 7/1 of 
village Moho was earlier in the combined 
ownership of Shri. Baliram Dunkur Patil and 
Shri. Pundalik Dunkur Patil, however Shri. 
Pundalik Dunkur Patil has relinquished their 
rights from the respective survey no. wide 
mutation entry no. 2555 and _ therefore 
requested to grant Final Plot No. 202 in the 
name of Shri. Baliram Dunkur Patil. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

1.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
3/3 & 52/2 are now owned by Shri. 
Pundalik Dinkar Patil and therefore as 
per their request separate Final Plot no. 
202, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area 

as recorded in Table B. 

2.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
52/6, 53/3, 57/6, 7/1 are now owned by 
Shri. Baliram Patil and therefore 

i no. 285, as shown in 

E ces ci Na 

Table] “N B. 
3.) AS’ =at wpiied ee extract Gut no. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

3/4 is now owned by Janaradhan Nana 
More and Naresh Baburao Patil and 
therefore separate Final Plot no. 201A as 
shown in plan No. 4, has been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded 
in Table B. 
4.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut 
no.127/1/C_ is now owned by Jitendra 
Yugraj Jain, Mahavir Basantilal Surana, 
Vipul Kamal Parekh and therefore 
separate Final Plot no. 213, as shown in 
plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
Table B. 

321 
Raja Kalu Patil, 

Baliram Kalu Patil 
Moho 713 Class II 399 6100 286 2440 2440 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 286, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 322 

323 
Surdas Balaram Patil 

Moho 57/5 

Moho T2A 
Class I 

325 1100 440 

397 2020 
287 

808 
1248 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 287, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

324 Vishnu Hari Thosar Moho 6/2/C Class I 156 2420 288 968 968 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 288, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

325 Bhalchandra Balu Mhatre Moho 6/2/B Class I 155 2210 289 884 884 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 289, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 326 

327 

328 

Rajaram Ragho Patil, 
Maruti Ragho Patil, 

Harishchandra Ragho Patil, 
Gomibai Shalik Patil, 
Navnath Shailik Patil, 

Jija Shalik Patil, 
Sugandha Shalik Patil 

Moho 7/2B 
Moho 48/3 

Moho 73/2/D 
Class II 

398 4180 1672 
279 4100 1640 

422 3350 
291 

1340 
4652 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 291, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

329 
330 
331 

Mahadev Vina Kadav, 
Parshuram Vina Kadav 

Moho 2/3 (P) Class I 133 1015.71* 406.28 
Moho 48/1 Class I 276 7700 292 3080 
Moho 52/3 Class I 302 1900 760 

5246.28 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Their original land. bearing Gut No. 
48/1,52/3, 123/5 is Class I lands and Gut 
No/ 2/3 (P) & 52/$<4s\Class II lands. 

07] 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA 

Sr. 

No. 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

(0) 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

332 

333 

Moho 52/5 Class II 304 800 

Moho 123/5 Class I 606 1700 680 

Therefore, the proposed Final Plot No. 
292 has been divided and Final Plot No. 
292A has been granted to Gut No. 48/1, 
52/3 & 123/5 and Final Plot No. 292B 
has been granted to 2/3 (P) & 52/5 

Also, as per updated 7/12 extracts the 
name of the owners have been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 292A & 292B as shown 
in plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

334 
Vijay Sakharam Dange, 

Rajesh Shankarlal Kothari. 
Moho 47/3 Class I 271 4700 293 1880 1880 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 293, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

335 

Vasant Narayan Patil, 

Rajaram Kalu Patil, 

Baliram Kalu Patil, 

Dattatrey Balu Patil, 
Ganu Urf Ganesh Balu 

Patil, 

Janabai Kashinath Bhopi, 
Sagunabai Sitaram Shelke, 

Sulochana Ramdas Patil, 
Mohan Ramdas Patil, 

Yashwant Ramdas Patil, 
Bharat Ramdas Patil, 

Meenakshi Motiram 

Mhatre, Mathura Gajanan 

Patil, Dnyaneshwar Gajanan 
Patil, Balaram Gajanan 

Patil, Gulab Pundalik 

Fullore 

Moho 47/4 Class } 272 7800 294 3120 3120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 294, as shown in plan no 

4,has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

336 

337 

Umesh Bhagwan Patil, 

Ganesh Bhagwan Patil, 

Bhupesh Bhagwan Patil. 

Moho 47/2 

Moho 124/7 
Class I 

270 1700 680 

615 1300 
295 

520 
1200 

Shri. Yatin Sadashiv Tandel, Shri. Viraj 
Sandeep Mhatre, Shri. Shantanu Sandeep 

Mhatre appeared for a hearing on 17.05.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) Gut No. 47/2 and 
124/7 of Moho Village were owned by Shri. 
Umesh Bhagwan Patil and 2 others and in 
lieu of this land, Final Plot No. 295 has been 

proposed in the scheme. Now Gut No. 47/2 
has been purchased by Yatin Sadashiv 
Tandel and 2 others from Shri. Umesh Patil 
and 2 others wide registered purchased deed 
no. 2708 dated 3.3.2022 and accordingly, the 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the-contribution amount will 
be depided: in the 
con ssion- a 
re ia 

spaces, new 
proposed. 
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Sr. Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
N Tenure oP Area as 

_ Name of Owner Village | Survey No. of No. | Per 7/2 No. 
Land Records 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned Amalgamated Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 
Area FP Area 

e
n
 

2 3A 3B 4 5 8 9 10 
names have been changed in the 7/12 extract, 
therefore they requested to bifurcate Final 
Plot No. 295 and to grant separate final plots 
for Gut No. 47/2 and 124/7. Also requested 
to grant the final plot of a minimum 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

As per their request, Final Plot no. 295 
has been bifurcated. For Gut no. 47/2, 
Final Plot no. 295A has been granted 
and for Gut no. 124/7, Final plot no. 295 
B has been granted. Also as per their 
request and updated 7/12 extract, the 
name of owners have been changed. 

Final Plots No. 295 A & 295 B, as 
shown in plan No. 4, have been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

338 
Akshay Ashok Phadke, 
Devyani Ashok Phadke, 
Omkar Ashok Phadke 

Moho 47/1/2 Class I 269 2800 296 1120 1120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 296, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

339 

340 

Arun Namdev Phadke Moho AT/1V1 Class I 268 2700 297 1080 1080 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 297, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

341 
Sachin Dharma Joshi, 
Swapnil Dharma Joshi, 

Moho 48/2/B 

Moho 121/4 
Class I 

278 1290 516 

597 500 
298 

200 
716 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 298, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

342 

Maya Narayan Shelke, 
Nama Narayan Shelke, 
Eknath Narayan Shelke, 
Bharat Narayan Shelke, 
Ganesh Narayan Shelke, . 
Santosh Narayan Shelke, 
Laxmibai Rajendra Patil, 
Sangeeta Pundilak Phadke, 

Gita Nivrutti Karavkar, 
Mai Narayan Shelke. 

Moho 45/5 Class II 261 8000 301 3200 3200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight modification 
in shape and location. 
Final Plot no. 302, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

343 
344 

345 

Pandurang Sitaram Pathe, 
Bamubai Sitaram Pathe, 

Kusum Dharma, 

Sitabai Sitaram Pathe 

Moho 45/6 Class I 262 4000 1600 
Moho TA/3 Class II 427 2700 1080 

Moho 76/1 Class I 438 300 
302 

120 
2800 ‘Submission in hearing: 1.) The said NAINA 

Shri. Pandurang Sitaram Pathe appeared for a 
hearing on 16.06.2023. 

TPS is inconsistent with the law and ay 

In the. sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 302-has: sheen granted in part of 

the interest of the people, therefore raise 



HEME NAINA NO. 6 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Tenure oP Area as FP FP 

Name of Owner Village | Survey No. | of No. | Per 7/42 Amalgamated 
Land Records No. Area FP Area 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
their objection to include them in the said | The layout of the scheme has been 
scheme. revised for planning requirements and 

revised Final Plot no. 301 has been 
allotted to them. 
Their original land bearing Gut No. 
45/6, 76/1 is Class I lands and Gut No. 
74/3 is Class II land thus Final Plot no. 
301 has been divided and Final Plot No. 
301A has been granted to Gut No. 74/3 
and Final Plot No. 301B has been 
granted to 45/6, 76/1 . Also, as per 
updated 7/12 extracts the name of the 
owners have been corrected. 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

Final Plot no. 301A and 301B, as shown 

in plan no. 4, has been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 303, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Kisan Dharma Patil, 

Alka Maruti Bhalekar, 
Kamal Sakharam Patil, 

Suman Namdev Dhawale, 

Rakesh Prakash Patil, 

Dinesh Prakash Patil 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
346 submitted any representation.. 

Moho 47/5/A ClassI | 273 1450 303 580 580 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 304, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 305, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

349 Moho 44/1 252 3000 1200 The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

350 Moho 44/2 253 1900 760 confirmed. 

351 Moho 59/3 337 2400 960 Final Plot no. 306, as shown in plan no 

Ganu Balu Patil Class I 306 4240 4, has been allotted, subject to change in 

352 Moho 119/2 591 | 3300 1320 ers as per the updated 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
347 Ganesh Kana Pathe Moho 46/1/A ClassI | 263 2900 304 1160 1160 : : 

submitted any representation. 

Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, Moho 46/1/B Class | 264 2500 305 1000 1000 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
ame Balaram Kaluram Pathe submitted any representation. 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

22 Moke ane a Mei coal They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

354, | SGomnGomnsREe foun m4 | S488) 447 | 2500 | 397 | 1000 1640 | eubmitied any representation. | 
indl Plot’no.\307/ aS shown in plan no 

- 7 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

(0) 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 
8 9 10 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

355, 
Laxmibai Shyamrao Ghure, 
Lata Chandrakant Undage 

Moho 44/5 Class I 256 2300 308 920 920 

They have submitted their representation on 
08.05.23, 
Submission: 1.) Mrs. Lata Chandrakant 
Undage Stated that she owns lands at five 
different locations in village Moho in joint 
ownership with others. However, they have 
been granted Final Plot no. 99, 
112,127,308,335 at various locations. 
Therefore, they requested to allot them the 
combined final plot on a road of larger width 
for better planning and for consumption of 
FSI. 2.) In the calculation of betterment 
charges, the commercial exploitation of plots 
available to NAINA and income to be 
generated against that is not taken into 
consideration, therefore requested to give a 
setback of income to be generated against 
these commercial plots. 3.) In the case of TPS 
planning, the land area of 40% is adequate for 
common amenities, and the balance of 60% 
land is to be handed over back to the owner. 
Thereafter All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and Ravindra 
Ghure has submitted notariesed consent for 
considering their original land parcels in joint 
ownership and to provide them a single Final 
Plot. 

All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and 
Ravindra Ghure has submitted notarised 
consent for considering their original 
land parcels in joint ownership and to 
provide them a single Final Plot. 
Accordingly, single Final Plot No. 127 
has been granted for their original lands 
bearing 100/4, 102/1A, 1B, 1C, 1E, 1F, 
129/3, 130/2, 130/3, 130/7, 131/1, 
131/6, and 44/5 (FP No. 112, 127 and 
308 in the draft sanctioned scheme.) 
Their original land bearing no. 128/4 is 
co-owned by Shri. Narayan Patil and 
therefore its final plot no. 99 is retained. 
Also, original land bearing 59/6 is co- 
owned by Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal & 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal and therefore 
its final plot no. 335 is retained. 
Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
Final Plot no. 127 has been allotted as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

356 

Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 
Yashwant Rambhau Kadav, 
Janardan Tukaram Ghogare, 

Dilip Tukaram Ghogre, 
Sunita Ganu Ghogare, 
Suraj Ganu Ghogare, 

Swapnil Ganu Ghogare, 
Guardian Mother Sunita 

Ganu Ghogare, 

Moho 41/4 Class I 245 4700 309 1880 1880 

Shri. Janardan Tukaram Ghogare appeared 
for a __ hearing on 23.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) They requested to 
allow the consumption of 3.00 FSI on their 
final plot and if some area remains unutilized 
avail them TDR in lieu of the same. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the'marginal spaces, new 
regulation has”) been _ proposed. 

i _ 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
Ny rv 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Sr. 

eo Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) They have 
their home (wada) and trees in their place for 

which they requested to give compensation. 
Also, requested for Project Affected People 
certificate. ; 
Submission in Representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 309, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

357 Nirabai Antan Kadav Moho 41/5 Class II 246 1100 311 440 440 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 117, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted, 

subject to change in the name of owners 
as per the updated 7/12 extract and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

Asmita Sanjay Kankariya, 
258 Devidas Anant Bhujbal 

Moho 41/7 Class I 248 2200 880 880 

Shri. Devidas Anant Bhujbal and Shri. 
Sanjay Kankariya on behalf of Asmita Sanjay 
Kankariya appeared for hearing on 22.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
not accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. They claimed that 
an unauthorized building existed in the 
allotted Final Plot No. 312 and therefore 
requested to either demolish the said building 
or they shall be granted a corner final plot at 
the place of Final Plot 311. Also requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 314, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

VAN 

Dattatreya Ghutya Shinde, 
359 Radhabai Ghutya Shinde, 

Janardan Gana Shinde, 

Moho 41/6 Class I 247 1100 313 440 440 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

e proposal is re 

in plan no 
3) 

ne jot 
]* 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
Maina Jagannath Thakur, 
Mukta Chander Shinde, 
Manjula Chander Shinde, 

Sarika Chander Shinde 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

360 Arvind Omprakash Agarwal Chikhale 129/2B(P) Class I 1780 315A 712 712 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract and 
mutation entry no. 3300, the area of 
Owner in Gut no. 129/2/B is 2100 sq. 
mt. 

Accordingly, the layout of the scheme 
has been revised and revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 315, as 
shown in plan no 4, has been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

361 Eknath Ramdas Patil Moho 49/3 Class I 283 2100 316 840 840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 316, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

362 

Rama Tukaram Patil, 
Shrikant Ramakant Rasal, 
Shrikrushna Ramakant 

Rasal 

Moho 49/2 Class I 282 3000 317 1200 1200 

Shri. Dattatreya Rama Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 23.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot. 2.) 
They requested to allow the consumption of 
3.00 FSI on their final plot and if some area 
remains unutilized avail them TDR in lieu of 
the same. 3.) Gut No. 49/2 of Village Moho 
was partially owned by Shri. Rama Tukaram 
Patil. After his demise, his share in Gut no. 
49/2 was transferred to Shri. Dattatreya Rama 
Patil and accordingly they requested to 
incorporate the name of Shri. Dattatreya 
Rama Patil in the ownership record of Final 
Plot no. 317. 3.) The contribution amount as 
per form no. 1 is not accepted and shall be 
waived. 4.) By considering the development 
of the High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 5.) 
Compensation for stable and trees situated in 
their plot shall be granted and also provide 
them a Project Affected Person certificate. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 317, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted, subject to change in 
the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

VAC 
363 Prakash Nathuram Mhatre Moho 49/1 Class I 281 6900 318 2760 2760 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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RY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

364 

Geeta Chandrakant Kakade, 

Geeta Yadav, 

Nisha Shahu, 

Bhawna Sharma, 

Sarla Gehlavat, 

Swati Gupta 

Moho 46/4 Class II 267 1800 319 720 720 

They appeared for a hearing on 24.05.23 and 
submitted representation on 17.05.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to allot 
them the final Plot on the road of 27M 
frontage, in place of Final Plot No. 305. Also 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
60% area of their original land. 2.) The 
ownership as per form -1, is incorrect and 
needs an updation as follows: i.) Gita Yadav 
ii.) Nisha Sahu iii.) Bhavna Sharma iv.) Sarla 
Gahlawat v.) Geeta Chandrakant Kakade vi.) 

Swati Gupta. 3.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 

to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
They have submitted a representation dated 
on 17.05.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) The 
Original Plot is close to 27M road thus allot 
Final Plot close to it. 2.) While estimating the 
value of original Plots the value of trees, bore 

wells and other are negelected and shall be 
considered. 

In the sanctioned draft TPS, final plot 
no.319 has been granted on 20.0 mt. 
wide layout road. Considering the area 
of reservations and amenities in TPS-6, 
the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% of the original land 
can not be considered. Regarding FSI 
and TDR provisions, the regulations are 
already proposed in SDCR for TPS-6. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. For concession in the marginal 
spaces, new regulation has been 
proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to correction in the 
name of the owners, as per their request. 
Final Plot No. 318, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

365 Shruti Manik Rathod Moho 121/6/B Class I 601 1360 320 544 544 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 320, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

366 

Vijay Sakharam Dange, 
Savita Chandrashekhar 

Burse, 

Santosh Prabhakarrav 
Didore, 

Sandeep Narayan Gavade 

Moho 58/3 Class I 331 3800 321 1520 1520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The shape of the Final Plot no. 321 has 
been slightly modified and regular shape 
has geben, allotted. 
Final SuG.-3214,a$shown in plan no 
4, allotted texthe owner(s) and 
oft area, ‘as fecorded:in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA _No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 5 6 8 9 10 

367 Smt. Pankaja Abhay Sanap Moho 65/2' Class I 364 500 321A 200 200 

Shri. Chandrakant Shankar Dhatrak appeared 
for a hearing on 22.05.2023 on behalf of 
Shrimati. Pankaja § Abhay Sanap. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
They submitted a representation dated 
22.05.2023, 
Submission in representation: 1.) The final 
plot allotted shall at least be 50% area of the 
Original Plot, also the contribution amount 
from land owners is not acceptable as they are 
granting 60% of the land ownership. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been _ proposed. 
As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
60/6, Moho is also owned by Pankaja 
Abhay Sanap. Therefore, the said Gut 
no. 65/2 and 60/6 are clubbed together 
and combined final plot no. 342B has 
been allotted on 20 Mt. wide layout 
road. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 
342B as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, 
as recorded in Table B. 

368 Mahendra Motilal Banthiya Moho 41/2 Class I 243 1100 323A 440 440 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in final 
plot no. as 323B. 
Final Plot No. 323A, as shown in plan 
no 4, has been allotted, subject to change 
in the name of owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

369 

Ganesh Chindhu Thakur, 
Vithabai Rama Vishe, 

Kalpana Dattatray Dokale, 
Sakhubai Baban Shinde, 
Anand Baban Shinde 

Moho 58/1 Class II 329 1100 323 440 440 

Shri. Bhavesh Dilip Patil on behalf of 
Sunanda D. Patil, Shri. Anil Janardan Shelke 
on behalf of Sadhana A. Shelke and Shri. 
Pramod Bhagvan Patil on behalf of Payal P. 
Patil appeared for a hearing on 18.05.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decid fee a scheme. For 
concess kK én a” Ral spaces, new 

hee proposed. 

unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 

a



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner 
Tenure 

Survey No. of be 
Land 

Village 
Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details as per form -1, are incorrect 
and need an updation. Survey no. 58/1 has 
been purchased from Ganesh Thakur and 4 
others by Smt. Sunanda Dilip Patil, Smt. 

Sadhana Anil Shelke, Smt. Payal Pramod 

Patil through a registered sale deed no. 
7303/2020, dated on 16/10/2020. Requesting 
to update the same in form 1. 

confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated W'12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 323B, as shown in plan 

No. 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) 

and of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

370 

Sheikh Ibrahim Hasan, 

Sheikh Abdul Qasam, 
Sheikh Amina Yunus, 

Sheikh Sharifa Adam, 
Sheikh Khatija Alladin, 

Sheikh Jaina Ajit, 
Sheikh Nura Kasam, 
Sheikh Shaida Gulam, 
Sheikh Siraj Gulam, 

Sheikh Roshni Gulam 

Shivkar 61/2 Class II 84 4730 324 1892 1892 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 324, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

371 

372 
Vasant Narayan Patil 

Moho 58/2 330 1400 560 

Class I 
Moho 59/2 336 3400 

325 
1360 

1920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 325, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

373 

Dattatrey Damodar Patankar 

Devram Bhikaji Doke, 

Shrikant Shankar Rahate, 

Vilas Sandipan Chauhan, 
Mohmmad Umar 

Mohammad Irfan Monaria, 

Mohammad Saad 
Mohammad Irfan Monaria, 

Ukej Resort Pvt. Ltd. 

Chikhale | 135/1(P) | Class I 11 

374 

Bama Gotiram Mhatre, 

Krushna Gotiram Mhatre, 
Tulshiram Gotiram Mhatre, 
Eknath Gotiram Mhatre, 

Harishchandra Gotiram 
Mhatre, 

Chikhale | 135/2(P) | Class | 12 

15440* 326 6176 6176 

Shri. Dattatreya Damodar Patankar. appeared 
for a hearing on 21.07.23 and submitted 
representation dated 09.10.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They do not 

accept the sanctioned draft TPS and therefore 
requested not to include their Original Plot 
no. 11 & 12 in the NAINA Scheme as well as 
Town Planning Scheme no. 6. 
Submission in representation: Survey No. 
135 Village Chikhale was owned by Smt. 
Shantabai Patankar and Smt. Janabai Mhatre 
through independent 7/12 extract. Out of that 
8750 sq. m. land was acquired in 15.10.1987 
for Panvel By-Pass, however as the 
bifurcation of survey no. was not happened 
both the owners had taken the compensation 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

r the total area 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Tenure Area as OP FP FP Amalgamated Survey No. of No. | Ber 7/2 No. Area FP Area 3 Records 

Name of Owner Village 
Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Changubai Dharma Patil, 
Maibai Narayan Phadke 

amount in equal share. Thereafter, hissa 
measurement of the said survey no. 135 was 
done on 29.05.2023 and accordingly separate 
7/12 extract of 135/1 and 135/2 are formed. 
Accordingly, Survey no. 135/2 is totally 
acquired for Panvel By-Pass. 

Shri. Dnyaneshwar Eknath Mhatre and Shri. 
Ganesh Tulshiram Mhatre appeared for a 
hearing on 20.06.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, however, requested to 
allot a separate plot for Survey No. 135/2. 
Also requested to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% area of their original land. 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
ownership details as per form -1, are incorrect 
and need an updation. After the demise of 
Shri. Harishchandra Gotiram Mhatre, his heir 
Shri. Bama Gotiram Mhatre, Shri. Eknath 
Gotiram Mhatre and Shri. Tulshiram Gotiram 
Mhatre became the owner of the said land and 
via mutation entry no. 3508, 3509, 3510, and 
3606, the 7/12 extract has been updated. 
Accordingly requested to update the same in 
form 1. 4.) The contribution amount as per 
form no. 1 is not accepted and shall be 
waived. 5.) By considering the development 
of the High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 
Shri. Krushna Gotiram Mhatre submitted 
their representation on 20.06.2023. 
Submission in representation: 1.) The 
survey no. 135 of village Moho is separated 
by hissa no. and separate 7/12 extracts of it 
are available, requesting to grant a separate 
final plot for their survey no. 
Shri. Devram Bhikaji Doke and Shri. 
Shrikant Shankar Rahate appeared for a 
hearing on 19.06.23. 

occupation of Executive Engineer Road 
development department. The total area 
of Gut no. 135/2 is 5,000 sq. mt. Also, as 
per Notification dated 15/2/2021 of 
Public Works Department, Government 
of Maharashtra, 1380 sq. mt. and 8750 
sq. mt. out of Gut no. 135 of Chikhale 
Village are delcared as highway. 
Accordingly, the total net area of 135/1 
and 135/2, retained with the owner is 
13,370 sq. mt. Shri. Patankar submitted 
that Smt. Shantabai Patankar and Smt. 
Janabai Mbhatre had taken the 
compensation amount of Panvel Bye- 
Pass (8750 sq. m) in equal share. 
Therefore, the said acquistion area is 
equally deducted from both Gut no. 
135/1 and 135/2, and accordingly the 
final plots are allotted as under. 
Gut no. - Area - Area under Bye- pass 
- Remaining. Area - FP no. - FP Area 
135/1 - 17120 - 4375 (50% of 8750) - 
12745 - 326B - 5098 
135/2 - 5000 - 4375 (50% of 8750) - 625 
- 326A - 250 

Final Plot No. 326A & 326B, as shown 
in plan No. 4, have been allotted, subject 
to change in the name of owners as per 
the updated 7/12 extract and of the area, 
as recorded in Table B. 
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| SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 

No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) The contribution 
amount as per form no. 1 is not accepted and 
shall be waived. 3.) By considering the 
development of the High Rise Building, 
concession in the marginal space shall be 
granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 

375 Amol Arvindrao Joshi Moho 39/5 Class I 231 2400 328 960 960 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 328, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

376 Sukhdev Namdev Chavan Moho 39/7 Class I 233 1000 329 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 329, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

377 

378 

Dynamic Developers Tarfe 
Partner 

Fakri A Hasamwaala, 

Ismail Javed Patel, 

Javed Mustafa Patel 

Moho 39/6 232 2300 920 

Moho 59/1 
Class I 

335 3200 
330 

1280 
2200 

They appeared for a hearing on 12.06.2023. 
Submission during the hearing: 1.) They 
have accepted the location of the Final Plot in 
the sanctioned draft TPS. However, 

requested to grant the final plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. | is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot No. 330, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
379 

380 
Ramesh Charya Sonawane 

Moho 39/8 

Moho 60/4 
Class II 

234 1600 640 

345 900 
331 

360 
1000 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per draft sanction scheme Gut no. 
39/8, 60/4 & 60/5 were owned by 

Ramesh Sonawane and inlieu of that 
final plot no. 33k were proposed. 

a allt 



Sr. Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP Amalgamated 
Area FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

1 , 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 i 8 9 10 
allotted and the name of the owners have 
been changed. 

Final Plot no. 331, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Anesh Ganu Dhawale, 
om Meenakshi Anesh Dhawale 

Shivkar 62 Class I 85 1490 333 596 596 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight modification 
in the shape. 
Final Plot no. 333, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

382 Khandu Kanu Mhatre Moho 59/5 Class II 339 3800 334 1520 1520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 334, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal, 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, 
Ambadas Dattatreya Shinde, 
Madhuri Arvind Shinde. 

383 Moho 59/6 Class I 340 2400 335 960 960 

They have submitted their representation on 
08.05.23, 
Submission: 1.) Mrs. Lata Chandrakant 
Undage Stated that she owns lands at five 
different locations in village Moho in joint 
ownership with others. However, they have 
been granted Final Plot no. 99, 
112,127,308,335 at various locations. 
Therefore, they requested to allot them the 
combined final plot on a road of larger width 
for better planning and for consumption of 
FSI. 2.) In the calculation of betterment 
charges, the commercial exploitation of plots 
available to NAINA and income to be 
generated against that is not taken into 
consideration, therefore requested to give a 
setback of income to be generated against 
these commercial plots. 3.) In the case of TPS 
planning, the land area of 40% is adequate for 
common amenities, and the balance of 60% 
land is to be handed over back to the owner. 
Thereafter All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and Ravindra 
Ghure has submitted notariesed consent for 
considering their original land parcels in joint 
ownership and to provide them a single Final 
Plot. 

All the partners of M/s Rainbow 
Developers, Ambadas Shinde, Madhuri 
Arvind Shinde, Lata Undage and 
Ravindra’ Ghure has _— submitted 
notariesed consent for considering their 
original land parcels in joint ownership 
and to provide them a single Final Plot. 
Accordingly, single Final Plot No. 127 
has been granted for their original lands 
bearing 100/4, 102/1A, 1B, 1C, 1E, 1F, 
129/3, 130/2, 130/3, 130/7, 131/1, 
131/6, and 44/5 (FP No. 112, 127 and 
308 in the draft sanctioned scheme.) 
Their original land bearing no. 128/4 is 
co-owned by Shri. Narayan Patil and 
therefore its final plot no. 99 is retained. 
Also, original land bearing 59/6 is co- 
owned by Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal & 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal and therefore 
its final plot no. 335 is retained. 
Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount~will: beidecided in the final 
scheme. \ 
Find Plot n6435 hag tNen allotted as 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 

of the area as recorded in Table B. 

384 Ramesh Charya Sonawane Moho 60/5 Class IH 346 800 336 320 320 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per draft sanction scheme Gut no. 
39/8, 60/4 & 60/5 were owned by 
Ramesh Sonawane and inlieu of that 
final plot no. 331 & 336 were proposed. 
As per updated 7/12 extract the 
owneship of the all these lands are 
transferred in their heirs and therefore a 
combined final plot no. 331 has been 
allotted and the name of the owners have 
been changed. 
Final Plot no. 331, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

385 

386 

Chikhale 146/1/A 

Dattatrey Damodar Patankar Chikhale 
146/1/B 

Class I 

49 4100 1640 

50 4200 
337 

1680 
3320 

They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They do not 
accept the sanctioned draft TPS, requesting to 
not include their original Plot no. 49 and 50 
in the NAINA Scheme as well as Town 
Planning Scheme no. 6. 

In the sanctioned Development Plan of 
NAINA, their original lands bearing Gut 
no. 146/1/A and 146/1/B in Chikhale are 
under reservation of Growth Centre and 
therefore they have been given final plot 
no 337 in Moho, fronting on 20.0 mt. 
wide layout road. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 337, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

387 
Nandkumar Eknath 

Mumbaikar Moho 60/3/1 Class I 343 400 338 160 160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 336, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

388 

389 

Baba Mahadu Chaudhari, Shivkar 5 Class I 1720 688 
Yamuna Aatmaram Patil, 

Chandrabhaga Kundlik 
Chaudhari,Arun Kundlik 
Chaudhari, Premnath 

Kundlik Chaudhari, Sachin 
Kundlik Chaudhari, 

Manisha Kundlik 

Chaudhari, Somnath 
Kundlik Chaudhari, Bandu 

Parshuram Chaudhari, 

Vishnu Parshuram 
Chaudhari, Sushila 

Shivkar 57 Class II 6120 
339 

2448 
3136 

Shri. Jaydas Babu Chaudhari on behalf of 
Shri. Babu Mahadu Chaudhary submitted 
representation dated 23.02.2023. 
Submission in representation: 1.) In their 

survey no. 45/0 and 57 of village Shivkar, 
they have their Grampanchayat assessed 
house no 15 and therefore requested to grant 
them the final plot in the vicinity of their 
house. 

In the sanctioned Development Plan of 
NAINA, their original lands bearing Gut 
no. 45 in Shivkar are under reservation 
of City Park and therefore they have 
been given final plot no 339 in Moho, 
fronting on 20.0 mt. wide layout road. 
Their original land bearing Gut No. 45 is 
Class I a ea = No. 57 is Class II 

he proposed Final Plot 
Med and Final Plot 

anted to Gut No. 
339B has been 
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Sr. Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Tenure Area as No. ; Op FP FP Amalgamated Name of Owner Village | Survey No. of No. | Per 72 No. ‘Aves 
Land Records pes 

1 2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned Draft TPS 06 posite of Arbitrator 

10 
Ramchandra Mundhe, 

Vishwanath Hasuram Patil, 
Rupesh Hasuram Patil, 
Tulshibai Raghunath 
Chaudhari, Maruti 

Raghunath Chaudhari, 
Hanuman Raghunath 
Chaudhari, Sakharam 
Raghunath Chaudhari, 
Kalpna Santosh Patil, 

Darshan Kashinath Patil, 
Archana Kashinath Patil, 
Prakash Pandurang Patil, 
Suresh Pandurang Patil, 
Harshal Kashinath Patil, 

Parvati Ramchandra Patil, 
Ramesh Pandurang Patil 

extracts the name of the owners have 
been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 339A & 339B as shown 
in plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

390 Dhau Ambo Mhaskar Moho 61/3 Class I 352 1400 340 560 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight modification 
in shape. 
Final Plot no. 340, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

391 

392 

Dilip Balaram Gonbare, 
Kiran Tukaram Bhoir 

Moho 61/2 Class I 351 1700 341 680 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 343, as 
shown in plan no 4, has been allotted to 
the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

393 
394 
395 
396 

397 

Moho Garden 

Co.Op.Hou.Soc. tarfe Chief 
Promotor MLK. Fransis 

Moho 57/3 
Moho 57/7 
Moho 58/4 
Moho 58/6 
Moho 60/1 

Moho 60/6' 

Class I 

322 800 320 
327 600 240 
332 1400 560 
334 3400 1360 
341 1000 400 

347 1000 

343 

400 

Shri. Santosh Namdeo Thombare, Shri. 
Navnath Rangnath Shendage, Shri. Kunal 
Navnath Shendage appeared for a hearing on 
18.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) The survey no. 
58/4, 58/6, and 60/1 of village Moho, were 
purchased by Shri. Santosh Namdeo 
Thombare and 7 others, Shri. Navnath 
Rangnath Shendage and 14 others and Shri. 
Kunal Navnath Shendage and 6 others. 
Therefore requested to allot the separate final 
plot for their survey no. and update the 
ownership details in form - 1. Also requested 
to grant the final plot of a minimum 60% area 
of their original land. 2) Allow them to utilize 
the FSI of 2.5 on their final plot. 2.) The 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

58/4, EGS bw owbned by 
fan dsh-Namde oThombare and 7 

contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not bse { Sh * Navnath Rangnath 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B § 6 
7 8 9 10 

accepted and shall be waived off. 3.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Shendage and 14 others and Shri. Kunal 
Navnath Shendage and 6 others and 
therefore as per their request separate 
Final Plot no. 311 has been allotted to 
them. 
2.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
57/3 is now owned by Pankaja Abhay 
Sanap & Samrudhi Shekhar Bhujbal and 
therefore as per their request separate 
Final Plot no. 342A has been allotted to 
them. 
3.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
57/7 is now owned by Samrudhi 
Shekhar Bhujbal therefore separate 
Final Plot no. 342C has been allotted to 
them. 
4.) As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
60/6 & 65/2 is now owned by Pankaja 
Abhay Sanap and therefore combined 
Final Plot no. 342B has been allotted to 
them. 

398 
Rajani Jagdip Sehgal, 
Ankita Jagdip Sehgal. 

Moho 31/2 Class I 183 13700 
344, 
467 5480 5480 

Ms. Ankita Jagdip Sehgal appeared for a 
hearing on 20.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Shri. Bharat Jadhav, Corporator, Navi 
Mumbai Mahanagar Palika wide letter no. 
dated  002/2021/559/E-217076, — dated 
08.01.2021 submitted representation that 
Shrimati. Rajani Sehegal and Shrimati. 
Ankita Sehegal wide mutation entry no. 179, 
captured Goverment's Guruchan Land 
bearing survey no. 31/2. Area 13700 sq. m. 
and inlieu of that CIDCO has proposed to 

Shri. Bharat Jadhav has not submitted 
any supporting document and therefore, 

wide letter no. OdIGAXal- 

G/MAMTURU/ROR3/4O3 dated 
19.10.2023, he was requested to submit 
the copy of mutation entry no. 179. As 
per updated 7/12 extract, Rajani Jagdip 
Sehegal and Ankita Jagdip Sehegal are 
the occupant of the gut no. 31/2, Moho 
Village. Also as per mutation entry no. 
2126 mentioned in the 7/12 extract, Gut 

no. 31/2 & 43, Moho were purchased by 
Rajani Jagdip Sehegal and Ankita 
Jagdip Sehegal from Baburao Parekh. 
Also, mutation entry no. 179 is not 

mentioned in the 7/12 extract of Gut no. 
31/2. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 

The objection 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

op 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator ’ 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 
allot them Final Plot no. 344 and 467, total 
area 5480 sq. m. Therefore they request to 
enquire and cancel the plot allotted to 
Sehegal. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in Final 
Plot no. 
Final Plots No. 344A & 467, as shown 
in plan No. 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

399 
Shri Darshan Laxman 

Shelke 
Moho 43 Class I 251 500 344A 200 200 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 344B, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 400 Gurucharan Shivkar 68 

401 Gurucharan Shivkar 294(P) 

92 1900 760 

118 28780* 
345, 
385 11512 

12272 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot nos. 345 & 385, as shown in 
plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

402 
Rohankumar Shankar 

Mhatre 
Moho 38/5 Class I 225 1400 346 560 560 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot no. 346, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

403 Suman Gangaram Mate Shivkar 26/4 Class I 53 1900 347 760 760 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot no. 347, as shown in plan no 
4,has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

404 

Abdul Rahman Sheikh Ali 
Sheikh, 

Abdul Karim Sheikh Ali 
Sheikh, 

Dastgir Sheikh Ali Sheikh, 
Yusuf Sheikh Ali Sheikh, 
Hazira Sheikh Ali Sheikh, 
Jaibbunissa Sheikh Ali 

Sheikh, 
Amina Abbas Sheikh, 
Mojim Abbas Sheikh, 
Hamida Abbas Sheikh, 

Roshan Samasuddin Sheikh, 

Shivkar 73 Class II 97 4480 348 1792 1792 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 348, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 

Faimeeda Akbar Sheikh 

405 Ketaki Rahul Anvikar Moho 66/1/C Class I 376 650 349 260 260 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot no. 349, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

406 Meenakshi Anesh Dhawale Shivkar 60 Class I 82 4380 350 1752 1752 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme have been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
lieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 451 as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

area, as recorded in Table B. 

407 

408 

Sarala Ramchandra 
Sadavarte, 

Rahul Praksah Sadavarte, 
Gaurav Prakash Sadavarte, 

Kanchanmala Prakash 

Sadavarte, 

Rupa Prakash Sadavarte, 

Chandrakala Prakash 

Sadavarte 

Moho 65/7 

Moho 66/4 
Class I 

369 200 80 

379 500 
351 

200 
280 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation.n. 

As per latest 7/12 extract, In the other 
rights column of the Gut no. 66/4 name 
of Ganpat Rama Jadhav is mentioned as 
protected tenant and therefore Final Plot 
no. 351 B has been alloted for Gut no. 
66/4 and for Gut no. 65/7 Final Plot no. 
351A has been allotted. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirment and 
Final Plot no. 351A & 351B, as shown 

in plan no 4, has been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 

Table B. 

409 

410 

Balkrishna Balaram Patil, 
Dhulaji Balaram Patil, 
Sadanand Balaram Patil 

Shivkar 

Shivkar 79/2 
Class II 

87 3240 1296 

108 6580 
352 

2632 
3928 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract the 
ownership has been changed. 
The layout of the scheme have been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
lieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 352 as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

area, as recorded in Table B. 

411 
Sidhika Shekhar Bhujbal, 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal 

Moho 41/3 

412 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, 
Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal 

Moho 4T/SIC 

413 Sidhika Shekhar Bhujbal Moho 56/2" 

414 Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, 
Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal 

Moho T5/5/1 

415 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, 

Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal 
Moho 7113 

Class I 

244 600 240 

275 1550 620 

312 300 120 

435 2400 

353 

960 

446 1300 520 

2460 

Shri. Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal appeared for 
a hearing on 22.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, they 

requested to allot them a combined final plot 
by amalgamating the final plot no. 471, 453, 
and 353 which are in the ownership of smt. 
Sandhya Shekhar bhujbal and Ms. Sadhhika 
Shekhar Bhujbal, on 20M wide road. 2.) 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession i inal spaces, new 

proposed. 
plots no. 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
Shri. Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal submitted the 
representation dated 22.05.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) The Final 
Plot shall at least be 50% of the original land. 

final plot no. 353A has been granted. 

Final Plot no. 353A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

416 
Pandurang Namdev Patil, 
Baliram Namdev Patil 

Moho 75/6 Class II 437 3100 354 1240 1240 

They have not appeared for hearing and Smt. 
Vanita Pandurang Patil © submitted 
representation dated 26.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 354 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
75/6 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per the updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot no. 354, as shown in plan no. 
4.has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

417 Shirish Mahadev Butala Moho 76/3 Class I 440 7200 355 2880 2880 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Shirish Mahadev Butala submitted 
representation dated 25.09.2023. 
Submission in representation: 
1.) They have accepted the location of the 
Final Plot in the sanctioned draft TPS. 
2.) The contribution amount as per form no. 
1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 355, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

418 

Balkrishna Ganpat Patil, 
Hanuman Ganpat Patil, 

Babu Ganpat Patil, 
Balaram Ganpat Patil, 
Datta Ganpat Patil, 

Janabai Mahadev Mali, 
Laxmibai Ganpat Patil, 
Nilesh Suresh Patil, 

Sunil Sampatrao Patil, 
Lina Rajaram Patil, 

Chikhale 137/2 Class I 22 8700 356 3480 3480 

Shri. Babu Ganpat Patil, Shri. Nilesh Suresh 
Patil, Smt. Lina Rajaram Patil, Smt. Sheetal 
Shailendra Vare appeared for a hearing on 
30.05.23. Submission in hearing: 1.) 
NAINA Town Planning Scheme is not 
acceptable to them and requested to delete 
their land from the said scheme. They raised 
an objection to the TPS -6, requesting to keep 
the Original Plot no.22 in their name and not 
to include it in TPS- 6. 2.) Further requesting 
for correction in spelling mistake as 

In the sanctioned Development Plan of 
NAINA, their original lands bearing Gut 
no. 137/2 in Chikhale are under 
reservation of Growth Centre and 
therefore they have been granted final 
plot no 356 in Moho, fronting on 30.0 
mt. wide IDP road. 

The tienda draff'scheme proposal is 
co d; subject to slight change in 

ae shape. Sa \\ 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 66 

Tenure oP Area as FP FP 

Survey No. of per 7/12 
Land No. Records No. Area Name of Owner Village 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 id 8 9 10 

Sheetal Shailendra Vare, 

Gandha Sachin Vare 

mentioned in form -1: i.) Leena Rajaram 
Patil, ii.) Shital Shailendra Waray, iii.) 
Gandha Sachin Waray. 
Smt. Sheetal S. Waray submitted 
representation dated 30.05.22. 
Submission in representation: 
1.) The said NAINA TPS is not proposed for 
any public purpose and the farmers and many 
social organizations have already submitted 
written objections against the NAINA 
project. Accordingly requested to delete their 
land-bearing survey no. 137/2, Chikhale from 
TPS -6. 

Final Plot no. 356, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

419 Rukmini Pandurang Shelake | Moho 76/2 Class II | 439 4100 357 1640 1640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 357, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

420 Ramesh Dattu Patil Moho 65/6 ClassI | 368 400 359 160 160 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 359, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

421 

Sarika Chandar Shinde, 
Janardan Gana Shinde, 

Dattatrey Ghutya Shinde, 
Mukta Chandar Shinde, 

Maina Jagannath Thakur, 
Manjula Chandar Shinde, 
Radhabai Ghutya Shinde 

Moho 64/6 ClassI | 362 1000 360 400 400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 360, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

422 

YusufKhan Akbar Khan, 

Alhaj M. Yakub Beg Chief 
Trustee, 

Allahbaksh Appalal Mullah, 
Imran Salim Khan, 

M. Taslim Mahmud 
Hussain, 

Yakub Beg Trust Panvel 

Shivkar 316 ClassI | 121 3870 1548 1548 

Shri. Vikas Mahadev Gaikwad appeared for 
a hearing on behalf of Mominpada Mashid 
Yakub Beg Trust Panvel on 22.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 

accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 

name ona 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Final Plot No. 361, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 423 

424 Shankar Vitthal Patil 

Shivkar 46 Class I 65 2910 1164 

Shivkar 48/1 Class II 67 1110 
362 444 1608 

Shri. Shankar Vithhal Patil submitted 
representation dated 23.02.2023. 
Submission in representation: 1.) They 
have been cultivating the said land for many 
years and their Grampanchayat assessed 
house no 19 existed there. Therefore 
requested a grant for the final plot in the 
vicinity of their house, 

In the sanctioned Development plan of 
NAINA, their original land bearing Gut 
no. 46 & 48/1 in Shivkar village are 
under reservations of Citi park and 
playground and therefore they have been 
allotted the final plot in Moho village 
along 20.0 mt. wide layout road. 
Their original land bearing Gut No. 46 is 
Class I land and Gut No. 48/1 is Class II 
land. Therefore the proposed Final Plot 
No. 362 has been divided and Final Plot 
No. 362A has been granted to Gut No. 
46 and Final Plot No. 362B has been 
granted to 48/1. Also, as per updated 
7/12 extracts the name of the owners 
have been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 362A & 362B, as shown 
in plan no 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

425 
Naga Dharma Mhatre, 
Gana Dharma Mhatre, 

Hasuram Dharma Mhatre 

Moho 64/1 Class II 356 4800 363 1920 1920 

Shri. Baburao Naga Mhatre appeared for a 
hearing on 16.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They raised 
objection to inclusion in TPS -6. 2.) As per 
mutation entry no. 2409, Shri. Gana Dharma 
Mhatre has relinquished their rights in survey 
no. 64/1 of village Moho. 
Submission in representation 1.)Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 363 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
64/1 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to correction in the 
name of the owners as per the updated 
7/12 extract and final plot no. as 363A. 
Final Plot no. 363A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

426 

Gangabai Gana Mhatre, 
Pradip Gana Mhatre, 
Lalita Nandkishor 

Thombare, 
Jayshree Santosh Mhatre 

Moho 68/5 Class I 390 1200 363A 480 480 

Shri. Santosh Shankar Kadav and Shri. 
Vitthal Hiru Mhatre appeared for a hearing 
on 15.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR _for-TPS-6. The objection 

FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 

regarding ‘the contfibution amount will 
be decided in the’ final scheme. For 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 

premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details as per Form -1 are incorrect 
and need an updation. As per registered sale 
deed no. 3588 dated 29.03.22, the survey no. 
68/5 of village Moho, original area - 1200 sq. 
m was purchased by Mrs. Minal Mohan Patil, 
Mr. Vithhal Hiru Mbhatre, Mrs. Shilpa 
Bhanudas Gaikwad, Mr. Santosh Shankar 

Kadav, Mrs. Aruna Santosh Kadav, Mr. 

Ganesh Atmaram Gharat, Mrs. Jyoti 
Mangesh Bhoir, Mr. Dinesh Hasuram 
Mhatre, Mr. Pradip Vasant Kadu, Mrs. 

Prabhawati Ramdas Govari, Mr. Balaram 
Laxman Chaudhary, Mr. Bhushan Anil Sutar. 

concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners as per updated 7/12 
extract and change in final plot no. as 
363B. 
Final Plot No. 363B, as shown in plan 
No. 4,has been allotted to the owner(s) 

and of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

427 
Sarla Ramchandra 

Sadavarte 
Moho 65/9A Class I 372 1240 364 496 496 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 364, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

428 
Naga Dharma Mhatre, 

Gana Dharma Mhatre, 

Hausram Dharma Mhatre 

Moho 65/9B Class I 373 260 104 104 

Shri. Baburao Naga Mhatre appeared for a 
hearing on 16.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They raised 
objection to inclusion in TPS -6. Submission 
in representation 1.) Their written consent 
was not taken to include their land in NAINA 
TPS. 2.) The said NAINA TPS is 
inconsistent with the Jaw and against the 
interest of the people, therefore raised their 
objection to include them in the said scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 365, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

429 
Lahu Janu Patil, 

Shankar Janu Patil 
Moho 64/5/A Class II 360 1300 367 520 520 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 367, as shown in plan no 

4, has be mre owner(s) and 
of the as tévordedin Table B. 

430 
Anita Abhay Deshpande, 
Narayan Aanand Shelar 

Moho 87/2/C Class I 474 2750 369 1100 1100 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

he tft ; COCAN proposal is 

Lge se yo \} 
Final Pidt no. 869, as shown in plan no 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 _ 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

431 

Namdev Mahadu Phadke, 
Tukaram Mahadu Phadke, 

Shantibai Govind 
Jambhulkar, 

Baby Mahadu Phadke, 

Bayjubai Nagya Bhagat, 
Suman Ramdas Phadke, 
Yogesh Ramdas Phadke, 
Rasika Ramdas Phadke, 

Kashibai Baburao Phadke, 
Tarabai Anna Chaudhary, 
Gunabai Ram Mhatre, 
Raman Bhai Kondilkar, 

Sachin Bhai Kondilkar, 
Reena Vishwanath Bhopi, 
Manda Gurunath Bhaskar, 

Meenakshi Somnath 
Chaudhary, 

Atmaram Rama Bhopi, 
Sonali Pandurang Bhopi, 

Sanika Pandurang Bhopi, 

Krishnabai Pandurang 
Bhopi, 

Geetika and Abhishek 

Gaurdian Mother 
Krishnabai Pandurang 

Bhopi, 
Karuna Chandrakant Palkar, 
Geetika Pandurang Bhopi, 
Abhishek Pandurang Bhopi, 

Manisha Manohar 

Malusare, 

Santosh Ananta Kathare, 
Sanjay Ananta Kathare, 
Vandana Ananta Kathare, 
Lakshmi Ananta Jambhale, 

Sita Baliram Chorghhe, 
Surekha Joma Chorghhe, 
Ragho Shankar Thombre 

Shivkar 321 Class I 123 830 370 332 332 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 368, 
as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted, 
subject to change in the name of owners 
as per the updated 7/12 extract and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

432 

Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Pandharinath Dattatrey 

Patil, 
Phashibai Dattatrey Patil, 
Lilabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Moho 87/1/B Class II 471 1760 372 704 704 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

>



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

(0) 4 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 
Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau 

Kurangale, 
Sangita Laxman Pavnekar 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

433 

Dattu Dhau Bhoir, 

Bhiku Dhau Bhoir, 
Rajubai Mahadu Bhoir, 

Narendra Mahadu Bhoir, 

Anjana Mahadu Bhoir, 
Anna Shankar Bhoir, 

Ramchandra Shankar Bhoir, 

Raghunath Shankar Bhoir, 

Subhash Shankar Bhoir 

Moho 87/V/A Class II 470 8340 373 3336 3336 

Shri. Sanjay Naga Bhoir appeared for a 
hearing on 04.08.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot ofa minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 

FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details as per Form -1 are incorrect 
and need an updation. Shri. Dattu Bhoir has 
granted their rights in survey no. 87/1/A to 
Shri. Jaydas Naga Bhoir and Shri. Sanjay 
Naga Bhoir, the mutation entry no. 2641 
states the same. Thus requested to do a 
needful change in ownership of Final Plot 
No. 373. 
Shri. Ramchandra Shankar Bhoir, Shri, Anna 
Shankar Bhoir, Shri. Ragunath Shankar 
Bhoir, Shri. Subhash Shankar Bhoir 
submitted representation dated 31.07.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 

name of owners, as per their request and 
updated WM12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 372, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

434 
Dilip Rama Dhawale, 

Parvatibai Rama Dhawale, 
Trimbak Rama Dhawale, 

Shivkar 65 Class II 88 6270 376 2508 2508 
Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd 
on 29.05.23. 

amenities in TPS-6, the réquest to grant 
the final plot ofa minimum of 50% of 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

(0) 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd Director Narendra Hete 

Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to allot a 
separate final plot for their holding in survey 
no. 65. Also requested to grant the final plot 
of a minimum 50% area of their original land. 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 72 extract, 
Final Plot No. 376, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

435 

Shevanti Namdev Bhagat, 
Sunil Namdev Bhagat, 
Anil Namdev Bhagat, 

Rajashri Namdev Bhagat, 
Jayashri Namdev Bhagat, 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd. Director Narendra Hete 

Shivkar 71 Class I 95 4200 377 1680 1680 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and request to allot a 
separate final plot for their holding in survey 
no. 65. Also requested to grant the final plot 
of a minimum 50% area of their original land. 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 377, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

436 

437 

Santosh Dharma Bhoir, 
Khandu Dharma Bhoir 

Moho 86/4 Class II 469 8600 378 3440 3440 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 378, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

438 

Sangeeta Kavlya Bhoir, 
Vasantibai Maruti Gharat, 

Bhau Kavlya Bhoir, 

Ayatubai Gopinath Mhatre, 

Moho 85/2 

Moho 87/2/B 
Class II 

465 5400 2160 

473 4350 
380 

1740 
3900 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLAND 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Pla nning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Hirabai Eknath Waghmare, 
Laxmibai Hiraji Waghmare, 
Dwarkabai Gajanan Patil 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Vitthal Goma Bhoir, 

Ghanshyam Avadharaj 
Yadav, 

Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal 

439 Moho 85/1 Class II 464 12200 381 4880 4880 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 381, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

440 Moho 70/3 

441 Moho 74/2 

442 Moho 86/3 

Mominpada Mashid Yakub 
Beg Trust Panvel for Trust, 
Alhaj M. Mustapha Yakub 

Beg, 

Abdul Gafar A. Sattar 
Shaikh Trustee, 

Abdulla Badwan Kunni 
Trustee, 

Akil Jafar Khan Trustee, 
Iqbal Aliyar Khan Trustee 

443 Moho 87/3 

Class I 

402 2600 1040 

426 2400 960 

468 3300 1320 

700 

382, 
546 

280 

3600 

Shri. Vikas Mahadev Gaikwad appeared for 
a hearing on behalf of Mominpada Mashid 
Yakub Beg Trust Panvel on 22.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
allot a combined++- Final Plot for better 
development. Also requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum 50% area of their 
original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 
to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
Shri. Narendra Urf Narayan Mhatre, Shri. 

Narayan Posha Mhatre, Shri. Sharad Kisan 

Mhatre submitted their representation on 
21.06.2023, 22.06.2023 & 26.06.2023 
respectively. 
Submission in representation: 
1.) They are the tenants in Gut no. 70/3, 74/2, 
86/3, 87/3 and the said lands are under 
occupation of them. 
Submission during Combined hearing 
dated 29.08.2023. 
1.) In the 7/12 extract of Gut no. 86/3, 87/3, 

70/3, 74/2 their names are included in other 
rights as tenants. They are cultivating the said 
land and for that they are paying amount to 
the Yakub beg trust therefore they requested 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 

regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership as per updated 7/12 extract. 
Final plots no. as 382B & 546, as shown 

in plan No. 4, have been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 

Table B. 
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to grant 60% share in the final plot granted in 
lieu of teh original lands. 

444 

Laxmibai Vishnu Thosar, 
Madhav Vishnu Thosar, 

Rohini Yashavant Godase, 
Vijay Vishnu Thosar, 

Purushottam Vishnu Thosar 

Moho 86/2 Class I 467 600 383 240 240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 383, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

445 

Ganubai Hanuman Gharat, 
Nirmala Dhondu Mhatre, 

Ramabai Mahadev Popeta, 
Shantaram Dhondu mhatre, 

Nama Dhondu mhatre 

Moho 76/4 Class I 441 3400 384 1360 1360 

Shri. Arvind Totaram Wankhede, Vice- 
President of Shri Mangalam Cooperative 
Housing Society appeared for a hearing on 
22.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) The 
ownership details as per form-1, need an 
updation, survey no. 76/4 was purchased by 
Shri Mangalam Sahakari Gruhnirman 
Sanstha Ltd. on 19.07.2021. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 384, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

446 Dilip Narayadas Gurbani, 
Ghanshyam A. Yadav 

Moho T7/1 Class I 2100 386 840 840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 386, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 447 

448 
449 
450 

451 

Balaram Shankar Kadav 

Moho 58/7 
Moho 60/7 
Moho 72/5 
Moho 76/5 

Moho 77/2/2 

Class I 

400 160 
500 200 
2900 

387 1160 
1100 440 

1000 400 

2360 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 

Final Plot no. 387, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

452 Rama Janu Gaykar Chikhale 130/1A(P) Class II 

453 
Gulab Mohammed Rajjak, 
Asar Phunis Gulab Rasul 

Mo. Rajjak, 

Chikhale 130/1B(P) Class I 
10610* 388 4244 4244 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Le fea. of original, land bearing 
g 290 sq.m, is partially 

eee
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Mohammed Nain Sheikh 
Mohammed Shadril, 

Sudel Mohammed Sheikh 
Mohammed Shadril 

454 

Kamlakar Kamrya Gaykar, 

Jijabai Ramkrushna Shelke, 

Taibai Sudam Patil, 
Latabai Sudam Patil, 

Vanita Vitthal Gaykar, 
Anil Vitthal Gaykar, 
Sneha Vitthal Gaykar, 
Guna Arjun Gaykar, 
Ganesh Arjun Gaykar, 
Balaram Arjun Gaykar, 

Balkrushna Arjun Gaykar, 
Pramila Arjun Gaykar 

Chikhale 130/1K(P) Class II 

However, as the Hissa measurement of 

said Gut no. 130/1A, 1B, and 1K is not 
available, combined Final Plot no. 390 

has been allotted. According to the 
holding of each family in the said Gut 
no., their share in final plot has been 
finalized as under. 
Gut No. -130/1A - Share of Jankubai 
Rama Gaikar and other - 12.84 % 

Gut No. -130/1A - Share of Aggrawal - 
20.18 % 
Gut No. -130/1B - Share of Gulab Rasul 
Mohammad Rajjak - 33.95 % 
Gut No. -130/1C - Share of Kamlakar 
Kamrya Gaikar and other - 33.03 % 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 390, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

455 

456 
Dattatrey Ghutya Shinde, 
Radhabai Ghutya Shinde 

Moho 77/5 

Moho 81/4 
Class II 

448 3900 1560 

460 7100 
389 

2840 
4400 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation.. 

The location of proposed Final Plot no. 
389 has been slightly shifted to southern 
side on the same road. 
Final Plot no. 389, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

457 

458 
Ganesh Damodar Shelke 

Moho 8I/V/A Class I 456 4550 1820 

Moho 81/1/B Class I 457 4650 
390 

1860 
3680 

They appeared for a hearing on 20.06.23. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
three lands at Moho bearing Gut no. 120/5, 
81/1/A, and 81/1/B and have been given final 
plot no. 119 and 390 at different locations. 
They requested to grant a combined square- 
shaped final plot for their total holding at the 
place of Final Plot no. 390. Also, they 

requested to grant a Final Plot of a minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. | is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 80% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, new 
regulation has been proposed. 
As per their request, their three lands 
bearing Gut=No~120/5, 81/I/A, & 
81/1/B are“clubbed 19 
no. 1198 390 in sancti 
and Gombined = re 

egeey 
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Rise Building, concession in the marginal | 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
space shall be granted and for that, the | of the area as recorded in Table B. 
premium shall not be charged. 

‘ 

Rama Padu Patil, Narayan 
Padu Patil, 

Gaurubai Damu Patil, 
Fashibai Manglya Dhavale, 

Kanubai Nathuram 
Kalambe, Radhabai Padu 

Patil, 
Balu Ragho Patil, Ashok 

Kaluram Patil, 
Dharma Kaluram Patil, 
Laxmi Kaluram Patil, 

Darshana Dattatray Patil, 
Arun Kaluram Patil, 

ot mee The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
Lahu Mahadu Mhaskar, ; : confirmed, subject to change in 

459 | KrishnabaiLahuShelke, | Shivkar | 315 | Classi} 120 | 9760 | 301 | 3004 3904 | They have neither appeared for a hearing nor | ownership. Sachin Pandurang Mhaskar, submitted any representation. Final Plot no. 391, as shown in plan no 
Ankush Mahadu Mhaskar 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
Sunita Arun Gayakar, Sagar of the area as recorded in Table B. 

Pandurang Mhaskar, 
Santosh Pandurang 

Mhaskar, Ganesh Mahadu 
Mhaskar, 

Madhukar Mahadu 
Mhaskar, Harishchandra 

Mahadu Mhaskar, 
Manisha Kashinath Patil, 
Somnath Kashinath Patil, 
Akanksha Ashok Bhoir, 
Pranita Pramod Patil, 
Rupali Kashinath Patil, 
Supriya Kashinath Patil 

aad Se srs The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
Laxmibai Hiraji Waghmare, ; ; confirmed, subject to change in 

460 | Vasantibai Maruti Gharat, | Moho s/s | Classtt| 461 | 1900 | 393 | 760 760 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor | ownership. Dwarkabai Gajanan Patil, submitted any representation. Final Plot no. 393, as shown in plan no 
Sangita Kavlya Bhoir 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

Hirabai Ekanath Waghmare of the area as recorded in Table B. 
Gotiram Kamalu Dhavale, 

The sanctioned draft OM... is 

Wa 

; They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 461 See age Shivkar 39/0 Class | 55 8020 394 3208 3208 submitted any representation, confirmed, 
Final Plot’ n6, 394; as showtin\plan no 

Tk zi 
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FP Area 
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2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

462 
Namdev Ragho Bhoir, 

Housabai Lahu Mali, 
Dnyandev Nama Bhoir 

Moho 82/1 Class II | 462 21500 397 8600 8600 

They have not appeared for a hearing. Shri. 
Vithhal Namdev Bhoir submitted their 
representation dated 26.06.23, 

Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 

plot no 397 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
82 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
shape. 
Final Plot no. 397, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

463 

Gana Ganpat Tupe, 
Gunabai Ganu Jale, 

Baraki Tukaram Dhavale, 

Kashi Gurunath Kadav, 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 

Hete. 

Shivkar 44/1 Class II | 60 12170 399 4868 4868 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. Request to allot a 
separate final plot for their holding in survey 
no. 44/1. Also requested to grant the final plot 
of a minimum 50% area of their original land. 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

They are co-owners in their original Gut 
no. 44/1 and therefore their request to 
grant a separate final plot can not be 
considered. Also considering the area of 
reservations and amenities in TPS-6, the 

request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 50% of the original land 
can not be considered. Regarding FSI 
and TDR provisions, the regulations are 
already proposed in SDCR for TPS-6. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. For concession in the marginal 
spaces, a new regulation has been 
proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 399, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

464 

M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd. Director Narendra 

Hete, 

Praveen Narayan Kamble 

Shivkar 78/2 ClassI | 105 2000 400 800 800 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: |.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. Request to allot a 
separate final plot for their holding in survey 
no.78/2. However, requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 50% area of their 
original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 

to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decides _in._the final scheme. For To 
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transferred as TDR on any pilot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

by M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
Director Narendra Hete. Therefore, Gut 
no. 75/1 & 78/2 are clubbed together 
with their Final Plot no. 413 in the 
sanctioned draft scheme and 
consolidated final plot no. 401 has been 
granted. 
Final Plot No. 401, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

465 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete. 

Shivkar 58/1 Class I 79 4150 401 1660 1660 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 3.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 400, 
as shown in plan No. 4, has been allotted 
to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

466 Vishnu Bhama Bhoir Moho 81/3 Class II 459 5000 402 2000 2000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership & slight change in the 
location. 
Final Plot no. 402, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in Table B. 

467 

Dunkur Dharma Bhoir, 
Rama Dharma Bhoir, 
Dinkar Dharma Bhoir, 
Baby Dharma Bhoir, 
Barki Dharma Bhoir 

Moho 81/2 Class II 458 6100 403 2440 2440 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation.. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
the location. 
Final Plot no. 403, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

468 

Dattatrey Damodar 
Patankar, 

Nitin Narayan Gaikwad, 
Yogesh Narayan Gaikwad 

Chikhale 146/2 Class I 51 3700 404 1480 1480 

Shri. Dattatrey Damodar Patankar, Shri. 
Nitin Narayan Gaikwad appeared for a 
hearing on 30.05.23 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They raised an 

In the sanctioned development plan of 

objection to the TPS -6 and requested to keep 
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the Original Plot no. 22 in their name and not 
to include it in TPS- 6. 

final plot in village Moho fronting on 
20.0 mt. wide layout road. The 
sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 404, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

469 
470 
471 

472 

Shankar Ganu Mhatre 

Moho 78/4 Class I 453 2000 800 

Moho 104/5/1 Class I 513 1700 680 

Moho 106/3/A Class II 522 2100 840 

Moho 132/6 Class I 669 1400 

405 

560 

2880 

Shri. Shankar Ganu Mhatre appeared for a 
hearing on 13.07.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the allotted final plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. They own survey no. 
78/4, 104/5/1, 106/3/A, and 132/6 and in lieu 
of that they have been granted FP 405. Their 
residential house exists in Survey No. 
106/3/A and the said land is proposed for 
final plot no.44 and allotted to Shri. 
Shailendra Bhand. Therefore, they requested 

that the final plot for survey no. 106/3/A shall 
be granted around their structure therein and 
for remaining lands they shall be granted FP 
in survey no. 78/4. Also requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) The contribution amount as 
per form no. 1 is not accepted and shall be 
waived off. 3.) By considering the 
development of the High Rise Building, 
concession in the marginal space shall be 
granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 
Submission during the combined hearing 
of FP 44 and FP 405: i.) Gut No. 106/3/B, 

Moho is owned by Shri. Shailendra Bhand 
and in lieu of that FP 44 has been proposed. 
However, in place of FP 44, there are 3 

residential structures of Shri. Shankar Ganu 
Mhatre (Proposed owner of FP 405). 

Therefore, Shri. Shailendra Bhand has 

requested that FP 44 be granted to Shri. 
Shankar Ganu Mhatre and they Shall be 
granted FP 45 which is reserved for amenity 
space. 
ii.) They sold Survey No. 78/4 to Shri. 
Patwardhan and therefore they requested that 
the final plot for survey no. 106/3/A shall be 
granted around their structure therein and a 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. For concession in the marginal 
spaces, a new regulation has been 
proposed. 
As per their request, for Gut no. 
106/3/A, Final plot no. 44 has been 

granted in the said land surrounding 
their structure. For Gut no. 104/5/1 and 
132/6, Final plot no. 425 has been 

granated and for Gut no. 78/4, Final plot 
no. 406 has been _ granted. 
Final Plots No. 44 , 425, & 406, as 
shown in plan No. 4, have been allotted 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 
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separate final plot shall be granted for survey 
no. 104/5/1 and 132/6. 

473 
Sakharam Ganapat Mhatre, 
Rasika Nivrutti Mhatre, 
Punam Tukaram Mhatre 

Moho 78/2 Class II 450 1990 407 796 796 

Shri. Pritam Janardan Deshmukh and Shri. 
Sunil Shantaram Waghmare appeared for a 
hearing on 27.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) The ownership 
details as per form-1 are incorrect and need 
an updation. Survey No. 78/2 of village 
Moho was purchased by i.) Prabhakar 
Narayan Patil, ii.) Pritam Janardan 
Deshmukh, iii.) Vinod Prabhakar Patil, iv.) 
Sudhir Jaganath Koli, v.) Sunil Shantaram 
Waghamare, vi.) Suryakant Atmaram 
Thakur, vii.) Santosh Shankar Kadav, viii.) 
Janardan Tukaram Patil, ix.) Dynaneshwar 
Sudhakar Bhoir, x.) Nilesh Anant Tandel 
from Sakharam Ganapat Mbhatre, Rasika 
Nivrutti Mhatre, Punam Tukaram Mhatre, the 
same is reflected in the 7/12 extract following 
the Mutation entry no. 2529. 3.) Permissible 
1.00 FSI of the original plot shall be allowed 
to be consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 4.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 5.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
shape & change in the name of owners, 
as per their request and updated 7/12 
extract. 

Final Plot No. 407, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

474 

Bhama Dattu Mhatre, 
Suvarna Chandrakant 

Tambade, 
Aruna Umesh Patil, 

Karuna Anil Bhalekar, 
Puja Dattu Mhatre, 

Rina Dattu Mhatre 

Moho 78/1 Class I 449 3400 408 1360 1360 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
shape. 

Final Plot no. 408, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

475 Vitthal Goma Bhoir Moho 78/3/A Class I 451 3150 409 1260 1260 

Smt. Sunita Sudhakar Mahajan appeared for 
a hearing on 09.05.2023. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 

As per rae 7/12 erat ownership is 

Tev. sia for pail el and 
ofthis seve Tevonstituted Final sanctioned draft TPS. 2.) The ownership 
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ONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PL IG SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Tenure Area as 
Survey No, of is per 7/12 he she 

Land ‘| Records i 
Name of Owner Village 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
details as per form -1, need an updation. 3.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 

premium shall not be charged. 

Plot no. 412, as shown in plan no 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

476 

Balaram Ganpat Jadhav, 

Manjula Maruti Rokade, 

Sarika Santosh Kadam, 
Bharati Sandip Bhoir, 

Sugandha Harishchadra 
Jadhav 

Moho 73/4 Class I | 424 500 410 200 200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 410, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

477 
Ramesh Charya Sonawane, 
Amol Namdev Bhagat, 

Sarika Atul Bhagat 
Moho 79/2 Class II} 455 5900 411 2360 2360 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
inlieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 411, as shown in plan no 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

area, as recorded in Table B. 

478 Bharat Mulji Khona Moho 79/1 Classi | 454 9700 412 3880 3880 

They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.2023. 
Submission during Hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS, but requested the shape 
to be rectangular. Also, requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 

original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 
to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
inlieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 409, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to ise 2 owners) and of the 

479 
M/s Valuable Properties 

Pvt. Ltd. Shivkar 38 54 4700 

480 
Class I 

Shivkar 41 57 
M/s. Valuable Properties 413 

pvt. Ltd. si 
23516 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 

area, as recorded: 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd. Director Narendra 

Hete. 

Shivkar 42 

482 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete. 

Shivkar 47 

483 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete. 

Shivkar 54/1 

484 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 

Hete. 

Shivkar 56 

485 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete. 

Shivkar 63 

486 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete. 

Shivkar 67 

487 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd. Director Narendra Hete 

Shivkar 70 

488 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Director Narendra 

Hete. 

Shivkar 16 

489 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. 
Moho 56/1 

490 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Moho 64/4 

491 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Moho 65/8B 

492 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd Director Narendra Hete 

Moho 72/2 

493 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd. Moho 73/3 

494 M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 
Ltd. Moho 86/1 

58 6100 

66 14870 5948 

74 2580 1032 

77 2880 1152 

86 2830 1132 

91 4200 1680 

94 4580 1832 

102 1370 548 

311 1000 400 

359 1600 640 

371 850 340 

413 3600 1440 

423 1800 720 

466 1400 560 

accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 78/2 
& 75/1, Shivkar are now totally owned 
by M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
Director Narendra Hete. Therefore, Gut 
no. 75/1 & 78/2 are clubbed together 
with their Final Plot no. 413 in the 
sanctioned draft scheme and 
consolidated final plot no. 401 has been 
granted. 
Final Plot No. 401, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

495 Beena Khot Moho 78/3/B Class II 452 1350 414 540 540 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 414, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

496 

Vivek Dnyaneshwar Patil, 
Narayan Padu Patil, 
Gaurubai Damu Patil, 

Fashibai Manglya Dhawale, 
Kanubai Nathuram 

Kalambe, Radhabai Padu 

Shivkar 49 Class I 69 3200 415 1280 1280 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to allot a 

They are co-owners in their original land 
bearing Gut-no:-49_and therefore their 
request, Granta separate final plot can 
not be/<onside: red. Also.considering the c 
a reservations and \amenities in 

156|Page 

~ 

P
a
s



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Patil, Balu Ragho Patil, 

Rama Padu Patil, Ashok 

Kaluram Patil, Dharma 

Kaluram Patil, Lakshmi 

Kaluram Patil, Darshana 

Dattatray Patil, Arun 
Kaluram Patil, Ashwini 
Sachin Kadu, Manda 

Bhagwan Patil, Lahu 
Mahadu Mhaskar, 

KrishnaBai Lahu Shelke, 

Sachin Pandurang Mhaskar, 
Ankush Mahadu Mhaskar, 
Sunita Arun Gaikar, Sagar 

Pandurang Mhaskar, 

Santosh Pandurang 
Mhaskar, Ganesh Mahadu 

Mhaskar, Madhukar 

Mahadu Mhaskar, 

Harishchandra Mahadu 

Mhaskar, Manisha 

Kashinath Patil, Somnath 

Kashinath Patil, Akanksha 
Ashok Bhoir, Pranita 

Pramod Patil, Rupali 
Kashinath Patil, Supriya 
Kashinath Patil, M/s 

Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd 
Director Narendra Hete 

separate final plot for their holding in survey 
no. 49. Also requested to grant the final plot 
of a minimum of 50% area of their original 
land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original 
plot shall be allowed to be consumed on the 
final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. i is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

of a minimum of 50% of the original 
land can not be considered. Regarding 
FSI and TDR provisions, the regulations 
are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
6. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in 
the final scheme. For concession in the 
marginal spaces, a new regulation has 
been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 415, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

497 Zipa Budhya Patil Shivkar $4/2 Class I 75 3890 417 1556 1556 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 417, as shown in plan no 
4 has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

498 Dattatrey Ganu Dhavale Moho 72/3 Class I 414 4100 418 1640 1640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 418, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

499 

500 

Sakharam Balu Shinde, 
Sitaram Halya Shinde, 
Tukaram Ladku Shinde, 

Archana Machhindra 

Thombare, Darshan 

Machhindra Thombare. 

Moho 72/1 412 3000 1200 

Moho 72/4 
Class II 

415 2100 
419 

840 
2040 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 

been 
area, 

foe a 
is recorded sin Table 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 
8 9 10 

Bhavika Machhindra 
Thombare, Harshada 

Machhindra Thombare, 
Sujita Subhash Patil, 

Gaurdian Mother Archana 
Thombare, Mathura Sudam 
Aagivale, Shobha Damodar 

Bhalekar, Yamuna 
Shantaram Badekar, 

Surekha Suresh Thakur, 

Gulab Arun Bolade 
501 

502 
Sarvaram Nama Kadav 

Moho 114/1/3 Class II 555 1300 520 

Moho 114/5 Class I 560 2500 
420 

1000 
1520 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement. 
Their original land bearing Gut No. 
114/5 is Class I land and Gut No. 
114/1/3 is Class II land. Therefore Final 
Plot No. 426A has been granted to Gut 
No. 114/5 and Final Plot No. 426C has 
been granted to 114/1/3. Also, as per 
updated 7/12 extracts the name of the 
owners have been corrected. 
Final Plots no. 426A & 426C, as shown 
in plan no 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

503 

Narayan Balkrishna Pandit, 
Dilip Balkrishna Pandit, 
Arun Balkrishna Pandit, 

Shantabai Balkrishna Pandit 

Chikhale 139/1 Class II 28 3900 421 1560 1560 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 
changed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
lieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 421, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

504 

Sitabai Janu Patil, 

Balaram Janu Patil, 

Chandrakant Janu Patil, 
Saraswati Ganesh Mhaskar, 

Fashibai Janu Patil, 
Manisha Devendra Patil, 
Rekha Santosh Bhagat 

Shivkar 66/2 Class I 90 3950 422 1580 1580 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation... 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
inlieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 422, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

505 Narayan Hari Nakhva Moho 73/2/C Class I 421 3690 423 1476 1476 

They have not appeared for a hearing. Shri. 
Shankar Ganu Mhatre submitted a letter dt. 
18.07.23. 
Submission: 1.) Final Plot No. 423 has been 
proposed in lieu of Survey No. 73/2/C in the 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 
updated. 
The layout_of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
lieu.of this.revisedreconstituted Final 

name of Shri. Narayan Hari Nakhwa. Plot no. 423, as shawn in plan no 4, has 
(= =) 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
However, in the other right side of the 7/12 
extract, the name of Shri. Shankar Ganu 

Mhatre has been mentioned as a Protected 
Tenant. 2.) The total area of survey no. 
73/2/C is 3690 sq. m. and Additional 
tahsildar and Agriculture Tribunal, wide 
order dated 28.06.1969, had fixed the land 

amount under section 32 G of Maharashtra 
Tenancy and Agricultural Land Act, 1948 for 
3100 sq. mt. land. For the remaining 590 sq.m 
m land the application dated 23.08.2019 was 
submitted for fixation of land amount under 
section 32 G of the Maharashtra Tenancy and 
Agricultural Land Act, 1948. Therefore, they 
requested not to grant the FP 423 in the name 
of Shri. Narayan Hari Nakhwa. 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

area, as recorded in Table B. 

506 
Maruti Ganpat Gadkari, 

Mangal Ganpat Gadkari 
Chikhale 138/1B Class I 26 4600 424 1840 1840 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
inlieu of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 424A, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

507 

508 

Kashinath Pandurang 
Shinde, 

Bala Pandurang Shinde, 
Ramchandra Pandurang 

Shinde, 
Somi Balaram labade 

Moho 70/5 

Moho 82/2 
Class II 

404 1800 720 

463 2000 
427 

800 
1520 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in final 
plot no. as 427C. 
Final Plot no. 427C, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

509 Balya Dhaku Phadke Moho 120/4 Class I 592 3900 428 1560 1560 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 428, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

510 Parvati Mahadu Mhaskar Moho 70/2 Class II 401 2200 430 880 880 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation.. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 430, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

511 
512 
513 
514 

515 
516 
517 

Ananta Hasha Sonawane, 

Vasant Hasha Sonawane, 

Madhukar Hasha Sonawane, 

Nirmalabai Jayant Yelve, 

Sakhubai Dashrath 
Sonawane, 

Sujata Dashrath Sonawane 

Moho 45/3 
Moho 66/6 
Moho T/1 
Moho 71/3 
Moho 71/5 
Moho 75/1 
Moho 75/3 

Class II 

259 1400 560 
381 800 320 
406 2200 880 
408 2200 431 880 
410 900 360 
431 1200 480 
433 1100 440 

3920 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation.. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

shown in plan no 
owner(s) and 

dedat able B. 

Al | 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06. 
Tenure Area as 

Survey No. of =. per 7/12 oe : 
Land Records | 

Name of Owner Village Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 : Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

518 
Sakharam Balu Shinde, 
Gulab Arun Bolade, 
Sitaram Halya Shinde 

Moho 69/2 Class II | 392 4600 433 1840 1840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 433, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

519 

Vasant Nama Dhawale, 
Narayan Nama Dhawale, 

Ganu Padu Dhawale, 
Shantabai Narayan Patil, 

Ambaji Dhamba Dhawale, 
Manisha Kashinath Patil, 
Sitabai Kamalu Dhawale, 
Kanibai Harishchandra 

Patil, 

Pandurang Dhamba 
Dhawale, 

Mahadaya Dhamba 
Dhawale, 

Balya Dhamba Dhavale, 
Anandi Dhamba Dhavale, 
Bhuri Dhamba Dhavale, 

Tara Kana Patil 

Shivkar 314/B Class II) 125 4330 434 1732 1732 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 434, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

520 Sarvaram Shankar Mhatre Moho 67/2 Class II | 384 600 435 240 240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 435, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

521 
Krushna Namdev Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Patil Moho 74/4 Class II | 428 6000 436 2400 2400 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 436, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

522 

Mahadev Goma Topale, 
Ramabai Chandrakant 

Topale, 
Ashok Chandrakant Topale, 
Kishor Chandrakant Topale, 
Kiran Chandrakant Topale 

Shivkar 78/1 Class II | 104 4200 437 1680 1680 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 437, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 523 

524 

Ramchandra Kanha Moho 74/6 430 4000 1600 
Sonawane, 

Janardan Kanha Sonawane, 
Sanjay Kanha Sonawane, 
Sushila Prakash Khambe, 
Kalpana Chandrakant 

Khambe 

Mai 752 | FST) 439 | 799 | 438 | ogg 1880 
They have not appeared for hearing and not 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot-no:-438;.as shown in plan no 
4, Wane allotted to:the owner(s) and 
of ea, as recorded in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 

Tenure 
of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

525 Vishnu Ramkrishna Bhat Moho 75/4 Class I 434 4000 439 1600 1600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 439, as shown in plan no 

4.has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

526 

Dnyaneshwar Madhukar 
Dhawale, 

Mangesh Madhukar 
Dhavale, 

Ramdas Kashinath Mhatre 

Shivkar 319/1 Class I 126 3080 440 1232 1232 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 440, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

527 
Ketaki Rahul Anvikar, 

Sushant Dhondiram Mhatre, 

Darshan Dinkar Mhatre 

Moho 72/6 Class I 417 1800 442 720 720 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 442, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

528 

Gomibai Dinkar Gawand, 
Indubai Shankar Patil, 

Maribai Changa Dhawale, 
Devkibai Changa Dhawale, 

Ganga Kamalu Dhawale, 

Dattatreya Kamalu 

Dhawale, Damodar Kamalu 

Dhawale, Hoshi Parashuram 

Mhatre, Anil Kamalu 

Dhawale, Umesh Dhaya 
Dhawale, Ganesh Kamalu 

Dhavale, Mahadev Kamalu 

Dhavale, Anandi Ganya 
Dhavale, Avinash Dhaya 
Dhavale, Anibai Dhaya 

Dhavale, Rekha 

Ramchandra Bhagat, Mai 
Prakash Shelke 

Shivkar 314/A Class II 124 4470 443 1788 1788 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 443, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

529 Fashi Namdev Patil Shivkar 104 Class I 117 5000 444 2000 2000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot no. 444, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

530 

Mahmad Ibrahim Sheikh, 
Mahamood Mia Ibrahim. 

Sheikh, 
Qadir Ibrahim Sheikh, 

Mariam Abraham Sheikh, 

Alimiya Ibrahim Shaikh 

Shivkar 61/1 Class II 83 1040 446 416 416 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Area as 

OF | per7a2| FP | FP No. Records No. 
Amalgamated 

FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 § 6 7 8 9 10 

531 

Dhaya Aambo Mhaskar, 
Mahadu Ambo Mhaskar, 

Hira Ambo Mhaskar, 
Gana Ambo Mhaskar, 
Guna Bama Mhaskar, 
Nami Ambo Mhaskar, 

Hashibai Ambo Mhaskar, 
Chandrabhagha Kundalik 

Mhaskar, 

Rajendra Kundalik 
Mhaskar, 

Ram Kundilak Mhaskar, 
Sachin Kundilak Mhaskar, 
Nitin Kundilak Mhaskar 

Moho 69/1 Class II 391 2800 448 1120 1120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 448, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

532 
533 

534 

Deepak Walaji Karia, 
M/s. Choice Buildcon LLP 

behalf partner 

Moho 28/2/A 
Moho 29/3B 

Moho 68/2 
Class I 

171 4900 1960 
177 1800 720 

449 
387 3900 1560 

4240 

Shri. Deepak Valaji Karia for M/s. Choice 
Buildcon LLP behalf partner and Shri. 
Harnish Dharmendra Karia Partners thro' M/s 
Choice Reality appeared for hearing on 
30.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot. 
Bhumiraj Choice Realtors Limited is their 
sister company and therefore they requested 
to grant their Final Plots adjoining to Final 
Plots allotted to M/s Bhumiraj Choice 
Realtors Limited bearing FP no. 484, 485, 
494, and 562 and fronting on 60M wide 
Spine Road, for better development. Also, 
requested to grant the final plot ofa minimum 
of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
the shape. 
Final Plot no. 449, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

535 
Harnish Dharmendra Karia 
Partners thro' M/s Choice 

Reality 

Pali 

Khurd 
21/1(P) Class I 708 4686* 450 | 1874.40 1874.40 

Shri. Deepak Valaji Karia for M/s. Choice 
Buildcon LLP behalf partner and Shri. 
Harnish Dharmendra Karia Partners thro' M/s 
Choice Reality appeared for hearing on 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in, TPS-6, the request to grant 
final plot of a minimum of 50% of 

¥ original land can not be considered. 
30.05.23, arditig- BSI and TDR provisions, the 

aos) } 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Submission: 1.) They have not accepted the 

location of the Final Plot. Bhumiraj Choice 
Realtors Limited is their sister company and 
therefore they requested to grant their Final 

Plots adjoining to Final Plots allotted to M/s 
Bhumiraj Choice Realtors Limited bearing 
FP no. 484, 485, 494, and 562 and fronting 

on 60M wide Spine Road, for better 
development. Also, requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 
on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 

to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

regulations are already proposed in 

SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 

regarding the contribution amount will 

be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
As per joint measurment statement of 

the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 21/1- 

10520 sq. mt. the area of 5830 sq. mt. 

was acquired. Accordingly, the net area 

remain with the owner is 4690 sq. mt. 

and they are entitled for the final plot of 
1876 sq. mt. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to slight change in 

the shape and area as per the Joint 

Measurement Sheet of Multi Modal 
Corridor Acquisition. 
Final Plot no. 450, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

536 Maruti Ganpat Gadkari Chikhale 139/6 Class I 33 2100 451 840 840 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 459, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

537 
Sham Laxman Katare, 

Sanjivani Suresh Katare 
Moho 74/1 Class I 425 1900 452 760 760 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 

changed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
shape and final plot number. 
Final Plot no. 453, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

538 
Shekhar Namdeo Bhujbal, 
Sandhya Namdeo Bhujbal 

Moho 67/1/2 Class I 383 4700 453 1880 1880 

Shri. Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal appeared for 
a hearing on 22.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 

accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, they 

requested to allot them a combined final plot 
on a 20M wide road by amalgamating the 
final plot no. 471, 453, and 353, which are in 

the ownership of Smt. Sandhya Shekhar 
bhujbal and Ms. Sadhhika Shekhar Bhujbal. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 

be deol in the final scheme. For 
le Neen spaces, new 

proposed. 
nal plots no. 

“sahctioned draft 

2 
5)



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

(0) 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 
Shri. Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal submitted the 
representation dated 22.05.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) The Final 
Plot shall be at least 50% of the original land. 

final plot no. 353 has been granted. 
Final Plot no. 353A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

539 

Pundalik Urf Kundalik 
Ganya Bhoir, 

Anant Kokya Naik, 
Jayendra Kokya Naik. 

Moho 38/4/B Class I 224 3780 454 1512 1512 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Pundalik urf Kundalik Ganya Bhoir 
submitted representation dated 26.06.23, 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 454 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
38/4 and adjoining lands. 
As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
38/4/B has been divided into new Gut 
no. 38/4B/1 & 38/4B/2. The layout of 
the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirement and in view of this 
revised reconstituted FP no. 455A has 
been allotted to gut no. 38/4B/2 & FP 
no. 455B has been allotted to gut no. 
38/4B/1. 
Final Plots no. 455A & 455B, as shown 
in plan no 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

540 

Chadrakant Rama Bhoir, 
Ramakant Rama Bhoir, 
Vimal Ganpat Bhopi, 
Nirabai Kisan Bhopi, 

Hirabai Ajay Mhatre, 
Malatibai Muralidhar 

Karlekar 

Moho 38/4/A Class II 223 2620 455 1048 1048 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

AS per updated 7/12 extract ownership 
is changed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
shape and final plot number. 
Final Plot No. 456, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

541 

Janu Narayan Dhavale, 
Changa Narayan Dhavale, 
Dhondibai Rama Patil, 
Janabai Kalya Shelake, 

Shantabai Parshuram 
Chaudhari, 

Shivkar 48/2 Class II 68 2330 456 932 932 

Shri. Sandesh Kanha Dhawle appeared for a 
hearing on 23.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 
changed. 
Considering the area of reservations and 

ties jin TPS-6, the request to grant 
final plot of aininimum of 50% of 

grant the final plot of aminimum of 50% area he original land can\not be considered. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village 
Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A § 6 8 9 10 

Dattatrey Budhaji Dhavale, 
Sanjay Budhaji Dhavale, 

Hirabai Ragho Patil, 
Nirabai Haribhau Patil, 

Tarabai Maruti Chaudhari, 
Pushpa Dyaneshwar Patil, 
Baraki Ravindra Thakur 

of their original land. 2.) As per mutation 
entry no. 2717 in Survey No. 48/2 of Village 
Shivkar, after the demise of co-holder Shri. 

Janu Narayan Dhawle, the following names 
of their heirs have been added: i.) Shri. Kanha 
Janu Dhawle, ii.) Shri. Lahu Janu Dhawle, 

iii.) Vithhabai Motiram Dhawle, iv.) 
Hashibai Shantaram Chaudhari, v.) Jijabai 
Tukaram Phadke, vi.) Vanita Maya Patil. 
Accordingly requested to update the same. 
3.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 454, as shown in plan no 4,has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

542 Sachin Omprakash Agrawal Chikhale 6000 2400 

543 Aakash Sachin Agrawal Moho 
544 Aakash Sachin Agrawal Moho 

1800 720 
2960 1184 

545 Aakash Sachin Agrawal Moho 2250 

457 

900 

5204 

Shri. Akash S. Agrawal appeared for hearing 
hearing on 24.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
shape. 
Final Plot No. 457, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

546 Sachin Omprakash Agrawal Moho 1600 458 640 640 

Shri. Akash S. Agrawal appeared for hearing 
hearing on 24.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
an-not be considered. ana 

regardin€$ke contribution amount will 
) 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 5 8 9 10 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to subject to slight 
change in shape & change in the name 
of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7W/M12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 458, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

547 Dilip Raghunath Bhoir Moho 36/4 Class I 209 1200 459 480 480 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation dated 31.07.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

They have been granted final plot in part 
of their original hiolding bearing Gut no. 
36/4 and adjoining lands. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 461, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

548 Purushottam Vishnu Behare Moho 37/4/B Class I 217 600 460 240 240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 
changed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 460, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

549 

Raibai Ragho Kadav, 
Hiraman Ragho Kadav, 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, 

Gulabbai Ananta Rodpalkar, 
Yamunabai Ashok Gaykar, 
Krushnabai Ragho Kadav, 

Janabai Ragho Kadav 

Moho 68/1/B Class I 386 570 461 228 228 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

A.) In the sanctioned Draft TPS - 6, 
1.) Final Plot no. 120 was proposed for 
Gut no. 1/2, 65/3, 68/1/A, 116/6/B, 
121/3, 123/6, Moho. 
2.) Final Plot no. 172 & 263 were 
proposed for Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, Moho. 
3.) Final Plot no. 179 was proposed for 
Gut no. 126/1, Moho. 
4.) Final Plot no. 461 was proposed for 
Gut no. 68/1/B, Moho. 
B.) As per registered distribution deed 
1442/2020 dated 03.02.2020, mutation 
entry no. 2473 was registered. 
Thereafter, according to updated 7/12 
extract-thé name of the owners of above 

it no are changed. 
am The... owners\\ have submitted 

|/f@tarised ‘stamped consent letter dated 
—s) 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
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FP 
No. 

FP 

Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
20.10.20223 and accordingly requested 
to grant separate final plot as per their 
holdings. 
D.) According to their consent letter and 
updated 7/12 extract, the layout of the 
scheme has been revised and revised 
reconstituted final plots are allotted as 
follows; 

i.) For Gut no. 5/4, 116/6/B, 68/1/B, 
65/3, 58/5, Moho Village total area 

4900 sq. m. of Hiraman Ragho Kadav & 
Prakash Ragho Kadav, Final Plot no. 
341 A has been allotted on their existing 

structure in Gut ino. 58. 
ii.) For Gut no. 123/6, 1/2, 5/4, 68/1/A, 
Moho Village total area 4730 sq. mt. of 
Suresh Rambhau Kadav & Yashwant 
Rambhau Kadav, Final Plot no. 310 has 
been allotted. 
iii.) For Gut no. 5/4, 58/5, 126/1, Moho 

Village total area 4100 sq. m. of Nama 
Padu Kadav, Final Plot no. 263 has been 

allotted. 
iv.) For Gut no. 123/6 & 121/3 total area 
4700 sq. m. of Nirabai Anant Kadav, 
Sarita Balkrishna Patil and Surekha 
Sunil Mhatre Final Plot no. 118 has been 
allotted. 
The area is recorded in Table B. 

550 
Harishchandra Zipa Patil, 

Padmakar Zipa Patil 
Shivkar 75/2/1 Class I 100 1690 463 676 676 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 521, as shown in plan no 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

551 
552 
553 

554 

Sagar Sachin Agarwal 

Moho 31/1/C Class If 182 4400 1760 

Moho 113/7/2 Class I $52 2200 880 

Moho 114/2 Class I 556 2900 1160 

Moho 114/3 Class I 557 4900 

464 

1960 

5760 

Shri.Akash S. Agrawal, authorized by Shri. 
Sagar S Agrawal appeared for a hearing on 
24.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 

grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for.TPS-6. The objection 

arding EOP ppontribution amount will 
ie al scheme. For 

omg aN nal spaces, anew 
proposed. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 5.) In Final 
Plot 464, there is an existing flow of water, 
therefore requested to realign the watercourse 
and allot the final plot. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 464, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

555 
Shankar Ganya Bhoir, 
Maruti Ganya Bhoir 

Moho 38/1 Class II 219 4200 465 1680 1680 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Shankar Gana Bhoir and Shri. Maruti Gana 
Bhoir submitted their representation dated 
26.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 465 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
38/1 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 465, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

556 

Ganpat Maya Topale, 
Nagibai Maya Topale, 
Shankar Bandu Topale, 

Shantabai Changa Topale, 
Gurunath Changa Topale, 
Yogesh Changa Topale, 
Sangita Sanjay Patil, 

Yamuna Sudam Bhopi, 
Indu Bandu Topale, 

Jomi Pandhari Shelake, 
Surekha Santosh Fadke, 
Rekha Santosh Fadke, 
Jayashri Santosh Fadke, 
Amruta Santosh Fadke 

Shivkar 77 Class II 103 4580 466 1832 1832 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 466, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

557 
Mahesh Ramesh Patil, 
Jitesh Ramesh Patil, 
Tejas Ramesh Patil 

Shivkar 91/1 Class I 115 1790 468 716 716 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 468, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

558 Mahesh Ramesh Patil Shivkar 91/2 Class I 116 1700 469 680 680 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
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Draft TPS 06 
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2 3A 3B 3C 4 8 9 10 

Sandip Aanandrao Pawar, 
Rajendra Vitthalrao Kolkar, 

Satish Baban Vidhate, 

Subhash Aanadrao Borate. 

Moho 39/3 Class I 470 720 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 470, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

560 

561 
Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal 

Moho 39/2 

Moho 48/4 
Class I 

228 200 

280 600 
471 

240 
440 

Shri. Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal appeared for 
a hearing on 22.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, they 
requested to allot them a combined final plot 
on a 20M wide road, by amalgamating the 
final plot no. 471, 453, and 353 which are in 

the ownership of Smt. Sandhya Shekhar 
Bhujbal and Ms. Sadhhika Shekhar Bhujbal, 
Also requested to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 50% area of their original land. 
2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot 
shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 
plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 

be decided in the final scheme. For 

concession in the marginal spaces, new 

regulation has been proposed. 
As per their request final plots no. 
353,453, 471 in the sanctioned draft 
scheme are amalgamated and combined 
final plot no. 353 has been granted. 
Final Plot no. 353A, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

562 Shami Mangalya Patil Shivkar 317 Class II 122 3060 473 1224 1224 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot No. 473, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

563 
564 
565 
566 
567 
568 

569 

Sangita Laxman Pavanekar, 
Tukaram Dattatreya Patil, 

Surdas Dattatreya Patil, 

Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Fashibai Dattatrey Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau 
Kurangale, 

Leelabai Dattatrey Patil, 
Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 
Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil 

Moho 2/4 Class I 134 3310 1324 

Moho 4/4 Class I 147 2600 1040 

Moho 40/6 Class II 240 4200 1680 

Moho 41/1/A Class II 241 3450 1380 

Moho 41/1/B Class II 242 1650 660 

Moho 117/4 Class II 583 5100 476 2040 

Moho 133/2 Class I 671 2710 1084 

9208 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
submitted representation on 08.09.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) For their 
survey no. 2/4, 4/4, 40/6, 41/1/A, 41/1/B, 

117/4, 133/2, Final Plot no. 476 is granted in 
survey no. 40/6. They requested to do 
reallocation as follows: a.) Final plots for 
Survey No. 2/4 and 4/4 shall be granted in 
respective survey no. only. b.) Final plot no. 
476 shall be granted for survey no. 40/6, 
41/1/A, 41/1/B, 117/4, and 1337/2. 

As per their request, for their Gut no. 
133/2 the separate Final plot 209 has 
been allotted in part of their original Gut 
no. 2/4. For their remaining land Gut no. 
2/4, 4/4, 40/6, 41/1/A, 41/1/B, 117/4 a 
revised reconstituted Final Plot No. 476, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 

570 Balaram Namdev Patil Moho 40/3 Class II 237 1500 477 600 600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

sare megan sthisine proposal is 
ed, ‘subj ject ) aI change in 

s\ GD 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 477, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

571 Baburao Shankar Mhatre Moho 40/2 Class II 236 2400 478 960 960 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 478, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

572 
Baburao Shankar Mhatre, 
Sakharam Shankar Mhatre. 

Moho 40/1 Class I 235 1600 479 640 640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 479, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

573 
Jeetendra Yugraj Jain, 

Mahavir Basantilal Surana, 
Rakesh Sohanlal Chaplot 

Moho 45/1 Class I 257 1600 480 640 640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 480, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

574 Tukaram Damu Shelke Moho 136/2A Class I 677 2000 482 800 800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 482, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

575 

Kishor Maruti Pathe, 
Dwarkabai Tukaram Patil, 
Narendra Maruti Pathe, 

Rupesh Maruti Pathe, 
Suvarna Maruti Pathe, 

Dharmendra Walji Kariya 

Moho 136/3 Class I 679 5200 483 2080 2080 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 483, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

576 
Bhumiraj Choice Realtors 

Limited 
Moho 141/B (P) Class I 686 

195123.2 
* 

484, 
485, 
494, 
562 

78049.28 78049.28 

Shri. Deepak V. Karia appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of Bhumiraj Choice Realtors 
Limited on 30.05.23, 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. Final Plot 484 is of 
irregular shape and therefore requested to 
allot a rectangular Final Plot. They have been 
granted four Final Plots at different locations 
and therefore requested that at least 2 plots be 
adjoining to each other and front on 60M 
wide Spine Road. Also requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 

As per joint measurment statement of 
the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 141 (Part) 
of Bhumiraj Choice Realtors — 9149 sq. 
mt. of area out of 201900 sq. mt was 
acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 1,92,751 sq. 
mt. and they are entitled for the final plot 
of 77,100. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
tevised for 

on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 

r
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 

Tenure 
(0) id 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 

accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 

considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 

Table B. 

577 

Rajesh Sohanmal Mehta, 

Ajay Sohanmal Mehta, 
Sanjay Sohanmal Mehta, 

Prasad Lakshman Gaikwad, 

Vedant Prasad Gaikwad 

Chikhale 140/4 Class I 37 13300 486 5320 5320 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot No. 486, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

578 

Vinay Vijay Agrawal, 
Vijay Narottamdas 

Agrawal, 

Surdas Dattatrey Agrawal. 

Moho 30 Class I 178 5560 489 2224 2224 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 489, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

579 

Gana Ganpat Tupe, 

Gunabai Ganu Dhavale, 

Baraki Tukaram Dhavale, 

Kashi Ganpat Tupe, 
Rama Bendu Tupe. 

Shivkar 40/0 Class I 56 2760 490 1104 1104 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 

ownership. 
Final Plot No. 490, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

580 

Dattatray M. Karpe, 
Sunil Kondaji Kokre, 

Sunil Shrikrishna Bhalerao, 

Sanjay Kumar Chaturvedi 

Pali 

Khurd 
21/2/1(P) Class I 709 

581 

Deepak Govind Shelke, 

Ramchandra Govind 
Shelke, 

Santosh Govind Shelke, 

Varsha Anant Shelke, 
Jayshree Dattatrey Shelke 

Pali 
Khurd 

21/2/2(P) Class I 710 

582 Ramdas Lakshman Shelke 
Pali 

Khurd 
21/2/3(P) Class II 711 

583 

Niraj Santosh Singhania, 
Manoj Pashupatinath 

Dokania, 
Manish Pashupatinath 

Dokania, 
Ashish Pashupatinath 

Dokania, 
Mukesh Pashupatinath 

Dokania 

Pali 

Khurd 
21/2/4(P) Class I 712 

2075* 491 830.18 830.18 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per joint measurment statement of 
the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 21/2 - 
16450 sq. mt. the area of 13976 sq. mt. 
was acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 2474 sq. mt. 
and they are entitled for the final plot of 
990 sq. mt. 
Final Plot No. 491, has been allotted, 

subject to change in the name of owners 
as per the updated 7/12 extract and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 | 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

584 
Santosh Jethya Patil, 

Kalpana Baliram Gadkari, 
Nandkumar Jethya Patil 

Chikhale 136/1B Class I 14 1850 492 740 740 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 492, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

585 
Rajendra Ramchandra 

Chandne 
Chikhale 131/2(P) Class I 1780 493 712 712 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 493, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

586 

Shree. Ganpati Dev 
Vahivatdar, 

Chander Dhau Patil, 
Anant Dhondu Dhavale, 

Gopal Hiru Patil, 
Lakshman Mangal ya 

Kamble, 
Tukaram Ragho Tople, 
Dharma Kathor Tupe, 
Anesh Ganu Dhavale, 
Ananta Rama Patil, 

Prakash Padu Popeta 

Shivkar 69 Class I 93 25320 495 10128 10128 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 495, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

587 Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil Moho 140/0 Class I 685 2500 496 1000 1000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 496, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

588 Manik L. Shah Moho 29/1 Class I 174 1300 497 520 520 

Shri. Satish More appeared for a hearing on 
behalf of Smt. Sampada Satish More, Smt. 
Hemlata Vishal Dhage and Shri. Amol 
Kalidas Deshmukh on 26.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. Further requested that TDR so 
generated shall be bought by NAINA 
Authority and give valid compensation in 
lieu of the same. 3.) The ownership details in 
form -1, are incorrect and need an updation, 
the survey no. 29/1 was purchased from Shri. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been _ proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 497, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area; as recorded in Table B. 

x 
}f Manik Shah by Smt. Sampada Satish More, 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
Smt. Hemlata Vishal Dhage and Shri. Amol 
Kalidas Deshmukh through a registered sale 
deed dated 03.10.2019. 4.) The contribution 
amount as per form no. 1 is not accepted and 
shall be waived off. 5.) By considering the 
development of the High Rise Building, 
concession in the marginal space shall be 
granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 

589 
Khandu Balu Fadke, 

Lilabai Sadanand Mhatre, 
Manibai Namdev Patil. 

Moho 29/2 Class II 175 14000 498 5600 5600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 498, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

590 

Lahu Hiru Bhoir, 

Vasant Hiru Bhoir, 

Budhaji Hiru Bhoir, 
Dhunkuribai Sudam Shelke, 

Yamunabai Balkrishna 
Wagmare. 

Moho 29/3A Class II 176 1700 499 680 680 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. Subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 499, as shown in plan no 
4 has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

591 Yatin Bhagwan Patil Moho 28/2/C Class I 173 1800 500 720 720 

Shri. Yatin Bhagwan Patil appeared for a 
hearing on 23.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3,) The contribution amount as per form 

no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 
4.) By considering the development of the 
High Rise Building, concession in the 
marginal space shall be granted and for that, 
the premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 500, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

592 
Maruti Dhondu Shelake, 
Sandip Urf Pradip Ganpat 

Shelake 

Moho 28/2/B Class II 172 2500 501 1000 1000 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 501, as shown in plan no 

593 
Kishan Ganya Bhoir, 
Banobai Pandharinath 

Shendre, 

Moho 31/V/A Class II 179 4100 503 1640 1640 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

4, ee the owner(s) and 

of th eS din Table B. 
( aft eme proposal is 

change in 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 i 8 9 10 Kalibai Shantaram Phadke, 
Dattatreya Ganya Bhoir. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

594 

Muktabai Balaram Bhoir, 
Trimbak Balaram Bhoir, 

Raghunath Balaram Bhoir, 
Arun Balaram Bhoir, 

Gurunath Balaram Bhoir, 

Suman Baburao Patil, 
Madhuri Trimbak Gharat. 

Moho 31/1/B/2 Class II 181 2000 504 800 800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 
changed. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 508, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

595 Amol Subhash Shinde Moho 32/2 Class I 185 600 506 240 240 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 510, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 596 

597 

Rajubai Mahadu Bhoir, 
Narendra Mahadu Bhoir, 
Anjana Mahadu Bhoir. 

Moho 27/11B (P) 

Moho 27/1/D (P) Class II 

163 198.14* 79.256 

164 1163.65* 
509 465.449 | 344.696 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per joint measurment statement of 
the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 27/1/B - 
3600 sq. mt. the area of 3577 sq. mt. was 
acquired and out of Gut no. 27/1/D - 
1700 sq. mt. the area of 1023 sq. mt. has 
been acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 700 sq. mt. and 
they are entitled for the final plot of 280 
sq. mt. 
Final Plot No. 509, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

598 

Yamunabai Aalya Mhaskar, 
Baban Aalya Mhaskar, 
Ramchandra Aalya 

Mhaskar, 
Waman Aalya Mhaskar, 
KrushnaBai Ram Mali. 

Moho 27/3(P) Class II 167 2563.59* 510 1025.437 1025.437 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per joint measurment statement of 
the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 27/3 - 
6500 sq. mt. the area of 3474 sq. mt. was 
acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 3026 sq. mt. 
and they are entitled for the final plot of 
1210 sq. mt. 
Final Plot No. 507, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

599 

Lahu Hiru Bhoir, 
Vasant Hiru Bhoir, 
Budhaji Hiru Bhoir, 

Dunkaribai Sudam Shelke, 
Yamunabai Balkrishna 

Wagmare, 

Moho 37/1 Class II 213 6100 511 2440 2440 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership-— 
Final Riot No. 506, as shown in plan no 
Yee allotted to\the owner(s) and 

f fhearea, as recorded in Table B. 
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RY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO.6 

Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village 
Tenure 

Survey No. of 
oP 
Ne. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

Sudhakar Govind Bhoir, 

Manoj Ganpat Dauer, 

Panklesh Bamji Dauer, 

Vikas Prakash Chavan, 

Maruti Haraji Raut 

600 

Baban Dinkar Bhoir, 

Ramdas Dinkar Bhoir, 
Ganesh Dinkar Bhoir, 

Shantaram Dinkar Bhoir, 

Kisan Dinkar Bhoir, 

Bebi Krishna Patil, 
Soni Dinkar Bhoir, 

Mai Dinkar Bhoir. 

Moho 31/1/B/1_ | Class II 180 9500 512 3800 3800 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Baban Dinkar Bhoir, Shri. Ramdas Dinkar 
Bhoir, Shri. Ganesh Dinkar Bhoir, Shri. 

Shantaram Dinkar Bhoir, Shri. Kisan Dinkar 

Bhoir submitted representation dated 
26.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 512 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
31/1/B and adjoining _lands. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in Final 
Plot Number. 
Final Plot no. 505, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

601 Balaram Ganu Patil Chikhale 131/1 Class II 2700 513 1080 1080 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract ownership is 
changed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. subject to change in Final 
Plot No. 504, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

602 

Bhimabai Dhulya Bhoir, 
Baliram Dhulya Bhoir, 

Anantha Dhulya Bhoir, 
Bayobai Dattu Bhopi, 

Vanita Dhulya Bhoir. 

Moho 27/1/A (P) | Class II 162 
1369.204 

* 
515 547.682 547.682 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per joint measurment statement of 

the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 27/1/A - 
3350sq. mt. the area of 2468 sq. mt. was 
acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 883 sq. mt. and 
they are entitled for the final plot of 353 
sq. mt. 
Final Plot No. 518, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

603 

Rahul Laxman Kamble, 
Rupesh Namdev Kamble, 
Shirish Vijay Kamble, 

Rakesh Namdeo Kamble, 

Ratesh Lakshman Kamble, 

Girish Vijay Kamble 

Shivkar 66/1 Class I 89 5360 2144 2144 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. Subject to change in Final 
Plot Number. 
Final Plot No. 512, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area,-as.recorded in Table B. 

604 
Ganesh Ladku Bhoir, 

Dasharath Ladku Bhoir, 

Devaki Ladku Bhoir, 

Moho 33/1/B Class II 192 5100 517 2040 2040 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Ganesh Ladku Bhoir, Shri. Dasharath Ladku 
Bhoir, Shri. Pandurang Ladku Bhoir, Shri. 
Balaram Laduk Bhoir, Smt. Mangala Vishnu 

In the sanGtioned: draft scheme, Final 
plotno-517 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings, bearing Gut no. 
'83/1 ‘and ‘adjoining lands. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village 
Tenure | 

Survey No. of 
Land " 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 8 9 10, Pandurang Ladku Bhoir, 
Balaram Laduk Bhoir 

Patil, Smt. Hirabai Sudam Patil, Smt. 
Shevanti Pandurang Mbhatre submitted 
representation dated 26.06.23, 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. Subject to change in Final 
Plot Number. 
Final Plot no. 513, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

605 
606 
607 
608 

609 

Santosh Sankar Ghodinde, 
Rashmi Ravindra Jhemse, 
Rajshri Rajendra Chandne, 

Manisha Umesh Tupe 

Moho 32/3 188 
Moho 

2500 1000 
33/U/A 191 

Moho 
4300 1720 

36/5/A 210 
Moho 

1640 656 
38/3/B 222 

Moho 

300 120 

Class II 

7T3/2/A 419 2120 

518 

848 

4344 

Shri. Santosh Shankar Ghodinde appeared 
for a hearing on 23.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The ownership details as per form -1 
are correct, however need spelling correction 
as follows: i.) Santosh Shankar Ghodinde, ii.) 
Rashmi Ravindra Zemse, iii.) Rajashri 
Rajendra Chandane, iv.) Manisha Umesh 
Tupe 4.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived. 5.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to correction in the 
name of the owners, as per their request, 
subject to change in Final Plot Number. 
Final Plot No. 514, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

610 

611 

Rushish Mansukh 
Timbadia, 

Amol Namdev Bhagat 

Moho 33/2/A/1 193 

Moho 

3000 1200 

Class I 33/2/A/2/2 194B 1800 
519 

720 
1920 

Shri. Rushish Mansukh Timbadia appeared 
for a hearing on 22.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. They claimed that the 
location of their final plot was changed and 
therefore requested to allot the Final Plot as 
per the earlier location having the frontage of 
60 mt. road and anchored to their survey 
number. Also requested to grant the final plot 
of a minimum of 50% area of their original 
land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original 
plot shall be allowed to be consumed on the 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FS] and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 

view final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

e
n
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 66 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

Oop 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS 06 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 

contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 

accepted and shall be waived. 3.) By 

considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Plot no. 515A, as shown in plan no 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

area, as recorded in Table B. 

612 

Parashuram Balya Dhavale, 
Goma Balya Dhavale, 

Suman Baban Patil, 

Bhagubai Goma Patil 

Shivkar 79/1 Class I 107 7340 519B 2936 2936 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in Final 

Plot Number. 
Final Plot No. 515B, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

613 
614 
615 

616 

Lahu Hiru Bhoir, 

Vasant Hiru Bhoir, 

Budhaji Hiru Bhoir, 
Dunkaribai Sudam Shelke, 

Yamunabai Balkrishna 
Waghmare, 

Sudhakar Govind Bhoir. 

Moho 32/1 184 600 240 

Moho 37/2 

Moho 37/3 

Moho 60/8 

Class II 

214 800 320 

215 3700 1480 

349 800 

520 

320 

2360 

Shri. Lahu Hiru Bhoir, Shri. Vasant Hiru 
Bhoir, Shri. Budhaji Hiru Bhoir, Shri. 
Sudhakar Govind Bhoir appeared for a 
hearing on 29.05.23, 
Submission in hearing: 1.) The ownership 

details as per form -1 are incorrect, survey no. 
37/3 of Village Moho has been shown in 

combined ownership of Lahu Hiru Bhoir, 
Vasant Hiru Bhoir, Budhaji Hiru Bhoir, 

Dunkaribai Sudam Shelke, Yamunabai 
Balkrishna Waghmare, Sudhakar Govind 
Bhoir, However, as per the City Civil Court 

order dated 02.11.2019 in suit no 310/2019, 

survey no. 37/3- area 1600 sq. m has been 
totally granted to Shri. Sudhakar Hiru Bhoir, 
Accordingly they requested to grant a 

separate final plot for 37/3. 

As per updated 7/12 extract the 
ownership of all the lands has been 
changed. Accordingly, Proposed Final 

plot no. 520 in sanctioned draft scheme 

is subdivided and separate final plot has 

been allotted as follows; 

1.) For Gut no. 32/1 - Final Plot 519B 

2.) For Gut no. 37/2 - Final Plot 519A 

3.) For Gut no. 37/3 - Final Plot 517 
4.) For Gut no. 60/8 - Final Plot 519C 
Final Plot No. 520C, 520D, 520E, 520F 
as shown in plan no 4, have been allotted 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

617 Tushar Damji Nisar Chikhale 140/3A Class I 36A 3300 520A 1320 1320 

Shri. Tushar Damji Nisar appeared for a 
hearing on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 50% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FS] due to any restrictions, shall 

be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 

no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 4.) 
By considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
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per 7/12 
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FP 
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Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 5 6 8 9 10 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

No. 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) 
and of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

618 Lahu Hiru Bhoir Moho 33/2/A/2/1 Class II 194A 3000 520B 1200 1200 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in Final 
Plot Number. 
Final Plot No. 516B, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

619 

620 
Dattu Dhau Bhoir 

Moho 33/3 

Moho 36/2 
Class II 

196 2900 1160 

207 1500 
521 

600 
1760 

Shri. Sanjay Naga Bhoir appeared for a 
hearing on 04.08.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The ownership details as per Form - 
1 are incorrect and need an updation. Shri. 
Dattu Bhoir has granted his rights in survey 
no. 33/3 to Shri. Jaydas Naga Bhoir and Shri. 
Sanjay Naga Bhoir and rights in survey no. 
36/2 was granted to Shri. Naga Dattu Bhoir, 
the mutation entry no. 2641 states the same. 
Thus requested to do a needful change in 
ownership of Final Plot No. 373. 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
As per updated 7/12 extract the 
ownership of all the lands has been 
changed. Accordingly, Proposed Final 
plot no. 521 in sanctioned draft scheme 
is subdivided and separate final plot has 
been allotted as follows; 
1.) For Gut no. 33/3 - Final Plot 520A 
2.) For Gut no. 36/2 - Final Plot 520B 

Final Plot No. 520A & 520B, as shown 
in plan no 4, have been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 
Table B. 

621 
Jaydas Naga Bhoir, 
Sanjay Naga Bhoir 

Moho 36/3 Class I 208 1000 522 400 400 

Shri. Sanjay Naga Bhoir appeared fpr a 
hearing on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However, requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 
unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the-contribution amount will 
be decided\ inthe “final scheme. For 

% sion in the marginal spaces, anew 
been _ proposed. 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
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Draft TPS 06 
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2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 

1 are incorrect and need an updation. Survey 

no. 36/3 of village Moho of area 1000 sq. m, 

was purchased by Shri. Rajesh Ashok Patil 

and Shri. Ashish Baliram Sapale through a 

registered sale deed no. 8658/2021 dt. 
18/08/2021, thus request to update the same 
in the ownership of Final Plot no. 522. 3.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 

accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 

considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

confirmed, subject to change in the 

name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. 

Final Plot No. 522, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

622 Sarika Atul Bhagat Moho 36/1 Class I 206 700 523 280 280 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 523, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

623 
624 

625 

Sitaram Halya Shinde, 

Sakharam Balu Shinde, 

Tukaram Ladku Shinde, 

Bhavika Machindra 
Thombre, Guardian Mother 

Archana Thombre, Archana 
Machindra Thombre, 

Darshana Machhindra 
Thombre, Sujita Subhash 
Patil, Harshada Machindra 

Thombre, Mathura Sudam 

Aagivale, Surekha Suresh 
Thakur, Yamuna Shantaram 

Badekar, Shobha Damodar 

Bhalekar, Gulab Arun 
Bolade. 

Moho 36/6 212 2900 1160 

Moho 39/1 

Moho 40/4 
Class II 

227 2600 1040 

238 1800 
524 

720 
2920 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 524, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

626 

627 
Ganpat Hasuram Bhomkar 

Moho 37/5 

Moho 137/1 
Class I 

218 2400 960 

680 1800 
525 

720 
1680 

Shri. Nitin Maruti Pawar appeared for a 
hearing on 16.06.23, 

Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. However requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 
of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 
be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The ownership details as per form - 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 

the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution am 

regulation has 
The sanctioned draft sche: 
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Name of Owner 
Tenure 

Survey No. of 
Land 
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No. 
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per 7/12 
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FP 
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Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 7 9 10 
1, are incorrect and need an updation. The 
survey no. 37/5, of village Moho was 
purchased by i.) Nitin Maruti Pawar, ii.) 
Aruna Nanasaheb Jagtap, iii.) Balaji 
Mahadev Thakur, iv.) Sangita Madhukar 
Nirphal, v.) Ashok Yamnappa Ellager, vi.) 
Ajit Shivaji Bhujbal, vii.) Laxman Angadrao 
Darade from Shri. Ganpat Bhomkar, wide 
registered sale deed. Furthermore, the survey 
no. 137/1 of village Moho was purchased by 
i.) Nitin Maruti Pawar, ii.) Ashok Yamnappa 
Ellager, iii.) Devanand Gopalrao Vir, iv.) 
Vikram Shrimant Nikam, v.) Ajit Ashokrao 
Mhetre, vi.) Vishwajit Vithhalrao Shinde, 
vii.) Gayatri Rajendra Kakade, viii.) Ujjawal 
Shivaji Desai from Ganpat Hasuram 
Bhomkar wide registered sale deed. The 
mutation entry no. 2581 and 2596 justify the 
change in ownership, thus requesting to allot 
combined final plot no. 525 in the name of 
Nitin Maruti Pawar and 12 others. 4.) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 5.) By 
considering the development of the High 
Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

confirmed, subject to change in the 
name of owners, as per their request and 
updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 525, as shown in plan No. 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

628 
Kashinath Pandurang 

Shinde, 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal 

Moho 68/4 Class I 389 5300 526 2120 2120 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 526, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

629 

Baban Maruti Dhawale, 
Bhagwan Maruti Dhawale, 

Janabai Baban Patil, 
Radha Maruti Dhawale, 

Shashikala Pai. 

Shivkar 74 Class I 98 6020 527 2408 2408 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
location. 

Final Plot No. 528, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

630 Nirmala Maruti Bhagat Shivkar 79/3(P) Class II 109 5740 528 2296 2296 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to slight change in 
location. 
Final Plot No. 529, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 631 

632 
Moho 32/4 

Class I 
189 1000 400 

Moho 33/2/B 195 2400 
529 

960 
2080 

Shri. Manoj Krushnaji Bhujbal appeared for 
23.06.23, 

Considering the area of teservations and 
a hearing . on amenitiesin\TPS-6, the request to grant 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
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633 
Manoj Krushnaji Bhujbal, 

Hemant Krushnaji Bhujbal, 
Ashok Krushnaji Bhujbal. 

Moho 40/5 239 1800 720 

submission in hearing: 1.) The Final Plot 526 

is in the ownership of their Sister-in-law Mrs. 

Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal and others and 

therefore requested to allot them Final Plot 

adjoining to FP No.526 and front on 20M 

wide road. Also requested to grant the final 

plot of a minimum of 50% area of their 

original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the 

original plot shall be allowed to be consumed 

on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due 

to any restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) As per 

mutation entry no. 2508, after the demise of 

their co-owner, Late. Ashok Krushnaji 

Bhujbal, the names of his heirs Smt. Sunanda 

Ashok Bhujbal, Shri. Prashant Ashok 

Bhujbal and Sau. Pradnya Shivraj Boravake 

appeared in the 7/12 extract and thus 

requested to update the ownership details of 

the Final Plot. 4.) The contribution amount as 

per form no. 1 is not accepted and shall be 
waived off. 5.) By considering the 
development of the High Rise Building, 

concession in the marginal space shall be 

granted and for that, the premium shall not be 

charged. 

the final plot of a minimum of 50% of 

the original land can not be considered. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 

regulations are already proposed in 

SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 

regarding the contribution amount will 

be decided in the final scheme. For 

concession in the marginal spaces, anew 

regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to slight change in 

location, change in the name of owners 

as per the updated 7/12 extract and 

change in final plot no. as 527. 

Final Plot No. 527, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

634 Pramod Hasuram Mhatre Moho 27/2(P) Class II 166 2068.93* 530 827.573 827.573 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

As per joint measurment statement of 

the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 

modal corridor, out of Gut no. 27/2 - 

2100sq. mt. the area of 480 sq. mt. was 

acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 1620 sq. mt. 

and they are entitled for the final plot of 

648 sq. mt. 
Final Plot No. 530, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

635 Shekhar Shamakant Naik Moho 34/1/B Class I 198 2180 531 872 872 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 531, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

636 Bhikya Dhau Bhoir Moho 34/2 Class I 199 5700 532 2280 2280 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 
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2 3A 3B 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
acquired. Accordingly, the net area 
remain with the owner is 5445 sq. mt. 
and they are entitled for the final plot of 
2178 sq. mt. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 532A, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

637 Ekanath Vitthal Kadav Moho 121/2 Class I 595 4000 532C 1600 1600 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 534A, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 638 

639 
640 
641 

642 

Anna Shankar Bhoir, 

Rama Shankar Bhoir, 
Subhash Shankar Bhoir, 

Raghunath Shankar Bhoir. 

Moho 34/4 
Moho 37/4/A 
Moho 38/3/A 
Moho 66/1/A 

Moho 75/5/2' 

Class II 

201 3700 1480 
216 2200 880 
221 1200 480 
374 2000 800 

436 2200 

533 

880 

4520 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Ramchandra Shankar Bhoir, Shri, Anna 
Shankar Bhoir, Shri. Ragunath Shankar 
Bhoir, Shri. Subhash Shankar Bhoir 
submitted representation dated 31.07.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 533 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
34/4 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in final 
plot no. as 533C. 
Final Plot no. 533C, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

643 

644 

Muktabai Balaram Bhoir, 
Trimbak Balaram Bhoir, 

Raghunath Balaram Bhoir, 
Arun Balaram Bhoir, 

Gurunath Balaram Bhoir, 
Suman Baburao Patil, 

Madhuri Trambak Gharat. 

Moho 28/1/A(P) 

Moho 28/1/C 
Class II 

168 1887.34* 754.92 

170 1710 
533A 

684 
1438.92 

Shri. Nilesh Trimbak Bhoir appeared for a 
hearing on 23.06.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They requested 
to allot them the Final Plot at the junction of 
two roads. Also requested to grant the final 
plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. The FSI of 3.00 shall be availed 
for utilization on the final plot. 2.) 
Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot shall 
be allowed to be consumed on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be 
transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 
ownership details as per form -1 are incorrect 
and need an updation, as per mutation entry 
no. 2400 and 2495, the ownership details are 
as follows: i.) Manik Trimbak Bhoir, ii.) 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been _ proposed. 
As per joint measurment statement of 
the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 28/1/A - 
3710sq. mt.the area:of 2157sq. mt. was 
acquired... Accordingly. the net area 
remajf:with the owner’is\1553 sq. mt. 

Vilas Trimbak Bhoir, iii.) Jagdish Trimbak and/fhey are entitled for the final plot of 
—st 

\\ , 182 | Page 

c
o



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

oP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 

No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 § 6 8 9 10 

Bhoir, iv.) Nilesh Trimbak Bhoir, v.) Nisha 

Nandkumar Patil. 4.) The contribution 

amount as per form no. 1 is not accepted and 

shall be waived. 4.) By considering the 

development of the High Rise Building, 

concession in the marginal space shall be 

granted and for that, the premium shall not be 

charged. 5.) They requested compensation 

for their house and trees in the original 

holding. Also, requested for certificate of 
Project Affected People. 

Shri. Nilesh Trimbak Bhoir submitted a 
representation on 23.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 

written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 

TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

621 sq. mt. 

As per updated 7/12 extract the 

ownership of both lands is changed and 

therefore separate final plot no. 533A 

has been granted to Gut no. 28/1/C & 

533B has been granted to Gut no. 

28/1/A. 
Final Plots no. 533A & 533B, as shown 

in plan no 4, has been allotted to the 
owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 

Table B. 

645 

Ganu Kamalu Mhatre, 

Shantibai Tunya Bhopi, 
Janabai Namdev Mhatre, 

Yashwant Namdev Mhatre, 

Aarti Namdev Patil, 

Malati Ganpat Patil, 

Subhadra Baliram Mhatre, 

Rajesh Baliram Mhatre, 

Santosh Baliram Mhatre, 

Smita Laxman Tandel. 

Moho 35/1/4/1 Class II 203 2870 534 1148 1148 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to change in final 

plot no. as 534B. 
Final Plot No. 534B, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

646 

Khushalchand Fakirchand 

Lunkad, 

Suhas Khushalchand 

Lunkad, Sanjay 

Khushalchand Lunkad, 

Milind Khushalchand 
Lunkad, Bharat Suvalal 

Desadala, 

Deepak Kacherdas 
Bhatevara 

Shivkar 297 Class I 119 2860 535 1144 1144 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 535, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

647 

Lakshman Dharma 

Chaudhary, 
Janardan Dharma 

Chaudhary 

Chikhale 140/1 Class II 34 3200 536 1280 1280 

Shri. Rajanath Janardan Choudhary and Shri. 
Nilesh Laxman Chaudhari appeared for a 

hearing on 13.07.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the allotted final plot in the 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Ploy We xt a in plan no 



Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 8 9 10 
sanctioned draft TPS. 2.) They do not accept 
the NAINA Town Planning Scheme. 

648 
Sandip Janardan Ghogare, 
Vaibhav Sandip Ghogare. | Shivkar 75/2/2 Class I 101 2000 537 800 800 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot No. 537, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

649 

Namdev Mahadu Phadke, 
Shantibai Govind 

Jambhulkar, 
Baby Mahadu Phadke, 

Tukaram Mahadu Phadke. 
Rasika Ramdas Phadke, 
Suman Ramdas Phadke, 
Yogesh Ramdas Phadke, 

Manisha Manohar 

Malusare, 

Santosh Ananta Kathare, 
Sanjay Ananta Kathare, 
Vandana Ananta Kathare 

> 

Shivkar 320/1 Class I 127 8240 539 3296 3296 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subjecrt to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 539, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

650 

651 

Chikhale 139/4 

Gana Maruti Chaudhury Chikhale 
140/2 

Class I 

31 2000 800 

35 3900 
540 

1560 
2360 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 540, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 652 

653 

Moho 28/1/B 

Baban Dinkar Bhoir, 
Ramdas Dinkar Bhoir, 
Ganesh Dinkar Bhoir, 

Shantaram Dinkar Bhoir, 
Kisan Dinkar Bhoir, 
Bebi Krishna Patil, 
Soni Dinkar Bhoir, 
Mai Dinkar Bhoir. 

Moho 71/6 
Class II 

169 5280 2112 

411 3500 
541 

1400 
3512 

They have not appeared for hearing and Shri. 
Baban Dinkar Bhoir, Shri. Ramdas Dinkar 
Bhoir, Shri. Ganesh Dinkar Bhoir, Shri. 
Shantaram Dinkar Bhoir, Shri. Kisan Dinkar 
Bhoir submitted representation dated on 
26.06.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) Their 
written consent was not taken to include their 
land in NAINA TPS. 2.) The said NAINA 
TPS is inconsistent with the law and against 
the interest of the people, therefore raised 
their objection to include them in the said 
scheme. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 541 has been granted in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no. 
71/6 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot no. 541, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

654 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. 

Ltd, 
Shivom Devlopers LLP 

Moho 70/4 Class I 403 3300 542 1320 1320 

Shri. Vishal Kulkarni appeared for a hearing 
on behalf of M/s. Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 
on 29.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to allot a 
separate final plot for their holding in survey 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are’ already proposed in 

for. . TPS<6)\ The objection 
no. 70/4. Also requested to grant the final plot Pad tinge contribttion amount will 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area Draft TPS 06 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 

restrictions, 

of a minimum of 50% area of their original 

land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original 

plot shall be allowed to be consumed on the 
final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 

contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 

accepted and shall be waived. 
considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

3.) By 

be decided in the final scheme. For 

concession in the marginal spaces, anew 

regulation has been proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to change in Final 

Plot no. as 542A, as shown in plan No. 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

655 

Budhaji Sawlaya Shelke, 
Lahu Sawlya Shelke, 

Ankush Sawlya Shelke, 

Bami Janu Patil, 

Sunil Vasant Shelke, 

Sunita Vasant Shelke, 

Shivom Developers LLP. 

Pali 

Khurd 
18/3/1 Class I 693 5840 543 2336 

sae submitted any representation. 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 543, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

656 

Jairam Nathu Shelke, 

Ramkrishna Nathu Shelke, 

Yamunabai Sadashiv 

Khutle, Krishnabai Dattu 
Patil, Shubhangi 

Harishchandra Phadke, 

Vaibhav Nathuram Patil, 

Sushma Nathuram Patil, 

Bharti Bharat Mhatre, 

Ganesh Sitaram Shelke, 

Nanda Arun Mhaskar, 

Radhabai Chandrakant 
Bhopi, Manohar Vitthal 

Patil, Sangeeta Kaluram 

Barve, Ram Vitthal Patil, 

Jagdish Vitthal Patil, 
Kalpesh Bhaskar Kondilkar, 

Krushesh Bhaskar 
Kondilkar, Shevanta 

Motiram Bhoir 

Pali 
Khurd 

1/2/1(P) Class II 687 

657 
M/s Valuable Properties 

‘Pvt. Ltd. 
Pali 

Khurd 
1/2/2(P) Class I 688 

658 
M/s Valuable Properties 

Pvt. Ltd 
Pali 

Khurd 
1/2/3(P) Class I 689 

659 Raghunath Kana Shelke 
Pali 

Khurd 
1/2/4(P) Class I 690 

737.983* 544 295.19 295.19 submitted any representation. 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 

Final Plot No. 544, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
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Area as 

per 7/12 
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Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator - 
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660 

Dhau Ambo Mhaskar, 
Mahadu Ambo Mhaskar, 
Changa Ambo Mhaskar, 
Hira Ambo Mhaskar, 
Gana Ambo Mhaskar, 
Guna Ambo Mhaskar, 
Nami Ambo Mhaskar, 
Chandrabhaga Kundalik 

Mhaskar, 
Rajendra Kundalik 

Mhaskar, 
Ram Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Sachin Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Nitin Kundalik Mhaskar, 

Moho 71/4 Class II 409 1300 545 520 520 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 545, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

661 
662 
663 
664 
665 
666 
667 
668 
669 
670 
671 
672 
673 
674 
675 
676 
677 
678 
679 
680 

681 

682 

683 

684 

685 

Shivom Developers LLP 

Moho 35/1/3/4/3 
Moho 35/1/4/2 
Moho 35/2 
Moho 64/2 
Moho 64/3 
Moho 65/1 
Moho 65/4 
Moho 65/5 
Moho 65/8A 
Moho 66/1/B 
Moho 66/2 
Moho 66/3 
Moho 69/3 
Moho 69/5 
Moho 70/1 
Moho 70/6 
Moho 71/2 
Moho 73/1 
Moho 73/2/B 
Moho 74/5 
Pali 

Khurd 
18/1 

Pali 

Khurd 
18/2 

Pali 

Khurd 
18/3/2 

Pali 

Khurd 
18/4 

Pali 

Khurd 
20/0 

Class I 

202 8030 3212 
204 900 360 
205 1700 680 
357 1600 640 
358 800 320 
363 3000 1200 
366 400 160 
367 400 160 
370 250 100 
375 450 180 
377 700 280 
378 2000 800 
393 4100 1640 
395 3400 1360 
400 3300 547, 1320 
405 2100 425 840 
407 1800 720 
418 4000 1600 
420 3540 1416 
429 1400 560 

691 7120 2848 

692 2700 1080 

694 1740 696 

695 7890 3156 

707 1520 608 

25936 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this Final Plot no. 425 & 547 as 
per sanctioned draft scheme have been 
combined and _ revised reconstituted 
Final Plot no. 547, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
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Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
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FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS 06 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 § 6 8 9 10 

686 
M/s Dream Palms Co. Op. 

Hou. Soc. Ltd Tarfe 
Krushnakumar Ram Damde 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/1(P) Class I 696 962.215* 548 384.886 384.886 

Shri. Ravi Pratap Singh - Chairman and Shri. 

Vidya Sagar Sehgal - Vice-chairman 

appeared for a hearing on behalf of M/s 

Dream Palm Co. Op. Housing Society Tarfe 

Krushnakumar Ram Damde on 30.05.23. 

Submission in hearing: 1.) They have 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 

sanctioned draft TPS. They requested to 

finalize the land to be acquired under the 

Proposed Multimodal Corridor and allot the 

final plot accordingly. Also requested to 
grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% area 

of their original land. 2.) Permissible 1.00 

FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 

consumed on the final plot. Also, 

unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions, shall 

be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any 
plot. 3.) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 5.) 
By considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 
space shall be granted and for that, the 
premium shall not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and 

amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 

the original land can not be considered. 

Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 

regulations are already proposed in 

SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 

regarding the contribution amount will 

be decided in the final scheme. For 

concession in the marginal spaces, anew 

regulation has been proposed. 

As per joint measurment statement of 

the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 

modal corridor, out of Gut no. 19/1- 

1590 sq. mt. the area of 637 sq. mt. was 
acquired. Accordingly, the net area 

remain with the owner is 953 sq. mt. and 

they are entitled for the final plot of 381 

sq. mt. 

As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
19/4/2 has been bifurcated into Gut no. 
19/4/A & 19/4/B. Gut no. 19/4/A is now 

owned by M/s Dream Palms Society and 
therefore it is amalgamated with their 
Gut no. 19/1(P) (Final Plot no. 548 in 

draft scheme) and Final Plot no. 551A 

has been allotted to them. 

Final Plot No. 551A as shown in plan 

No. 4, has been allotted to the owner(s) 

and of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

687 

- Adhiraj Sharad Kadu, Anuj 
Bhaskarrao Hivre, Abhay 
Yashvant Yerekar, Asha 
Nimba Salunkhe, Dr. 

Chetankumar Dhanaji 
Khillare, Nikhil Nandkumar 

Khedekar, Nimba Bajrao 
Salunkhe, Pooja Prakash 

Bhatkar, Prathamesh Sanjay 
Kachare, Prafull Gulab 
Devre, Prajakta Nimba 

Salunkhe, Mayuresh Ashok 

Saindane, M/s Design Era 
EPC Contractors Pvt. Ltd. 

tarfe Pritam Padmakar 
Chandke, Shimpli Sanjay 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/2 Class I 697 4590 549 1836 1836 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 

revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 549, 

as shown in plan no 4, has been allotted 

to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 
Land 

OP 
No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. 

FP 
Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 
8 9 10 Mate, Sagar Gorakshnath 

Jagdale, Sudhakar 
Jagannath Gavande, Surabhi 
Santosh Ambekar, Suruchi 
Vilas Gaikwad, Swapnil 

Shamrao Gadkar, 
Harshvardhan Purushottam 

Dhote, Ajit Yashvant 
Yerekar 

688 
Chandrakant Ladku Patil, 

Sarika Vilas Thakur 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/3/1(P) 

689 

Tukaram Vithal Shelke, 
Hanuman Vithal Shelke, 
Kisan Vithal Shelke, 
Arjun Vithal Shelke, 

Kundalik Vithal Shelke, 
Radhabai Vithal Shelke, 
Barkibai Vithal Shelke, 

Dwarkabai Vithal Shelke, 
Ladkibai Vithal Shelke, 

Rakhmibai Vithal Shelke, 
Bhagubai Baburao Patil 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/3/2(P) 
Class II 

698 

699 
7621.26* 550 3048.51 3048.51 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract the 
ownership of Gut no. 19/3/2 has been 
changed. Also as per the joint 
measurment statement of the acquisition 
of Virar -Alibaug Multi Modal Corridor, 
the said gut no. 19/3/1 and 19/3/2 are not 
acquired by said multi modal corridor. 
Accordingly, Final Plot no. 550A has 
been granted for gut no. 19/3/2 and Final 
Plot no. 550B has been granted for gut 
no. 19/3/1. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no.550A 
, 550B as shown in plan no 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, 
as recorded in Table B. 

690 

Madhukar Mahadu Dhavale, 
Dream Palms Co.op. 

Housing Soc., Panvel tarfe 
promoter Krishnakumar 

Ram Damde 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/4/2 Class I 701 5280 551 2112 2112 

Shri. Ravi Pratap Singh - Chairman and Shri. 
Vidya Sagar Sehgal - Vice-chairman 
appeared for a hearing on behalf of M/s 
Dream Palm Co. Op. Housing Society Tarfe 
Krushnakumar Ram Damde on 30.05.23. 
Submission in hearing: 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS. In survey no. 19/4/2 of 
village Pali Khurd, 3280 sq. m. area belongs 
to Shri. Madhukar Shelke and the rest 2000 
Sq. m. is in the ownership of Dream Palms 
Co.op. Housing Soc., Panvel tarfe promoter 
Krishnakumar Ram Damde. The procedure 
separation of the area is in progress, and 
therefore request to grant a separate final plot 
of good shape, adjacent to the final plot no. 
548. Also requested to grant the final plot of 
aminimum of 60% area of their original land. 

Considering the area of reservations and 
amenities in TPS-6, the request to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% of 
the original land can not be considered. 
Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in 
SDCR for TPS-6. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. For 
concession in the marginal spaces, anew 
regulation has been proposed. 
As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 
19/4/2 has been bifurcated into Gut no. 
19/4/A & 19/4/B. Gut no. 19/4/A is now 
owned by M/s Dream Palms Society and 
therefore: it is: amalgamated with their 
Gut/no.19/1(P) (Final, Plot no. 548 in 
drfi<scheme) ‘and Finak Plot no. 551A 

2.) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the original plot hasbeen allotted to them. Now for the 
7 \ re fp ts 
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Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

of 

Land 

OP 

No. 

Area as 
per 7/12 
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FP 

No. 
FP 

Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS 06 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

shall be allowed to be consumed on the final 

plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

restrictions, shall be permitted to be 

transferred as TDR on any plot. 3.) The 

contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 

accepted and shall be waived. 4.) By 

considering the development of the High 

Rise Building, concession in the marginal 

space shall be granted and for that, the 

premium shall not be charged. 

Gut no. 19/4/B Final Plot no. 551B has 

been granted. 

Final Plot No. 551A, 551B as shown in 

plan No. 4, has been allotted to the 

owner(s) and of the area, as recorded in 

Table B. 

691 Anesh Ganu Dhavale 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/4/1 Class I 700 1080 552 432 432 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract Gut no. 

19/4/1 has been changed to Gut no. 

19/4/C. The sanctioned draft scheme 

proposal is confirmed, subject to slight 

change in location & change in name as 

per updated 7/12 extract. 

Final Plot No. 552, as shown in plan no 

4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

of the area, as recorded in Table B.As 

692 

Tukaram Vithal Shelke, 

Hanuman Vithal Shelke, 
Kisan Vithal Shelke, 

Arjun Vithal Shelke, 
Kundalik Vithal Shelke, 
Radhabai Vithal Shelke, 

Barkibai Vithal Shelke, 

Dwarkabai Vithal Shelke, 

Ladkibai Vithal Shelke, 

Rakhmibai Vithal Shelke, 
Bhagubai Baburao Patil 

Pali 

Khurd 
19/5 Class II 702 1560 554 624 624 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 

revised for planning requirement and in 

view of this revised reconstituted Final 

Plot no. 554, as shown in plan no 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

area, as recorded in Table B. 

693 Taibai Balaram Patil 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/7 Class II 706 2830 555 1132 1132 

They have neither appeared for hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

As per updated 7/12 extract and joint 

measurment statement of the acquisition 

of Virar -Alibaug multi modal corridor, 

out of Gut no. 19/7- 2830 sq. mt. the area 

of 1394 sq. mt. was acquired. 

Accordingly, the net area remain with 

the owner is 1436 sq. mt. and they are 
entitled for the final plot.of 574 sq. mt. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 

view of this revised reconstituted Final 

694 
Chandrabhaga Janardan 

Chorghhe 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/6/1 Class II 703 2420 556 968 968 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 

submitted any representation. 

act ownership is 
Y; sy 
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FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS 06 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 Eh 8 9 10 

695 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 556, as shown in plan no 4,, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

696 
697 
698 
699 
700 
701 

702 

703 

Moho 34/1/A ClassI | 197 1720 688 
Moho 34/3 Class II | 200 3300 1320 
Moho 39/4 Class II | 230 1500 600 
Moho 46/2 Class II | 265 800 320 

M/s. Wadhwa Construction [~ Moho 48/2/A Class II | 277 1710 684 
And Infrastructure Itd. Moho 121/5/A ClassI | 598 2350 940 557 Mumbai tarfe Manohar Moho 132/2 ClassI | 665 2500 1000 Chhabariya. Pali 

Khurd 19/6/2/1 ClassI | 704 2200 880 

Pali 
Khurd 19/6/2/2 ClassI | 705 2200 880 

7312 

They have not appeared for a hearing and 
they submitted representation on 05.08.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) The 
contribution amount of Rs. 3, 32, 29,000/- 
(Three crores thirty-two lakhs twenty-nine 
thousand) mentioned in the notice dated 
29.05.2023 is not binding and will not be 
applicable to them. Therefore, requested to 
take back the said notice. 

In the sanctioned draft scheme, Final 
plot no 557 was proposed in part of their 
original holdings bearing Gut no. 19/6/2 
and adjoining lands. The objection 
regarding the contribution amount will 
be decided in the final scheme. 
The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 557, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 
area, as recorded in Table B. 

704 
Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Surdas Dattatrey Patil Nickb 
138/2 ClassI | 682 10000 563 4000 4000 

They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in 
ownership. 
Final Plot No. 563, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

705 
Pandharinath Dattatrey 

Patil, 
Surdas Dattatray Patil 

Moho 138/3 ClassI | 683 12000 564 4800 4800 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 564, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

706 

Janabai Chander Patil, 
Ramdas Chander Patil, 
Jayendra Chander Patil, 
Laxman Chander Patil, 
Bharat Chander Patil, 

Mahendra Chander Patil, 
Padma Krishna Batale, 
Sharda Ganesh Mhatre 

Chikhale 136/1A Class I 13 1850 566A 740 740 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed, subject to change in shape 
and final plot number. 

Final Plot No. 566, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

707 Namdev Hasha Patil Chikhale | 131/4(P) | Class I 9 1680 566 672 672 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirement and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 567, as shown in plan no 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the 

708 Falguni Bhagwandas Patel | Shivkar ClassI | 112 81(P) 2320* 568 928 928 
Shri. Anoop Patel appeared for hearing on 

> it was 
behalf of the owner by submitting the Power 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 

Name of Owner Village Survey No. 
Tenure 

OP 
No. 

Area as 

per 7/12 
Records 

FP 
No. Area 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

Representation of Owner on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS 06 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 4 5 6 8 9 10 
of Attorney dated 22.09.2020. 

They appeared for a hearing on 30.05.2023 
and submitted their representation at the time 
of the hearing and thereafter additional 
representation on 19/6/2023. 
Submission 1) Rehab Housing Pvt. Ltd. Own 

Gut No. 139/2, 138/1A, 142/3, 142/4 in 

Chikhale and Falguni Patel, who is their 

family member, owns Gut No. 81/0 in 

Shivkar Village. Earlier, with the consent 
letter dated 09.11.2020, they had given 
consent to provide them with a single final 

plot in the scheme. However, the company 
has been allotted Final plots no. 8 & 94 and 
Falguni Patel has been allocated Final plot 
no. 568 at different locations, therefore they 
contended that it will lead to hardship in 
planning and its financial viability, 2.) Civil 
Suit No. 675/2011 has been disposed of and 
accordingly wide mutation no. 3598, the 
entry of "litigation under civil suit no. 

675/2011" in the 7/12 extract of Gut No. 
142/3 and 142/4 has been deleted. Also, all 

the lands are under occupancy class I 3.) 
Therefore they requested to grant one 
combined final plot in the joint name of the 

company and Falguni Patel. 

mentioned as "kulkayada kalam 63a -1 

chya tartudis adhin kharedi- vikris 
pratibandh". Therefore, as per their 

request, their original lands bearing Gut 

no. 142/3, 142/4, 139/2, and 81 pt are 
clubbed together and combined Final 

Plot no.91 has been granted. For Gut no. 

138/1A, Final plot no.94 has been 

granted. 
Accordingly Final Plot Nos. 91 & 94, as 

shown in plan no 4, have been allotted to 

the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

709 

Balkrishna Rama Patil, 

Madhukar Rama Patil, 

Ananta Rama Patil, 

Babybai Tukaram Khutale, 
Baburao Laxman Patil, 
Eknath Laxman Patil, 

Yamunabai Dinkar Harad, 

Aanandibai Jayram Bhagat, 

Barkibai Gangaram 
Thamke, 

Jaya Laxman Patil, 

Tukaram Hari Patil, 

Sham Hari Patil 

Moho 119/1 Class I 590 13600 569 5440 5440 
They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 

confirmed, subject to change in 

ownership. 

Final Plot No. 569, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 
of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

710 Rajesh Shankarlal Kakani Moho 26 Class I 161 6100 577 2440 2440 

Shri. Tukaram Dattatrey Patil submitted 
representation on 21.03.23. 
Submission in representation: 1.) The 
survey no. 26/0 of village Moho was 
purchased by Balu Goma Patil, grandfather 
of Shri. Tukaram Dattatrey Patil from 

As per Section 71 of the MR & TP Act, 
if any decree is / a civil court in 

tioned bythe State Govt., then 
be-scheme. shall be “ddemed to 

aoe ) 
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Proposal of Sactioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 06 
Tenure | 

Village OF Name of Owner of No. 

3A 

Survey No. 
Land 

| Area as 
| per 7/12 | 
Records | 

| Representation of Owner on Sanctioned Amalgamated Draft TPS 06 
FP Area 

Decision of Arbitrator 

1 2 3B 3C 4 5 6 ia 8 9 10 
Sitaram Kathod Phadke and Laxman Kathod 
Phadke through registered sale deed. The said 
land is in their possession. 2.) Due to 
technical issue their name stayed on the 
document further by taking this in 
consideration they further tried to sell the 
property to Rajesh Shankar Kakani. 3.) They 
have registered the case in Panvel Civil Court 

by no. a. cee FF ¥A3/R2024, 4.) Requested to 
give information about the land. 

have been suitably corrected/varied 
because of such decree. 
Therefore, the ownership of the final 
plot is maintained as per 7/12 extract of 
the original lands. As per updated 7/12 
extract and mutation entry no. 1901, the 
original land bearing 26, Moho village is 
owned by Rajesh Shankar Kakani. 
As per joint measurment statement of 
the acquisition of Virar -Alibaug multi 
modal corridor, out of Gut no. 26 of 
Moho Village - 39 sq. mt. area out of 
6100 sq. mt. was acquired. Accordingly, 
the net area remain with the owner is 
6061 sq. mt. and they are entitled for the 
final plot of 2424 sq. mt. 
Final Plot No. 577, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

711 Tukaram Dattatrey Patil Moho 138/4 ClassI | 684 16500 They have neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

579 6600 6600 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 579, as shown in plan no 
4, has been allotted to the owner(s) and 

29 December, 2023. 

ee . 
iraj Girkar) 

Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme NAINA No 6 

of the area, as recorded in Table B. 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

(Under Section 72(4) and Rule 13(5) & (6) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

Decisions of Arbitrator 

TABLE B 

Allotment of Final Plots, their Ownership Rights Tenure and Areas 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO 06 
(Part of Villages of Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar) 

an, 

on, 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure 

Area 

(sqm) 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final 

| Plot No. 
Final Plot 

| Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 
137/1/A/1/2/3 

137/1/A/4/6/7 

137/1/A/5 

Class I 

1651 

1704 

2645 

Chikhale 5212 5212 

Vijaya Sadan Co-Op Housing Society, 
P.M.P Kurup Chief Promoter, 

AV Poulosse, 
P. G. Nair, 

K. S. Unnithan 

137/1/B Class I 6000 Chikhale 3A 2400 2400 Dharmaraj Kautik Mahale 

137/3 Class I 23 3200 Chikhale 3B 1280 1280 

Dattatrey Damodar Patankar (25 %), 
Satyajit Suresh Patil, 

Sangeeta Rajendra Patil 
(Share of 2 to 3 = 37.5 %), 

Kamal urf Sushma Suresh Patil (37.5 %) 
143/2 Class I 48 5400 Chikhale 2161 2160 

P.M.P. Kurup Chief Promoter, 
Vanshree Co-op-housing Society 

142/1 

143/1 
Class I 

42 5900 

47 4700 
Chikhale 4240 4240 

Arvind Prabhakar Behere, 
Madhuvati Madhusudan Joshi, 

Vinaya Ashok Kelkar, 

Supriya Shrikant Soman, 
Suniti Sadanand Bapat, 
Amol Ashok Velankar, 
Manish Arvind Behere 

——_ ‘1G S 

% ) 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 

No 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 6 8a 8b 9 10 

Chikhal 
142/5 Class I 46 3400 Chikhale 1360 1360 

Gramast Devi Parlit Vahivatdar, 

Dattatreya Damodar Patankar, 
Other Rights : 

1 Baliram 2 Gana 3 Krishna Maruti Chaudhary, 
Suresh Vitthal Chaudhary, 

Chandrakant Vitthal Chaudhary, 
Sunanda Tukaram Dhawale, 

Sunita Balaram Kurgule, 

Vaneeta Sanjay Shelke, 
Radhabai Gosavi Bhagat, 

Changeebai Dhaya Shelke, 
Rakhamabai Vitthal Chaudhary, 

Vasant Hari Chaudhary, 

Baby Gajanan Mhatre 
Heirs: 

Sitaram Dharma Chaudhary, 

Govind Dharma Chaudhary, 

Janardan Dharma Chaudhary, 

Laxman Dharma Chaudhary, 

Parvati Nathu Patil, 

Seetabai Ram Hatmode, 

Anandi Vasant Kadav 

10 139/3 Class I 30 2000 Chikhale 800 800 

Janardan Dharma Chaudhary, 
Laxmi Sitaram Chaudhary, 
Mahesh Sitaram Chaudhary, 
Abhishek Sitaram Chaudhary, 

Shrinath Sitaram Chaudhary, 
Laxmi Narayan Shendre. 

11 142/2 Class I 43 3700 Chikhale 10A 1480 1480 M/s Deep Jyot Enterprises 

12 136/2 Class I 15 1000 Chikhale 14 400 400 

Savita Anant Patil, 

Bhushan Anant Patil, 

Shantaram Chintu Patil, 

Dharma Chintu Patil, 

Bhagwan Chintu Patil, 

Gangabai Chintu Patil, 
Sr.no. 2 Gaurdian Savita 

13 141/2 Class I 41 9500 Chikhale 15 3800 3800 
Sunil Kisan Jadhav, 
Vijay Ishwar Aaladar 

14 140/5 Class I 38 1500 Chikhale 16 600 600 

Arvind Shriram Aru, 
Pramod Rajaram Lad, 

Vishwas Rajaram Dudhgaonkar, 
Chandrakant Janakuram Gawali, 

Surekha Jaywant Dhamal, 

Ravikant Madhukar Jadhav, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme : Amalgamated ; Sr. Gut No./Hissa Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot awe Village No. Tenure OP No. (sqm) | in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) FP Area Ownership Final Remarks 
(Sqm) 1 2A 28 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 

Eknath Shridhar Dhuri, 
Krishna Dattaram Koyande, 

Chandrakant Sopanrao Jadhav, 
Asha Lakshman Gaikwad Chikhal ; ; Gargee Sunil Chauhan, 15 137/4 Class I 24 1100 Chikhale 17 440 440 Sunil Shantaram Chauhan 

Eknath Undrya Gaikar, Chikhal 
Kana Undrya Gaikar, 16 e 130/2 Class II 6 600 Chikhale 18 240 240 Gunabai Balaram Patil, 

Sunita Dashrath Batale, 
Vanita Undrya Gaikar 

Lakshmibai Balu Mhatre, 
Bhavna Bhaskar Mhatre, 

Dhanashri Bhaskar Mhatre, 
Chikhal . Jayashree Gajanan Patil, 17 141/1/B Class II 40 3760 Chikhale 19 1504 1504 Sheela Kisan Chorghe, 

Pratibha Surendra Patil, 
Sr.No.3 and 4 Guardian Mother Bhavna,Swaraj 

Dinesh Patil Guardian Father Dinesh Hanuman Patil Chikhal ; Balaram Dharma Patil (50 %), 18 141/1/A Class I 39 7740 Chikhale 20 3096 3096 Bhagwan Dharma Patil (50 %) 

19 | CmKhal) 39/5 Class I 32 1000 Chikhale 21 400 400 
23A 50654 

4 ; 23B 344 20 | Shivkar 55 TATE 76 80900 Shivkar BC 772 73382 

23D 19612 
21 =| Shivkar 59 ESAS 81 48000 Shivkar 26 51471 51471 

Baby Gajanan Mhatre 

Forest Department 

Forest Department 

Namdev Rama Tupe, 
Kathor Rama Tupe, 
Tukaram Rama Tupe, 
Nirmala Balu Patil, 
Shanti Shalik Mali, 

Dharmi Gotiram Dhawale, 
Yamuna Dharma Thombare 
Santosh Parshuram Pathe, 

23 | Moho 105/4 Class I 517 5000 oe 29 2000 2000 eee Aeon a, 
Jagan Ramji Pathe (50 %) ADL 

24 | Shivkar 43 Class II 59 3970 aor 30 1588 1588 er an aa fi: ; : 
Moho 105/3 516 2500 Grand Developers tarfe Parmer Ismail Javed Patel, _ |/ Eas , 25 

Javed Mustafa Patel, ) Moho 1073 Chas 524 1700 nee ci we pee Fakari Hasamvala, ) 
Sandeep Raghunath Dige, N ae, 

. Moho - 22 =| Shivkar 53 Class II 73 7540 Shivkar 28 3016 3016 

Hi 195 |Page 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final 

Plot No. 
Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(qm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 

(Share of 1 to 4 = 59.52 %) 
Javed M. Patel, 

Ismail J. Patel, 

Fakari A. Hasamvala 

(Share of 5 to 7 = 40.48 %) 

26 Moho 109/4/2 Class I 528 1500 
Moho - 
Shivkar 

34 600 600 Jhumarlal Motilal Bhalgat 

27 Moho 105/2 Class I 515 2500 Moho 35 1000 1000 Maruti Aalya Patil 

28 Moho 107/5 Class IE 526 3600 Moho 36 1440 1440 
Padmakar Dhau Dhawale, 

Sadashiv Dhau Dhawale, 
Bhalchandra Dhau Dhawale 

29 Moho 118/2/1 Class I 587 3050 Moho 37A 1220 1220 Shankar Kalu Mhatre 

30 Moho 107/4 

Moho 125/1/C 
Class II 

525 3200 

618 2720 
Moho 37B 2368 2368 

Shankar Kalu Mhatre 

Shankar Kalu Mhatre 

32 
Moho 6/1 
Moho 105/5 

Class I 
153 1400 
518 4100 

Moho 40 2200 2200 
Kusum Shivram Popeta, 

Bebi Baraku Patil 

33 Moho 105/6 Class I 519 3000 Moho 41A 1200 1200 

Arun Kisan More, 

Sachin Jairam Gaikwad 
(Share of 1 to 2 = 50%), 

Pandurang Balaram More (50%). 

34 Moho 106/1 Class I 520 4900 Moho 43 1960 1960 Vaishali Vishwanath Mhatre 

35 Moho 106/3/A Class I 522 2100 Moho 44 840 840 Shankar Ganu Mhatre 

36 Moho 106/3/B Class I 523 2100 Moho 45 840 840 Shailendra Hanmant Bhand 

37 

Moho QQ 
Moho 91/2 
Moho 103/4 

Moho 106/2 

Class II 

250 6000 
488 7200 
506 700 

521 3000 

Moho 

46 824 

472 5936 
6760 Gavkari Panch Moho 

38 Moho 110/5 Class II 533 5900 Moho 47 2360 2360 

Aalya Bendu Mhatre, 
Baban Bendu Mhatre, 
Balaram Bendu Mhatre, 

Gouri Bendu Mhatre 

39 Moho 104/3 Class I 511 300 Moho 49A 120 120 Baban Bandu Mhatre 

40 Moho 113/3 Class I 547 3000 Moho 49B 1200 1200 

Manubai Dashrath Patil, 

Padubai Mahadu Phadke, 

Bhagu Balkrishna Phadke, 
Shyam Balkrishna Phadke, 

Rupesh Balkrishna Phadke, 

Swati Vijay Mhatre, 

Nanda Jagan Phadke, 

Ram Jagan Phadke, 

Dilip Saviaram Phadke, 

Manisha Chandrakant Bhopi, 

Rohit Chandrakant Bhopi, 
Saurabh Chandrakant Bhopi, 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut oe Tenure OP No. Area FP Allotted 

in Village 

Amalgamated Final Final Plot | FP Area 
Area (Sqm) (Sqm) 

Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 
Sadhana Guru Thakur, 

Shevanti Sakharam Mhatre , 
Hira Parshuram Bhopi, 

Samiksha Sandesh Tembe 

41 Moho 104/5/2 Class I 514 1800 Moho 50A 720 720 

Savita Baliram Mhatre, 
Akshay Baliram Mhatre, 
Ajay Baliram Mhatre, 
Ankit Baliram Mhatre 

42 

43 

Moho 53/2 306 2100 
Moho 69/4 394 4300 
Moho 104/1 509 7900 
Moho Class I 104/2 510 3200 
Moho 104/4 512 3600 
Moho 

Moho 

136/1 676 7800 

Moho 

51 10466 

11560 

212 1094 

Bhikaji Tukaram Pathe (51.38 %), 
Baburao Tukaram Pathe ( 48.62 %) 

102/4 Class II 502 200 Moho §2 80 80 Namdev Shankar Patil 

44 Moho 103/5/B Class I 508 3760 Moho 54 3376 3376 
Y. Venkat Reddy (52.12 %), 

Rameshkumar Bimalkant Choudhari ( 39.89 %), 
Arunkumar Bimalkant Choudhari ( 07.99 %) 

45 Moho 110/3 Class I 531 2800 Moho 57 1120 1120 
Anita Abhay Deshapande (2.67 %)Vilas Madanlal 

Khothari (97.33 %) 

46 

Moho 110/2 530 2900 

Moho 136/2/B Class I 678 2000 Moho 58 1960 1960 

Rukmini Pandurang Shelke, 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelke, 
Latifa Pandurang Shelke, 
Surekha Pandurang Shelke 

47 

48 

Moho 111/4/B 538 1600 

Moho 

Moho 

116/4 Class I 576 2100 Moho 59 1480 1480 

Laxmi Maruti Kadav, 
Ratan Jaydev Koparkar, 

Vaibhav Narayan Chorghe, 
Nisha Narayan Chorghe 111/4/A Class I 537 3110 Moho 60 1244 1244 Rupesh Krishna Kadav 49 Moho 111/5 Class I 539 2300 Moho 62 920 920 Mahadev Changa Mali 

50 Moho 111/2 Class II 535 4500 Moho 64 1800 1800 

Ganya Kamlu Mhatre, 
Bhagi Tukaram Bhopi, 

Subhadra Baliram Mhatre, 
Rajesh Baliram Mhatre, 
Santosh Baliram Mhatre, 
Smita Laxman Tandel, 

Janabai Namdev Mhatre, 
Yashvant Namdev Mhatre, 
Malati Namdev Mhatre, 
Aarati Parshuram Kedari Si, Moho 112/6 Class I 544 2800 Moho 65 1120 1120 Joma Changu Mali 

52 Moho 112/4 Class I 543 3520 Moho 66A 1408 1408 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

s Amalgamated 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot = 

Village No. Tenure OP No. (sqm) in Village | PlotNo. | Area (Sqm) gain Ownership Final Remarks 

1 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 9 10 

Dhau Hiru Patil, 

Changibai Kisna Bhalekar, 
Janabai Namdev Patil, 

Balaram Namdev Patil, 
Krishna Namdev Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Patil, 
Surekha Kathod Tupe, 

Sunita Nana Patil, 

Shaila Subhash Mhatre, 
Vanita Pandurang Patil, 
Chaitali Sachin Jale , 
Rasna Vinay Jale, 

Barki Baliram Patil, 

Dinesh Baliram Patil, 

Mithun Baliram Patil, 
Kailas Baliram Patil 

Moho 60/2 342 700 Dhau Hiru Patil, 
Changibai Kisna Bhalekar, 

Janabai Namdev Patil, 
Balaram Namdev Patil,Krishna 

Namdev Patil,Santosh 
Namdev Patil, 

Surekha Kathod Tupe, 

. Sunita Nana Patil, 

53 | Moho 66/5 Class il 380 600 Mois cB 520 ad Shaila Subhash Mhatre, 
Vanita Pandurang Patil, 
Chaitali Sachin Jale, 
Rasna Vinay Jale, 

Barki Baliram Patil, 
Dinesh Baliram Patil, 

Mithun Baliram Patil, 

Kailas Baliram Patil 

54 Moho 115/3 Class I 565 3500 Moho 72 1400 1400 Janardan Balu Mhatre 

Maymun Ismail Sheikh, 
Amina Shahfajal Khan, 
Rizvana Siraj Sheikh, 
Banu Maksud Khan, 

Bibi Ahmed Sheikh, 
Shaida Gana Pinjari, 

Ramjan Ahmed Sheikh, 

Muskan Barkat Sheikh, fa 
Rafik Ahmed Sheikh, Ve LOT ANG 

Chanda Mojamali Sheikh WSS PEs N 

55 Moho 11/1 Class II 534 2100 Moho 73 840 840 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land _Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Gut No./Hissa Tenure 

No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 8a 8b 9 10 

115/4 Class I 

115/1 

880 
_ Vasant Manaji Bhadra (36.38 %), 
Gita Raghunath Nerulkar ( 31.81 %), 
Nirabai Pundalik Patil (_ 31.81 %) 

57 
115/2 
1135/5 Class I 

7/1 

Moho 75 6640 6640 Govind R. Jaidhara 

58 113/6 Class I Moho 76 80 80 

Dhaya Hari Phadke, 
Gopal Hari Phadke, 

Valkya Gopal Phadke, 
Mahadev Hari Phadke 

59 

60 

116/1 Class I Moho 77 960 960 Motiram Dhondu Patil 
115/6 Class I Moho 78 640 640 Pundalik Zimagya Patil 

61 111/3 Class I Moho 79 680 680 Jayant Vishwanath Vaidya 

62 Moho 116/2/A Class II 570 1750 Moho 81 700 700 

Mahadev Ananta Mhatre, 
Jayram Ananta Mhatre, 

Narayan Ananta Mhatre, Janabai 
Nama Kharke, 

Barka Gana Patil, 

Gomibai Shalik Patil 
63 Moho 124/1 Class I 608 2500 Moho 82 1000 1000 Laxman Chahu Mhaskar 

64 Moho 113/2 Class I 546 2700 Moho 83 1080 1080 

Bebi Shalikgram Phadke, 
Subhash Shalikgram Phadke, 
Sujata Digambar Khandakale. 

Ganu Narayan Phadke, 
Bhagwan Narayan Phadke, 
Siddharth Narayan Phadke, 
Vasant Narayan Phadke, 
Ranjana Ram Jambhulkar, 

Laxmi Madan Patil 

> 

65 Moho 113/4 Class I 548 2900 Moho 84 1160 1160 

Devkabai Namdev Phadke, 
Parshuram Namdev Phadke, 
Raghunath Namdev Phadke, 
Naresh Namdev Phadke, 
Nirabai Sandeep Jadhav, 
Shevanti Gurunath Patil 

66 

Moho 117/2 
Moho 117/3 
Moho 117/5 
Moho 124/4 Class I 
Moho 125/3 
Moho 125/4/A 

581 2200 
582 2700 
584 2400 
611 1100 
621 500 
622 600 

Moho 86 3800 3800 Vasant Manaji Bhadra 

67 
Moho 124/6/A 
Moho 

Class I 
124/6/B 

613 2470 
614 2730 

Moho 87 3040 3040 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 6 8a 8b 9 10 

128/1/B 

Kundlik Sitaram Patil, 

Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 

Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil 

68 128/1/A Class I Moho 88 960 960 
Datta Hiru Mhatre, 

Dilip Hiru Mhatre 

69 

2/6 
128/2 

128/3 
Class I Moho 90 1240 1240 

Shyam Hari Patil, 
Vanita Tukaram Patil, 

Mayur Tukaram Patil, 

Dhanashri Kiran Bhopi, 
Namrata Subhash Naik, 

Dharti Tukaram Patil 

70 

142/3 

142/4 

139/2 

81(P) 

Class I 

112 

Moho 91 3008 3008 
Rehab Housing Pvt. Ltd. (69.15 %) 

Falguni Bhagwandas Patel (30.85 %) 

71 132/3 Class I 666 Moho 92 400 400 Dnyanu Bhimrao Mane 

72 132/5 Class I 668 Moho 93 840 840 Dharma Kathor Thakur 

73 138/1/A Class I 25 Moho 94 1320 1320 M/s Rehab Housing Pvt. Ltd. 

74 128/5 Class I 643 2300 Moho 95 920 920 

Dattatreya Bandu Galande, 

Mohini Shankar Virkar, 

Sachin Murlidhar Shelke, 

Sukhdev Ramchandra Virkar, 
Suhas Sukhdev Kadam 

75 Moho 128/6/B Class II 645 800 Moho 96 320 320 

Aambibai Gopal Phadke, 
Padmakar Chindu Patil, 

Mahadu Chindu Patil, 

Manda Mafa Urf Mahendra Patil, 
Vaibhav Mafa Urf Mahendra Patil, 

Vaishali Sanjay Koparkar, 
Satish Mafa Urf Mahendra Patil 

76 Moho 128/6/C Class II 646 750 Moho 97 300 300 

Gunavati Aalya Patil, 

Nandabai Ramdas Patil, 

Pushpa Sadu Patil , 
Baban Aalya Patil, 
Bamibai Aalya Patil, 

Barkibai Suresh Mhatre, 
Haribhau Aalya Patil 

77 Moho 126/2 Class I 625 600 Moho 240 240 
Viraj Sandeep Mhatre, 

Shantanu Sandeep Mhatre 

78 Moho 128/4 Class I 642 3320 Moho 99 1328 1328 
Narayan Shivram Patil (60.24 %), 

Lata Chandrakant Undage, 
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Details of Original Land _ Deiails of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. FP Allotted 

in Village 
Final 

Plot No. 
Final Piot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final ~ Remarks 

2B S 4 7 8b 9 10 
Ravindra Shamrav Ghure 
(Share of 2 to 3 = 39.76 %) 

117/6 
128/8 

Class I 1840 Shantaram Baliram Patil 

128/6/A Class II 500 Balya Hasu Patil 
116/3/C Class I 160 Shashikant Omprakash Upadhyay 
116/2/B Class I 420 Bhagwan Shankar Mhatre 
116/2/C Class II 360 Tukaram Rambhau Mhatre 
116/6/A Class I 416 Nilam Vinayak Bahira, 

Vinayak Kisan Bahira 

85 Moho 116/5 Class II 577 2300 Moho 105 920 920 

Jitendra Dattatray Shelke, 
Jivika Dattatray Shelke, 
Kavita Ravindra Patil, 
Savita Vishwas Bhoir, 
Yogita Jagan Phadke, 
Lalita Santosh Patil, 

Bebi Dattatray Shelke. 

86 Moho 116/3/B Class I 574 250 Moho 106 100 100 

Baban Aalya Patil, 
Haribhau Aalya Patil, 

Nandabai Ramdas Patil, 
Barkibai Suresh Mhatre, 

Pushpa Sadu Patil, 
Gunvanti Aalya Patil, 
Bamibai Aalya Patil. 

87 

Moho 116/3/A 

Moho 121/6/C 
Class I 

573 250 

602 1390 
Moho 107 656 656 

Padmakar Chindu Patil, 
Mahadu Chindu Patil, 

Aambibai Gopal Phadke, 
Manda Mafa urf Mahendra Patil, 
Vaibhav Mafa urf Mahendra Patil, 
Satish Mafa urf Mahendra Patil, 

Vaishali Sanjay Koparkar. 

88 Moho 129/1 Class II 649 5100 Moho 108 2040 2040 

Aambi Bandu Bhopi, 
Pandurang Ganu Mhatre, 
Devkabai Rajaram Patil, 
Vandana Namdev Patil, 
Changuna Ganu Mhatre, 
Gangubai Ganu Mhatre, 
Kisan Dharma Patil, 

Alka Maruti Bhalekar, 
Kamal Sakharam Patil, 

Suman Namdev Dhawale, 
Rakesh Prakash Patil, 
Dinesh Prakash Patil, 
Kamla Maruti Joshi, 

Vithabai Janradan Patil 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

(sqm) 
FP Allotted 
in Village Plot No. 

Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 8a 8b 9 10 

(Share of 1 to 14= 49%), 
Sandeep Narayan Gawade, 

Dhulaji Lakshman Pandhare 
(Share of 15 to 16 = 51%). 

89 Moho 118/2/2 Class I 588 6150 Moho 109 2460 2460 
Vasant Manaji Bhadra (26 %), 

Sanjay Budhaji Kadav (36.60 %), 
Ramesh Budhaji Kadav (37.40 %) 

90 Moho 131/2 Class I 659 500 Moho 110 200 200 
Sakharam Shankar Mhatre, 

Dattaguru Aappa Mhatre, 
Aappa Balaram Mhatre 

91 Shivkar 80(P) Class II 111 1010 Moho 112 404 404 

Jankibai Sitaram Patil, 
Arun Sitaram Patil, 

Sunanda Dattatrey Patil, 

Mahadibai Ambaji Thakur, 
Padma Joma Patil, 

Chetan Joma Patil, 

Daivik Joma Patil, 

Tejaswi Bhanudas Patil 

92 Shivkar 52 Class I 72 1500 Moho 113 600 600 

Laxmibai Aambo Topale, 

Suman Pundalik Dhawale, 
Gulab Manoraj Mhatre, 
Mangul Vasant Masane, 
Bhagwan Aambo Topale, 

Sangita Chandrakant Patil, 
Balkrishna Aambo Topale, 

Suman Hira Topale, 
Bharat Hira Topale, 

Sanjay Hira Topale, 
Tai Anil Waghmare, 

Asha Prabhakar Wajekar 

93 Moho 110/4 Class II 532 6000 Moho 114 2400 2400 

Ananta Joma More, 

Kavita Eknath Patil, 

Kanibai Joma More, 

Sunanda Aambo More, 

Namdev Aambo More, 
Nivrutti Aambo More, 

Jayashri Pandharinath More, 

Prajakta Diraj Bade, 

Vikram Pandharinath More, 

Pranali Pandharinath More, 

Vishal Pandharinath More 

94 Moho 129/2 Class I 650 4500 Moho 115 1800 1800 

Dilip Hiru Mhatre, (33.33 %), 
Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Pandhrinath Dattatrey Patil, 
Fashibai Dattatrey Patil, 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. Final 

Plot No. 
Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 28 3 7 8a 8b o 10 
Lilabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 
Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 

Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 
Surekha Haribhau Kurangale, 
Sangita Laxman Pavnekar 

(Share From 2 To 11 =66.67 %) 

95 
Moho 120/5 
Moho 8I/1/A 
Moho 81/1/B 

Class I 
593 3100 
456 4550 
457 4650 

Moho 116 4920 4920 Ganesh Damodar Shelke 

96 Moho 41/5 Class I 246 1100 Moho 117 440 440 

Aananda Baba Vagare, 
Devidas Ashok Sonawane, 
Nirmala Sanjay Khandagale, 

Nilesh Madhukar Lad, 
Vijay Jaywant Thombare, 
Shivaji Krushna Madane, 
Sandip Ashokrao Aadlinge 

97 
Moho 121/3 

Moho 123/6 (P) 
Class I 

596 3200 

607 1500 
Moho 118 1880 1880 

Nira Ananta Kadav, 
Sarita Balkrishna Patil, 
Surekha Sunil Mhatre 

98 

Moho 103/1 
Moho 103/2 
Moho 110/1 
Moho 129/4 
Moho 129/5 
Moho 103/3 
Moho 103/5/A 
Moho 129/6 

Class I 

503 2000 
504 2830 
529 2400 
652 3000 
653 1700 
505 2720 
507 3670 
654 800 

Moho 125 7648 7648 Abdul Rahman Ismail Solanki 

99 

Moho 131/1 
Moho 100/4 
Moho 102/1/A 
Moho 102/1/B 
Moho 102/1/C 
Moho 102/1/E 
Moho 102/1/F 
Moho 129/3 
Moho 130/2 
Moho 130/3 
Moho 130/7 
Moho 131/6 

Moho 44/5 

Class I 

658 1500 
492 3100 
493 3900 
494 1330 
495 2580 
497 680 
498 930 
651 1100 
655 600 
656 780 
657 1200 
663 2000 

256 2300 

Moho 127 8800 8800 

Lata Chandrakant Undage, 
Ravindra Shamrao Ghure, 
(Share of 1 to 2 = 06.82 %) 

{M/s Rainbow Dev. Tarfe Partner 
Ambadas Dattatray Shinde, 
Madhuri Arvind Shinde, 
Vaishali Pradip Jagdale, 

Lata Chandrakant Undage, 
Shubhangi Dhanraj Garad, 
Anil Ramrao Gogavale, 

Pramod Babanrao Mehmane, 
Prakash Vilas Rasal} (82.73 %), 

Laxmibai Shyamrao Ghure, 
Lata Chandrakant Undage 
(Share of 4 to 5 = 10.45 %) ad | 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
Final 

Plot No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

3 7 8b 9 10 

72 Class I 1408 

Moreshwar Bama Patil, 

Bhau Bama Patil, 

Anant Bama Patil, 

Gunabai Changdev Keni 

2/2/1' 

102/2 

131 

499 
1844 

Sunil Kisan Patil, 

Vilas Kisan Patil, 

Ganesh Kisan Patil, 

Aruna Dyaneshwar Paradhi 

131/3 660 804 Shubhash Shankar Kadav 

131/5 662 960 Harishchandra Budhaji Kadav 

104 131/4 661 764 
Kunda Waman Kadav, 
Bhavesh Waman Kadav, 

Aarti Harshad Dhumal 

105 114/4/A 

114/6/A 

558 

561 
1640 Govt. Of Maharashtra 

106 

64/5/B 
133/4 

134/1 
Class II 

361 
672 

674 
Moho 136 2952 2952 

Arun Lahu Patil, 

Chandrakala Shashikant Mhatre, 

Gangaram Lahu Patil, 
Sanjay Lahu Patil, 
Fashi Lahu Patil, 

Sadhana Santosh Jitekar, 
Sima Lahu Patil 

107 Moho 133/1 Class II 670 2020 Moho 137 808 808 

Shankar Janya Patil, 

Bayjubai Changdev Waghmare, 
Bhagi Janu Patil, 
Arun Lahu Patil, 

Chandrakala Shashikant Mhatre, 
Gangaram Lahu Patil, 

Sanjay Lahu Patil, 
Fashi Lahu Patil, 

Sadhana Santosh Jitekar, 

Sima Lahu Patil 

108 
Moho 109/4/1 

Moho 102/1/D 
Class li 

527 2300 

496 580 
Moho 138 1152 1152 

Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelke 

(Under litigation of Civil Suit No. 66/2013) 

109 Moho 132/4 Class I 667 1300 Moho 139B 520 520 Joma Shankar Mhatre 

110 Moho 50/5 Class I 289 1000 Moho 140A 400 400 
Sunil Shankar Kadav, 

Subhash Shankar Kadav 

111 Moho 132/1 Class I 664 1600 Moho 140B 640 640 Sunil Shankar Kadav 

112 Moho 127/1/B Class II 631 2730 Moho 141 1092 1092 
Pandurang Balaram More, 

Kashinath Balaram More, 

Ramchandra Balaram More 

113 Moho 127/V/A Class I 630 1710 Moho 142 684 684 
Janardan Nana More, 

Sangita Raghunath More, 
Revati Raghunath More, 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final _ Remarks 

2A 2B 
A 

6 8a 8b 9 10 
Rasika Anil Patil, 

Reshma Akshay Kadav, 
Rekha Rohidas Mhatre, 
Nilam Raghunath More, 
Punam Raghunath More, 
Bhushan Raghunath More, 
Praniti Raghunath More. 

114 Moho 114/1/2 Class I 554 4000 Moho 143 1600 1600 
Rajaram Sudam Kadav, 
Arun Sudam Kadav, 
Mina Sudam Kadav 

115 Moho 125/1/A Class II 616 1880 Moho 144 752 752 Namdev Posha Mhatre 
116 Moho 125/1/D Class II 619 690 Moho 145 276 276 Vasant Manaji Bhadra 

117 Moho 125/2 Class I 620 6100 Moho 146A 2440 2440 

Laxman Chahu Mhaskar, 
Sulochana Ramdas Mhaskar, 
Abhijit Ramdas Mhaskar, 
Atish Ramdas Mhaskar, 

Ashwini Prabhakar Mhatre, 
Aruna Ramdas Mhaskar 

118 Moho 87/2/A Class II 472 1500 Moho 146B 600 600 

Laxman Chahu Mhaskar, 
Sulochana Ramdas Mhaskar, 
Abhijit Ramdas Mhaskar, 
Atish Ramdas Mhaskar, 

Ashwini Prabhakar Mhatre, 
Aruna Ramdas Mhaskar 

119 Moho 112/1 Class I 540 3200 Moho 147A 1280 1280 Ganu Joma Bhagat, 
Bamibai Narayan Patil 

120 
Moho 112/2 
Moho 112/3 

Class II 
541 400 
542 3700 

Moho 147B 1640 1640 Ganu Joma Bhagat, 
Bamibai Narayan Patil 

121 Moho 124/3 Class I 610 1200 Moho 149 480 480 
Lakhman Govabhai Bhatesara, 

Vishwas Laxman Bhagat 

122 Moho 126/5 Class I 629 3640 Moho 150 1456 1456 

Atul Baban Patil, 
Prajyoti Prakash Mhatre, 
Pratiksha Shantaram Patil, 
Pratibha Mangesh Tandel, 

Pramila Navanit Mali, 
Balaram Gajanan Patil, 

Bhau Kalu Patil, 
Bharti Baban Patil, 
Ram Sudam Patil, 

Renuka Shantaram Patil, 
Ranjana Virendra Patil, 
Shradhha Sunil Mhatre, 

Shreya Rushikesh Mayde, 
Sitabai Shantaram Patil, 

Sunita Dilip Gaikar, 
ATA 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village Plot No. 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 6 8a 8b 9 10 

Santosh Ramdas Patil, 

Snehal Shantaram Patil, 

Aatmaram Sudam Patil, 

Uma Ramdas Patil, 

Karuna Umesh Patil, 

Kavita Prakash Thakur, 
Gajanan Kalu Patil, 

Ganpat Kalu Patil, 

Gulab Pundalik Fullore, 

Jayesh Ramdas Patil, 
Dnyandev Gajanan Patil, 

Dinesh Baban Patil, 

Puja Shantaram Patil, 
Dattatreya Parshuram Patil 

123 Moho 127/2 Class I 634 3700 Moho 151 1480 1480 

Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 
Damu Sudam Patil, 

Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil, 

Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 

Sadu Dagdu Patil, 

(Share of 1 to 5 = 75.68 %) 
Mahendra Vishnu Phadke (24.32 %) 

124 Moho 127/3/2 Class I 636 1000 Moho 152 400 400 Rajendra Mahadev Patil 

125 Moho 127/4 Class I 637 5200 Moho 153A 2080 2080 
Bhikaji Tukaram Pathe ( 50 %), 
Baburao Tukaram Pathe (50 %) 

126 
Moho 45/4 

Moho 47/5/B 
Class I 

260 2900 
274 2200 

Moho 153B 2040 2040 Sunita Sudhakar Mahajan 

127 Moho 127/1/D Class II 633 4000 Moho 154 1600 1600 

Jaydas Maruti Patil, 
Dattatray Maruti Patil, 

Sangita Ramesh Patil, 

Hira Rajesh Dare, 

Nira Maruti Patil, 

Taibai Maruti Patil, 
Umabai Maruti Patil. 

128 Moho 5/2 Class I 149 1300 Moho 156A 520 520 Vasant Nama Kadav 

129 Moho 114/1/1 Class II 553 4000 Moho 156B 1600 1600 Vasant Nama Kadav 

130 Moho 126/4/1 Class I 627 3900 Moho 157 1560 1560 
Jitendra Janardan Topale, 

Jayvant Janardan Topale 

131 Moho 126/4/2 Class I 628 3800 Moho 158 1520 1520 

Tanaji Ramchandra Shendage, 
Dattu Bapu Devkate, 
Dinesh Arjun Shinde, 

Navnath Rangnath Shendage, 
Nitin Machhindra Bhanvase, 

Baghwan Sadhu Shendage, 
Mayur Madhu Borate, 

Mahadev Saibu Shinde, 

a 
\% A 
NX Fay ayn WSS 
a 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot ogi a 
Area (Sqm) Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 6 
(Sqm) 

8a 8b 9 10 
Rama Sadhu Shendage, 
Rahul Vishnu Kamble, 

Laxmi Dadasaheb Makdum, 
Shriram Aabasaheb Waghmode, 

Savita Shivaji Shendage, 
Shrushti Namdev Bansode, 
Santosh Namdev Thombare, 

Kishor Tukaram Parab, 
Kisan Aanandrao Kale, 

Chetan Prakash Gaikwad, 
Chandrakant Shivaji Tarange. 

132 

Shivkar 44/2 
Shivkar 44/3 
Shivkar 50 
Shivkar 51 

Class I 

1920 
510 
1000 
1100 

Moho 159 1812 1812 Vivek Dnyaneshwar Patil 

133 Moho 6/3/A Class I 4000 Moho 160 1600 1600 
Sant Krupa Co. Housing Society Tarfe Chief 

Promoter Vijay Dharma Jamsutkar. 134 Moho 6/3/B/1 Class I 1700 Moho 161 680 680 Harishchandra Chandar Patil 

135 

Moho 6/3/B/2 

Moho 27/1V/E 
Class I 

2900 

3600 
Moho 164 2600 2600 

Prakash Gajanan Pote ( 44.62 %), 
Akash Prakash Pote, 

Siddhesh Vishwas Pote, 
Pratik Prakash Pote 

(Share of 2 to 4 = 55.38 %) 136 Moho 5/3 Class I 1200 Moho 165 480 480 Nilam Rajdev Khatavkar 
137 Moho 3/5 Class I 4100 Moho 166 1640 1640 Fashibai Dattatray Patil 

138 Moho 3/1/A Class I 2320 Moho 167 928 928 

Mathura Gajanan Patil, 
Dnyaneshwar Gajanan Patil, 

Balaram Gajanan Patil, 
Gulab Pundalik Fullore 

139 
Moho 5/5 
Moho 57/1 

Class I 
2200 
900 

Moho 168 1240 1240 Santosh Shankar Kadav 
140 Moho 56/3 Class I 300 Moho 169 120 120 Santosh Shankar Kadav 
141 Moho 118/1 Class II 5700 Moho 170 2280 2280 Chandar Balya Pathe 

142 Moho 5/1 Class I 148 2100 Moho 172 840 840 

Janardan Tukaram Ghogare, 
Dilip Tukaram Ghogare, 

Guardian Mother Sunita Ganu Ghogare, 
Sunita Ganu Ghogare, 
Suraj Ganu Ghogare, 

Swapnil Ganu Ghogare. 

143 Moho 6/4 Class I 160 5700 Moho 173 2280 2280 

Arun Dhondu Patil ( 64.91 %), 
Shri Samarth Kirpa Niyojit Sahkari Gruhnirman 

Sanstha Maryadit Tarfe Mukhya Pravartak Sandeep «| 
Ramchandra Bhagat ( 35.09 %) 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 8b 9 10 

3/2 1120 
Shantaram Dhondu Patil, 

Chandrabhaga Dinkar Bhagat, 
Bebi Harishchandra Mhatre 

145 

3/UB 

60/3/2 
Class I Moho 177 1152 1152 

Sulochana Ramdas Patil, 
Mohan Ramdas Patil, 

Yashwant Ramdas Patil, 

Bharat Ramdas Patil, 

Minakshi Motiram Mhatre 

146 126/3 Class I Moho 178 440 440 Devkabai Janardan Patil 

147 133/3(P) Class II 10 Moho 179 108 108 

Ramchandra Gharu Patil, 

Kashinath Gharu Patil, 

Pandurang Gharu Patil, 

Indu Ramkrushna Kharke. 

148 Moho 133/5' Class II 673 200 Moho 180 80 80 

Balaram Savlaram Patil, 
Anita Anant Patil, 

Baburav Savlaram Patil, 

Namdev Savlaram Patil 

149 Shivkar 90/2(P) Class II 114 180 Moho 181 72 72 

Balaram Charu Patil, 

Ganesh Charu Patil, 

Sunita Narayan Choudhary, 
Bebi Padmakar Usatkar, 

Pratima Prakash Patil 

150 

Moho 3/6 
Moho 50/6 
Moho 53/5 

Moho 138/1 

Class i 

143 2500 
290 400 
309 1800 

681 4500 

Moho 

183 1147 

565 2533 
3680 

Janabai Kashinath Bhopi, 
Goma Dharma Patil, 

Balaram Dharma Patil, 
Hanuman Dharma Patil, 

Bhagwan Dharma Patil, 

Vanita Savlaram Patil, 

Sushila Haribhau Patil, 

Arun Tukaram Shelke, 

Dynaneshwar Tukaram Shelke, 
Sopan Tukaram Shelke, 

Geetabai Jayawant Wajekar, 
Ganu Balu Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau Kurangale, 
Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 

Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 
Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Leelabai Dattatrey Patil, 
Fashibai Dattatrey Patil, 
Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil, 
Sangita Laxman Pawanekar, 
Janardan Sitaram Shelke, 

W/ 
YT xeipage 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
A Amalgamated Sr. Gut No./Hissa Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot No Village No. Tenure OP No. (sqm) in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) o i bee Ownership Final Remarks 

al 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 
Rukmini Pandurang Shelke, 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelke, 
Lateeka Bharat Mhatre, 

Surekha Santosh Baikar, 
Leelabai Chandrakant Mhatre, 
Janabai Dattatrey Waghmare, 

Sushila Hasuram Gaikar, 
Chandrabhaga Balaram Mate, 

Indira Rajaram Dukare. 
Aanandi Dhamba Dhawale, 
Ambaji Dhamba Dhawale, 

Pandurang Dhamba Dhawale, 
Balaram Dhamba Dhawale, 
Mahadev Dhamba Dhawale, 

Tarabai Kana Patil, 
Bhuribai Keshav Gawade, 

Anjana Hasu Tare, 
Santosh Hasu Tare. 

Janardan Changa Patil 
Dhamba Dharma Patil, 
Padubai Ladku Tupe, 
Balaram Charu Patil, 
Ganesh Charu Patil, 

Sunita Narayan Chaudhari, 
Bebi Padmakar Usatkar, 
Pratibha Prakash Patil. 
Ananta Kashinath Patil, 
Sunil Kashinath Patil, 

154 | Moho | 51/1/5/4 Class I 294 4800 Moho 190 1920 1920 Pome : oacunpiaem 
Umesh Bhagwan Patil, 
Bhupesh Bhagwan Patil 

Dattatrey Baliram Khot (28.58 %), 
Bhikaji Tukaram Pathe, 
Baburao Tukaram Pathe, 25" || Noho L7B/1 at 635 1000 moto 191 560 560 Dynaneshvar Balaram Kadav, 
Eknath Balaram Kadav 

(Share of 2 to 5 =71.42 %) 
Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 
Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 
Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil 

Eknath Ramdas Patil 
Shankar Janu Patil 

10 

151 | Shivkar 26/3 Class II 52 1640 Moho 184 656 656 

152 | Moho 2/2/2' Class I 132 1200 Moho 187 480 480 

153 | Shivkar 44/4 Class II 63 2070 Moho 188 828 828 

Moho 51/2 295 400 

156 | Moho 51/3 Class I 296 400 Moho 193 160 160 

157 | Moho 51/4 Class I 297 500 Moho 194 200 200 
158 | Moho 114/4/B Class II 559 2500 Moho 195 1000 1000 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure 
Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 2 10 

51/6 
Deviche Deol Vahi. 
Dinkar Dhau Patil 

52/1/A 
100/1 

Shankar Janu Patil 

161 Moho 52/1/B Class II 300 3210 Moho 198 1284 1284 

Balaram Namdev Patil, 

Krishna Namdev Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Patil, 
Vanita Pandurang Patil, 

Chaitali Sachin Jale, 

Rasna Vinay Jale, 

Barki Baliram Patil, 
Dinesh Baliram Patil, 
Mithun Baliram Patil, 

Kailas Baliram Patil 

162 Moho 125/4/B Class I 623 400 Moho 199 160 160 Janardan Nana More 

163 Shivkar 79/4(P) Class II 110 330 Moho 200 132 132 

Ramabai Chandrakant Topale, 
Ashok Chandrakant Topale, 

Kishore Chandrakant Topale, 
Kiran Chandrakant Topale, 
Jayashri Mahadev Topale, 
Ram Mahadev Topale, 
Geeta Pandurang Patil, 

Pandurang Mahadev Topale 

164 Moho 3/4 Class I 141 500 Moho 201A 200 200 
Janaradan Nana More, 

Naresh Baburao Patil 

165 
Moho 3/3 
Moho 52/2 

Class I 
140 2200 
301 4900 

Moho 202 2840 2840 Pundalik Dinkar Patil 

167 

Moho 2/1 
Moho 2/5 
Moho 52/4 

Moho 67/1/1 

Moho 68/3 

Class I 

130 500 
135 1000 
303 2500 

382 4000 

388 1600 

Moho 203 3840 3840 

Pundalik Valaku Kadav, 
Namdev Valaku Kadav, 
Vitthal Valaku Kadav, 

Santosh Jethya Urf Jethuram Patil, 

Kalpana Baliram Gadkari, 
Bebi Nandkumar Patil, 

Kailas Nandkumar Patil, 

Nilam Dipak Bhoir, 
Sapana Dnyaneshwar Patil, 
Darshana Rupesh Pathe. 

168 Moho Si/1/1 Class I 291 1200 Moho 204 480 480 
Gajanan Govind Patil, 

Kundalik Govind Patil 

169 Moho 51/1/3 Class I 293 400 Moho 205 160 160 Dilip Balaram Patil 

170 Moho 114/6/B Class II 562 1500 Moho 206 600 600 Shankar Janu Patil 

171 Moho 123/4 Class I 605 1000 Moho 207B 400 400 Revubai Rama Kadav 

172 Moho 133/2 Class I 671 2710 Moho 209 1084 1084 
Sangita Laxman Pavanekar, 

Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 

Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

(sqm) 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 2B 3S 6 8a 8b ) 10 
Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 
Fashibai Dattatrey Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau Kurangale, 
Leelabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 
Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil 

173 Moho 127/1/C Class I 632 1460 Moho 213 584 584 
Jitendra Yugraj Jain, 

Mahavir Basantilal Surana, 
Vipul Kamal Parekh 

174 Moho 123/3 Class I 604 800 Moho 214A 320 320 

Malati Balaram Kadav, 
Sangita Balaram Kadav 
Saya Ankush Kadav, 
Nitin Ankush Kadav, 

Akshay Ankush Kadav, 
Vishal Ankush Kadav, 
Dhananjay Lahu Kadav 

> 

175 

176 

Moho 

Moho 

128/7 

56/6/B 
647 1900 Moho 216 760 760 Janardan Changa Patil 
317 1500 Moho 217A 600 600 Baliram Dunkur Patil 177 Moho 56/6/C 318 2600 Moho 217B 1040 1040 Shantaram Dhondu Patil 178 Moho 55 310 1300 Moho 219 520 520 Govt. Of Maharashtra (Cemetery) 

179 Shivkar 90/1(P) Class II 113 2750 Moho 222 1100 1100 

Chandrabhaga Maruti Patil, 
Gajanan Maruti Patil, 
Vijay Maruti Patil, 
Dilip Maruti Patil, 

Naresh Maruti Patil, 
Shyam Maruti Patil, 

Gaurdian Mother Chandrabhaga Maruti Patil, 
Sugandha Maruti Patil 

180 Moho 89/1 Class I 476 2100 Moho 223A 840 840 Prasad Vishwas Achrekar, 
Shobha Suresh Munge 181 Moho 89/5 Class I 482 2900 Moho 224 1160 1160 Ragho Changa Patil 

182 

Moho 89/3/2 

Moho 89/4/1 
Class I 

479 1600 

480 2800 
Moho 225 1760 1760 

Namdev Tukaram Mhatre 
Janabai Maya Mhatre, 
Santosh Maya Mhatre, 

Raghunath Maya Mhatre, 
Jaydas Maya Mhatre, 
Kishori Kishor Gharat, 
Ganesh Dunkur Mhatre, 
Vasudev Dunkur Mhatre, 

Anita Arun Madhavi, 
Surekha Ramesh Shelar, 
Janibai Dunkur Mhatre 

> 

—
—
 

183 Moho 90/1 Class II 484 4500 Moho 227 1800 1800 Shankar Kamlu Pathe 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

. zi Amalgamated 
Gut No./Hissa Tenure OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot 

No. (sqm) | in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) a Ownership Final Remarks 

i 2A 28 3 4 i) 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 

184 | Moho 89/6' 483 2000 229 5955 Sanjay Gajanan Patkar, 

Moho 90/2/B 486 9450 Raghunath Chandar Gharat, 
Nitin Shashikant Povale 
(Share of 1 to3 = 11%), 
Sanjay Gajanan Patkar, 

Raghunath Chandar Gharat 

185 | Chikhal] jag a7 @lasss a _ EHD 231 1305 ee (Share of 4 to 5 = 52%), 
e Sanjay Gajanan Patkar, 

Sharad Mahadev Dhope, 
Raghunath Chander Gharat 

(Share of 6 to 8 = 27.55 %), 
Sharad Mahadev Dhope (9.45 %), 

Moho 71/2/14 444 4200 Bamibai Posha Mhatre, 

Bhau Posha Mhatre, 

Yamibai Hiru Gadkari, 
Duklibai Govind Patil, 

Shakun Janardan Phadke, 

Soni Kundalik Patil, 

Chalabai Balaram Patil, 

Radhabai Hari Chaudhari, 
Chandubai Tukaram Tupe, 

Class II Moho 230 2340 2340 Narendra Kisan Mhatre, 
Moho 90/2/A 485 1650 Sharad Kisan Mhatre, 

Sunil Kisan Mhatre, 

Rukmini Gopinath Mhatre, 

Anil Gopinath Mhatre, 

Pramod Gopinath Mhatre, 
Vinod Gopinath Mhatre, 

Rupali Gopinath Mhatre, 

Deepali Gopinath Mhatre, Gaurdian Rukmini 

Gopinath Mhatre. 

186 

187 | Moho 91/1 Class I 487 9000 Moho 233 3600 3600 Gavkari Panch Inam 

188 | Moho 100/3 Class I 491 3100 Moho 235 1240 1240 Sangita Pundalik Phadke 

189 | Shivkar 78/3 Class II 106 4660 Moho 236 1864 1864 Gana Govind Topale 

Vishwanath Pandurang Patil, 

Anjani Dhanaji Chorghe, 
Vaishali Santosh Mhatre, 

190 | Moho 100/2 Class I 490 9100 Moho 237 3640 3640 Pratik Tukaram Mhatre , 
Yuvraj Tukaram Mhatre, 

Saloni Tukaram Mhatre Sr. No. 3 Guardian Father 

Tukaram Namdev Mhatre 

Govt. of Maharahstra 

191 | Moho 135/0 Class I 675 3500 Moho 239 3500 3500 {Other Rights: given to Group Grampanchayat 

Chikhale on certain conditions} 

192 | Moho 102/3/2 Class I 501 3650 Moho 241 1460 1460 Y. Vekant Reddy \ % 
> ay 

aS “ a / 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 8b ©) 10 

58/2 1680 
Vishnu Parshuram Chaudhari 

(Other: 
Court Order (Mutation Entry No. 743)) 

102/3/1 1480 Namdev Posha Mhatre (45.95 %), 
Yampalla Venkat Reddy (54.05 %) 

195 

6/2/A 
41/8 
44/4 
46/3 
53/4 

89/3/1 

Moho 89/4/2 

Class I 

481 2400 

Moho 247 5588 5588 

Namdev Tukaram Mhatre, 
Chandrabhaga Shankar Mhatre, 

Chahu Shankar Mhatre, 
Ram Shankar Mhatre, 
Joma Shankar Mhatre, 
Janabai Maya Mhatre, 
Santosh Maya Mhatre, 

Raghunath Maya Mhatre, 
Jaydas Maya Mhatre, 
Kishori Kishor Gharat, 
Ganesh Dunkur Mhatre, 
Vasudev Dunkur Mhatre, 
Janibai Dunkur Mhatre, 
Anita Arun Madhavi, 

Surekha Ramesh Shelar. 

196 

Moho 89/2 
Moho 118/2/3 

Moho 125/1/B 
Class II 

477 2500 
589 6000 

617 4110 
Moho 248 5044 5044 

Baliram Dundhya Mhatre, 
Sudam Dundhya Mhatre, 
Kunda Aambo Mhatre, 
Kailas Aambo Mhatre, 

Machhindra Aambo Mhatre, 
Sima Aambo Mhatre, 
Sarika Aambo Mhatre. 

197 Moho 62 Class I 355 3200 Moho 250 1280 1280 
Shri. Shankarache Deul Vahi., 

Madhukar Ballal Joshi, 
Sudhir Ballal Joshi. 

198 Moho 56/7/B Class I 319 2000 Moho 253 800 800 Alice Francis, 
Sina Mathew. 199 Moho 56/5 Class I 315 300 Moho 254 120 120 Prakash Ganpat Waghe 

198 

Moho 56/7/A 

Moho 57/2 
Class I 

319 2800 

321 2600 
Moho 257 2160 2160 

Sachin Nagraj Chhajed, 
Harshad Savjee Dhanani, 
Suresh Karsanbhai Jadav, 
Kailas Karsanbhai Jadav. 199 Shivkar 320/2 Class II 128 810 Moho 258 324 324 Dharma Kanya Dhawale 200 Moho ST/AIA Class I 323 380 Moho 259A 152 152 Arun Balaram Bhoir 201 Moho 38/2 Class I 220 500 Moho 259B 200 200 Gurunath Balaram Bhoir 202 Moho 57/4/B Class I 324 420 Moho 260 168 168 Aambo Gana Dhawale 

203 Moho 56/4 Class I 314 2300 Moho 261 920 920 

Anna Khanderao Gaikwad, Nitin Raosaheb 
Kolape,Pandurang Shankar Padalkar, Prasad Pramod 
Shende,Rajkumar Dhanraj Jadhav, Rajesh Hanmant 
Popale, Varsha Satish Kalambe, Vinod Dattatray 

i 

gf 
213 | Page 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

: Amalgamated 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa Tenure OP No. Area FP Ailotted Final Final Plot 

Ne. (sqm) in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) es ea ta Remarns Village 

1 2A 28 3 4 E] 6 a 8a 8b 9 10 

Kale, Virudev Narayan Gorad, Shankar Popat 

Gaikwad,Shrutika Vikram Pawar, Suchita Ananda 

Khandekar,Sudhir Pandurang Kadam, Sanjay Anand 
Nanhe. 

Moho 5/4 (P) 151 1400 

204 | Moho 58/5 (P) Class I 333 1600 Moho 263 1640 1640 Nama Padu Kadav 

Moho 126/1 624 1100 
Bebi Shalikgram Phadke, 

Subhash Shalikgram Phadke, 
Sujata Digambar Khandakale, 

Ganu Narayan Phadke, 
Bhagwan Narayan Phadke, 

205 | Moho 113/1 Class I 545 7300 Moho 264 2920 2920 Siddharth Narayan Phadke, 
Vasant Narayan Phadke, 

Ranjana Ram Jambhulkar, 
Laxmi Madan Patil, 

(Share of 1 to 9 = 31.50 %), 
Aaditya Aambo Phadke ( 68.50 %). 

206 | Moho 61/1 Class I 350 3700 Moho 265 1480 1480 Kiran Tukaram Bhoir 

Moho 61/4 353 200 Dasharath Aambo Patil, 

207 Class II Moho 267 2720 2720 Ananta Aambo Patil, 

Moho 61/5 354 < Subhash Aambo Patil. 

208 | Moho 113/5 Class I 549 2300 Moho 270 920 920 Valkya Gopal Phadke 

Moho 121/1 594 900 Jayprakash Daniel, 
Deepak Ganpat Koli, 

Prakash Shridhar Tawade, 
Raju Lalchandra Baye, 

Vishwanath Lalchandra Baye 
(Share of 1 to 5 = 52.95 %), 

209 Moho 124/72 Class I 609 800 Moho 271 680 680 os See 

Prasad Hiraji Gharat, 
Suryakant Narayan Bhandari, 

Sankesh Bama Patil, 
Hemant Hiraji Patil 

(Share of 6 to 11 = 47.05 %) 

210 Moho 121/6/A Class I 600 1850 Moho 272 740 740 Ram Shankar Mhatre 
Dattatrey Balu Patil, 

Janabai Kashinath Bhopi, = 

Ramdas Narayan Patil, VR yy 
Vasant Narayan Patil, 

Anandibai Narayan Patil, 5 
Rajaram Kalu Patil, ( E 
Baliram Kalu Patil, A\ te 

Mathura Gajanan Patil, 2 

211 | Moho 122 Class I 603 13100 Moho 275 5240 5240 

S
S
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa 

No. Tenure Village OPNo. | Area 
Amalgamated 

FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 2 8b 9 10 
Dnyaneshwar Gajanan Patil, 

Balaram Gajanan Patil, 
Gulab Pundalik Fullore, 

Janardhan Sitaram Shelke, 
Rukmini Pandurang Shelke, 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 
Kailas Pandurang Shelke, 
Lateeka Bharat Mhatre, 
Surekha Santosh Baikar, 

Leelabai Chandrakant Mhatre, 
Janabai Dattatrey Waghmare, 

Sushila Hasuram Gaikar, 
Chandrabhaga Balaram Mate, 

Indira Rajaram Dukare, 
Naresh Ganesh Urf Ganu Patil, 
Vasudev Ganesh Urf Ganu Patil, 

Kanta Dhau Gondhali, 
Anuradha Atmaram Mhaskar. 

212 Moho 4/3 Class I 146 6900 Moho 276 2760 2760 

Balkrushna Rama Patil, Madhukar Rama 
Patil, Ananta Rama Patil, Bebibai Tukaram 
Khutale,Sham Hari Patil, Vanita Tukaram 

Patil,Mayur Tukaram Patil, Dhanashri Kiran 
Bhopi,Namrata Subhash Naik, Dharti Tukaram Patil. 

213 Moho 50/3 Class I 287 3900 Moho 277 1560 1560 
Ramkrishna Eknath Kadav,Sachin Eknath 

Kadav,Shrikrishna Eknath Kadav 

214 
Moho 50/1 

Moho 51/1/2 
Class I 

285 4400 

292 900 
Moho 

278 1616 

207A 504 
2120 

Sadu Dagadu Patil, Kundalik Sitaram Patil, 
Bhaskar Tulshiram Patil, 
Bhanudas Tulshiram Patil. 

215 Moho 50/2 Class I 286 3800 Moho 279A 1520 1520 

Baburao Laxman Patil, 
Eknath Laxman Patil, 

Yamubai Dinkar Hared, 
Anantibai Jayram Bhagat, 

Barkibai Gangaram Dhawale, 
Jaya Laxman Patil. 

216 Moho 59/4 Class II 338 530 Moho 279B 212 212 

Baburao Laxman Patil, 
Eknath Laxman Patil, 

Yamubai Dinkar Hared, 
Anantibai Jayaram Bhagat, 

Barkibai Gangaram Dhawale, J 
aya Laxman Patil. 

217 124/5 Class I 612 2000 Moho 280 800 Sambhaji Laxman Ghorpade, 
Dnyaneshwar Sitaram Devkar. HE: 

i 
S
e
 

218 50/4 Class I 288 2000 Moho 281 800 Revubai Rama Kadav 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut Ne./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 8b 9 10 

49/4 Class II 284 960 

Rukmini Pandurang Shelke, 
Vinayak Pandurang Shelke, 

Kailas Pandurang Shelke, 

Latifa Pandurang Shelke, 

Surekha Pandurang Shelke. 

136/3 

136/4 
Class I 

16 

17 

1040 
Surekha Sudhir Kulkarni, 

Sukhiya Sudhir Kulkarni. 

4/1 Class I 144 1440 Gajanan Govind Patil 

45/2 Class I 258 520 Kundalik Govind Patil 

4/2 Class I 145 240 
Sundarabai Motiram Bhopi, 

Janabai Shivaji Patil 

224 

W 
52/6 
53/3 
57/6 

Class I 

396 
305 
307 
326 

2720 Baliram Dunkur Patil 

225 113 Class II 399 Moho 286 2440 2440 
Raja Kalu Patil, 

Baliram Kalu Patil 

226 
57/5 
TIA 

Class I 
325 
397 

Moho 287 1248 1248 Surdas Balaram Patil 

227 Moho 6/2/C Class II 156 2420 Moho 288 968 968 

Ambibai Gopal Phadke, Gunavanti Allya 
Patil, Nandabai Ramdas Patil, Padmakar Chindu 

Patil,Pushpa Sadu Patil, Baban Allya Patil, Bamibai 

Allya Patil, Barkibai Suresh Mhatre,Mahadu Chindu 

Patil, Manda Mafa Urf Mahendra Patil, Vaibhav Mafa 

Urf Mahendra Patil, Vaishali Sanjay Koparkar,Satish 

Mafa Urf Mahendra Patil, Satish Gaurdian Mother 

Manda Mafa Urf Mahendra Patil, Hairbhau Allya 

Patil, Balya Hasha Patil. 

228 Moho 6/2/B Class I 155 2210 Moho 289 884 884 Bhalchandra Balu Mhatre 

229 

Moho 7/2/B 

Moho 48/3 

Moho 73/2/D 

Class II 

398 4180 
279 4100 

422 3350 
Moho 291 4652 4652 

Rajaram Ragho Patil, 

Maruti Ragho Patil, 
Harishchandra Ragho Patil, 

Gomibai Shalik Patil, 
Navnath Shalik Patil, 

Jija Shalik Patil, 
Sugandha Shalik Patil. 

230 

Moho 48/1 

Moho 52/3 

Moho 123/5 
Class I 

276 7700 

302 1900 

606 1700 
Moho 292A 4520 4520 

Mahadev Vina Kadav, 

Namubai Parshuram Kadav, 

Ranjana Ram Dhawale, 

Sunita Chahu Mhatre, 

Nirmala Aambo Dhawale, 

Karuna Avinash Gharat, 

Kanta Parshuram Kadav. 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
H Amalgamated Sr. Village Gut No./Hissa Tenure OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot No No. (sqm) | in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) Beer Ownership Final Remarks 

| 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 Moho 2/3 (P) 133 1015.71 Mahadev Vina Kadav, 
Namubai Parshuram Kadav, 

Ranjana Ram Dhawale, 231 Class II Moho 292B 726 726 Sunita Chahu Mhatre, Moho 52/5 304 800 Nirmala Aambo Dhawale, 

Karuna Avinash Gharat, 
Kanta Parshuram Kadav. 

232 | Moho 47/3 Class I 271 4700 Moho 293 1880 1880 Re cL perpen 
Vasant Narayan Patil, Rajaram Kalu Patil,Baliram 
Kalu Patil, Dattatrey Balu Patil,Janabai Kashinath 
Bhopi, Sulochana Ramdas Patil, Mohan Ramdas 

Patil, Yashwant Ramdas Patil,Bharat Ramdas Patil, 
Meenakshi Motiram Mhatre, Mathura Gajanan Patil, 
Dnyaneshwar Gajanan Patil, Balaram Gajanan Patil, 
Gulab Pundalik Fullore,Janardan Sitaram Shelke, 233 | Moho 47/4 Class I 272 7800 Moho 294 3120 3120 ue ee mom 

Mhatre, Surekha Santosh Baikar,Leelabai 
Chandrakant Mhatre, Janabai Dattatrey 

Waghmare,Sushila Hasuram Gaikar, Chandrabhaga 
Balaram Mate, Indira Rajaram Dukare, Naresh 

Ganesh Urf Ganu Patil, Vasudev Ganesh Urf Ganu 
Patil, Kanta Dhau Gondhali,Anuradha Aatmaram 

Mhaskar. 

Yatin Sadashiv Tandel, 
Viraj Sandeep Mhatre, 

Shantanu Sandeep Mhatre 
Ganesh Bhagwan Patil, 
Umesh Bhagwan Patil, 
Bhupesh Bhagwan Patil 
Akshay Ashok Phadke, 236 | Moho 47/1/2 Class I 269 2800 Moho 296 1120 1120 Devyani Ashok Phadke. 
Omkar Ashok Phadke 237 Moho 47/1/1 Class I 268 2700 Moho 297 1080 1080 Arun Namdev Phadke 238 Moho 48/2/B Class I 278 1290 Sachin Dharma Joshi, Moho 121/4 597 500 Maho oe) ue wo Swapnil Dharma Joshi 

Pandurang Sitaram Pathe,Bamubai Sitaram 239 | Moho 74/3 Class II 427 2700 Moho 301A 1080 1080 Pathe Kusum Dharma Sitabai Sitaram Pathe. 
Moho 45/6 262 4000 

Pandurang Sitaram Pathe, 
Bamubai Sitaram Pathe, 240 Moho 76/1 Class I 438 300 Moho 301B 1720 1720 Kuéum Dhanna, 

Sitabai Sitaram Pathe. 
Maya Narayan Shelke, 241 | Moho 45/5 Class I 261 8000 Moho 302 3200 3200 Eknath Narayan Shelke 

10 

234 | Moho 47/2 Class I 270 1700 Moho 295A 680 680 

235 | Moho 124/7 Class I 615 1300 Moho 295B 520 520 

2 

2 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Amalgamated 
Sr. Gut No/Hissa Tenure OP No. No. (sqm) | in Village | Plot No. | Area(Sqm) | "Cn" Ownership Final Remarks 

Village 

i 2A 28 3 4 5 6 Uf 8a 8b 9 10 

Bharat Narayan Shelke, 
Ganesh Narayan Shelke, 
Santosh Narayan Shelke, 
Laxmibai Rajendra Patil, 

Sangeeta Pundalik Phadke, 

Gita Nivrutti Karavkar, 

Mai Narayan Shelke, 

Bebi Nama Shelke, 

Mahesh Nama Shelke, 
Nitin Nama Shelke, 

Manisha Ganesh Nimbalkar. 

Kisan Dharma Patil, 

Alka Maruti Bhalekar, 
Kamal Sakharam Patil, 

Suman Namdev Dhawale, 

Rakesh Prakash Patil, 

Dinesh Prakash Patil. 

242 | Moho 47/5/A Class I 273 1450 Moho 303 580 580 

Arpit Gulab Nagarale, 
Aashish Jagannath Khobragade, 

Jayant Panditrao Pawar, 

Pushkar Prabhakar Joshi, 
Prakash Gunvantarao Rode, 

Prashant Ramdas Gade, 
Bhupesh Haribhau Uike, 
Rakesh Bharat Kapse, 

Rahul Panditrao Ahirrav, 

Virendra Venkatesh Patil, 
Shubhangi Mohan Pawar, 

Sachin Ramesh Borse, 
Sachin Digambar Tekale, 

Sudhir Kisan Patil,Suryakant Narayanrao Tidake. 

243 | Moho 46/1/A Class I 263 2900 Moho 304 1160 1160 

Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal ( 64 %) Balaram Kaluram 
244 | Moho 46/1/B Class I 264 2500 Moho 305 1000 1000 Pathe ( 36 %) 

Moho qa 750 3000 
Moho 44/2 253 1900 Naresh Ganesh Urf Ganu Patil, 

Malis 59/3 less 337 2400 nase ane ao = Vasudev-Ganesh Urf Gann Patil. 
Moho 119/2 591 3300 

245 

Moho 44/3 as 254 1600 
Moho 77/4 as 447 2500 246 Moho 307 1640 1640 Goma Govind Mhatre 

Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 
Yashwant Rambhau Kadav 
( Share of 1 to 2 = 57.45 %), 
Janardan Tukaram Ghogare 
Dilip Tukaram Ghogare, 
Sunita Ganu Ghogare, 

247 | Moho 41/4 Class I 245 4700 Moho 309 1880 1880 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

| FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area Ownership Final 
(Sqm) 

Remarks 

28 3 6 8a 8b 9 10 
Suraj Ganu Ghogare, 

Swapnil Ganu Ghogare, 
Guardian Mother Sunita Ganu Ghogare 

(Share of 3 to 8 = 42.55 %) 

248 

1/2 
68/1/A 

123/6 (P) 
5/4 (P) 

Class I Moho 310 1892 Yashwant Rambhau Kadav 
1892 Suresh Rambhau Kadav, 

249 

58/4 
58/6 

Moho 60/1 
Class I 

341 1000 
Moho 311 2320 

Ajinath Dnyandev Raut, 
Pravin Umaji Khaire, 

Bhimrao Bhanudas Tele, 
Madhukar Mahadev Sid, 
Madhu Dajiram Borate, 
Raju Dattu Vhorakate, 
Suresh Tukaram Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Thombare 
(Share of 1 to 8 = 24.14 %), 
Chandrakant Shivaji Tarange, 

Jaywant Maruti Barkade, 
Dinesh Arjun Shinde, 

Navnath Rangnath Shendage, 
Nirmala Maruti Kolekar, 
Vijay Dnyanoba Kakekar, 

Vrushali Santosh Thombare, 
Shirish Gajanan Sardar, 

Sameer Haribhau Thombare, 
Sunil Nivruti Tele, 

Santosh Malhari Shende, 
Swapnil Shivaji Patil, 
Amit Sopan Shendage, 
Amruta Anil Kokare, 

Kiran Ankush Shendage 
(Share of 9 to 23 = 58.62 %), 
Shashank Hanumant Kale, 
Shivaji Namdev Vhorakate, 

Sunil Hanumant Kale, 
Haridas Govind Gele, 

Kunal Navnath Shendge, 
Jalindhar Motiram Shinde, 
Yashwant Mahadev Nitave 

(Share from 24 to 30 = 17.24 %). 

2320 

250 Moho 41/6 Class I 247 1100 Moho 312 440 
Dattatrey Ghutya Shinde, 

440 Radhabai Ghutya Shinde, 
Janardan Gana Shinde, 

Maina Jagannath Thakur, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village Plot No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 8b 9 10 

Mukta Chandar Shinde, 
Manjula Chandar Shinde, 

Sarika Chandar Shinde. 

41/7 880 
Asmita Sanjay Kankariya ( 50 %), 
Devidas Anant Bhujbal (50 %). 

129/2/B(P) 840 Arvind Omprakash Agarwal 

49/3 840 Eknath Ramdas Patil 

254 49/2 317 1200 

Shrikant Ramakant Rasal, 

Shrikrushna Ramakant Rasal 
(Share of 1 to 2 = 16.67 %) 

Dattatrey Rama Patil ( 83.33 %) 

255 46/4 318 720 
Geeta Chandrakant Kakade, Gita Yadav,Nisha Sahu, 

Bhavna Sharma,Sarla Gahlawat, Swati Gupta. 

256 49/1 319 2760 Prakash Nathuram Mhatre 

257 121/6/B 320 544 Shruti Manik Rathod 

258 58/3 321 1520 

Vijay Sakharampant Dange, 
Savita Chandrashekhar Burse, 

Santosh Prabhakarrav Didore, 
Sandeep Narayan Gawade. 

259 41/2 323A 440 Sagar Dulba Dhakane 

260 58/1 323B 440 
Sadhana Anil Shelke, 

Sunanda Dilip Patil, 

Payal Pramod Patil 

261 61/2 Class II Moho 324 1892 1892 

Sheikh Ibrahim Hasan, Sheikh Abdul Kasam, Sheikh 

Amina Yunus, Sheikh Sharifa Adam, Sheikh Khatija 
Alladin, Sheikh Jaina Ajit, Sheikh Nura Kasam, 

Sheikh Shaida Gulam, Sheikh Siraj Gulam, Sheikh 

Roshani Gulam. 

262 
Moho 58/2 
Moho 59/2 

Class I 
330 1400 

336 3400 
Moho 325 1920 1920 Vasant Narayan Patil 

263 
Chikhal 135/2(P) Class II 12 625 Moho 326A 250 250 

Krishna Gotiram Mahtre, 
Changubai Dharma Patil, 

Maibai Narayan Phadke, 

Gulab Harishchandra Mhatre, 

Sushila Ashok Patil, 

Puja Sanjay Patil, 
Rohit Harishchandra Mhatre, 

Jayesh Harishchandra Mhatre, 

Vishwas Bama Mhatre, 
Dilip Bama Mhatre 

Sulochana Bharat Patil, 

Kalpana Shantaram Patil, 

Gangabai Eknath Mhatre, 

Dynaneshwar Eknath Mhatre, 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 2B 3 8a 8b 9 
Mahendra Eknath Mhatre, 
Vinayak Eknath Mhatre, 

Bhagshree Shashikant Dangarkar, 
Ganesh Tulshiram Mhatre, 
Umesh Tulshiram Mhatre, 
Dinesh Tulshiram Mhatre, 

Mukta Krishna Patil, 
Mira Subhash Khutarkar. 

10 

264 135/1(P) Class I 11 12745 Moho 326B 5098 5098 

Dattatrey Damodar Patankar ( 70.50 %), 
Devram Bhikaji Doke, Shrikant Shankar Rahate 

( Share of 2 and 3 = 15.77 %) 
Ukej Resort Pvt. Ltd (3.22 %), 

Lalit Shantilal Jain, Nikhil Dinesh Chhajed 
(Share of 5 and 6 = 10.51 %) 265 39/5 Class I 231 2400 Moho 328 960 960 Amol Arvindrao Joshi 266 39/7 Class I 233 1000 Moho 329 400 400 Sukhdev Namdev Chavan 

267 

39/6 

59/1 
Class I 

232 2300 

335 3200 
Moho 330 2200 2200 

Dynamic Developers Tarfe Partner 
Fakri A Hasamwaala, 
Ismail Javed Patel, 

Javed Mustafa Patel. 

268 

39/8 
60/4 

60/5 
Class II 

234 1600 
345 900 

346 800 
Moho 331 1320 1320 

Sima Ramesh Sonawane, 
Pravin Ramesh Sonawane, 

Pratibha Ramesh Sonawane, 
Pramod Ramesh Sonawane, 
Pradnya Rajendra Kadam. 

269 62 Class I 85 1490 Moho 333 596 596 Anesh Ganu Dhawale, 
Meenakshi Anesh Dhawale 270 59/5 Class I 339 3800 Moho 334 1520 1520 Khandu Kanu Mhatre 

271 

272 

Moho 59/6 

60/3/1 

Class I 340 2400 Moho 335 960 960 

Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal, 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal 

(Share of 1 to 2 = 54.17 %), 
Ambadas Dattatreya Shinde, 

Madhuri Arvind Shinde 
(Share of 3 to 4 = 45.83 %). 

Class I 343 400 Moho 336 160 160 Nandkumar Eknath Mumbaikar 

273 
146/1/A 

146/1/B 
Class I 

49 4100 

50 4200 
Moho 337 3320 3320 Dattatrey Damodar Patankar 

274 Shivkar 57 Class II 78 6120 Moho 339A 2448 2448 

Yamuna Aatmaram Patil, 
Chandrabhaga Kundalik Chaudhari, 

Arun Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Premnath Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Sachin Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Manisha Kundalik Chaudhari, 

1 

j 
} 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
(sqm) 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 ‘) 8a 8b o 10 

Somnath Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Bandu Parshuram Chaudhari, 

Vishnu Parshuram Chaudhari, 
Sushila Ramchandra Mundhe, 

Vishwanath Hasuram Patil, 

Rupesh Hasuram Patil, 
Tulshibai Raghunath Chaudhari, 
Maruti Raghunath Chaudhari, 

Hanuman Raghunath Chaudhari, 
Sakharam Raghunath Chaudhari, 

Kalpana Santosh Patil, 

Darshan Kashinath Patil, 

Archana Kashinath Patil, 

Prakash Pandurang Patil, 

Suresh Pandurang Patil, 

Harshal Kashinath Patil, 

Parvati Ramchandra Patil, 

Ramesh Pandurang Patil, 
Anusaya Babu Chaudhary, 
Janardan Babu Chaudhary, 
Jaydas Babu Chaudhary, 
Bharat Babu Chaudhary, 

Shaila Madhukar Chaudhary, 

Jayendra Madhukar Chaudhary, 
Pratiksha Pravin Bhoir, 

Pratidnya Vivek Tooray. 

275 Shivkar 45 Class I 64 1720 Moho 339B 688 688 

Yamuna Aatmaram Patil, 

Chandrabhaga Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Arun Kundalik Chaudhari, 

Premnath Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Sachin Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Manisha Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Somnath Kundalik Chaudhari, 
Bandu Parshuram Chaudhari, 
Vishnu Parshuram Chaudhari, 
Sushila Ramchandra Mundhe, 
Vishwanath Hasuram Patil, 

Rupesh Hasuram Patil, 
Tulshibai Raghunath Chaudhari, 

Maruti Raghunath Chaudhari, 

Hanuman Raghunath Chaudhari, 
Sakharam Raghunath Chaudhari, 

Kalpana Santosh Patil, 
Darshan Kashinath Patil, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

om Village 
Gut Set Tenure OP No. Area Final 

Plot No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 4 S 7 8b 9 10 
Archana Kashinath Patil, 
Prakash Pandurang Patil, 
Suresh Pandurang Patil, 
Harshal Kashinath Patil, 
Parvati Ramchandra Patil, 
Ramesh Pandurang Patil, 
Anusaya Babu Chaudhary, 
Janardan Babu Chaudhary, 
Jaydas Babu Chaudhary, 
Bharat Babu Chaudhary, 

Shaila Madhukar Chaudhary, 
Jayendra Madhukar Chaudhary, 

Pratiksha Pravin Bhoir, 
Pratidnya Vivek Tooray. 

276 Moho 61/3 Class I 352 1400 Moho 340 560 560 Dhau Aambo Mhaskar 
Moho 65/3 365 600 
Moho 116/6/B 579 1060 

277 Moho 5/4 (P) Class I 151 1400 
Moho 58/5 (P) 333 1300 
Moho 68/1/B 386 570 

Moho 341A 1972 1972 Hiraman Ragho Kadav, 
Prakash Ragho Kadav 

278 Moho 57/3 Class I 322 800 Moho 342A 320 320 Pankaja Abhay Sanap, 
Samrudhi Shekhar Bhujbal Moho 65/2' 364 500 

a Moho 60/6' 347 1000 
Moho 342B 600 600 Pankaja Abhay Sanap 

280 Moho 57/7 Class I 327 600 Moho 342C 240 240 Samrudhi Shekhar Bhujbal 
281 Moho 61/2 Class I 351 1700 Moho 343 680 680 Dilip Balaram Gonbare ( 52.94 %) 

Kiran Tukaram Bhoir ( 47.06 %) 
282 Moho 31/2 Class I 183 13700 Moho 

344A 3881 
467 1599 

5480 Rajani Jagdip Sehgal, 
Ankita Jagdip Sehgal 

283 Moho 43 Class I 251 500 Moho 344B 200 200 Darshan Laxman Shelke 284 Shivkar 68 92 1900 
Shivkar 294(P) 118 28780 

Moho 
345 8077 
385 4195 

12272 Govt. Of Maharahstra 

285 Moho 38/5 Class I 225 1400 Moho 346 560 560 Sanjeev Narayan Tawde, 
Ranjit Kumar Singh 

286 | Shivkar 26/4 Class I 53 1900 Moho 347 760 760 Bhikhabai Ranchhod Madat, 
Ramesh Ranchhod Madat 

287 | Shivkar 73 Class II 97 4480 Moho 348 1792 1792 

Abdul Rehman Sheikh Ali Sheikh, Abdul Karim 
Sheikh Ali Sheikh, Dastgir Sheikh Ali Sheikh, Yusuf 

Sheikh Ali Sheikh,Hazira Sheikh Ali Sheikh, 
Jaibbunissa Sheikh Ali Sheikh,Amina Abbas Sheikh, 

Mojim Abbas Sheikh, Hamida Abbas Sheikh, 
Roshan Samasuddin Sheikh, Faimeeda Akbar Sheikh 

{Protected Tenant: Begum Aadam Teli Yacha} 288 | Moho 66/1/C Class I 376 650 Moho 349 260 Rashmi Mangesh Sakpal 

ii 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
Final 

Plot No. 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 7 8a 
(Sqm) 

8b 9 10 

289 Moho 65/7 Class I 369 200 Moho 351A 80 80 

Sarala Ramchandra Sadavarte, 
Rahul Prakash Sadavarte, 
Gaurav Prakash Sadavarte, 

Kanchanmala Prakash Sadavarte, 

Rupa Prakash Sadavarte, 
Chandrakala Prakash Sadavarte 

290 Moho 66/4 Class I 379 500 Moho 351B 200 200 

Sarala Ramchandra Sadavarte, 

Rahul Praksah Sadavarte, 
Gaurav Prakash Sadavarte, 

Kanchanmala Prakash Sadavarte, 

Rupa Prakash Sadavarte, 

Chandrakala Prakash Sadavarte. 

(Protected Tenant: 

Ganpat Rama Jadhav) 

291 

Shivkar 64 

Shivkar 79/2 
Class II 

87 3240 

108 6580 
Moho 352 3928 3928 

Balkrishna Balaram Patil, 
Dhulaji Balaram Patil, 
Sadashiv Balaram Patil, 

(Other Rights: 
Dharma Rama Patil, Vaishali Vasant Patil, 

Alka Pandurang Patil, Yogesh Pandurang Patil, 
Dinesh Pandurang Patil). 

292 

Moho 41/3 
Moho 47/5/C 
Moho 56/2' 

Moho 75/5/1 

Moho 71/3 
Moho 67/1/2 
Moho 39/2 

Moho 48/4 

Class I 

244 600 

275 1550 
312 300 
435 2400 
446 1300 
383 4700 
228 500 

280 600 

Moho 353A 4780 4780 

Sidhika Shekhar Bhujbal, Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal, 
(Share of 1 to 2 = 5.02 %),Sandhya Shekhar 

Bhujbal,Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal ( Share of 3 to 4 = 
83.26 %),Sidhika Shekhar Bhujbal ( 2.52 
%),Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal ( 9.20 %) 

293 Moho 75/6 Class II 437 3100 Moho 354 1240 1240 

Vanita Pandurang Patil, 
Chaitali Sachin Jale, 

Rasna Vinay Jale, 

Barki Baliram Patil, 

Dinesh Baliram Patil, 
Mithun Baliram Patil, 

Kailas Baliram Patil 

294 Moho 76/3 Class I 440 7200 Moho 355 2880 2880 
Shirish Mahadev Butala 

(Under litigation of Civil Suit No. 66/2013) 

295 137/2 Class I 8700 Moho 356 3480 3480 

Balkrishna Ganpat Patil, 

Hanuman Ganpat Patil, 
Babu Ganpat Patil, 

Balaram Ganpat Patil, 
Datta Ganpat Patil, 

Janabai Mahadev Mali, 
Laxmibai Ganpat Patil 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

No 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. Final Plot 
| Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 8a 8b 9 10 
(Share of 1 to 7 = 80.46 %) , 

Nilesh Suresh Patil, 
Sunil Sampatrao Patil, 
Leena Rajaram Patil, 

Shital Shailendra Waray, 
Gandha Sachin Waray 

(Share of 8 to 12 = 19.54 %) 
296 Moho 76/2 Class II 439 4100 Moho 357 1640 1640 Rukmini Pandurang Shelke 

(Under litigation of Civil Suit No. 66/2013) 297 Moho 65/6 Class I 368 400 Moho 359 160 160 Ramesh Dattu Patil 

298 Moho 64/6 Class II 362 1000 Moho 360 400 400 

Sarika Chandar Shinde, Janardan Gana Shinde, 
Dattatrey Ghutya Shinde, Mukta Chandar Shinde, 

Maina Jagannath Thakur, Manjula Chandar 
Shinde,Radhabai Ghutya Shinde. 

299 Shivkar 316 Class I 121 3870 Moho 361 1548 1548 

Alhaj M. Mustafa Yakub Beg Chief Trustee, 
Allahbaksh Appalal Mullah, 

Imran Salim Khan, 
M. Taslim Mahmud Hussain, 

Yusufkhan Akbar Khan, 
Yakub Beg Trust Panvel 

{Other Rights: Sudam Rama Patil} 300 

301 

Shivkar 

Shivkar 
46 

48/1 
Class I 65 2910 Moho 362A 1164 1164 Shankar Vitthal Patil 
Class II 67 1110 Moho 362B 444 444 Shankar Vitthal Patil 

302 Moho 64/1 Class I 356 4800 Moho 363A 1920 1920 Naga Dharma Mhatre, 
Hasuram Dharma Mhatre. 

303 Moho 68/5 Class I 390 1200 Moho 363B 480 480 

Minal Mohan Patil, 
Vitthal Hiru Mhatre, 

Shilpa Bhanudas Gaikwad, 
Santosh Shankar Kadav, 
Aruna Santosh Kadav, 

Ganesh Aatmaram Gharat, 
Jyoti Mangesh Bhoir, 

Dinesh Hasuram Mhatre, 
Pradip Vasant Kadu, 

Prabhavati Ramdas Govari, 
Balaram Laxman Chaudhary, 

Bhushan Anil Sutar. 304 Moho 65/9/A Class I 372 1240 Moho 364 496 496 Sarla Ramchandra Sadavarte 

305 

306 

Moho 

Moho 

65/9/B Class I 373 260 Moho 365 104 104 

Naga Dharma Mhatre, 
Hasuram Dharma Mhatre, 
Gangabai Gana Mhatre, 
Pradeep Gana Mhatre, 

Lalita Nandkishore Thombare, 
Jayashri Santosh Mhatre. 

64/5/A Class I 360 1300 Moho 367 520 520 Shankar Janu Patil 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 

No 
Village Gut No./Hissa 

No. Tenure OP No. 
(sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 8b 9 10 

307 Shivkar 321 Class ! 123 830 Moho 368 332 332 

Tukaram Mahadu Phadke, Shantibai Govind 

Jambhulkar, Bebi Mahadu Phadke, Suman Ramdas 
Phadke, Yogesh Ramdas Phadke, Rasika Ramdas 
Phadke, Kashibai Baburao Phadke, Tarabai Anna 

Chaudhary, Gunabai Ramu Mhatre, Raman Bhai 

Kondilkar, Sachin Bhai Kondilkar, Reena 

Vishwanath Bhopi, Manda Gurunath Bhaskar, 
Meenakshi Somnath Chaudhary, Aatmaram Rama 

Bhopi, Sonali Pandurang Bhopi, Sanika Pandurang 
Bhopi, Krishnabai Pandurang Bhopi, Geetika and 
Abhishek Gaurdian Mother Krishnabai Pandurang 

Bhopi, Karuna Chandrakant Palkar, Geetika 
Pandurang Bhopi, Abhishek Pandurang Bhopi, 

Manisha Manohar Malusare, Santosh Ananta 
Kathare, Sanjay Ananta Kathare, Vandana Ananta 

Kathare, Lakshmi Ananta Jambhale, Sita Baliram 

Chorghhe, Surekha Joma Chorghhe, Ragho 
Shankar Thombare, Vandana Jairam Gaikar, Ujwalla 

Chandrakant Chorghhe, Arvind Namdev Phadke, 

Pravin Namdev Phadke, Muktabai Namdev Phadke, 

Ram Nagu Gatade, Dharma Nagu Gatade, Namdev 
Nagu Gatade, Hiraji Nagu Gatade, Padu Nagu 

Gatade, Shantaram Maya Gatade, Manisha Baban 
Barve, Vilas Maya Gatade, Gulab Nana 

Pawar,Ramesh Namdev Mhatre, Manisha Namdev 

Patil. 

308 Moho 87/2/C Class I 474 2750 Moho 369 1100 1100 
Anita Abhay Deshpande (2.73 %)Narayan Aanand 

Shelar (97.27 %) 

309 Moho 87/1/B Class II 471 1760 Moho 371 704 704 

Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil, 

Fashibai Dattatrey Patil, 
Lilabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 

Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau Kurangale, 

Sangita Laxman Pavnekar. 

310 Moho S7/V/A Class I 470 8340 Moho 372 3336 3336 

Anna Shankar Bhoir, Ramchandra Shankar Bhoir, 
Raghunath Shankar Bhoir, 
Subhash Shankar Bhoir 

( Share of 1 to 4 = 35.00 %), 
Rajubai Mahadu Bhoir, 
Narendra Mahadu Bhoir, 
Anjana Mahadu Bhoir y 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
; Amalgamated eg al Plot : 

Village Gut ee Tenure OP No. a te are eee Naiege i an Ownership Final Remarks 

1 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 
(Share of 5 to 7 = 15.00 %), 

Jaydas Naga Bhoir, 
Sanjay Naga Bhoir 

(Share of 7 to 8 = 35.00 %), 
Krushna Bhikaji Bhoir, 
Ganesh Bhikaji Bhoir 

(Share of 9 to 10 = 15.00%) 
Dilip Rama Dhawale, 

Parvatibai Rama Dhawale, 
Trimbak Rama Dhawale ; 

(Share of 1 to 3 = 26.63 %), 311 | Shivkar 65 Class I 88 6270 Moho 376 2508 2508 M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd Director Narendra 

Hete (38.28 %), 
Ramesh Ranchhod Madat 
(Share of 5 = 35.09 %} 

Shevanti Namdev Bhagat, 
Sunil Namdev Bhagat, 
Anil Namdev Bhagat, 

312 | Shivkar n Class 1 95 4200 Moho 377 1680 1680 peek baal aan 
(Share of 1 to 5 = 52.38 %), 

M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete (47.62 %} 

Santosh Dharma Bhoir,Khandu Dharma Bhoir. 
Sangita Kavlya Bhoir, 

Vasantibai Maruti Gharat, 
Bhau Kavlya Bhoir, 

314 Moho 87/2/B Class II 473 4350 Moho 380 3900 3900 ee cee 

Laxmibai Hiraji Waghmare, 
Dwarkabai Gajanan Patil. 

Shekhar Namdev Bhujbal ( 14.76 %), 
Vasudev Vitthal Bhoir ( 20.49 %), 

7 9 315 | Moho 85/1 Class I 464 12200 Moho 381 4880 4880 ae ar sae ee Baer 
Narayan Vitthal Bhoir ( 20.49 %), 

Ghanshyam Avadharaj Yadav ( 18.04 %). 
Mominpada Mashid Yakub Beg Trust Panvel for 

Sr. 

10 

313 | Moho 86/4 Class II 469 8600 Moho 378 3440 3440 
Moho 85/2 465 5400 

Moho 7033 402 2600 
Molo 74/2 426 2400 382B 2061 Chief Trustee & Trustee, 
Moho 86/3 468 3300 Alhaj M. Mustafa Yakub Beg, 

Abdul Gafar A. Sattar Shaikh Trustee, / = Class I Moho 546 1539 3600 Abdulla Badwan Kunni Trustee, /. Moho 87/3 475 700 Akil Jafar Khan Trustee, 
Iqbal Aliyar Khan Trustee j f 

{Protected Tenant: $ : / Vf, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 2 8b = 10 

Bamibai Posha Mhatre, 

Bhau Posha Mhatre, 

Yamibai Hiru Gadkari, 
Duklibai Govind Patil, 

Shakun Janardan Phadke, 

Soni Kundalik Patil, 

Chalabai Balaram Patil, 
Radhabai Hari Choudhari, 
Chandubai Tukaram Tupe, 
Narendra Kisan Mhatre, 
Sharad Kisan Mhatre, 

Sunil Kisan Mhatre} 
{ Other Rights 

Heirs: 

Rukmini Gopinath Mhatre, 

Anil Gopinath Mhatre, 
Pramod Gopinath Mhatre, 
Vinod Gopinath Mhatre, 
Rupali Gopinath Mhatre, 

Deepali Gopinath Mhatre, 
(Gaurdian) Rukmini Gopinath Mhatre} 

317 86/2 Class I 467 600 Moho 383 240 240 
Ganesh Goma Patil, 

Sagar Haribhau Patil 

318 76/4 Class I 3400 Moho 384 1360 1360 
Shri. Mangalam Sahkari Gruhnirman Sanstha 

Maryadit. 

319 77/1 Class I 2100 Moho 386 840 840 
Dilip Narayadas Gurbani, 
Ghanshyam A. Yadav 

320 

58/7 
60/7 
72/5 

76/5 
7112/2 

Class I 

400 
500 
2900 
1100 
1000 

Moho 387 2360 2360 

Pratikesh Dnyaneshwar Kadav, 
Mayuresh Eknath Kadav 

(Share of 1 to 2 = 50.86 %), 
Pratikesh Dnyaneshwar Kadav ( 24.57 %), 

Mayuresh Eknath Kadav ( 24.57 %) 

321 
7115 
81/4 

Class II 
3900 
7100 

Moho 389 4400 4400 
Dattatrey Ghutya Shinde, 
Radhabai Ghutya Shinde 

322 130/1/A(P) Class I 10610 Moho 390 4244 4244 

Jankubai Rama Gaikar, Shivram Rama Gaikar, 

Pushpa Maya Patil, 
Anita Gajanan Patil, 

Shobha Ananta Gaikar, 
Kavita Keshavraj Kavar, 

Sareeka Manohar Pawar, 
Bhumika Bharat Katekar, 

Radha Balkrishna Maali, 
Gayatri Ganpat Jambhulkar, 

Sonika Rakesh Khutale, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Amalgamated Sr. Gut No./Hissa Teinive OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot 

No. (sqm) in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) | aa Ownership Final Remarks 
Village 

1 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 
( Share of 1 to 11 = 12.84% ) 

Varsha Vinay Aggrawal, 
Vinay Shra Aggarwal 

(Share of 12 to 13 = 20.18 %) 
Gulab Rasul Mohammed Rajjak, 

; 
Asar Phunis Gulab Rasul Mo. Rajjak, Chikhal | 130/1/8@) 4 Mohammed Nain Sheikh Mohammed Shadril, 

Sudel Mohammed Sheikh Mohammed Shadril 
(Share of 14 to 17 = 33.95 % ) 

Kamlakar Kamrya Gaikar, Jijabai Ramkrushna 
Shelke, Taibai Sudam Patil, Latabai Sudam Patil, Chikhal 
Vanita Vitthal Gaikar, Anil Vitthal Gaikar, Sneha 130/1/C(P) Class II 5 Vitthal Gaikar, Guna Arjun Gaikar, Ganesh Arjun 
Gaikar, Balaram Arjun Gaikar, Balkrushna Arjun 
Gaikar, Pramila Arjun Gaikar ( Share of 18 to 29 = 

33.03% ) 
Narayan Padu Patil, 

Gaurubai Damu Patil, 
Kanubai Nathuram Kalambe, 

Radhabai Padu Patil, 
Balu Ragho Patil, 

Ashok Kaluram Patil, 
Dharma Kaluram Patil, 
Laxmi Kaluram Patil, 

Darshana Dattatrey Patil, 
Arun Kaluram Patil, 

Ashwini Sachin Kadu, 
Manda Bhagwan Patil, 
Lahu Mahadu Mhaskar, 
Krishnabai Lahu Shelke, 323 | Shivkar 315 Class II 120 9760 Moho 391 3904 3904 Sachin Pandurang Mhaskar, 
Ankush Mahadu Mhaskar, 

Sunita Arun Gaikar, 
Sagar Pandurang Mhaskar, 
Santosh Pandurang Mhaskar 
Ganesh Mahadu Mhaskar, 

Madhukar Mahadu Mhaskar, 
Harishchandra Mahadu Mhaskar, 

Manisha Kashinath Patil, 
Somnath Kashinath Patil, 
Aakansha Ashok Bhoir, \ 
Pranita Pramod Patil, ‘} 

Rupali Kashinath Patil, ] ; 

1d, 

Supriya Kashinath Patil, r | 
Leelabai Pundalik Dhawale, Ws RS, 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 

No 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
Ne. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 2B 3 8a 8b 9 10 

Chandrabhaga Pundalik Dhawale, 

Ananta Pundalik Patil, 
Gitanjali Ganesh Patil, 
Pratibha Roshan Jitekar, 

Bhavesh Pundalik Dhawale, 

Sangita Namdev Dhawale, 

Rohan Namdev Dhawale, 

Ritesh Namdev Dhawale, 

Rohan and Ritesh 
Guardian Mother Sangeeta Namdev Dhawale, 

Pragati Dipesh Mhatre, 

Pradnya Vishal Chaudhary, 
Parvati Ramchandra Patil, 

Bhagyashree Bharat Mhatre, 
Gurunath Ramchandra Patil, 

Sainath Ramchandra Patil. 

324 Moho 81/5 Class I 461 1900 Moho 393 760 760 Vinayak Manoj Bankhele 

325 Shivkar 39 Class I 55 8020 Moho 394 3208 3208 
Gotiram Kamalu Dhawale, 

Ramchandra Kamalu Dhawale 

326 Moho 82/1 Class II 462 21500 Moho 397 8600 8600 

Vitthal Namdev Bhoir, 

Anita Aatmaram Patil, 
Vanita Ananta Patil, 

Neeta Prakash Lahane, 

Manisha Hari Patil, 

(Share of 1 to 5 = 50%) 
Hausabai Lahu Mali, 

Dnyandev Nama Bhoir 
(Share of 6 to 7 = 50%) 

327 Shivkar 44/1 Class i 60 12170 Moho 399 4868 4868 

M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. Director 
Narendra Hete ( 83.57 %), 

Gauri Group Tarfe Pro.Pra. Bhikhabhai 
Ranchhod Madat ( 16.43 %). 

328 Shivkar 58/1 Class I 79 4150 Moho 400 1660 1660 

M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. Director Narendra 
Hete {Protected Tenant: Dhulaji Balaram Patil, 
Balkrushna Balaram Patil, Sadashiv Balaram 
Patil} {Tenant: Dharma Rama Patil} (Other 

Rights:Heirs: Vaishali Vasant Patil, Alka Pandurang 
Patil, Yogesh Pandurang Patil, Dinesh Pandurang 

Patil} 

329 

Shivkar 78/2 

Shivkar 38 

Shivkar 41 
Shivkar 42 

Shivkar 47 
54/1 

Class I 

2000 
4700 
4430 
6100 
14870 
2580 

Moho 401 24660 24660 
M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. Director Narendra ) 

Hete 7 

Shivkar 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure FP Allotted 

in Village 
Final 

Plot No. 
Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

3 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 

M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. 

330 Class I Moho 402 2000 2000 Indradev Ramfer Sharma 

331 Class II Moho 403 2440 2440 

Dunkur Dharma Bhoir, 
Rama Dharma Bhoir, 
Dinkar Dharma Bhoir, 
Bebi Dharma Bhoir, 
Barki Dharma Bhoir. 

332 146/2 Class I 51 3700 Moho 404 1480 1480 

Dattatrey Damodar Patankar, ( 13.51 %) 
Nitin Narayan Gaikwad, 
Yogesh Narayan Gaikwad 
(Share of 2 to 3 = 86.49%) 

333 78/4 Class I 453 2000 Moho 406 800 800 
Prasad Anant Patwardhan, Prasad Chandrakant 

Gosavi,Sonali Prasad Gosavi. 

334 Moho 78/2 Class I 450 1990 Moho 407 796 796 

Prabhakar Narayan Patil, 
Pritam Janaradhan Deshmukh, 

Vinod Prabhakar Patil, 
Sudhir Jagannath Koli, 

Sunil Shantaram Waghmare, 
Suryakant Aatmaram Thakur, 

Santosh Shankar Kadav, 
Janardan Tukaram Patil, 

Dynaneshwar Sudhakar Bhoir, 
Nilesh Anant Tandel. 

335 Moho 78/1 Class I 449 3400 Moho 408 1360 1360 

Bhama Dattu Mhatre, 
Suvarna Chandrakant Tambade, 

Aruna Umesh Patil, 
Karuna Anil Bhalekar, 
Puja Dattu Mhatre, 
Rina Dattu Mhatre. 

336 Moho 79/1 Class I 454 9700 Moho 409 3880 3880 
Bharat Mulji Khona 

(Other Rights: 
Gavkari Lokpanch) 

337 Moho 73/4 Class II 424 500 Moho 410 200 200 Balaram Ganpat Jadhav, 
Manjula Maruti Rokade 

i 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 

No 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 2 8b 9 10 

Sarika Santosh Kadam, 
Bharati Sandip Bhoir, 

Sugandha Harishchadra Jadhav. 

338 Moho 79/2 Class I 455 5900 Moho 411 2360 2360 

Amol Namdev Bhagat, 

Sarika Atul Bhagat, 

(Share of 1 to 2 = 67.80%), 
Atul Namdev Bhagat ( 32.20 %). 

339 Moho 78/3/A, Class I 451 3150 Moho 412 1260 1260 Sunita Sudhakar Mahajan 

340 Moho 78/3/B Class I 452 1350 Moho 414 540 540 Beena Dattatray Khot 

341 Shivkar 49 Class I 69 3200 
Moho -Pali 

Khurd 
415 1280 1280 

Vivek Dnyaneshwar Patil (32.81 %),Narayan Padu 

Patil, Gaurubai Damu Patil,Kanubai Nathuram 

Kalambe, Radhabai Padu Patil,Balu Ragho Patil, 

Ashok Kaluram Patil, Dharma Kaluram Patil, Laxmi 

Kaluram Patil, Darshana Dattatrey Patil, Arun 

Kaluram Patil, Ashwini Sachin Kadu, Manda 
Bhagwan Patil,Lahu Mahadu Mhaskar, Krushnabai 
Lahu Shelke, Sachin Pandurang Mhaskar, Ankush 

Mahadu Mhaskar, Sunita Arun Gaikar, Sagar 
Pandurang Mhaskar,Santosh Pandurang Mhaskar, 

Ganesh Mahadu Mhaskar,Madhukar Mahadu 

Mhaskar, Harishchandra Mahadu Mhaskar, Manisha 

Kashinath Patil, Somnath Kashinath Patil, Aakansha 

Ashok Bhoir, Pranita Pramod Patil, Rupali 

Kashinath Patil, Supriya Kashinath Patil, Leelabai 

Pundlik Dhawale, Chandrabhaga Pundlik Dhawale, 

Ananta Pundalik Patil, Gitanjali Ganesh Patil, 
Pratibha Roshan Jitekar, Bhavesh Pundalik 

Dhawale,Sangita Namdev Dhawale, Rohan Namdev 

Dhawale, Ritesh Namdev Dhawale, Rohan and 

Ritesh Guardian Mother Sangeeta Namdev 
Dhawale,\ Pragati Dipesh Mhatre,Pradnya Vishal 

Chaudhary, Parvati Ramchandra Patil, Bhagyashree 
Bharat Mhatre, Gurunath Ramchandra Patil, Sainath 

Ramchandra Patil, (Share of 2 to 45 = 32.81 %) M/s 

Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. Director Narendra Hete. 
(34.38 %) 

342 Shivkar 54/2 Class I 75 3890 Pali Khurd 417 1556 1556 

Harishchandra Jhipa Patil, 

Padmakar Jhipa Patil, 
Manohar Jhipa Patil, 

Sundara Raghunath Patil 

343 Moho 72/3 Class I 414 4100 
Moho- Pali 

Khurd 
418 1640 1640 Dattatrey Ganu Dhawale 

344 
Moho 72/1 

Moho 72/4 
Class I 

412 3000 

415 2100 
Moho 419 2040 2040 

Sakharam Balu Shinde, 
Sitaram Halya Shinde, 

Tukaram Ladku Shinde, 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final 
Plot No. 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 2 6 7 8a 8b 2) 
Archana Machhindra Thombare, 
Darshan Machhindra Thombare, 
Bhavika Machhindra Thombare, 
Harshada Machhindra Thombare, 

Sujita Subhash Patil, Gaurdian Mother 
Archana Thombare, 

Mathura Sudam Aagivale, 
Shobha Damodar Bhalekar, 
Yamuna Shantaram Badekar, 

Surekha Suresh Thakur, 
Gulab Arun Bolade. 

10 

345 
Chikhal 

139/1 Class II 28 3900 Moho 421 1560 1560 
Narayan Balkrishna Pandit, 

Dilip Balkrishna Pandit, 
Arun Balkrishna Pandit. 

346 Shivkar 66/2 Class I 90 3950 Moho 422 1580 1580 

Sitabai Janu Patil, 
Balaram Janu Patil, 

Chandrakant Janu Patil, 
Saraswati Ganesh Mhaskar, 

Fashibai Janu Patil, 
Manisha Devendra Patil, 
Rekha Santosh Bhagat. 

347 73/2/C Class I 421 3690 Moho 423 1476 1476 
Narayan Hari Nakhva {Protected Tenant:Shankar 

Ganu Mhatre} 
348 138/1/B Class I 26 4600 Moho 424A 1840 1840 Maruti Ganpat Gadkari, Mangal Ganpat Gadkari. 

349 
104/5/1 
132/6 

Class I 
513 1700 
669 1400 

Moho 425 1240 1240 Shankar Ganu Mhatre 
350 114/5 Class I 560 2500 Moho 426A 1000 1000 Sarvaram Nama Kadav 351 114/1/3 Class II 555 1300 Moho 426C 520 520 Sarvaram Nama Kadav 

352 

70/5 

82/2 
Class II 

404 1800 

463 2000 
Moho 427C 1520 1520 

Kashinath Pandurang Shinde, 
Bala Pandurang Shinde, 

Ramchandra Pandurang Shinde, 
Somi Balaram Labade. 353 120/4 Class I 592 3900 Moho 428 1560 1560 Balya Dhaku Phadke 354 70/2 Class II 401 2200 Moho 430 880 880 Parvati Mahadu Mhaskar 

355 

45/3 
66/6 
71/1 
71/3 
71/5 
75/1 
75/3 

Class II 

259 1400 
381 800 
406 2200 
408 2200 
410 900 
431 1200 
433 1100 

Moho 431 3920 3920 

Ananta Hasha Sonawane, 
Vasant Hasha Sonawane, 

Madhukar Hasha Sonawane, 
Nirmalabai Jayant Yelve, 

Sakhubai Dashrath Sonawane, 
Sujata Dashrath Sonawane. 

—
 

356 69/2 Class I 392 4600 433 1840 1840 Sakharam Balu Shinde, 
Darshan Machhindra Thombare, 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
(sqm) 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 

Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 6 8a &b 9 10 

Sitaram Halya Shinde, 
Tukaram Ladku Shinde, 

Guardian Mother Archana Thombare, 
Archana Machhindra Thombare, 

Sujita Subhash Patil, 

Bhavika Machhindra Thombare, 

Harshada Machhindra Thombare, 
Yamuna Shantaram Badekar, 

Gulab Arun Bolade, 

Mathura Sudam Aagivale, 
Shobha Damodar Bhalekar, 
Surekha Suresh Thakur. 

357 Shivkar 314/B Class II 125 4330 Moho 434 1732 1732 

Vasant Nama Dhawale, Narayan Nama Dhawale, 
Ganu Padu Dhawale, Shantabai Narayan Patil, 

Ambaji Dhamba Dhawale, Manisha Kashinath Patil, 
Sitabai Kamalu Dhawale, Kanibai Harishchandra 

Patil, Pandurang Dhamba Dhawale, Mahadaya 
Dhamba Dhawale, Balya Dhamba Dhawale, Anandi 
Dhamba Dhawale, Bhuri Dhamba Dhawale, Tara 

Kana Patil. 

358 Moho 67/2 Class II 384 600 Moho 435 240 240 Sarvaram Shankar Mhatre 

359 Moho 74/4 Class II 428 6000 Moho 436 2400 2400 
Krushna Namdev Patil, 

Santosh Namdev Patil. 

360 Shivkar 78/1 Class II 104 4200 Moho 437 1680 1680 

Ramabai Chandrakant Topale, 
Ashok Chandrakant Topale, 

Kishor Chandrakant Topale, 
Kiran Chandrakant Topale, 

Jayashri Mahadev Topale, 
Ram Mahadev Topale, 

Geeta Pandurang Patil, 
Pandurang Mahadev Topale 

361 

Moho 74/6 

Mohe 75/2 
Class I 

430 4000 

432 700 
Moho 438 1880 1880 

Ramchandra Kanha Sonawane, 

Sanjay Kanha Sonvane, 
Sushila Prakash Khambe, 

Kalpana Chandrakant Khambe, 

Suman Janardan Sonawane, 

Jagdish Janardan Sonawane, 
Sunil Janardan Sonawane, 

Swati Sujesh Kobade, 

Jagruti Sachin Garude, 

Jayanti Satish Bhoir. 

362 Moho 75/4 Class I 434 4000 Moho 439 1600 1600 

Juilee Chetan Thombare, j Via ON 

oh ira 

363 Shivkar 319/1 Class I 126 3080 Moho 440 1232 1232 

Shivom Devlopers LLP. (EX 
[> Dnyaneshwar Madhukar Dhawale, {| 

Mangesh Madhukar Dhawale \ 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 
No 

Village 
Gut No./Hlissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. FP Allotted 

in Village 
Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 28 3 6 8a 8b 9 10 
(Share of 1 to 2 = 67.53 %), 

Ramdas Kashiram Mhatre ( 32.47 %). 

364 Moho 72/6 Class I 417 1800 Moho 442 720 720 
Ketaki Rahul Anvikar, 

Sushant Dhondiram Mhatre, 
Darshan Dinkar Mhatre. 

365 Shivkar 314/A Class II 124 4470 Moho 443 1788 1788 

Gomibai Dinkar Gawand, Indubai Shankar Patil, 
Maribai Changa Dhawale, Devkibai Changa 

Dhawale, Ganga Kamalu Dhawale, Dattatrey Kamalu 
Dhawale, Damodar Kamalu Dhawale, Haushi 

Parshuram Mhatre, Anil Kamalu Dhawale, Umesh 
Dhaya Dhawale, Ganesh Kamalu Dhawale, Anandi 
Ganya Dhawale, Avinash Dhaya Dhawale, Anibai 
Dhaya Dhawale, Rekha Ramchandra Bhagat, Mai 
Prakash Shelke,Bharti Mahadev Dhawale, Sachin 

Mahadev Dhawale, Vinanti Vijay Shelke. 366 Shivkar 104 Class I 117 5000 Moho 444 2000 2000 Fashi Namdev Patil 

367 Shivkar 61/1 Class II 83 1040 Moho 446 416 416 

Mahmad Ibrahim Shaikh, 
Mahamood Mia Ibrahim Shaikh, 

Qadir Ibrahim Shaikh, 
Mariam Abraham Shaikh, 
Alimiya Ibrahim Shaikh. 

368 Moho 69/1 Class II 391 2800 Moho 448 1120 1120 

Dhaya Aambo Mhaskar, 
Mahadu Aambo Mhaskar, 

Hira Aambo Mhaskar, 
Gana Aambo Mhaskar, 
Guna Bama Mhaskar, 
Nami Aambo Mhaskar, 

Hashibai Aambo Mhaskar, 
Chandrabhagha Kundalik Mhaskar, 

Rajendra Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Ram Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Sachin Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Nitin Kundalik Mhaskar. 

369 
Moho 28/2/A 
Moho 29/3/B 
Moho 68/2 

Class I 
4900 
1800 
3900 

Moho 449 4240 4240 Deepak Walaji Karia 
M/s. Choice Buildcon LLP behalf partner. 

370 
Pali 

Khurd 
21/1(P) Class I 4690 Moho 450 1876 1876 

Harish Dharmendra Karia M/s. Choice Reality 
behalf partner 371 Shivkar 60 Class I 4380 Moho 451 1752 1752 Meenakshi Anesh Dhawale 

372 Moho 38/6 Class I 1500 Moho 452 600 600 Amar Nama Mhatre, 
Ritesh Nama Mhatre. 

373 Moho 74/1 Class I 1900 Moho 453 760 760 Narayan Dattatrey Bhoir, 
Sunil Dattatrey Bhoir. 374 Shivkar 48/2 Class II 2330 Moho 454 932 932 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
Final 

Plot No. 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 7 8a 8b 9 i0 

Changa Narayan Dhawale, 
Dhondibai Rama Patil, 

Janabai Kalya Shelke, 

Shantabai Parshuram Chaudhari, 
Dattatrey Budhaji Dhawale, 
Sanjay Budhaji Dhawale, 

Hirabai Ragho Patil, 
Nirabai Haribhau Patil, 

Tarabai Maruti Chaudhari, 
Barki Ravindra Thakur, 
Kanha Janu Dhawale, 
Lahu Janu Dhawale, 

Vithabai Motiram Dhawale, 

Hashibai Shantaram Chaudhari, 
Jijabai Tukaram Phadke, 

Vanita Maya Patil, 
Sunanda Dnyaneshwar Patil. 

375 38/4B/2 Class I 224 2080 Moho 455A. 832 832 Pundalik Urf Kundalik Ganya Bhoir. 

376 38/4B/1 Class I 224 1700 Moho 455B 680 680 
Jayendra Kokya Naik, 
Anant Kokya Naik 

377 38/4/A Class I 223 2620 Moho 456 1048 1048 
Chandrakant Rama Bhoir, 

Ramakant Rama Bhoir. 

378 

138/2 

32/5 
36/5/B 
121/5/B 

Class I 

27 6000 

190 1800 

211 2960 

599 2250 

Moho 457 5204 5204 
Sachin Omprakash Agrawal ( 46.12 %), 

Aakash Sachin Agrawal ( 53.88 %) 

379 113/7/1 Class I 551 1600 Moho 458 640 640 Sachin Omprakash Agrawal 

380 139/6 Class I 33 2100 Moho 459 840 840 Maruti Ganpat Gadkari 

381 Moho 37/4/B Class I 2 600 Moho 460 240 240 

Arun Balaram Bhoir, Gurunath Balaram 
Bhoir,Suman Baburao Patil, Madhuri Trimbak 

Gharat, Muktabai Balaram Bhoir, Raghunath 

Balaram Bhoir,Manik Trimbak Bhoir, Vilas 

Trimbak Bhoir, Jagdish Trimbak Bhoir, Nilesh 

Trimbak Bhoir, Nisha Nandkumar Patil. 

382 Moho 36/4 Class I 209 1200 Moho 461 480 480 Dilip Raghunath Bhoir 

383 

Moho 31/1/C 

Moho 113/7/2 

Moho 114/2 

Moho 114/3 

Class I 

182 4400 
552 2200 

556 2900 

557 4900 

Moho 464 5760 5760 Sagar Sachin Agarwal 

384 Moho 38/1 Class II 219 4200 Moho 465 1680 1680 
Shankar Ganya Bhoir ( 50% ), 

Maruti Ganya Bhoir ( 50% ) 

385 Shivkar 77 Class II 103 4580 Moho 466 1832 1832 
Ganpat Maya Topale, 
Nagibai Maya Topale, 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 2B 3 8a 8b “) 10 
Shankar Bandu Topale, 

Shantabai Changa Topale, 
Gurunath Changa Topale, 
Yogesh Changa Topale, 
Sangita Sanjay Patil, 

Yamuna Sudam Bhopi, 
Indu Bandu Topale, 

Jomi Pandhari Shelke, 
Surekha Santosh Phadke, 
Rekha Santosh Phadke, 

Jayashri Santosh Phadke, 
Amruta Santosh Phadke. 

386 Shivkar 91/1 Class I 115 1790 Moho 468 716 716 
Mahesh Ramesh Patil, 
Jitesh Ramesh Patil, 
Tejas Ramesh Patil 387 Shivkar 91/2 Class I 116 1700 Moho 469 680 680 Mahesh Ramesh Patil 

388 Moho 39/3 Class I 229 1800 Moho 470 720 720 

Sandip Aanandrao Pawar, 
Rajendra Vitthalrao Kolkar, 

Satish Baban Vidhate, 
Subhash Aanadrao Borate. 389 Shivkar 317 Class II 3060 Moho 473 1224 1224 Shami Mangalya Patil 

390 

Moho 2/4 
Moho 4/4 
Moho 40/6 
Moho 41/1/A 
Moho 41/1/B 

Moho 117/4 

Class I 

3310 
2600 
4200 
3450 
1650 

5100 

Moho 476 8124 8124 

Sangita Laxman Pavanekar, 
Tukaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Surdas Dattatrey Patil, 

Shantaram Dattatrey Patil, 
Shantabai Dattatrey Patil, 
Fashibai Dattatrey Patil, 

Surekha Haribhau Kurangale, 
Lilabai Dattatrey Patil, 

Sugandha Pandurang Patil, 
Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil. 

391 Moho 40/3 Class I 1500 Moho 477 600 600 Dinesh Chandra Pawar, 
Rajesh Kumar Mahela. 392 Moho 40/2 Class I 2400 Moho 478 960 960 Baburao Shankar Mhatre. 

393 Moho 40/1 Class I 1600 Moho 479 640 640 Baburao Shankar Mhatre, 
Sakharam Shankar Mhatre 

394 Moho 45/1 Class I 1600 Moho 480 640 640 
Jitendra Yugraj Jain, 

Mahavir Basantilal Surana, 
Rakesh Sohanlal Chaplot. 395 Moho 136/2/A Class I 2000 Moho 482 800 800 Tukaram Damu Shelke 

396 Moho 136/3 Class I 5200 Moho 483 2080 2080 

Kishor Maruti Pathe, 
Dwarkabai Tukaram Patil, 
Narendra Maruti Pathe, 
Rupesh Maruti Pathe, 
Suvarna Maruti Pathe 
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Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 6 8b 9 10 

(Share of 1 to 5 = 32.69 %), 
Dharmendra Walji Kariya ( 67.31 %). 

397 Moho 141/B (P) Class I 686 192751 Moho 77100 Bhumiraj Choice Realtors Limited. 

398 140/4 Class I 37 13300 Moho 486 5320 5320 

Rajesh Sohanmal Mehta, 

Ajay Sohanmal Mehta, 

Sanjay Sohanmal Mehta 
(Share of 1 to 3 = 60.15 %), 

Prasad Lakshman Gaikwad ( 19.925 %), 
Vedant Prasad Gaikwad ( 19.925 %). 

399 30 Class I 178 5560 Moho 489 2224 2224 
Vinay Vijay Agrawal, Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal 
(Share of 1 to 2 = 44.96 %), Surdas Dattatray Patil ( 

55.04 %). 

400 40/0 Class I 56 2760 Moho 490 1104 1104 
Gauri Group Tarfe Pro.Pra. Bhikhabhai Ranchhod 

Madat 

401 

Pali 
Khurd 

21/2/1(P)(MM 
C) 

Pali 
Khurd 

21/2/2(P)(MM 
C) 

Pali 
Khurd 

21/2/3(P)(MM 
C) 

Pali 
Khurd 

21/2/4(P)(MM 
C) 

Class I 

709 

710 

Til 

712 

2474 Moho 491 990 990 

Dattatrey M. Karpe, 
Sunil Kondaji Kokare, 

Sunil Shrikrishna Bhalerao, 

Sanjay Kumar Chaturvedi. 
(Share of 1 to 4 = 11.61 %), 

Deepak Govind Shelke, 
Ramchandra Govind Shelke, 

Santosh Govind Shelke, 

(Share of 5 to 7 =13.19 %), 
Varsha Ananta Shelke, 

Jayshree Dattatrey Shelke 
( Share of 8 to 9 = 13.19 %), 

Kalpana Balu Mhatre, 

Dattatrey Ramdas Shelke, 

Pramila Balkrishna Pathe, 
Anita Arjun Gawde, 

Suvarna Ramdas Shelke, 

Santosh Ramdas Shelke, 

Sudhabai Pandurang Chaudhary, 
Sulochana Ramdas Shelke 

(Share of 10 to 17 = 17.81 %), 

Niraj Santosh Singhania, 
Manoj Pashupatinath Dokania, 
Manish Pashupatinath Dokania, 
Aashish Pashupatinath Dokania, 

Mukesh Pashupatinath Dokania 
(Share of 18 to 22 =44.20 %) 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village | Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated Final Plot FP Area 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 3 6 
(Sqm) 

8a 8b 9 10 

402 136/1/B Class I 14 1850 Moho 492 740 740 

Santosh Jethya Patil, 
Kalpana Baliram Gadkari, 
Bebi Nandkumar Patil, 
Nilam Dipak Bhoir, 

Sapana Dynaneshwar Patil, 
Kailas Nandkumar Patil, 
Darshana Rupesh Pathe. 

403 131/2(P) Class I 1780 Moho 493 712 712 
Rajendra Ramchandra Chandane ( 49.44 %), 
Lalit Shantilal Jain, Nikhil Dinesh Chhajed 

(Share of 2 to 3 = 50.56 %). 

404 Shivkar 69 Class I 93 25320 Moho 495 10128 10128 

Shree. Ganpati Dev Vahivatdar 
Chandar Dhau Patil, 

Anant Dhondu Dhawale, 
Gopal Hiru Patil, 

Lakshman Mangalya Kamble, 
Tukaram Ragho Topale, 
Dharma Kathor Tupe, 
Aanesh Ganu Dhawale, 
Ananta Rama Patil, 

Prakash Padu Popeta. 405 Moho 140/0 Class I 685 2500 Moho 496 1000 1000 Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil 

406 Moho 29/1 Class I 174 1300 Moho 497 520 520 
Amol Kalidas Deshmukh, 
Sampada Satish More, 
Hemalata Vishal Dhage. 

407 29/2 Class I 14000 Moho 498 5600 5600 
Khandu Balu Phadke, 

Lilabai Sadanand Mhatre, 
Manibai Namdev Patil. 408 29/3/A Class II 1700 Moho 499 680 680 Vasant Hiru Bhoir 

409 28/2/C Class I 1800 Moho 500 720 720 Yatin Bhagwan Patil 
410 28/2/B Class II 2500 Moho 501 1000 1000 Maruti Dhondu Shelke, 

Sandip Urf Pradip Ganpat Shelke. 

411 31/V/A Class I 4100 Moho 503 1640 1640 
Jayant Panditrao Pawar 

Aadishakti Sahkari Gruh Nirman Sanstha Niyojit 
Maryadit (100 %) 

412 131/1 Class II 2700 Moho 504 1080 1080 

Anusaya Balaram Patil, 
Kavita Machhindra Patil, 

Gita Gurunath Patil, 
Sujal Balaram Patil. 

413 Moho 31/1/B/1 Class II 180 9500 Moho 505 3800 3800 

Baban Dinkar Bhoir,Ramdas Dinkar Bhoir,Ganesh 
Dinkar Bhoir,Shantaram Dinkar Bhoir,Kisan Dinkar 
Bhoir,Bebi Krishna Patil, Mai Dinkar Bhoir(Notice of 

Lease Pendacy Civil Suit No. 380/2013) 

414 Moho 37/1 Class II 213 Moho 506 2440 
Manoj Ganpat Dawoor, 
Panklesh Bamji Dawoor 

(Share of 1 to 2 = 49.18 %), 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

q | F Amalgamated 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa *Teucxe OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot 

No, (sqm) in Village Plot No. | Area (Sqm) ee react eeee se iaas 
Village 

1 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 i 83 8b 9 10 
Vikas Prakash Chauhan, 

Maruti Harji Raut 
(Share of 3 to 4 = 24.59 %), 

Budhaji Hiroo Bhoir ( 26.23 %). 

Yamunabai Aalya Mhaskar, 
Baban Aalya Mhaskar, 

415 | Moho 27/3(P) Class II 167 3026 Moho 507 1210 1210 Ramchandra Aalya Mhaskar, 

: Waman Aalya Mhaskar, 
Krushnabai Ram Mali. 

416 | Moho 31/1/B/2 Class I 181 2000 Moho 508 800 800 Manish Prabhu Singh 

Moto Tee ) 163 23 Rajubai Mahadu Bhoir, 
Class I Moho 509 280 280 Narendra Mahadu Bhoir, 

27/1/D (P) - : 
Moho (MMC) 164 677 Anjana Mahadu Bhoir. 

417 

418 Moho 32/2 Class I 185 600 Moho 510 240 240 Amol Subhash Shinde 

Rahul Laxman Kamble, 

Rupesh Namdev Kamble, 

Shirish Vijay Kamble, 
Rakesh Namdev Kamble, 

Ratesh Laxman Kamble, 

Girish Vijay Kamble. 

419 | Shivkar 66/1 Class I 89 5360 Moho 512 2144 2144 

Ganesh Ladku Bhoir,Dasharath Ladku Bhoir,Devaki 
Ladku Bhoir,Pandurang Ladku Bhoir,Balaram Ladku 

Bhoir{Other Rights:Heirs: Shevanti Pandurang 
Mhatre,Hirabai Sudam Patil, Mangal Vishnu Patil} 

420 | Moho 33/1/B Class II 192 5100 Moho 513 2040 2040 

Moho 32/3 188 2500 

Moho 33/1/A 191 4300 

421 | Moho 36/5/A Class II 210 1640 Moho 514 4344 4344 

Moho 38/3/B 222 300 

Moho 73/2/A. 419 2120 

Santosh Shankar Ghodinde, 
Rashmi Ravindra Zemse, 

Rajashri Rajendra Chandane, 
Manisha Umesh Tupe 

Moho 33/2/A/1 193 3000 . : . 
Moho 33/2/A/2/2 Class I 194B 1800 Moho 515A 1920 1920 Rushish Mansukh Timbadia,Amol Namdev Bhagat 422 

Parshuram Balya Dhawale, 

Goma Balya Dhawale, 

Suman Baban Patil, 
Bhagubai Goma Patil 

423 | Shivkar 79/1 Class I 107 7340 Moho 515B 2936 2936 

424 140/3/A Class I 36A 3300 Moho 516A 1320 1320 Tushar Damji Nisar 

425 | Moho 33/2/A/2/1 Class I 194A 3000 Moho 516B 1200 1200 Lahu Hiru Bhoir 

426 | Moho 3713 Classt | 215 | 3700 Moho 517 1480 1480 le ea esa Wa PUN. 
Mahendra Kumar Rajaram Shukla. AS 

Bhimabai Dhulya Bhoir, 7 & 0 at WS 

427 | Moho 27/1/A (P) Class II 162 883 Moho 518 353 353 Baliram Dhulya Bhoir, | a 

4 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. FP Allotted 

in Village 
Final 

Plot No. 
Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 8a 8b 9 10 
Bayobai Dattu Bhopi, 
Vanita Dhulya Bhoir 

37/2 Class II 320 Vasant Hira Bhoir ( 43.75 %), 
Budhaji Hiru Bhoir ( 56.25 %) 

32/1 Class II 240 Vasant Hiru Bhoir 

60/8 Class II 320 
Vasant Hiru Bhoir, 
Budhaji Hiru Bhoir, 

Sudhakar Govind Bhoir. 
33/3 Class I 1160 Jaydas Naga Bhoir, 

Sanjay Naga Bhoir. 
36/2 Class I 600 Naga Dattu Bhoir 

75/2/1 Class I 676 
Harishchandra Zipa Patil, 

Padmakar Zipa Patil. 
36/3 Class I 400 Aashish Baliram Sapale 
36/1 Class I 280 Sarika Atul Bhagat 

436 

36/6 
39/1 

Moho 40/4 
Class I 

238 1800 
Moho 524 2920 2920 

Sakharam Balu Shinde, Sitaram Halya Shinde, 
Tukaram Ladku Shinde, Guardian Mother Archana 
Thombare, Archana Machhindra Thombare, Bhavika 

Machhindra Thombare, Harshada Machhindra 
Thombare,Darshana Machhindra Thombare, Sujita 
Subhash Patil, Mathura Sudam Aagivale,Surekha 

Suresh Thakur, Yamuna Shantaram Badekar,Shobha 
Damodar Bhalekar, Gulab Arun Bolade 

437 

Moho 37/5 

Moho 137/1 
Class I 

218 2400 

680 1800 
Moho 525 1680 1680 

Ajit Shivaji Bhujbal, 
Aruna Nanasaheb Jagtap, 
Ashok Yamnappa Ilager , 

Nitin Maruti Pawar, 
Balaji Mahadev Thakur, 
Laxman Angadrao Darade, 
Sangeeta Madhukar Nirfal 

( Share of 1 to 7 = 57.14 %) 
Ajit Ashokrao Maitre, 

Ashok Yamnappa Ilager, 
Ujwalla Shivaji Desai , 

Gayatri Rajendra Kakade 
Devanand Gopalrao Veer, 

Nitin Maruti Pawar, 
Vikram Shrimant Nikam, 

Vishwajeet Vitthalrao Shinde 
(Share of 8 to 15 = 42.86 %) 

438 Moho 68/4 Class I 389 5300 Moho 526 2120 2120 Kashinath Pandurang Shinde ( 62.26 %), 
Sandhya Shekhar Bhujbal (37.74 %) 

439 
Moho 32/4 
Moho 33/2/B 
Moho 40/5 

Class I 
189 1000 
195 2400 
239 1800 

Moho 527 2080 2080 
Manoj Krushnaji Bhujbal, 
Hemant Krushnaji Bhujbal, 
Sunanda Ashok Bhujbal, 

He — 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

e Amalgamated 
Sr. Gut No./Hissa Tenure OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot 

No. (sqm) | in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) os Ownership Final Remarks Village 

1 2A 28 3 4 5 6 tf 8a 8b o 10 

Prashant Ashok Bhujbal, 
Pradnya Shivraj Boravake. 

Baban Maruti Dhawale, Bhagwan Maruti 
Dhawale,Janabai Baban Patil, Radha Maruti Dhawale 

(Share of 1 to 4 = 73.42 %),Shashikala Pai. ( 26.58 

%) 

440 | Shivkar 74 Class I 98 6020 Moho 528 2408 2408 

441 | Shivkar 79/3(P) Class II 109 5740 Moho 529 2296 2296 Nirmala Maruti Bhagat 

442 Moho _| 27/2(F)(MMC) Class II 166 1620 Moho 530 648 648 Pramod Hasuram Mhatre 

443 | Moho 34/1/B Class I 198 2180 Moho 531 872 872 Shekhar Shamkant Naik 

pe Class I 199 5445 Moho 532A 2178 2178 Bhikya Dhau Bhoir 

445 | Moho 28/1/C Class I 170 1710 533A 684 684 Gurunath Balaram Bhoir 

Manik Trimbak Bhoir, 
Vilas Trimbak Bhoir, 

Class I 168 1553 Moho 533B 621 621 Jagdish Trimbak Bhoir, 
Nilesh Trimbak Bhoir, 
Nisha Nandkumar Patil 

28/1/A(P) 
446 Moho (MMC) 

Moho 34/4 201 3700 . 

Moho 37/4/A 216 2200 Anna Shankar Bhoir, 

447 [Moho 3873/A Class I 221 1200 Moho 533C 4520 4520 pa ae a 
Moho 66/1/A 374 2000 ; 
Moho 75/5/2' 436 2200 Raghunath Shankar Bhoir. 

448 | Moho 121/2 Class I 595 4000 Moho 534A 1600 1600 Eknath Vitthal Kadav 

Ganu Kamalu Mhatre, 
Shantibai Tunya Bhopi, 
Janabai Namdev Mhatre, 

Yashwant Namdev Mhatre, 

Aarti Namdev Patil, 
Malati Ganpat Patil, 

Subhadra Baliram Mhatre, 

Rajesh Baliram Mhatre, 

Santosh Baliram Mhatre, 
Smita Laxman Tandel. 

449 | Moho 35/1/4/1 Class II 203 2870 Moho 534B 1148 1148 

Khushalchand Fakirchand Lunkad, Suhas 
Khushalchand Lunkad,Sanjay Khushalchand Lunkad, 

450 | Shivkar 297 Class I 119 2860 Moho 535 1144 1144 MiliadiKikashaiekemndsbunkad Bharat Suvalal 

Desadala, Deepak Kacherdas Bhatevara. 

Chikhal Laxman Dharma Chaudhary, 
451 e 140/1 Class II 34 3200 Moho 536 1280 1280 Janardan Dharma Chaudhary. ee 5 

452 | Shivkar| —75/2/2 Class I 101 2000 Mole 537 800 800 Sandip Janardan Ghogare, 
Vaibhav Sandip Ghogare. 

. Shantibai Govind Jambhulkar, 
453 | Shivkar 320/1 Class I 127 8240 Moho 539 3296 3296 Bebi Mahadu Phadke, 

—
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Tukaram Mahadu Phadke, 
Rasika Ramdas Phadke, 
Suman Ramdas Phadke, 
‘Yogesh Ramdas Phadke, 

Manisha Manohar Malusare, 
Santosh Ananta Kathare, 
Sanjay Ananta Kathare, 
Vandana Ananta Kathare, 
Vandana Jairam Gaikar, 

Ujwalla Chandrakant Chorghe, 
Arvind Namdev Phadke, 
Pravin Namdev Phadke, 

Muktabai Namdev Phadke 
{Other Rights: 

Heirs: 
Krushnabai Pandurang Bhopi, 

Kashibai Nanurao Phadke, 
Giteeka Pandurang Bhopi, 
Abhishek Pandurang Bhopi, 
Tarabai Anna Chaudhari, 
Sanika Pandurang Bhopi, 
Gunabai Ramu Mhatre, 

Karuna Chandrakant Palkar, 
Raman Bhai Kondilkar, 
Sachin Bhai Kondilkar, 
Sonali Pandurang Bhopi, 

Giteeka and Abhishek Guardian Mother Krushnabai 
Pandurang Bhopi, 

Rina Vishwanath Bhopi, 
Manda Gurunath Thakur, 

Minakshi Gurunath Chaudhari, 
Aatmaram Rama Bhopi, 
Laxmi Ananta Jambhale, 
Sita Balaram Chorghe, 
Surekha Joma Chorghe, 

Ragho Shankar Thombare, 
Nami Namdev Mhatre, 
Rama Nagu Gatade, 
Dharma Nagu Gatade, 
Namdev Nagu Gatade, 
Hiraji Nagu Gatade, 
Padu Nagu Gatade, 

Shantaram Maya Gatade, 
Manisha Baban Barve, 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 

No 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
Final 

Plot No. 

Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Bemarks 

2B 3 7 8a &b 9 10 

Vilas Maya Gatade, 
Gulab Nana Pawar} 

454 Class I 
Moho - 

Pali Khurd 
540 2360 2360 Gana Maruti Chaudhury 

455 
Moho 71/6 

Class II 

169 

411 3500 
Moho - 

Pali Khurd 
541 3512 3512 

Baban Dinkar Bhoir, 

Ramdas Dinkar Bhoir, 

Ganesh Dinkar Bhoir, 

Shantaram Dinkar Bhoir, 

Kisan Dinkar Bhoir, 

Bebi Krishna Patil, 

Mai Dinkar Bhoir. 

456 Moho 70/4 Class I 403 3300 
Moho - 

Pali Khurd 
542A 1320 1320 

M/s Valuable Property Pvt. Ltd. ( 50%), 
Shivom Devlopers LLP ( 50%). 

457 
Pali 

Khurd 
18/3/1 Class I 693 5840 

Moho -Pali 
Khurd 

543 2336 2336 

Budhaji Sawalya Shelke ( 15.58 %),Lahu Sawalya 
Shelke (29.28 %),Ankush Sawalya Shelke, Bami 
Janu Patil (Share of 3 to 4 = 12.16 %)Sunil Vasant 

Shelke,Sunita Vasant Shelke (Share of 5 to 6 = 15.58 

%),Shivom Developers LLP. (27.40 %) 

458 

Pali 
Khurd 

1/2/1(P) Class II 687 

Pali 
Khurd 

1/2/2(P) Class I 688 

Pali 
Khurd 

1/2/3(P) Class I 689 

Pali 

Khurd 
1/2/4(P) Class I 690 

737.983 
Moho - 

Pali Khurd 
544 295 295 

Ramkrishna Nathu Shelke, Yamunabai Sadashiv 

Khutale, Krishnabai Dattu Patil, Shubhangi 

Harishchandra Phadke, Vaibhav Nathuram Patil, 
Sushma Nathuram Patil, Bharti Bharat Mhatre, 

Ganesh Sitaram Shelke, Nanda Arun Mhaskar, 

Radhabai Chandrakant Bhopi, Manohar Vitthal Patil, 

Sangeeta Kaluram Barve, Rama Vitthal Patil, Jagdish 
Vitthal Patil, Kalpesh Bhaskar Kondilkar, Krushesh 
Bhaskar Kondilkar, Shevanta Motiram Bhoir, Tai 

Jairam Shelke, Pandharinath Jairam Shelke, 
Vilas Jairam Shelke, Nilesh Jairam Shelke, 

Pushpa Chandrahas Mhatre, Leelabai Harishchandra 
Mhatre, 

Reshma Baliram Patil ( Share of 1 to 24 = 34.65 %), 

M/s Valuable Properties Pvt. Ltd. (42.11 %), 

M/s Valuable Properties Pvt. Ltd. (3.86 %), 

Raghunath Kana Shelke (11.72 %), 
Ganesh Kisanrao Shette 

(H U F) (7.66 %) 

459 Moho 71/4 Class I 409 1300 Moho 545 520 520 

Dhau Aambo Mhaskar, 

Mahadu Aambo Mhaskar, 

Changa Aambo Mhaskar, 

Hira Aambo Mhaskar, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Sr. 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa Tenure 

No. OP No. Final 
Plot No. 

Amaigamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

2A 28 3 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 
Gana Aambo Mhaskar, 
Guna Aambo Mhaskar, 
Nami Aambo Mhaskar, 

Chandrabhaga Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Rajendra Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Ram Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Sachin Kundalik Mhaskar, 
Nitin Kundalik Mhaskar. 

460 

Moho 35/1/3/4/3 
Moho 35/1/4/2 
Moho 35/2 
Moho 64/2 
Moho 64/3 
Moho 65/1 
Moho 65/4 
Moho 65/5 
Moho 65/8/A. 
Moho 66/1/B 
Moho 66/2 
Moho 66/3 
Moho 69/3 
Moho 69/5 
Moho 70/1 
Moho 

I 7016 Class 

Moho 71/2 
Moho 73/1 
Moho 73/2/B 
Moho 74/5 
Pali 

Khurd 
18/1 

Pali 
Khurd 

18/2 

Pali 
Khurd 

18/3/2 

Pali 
Khurd 

18/4 

Pali 
Khurd 

20/0 

202 8030 
204 900 
205 1700 
357 1600 
358 800 
363 3000 
366 400 
367 400 
370 250 
375 450 
377 700 
378 2000 
393 4100 
395 3400 
400 3300 
405 2100 
407 1800 
418 4000 
420 3540 
429 1400 

691 7120 

692 2700 

694 1740 

695 7890 

707 1520 

Moho - 

PaliKhurd | 547 25936 25936 Shivom Developers LLP 

461 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/2' Class I 697 4590 Pali Khurd 549 1836 1836 

Adhiraj Sharad Kadu, 
Anuj Bhaskarrao Hivre, 

Abhay Yashwant Yerekar, 
Aasha Nimba Salunkhe, 

Dr. Chetankumar Banaji Khillare, 
Nikhil Nandkumar Khedekar, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure OP No. 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 6 8a 8b E] 10 

Nimba Bajirao Salunkhe, 

Pooja Prakash Bhatkar, 
Prathamesh Sanjay Kachare, 

Prafull Gulab Devre, 
Prajakta Nimba Salunkhe, 
Mayuresh Ashok Saindane, 

M/s Design Era EPC Contractors Pvt. Ltd. tarfe 
Pritam Padmakar Chandke, 

Shimpali Sanjay Mate, 
Sagar Gorakshnath Jagdale, 

Sudhakar Jagannath Gawande, 
Surabhi Santosh Ambekar, 
Suruchi Vilas Gaikwad, 

Swapnil Shamrao Gadkar, 
Harshvardhan Purushottam Dhote, 

Ajit Yashwant Yerekar. 

462 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/3/'2 Class II 699 4040 Pali Khurd 550A 1616 1616 

Tukaram Vitthal Shelke, 
Hanuman Vitthal Shelke, 

Kisan Vitthal Shelke, 

Pundalik Vitthal Shelke, 
Suresh Babu Patil, 

Anil Babu Patil, 
Sunil Babu Patil, 

Dnyandev Babu Patil, 

Vandana Ashok Bhopi, 
Lata Dashrath Bhagat, 

Sarita Narayan Patil, 
Chandra Janardan Patil. 

463 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/3/'1 Class II 698 4780 Pali Khurd 550B 1912 1912 

Chandrakant Ladku Patil (37.24 %), 
Sarika Vilas Thakur ( 62.76 %) 

464 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/1) 
(MMC) 

Pali 
Khurd 

19/4/A 
Class I 

696 953 

701 2000 
Pali Khurd 551A 1181 1181 

M/s Dream Palms Co. Op. Hou. Soc. Ltd Tarfe 
Krushnakumar Ram Damde 

465 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/4/B Class I 701 3280 Pali Khurd 551B 1312 1312 Madhukar Mahadu Shelke 

466 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/4/C Class I 700 1080 Pali Khurd 552 432 432 Anesh Ganu Dhawale 

467 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/5, Class II 702 1560 Pali Khurd 554 624 624 

Tukaram Vitthal Shelke, Hanuman Vitthal Shelke, 
Kisan Vitthal Shelke, Pundalik Vitthal Shelke,Suresh 

Babu Patil, Anil Babu Patil, Sunil Babu Patil, 
Dnyandev Babu Patil, Vandana Ashok Bhopi, Lata 

Dashrath Bhagat,Sarita Narayan Patil, Chandra 
Janardan Patil. 
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_ Details of Original Land 

Village Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme r 

Tenure 
FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final 

Plot No. 

Amalgamated Final Plot FP Area 
Area (Sqm) (Sani Ownership Final 

2A 28 6 8a 8b 9 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/7 (P) Pali Khurd 574 574 Atul Uddhavrav Rakshale, 

Vijaykumar Ramchandra Surshetwar Pali 
Khurd 

Moho 

19/6/1 

34/V/A 

Pali Khurd 968 968 Vinayak Manoj Bankhele 

470 

Moho 34/3 
Moho 39/4 
Moho 46/2 
Moho 48/2/A 
Moho 121/5/A 
Moho 132/2 
Pali 

Khurd 
19/6/2/1 

Pali 

Khurd 
19/6/2/2 

Class I Pali Khurd 557 7312 7312 
M/s. Wadhwa Construction And Infrastructure Ltd. 

Mumbai tarfe Manohar Chhabariya. 

471 Moho 138/2 Class I Moho 563 4000 4000 
Shantaram Dattatrey Patil ( 60 %) 
Vinayak Manoj Bankhele (40 %) 

472 Moho 138/3 Class I Moho 564 4800 4800 
Pandharinath Dattatrey Patil, (78.33%) 

Surdas Dattatray Patil (21.67 %) 

473 
Chikhal 

136/1/A Class I 13 1850 Moho 566 740 740 

Janabai Chandar Patil, 
Ramdas Chandar Patil, 
Jayendra Chandar Patil, 
Laxman Chandar Patil, 
Bharat Chandar Patil, 

Mahendra Chandar Patil, 
Padma Krishna Batale, 
Sharda Ganesh Mhatre. 

474 Chikhal 131/4(P) Class I 1680 Moho 567 672 672 

Umesh Prakash Bafna, 
Omprakash Savarmal Aggarwal, 

Tejaswi Nilesh Bhoir, 
Ravindra Premchand Sancheti, 

Rajkumar Kantilal Lodha. 

475 Moho 119/1 Class I 590 13600 Moho 569 5440 5440 

Balkrishna Rama Patil, 
Madhukar Rama Patil, 
Ananta Rama Patil, 

Bebibai Tukaram Khutale, 
Baburao Laxman Patil, 
Eknath Laxman Patil, 

Yamunabai Dinkar Harad, 
Aanandibai Jayram Bhagat, 
Barkibai Gangaram Thamke, 

Jaya Laxman Patil, 

Sham Hari Patil, 
Vanita Tukaram Patil, 
Mayur Tukaram Patil, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Sr. 
Village 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. 

Tenure 
Area FP Allotted 

OPNo. | (qm) | in Village 
a: 3 Amalgamated 

Final Final Plot FP Area 
Plot No. | Area (Sqm) (Sqm) 

Ownership Final Remarks 

2B 4 5 6 z 8a 8b “ 10 

Dhanshri Kiran Bhopi, 

Namrata Subhash Naik, 

Dharti Tukaram Patil. 

26 161 6061 Moho 577 2424 2424 Rajesh Shankarlal Kakani 

138/4 684 16500 Moho 579 6600 6600 Tukaram Dattatrey Patil 

For Navi 

Final Plots allotted to Special Planning Authority (SPA) 
Mumbai Airport Influence Notified Area (NAINA) 

Table B 

206_GC Growth 

Centre 
25 198275.2 198275.2 SPA, NAINA 

206_GC Growth 

Centre 
67 20047.6 20047.6 SPA, NAINA 

206_GC Growth 

Centre 
69 20881.4 20881.4 SPA, NAINA 

206_GC Growth 

Centre 
481 22956.0 22956.0 SPA, NAINA 

206_GC Growth 

Centre 
70A 186024.1 186024.1 SPA, NAINA 

129.8 IDP School 13 5267.0 5267.0 SPA, NAINA 

112_S IDP School 56 6001.0 6001.0 SPA, NAINA 

113_S IDP School 269 7185.0 7185.0 SPA, NAINA 

115_S IDP School 561 1344.3 13443 SPA, NAINA 

109 PHC 
IDP Primary 

Health 

Centre 

174 1500.3 1500.3 SPA, NAINA 

127 PHC 
IDP Primary 

Health 

Centre 

375 1974.4 1974.4 SPA, NAINA 

97_DB IDP Daily 
Bazar 

122 1351.9 1351.9 SPA, NAINA 

99 DB IDP Daily 
Bazar 

192 1000.6 1000.6 SPA, NAINA 

118 DB IDP Daily 

Bazar 
374 1358.5 1358.5 SPA, NAINA 

125 PG IDP Play 
Ground 

12 6401.3 6401.3 SPA, NAINA 

104_PG IDP Play 
Ground 

55 7142.0 7142.0 SPA, NAINA 

17 106_PG IDP Play 

Ground 
268 8444.7 8444.7 SPA, NAINA 

18 96A_PG IDP Play 
Ground 

27 37036.9 37036.9 SPA, NAINA 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
$ Amalgamated Sr. | vinta ee Gut No./Hissa OP No. Area FP Allotted | Final Final Plot 

No. tenure (sqm) in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) eke Ownership Final Remarks 
i 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b pes 10 IDP City 19 - 96_CP Park - - - 24A 98557.8 98557.8 SPA, NAINA 

20 . 96_CP ee . . . 24B 1063.8 7063.8 SPA, NAINA 
21 - 122_P IDP Park - - : 245A 2811.0 2811.0 SPA, NAINA 22 - 122 P IDP Park - - - 245B 5589.6 5589.6 SPA, NAINA EWS/LIG 
23 Housing - - ° 432 9180.2 9180.2 SPA, NAINA 
24 A . ih S/LIG . . , 135 57873 5787.3 SPA, NAINA ousing 

25 A . rk S/LIG . . M 308 6536.3 6536.3 SPA, NAINA ousing 
pe pile! LIG - : 502 5950.0 5950.0 SPA, NAINA ousing 

27 EWS/ LIG : - - 475 35507.9 355079 SPA, NAINA Housing 

28 / - ral S/LIG . i - 488 122063 122063 SPA, NAINA ousing 
29 . . Layout 

Amenity - 4 310.2 310.2 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 30 - - Amenity - - - 10B 109.3 109.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 31 - = Amenity : = - 8 1000.3 1000.3 SPA, NAINA 
32 i . Layout 

A : - 22 237.0 237.0 SPA, NAINA menity 

33 . . oe . . . 41B 537.3 537.3 SPA, NAINA enity 

34 ih . ne - : : 32 5569.5 5569.5 SPA, NAINA 
35 - , Layout . : : 33 11113 11113 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

36 - - Layout : - - 42 1002.0 1002.0 SPA, NAINA Amenity 
37 ; . Layout 

Amenity - 38 1368.1 1368.1 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 38 S = parsers - - - 382A 1538.9 1538.9 SPA, NAINA 

39 : - ea - - ‘ 388 3680.2 3680.2 SPA, NAINA 
40 : x Layout 

Aaneeay - 48 155.6 155.6 SPA, NAINA 

Ff \'P 4l . Layout : B * 232 450.2 450.2 SPA, NAINA ‘ Amenity 
I { 4 x) 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Village 

Details of Original Land 

Gut No./Hissa 
No. Tenure OP No. 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 3 8a 8b 9 10 

Layout 
Amenity 

596.5 596.5 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
1619.7 1619.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 
Amenity 

1481.7 1481.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 
Amenity 

311.7 311.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
928.0 928.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
518.5 518.5 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
473.7 473.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
660.2 660.2 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
4994.3 4994.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 
Amenity 

317.3 317.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
418.1 418.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
1009.8 1009.8 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
702.9 702.9 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
574.6 574.6 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
599.9 599.9 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
652.4 652.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
872.3 872.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
600.3 600.3 SPA, NAINA. 

Layout 
Amenity 

292.2 292.2 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 
Amenity 

2101.7 2101.7 SPA, NAINA 

62 
Layout 
Amenity 

1608.0 1608.0 SPA, NAINA 

63 
Layout 

Amenity 
209.9 209.9 SPA, NAINA 

WS A wal 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Amalgamated Sr. Village Gut No./Hissa OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot 

No. Pequre (sqm) in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) yaks Ownership Final Remarks 
4 2A 28 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 Layout iy 64 2 - ae J z 210 1298.5 1298.5 SPA, NAINA 
65 . ! BBO . . : 215 959.4 959.4 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

Layout 66 - - fo - : : 538 736.4 736.4 SPA, NAINA 
67 : . Layout : . : 634 600.2 600.2 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

Layout 68 - ee - - : 201B 854.1 854.1 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 69 - - Anesity - : : 447 534.4 534.4 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 70 - - ae - - - 139A 573.0 573.0 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 71 - - eee = : 208A 290.7 290.7 SPA, NAINA 

72 Layout - : : 186 265.3 265.3 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

2B - - ms - = - 548 2827.1 2827.1 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

74 - - faa c : 85 808.9 808.9 SPA, NAINA menity 
Layout 15 - - hoe - - = 322 2563.4 2563.4 SPA, NAINA 

16 . - pees : : 313 246.2 246.2 SPA, NAINA menity 
Layout 77 - a - - 182 1057.2 1057.2 SPA, NAINA 

78 2 : pe - - : 532B 1938.3 1938.3 SPA, NAINA menity 

79 . - Layout 2 : . 89B 626.1 626.1 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

80 : - ode : - : 511 1720.8 1720.8 SPA, NAINA menity 
Layout 81 . - ame 5 - 274 1348.6 1348.6 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 82 - Z aoe : - 7 471 442.2 442.2 SPA, NAINA 
Layout 83 - vats - - 171 2000.1 2000.1 SPA, NAINA 

84 : : rae : : : 148 502.5 502.5 SPA, NAINA Amenity 

85 . - ee : - : 474 469.8 469.8 SPA, NAINA Amenity 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 

Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 2 6 8a 8b 9 10 

Layout 
Amenity 

1053.4 1053.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
2677.4 2677.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
1335.4 1335.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
2680.6 2680.6 SPA, NAINA 

Layout 

Amenity 
439.06 439.06 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

411.6 411.6 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

1356.3 1356.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

2877.1 2877.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

351.1 351.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

265.0 265.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

4426.7 4426.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

2875.7 2875.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

2170.3 2170.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

1239.4 1239.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

1001.6 1001.6 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

385.7 385.7 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

452.0 452.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

1414.4 1414.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

760.0 760.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

7328.4 7328.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

58.1 58.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 

81.0 81.0 SPA, NAINA 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of ¢ Original Land Details of Final Plots Ailotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Village 
Gut No./Hissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final 

28 3 6 8a 8b 9 
Layout Open 

Space 173.1 173.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 303.2 303.2 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 278.1 278.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 4988.6 4988.6 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 111.0 111.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 321.4 321.4 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 269.0 269.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 2487.1 2487.1 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 917.5 917.5 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 1386.3 1386.3 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 1442.8 1442.8 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 5352.5 5352.5 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 4022.8 4022.8 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 1883.9 1883.9 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 1479.6 1479.6 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 389.0 389.0 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 2292.2 2292.2 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 6864.5 6864.5 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 
Space 6719.2 6719.2 SPA, NAINA 

Layout Open 

Space 1064.1 1064.1 SPA, NAINA 

129 Layout Open 
Space 71.9 71.9 SPA, NAINA 

130 Sale Plot 755.4 755.4 SPA, NAINA 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

Village 
Gut No./Blissa 

No. 
Tenure OP No. 

FP Allotted 
in Village 

Final Plot 
Area (Sqm) 

Amalgamated 
FP Area 

(Sqm) 
Ownership Final Remarks 

28 s) 6 8a 8b 9 10 

Sale Plot 258.6 258.6 SPA, NAINA 

Sale Plot 3835.9 3835.9 SPA, NAINA 

Sale Plot 168.0 168.0 SPA, NAINA 

Sale Plot 209.0 209.0 SPA, NAINA 

Sale Plot 48904.2 48904.2 SPA, NAINA 

Sale Plot 101.4 101.4 SPA, NAINA 

Lake 3501.97 3501.97 SPA, NAINA 

Water 

Channel 
3900.93 3900.93 

SPA, NAINA 

139 
Water 

Channel 
3911.45 3911.45 

SPA, NAINA 

140 
Water 

Channel 
4618.46 4618.46 

SPA, NAINA 

141 
Water 

Channel 
11163.60 11163.60 

SPA, NAINA 

143 
Water 

Channel 
7599.85 7599.85 

SPA, NAINA 

144 IDP Road 127.22 127.22 SPA, NAINA 27 M Wide IDP Road 

145 IDP Road 49670.73 49670.73 SPA, NAINA 45 M Wide IDP Road 

146 IDP Road 208.28 208.28 SPA, NAINA 27 M Wide IDP Road 

147 IDP Road 732.34 732.34 SPA, NAINA 45 M Wide IDP Road 

148 IDP Road 888.56 888.56 SPA, NAINA 27 M Wide IDP Road 

149 IDP Road 660.40 660.40 SPA, NAINA 60 M Wide IDP Road 

150 IDP Road 20113.28 20113.28 SPA, NAINA 27 M Wide IDP Road 

151 IDP Road 22678.82 22678.82 SPA, NAINA 27 M Wide IDP Road 

152 IDP Road 20181.03 20181.03 SPA, NAINA 30 M Wide IDP Road 

153 IDP Road 12580.81 12580.81 SPA, NAINA 45 M Wide IDP Road 

154 IDP Road 8168.69 8168.69 SPA, NAINA 80M Wide IDP Road 

155 IDP Road 2190.26 2190.26 SPA, NAINA 

156 IDP Road 2196.46 2196.46 SPA, NAINA 
7 ee <n 

{te ‘15M wide P Road 
Se? \ 

FEM ID? Red 
a 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land 5 ’ _ Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
Amalgamated ; Sr. 2 Gut No/Hissa Area | FP Allotted Final Final Plot Saat Village No. Tenure OP No. (sqm) | in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) | FP Area Ownership Final Remarks 
__(Sqm) i 2A 2B 3 4 5 6 2 8a 8b 9 10 

157 p : IDP Road > : . 587 19878.23 19878.23 SPA, NAINA 27 M Wide IDP Road 
158 : - IDP Road - Ss : 586C 1060.05 1060.05 SPA, NAINA 30 M Wide IDP Road 
159 - 2 IDP Road ; - . 586B 9768.75 9768.75 SPA, NAINA 30 M Wide IDP Road 
160 : . IDP Road : 5 593 1900.21 1900.21 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide IDP Road 

27 M Wide IDP Road 

20 M Wide IDP Road 

20 M Wide IDP Road 

60 M Wide IDP Road 

161 - - IDP Road 7 ; S 589C 21994.50 21994.50 SPA, NAINA 
162 - - IDP Road - - j 591C 791.71 791.71 SPA, NAINA 
163 - - IDP Road - - 591A 345.96 345.96 SPA, NAINA 
164 - - IDP Road - 5 ; 583B 52683.47 52683.47 SPA, NAINA 
165 - a IDP Road ; : - 591B 20379.41 20379.41 SPA, NAINA 

166 - - IDP Road - . 584A 15838.25 15838.25 SPA, NAINA 
167 - - Layout Road . . - 618B 709.93 709.93 SPA, NAINA 
168 - - Layout Road 7 ; Z 614C 369.61 369.61 SPA, NAINA 

169 ; - Layout Road - . i 616 321.52 321.52 SPA, NAINA 

170 - : Layout Road ' - 642 363.12 363.12 SPA, NAINA 

171 ; i Layout Road - : : 641 1842.70 1842.70 SPA, NAINA 

172 - - Layout Road : ; : 618A 2192.49 2192.49 SPA, NAINA 
173 - - Layout Road . - 640 710.64 710.64 SPA, NAINA 

174 5 - Layout Road - - ; 619 2122.27 2122.27 SPA, NAINA 
175 - - Layout Road - i 7 600 3720.11 3720.11 SPA, NAINA 
176 - - Layout Road - i - 597 2645.30 2645.30 SPA, NAINA 
177 - - Layout Road a - 595 15483.96 15483.96 SPA, NAINA 
178 - - Layout Road - a - 617 969.36 969.36 SPA, NAINA 
179 5 - Layout Road ; . - 621 1109.57 1109.57 SPA, NAINA 

180 7 ; Layout Road ; 2 ‘ 620 3168.35 3168.35 SPA, NAINA 
181 = - Layout Road . i : 639 931.29 931.29 SPA, NAINA 
182 - - Layout Road i j - 643 203.84 203.84 SPA, NAINA Ss 4 9. M-Wide Layout Road 

if 

183 : - Layout Road - - - 638 302.87 302.87 SPA, NAINA ‘12 M-Wide Layout Road 
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20 M Wide IDP Road 

45 M. Wide IDP Road 

12 M Wide Layout Road 

15 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

12 M Wide Layout Road 

12 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

12 M Wide Layout Road 

15 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

15 M Wide Layout Road 

15 M Wide Layout Road 

12 M Wide Layout Road 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 

A Amalgamated 
Gut No./Hlissa Tenure OP No. Area FP Allotted Final Final Plot 

No. (sqm) in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) ee Ownership Final Remarks Village 

i 2A 28 3 4 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 

184 : - Layout Road . - - 622 2641.51 2641.51 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

185 = - Layout Road : : : 598 3453.88 3453.88 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

186 - - Layout Road - : - 599 4075.84 4075.84 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

187 - - Layout Road . . 7 637 798.24 798.24 SPA, NAINA 12 M Wide Layout Road 

188 - 7 Layout Road ; : 5 628 2049.53 2049.53 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

189 - Layout Road : - : 629 2604.92 2604.92 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

190 A - Layout Road . - - 627 1874.37 1874.37 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

191 : - Layout Road - 7 : 636 1402.50 1402.50 SPA, NAINA 12 M Wide Layout Road 

192 - : Layout Road : ; 623 5700.60 5700.60 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

193 : : Layout Road - : : 609 4508.86 4508.86 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

194 - - Layout Road - - : 631B 2384.90 2384.90 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

195 : - Layout Road - 7 - 615 5603.48 5603.48 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

196 a - Layout Road 7 - i 632A 997.31 997.31 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

197 - - Layout Road . . 7 632B 2498.71 2498.71 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

198 - - Layout Road - 7 2 632C 3863.71 3863.71 SPA, NAINA 12 M Wide Layout Road 

199 : - Layout Road ; : ; 606A 6865.04 6865.04 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

200 : - Layout Road : : ; 612 4456.85 4456.85 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

201 7 : Layout Road - : . 632D 713.02 713.02 SPA, NAINA 12 M Wide Layout Road 

202 : “ Layout Road - - 7 631A 1460.86 1460.86 SPA, NAINA 15 M Wide Layout Road 

203 . : Layout Road 5 ; 610 3975.40 3975.40 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

204 - : Layout Road : = 4 608 4553.78 4553.78 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

205 : : Layout Road : ; : 611 5422.97 5422.97 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

206 : = Layout Road G ; ; 605 8057.20 8057.20 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

207 : 7 Layout Road ; - , 607 4102.71 4102.71 SPA, NAINA Layout Road 
LC 

208 | - : LayoutRoad |  - ; ; 606B | 2854.01 2854.01 SPA, NAINA NS20M vide Dayout Road 
+X 

SS 
RS 

Ayo 

29 | . LayoutRoad |  - : : 604 10308.22 10308.22 SPA, NAINA ([{B( 20:Mewide La)out Road i
n
h
 # 

\ \ 20 | - : LayoutRoad|  - : : 602 4531.43 4531.43 SPA, NAINA \heX 26m Wide Bgyout Road 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Details of Original Land Details of Final Plots Allotted as per the Preliminary Scheme 
3 Amalgamated Gut No./Hissa Area FP Allotted | Final Final Plot bores Village No. Tenure OP No. cam in Village | Plot No. | Area (Sqm) FP Area Ownership Final Remarks : (Sqm) 1 2A 2B 3 A 5 6 7 8a 8b 9 10 21 ; - Layout Road . 5 601 4797.20 4797.20 SPA, NAINA 20 M Wide Layout Road 

212 E ; Layout Road 7 - ; 596 6920.72 6920.72 SPA, NAINA 
213 z - Layout Road - ; - 633 2665.79 2665.79 SPA, NAINA 

214 ; 5 Layout Road - ‘ i 613 6129.33 6129.33 SPA, NAINA 
215 F 5 Layout Road ; ‘ S 594 5546.14 5546.14 SPA, NAINA 
216 7 : Layout Road : - ; 634 4540.22 4540.22 SPA, NAINA 
217 F : Layout Road 5 . 603 2754.97 2754.97 SPA, NAINA 
218 E 5 Layout Road ; ; : 614B 863.83 863.83 SPA, NAINA 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

15 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

27 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wide Layout Road 

20 M Wii ayout Road 

219 e c Layout Road - - - 614A 4720.00 4720.00 SPA, NAINA 
220 E - Layout Road - . 625 1342.00 1342.00 SPA, NAINA 

oN) 
-? 

(Abhiraj Girkar) 
Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 06 29th December, 2023 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 
Deputy Secratary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

15. ANNEXURES 

Annexure 1: Declaration of Intention of TPS 06 

AERTS TTT WHIT ATTY MPT SIT, STET c, YORG/ATAV Vo, WA WUE 3 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA LIMITED 

Notice 

[Under Section 60(2) of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966] 

No. CIDCO/NAINA/CP/TPS-6/2019 

Whereas, the Government of Maharashtra in exercise of powers conferred under clause (b) of Sub- 
section (1) of the Section 40 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 (hereinafter referred 
to as “the said Act”) declared by Notification, No. TPS-1712/475/CR-98/12/UD-12, dated 10th January 
2013 and subsequent amendment (hereinafter referred to as “the said Notification’) City and Industrial 
Development Corporation of Maharashtra Limited (being a company owned and controlled by the Government 
of Maharashtra) (hereinafter referred to as “the Corporation”) as Special Planning Authority (hereinafter 
referred to as “the SPA") for Navi Mumbai Airport Influence Notified Area (NAINA) (hereinafter referred to 
as “said notified area”) as specified therein ; 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra vide Notification No. TPS-1215/245/CR-332/2015/ 
SM/UD-12, dated 27th April, 2017 has sanctioned the Interim Development Pian (IDP) for the 23 villages 
of NAINA and also vide Notification No. TPS-1215/245/C.R. 332/16/EP/UD-12, dated 1st March, 2019 
has sanctioned the Excluded Parts of the IDP under Section 31{7) of the said Act; 

And whereas, the Board of CIDCO vide Resolution No. 12214 dated 19th July, 2019 had declared its 
intention under Sub-section (7) of Section 60 of the said Act, for making of Town Planning Scheme No. 6 
{TPS- 6) at part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Shivkar and Pali Khurd of Taluka Panvel, District Raigad ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (2) of the Section 60 of the said 
Act, the corporation hereby publishes its declaration of making Town Planning Scheme (TPS) No. 6 at part 
of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Shivkar and Pali Khurd of Taluka Panvel, District Raigad ; 

Land owners who are having valid building permission obtained from Competent Authority, falling 
within the boundary of proposed TPS No. 6 are requested to submit detail of the same to NAINA office. 
Participants having land ownership jointly or severally willing to obtain a single final plot are requested to 
submit their consent under section 65 of the said Act for providing single plot preferably within 15 days. 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 60(3) of the said Act, a copy of the declaration alongwith 
the plan showing the area to be included in the Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (shown by PINK border) is 
kept open for inspection by the public in the Office of Chief Planner (NAINA), 8th Floor, Tower No. 70, 
Belapur Railway Station Complex, CBD Belapur, Navi Mumbai 400 614 during office hours ; 

Copies of the plan showing the area to be included are also kept for inspection in the Grampanchayat 
offices of the villages included in the said Town Planning Scheme, Copy of the notice and plans are also 
available on CiIDCO's website hitp://cidco,maharashtra.gov.in/NAINA.aspx. 

The area included in the Town Planning Scheme 6 is bounded as stated below :— 

On the North— TPS-3 and TPS-5, 

On the East-—- Multi Modal Corridor (MMC), 

On the South.— Integrated Township Project. 

On the West— Mumbai-Pune Expressway. 

By the order of Board of Directors of the Corporation, 

V. VENU GOPAL, 

Chief Planner (NAINA). 

Regd. Office :-— 

Nirmal, 2nd floor, Nariman point, Mumbai 400 021, 

dated 8th August, 2019. 

ON BRITALF OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING, STATIONERY AND PUBLICATION, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY TARRCTOR, DR. NAMDEO KONDATH BITOSALE, PRINTED AT 

CAVERNMENTD CENTRAL PRESS, 21-4, NETAJI SUBHASH ROAD, CHARNS ROAD, MUMBAL 499 008 AND PUBLISHED AT DIRECTORATE OF GOVBENMENT PRINTING, 

STATIONERY AND PUBLICATION, 21-4, NETAGI SUBHASH KOAD, CHARNE ROAD, MUMBAL 400 004, EDITOR : DIRECTOR, DK, NAMNEO KONDAIL BILORALE. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Annexure 3: Notice of Declaration of Intention in Newspaper 

4 } coco 
WE MAKE CITIES 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA Ltd. 

Bird HEMiss HENS Hailed 
NOTIFICATION 
WER GEA 

fUNDER SECTION ae OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL 
& TOWN PLANNING ACT, 1966) 

No. CIDCO/NAINA/CP/TPS-6/2019 

Whereas, the Goverment of Maharashtra in exercive of powers conferred under clause (b) of Sub- 
section (1) of the Section 40 of the 
as “the said Act’) declared by Notification, No. TPS -1712/475/CR-98/12/UD-12: dated 10th January, 2013 and 
subsequent amendment {hereinafter referred to as “the said Notification”) City and Industrial Development 
Corporation of Maharashtra Limited (being a company owned and controlled by the Goverment of 

“the Ci ‘ ] ity 
a) “sald notified a8 “the SPA’) for Navi Mumbai Airport Infi tified Area (! 

area") as specified therein; 
And whereas, the vide No. TPS-1215/245/CR- 

332/2015/SM/UD-12, aed FITET ot hen sErcloned hs beim Covelthint Plan GDF} tor be 23 
villages of NAINA and also vide Notification No. TPS-1215/245/C.R. 332/16/EP/UD-12, dated 1st March, 2019 

of the IDP under Section 31(1) of the said Act; 

poudunoreas: ee ie eee ae th acgesttation vcoenere cree 
ction (1) 1G @cips- 

, Moho, {Teluka -Parvvel, 
Now, therefore, ise of th A 

the hereby its of Town Planning Scheme (TPS) No. 6 at part of 
Villages Chikhale. Moho, Shivkar and Pali Khurd of Taluka—Panvel, District Raigad; 

Land owners who are having valid bultding permission obtained from Authority, failing 
‘within the boundary of proposed TPS No. 6 are requested to submit detail of the same to NAINA office. 

9 ‘severally willing 
their thin 15 days. 

ia sith the 6013 id Ay re with 

the plan showing the area to be included in the Town Pianning Scheme No. 6 (shown by PINK border) is kept 
‘open for inspection by the public in te Office of Chief Planner (NAINA), 8th Floor, Tower No. 10, Belapur 

somplex, ¢ 400614 y 
the bln atidutnn tee: Copies pr ng kop 

offices of the villages included in the said Town Planning Scheme, Copy of the notice and plans are also 

On the North-TPS-3 8 TPS-5, 
‘On the East — Multi Modal Corridor (MMC), 

roject. 
On the West—Mumbai Pune Expressway. 

by 

V.VENU GOPAL 
Chief Planner (NAINA) 

Regd. Office: Ninmal, 2nd floor, Nariman point, Mumbai-40021. 
Date 08 August 2019 

[CIN - 099089 MH 1970 SGC-014574 | 
www.cidco.maharashtra.gov.in 

Cerne metres Pets arftr ara aiftiPet tgeg THT He Go GN SIH (2) FAR) 
we. Reewt / Far / a. /aediem- & /20%8/ 

saree, arererg ere fees Pedant anfhr serecerar ARORA {EGE TET. AAW. LOCKVIL, BREE ) (RET YS ‘Te 
aafefem’ a Refer wrens Ager), SN WERT vo GN srMEMT (2) Her GE (@) BAT We BAVA aE 
aaftescian art act nerag wearer arera fer (afefe) 9 arfteqear wre Ekta ok 2/ Vos /F.F.— 
i de gage ly 2oNg Tamla MEM GaN seas wane ayy Fearn, at ek Pers 
snfara srftrafirs @2 (An), (@eg ye ses Sa" we FeRra wear Ake) TST ee sa sheiirs Free TEMES 
mrererg walle (erag ererren arerhreh 3 Peeorrarretict se hay Ae lil lalla 
Sreelag ae See sneer Cle gh AL se Retr wee ai) eT oe 

sath sara aerrg wre after we. erfhes -2224/24/ His Stas aie. ae 
fRais Vo UE, Vols JAR Aarfer 23 TeaiATS sah fers WAKES Ho eT sav. anh 
ERG / VW /T. 332/26 /ER, /AA-22 Eerie 08 BPG, 20R8 ra safMATSN HerT gy pg aha 
rater fersre pina teehee oe 

wae rewire carers ear A. °8 YS, 2oxy Delhom Sea w. AAA Brad TATE frantic 
vive aan, he rest anf ret ge ator weed eT sERTSET witeseT SRG & axe, 
aaftaPerareiet SHe1H & 0 SAT TT—aheH (%) FAN TAT SUH fhe Bert see, 

STM, FRI, Je afePranren Be ko Sar TNE (2) EAI I Seer allenia set wer We 
argeandtia terre Racendta Rraa, He, Risen snr arch qd area ere serra cea Shor BHT & BATT 
Werer waite sae ame. 

Pau Kaas 4, ¢ aed aenfe afte aa mRemonnge Se ate 

weal eteel ox Uaeaee On ai, om sick ase ere irr wie ie frakroura Fag snes 
ACSIA aes SHO PecareaT we 4 FUR Tare sift es Pravirerdl wae pay eicks seaas yok nyony 

SR ron Sa eo oe a arecen vfeiorn sorte & St eon a eat 
sale saaee ie ‘aalfroran serene set aetreat warectardl aes Petar (441), Cat 
WIA, AA. Yo, Te fore ag) aera, wade vee atyaeardindr taewuewr onde. 

‘ernie afer Ferree at ferorer ease eh TPE SAT MIATA STATS TATU SICTAT TRACT. 
Be eT were SSSA aOpx. TA BI STAT TRA. 

FRC TET apeT § net amie aeraeat Saran aye anette aie: — 
sete = acca afeelor 9 afer arc ca wea & 

yer - Hedhiteer alfa (MMC) 
afaoen - wafers aared 3eeT 

wien - aed-qo gerd wert 

evita srafere ; Pater, 2 a tae, FONF Vike, Fay Yoo 02%. 

‘fet : ¢ SHES, 208% 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

WR 

{UNDER saea< 60(2} OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL 
TOWN PLANNING ACT, 1966} 

No. CIOCO/NAINAICP/TPS-6/2019 

Whereas, the of of powers Ser clause (6) of Sub- 
section (1) of the Section 40 of th: Regi Tower ny Act, 1968 sth 
88 “the sai Act’) No. TPS -17 42: dated 10th January, 2013 and 

fier referred t0 88 “the said "} City and ink 
Corporation of Maharauhire Lirnited (being a npany owned and by the of 

“the C yas Sp J ty 
@8 the SPA") for Navi Membai Auport influence. i } 
aoa") as speciiod herein, 

And whereas, the of vide No. TPS-12 
3932/2015: SMUD-12, dated 27m Apel 2017 nas tie interien Pian (OP) tor the 23 
SEAGPREEAIN, con! seeens mice Re TPS-121S45C.R SSZAGEPAIO-12, Gated Ist March, 2019 

Bu th}of! 

And whereas, the Boerd of CIDCO vide Rasschution No 42214 dated 19th Jy. 2019 had deciared as 
intention under Sub- Section { of Toven Pe ui] CPS. 
ala ech maidies, Moho, ‘er 4 Totuke - Panvel Ru 

Sub-secton (2) of the Section 60 of the said Act. 
necebdy p ts ‘of making Town Planning Scheme (TPS} No. 6 at part of 

peetaslgtov ahd Moho, Shivkar and Pak Khurd of Taluka ~ Panvel, District Raigad: 
Land corners who ene having valet building permission chtained from Competent Authority. faling 

within the boundary of peoposed TPS No. 6 ane requested to subenit dete of the same fo NAINA fice. 

‘] Rervetay wr Biny: 
their & vt 1Sdaye 

ny PARK border) in kept 

in he i wy of 
the plan showing the area to be the Town Planning & 
coon hr bepesin ya ue Oe of Ct Prt RARE 6 FD Tow: No. 10, Betapur 

Costes ob ts tb * 

cfces ol the ges cuted in he sad Town Paneang Schone “oo 

‘On the North ~ TPS-38 TPS-§, 
‘On the Gast ~ Muts Modal Corridor (MMC), 
Cn the South ~ intagrsind Township Project 

® of tive Ce 

V.VERU GOPAL 

Chae! Piannae (RAINA} 

Ragd. Office: Nirmal, 2nd floor, Nenimaen point, Muenbe40021, 
Date 08 August 2019 

4) cloco 
WE MAE COTES 

NOTIFICATION 

(CIN - U90999 80H 1970 SGC-014574 | 
www.cldco.maharashtra.gov.in #OCO/PR/168/2019-20 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA Ltd 

taney setting Bria safe amen fut 224 wan we bo eR gReR (7) Ze) 

w, forse / 7 / 3. reetrem- € (2028) 

waar, ening siefe aioe sofia prrcern ofteFrem 99g¢ (mer. AG. XXXVIL, ERK) CGE Ge OE 
arfafee’ ani Flies reer @fe), on wer ve On FeRE (2) a aE («) BOER eR wen 
aftrerien ara aa wen wevaren aefiners fewer (aff 2 afte wae Adee yes jv (0 e.~ 
Sofa jata~t2, Rome to wad, 2023 9 Rahat sien quam ward xen aye Sears, ad ywy fame 
confer sft atx (en), Cty ge ee Ga’ wet five wom ker) ast mer ohh shutfes fear eres, 
sey antiea comme mearen meneel) a Geant eh) Chea 4s “aeubes wh GR faes areas Bh) set 
ferwonadh farira Farias waftracens (tegs Ge f. fan. 38 Fabfine ereana tar) Cems Sere eh wT, 

safe werd merig were sefteageen a5. Sete tte / IG / MIA W994) Dons fee oH Ae 2, 
faaie, 2s vin, 20% Fan fants 29 marerdt safe fem sere F men ak. ant sefegeen arte 
22th / Vee / TR. 904/20 ER pale-22 Rear ot und, vere seat wat 2t ean peers (2) get 
seat ari ag SS eka, 

wih wad fresren ders wees &, 1. 98, tot, en anew. ces ead nee feet 
vate ampastie tra Resa, ahh. fenex ify geht cater ene wena arte arate pars (neta, 
efter inet aera § 0 ear Fea () gaR aren Ton aiies Sen re. 

orm, tems, sm orfnfemrey we qo ean sewer (7) grt ser Seem: pfverier ert eos cree 
arependa coeng feempha fee, att, fener onfer cet ad ater enét were aneceen vitiraen ware ¢ eeerat 
wer afte ara me, 

srearfirs dedhet 4, ¢ eit ennfay ofecter vant arson 
eerste eties taertoaet aren re alam ares meant sedear seta 
rarand etre fen deftenteens anda sete safe rit safe eres cane wife wary fizafaeere pope setter 
acnlasetahioaireraneranlepoeestietigeterieennima testi enatiewartia oF 

ae wiePremron wera Ge Yen prea (2) en agi, aren inden wie & at Cheon a aera 
spe rear tthe Ce inyrems 8h) ania sparen wa azawa amend ese raraeren (4), 222 
nen, wher. to, Gory tet eree tee, BALD. Sarg, wh gal coo RE TT tabs seeren ars 

seers aint nirtteinen Serene aia homens higdag 
nega a ecm finpeton wore pep Ho NAINA. asp. 28 azt pears cette 

ee oe 6 
ane carn are § ween Baron we, seis: - 

we ~ ameres vinden 5 sete an can ota 

qe = teedices welt (MMC) 
inten ~ nethire wanes wer 

Sister - gud-g? geet aemet 

ob. typiton 
ages Setraornte (3) 

Feet entters ; eter, + ere, ates sige, Bal wae 072 

feoien : ¢ sete, 20R% 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Annexure 4: Government order sanctioning of Extension of time limit u/s 61 (3) 

are vat anor Aeatrateer fart 
wlent fram, aat Fas 

dant -- yer Pratsrrean Can farsent ate 4 . CIDCO/NAINAY CP/ TPS /Ext/ 2020/ 37/ 

SAP-1036, dt.07/02/2020. 

panies. WALALH.8/ FAY BAT ER@/ARAATE/TEAHG/ cot TAH :- oFv0S rir» 

Seat) NE THAT AAT HG TAL BLOT. SAAT FHL AWW, FF.8G.019. 20S AT SUSE Ha 

STA SHaTaeTa FEM HERI Mae SA TAT arfufra, 266 Cage saa atari ara 

Seahaaey a HTH Go (2) BAA R0¢.0¢. 208s VATA MIA TATA HAS Set are ATyS 

Sar oreo aI Te AISA Aa Betaetett) 

garter searelt, seer aafeaPrerareiier aren &8 Dieser (2) (3) BAT ARRAN, SaT TST 

amr teat aS SeRT STR Beara Reaiesrrea As Bferare ana fear eS MTA aTETA 

fecha Hector arrer ror stored feats rel ardter eat ate afemaisem ret ATE AT 

ares HRCA BIO ATR TAT ATTA AAT TAR HOA HS HL STILT SITE; 

anrfin sararet, sat Paste Prater aifsancorey Seat #.22 Woks, FF.R0,0%, JoRo ara saa 

greg ag Tat BAIA AER TAR Her ws evant as Hla yeeTarE AeTOATETAT 

tied freit ort ware ares Wee Prater CN fasat aa 0 F.2036, FF.019.0%, oo 

aad Herrare Hoplarat fare aeett se; 

anor senarelf, gear ane frame frarnencier aafirgern sie fediew-ree9/ 322 

WA 4OC ARES, RoR.R NW’ SEAM, Sat aPUPrTATEM Hert €YR) Baa ARMAS Rare 

infra qacarg F.08.0¢.2o%o Wet AU HU STITT TAMA VETAAH, VK TAM, 

aire fare, vat dag aie Gest vec are; 

anal, area aifirgeat ae faenra ferent seats feehra-20.23/3 VT H.40C /AAA-R2, 

feo8 22, 20%G, area Med HeeM Vata aM BEA Tee, TV TEA, siesoT fart, wat 

Hag ¢ san afePreraren Her GR Teen (3) FRA SH WOT A THAT ASAT AER TAT 

aor whee ava FEA f.08.0¢, oRo Bt Fears TEA eM eareTTaT area. 

EABack upsas on 5-8-2020\Werkar\Time Extension Order NAINA 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Town Planning and Valuation Department 

Konkan Division, Navi Mumbai 

ORDER 

Ref: - Chief Planner (NAINA) CIDCO letter No.CIDCO/NAINA/ CP/ TPS /Ext./ 2020/ 37/ 

SAP-1036, dt.07/02/2020. 

No. TPS No.6/NAINA/Sect 61(3)/Time-limit Extension/JDTP-KDNRoge Date :041¢3/z970 

Whereas, City and Industrial Development Corporation of Maharashtra Limited (CIDCO) 

(hereinafter referred to as the said “Special Planning Authority) has declared its intention to 

make Town Planning Scheme No.6 (hereinafter referred to as the “said draft scheme”) vide 

Resolution No.12214 dated 19/07/2019 and published a notice of declaration of the said draft 

Scheme vide its Notice dated 08/08/2019 under section 60(2) of the Maharashtra Regional & 

Town Planning Act, 1966 (hereinafter referred to as “the said Act”) ; 

And whereas in accordance with the provision of sub-section (2) and (3) of section 61 of 

the said Act, the said draft scheme is to be published by means of notice within a period of nine 

months from the date of the declaration of intention or within such further period as may be 

extended by the State Government, but such extended period not to exceed more than three 

months ; 

And whereas the said Special Planning Authority has requested Government in Urban 

Development Department to extend the period of three months of making and publication of the 

said Draft Scheme under section 61(3) of the said Act, alongwith the resolution no. 12275 dated 

10/01/2020 vide its letter No. 1036 dt.07/02/2020 ; 

And whereas the Government in Urban Development Department vide Notification 

No.TPS-1813/3211/CR 508/UD-13 dated 01/12/2016 has delegated power to extend the period 

under section 61(3) of the said Act to the Joint Director of Town Planning of respective 

divisions. 

And whereas after considering the reasons mentioned by the Special Planning Authority. 

the Joint Director of Town Planning, Konkan Division is of the opinion that, it is expedient to 

extend the period for the making and publication of Draft Scheme under section 61(3) of the said 

Act upto and inclusive of date 06/08/2020. 

Now therefore in exercise of the powers delegated to him under above Government 

Notification dated 01/12/2016, the Joint Director of Town Planning, Konkan Division, Navi 

Mumbai is pleased to extend the period of making and publication of the said Draft Scheme 

under sub-section (3) of section 61 of the said Act upto and inclusive of dt.06/08/2020. 

nage 
(Prakash Bhukte) 

Joint Director of Town Planning 
Konkan Division, Navi Mumbai 

E\Back up as on $-8-2010\Nerkar\Time Extension Order NAINA 
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CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA Ltd. 

wret oeiftr 
NOTICE 

UNDER SEC 6101} OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL 
& TOWN PLANNING ACT, 1966 

of oxerone of pomors contoriad under chauae (6) of 
sup-secton (1 oth Sect 40 ote Marae pe od and Town Planning Aci, 1993 

“thee aad, nk: \ekaohart he wot Gore 
pailimahures ce ciee occ tioirmd yer lag fut Bly Mena Papen BS 

rebrand 
4 notte 

ashe SPA} "foe Nant Mi, a froth, “Le 
area i lea 

No. Ae es of 
syeaottentuD 2. aa 2 bo 2017 has sanctioned the interic Development Plan (tOP) for the 23 
Wioget of NAINA, under Section 33(1) of Uw said Act and vide Natiication No eS 1ISGAST R 
FIV IGEPNID- 12, dated 19t March, 2059 has 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra vide Notitication No. TRS-1717/MiS- 
275K , ated 16th 2059 hes tne Os Pian (OP) for 15 
Spaea ct WAINAateSi(ijofte MAG TP, 1966. 

NO 12274, Gated 1H 

frat Rhea eldp enh toon meio 
Mehorsshiva, Goverment Castte (pare) dated Wh August. 2018 and day 
“Asian Age” dated 1Rh August. 2019 

Aaxd whvecuea, a4. beige p SB chee gatherers pt halpesbib eatin oath 
Director of Ton Planning, mutha 

Othaet Snarun tare saris i wate Boe esduaded peed sors bw ante a 

And whereas, the Joint Director of Town Planring, Korken drviaion vide Order No TPS No. 

ere is uo BnA for 
And qherees, vide Socpnenet cetieee Geied S14 Que SCS aie Se sheet Ok? 150 

Sepiernbe: 2020, We pened of lockdown reseierme by the Government ix cucluded while calcviating the 
telnes ureter section 148-Aof ee MRETP Act 

pad Menon. te sey A ereceneies sanet® Of SO eee rs Namorrade 
Lockdown, TPS Berdtncpiohegeden) 2020 #6 pw nite Mo. 
prriperen dag [974 yore of gow na ts nod the cirat layout pian of se 

rs St (ijend val Or 

cockon OR Oy Jun, 2020: 
Ose sarees, He pmeterat nee apenas Nae a Jrsand st 5. ccs A 

TPS4. 

wenrporaied wie weal TPS-S a ° 
ape Rrarokere, in f 1} of the sald Act. & ig heredy deckered: tent 

oS ‘OW thao, Tower tho 10, Saispw Raiwny States Cornptex. 
CBD Batepur, Nayt Mumbar 200814 The asme 10 upiceded on website of CIDCO 12 
Nelpa vioxson rraereshirs gov evinesne. 

In acccedence wah the provisions of aaction 67 of the sakt Add, iwtioe Sty cine fen Bie cote of 
oer hed acd tar erst Reasaethe chyna Ui opvomergdy Ad nad TPES 

fh willing an and ng to he Chief A 

Oo ‘SaRCEDN. 

& 

Place: Nae Masnias 
Deedee: 22022 Ravindrakumar Marker 

Chief Ptonses (RANA) 

Regd. Office: Nirmal, 2nd floor, Nacman point, Mumbart0002 t 

[CON « Usnae MH 1970 SGC-01457¢ | 
wew.cidco.maharashtra. gov. 

facnra nenies vents waited 
Tan 

age ovine Priva a arcan whiter 294¢ en we ee (2) TAF 
armern aitdraen gears ¢ (ani ~@) 
a. Bet / fen def 09 /2029/ 

Penn, neary niin Petras emrear yfahews eee (nat, wholes KKKVE, ELE ) Caer ge ae Seiten wy 
Rife erin thay, en eae ye or eR (t) SN SE C2) Ge FER Tem yee ee eS ENE 
assert aeilnnnay faniim (abate) 2 wtyseay antes Lrftow- tet ?/ var 5m. 60/42/aO- 2 Rave to miter, Vota @ 
edad widens pares mene eer ge eeeeeril, sat sped feerarss cronies ePtogites ds Ca). (ep yh De ee we PR 
server ef) ech san rin stein age emhos pony eae: (qeey meraron sented 2 Pareesetieg seed) reerk 
Seve fate Taras wrhersurm, (Jey pt Ne fa. ont Fabien arene Bh) comps Yee ak 

sae wey epery weer aapenn a. deer 190. / 2 Mae ~ 992/208 ED ~ 42, oe ne 
wiire, vey gare where wane 91 CC) mee fenies 22 ure onsite eer serene: aig fem vole wfegee ot 
Dee Rete ee Te lee Bane oy ard, 204, see sete fem eneneT ome wy 
Roskaal 

2 were seine rue? wirgen g. fie ~ rote rerree 2a-0 Paes ~ teste tat - +2, Ram 
weber, 202% gene lapdier 25. cared) Seren sere ig dee ye 

aoe seed, afiiteounts eens 4.1 2) gew Dreeiven shenen dyamt fern 10 98, 2006 Odtom ce 2725 y 
yore 2 fae (ares), se ae fore, tra fees (oor) aire wt a Geer), egeS eee, Fae ee oe 

3, (rtm ~%) azvepaion rare pin vithys Benn oar ei oo. perce aon 4 (2) a aR 
arya tober - eneren sean Cen fers +¢ nbez, 9944 Ardren gerne men anes wears (wn -2) net sah 
Reve +4 ive, 2006 thn meee geek ache pele oftrna qa ane rushes a78em ah ont. 

whe oad, ce anit pre, Sa are CRT, Sree aap ooT, Fe 
adalanh dren even yh en tant vem Sen een os Writes anaes os ater san Hee nde ecemeths 

mR nn TR nf 
gods were, oe arenes, ae ren, soe fewe aid wetr eee wR Ummm 8)! 

pena FERRER | 050 frac ert, 2022 sak gE n reerke frame 2% Kier, 
‘vote whe eae carer Rete 

wim vase, remy mers nye Rate yt Win, to2. fal airg eter scone « fae te 
ata, 2630 th re 7m freragurent ities eH spared dtdhhs wenn ree cern TAOS 

Te hee 8 ET RNR Ee, 

wis Peel, ates acer ee teem abet ot shies ae darren sarees: wUeY Sher 
oer ction om Pree w. u(3) gem a nee oan ~ (0 ete ere wo Rome 71 Oba, 2020 5 ov 8, 262e CORE 
‘Seheze sath arnitie; Sad tr? sale woe fewer: grin: sevice Sawn ferme i Gt, to%0 otro 
enor Sei -« a aR TE aioe ams CR) Ba BAIN Leet fen toy ‘on Foe sents et 2) im eI, 
ae em, MONTY Tee WreeNRS Sage 44,2) ER + ct) sided wen, 

ely vera aR, eH ren, Bey Cy WEA Rees 22 od, aaa Seca, & FewR a / Tw ot! 
‘te feria 5/4391 pet Shen -5 aoas agquecens feet ont 

ede eel seen, 96 rae 68 gpecceeha qchemisere yecren 4 wert Dae -4 1A arom wie ibe, 

Jaen, camps oe sateen 9290 1.902) on aagtiere, mage se Eee Chere TRS «eR mI el wet 
wdaperbd mt ich when tod pooner tt ik 

Fe ettnt gor a oer ty sabes, en aces 
Coots 
Bread wh 

song seo 

3, te, dang te com wg, hod tere, we Get 
nabered ye deve wel yor es ae on 8 eee 

ab ge perme ch wh. 
awe, wie eu meere reed coprem ofirx aero Rareeng ¥< fore ses, ire sie tobe Erte -¢ 

at fem 

ered, 10 pir emve were ty gre ee cerned sepa fnew ares fet « steenee. at Hicks BKK 3200 thet 

ESTE EE Seren EA. 

a 

age, ah pet 
fears 2 5 /ow/ 2023 

‘Feeetga eercbere:; odes, 2 a era, AT RZ, Ee eee 2 

{OCOIPR(044/2022-23, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

AAG Fx xvis we 

Vex STO 
NOTICE 

UNDER SECTION a iC OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL 
& TOWN PLANNING ACT, 1966 

Town Pott yr sat No. 6 (TPS-4} 
a2 ee 

area OF Bid nasi contorred under cause fb) of 
Sub-ecton (ain Saco 20 ote hari Town Pinning Act, 1966 fhecematier 

"th sane Act”) pega Raprtans ag Lop beard 
2019 and sulwequaen emandinart(Gerenefier roared t 93 “tee seed Nobhosion") Cay and 

ede el bet retorted 
toms ‘thm SPA‘) Ms 
area" }as speciied therein, 

And whereas, the of gi ie af Ho. OL Cacia 
bi crit gM dated 27th Apel, 2017 has sanctioned the interim Development Pian (IGP) for 
viages Of Ni: AINA. unde Sacto 311) ok te send Act an vide Nottcaton No. TPS TZISRSER 
332/167EPUD-12, dated tei March, 2049 has 

Ate whereas. Pid ot vide No TPS-1717/Mi3- 
27506 RK. 2, dated 16th 2059 has the $i Pian (OP 5 for 154 
srageONANAGN Si{i}otO MEE TERE 1986 

12214, dated 190 
kay, 2019, had dodared ie: intexton for matung of Tow Peng Schr No (108-4) pr of Vane 
Chikhale, Mobo, Shiver ang Pai Khutd of Takss ~ Parreel, District - Ranpad and « notice about declerstant of 
mating TPS.6 ax pee proveion © Secton 80(2) of he Act. ae boom Sneed the Exiracranary officut 
Manarnahisa Goverment Cy A a cag cas a 
“Asien Age” dated Vikh August. 2019 

And whetross, ai plore bate nee Can pains 7 oy apes ti aera cle 
Oirector of Town Planoing, males draft 0, and 
pubian a ncdce kx be Otic Gazette widen rane morte oF afin fe extended porod trom the deta cf ht 
Gackaraion. 

And whereas, Omector of Town Planing, Konkan civigeen vide Order No TPS No. 
sinianan Secon 613) Teve Lad Exioncion/sOTP KOMTZOMO dated Osh Maren 2070 hon rane extend 

ferred 4. 

And whereas, vite vate Goverment ocinance dete at August 2020 and #s enactment ated 140 
Seeceetan mk, con. Aied of eaten peaaanat by the Goverrmment is excluded wie calculating the 

i the were of sipiesetaiied: stent of COWIO-19 Pandenmc and Natoruade 
Lockdown, TPS -6 fad Tand owners rae was Sondetiad ety Worn 260 Aare 4th May, 3 we Tent allan 
443) 0! TPS Rules 1974 by inviting wew ther 

gavin Afar 
owners, 16 nD Plana onder 

2: ¢ 4 1th bute, 2020 feorn the Dxtector of Town Planning. GoM 
Ace wharaan th ews of Twn Patong ae te 8 Feet ws, Ga oe erin Ase 

1PS-4 

incorporated nthe écoR TPS 7 
ott section 1/1) of the awit Act, # i hereby decisred Uvat 

a1 office of Nal ‘8th floor, Tower No 10, Betapur Ratiwny Station | 
CBO Gelapur, Navi Mumbai 490614. The tame ts uploaded on website of CIDCO 1 . 
helps Hoxie naheraantra gev ewiaene, 

i accordance wiht Pg asec alata Reba Reseed x Ge a aie an A 
publication of tha nobow w: the Maharashtra Governnent Gazelle any afeciod by te eact TPS-6 

in writing any nd for sugpessons retairg fa toe sed echarne io he Cheol Prone, 

sheng bor 

Prace: Naw Muribas 

Date: 2604/2072 Ravindrakumar Mankar 
Chie! Planner (NAINA) 

Regd. Office: Naemal, 2nd ficor. Nacirnan poms, Mumbae40002 

{ON - U86099 MH 1970 SGC-014574 | 

eee Qa 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA Ltd. 
sitenfires faenra TESS WENy 

aat 
nergy wrtfons, Prato a aaccen sift tone, om wom 4Y (2) FAR 

arrerern atten gare: « (ahd -¢) 
wp. ferges / ony Ardem ~o4 /2022/ 

asad, wey nibfien frdter eyerree aitlaes ¢¢ce cee, wfatres XAKVE, £008) RRC Ts seater ot 
Settee rere Sf), On ae Ge PO ese 1h) ERT OG) oe Fee eee yen whrERTE eR eS EET 
seem anifiresn fawn (alahay > sfomen gate Pern ey 7. te flats Rea te he, tote 
See ieee eee atuget fenreras cnedine caftreites or Gon), cates pe 1 ite vit fatto 
jer fa) arf ycin jhettes free rete mony atte rey yercTon ered a Eanes ads Nord, 
‘epaltedy Farioe Sacra aehtoaer jirnga og Fa fz yeh RaRiann axeapns hy capa ames eat geek 

wif senwel wey ver fees a Oitua - 02 (res (len -19o/2o fem om 4b ~ 1d, Rae ee 
em, 204, gene sehlieseren ORE 3 (1) dant Faniee 2) meee inte fren ane: eng ae ate soften 
Phe eee en oe Eales fee ot ad, tent seal grea fem repens weed we yD 
aot ye 

onde aA wmoy eer? ofeqes wm. Steer - yy 9m EEN aye Mim ~ ee done att 1a, Fae oe 
webet, ot per hasten 1.2 mena fem yeragn ng don set 

swrtey verre, satulanmmedint some (0( +) gine Singeinent seumen semrt Rare 1% gh, ¢ote tren gure te 7ty 
rome ara fea (orn 5, dre perme oda Greet One 7 aoe ea gE Ore), ae Tree, fore ooee HD 
aren hittin wee: 1, (Obed 4; enemas wenn rea ates dar ark yet re. ef erroe aces od 2) SO a 
angie dee 3 ereren tod dee fee oe eta, tent dren meme pee ores yamare (em 2) ae te 
tere ry stonz, 2014 Triton neni qeerk ethene ora 74 oe aaling IIe snot inh 

srite peng, re eget ey Na ean dat it ablated 
ahaa dere: exer seh any iemed seer daa ee ee bored mani 18 wierd ye Kom ndia emeorts 

we. ? 
aaihe were, ae renee, 90e ver, banal for ath yoke mere wae afhasene ati 
Aareite ihe fare rd, nets emo eT «pha, rower / 

va ba bass ards waeepenth Reet) 

wel verge, wig weg rey gtr Sore ye whee, cote DR hee pre oNDegaE 2 fate te 
wher, 2s Site rane tree sitio sae pweegers atearadee epennd rn, ere cae 
JTertren eesti wend wens hy; ee eRe en re, 

vite meant, he nocone rane a Emre mabedt wr Thfiete er strerriren garrieme wees are 
fawm tgigu oat Ramee cies ge ae can ahaa ~ | @)ale emeth mn Hate oy of, 200 doe h, tote te 
frfoss cot weit tent ot oni nbs apne ftmoier: peete: awrler Gone fre 14 op, 2072 intron 
sromecart Peter... a taps ye phabrewren were 495%) gent ain Sedan fees + egy or Free gorimt e( 2) PE ENE, 
orn Cee, were eee weak Beer 6812) ogi Rain 4 wer 2 1) Wiad aagianenbasd radeon sett. 

aie eon, wap, am ren weg ye oth Rowe 37 end, t02y Paton Sea 4/ Te oo 
5 (Ata ¥ 1.22% weet Oo 1, eee nagerenes fo ant 

ante ere, certs, hie ci, ire balk sha ke nade pete yet 
wen, seega pe tats en EFEEY Og, igh ay 5 a arenes gee 08 

wei wae ot ani anit one 8 ent werden ores Or eek 
pee drainer seen mt jeneen Sas aaelecr, ¢ fe) are, Zier 9, 20, Cer bee dar gee, aD tee, 2 Get 

vert cre andr screrree wt feet aniieren weer ee fe et ants ae wR rene A yormersi oe 
Siege eg pees Ve wt 

wh wo, ate agen seg enewk rraert vilca preeron Rater 16 foemren am, ya hg dah Zeiten ~ 9, 
inengt ara -Dretten gneek reed et warded chest fh sie cence yer fener, Det, cer ot 
wetness per anit, vera ye ern eeerparrk on wiePemren ey gece) tM arate werzeE gtd eR 
semen dl, at, eran dorm ig ate Mee arpa cere Kean enema aps 4 ween a daa Qran qv tA, 

BRET OCG ATER WIOMETR! a. 

wre ad ged 
fextes: re fee/texe 

REF 
yutbuen 

sevtga sete, Redes, oo craer, zoe tht, tek zeoe 2h 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Annexure 6: Draft Sanction to the scheme 

RNI No. MAHBIL /2012/46121 

adc, va 92(3)] YERAN, Areear x, 2022 /anTfaas 3, Wee Levy [as 22, fara: Baa 22.00 

STATA HATH Yxo 

wired wens 

yret sufi airenfirs fara nerise Herre Baifed 

after 

Rene sehr Pars safe areca afar 998s iT Hers Ge ST STHAN (2) AE 

wiret War wares & (etdtes -«) 

i PASH) AAA. G/ BEAL / VoVWWGRG 
2 SHAETAT, 2022 

anal, were wefan Reis anfor aaecen afefras o¢ee (ret cfiafr XXXVI, 2868 ) (24a YS 
saa sifefae ard Fefors arora Ager), war eT vo WA SHH (2) Hele WS (4) SRT Ha BLOAT Sree 

ayfaerien are er Terre rarer ae fara fara (afafa) a safererar sens Srieg- 2102 2/ vio A .- 
06/22/22 RAH 20 BPA, 2023 wT Aaa See BIO SA Sara AHS Bea, Ta Has fearrvas 

monfaet aafirgiaa ta (Sar), eat ye saa Ba ara Preiare aacwara Ader) ard wer saer siehfires farare weniese 
ere walled (Henne sraaren wearer o Prtunarcte ae ) eos Pasar fade Pearse safer (aes Ye 
fa for. 28 Paar Beara Ase) HOTA SHO ell Bare. 

Safer Sarat ere MTA SARA a. AHO - 222 4/W4/ TAR - 33 2/ VoR4 TH. /FR -2 2, FAH VW 

UPA Zo Ro FAR Aarhear V2 Maha stale ferns sTTET AIR eT Bare, SHOT APTA Hi, NATO. 2 VVW/PWG/ 

WH, 239/20/E. TL afa-22 feats 2 Ur 2028 araa sfeirraren Her 22 AT See (2) FAN sais fara 

safer ser ara meree IITA BARTER wh. AIT -910%o/ THAT Yolo AAT - 82 /YORG/AS -22, fea 
Qe WEA, 202s FSR Fate 742 Maas faewa ARKaSI AIR Fen se. 

anfor Sarat, afaPrrardier Berd &o WAST (a) TAR Parser certs Hears Foals 8 Fe, 202s 
{nin sua w. 22224 eT has Caer: ), Herat Carre: ), WS Brae Carns: ) aA Tre |e (CAPT: ), 

areper Tae, Freer enrs 3a ace HPs sania & (aries -« ) sevarefear Ira Sea fee eT SATE. 

(> 

‘ATT SA-2%0—2, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

a)
 FERNS MAA MATA HATA SINT STA, AAT ¥, oAYanTfaAS 2, Wa Lewy 

ante Saari, saa afaerron Herd go VN ST-Re (2) TAT AE aeelTaR cies -¢ Hwa Se 
Faun AH o¢ BARS, 2028 WATT VENTS MAA TATA AIT (TT - 2) HT gift Fea 2¢ IMRT, 202g 

anf Sate, saa afetreren Hert «2 wT Sane (2) TaN, Pea wfseors dares, TR TT, 

anf sel, ae aero, are Tara, era fers Ae area aa TAAL a & /AT/HAT & 8 (8 )/ HeeaTS/ 
wetfa/2oko fears ¥ A, Yolo STA ey Aen ara weer acorn dra afemarar wewrsra feria 0¢ 

SiS, 2oXo Wharen aera areas face Bae. 

aftr srs, verre orefinres Fara carat (qercor) aftr zoo (HA Yoo HW AeRTe afar Hw. 
23) BR, saa afafrraren Hert exe (31) water Gia aadqer, alate wa em, aa, a a ore ater 
RAM, Boren fecra aera, wees arse Pekar AnrabarSst sera feraera Vara, sare fear THA 

SR ROE Sora Ara ol ars VRS Tae aL, aT aT ara saw BAe. 

safer Snare, sifas-2¢ aeprearan war @ sora aeaat ar offtenita vax ofeirsren sara spTEt 
Shinra Fras 2g. eT raw. (2) TSR Tat Varah - @ it ars areata aon feria ee Ofer, Yoo F 
o¥ H, Yo2o arena fefies Wadia snare Sek Tet anh seis erates frearcen zea are Hens 
feria 2& 3, Woo Tsien wearer ehiea-< aga saa afoPerren aem 6 2( 2) Zar safe Ades Fee 
2e0y war Frm mnie ~ (2) Fa Wes, A TT, NERS Wey aS ae Ge (@) are Were a eT 

82 (2) sfagigd aeammeritandt wefaoaa sre. 

ate Sate, Paes, A TAA, Bers sy ait feats 08 UR, 2089 Tia Va WH. w. Aa ATA HH. &/ 
WR. 08/ Yo Ateal-2/2 22 3raa Shite -« aaa aeomacr eit se, aa a & aaa op faa 
ASN Aa SAT Taal Sar ahaha He Ge ( e) aaa aT feetett sare, 

anf, Sreret wenn ura saat alata Hey 24% MAT SUH (2) FAR WE OT TT 
SREP ane aes fers 83 WEA Voge Taiten sep ais Seg -2220/ Go / MAR-208/20/ Fa- 
22 Stee salvar er ec( 2) sina arena one ahem fosara sag a sree Tas, AA Wer 

ania Sail, urd Sere TEA stare aeet sae ere, wreN aT Sota a STaeNTTT 
Trae aia sat saffron Hers 42( 2) Taree. ez Bet 20Re TH Haat ara va SUE. 

af Seri, Weare sar sinerrravitardt saa sfafrraren wer Ge (2) CS) iii) Sar Fer 
BIT Safer wi, AMTT-2 428/286 VHA CE/2S/AS-2z Faas 30/29/20Re BIT Ta siafea faeErT 
asrren feenra friar a wrest Pemraciron arat aqeton aeration Haat fecrett sare. 

aay Snare Sos oF a. art fe. o¢ sims 2022 TH Jaa Bla Hea ee TT SI-HeA (2) FAN, 

sain Sn aeh Aeros, We TAT Ferns WHT Ait fe, go saeraz 2022 TH Fa. AAT / TET H. 
&/ FAT / HA ae (2) see BR oT eT aaa Aeon eer Ae. 

FOO, BIA AT STAR, fe, 22 MSA Yoke TT APTA IA THI MERE AEM Wea HAM ATT 
SR BET ae aera TITS Fareenctier a Ae a aearer (arr Fate Cae), Aer (AMT), sBraeAt (aT), 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

TRANS TA THAT AAT ANT STA, ANAT ¥, VoP/AMTA BS, FH LAY 3 

afer fas (am) 38 vader so grew saree afaisrn aries & (aides -¢) carrera fasts faara 

Grigu Gemracitee saa cfaPreamren erm a wa dreamer (2) Sree aay aeeeara AT SHE. 

=e afubrmren er ee on sree (3) Fa age grey ahdow -_ ape va dafiva fae Pra 
frmactas 3a erates, 2 ar waren, aaa. 20, Fan Yes Bor Heer, HAST Fey, Fat Yas vooery 4 
anieta anrnrarca ad Rast apciaien sacar get Savard orelt sas, aaa weg gdies -« fazer 

saws https://cideo.maharashtra.gov.in//naina Wai AWS Bell Teal sae sat fafea you weeartar 

wal a, Si. da yas, 
feria 22 stfadraz 2022 suey a sraraala deere, farsa. 

ateuitgnr aratera : Freier, 2 a re, AeA UZ, Fag oo 082, 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

4 TENS PAA WATT SATAY INT STA, ATA ¥, 2022 /eTfaieH 3, YH VIS 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA LTD. 

NOTIFICATION 

UNDER SECTION 68(2) OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL & TOWN PLANNING 
ACT, 1966 

Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS-6) 

No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-06/Draft Scheme/2022/565 

21st October, 2022 

WHEREAS, the Government of Maharashtra in exercise of powers conferred under clause 

(b) of Sub-section (1) of the Section 40 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 

(hereinafter referred to as “the said Act”) declared by Notification, No. TPS -1712/475/CR-98/12/ 

UD-12: dated 10th January, 2013 and subsequent amendment (hereinafter referred to as “the 

said Notification”) City and Industrial Development Corporation of Maharashtra Limited (being a 

company owned and controlled by the Government of Maharashtra) (hereinafter referred to as “the 

Corporation”) as Special Planning Authority (hereinafter referred to as “the SPA”) for Navi Mumbai 
Airport Influence Notified Area (NAINA) (hereinafter referred to as “said notified area”) as specified 

therein. 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra vide Notification No. TPS-1215/245/CR-332/2015/ 

SM/UD-12, dated 27th April 2017 has sanctioned the Interim Development Plan (IDP) for the 23 

villages of NAINA, and also vide Notification No. No. TPS. 1215/245/C.R. 332/16/EP/UD-12, dated 

1st March 2019 has sanctioned the Exeluded Parts of the IDP under Section 31(1) of the said Act. 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra vide Notification No. TPS-1717/MIS-2750/ 
C.R.91/2019/UD-12, dated 16th September, 2019 has sanctioned the Development Plan (DP) for 151 

villages of NAINA u/s 31(1) of the MR & TP Act, 1966. 

And whereas, as per sub- Section (1) of Section 60 of the said Act, CIDCO’s Board vide Resolution 

No. 12214, dated 19th July, 2019, had declared its intention for making of Town Planning Scheme 

No. 6 (TPS-6} at part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Shivkar and Pali Khurd of Taluka - Panvel, 

District ~ Raigad. 

And whereas, a notice about declaration of making TPS-6 as per provision in sub- Section (2) 

of Section 60 of the Act, has been published in the Extraordinary official Maharashtra Government 

Gazette (part-ID) dated 8th August, 2019 and in daily newspapers “Karnala” and “Asian Age” dated 

19th August, 2019. 

And whereas, as per Section 61 (1) of the said Act, the Planning Authority shall, in consultation 

with the Director of Town Planning, make a draft scheme for the area in respect of which the 

declaration was made, and publish a notice in the Official Gazette within nine months or within the 

extended period from the date of the declaration. 

And whereas, the Joint Director of Town Planning, Konkan division vide Order No TPS No. 6/ 

NAINASection 61(3)/Time Limit Extension/JDTP-KDN/2060 dated 04th March, 2020 has granted 

extension of three months’ time i.e. up to 6th August, 2020 for making and publication of the said 

draft scheme. 

And whereas, in accordance with the amended provisions of section 148(A) of the said Act, vide 

the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning (Amendment) Act, 2020 (Maharashtra Act No. XIX 

of 2020), in computing the period in relation to any Development Plan, Regional Plan or Scheme 

under the provisions of Chapter II, IH, IV and V of the said Act, the period of periods during which 

any action could not be completed under the said chapters due to. enforcement.of any Guidelines or 

—
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

HERTS PTAA HUA STATA UT St, AAT x, VOY HTH 23, BH Awe & 

lockdown measures by the Government of India or the State Government, as the case may be, to 

prevent the spread of any pandemic or epidemic or disaster situation arising in the country of State 

shall be excluded; 

And whereas, such prescribed time limit is still in existing on excluding the period of lockdown 

declared due to spread of covid-19 virus in the State of Maharashtra, by the Government from 23rd 

March 2020. 

And whereas, in the wake of unprecedented scenario of COVID-19 Pandemic and Nationwide 

Lockdown, TPS -6 land owners meet was conducted digitally from 24th April to 4th May, 2020 as per 

rule No. 4(1) of TPS Rules 1974 by inviting all the land owners to view their land details and the draft 

layout plan of the scheme on CIDCO’s website www.cidceo.maharashtra.gov.in. After incorporating 

suggestions received from the owners, consultation as per Section 61 (1) and approval for suitable 

amendments in Development Plans under section 59(2) was sought vide submission dated 16th June, 

2020 from the Director of Town Planning, GoM. 

And whereas, the Director of Town Planning vide letter 3. %. 71 Fa %. ef 1H, 92/ 20/AGHa-2/222% 

dated 2nd March, 2021 had offered consultation on TPS-6 and also accorded approval for suitable 

amendment in the sanctioned IDP reservation while making provisions in a draft TPS-6 as per 

provisions of section 59(2) of the said Act. 

And whereas, necessary changes suggested by Director of Town Planning in the consultation 

have been incorporated in the draft TPS-6. 

And whereas, in accordance with provisions of section 61(1) of the said Act, a Notice of making 

draft TPS-6 had been published in extraordinary official Maharashira Government Gazette (part-ID 

dated 25 April 2022 and in local newspapers for inviting suggestions/objections within one month of 

notice in accordance with the provisions of section 67 of the said Act. 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section 

(1) of section 151 of the Said Act, vide Notification No. TPS-1817/973/CR-103/17/UD-13 dated 13th 

September 2017 had delegated the powers exercisable by it under section 68/2) of the said Act to 

Managing Director, CIDCO (hereinafter will be referred to as “VC&MD"). 

And whereas, after incorporating necessary changes as per suggestions received, the draft 

scheme has been submitted to VC&MD for sanction in accordance with section 68(1) of the Said Act 

on 22nd July 2022, 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra vide Notification No. 2rea-222¢/ 2420 meee 

22 Prin 30/22/20%¢ has sanctioned the suspension of certain regulations of Development Control and 

Promotion Regulations of Interim Development Plan of NAINA corresponding to proposed special DCR 

of TPS-6 in accordance with section 59( 1 biiii) of the Act for the proper carrying out of the scheme. 

And whereas, in accordance with sub-section (2) of section 68 of the Said Act. VC&MD has 

sought consultation of Director of Town Planning, Maharashtra State on 08th August, 2022 prior to 

sanction of Draft Scheme. 

And whereas, the Director of Town Planning vide letter No. 9, #. 9.4.2.4 / 741 ®, 9/ Tat / atm 2 (2) 

fees dated 17th October, 2022 had given his consultation for sanction of Draft TPS-6. 

Therefore, now in accordance with the powers delegated to me by the State Government vide 

Notification dated 13th September 2017, the Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS-6) at 

part of Villages Chikhale, Moho, Shivkar and Pali Khurd of Taluka - Panvel, District - Raigad is 

Development Control Regulations. LE IN 

} 
} 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

& RTS MATA WHIT STANT ITT SA, FATT ¥, 2D /aTAAH 23, Wah LY 

Copy of sanctioned draft TPS-6 along with corresponding special DCRs are made available for 

inspection by the public during office hours on all working days in the office NAINA, 8th floor, Tower 

No. 10, Belapur Railway Station Complex, CBD Belapur, Navi Mumbai 400614 in accordance with 

sub-section (3) of section 68 of the Said Act. The same is also uploaded on website of CIDCO i.e. 

Attps:/ /eidco.maharashtra.gov.in/ /naina and further can be obtained on payment of prescribed fees. 

Navi Mumbai, Dr. SANJAY MUKHERJEE, 

Date 21st October 2022. Vice Chairman& Managing Director, CIDCO. 

Regd. Office: Nirmal, 2nd floor, Nariman point, Mumbai 400 021. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Annexure 8: Appointment of the Arbitrator by Government 

& FRRTS INET Ta HT Water fauna Geach, eae a Gea, APE 2g-Re, YoRS/TA V6, Ha VW 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Mantralaya, 4th Floor, Main Building, Mumbai 400 032, dated 2nd December 2022. 

NOTIFICATION 

No. TPS-1222/2152/C.R. 148/22/UD-12.—Whereas, the Draft Town Planning Scheme No. 6 of 

villages Nere and Nerepada (pt), Vihighar (pt), Moho (pt), Koproli (pt) and Chiple (pt) Taluka 

Panvel has been sanctioned by the Vice Chairman and Managing Director, CIDCO vide Notification 

No.CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Draft Scheme/2022/565, dated the 21st October 2022, under sub-section (2) of 

the section 68 of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 (Maharashtra Act No. 

XXXVII of 1966) (hereinafter referred to as “ the said Act ”) as per the powers delegated under 

section 15(1) by the Government in Urban Development Department vide Notification 

No. TPS-1817/973 /C.R.103/17/UD-13, dated 13th September 2017 of the said Act and has published 

in Government Gazette, dated 4th November 2022 (hereinafter referred to as “ the said Draft 

Scheme ”) ; 

And whereas, as per the provisions of section 72(1) of the said Act, it is necessary to appoint 

an Arbitrator, within one month from the date on which the said Draft Scheme is published in 

the Government Gazette ; 

And whereas, Shri Abhiraj Girkar, Retired Joint Director of Town Planning has given his 

consent to act as an Arbitrator for the said Draft Scheme. 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (J) of section 72 of the said 

Act, read with Rule No. 11 of the Maharashtra Town Planning Scheme Rules, 1974, the Government 

of Maharashtra hereby, appoints Shri Abhiraj Girkar, Retired Joint Director of Town Planning 

as an Arbitrator for the said Draft Scheme with immediate effect. Their salary and allowances 

will be as per the Government Order No. MISC-2715/C.R.100/13, dated 17th December 2016 and 

further directs the CIDCO to extend all reasonable assistance to the Arbitrator and also provide 

him with an independent office and other necessary perks to carry out duties cast upon him in 

the time bound manner and bear the cost on such items ; 

By order and in the name of the Governor of Maharashtra, 

P. M. SHINDE, 

Section Officer. 
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Yo ™ 

276|Page



93ed|Llz 

B-BA-KE lat, 

ssi at Seem ‘Stbtalte neebialb bbs Iblho Latte be iebblh Dik>blp lolktt 40% blade whit Injlte 
Lapa ( papassy Ajsnorin{uy ) Bialile {pupcot| (als nlte [alto >lis belitie. than ‘hited deb ibtolte Jollet 12/2. 

BSepb ito Shp [pbs Laliah & “6 bith Jalepbiee |PIDhenS 1h Joinds bite Pl He? Peo Ibid bible fhololis Bia|ib 

@hrlote ie ye ge Woe bibeh Hiletbbip bipIpP DikDtt biol Pb Ibp Bibb beier| Usle E808 Wila h dled} 
Jolie ‘Iso Bie Ditenbjooe Maile, HSbbE Ip MBE 23 bth] Iho RODS ‘bbb Iblelb Ihde Zola Ipdde DEDEE IED 
injlte HEEISByp Lite 80 bet Ihe. 333 ‘bbe lite ieb pi be bell] ela/>IK Dalnatr ‘IbIPa|pRP a bE bAD 

“Bie UOIOUE Bali belie 3~ “Ye bth 
“Hobeth iis} lntelee ‘Keb ind bbe Jala biol? Bhd fall SA-2E sll-d| Ibbbpiie Brdh Efe [lo [bpbby feb-te 

2eOd HS & slbd] AA-bie/AL/PRY “ASH/BNBA/ALE 3-H Ibbb ie WII (3 AO Bad biStrble 
BAUS abet ‘lbe) Biebiit bind: DipL Jal pebDiib> sb! ello hsbb> bbls Ud 2 “6 bbe Ieee Ietaddlele 

bk ‘IoletiPBaY Wik 20 dt ‘Ye Rie bien Mlle MBE ie HkIbtjbhe ple Laipblelte Ibtedblete Zabltelbe 

“gue PoDIE PHIK Unb 820% Mogolk Q dolled] bale inl indlsie Dikehions ba Solas [2 
ibe brie bbe “Bile 24 Hob inl th 0% bblabite BS died) “hdh/2d 08/ ‘le’ lh/3-bbIP/ieb/ eS HY bles Ibe ralte 
BiSbblb Sh ‘bbb besbhitedbhe b Pbalhe Ublele 12 8 “dé Lek [eS BY Iblolte Ibe kb halk MRE BD bith 

(%) 73 bbe te (92 “Ht bebe Zalbi2h Ie 83% LH) S364 ‘bbbihite iebbebb b biolbb| dolajoin Suplele 

0/t%ob/intlhit/3-Iboe/ IPL bibs 

inp 2gus 

{ Ctetts.) pEe Wath fo (delle patil “(ells )1dtbe “Ciel OEP! | 

'B SDS Hele lebih Leta p diet Ife “Dupo 

biden pdr 

$2 Sihs InNinieE 

00°83 bho : pips “2 ah] WAds wla h Bulap/erod “hd Ha ‘ME@Eh [cayee apie “a pe 

TS19b/C10¢/ TIHHVIN “ON INY 

A0joAjigap ay] dq Anp fo JuamaouaMuo, .6 aAnxeuup 

9 ON VNIVN AWAHOS ONINNVTd NMOL AUVNIATTARd CHNOLIINVS



93eq|8lz 

“T Cilts, )pB2 oth fe Cirlts )2eeroda ‘(ledbs 12th “(init OBR! ] "edd Bin h wid 

(ib) 3 seh Ihlolbedth Ifa dete ‘ABB OoR Sbh [bb ‘Shite 

upd) IoD ree ‘Wiel: Leite (03 “b Mle ‘plait tee 

“gite Dink Bite [Bile whi 

BPR PEP be links |he lolli ‘Ife 2b BDIe Inte “Ip b dPla| balls :Dhtal phe lbp ‘eID 2b [2p fale lols EBD 

Dik 26 bb italisbtlaye ‘Dis>Blbote WDE Ikinie boil Hols PEA ib ‘Ye Bb Bilente HBile UBife AP 
RDS old h MalA/Ed0d “hd WHI ‘b|D elke IndiieiNE Khisie bbs Selle t 

9 ON VYNIVN AAGHIS DNINNVTd NOL AUVNEAITA 4d GANOLWINVS



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

FERNS MTT AUT SAAT APTS, UST VW, 2o/AM &, PA VIS 3 

OFFICE OF THE ARBITRATOR, TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No. 6, NAINA 

[Chikhale (pt.), Moho (pt.), Shivkar (pt.) and Pali Khurd (pt.)] 

Public Notice 

(Under Rule No. 18 of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974) 

No. ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/07 

The Draft Town Planning Scheme No.6, NAINA at villages [Chikhale (pt.), Moho (pt.), Shivkar 
(pt.) and Pali Khurd (pt.)] of Taluka Panvel, District Raigad has been sanctioned by the Vice Chairman 
& Managing Director, CIDCO under sub-section (2) of Section 68 of the Maharashtra Regional & 
Town Planning Act, 1966(hereafter referred to as “the said Act”) vide Notification No. CIDCO/ 

NAINA/TPS-6/Draft Scheme/2022/565, dated 21st October 2022, in exercise of the powers delegated 
to him by Urban Development Department vide Notification No.TPS-1817/973/C.R.103/17/UD-13, 
dated13th September, 2017. The said Notification is published in Maharashtra Government Gazette, 

Extraordinary, Part-II, dated 4th November, 2022. 

The Government of Maharashtra in Urban Development Department has appointed Shri Abhiraj 
Girkar, Retired Joint Director of Town Planning as the Arbitrator for the said sanctioned Draft Scheme 
vide Notification No. TPS-1222/2152/CR-148/22/UD-12, dated 2nd December, 2022 under sub-section 

(1) of Section 72 of the said Act. This Notification has been appeared in the Maharashtra Government 

Gazette, Konkan Division supplement, Part —I, dated 23rd-29th March, 2023 on page No. 5-6. 

I, the undersigned therefore in accordance with Rule No.13 of Maharashtra Town Planning 
Schemes Rules 1974, declare by this Notice that, I have commenced the duties as Arbitrator 
for Town Planning Scheme No. 6 of NAINA [ (Chikhale (pt.), Moho (pt.), Shivkar (pt.) and Pali 
Khurd (pt.)] from 5th April, 2023. 

All the owners of the lands included in this Town Planning Scheme will be served with special 

notice in form No. 4 to submit their suggestions or objections in respect of proposals of the sanctioned 
draft Town Planning Scheme in due course. 

Those owners or interested persons of the lands included in the Town Planning Scheme No.6, 
who have been injuriously affected by making of this scheme are hereby informed that they shall be 
entitled to make a claim of compensation as per Section 102 of the Maharashtra Regional & Town 
Planning Act, 1966, before the undersigned within a period of 60 days from the date of appearing 
this Notice in the Maharashtra Government Gazette. 

It is hereby declared that the said draft Town Planning Scheme No.6 shall! be sub-divided in 

to a preliminary scheme and final scheme as per the provision under Section 72 of the said act and 
processed further. 

Place: NAINA Office, 7th Floor, Tower No. 10, ABHIRAJ GIRKAR, 

Belapur Railway Station Complex, Arbitrator, 
C.B.D. Belapur, 400 614, Town Planning Scheme No. 6 NAINA, 
Date: 5th April, 2023. (Chikhale (pt.), Moho (pt.), Shivkar (pt.) and 

Pali Khurd (pt.)]. 

ON BEHALF OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING, STATIONERY AND PUBLICATION, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY DIRECTOR, 
RUPENDRA DINESH MORE, PRINTED AT GOVERNMENT CENTRAL PRESS, 21-A, NETAJ! SUBHASH ROAD, CHARNI ROAD, 
MUMBAI 400 004 AND PUBLISHED AT DIRECTORATE OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING, STATIONERY AND PUBLICATIONS, 
21-A, NETAJ! SUBHASH ROAD, CHARNI ROAD, MUMBAI 400 004. EDITOR : DIRECTOR, RUPENDRA DINESH MORE. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

MUMBAI | MONDAY | APRIL 17, 2023 EXUAUAESTS SSS TCU 

" ¢, > WE MAKE CITIES 

OFFICE OF THE ARBITRATOR, TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 6, NAINA 
(Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), Shivkar (pt) and Pali Khurd (pt) 

Public Notice 
(Under rule no.13 of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974) 

No. ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/07 Date: 05/04/2023 
The Draft Town Planning Scheme No.6, NAINA at villages (Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), 
Shivkar (pt) and Pali Khurd (pt)) of Taluka-Panvel, District Raigad has been 
sanctioned by the Vice Chairman & Managing Director, CIDCO under sub-section (2) 
of Section 68 of the Maharashtra Regional & Town Planning Act, 1966(hereafter 
referred to as “the said Act”) vide Notification No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Draft 
Scheme/2022/565 dated 21st October 2022, in exercise of the powers delegated to 
him by Urban Development Department vide Notification No.TPS- 
1817/973/C.R.103/17/UD-13, dated13th September, 2017. The said Notification is 
published in Maharashtra Government Gazette, Extraordinary, Part-ll dated 4" 
November, 2022. 
The Government of Maharashtra in Urban Development Department has appointed 
Shri Abhiraj Girkar, Retired Joint Director of Town Planning as the Arbitrator for the 
said sanctioned Draft Scheme vide Notification No. TPS-1222/2152/CR-148/22/UD- 
12 dated 2" December, 2022 under sub-section (1) of Section 72 of the said Act. This 

| Notification has been appeared in the Maharashtra Government Gazette, Konkan 
Division supplement, Part-1, dated 23-29" March, 2023 on page No. 5-6. 
|, the undersigned therefore. in accordance with Rule No.13 of Maharashtra Town 
Planning Schemes Rules 1974, declare by this Notice that, |.have commenced the 
duties as Arbitrator for Town Planning Scheme No.6 of NAINA (Chikhale (pt), Moho 
(pt), Shivkar (pt) and Pali Khurd (pt)) from 5” April, 2023. 
All the owners of the lands included in this Town Planning Scheme will be served with ¢ 
special notice in form No.4 to submit their suggestions or objections in respect of 
proposals of the sanctioned draft Town Planning Scheme in due course. 
Those owners or interested persons of the lands included in the Town Planning 
Scheme No.6, who have been injuriously affected by making of this scheme are 
hereby informed that they shall be entitled to make a claim of compensation as per 
Section 102 of the Maharashtra Regional & Town Planning Act, 1966, before the 
undersigned within a period of 60 days from the date of appearing this Notice in the 
Maharashtia Government Gazette. . 
It is hereby declared that the said draft Town Planning Scheme No.6 shall be sub- 
divided in to a_preliminary scheme and final scheme as per the provision under 
Section 72 of the said act and processed further. 

Dated: 5" April, 2023 (Abhiraj Girkar) 
Place: NAINA Office, 7" floor, Tower No. 10, Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme No. 6 NAINA Belapur Railway Station Complex, 
C.B.D. Belapur- 400 614. (Chikhale (pt), Moho Pt 

Shivkar (pt) and Pali Khurd (pt)) 
[CIN - Ug9999 MH 1970 SGC-014574| 
www.cidco.maharashtra.gov.in 4 z aaah BE a 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

Annexure 13: Subdivision of the Scheme u/s 72 (3) 

Office of Arbitrator 

NAINA Town Planning Scheme — 6, 
Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), Shivkar (pt), Pali Khurd (pt) 

CIDCO, NAINA Office, Tower No.10, 7" Floor, Belapur Railway Station Complex, CBD Belapur, 

Navi Mumbai — 400614 

ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/488/1 Date: 29/08/2023 

MLR. &T.P. Act, 1966 

(Under sub-section (3) of section 72) 

Order 

The draft Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6 (Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and 

Shivkar) has been sanctioned under section 68(2) of the Maharashtra Regional and Town 

Planning Act, 1966 vide notification no. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-6/Draft Scheme/2022/565 dated 

21% October 2022, by the Vice Chairman and Managing Directar, CIDCO under the powers 
conferred on him vide Urban Development Department Notification No. TPS/1817/973/CR- 

103/17/UD-13 dated 13th September, 2017. 

Further, the undersigned has been appointed under section 72(1) of the said Act as the 

Arbitrator for carrying out the duties in respect of the said sanctioned draft Town Planning 

Scheme vide Urban Development Department Notification No. TPS- 1222/2152/C.R- 

148/22/UD-12 dated. 024 December, 2022. 

Accordingly, the undersigned has commenced the duties in respect of the said Town 

Planning Scheme w.e.f. 05" April, 2023 and has served special notices in the prescribed Form 
No. 4 upon all the land owners and has given hearing and recorded minutes as required under 

rule 13 of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974. 

Now, I, the undersigned as Arbitrator subdivide the sanctioned draft Town Planning 

Scheme, NAINA No. 6 (Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar) into Preliminary Scheme 

and Final Scheme as provided under sub-section (3) of section 72 of the Maharashtra Regional 
and Town Planning Act, 1966 on 29" August, 2023. 

—¥ si Mei Gis 
Arbitrator, 

NAINA, Town Planning Scheme No. 6 

(Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd and Shivkar) 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

TENT MAT UTTA STAT APTS, FEAST &, 2ORR/AMETAVT Fo, FAH LVXy 3 

PRELIMINARY NAINA TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NO. 6 

[ Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), Pali Khurd (pt), Shivkar(pt) of Tahsil Panvel, Dist. Raigad ] 

Public Notice 

{ under Section 72(7) of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 | 

[ read with Rule 13(9) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974 ] 

No. ARB/TPS-6/Award/2023/510 

WHEREAS, the Draft Town Planning Scheme, No. 6 (TPS- 6) [ Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), Pali 

Khurd (pt), Shivkar( pt) of Tahsil Panvel, Dist. Raigad, was sanctioned by the Vice Chairman & 

Managing Director, CIDCO under sub-section (2} of section 68 of the Maharashtra Regional & Town 

Planning Act, 1966 (hereinafter, referred to as the ‘said Act’) vide Notification No. CIDCO/ NAINA/ 

TPS-6/ Draft Scheme/ 2022/ 565; dated 21st October 2022, in exercise of the powers delegated to 

him by the Urban Development Department vide its Notification No.TPS-1817/973/CR-103/17/UD- 

13, dated 13th September, 2017. The said Notification was published in Maharashtra Government 

Gazette, Extraordinary; Part-II, dated 4th November 2022 on pages No. 1 to6; 

And whereas, the Government of Maharashtra in Urban Development Department has appointed 

Shri Abhiraj Girkar, retired Joint Director of Town Planning as the Arbitrator for the said sanctioned 

Draft Scheme vide Notification No. TPS-1222/2152/C.R.148/22/UD-12, dated 2nd December 2022, 

which was published in Maharashtra Government Gazette Part — I dated 23-29 March 2023 under 

sub-section (1) of Section 72 of the said Act ; 

And whereas, the Arbitrator, in accordance with Rule No. 13 (1) of Maharashtra Town Planning 

Schemes Rules, 1974 (hereinafter referred to ag the ‘said Rules’), has declared under his notice dated 

5th April 2023 that, he has commenced the duties as Arbitrator in respect of the NAINA Town 

Planning Scheme, No. 6 [ Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), Pali Khurd (pt), Shivkar(pt) of Tahsil Panvel, 

Dist. Raigad, with effect from 5th April 2028 ; 

And whereas, the special notices in the prescribed form No. 4 have been served to each and every 

owner of the lands included in the said scheme & their hearings with recording minutes thereof in 

this respect have been completed ; 

And whereas, the NAINA Town Planning Scheme, No. 6 [ Chikhale (pt!, Moho (pt), Pali Khurd 

(pt), Shivkar(pt) of Tahsil Panvel, Dist. Raigad, has been sub-divided by the Arbitrator under his 

notice bearing No. ARB/TPS-6/GEN/2023/488/1, dated 29th August 2023 into Preliminary Scheme 

& Final Scheme as provided under sub-section (3) of section 72 of the said Act ; 

And whereas, the Arbitrator has followed the procedure, prescribed in Rule No. 13 of the said 

Rules, and has carried out the duties laid down in sub-section (4) of section 72 of the said Act. 

Now, therefore, the undersigned as Arbitrator hereby declares that the Preliminary NAINA Town 

Planning Scheme, No. 6 [ Chikhale (pt), Moho (pt), Pali Khurd (pt), Shivkar(pt) of Tahsil Panvel, 

Dist. Raigad, has been drawn up by him on 30th November, 2023 as provided under sub-section (7) 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 6 

x HERTS VITA UNIT TAANTT FMT SA, PSMA 2, 20VB/STTAVT Vo, aH VA 

The Preliminary Scheme so drawn up by the undersigned has been published and copies thereof 

have been kept open for the inspection of the land owners and of the public during office hours 

at the office of the Arbitrator and of the Special Planning authority, NAINA, at 7th floor, Tower 

No. 10, Belapur Railway Station Complex, CBD, Belapur, Navi Mumbai. 

Date : 30th November, 2023, ABHIRAJ GIRKAR, 

Place : NAINA, 7th Floor, Tower No. 10, Arbitrator, 
CBD-Belapur 400 614. Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 6. 

ON BEHALF OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING, STATIONERY AND PUBLICATION, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY DIRECTOR, 

RUPENDRA DINESH MORE, PRINTED AT GOVERNMENT CENTRAL PRESS, 21-A, NETAJI SUBHASH ROAD, CHARNI ROAD, 
MUMBAI 400 004 AND PUBLISHED AT DIRECTORATE OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING, STATIONERY AND PUBLICATIONS, 

21-A, NETAJI SUBHASH ROAD. CHARNI ROAD, MUMBAI 400 004. EDITOR : DIRECTOR, RUPENDRA DINESH MORE. 
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