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SO Big or ics 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA 

NO. 07 

(Part of Villages Devad, Vichumbe, Kolkhe Peth, Usarli Khurd and Shivkar of 

Taluka — Panvel, District — Raigad) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

REPORT-PART A 

1. 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 came 

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- 

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 shown below: 

Table 1: Details of various stages of NAINA Town Planning Schemes 

Rae oso eer 
| TPS No. | Declaration in | -"*" | Villages | Stage 

Sc ee ee in Ha i "& 

Gazette | | | ‘ 

a 

TPS -1 08/09/2017 19.12 | Akurli, Belavali and Chikhale Scheme sanctioned on 
24/07/2022 

Chipale, Devad, Bhokarpada, | Preliminary Scheme 
Vihighar, Sangade and Belavali | sanctioned on 03/11/2021 and 

TPS -2 08/12/2017 194 



Final Scheme sanctioned on 
29/11/23. 

Nere, Vihighar, Moho, Koproli | Preliminary Scheme 
2 ae ai and Chipale sanctioned on 29/11/2022 

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

Shivkar, Bhokarpada (Chipale), | Draft Scheme sanctioned on 

TPS - 5 28/06/2019 242 Devad, Vichumbe, Bonshet, | 21/10/2022. 
Vihighar and Moho Arbitration Process started on 

TPS -6 08/08/2019 243 Chikhale, Moho, Pali Khurd | 05/04/2023 

and Shivkar 

Devad, Vichumbe,  Usarli 
TPS -7 18/09/2019 215 Khatd Ghiviarand Koike 

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, uss 
TPs-9 |20022002 |412 |on,  Bhings, . Bhere, |Pubicetion we oi) 

Lonnval. Want bud Hore completed on 05/09/2023 

Shivkar, Chikhale, Kolkhe. a 
i 4 + | Publication u/s 61(1) 

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

Deravali, Kudave, Palaspe, cee, 

TPS-11 | 14/10/2022 | 590 | Nandgaon, Turmale, Vadavali erry is » a) 
and Shirdhon compieted on 11/10/2023 

Kondale, Mahalungi, 
Chinchavali tarf Waje, Morbe, | Publication u/s 61(1) 

TPS-12 | 14/10/2022 | 504 | Ritghar, Umroli, Usarli Budruk | completed on 11/10/2023 
and Vakadi 

2. NEED OF TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 7 

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. 

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

Scheme No. 7 (TPS- 7) at part of Villages Devad, Vichumbe, Usarli Khurd, Kolkhe and 

Shivkar of Taluka — Panvel, District Raigad (admeasuring approximately 215 Ha). For the 
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purpose of implementing the proposals in the sanctioned IDP of NAINA and to introduce 

proper road network with social as well as service infrastructure. 

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 

SPA-NAINA 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. 

Forest lands, water bodies, and existing structures of valid permissions are to be 

maintained. 

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

final plot. 

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

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

layout and distributed spatially on neighborhood concept. 

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

existing structures. 

The final plots are of regular shape and developable. 

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

be allotted unencumbered final plots to its nearby original location. 

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

have a single bigger holding for better planning. 

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

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

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. 

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. 

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 Annexture 

1, Annexure 2 and Annexure 3. 

Table 2: Declaration of Intension as per MR&TP Act 1966 

CIDCO’s BR No. 12255 to declare intention to 
prepare scheme 

2 Extraordinary official Maharashtra Government | 60(2) 18/09/2019 
Gazette (part-II)-for declaration of intention 

3 Public notice in two local Newspaper: 60(2) 20/09/2019 
Ram Prahar (Marathi) 
Krishival (Marathi) 

13/09/2019 

4.2. THE SALIENT FEATURES OF TPS-7 

i. The identified Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 7 boundary admeasuring about total 

area 225.25 Ha includes developable lands admeasuring about 215.21 Ha from part of 

villages Devad, Vichumbe, Usarli khurd, Kolkhe & Shivkar of Taluka — Panvel, District - 

Raigad and is located on West side of Mumbai Pune Expressway. 

ii. The scheme area is located in Raigad district of Maharashtra state between (18.995676, 

73.132906) (North), (18.968996, 73.131588) (South), (18.984911, 73.143742) (East) and 

(18.980729, 73.131836) (West). It is linked through a state-of-the-art Expressway with 

Mumbai (40 km), the state capital and India’s commercial capital. It is about 8 km and 20 

km away from the ongoing Navi Mumbai International Airport and India’s largest container 

port JNPT, while 16 km from Thane-Belapur Industrial Belt. It abuts Pune Expressway. 

The scheme is contiguous. 

iii. The Scheme is bounded by; 

e@ On the North by Palidevad village & across Gadhi River 

e On the East by Mumbai Pune Expressway & TPS 05 

e On the South by IDP NAINA (Kolkhe village) 
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e On the West by Navi Mumbai (New Panvel) 

e A water passage collecting storm water from Moho village is traversing through 

the TPS area towards Gadhi River at Navi Mumbai. 

e Power Transmission lines of 220 KV from the middle of the scheme and 110 

KV are traversing throughout the North of the scheme, for which buffer of 35 

M and 22 M respectively is required to be kept as no-construction zone. 

e The scheme comprises approximately 39% IDP reservations like school, 

college, playgrounds, parks, crematorium, PHC, daily Bazar, Police Station, 

Centre Park, STP etc. and Growth center. 

e Major part of the scheme is developed. Land belonging to this scheme is not 

virgin. Many authorized & unauthorized structures are identified in the scheme. 

The identified scheme is the brown field scheme. 



Figure 1: Plan Showing Location of IDP and its surroundings 

Navi Mumbai Airport influnece Notified Area (NAINA) 

Panve! 
nicipal Corporatio: 



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 07. 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 M/s P. N. Shidhore Civil Engineers (1) Pvt. Ltd. 

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 by allotting every 

ownership-wise holding specific Original Plot Number (OP No.), as 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. River: 

In the scheme, Gadhi River is traversing along its northern boundary and Kirki river is 

traversing along the southern boundary of the scheme and along the northern boundary 

of village Kolkhe through the scheme. The length of the Kirki river is around 2.2 Km. 

The course of the tributary is very undulating with an average width of 15M. Area under 

this river falling in said scheme is 1.04 Ha as per ELU plan (AutoCAD) 

4.4.2. High Flood Line: 

The high flood line of Gadhi River is marked, but it is not marked for Kirki river. The 

High flood line of Gadhi River In Terms Of Blue and Red Line is running deep inside 

the scheme area. As per DCPR’s provision, the area between the river bank and blue 

flood line shall be prohibited zone for any construction except some open user and 

public utility development. 

8|Page



TP SS wed cee tC ee 
Le lets bad in 

Prat eee Rabon oa 

The area between the river bank and the blue flood line in the scheme is major area of 

about 13.70 Ha. and many structures are existing therein. Therefore as the flood control 

measure, the Corporation in the sanctioned Draft Scheme has proposed the big size of 

Government plot along the river bank, to be utilized as open spaces or Holding pond. 

Beyond that 20 mt. layout road and thereafter landholder’s plots are proposed. 

4.4.3. High Tension & Tata Hydro Power Transmission Tower Lines: 

MSEB’s extra high voltage tower line of 220 KV having corridor of 35 M traversing 

through village Vichumbe & Usarli Khurd and 110 KV having corridor of 22 M is 

passing through the village- Kolkhe. The length of HT line passing through village 

Vichumbe & Usarli Khurd is approx 1.4 Km, and in Kolkhe around 0.2 Km. In this 

scheme, in village- Vichumbe & Usarli khurd, below this power corridor, already some 

authorized as well as unauthorized structures is existing. Hence, for authorized 

structures, final plots are proposed at its original land in the sanctioned Draft Scheme. 

The land holders having land below this corridor are considered for entitlement as 

per the total area mentioned in 7/12 extract. Existence of this HT line will constrain the 

use of the land under the corridor; however lands under these corridors have to be put 

to an effective use without compromising safety requirements. As no construction is 

allowed under the high-tension buffer, at few locations the final plot of Gurcharan is 

allotted along the buffer, considering that Gurcharan shall be used as open space. 

4.4.4. Existing Railway Lines: 

Panvel- Karjat & Panvel- Roha (Konkan) Railway line are passing through the scheme. 

In addition to the existing railway line, a future expansion area is proposed along 

Panvel-Roha line. 

4.4.5. Existing Structures and Structures with Valid Building Permission: 

> The location of the scheme is in the vicinity to Navi Mumbai — New Panvel and 

therefore it is vulnerable to haphazard development. There are approximately 

712 numbers of existing structures in the scheme, very few of which are 

authorized structures. The development is in sporadic manner. With regards to 

honoring the existing structures wherever possible, more than 40% of the 

original lands were proposed as final plots at some locations in the draft 

sanctioned scheme. 
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4.5 

> Within the scheme area, there are about 712 nos. odd structures as per survey 

map and Google imagery. Out of this, the majority of structures are sheds/ 

temporary construction for the purpose of farming. As far as possible care was 

taken to provide the final plots around the structure to retain it. 

> The landowners shall hand over unencumbered original land in lieu of 

unencumbered developed Final Plot. 

>» The unauthorized structures falling in alignment of roads shall be demolished 

while executing works linear infrastructure. 

>» Incases where Building Permission was issued by the competent authority, the 

same is honored and the final plot was carved out by maintaining the structure 

in the sanctioned Draft Scheme. 

ENGINEERING AND TRANSPORTATION ASPECT: 

4.5.1. Engineering Aspects: 

TPS-7 is located adjacent to the New Panvel node of CIDCO and also shares the 

boundary of Navi Mumbai Project. The existing water supply network of Navi Mumbai 

will be extended to the scheme. 

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

across the Kirki River at Usarli Khurd Village. Till the STPs earmarked in the IDP gets 

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. 

4.5.2. Transportation Aspect: 

The road network in sanctioned Draft TPS- 7 was prepared in consultation with 

CIDCO’s T&C Dept. Necessary Modifications at major road junctions and other 

geometrics of the roads were planned after due suggestions from T&C Dept. The 

proposed road sections have provisions for future service lines such as Cooking gas 

lines, fiber optics, electric cables. The footpath will have tree guards. The main roads 

will have Bus bays and bus shelters. The proposed Dumbbell shaped interchange at 

Mumbai Pune Expressway, Devad Bridge on Gadhi River, bridge at Kirki River, 

Underpass at Railway lines were proposed in consultation with the transportation 

department. 



4.6 SPECIAL TREATMENT FOR LANDS FALLING WITHIN THE URBAN 

VILLAGE ZONE: 

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

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

have the FSI as 0.50. 

In the TPS-07, at four 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. 

4.7 RESHAPING AND REALIGNMENT OF THE IDP RESERVATIONS IN TPS - 

07. 

Total scheme area is 215.73 Ha. The scheme contains 41 % of the Sanctioned IDP 

Reservations. These reservations include IDP Roads, Schools, Schoo] Playgrounds, City Parks, 

Parks, Primary Health Centre, Daily Bazaars and Growth Centre. The total area under such 

reservations is 83.04 Ha. 

The Transportation Dept. of the Corporation had carried out a feasibility study of interchange 

at village Vichumbe. This interchange partly falls in TPS -5 and partly in TPS-7. After study, 

it was understood that the existing designed cloverleaf which is part of sanctioned IDP needs 

revision for better maneuvering. Further, after detailed discussion and deliberations on the 

various designs of interchange presented by T&C Dept., the Dumbbell shaped interchange was 

approved by CIDCO. The approved design of interchange was incorporated in the draft scheme 

and adjoining layout is modified by keeping the area of sanctioned reservations intact. 

In consideration of existing structures and irregular shape etc, the size and shape and location 

of the reservation have been reconstituted. However the areas of IDP reservations were not 

reduced. The entry and exit of roads was maintained for contiguity with adjoining areas of the 

DP/IDP. 

The Director Town Planning Office, Pune vide letter No. “1.36.01. ALARA. FH. 9 HAT 

BCR WR TAH 29/20/2022 had approved the proposal submitted for amendments in 

sanctioned development plan proposals within scheme under section 59(2) of the Act. 



The details of Sanctioned IDP Reservation, its area in sanctioned Draft Scheme and 

justification of SPA- NAINA for modification in reservation is mentioned in the Table placed 

below; 

Table 3: Justification for Modification in Reservation of TPS 07 

School 

43.8 4800 4865 In the sanctioned IDP, the 
location of 43_S was in the 
middle of GC reservation 
along the road. Hence for 
efficient layout, the location 
of the School & Playground 
is shifted at the corner of 
road location. 

448 4300 4336 In the sanctioned IDP, the 

shape of the school was 
irregular. For better layout, 
the shape is made regular 
with minor changes in 
location. 

5200 07 The location of the school 
remains unchanged; 

however, shape is made 
regular for better layout. 

Playground 185_ PG 33300 33372 In the sanctioned IDP, the 

shape of Playground was 
irregular. For better layout, 
the Playground is made 
regular shape. 

36_PG 6400 86 In the sanctioned IDP, the 

shape of Playground was 
irregular. In layout, the 
Playground is made regular 
shape with minor change in 
location. The area of 
Playground in Sanctioned 
IDP is 2479sqmt (IDP 
report was not updated as 
mentioned as 6400 sqmts), 

now in layout the area is 
increased from 2479 sqmt. 
to 5680 sqmt. 

37_PG 6300 6655 The location is unchanged 
as shown in sanctioned IDP 

with increase in area. 



38 PG 6502 For better layout planning, 
the location of School & 
Playground is _ shifted 
towards the residential side 

at the junction of road. 

Park 37000 37047 Area increased marginally. 
Reshaped due to dumbbell 
interchange. 

3200 4477 The location is unchanged 
as shown in sanctioned IDP 

with increase in area. 

1400 2145 For preparation of efficient 
layout, the location is 

modified for better layout 
planning with increase in 
area. 

229 P 3300 4095 In the sanctioned IDP, the 
shape of the park was 
irregular. For better layout 
planning, the Park is 
proposed as a regular shape 
at two locations with 
increase in area. 

221 P 1713 1826 The location is unchanged 
as per sanctioned IDP with 
minor modification in 
shape. 

220 P 2719 2860 In the sanctioned IDP, the 

shape of the park was 
irregular. For better layout 
planning, the Park is 
proposed as a regular shape 
with location unchanged. 

219 P 1000 2576 Minor change in location 
with increase in area. 

187A_P 6900 7687 The location is unchanged 
as shown in the sanctioned 

IDP. Area is increased. 

187B_P 5500 5501 For better layout, minor 
change in location. Park 
given in two parts due to 
non-availability of area in 
scheme. 

214_P 1490 1548 In sanctioned IDP location 

of park has _ existing 

13|Page 



structures Hence location is 

shifted with increase in area. 

228 GB 2500 2534 For better layout planning, 
location of reservation 

shifted along Gadhi river. 

Central Park 29_ CP (pt) 53658.69 
(as per dwg) 

54442 The location is unchanged 
with increase in area. 

Health Centre 39_ PHC 2600 2740 The location is unchanged 
with increase in area. 

40_ PHC 1500 1505 Minor shift in location. 

41_ PHC 1600 1668 Due to change in alignment 
of IDP road for better layout 
planning, minor shift in 
location of the reservation. 

Daily Bazar 31_ DB 900 1093 For better layout planning 
location and shape is 
changed with two side 
roads. 

32_DB 900 994 Minor shift in location. 

30 DB 1600 2041 In the sanctioned IDP 

location of this reservation 
was shown on developed 
land (society). Hence, the 
location is modified in 

layout. 
Police station 194 _ PS 10600 11446 Minor shift in location. 

STP 199_ STP-1 19200 24092 The location is unchanged 
as shown in sanctioned IDP 
with modification in shape 
& increase in area. 

ESS 180_ ESS 2100 2250 Minor shift in location with 

increase in area 

34_ ESS 2000 2193 In sanctioned IDP plan, 
location of ESS is affected 
by Power transmission 
corridor. In scheme layout, 
the location is shifted along 
20m wide road. 

ESR/GSR 33_ 
ESR/GSR 

2500 2564 Minor shift in location. 

Growth 

Centre 

202_GC 371000 372258 Due to revised alignment of 
dumbbell interchange (45M 
wide DP road) in 
continuation with TPS-5, 
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eon, 

area under said reservation 

is revised 
Community | 28 CC 2200 2547 Minor change in shape with 
Centre increase in area 

IDP Roads 182399 192818 Due to change in alignment 
and width, the area of road 

is increased. 

4.8 MEETING WITH LAND HOLDERS AND FRAMING OF THE TENTATIVE 

PROPOSALS: 

As per Rule No. 4(1) of TPS Rules 1974, manual owners meet was conducted on 10th to 13th 

June 2020 and digital owners meet was conducted on CIDCO website from 10th to 20th June. 

The landowners were requested to submit their suggestions till 20th June 2020. 

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 11/08/2020. The Director Town Planning office (DTP), Pune vide 

letter no. ST. Hh. FAT ALA MH. \9/F. H.\9¥/2/ SAeeet 3/2w8& dated 15/03/2021 offered remarks 

for first consultation and sanctioning of reshaping and realignment of DP reservations of TPS 

07. 

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 COVID pandemic period from 

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 07 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 

Haat and TS AR dated 28/04/2022. 

As the provision of section 67 of the MR&TP act, 1966, after publication total 23 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 34 

applications of suggestions / objections were received. The SPA considered 14 out of 57 
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applications related valid suggestions, record updation and others and the draft scheme was 

modified accordingly. 

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

The draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 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; who has been delegated the powers of sanctioning of 

the draft schemes as provided under section 68(2) of the said Act by the State Government. 

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

for consultation as per section 68(2) to the Director of Town Planning, Maharashtra State, Pune 

vide his letter dated 22.07.2022. The Director of Town Planning vide letter no. Draft TPS/TPS 

7T/INAINA/Sec 68(1)/467 dated 17.10.2022 had given consultation for sanction of TPS-7 and 

also accorded approval for suitable amendment in the sanctioned IDP reservations as per 

section 59(2) of the said Act. Vice Chairman and the Managing Director of the Corporation 

vide his Notification CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-7/Draft Scheme/2022/ dated 21/10/2022 has 

sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme no.7 (TPS-7) along with corresponding Special 

Development Control Regulations under section 68 (2) of the said Act. The said notification 

was published in the Maharashtra Government Gazette Extraordinary Part-2, dated 4-11-2022 

and in the local newspapers as required on 11/11/2022 in Dainik Raigad Nagari and Newsband 

respectively. Notice of the same attached as Annexure 6. 

5.1 STATUS OF LAND PARCELS IN THE SANCTIONED DRAFT SCHEME 

There are overall 690 number of land parcels (7/12 extracts) falling in Town Planning Scheme 

No.7 (TPS-7). The total number of Final plots (to be returned to landowners) is 439. 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 anchored (either fully, partly or touching) to its original locations. 



5.2. LAND USE DISTRIBUTION: 

The land use distribution in sanctioned Draft TPS-7 was as under: 

Table 4: Land use distribution in the Sanctioned Draft TPS 7 

1 Area of the TPS-07 as per 7/12 225.25 

2__| Area of the TPS-07 as per Drawing | 215.73 
3 Area under non developable such as | 11.62 

Nala, Forest, River, already developed 
area 

4 National Highway NH-17 2.64 
5 Area (Gross) for TPS-07 201.47 100% 

6 _| Area under IDP Reservation 83.04 41.22% 
a. Area under IDP road 19.91 9.88% 
b. IDP reservations such as Schools, | 6.98 3.46% 

Hospitals etc. 
c. IDP reservations such as Park, | 17.93 8.90% 

Playgrounds etc. 
d. Area under Growth Centre 38.22 18.97% 

7 Area (Net) available for scheme 118.43 58.78% 
8 Area under internal Roads (actuals) 15.94 7.91% 
9 Area reserved for Recreational open | 4.03 2.00% 

spaces 
10 | Area reserved towards Amenities / | 4.34 2.15% 

Social Facilities 
11_| Area available for EWS/LIG Housing | 4.05 2.01% 
12 | Area to be distributed in the form of | 90.07 44.70% 

final plots (40% of 7/12 area) 
13__| Total Numbers of original Plots 690 
14 | Total number of Final Plots to | 439 

landowners 

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. 7 vide Urban 

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

02.12.2022, which was appeared in Maharashtra Government Gazette, Konkan Division 
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Supplement, Part I dated 23-29.03.2023. The gazette notice of Appointment of Arbitrator for 

TPS-7 is attached as Annexure 7. 

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, on pages 1, 2 & 3 dated 25th April 

2023. The same notice in English and Marathi has been published in daily Newspapers Raigad 

Nagari and NewsBand dated 16/04/2023 and 17/04/2023 respectively for the information of 

the land owners and the public. The gazette notice of Commencement of Duties by Arbitrator 

and notice in 2 Newspapers for TPS-7 is attached as Annexure 8 and Annexure 9. 

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 

the scheme and accordingly to measure the FPs on ground for confirmation of their areas. 

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 on each and every owner of the original plots included in this scheme 

from all the four villages, for the hearing from 24/07/2023 to 21/08/2023. This special notice 

in form no. 4 is for communicating to the land owners, all 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 will not receive these special notices. Therefore, the general public notice was 

published in the local newspaper Kille Raigad and Ram Prahar dated 18/07/2023. Also it was 
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published on CIDCO’s website (https://cidco.maharashtra.gov.in) on 18/07/2023 and in the 

respective Gram Panchayat Offices on 20/07/2023. The notice in newspaper is attached as 

Annexure 10. 

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

was arranged between 04/09/2023 to 15/09/2023 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 on 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 Kille 

Raigad and Krushival dated 02/09/2023. Also it was published on CIDCO’s website 

(https://cidco.maharashtra.gov.in) on 05/09/2023 and in the respective Gram Panchayat Offices 

on 05/09/2023. Notice in newspaper is attached as Annexure 11. 

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 on 10/08/2023, 

Executive Engineer, MSRDC for Mumbai Pune Expressway on 21/08/2023, Executive 

Engineer, MSEDCL for Transmission line passing through TPS on 21/08/2023, were called for 

individual hearing through letter. Also, other organizations like Manager, Hindustan Petroleum 

for HP Pipeline on 21/08/2023, Manager, and TATA Power for TATA Hydropower Line on 

21/08/2023 were called for individual hearing through letter. The Corporation, NAINA 

(CIDCO) has also been given hearing on 21.11.2023 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- 

7/GEN/2023/488/2. Order attached as Annexure 12. 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 
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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 no.7, Special Development Control 

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

the corporation & 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. 

A) Land Owners:- 

1. As per CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the decision to use 60 % of their original 

land by CIDCO and to allot the remaining 40% of land to them is not acceptable. 

2. The final plot shall be granted in their original land only. 

3. NAINA TPS has no public purpose; including them in the scheme without their consent 

and levying contribution charges is itself against natural law. 

4. Ifany land is required for public purposes, it shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 

5. Gaothan extension has not been taken into consideration. 

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

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

7. 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. 

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

anchored final plots. 

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

10. 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. 

11. 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. 
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12. Recovery of contribution should be waived considering that 60% land is acquired. 

13. 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. 

14. 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, 

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

7.1.1. SPA—NAINA, CIDCO 

SPA-NAINA (CIDCO) has also been given hearing on 21.11.2022 after the draft preliminary 

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

/Arbitrator/TPS-7/2023/956 dated 24.11.2023 has submitted the following main points for 

consideration. 

1. The Gut book base map prepared by M/s P. N. Shiodhore Civil Engineers (I) Pvt. Ltd. 

is more accurately matching existing structures and NA layouts, hence to follow the 

same. The change in area of gross scheme is expected due to changes along the 

boundary of the scheme. The said boundaries are subject to final demarcation on site. 

Details of Flood Line for Kirki River were requested from Irrigation Department. 

2. The regulation to resettle the contravening structures in TPS during implementation of 

the Scheme shall be included in Special Development Control and Regulation of the 

TPS. 

3. Wherever possible, it is requested to accommodate the existing structures on OP in 

corresponding Final Plot. Also, side margins may be left around the structures (if 

unauthorized) so as to facilitate regularization of the same in future. In such cases FP 

area may be given in the range of 40% to 100% of OP area as per requirement. 

4, Final Plots against Govt. lands shown as public purpose use may be bifurcated as per 

applicable revenue conditions pertaining to land use with respect to Gurcharan, Bin- 

Akari Pad, Parigh, Kharaba, Group Gram Panchayat, etc. Land Use may be assigned to 

these final plots against Govt. / Gram Panchayat Lands. However, plots against other 

Govt. lands purchased by CIDCO where they are not restricted to conditions may be 

shown as residential land use. 

5. Small Odd shaped plots may be designated as sell plots so that the same can be used 

for Daily Bazar, Stalls Etc. 

6. DTP has suggested avoiding Open Space plots of size less than 1000 sq. mt. 
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8. 

10. 

For sale plots it is requested to propose FSI 4.00 to fetch better revenue for the authority. 

Modifications required in Special DCR for TPS as compared with sanctioned Special 

DCR of TPS -3, was submitted to UDD for consideration with retrospective effect for 

all TPS in NAINA. The same may be incorporated in the Special DCR of TPS -7. 

As per Engineering Departments remarks, roads of 20 M and above width will be taken 

for implementation in Next 5 years for TPS -7 and said Timeline for Infrastructure 

implementation may be proposed in TPS -7. 

Consultant appointed for development of NAINA Scheme has proposed widening of 

roads around Growth Centre Pockets in TPS 7 and the same may be incorporated in 

layout for Betterment of Scheme. 

7.1.2. The Collector, Raigad District 

The Tahasildar, under its letter bearing no. Aim. afaaysatrara/er-wat aia Fara 

/2023 dated 10/08/2023 has submitted the following main points for consideration: 

A) The government lands of villages Devad, Usarli Khurd, Shivkar, Vichumbe included 

in TPS-7 are required for allotment to various government purpose such as 

government offices, lands to Freedom Fighters, Gurcharan etc. 

B) Therefore no reservations should be proposed on such lands and the Government 

tenure of said lands should be maintained. 

The Incharge Sarpanch and Gramsevak of Group Grampanchayat Usarli Khurd vide 

letter no 981/2023 dated 19/10/2023 submitted following request: 

A) For the original lands of Usarli Khurd/ Deravali, Gram panchayat, the final plot of 

at least 60% of the original can be granted. 

B) 2.5 FSI shall be granted on the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 

restrictions shall be permitted to be transferred as TDR on any plot. 

€) Final plots shall be granted in the name of Usarli Khurd, Deravali. 

D) Final plots no 302 and 362 are proposed on the land wherein unauthorized 

construction existed. Therefore they requested to amalgamate reservation no -A. P 

187, final plot no 452 and final plot no 455 on Gut no 120 and allot them final plot 

on the said Gut no 120 of Usarli Khurd. 
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MODIFICATIONS MADE IN THE SANCTIONED DRAFT SCHEME BY THE 

ARBITRATOR 

7.2.1 TPS 07 Boundary 

The survey work of TPS-7 was done by M/s P. N. Shidhore Civil Engineers (I) Pvt. Ltd 

(Appointed by Engineering Dept of CIDCO). They also did the superimposition of Gut 

boundaries on the said survey map, but as it was not authenticated by the Land Record 

Authority, SPA-NAINA had considered the revenue boundaries of sanctioned Interim 

Development plan of NAINA. However during the hearing, some discrepancies were 

observed in revenue boundaries of Gut no. shown in plan no. 3 of the scheme. The said 

discrepancies were informed to SPA-NAINA wide letter dated 21.09.2023 and 

requested to give a report about the consideration of Gut boundaries to process 

preliminary TPS-7. SPA-NAINA, wide letters dated 26.10.2023 and 24.11.2023 

submitted the report that after verifying the base map of the scheme with gut book data, 

physical survey and available acquisition maps of Railways, it was observed that 

boundaries of survey numbers are best fit matching with the gut book base map 

prepared by M/s P. N. Shidhore Civil Engineers (I) Pvt. Ltd. Hence the same base map 

may be adopted and change in area of the gross scheme is expected due to changes 

along the boundary of scheme. Hence the gut book base map prepared by M/s P. N. 

Shidhore Civil Engineers (1) Pvt. Ltd has been considered and accordingly the gross 

area of the scheme is 213.726 Ha. 

7.2.2 Transport Network 

Mumbai-Pune Expressway is passing along the East boundary and Mumbai-Pune 

National Highway (NH-17) is passing almost along the West boundary of the scheme. 

Also Panvel- Karjat & Panvel- Goa (Konkan) Railway lines are passing through the 

scheme area. In consultation with CIDCO’s T&C Dept, a Dumbbell shaped interchange 

at Mumbai Pune Expressway, major arterial roads and the network of sub-arterial and 

collector roads were proposed in the sanctioned Draft TPS- 7. 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 minor changes in shape, but the area of reservations in 

the IDP are maintained. 



7.2.4 Final Plots to Land Owners 

1. In the report of the sanctioned TPS-7, it was mentioned that the location of the 

scheme is in the vicinity to Navi Mumbai - New Panvel due to which it is vulnerable 

to haphazard development. There are approximately 712 numbers of existing 

structures in the scheme, very few of which are authorized structures. The 

development is in sporadic manner. At many locations with regards to honoring 

the existing structures wherever possible, Landowners have been given more than 

40% final plot. Also SPA-NAINA, wide letters dated 17.10.2023 & 24.11.2023 

submitted that while proposing final plots, depending upon the presence of 

authorized/unauthorized structures, NA permission, and building permission 

details etc., decisions were taken on a case to case basis. Reconstitution of plot 

boundaries is proposed for existing authorized permissions in view of better 

planning of larger scheme layout. Though final plot areas are ranging from 40% to 

100% of area mentioned on 7/12 extract of the concerned survey number, no land 

is losing its potential. The authority requested to accommodate existing structure 

on OP in corresponding final plot. Also, side margins may be left around the 

structure (If unauthorized) so as to facilitate regularization of the same in future. In 

such cases, FP area may be given in the range of 40% to 100% of OP area as per 

requirement. Accordingly wherever possible, the area and shape of the proposed 

final plots, wherein structures exist, are altered to safeguard the existing structures. 

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

of their original land holdings. The 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 the SPA-NAINA on 40/60 

concept 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 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 utilise 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 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 original 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. 

The OP No. 185, 126, 188, 190, 191, 186, 142, 242, 203, 245 from village 

Vichumbe, OP No. 496, 467, 510, 433, 465, 466, 487, 493, 506, 509, 474 from 

village Usarli Khurd, OP No.17, 55, 12, 35, 42, 36, 37, 38, 40, 43, 44, 45, 39, 41 

from village Devad and OP No. 685 and 690 from village Shivkar are recorded as 

Gurcharan, Gurucharan, Group Grampanchayat Vichumbe, Gurucharan, Group 

Grampanchayat Kolkhe, Sarkari Parigh, Sarkari Bin Akari Pad, Kharaba etc. in 

7/12 extracts which are Government Lands handed over to the respective Gram 

Panchayats for grazing of cattle. 

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. 22, 162A, 

245, 451, 23, 27, 78, 69, 129A, 99+101, 239, 162B, 242, 378, 243, 362A, 320A, 

362B, 265, 323, 450, 68, 442, 77, 29 allotted in lieu of these OPs, have been 

included in the public-Semi Public Zone in the name of the Government of 

Maharashtra and in the other rights, the name of concerned Grampanchayat is 

mentioned. 

AREAS ALLOTTED FOR THE PUBLIC PURPOSES, PLANNING 

AUTHORITY, AND EWS/LIG HOUSING IN THE PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

( AIP g



A. Parks, Playgrounds and Open Spaces 

One site of City Park adjoining to the growth Centre (29_CP), 12 sites of Park 

(35_P), (218_P), 187_B_P), (187_P), (220_P), (219_P), (221_P), 187_A_P), 

214_P), 230_P), (228 GB), 229 P), 4 sites of Play Grounds (185_PG), 

(37_PG), (38_PG), (36_PG) are adjoining to the school sites as proposed in the 

IDP have been incorporated with modifications wherever necessary to fit in the 

a. 

C. 

scheme layout, but maintaining their areas and utility values. 

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 4.02 Ha. 

The total area under all categories of open space in the scheme is 21.79 Ha and 

is 10.19 % of the scheme area. 

Social Infrastructure & Utility 

Three sites for schools (45_S), (43_S), (44_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 1.48 Ha. 

Three sites of the Public Health Centre (39_PHC), (40_PHC) and (41_PHC) 

have been proposed in the scheme of a total area of 0.590 Ha. 

The existing crematoriums were included as existing amenities in the draft 

scheme. In the Preliminary Scheme, these existing crematorium as per 7/12 

extract has been designated to their actual use in FPs no. 1, 431 and 474A. The 

FPs no. 432 and 501 is provided for their extensions. 

The total area under all categories of Social Infrastructure & Utilities is 9.60 Ha 

and is 4.49 % of the scheme area. 

Growth Centre 

The site of the Growth Centre is situated on the East boundary of the scheme along 

Mumbai- Pune Expressway. The total area under Growth Centre is 37.140 Ha. and is 

17.38% 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. 
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D. Plots for Economical Weaker Section (EWS)/LIG Housing 

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

of 3.04 Ha. and it is 1.43% of the scheme area. 

E. Plots for Sale to the Planning Authority 

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

0.803 Ha. and it is 0.38 % of the scheme area. 

F. Details of Preliminary Town Planning Scheme No 07. 

Total gross area under the scheme is 213.72 Ha. and net area after deducting the 

area under Railway, pada, Area under Mumbai Pune-Highway, water body is 

198.25 Ha. 

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

provisions of sanctioned IDP. 

The lands under roads, social infrastructural sites, sites under open spaces, play 

grounds, parks etc. shall not admeasure to more than 40 percent of the scheme 

area. 

The Gurcharan Lands were allotted to the Gram Panchayats by the Government 

for grazing of the cattle. It is observed that in the draft scheme, the FPs in lieu 

of them were proposed for residential purposes with FSI of 2.5. which are now 

in Preliminary Scheme allotted to Maharashtra Govt. and placed in Public/Semi- 

Public zone. 

Plots against Government lands/ Devsthan lands/Gram Panchayat lands are 

proposed for public purpose use for the respective authority. 

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 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 

35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 88, 106, 157, 272, 294, 297, 341, 343, 399, 427, 428, 440, 

447, 463, 482, 525, 531 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. 
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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. 

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

NAINA on 1** 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. fii 



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

Preliminary Scheme 

A IDP Electric Sub-Station 

1 Electric Sub | 34 ess | 2000 | 260 | 2193 | 260 | 201061 
Station = 

2 Electric Sub | igo ess | 2100 | 436 | 2250 | 436 2249.66 
Station = 

Total Area 4100 4443 4260.28 
B IDP Community Centre 

1 Community 28 CC 2200 98 2547 98 2546.85 . 
Centre = 

Total Area 2200 2547 2546.85 

C TDP Daily Bazar 
1 DailyBazar 30 DB 1600 40 2041 40 1727.17 i 
2 DailyBazar 31 DB 900 57 1093 37 1093.07 A 
3 DailyBazar 32 DB 900 353 994 353 993.67 H 

Total Area 3400 4128 3813.91 

D IDP Schools 

1 School 44S 4300 54 4336 54 4614.41 3 
2 School BS 4800 328 4865 328 4863.53 . 
3 School 45S 5200 349 5307 349 5306.85 - 

Total Area 14300 14508 14784.80 
E IDP Primary Health Centres 

1 | PublicHealth | 39 pyc | 1490 147 2740 | 147 2748.49 5 
Centre = 

2 | PublicHealth | 4) pyc | 1600 158 1668 | 158 1651.54 J 
Centre = 

3 | PublicHealth | 49 puc | 1500 331 1505 | 331 1505.83 : 
Centre a 

Total Area 4590 5913 5905.08 
F IDP Police Station 

1 Police Station | 194.PS | 10600 444 11446 | 444 11131.61 : 
Total Area 10600 11446 11131.61 - 

G IDP STP 

1 seen 199 STP | 19200 472 24092 | 472 21399.87 : 
Treatment Plant = 

Total Area 19200 24092 21399.87 
H IDP ESR/GSR 

Elevated - 

Storage 
1 | Reservoir/Grou | *2=ESR/ | 500 | 317 | 2564 | 317 2564.38 GSR 

nd Storage 
Reservoir 

Total Area 2500 2564 2564.38 

IDP Growth Centres 

I | Growth Centre | 202_GC icon |e 25351 | 183 25356.33 F 

2 | Growth Centre | 202 GC 184 72189 | 184 76660.21 z 



Growth Centre 202_GC 189 268142 189 269389.22 

Total Area 371000 372258 371405 

J IDP City Park 

1 City Park | 29 CP 53658.69 333 54442 333 53881.47 

Total Area 53658.69 54442 53881.47 

K IDP Parks 

1 10A 951.00 
5) Park 203_P 1400 10 2145 10B 1346.08 

3 Park 228 GB 2500 21 2534 21 2372.13 

4 Park 229 P 18 18 1969.87 

5 Park 229_P iid 19 4095 19 2415.16 

6 Park 214 P 1490 164 1548 164 1548.163 

7 Park 35_P 185 185 2987.05 

8 Park 35_P 186 186 4242.32 

9 Park 35_P 186A 186A 4338.70 

10 Park 35 P 187 187 4999.75 

11 Park 35_P ae 187A 37047 187A 7227.66 

12 Park 35_P 374 5383.97 

13 Park 35_P 188 188 3448.28 

14 Park 35_P 336 7504.88 

15 Park 220 P 2719 435 2860 435 1324.18 

16 Park 219 P 1000 382 2576 382 2268.78 

17 Park 187B P 430 430 573.70 

18 Park 187B _P aa 489 5501 489 3844.59 

19 Park 218 P 3200 433 4477 433 2991.92 

20 Park 187A_P 6900 452 7687 452 7689.99 

21 Park 221 _P 1713 455 1826 455 1380.80 

Total Area 66722 72296 70809.05 

L IDP Playgrounds 

41 Play Ground 36_PG 6400 53 5686 53 5959.76 

42 Play Ground 38 PG 6500 332 6502 332 6567.53 

43 Play Ground 37_ PG 6300 350 6655 350 6655.21 

44 Play Ground 185 PG 33300 500 33372 500 33771.80 

Total Area 52500 §2215 52954.30 

eee 6) ae 620852.3 615458,2 
Reservations 

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

the Preliminary Scheme 

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

1 Layout Open Space 2 1047.51 2 386.1716 

2 Layout Open Space 6 1018.92 6 419.7156 

3 Layout Open Space 59 346.28407 59 346.2872 



“~ 

4 Layout Open Space 82 928.6103 

5 Layout Open Space 86 135.7812 

6 Layout Open Space 90 664.19 

7 Layout Open Space 110 1160.1843 

8 Layout Open Space 112 1650.53 

9 Layout Open Space 136 496 136 383.2420 

10 Layout Open Space 145 1036.75 145 993.6470 

11 Layout Open Space 170A 122.3430 

12 Layout Open Space 195 300.42 195 406.0908 

13 Layout Open Space 199 960.35 199 314.0293 

14 Layout Open Space 202 2017.99 202 2146.2665 

15 Layout Open Space 210 1403.48 210 1707.3014 

16 Layout Open Space 214 1277.93 214 1173.6741 

17 Layout Open Space 233 693.33 233 795.4078 

18 Layout Open Space 241 1236.75 241A 1086.8713 

19 Layout Open Space 241C 241.0487 

20 Layout Open Space 241B 462.5817 

21 Layout Open Space 

22 Layout Open Space 250B 1000.28 

23 Layout Open Space 269B 383.78 269B 866.6552 

24 Layout Open Space 273 468.54 273 396.14 

25 Layout Open Space 288 455.64 288 179.74 

26 Layout Open Space 289 235.43 289 109.81 

27 Layout Open Space 294 815 

28 Layout Open Space 308 239.65 308 311.74 

29 Layout Open Space 318 213.01 318 213.01 

30 Layout Open Space 335 468.63 

31 Layout Open Space 371B 1716.40 

32 Layout Open Space 363 1894.58 

33 Layout Open Space 379 3781.25 379 1432.73 

34 Layout Open Space 380 691.40 380 534.75 

35 Layout Open Space 381 2859.53 381 2039.96 

36 Layout Open Space 387 159.37 

37 Layout Open Space 414 442.34 

38 Layout Open Space 416 1245.31 416 394.69 

39 Layout Open Space 426 883.02 

40 Layout Open Space 428 2287.20 

41 Layout Open Space 429 222.31 

42 Layout Open Space 461B 204.2 

43 Layout Open Space 473 1407.12 473 432.08 

44 Layout Open Space 474B 548.81 

45 Layout Open Space 496 1689.53 

46 Layout Open Space 497 813.15 



Layout Open Space 

48 Layout Open Space 813.36 

49 Layout Open Space 713.36 

50 Layout Open Space 924.73 553 924.26 
51 Layout Open Space 553A 1068.06 

52 Layout Open Space 8117.62 562 7730.56 

Draft Layout Amenity -33 40283.89 40218.14 
Preliminary Layout Open 

space - 43 

i 

Amenities in addition to IDP Sites B 

1 Layout Amenity 1 1366.00 1 1721.04 

2 Layout Amenity 5 1122.58 5 1026.42 

3 Layout Amenity 41 268.89 

4 Layout Amenity 44 181.49 152.48 

5 Layout Amenity 61 1285.00 61 1221.47 

6 Layout Amenity 72 529.46 72 504.03 

7 Layout Amenity 82 928.61 

8 Layout Amenity 86 794.34 

9 Layout Amenity 1373.26 

10 Layout Amenity 94 796.41 94 783.49 

11 Layout Amenity 105 1246.67 105 498.45 

12 Layout Amenity 110 441.21 

13 Layout Amenity 125 193.60 125 193.68 

14 Layout Amenity 146 3525.42 146 3522.84 

15 Layout Amenity 150 979.09 150A 979.09 

16 Layout Amenity 157 1496.89 

17 Layout Amenity 160 1244.97 160 1206.01 

18 Layout Amenity 167A 373.66 

19 Layout Amenity 174 408.96 174 408.97 

20 Layout Amenity 178 1313.67 178 757.12 

21 Layout Amenity 181 597.49 181 597.11 

22 Layout Amenity 201 587.09 

23 Layout Amenity 258 1182.81 258 

24 Layout Amenity 265 759.27 

2s) Layout Amenity 269A 522.83 

26 Layout Amenity PNT) 384.97 365.24 

27 Layout Amenity 298 990.82 1723.79 

28 Layout Amenity 323 136.69 

29 Layout Amenity 335 311.54 

30 Layout Amenity 345 1410.57 



31 Layout Amenity 357 1044.59 357 1749.32 

32 Layout Amenity 404 279.14 407 388.15 

33 Layout Amenity 414 588.99 

34 Layout Amenity 418 411.66 418 709.74 

35 Layout Amenity 431 372.95 431 199.96 

36 Layout Amenity 432 642.29 432 460.54 

37 Layout Amenity 446 487.76 446 488.17 

38 Layout Amenity 460 3774.25 

39 Layout Amenity 463 637.87 

40 Layout Amenity 469 1416.24 469 1146.70 

4l Layout Amenity 474 2275.00 4T4A 2366.50 

42 Layout Amenity 479 1180.11 479 498.59 

43 Layout Amenity 481 1128.68 

44 Layout Amenity 490 2047.00 

45 Layout Amenity 496 905.59 

46 Layout Amenity 497A 358.38 

47 Layout Amenity 498 2162.92 

48 Layout Amenity 498A 271.50 

49 Layout Amenity 501 372.20 

50 Layout Amenity 510 1400.06 

51 Layout Amenity 517 344.90 By) 344.91 

52 Layout Amenity 526 257.59 

53 Layout Amenity 551 484.89 551 484.73 

54 Layout Amenity 560 571.73 560 573.04 

Tot | Draft Layout Amenity - 51 48066.74 29605.70 
al Preliminary Layout 

Amenity - 33 

EC EWS/ LIG Housin 

1 EWS/LIG Housing 47 3107.67 

2 EWS/LIG Housin; 50 2354.78 

3 EWS/LIG Housing 64 1906.70 64 1868.80 

4 EWS/LIG Housing 307 3197.93 307 2405.41 

5 EWS/LIG Housing _| 112 1668.89 

6 EWS/LIG Housing 269 8960.45 269 5630.81 

7 EWS/LIG Housing 139 7544.74 139 7132.74 

8 EWS/LIG Housing 315 2370.26 315 2342.04 

9 EWS/LIG Housing 336 6671.74 

10 EWS/LIG Housing 346 1790.87 346 1790.99 

11 EWS/LIG Housin 131 2879.40 131 2693.53 

12 EWS/LIG Housing 395 2600.40 

13 EWS/LIG Housing 494 2046.36 
Tot Draft EWS/LIG- 10 40476.13 30488.38 
al Preliminary Layout 

EWS/LIG - 10 

D Govt./ Public Purpose Lands 

1 Public/Govt Land _| | | 442 | 516.03 | 



2 Public/Govt Land 378 524.25 

3 Public/Govt Land 450 4359.66 

4 Public/Govt Land 451 2181.50 

5 Public/Govt Land 323 136.69 

6 Public/Govt Land 265 511.20 

7 Public/Govt Land 239 642.71 

8 Public/Govt Land 242 454.11 

9 Public/Govt Land 243 825.84 

10 Public/Govt Land 245 2489.68 

11 Public/Govt Land 129A 3419.47 

12 Public/Govt Land 162A 987.18 

13 Public/Govt Land 99+101 6590.77 

14 Public/Govt Land 78 6556.20 

15 Public/Govt Land ii, 760.25 

16 Public/Govt Land 69 3412.22 

17 Public/Govt Land 68 160.03 

18 Public/Govt Land Di, 914.21 

19 Public/Govt Land 23 11944.73 

20 Public/Govt Land 29 3457.22 

21 Public/Govt Land 22 19675.86 

22 Public/Govt Land 362A 1257.56 

23 Public/Govt Land 320A 2667.77 

24 Public/Govt Land 362B 6082.62 

25 Public/Govt Land 162B 1436.25 

Tot Draft Layout Amenity - 0 81964.16 

al Preliminary Layout 

Public/Govt Lands-25 

E Sale Plot 

1 Sale Plot 510 606.57 

2 Sale Plot 535B 265.58 

3 Sale Plot 497B 196.46 

4 Sale Plot 481 756.31 

5 Sale Plot 383 623.69 

6 Sale Plot 460 2085.60 

7 Sale Plot 201 376.94 

8 Sale Plot 170B 148.55 

9 Sale Plot 79B 123.37 

10 Sale Plot 150B 771.71 

11 Sale Plot 41 349.57 

12 Sale Plot 48 602.86 

13 Sale Plot 129D 300.44 

14 Sale Plot 167B 280.20 

15 Sale Plot 167C 297.97 

16 Sale Plot 387 245.44 

Tot | Draft Layout Sale Plot - 8031.34 
6 

= Preliminary Layout Sale 

Plots-16 
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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. | 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. 

Table 7: Land-Use Analysis of the Preliminary Scheme and its comparison with the sanctioned Draft 

Scheme 

198.25 Ha 
Total Area 215.73Ha (Gross Area) 213.726 HA (Gross Area) i 

Under Scheme | 201.47 Ha (Net Area) (nie 
Area) 

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

EWS/LIG 
A ; 4.05 2.0 3.05 3.05 1.43 1.54 

Housing 

Total Users as ci sia 
of the Total 

B per Section 64 4.05 2.0 3.05 3.05 1.43 1.54 
Area under 

(e-) @ TPS-7. 

A For Roads. 

1 IDP Roads 20.82 
35.85 17.79 37.15 17.38 18.73 

2 Layout Roads 16.33 

B For Parks, Play Ground, Garden & Open Spaces 



1 IDP City Parks 5.39 

2 IDP Parks 7.08 
17.93 8.9 17.76 8.31 8.96 

IDP Play 
3 5.30 

Grounds 

Layout Open 
4 4.03 2.0 4.02 4.02 1.88 2.03 

Spaces 

Total Open 
21.96 10.9 21.79 10.19 10.99 

Space Area 

Cc For Social Infrastructure and Public Utility 

1 IDP Schools 1.48 

2 | IDP Daily Bazar 0.38 

IDP Prim 
3 saad 0.59 

Health Centres 

4 IDP ESS 0.43 
6.98 355 6.64 3.11 3.35 

5 IDP ESR/GSR 0.26 

IDP Police 
6 1.11 

Station 

7 IDP CC 0.25 

8 IDP STP 2.14 

Layout 
9 i 4.34 2.2 2°53 

Amenities 
2.96 1.39 1.49 

Existing 
10 0.43 

Amenity 

Total Social 

Infrastructure 
11.32 5.62 9.60 4.49 4.84 

and Public 

Utility Area 

D Sale plot by SPA NAINA 

1 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.80 Sale Plots 

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

0.38 
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IDP Growth 
A 38.22 19.0 37.14 37.14 17.38 18.73 

Centres 

Govt./ Public 
B 8.20 8.20 3.84 4.13 

Purpose Lands 

Total of Plot 

Users not 
38.22 18.5 45.34 21.21 22.87 

falling under 

64(g-1) 

4 Area excluded from Scheme to calculate Net Area 

Area Under 

1 Pune-Mumbai 2.72 2.72 1.27 

Highway 

Area Under 11.62 ; 
2 11.47 10.57 4.94 

Railway 

Waterbody 0.92 0.92 0.43 

4 Pada 0.36 0.36 0.17 

Final Plots allotted to Land Owners 

Final Plots 

1 allotted to Land 90.07 44.7 81.45 81.45 38.11 41.08 

Owners 

Gross Scheme 
i 201.47 100.0 213.726 | 213.726 | 100.00 100.00 

rea 

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 

9) Special Development Control and Promotion Regulations 

The Preliminary Town Planning Scheme, NAINA no. 07 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. 101, 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. Said notices are attached as Annexure 13 and Annexure 14. 

The Preliminary Town Planning Scheme, NAINA no. 07 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-7/Pre-Sub/2023/522, dated 29% 

December 2023. 

Sn) 

(Abhiraj Girkar) 

Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 7. 

29th December 2023 

The State Government has sanctioned the Preliminary Scheme vide Urban Development 

Department Notification no. TPS-1224/06/C.R.23/24/UD-12 dated 1% 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 October, 2024 on pages no. 123 to 167. The 

Preliminary Scheme is in force w.e.f. 3"! November, 2024. 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary : 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA 

NO. 7 

(Part of Villages Devad, Vichumbe, Kolkhe Peth, Usarli 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. 7. 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

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, unless 

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 
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5) 

6) 

7) 

8) 

9) 

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. 

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

ownet/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. 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 have already vested in the SPA - NAINA after the sanction of draft scheme 

u/s 68(2). The 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 Power Transmission lines can be used as open space following all 

the guidelines as governed by MSEDCL. 

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 ket for any use 
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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. 

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 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. 

29) 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. 

(Abhiraj Girkar) 

Arbitrator 

NAINA, Town Planning Scheme No. 7. 

29 December, 2023 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary 
Urban Development Department, GoM 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA 

NO. 7 

(Part of Villages Devad, Vichumbe, Kolkhe Peth, Usarli 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(1 AA) 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 / Bevelepment-Rlan-and shall be eligible for development for uses 

prescribed in Regulation No. 31 of the Sanctioned DCPRs eft -2019 Prouided— 

mixed-use-zene-ofthe-sanetioned-DEPR 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. 
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. 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. 

. 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. 

. Development Permission in a Final Plot shall be granted only after ascertaining that the 

amount mentioned in column 15 of Form No. | 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. 

. 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 ef he4#NA- 

2019. 

. The 10 % Recreational Open Space prescribed under regulation No. 20.3.1 of the 

DCPRs e=N44NA-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 erigine-plets-have-shared-theielands 

final plots have shared their lands from their original plots. 

. The 5 % Amenity Space prescribed under regulation No. 20.3.11 of the sanetiened: 

DCPRs of ete’ — 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 

original_plots—have—shared—theislands final plots have shared their lands from their 

original plots. 

. 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: 

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 

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. 

11. 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 shall 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. 1 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 



a ae ee ee 
oo RPS arp ohare oa 

fa aes erat) 

under Rule No. 6(v) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974 shall be 

1.00. 

13. Ifthe 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 
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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 

40 sq. m. to less than | Row House Type Up to 15m 0.0 US) 

150 sq. m. Semi-detached Up to 15m 1.5 15 

*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 15m 1.5 (phs) 

than 450 sq. m. type 

Detached type Up to 15m 2.25 2.25 

Above 15 m up H/S H/5 

to24 m 

450 sq. m to less than | Detached type Up to 15 m 3.00 3.00 

1000 sq. m. Above 15 m up to H/5 H/5 

24m 

Above 24 m up to 6.00 6.00 

37.5m 

1000 sq. m and above | Detached type Up to 15m 3.00 
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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/5 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 

basement can be extended in side and rear margins upto 1.5 m. from the plot boundary 



24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

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. 
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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. re 

Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 7 

29 December, 2023. 

The modifications carried out while sanctioning the Preliminary Town Planning Scheme, 

NAINA No. 06 are shown in blue colour. 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department 
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11. LEGAL FORMALITIES IN TPS-7: 

Table 9: Legal Formalities 

Resolution No. "12255, Board 
Declaration of Intention 60 (1) Meeting No. 13.09.2019 13.09.2019 

Gazette Publication of Maharashtra Government Gazette, 

2 notice GO) Extraordinary Part II naar 

g | Mevepener Pimeion ot POO) Ram Prahar, Krushiwal 20.09.2019 
notice Rule 3(2) 

d ; Letter No. CIDCO/ 

4 | See ee eiion tne Plat | A) NAINA/CP/TPS-7/ __2019/SAP | 18.09.2019 
to Govt. and DTP 

604/375 

Publication of Plan and 60 (3) 

5 Gazette notice in SPA’s|_— <7) |, wmwne 18.09.2019 
Rule. 3(1) 

office 

renee TPS No. Vf NAINA/Sec 

6 tc id hy iy DEER T Ks) 61(3)/Time-Limit Extension/JDTP- | 04.03.2020 
KDN/2061 dt. 04.03.2020 

10.06.2020 

ih Meeting with Owners Rule 4(1) — to 

20.06.2020 

F : 61(1) Letter No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS- 

S| Sonatina eel ate 472) 7/Consultation ws 61(1) /2020/1213 | 1-08-2020 
9 National Lockdown applicable as per Maharashtra Ordinance XV of 2020 dated 31st August 2020 

DTP’s Remarks on draft | 61(1) aw. Fat La. 7/997. 74/20/eteet 
10 15.03.2021 

scheme Rule 4(2) 3/1495 

Gazette Publication of | 61(1) Maharashtra Government Gazette, 

" Notice Rule 5(1) Extraordinary Part II eoeereoes 

Newspaper Publication of | 61(1) ' z ; 
12 nities Rule 5(2) Krushiwal, Raigad Nagari 28.04.2022 

Suggestions/ . Objections ll 
8 Received Timeframe BHE Oe) ae ; 

27.05.2022 

Sines nt to Govt. for CIDCO/NAINA/TPS- 

14 Sanction 68(1) 7/Sec68(1)/2022/E-136658 22.07.2022 

(Now to MD, CIDCO) 

16 | Consultation with DTP —_—_—| 68(2) re) RR AR Eee | ranges 
68(1) /467 

CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-7/Draft 
17 Sancti f Draft Sch 68(2 21.10.2022 anction of Draft Scheme (2) Scheme /2022 

Gazette publication of CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-7/Draft 
18 68(2 04/11/2022 

Sanction of Draft Scheme @) Scheme /2022 

B Arbitrator Proceedings —— 
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Gazette Notification of | TPS-1222/2152/C.R.148
 

19 Appointment of an | 72(1) /22/UD-12 02/12/2022 

Arbitrator by Govt. 

Gazette publication of TPS-1222/2152/C.R.148 23-29 

20 Appointment of an | 72(1) /22/UD-12 March 

Arbitrator by Govt. 2023 

Gazette of Arbitrator. to |. ARB/TPS-7/GEN/2023/08 dated 
21 2 

commence the duties Bast 05/04/2023 iii 

9 Newspaper publication of Rule 13 ARB/TPS-7/GEN/2023/08 dated | 16/04/2023 

commencement of duties 05/04/2023 , 17/04/223 

Issued to all Land Owners by Post. 

F _ a Hearing Schedule is published on 

23 pine See i ene ¢ boul 3) CIDCO’s _— website —_and | 18/07/2023 
ert Newspaper - Dainik Sagar and 

Dhavate Navnagar. 

4 Hearing Period 24/07/2023 
st 

24 Hieeraig (9 Lane Rule 13 to 

nee 21/08/2023 
Issued to all Land Owners by Post, 

who did not appear for 1* Hearing. 

: ee Hearing Schedule is published on 
25 Special Notices in form 4 | Rule 13 CIDCO’s website and Newspaper - 02/09/2023 

Dainik Sagar, Dainik Raigad Nagari 

and CIDCO’s Website 

; Hearing Period. 04/09/2023 nd 26 = Hearing to Land Rule 13 is 

sented 15/09/2023 
Request to State Govt to PAG/ATAl-\9/ATATALA/2ORI/¥ig0 
extend time limit to | 72(4)]) 

27 02/0 
prepare preliminary | Rule 13(4) Bas 

scheme. 

Arbitrator to subdivide ARB/TPS-7/GEN/2023/488/2 

the scheme into | 72(4)(i) 
28 29/08/202 

Preliminary and _ Final | Rule 13(4) sciclaii 

schemes 

29 Remarks of SPA, NAINA | 72(4)(i) CIDCO/NAINA/Arbitrator/TPS- aa lieee 

on hearing to Arbitrator | Rule 13(3) 7/2023/956 

Preparation of ARB/TPS-7/Award/223/512 

30 Preliminary Scheme by | 72(3) 30/11/2023 

the Arbitrator 

31 Publication of notice 723) FERTR 01/12/2023 

regarding preparation of AMAT HAH ox, Raia of feday, 



om \ 

the preliminary scheme ORR 

Publication of notice Dainik Kille Raigad, Ram Prahar 

32 | regarding preparation of and Newsband 12/12/2023 

the preliminary scheme 

Submission of the ARB/TPS-7/GEN/2023/522 

33 Preliminary Scheme to | 72(3) 29/12/2023 

the Govt for sanction 

Sanctioning of TPS-1224/06/CR-23/24/UD-12 

Preliminary Scheme by | 86 (1) 01/03/2024 

State Govt. 

G ‘ MGG, Part 1, Kokan Division | 26/09/2024 
azette Sanction of 

Preliminary Scheme make) Burpisient & 
02/10/2024 

29% December, 2023 

jex” 
ae 

Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 7. 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary 
Urban Development Department, GoM 
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12. TIMELINES FOLLOWED IN PREPARING TPS-7: 

Table 10: Timelines followed in TPS - 7 

Declaration of Intention | 13/09/2019 

Declaration in the Official Gazette (30 days) 

(upto 19/08/2019) 

Covid Orders 31/03/2022 

Publication of Draft Scheme 
(9+3 months extension) 

(upto 06/08/2020) 
25/04/2022 

Submission of Draft Scheme to Govt. (Now to MD, 

CIDCO) 
3 months from Publication 

(upto 25/07/2022) 

22/07/2022 

Sanction of the Draft Scheme by Govt. 

3 months from submission by Planning Authority. 

(upto 22/10/2022) 
Gazette Notification of Sanction of the Draft Scheme 
by Govt. 

Appointment of Arbitrator 

One month 
(upto 04/12/2022) 

To draw Preliminary Scheme 

9 months + 3months extension 
(upto 01/12/2023) 

Submission of the Preliminary Scheme 
(No time limit prescribed) 

11 Sanctioning of Preliminary Scheme by State Govt. 

12 Gazette Publication 26-09-2024 to 

29th December, 2023. 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 
, Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

(Part of Villages of Devad, Vichumbe, Kolkhe Peth, Usarli Khurd, Shivkar, Tal. Panvel. Dist. Raigad) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

(Under Section 72(4) and Rule 13 (5) & (6)) 

Table A 
Original Plot-wise Decisions of the Arbitrator 

T.MH. Staff & friends CoHo. Sco. |  (42/1/42/2A | Class I - 4 p 5 324 They neither appeared for a hearing nor The layout of the scheme has been revised by Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale ass ) ve 247 submitted any representation. considering the existing boundary of the original : 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 2 — Pook me uae Class I od i Devad 67 7166 Plot no. 3 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 3 T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. Class I (42/1/42/2D Devad 68 1.647 plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale ) r 
recorded in table B. TMH. Staff & friends CoHo. Sco. “(42/4212 

4 | Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale Class I B) Devad | 66 | 2,000 
T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. 5 Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale ClassI | (43(P)/1(P)) | Devad 69 8,019 

T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. 6 Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale ClassI | (43(P)/2(P)) | Devad 70 - 3 

T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. 
Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale ClassT | (43(PV/3(P)) | Devad a . 
T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. (44(P)/45/1 

: Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale Class I B/1(P)) Devad 72 4,261 
9 | TMH. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. (44(Py/45/1 

Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale Class I B/2(P)) Devad 73 - 

10 T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. (44(P)/45/1 
Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale Class I B/3(P)) Devad 74 - 

T.M.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. (44(P)/45/1 
“a Secretary, Ravindra Pahanu Ingale ee B/A(P) Devad 5 . 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
submitted any representation. Final Plot no. 4, as shown in plan no 4, has been 

12 | Suresh D. Kolhe Class I (41/2) Devad 64 2,000 4 allotted to the owner(s) and of the min, ale eewonbed 

in Table B. ———w 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
Name of Owner 

Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ ‘ 
Hissa no Village 

OP No | Area 
FP | ~ Representation of Owners on Sanctioned] 

Draft TPS -7 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 4 

1B} 

Parshuram Dharma Waghmare, Bebibai 
Pandharinath Mhatre, Lilabai Shankar 
Patil, Savitribai Prakash gharat, Ramesh 

Gulab Chaudhari, Vijeta Laxmikant 

Sing, Jay Mata di Builders and 
Developers Behalf partner 

Class I (40/0) Devad 62 2,480 

Parshuram Waghmare & others submitted their 
representation dt. 24/07/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and to allot the remaining 40% of land 
to them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall 
be granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 was sanctioned 
under the provisions of the MR & TP Act, 1966. In 

the scheme, Final plot no 7 was proposed in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no 40 and 
adjoining lands. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing building in the original plot 
and in view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot 
no. 7 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

14 Vasant N. More Class | (36/2) Devad 56 4,000 

They have not appeared for a hearing but 
submitted representation dated 10/10/2023 
Submission in representation- 1) They have 
not accepted the CIDCO’s proposal of 40/60 
plot allotment. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and revised reconstituted 
Final Plot no. 8, as shown in the plan no 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

15 
M/s Shree Swaminathan Developers 
Behalf partner Prabhakar S. Sonawane, 

Sandip G. Waghmare 
Class I (38/2) Devad 560 

They submitted their representation dt. 
25/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-1) As per — 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and to allot the remaining 40% of land 
to them is not acceptable. 2) They constructed 
an apartment building on their original land 
bearing survey no 38/2 with permission from 
Grampanchayat, Vichumbe on 25/11/2012 and 
also obtained a completion certificate from 
Grampanchayat Devad on 25/07/2016. The 
society is also formed with the name Swaminath 
Apartments Housing Society, so the said TPS 
scheme -7 is not applicable to them. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 was sanctioned 
under the provisions of the MR & TP Act, 1966. In 
the scheme, Final plot no 9 was proposed in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no 38/2 and 
adjoining lands. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing building in the original plot 
and in view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot 
no. 9 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

16 
Indu Nana Waghmare, Sunil Nana 
Waghmare, Dilip Nana Waghmare, — 

(39/0) Devad 61 2,380 11 
Indu Waghmare and others have submitted their 
representation dt. 24/07/2023 but did not appear 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 was santtigned 
under the provisions of the MR & TP Act, 1966. In- 

58 | Page 



Ee ie =a aes feos = 
vijay Nana Waghmare, Gulab Sunil 
Patil 

for the hearing 
Submission in representation-1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and to allot the remaining 40% of land 
to them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall 
be granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

the scheme, Final plot no 7 was proposed in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no 39 and 
adjoining lands. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirement and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 11 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

17 

M/s Prayag Gurukrupa builders Behalf 
partner Baburao Gajanan Mhatre, 
Pradip krushna bhopi, Narendra namdev 
dhadve, Virendre Hariba Lagade, 
Prajesh Sanjay Kamble 

Class I (33/0) Devad 52 3,090 12 

They requested to give 1 month time period to 
collect all documents, but thereafter did not 
submit any representation. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 was sanctioned 
under the provisions of the MR & TP Act, 1966. In 
the scheme, Final plot no 12 was proposed in part of 
their original holdings bearing Gut no 33 and 
adjoining lands. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing building in the original plot 
and in view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot 
no. 12 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) 
and of the area as recorded in table B. 

18 

Jagan Shankar Waghmare, Somi 
Tukaram Bhopi, Gomi Sgankar Mhatre, 
Parshuram Jayram Waghmare, Vishwas 
Jayram Waghmare, Manisha Mangesh 
bhagat, Janabai Changa Patil, Sonabai 
Jayram Waghmare 

Class I (31/0) Devad 49 1,720 13A 

Parshuram Waghmare submitted their 
representation dt. 24/07/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 
Submission in hearing- 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 
regarding the inclusion of them in the said 
scheme. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 was sanctioned 
under the provisions of the MR & TP Act, 1966. In 
the scheme, Final plot no 13A was proposed in part 
of their original holdings bearing Gut no 31, 34 and 
adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to change in name of the owners, as per the 
updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot no. 13A, as shown in plan no 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

19 

Jagan Shankar Waghmare, Somi 
Tukaram Bhopi, Gomi Sgankar Mhatre, 
Parshuram Jayram Waghmare, Vishwas 
Jayram Waghmare, Manisha Mangesh 
bhagat, Janabai Changa Patil, Sonabai 
Jayram Waghmare 

Class II (34/0) Devad 53 2,500 13B 

Parshuram Waghmare submitted their 
representation on 24/07/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 
Submission in hearing- 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 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 was sanctioned 
under the provisions of the MR & TP Act, 1966. In 
the scheme, Final plot no 13A was proposed in part 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
No 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 

Gat no/ 

Hissa no Village OP No 
| “Representation of Owners on Sanctioned. 

Draft TPS -7 
Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C_ ee 7 
“of the people, therefore raised their objection 
regarding the inclusion of them in the said 
scheme. 

updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot no.13B, as shown in plan no 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

20 
Virsen Kamlakar Sav, Paris Kunjavihar 
sav, Sandhya Kunjavihar Sav 

Class I (27/1C) Devad 29 

21 
Virsen Kamlakar Sav, Paris Kunjavihar 
sav, Sandhya Kunjavihar Sav 

Class I (27/2A) Devad 30 23,170 

14, 
55, 75 

They appeared for a hearing on 27/07/2023 and 
also submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing -1) Their property 
bearing survey no. 27/1C and 27/2A are located 
above the level of the Gadhi River and are never 
affected by the flood water. 2) In lieu of their 
original lands, final plots no 14, 55, and 75 have 

been proposed at another location. They 
requested that they be granted 2 final plots of 
equal sizes and out of that 1 shall be in the place 
of their existing house in survey no 27/2A for 
Smt. Sandhya Sao & Shri. Paris Kunjvihari Sao 
and second shall be adjoining to it for Virsen 
Sao. 3) They requested to grant the final plot of 
a minimum of 60% area of their original land. 
4) 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. 5) The contribution amount as per form 
no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived off. 6) 
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. 

Applicant's original land bearing Gut no. 27/1C & 
27/2A are adjoining to Gad River and fall within its 
High Flood Line. NAINA has proposed holding 
ponds in the said land and therefore their request to 
grant final plots in their original land in place of 
their existing house cannot be accepted. Considering 
the area of reservations and amenities in TPS-7, the 
request to grant the final plot of a minimum of 60% 
of the original land cannot be considered. Regarding 
FSI and TDR provisions, the regulations are already 
proposed in SDCR for TPS-7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 14, 55, & 75 have been 
allotted with correction in the area as shown in plan 
no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
table B. 

22 Vinod K. Patil Class I (37/2) Devad 58 1,040 15 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 15, as shown in plan no 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

23 
Nilesh Dashrath Devkar, Rupesh 
Nagnath Khanavkar, Anant Ramdas 
Waskar 

Class I (38/1) Devad 59 2,600 16 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 16 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

24 
Ashok Barku Waghmare, Gana Barku 
Waghmare, Raghunath Waghmare 

Class I (37/1) Devad 37 2,170 17 

Samadhan & Satyavan Ganesh Waghmare, heirs 
of Gana Barku Waghmare, submitted their 

representation on 31/07/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 

Draft Town Plapating Sehe 

under the pro vii 8 
the scheme, Fidalplot 

RTP Act, 1966. In 
oN opposed in part of 

g Gut\ho 37/1 and their origin | bo Jdings 



Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and to allot the remaining 40% of land 
to them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall 
be granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

adjoining lands. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing building in the original plot 
and in view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot 
no. 17 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area and name of 
the owners as shown in plan no. 4, to the owner(s) 
and of the area as recorded in table B. 

25 

Malati Shankar Ramdharane, Naresh 
Shankar ramdharane, Parashuram 
Shankar Ramdharane, Vanita Shankar 
Ramdharane, Karuna Shankar 
Ramdharane, Jyoti Prakash Chandane 
Surekha Shashikant Singasane 

> 

Class I Q7/NA/1) Devad 27 6,020 

26 

Malati Shankar Ramdharane, Naresh 
Shankar ramdharane, Parashuram 
Shankar Ramdharane, Vanita Shankar 
Ramdharane, Karuna Shankar 
Ramdharane, Jyoti Prakash Chandane. 
Surekha Shashikant Singasane 

> 

Class I (27/2B) Devad 31 17,440 

20 

They submitted their representation on 
31/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation -1) They have 
been granted final plot adm. 9384 sqm. Which 
is about 40% of their original holding. They 
requested to grant a final plot of at least 60% of 
their original holding. 2) The contribution 
amount of 5.18 crores as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted. 3) They also stated that an SLP case 
no 18909/2013 has been filed in Hon Supreme 
Court regarding said land on which Status Quo 
has been ordered. Therefore, TPS shall not be 
applicable for their lands till the final decision in 
the SLP. 4) There are existing houses along with 
12 mango trees and 60 other trees of various 
species in their original property bearing survey 
no 27/1A/1 and their livelihood is dependent on 
their income. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% of the original land cannot be 
considered. The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final scheme. Final 
plot no 20 has been granted in part of Gut no 27/1 
and adjoining lands. 

The Special Leave to Appeal (civil) 18909/2013 
was filed in the Hon. Supreme Court of India 
against the High Court of Bombay Judgment and 
order dated 03/04/2013 in SA 1004/2007. Hon. 
Supreme Court wide order dated 04.07.2013 
maintained status quo. From the HighCourt 
Judgement dt. 03.04.2013 in second Appeal no. 
1004/2007, it is revealed that the appeal was filed 
against the Judgement and decree in the suit for 
partition and separate possession of the plaintiff's 
share in lands bearing Survey no. 27/1A & 27/2B of 
Devad village. 

As per Section 71 of the MR & TP Act, if a civil 
court passes any decree in a disputed claim of the 
ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to 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 
subject to the fin: SIsIOT it 
Appeal (civil) 1990@36t3! 6 



Final Plot no. 20, as shown in plan no 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

27_| Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (10/0) Devad 5 4,910 They appeared for a hearing on 10/08/2023 and _ | 1. Their original lands in Devad bearing Gut Nos. 

28 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (25/0) Devad 25 960 also submitted their representation. 10, 11, 18/2, 20/2, 21, 24, 25, 27/2D- 3 falls within 

29 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda ClassT | (27/2D) | Devad | 33 3,530 sip coe in ws Rhee a: “ no os — am ~ River, and ‘ 
7 . They requeste - ‘or allotment o erefore Final Plot no. were proposed in 

2 eee oe a single plot instead of their severally located _| part of their original lands in sanctioned Draft 
31 _| Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (18/2) Devad 16 4,000 plots under various survey no 10,11, 18/2, 20/2, | Scheme. Therefore the said proposal is confirmed. 
32__| Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (11/0) Devad 6 880 21, 23, 24, 25, 27/2D, 9/1/2, and 27/3 at village | 2. As per their request for their other lands bearing 
33 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (20/2) Devad 19 3,040 Devad, Survey No. 39/3, 110, 111, and 193/1 at | Gut no. 39/3, 110, 111, and 193/1 at village 

34 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class f (21/0) Devad 21 3,240 village oe a no. 105A, om. =a lenirer Gut no. 105A, 107, cr - at er 

= F 27 at village Usarli , Survey no. oO sarli Khurd, Gut no. 206/K of Shivkar, Final plots 

Sa el | Pease is Shivkar and for that they have given consent —_| no. 439, 441, 445, 449, & 467 are allotted in Usarli 
36 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (39/3) = 130 16,840 also. The Director of Town Planning Pune in Khurd on part of their original lands bearing 105, 

Vichumb their report dated 15.03.2021 has recommended | 107, & 113. 
37 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class 1 (110/0) fs 232 630 24, | allotting a single plot to them instead of their 3. The layout of the scheme has been revised for 

Vichumb 129 | various land holdings. planning requirements and because of this revised 

38 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (411/0) a, 233 3,290 2. They objected to the allotment of Final Plot _| reconstituted Final Plots no. 24, 439, 441, 445, 449, 
Vichumb No 24 and 26 at Village Devad which are & 467 have been allotted with corrections in the 

39 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (193/1) 243 6,770 allocated in No development area falling within | area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 

£ the Blue line and Red line of the Gadi river. the area as recorded in table B. 
Also, the said allotted plot has existing 
structures on the plot 
3. Hon. Panvel Court has passed an order and 
decree dated 06/11/2020 for land-bearing survey 

363 7,510 no. 27/2/D owned by Malti Ramdharne and 
others of Devad for conveying the land in their 
name. Therefore requested to not allot the final 
plot till the outcome of the court process. 
4. Accordingly they have given 3 options for 

Usarli 
40 | Vijay Jagashi Cheda Class I (27/0) Khurd 



existing plots at village Usarli Khurd. 

allotment of a single plot or adjoining to their 

41 

Anil V. Thekekar, Pandurang G. 
Shedge, Dharma Aadekar, Paresh K. 
Gije, Sunil M Aagri, Santosh D. 
Sonawane, Ramesh N. Soni, M/s galaxy 
Builders & Developers through partners 
Mahesh Somiskar, M/s maitri ahousing 
Prvt. Ltd. through Ajhar M. Khan, Om 
Shri Sai Dattanath Builders & 
Developers thhrough Shital Sonawane, 
M/s Smail Intra Trade pvt. Itd. 

Class I (26/0) Devad 26 3,240 25 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot no.25, as shown in plan no 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

42 Abhinav V. Cheda Class I (23/0) Devad 23 2,150 26 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
Final Plot no.26, as shown in plan no 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

43 
Atmaram Rama Bhoir, Eknath Rama 
bhoir, Ashok Bhau bhoir Class I (59/0) 

Vichumb 
e 

166 5,080 28 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to the change in the name of the owners. 
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. 

Chandrakant Shantilal Jain, shashikant 
Tuljaram Jadhav, Vinod Parasmal 
Palresha 

Class I (29/0) Devad 46 1,260 42 

They 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. 
Final Plot No. 42 as shown in plan no 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

45 

Prafulkumar Manjibhai Kapupara urfa 
Patel, Janardan Maruti Phadke, 
Bhagwan Kanu Phadke, Raghunath urfa 
Eknath Maruti Phadke 

Class I (30/2) Devad 48 4,400 43 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 43 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

46 

Parashram Dharma Waghmare, 
Bhagibai Maruti Patil, Baliram Narayan 
Waghmare, Namdev Narayan 
Waghmare, Godabai Dhau Patil, Shalu 
Bhagwan Patil, Tai Narayan Chaudhari, 

Class II (27/1B) Devad 28 4,050 45 

They submitted their representation on 
25/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 

claim of the 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No| Area 
Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS -7, - Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 ae 
Shalik Dhau waghmare, Rambhau Dhau 
waghmare, Lila Dhau Waghmare, 
Nirmala Dhau waghmare, Sunil Dhau 
waghmare, Bami Budhaji Mhatre, 

Gulab Krushna Mhatre, Bhaskar 
Krushna Mhatre, Shashikant Krushna 

Waghmare, Sangita Dinanath Phadke, 
Sulochna gopal Gaykar, Mali Bhau 
Gharat, shaila Kisan waghmare, 

Radhabai Padmakar Patil, Suman Kisan 
Gharat, Vaman Ganapat Waghmare, 
arun Ganapat Waghmare, Uttam 
Ganapat waghmare, Sandip Ganapat 
Waghmare, Nanda Ganapat Waghmare 

“| CIDCO and to allot the remaining 40% of land 
to them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall 
be granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 6) Regarding the 
said survey no 27/1B, regular suit no 234/2021 
has been filed in Panvel Civil Court. 

ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to have been suitably 
corrected/varied because of such decree. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 45, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

47 

M/s Best Enterprises, Chandrakant 

Shantilal Jain, Shashikant Tuljaram 
Jhadhav, Vinod Parasmal Palresha, Sita 

Vitthal Patil, Gita Pandhari Mhatre, 

Lata Ananta Waghmare, Shevanti baban 
patil 

Class I (32/2) Devad 51 1,690 46 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 46, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B 

48 
M/s Best Enterprises, Chandrakant Jain, 
Shashikant Jhadhav, Vinod Palresha 

Class I (9/3) Devad 2,500 

49 
Chandrakant Shantilal jain, shashikant 
Tuljaram Jadhav, vinod Parasmal 

Palresha 
Class I (32/1) Devad 50 6,070 

50 
Shashikant Krushnaji Patil, Nandini 
Ankush Shinde 

Class I (41/1) Devad 5,000 

48, 50 

They submitted their representation on 
25/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall be 
granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 47 has been allotted at 
the location of part of their original plot with 
correction in the area and ownership as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

51 Bhagwan Rama Waghmare Class I (9/2) Devad 2,600 49 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 49 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 

52 

Shalik Dhau Waghmare, Rambhau dhau 
Waghmare, Sunil Dhau Waghmare, 
Lilabai Dhau Waghmare, Nirmala Dhau 
Waghmare, Praful Kumar Manajibhai’ 

Class I (30/1) Devad 47 5,060 51 

They submitted their representation on 
25/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original iand by 

of the area as recorded-trtable B. 



Kapupara Patel, Vaman Ganapat 
Waghmare 

CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall be 
granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

planning requirements and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 51 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

53 

Krupa Anil Patil, Laxman Bashya 
Gharat, Shekhar D. Jadhav, Mohan N. 
Shetty, Ramdas gavtya Waghmare, 
Pandurang Gavtya Wagmare, Vijay J. 
Cheda 

Class I (9/1) Devad 16,770 §2 

Pandurang & Ramdas Waghmare submitted 
their representation on 25/07/2023. 
Submission in hearing and representation- 1) 
As per CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, 
the decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall be 
granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 6) They have 
filed Regular Civil Suit no. 72/09 in the court of 
Civil Judge, Sr. Division, Panvel for the 
ownership of land bearing Survey No. 9/1(1), 
and in order below EXH 5 in the said suit, Hon 
Court has restrained defendants from 
dispossessing the plaintiff and from selling the 
suit property to anybody till the decision of the 
suit. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the MR & TP Act, 
1966 provisions. 

In this case, Shri. Ramdas Waghmare and 
Pandurang Waghmare have filed Regular Civil Suit 
no. 72/09 in the court of Civil Judge, Sr. Division, 
Panvel for the ownership of land bearing Survey 
No. 9/1(1), and in order below EXH 5 in the said 
suit, Hon Court has restrained defendants from 
dispossessing the plaintiff and from selling the suit 
property to anybody till the decision of the suit. 

As per Section 71 of the MR & TP Acct, if a civil 
court passes any decree in a disputed claim of the 
ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to 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 
subject to the final decision in the Regular Civil 
Appeal no. 72/2009 in the Court of Civil Judge, 
Panvel. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the original Gut no. 
9/1 has been subdivided into 9/1/A & 9/1/B. 
Therefore the layout of the scheme has been revised 
for planning requirements and because of this 
revised reconstituted Final Plots no. 52A & 52B 
have been allotted at the location of part of their 
original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) 

\ On — of the area as recorded in table B. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 

Hissa no _ 
Village OP No 

Representation of Owntrs oi Sanctioned 
_Draft TPS -7 

Decihionof Arbitrater: 
2 3A 3B 3C 6-4 

: 
8 

Padmini V Jadhav, Vilas R. Jadhav Class I (12/0) Devad 7 

Padmini V Jadhav, Vilas R. Jadhav Class I (13/0) Devad 8 
56 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot no. 56, as shown in plan no 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

56 Shashikant K. Patil Class T (9/4) Devad 4,000 

They submitted their representation on 
21/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-1) Their written 
consent was not taken to include their land in 
NAINA TPS-7. 2) The said NAINA TPS is 
inconsistent with the law and against the interest 
of the people, therefore raised their objection 
regarding the inclusion of them in the said 
scheme. 3) They have requested to allot a Final 
plot at the location of their original property 
bearing Gut no 9/4. 4) The contribution amount 
is to be waived. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the scheme, Final plot no 58 
has been granted in part of their original holdings 
bearing Gut no 9 and adjoining lands. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to the correction in the name of the owners 
as per the updated 7/12 extract. 
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. 

37 
Santosh S. Asavale, Sandhya S. Bhoir, 

Sanjay V Mhatre 
Class I (15/0) Devad 10 1,690 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 60 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

58 
Roshan G. Karambera, Aalekwadi G. 

Karambera, Vasudev S. Kamat, 

Darshak S. Siddha 
Class I (14/0) Devad 2,630 62 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 62 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

59 Bhagya S. Lahane Class I (20/1) Devad 18 660 63 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 63 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

60 Namdev B Phadke Class f (16/0) Devad ll 1,720 65 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of _ a reconstituted Final 

ase d at the location of their 
0 the area as shown in 

rs) aN the area as 

66|Page 



61 
Shobhana B. Ghate, Jomibai V. Bhoir, 
Sulabai R. Govari Class II (20/3) Devad 20 600 66 

They appeared for a hearing on 25/07/2023 and 
also submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing and representation- 1) 
They agreed to the location and shape of the 
proposed final plot no 66. 2) They 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. 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-7, 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- 
7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 66, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

62 Sajjan Singh Yadav Class I (27/2C) Devad 32 3,740 67 

They appeared for a hearing on 25/07/2023 and 
also submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing and representation- 1) 
They have agreed to the location of the proposed 
final plot no 67 but have requested to allot a 
regular-shaped (square/rectangular) final plot 
instead of the current proposed irregularly 
shaped plot. 2) They 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. 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-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% of the original land cannot be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 67, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

63 Kokila K. Patel, Sonal K. Patel Class I (22/0) Devad 22 5,500 70 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 70, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

64 Kokila K. Patel, Sonal K. Patel Class I (18/1) Devad 15 6,100 71 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 71, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. Sa 

65 
Rohini D. Bankar, Anita D. Bankar, 
Nalina D. Bankar, Anjana D. Bankar 

Class I (18/3A) Devad 13 2,880 73 
They appeared for a hearing on 26/07/2023 
Submission in hearing- 

ions and amenities 
final plot of a 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
No 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

OP No Area 
No. 

Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 
‘Draft TPS -7 

_ Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 4 
2 

1) They agreed to the location and shape of the 
proposed final plot no. 73. 2) They 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. 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. 

minimum of 60% of the original land cannot be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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. 
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. 

66 

Ramesh Alya Gondhali, Suresh Alya 
Gondhali, Rajesh D Gondhali, Gita 

Nitin Patil, Kamala D Gondhali, Harsh 
V. Gondhali, Harshali V. Gondhali, 

Pinki V. Gondhali 

Class I (193/2) 244 1,700 74 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall be 
granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the scheme, Final plot no 74 

has been granted in part of their original holdings 
bearing Gut no 193 and adjoining lands. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 74 has been allotted at the location of part 
of their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in the plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the 
area as recorded in table B. 

67 
Radhabai C. Bankar, Prakash C. 
Bankar, Kishar G. Surate, Dhananjay L. 
Patil 

Class I (18/3B) 14 400 16 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 76 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

68 

Genu Chandar Bhingarkar, Shantabai 
Kashinath Keni, Suman Keni, Kanta 

Bharat Keni, Rami Bandu Patil, Sundar 

Lakshamn Bhoir 

Class II (224/0) 281 2,480 719 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 79A has been allotted in 
part of their original plot with correction in the area 
and the ownership as shi i 
owner(s) and of 

69 Ambo B Surte Yadnyeshvar S. Patil Class I (195/1) 246 4,310 80 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The sanctioned 
subject to the ghafige inthéx 
per updated 7 
Final Plot No‘ 
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allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

70 Shivam Co. Ho. Sco. Class I (195/3) 
Vichumb 

248 8,000 81 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 81 has been allotted at 
the location of part of their original plot with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

7 Ambo B Surte Class I (195/4) Vichumb 
249 5,890 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the 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. 83, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

72 

Nilkant Construction Kishor 
Krishankant Gupate, Maganbhai 
Nanabhai Patel, Jayesh Chimanlal 
Soneta, Gopal Devaram Choudhari, 
Bhavana Bhavin Gadiya, Bhagchand 
Chuvdamal Khubchandani 

Class I (195/2) 
Vichumb 

247 2,000 

1K) 

Nilkant Construction Kishor 
Krishankant Gupate, Maganbhai 
Nanabhai Patel, Jayesh Chimanlal 
Soneta, Gopal Devaram Choudhari, 
Bhavana Bhavin Gadiya, Bhagchand 
Chuvdamal Khubchandani 

Class I (196/0) Vichumb 
e 

250 4,780 

74 

Nilkant Construction Kishor 
Krishankant Gupate, Maganbhai 
Nanabhai Patel, Jayesh Chimanlal 
Soneta, Gopal Devaram Choudhari, 
Bhavana Bhavin Gadiya, Bhagchand 
Chuvdamal Khubchandani 

Class I (197/0) Vichumb 
251 450 

75 

Nilkant Construction Kishor 
Krishankant Gupate, Maganbhai 
Nanabhai Patel, Jayesh Chimanlal 
Soneta, Gopal Devaram Choudhari. 
Bhavana Bhavin Gadiya, Bhagchand 
Chuvdamal Khubchandani 

Class I (201/1) Vichumb 
256 4,020 

76 

Nilkant Construction Kishor 
Krishankant Gupate, Maganbhai 
Nanabhai Patel, Jayesh Chimanlal 
Soneta, Gopal Devaram Choudhari, 
Bhavana Bhavin Gadiya, Bhagchand 
Chuvdamal Khubchandani 

Class I (200/0) Vichumb 
e 

255 600 

84 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 84 has been allotted at 
the location of part of their original plot with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 



77 

‘Succ Shaker Deveilian Vichumbe, 
Keshav Kana Bhingarkar, Gangabai 

Chahu Bhingarkar, Vijay Chahu 
Bhingarkar, Vishawas Chahu 
Bhingarkar, Kalibai chandrakant Patil, 

Sakharibai chandrakant Govari, 
Kundabai Suresh Bhingarkar, Rajesh 
Suresh Bhingarkar, Amita Vishawas 

Govari, Sangita Patil, Sudhir Janardan 

Keni, Prasad Rajendra Keni, Anil 

Janardan Keni, Aruna Rajendra Keni, 

Shobha Janardan Keni, Maribai 

Rajendra Keni 

Class I (199/0) 
Vichumb 254 

1,210 85 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted the representation 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 85 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
the plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

78 
M/s Luniya Relality Partnership Firm 
behalf partner Vinod Gangaram Jaina 

Class I (203/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
262 4,170 87+88 

They appeared for a hearing on 26/07/2023 and 
also submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing and representation- 1) 
They have an under-construction project on their 
original land bearing survey no 203 with all the 
permission including NA order from the 
Collector. One of their building is almost ready 
and the second one is under construction. 2) In 
their approved plan, there is a 9 m existing road 
and 3 m proposed road widening on both sides, 
totalling 15 mt road. But the TP scheme shows a 
3 m existing road and a 12 m setback in their 
plot. 3) Accordingly, they requested to honour 
the CC and use 3 m as a setback instead of 12 m. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 87 has been allotted at 
the location of part of their original plot with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

79 
Shree Shankar Devsthan Vichumbe, 

Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev 
Dharma Bhingarkar 

Class I (198/1) Vichumb 
e 

252 1,240 

80 
Shree Shankar Devsthan Vichumbe, 

Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev 
Dharma Bhingarkar 

Class I (198/2) Vichumb 253 
530 

Vasudev Bhingarkar submitted their 
representation on 26/07/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing 
Submission in representation- 1)As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) The final plot shall be 
granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 89, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

an 25 
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Rajendra H. Padate (207/1) Vichumb 
e 

82 Rajendra H. Padate Class I (207/2) 
Vichumb 

265 1,010 

91 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the ownership of 
the original land bearing Gut No. 207/1 has been 
changed. 
Therefore the layout of the scheme has been revised 
for planning requirements and because of this 
revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 91A & 91B have 
been allotted at the location of part of their original 
plot with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 
4 to the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table 
B. 

83 

Anant Chahu Mohite, Manohar Chau 
Surate, Nirmala Gajanan Surate, Kishor 
Gajanan Surate, Ghanayam Gajanan 
Surate, Namrata Mangesh Patil 

Class II (217/0) Vichumb 
279 1,200 92 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) The final plot shall be 
granted in their original land only. 3) NAINA 
TPS has no public purpose; including them in 
the scheme without their consent and levying 
contribution charges is itself against natural law. 
4) If any land is required for public purposes, it 
shall be acquired under the LARR Act. 5) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the scheme, Final plot no 92 
has been granted in part of their original holdings 
bearing Gut no 217 and adjoining lands. 

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, as recorded 
in Table B. 

84 
Anant Sakharam Sawant, Chandrakant 
B. Mohite Class I 

(128(P)/2(P 
)) 

Vichumb 
€ 

241 316 93 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 93, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

85 

Genu Chandar Bhingarkar, Shantabai 
Kashinath Keni, Suman Keni, Kanta 
Bharat Keni, Rami Bandu Patil, Sundar 
Lakshamn Bhoir 

Class II (201/3) Vichumb 
€ 

258 450 95 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 95 has been allotted with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

86 

Amba Parabat Patel, Jivraj Parabat 
Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji 
Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, 
Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 

Class I (201/4) Vichumb 
259 1,090 

87 

Amba Parabat Patel, Jivraj Parabat 
Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji 
Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, 
Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 

Class I (216/2) Vichumb 
277 3,420 

96 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the ownership of 
the original lands has been changed. Therefore the 
proposed final plot no 96 in the sanctioned draft 
scheme is divided and Final plot no 96A has been 
granted to original land no. 201/4, 212/1 & 4, 216/1, 
2, & 3. Final plot no 96B has been granted to Gut 
no. 212/2 
Final Plot No. 96A & .as shown in plan No. 4, 
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, Jivraj Parab 
Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji 

88 | Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, Class I (212/1) 
Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 

~ | Amba Parabat Patel 

Vichumb 
e 

Amba Parabat Patel, Jivraj Parabat 

Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji Vichumb 
89 | Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, Class I (212/4) 273 403 

Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 
Amba Parabat Patel, Jivraj Parabat 
Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji 

90 | Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, Class I (216/1) 
Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 
Amba Parabat Patel, Jivraj Parabat 

Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji 
91 | Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, Class I (216/3) 

Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 
Amba Parabat Patel, Jivraj Parabat 

Gajora, Muraji Deva Patel, Hiraji 
92 | Keshav Patel, Hiraji laxman Patel, Class I (212/2) 

Govinda meghaji patel, Rohit hiraji 
Patel, Naina enterprises 
Gangavihar Infrakon LLP Tarfe Kishor They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Kaluram Choudhari, Tikaram virmaji Class I (127(P 0) Vichumb 240 410 97 submitted any representation. Final Plot No. 97, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
Choudhari, Mayank A. Dhakad, Yogesh e allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
Durgaram Choudhari, Rohit Hiraji Patel in Table B. 

Shri Chandrashekhar Darji on behalf of himself | Gut no. 218/1 is jointly owned by Anant Mohite, 
and Vijakumar Udasi and Sunil Udasi appeared | Manohar Surte & other 3, Chandrashekhar Darji, 
for hearing on 26/07/2023. Vijaykumar Udasi & 1 another. Therefore their 
Submission in hearing - 1) They stated that out | request to grant separate plots cannot be accepted. 
of the total 12770 sqm. Area of survey no 218/1, | Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the regulations 
6050 sqm. is owned by them and the remaining | are already proposed in SDCR for TPS-7. The 
6720 sqm. is owned by Anant Chau Mohite, objection regarding the contribution amount will be 
Manohar D Surte, and others. 2) For the entire decided in the final scheme. For concession in the 
original land of survey no 218/1, final plot no marginal spaces, a new regulation has been 
100 has been proposed, wherein proposed. 
houses/structures of Anant Mohite and Manohar 
Surte exist. 3) Therefore, they requested thata | The layout o 
separate vacant final plot be granted for their ing re 
holding adm. 6050 sqm. 4) Permissible 1.00 
FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to be 
consumed on the final plot. Also, unconsumed 

276 810 

278 300 

271 450 

93 

Anant Chahu Mohite, Manohar chau 

Surate, Nirmala Gagajan Surate, Kishor 
Gajanan Surate, Ghanayam Gajanan Vichumb 

94 | Surate, Namrata mangesh Patil, Class I (218/1) 

Chandrashekhar Giradharbhai Darji, i 
Vijaykumar Motiram Udasi, Sunil 
Motiram Udasi 

280 12,770 100 

Re scheme has been revised for 
sand BOs 



FSI due to any restrictions, shall be permitted to 
be transferred as TDR on any plot. 5) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived off. 6) 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. 

Anant Chau Mohite, Manohar Chau Surte, 
and others have given the following 
submission on 26/07/2023 
1) Their written consent was not taken to 
include their land in NAINA TPS-7. 
2) The said NAINA TPS is inconsistent with the 
law and against the interest of the people, 
therefore raised their objection regarding the 
inclusion of them in the said scheme. 3) The 
final plot is allotted in another location whereas 
the final plot should be allotted in our original 
plot. 4) The contribution amount is to be 
waived. 

the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

95 
Janardan D. Mhatre, Sadanand D. 
Mhatre, Jaydas D. Mhatre, Manoraj D. 
Mhatre 

Class I (77/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
189 16,820 102 

They submitted their representation on 
02/05/2023 but did not appear for the hearing 
Submission in representation- 1)As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and to levy the betterment charges is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 102 has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

96 Kanha C. Patil Class I (212/3) 272 477 103 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

97 Yakub Beg Trust Panvel Class I (201/2) 257 610 

98 Yakub Beg Trust Panvel Class I (201/5) 260 610 

104 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 104 - a enn at the location of their 

lan no. 4 to the 
LE Sorted in iabte B. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA | NO.07° 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 _ 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

OP No 
Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS -7 Decision of Arbitrator | 

3A 3B 4 7 

Shridhar K. Bhoir Class I (54/2C/3) 106 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 129B has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

100 Manoj H. Padate Class I (206/0) 
Vichumb 

263 2,380 

101 Manoj H. Padate Class I (208/0) Vichumb 
e 

266 2,330 

107 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 107 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

102 Dhau L. Bhingarkar Class 1 (209/0) Vichumb 
e 

267 1,190 108 

They submitted their representation on 
14/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation -1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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) 
Accordinglythey requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the scheme, Final plot no 

108 has been granted in part of their original 
holdings bearing Gut no 209 and adjoining lands. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

103 Shashikala R. Devkar Class I (211/0) Vichumb 
269 780 109 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 109 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

104 Bama Jairam Bhoir Class I (215/3) Vichumb 
e 

275 150 iil 

They 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. 111, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

105 Sunil Duklya Sonawale Class I (9/3) Vichumb 
e€ 

84 610 113 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
mn in plan No. 4, has been 

the area, as recorded 

106 
Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev 

Dharma Bhingarkar 
Class I (51/0) Vichumb 

e 
149 1,870 114 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 

sm 0. 7 has been prea Sci a 
€ provisions of the oe sled ie 
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Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7. 

ee See Se ee ee ee 

MR & TP Act, 1966. In the sanctioned development 
plan of NAINA, their original land bearing Gut no. 
51 of village Vichumbe is under the reservation of 
Growth Centre and therefore they have been granted 
the final plot at another location in the same village 
fronting on 12.0 mt. wide layout road. 
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. 114, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

107 
Ramdas Kathod Bhoir, Dattatray 
Kathod Bhoir, Laxmibai Kathod Bhoir, 
Nami Harichanra Bhoir 

Class II (9/1) 
Vichumb 

82 2,150 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

115 

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. 115, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

108 Ramdas Naga Mhatre Class I (136(P)/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

501 2,476 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

116 

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. 116, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

109 

Anup V. Kamble, Anil V. Kamble, 
Rajendra S. Kamble, Vasant A. Raut, 
Shrikrushana A. Bangare, Prabhakar N. 
Tayade 

Class I (10/0) Vichumb 
e 

85 504 

110 Ram J. Mhatre Class I (10/3) Vichumb 
88 163 

111 MacMohan Paul Class I (10/2) 

e 
Vichumb 

e 
87 162 

112 Vasant A. Raut Class I (10/1) Vichumb 
e 

86 168 

113 Rajendra S. Kamble Class I (10/4) Vichumb 
89 166 

114 Prabhakar N. Tayade Class I (10/5) 

e 
Vichumb 

e 
90 821 

115 Anup V. Kamble, Anil V. Kamble Class I (10/6) Vichumb 
91 166 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

117 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 117, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

116 
Namdev B. Phadke, Kaluram B. 
Dundrekar 

Class II (12/0) Vichumb 
93 2,150 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

118 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no.118 has been allotted in 
\" of their original plot with correction in the area 

“ay 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 

No 
Name of Owner 

Tenure of 
Land 

Gat no / 

Hissa no 
Village OP No Area 

Representation ctOwhers owGanclioned 
Draft TPS -7 

Decision of ‘Arbitrator i 

3A 3B 3C 4 6 

as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the 
area as recorded in table B. 

117 
Namdev B. Phadke, Eknath D. Bhoir, 
Kashinath Bhoir, Ganesh D. Bhoir, 
Shailaja J. Bhoir, Pratik J. Bhoir 

Class I (13/0) Vichumb 
94 2,500 119 

They submitted their representation on 
27/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 

CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and to levy betterment charges is not 
acceptable. 4) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 119 has been allotted in 
part of their original plot with correction in the area 
as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the 
area as recorded in table B. 

118 Namdev Balu Phadke Class I (14/0) Vichumb 
95 2,880 120 

They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 120 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

119 

Shree Shankar devasthan vichumbe 
Vahivatdar, Krushna Dharma 
Bhingarkar, Vasudev Dharma 
bhingarkar 

Class I (52/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
150 1,240 121 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is not acceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the sanctioned development 
plan of NAINA, their original land bearing Gut no. 
52 of village Vichumbe is under the reservation of 
Growth Centre and therefore they have been granted 
the final plot at another location in the same village 
fronting on 20.0 mt. & 12.0 mt. wide layout roads. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 121, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

120 
Pramod S. Bhingarkar, Dhau L. 

Bhingarkar, Pravin V. Chimne 
Class I (11/0) Vichumb 

e 
92 2,400 122 

They submitted their representation on 
14/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the scheme 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no.7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP a 1966. In the mamma Final plot no 



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-7. 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, = reeunded 
in Table B. 

121 

Kamlakar C. Dundrekar, Karuna N. 
Bhoir, Bharti S. Gondhali, Ratan C. 
Govari, Ram G. Dundrekar, Sandip L. 
Govari, Hasuram G. Dundrekar, Hirabai 
P. Bhoir, Radhibai C. Dundrekar, 
Priyanka S. Dundrekar, Sukanya C. 
Patil, Sunita Y. Patil, Anjali N. 
Dundrekar, Amita R. Dalvekar, Sadhna 
R. Dhokare, Sandip Dundrekar, Sarita 
S. Bhagat, Uttam N. Dundrekar, Sangita 
R. Govari, Parvi S. Dundrekar, Sita N. 
Dundrekar 

Class II (9/2) Vichumb 
e 83 2,600 123 

They 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. 123, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

122 Ramdas Nagya Mhatre Class II (126/0) Vichumb | 539 180 | 124 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 124, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

123 

Sharad Jagannath Bhingarkar, Subhash 
Maya Bhingarkar, Damaji Raghunath 
Bhingarakar, Jagadish Maya 
Bhingarkar, Pandit Maya Bhingarkar, 
Varsha Jitendra Mundkar, Rajashri 
Maya Bhingarkar 

Class II (54/1C) Niece Se ee ne ee 

They submitted their representation on 
27/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the sanctioned development 
plan of NAINA, their original land bearing Gut no. 
534 of village Vichumbe is under the reservation of 
Growth Centre and therefore they have been granted 
the final plot at another location in the same village 
fronting on 12.0 mt. wide layout road. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 126, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

124 

Jani B. Govari, Manda M. Patil, Manik 
S. Bhoir, Kamla R. Bhoir, Alka D. 
Pardeshi, Chaya G. Pardeshi, Dilip 
Munga Mundkar, Shamabai M. 
Mundkar, Aanata N. Bhoir, Vaman G. 
Mundkar 

Class I (8/0) 
Vichumb 

e 81 2,550 127 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 127, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

FP | Representation of Ownersién Sanctioned | DeGision of Arbitrator i 

5 Tenure of | Gatno/ 
Name oe Owner atid “| oieeaioial eee | oo Ne | Area 3 

aR. 2 3A 3B ee Se ee ee 7 8 ; 
They submitted their representation on The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
12/10/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. Final Plot No, 128, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

: q L Submission in representation- 1) CIDCO’s allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
Kaluram C. Patil, Shivdas C. Patil , ey " 

125 | Bhaskar R. Patil, Santosh R. Patil, Caer | ee (og ae ee ah = ae: 
‘Anant R. Patil e CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 

them is unacceptable. 2) They requested to grant 
final plot measuring 60 % of their land in their 
original land only. 

Hirabai Pandurang Bhoir, Kamlakar 

Changya Dundrekar, Karuna Naresh 
Bhoir, Janardan Ambo Dundrekar, 

Pradip Lakshaman Govari, Bala Ambo 

They 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. 

Dundrekar, Budhya Ambo Dundrekar, 
Bharti sham gondhali, ratan chaya 
Govari, Radhibai changya Dundrekar, 

Ram gana Dundrekar, Suresh Gana 

Dundrekar, Sandip Lakshman Govari, 

Hasuram Gana Dundrekar, Dhaya 

Ambo Dundrekar, Priyanka Shankar 

Dundrekar, Sukanya Chetan Patil, 
Sunita Yashvant Patil, Anjali Namdev 

Dundrekar, Amita Ravindra Davlekar, 

Sadhana Rupesh Dhokare, Sandip 
Namdev Dundrekar, Sarita Sanjay 
Bhagat, Uttam Namdev Dundrekar, 

Sangita Ganesh Patil, Sanjya Ramesh 
Govari, Parvati Shankar Dundrekar, 

Sitabai Namdev Dundrekar 

Classt | (37) | Viemm> | 25 | 60 | 130 126 

They submitted their representation on Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 

127 Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev Class I (36/2) Vichumb 122 1.340 Submission in representation- 1) As per MR & TP Act, 1966. In the scheme, Final plot no 
Dharma Bhingarkar e CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 132 has been granted in part of their original 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by holdings bearing Gut no 36/2 and adjoining lands. 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
public purpose; including them in the scheme Final Plot No. 132, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
without their consent and levying contribution allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

Vichumb 124 200 charges is itself against natural law. 3) If any in Table B. 
e 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-7. 

132 

Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev 

= Dharma Bhingarkar 
Class I (36/4) 

Damaji Raghunath Bhingarkar, 
Meghanath Raghunath Bhingarkar, 
Janabai Kashinath Patil, Kanta 
Aniruddha Govari, Shanta Balaram 

They submitted their representation on 
Vichumb 26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 

_—— G63) e = _ — Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

129 
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Gondhali, Shubhangi Rajaram Bhagat, a 
Sangita Raghunath Bhingarkar 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by holdings and adjoining lands. 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2)NAINA TPS has no The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
public purpose; including them in the scheme considering the existing structures in the original 
without their consent and levying contribution _| plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
charges is itself against natural law. 3) If any Plot no. 133 has been allotted with corrections in the 
land is required for public purposes, it shall be | area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
acquired under the LARR Act. 4) Accordingly _| the area as recorded in table B. 
they requested to exclude their original land 
from said TPS-7. 

Padu Hari Bhopi, Namdev Tukaram They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti submitted any representation. subject to the change in the name of the owners as Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
per the updated 7/12 extract. Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 
Final Plot No. 256, as shown in plan No. 4, has been Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha Vichumb allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 130 | Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra Class II (7/0) 80 1,670 in Table B. Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash : 

Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 
Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 
Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 
Patil 
Padu Hari Bhopi, Namdev Tukaram 
Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti 
Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 
Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha Vichumb 

131 | Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra Class II (36/1) 121 2,790 256 
Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash 7 
Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 
Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 
Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 
Patil 
Padu Hari Bhopi, Namdev Tukaram 
Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti 
Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 
Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha Vichumb 

132 | Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra Class II (42/0) E. 134 1,470 
Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash 
Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 
Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 
Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 
Patil 



133 

Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti 
Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 

Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha 
Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra 

Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash 

Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 

Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 

Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 
Patil 

Class I (92/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
206 2,330 

134 

Padu Hari Bhopi, Namdev Tukaram 
Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti 
Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 
Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha 

Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra 
Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash 
Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 
Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 

Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 
Patil 

Class I (233/0) Vichumb 
e 

282 2,070 134 

135 

Padu Hari Bhopi, Namdev Tukaram 

Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti 
Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 
Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha 
Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra 

Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash 

Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 

Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 

Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 

Patil 

Class I (124(P)/0) Vichumb 
235 610 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 134 has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

136 

Anna Nama Gayakwad, Vishnu Nama 

Gayakwad, Vatsalabai Ragho urf 
Raghunath Gayakwad, Rajesh 
Raghunath Gayakwad, Sujata 
Raghunath Gayakwad, Vijay raghunath 
Gayakwad, Ramesh Goma Gayakwad, 
Gunabai Goma Gayakwad, Kalpana 
Goma Gayakwad, Vandana Goma 
Gayakwad, Lila Eknath Gayakwad, 
Pramila Vinay Gayakwad, Chhaya 
Prakash Gayakwad, Sundara Dattu 
Gayakwad, Prashant Dattu Gayakwad, 

Asmita Dattu Gayakwad, Priyanka 

Class I (34/0) 
Vichumb 

120 2,730 135 

Adv Paresh Gaikwad submitted their 
representation on 05/10/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) CIDCO’s 
proposal to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) They are cultivating 
their land for many years and have farm house 
in Gut no. 63/2. Therefore requested to retain 
their land for agriculture purpose only. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 135, 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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Dattu Gayakwad, Suhasini Balkrushna 
Gayakwad, Gita Ganesh Gade, Vicky 
Ganesh Gade, Diksha Ganesh Gade 
Aparna Siddharth Sonawane, Ashwini 
Anil Babare, maruti Dharma 
Gayakwad, Rupesh Keshav Gayakwad, 
Paresh Keshav Gayakwad, Subhash 
Govind Gayakwad, Krushnabai Govind 
Gayakwad, Santosh Dharma Gayakwad, 
Kamla Dharma Gayakwad, Ranjana 
Gana Gayakwad, Jayashri Dipak 
Nikalaje, Babu Gana Gayakwad 

137 

Minnath Ramchandra Patil, Sudam 
Sitaram Patil, Keshav Sitaram Patil, 
Krushnabai Dattatrey Patil, Baliram 
Dattatrey Patil, Ram Dattatrey Patil, 
Bharat Dattatrey patil, Urmila Dilip 
Mundkar, Vanita Harishchandra 
Bhagat, Aakash Krushna Patil, Avinash 
Krushna Patil, Akshata Krushna Patil 

Class I (15/A) 
Vichumb 

96 3,550 137 

They submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allotment of remaining 40% of land 
to them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 137 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

138 Shankar Pandurang Patil Class I (15/B) Vichumb 
e 

97 2,140 138 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 138 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

139 

Lahu N Waghmare, Suresh N 
Waghmare, Prakash N Waghmare, Ravi 
N Waghmare, Jijabai D shedge, Uma N 
Waghmare, Santosh A Waghmare, 
Pamabai A Waghmare, Sandhya B Patil 

Class II (73(P/0) Devad 77 234 140 

They submitted their representation on 
27/07/2023 and 31/07/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 140, 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 Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No | Representation of Owners iehancioned 

Draft TPS -7_ 
‘Decision of Arbitrator _ 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 aa 

Sunanda N. Surte, Bhagesh N. Surte, 
Janhavi J. Bhingarkar, Neha D. Goyal 

Class I (19/2A) 
Vichumb 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

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 

141 Malati M. Pandare Class I (67/0) 183 1,060 142 

They 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 to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B 

142 
M/s Prayag Realty through partners 
Bhikhabhai Madat, Jitesh Agrawal 

Class I (19/1A/1) 
Vichumb 

98 2,000 143 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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 

143 
Sangita Dhanraj Vispute, Dhanraj 
Devidas Vispute 

Class I (103/0) Devad 79 2,400 144 

They 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. 144, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

144 

Vishvnath B. Surte, Janabai P. Surte, 

Naamdev B. Surte, Vithabai K. Patil, 

Yamuna N. Surte, Revati N. Surte, 
Rajashri N. Surte, Tejashri N. Surte, 

Bhagyashri N. Surte, Mayuri N. Surte, 

Nishikant N. Surte, Dharmi B. Surte, 

Maya B. Surte, Sanjivani N. Surte 

Class I (19/1A/5) 
Vichumb 

102 1,500 148 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 148, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

145 Sachin Omprakash Agrwal Class I (25(P)/0) 
Vichumb 

110 1,790 149 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 149, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

146 

Jomibai D. Surte, Santosh D. Surte, 

Anjira S. Govari, Dipak D. Surte, Jomi 
R. Patil, Sunil R. Patil, Tai D. Govari, 
Samus R. patil, Ranjan Patil, Padibai 
Mundkar, Kamlakar N. patil, Goma N. 

Patil, Nagesh N. patil, Dharmi N. Patil, 

Manda C. bhagat, Poshi B. Mundkar, 
Alka K. Keni, Uttam Pardehshi, 

Chahubai B. Patil, Chandrabai R. 

Class I (19/1A/4) Vichumb 
e 

101 2,550 151 

They submitted their representation on 
28/07/2023 but did not appear for the 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 their objection 
regarding the inclusion of them in the said 
scheme. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The sancti 
Final Plot 
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Govari, Shravan B. Patil, Nagin B. 
Patil, Prashant Pardeshi, Pralhad B. 
Patil, Rajendra B. Patil, Sagar B. Patil, 
Subhas R. Patil, Pramila P. Govari 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

147 Pradip K. Bhopi Class I (19/1A/3) Vichumb 
e 

100 2,600 152 

They 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. 

148 Sai Chirag Infra Project Pvt, Ltd. Class I (19/1B) Vichumb 
e 

103 4,000 

149 Sai Chirag Infra Project Pvt, Ltd. Class I (19/2B) 
Vichumb 

e 
105 1,680 

153 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 153 has been allotted with correction in the 
area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in table B. 

150 

Vishvnath B. Surte, Kalibai M. Surte, 
Hiraman M. Surte, Janhavi D. Surte, 
Hiraman M. Surte, Sunita M. 
bhingarkar, Sunita M. Bhingarkar, 
Mangala Bhingarkar, Vanita J. Bhoir 

Class I (19/1A/2) 
Vichumb 

e 
99 4,620 154 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 154 has been allotted with correction in the 
area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in table B. 

151 

Yakub Beg Trust Panvel, Alhaj m. 
Mustafa Yakub Beg- chief trusty, 
Yusufkhan akabar Khan, Imran Salim 
Khan, allabaksha Appalal, mulla, M. 
Tasalim Mahamad husen 

Class I (50/0) 
Vichumb 

148 3,820 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

152 

Yakub Beg Trust Panvel, Alhaj m. 
Mustafa Yakub Beg- chief trusty, 
Yusufkhan akabar Khan, Imran Salim 
Khan, allabaksha Appalal, mulla, M. 
Tasalim Mahamad husen 

Class I (32/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
118 3,950 

155 They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements. As per the updated 7/12 
extract, the proposed Final Plot No. 155 has been 
divided into 155A for Gut no 50/0 and Final Plot no 
155B for Gut No. 32/0. 

Accordingly, revised reconstituted Final Plots no. 
155A & 155B have been allotted at the location of 
their original plot no. 32 with correction in the area 
and ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

153 

Pushpa Lakshman Gayakwad, Lila 
Lakshman Gayakwad, Hemant 
Lakshman Gayakwad, Jayesh 
Lakshman Gayakwad, Punam 
Lakshman Gayakwad, Mohini 
Lakshman Gayakwad 

Class I (33/0) 
Vichumb 

€ 
119 1,850 156 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 156 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING. SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
Name of Owner 

Tenure of 
Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No Area 
No. 

Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS -7 

Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C 4 7 
8 

154 
Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev 

Dharma Bhingarkar 
Class If (39/2) Vichumb 

e 
129 510 159 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

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. 159, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

155 
Shashikala Pai, Arun Changa Surate, 
Jaydas Changa Surate, Arjun Changa 
Surate, Deubai Changa Surate, 

Class I (9/1A) 
Vichumb 

127 4,750 

156 Shankar E. Maitri Class I (39/1B) Vichumb 
e 

128 2,000 

161 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 161A has been allotted at the location of 
their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

157 Balaram Babu Dundrekar Class II (41/0) Vichumb 
e 

133 2,910 163 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 163, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

158 
Digambar Kashinath Gavhane, Mustafa 

Abbas Sheikh 
Class I (43/2) Vichumb 

e 
137 430 

159 
Digambar Kashinath Gavhane, Mustafa 
Abbas Sheikh 

Class I (43/1/1) 
Vichumb 

135 2,090 
165 

They submitted their representation on 
10/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

160 

Mohammad Hanif Sheikh, Alfa Nazir 

Khatib, Mudassar Nazir Khatib, 

Nurjaha Nazir Khatib, Rafat Nazir 
Khatib 

Class I (43/1/2) Vichumb 
e 

136 1,800 166 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 166. in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the ¢ area, as recorded 

161 
Baliram Dattatreya Patil, Sunil dukalya 
Patil Sushma Kirane, Surekha Dandekar 

Class I (235/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
284 860 167 

They submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 

in Table B. 
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MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

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 The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
regarding the inclusion of them in the said planning requirements and because of this revised 
scheme. reconstituted Final Plot no. 167A has been allotted 

with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

162 
Ramesh Narayan Patil, Barasu Kana 
Patil, Manda Pandharinath Patil, Ratan 
Govind Patil 

Class I (46/1) 
Vichumb 

140 2,400 168A 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 168A, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

163 
Ramesh Narayan Patil, Barasu Kana 
Patil, Manda Pandharinath Patil, Ratan 
Govind Patil 

Class II (49/3A) Vichumb 
e 

146 5,190 168B 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 168B, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

164 
Vishnu G. Bhoir, Hanuman G. Bhoir, 
Sudam G. Bhoir, Shankar G. Bhoir 

Class II (62/1) 
Vichumb 

170 14,260 169 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 169 has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

165 

Chandar Mahadu Bhingarkar, Krushna 
Dharma Bhingarkar, Vasudev Dharma 
Bhingarkar, Paribai Narayan Bhoir, 
Gunabai Datta Patil, Vithabai Sharad 

Bhagat _ 

Class II (39/4) 131 130 170 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 161B has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

166 
Dagadu Hirya Patil, Sitaram H. Patil, 
Munabai H. Patil, Lilabai D. Mundhkar, 
Tulsa H. Patil 

Class I (31/0) 
Vichumb 

117 2,630 171 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 171, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

167 Nityanand J. Jhadhav Class I (45/0) Vichumb 
e 

139 860 172 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 172, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

168 Minnath R. Patil Class I (46/2) Vichumb 
141 1,670 173A 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 173A, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

169 Minnath R. Patil Class II (49/3B) 
Vichumb 147 5,180 173B 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft a i stale is confirmed. 

recorded in 
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170 

Madhu Shankar Bhoir, Vitthal Ragho 
Bhoir, Vishnu Ganapat Bhoir, 
Changunabai Janu Bhoir, Chandrakant 
Janu Bhoir, Ragho Janu Bhoir, Namdev 
Janu Bhoir, Taibai Kamlakar Patil , 

Mandabai Suresh Mundkar 

Class I (56/0) 
Vichumb 

163 600 175 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 175, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

171 

Padu H. Bhopi, Navdeo T. Bhopi, 

Jayvanti R. Bhopi, Suresh R. Bhopi, 
Bharti R. Bhopi, Jitendra R. Bhopi, 
Reshma Bhopi, Kanha C. Patil, 

Jayendra C. Patil, Suman Subhash Patil, 
Pritesh S. Patil, Vikas S. Patil, Ranjana 

S. Patil, Varun S. Patil, Nayan S. Patil 

Class II (109/2) Vichumb 
e 

231 2,190 176 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to the change in the name of the owners as 
per the updated 7/12 extract. 
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. 

172 
M/s. J D Riyalitors Trafe Viki Shyamlal 
Athorwani 

Class I (109/1) Vichumb 
e 

230 1,600 177 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 177 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with corrections in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

173 

Barasubai Damu Bhoir, Shantabai 

Vasant Naik, Bali Nama Bhoir, 

Mainabai Narayan Bhoir, Pralhad 

Narayam Bhoir, Vishwanath Narayan 
Bhoir, Sheela Rajendra Bhopi, Manisha 

Jagdish Bhopi, Priyanka Narayan Bhoir, 
Babibai Bandu Bhoir, Uttam Bandu 

Bhoir, Pandurang Bandu Bhoir, 

Rukmini Arun Bhoir, Sadhna Arun 

Bhoir, Avinash Arun Bhoir, Sunil 
Bandu Bhoir, Rekha Changdev Govari, 

Subhash Ganpat Bhagat, Lilabai 
Balaram Bhagat, Hirabai Shalik 
Gavand, Chandrabai Krushna Patil, 
Bayov Sitaram Bhoir, Pradip Sitaram 
Bhoir, Sandip Sitaram Bhoir, Yogita 
Sitaram Bhoir 

Class I (108/1) Vichumb 
e 

228 2,070 179 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

174 Vilas A. Shedge Class I (108/2) Vichumb 
e 

229 2,200 180 

They neither appeared for hearing nor submitied 
any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to the change in the name of the owners as 
per the updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 18 mn in plan No. 4, has been 

ers), the area, as recorded 
in Table B “Fines ~~ i 

175 Dipak V. Shinde Class I (54/1B) Vichumb 
€ 

153 1,530 182 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

revised for 
of this revised 
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reconstituted Final Plot a0. 182 has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

176 
Yakub Beg Trust Panvel, Yusufkhan A. 
Khan, Imran S. Khan, Allabaksha A. 
Mulla, M. Tasalim M. Husen 

Class I (93/0) 207 3,570 

177 
Yakub Beg Trust Panvel, Yusufkhan A. 
Khan, Imran S. Khan, Allabaksha A. 
Mulla, M. Tasalim M. Husen 

Class I (106/0) 226 4,430 

190 

They 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. 190, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

178 Bijesh Hanumant Bhoir Class I (105/1) 
Vichumb 

225 3,160 191 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
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. 

179 Nilesh Becharbhai Patel Class I (62/2) Vichumb 
171 14,970 192 

They appeared for a hearing on 31/07/2023. 
Submission in hearing - 1) They agreed to the 
location and shape of the proposed final plot no. 
192. 2) They 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. | 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-7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 192, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

180 

Vasant Namdev Bhoir, Anant Namdev 
Bhoir, Hirubai Baliram Bhagat, 
Gangabai Dashrath Patil, Janabai 
Parshuram Patil, Kamlabai Anant 
Gondhali, Gulab Yashvant Bhoir 

Class I (54/1A) Vichumb 
152 4,050 193 

United Builders submitted their representation 
on 21/08/2023 but did not appear for the 
hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) They stated 
that original land bearing survey no 54/1/A, 
Vichumbe has been taken by them for 
development. 2) Final plot no 193 is not 
acceptable to them because the structures are 
existing on said land. 3.) The decision to use 60 
% of their original land by CIDCO and allot the 
remaining 40% of land to them is unacceptable. 
4) NAINA TPS has no public purpose; including 
them in the scheme without their consent and 
levying contribution charges is itself against 
natural law. 5) If any land is required for public 
purposes, it shall be acquired under the LARR 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 193, 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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Act. 5) Accordingly they requested to exclude 
their original land from said TPS-7 

181 Ritesh Raju Patil, Raju Dhanraj Patil Class I 
(101/0) Vichumb 

218 600 194 

They 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. 

182 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/1) 531 500 196 

They 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. 

183 

Ganpat Z. Mhatre, Anant Z. Mhatre, 

Shankuntala Z. Mhatre, Pushpa Urfa 
Phusabai D. Dharnekar, Vinod 
Shantaram Patil, Baliram S. Mhatre, 

Tukaram S. Mhatre, Gangabai Maya 
Patil, Sitabai S. Mhatre 

Class I 
Vichumb (100/1) m 216 580 197 

They submitted their representation on 
31/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot of remaining 40% of land to 
them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

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. 

184 
Mahendra Khayalilal Jain, Shital Jitesh 

Munot 
Class I (100/2) 217 890 198 

They neither appeared for hearing nor submitted 
any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 198A has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in table B. 

185 
M/s Unmesh House Makers tarfe 
Owner Laxmikant Ramkrushn 
Venkatraman 

Class I 
(166(P)/1(P 

»)) khurd 
570 11,252 

186 
M/s Unmesh House Makers tarfe 
Owner Laxmikant Ramkrushn 
Venkatraman 

Class I 
(166(P)/2(P 

)» khurd 
571 

200 

They appeared for a hearing on 31/07/2023. 
Submission in hearing - 1)They have stated 
that in the plan shown during the owners' 
meeting by NAINA, Final plot no 202 was 
allotted to them for their original property 
bearing survey nos 166/1,2, and 3, and FP no 

203 was allotted to Mr. Anil Krishna Patil of 
survey no 134/1. Now in the Sanctioned Draft 
Scheme, surveys no 166/1, 2 and 3, and 134/1 

are combined and Final plot no 200 has been 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, 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 the applicant's request, separate final plot no. 
200A has been allotted for Gut No. 166/1, 2, 3 (all 



187 
M/s Unmesh House Makers tarfe 
Owner Laxmikant Ramkrushn 
Venkatraman 

Class I 
(166(P)/3(P 

)) 
Usarli 
khurd 

572 

188 Anil Krushna Patil Class I 
(134(Py1(e 

)» 
Usarli 
Khurd 

499 

proposed. Therefore they requested to gran 
separate rectangular-shaped final plots for their 
land bearing survey no 166/1, 2, and 3 on a 45m 
wide road. 2) Additionally they have stated that 
out of their total property (Area 12460 sqm), 
2708 sqm area was excluded from the TPS-7 
and it is not useful for development. Therefore 
they requested to consider a total land of 12460 
sqm. For allotment of the final plot. 3) They 
requested to grant a final plot of 60% of their 
original holding and to grant 2.5 FSI on the final 
plot. 4) Also, unconsumed FSI due to any 
restrictions, shall be permitted to be transferred 
as TDR on any plot. 5) The contribution amount 
as per form no. 1 is not accepted and shall be 
waived off. 6) 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. 

pts) and Final Plot No. 200B has been allotted for 
Gut No. 134/1. Their 2708 sq. mt area is out of the 
scheme and therefore cannot be considered for 
allotment of the Final Plot. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 200A & 200B have been 
allotted in part of their original plot with correction 
in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) 
and of the area as recorded in table B. 

189 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/12) Usarli 

Khurd 
542 500 203 

190 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/11) Usarli 
Khurd 

541 500 204 

191 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/10) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

540 500 205 

192 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/9) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

539 500 206 

193 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/8) Usarli 
Khurd 

538 201 207 

194 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/7) Usarli 
Khurd 

537 514 208 

195 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/6) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

535 500 209 

196 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/13) Usarli 

Khurd 
543 500 211 

197 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/14) Usarli 

Khurd 
544 401 212 

198 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/15) Usarli 
Khurd 

545 513 213 

199 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/17) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

547 500 215 

Chairman & Secretary, Vaigyanik Niwas 
Sahakari Sanstha Maryadit, appeared for a 
hearing on 31/07/2023. 
Submission in hearing:- Sub-Divisional 
Officer, Panvel, wide order dated 15/02/1992 
had sanctioned layout and NA permission in 
their land bearing Survey no. 130/1A, 1B, 137/1, 
2, adm. 34,430 sq. mt. The said NA order, NA 
measurement plan no. 34-18/11/93 and 7/12 
extract were submitted. 2. Fresh measurements 
of their land will be carried out through their 
architect and will be submitted soon. 3.) 
Accordingly requested to keep the area and 
shape of all their 37 plots intact. 4.) Proposed 
final plots under open spaces and roads are 
shown in ownership of CIDCO, the society 
requested to show all plots under the ownership 
of the society. 

Ramchandra Bhagat wide representation dated 
01.08.2023 submitted that regarding the said 
lands, various suits are pending in different 
courts. However any decisions in this regard are 
not submitted. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 203 to 237 have been 
allotted with correction in the area as shown in plan 
no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
table B. 

? 
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meets) Codes 3s 

(165/16) 216 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/18) 217 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/19) 500 218 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/20) 219 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/21) 220 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/24) 221 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/23) 222 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/22) 223 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/25) 224 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/26) 225 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/27) 500 226 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/29) 500 227 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/28) 500 228 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/30) 500 229 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/31) 500 230 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/32) 500 231 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/33) 500 232 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/37) 500 234 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/36) 522 235 
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219 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/35) 565 236 

220 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. (165/34) 564 237 

221 
Rajesh keshav Bhavsar, Sandip 
Pandharinath Kokare (129/1) 497 

222 
Vandana Mahendra Bhavsar, Sanjay 
Vasasnt Mahtre Class I (129/2) 498 3,000 

238 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and in view of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 238 has been allotted at the location of their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

223 

Ram C Chikhlekar, Lakshman C 
Chikhlekar, Sambhaji C Chikhlekar, 
Pandurang C Chikhlekar, Sangeeta D 
Mhaskar, Geeta M Ulvekar, Prema D 
Gharat 

Class II (30/3) 366 590 240 

They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 240 has been allotted 
with corrections in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

224 
M/s Mahavir Builders Through partner 
Shailesh Mathur, Vinay B Patil 

Class I (138/1) 502 4,120 

225 
M/s Mahavir Builders Through partner 
Shailesh Mathur, Vinay B Patil 

Class I (138/2) Usarli 
Khord 

503 4,000 
244 

Adv. Ashok Joshi, on behalf of M/s F K 
Construction, Partners Shri. Subhash Yadav 
submitted a representation dated 25.07.2023. 
Therefore joint hearing was conducted on 
29.08.2023 & 08.09.2023. Their submissions 
during the hearing and in representations are as 
follows: 
M/s F K Construction- 
1. They filed SCS 92/1996 against the proposed 
allotee, Partners of M/s Mahavir Builders, 
before CJSD, Panvel regarding the original 
lands bearing S.no. 138/1 & 138/2, village 
Usarli khurd. The said suit was decreed by the 
Hon. court by judgment dated 21.07.2012. 
2. Shri. Vijay Patil and Shailendra Mathur, 
Partners Mahavir Builders filed an appeal 
against the said judgment in the Mumbai High 
Court and now the said Civil Appeal no. 
580/2019 is pending for hearing before District 
Court, Raigad. 
3. The decree ordered to execute the sale deed in 
favor of M/s F K Construction and it was 
declared that the sale deeds dated 14.09.95 & 
10.11.95 of the suit land are null and void. 
4. Accordingly stated that the proposed 
allotment of FP no. 244 to M/s Mahavir Builder 
through partners Shailendra Mathur & Vinay 
Patil is wrong and illegal and requested to stay 
the hearing of Final plot no. 244 until the final 

1. Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the MR & TP Act, 
1966 provisions. 

2. As per Section 71 of the MR & TP Acct, if a civil 
court passes any decree in a disputed claim of the 
ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to have been suitably 
corrected/varied because of such decree. 

3. In this case, M/s F K Construction had filed SCS 
92/1996 against the proposed allottee of the final 
plot, Partners of M/s Mahavir Builders, before 
CISD, Panvel regarding the original lands bearing 
S.no. 138/1 & 138/2, village Usarli khurd. The said 
suit was decreed by the Hon. court by judgment 
dated 21.07.2012. It was ordered that the defendant 
be permanently restrained from causing any 
obstruction in peaceful possession of the plaintiff 
and declared that the sale deeds dated 14.09.95 & 
10.11.95 of the suit lands are null and void. M/s 
Mahavir Builders had challenged the judgment 
before the High Court of Judicature at Bombay by 
filing the first Appeal no. 1235/2012. Hon. High 
Court, vide order dated-25: 013 directed that 
pending hearing final 
First Appeal, : 
implementati nt arid) 
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"| decision in Regular Civil Appeal no. 580/2019. 

Adv. Amay Sawlekar on behalf of their client, 
M/s Mahavir Builder through partners 
Shailendra Mathur & Vinay Patil, submitted 
the reply dated 04.10.2023 
1. They are the exclusive owner of Survey no. 
138/1 & 138/2 at village Usarli-Khurd, Panvel. 

2. They have purchased the said properties by 
two registered sale deeds dated 14.09.95 & 
10.11.95. 
3. They challenged the judgment of CJSD, 
Panvel dated 21.07.2012 and Hon. High Court at 
Mumbai granted status quo and interim relief 
against the said judgment by order dated 
05.09.2012 & 25.04.2013. The said order of the 
High Court is still in existence. 
4. As per the provisions laid down in order 41, 
Rule 5 of the Code of Civil Procedure 1908, the 
pendency of the Appeal shall not operate as a 
stay of proceeding. Therefore there is no need to 
stay the proceeding until the decision of RCA 
580/2019 pending before the Hon. Additional 
District Court, Panvel. 

21.07.2012 passed by the Jt. Civil Judge, Panvel in 
SCS 92/1996 be stayed. Now the matter is pending 
before the Additional District Judge Raigad at 
Panvel under Regular Civil Appeal No. 580/2019. 

Thus the claims of M/s F K Construction in the said 
original lands are already subjudiced.Therefore the 
ownership of the final plot is maintained as per 
7/12 extract of the original lands subject to the 
decision in the Regular Civil Appeal no. 580/2019 
in the District Court, Panvel. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 244 has been allotted at 
the location of their original plot with corrections in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

226 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/5) Usarli 
Khurd 

535 485 

227 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/4) 534 500 247 

228 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/3) 583 500 248 

229 Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha Ltd. Class I (165/2) 532 500 249 

Chairman & Secretary, Vaigyanik Niwas 
Sahakari Sanstha Maryadit, appeared for hearing 
on 31/07/2023. 
Submission in hearing:- Sub-Divisional 
Officer, Panvel, wide order dated 15/02/1992 
had sanctioned layout and NA permission in 
their land bearing Survey no. 130/1A, 1B, 137/1, 

2, adm. 34,430 sq.mt. The said NA order, NA 
measurement plan no. 34-18/11/93and 7/12 
extract were submitted. 2. Fresh measurement of 
their land will be carried out through their 
architect and will be submitted soon. 3.) 
Accordingly requested to to keep the area and 
shape of all their 37 plots intact. 4.) Proposed 
final plots under open spaces and roads are 
shown in ownership of CIDCO. Society 
Requested is to show all plots under the 
ownership of the society. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 246 to 249 have been 
allotted with correction in the area as shown in plan 
no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
table B. 

230 
M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath 

Class 1 (94/1) 208 230 250 

Moraya Garden Residency CHS has submitted 
representation dated 04.08.2023 and objected to 
allotting the Final plot to the previous owners. 

1. Draft Town Planning Schem 
proposed and sanctioned undeNth@,~ 
provisions of the MR & TP Act, AYA, WS 

TT. 
¥ 

op 
S
A
S
 + 
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Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (94/2B) 
e 

Vichumb 
210 720 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (94/2C) Vichumb 

e 
211 400 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (95/0) Vichumb 

€ 
212 4,270 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (96/0) 

Vichumb 

e 
213 940 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (99/0) Vichumb 

e 
215 2,860 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (102/1) Vichumb 

€ 
219 960 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (102/2) 

Vichumb 
e 

220 350 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (102/3) Vichumb 

e 
221 710 

M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (103/1) 

Vichumb 
e 

222 700 

240 
M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (105/2) 

Vichumb 
e 

224 910 

241 
M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath (107/0) 

Vichumb 
e 

227 1,490 

242 
M/s Garden Residency Co. Sco. Chief 
Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath 

Class I (98/0) Vichumb 
214 2,050 

Therefore joint hearings were conducted on 
29.08.2023 and 06.10.2023. Their submission 
during the hearing and in representations are as 
follows: 
M/s Moraya Garden Residency CHS- 
1. Collector, Raigad granted development 
permission dated 31.05.2011 for joint 
development of lands bearings Gut Nos. 31/1-2, 
32, 33, 34/2, 35, 37, 38 of village Usarli Khurd 
and Gut nos. 94/1-2B-2C, 95, 96, 97/1-2, 98pt, 
99, 102/1-2-3, 103, 105/2, 107, 236 of village 
Vichumbe, totally admeasuring 36,600 sq. mt. 
(hereinafter referred to as " the said lands")The 
land was in a U-2 zone and with a total 
permissible FSI of 0.406, 5 buildings were 
approved. 
2. Earlier plot owner's society, namely Garden 
Residency CHS Ltd. Promoter Xavier Pawath, 
originally purchased the said lands. 
3. By registered development agreement cum 
conveyance dated 06.06.2011, the said society 
had conveyed all their rights to M/s Nirvana 
Developers. The said developer constructed 5 
buildings and entered into registered agreements 
for the sale of flats including a proportionate 
share in the common properties consisting of all 
the above-mentioned lands. Thus the flat 
purchasers become co-owners of this entire 
property. 

4. More than 68% of flat owners formed this 
society as per an order dated 09.02.2017 passed 
by the Competent Authority and District Dy. 
Registrar of Co-Op societies at Alibaug. 
5. Accordingly they prayed to exclude above 
mentioned lands in Vichumbe from TPS-7 and 
no allotment of alternative plot should be given 
to the said plot owners Garden Residency CHS. 

Smt. Shashikala Pai- 
1. The scheme defies basic sense to take away 
60% of a person's land and compensate them 
only in terms of development rights on the 
remaining land. 
2. She was the erstwhile owner of the said lands. 
Her brother, Mr. Gajanan Desai had obtained a 
POA dated 27.03.1997 from her for dealing with 

2. ‘The Collector, Raigad granted revised 
layout cum building permission dated 
31.05.2011 for joint development and group 
housing in lands bearings Gut Nos. 31/1-2, 
32, 33, 34/2, 35, 37, 38 of village Usarli 
Khurd and Gut nos. 94/1-2B-2C, 95, 96, 
97/12, 98pt, 99, 102/1-2-3, 103, 105/2, 107, 
236 of village Vichumbe, totally 
admeasuring 36,600 sq. mt. Mumbai- 
Badodara 90 mt. wide highway was 
proposed through the said land. The said 
road was considered as the arterial road and 
by transferring the area of 5550 sq. mt. under 
the said road, free of cost to the planning 
authority, FSI up to the extent of the total 
0.406 was sanctioned under Regulation no. 
15.5.4.3. Therefore in the draft scheme, the 
area under the said road has been deducted 
from the total area. It was stipulated that 
subdivision of land in the layout is not 
permissible without prior permission. 
However, in the draft scheme, the part area 
under the said permission i.e. Gut nos. 94/1- 
2B-2C, 95, 96, 98, 99, 102/1-2-3, 103/0, 
105/2, and 107 of village Vichumbe were 
included, and the remaining area in which 
the maximum permissible FSI of the entire 
scheme consumed, was kept outside of the 
scheme. This will create an imbalance in the 
FSI of the sanctioned development 
permission. As per updated 7/12 extract, the 
area of the owner in Gut no 98 is 1050 
sqm.and the total area under TPS-7 is 15590 
sqm. 
As per the provisions of the said Act, an 
additional area can be included in the 
scheme only before submission of the draft 
scheme to the state Govt. Therefore it is 
directed that the said final plot shall not 
be independently considered for 
development but shall be considered for 
joint development with the remainin 
lands under the above-sanction 
development permission. 

3. As per Section 71 of the 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO.07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Pianning Scheme NAINA No. 07 
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3A 3B 3C 4 7 
the said lands, without paying any monetary 
consideration to her. 
2. In the said POA, there was a restrictive 
covenant that she would have an exclusive right 
to amalgamate any of her adjoining properties 
with the said lands whereby she alone will be 
entitled to utilize on such surrounding properties 
all or any FSI area of the said lands, exceeding 
over and above 2, 07,000 sq. ft. under DCR in 

force from time to time. 
3. Based on the POA, her brother executed 
separate sale deeds for transferring the said 
lands in favor of Xavier Tony Pawath who has 
been described as the chief promoter of the 
Garden Residency CHSL. 
4. She has filed special Civil Suit no. 4423/2011 
before the CJSD, Panvel, which is pending. In 
the proceedings arising from the suit, Hon. High 
Court has passed the order dated 12.10.2011 
thereby directing that the third-party rights 
created by the said Xavier Tony Pawath and any 
development carried out by him would be 
subject to the outcome of the said suit. 
5. Requested to notify her rights as part of the 
scheme, so that she would be able to utilize the 
FSI and other rights over the said lands over and 
above 2,07,000 sq.ft.on her adjoining properties. 

M/s Garden Residency CHS Ltd. 
1. The society accepts the offer made by CIDCO 
for NAINA project-7 and grants consent to 
receive land as per the scheme. 
2. Regarding M/s Moraya Garden Residency 
CHS says, it was submitted that right from the 
time of registration till date, their society has 
been classified as a "tenant co-parceners" 
society, and therefore the formation of anew 
society is bad in law. 
3. There is already a pending proceeding before 
the Hon. High Court against Moraya Garden 
CHS Ltd. 
4. Regarding the say of Ms. Shashikala Pai, it 
was submitted that she has suppressed the MOU 
dated 02/05.1995, whereunder she had given up 
all her rights, and titles in the said property to 
M/s Sundanan Developers. The order of the 

a civil court passes any decree in a disputed 
claim of the ownership at any time and even 
after a final scheme has been sanctioned by 
the State Govt., then such final scheme shall 
be deemed to have been suitably 
corrected/varied because of such decree. 
In this case, Smt. Shashikala Pai instituted a 
Special Suit no. 423/2011 in the court of 
Civil Judge, Sr. Dvn Panvel. In Civil 
Application no.1325/2011 in Appeal from 
order no. 992/2011, Hon. High Court of 
Judicature at Bombay passed an order dt. 
12.10.2011. It was ordered that since the 
matter is subjudiced and the entitlement of 
the plaintiff is yet to be determined, 
whatever third-party interest created by 
defendant no 3 (Gajanan Desai) and 
whatever development that would be carried 
out by defendants no. 1 &2 (Garden 
Residency CHSL) would be subject to the 
final outcome of the proceeding i.e. Special 
Civil Suit no.423/2011 and the instant appeal 
from the order. 
Thus the claims of Smt. Shashikala Pai in 
the said original lands are already subjudiced 
and the fact that only the part area of the 
land in the sanctioned permission has been 
included in the scheme. Also, Moraya 
Garden Residency CHSL has not done the 
conveyance of the said land in their favor. 

4. Therefore the ownership of the final 
plot is maintained as per the 7/12 extract 
of the original lands subject to the final 
decision in the Special Civil Suit no. 
423/2011 in the Court of Civil Judge, Sr. 
Dn, Panvel. 

5. The layout of the scheme has been 
revised from planning requirements and 
because of this revised = eempapeane Final 



Hon. High Court clearly states that she can only 
claim benefits from her brother, Mr. Gajanan 
Desai, the POA holder. 

6. For the original land bearing Gut no 
98(pt) adm. 1000 sqm. , in the name of 
Mr/. Sudam Ganpat Bhoir, Final plot no 
250C has been allotted as shown in plan 
no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

243 Shashikala Pai, Alaukik Pai Class I (135(P)/0) 
Usarli 

Khurd 500 3,275 251 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted their representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 251, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

244 Prabhakar Raghunath Bhoir, 
Purushottam Baban Bhoir Class I (48/0) Vichumb 

e 
143 1,370 252A 

They submitted their representation on 
31/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allotment of remaining 40% of land 
to them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 252A, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

245 
Prabhakar Raghunath Bhoir, 
Purushottam Baban Bhoir Class II (49/1) Vichumb 

e 
144 2,500 252B 

They submitted their representation on 
31/07/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allotment of remaining 40% of land 
to them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 252B, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

246 
Ramdas Kathod Bhoir, Dattatray 
Kathod Bhoir, Laxmibai Kathod Bhoir, 
Nami Harichanra Bhoir 

Class I (104/0) 223 2,380 

247 
Ramdas Kathod Bhoir, Dattatray 
Kathod Bhoir, Laxmibai Kathod Bhoir, 
Nami Harichanra Bhoir 

Class I (237/0) 285 3,840 

253B 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted their representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 253B, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

248 
Ramdas Kathod Bhoir, Dattatray 
Kathod Bhoir, Laxmibai Kathod Bhoir, 
Nami Harichanra Bhoir 

Class II (215/1) 274 2,330 253A 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 253A, 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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249 Bapu R. Bhoir, Dinesh N. Bhagat Class I (28/0) Vichumb 
e 

114 4,810 254 

‘Dinesh Bhagat submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-) Their written 
consent was not taken to include their land in 
NAINA TPS. 2.) As per TPS-7, the decision to 
use 60 % of their original land by CIDCO and 
allotment of the remaining 40% of land to them 
and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable 3) In survey no 28- Area 4810 sq.mt., 
the applicant owns 1600 sqm. and the remaining 
3210 sqm. is under the ownership of Kamli 
Bapu Bhoir & another 6, however, the 

applicant's holding in proposed final plot no 254 
is not mentioned in the notice. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

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. 254, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

250 
Rajesh Y. Mhatre, Jayesh Y. Mhatre, 

Nilesh Y. Mhatre 
Class I (94/2A) Vichumb 

e 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 255, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

251 Kishor Shivdas Govari Class I (234/0) Vichumb 
e 

283 1,060 257 

They 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. 257, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

252 Jyotsna J. Patil Class I (46/1/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

378 4,050 259 

Smt Jotsna Patil submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing -1.) There is existing 
structure in the part area of alloted final plot no. 
259 and therefore requested to demolish the 
structure before granting the plot or to allot 
different final plot. 2) They requested to grant 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land with 3.00 FSI. 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. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 259 have been allotted 
with corrections in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

253 Shashikala Pai Class 1 (30/1) 364 1,970 

254 Shashikala Pai Class J (30/2) 365 730 

255 Shashikala Pai Class I (91/0) 205 3,290 

261 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 261, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 
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256 Rajendra Venketesh Pai, Vikramaditya 
V Pai, Shirish Pai Class IT (47/1) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

379 10,460 262 

They appeared for a hearing on 08/08/2023 and 
also submitted their representation on 
03/08/2023. 
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 75% 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 from Shri. Vinod Vitthal Bhoir 
dated 25/08/2023- 1) Smt. Shakuntala V. Bhoir 
and 3 others have submitted a tenency appeal in 
the court of Sub-divisional Officer, Panvel, 
under section 74 of Mumbai Tenancy and 
Agriculture Land Act 1974, against the order of 
Addl. Tahsildar, Panvel dated 29/11/1969. The 
said appeal is on admission and a regular 
hearing has been started since 18/05/2023. 
Accordingly, the applicant has submitted an 
objection to take any decision regarding the 
finalization of Final Plot no 262, until the final 
decision of the said appeal. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 75% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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 there is no order in tenancy appeal in the court of 
Sub-divisional Officer, Panvel, the ownership of the 
final plot is maintained as per the 7/12 extract of the 
original lands 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 262, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

257 | Madhukar D. Bhagat Class I (47/2) Usarli 

Khurd 
380 2,010 263 

They 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. 263, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

258 | Ganpat S. Bhagat Class II (49/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
382 400 264 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 264 has been allotted with correction in the 
area and ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 

Raje Shiwaji sankul sahkari gruhnirman 259 
sanstha Class I (53/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
384 1,391 270 

Shri. Sanjay G Patkar attended the hearing and 
submitted the representation on 08/08/2023. 

owner(s) and of the-area as recorded in table B. 
1. The Colleetof,: ¢ 
16.02.2016 se 
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Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (53/2) 
Us 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class 1 (53/3) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (45/3/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (45/3/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (45/3/3) Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (45/3/4) Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I 
(45(PV/4/1( 

P)) 
Usarli 

Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I 
(45(P)/4/2( 

P)) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I 
(45(P)/4/3( 

P)) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (19/1A/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class i (19/1A/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (19/1A/3) 
Usarli 

Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (19/1A/4) 
Usarli 

Khurd 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (19/1A/5) 

Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (19/1A/6) 

Raje Shiwaji sankul sahkari gruhnirman 
sanstha 

Class I (19/1A/7) 

276 Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (19/1A/8) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

349 2,506 

Submission in the hearing and 
representation- 1) Their land bearing survey no 
53/1, 2, 3, 45/3/1, 2, 3, 4, 45/4/1, 2, 3, 19/1A/1 
to 8 adm. 24620 sqm. is a NA plot for which NA 
permission and approved building plans were 
received on 16/02/2010 from Collector Raigad. 
The proposal was comprised of group housing 
on 2 plots and bungalow plots on the rest of the 
area, the group housing was completed and 
buildings were occupied. The residents of 
buildings no 1, 2, and 3 formed a society, and 
conveyance was obtained. Also, conveyance 
was obtained for building no 4 as a separate 
society. 2) The balance area after deducting land 
in the ownership of the said societies is 18615 
sqm. (24620-6005) and 40% of this works out to 
7446 sqm. Their second plot bearing survey no 
63/1/2 measures 8000 sqm. and its final plot of 
40% works out to 3200 sqm. Thus their total 
final plot area for original plots works out to 
10646 sqm. 3) They have submitted 3 options 
for the said final plot and if they are not found 
suitable, then their final plot shall be located on 
a 20 m wide road as a single plot. 

a group housing scheme in lands bearing Gut 19/ 1A, 
45/3-4, 53, totally measuring 24,620 sq. mt. 
2. The residents of building no. 1, 2 & 3 formed a 
society, and building no. 4 formed another society 
and both the societies obtained conveyance of land 
under them. The land under the societies, bearing 

Gut no. 19/1A/6, 19/1A/7 & 53/1, is 6005 sq.mt. 

3. The applicant has requested that after deducting 
the society land, their remaining area in the 
sarictioned housing scheme is 18615 sq. mt and by 
adding another plot bearing 63/1/2, 8000 sq. mt, 
their total land measures 26615 sq. mt and against it, 
a single final plot of 10,646 sq. mt (40%) shall be 
granted on 20 mt. wide road. In addition, the plot 
under the societies is 6005 sq. mt. 
4. It is the joint development permission, wherein all 
the gut nos are clubbed together and the permissible 
FSI of the entire land was sanctioned throughout the 
scheme. Condition no 9 of the permission specifies 
that the lands in the layout cannot be subdivided 
without prior permission. However, in the 
sanctioned Draft Scheme, 23,820 sq. mt land has 
been included and the remaining area (Gut no. 
45/3/2-800 sq.mt) is out of the scheme. 
5. In preparation for TPS, CIDCO has adopted the 
principle to protect the existing structure by giving 
FP around it. Also, it was informed that a final plot 
of a minimum of 40% to not exceeding 100% OP 
area may be carved out considering the presence of 
structure, and available access. Accordingly, the 
final plots are proposed in the sanctioned draft 
scheme no.6. However in this case, irrespective of 
sanctioned permission and separation of 7/12 
extracts for the societies developed therein, the final 
plot to the tune of 40% of the original lands was 
proposed in the sanctioned draft scheme. 
7. Therefore by considering the sanctioned 
permission and existing development therein, 100% 
area for the land under society measuring. 6005 sq. 
mt. and 40% for the remaining area measuring 7126 
sq. mt, the total area on —— sq. mt has been 

lands. 

of this revised 
reconstituted-Fi \ mii 8 been allotted at 



the location of their otiginal plot with correction in 
the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and 
of the area as recorded in table B. 

M/s Tirupati Balaji Buildcon Pvt Ltd. 
Director through Partners Mahendra P 

277 | Singh, Janardhan L Kharude, Sudhir B 
Todkar, M/s Prayag Builders and 
Developers, Pradeep K Bhopi 

Class I (46/1/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
375 5,760 

M/s Tirupati Balaji Buildcon Pvt Ltd. 
278 Director through Partners Mahendra P 

Singh, Janardhan L Kharude, Sudhir B 
Todkar ; 

Class I (46/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

376 2,030 

M/s Tirupati Balaji Buildcon Pvt Ltd. 
279 Director through Partners Mahendra P 

Singh, Janardhan L Kharude, Sudhir B 
Todkar 

Class I (46/3) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
377 2,020 

267 

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. 

280 | Sunil D Sonavle, Baliram D Patil Class I (45/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

371 3,440 268 

They submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the proposed Final 
Plot No. 268 has been divided into 268A for Gut no 
45/2/A and Final Plot no 268B for Gut No. 45/2/B. 

Accordingly, revised reconstituted Final Plots no. 
268A & 268B have been allotted at the location of 
part of their original land with correction in the area 
and ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the 

Ramdas K. Bhoir, Dattatray K Bhoir, 
281 | Sarita H Bhoir, Lakshmibai K Bhoir, 

Kamlabai D Bhoir 
Class I (50(P)/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
383 192 2 7 1 

They submitted their representation on 
03/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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 

owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 
Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 271, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the o 
in Table B. 

99|Page 



Scie RSATETA TSDC TESOTTE. 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 : 

Sr. 

No 
Name of Owner 

Tenure of 
Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No) Decision of Arbitrator es pete 

3A 3B 3 4 7 
acquired under the LARR Act. 4) Accordingly 
they requested to exclude their original land 
from said TPS-7 

282 

Padu Hari Bhopi, Namdev Tukaram 
Bhopi, Gomi tukaram Bhopi, Jayavanti 
Ramdas Bhopi, Suresh Ramdas Bhopi. 
Bharati Ramdas Bhopi, jitendra Ramdas 
Bhopi, Reshma Ramdas Bhopi, Kanha 
Chandrakant Patil, Jayendra 
Chandrakant Patil, Suman Subhash 
Patil, Pritesh Subhash Patil, Vikas 

Subhash Patil, Ranjana Santosh Patil, 

Varun Santosh Patil, Nayan Santosh 
Patil 

Class I (24(P)/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
109 T4t 272 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the total area of the 
owners is 2510 sqm. Out of which 1388 sqm. area 
has been included in TP Scheme no 5. Accordingly, 
the area of Gat no 24 (p) in the said scheme is 1122 
sqm. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 198B has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in table B 

283 

Shree Shankar Devsthan vichumbe, 
Keshav Kana Bhingarkar, Gangabai 
Chahu Bhingarkar, Vijay Chahu 
Bhingarkar, Vishawas Chahu 

Bhingarkar, Kalibai chandrakant Patil, 

Sakharibai chandrakant Govari, 

Kundabai Suresh Bhingarkar, Rajesh 
Suresh Bhingarkar, Amita Vishawas 
Govari, Sangita Patil, Sudhir Janardan 

Keni, Prasad Rajendra Keni, Anil 

Janardan Keni, Aruna Rajendra Keni, 

Shobha Janardan Keni, Maribai 

Rajendra Keni 

Class I 
(125(PY/2/1( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

e 
238 1,360 

284 

M/s I. M. S. Tarfe Mohmmad Mumtaj 
Abadul Kayak, Shahanvaj Kamrulhoda 
Alam, Mohmmad emamuddin 

Mohmmad Amarulah shaikh, Sanjay K. 
J. Shinh 

Class I 
(125(P)/1/1( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

e 
236 

285 

M/s I. M. S. Tarfe Mohmmad Mumtaj 
Abadul Kayak, Shahanvaj Kamrulhoda 
Alam, Mohmmad mamuddin 
Mohmmad Amarulah shaikha, Sanjay 
K. J. Shinh 

Class I 
(125(P)/1/2( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

e 
237 

274 

Shahanvaj Alam & Immamuddin Shaikh 
appeared for hearing on 03/08/2023. 
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-7, 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- 
7. 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 the updated 7/12 extract and the ownership, 
Final Plot no. 274 in the sanctioned draft scheme is 
subdivided, and Final Plot no. 274A has been 
allotted for Gut no. 125/2 and Final Plot no. 274B 
has been allotted for Gut no. 125/1/1 and 125/1/2. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 274A & 274B have 
been allotted at the location of their original plot 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

286 

Bapu R. Bhoir, Harichandra P. Bhoir, 
Babibai K. Bhoir, Hanuman K. Bhoir, 

,Bansidhar K. Bhoir, Gitabai M. Patil, 
Vanmala N. Pandit, Kunda R. Madhavi, 

Sulochana C. Keni, Sarita S. Gondhali 

Class I (68/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
184 2,810 275 

They submitted their representation on 
03/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1 j 
contribution 
scheme. 

al is confirmed, 
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public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

subject to change in the name of the owners as per 
the updated 7/12 extract. 
Final Plot No. 275, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

Arjun Hasha Patil, Joma Hasha Patil, 
Babi Damu Patil, Shaila Shaniwar 
Chimane, Chandra Atmaram Govari, 

287 | Nanda Bharat Bhingarkar, Ganesh 
Namdev Patil, Navin Krushna Patil, 
Satish Krushna Patil, Ramibai (Pramila) 
Chandrakant Pardeshi 

Classt. | (57/0) | Vichumb 164 4,480 276 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

288 Ramesh D. Patel, Govind D Ravriya, 
Laxman R Patel ClassIT | (207(P)/0) | Shivkar 689 12,781 

278, 
287 

They appeared for a hearing on 03-08-2023 
Submission in hearing - 1) For their original 
land bearing survey no.207, two final plots no. 
278 and 287 are proposed at different locations 
and therefore they requested to allot a single 
corner plot along a 20 m wide road 2) There is 
an unauthorized structure existing in final plot 
no. 287. 3) They requested to grant the final plot 
of a minimum of 60% area of their original land. 
4.) 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. 5) The contribution amount as per form 
no. | is not accepted and shall be waived off. 6) 
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-7, 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- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 278 & 287 have been 
allotted with correction in the area as shown in plan 
no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in 
table B. 

289 | Sadanand D Mhatre, Manoraj D Mhatre Usarli Class II (119/2) Khurd 491 1,060 279A 

They submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

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. 279A, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in T; 
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= 

Decision of Arbitrator 

2 { 3A 3B 3C 4 
ete 5 

290 Sadanand D Mhatre, Manoraj D Mhatre Class I (26/0) 
Usarli 
Khord 

4,500 279B 

They submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

“Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

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. 279B, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

291 Vinay Vijay Agrawal Class I (61/2) Vichumb 
171 7,460 280 

They 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. 

292 

Harresh H Mhatre, Shridhar H Mhatre, 

Nanda M Khutarkar, Lahuji Mhatre, 
Ankush G Mhatre, Bhagwan G Mhatre, 
Aparna D Kadam, Umesh M Mhatre, 

Ashirwad M Mhatre, Durga H Mhatre, 

Ram G Mhatre, Vasant G Mhatre 

Class I (23/0) 358 6,150 281 

They submitted their representation on 
03/08/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) They 
requested to exclude their original land from 
said TPS-7. 

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. 281, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

293 
Ravikumar M Arya, Pawan kumar M 
pees Class I (25/3) Usarli 

Khurd 
5,880 282 

They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the area of Gat no 
25/3 is 6000 sqm. 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. 

294 

Ashok D Bhagat, Ramakant D Bhagat, 

Babibai D Bhagat, Manik A Joshi, 

Manda M Bhoir, Lata D Bhagat, Sarita 

S Bhagat, Rajesh S Bhagat, Jyoti L 
Bhoir, Jyotsna L Bhagat, Meenakshi J 

Bhagat, Harreshwar V Patil, Pratibha S 

Bhagat, Priya S Bhoir, Snehal A Patil, 

Geetanjai H Govari 

Class I (25(P)/2(P)) 
Usarli 
Khord 

361 7,736 283 

They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

The part area of the original land bearing Gut No. 
25/2 measuring 4272 sq.mt has been included in the 
scheme. Accordingly, A Final plot of 40% i.e. 1709 
sq. mt has been proposed. 
Final Plot No. 283, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

295 Nirabai J. Mhatre Class I (24/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
359 4,100 284 

They submitted their representation on 
02/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and levy of contribution amount is not 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 



acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

| allotted to the owner(s) and of ‘the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

296 

Harishchandra Pandu Bhaoir, Bhagwan 
bhimrao Aaher, Ashish Suresh Jadhav, 
Dhanraj Urf Dhanavant Ramdas 
mahajan, Balasaheb Mahadev Savant, 
Sakharam Tukaram Shende 

Class I (49/2) 
Vichumb 

145 5,870 285 

They submitted their representation on 
10/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

297 

Bhagchand C Khubchandani, 
Maganbhai N Patel, Bhavna B Gadhiya, 
Posha G Bhoir, Lakhan G Bhoir, 
Kamini G Bhoir, Ajay G Bhoir, Renuka 
G Bhoir 

Class I (57/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

388 3,240 286 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 286 has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

298 Vittal Govind Pardeshi Class I (19/1C/2) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
351 1,700 290 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 290, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

299 Aabasaheb shankar Aldar Class I (20/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

357 1,060 291 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 291 has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

300 

M/s DSE Enterprises Registered , 
Partner on Behalf of Association - 
Shankar Hande, Abdul Wahid, Wamik, 
Sheikh 

Class I (19/1B/1) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
353 2,000 292 

They submitted their representation on 
04/05/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) They stated 
that there are some existing structures on the 
allotted Final plot no 292 and therefore 
requested to allot the final plot in their original 
property bearing no. 19/1B/1 in Usarli Khurd. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 292 has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

301 Prakash R. Bhagat Class I (19/1B/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

354 2,020 293 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
irg anthbecause of this revised 

0f29has been allotted 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 — 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 67 

Sr. 
No 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No Area 
_No._ 

‘Representation of Owners on Sanctioned! 
Draft TPS -7 

Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C 4 7 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

302 Ramesh N. Bhagat Class 1 (19/1C/1/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

352 2,400 295 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 295 has been allotted 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

303 Nitin Krushna Bhagat Class I (19/1C/1/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

350 3,180 
296, 
297 

They submitted their representation on 
04/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation - 1) They stated 
that their land bearing Gut no 19/1C/1/1, area 
3180 sqm. is agricultural land and there is an 
existing structure bearing Gram Panchayat no 
521 2) In TPS, a 12 m wide road is proposed in 
their land 3) They requested to grant the final 
plot in their original holding. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 296 has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

304 

Shashikant K Kalushte, Vaishali V 

Palkar, Anand K Kalushte, Amruta A 

Kalushte, Omkar A Kalushte, Rekha N 

Todkari 

Class I (12/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

331 300 

305 

Madhukar G Kulkarni, Rajendra G 
Kulkarni, Neeta Adhikari, Anil G 
Kulkarni, Aboli A Kulkarni, Vaishali V 
Kulkarni, Rahul M Kulkarni 

Class I (12/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

330 2,504 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 299 has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

306 Kishor Shivdas Govari Class I (11/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

329 660 300 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 300, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

307 

Parvati N Bhagat, Padmakar K Bhagat, 

Dhau K Bhagat, Janardhan G Bhagat, 

Manohar G Bhagat, Shankar Babu 
(Alias Padu Bhagat) , Narayan Babu 
(Alias Padu Bhagat), Chau Babu (Alias 
Padu Bhagat), Sanjay B Bhagat, 
Santosh B Bhagat, Sunanda V Gowari, 

Bamibai J Bhagat, Gajanan J Bhagat, 
Ranjana S Bhoir, Vandana P Gondhali, 

Shanta P Bhoir, Sharda N Bhagat, 

Ganesh N Bhagat, Rekha K Patil, 
Hirabai B Bhagat, Kalabai C Gowari, 

Manda U Patil, Anil B Bhagat, Leela K 

Patil, Pushpa S Patil, Ajinkya D Bhagat, 
Aditiya D Bhagat, Ameya D Bhagat, 
Sudha D Bhagat. 

Class II (11/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

328 6,020 301 

They submitted their representation on 
21/08/2023 but did not appeared for hearing. 
Submission in representation: 1) They 
requested to grant final plot of minimum 60 % 
of their original land with 2.5 FSI. Also 
requested to alllot the final plot in the ratio of 
2:1 and to apply UDCPR. 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. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

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. 301, 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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308 | Shri Dyaneshwar Mauli Co. Classt_ | (80/2) _| Vichumb 193 12,010 302 

They appeared for a hearing on 04-08-2023 and 
also submitted their representation. 
Submission in hearing -1) Since 2007, there 
have been 428 residential dwelling units and 13 
commercial units present on their original 
property bearing survey no 80/2 adm. 12010 
sqm. However, in lieu of the said land, the final 
plot is proposed at another location. Therefore 
they requested to allot the Final plot at the 
original location by considering the existing 
structures on their land. 2) They requested to 
allow 4 FSI on their proposed 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. 

): 2. 2s ae e 

The Collector, Raigad wide order dated Masha 
/LNA.1 /CR88 /2006 dated 15.12.2006 had granted 
sanctioned layout cum building permission to 
Dnyneshwar Mauli CHS. As per the sanctioned plan 
from ADTP, Raigad dated 26.07.2006, available in 
NAINA office, the plotted layout was finally 
approved and ground storied structure of 26.36 sq. 
m. was approved in each plot. However, it is seen 
that Ground + Two Storied structures are existed on 
the site and the existing development is not as per 
the sanctioned permission. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. In the sanctioned development 
plan of NAINA, original land bearing Gut no. 80 of 
village Vichumbe is under the reservation of 
Growth Centre and therefore they have been granted 
the final plot at another location fronting on 12.0 mt. 
wide layout road in the sanctioned Draft Scheme. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

309 | Vishwas Laxshman Bhagat Class I (10/1A/1) i oe 319 1,900 303 

They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

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. 

310 | Subhas K. Sarpotdar ClassI | (63) | pearl 401 8,100 304 

They appeared for a hearing on 08/08/2023. 
Submission in the represenatation 1) They 
requested to allot Final plot no 304 at the 
property of their agriculture house no 37/1 and 
37/2. 2) Also, requested to grant the final plot of 
a minimum of 60% area of their original land. 
2.) 2.5 FSI 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-7, 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- 
7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 304, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of | 

Land 
Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No | 
Representation rowan on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS -7 Decision of Arbitrator ae . 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 ai 
“ 

8 

Smita Sapre, Swapna Sapre, Ujjwala 
Sapre, Alpana Annachatre, Prachi 
prasade, Dipti patil 

Class I (10/1A/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

312 
Shubhangi Nishikant Bhagat, mayuresh 
Nishikant Bhagat, Juili Nishikant 
Bhagat, S.No. 2 & 3 apa.kI 

Class I 
(19(P/4A(P 

») 
Usarli 
Khurd 

355 5,635 

313 
Ujjwala R Sapre, Alpana A 
Annachattre, Deepti S Patil 

Class I 
(19(P)/4B(P 

») 
Usarli 
Khurd 

356 

314 
Smita Sapre, Swapna Sapre, Ujjwala 
Sapre, Alpana Annachatre, Prachi 

Prasade, Dipti Patil 

Class I (10/2/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

322 1,400 

315 
Ujjwala R Sapre, Alpana A 
Annachattre, Deepti S Patil, Prachi N 

Prasade 
Class I (63/2) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

403 19,130 

305, 
310 

They appeared for a hearing on 04/08/2023. 
Submission in hearing - 1) In the TP scheme 
they have been granted Final plots no 305 and 
310 in lieu of their original land bearing survey 
no 10/1A/2, 19/4A (p), 19/4B, 63/2, 10/2/1. 
They accepted the location of the final plot, 
however, they mentioned that survey no 19/4A 
(p) is not owned by them and they have no 
relation with the owner of the said land. Also, 
the area of survey no 19/4B is 5000 sqm. and it 
is not mentioned in Form -1. Therefore they 
requested that for their land bearing survey no 
10/1A/2, 19/4B, 63/2, and 10/2/1 adm. 48825 
sqm, independent Final plot shall be granted. ) 
Also, requested to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% area of their original land. 2.) 
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-7, 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- 
7. 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 the applicant's request, separate final plot no. 
305A & 310A have been allotted for Gut No. 
10/1A/2 pt, 19/4B, 63/2, and 10/2/1, adm. 48600 
sqm and Final Plot No. 305B has been allotted for 
Gut No. 19/4A (pt) measuring 1215 sq.mt. in the 
scheme area. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 305A, 310A & 305B 
have been allotted at the location of part of their 
original plot with corrections in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

316 

Madhukar G Kulkarni, Rajendra G 

Kulkarni, Neeta Adhikari, Anil G 
Kulkarni, Aboli A Kulkarni, Vaishali V 
Kulkarni, Rahul M Kulkarni 

Class I (12/4) Usarli 
Khurd 

ey 
oF 
(sary 360 

317 

Madhukar G Kulkarni, Rajendra G 
Kulkarni, Neeta Adhikari, Anil G 
Kulkarni, Aboli A Kulkarni, Vaishali V 

Kulkarni, Rahul M Kulkarni 

Class I (12/5) Usarli 
Khurd 

334 287 

318 

Madhukar G Kulkarni, Rajendra G 
Kulkarni, Neeta Adhikari, Anil G 
Kulkarni, Aboli A Kulkarni, Vaishali V 

Kulkarni, Rahul M Kulkarni 

Class I (12/6) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
334a 845 

306 

They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area 
remained with the owners after deducting the area 
under Railway acquisition are; Gut No. 12/4- 360 
sq.mt. 12/5- 167 sq.mt., 12/6- 705 sq. mt. 

Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 306 has 
been allotted with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

319 Sanjay G. Patkar, Ragunath C Gharat Class I (63/1/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

402 8,000 266 

Shri. Sanjay G Patkar attended the hearing and 
submitted the representation on 08/08/2023. 
Submission: - 1) Their land bearing survey no 
53/1, 2, 3, 45/3/1, 2, 3, 4, 45/4/1, 2, 3, 19/1A/1 
to 8 adm. 24620 sqm. is a NA plot for which NA 
permission and approved building plans were 
received on 16/02/2010 from Collector Raigad. 
The proposal was comprised of group housing 

The detailed decision was given in Final Plot No. 
270. 
As per their request, the Ja 
been revised for plamh x fg 
of this revised regofisti 

ieee scheme has 



on 2 plots and bungalow plots on the rest of the 
area, the group housing was completed and 
buildings were occupied. The residents of 
buildings no 1, 2, and 3 formed a society, and 
conveyance was obtained. Also, conveyance 
was obtained for building no 4 as a separate 
society. 2) The balance area after deducting land 
in the ownership of the said societies is 18615 
sqm. (24620-6005) and 40% of this works out to 
7446 sqm. Their second plot bearing survey no 
63/1/2 measures. 8000 sqm. and its final plot of 
40% works out to 3200 sqm. Thus their total 
final plot area for original plots works out to 
10640 sqm. 3) They have submitted 3 options 
for the said final plot and if they are not found 
suitable, then their final plot should be located 
on a 20 m wide road as a single plot. 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
submitted any representation. subject to change in the name of the owners as per 

320 | Ashwini A. Mundhe, Sandhya L. Tiwari | Classt_ | ons) | US*H | 391 | 1.800 | 309 a pe oa a 7. 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. F Usarli submitted any representation. Final Plot No. 311, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 321 | Ramdas K. Bhoir Class I (73/0) Khurd 412 3,210 311 allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 

Usarli submitted any representation. Final Plot No. 312, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 322 | Bama R. Mhatre Class II (72/0) Khurd 411 3,950 312 allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
submitted any representation. subject to change in the name of the owners as per 

Usarli the updated 7/12 extract. 323 | Eknaath R. Bhopi Class I (74/3) Khurd 415 3,590 313 Final Plot No.313, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

Usarli President, Ganesh Krupa Gharkul CHS Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the regulations 324 | Mustafa A Vohra, Murtaza A Vohra, Class I (74/1) 413 2,410 314, | submitted their presentation dt. 28.08.2023 are already proposed in SDCR for TPS-7. The Aliajgar Vohra, Mohd Ali Vohra — 316, | regarding Gut No. 75/A. objection regarding the contribution amount will be : i Usarli 347 | Submission-1. Collector Raigad granted NA decided in the final scheme. For concession in the 325 | Eknaath R. Bhopi Class I (74/2) Reed 1 1,010 cum building permission in their land wide order | marginal spaces, a new regulation has been 

Tahir A Panvelwala, Shabbir A Vohra, 
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326 

Chintamani B Dhuri, Menakshi B 

Dhuri, Dyanand B Dhuri, Tushar D 

Dhuri, Aarti P Sawant, Leena A Redkar, 

Deepali D Dhuri, Nafisa F 
Lokhandwala 

Class I (75/A) Usarli 
Khurd 

416 8,790 

dated 09.05.2023. 
2. Unified Development Control & Promtion 

Regulations (UDCPR) shall be made applicable. 
3. 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 space shall 
be granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 

proposed. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No.314, 316, 347, as shown in plan No. 4, 
has been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

327 Vincent Luis Mathais Class I (71/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

410 5,790 319 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No.319, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

328 Aambibai H. Bhoir Class I (57/3C) Usarli 

Khurd 
391 2,020 321 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 321, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

329 
Eknath R Bhoir, Ashok B Bhoir, 

Atmaram R Bhoir, Shabbir M Sheikh 
Class I (70/0) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

409 2,380 322 

They 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. 322, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

330 
Chandrakant G Mhatre, Dhanaji G 
Mhatre, Sushila K. Patil, Nira L 

Waghmare, Anusaya C Patil 
Class II (59/2A) Usarli 

Khurd 
394 1,500 324 

They 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. 

331 
Janabai L Khopkar, Lilabai V Patil, 
Hirabai H Patil 

Class I (48/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

381 5,210 325 

They submitted their representation but did not 
appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them and levy of contribution amount is not 
acceptable. 2) Accordingly they requested to 
exclude their original land from said TPS-7. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 325 has been allotted 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

332 
Posha G. Bhoir, lakhan G. Bhoir, 

Kamini Bhoir, Ajay G Bhoir, Renuka G 
Bhoir, Shabbir M Sheikh 

Class I (57/3A) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

389 4,000 326 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draftstheme drat oposal is confirmed. 
plan No. 4, has been 



Radhabai V Bhoir, B 
Gansh V Bhoir, Vithoba V Bhoir, Anita 
J Bhoir 

(57/3B) 390 327 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Py JF YD? J 

The sanctioned draft schem 
Final Plot No. 327, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

334 Gunvant V Abhyankar, Milind B Nene Class I (58/0) 392 5,060 329 

They 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. 

335 Babibai K. Bhoir Class I (64/0) 404 2,760 

336 Babibai K. Bhoir Class I (69/0) 408 2,380 
330B 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 330B, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

337 Babibai K. Bhoir Class II (66/0) 406a 1,420 330A 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

.The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 330A, as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B 

338 Nirbhaymal Jain, Vijaymal Sand Class I (77/1) 422a 5,300 

339 Nirbhaymal Jain, Vijaymal Sand Class I (77/3) 422c 592 

340 Nirbhaymal Jain, Vijaymal Sand Class I (77/6) 422f 200 

334 

They 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. 

341 

Babibai K. Bhoir, Hanuman K. Bhoir, 
Bansidhar K. Bhoir, Gitabai M. Patil, 
Vanmala Pandit, Kunda R. Madhavi, 
Sulochana C. Keni, Sarita S. Gondhali. 

Class I (29/0) Vichumb 
115 6,200 337 

United Builders submitted a representation on 
21/08/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission- 1) As per CIDCO's notification 
dated 21/10/2022, the decision to use 60 % of 
their original land by CIDCO and allot of 
remaining 40% of land to them is not 
acceptable. 2) There are existing structures on 
the proposed final plot no 337 which is not 
acceptable. 3) NAINA TPS has no public 
purpose; including them in the scheme without 
their consent and levying contribution charges is 
itself against natural law. 4) If any land is 
required for public purposes, it shall be acquired 
under the LARR Act. 5)Accordingly they 
requested to exclude their original land from 
said TPS-7 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
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. 

342 Mahindra V Naik Class I (81/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

432 20,400 338 

Ramchandra Gana Bhagat submitted a 
representation on 08/08/2023. 
Submission:- 1) As per Collector, Alibaug 
order, in 7/12 extract of survey no.81, lease 
pendancy deeds no. 1145/2013 dated 29/01/23 
was registered wide mutation no. 1682. They 

It is seen from the submitted documents that Shri. 
Ramchandra Bhagat filed Special Suit no. 190/2012 
in the court of Civil 

As per Sec 
court pass: claim of the 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
No 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 

Hissa no 
Village | OP No | Area 

~ Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS -7 Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C 4 i 8 
have stated that court case no. 6610/2010 in 
Panvel Civil court is under process and 
requested not to take final decision till the the 
decision of the court. 

ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to have been suitably 
corrected/varied because of such decree. 
As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 20350 sq.mt. 

Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 338, area- 
8140 sq. mt. has been allotted for their original plot 
with correction in the area and ownership as shown 
in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

343 
M/s Kajal Enterprises Owner Shanti Lal 
D Thakkar 

Class I (77/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

422b 10,171 

344 M/s Kajal Enterprises Owner Shanti Lal 
D Thakkar Class I (77/4) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

422d 1,127 339 

345 
M/s Kajal Enterprises Owner Shanti Lal 
D Thakkar 

Class I (77/5) Usarli 
Khurd 

422 3,550 

They submitted the request letter on 7/08/2023 
to shift the hearing date to 09/08/2023 and it was 
accepted. However, they neither appeared for a 
hearing nor submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 339, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

346 
Yamuna Ganapat bhoir, Vasant namdev 

Bhoir, Anant Namdev Bhoir 
Class I (54/2A) 

Vichumb 
e 

157 9,820 340 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

347 

Tukaram M Bhagat, Buguna bai M 
Bhagat, Pushpa M Bhagat, Kusum M 
Bhagat, Parvati M Bhagat, Bhagchand 
C Khubchandani, Magan bhai Patel, 
Bhavna B Gathia, Vivek B Bhoir 

Class I (76/4) Usarli 

Khurd 
420 3,410 341 

They submitted their representation on 
17/08/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) They have 
stated that there are existing houses no. 5001 & 
103 on said original property bearing no 76/4 
and they have been living there for many years. 
2) They requested to grant the final plot in their 
original land only. 
They appeared for a hearing and stated that they 
shall be granted a final plot in place of their 
existing structures in their original holding. 

348 Hanuman G Bhagat Class I (76/3) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

419 3,390 342 

They have submitted their representation on 
17/08/2023 
Submission in representation- 1) They have 
stated that there are existing houses no. 83 on 
said original property bearing no 76/3 and they 
have been living there for many years. 2) They 
requested to grant the final plot in their original 
land only. 
They appeared for a hearing and stated that they 

In the sanctioned Draft Scheme, separate final plot 
no. 341, 342 & 343 were proposed for Gut No. 76/4, 
76/3, & 76/1 respectively. However, during the 
hearing, they requested to grant a Final plot in place 
of their existing structures on the original land. 
Their existing structures are adjoining to each other 
and situated in the middle of the original land. 

Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised by considering the existing structures, and 
because of this revised reconstituted combined Final 
Plot no. 342 has been allotted with correction in the 
area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in table B. 
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shall be granted a final plot in place of their 
existing structures in their original holding. 

349 Laxman G. Bhagat Class I (76/1) 418 3,390 343 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

»>I JO |]d93 3 

350 

Umabai Bama Mundkar, Krushna 
Balaram Govari, Karuna Balaram 
Govari, Anjali Sitaram Pandit, Ganesh 
Padya Mundkar, Lilabai Bama 
Mundkar, Vasanti Balaram Govari, 
Hirabai Balaram Govari, Shantabai 
Goma govari, Rakhmabai Arun bhoir, 
Lakshman Mahadu Patil, Bebibai 
Chandrakant Govari, Sonali 
Chandrakant Govari, Sudarshan 
Chandrakant Govari, Swati chandrakant 
Govari, Shraddha Chandrakant Govari, 
ranjana Padya mundkar, Vaman Rama 
Govari, devram Balaram Govari, 
Pushpa Ghanshyam Gupta, Fashi Goma 
Govari, Pramila Padya mundkar, Jaydas 
Padya Mundkar 

Class I (58/0) Vichumb 
165 4,900 344 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 344, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

351 Lansi M. Barboja Class I (75/B) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

417 8,000 348 

They 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. 

352 Stanis L C Desuza, Pamela F Desuza Class I (87/1) 
Usarli 
Khourd 

445 7,590 351 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 351, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

353 Sugandha S. Paradkar Class I (87/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

446 2,000 352 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

354 

Ramchandra Gana Bhagat, Asha 
Kamalakar Bhagat, Lakshmi Gana 
Bhagat, Anita Anata Bhagat, Savita 
Yashvant Bhopi, Manoj Ananta Bhagat, 
Sanchita Ravindra Bhoir, Bharti Pradip 
Surve, Pranali Purushottam Bhoir, 
Sushila Vittal Zavare, Niranjan Eknath 
Govari, Bhupali Kamlakar Bhagat, 
Devendra Gana Bhagat, Vilas 
Ramchandra Jadhav, Padmini Vilas 
Jadhav, Manoj Anant Bhagat, Ashabai 
Anant Bhagat, Sanchita Ravindra Bhoir, 

Class I (86/1/1) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

440 19,250 354 

Adv. Sachin Patil on behalf of Ramchandra 
Bhagat submitted their representation on 
08/08/2023. 
Submission- 1) The proposed final plot consists 
of their existing structures, therefore, shall be 
kept as proposed. 2) They requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) 2.5 FSI 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 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, 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- 
7. The objection regarding the contribution amount 
will be decided in the final scheme. For concession 
in the marginal spaces, a new regulation has been 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
No 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No Area 
FP 
No. 

Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS -7 Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 7 
SEAS co Sass SO 

Pranali Prakash Zavare, Rupuli Sachin 
Patil, Manoj Ananta Bhagat, Bharti 

Pradip Surve, Anita Ananta Bhagat, 
Vaishali Santosh Pardeshi, Pranali 
Purushottam Bhoir 

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. 

allotted to the ooanetis} and of the area, as recorded — 
in Table B. 

355 Ramchandra G. Bhagat Class | (86/1/3) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

443 2,400 355 

They submitted their representation on 
08/08/2023. 
Submission- 1) The proposed final plot consists 
of their existing structures, therefore, shall be 

kept as proposed. 2) They requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) 2.5 FSI 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-7, 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- 
7. 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. 
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. 

356 
Krushna M Bhoir, Aanu M Bhoir, Leela 

G Pardeshi, Anjira A Govari 
Class II (86/2) Usarli 

Khurd 
710 356 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

357 
Dilip C Bhagat, Deepti D Bhagat, 
Deepali P Joshi, Hemant D Bhagat, 

Mukesh D Bhagat 
Class I (86/1/2/1) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

441 11,656 358 

Shri. Hemant Bhagat submitted a presentation 
on 07/08/23 
Submission- 1) They stated that there is an 
existing house no. 734 on said original property 
bearing Gut no 86/1/2 & 9. and requesied io 
grant the final plot in their original land only. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 9896 sq. mt. 
Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and in view of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 358, area- 
3958 sq. mt. has been allotted for their original plot 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

358 Maya S. Bhagat Class I (80/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

430 11,600 359 

They 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. 359, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

359 Paresh S Patel, Navneet S Patel Class I (78/1/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

423 10,550 

360 Paresh S Patel, Navneet S Patel Class I (78/1/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

424 1,516 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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Nirbhaymal Jain (79/1) 

Nirbhaymal Jain (79/2) 
361 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

>i} BIQIDDSD 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

363 Vishswas L. Bhagat (78/2) 425 364 

They 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. 

364 Ajit B. Katti Class I (78/3) 426 4,047 365 

They 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. 365, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

365 
Mohan T. Bhagat, Raja T. Bhagat, 
Ratan T. Bhagat, Kiran T. Bhagat, 
Sanjay T. Bhagat, Krushabai T. Bhagat 

Class I (80/3) 431 4,300 366 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 366, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

366 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class I (59/1) 393 500 

367 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class I (60/1) 396 710 

368 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class I (60/2) 397 1,210 

369 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class I (60/3) 398 1,010 

370 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class 1 (61/0) 399 3,340 

371 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class I (65/0) 405 2,730 

372 Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal Class I (68/0) 407 1,640 

367 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 367, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

373 Ganpat S. Bhagat Class I (80/1) 429 8,360 368 

They 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. 368, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

374 
Jagdish D. Bhagat, Tai M Bhagat, 
Dhakli D Bhagat, Narayan D Bhagat, 
Vasanti H Patil, Vishnu D Bhagat 

Class II (206/3) Shivkar 688 2,780 369 

They submitted their representation on 
13/09/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 

)& 
proposal is confirmed. 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA. No. 07 

Sr. 
Name of Owner 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Tenure of 
Land Village | OP No Area 

Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS -7 - Decision of Arbitrator 

cle 3A 3B 3C 4 7 
"public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

Final Plot No. 369, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

375 
National Builders through partner M. C. 
Sanni, Cijo Sanni 

Vichumb 
e 

ClassI_ | (27(P)/2(P)) 113 5,855 370 

They appeared for the hearing on 08/08/2023. 
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-7, 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- 
7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 370, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

376 

Eknath B Bhagat, Radhabai K Mhatre, 
Krushna R Bhagat, Harreswar R 

Bhagat, Dwarkabai Y Patil, Kashibai H 

Govari, Shaila S Joshi, Seema C 

Pardeshi, Vandana B Pardeshi 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (83/1) 434 22,740 

371, 
376 

They submitted their representation on 
08/08/2023 but did not appear for the hearing. 
Submission in representation-1)There are 
existing mango, and coconut trees in their 
original property bearing survey no 83/land also 
rice and cereals cultivation is done on said land 
and their livelihood is dependent on their 
income. 2) Village Usarli Khurd is in close 
proximity to Panvel City where development 
has already started and they are satisfied with it, 
therefore TP scheme 7 is not accepted by them. 
3) In the future, if their land is acquired then the 
plot shall be granted in their original property 
bearing survey no 83/1. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
schemeThe sanctioned draft scheme proposal is 
confirmed. 
As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 16,180 sq.mi. 

Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plots no. 371A, 376, 
area- 6,472 sq. mt. have been allotted for their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

377 

Raghunath G. Waghmare, Gana B. 
Waghmare, Ashok Waghmare, Dipak 
Waghmare, Baby Waghmare, Chandra 
Patil, Laxmi More, Vandana Mali, Jyoti 

Palake, Sugandha Waghmare 

Vichumb Class I (21/1) 107 4,270 372 

They submitted their representation on 
08/08/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 

decision to use 60 % of their original land by 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 

objection regarding the 
contribution a ded. in the final 
scheme 

\2 ‘\ 
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378 

Raghunath G. Waghmare, Gana B. 
Waghmare, Ashok Waghmare, Dipak 
Waghmare, Baby Waghmare, Chandra 
Patil, Laxmi More, Vandana Mali, Jyoti 
Palake, Sugandha Waghmare 

Class I (21/2) 
Vichumb 

e 
108 3,340 

CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

379 

Maya B Surte, Namdev Surte, Prakash 
Surte, Vithabai Patil, Dharmibai Surte 
Janabai Surte, Nishikant Surte, 
Sanjivani Bhoir, Bhagyashri Punkar, 
Rajashri Surte, Tejashri Banda, Revati 
Karkide, Yamuna Surte 

> 

Class II (27/1) Vichumb 
112 7,260 373 

They submitted their representation on 
14/08/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 373, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

414 

Vasanti V. Bhagat, Santosh V Bhagat, 
Nitesh V Bhagat, Gopal P Bhagat, 
Prachi D Bhagat, Chirag D Bhagat, 
Darshna D Bhagat, Vardarajan Urf 
Ashokkumar K Nainar - 

Class I (206/1) Shivkar 686 2,780 375 

They submitted their representation on 
13/09/2023 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) As per 
CIDCO's notification dated 21/10/2022, the 
decision to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) NAINA TPS has no 
public purpose; including them in the 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-7 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 375, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

415 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I 
(64(P)/2B 

(P)) 

Vichumb 
179 15,385 377 

Partner, M/s National Builders appeared for the 
hearing on 08/08/2023. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

("1 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no / 
Hissa no 

Village | OP No | Area 
Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 

__ Draft TPS -7 _ 
iets of. {Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C 4 5 AL 

Rakesh Pravin Sanghavi, M/s. Ashapura 

Realters register behalf partner 
corporation, M. C. Sani, M/s National 
builders behalf Partner 

416 Class I 
(64(PV/2A 

(P)) 
Vichumb 

178 - 

Submission in hearing- 1.) They have accepted 
the location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned 
draft TPS. However, requested to grant 
independent final plot for their land bearing 
survey no 64/2A. 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 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. 

‘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- 
7. 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 the updated 7/12 extract, the total area of 
owners of Gat no 64/2A and 64/2B is 17780 sqm. 
Out of that, 3897 sqm. has been included in TP 
Scheme no 5 and 13883 sqm. remains in TP 
Scheme no 7. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 377, has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

Bharat Patel, Bhavesh Patel, M/s. 

sia Aawas Associates through Partners 
Class I (162/1) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

524 116 

Bharat Patel, Bhavesh Patel, M/s. 
418 Aawas Associates through Partners 

Class I (162/5) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

528 139 

Bharat Patel, Bhavesh Patel, M/s. 

_ Aawas Associates through Partners 
Class I (162/2) Usarli 

Khurd 
525 308 

383+ 
385+ 
388 

They appeared for the hearing on 08/08/2023. 
Submission in hearing- 1) Sub-divisional 
Officer vide order dt. 24/01/1992 approved 
layout in Gut no 88/1 and 88/3. They purchased 
subplot no 1, 2, and 5 in the said layout. which 

were subsequently numbered as 162/1- 476 sqm. 
, 162/2,- 308 sqm. 162/5 - 283 sqm. total 1067 
sqm. Accordingly, they are entitled to a final 
plot of 426.8 sqm. area. However, they have 
been granted a final plot of 225.19 sqm. area. 
So they requested to grant the final plot of 426.8 
sqm. area. 2) They 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-7, 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- 
7. 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. 

They have been granted the final plot as per the area 
mentioned in the 7/12 extract i.e. net area after 
deducting the area under the Railway acquisition. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to change in final plot as 498. 
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. 

Indu Gupta, Surinder Kumar Kaul, Y.D. 
SED | ease Class I (162/6) Usarli 

Khurd 
529 148 384 

They neither appeared for the hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revise od for 
planning requirements, and because of thig revised: 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 398 has bee S| 
their original plot with correction in the as ~ 

CATA 
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shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and'of the ‘area 
as recorded in table B. 

421 
Vishnu Dharma Bhagat, Vaman Usarli 
Dharma Bhagat Classt | (162/7) | yaneq | 530 336 | 386 

They appeared for the hearing on 08/08/2023. 
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-7, 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- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 386 has been allotted for 
their original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) 
and of the area as recorded in table B. 

422 

Vaman D Bhagat, Vishnu D Bhagat, 
Manik C Patil, Radhabai B Bhagat, Usarli Ajay B Bhagat, Chaya B Bhagat, Class I (84/1) Khurd 436 13,430 389 

Sanjay B Bhagat, Ganapat B Bhagat 

They appeared for the hearing on 08/08/2023. 
Submission in hearing- 1.) They have accepted 
the location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned 
draft TPS. However, mentioned that their 
farmhouse has existed in the said land since 
1993. In the sanctioned draft scheme the strip of 
open land is proposed adjoining the railway 
boundary and thereafter 20 m road has been 
proposed. Their farmhouse is partly affected by 
said road and final plot no 389 is proposed along 
the said road. Therefore, they requested to 
reduce the width of the said road and grant a 
final plot with their entire farmhouse. 2) They 
also requested to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 60% area of their original land. 23) 
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 space shall 
be granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, 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« 
7. 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 the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 10,430 sq.mt. 

Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 384, area- 
4172 sq. mt. has been allotted for their original plot 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 
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423 
Mirlmdad Ali M Ali, M Qureshi, 
Nawaz Khan N Ahemad, Vinaya V 
Dukhande 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (88/4) 448 740 390 

= neither appeared for a ening nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 460 sq.mt. 
Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 385, area- 
184 sq. mt. has been allotted for their original plot 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

424 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (1/0) 286 1,420 

425 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner Bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I aia (2/0) 287 2,020 

426 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner Bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (3/1) 288 710 

427 
Bhavesh K. Patel, M/s Aawas Asso. 

Partners association through partner 
Bharat K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (3/2) 289 810 

428 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 

through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (89/1) 449 4,270 

429 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class | Khurd (89/2) 450 3,060 

430 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (89/5) 453 1,690 

431 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 

Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (89/6) 454 5,410 

432 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (89/8) 456 1,420 

433 
Dipak P. Thakre, M/s Aawas Asso. 
Partners association through partner 
bharat K. Patel, Bhavesh K. Patel 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (89/9) 457 1,010 

434 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class T Khurd (89/10) 458 1,090 

435 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Usarli 
Class I Khurd (89/11) 459 4,550 

391, 
393 

Bharat & Bhavesh Patel appeared for the 
hearing on 08/08/2023. 
Submission in hearing- 1.) They have accepted 
the location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned 
draft TPS. However, requested to grant a 
rectangular-shaped final plot on a 15 mt. wide 
road. 2.) They claimed that area of survey no. 
93/0 is 1640 sq. mt instead of 1380 sq.mt.as 
mentioned in form 1 of the scheme. 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. 
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. Harishchandra Bhagat submitted 
representation dated 07/08/23. 
Submission:- 1) They have stated that there is 
an existing house on said original property. 2) 
They requested to grant the final plot in their 
original land only. 

Adv. Rajesh Meher, on behalf of Shri Sadanand 
Krismatrao, submitted their representation dated 
24/04/2023 to CIDCO (NAINA). 
Submission- 1) Their client has submitted 
special suit no. 320/2019.2) Their client has 
legal rights on the suit lands and without the 
consent of their client, if the new plot for the suit 
lands has been granted to M/s Awas Associate 
in TPS-7, it will be a great loss to their client. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, 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- 
7. 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 Section 71 of the MR & TP Act, if a civil 

court passes any decree in a disputed claim of the 
ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to have been suitably 
corrected/varied because of such decree. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plots no. 388 & 390 have been 
allotted for their original plot with correction in the 
area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in table B. 
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436 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

(93/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

463 1,380 

437 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Class I (89/3) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
451 4,180 

438 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 
through partner bharat K. Patel, 
Bhavesh K. Patel, Dipak P. Thakre 

Class | (90/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
460 1,210 

439 Prakash V Desai, Sangeeta P Desai Class I (89/7) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
455 1,190 

440 

Dhavu K Bhagat, Janardhan G Bhagat, 
Manohar G Bhagat, Shankar Babu 
(Alias Padu Bhagat) , Chau Babu (Alias 
Padu Bhagat) , Sanjay B Bhagat, 
Santosh B Bhagat, Sunanda V Govari, 
Hirabai B Bhagat, Kamlabai C Govari, 
Manda U Patil, Anil B Bhagat, Leela K 
Patil, Pushpa S Patil, Bamibai J Bhagat, 
Gajanan J Bhagat, Ranjana S Bhoir, 
Padmakar K Bhagat, Narayan Babu 
(Alias Padu Bhagat), Parvati N Bhagat, 
Vandana P Gondhali, Shanta P Bhoir, 
Sharda N Bhagat, Ganesh N Bhagat, 
Rekha K Patil, Ajinkya D Bhagat, 
Aditya D Bhagat, Ameya D Bhagat, 
Sudha D Bhagat 

Class I (91/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

461 10,850 

Shri Shankar Bhagat and others, regarding Gut 
no,. 91submitted a presentation dated 
21/08/2023 
Submission- 1) 2.5 FSI shall be granted and 
UDCPR shall be made applicable 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.4) The said plots are proposed along the 
river and therefore NAINA shall expand the 
width and depth of the river after taking 
permission from Irrigation Dept. 

441 
Harishchandra B Bhagat, Radha bai K 
Mhatre 

Class I (92/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

462 9,330 392 

Radhabai Mhatre & Harischandra Bhagat 
submitted a representation on 08/08/23 
Submission:-1) They stated that their land 
bearing survey no. 92, area 9330 sqm., is under 
agricultural use and is the only source of 
livelihood for them. 2) They requested to grant 
the final plot as per their consent. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to change in final plot no. as 389. 
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. 

442 Ramesh N. Rudhani Class I (89/4) Usarli 

Khurd 
452 940 394 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to change in final plot no. as 392. 
Final Plot No. 392 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

443 Akbaralli R. Bohari Class I (85/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

438 710 395 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 360 sq.mt. 
Accordingly, the eda y 
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3A 3B_ 3C 4 pe! 
144 sq. mt. has been allotted for their original plot 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

444 Sagar S. Khond Class I (T/C) Usarli 
Khurd 

300 1,821 

445 Sagar S. Khond Class I (7/1B) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

301 910 
396 

Shri. Narendra Gowari submitted representation 
dated 12.06.2023. 
Submission: 1.) In the final plot granted to 
them, there is an existing structure therefore 
they requested to change the final plot. 

There are many structures in Gut no. 7/1 and the 
boundaries of Gut no. 7/1/1C, 7/1B, 7/1A/1, & 
7/1/1B/1 are not available. In the sanctioned Draft 
Scheme, Final plots no. 396, 402, & 408 were 
arbitrarily proposed in Gut no. 7/1. Also as per the 
updated 7/12 extract, the net area of Gut no. 7/1B 

after deducting the land under the railway is 465 sq. 
mt. 

Therefore the said Gut nos. 7/1/1C, 7/1B, 7/1A/1, & 

T/A/AB/1 are clubbed together and combined Final 
Plot No. 396 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

446 Dharma V. Patil, Mahendra M. Patil Class I (7/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

304 1,520 397 

Shri. Mukund Patil and Dharma Patil submitted 
a presentation dated 24/08/23 
Submission- 1) Their shares in the original land 
bearing Survey no. 7/2 are separated and 
therefore requested to grant separate final plots 
to each of them.2) They have RCC house no.654 
in the said land and requested its compensation. 
3) Betterment charges shall be waived. 

Shri Dinesh Katave submitted a representation 
dated 25/08/23 
Submission- Special Civil suit no. 18/2021 
regarding Gut no. 7/2 has been filed in Civil 
court, Panvel, and therefore no decision shall be 

taken, til] the decision in the pending suit. 

The Special Civil Suit no. 18/2021 is regarding Gut 
no. 7/1(1) B/2. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering their existing structures, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 401 has 
been allotted with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

447 

Anil S. Jadhav, Kashinath K. Suvase, 

Gabrialle Aulwin, Tukaram S. Kadam, 
Prabhakar S. More, Raosaheb C. Walke, 
Bipin M. Paradhi, Vijay K.M. Kurup, 
Ruku Digprasad Shresth, Rahul 
Digprasad Shresth, Dinesh Digprasad 
Shresth, Suman Digprasad Shresth, 
Ujwala ashok Gurav, Dkshta Ashok 
Gurav, Kalpesh Ashok Gurav 

Class I (T/M/2/1/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
303 369 398 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Tahsildar, Panvel, wide order No. NA/kat- 
1/SR/90/1990 dated 21/06/1990 had granted NA 
cum layout permission for residential use in survey 
no. 7-1A (2), 4047 sq. mt. 
As per the sanctioned Draft Scheme, their plot under 
the layout was affected by the proposals of 20.0 mt 
wide roads on both the side of the railway line and 
Green Belt and therefore their Final Plot was 
proposed in Gut No. 7/ = wherein structures exist. 

Considering that it 
final plot of 100% origitial 
has been allotted fa catior 
original land. = 



The layout of the scheme has been revised and 
because of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 
394 has been allotted with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

448 
Keshav T. Gawande, Vinayak D. 
Thakare, Sunanda R. Gawande, Sanajy 
B. Walake 

Class I (7/1 A/2/3) Usarli 
Khurd 

305 392 399 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Tahsildar, Panvel, wide order No. NA/kat- 
1/SR/90/1990 dated 21/06/1990 had granted NA 
cum layout permission for residential use in survey 
no. 7-1A (2), 4047 sq. mt. 
As per the sanctioned Draft Scheme, their plot under 
the layout was affected by the proposals of 20.0 mt 
wide roads on both the side of the railway line and 
Green Belt and therefore their Final Plot was 
proposed in Gut No. 7/1, wherein structures exist. 

Considering that it is a sanctioned layout plot, the 
final plot of 100% of their original land (312 sq. mt) 
has been allotted in a nearby location of their 
original land. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised and 
because of this revised reconstituted Final Plot 
no.410 has been allotted with correction in the area 
as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the 
area as recorded in table B. 

449 Manohar C. Surte Class I (7/1A/2/8) Usarli 

Khurd 
307 419 400 

Shri. Manohar Surte appeared for a hearing 
Submission in hearing: - 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to grant the 
final plot of 100% of their holding in their 
original land only, otherwise, compensation 
shall be granted as per Airport acquisition. 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. 

Tahsildar, Panvel, wide order No. NA/kat- 
1/SR/90/1990 dated 21/06/1990 had granted NA 
cum layout permission for residential use in survey 
no. 7-1A(2), 4047 sq. mt. 
As per the sanctioned Draft Scheme, their plot under 
the layout was affected by the proposals of 20.0 mt 
wide roads on both the side of the railway line and 
Green Belt and therefore their Final Plot was 
proposed in Gut No. 7/1, wherein structures exist. 

Considering that it is a sanctioned layout plot, the 
final plot of 100% of their original land has been 
allotted in a nearby location of their original land. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised and 
because of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 
409 has been allotted with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
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1 2 3A 3B. Od|3c 4 Lines aS a gt 8 a 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor According to Mutation entry no.918, Tahsildar, 
submitted any representation. Panvel, wide order No. NA/kat-1/SR/90/1990 dated 

308 210 21/06/1990 had granted NA permission for 

residential use in survey no. 7-1A (2), 4047 sq. mt. 
Accordingly, the land was subdivided into 8 plots, 

Usarli 
450 | Ashok R. Shirke Class I (7/1A/2/9) Khurd 

210.24 sq. mt was placed under road and 405.25 sq. 
mt was placed under Open Space. In the other right 
column of 7/12 extract of Gut no. 7/1A/2/9 and 
7/NA/2/10, the said Gut nos are mentioned under 
road & khulijaga respectively. 

401 
As per the provisions of DC regulations, the land 

Usarli under the layout road has to be transferred to the 
Khurd 309 405 planning authority and open space has to be 

transferred to the plot owners’ society. The lands 
under the layout road and open space in the 
sanctioned layout are not entitled to a Final plot. 

451 | Ashok R. Shirke ClassI | (7/1A/2/10) 

Therefore the proposed Final plots in the draft 
scheme for the original lands bearing Gut no. 
7/1A/2/9 and 7/1A/2/10 are cancelled. 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor There are many structures in Gut no. 7/1 and the 
submitted any representation. boundaries of Gut no. 7/1/1C, 7/1B, 7/1A/1, & 

7/1/1B/1 are not available. In the sanctioned Draft 
Scheme, Final plots no. 396, 402, & 408 were 
arbitrarily proposed in Gut no. 7/1. 
Therefore the said Gut nos. 7/1/1C, 7/1B, 7/1A/1, & 
7/1/1B/1 are clubbed together and combined Final 
Plot No. 396 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

Mohan T. Bhagat, Raja T. Bhagat, 

452 | Ratan T. Bhagat, Kiran T. Bhagat, Class I (WMA/1) 
Sanjay T. Bhagat, Krushabai T. Bhagat 

Usarli 
Khurd 299 1,750 402 

Riddi Siddhi Usarli Sahakari 
Gruhnirman Sanstha Ltd. 

Usarli Chairman Riddhi Siddhi Society submitted Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
453 Khurd | 2% 284 representation dated 09/08/23. in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a Class I (6/1) 

Usarli Submission: - 1.) They requested to grant the minimum of 60% of the original land can not be 
Rita Sicilia Useali Sots Khurd 294 320 final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 24 | cotuianna Semetenbvh Class I (6/2) 
——— - - - original land. 2.) 2.50 FSI shall be allowed to _| regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 

Riddi Siddhi Usarli Sahakari Class I (6/3) Usarli 295 360 403 | be consumed on the final plot. Also, 7. The objection regarding the contribution amount 435 | craaiemaa Somsttoer 4. Khurd unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions shall be | will be decided in the final scheme. For concession 
Riddi Siddhi Usarli Sahakari Usarli 296 296 permitted to be transferred as TDR on any plot. | in the marginal spaces, a new regulation has been 

— Gruhnirman Sanstha Ltd. Khurd 3) The contribution amount as per form no. 1 is | proposed. 
Class I (6/4) 

Riddi Siddhi Usarli Sahakari Usatli ataccepicd ant eiibe weivedolt. 4) By 457 | Gruhnirman Sanstha Ltd. Class I (6/5) Khurd | 297 288 considering the development of the High Rise _| The layout 9 ) ne shi en revised for 



458 Riddi Siddhi Usarli Sahakari 
Gruhnirman Sanstha Ltd. 298 142 

Building, concession in the marginal space shall 
be granted and for that, the premium shall not be 
charged. 

planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 397 has been allotted for 
their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

459 Vandana V. Shete, Baliram P. Mhatre, 
Subhas Yadav Talele, Sunanda Dhundre 

Class | (5/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
292 3,090 405 

They submitted a representation dated 09/08/23. 
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. 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-7, 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- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 405 has been allotted for 
their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. Sarita D Mhatre, Manisha D Mhatre, 

Mahesh D Mhatre, Mohini D Mhatre, 
Naina D Mhatre, Madhukar S Mhatre, 

460 | Shobha S Mhatre, Girish S Mhatre, 
Latika S Mhatre, Arun S Mhatre, 
Lilabai K Mhatre, Tai G Jale, Asha A 
Thale 

ClassIl (67/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

406 660 406 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
subject to change in final plot no. 402. 
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. 

461 | Kanthale Machindra Rajhans Class I (7/1A/2/6) Usarli 
Khurd 

306 270 407 

Shri. Machindra Kanthale appeared for a hearing 
Submission in hearing: - 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to grant the 
final plot of 100% of their holding in their 
original land only, otherwise, compensation 
shall be granted as per Airport acquisition. 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) Their area as per the 7/12 extract is 

Tahsildar, Panvel, wide order No. NA/kat- 
1/SR/90/1990 dated 21/06/1990 had granted NA 
cum layout permission for residential use in survey 
no. 7-1A (2), 4047 sq. mt. 
As per the sanctioned Draft Scheme, their plot under 
the layout was affected by the proposals of 20.0 mt 
wide roads on both the side of the railway line and 
Green Belt and therefore their Final Plot was 
proposed in Gut No. 7/1, wherein structures exist. 

Considering that it is a sanctioned layout plot, the 
final plot of 100% of their original land (279 sq. mt) 
has been allotted in a nearby location of their 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 
Sr. | Tenure of | Gatno/ 2 ] : FP F cRepr ese tationloF Owners on Sanctioned Beer re aoe pen of Owner Land Hiss no Village |OPNo| Area Nox “Draft TPS -7 Decision Vane i 

1 az 3A 3B 3C 4 5 6 | 7 8 th e5) 
279 sq. mt and accordingly record shall be shown in plan no. 4 to ‘the owner(s) and of the area 
corrected. as recorded in table B. 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor There are many structures in Gut no. 7/1 and the 
submitted any representation. boundaries of Gut no. 7/1/1C, 7/1B, 7/1A/1, & 

7/1/1B/1 are not available. In the sanctioned Draft 
Scheme, Final plots no. 396, 402, & 408 were 

arbitrarily proposed in Gut no. 7/1. 
Therefore the said Gut nos. 7/1/1C, 7/1B, 7/1A/1, & 

7/1/1B/1 are clubbed together and combined 
Final Plot No. 396 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

Usarli 
462 | Pradeep V. Gupte Class I (WA/IB/1) Khurd 302 1,518 408 

Smt. Kanchan Sontakke appeared for a hearing _| In the sanctioned development plan of NAINA, their 
Submission in hearing: - 1.) They have not original land bearing Gut no. 55 of village 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the Vichumbe is under the reservation of Growth Centre 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to grant the | and therefore they have been granted the final plot 
final plot in their original land only, Also, at another location in the same village fronting on 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum of | 12.0 mt. wide layout road. Considering the area of 
60% area of their original land.2.) Permissible reservations and amenities in TPS-7, the request to 
1.00 FSI of the original plot shall be allowed to | grant the final plot of a minimum of 100% of the 

Vichumb 162 3,900 409 be consumed on the final plot. Also, original land can not be considered. Regarding FSI 
e 2 unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions shall be | and TDR provisions, the regulations are already 

permitted to be transferred as TDR on any plot. | proposed in SDCR for TPS-7. The objection 
3) The contribution amount as per form no. lis | regarding the contribution amount will be decided in 
not accepted and shall be waived off. 4) By the final scheme. For concession in the marginal 
considering the development of the High Rise spaces, a new regulation has been proposed. 
Building, concession in the marginal space shall | The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
be granted and for that, the premium shall not be | Final Plot No. 391 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
charged. allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

463 | Kanchan K. Sontakke Class I (55/0) 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
submitted any representation. planning requirements, and because of this revised 

reconstituted Final Plot no. 404 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

Usarli 
464 | Sunita V. More, Sandeep S.Talwalkar Class I (4/1) Khurd 290 870 410 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor As per updated 7/12 extract, the total aea of Gat no 
submitted any representation. 4/2 is 870 sqm. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot 03 has been allotted 

Usarli 
465 | Varsha R. Teredesai Class i (4/2) Khurd 

~ an 
AN 2,100 411 
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466 
Krushna Dharma Bhingarkar, Ganapat 
Nama Bhingarkar, Vasudev Dharma 
Bhingarkar 

Class I (53/0) 151 1,640 412 

They submitted their representation on 
26/07/2023 but did not appear for the 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 their objection 
regarding the inclusion of them in the said 
scheme. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. T has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 400 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

467 

Alhaj M. Mustapha Yakub Beg-Chief 
Trusty, Yusuf A. Khan, Imran S. Khan. 
Allabaksh A. Mulla, M. Taslim M. 
Husen 

Class I (9/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

317 6,120 413 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

As per the updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the 
original land after deducting the area under the 
railway is 3310 sq.mt. 
Accordingly, the layout of the scheme has been 
revised for planning requirements, and because of 
this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 413, area- 
1324 sq. mt. has been allotted for their original plot 
with correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to 
the owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

468 
Abhimanyu U Tavade, Narayan K 
Gavand Class I (158/3/2) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

514 1,580 415 

They 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. 406 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

469 Namdev L. Bhagat Class I (10/4A/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

326 1,510 417 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

the layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 417, area has been 
allotted for their original plot with correction in the 
area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in table B. 

470 
Dattatrey Walke, Rajendra Gavande, 
Ramchandra Lokhande 

Class I 
(W/N/A/2/2/1 

) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

310 350 419 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

Tahsildar, Panvel, wide order No. NA/kat- 
1/SR/90/1990 dated 21/06/1990 had granted NA 
cum layout permission for residential use in survey 
no. 7-1A (2), 4047 sq. mt. 
As per the sanctioned Draft Scheme, their plot under 
the layout was affected by the proposals of 20.0 mt 
wide roads on both the side of the railway line and 
Green Belt and therefore their Final Plot was 
proposed in Gut No. 7/1, wherein structures exist. 

Considering that it is 
final plot of 100% of the 

A 

Fea original land// <> 
The layout the's 



because of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 
411 has been allotted with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

471 
Tahir A Panvelwala, Mustafa A Vhora, 

Alisagar A Vhora, Mohmmad A Vhora, 
Shabbir A Vhora, Murtaza A Vhora 

Class I (160/3) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
522 510 419A 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

472 
Kankeshwar V. Pardeshi, A.P.K, 

Sushma V. Pardeshi 
Class I (10/3) Usarli 

Khurd 
324 1,440 420 

Smt. Nishali Zavare submitted a representation 
dated 08/08/23 
Submission: - 1.) They requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) 2.50 FSI 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) Regular Civil suit no. 143/2015 has 
been filed in the court of Civil Judge, Sr. Dn, 

Panvel and it is pending for decision. In the said 
suit, smt. Nishali Zavare contended for the 
ownership of Gut no. 10/2, 10/3, & 45/6 Of 
village UsarliKhurd, Panvel. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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 Section 71 of the MR & TP Act, if a civil 
court passes any decree in a disputed claim of the 
ownership at any time and even after a final scheme 
has been sanctioned by the State Govt., then such 
final scheme shall be deemed to have been suitably 
corrected/varied because of such decree. As per the 
updated 7/12 extract, the net area of the original 
land after deducting the area under the railway is 
1315 sq. mt. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 408 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

473 
Panvel Lalit Shanti Co. O. HO. Sco. S. 
J. S. Shah, Secretary, K S Chavhan, C S 
Rao 

Class I 
(13(pt)/1B/ 

2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

336 2,247 

474 
Panvel Lalit Shanti Co. O. HO. Sco. S. 
J. S. Shah, Secretary, K S Chavhan, C S 

Rao 

Class I 
(13(pt)/1B/ 

3) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

337 

475 Shashikala Pai Class I (13(pt)/1B) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

335 

476 Shashikala Pai Class I 
(13(pt)/1B/ 

4) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

338 

421 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 420 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table 
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Shashikala Pai 

jes 

Class I 
5) 

Shashikala Pai Class I 
(13(pt)/1B/ 

6) 
479 Shashikala Pai Class I 

(13(pt)/1B/ 
2D 

341 

480 
Kantuben Rajabhai, (Alias Kanta 
M.Chouhan), Khusboo N. Dave 

Class I (10/5) 327 1,470 422 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 419 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) 
and of the area as recorded in table B. 

481 Pandurang K. Bhagat Class I (10/4A/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

325 2,780 423 

Shri. Pandurang Bhagat submitted a 
representation dt. 24/08/23 
Submission:- They have not accepted the 
location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned draft 
TPS and requested to grant the final plot in their 
original land only, Also, requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 423 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

482 
Rajesh Anant Chaudhary, Babibai 
dhanaji Bhagat Class I (159/C) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

521 200 424 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 424 has been allotted with correction in the 
area and ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

483 Krushna Mahadu Bhoir Class I (159/A) Usarli 

Khurd 
519 400 425 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot and because of this revised reconstituted Final 
Plot no. 421 has been allotted with correction in the 
area and ownership as shown in the plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

484 Mohan Nanaji Bhimani Patel, Bharat 
Kanji Shah Class I (159/B) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

520 2,000 426 

They appeared for a hearing on 10/08/2023 
Submission in hearing:- 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and submitted a different 
option for the final plot. 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 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. The objection regarding the contribution amount 
will be decided in eme. For concession 



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 layout of the scheme has been Tevised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 310B has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

485 Asha B Patil, Lata D Patil Class I (158/3/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
513 1,560 427 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 425 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

486 
Karnala Ent through Partners 
Vivekanand S Patil, Eknath R Bhopi, 

Mukund S Mhatre 
Class I (158/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
511 2,780 

487 
Karnala Ent through Partners 
Vivekanand S Patil, Eknath R Bhopi, 

Mukund S Mhatre 
Class I (158/6) Usarli 

Khurd 
517 530 

488 
Karnala Ent through Partners 
Vivekanand S Patil, Eknath R Bhopi, 

Mukund S Mhatre 
Class I (158/7) Usarli 

Khurd 
518 1,060 

434 

They 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. 

489 Holaram Premchand Devani Class F (108/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

476 3,310 

490 Holaram Premchand Devani Class I (109/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

477 11,150 

491 Holaram Premchand Devani Class I (110/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

479 2,000 

437 

Shri. Ajit Holaram Devani submitted a 
representation dated 21/08/23. 
Submission:- 1.) They requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) 2.50 FSI 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 IDP 
reservation of STP on their original land shall be 
canceled and they shall be granted the final plot 
therein. 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. 

Town Planning Scheme no.7 has been proposed for 
the implementation of the sanctioned Development 
plan and therefore IDP reservation of STP can not 
be canceled. Considering the area of reservations 
and amenities in TPS-7, 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-7. 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. 
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. 



492 
Shubhangi G Dhuri, Anand G Dhuri, 
Ajay G Dhuri, Amita V Angne 

Class I (102/1) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

468 8,150 

493 
Shubhangi G Dhuri, Anand G Dhuri, 
Ajay G Dhuri, Amita V Angne 

Class I (102/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

469 2,270 

438 

Shri. Ajay Dhuri appeared for a hearing on 
10/08/2023 
Submission in hearing: - 1.) They have not 
accepted the location of the Final Plot in the 
sanctioned draft TPS and requested to grant the 
final plot on 20 mt. wide road. 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 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-7, 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- 
7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 438 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

494 Amita S. Khond, Sagar S Khond Class I (206/2) Shivkar 687 4,040 439 

Abhinav Chheda, Partner, M/s Dukes 
Developers LLP submitted a representation 
dated 23/05/23 but did not appear for a hearing. 
Submission: - They purchased the original land 
bearing survey no. 206/2, area- 4040 sq. mt. 
wide sale agreement dated 30/03/2023 and 
requested to change the ownership of the said 
land in the record of TPS-7. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 439 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

495 Dattu G. Bhagat Class I (76/2) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
421 3,390 

496 Dattu G. Bhagat Class I (88/2) Usarli 

Khurd 
447 350 

440 

They submitted the representation on 
04/10/2023 but did not appeared for hearing. 
Submission in representation: 1) They 
requested to grant the final plot of a minimum of 
60% area of their original land.2) Their final 
plot no 440 adm. 1708 sqm. is proposed in 
Kolkhe viollage for the original land bearing 
survy no 76/2, 88/2 and 158/5. Their houses are 
present in the original survey no 76/2 in 
Vichumbe from 1989-90 bearing house 
Assessment no 352/A, 352/B and 48. So they 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, 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- 
7. 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, the layout of the scheme has 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
No Name of Owner 

Tenure of 
Land 

Gat no/ 

Hissa no 
Village OP No Area 

‘Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 
Draft TPS -7 

‘Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C 4 zi 

497 | Dattu G. Bhagat Class I (158/5) Usarli 
Khurd 

516 530 

requested to allot final plot at their original 
property bearing survy no 76/2. 3) Permissible 
2.50 FSI on the final 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. 

been revised and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 345B has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

Dukes Developers Pvt. Ltd., Aditya B 
OF ce te we: tad, Class I (107/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
475 18,670 441 

Their representation is mentioned in FP no. 24, 
129. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 441 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

499 | Ananta P. Bhoir Class I (103/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

470 7,990 

500 | Ananta P. Bhoir Class I (104/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
47 1,720 

501 | Ananta P. Bhoir Class I (152(P)/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

505 290 

502 | Ananta P. Bhoir Class I (156/0) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

508 2,630 

443 

They 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. 

503 | Satish S Jadhav, Dilip S Jadhav Class I (57/1) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

387 2,170 447 

Shri Dilip Jadhav appeared for the hearing on 
08/08/2023. 
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. 

Advocate Shri. Uttam Chavan has submitted 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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, the layout of the scheme has 
been revised and because of this revised 

130 | Page 



Trepresentation dated 12/09/23 on behalf of 
Kishore Patil and 11 others and claimed that 
their clients booked flats in the scheme on the 
said land and requested to record an objection to 
the acquisition of property under the NAINA 
scheme. 

504 
Chintamani B Dhuri, Meenakshi B 
Dhuri, Dyanand B Dhuri 

Class I 
(105(P/ Be 

»)) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

473 3,900 448 

They 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. 

505 Dukes Developers Pvt. Ltd. Class I 
(105(PVA(P 

» 
Usarli 
Khourd 

472 9,890 449 

Their representation is mentioned in FP no. 24, 
129 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

506 
Saifuddin M Vhora, Ammar M Vhora, 
Jujar M Panvelwala, Joher M Vhora, 
Indris M Vhora 

Class I (114/1A) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

486 16,227 453 

They submitted their objection dated 10/08/2023 
Submission: - 1) Their property bearing survey 
no. 114/1A, 16227 sq. mt. is NA property. 2) 1.) 
They have not accepted the allotted Final Plot 
no. 453 measuring 6491 sq. mt. and requested to 
allot a final plot of 16227 sq. mt. 3) The 
contribution amount as per form no. 1 is not 
accepted and shall be waived. 4) NAINA should 
give them freehold rights of the allotted plot and 
not leasehold rights. 

They have not submitted any documents showing 
inforce sanctioned development permission in the 
original land and therefore their request to grant the 
final plot of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. The objection regarding the contribution 
amount will be decided in the final scheme. The 
tenure of the original land will remain intact in the 
final plot. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 453 
has been allotted for their original plot with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

507 Rakesh C Gupta, M/s SS Asso Prop. Class I (116/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
488 4,070 

508 Rakesh C Gupta, M/s SS Asso Prop. Class I (118/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

490 1,820 

509 Rakesh C Gupta, M/s SS Asso Prop. Class I (119(pt)/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
492 5,233 

454 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

510 

Chandrabhaga G. Gaikawad, Santosh G. 
Gaikawad, Krushna M. Gaikawad, 
Manda A. Jadhav, Rekha S. Jadhav, 
Sujata V. Waghmare , Rupa G. 
Gaikawad , Kalpna M. Gaikawad 

Class II (87/0) Vichumb 
201 4,150 456 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised and 
because of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 
456 has been allotted for their original plot with 
correction in the area and ownership as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

511 
Bhagchand C Khubchandani, 
Maganbhai N Patel, Bhavna B Gadhiya 

Class | (59/2B) 395 2,480 457 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised and in 
view of this revised recon: 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 

Hissa no 
Village OP No 

Representation of Owners on Sanctioned _ 
Draft TPS -7 —efisionof Arba 

3A 3B 4 7 8 

Vijay N Agrawal, Madhu V Agrawal Class I (62/0) 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 458 
has been allotted for their original plot with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

$13 
Kisan K Bhagat, Damu K Bhagat, 
Sanivari G Bhoir, Aanandibai D Ghate 

Class II (150/2) 504 270 459 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised and in 
view of this revised reconstituted Final Plot no. 459 
has been allotted for their original plot with 
correction in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

514 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/1) 486A 360 

515 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/2) 486A 342 

516 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/3) 486A 342 

517 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/4) 486A 342 

518 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/5) 486A 342 

519 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/6) 486A 342 

520 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/7) 486A 304 

521 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/8) 486A 323 

§22 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class T (167/9) 486A 461 

523 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/10) 486A 319 

524 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/11) 486A 461 

525 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/12) 486A 376 

526 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/13) 486A 426 

527 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/14) 486A 510 

528 
M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

Class I (167/15) 486A 510 

461 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 461A has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 
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Jagannath Vasant Deshpande (167/16) 

M/s Aashirvad Developers through Pro. 
Jagannath Vasant Deshpande (167/17) 

531 
Jujar M Ali Panvelwala, Joher M 
Vohra, Saifuddin M Vohra, Idris M 
Vohra, Ammar M Vohra 

(167/18) 1630 

532 
Kamalabai T Bhagat, Sugandha M 
Govari, Jaidas T Bhagat, Parshuram T 
Bhagat 

Class II (155/0) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
507 1,600 462 

Shri. Parshuram Bhagat submitted a 
representation dated 08/08/23. 
Submission: - 1.) They requested to grant the 
final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their 
original land. 2.) 2.50 FSI 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) Their 
residence house exists in the original survey no. 
155 and therefore they shall be granted the final 
plot therein. 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-7, 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- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 462 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

533 Shilpa P. Jadhav Class I (112/A) Usarli 
Khurd 

483 1,550 

534 Shilpa P. Jadhav Class I (112/B) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

484 1,000 
464 

Shri. Narendra Jadhav submitted a 
representation dated 11/08/23 
Submission: - 1) Sub-divisional officer, Panvel 
wide order dated 17/06/93, had granted NA 
permission for godown and poultry farming in 
1000 sq.mt. land in their land bearing survey no. 
112 A & B 2) They requested to delete their 
original land from TPS - 7. 

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. 

535 Mohmmad R Bohri, Akbar R. Bohari Class I (1172/0) Usarli 

Khurd 
489 530 

536 Mohmmad R Bohri, Akbar R. Bohari Class I (160/1) Usarli 

Khurd 
523 50 

465 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 465 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

537 Girish V Dethiya, Mayur R Satara Class I 
(124(PY1A( 

P)) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

496 545 466 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 466 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 er(s) and of the area 
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538 
M/s Prime Developers Pvt. Ltd. , M/s 
Prime Infracon Pvt. Ltd. 

Class I (113/0) 485 11,940 

Their representation is mentioned in FP no. 24, 
129. 

467 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 467 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

539 

Maruti D. Gaikawad, Santosh D. 

Gaikawad ,Kamla D. Gaikawad, Anna 

Nama Gaikawad , Vishnu Nama 

Gaikawad 

Class I (63(P)/1(P)) 172 16,465 

540 

Ramesh Goma Gayakwad, Gunabai 

goma Gayakwad, Kalpana Goma 
Gayakwad, Vandana Goma Gayakwad, 
Subhash Govind Gayakwad, 

Krushnabai govind Gayakwad, Lila 
Eknath Gayakwad, Pramila Vinay 

Gayakwad, chhaya Prakash Gayakwad, 

Sundara Dattu Gayakwad, Prashant 

Dattu Gayakwad, Suhasini Balkrushna 
Gayakwad, Asmita Dattu Gayakwad, 
Priyanka Dattu Gayakwad, Gita Ganesh 

Gade, Viki Ganesh Gade, Diksha 
Ganesh Gade, Aparna Siddhartha 
Sonawane, Ashwini Anil Babare, 

Rupesh Keshav Gayakwad, Paresh 
Keshav Gayakwad, 

Class I (63(P)/2(P)) 
Vichumb 

e 
173 

541 Vaibhav Eknath Dhudhe Class I 
(63(P)/3/1( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

e 
174 

542 

Vatsalabai R. urfa Raghunath 
Gaikawad, Rajesh Raghunath 
Gaikawad, Sujata Raghunath Gaikawad, 
Vijay Raghunath Gaikawad 

Class I 
(63(P)/4/1( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

e@ 
176 

543 
Madhu Vijay Agrawal, Vijay N. 
Agrawal 

Class I 
(63(PY/3/2( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

e 
75 

544 Madhu Vijay Agrawal, Vijay N. 
Agrawal 

Class I 
(63(P/4/2( 

P)) 
Vichumb 

177 

Adv Paresh Gaikwad submitted their 
representation on 05/10/2023 but did not appear 
for the hearing. 
Submission in representation- 1) CIDCO’s 
proposal to use 60 % of their original land by 
CIDCO and allot the remaining 40% of land to 
them is unacceptable. 2) They are cultivating 
their land for many years and have farm house 
in Gut no. 63/2. Therefore requested to retain 
their land for agriculture purpose only. 

468 

As per updated 7/12 extract, the total area of the Gat 

no 63/1, 63/2, 63/3/1, 63/3/2, 63/4/1 and 63/4/2, 
excluding the land under Panvel Byepass, is 17090 
sqm. Out of that, 1268 sqm. is included in TP 
Scheme no 5 and accordingly 15822 sqm. remains 
inTPS-7. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 468 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

545 

Gopal H Chiklekar, Govind H 
Chiklekar, Baliram H Chiklekar, 
Janardhan H Chiklekar, Narayan H 

Chiklekar 

Class (110/1) 478 2,960 

They submitted a representation. 
Submission: - 1) They have not accepted the 
allotted final plot no. 470. 2) NAINA TPS is not 
accepted by them 3) Structures were already 
constructed in their land before the launch of the 
NAINA project. 

470 

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. 

546 Janardan D. Mhatre, Jaydas D. Mhatre Class I (60/0) 167 5,990 471 | Submission: 1) As per CIDCO's notification 
dated 21/10/2022, the decision to use 60 % of 

They submitted representation dated 02.08.2023. The sancti 
Final Plot 



their original land by CIDCO and allot the 
remaining 40% of land to them and levy of 
contribution amount is not acceptable. 2) 
Accordingly they requested to exclude their 
original land from said TPS-7. 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

547 
Vasudev T. Mali, Sachin Vasudev Mali, 
Rajesh Vasudev Mali Class I (86/1) 

Vichumb 
199 7,590 

548 
Vasudev T. Mali, Sachin Vasudev Mali, 
Rajesh Vasudev Mali Class I (86/2) 

Vichumb 
e 

200 530 

475 

Sachin Mali and Rajesh Mali appeared for the 
hearing on 11/08/23 
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 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) A fter the 
demise of their father, Shri Vasudev Mali, his 
heirs namely 1. Sachin Mali. 2. Rajeh Mali, 3. 
Varsha Patil were included in the ownership 
record of their original land-bearing survey no. 
86/1 &2. Accordingly requested to change 
ownership of final plot no. 475. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirernents, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 475 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area and 
ownership as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) 
and of the area as recorded in table B. 

549 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (54/1E) Vichumb 
€ 

156 1,890 

550 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (54/2C/1) Vichumb 
159 3,550 

551 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (20(P)/0) 

g 
Vichumb 

e 
106 14,240 

552 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (26/0) 
Vichumb 

111 3,260 

553 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (30/0) 

e 
Vichumb 

e 
116 2,280 

554 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (40/0) Vichumb 
e 

132 1,740 

555 Shailesh C. Deshpande Class I (65/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
181 2,380 

476 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 476 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

556 

Ghanshyam § Vaishnav, Sharda G 
Vaishnav, Pooja G Vaishnav, Aarti G 
Vaishnav, Royia G Vaishnav, Ravish G 
Vaishnav 

Class I 
(123/45/2/1/ 

B) 
Kolkhe 681 1,700 477 

Dr. Suhas Haldipurkar and Dr. Ghansham 
Vaishnav submitted a representation. 
Submission: - 1) They are having plots no. 
123/45/2/1 in village Kolakhe and against that 

‘en revised for 
of this revised 

rer st eey 



557 Suhas S Haldipurkar Class | 
(123/45/2/1/ 

C) 
Kolkhe 682 1,740 478 

they have got final plots no. in TPS 7 as 477, 
418, 480, 483, 485, 486 & 487. 2) Since the 
plots are from the same layout passed in 1991 
from Collector, Alibaug, they requested to join 
their final plots together with other plots. 

shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area_ 
as recorded in table B. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 478 has been allotted for 
their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

538 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra, 

Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra, Rajkumar 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

4) 
Kolkhe 666 334 

559 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra, 

Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra, Rajkumar 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

5) 
Kolkhe 667 450 

560 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra, 
Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra, Rajkumar 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class | 
(123/45/2/2/ 

6) 
Kolkhe 668 780 

561 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra, 
Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra, Rajkumar 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

7) 
Kolkhe 669 430 

562 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra, 
Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra, Rajkumar 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

8) 
Kolkhe 670 388 

563 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra, 
Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra, Rajkumar 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

9) 
Kolkhe 671 361 

480 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

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. 

564 Janadran B. Mhatre Class I (88/0) Vichumb 
202 4,550 482 

They submitted their representation but did not 
appear for the hearing. 
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) 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-7 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 494 has been allotted for 
their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

565 
Vijaykumar S Mishra, Dilipkumar S 
Mishra, Rajkumar S Mishra, Rajendra 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

17) Kolkhe 679 1,120 
They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

f RheveAEN ; 



Mishra, Rajkumar S Mishra,, Rajendra 
Shivprasad Mishra 

Vijaykumar S Mishra, Dilipkumar S__ 
(123/45/2/2/ 

18) 680 1,819 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

567 Apoorva D Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

1) 
Kolkhe 662 392 484 

They 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. 484 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

568 
Amol Arvind Kothari, Nilam Arvind 
Kothari Class I 

(123/45/2/2/ 
2) 

Kolkhe 663 390 485 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 485 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded - 
in Table B. 

569 
Vatsala arvind Kothari, Arvind G. 
Kothari Class I 

(123/45/2/2/ 
3) 

Kolkhe 664 385 486 

They 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. 

570 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

10) 
Kolkhe 672 477 

571 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

11) 
Kolkhe 673 493 

572 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

12) 
Kolkhe 674 350 

573 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

13) 
Kolkhe 675 433 

574 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

14) Kolkhe 676 857 

575 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

15) 
Kolkhe 677 899 

576 Vijaykumar S Mishra Class I 
(123/45/2/2/ 

16) 
Kolkhe 678 858 

487 

They submitted an objection dated 11/08/23. 
Submission- 1) The collector, Alibaug had 
already granted NA permission in their original 
land in 1991 and therefore it is not necessary to 
create new plots under the NAINA scheme. 2) 
Proposed charges for 2.5 FSI shall be canceled. 

Draft Town Planning Scheme no. 7 has been 
proposed and sanctioned under the provisions of the 
MR & TP Act, 1966. The objection regarding the 
contribution amount will be decided in the final 
scheme. 
The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 487, as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

577 

Jijabai Gurunath Keni, Kashinath 
Changa Bhingarkar, Lakshmibai 
Changa Bhingarkar, Anubai Bama 
Mhatre, Anjirabai Lakshman bhoir, 
Jaymala Changa Bhingarkar, Pramila 
Devidas bhoir, Lata Ramesh bhoir, 
Indubai Bhagwan Phadke, Asha Sagar 
Koli, Santoshi Vikram Mehara, 
Vandana Santosh Bhagat _ 

Class II (64(PY/1(P)) 
Vichumb 

180 1,200 488 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 488 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

578 Ragho P. Bhagat Class I (158/2) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
512 

579 Ragho P. Bhagat Class I (158/4) Usarli 

Khurd 

491 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

By considering the different classes of land, Final 
Plot no 491 in the Otted.Draft scheme has been 
subdivided and Ft; ENN 
for Gut No. 188/23 
alloted for G i S 
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Final Plot No. 491 & 492, as shown in plan No. 4, 
have been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

580 Shashikala R Devkar, Sunny R Devkar Class I 
(122(P)/8(P 

»)) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

495 1,699 492 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The part area of Gut No. 122, Usarli Khurd is 

affected by the railway acquisition and the 
remaining area is out of the TPS-7 scheme. 
Accordingly, the original land bearing Gut No. 
122/8 pt is not eligible for the Final plot, and 
therefore Final plot no. 492 proposed for the 
original land in the sanctioned Draft scheme is 
cancelled. 

581 
Murtaza A Vohra, Mustafa A Vohra, 
Mohd A Vohra, Shabbir A Vohra, Ali 
Asghar A Vohra, Tahir A Panvelwala 

Class I (123/2/1/B) Kolkhe 650 2,350 

582 
Murtaza A Vohra, Mustafa A Vohra, 
Mohd A Vohra, Shabbir A Vohra, Ali 

Asghar A Vohra, Tahir A Panvelwala 
Class I (123/A/1/B) Kolkhe 651 1,540 

583 
Murtaza A Vohra, Mustafa A Vohra, 

Mohd A Vohra, Shabbir A Vohra, Ali 
Asghar A Vohra, Tahir A Panvelwala 

Class I (123/A/2/B) Kolkhe 652 1,420 

584 
Murtaza A Vohra, Mustafa A Vohra, 

Mohd A Vohra, Shabbir A Vohra, Ali 

Asghar A Vohra, Tahir A Panvelwala 

Class I 
(123/A/45/1 

/B) 
Kolkhe 683 1,250 

493 

They 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. 

585 

Madhuri P. Vijapurkar, Avinash L 
Karkre, Prashant L Karkare, Ashwini A 

Deulkar, Jyoti P Moghe, Vijay Shriram 
Padhye, Nirmala Padhye, Smita Vyas, 
Shital Karkare, Sampda S Karkare, 

Samrudhi S Karkare, Girish H Guijjr, 

Sndhya S Prabhudesai, Aniruddh S 
Kokil, Sonal S Kokil, Minal P Gokhale, 
Parshuram Hshya urf Hasharam Surte 

Class I (123/A/4/B) Kolkhe 655 1,240 495 

They 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. 

586 
Mohanbhai N Bhimani, Devshi N 
Bhimani (Urf patel 

Class I 
(123/12/A/6 

) 
Kolkhe 661 7,416 499 

They submitted a representation dated 
17/08/2023. 
Submission: - 1) They own land bearing old 
survey no. 123/16/plot nol (New survey no. 
34/A/16/1) - Area 1277 sq.mt. and old survey 
no. 123/12/A/6 ( New survey no. 34/12/A/6)- 
Area- 2170 sq.mt. in Kolkhe village. 2) In TPS- 
7 they have been granted final plot no. 499, but 
it is not acceptable to them as their land does not 
fall in TPS-7 

As per their request and the copies of their 
sanctioned permission plans, it is seen that their 
lands bearing no. 123A/16/1 and 123/12/A/6 are not 
included in TPS-7 and the final plot proposed to 
them in sanctioned draft Scheme is cancelled. 

The said final plot no. 499A has been allotted to 
SPA, NAINA, so that it can te mapas for the land 
for which the final plot-hes-s 

lands and any gfic altands, 
scheme, SPATN? INAéshall:verify 
& location offthé original-lands i 



> + 23 

and confirm that the final plot has not been granted 
against it and then carved out final plot to the tune 
of 40% of the area of the original land from said FP 
No. 499A and allot it to the concerned land owners. 
The remaining unclaimed land shall be used as sell 
plot. 

587 
Murtaza A Vohra, Mustafa A Vohra, 
Mohd A Vohra, Shabbir A Vohra, Ali 
Asghar A Vohra, Tahir A Panvelwala 

Class I (119/A/1/1) Kolkhe 628 49,471 

588 
Murtaza A Vohra, Mustafa A Vohra, 
Mohd A Vohra, Shabbir A Vohra, Ali 
Asghar A Vohra, Tahir A Panvelwala 

Class I (119/A/2) Kolkhe 630 3,090 

501, 
565 

*Mr. Taher Panvelwala, Mr. Shabbir Vohra, Mr. 
Mustafa Vohra, Mr. Murtuza Vohra, Mr. 
Aliasger Vohra, and Mr. Mohammed Vohra 
submitted an objection dated 17/08/23. 
Submission: - 1) They are owners of NA land 
bearing survey no. 119/A/1/1, Area- 49471 
sq.mt at village Kolkhe and they have been 
allotted final plots no. 501 & 505, measuring 
19788 sq. mt. 2) They submitted that 49471 sq. 
mt land is required to be allotted with full FSI. 
3) Demand of contribution amount is illegal and 
they are not liable to pay the same. 

589 
Jujar M Ali Panvelwala, Joher M 
Vohra, Saifuddin M Vohra, Idris M 
Vohra, Ammar M Vohra 

Class I (119/B/1) Kolkhe 631 23,347 

590 
Jujar M Ali Panvelwala, Joher M 
Vohra, Saifuddin M Vohra, Idris M 
Vohra, Ammar M Vohra 

Class I (119/B/2) Kolkhe 632 

591 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 
Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/B/3) Kolkhe 633 

592 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 
Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/B/4) Kolkhe 634 

593 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 
Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/B/5) Kolkhe 635 

594 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 
Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/B/6) Kolkhe 636 

595 
Saifhuddin (Saifi) Mohammad Ali 
Vohra Class I (119/B/7) Kolkhe 637 

502, 
503 

Legale Affaires, Advocate & Notary submitted 
an objection dated 17/08/2023 on behalf of their 
client Mr. Taher Panvelwala, Mr. Shabbir 
Vohra, Mr. Mustafa Vohra, Mr. Murtuza Vohra, 
Mr. Aliasger Vohra and Mr. Mohammed Vohra. 
Submission:- 1) In pursuance of a decree dated 
15/07/2015 in Special civil suit no. 235/2015, 
their client became the owner of NA land along 
with a structure standing thereon bearing survey 
no. 119/B/3, 4, 5, 6, 8; 119/C, D,E,F, G,H;120/0 
at village Kolkhe. and their names were duly 
mutated in the 7/12 extract of the said property. 
2) As per Gazette dated 25/04/22 and notice 
dated 21/07/23 under rule 13(3), their client 
have been allotted final plot no 502 & 503 
which is collective allotment for 119/B/1,2,3, 4, 
5, 6,7, 8; 119/C, D,E,F, G,H;120/0. They 
requested to grant independent plots in lieu of 
land at survey nos. 119/B/3, 4, 5, 6, 8; 119/C, D, 
E, F, G, H;120/0 3) The said property is NA 
land and falls in 200 mt of Kolkhe village and 
hence 100% area allotment and full FSI benefit 

In Special Civil Suit No. 235 of 2015, consent terms 
were filed by the parties and accordingly, Hon. 
Court passed a decree dated 15.07.2015. 
As per the decree, 1) The plaintiff (Saifuddin M. 
Vohra, Ammar M. Vohra, Juzer Panvelwala, Johar 
M. Vohra, & Idris M. Vohra) became the owner of 
Survey No. 119/B/1 and 119/B/2 of Kolkhe village. 
2) The Respondent (Taher A. Panvelwala, Shabbir 
A. Vohra, Mustafa A. Vohra, Murtaza A. Vohra, 
Aliasger A. Vohra, and Mohammed A. Vohra) 
became the owner of Survey No. 119/A/1/1, 
119/A/2, 119/B/3, 4,5,6,8, 119/C, D, E, F, G, H, 
120. 
They requested to grant a separate final plot as per 
their division. 

Accordingly, The layout of the scheme has been 
revised, and because of this following revised 
reconstituted Final Plots have been allotted for their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 
1. New Gut No. 30/B/1 & 30/B/2- Final Plot No. 
502 
2. New Gut No. 30/B/7 - Final Plot No. 503 
3. New Gut No. 30/A/1/1, 30/A/2, 30/B/3, 4,5,6,8, 
30/C, D, E, F, G, H, 120 - Final Plot No. 505A & 
505B. 
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Tenure of. 

Land 
Gat no/ 

Hissa no 
Village OP No | Area 

"Representation of Owners on Sanctioned Decision of Arbitrage, 
> 

3A 3B _3C 4 

Draft TPS -7 
7 

Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 

Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 
Class I (119/B/8) Kolkhe 

597 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 

Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 

Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/C) Kolkhe 639 

598 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 

Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 

Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 
Class I (119/D) Kolkhe 640 

599 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 
Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/E) Kolkhe 641 

600 
Taher A Panvelwala. Murtaza A Vohra, 

Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 

Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 
Class I (119/F) Kolkhe 642 

601 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 

Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class I (119/G) Kolkhe 643 

602 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 

Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 
Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 

Class T (119/H) Kolkhe 644 

603 
Taher A Panvelwala, Murtaza A Vohra, 
Mustafa A Vohra, Mohd A Vohra, 

Shabbir A Vohra, Ali Asghar A Vohra 
Class I (120/0) Kolkhe 645 228 

shall be provided. 4) Demand for contribution 
amount is illegal and not binding upon their 
client. 

Legale Affaires, Advocate & Notary submitted 
an objection dated 17/08/2023 on behalf of their 
client Mr. Saifuddin Vohra. 
Submission: - 1) Their client is the owner of the 
survey no. 119/B/7, Area-1481 sq. mt at village 
Kolkhe. They constructed a G+2 storey building 
on the said property after getting permission 
from competent authority 2) As per Gazette 
dated 25/04/22 and notice dated 21/07/23 under 
tule 13(3), their client has been allotted final 
plot no 502 & 503 which is the collective 
allotment for 119/B/1,2,3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8; 119/C, D, 
E, F, G, H;120/0. They requested to grant 
independent plots in lieu of land at survey nos. 
119/B/7. 3) The said property is NA land and 
falls in 200 mt of Kolkhe village and hence 
100% area allotment and full FSI benefit shall 
be provided. 4) Demand for contribution amount 
is illegal and not binding upon their client. 

Legale Affaires, Advocate & Natary submitted 
an objection dated 17/08/2023 on behalf of their 
client Mr. Idris Vohra, Saifuddin Vohra, Amar 
Vohra, Johar Vohra, and Juzer Panvelwala. 

Submission: - 1) Their client is the owner of the 
survey no. 119/B/1, 2, Area-4286 sq. mt at 
village Kolkhe. 2) As per Gazette dated 
25/04/22 and notice dated 21/07/23 under rule 
13(3), their client have been allotted final plot 
no 502 & 503 which is collective allotment for 
119/B/1,2,3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8; 119/C, 
D,E,F,G,H;120/0. They requested to grant 
independent plots in lieu of land at survey nos. 
119/B/1& 2. 3) The said property is NA land 
and falls in 200 mt of Kolkhe village and hence 
100% area allotment and full FSI benefit shall 
be provided. 4) Demand for contribution amount 
is illegal and not binding upon their client. 
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604 Aso Standard Infro Period Mumbai Class I (121/1) Kolkhe 646 7,952 

605 
AP Khalid Mo. Malbari, AP Azeez M 
Malbari, AP Jalil M, AP Mustafa M 
Malbari, AP Zubair M Malbari 

Class I (121/2A) Kolkhe 647 

606 

AP Zohra M Malbari, AP Rehmat M 
Malbari, AP Mumtaz M Malbari, AP 
Shehnaz M Malbari, AP Khalid M 
Malbari, AP Azeez M Malbari, AP Jalil 
M Malbari, AP Mustafa M Malbari, AP 
Jubair M Malbari, AP Khatija M 
Malbari, AP Zubila M Malbari 

Class I (121/2B) Kolkhe 648 

504 

Dy General Manager, HPCL submitted a 
representation dated 05/09/23. 
Submission: - 1) HPCL is the present owner of 
land bearing survey no. 121/0, measuring 13037 
sq. yards. The present 7/12 extract stands in the 
name of Esso Standard Eastern Inc., the said 
land has been in possession of HPCL since 1974 
and HPCL is the legal and rightful owner of the 
said plot.3) The Authority has amalgamated 
original plot no. 646, 647 & 648 and allotted a 
single final plot no. 504 having an area of 7150 
sq. mt. 4) They requested to allot them a 
separate plot at the same location and objected 
to the demand of a contribution amount of Rs 
6.02 crore. 

A.P. Zubair Malbari submitted an objection 
dated 23/08/23. 
Submission: - 1) They submitted an objection in 
respect of survey no. 32/2/A and 32/2/B, Area- 
3069 and 2611 sq. mt respectively. 2) They 
obtained NA cum construction permission dated 
22/03/79 from the collector, Raigad, and carried 
out construction activity. 3) They requested to 
allot the final plot in such a manner where the 
existing structure shall not hamper, they are 
running the restaurant business since more than 
50 years. 4) Final plot no 504 is allotted to them 
wherein the eligible area of the owner of the 
survey no. 32/1 is also included. They requested 
to allot a separate final plot belonging to their 
eligible area. 

As per their request, the proposed final plot no. 504 
in the draft-sanctioned scheme has been subdivided 
and final plot no. 504A has been allotted to Gut no. 
32/2A, 2B, and final plot no. 504B has been allotted 
to Gut No. 32/1. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised and 
because of this revised reconstituted Final Plots no. 
504A, and 504B have been allotted for their 
original plot with correction in the area as shown in 
plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area as 
recorded in table B. 

607 Arunkumar M Thakkar Class I (105/1A) Kolkhe 574 2,416 506 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 506 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

608 
Mahasanchalak Butal Parivahan 
Mantralaya, Bharat Sarkar New delhi Class I (108/2B) Kolkhe 583 

609 
Kavaldip J Kohli, Phirozlal S Pillai, 
Sajid S Pill], Saynababivi S Pillai 

Class I (108/1) Kolkhe 584 

610 
Ekta S Khosla, Sanyunka P Rajput, 
Vinayak P Rajput, Mukesh G Rajput, 
Sunil G Rajput 

Class I (108/2) Kolkhe 585 

507 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 507 has been allotted 
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Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 

Hissa no 
Village OP No 

‘Representation of Ownerson Sanctioned. | 

Draft TPS -7 
Decision of Arbitrator 

2 3A 3B 3C 4 7 

Shriniwas N Padhye Class I (106/0) Kolkhe 581 

Sadak Parivahan & Rajyamarg 
Mantralaya 

Class I (106/2) Kolkhe 582 
508 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 508 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

613 

Shriniwas Narayan Padhye, Nanajibhai 
Shah, Aziz Ismail Dhariwala, Ismail 

fbrahim Dhariwala, Kawal Kohli, Ekta 

S. Khosla, Vinayak P. Rajput, Sayunkta 
P. Rajput 

Class T 
(105/B/4/5/ 

67/1) Kolkhe 578 2,280 509 

Mr. Nirmal Kumar Shah and Pankaj Shah 
submitted their representation on 14/09/2023. 
Submission in representation- 1) They requesed 
to allot 100% of the original land as Final plot. 
2) They requested that the final plot location 
shall be as per existing location whereas CIDCO 
NAINA has given final plot on different 
location. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 509 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

614 

Maruti D. Gaikawad , Santosh D. 

Gaikawad, Kamla D. Gaikawad, Anna 

Nama Gaikawad, Vishnu Nama 
Gaikawad 

Class I (61/1) 168 2,500 

615 

Maruti D. Gaikawad , Santosh D. 

Gaikawad, Kamla D. Gaikawad, Anna 

Nama Gaikawad, Vishnu Nama 
Gaikawad 

Class I (80/1) 192 4,000 

511 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 511 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

616 

Swati Devendra Patil, Damini 
Sawalaram Bhoir, Monika Harindra 
Gondhali, Sugandha Sawalaram Bhoir, 

Nikesh Sawalaram Bhoir, M. C. Sunny, 
National builders behalf partner Sijo 
Sunny 

Class I (54/2B) Vichumb 
158 9,800 

512, 
519 

Shri Sijo Sunny appeared for the hearing on 
08/08/2023. 
Submission in hearing- 1.) They have been 
granted final plots no. 512 & 519, which are 
separated by a 15 mt. wide road, and therefore 
requested to grant a single final plot. 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-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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. 
Final Plots No. 512 & 519 as shown in plan No. 4, 

have been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 

recorded in Table B. 

617 Bharat K Shah Class I (105/3B/1) Kolkhe 575 1,156 513 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 



7. 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. 
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. 

618 

Mohmmad M Mahmmad Siddhiki, 
Shrirajulahak S. Siddhiki, Akbarhusain 
S Siddhiki, Mohmmad F Siddhiki, Sajra 
Khatun Rajbul husain chaudhari, 
Shamshadhusain rajbul husain 
chaudhari & 7 others 

Class I 
(105/B/4/5/ 

6/7/2) Kolkhe 579 3,160 514 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 514 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

619 Nirmalkumar N Shah Class I (105/3B/2) Kolkhe 576 657 515 

Mr. Nirmal Kumar Shah and Pankaj Shah 
submitted their representation on 14/09/2023. 
Submission in representation- 1) They requesed 
to allot 100% of the original land as Final plot. 
2) They requested that the final plot location 
shall be as per existing location whereas CIDCO 
NAINA has given final plot on different 
location. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 515 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

620 
Sayanbabivi S Pillai, Firozlal S Pillai, 
Sajid S. Pillai Class I (105/3B/3) Kolkhe 577 816 516 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 516 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

621 

Abhijit Singh Surjit Singh, Hamit kaur 
Surjit singh Kohli, Paldip kaur Jasprit 
singh Chandok, Parmit kaur Surjit 
Singh Kohli, Pretesh kaur Sanmnit singh 
Kolhi, Gurvinder kaur Surjit singh 
Kohli 

Class I (105/2A) Kolkhe 580 2,530 518 

They submitted an objection dated 14/08/2023. 
Submission:- Town planning scheme prepared 
for their land and allotted final plot in the 
scheme are not accepted by them 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 518 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

622 Vinay J Bansal Class I (109/8A/2) Kolkhe 597 4,480 520 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 520 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

623 Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva Class I (109/8A/1) Kolkhe 596 730 521 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 
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Draft TPS -7 
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624 
Bhavna P Risbood, Manoj P Gurjar (urf 

padhye) 
Class I (114/0) | Kolkhe 622 1,060 522 

Shri. Manoj Gurjar ‘alias Padhya submitted a 
representation dated 17/08/2023. 
Submission:- 1) There are many fruit-bearing 
trees in their original land and its compensation 
for acquisition is not mentioned in the notice.2) 

His sister Smt. Bhavana Risbood has 
relinquished her rights in his favor by registered 
release deed no. 9893/2021. 3) In lieu of the 
acquisition of their land they are getting only 
40% plot and they have to pay 30.89 lakh, 
therefore they objected to the said acquisition. 

Thes sanctioned draft scene proposal is confirmed, 
subject to the change in the owners’ name as per the 
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. 

625 Aatmaram R. Bhoir Class II (66(PY/0) 182 3,234 523 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 523 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

Jagdishkumar R Bansal Class I 
(109(P)/6B( 

P)) 
593 

Jagdishkumar R Bansal Class I 
(109(P)/6C( 

P)) 
594 

Jagdishkumar R Bansal Class I (109/7) 595 2,810 

629 Jagdishkumar R Bansal Class I (109/8B) Kolkhe 598 990 

$24 

Shri. Jagdish Bansal submitted an objection 
dated 06/09/2023. 
Submission: - 1) The land owners have 
surrendered 60% of their ownership lands to 
CIDCO, only 30% of the land will be required 
by CIDCO for the development of roads and 
other infrastructure, and the balance 30% has 
been designated for Growth Centre which will 
be monetized by CIDCO. In addition, CIDCO 
will also be charging Development charges.2) 
They strongly object to applying the said 
scheme so far as their property is concerned, as 
it has been NA property since 1990. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 524 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

630 
Jomi Vilas Bhoir, Rajeshri Mahendra 
Gavand, Shyam Vilas Bhoir, Surekha 
Vilas Bhoir 

Class I (54/2C/2) | Vichumb 160 3,000 525 

They submitted a representation dated 
17/08/2023. 
Submission - 1) After the demise of their father, 

Vilas Bhoir, the said original land bearing 54/2/c 

is now owned by Shri. Jomi Bhoir and 4 others. 
2) They have been allotted final plot no 525 in 
Kolkhe in lieu of their land in Vichumbe. They 
have existing structure in their original land and 
requested to grant Final plot adjoining to FP no. 
106. 3.) They requested to grant the final plot of 
a minimum of 60% area of their original land. 
4) 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. 5) The contribution amount as per form 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, 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- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements ig) Sause of this revised 
ee Finat 2 gies ON 



no. 1 is not accepted and shall be waived. 6) 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. Salim Qureshi and other 5 submitted The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
presentation dated 09/10/2023. Final Plot No. 527 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
Submission- 1) The original land was sold by allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
their father to M/s Parsian Enterprises, however | in Table B. Parsian Agro Hot Ent. Pvt. Ltd. through (109(PY/6A( wide registered sale deed dated 01/12/2006, the 631 | director Dinesh Jain, Yogesh P. Class I P)) Kolkhe 592 20,590 527 | possession of 1300 sq.mt land was not granted Thakkar 
to them and it remained in the occupation of 
their father.2) They have filed suit no. 347/2023 
in Panvel court. 3) Accordingly they requested 
to grant them final plot in proportion of their 
1300 sq.mt land. 
Shri. Harilal Patel submitted presentation dated _| The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed, 
03/10/2023 subject to the change in the owner's name as per the Soniya Sud, Rahul Sud, Laksh Sud, brig Submission- 1) vide sale deed dated 29/12/2020 updated 7/12 extract. Mohini, Shivkumar Ramdas Sud, M/s. Vichumb they purchased plot bearing survey no. 54/1/D, _| Final Plot No. 528 as shown in plan No. 4, has been = National builders behalf partner M. C. Class 1 om) = a = e 11700 sq.mt. from M/s National Builders and it | allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded Sani 
was transferred in his name in 7/12 extract. 2) in Table B. 
Accordingly requested to grant them separate 
final plot for their area. Kamalakar Padu Bhoir, Sanjay kanu Vichumb They submitted a representation dated - In the sanctioned development plan of NAINA, their 633 | Bhoir, Chandrakant Kanu Bhoir, Class II (81/0) 2 194 6,200 /09/2023. original land bearing Gut no. 54 of village Radhabai Sharad Bhingarkar . Submission - 1.) They have not accepted the Vichumbe is under the reservation of Growth Centre 
location of the Final Plot in the sanctioned draft | and therefore they have been granted the final plot 
TPS and requested to grant the final plot in at another location in the same village fronting on 
Vichumbe village only. Also, requested to grant | 12.0 mt. wide layout road. Considering the area of 
the final plot of a minimum of 60% area of their | reservations and amenities in TPS-7, the request to 
original land. 2) Permissible 1.00 FSI of the grant the final plot of a minimum of 100% of the 
original plot shall be allowed to be consumed on original land can not be considered. Regarding FSI Kienitaloifsde Ghoir- Sestiay conn the final plot. Also, unconsumed FSI due to any | and TDR provisions, the regulations are already Bhoir, Chandrakant Kanu ae 529, | restrictions shall be permitted to be transferred proposed in SDCR for TPS-7. The objection R adhabai Sharad Bhinearkar. Ganesh Vichumb 535 | as TDR on any plot. 3) The contribution amount regarding the contribution amount will be decided in 634 Valaku Bhoir, Nana ee bg Bhoir. Class II (82/0) “ 195 6,170 as per form no. | is not accepted and shall be the final scheme. For concession in the marginal Paavo Val aku Bhoir. M ? waived. 4) By considering the development of Spaces, a new regulation has been proposed. : pve pee SS . the High Rise Building, concession in the Minunath Bhoir, Sudesh Mahadu Bhoir marginal space shall be granted and for that, the | As per the updated 7/12 extract, separate Final Plot 
premium shall not be charged.5) Shri. No. 529 has been allotted to Gut No. 81/0 and Final 
Kamalakar Bhoir & others, wide registered Gift. | Plot No. 535A has been allotted to Gut No. 82/0. 
deed dated 09/10/20, had gifted 3200 sq. mt. The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
land out of Gut no. 82 to Shri Pandurang Bhoir, planning requiremefits, and petau 
Sudesh Bhoir, Mayur Bhoir, and Nana Bhoir. reconstituted FifalPlots ne ®& 535A have been 

allotted for th¢ir-sti¢ ection in the 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 : 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 

No 
Name of Owner 

Tenure of 
Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village oP No Area 
Representation of Owners on Sanctionéd 

Draft TPS -7. Decision of Arbitrator 

3A 3B 3C 4 6 7 gene et ee le SBE 
area as shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of 
the area as recorded in table B. 

635 
Sharifabi H Kureshi, Salim H Kureshi, 

Nisar H Kureshi, Ajit H Kureshi, Aayub 
H Kureshi, Riyaz H Kureshi 

Class IT (109/4B) Kolkhe 590 5,580 530 

Shri Ajit Kureshi appeared for the hearing on 
18/08/2023. 
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. 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-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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 layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and in view of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 530 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

636 Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva Class I (109/4A) Kolkhe 589 2,310 531 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

By considering the same ownership, the proposed 
final plot no. 531 & 536 are clubbed together. 
The layout of the scheme has been revised for 
planning requirements, and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 536 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

637 Ismail E Dhariwala Class I (109/5) Kolkhe 591 2,380 §32 

638 Ismail E Dhariwala Class f (110/3/3) Kolkhe 616 403 

639 Ismail E Dhariwala Class I (110/3/4) Kolkhe 617 286 

Ismail E Dhariwala Class I (110/3/5) Kolkhe 618 861 

533 

Adv Umesh Shinde, on behalf of Ebrahim 
Esmile Dhariwal and Aziz Esmile Dhariwal, 
submitted representation. 
Submission:- They are legal owners of old 
survey no. 109/5, 118/2, 110/3/4, 3/5, 3/5, and 
110/2, and in lieu of that they have been granted 
final plot no 532, 552, 533, and 559, total area 

4483 sq. mt. They requested to grant a single 
entire plot around 4483 sq. mt. in the same 
locality. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 532 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. 533 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

Warior Foundation Through trusty AS 
Madhvan 

Class I (110/3/1) Kolkhe 614 585 

Warior Foundation Through trusty AS 
Madhvan 

Class I (110/3/2) Kolkhe 615 445 

534 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 534 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table 

Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva Class I (109/1) Kolkhe 586 5,970 

Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva Class I (109/2) Kolkhe 587 6,780 

Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva Class I (109/3) Kolkhe 588 4,550 

Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva Class I (109/9) Kolkhe 599 3,490 

536 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 



Hari J Varchand, Visanji V Chadva (109/10) Kolkhe 

|| reconstituted Final Plot no. 536 has been allotted 
for their original plot with correction in the area as 
shown in plan no. 4 to the owner(s) and of the area 
as recorded in table B. 

648 
V S Kurup Shilpshri Darshan 
Co.Ho.Sco. Pvt. Ltd. through Treasurer 

Class I (110/1/1) Kolkhe 601 358 537 

They 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 Raigad Co. Ho. Sco. Class I (110/1/2) Kolkhe 602 856 538 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 538 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

650 Rita Mohan Class I (110/1/3) Kolkhe 603 435 539 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

651 Jasvirsingh S Kohli Class I (10/1/12) Kolkhe 612 435 540 

They 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 
Jankalyan Sevagram through director P 
S Rajgopalan Class T (110/1/11) Kolkhe 611 435 541 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

653 
Jankalyan Sevagram through Director P 
S Rajgopalan Class I (10/1/10) Kolkhe 610 435 542 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 542 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 Premium Construction through 
partners Chandrashekhar A Palande 

Class I (110/1/9) Kolkhe 609 435 543 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

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. 

655 Aftaab Alam Mohammad Shalif Class I (110/1/3) Kolkhe 603 346 545 

They 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. 

656 Jubair Abdul Sheikh Class I (110/1/4) Kolkhe 604 346 546 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 546 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

657 Tabssum Jubair Shekh Class I (110/1/5) Kolkhe 605 368 547 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 

in Table B. 
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Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 67 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 
Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No) 
| Representation of Owners on Sanctioned | 

Draft TPS -7 = 
3A 3B 3C 4 gl 

Maaldar Construction Through 
Salauddin M Khan 

Class I (110/1/6) Kolkhe 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 548 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

659 
Maaldar Construction Through 
Salauddin M Khan 

Class I (110/1/7) Kolkhe 607 338 549 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

660 Latif Begam M Kureshi Class I (110/1/8) Kolkhe 608 342 550 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 550 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 

in Table B. 

661 Ismail E Dhariwala Class I (118/2) Kolkhe 627 2,220 552 

Adv Umesh Shinde, on behalf of Ebrahim 

Esmile Dhariwal and Aziz Esmile Dhariwal, 

submitted a representation. 
Submission in representation:- They are legal 
owners of old survey no. 109/5, 118/2, 110/3/4, 
3/5, 3/5, and 110/2and in lieu of that they have 

been granted final plot no 532, 552, 533, and 
559, total area 4483 sq. mt. They requested to 

grant a single entire plot around 4483 sq. mt. in 
the same locality. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

662 

Shriniwas V Gurjar, Vidya S Acharya, 
Surekha S Bhagwat, Chandrakant R 
Gurjar, Suryakant R Gurjar, Anjali P 
Kulkarni, Shubhangi A Gurjar, Prasad 
A Gurjar, Jayashree V Joshi, Vasumati 
S Gurjar, Satish S Gurjar, Suvarna S 
Pawar, Anagha C Adkar, Mangala M 
Gurjar, Prashant M Gurjar, Seema V 

Devasthali, Narayan G Gurjar, 
Yashwant G Gurjar, Purshottam P 
Gurjar, Prabhakar G Gurjar, Sudhakar 
G Gurjar, Kamal R Sapre, Kusum S 

Desai, Malti R Pimparkar, Nalini S 

Bhagwat, Alka K Konkar 

Class I (117/0) Kolkhe 625 101 554 

They appeared for a hearing on 25/09/2023. 
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 shail not be charged. 

Considering the area of reservations and amenities 
in TPS-7, the request to grant the final plot of a 
minimum of 100% of the original land can not be 
considered. Regarding FSI and TDR provisions, the 
regulations are already proposed in SDCR for TPS- 
7. 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. 
Final Plot No. 554 as shown in plan No. 4,hase been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 
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663 

Shriniwas N Padhye, Sad: 
Padhye, Sudhar N Padhye, Balkrushna 
M Padhye, Jaganath M Padhye, 
Shyamkant M Padhye, Ramakant M 
Padhye, Shrikant M Padhye, Susheela V 
Pandit, Sumati A Paradkar, Kalpana M 
Sandu, Vasudha V Kirloskar, Smita S 
Kulkarni, Suhasini § Sohni, Raghnath V 
Padhye, Vishvanath S Padhye, 
Shrikrushna R Sandu, Dattatray S 
Paradkar, Madhusudhan S Paradkar, 
Mukund S Paradkar, Mohan S Paradkar, 
Kamal V Ambedkar, Mira M Joshi, 
Urmila B Halbe, Radhika R Devasthale, 
Preeti P Paradkar, Pranav P Paradkar, 
Pratik P Paradkar, Bhavna P Risbood, 
Manoj P Gurjar (Urf Padhye) 

Class I (115/0) Kolkhe 623 100 555 

Shri. Dilip Gurjar and shri. Pradip Gurjar 
submitted a representation dated 22/08/2023. 
Submission: - In the letter dated 24/07/23, 
survey no. 115 & 118 are mentioned. However, 
Kolkhe village has been subdivided into new 
Kolkhae Peth village and new survey nos 26 & 
29. Accordingly, they requested to issue fresh 
notice as per new survey nos. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 555 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

664 

Shriniwas N Padhye, Sadanand N 
Padhye, Sudhar N Padhye, Nirmal L 
Jawdekar, Sheila L Totade, Shakuntala 
G Olkar, Shyamla S$ Prabhu, Anjali A 
Joshi, Bhavna P Risbud, Manoj P 
Gurjar (urf padhye) 

Class I (112/0) Kolkhe 620 126 556 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

665 Sadanand Narayan Padhye Class I (116/0) Kolkhe 624 130 557 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
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. 

666 
Shashikant V Gurjar - Padhye, Subhada 
D Bhadamkar Class I (118/1) Kolkhe 626 1,190 

Shri. Dilip Gurjar and shri. Pradip Gurjar 
submitted a representation dated 22/08/2023. 
Submission:- In the letter dated 24/07/23, survey 
no. 115 & 118 are mentioned. However, Kolkhe 
village has been subdivided into new Kolkhae 
Peth village and new survey nos 26 & 29. 
Accordingly, they requested to issue fresh notice 
as per new survey nos. 

Shri. Vinayak Rajput and others have submitted 
presentation dated 18/09/2023. 
Submission- They are the owner of survey no. 
21/1B (old survey no. 110/1B), admeasuring 
7000 sq.mt. Their land upto Tata powerline 
admesuring 3000 sq.mt is included in TPS-7 and 
marked as site no. 558, 562, & 649. 3) 
Accordingly they requested to grant final plot in 
lieu of 3000 sq.mt. Land. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 558 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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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 

Proposal of Sanctioned Draft Town Planning Scheme NAINA No. 07 

Sr. 
No 

Name of Owner 
Tenure of 

Land 

Gat no/ 
Hissa no 

Village OP No Area 
"Representation of Owners on Sanctioned 

Draft TPS -7 Decision of Arbitrator 

Z 3A 3B 3C 4 

667 
Ajij Ismail Dhariwala, Ibrahim Ismail 
Dhariwala 

Class I (110/2) Kolkhe 627 4,960 

Adv Umesh Shinde, on behalf of Ebrahim 

Esmile Dhariwal and Aziz Esmile Dhariwal, 
submitted representation. 
Submission:- They are legal owners of old 
survey no. 109/5, 118/2, 110/3/4, 3/5, 3/5, and 
110/2and in lieu of that they have been granted 
final plot no 532, 552, 533, and 559, total area 

4483 sq. mt. They requested to grant a single 
entire plot around 4483 sq. mt. in the same 
locality. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 559 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 

allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

668 Sadanand Narayan Padhye Class I (113/0) Kolkhe 621 330 561 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 561 as shown in plan No. 4, has been 
allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as recorded 
in Table B. 

669 
Vaishali P. Rajput, Ekta Suresh Sosla 
Vinayak P. Rajput, Sayunkta P. Rajput 

Class I (21/1/B@)) Kolkhe 684 460 561A 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 561A as shown in plan No. 4, has 

been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

670 

M/s Prayag Riyality Tarfe Pradip 
Krushna Bhopi, Bhikhabhai R. Madat , 

Jitesh Pramod Agrawal, Kiran Madhav 
Nangare 

Class I (123(pt)/0) Vichumb 
234 49 Dispos 

sessed 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

671 
Laxmi S Mhatre, Raju S Mhatre, 

Santosh Mhatre, Indumati R Patil, 
Anjani P Dev 

Class I (121(pt)/0) 496 50 
Dispos 
sessed 

They neither appeared for a hearing nor 
submitted any representation. 

672 Mrs. Sajid Shaikh and Mr. Latif Shaikh 34/7 
Kolkhe 
Peth 

2050 

Gazanfar Abdul Sattar Khan submitted a 
representation dated 27/06/2023. 
Submission in representation:- They along with 
Mrs. Sajid Shaikh and Mr. Latif Shaikh have 

agricultural land bearing old survey no. 123/7, 
Kolkhe (new survey no. 34/7/2 of village 

Kolkhe Peth.) 2) Their survey no falls in TPS 7, 
but they are unable to find out final plot details 
against their survey no. in the scheme. 

The said original lands Gut no. 34/7/1 and 34/7/2, 

village Kolakhe Peth (old Gut No. 123/7are 
included in the TPS 7, but in the sanctioned Draft 
Scheme, final plots are not proposed for the said 

lands. Therefore the layout of the scheme has been 
revised and because of this revised reconstituted 

Final Plot no. 490A has been allotted for Gut No. 
34/7/1 and Final Plot No. 490B has been alloted for 
Gut No. 34/7/2, as shown in plan no. 4 to the 

owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

673 
Mohan Vajekar, Ramakant Vajekar, 

Milind Vajekar, Usha Vajekar, Ajinkya 
Vajekar, Swapna Mhatre. 

213 
Vichumb 

e 
700 

Ramakant Vajekar wide representation dated 
28.08.2023 requested to give information about 
the final plot granted for their land bearing Gut 
No. 213 in Vichumbe. 

In the other right column of the 7/12 extract of Gut 
No. 213, Vichumbe, it is stated that the land is under 

the road. Also as per the village map of Vichumbe, 
it is under the road. 

674 Kolkhe 

2 of TPS-7 that 
che village are 

but their /12 extracts are 
) ei | 



not available and also final plots are not proposed 
for said Gut nos. in the Draft Sanctioned Scheme. 

Therefore, Final Plot no. 499B has been allotted to 
SPA- NAINA, so that it can be granted for the land 
for which the final plot has not been granted. In case 
of any claim for final plots against the said original 
lands and any other original lands in the said 
scheme, SPA- NAINA shall verify the authenticity 
& location of the original lands in TPS-7 boundary 
and confirm that the final plot has not been granted 
against it and then carved out final plot to the tune 
of 40% of the area of the original land from said FP 
No. 499B and allot it to the concerned land owners. 
The remaining unclaimed land shall be used as sell 
plot. 

675 Gurucharan Sarkar (74(P)/0) 
Vichumb 

185 

676 Gurucharan Sarkar (38/0) 

e 
Vichumb 

e 
126 

677 Gurucharan Sarkar (76/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
188 

678 Gurucharan Sarkar (78/0) 
Vichumb 

€ 
190 

679 Gurucharan Sarkar (79/0) 
Vichumb 

€ 
191 

680 Gurucharan Sarkar (47/0) 
Vichumb 

e 
142 

681 Gurucharan Class I (192/0) Vichumb 
e 

242 

682 
Gurucharan, Group Grampanchayat 
Vichumbe Sarkar (75(pty/0) 

Vichumb 
e 

186 

683 Maharashtra Shasan Sarkar 
(75(pt)/78(p 

t)) 
Vichumb 

e 
187 

684 
Gurucharan, Group Grampanchayat 
Kolkhe Sarkar (111/1/1) 

Usarli 
Khurd 

480 

685 Sarkari Bin Aakari Sarkar (111/1/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

481 

686 Sarkari Bin Aakari Sarkar (111/2) Usarli 

Khurd 
482 

687 Maharashtra Shasan binaakari pad Sarkar (157/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

510 

688 
Gurucharan, Group Grampanchayat 
Vichumbe Sarkar (89/0) Vichumb 

e 
203 

Sub-Divisional Office Panvel vide letter no 
SDO/Land/Ka. Ta.2/Naina TPS Hearing/223 
dated 10/08/2023 submitted that - The 
goveernmentm lands situated in village Devad, 
Usarli Khurd, Vichumbe nd Shivkar, Ta. Panvel 
are rquired for various government proposals 
and therefore, the said lands shall not be 
reserved for any purposes. 

2) The Incharge Sarpanch and Gramsevak of 
Group Grampanchayat Usarli Khurd vide letter 
no 981/2023 dated 19/10/2023 submitted 
following request: 
A) For the original lands of Usarli Khurd/ 
Deravali, Gram panchayat, the final plot of at 
least 60% of the roiginal can bee granted. 
B) 2.5 FSI shall be granted on the final plot. 
Also, unconsumed FSI due to any restrictions 
shall be permitted to be transferred as TDR on 
any plot. C) Final plots shall be granted in the 
namee of Usarli Khurd, Deravali. 
D) Final plots no 302 and 362 are proposed on 
the land wherein unauthorized construction are 
existed. Therefore they requested to amalgamate 
reservation no -A. P 187, final plot no 452 and 
final plot no 455 on Gut no 120 and allot them 
final plot on the said Gut no 120 of Usarli 
Khurd. 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the tenure of the lands in the scheme as 
follows: 
A. The Gurucharan lands are combined together and 
Final Plots no. 22, 162A, 245, & 451 are alloted to 
"Government of Maharashtra". 

B. Some Gurcharan Lands were given to the Gram 
Panchayat Vichumbe by the Government on certain 
conditions. Accordingly Final plots no. 23, 27, 78, 
69, 129 A, 99+101,162B, 239, 242, 378 are allotted 
to "Government of Maharashtra" and in their other 
rigts, it is mentioned that “Given to concerned 
Grampanchayat Vichumbe on certain conditions." 

C. Some Gurucharan lands were given to Gram 
Panchyat Kolkhe by the Governement of 
Maharashtra on certain conditions. Accordingly 
Final plots no 320A, 362B, 265, 323 are allotted to 
"Government of Maharashtra” and in the other 
rights it is mentioned that "Given to concerned 
Grampanchayat Kolkhe on certain conditions". 

D. For other Govt lands (Bin Akari, Govt), Final 
Plots No. 243, 362A, 68, 442, 450 are alloted in the 
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Gurucharan, Group Grampanchayat 
Vichumbe 

(194/0) 245 1,100 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

(82/0) 433 800 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

(95/0) 465 6,500 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

(100/0) 466 2,100 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

(115/0) 487 1,500 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

(120(P/0) 493 6,948 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

(154(P)/0) 506 3,786 

Gurucharan Group Gram Panchayat 
Kolkhe 

Sarkar (157/1) 509 4,600 

320, 
362 

Gurucharan. (205/0) Shivkar 685 2,200 

Gurucharan (208(P}/0) Shivkar 690 287 
378 

Gurucharan Sarkar (101/0) Usarli 
Khurd 

467 6,070 451 

Gurucharan, Group Grampanchayat 
Kolkhe 

Sarkar (111/1/1) Usarli 
Khurd 

480 7,300 

Sarkari Bin Aakari Sarkar (111/1/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

481 300 

Sarkari Bin Aakari Sarkar (111/2) Usarli 
Khurd 

482 1,500 

Maharashtra Shasan binaakari pad Sarkar (157/2) 
Usarli 
Khurd 

510 4,000 

450 

Kharaba Sarkar (106/0) 
Usarli 
khurd 

474 1,290 

Kirdsar Aakari Pad Sarkar (1970) Devad 400 
SPA NAINA, CIDCO Sarkar (66/0) Devad 4300 

SPA NAINA, CIDCO Sarkar (94/0) 
Usarli 

Khurd 
464 200 

E. For Govt lands bearing Gat numbers 66/0 of 
Devad and 94/0 of Usarli Khurd has been allotted 
final plots no. 1 and 431 respectively for the 
crematorium, in the name of Government of 

Maharashtra. 

Group Grampanchayat Vichumbe, 
Gavand 

Sarkar (35/0) Devad 2,000 
They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

The said land is under existing road and therefore, 

the final plot is not granted for said land. 
Gurcharan, Group Grampanchayat 
Vichumbe 

Sarkar (78/0) Devad 10735 
They neither appeared for hearing not submitted 
any representation. 

The said land is under existing road and PH 
the final plot is not granted for said land. <\¢\.0P 

Sarkari Parigh Sarkar (17/0) Devad 2,000 

Sarkari Parigh Sarkar (28/1) Devad 3,000 

Sarkari Parigh Class I (36/1) Devad 4,600 
29,77 

They neither appeared for hearing nor submitted 
any represenatation 

The original land bearing Gut no. 28 
existing structures and the boundaries 
28/1 to 28/11 are not available. There 
no. 29 to 39 are clubbed together. 



Akka S. Katkari Class I (28/8) 100 

714 | Krushna B Juvekar Class I (28/2) 100 
715_| Gotya L. Katkari Class I (28/3) 100 
716 | Govind P. Katkari Class I (28/4) 100 717_| Barkya P. Gavand Class I (28/6) 100 
718 _| Maniji V. Bansude Class I (28/9) 100 
719 Gulab Govind Haravandkar, prabhakar 

sakharam Sonawane Class I (28/10) 100 
720_| Sakharam P. Naik Class I (28/11) 100 
721 Janabai Halya Salunkhe, Shilpa Sanjay 

Haranvadkar, Lila Pandurang rasal 
Class I (28/5) 100 

722 _| Bhagya S. Lahane Class I (28/7) 100 

The layout of the scheme has been revised by 
considering the existing structures in the original 
plot bearing Gut no. 28 and because of this revised 
reconstituted Final Plot no. 29 & 77 have been 
allotted at the location of their original plot with 
corrections in the area as shown in plan no. 4 to the 
owner(s) and of the area as recorded in table B. 

723 | SPA NAINA, CIDCO Class I (30/A/1/2) 2400 474A They neither appeared for hearing nor submitted 
any represenatation 

The sanctioned draft scheme proposal is confirmed. 
Final Plot No. 474A as shown in plan No. 4, has 
been allotted to the owner(s) and of the area, as 
recorded in Table B. 

Date: 29" December, 2023 

(Abhiraj Girkar) 

Arbitrator 

Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No 07 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA NO. 07 
(Part of Villages of Devad, Vichumbe, Kolkhe Peth, Usarli Khurd, Shivkar, Tal. Panvel. Dist. Raigad) 

PRELIMINARY SCHEME 

(Under Section 72(4) and Rule 13 (5) & (6)) 

Table B 

Allotment of Final Plots, their Ownership Rights, Tenure and Areas 

Devad (42/1/42/2A) 65 3,247 

Devad (42/1/42/2C) 67 766 

Devad (42/1/42/2D) 68 1,647 

Devad (42/1/42/2B) 66 2,000 TM.H. Staff & friends Co.Ho. Sco. 

Devad (43(PY/1(P)) 69 Secretary = 

Devad (43(P) /2(P)) 70 8,019 19,940 Devad 3 19,398 19398 Class I Ravindra Pahanu Ingale (97%) 

Devad (43(Py3(P) 7A M/S Appasavami Asociates Partner 

Devad | GA(Py45/1Bi/1(P) | 72 seas iaitiend 
Devad (44(P)/45/1B/2(P)) 73 

Devad (44(P)/45/1B/3(P)) 74 

Devad _| (44(P/45/1B/A(P)) | _75 
Devad (41/2) 64 2,000 2,000 Devad 4 800 800 Class I Suresh D. Kolhe “ 

Parshuram Dharma Waghmare 

Bebibai Pandharinath Mhatre 
Leelabai Shankar Patil 

Savitribai Prakash Gharat 
0, 

13 | Devad (40/0) 62 | 2,480 2,480 Devad 7 1233 1233 Class I Ansys : 
Vijeta Laxmikant Sing 

Jay Mata di Builders and Developers 
tarfe Partners 

(Share of 5 to 7 - 44.35%) 

14 Devad (36/2) 56 4,000 4,000 Devad 8 1,600 1600 Class ll Vasant Narayan More - 

M/s Shree Swaminath Developers 

15 Devad (38/2) 60 560 560 Devad 9 §53 553 Class I Behalf partner Prabhakar S. Sonavane 
Sandip G. Waghmare 

Sunil Nana Waghmare 
Dilip Nana Waghmare 

16 Devad (39/0) 61 2,380 2,380 Devad 11 952 952 Class I Vijay Nana Waghmare 
Gulab Sunil Patil 

Indu Nana Waghmare 

4,261 
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(33/0) Prayag Gurudarshan Co.op. 
Housing.Society. Ltd. 

18 Devad (31/0) 49 1,720 1,720 Devad 13A 688 688 Class I 

Jagan Shankar Waghmare 
Somi Tukaram Bhopi 

Parshuram Jairam Waghmare 
Sanjay Jairam Waghmare 
Vishwas Jairam Waghmare 
Manisha Mangesh Bhagat 

Janabai Changa Patil 
Sonabai Jairam Waghmare 
Balaram Shankar Mhatre 
Manohar Shankar Mhatre 
Shakuntala Shankar Mhatre 
Changuna Shankar Mhatre 

19 Devad (34/0) 53 2,500 2,500 Devad 13B 1,000 1000 Class II 

Jagan Shankar Waghmare 
Somi Tukaram Bhopi 

Parshuram Jairam Waghmare 
Sanjay Jairam Waghmare 
Vishwas Jairam Waghmare 
Manisha Mangesh Bhagat 

Janabai Changa Patil 
Sonabai Jairam Waghmare 
Balaram Shankar Mhatre 
Manohar Shankar Mhatre 
Shakuntala Shankar Mhatre 
Changuna Shankar Mhatre 

20 Devad (Q27/1C) 29 1,970 

21 

22 

Devad 

Devad 

(27/2A) 30 

58 

23,170 

25,140 Devad 

14 2825 

ey) 3,979 

75 3,252 

10056 Class I 
Virsen Kamlakar Sav 

Parees Kunjavihari Sav 
Sandhya Kunjavihari Sav (37/2) 1,040 1,040 Devad 15 416 416 Class I Vinod Kisan Patil 

23 Devad (38/1) 59 2,600 2,600 Devad 16 1,040 1,040 Class I 
Nilesh Dashrath Devdkar 

Rupesh Nagnath Khanavkar 
Anant Ramdas Vaskar 

24 Devad (37/1) 57 2,170 2,170 Devad 17 1,936 1936 Class I 

Ashok Baraku Waghmare 
(18.43%) 

Chandrabhaga Ganesh Waghmare 
Samadhan Ganesh Waghmare 
Satyawan Ganesh Waghmare 

Sangita Madan Patil 
Pramila Kamlakar Patil 
Anita Navnath Patil 
Vanita Raju Bhagat 
Lalita Keshav Patil 
Sunita Sunil Maali 



(Share of 2 to 10 - 50% ) 
Raghunath Gopal Waghmare 

(4.60 %) 
Shivdham Co.op Hsg. Society Ltd. 

(26.97%) 

Devad (27/1A/1) 27 6,020 

26 Devad (27/2/B) 31 17,440 

23,460 Devad 20 9,384 9384 Class I 

Malti Shankar Ramdharane 
Naresh Shankar Ramdharane 

Parashuram Shankar Ramdharane 
Vanita Shankar Ramdharane 
Karuna Shankar Ramdharane 

Jyoti Prakash Chandne 
Surekha Shashikant Singasane 

It is subjected to the final decision in 

the Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) 

18909/2013 in Hon. Supreme Court of 
India. 

Devad (10/0) 4,910 

Devad (25/0) 960 

Devad (27/2/D) 3,530 

Devad (27/3) 5,010 

Devad (18/2) 4,000 

Devad (1/0) 880 

Devad (20/2) 3,040 

Devad (21/0) 3,240 

Devad (24/0) 3,460 

Vichumbe (39/3) 16,840 

Vichumbe (110/0) 630 

Vichumbe (111/0) 3,290 

Vichumbe (193/1) 6,770 

Usarli Khurd (27/0) 7,510 

Shivkar (206/C) 4,040 
Usarli Khurd (107/0) 18,670 
Usarli Khurd (105/A) 9,890 

Usarli Khurd (113/0) 11,940 

1,08,610 

Devad 24 17068 

Usarli Khurd 439 1616 

Usarli Khurd 441 10327 

Usarli Khurd 445 5197 

Usarli Khurd 449 3,955 

Usarli Khurd 467 5,281 

43,444 Class I 

Vijay Jagashi Chheda (59 %) 
M/s Dukes Developers LLP (28.83%) 

Aditya B CHS Ltd. (0.63%) 
Kunal B CHS Ltd. (0.55%) 

Prime Infracon L.L.P 

Bevarli Developers L.L.P 
(Share of 5 and 6 - 10.99%) 

45 Devad (26/0) 26 3,240 Devad 25 3,240 3240 Class I 

Santosh Dayanand Sonawane 
Ramesh Narsimha Soni 

(Share of 1 and 2 - 4.94% ) 

M/s Galaxy Builders & Developers 

through partners Mahesh Somiskar 

M/s Maitri Infrahousing Pvt. Ltd. 

through Ajhar Ayub Bhaldar 



(Share of 3 and 4 - 18.52 %) 
M/s Smile Intra Trade (1) pvt. Itd. 

(22.22%)) 
Shri Dattanath Aangan Co-op. 
Housing Society (25.92%)) 

Samir Pandurang Patil 
Ekvira Developers Through Partners 

Prabhakar Sakharam Sonavane 
(Share of 7 and 8 - 19.14%) ) 

; Anil Vasant Thakekar (9.26 %) 46 Devad (23/0) 23 2,150 2,150 Devad 26 860 860 Class I Abhinav V. Chheda 
Eknath Rama Bhoir 
Ashok Bhau Bhoir 47 |- Vienmbe (59/0) 166 | 5,080 5,080 Devad 28 | 2032 2032 Class I Saamhaiiatae . 

Dehubai Atmaram Bhoir 
Suresh Atmaram Bhoir 48 |  Devad (2910) 46 | 1,260 1,260 Devad | 42 | 504 504 Class I ‘ae . 
Janardan Maruti Fadke 
Bhagwan Kanu Fadke 49 | Devad (30/2) 48 | 4,400 4,400 Devad | 43 | 4,400 4400 Class I eo at — . 

Nimbeshwar Srushti Co.op Housing 
Society Ltd. (90.91%) 

Parashram Dharma Waghmare 
Bhagibai Maruti Patil 

Namdev Narayan Waghmare 
Godabai Dhau Patil 
Shalu Bhagwan Patil 

Tai Narayan Chaudhary 
Shalik Dhau Waghmare 

Rambhau Dhau Waghmare 50 | Devad Q7/1B) 28 | 4,050 4,050 Devad 45 | 1,620 1620 Class Il Nidanicllios geese : 
Sunil Dhau Waghmare 
Bami Budhaji Mahtre 

Gulab Krishna Waghmare 
Bhaskar Krishna Waghmare 

Shashikant Krishna Waghmare 
Sangita Dinanath Fadke 
Sulochna Gopal Gaikar 

Mali Bhau Gharat 



Shaila Kisan Waghmare 
Radhabai Padmakar Patil 

Suman Kisan Gharat 
Vaman Ganpat Waghmare 
Arun Ganpat Waghmare 
Uttam Ganpat Waghmare 
Sandip Ganpat Waghmare 
Nanda Ganpat Waghmare 

Nirmala Baliram Waghmare 
Hanuman Baliram Waghmare 
Ujwalla Baliram Waghmare 
Tanaji Baliram Waghmare 

51 Devad (32/2) 51 1,690 1,690 Devad 46 676 676 Class I 

M/s Best Enterprises Tarfe Partners 
Chandrakant Shantilal Jain 

Shashikant Tuljaram Jhadhav 

Vinod Parasmal Palresha 
(37.28 %) 

Sita Vitthal Patil 
Gita Pandhari Mahtre 

Lata Ananta Waghmare 
Shevanti Baban patil 

(Share of 2 to 5 - 62.72 %) 

52 Devad (9/3) 

mn 2,500 

53 Devad (32/1) 50 6,070 

54 Devad (41/1) 63 5,000 

13,570 Devad 47 5,428 5428 Class I 

M/s Best Enterprises Tarfe Partners 
Chandrakant Shantilal Jain 

Shashikant Tuljaram Jhadhav 
Vinod Parasmal Palresha 

(18.42 %) 
Chandrakant Shantilal Jain 
Shashikant Tuljaram Jadhav 
Vinod Parasmal Pairesha 
(Share of 2 to 4 - 44.74 %) 

Mangesh Waman Waghmare 
(18.42 %) 

Arun Ganpat Waghmare 
Trupti Jitendra Goyaji 
Taisif Jalaluddin Aaga 

Waman Ganpat Waghmare 
Sushman Namdev Kalyankar (Share 

of 6 to 10 - 18.42 %) 

55 (9/2) 2,600 2,600 Devad 49 2,516 2516 Class I Bhagwan Ram Waghmare 

56 (30/1) 47 5,060 5,060 Devad 51 2,024 2024 Class [ 
Shalik Dhau Waghmare 

Rambhau dhau Waghmare 
Sunil Dhau Waghmare 



Lilabai Dhau Waghmare 
Nirmala Dhau Waghmare 
(Share of 1 to 5 - 44.66%) 

Praful Kumar Manajibhai Kapupara 
Patel 

Vaman Ganapat Waghmare 
(Share of 6 to 7- 55.34 %) 

57 Devad (9/1/A) 15,070 15,070 Devad 52A 6,028 6028 Class I 

Krupa Anil Patil 
Laxman Barashya Gharat 
Shekhar Dattatreya Jadhav 
Mohan Narayan Shetati 

(Share of 1 to 4- 66.35 %) 
Ramdas Gavatya Waghmare 

Pandurang Gavatya Wagmare (Share 
of 5 to 6- 33.65%) 

It is subject to the final decision in the 
Regular Civil Appeal No. 72/2009 in 

the court of Civil Judge, Panvel. 58 Devad (9/1/B) 1,700 1,700 Devad 52B 680 680 Class I Vijay Jagashi Cheda 59 Devad (12/0) 480 
60 Devad (13/0) 660 

1140 Devad 56 456 456 Class I 
Padmini Vilas Jadhav 

Vilas Ramchandra Jadhav 
61 Devad (9/4) 4,000 4,000 Devad 58 1,600 1600 Class I 

Nikhil Shashikant Patil 
Neha Abhishek Deshmukh 

62 Devad (15/0) 10 1,690 1,690 Devad 60 868 868 Class I 

Santosh Shekhar Asawale 
Sandhya Sanjay Bhoir 

(Share of 1 to 2 - 76.92 %) 
Sanjay Vasant Mhatre (23.08 %) 

63 Devad (14/0) 2,630 2,630 Devad 62 1,052 1052 Class I 

Darshak Shamrao Siddha 
(61.98 %) 

Wardhrajan Kasinathan Nainar 
(38.02 %) 

64 

65 

Devad (20/1) 18 660 660 Devad 63 607 607 Class I 

Nagu Bhagoji Lahane 
Godabai Kamlakar Patil 
Mandabai Hiraji Shelke 
Kunda Suresh Gondhali 
Nandini Dattatreya Kher 
Manda Madhukar lahane 
Dipak Madhukar Lahane 
Mahesh Madhukar Lahane 

Neeta Jagdish Bhagat Devad (16/0) 11 1,720 1,720 Devad 65 762 762 Class I Namdev Baloo Fadke 



Shobhana Balkrushna Ghate 

66 Devad (20/3) 20 600 600 Devad 66 240 240 Class II Jomibai Vilas. Bhoir - 

Sulabai Ramesh Govari 

67 Devad (27/2/C) 32 3,740 3,740 Devad 67 1,496 1496 Class I Sajjansingh Yadav - 

Kokila Kanubhai Patel 
68 Devad (22/0) 22 5,500 5,500 Devad 70 2,200 2200 Class I Sonal Kanubhai Patel - 

Kokila Kanubhai Patel 
69 Devad (18/1) 15 6,100 6,100 Devad 71 2,440 2440 Class I Sonal Kanubhai Patel - 

Rohini Dattatreya Bankar 
Anita Dattatreya Bankar 
Nalini Dattatreya Bankar 
Anjana Dattatreya Bankar 

Ramesh Alya Gondhali 
Suresh Alya Gondhali 

Rajesh Dattatreya Gondhali 

71 | Vichumbe (193/2) 244 | 1,700 1,700 Vichumbe | 74 | 681 681 Class I ieenicanemmi _ . 
Harsh Vinod Gondhali 

Harshali Vinod Gondhali 
Pinki Vinod Gondhali 
Radhabai C. Bankar 
Prakash C. Bankar, 

(Share of 1 and 2 - 50%) 
Kishar G. Surate 
Dhananjay L. Patil 

(Share of 3 and 4 - 50 %) 

Baliram C. Bhingarkar 
Genu C. Bhingarkar 
Shantabai K.Keni 

73 Vichumbe (224/0) 281 2,480 2,480 Vichumbe TOA 992 992 Class II Suman L. Keni - 

Kanta B. Keni 
Rami B. Patil 

Sundar L. Bhoir 
Radhabai A.Surate 
Naina A. Surate 

Nanda T. Mahtre 

Sangeeta R.Surate 

. Z Karan R. Surate 
74 Vichumbe (195/1) 246 4,310 4,310 Vichumbe &0 1,724 1724 Class I Kavita S.Surate 

Ritesh S.Surate 
Kayra S. Surate 

Kavita Swami Surate guardian mother 
of Ritesh and kayra 

70 Devad (18/3/A) 13 2,880 2,880 Devad 73 1,152 1152 Class I 

72 Devad (18/3/B) 14 400 400 Devad 76 400 400 Class I 



bes ae Pe @e Te Be ae Me Be ee ee ee he Ge ee Se 3299 3973939 3335939333 

Yashwant A. Surate 
Vaibhav V. Shelke 

Geeta U.Bhoir 
(Share of 1 to 12 - 9.51 %)) 

Yadneshwar S. Patil (90.49 %) 
Shivam Co-Op Housing Society Ltd - 

Radhabai A.Surate 
Naina A. Surate 
Nanda T. Mahtre 
Sangeeta R.Surate 
Karan R. Surate 
Kavita S.Surate 716 Vichumbe (195/4) 249 5,890 5,890 Vichumbe 83 2,356 2356 Class I Ritesh S.Surate 
Kayra S. Surate 

Kavita Swami Surate guardian 
mother of Ritesh and kayra 

Yashwant A. Surate 
Vaibhav V. Shelke 

Geeta U.Bhoir 77 Vichumbe (195/2) 247 2,000 
Nilkanth Construction Tarfe partners 78 Vichumbe (196/0) 250 4,780 

Kishor Krishankant Gupte 79 | Vichumbe (197/0) 251 450 ; Maganbhai Nanabhai Patel 80 Vichumbe (201/1) 256 4,020 11,850 Vichumbe 84 8,716 8716 Class I Jayesh Chimanlal Sonneta 
Gopal Devram Chaudhari - 81 | Vichumbe (200/0) 255 | 600 
Bhavna Bhavin Gadia 

Bhagchand Chuvadmal Khubchandani 
Shree Shankar Devsthan Vichumbe 

Vahivtdar 
Keshav Kana Bhingarkar 

Gangabai Chahu Bhingarkar 
Vijay Chahu Bhingarkar 

Vishwas Chahu Bhingarkar 
Kalibai Chandrakant Patil 

Sakharibai Chandrakant Govari 82 | Vichumbe (199/0) 254 | 1,210 1,210 Vichumbe | 85 | 1142 1142 Class I ‘ane : 
Amita Vishwas Govari 

Sangita Patil 
Sudhir Janardan Keni 
Prasad Rajendra Keni 
Anil Janardan Keni 
Aruna Rajendra Keni 
Shobha Janardan Keni 
Maribai Rajendra Keni 

as Vichumbe (195/3) 248 8,000 8,000 Vichumbe 81 7,973 7973 Class T 
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83 Vichumbe (203/0) Vichumbe 87 2634 
M/s Luniya Relalty Partnership Firm 
behalf partner Vinod Gangaram Jain 

84 Vichumbe (198/1) 252 

85 Vichumbe (198/2) 253 530 

1,770 Vichumbe 89 711 711 Class I 

Shree Shankar Devsthan Vichumbe 
Vahivatdar 

Wasudeo Dharma Bhingarkar 
Tulsabai K.Bhingarkar 
Sambhaji K.Bhingarkar 
Pradip K.Bhingarkar 
Surekha D.Shinde 
Vanita D. Patil 

Aparna R.Gavand 
Nirasha P.Mundkar 

86 Vichumbe (207/1) 264 940 940 Vichumbe 91A 376 376 Class I 
Gaus Mohiyoddin Mohammad 

Ajimoddin 
Shaikh Aamin Shaikh Hussain 

87 Vichumbe (207/2) 265 1,010 1,016 Vichumbe 91B 404 Class I Rajendra H. Padate 

88 Vichumbe (217/0) 279 1,200 1,200 Vichumbe 92 480 480 Class II 

Anant Chahu Surate 
Manohar Chahu Surate 
Nirmala Gajanan Surate 
Kishor Gajanan Surate 

Ghanshyam Gajanan Surate 
Namrata Mangesh Patil 

89 Vichumbe (128/2 (P)) 241 316 316 Vichumbe 93 126 126 Class I 
Anant Sakharam Sawant 
Chandrakant B. Mohite 

90 Vichumbe (201/3) 258 450 450 Vichumbe 95 180 180 Class II 

Baliram C. Bhingarkar 
Genu Shandar Bhingarkar 
Shantabai Kashinath keni 

Suman Lahu Keni 
Kanta Bharat Keni 
Rami Bandu Patil 

Sundar Laxman Bhoir 

Vichumbe (201/4) 259 1,090 

Vichumbe (216/2) 277 3,420 

Vichumbe (212/1) 270 440 
Vichumbe (212/4) 273 403 

Vichumbe (216/1) 276 810 

Vichumbe (216/3) 278 300 

6,463 Vichumbe 96 A 2385 2585 Class I 

Naina Enterprises behalf Partners 
Yatij P. Chheda 
Rohit H.Patel 

Amba Parbat Patel 
Kamlesh L.Patel 
Govind M.Patel 

97 Vichumbe (212/2) 271 450 459 Vichumbe 96B 180 180 Class I 

Kanha C.Patil (50 %) 
Amba Parbat Patel 
Kamlesh L.Patel 
Govind M.Patel 

Naina Enterprises behalf Parner Yatij 
P. Chheda 

Rohit H.Patel 



(Share of 2 to 6 - 50 %) 

98 Vichumbe (127 (P)) 240 410 410 Vichumbe 97 164 164 Class I 

Gangavihar Infrakon LLP Tarfe 
Partner Kishor Kaluram Chaudhari 

Tikaram Viramaji Chaudhari 
Mayank A. Dhakad 

Yogesh Durgaram Chaudhari 
Rohit Hiraji Patel 

99 Vichumbe (218/1) 280 12,770 12,770 Vichumbe 100 5,108 5108 Class I 

Anant Chahu Surate 
Manohar chahu Surate 
Nirmala Gagajan Surate 
Kishor Gajanan Surate 

Ghanashyam Gajanan Surate 
Namrata Mangesh Patil 

(Share of 1 to 6 - 52.62 %) 
Chandrashekhar Giradharbhai Darji 

Vijaykumar Motiram Udasi 
Sunil Motiram Udasi (Share of 7 to 9 

- 47.38 %} 

100 

101 

Vichumbe (77/0) 189 16,820 16,820 Vichumbe 102 6,728 6728 Class I 

Janardhan D.Mhatre (29.72%) 
Lila S.Mhatre 
Vijay S.Mhatre 
Arvind S.Mhatre 

Madhumati M.Maali 
Jayshree U.Patil (20.52 %) 
Jaydas D.Mhatre (29.43 %) 
Manoraj D.Mhatre (20.33 %) Vichumbe (212/3) 272 477 477 Vichumbe 103 191 191 Class I Kanha C. Patil 

102 Vichumbe (201/5) 257 610 

103 Vichumbe (201/2) 260 610 

1220 Vichumbe 104 758 758 Class I 

Yakoob Beg Trust Panvel 
Alhaj M Mustafa Yakub Beg Chief 

Trustee 
Yusuf khan Akbar khan 

Imran Salim khan 
Allabaksh Appalal Mulla 

M Tasleem Mahamad Husen 104 Vichumbe (206/0) 263 2,380 
105 Vichumbe (208/0) 266 2,330 

4,710 Vichumbe 107 1884 Class I Manoj H. Padate 
106 Vichumbe (209/0) 267 1,190 1,190 Vichumbe 108 476 Class I Dhau L. Bhingarkar 107 Vichumbe (211/0) 269 780 780 Vichumbe 109 715 Class I Shashikala R. Devkar 

108 Vichumbe (215/3) 275 150 150 Vichumbe 1 60 Class I 

Hadaku B.Bhoir 
Govind B.Bhoir 

Krishnabai V.Govari 
Other Rights: 

(Protected Tenant) 
Namdev Kamlu Bhoir 
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109 | Vichumbe (9/3) 84 610 610 Vichumbe 113 610 610 Class I Sunil Duklya Sonawale - 

Vasudev Dharma Bhingarkar 
Tulsabai K. Bhingarkar 
Sambhaji K. Bhingarkar 

. . Pradeep K. Bhingarkar 
110 | Vichumbe (51/0) 149 1,870 1,870 Vichumbe 114 748 748 Class I Surekha D. Shinde - 

Vanita D. Patil 
Aparna R. gavand 

Nirasha P. Mundkar 

Ramdas Kathod Bhoir 
Dattatray Kathod Bhoir 

Sarita Harishchandra Bhoir 
Other Rights: 

111 | Vichumbe (9/1) g2 | 2,150 2,150 Vichumbe | 115 | 860 860 Class 1 cmpiianae - 
Dhondu G. Surate 
Mahadi B. Keni 

Mangali G. Surate 
Bali B. Paredeshi 

Waman Ram Govari 
Umabai Bama Mundkar 
Leelabai Bama Mundkar 
Devram Balaram Govari 
Krishna Balaram Govari 
Karuna Balaram Govari 
Vasanti Balaram Govari 
Hirabai Balaram Govari 
Shantabai Goma Govari 
Anjali Sitaram Pandit 

Rakhamabai Arun Bhoir 

112 | Usarli Khurd (136(P)/0) 501 2,476 2,476 Vichumbe 116 990 990 Class I Pushpa Ghansham Gupta . 

; Fashi Goma Govari 
Laxman Mahadu Patil 

Bebibai Chandrakant Govari 
Sonali Chandrakant Govari 

Sudarshan Chandrakant Govari 
Swati Chandrakant Govari 

Shraddha Chandrakant Govari 
Ganesh Padaya Mundkar 
Pramila Padaya Mundkar 
Ranjana Padaya Mundkar 
Jaydas Padaya Mundkar 

113 | Vichumbe (10/0) 85 504 Anoop V. Kamble 

i 2150 Vichumbe 117 1875 1875 Class I Rajendra S. Kamble 
114 | Vichumbe (10/3) 88 163 Vasant A. Raut 



(10/2) Shrikrushana A. Bangare 
Prabhakar N. Tayade 
Kusum A.Kamble 116 | Vichumbe (10/1) 86 168 
Abhijit A. Kamble 

(Share of 1 to 7- 23.43%) z 
Ram J. Mhatre (7.58%) 

117 | Vichumbe (10/4) 89 166 
MacMohan Paul (7.56%) 

Devesh V. Raut ‘ 

Sharada V. Raut 
118 | Vichumbe (10/5) 90 821 

(Share of 10 and 11- 7.81%) 

Rajendra S. Kamble (7.72%) 
Prabhakar N. Tayade (38.18%) ; 

Anoop V. Kamble 119 | Vichumbe (10/6) 91 166 
Kusum A. Kamble 
Abhijit A.Kamble 

(Share of 14 to 16- 7.72%) 
0, 

120 | Vichumbe (12/0) 93 2,150 2,150 Vichumbe 118 860 860 Class II Sdctiniahadiecomns ) = 

Namdev B. Phadke (50 %) 
Eknath D. Bhoir 

Kashinath D. Bhoir 
Ganesh D. Bhoir 

(Share of 2 to 4 - 44 %) - 
Shailaja J.Bhoir 
Pratik J.Bhoir 
Pratit J.Bhoir 

(Share of 5 to 7 - 6%) 122 | Vichumbe (14/0) 95 2,880 2,880 Vichumbe 120 2,435 2435 Class I Namdev B. Phadke 
Shree Shankar Devasthan Vichumbe 

Vahivatdar 
Wasudeo Dharma Bhingarkar 
Tulsabai Krishna Bhingarkar : 

: Sambhaji Krishna Bhingarkar 
123 | Vichumbe (52/0) 150 1,240 1,240 Vichumbe 121 496 496 Class I Pradip Krishna Bhingarkar - 

Surekha Datta Shinde 
Vanita Dhanaji Patil 

Aparna Rajesh Gavand 
Nirasha Pravin Mundkar 

Pramod S. Bhingarkar (25 %) 
Dhau L. Bhingarkar (50 %) 
Pravin W. Chimane (25 %) 125 | Vichumbe (9/2) 83 2,600 2,600 Vichumbe 123 1,040 1040 Class I Sunil D.Sonawale 126 | Vichumbe (126/0) 239 180 180 Vichumbe 124 72 72 Class II Ramdas Nagya Mhatre 

121 | Vichumbe (13/0) 94 2,500 2,500 Vichumbe 119 1,000 1000 Class I 

124 | Vichumbe (11/0) 92 2,400 2,400 Vichumbe 122 960 960 Class I 
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127 Vichumbe (54/1C) 154 1,800 1,800 Vichumbe 126 720 720 Class II 

Sharad Jagannath Bhingarkar 
Subhash Maya Bhingarkar 

Damaji Raghunath Bhingarakar 
Jagadish Maya Bhingarkar 
Pandit Maya Bhingarkar 
Varsha Jitendra Mundkar 
Rajashri Maya Bhingarkar 

128 Vichumbe (8/0) 81 2,550 2,550 Vichumbe 127 1,020 1020 Class I 

Jani B. Govari 
Manda M. Patil 
Manik S. Bhoir 
Kamla R. Bhoir 
Alka D. Pardeshi 

Chhaya G. Pardeshi 
Dilip Munga Mundkar 
Shamabai M. Mundkar 

Aanata N. Bhoir 
(Share of 1 to 9 - 75.02 %) 

Vaman G. Mundkar (24.98 %) 

129 Vichumbe (90/0) 204 4,200 4,200 Vichumbe 128 1,680 1680 Class I 

Kaluram C. Patil 
Shivdas C. Patil 

Bhaskar R. Patil 
Santosh R. Patil 
Anant R. Patil 

130 Vichumbe (54/2C/3) 161 3,000 3,000 Vichumbe 129B 1,200 1,200 Class I Shridhar K. Bhoir 

131 Vichumbe (54/2C/2) 160 3,000 3,000 Vichumbe 129C 1,200 1200 Class I 

Jomi Vilas Bhoir 
Rajeshri Mahendra Gavand 

Shyam Vilas Bhoir 
Surekha Vilas Bhoir 

132 Vichumbe (37/0) 125 860 860 Vichumbe 130 344 344 Class I 

Parvati S.Dundrekar 
Pradip L.Govari 

Priyanka S.Dundrekar 
Bala A.Dunrekar 

Budhya A.Dunrekar 
Bharti S.Ghondhali 
Manoj K.Dundrekar 

Ratan C.Govari 
Radhabai C.Dunrekar 
Ram G.Dundrekar 
Varsha D.Keni 
Sanjya R.Govari 
Sandip L.Govari 

Hanuman K.Dundrekar 
Hasuram G.Dundrekar 
Anusaya K.Dundrekar 
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133 Vichumbe 

Amita R.Davlekar 
Anjali N.Dundrekar 
Uttam N.Dundrekar 

Kamlakar C.Dundrekar 
Karuna N.Bhoir 

Gurunath K.Dundrekar 
Janardhan A.Dundrekar 
Dhaya A.Dundrekar 
Nandabai R.Kaskar 
Sadhana R.Dhokare 

Seetabai N.Dundrekar 
Sukanya C.Patil 
Sunita Y.Patil 

Suresh G.Dundrekar 
Sangita G.Patil 

Sandip N.Dundreka 
Sarita S.Bhagat 
Hirabai P.Bhoir 
Sareeka S.Pandit 
Namrata S.Bhoir 
Vikram B.Govari 

Anju S.Patil 
Manju B.Govari (36/2) 122 1,340 

134 Vichumbe (36/4) 124 200 
1,540 Vichumbe 132 616 616 Class I 

Vasudev Dharma Bhingarkar 
Tulasabai K. Bhingarkar 
Sambhaji k. Bhingarkar 
Pradeep K. Bhingarkar 

Surekha D. Shinde 
Vanita D. Patil 

Arpana R. Gavand 
Nirasha P. Mundkar 

135 Vichumbe (36/3) 123 480 480 Vichumbe 133 223 223 Class I 

Damaji Raghunath Bhingarkar 
Meghanath Raghunath Bhingarkar 

Janabai Kashinath Patil 
Kanta Aniruddha Govari 
Shanta Balaram Gondhali 
Shubhangi Rajaram Bhagat 

136 Vichumbe (92/0) 206 2,330 5,010 Vichumbe 134 2,004 2,004 Class I 

Sangita Raghunath Bhingarkar 

Jaivanti R.Bhopi 
Suresh R.Bhopi 
Bharti R.Bhopi 
Jitendra R.Bhopi 



137 Vichumbe (233/0) 282 2,070 

138 Vichumbe (124) 235 610 

Reshma R.Bhopi 
Kanha C.Patil 

Jayendra C.Patil 
Suman S.Patil 
Pritesh S.Patil 
Vikas S.Patil 

Ranjana S.Patil 
Varun S.Patil 
Nayan S.Patil 

Vithabai P.Bhopi 
Nirmala P.Bhopi 
Jayshri P.Keni 
Dinesh P.Bhopi 
Dilip P.Bhopi 
Mayee G.Keni 
Deubai D.Patil 
Vatsala N.Patil 

Prashant E.Bhoir 
Poonam M.Madhavi 

Ranali S.Bhagat 
Sushant E.Bhoir 
Rukmini N.Bhopi 

Mahendra Namdev Bhopi 
Rajendra N.Bhopi 

Savita M.Patil 
Jagdish N.Bhopi 
Riya R.Mahadik 
Dipa P.Vartak 

Hemant H.Bhoir 
Madhavi S.Patil 

Bhagyashree H.Bhoir 

139 Vichumbe (34/0) 120 2,730 2,730 Vichumbe 135 1092 Class I 

Aanna Nama Gayakwad 
Vishnu Nama Gayakwad 

Vatsalabai Ragho urf Raghunath 
Gayakwad 

Rajesh Raghunath Gayakwad 
Sujata Raghunath Gayakwad 
Vijay Raghunath Gayakwad 
Ramesh Goma Gayakwad 
Gunabai Goma Gayakwad 
Kalpana Goma Gayakwad 
Vandana Goma Gayakwad 

Lila Eknath Gayakwad 
Chhaya Prakash Gayakwad 
Sundara Dattu Gayakwad 
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Prashant Dattu Gayakwad 
Asmita Dattu Gayakwad 
Priyanka Dattu Gayakwad 

Suhasini Balkrushna Gayakwad 
Gita Ganesh Gade 
Vicky Ganesh Gade 
Diksha Ganesh Gade 

Aparna Siddharth Sonawane 
Ashwini Anil Babare 

Maruti Dharma Gayakwad 
Rupesh Keshav Gayakwad 
Paresh Keshav Gayakwad 
Subhash Govind Gayakwad 

Krushnabai Govind Gayakwad 
Santosh Dharma Gayakwad 
Kamla Dharma Gayakwad 
Ranjana Gana Gayakwad 
Jayashri Dipak Nikalaje 
Babu Gana Gayakwad 

Deepali Vinayak Gayakwad 
Dipika Vinayak Gayakwad 

Samakshi Vinayak Gayakwad 
Nayan Vinayak Gayakwad 

Deepali V. Gayakawad guardian sister 
of Samakshi and Nayan 
Sudam Sitaram Patil 
Keshav Sitaram Patil 

140 Vichumbe (15/A) 96 3,750 3,750 Vichumbe 137 1,500 1500 Class I 

Krushnabai Dattatrey Patil 
Baliram Dattatrey Patil 
Ram Dattatrey Patil 

Bharat Dattatrey Patil 
Urmila Dilip Mundkar 

Vanita Harishchandra Bhagat 
Sangeeta Krishna Patil 
Aakash Krushna Patil 
Avinash Krushna Patil 
Akshata Krushna Patil 

Minnath Ramchandra Patil 
Shyam Shankar Patil 
Karuna Kishor Patil 

141 Vichumbe (15/B) 97 2,220 2,220 Vichumbe 138 888 888 Class I 
Gayatri and Giriraj 
Ashiwni Arun Patil 

Karuna K. Patil Guardian mother of | |// = i 

Tulsabai Shankar Patil a = | 
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142 Devad (73@)) 7H 234 234 Vichumbe 140 94 94 Class II 

Lahu N Waghmare 
Suresh N Waghmare 
Prakash N Waghmare 
Ravi N Waghmare 
Jijabai D Shedge 
Uma N Waghmare 

Santosh A Waghmare 
Pamabai A Waghmare 

Sandhya B Patil 

143 Vichumbe (19/2/A) 104 3,000 3,000 Vichumbe 141 1,200 1200 Class I 

Sunanda N. Surate 
Bhagesh N. Surate 

Janhavi J. Bhingarkar 
(Share of 1 to 3 - 20.0 %) 
Neha D. Goyal (80.0%) 

144 Vichumbe (67/0) 183 1,060 1,060 Vichumbe 142 424 424 Class I Malati Madhukar Pandhare 

145 Vichumbe (19/1A/1) 98 2,000 2,000 Vichumbe 143 2,000 2000 Class I 
M/s Prayag Realty through partners 

Bhikhabhai R.Madat 
Jitesh P. Agrawal 

146 Devad (103/0) 719 2,400 2,400 Vichumbe 144 1,690 1690 Class I 
Shri Rushikesh Shikshan Prasarak 

Mandal 

147 Vichumbe (19/1A/5) 102 1,500 1,500 Vichumbe 148 600 600 Class I 

Vishawanath Bandu Surate 
(24.0 %) 

Janabai Pandharinath Surate 
Namdev Babu Surate 
Prakash Babu Surate 
Vithabai Kanha Patil 

Yamuna Narayan Surate 
Revati Narayan Surate 
Rajshri Narayan Surate 
Tejshri Narayan Surate 

Bhagyashree Narayan Surate 
Mayuri Narayan Surate 

Nishikant Narayan Surate 
Dharmibai Babu Surate 

Sanjeevani Narayan SurateGujmabai 
Maya Surate 

Jayshri Ulhas Patil 
Yogita Vishnu Bhagat 
Kundan Maya Surate 

(Share of 2 to 17 - 56 %) 
Jaibunissa Asagarali Ansari 

M/s Krishna Enerprises Builders & 
Developers Behalf Partner Acchelal 

Dudhnath Yadav 
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(Share of 18 and 19 -20%) 148 | Vichumbe (25(P)) 110 1,790 1,790 Vichumbe 149 716 716 Class I Sachin Omprakash Agrawal 
Jomibai D. Surate 
Santosh D. Surate 
Anjira S. Govari 
Dipak D. Surate 
Jomi R. Patil 
Sunil R. Patil 
Tai D. Govari 
Samasu R. Patil 
Ranjana S. Patil 

Padibai A. Mundkar 
Kamlakar N. Patil 
Baliram Nama Patil 

Goma N. Patil 
Nagesh N. Patil 149 | Vichumbe (19/1A/4) 101 2,550 2,550 Vichumbe 151 1,020 1020 Class I Dharmi N. Patil 
Manda C. Bhagat 
Poshi B. Mundkar 

Alka K. Keni 
Uttam B.Pardehshi 
Chahubai B. Patil 

Chandrabai R. Govari 
Shravan B. Patil 
Nagin B. Patil 

Prashant Pardeshi 
Pralhad B. Patil 
Rajendra B. Patil 
Sagar B. Patil 
Subhas R. Patil 

Pramila P. Govari 150 | Vichumbe (19/1A/3) 100 2,600 2,600 Vichumbe 152 1,818 1818 Class I Pradip K. Bhopi 151 | Vichumbe (19/1/B) 103 4,000 : Sai Chirag Infra Project Pvt - 
152 | Vichumbe (19/2/B) 105 1,680 5,680 Vichumbe 153 2,272 2272 Class I Ltd. 

Vishvanath B. Surate (56.71 %) 
Kalibai M. Surate 
Hiraman M. Surate 
Chaitanya D. Surate Ls : ; Janhavi D. Surate 153 | Vichumbe (19/1A/2) 99 4,620 4,620 Vichumbe 154 1,848 1848 Class I Hicamun Mi. Sueme 

Guardian of 3 and 4 
Sunita M. Bhingarkar 

Mangala S.Patil 
Vanita J. Bhoir 



(Share of 2 to 9 - 43.29 %) 

154 Vichumbe (50/0) 148 3,820 3,820 Vichumbe 155A 1,528 1528 Class I 

Yakub Beg Trust Panvel 
Alhaj M. Mustafa Yakub Beg- Chief 

Trustee 
Yusufkhan Akabar Khan 

Imran Salim Khan 
Allabaksh Appalal Mulla 

M. Tasleem Mahamad Husen 
Other Rights 

Tenant - Anant H. Bhigarkar 
Ranjana H. Bhigarkar 

Manjula H. Patil 
Minakshee H. Surate 
Renuka G. Bhoir 

Heir- 
Changunabai P. Bhingarkar 

Jaivant P. Bhingarkar 
Deepali P. Bhingarkar 
Ramibai S. Bhingarkar 
Pramod S. bhingarkar 

Sunita N. Govari 
Surekha K. Bhopi 

Vanita S. Bhingarkar 
Parvati S. Bhingarkar 
Balaram L. Bhingarkar 
Mathurabai B. Chimane 
Jijabai A. Bhingarkar 
Pravin A Bhingarkar 
Kavita A. Bhingarkar 
Girish A. Bhingarkar 
Mahesh A. Bhingarkar 

155 Vichumbe (32/0) 118 3,950 3,950 Vichumbe 155 B 1,580 1580 Class I 

Yakub Beg Trust Panvel 
Alhaj M. Mustafa Yakub Beg- Chief 

Trustee 
Yusufkhan Akabar Khan 

Imran Salim Khan 
Allabaksh Appalal Mulla 

M. Tasleem Mahamad Husen 
Other Rights 

Others- Ramdas K. Gayakawad 
Ananta K. Gayakawad 

Heir- 
Nirmala S. Gayakwad 
Swati S. Gayakwad 
Jyoti S. Gayakwad 



eee OS FIFA II F499 9393999339339 3433323293 

Vidya S. Gayakwad 
Hausabai K. Gayakwad 
Indubai K. Gayakwad 

Heir- 
Tanaji S. Khandagale 
Sadhana A Salunkhe 

Madhuri M. Lokhande 
Rupali R. Jadhav 

Heir- 
Kisan K. Gayakwad 

Heir- 
Prakash H. Salunke 
Kailas H. Salunkhe 
Vanita R. Tandel. 
Sunita S. Fulare 

Bharti S. Khandagale 
Bharti Khandagale Guardian mother 

of Sarthak S. Khandagale 
Manasi M. gayakwad 
Sakshi M. Gayakwad 
Shreya M Gaykwad 

Manasi M. gayakwad Guardian 
Mother of Sakshi and Shreya 
Pushpa Lakshman Gayakwad 

Lila Lakshman Gayakwad 156 | Vichumbe (33/0) 119 | 1,850 1,850 Vichumbe | 156 | 1238 1238 Class I pr Sains : 
Punam Lakshman Gayakwad 
Mohini Lakshman Gayakwad 
Vasudev Dharma Bhingarkar 

Tulasabai K. Bhingarkar 
Sambhaji K. Bhingarkar 
Pradeep K. Bhingarkar 

Surekha D. Shinde 
Vanita D. Patil 

Aparna R. Gavand 
Nirasha P. Mundkar - 

Other Rights 
Kul- Hemala B. Petkar 
Under 32 G Enquiry - 
Babu H. Gayakwad 
Kamlya J. Bhoir 
Hasha J. Bhoir 

Ganpat Shankar Bhoir 

157 | Vichumbe (39/2) 129 510 510 Vichumbe 159 204 204 Class II 



(39/1/A) 

159 Vichumbe (39/1/B) 128 

6,750 Vichumbe 161A 2,700 2700 Class I 

Shashikala Pai (44.44%) 
Arun Changa Surate 
Jaydas Changa Surate 
Arjun Changa Surate 
Deubai Changa Surate 

(Share of 2 to 5 - 25.93 %) 
Shankar E. Maitri (29.63 %) 

160 Vichumbe (39/4) 131 130 130 Vichumbe 161B 52 52 Class II 

Chandar Mahadu Bhingarkar 
Vasudev Dharma Bhingarkar 

Paribai Narayan Bhoir 
Gunabai Datta Patil 

Vithabai Sharad Bhagat 
Tulsabai K. Bhingarkar 
Sambhaji K. Bhingarkar 
Pradip K. Bhingarkar 
Surekha D. Shinde 

Vanita D. Patil 
Aparna R. Gavand 
Nerasa P. Mundkar 

161 Vichumbe (41/0) 133 2,910 2,910 Vichumbe 163 1,164 1164 Class II Balaram Babu Dundrekar 

162 Vichumbe (43/2) 137 430 

163 Vichumbe (43/1/1) 135 2,090 
2520 Vichumbe 165 1008 1008 Class I 

Digambar Kashinath Gavhane 
Mustafa Abbas Shaikh 

164 Vichumbe (43/1/2) 136 1,800 1,800 Vichumbe 166 720 720 Class I 

Mohammad Hanif Sheikh 
Alfa Nazir Khatib 

Mudassar Nazir Khatib 
Nurjaha Nazir Khatib 
Rafat Nazir Khatib 

165 Vichumbe (235/0) 284 860 860 Vichumbe 167A 344 344 Class I 

Achhelal D. Yadav 
M/s Krishna Enterprises Builders & 
Developers Behalf Partner Ramesh 

Laxman Waghmare 

166 Vichumbe (46/1) 140 2,400 2,400 Vichumbe 168A 960 960 Class I 

Ramesh Narayan Patil 
Barasu Kana Patil 

Manda Pandharinath Patil 
Ratan Govind Patil 

167 Vichumbe (49/3/A) 146 5,190 5,190 Vichumbe 168B 2,076 2076 Class II 

Ramesh Narayan Patil 
Barasu Kana Patil 

Manda Pandharinath Patil 
Ratan Govind Patil 

168 Vichumbe (62/1) 170 14,260 14,260 Vichumbe 169 5,704 8704 Class II 

Vishnu G. Bhoir 
Hanuman G. Bhoir 
Sudam G. Bhoir 
Shankar G. Bhoir 



(Share of 1 to 4 - 84.57 %) 
M/s. Ashapura Realtors Tarfe Partner 

Rakesh Pravin Sanghvi 
(15.43 %) 

Dagadu Hirya Patil 
Sitaram H. Patil 169 | Vichumbe (31/0) 117 2,630 2,630 Vichumbe 171 1,052 1052 Class I Munabai H. Patil - 

Lilabai D. Mundhkar 
Tulsa H. Patil 

Class I Nityanand J. Madhav - 
Class I Minnath R. Patil 
Class I Minnath R. Patil - 

Madhu Shankar Bhoir 
Vishnu Ganapat Bhoir 
Changunabai Janu Bhoir 
Chandrakant Janu Bhoir 

Ragho Janu Bhoir 3 : Namdev Janu Bhoir 
173 | Vichumbe (56/0) 163 600 600 Vichumbe 175 240 240 Class I Taibai Kamlakar Patil - 

Mandabai Suresh Mundkar 
Shankuntala Vithhal Bhoir 
Manisha Baburao Govari 
Jitendra Vitthal Bhoir 
Vinod Vithhal Bhoir 
Suresh Ramdas Bhopi 
Jaivanti Ramdas Bhopi 
Bharti Ramdas Bhopi 
Jitendra Ramdas Bhopi 
Ranjana Santosh Patil 
Reshma Ramdas Bhopi 
Kanha Chandrakant Patil 

Jayendra Chandrakant Patil 
Suman Subhash Patil 174 | Vichumbe (109/2) 231 | 2,190 2,190 Vichumbe | 176 | 876 876 Class II ViGeeae . 
Varun Santosh Patil 
Nayan Santosh Patil 
Vithabai Padu Bhopi 

Nirmala Pandurang Bhopi 
Jayashri Pankanj Keni 

Dinesh Pandurang Bhopi 
Dilip Padu Bhopi 
Mayee Gopal Keni 

Deubai Devidas Patil 

170 | Vichumbe (45/0) 139 860 860 Vichumbe 172 344 344 
171 | Vichumbe (46/2) 141 1,670 1,670 Vichumbe | 173A 668 668 
172 | Vichumbe (49/3/B) 147 5,180 5,180 Vichumbe 173B 2,072 2072 

age 



Vatsala Nilesh Patil 
Prashant Eknath Bhoir 
Poonam Mayur Madhavi 
Ranali Sachin Bhagat 
Sushant Eknath Bhoir 

Rukmini Namdev Bhopi 
Mahendra Namdev Bhopi 
Rajendra Namdev Bhopi 
Savita Mahendra Patil 
Jagdish Namdev Bhopi 
Riya Ravindra Mahadik 
Dipa Pravesh Vartak 

Hemant Hanuman Bhoir 
Madhavi Swagata Patil 

Bhagyashree Hanuman Bhoir 

175 Vichumbe (109/1) 230 1,600 1,600 Vichumbe 177 1,597 1597 Class I 
M/s. J D Realtors Tarfe Vivek 

k.Cheaethramani 
Viki Shyamlal Artavani 

176 Vichumbe (108/1) 228 2,070 2,070 Vichumbe 179 828 828 Class I 

Bali Nama Bhoir 
Uttam Bandu Bhoir 

Pandurang Bandu Bhoir 
Rukmini Arun Bhoir 
Avinash Arun Bhoir 

Balkrishna Bandu Bhoir 
Rekha Changdev Govari 

Sunita Sunil Bhoir 
Suraj Sunil Bhoir 
Sumit Sunil Bhoir 

Babibai Bandu Bhoir 
Pralhad Narayan Bhoir 

Vishvanath Narayan Bhoir 
Pradip Sitaram Bhoir 
Sandip Sitaram Bhoir 

177 Vichumbe (108/2) 229 2,200 2,200 Vichumbe 180 880 880 Class I 
M/s Sai Infra Partnership Firm 
M/s Home Ambition Properties 

Partnership Firm 

178 Vichumbe (54/1/B) 153 1,530 1,530 Vichumbe 182 626 626 Class I Dipak V.Shinde 

179 Vichumbe (93/0) 207 3,570 

180 Vichumbe (106/0) 226 4,430 
8,000 Vichumbe 190 3,200 3200 Class I 

Yakoob Beg Trust Panvel 
Alhaz M. Mustafa Yakub Beg Chief 

Trustee 
Yusufkhan A. Khan 

Imran S. Khan 
Allabaksha A. Mulla 
M. Tasalim M. Husen 
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181 | Vichumbe (105/1) 225 3,160 3,160 

r-2*7973933333793 

Other Rights 
(Protected Tenant) 

Ananta H. Bhingarkar 
Ranjana H. Bhingarkar 

Manjula H. Patil 
Minakshee H. Surate 

Renuka Gopinath Bhoir 
Others 
Heir- 

Changunabai P. Bhingarkar 
Jaiwant Parshuram Bhingarkar 

Deepali P. Bhingarkar 
Ramibai S. Bhingarkar 
Pramod S. Bhingarkar 
Vanita S. Bhingarkar 

Sunita N. Govari 
Surekha K. Bhopi 

Ananta L. Bhingarkar 
Balaram B. Chimane 

Heir- Jijabai A. Bhingarkar 
Pravin A. Bhingarkar 
Kavita A. Bhingarkar 
Girish A. Bhingarkar 
Mahesh A. Bhingarkar 

Heir- 
Akshata K. Patil 
Avinash K. Patil 
Akash K. Patil 

Urmila D. Mundkar 
Krushnabai D. Patil 
Baliram D. Patil 
Bharat D. patil 
Ram D. Patil 

Vanita H. Bhagat 
Sangita K. Patil 

Vichumbe 191 1,264 1264 Class I 
182 | Vichumbe (62/2 Pt) 171 14,970 14,970 

Bijesh Hanumant Bhoir 
Vichumbe 192 5,988 5988 Class I Nilesh Becharbhai Patel 

183 | Vichumbe (S4/1/A) 152 4,050 4,050 Vichumbe 193 1,620 1620 Class I 

Vasant Namdev Bhoir (37.53 %) 
Anant Namdev Bhoir (37.78 %) 

Hirubai Baliram Bhagat 
Gangabai Dashrath Patil 
Janabai Parshuram Patil 

Kamlabai Anant Gondhali 
Gulab Yashvant Bhoir 

(Share of 3 to 7 - 24.69 %) 



184 Vichumbe (101/0) 218 600 600 Vichumbe 194 240 240 Class I 
Ritesh Raju Patil 
Raju Dhanraj Patil 

185 Usarli Khurd (165/1) 531 500 500 Usarli Khurd 196 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Kamalkar T. Kharje 

186 Vichumbe (100/1) 216 580 580 Usarli Khurd 197 232 232 Class I 

Ganpat Z. Mhatre 
Anant Z. Mhatre 

Shankuntala Z. Mhatre 
Pushpa Urfa Phusabai D. Dharnekar 

Vinod Shantaram Patil 
Baliram S. Mhatre 
Tukaram S. Mhatre 
Gangabai Maya Patil 

Sitabai S. Mhatre 

187 Vichumbe (100/2) 217 890 890 Usarli Khurd 198A 356 356 Class I Shital Jitesh Munot 

188 Vichumbe (24(P)/0) 109 1122 1122 Usarli Khurd 198B 449 449 Class I 

Jaivanti Ramdas Bhopi 
Suresh Ramdas Bhopi 
Bharti Ramdas Bhopi 
Jitendra Ramdas Bhopi 
Reshma Ramdas Bhopi 
Kanha Chandrakant Patil 

Jayendra Chandrakant Patil 
Suman Subhash Patil 
Pritesh Subhash Patil 
Ranjana Santosh Patil 
Varun Santosh Patil 
Nayan Santosh Patil 
Vikas Subhash Patil 
Vithabai Padu Bhopi 

Nirmala Pandurang Bhopi 
Jayashree Pankaj Keni 

Dinesh Pandurang Bhopi 
Dilip Padu Bhopi 
Mayee Gopal Keni 

Deubai Devidas Patil 
Vatsala Nilesh Patil 

Prashant Eknath Bhoir 
Punam Mayur Madhavi 
Ranali Sachin Bhagat 
Sushant Eknath Bhoir 

Rukmini Namdev Bhopi 
Mahendra Namdev Bhopi 
Rajendra Namdev Bhopi 



) 

Savita Mahendra Patil 
Jagadish Namdev Bhopi 
Riya Ravindra Mahadik 
Dipa Pravesh Vartak 

Hemant Hanuman Bhoir 
Madavi Swagata Patil 

Bhagyashree Hanuman Bhoir 189 Usarli khurd (166/1(P)) 570 
190 Usarli khurd (166/2(P)) 571 
191 Usarli khurd (166/3(P)) 572 

9,752 9752 Usarli Khurd 200A 3,901 3901 Class I 
M/s Unmesh House Makers tarfe 
Owner Laxmikant Ramkrushna 

Vyankatraman 192 Usarli Khurd (134/1) 499 1500 1500 Usarli Khurd 200B 600 600 Class I Anil Krushna Patil 

193 Usarli Khurd (165/12) 542 500 500 Usarli Khurd 203 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: V. M. Pawar. 

194 Usarli Khurd (165/11) 541 500 500 Usarli Khurd 204 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: D. K. Jain 

195 Usarli Khurd (165/10) 540 500 500 Usarli Khurd 205 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Hari Singh 

196 Usarli Khurd (165/9) 539 500 500 Usarli Khurd 206 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: S. S. Kumar 

197 Usarli Khurd (165/8) 538 201 201 Usarli Khurd 207 201 201 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Anusaya Ramchandran 

V.R. Purushottam. 

198 Usarli Khurd (165/7) 537 514 514 Usarli Khurd 208 514 514 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Archana V. Palande 

199 Usarli Khurd (165/6) 535 500 500 Usarli Khurd 209 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Mahesh Singh _ 

200 Usarli Khurd (165/13) 543 500 500 Usarli Khurd 211 500 500 Class | 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Kiran P. Bhoir 

>



Vasant G. Bhundere 
Ganpat M. Patil 

201 Usarli Khurd (165/14) 544 401 401 Usarli Khurd 212 401 401 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: K. Ram. Radhinam 

202 Usarli Khurd (165/15) 545 513 513 Usarli Khurd 213 513 513 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Vishawas L. Bhagat _ 

203 Usarli Khurd (165/17) 547 500 500 Usarli Khurd 215 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Anil V. Bhoir 

204 Usarli Khurd (165/16) 546 500 500 Usarli Khurd 216 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Suresh M. Shinde 

205 Usarli Khurd (165/18) 548 500 500 Usarli Khurd 217 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Abdul Aziz A. Momin 

Israr A. Ansari 
Paramount Behalf Partners 

Moijuddin G. Kazi 
Mohammad A. Khan 

Sagir A. Khan 
Salim M. Sayyed. 

206 Usarli Khurd (165/19) 549 500 500 Usarli Khurd 218 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: P. L Vijay 

Usarli Khurd (165/20) 550 500 500 Usarli Khurd 219 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: H. G. Panwal 

208 Usarli Khurd (165/21) 551 500 500 Usarli Khurd 220 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: D. W. Dhuri 
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Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 209 | Usarli Khurd (165/24) 554 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 221 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: Krishnapriya B. 
Dhareshwar 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha : : 
Ltd. 210 | Usarli Khurd (165/23) 553 401 401 Usarli Khurd | 222 401 401 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: P.K. Vattal 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha ; 3 

Ltd. 211 | Usarli Khurd (165/22) 552 496 496 Usarli Khurd | 223 496 496 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: Vandana M. Bhavsar 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha : 7 

Ltd. 212 | Usarli Khurd (165/25) 555 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 224 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: Ashok Y. Dangore ! 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha . F 

Ltd. 
213 | Usarli Khurd (165/26) 556 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 225 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: S. D. Mishra 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha ‘ : 

Ltd. 
214 | Usarli Khurd (165/27) 557 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 226 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: Suresh C. Dubey 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha : : 

Ltd. 215 | Usarli Khurd (165/29) 559 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 227 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: Mahavir Singh 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha ; : 

Ltd. 216 | Usarli Khurd (165/28) 558 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 228 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder: R. K. Mathur 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha : ’ 

Ltd. 217 | Usarli Khurd (165/30) 560 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 229 500 500 Class I Other Rights: - 

Lease Holder:Nirmal Gupta 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 5 ; Ltd. 218 | Usarli Khurd (165/31) 561 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 230 500 500 Class I ~ Other Rights: 

Lease Holder: R. K. Varma 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha : : 

Ltd. 219 | Usarli Khurd (165/32) 562 500 500 Usarli Khurd | 231 500 500 Class I Other Rights: 

Lease Holder: A. K. Shrivastava 



(165/33) 563 500 Usarli Khurd 232 500 500 Class I 
Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 

Ltd. 

221 Usarli Khurd (165/37) 567 500 500 Usarli Khurd 234 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Diwansinh H. Brisht 

Gulshan D. Brisht 

222 Usarli Khurd (165/36) 566 522 522 Usarli Khurd 235 522 522 Class i 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Mahendra S. Bhavsar 

223 Usarli Khurd (165/35) 565 500 500 Usarli Khurd 236 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: V. C. Rakheja 

224 Usarli Khurd (165/34) 564 501 501 Usarli Khurd 237 501 501 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Suklala Bhaviskar 

225 Usarli Khurd (129/1) 497 540 

226 Usarli Khurd (129/2) 498 3,000 
3540 Usarli Khurd 238 3097 3097 Class I 

Rajesh keshav Bhavsar 
Sandip Pandharinath Kokre 
(Share of 1 to 2 - 15.25%) 

Vandana Mahendra Bhavsar 
Sanjay Vasasnt Mhatre 

(Share of 3 to 4 = 84.75%) 

227 Usarli Khurd (30/3) 366 590 590 Usarli Khurd 240 236 236 Class II 

Ram C Chikhlekar 
Lakshman C Chikhlekar 
Sambhaji C Chikhlekar 
Pandurang C Chikhlekar 

Sangeeta D Mhaskar 

Geeta M Ulvekar 
Prema D Gharat 

228 Usarli Khurd (138/1) 502 4,120 

229 Usarli Khurd (138/2) 503 4,000 

8,120 Usarli Khurd 244 3,248 3248 Class { 

M/s Mahavir Builders Through 
partner Shailendra Mathur, 

Vinay B Patil 

It is subject to the decision in the 
Regular Civil Appeal number 
§80/2019 in the District Court 

Panvel. 

230 Usarli Khurd (165/5) 535 485 485 Usalri Khurd 246 485 485 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Vinod K. Palande 
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231 Usarli Khurd 
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(165/4) 

o
n
 

247 

o
m
 

500 500 Class I 

,~93939 3 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Purushottam B. Bhoir 

RF 3.7 DS 

232 Usarli Khurd (165/3) 533 500 500 Usalri Khurd 248 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: Rajesh K. Singhal 

233 Usarli Khurd (165/2) 532 500 500 Usalri Khurd 249 500 500 Class I 

Vaignyanik Niwas Sarkari Sanstha 
Ltd. 

Other Rights: 
Lease Holder: P. J. John 234 Vichumbe (94/1) 208 230 

235 Vichumbe (94/2B) 210 720 
236 Vichumbe (94/2C) 211 400 
237 Vichumbe (95/0) 212 4,270 
238 Vichumbe (96/0) 213 940 
239 Vichumbe (99/0) 215 2,860 
240 Vichumbe (102/1) 219 960 
241 Vichumbe (102/2) 220 350 
242 Vichumbe (102/3) 221 710 
243 Vichumbe (103/0) 222 700 
244 Vichumbe (105/2) 224 910 
245 Vichumbe (107/0) 227 1,490 
246 Vichumbe (98/0)(pt) 214(pt) 1,050 

15590 Vichumbe 250A 10040 10040 Class I 

M/s Garden Residency Co-Op So. 
Chief Promotor Zavior Tonny Pavath 

It is subject to the final decision in the 
Special Civil Suit no. 423/2011 in the 

Court of Civil Judge 
Senior Division Panvel. 

The said final Plot shall not be 
independently considered for 
development but shall be 
considered for joint development 
with the remaining lands under the 
sanctioned development 
permission granted by the 
Collector 
Raigad vide order no Ma. Sha. 
/LNAI (B)/CR30/2010 dated 
31/05/2011. 

247 Vichumbe (98/0)(pt) 214(pt) 1000 1000 Vichumbe 250C 436 436 Class I 

Sudam Ganpat Bhoir 

It is subject to the final decision in the 
Special Civil Suit no. 423/2011 in the 

Court of Civil Judge 
Senior Division Panvel. 

248 Usarli Khurd (135(P)) 500 His) 332i) Vichumbe 251 1,310 1310 Class I Shashikala Pai 
Alaukik R. Pai 

249 Vichumbe (48/0) 143 1,370 1,370 Vichumbe 252A 548 548 Class I 
Prabhakar Raghunath Bhoir 
Purushottam Baban Bhoir 

250 

251 

Vichumbe (49/1) 144 2,500 2,500 Vichumbe 252B 1,000 1000 Class II 
Prabhakar Raghunath Bhoir 
Purushottam Baban Bhoir Vichumbe (104/0) 223 2,380 

252 Vichumbe (237/0) 285 3,840 
6,220 Vichumbe 253B 2488 2488 Class I 

Ramdas Kathod Bhoir 
Dattatray Kathod Bhoir 

Sarita Harishchandra Bhoir 
253 Vichumbe (215/1) 274 2,330 2,330 Vichumbe 253A 932 932 Class I 

Ramdas Kathod Bhoir 
Dattatray Kathod Bhoir 



Vichumbe (28/0) 114 4,810 4,810 Vichumbe 254 1,924 1924 Class I 

Kamali Bapu Bhoir 
Devram Bapu Bhoir 

Ghanshyam Bapu Bhoir 
Pramila Ravindra Bhagat 
Hausa Deepak Sharma 
Anikta Ravindra Bhagat 
Akshay Ravindra Bhagat 
(Share of 1 to 7 - 66.73 %) 

Dinesh Namdev Bhagat (33.27 %) 

Rajesh Y, Mhatre 
Jayesh Y. Mhatre 
Nilesh Y. Mhatre 

Other Rights: 

255 | Vichumbe (94/2A) 209 320 320 Vichumbe 255 128 128 Class I 
Heirs: 

Anita Santosh Mate 
Gopinath Chahu Mhatre 
Bhagwan Chahu Mhatre 
Sarita Gurunath Phadke 

Sulochana Chahu Mhatre.} 
Jaivanti R.Bhopi 
Suresh R.Bhopi 
Bharti R.Bhopi 
Jitendra R.Bhopi 256 | Vichumbe (7/0) 80 1,670 

257 | Vichumbe (36/1) 121 2,790 

258 | Vichumbe (42/0) 134 1,470 

5,930 Vichumbe 256 2372 2,372 Class II 

Reshma R.Bhopi 
Kanha C.Patil 

Jayendra C.Patil 
Suman S.Patil 
Pritesh S.Patil 
Vikas S.Patil 

Ranjana S.Patil 
Varun S.Patil 
Nayan S.Pati! 

Vithabai P.Bhopi 
Nirmala P.Bhopi 
Jayshri P.Keni 
Dinesh P.Bhopi 
Dilip P.Bhopi 
Mayee G.Keni 
Deubai D.Patil 
Vatsala N.Patil 

Prashant E.Bhoir 
Poonam M.Madhavi 

Ranali S.Bhagat 
Sushant E.Bhoir 
Rukmini N.Bhopi 
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Mahendra Namdev Bhopi 
Rajendra N.Bhopi 

Savita M.Patil 
Jagdish N.Bhopi 
Riya R.Mahadik 
Dipa P. Vartak 

Hemant H.Bhoir 
Madhavi S.Patil 

Bhagyashree H.Bhoir 
M/s S. S. Enterprises Partneship Firm 

Tarfe Partner Sunil Krishna Tupe 
Satish Ram Mhatre (50%) 

Kanishka Realty Partneship Firm - 
Tarfe Partner Satyavan Dharma 

Alimkar 
Kiritinandan Vasant Kalan (50%) 

259 | Vichumbe (234/0) 283 1,060 1,060 Vichumbe 257 424 424 Class I 

260 | Usarli Khurd (46/B) 378 4,050 4,050 Usarli Khurd | 259 1,620 1620 Class I 
261 | Usarli Khurd (30/1) 364 1,970 
262 | Usarli Khurd (30/2) 365 730 5,990 Usarli Khurd | 261 2396 2396 Class I Shashikala Pai - 263 | Vichumbe (91/0) 205 3,290 

Jyotsna J. Patil - 

: : Rajendra V. Pai 
264 | Usarli Khurd (47/1) 379 10,460 10,460 Usarli Khurd | 262 4,184 4184 Class II Vil aditya V Pai a 

Archana Bhagyesh Divate F 
: Madhukar Damu Bhagat 

265 | Usarli Khurd (47/2) 380 2,010 2,010 Usarli Khurd | 263 804 804 Class I M/s A&B Infra Tarfe Partner - 

Shakuntala Madhukar Bhagat _ 
Sanjay T. Bhagat 
Kiran T.Bhagat 

Krishnabai T. Bhagat 
Mohan T. Bhagat 
Ratan T. Bhagat 
Raja T. Bhagat - 

Shrikant Maya Bhagat 
Bharat Maya Bhagat 
Gajanan Maya Bhagat 
Maneek Subodh Patil 
Asha Ashok Govari 267 | UsarliKhurd| (63/1/2) 402 | 8,000 8000 Usarli 1 266 | 3,200 3200 Class I Sanjay G. Patkar Khurd , __Ragunath C Gharat VAGIIN 

268 | Usarli Khurd (46/D) 375A | 2,900 9810 | UsarliKhurd | 267 | 3,924 3924 Class 

266 | Usarli Khurd (49/0) 382 400 400 Usarli Khurd | 264 257 257 Class II 

M/s Tirupati Balaji Buildcon Pvt Ltd. |» i gf ' 
Director through Partners Mahendra’ AS / i 

P. Singh { '- { 
1 
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269 (46/C) 

270 Usarli Khurd (46/E) 376 2,030 

271 Usarli Khurd (46/A) 377 

Sudhir B Todkar 
Janardhan L Kharude 

(29.56 %) 
Janardhan L Kharude 
Prakash L Kharude 

M/s Tirupati Balaji Buildcon through 
Director Sudhir B. Todkar (Share of 2 

to 4 -41.29 %) 
M/s Sadguru Builders Tarfe Partners 

Vinod T. Chande 
Sudhir A. Gayakwad 
Ramesh G. Nachre 

Tejas Shirish Patil (29.15 %) 

272 Usarli Khurd (45/2/A) 

273 Usarli Khurd (45/2/B) 

Baliram D. Patil 

Sunil D. Sonavale 

274 Usarli Khurd (53/1) 

275 Usarli Khurd (53/2) 

276 Usarli Khurd (53/3) 

277 Usarli Khurd (45/3/1) 

278 Usarli Khurd 
(45/3/2(Part area 

in TPS-7) 
279 Usarli Khurd (45/3/3) 

280 Usarli Khurd (45/3/4) 

281 Usarli Khurd (45/4/1) 

282 Usarli Khurd (45/4/2) 

283 Usarli Khurd (45/4/3) 

284 Usarli Khurd (I9/1A/1) 

285 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/2) 

286 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/3) 
287 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/4) 
288 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/5) 

289 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/6) 

290 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/7) 

291 Usarli Khurd (19/1A/8) 

Sanjay G. Patkar 
Ragunath C Gharat 

(Share pf 1 and 2 - 74.79 %) 

Raje Shiwaji Sankul Co-Op Housing 
So. Ltd (25.21 %) 

292 Usarli Khurd (50(P) 

Dattatray K Bhoir 
Sarita H Bhoir 

Kamlabai D Bhoir 
Ramdas K. Bhoir 

293 Vichumbe (125/2) 238 870 

Shree Shankar Devsthan vichumbe 
Keshav Kana Bhingarkar 

Gangabai Chahu Bhingarkar 
Vijay Chahu Bhingarkar WE 

Vishawas Chahu Bhingarkar i! ; 
Kalibai chandrakant Patil 4. 



Sakharibai chandrakant Govari 
Kundabai Suresh Bhingarkar 
Rajesh Suresh Bhingarkar 
Amita Vishawas Govari 

Sangita Patil 
Sudhir Janardan Keni 
Prasad Rajendra Keni 
Anil Janardan Keni 
Aruna Rajendra Keni 
Shobha Janardan Keni 
Maribai Rajendra Keni 

294 | Vichumbe (125/1/1) 236 350 

295 Vichumbe (125/1/2) 237 350 

700 Usarli Khurd 274B 280 280 Class I 

M/s I. M. S. Tarfe Mohmmad Mumtaj 
Abdul Kayak 

Shahanvaj Kamrulhoda Alam 
Mohmmad Emamuddin Mohmmad 

Amarulah Shaikh 
Sanjay K. J. Sinh 

296 | Vichumbe (68 (Pt)) 184 2,810 2,810 Usarli Khurd 275 1,124 1124 Class I 

Harichandra P. Bhoir 
Babibai K. Bhoir 

Hanuman K. Bhoir 
Bansidhar K. Bhoir 

Gitabai M. Patil 
Vanmala N. Pandit 
Kunda R. Madhavi 
Sulochana C. Keni 
Sarita S. Gondhali 
Kamali Bapu Bhoir 
Devram Bapu Bhoir 

Ghanshyam Bapu Bhoir 
Pramila Ravindra Bhagat 
Hausa Deepak Sharma 
Ankita Ravindra Bhagat 
Akshay Ravindra Bhagat _ 

297 | Vichumbe (57/0) 164 4,480 4,480 Usarli Khurd 276 1,792 1792 Class I 

Arjun Hasha Patil 
Babi Damu Patil 

Shaila Shaniwar Chimane 
Chandra Atmaram Govari 

Ganesh Namdev Patil 
Navin Krushna Patil 
Satish Krushna Patil 

Rohan Bharat Bhingarkar 
Tulsabai Joma Patil 
Karishma Joma Patil 

Rohit Joma Patil 298 Shivkar (207(P)) 689 12,781 12,781 Usarli Khurd 278 1,634 5112 Class II 
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299 

Pavani Ramesh Patel 
Agastya Ramesh Patel 
Pratibha Ramesh Patel 

300 (119/2) 491 1,060 Usarli Khurd 424 424 Class II 

Manoraj Dhondu Mhatre 
Lila Sadanand Mhatre 
Vijay Sadanand Mhatre 
Arvind Sadanand Mhatre 
Madhumati Madhav Maali 

Jayshree Uday Patil 

301 (26/0) 362 4,500 4,500 Usarli Khurd 1,800 1800 Class I 

Lila sadanand Mhatre 
Vijay Sadanand Mhatre 
Arvind Sadanand Mhatre 
Madhumati Madhav Maali 

Jayshree Uday Patil 
(Share of 1 to 5 - 50%) 

Manoraj D Mhatre (50%) 

302 (61/2) 171 7,460 7,460 Usarli Khurd 2,984 2984 Class I Vinay Vijay Aggarwal 

303 (23/0) 358 6,150 6,150 Usarli Khurd 2,460 2460 Class I 

Lahu Govind Mhatre 
Ankush Govind Mhatre 
Bhagwan Govind Mhatre 
Durga Hiraman Mhatre 
Haresh Hiraman Mhatre 
Shridhar Hiraman Mhatre 
Umesh Maya Mhatre 

Ashirvad Maya Mhatre 
(Share of 1 to 8 - 49.60%) 

Sanjay Vasant Mhatre (25.20 %) 
Nitin Ram Mhatre 
Satish Ram Mhatre 

(Share of 10 and 11 - 25.20 %) 

304 (25/3) 361 6,000 6,000 Usarli Khurd 2,352 2352 Class I 
Ravikumar M Arya 

Pawan kumar M Arya 

305 (25/2(P)) 361 4,272 4,272 Usarli Khurd 1,709 1709 Class I 

Ashok D Bhagat 
Ramakant D Bhagat 
Babibai D Bhagat 
Manik A Joshi 
Manda M Bhoir 
Lata D Bhagat 
Sarita S Bhagat 
Rajesh S Bhagat 
Jyoti L Bhoir 

Jyotsna L Bhagat 
Meenakshi J Bhagat 
Harreshwar V Patil 



Pratibha S Bhagat 
Priya S Bhoir 
Snehal A Patil 

Geetanjai H Govari 
Kalpesh Damodar Bhagat 

Prajakta Ram Patil 
Akshata D.Bhagat 
Shusmita D.Bhagat 306 Usarli Khurd (24/0) 359 4,100 4,100 Usarli Khurd 284 1,640 1640 Class 1 Neerabai J. Mhatre 

307 Vichumbe (49/2) 145 5,870 5,870 Usarli Khurd 285 2,348 2348 Class I 

Bhagwan Bhimrao Aaher 
Ashish Suresh Jadhav 

Dhanraj Urf Dhanavant Ramdas 
Mahajan 

Balasaheb Mahadev Savant 
Sakharam Tukaram Shende 
(Share of 1 to 5- 13.63 %) 

Moreshwar Harishchandra Bhoir 
(48.04 %) 

Ram H.Bhoir (38.33 %) 

308 Usarli Khurd (57/2) 388 3,240 3,240 Usarli Khurd 286 1,296 1296 Class I 

Bhagchand C Khubchandani 
Maganbhai N Patel 
Bhavna B Gadhiya 

(Share of 1 to 3 - 50%) 
Lakhan G Bhoir 
Kamini G Bhoir 
Ajay G Bhoir 

Renuka G Bhoir 
(Share of 4 to 7 - 50%) 309 

310 
Usarli Khurd 
Usarli Khurd 

(19/1C/2) 351 1,700 1,700 Usarli Khurd 290 680 680 Class I Vithhal Govind Pardeshi (20/0) 357 1,060 1,060 Usarli Khurd 291 890 890 Class I Aabasaheb Shankar Aldar 

311 Usarli Khurd (19/1B/1) 353 2,000 2,000 Usarli Khurd 292 800 Class I 

M/s DSE Enterprises Registered 
Partner on Behalf of Association - 

Shankar Hande 
Abdul Wahid Vamik Sheikh 312 Usarli Khurd (19/1B/2) 354 2,020 2,020 Usarli Khurd 293 808 Class I Prakash R. Bhagat 313 Usarli Khurd (19/1C/1/2) 352 2,400 2,400 Usarli Khurd 295 990 Class I Ramesh N. Bhagat 

314 Usarli Khurd (19/1C/1/1) 350 3,180 3,180 Usarli Khurd 296 1,276 Class | 
Nitin Krushna Bhagat (84.28 %) 
Anita Nitin Bhagat (15.72 %) 

315 Usarli Khurd (12/2) 331 300 

316 Usarli Khurd (12/1) 330 2,202 
2502 Usarli Khurd 299 2008 2008 Class I 

Shashikant K Kalushte 
Vaishali S Palkar 
Anand K Kalushte 
Amruta A Kalushte 
Omkar A Kalushte 
Rekha N Todkari 



317 Usarli Khurd 

(Share of 1 to 6 - 12.0%) 
Madhukar G Kulkarni 
Rajendran G Kulkarni 

Anil G Kulkarni 
Vaishali V Kulkarni 

Neeta Adhikari 
Aboli A Kulkarni 

(Share of 7 to 12 - 73.70 %) 
Rahul Madhukar Kulkarni 

(14.30 %) 

(11/2) 329 660 660 Usarli Khurd 300 264 264 Class I Kishor Shivdas Govari 

318 Usarli Khurd (11/1) 328 6,820 6.020 Usarli Khurd 301 2,408 2408 Class II 

Kalabai Chandrakant Govari 
Manda Uday Patil 

Anil Baliram Bhagat 
Lila Kisan Patil 
Pushpa S. Patil 

Ajinkya Dattatreya Bhagat 
Aditya Dattatreya Bhagat 
Amey Dattatreya Bhagat 
Sudha Dattatreya Bhagat 

(Share of 1 to 9 - 50.17 %) 
Dhau Kathod Bhagat 

Janardhan Ganpat Bhagat 
Manohar Ganpat Bhagat 

Shankar Babu urph Padu Bhagat 
Sanjay Baban Bhagat 
Santosh Baban Bhagat 
Sunanda Vasant Govari 
Bamibai Joma Bhagat 
Gajanan Joma Bhagat 
Ranjana Suresh Bhoir 

Vandana Pandurang Gondhali 
Shanta Prakash Bhoir 
Sharda Nagu Bhagat 
Ganesh Nagu Bhagat 
Rekha Kumud Patil 
Kavita Pradeep Patil 
Mahesh Chahu Bhagat 
Umesh Chahu Bhagat 
Sandesh Chahu Bhagat 
Vanita Sunil Bhopi 
Gita Gunaji Shinde 
Swati Ganesh Bhopi 

Suraj Padmakar Bhagat 
Sachin Padmakar Bhagat 



Kunda Narayan Bhagat 
Ankush Narayan Bhagat 

Roopali Chandrakant Jhavre 
Rupesh Narayan Bhagat 

(Share of 10 to 37 - 49.83 %) 
319 Vichumbe (80/2) 193 12,010 12,010 Usarli Khurd 302 4,804 4804 Class I 

Shri Dyaneshwar Mauli Co. Housing 
Scoiety 320 

321 
Usarli Khurd 
Usarli Khurd 

(10/1A/1) 319 1,900 1,900 Usarli Khurd 303 760 760 Class I Vishwas Laxshman Bhagat (63/1/1) 401 8,100 8,100 Usarli Khurd 304 3,240 3240 Class I Subhas K. Sarpotdar 

322 Usarli Khurd (19/4A(P)) 355 1,215 1,215 Usarli Khurd 305B 725 725 Class I 

Shubhangi Nishikant Bhagat 
Mayuresh Nishikant Bhagat 

Juili Nishikant Bhagat 
Shubhangi N. Bhagat -Guardian 

mother of 2 and 3 323 Usarli Khurd (10/1A/2 (P)) 320 23,070 
324 Usarli Khurd (19/4B) 356 5000 
325 Usarli Khurd (10/2/1) 322 1,400 

326 Usarli Khurd (63/2) 403 19,130 

48,600 Usarli Khurd 
305A 
310A 

19,440 19440 Class I 

Smita S. Sapre 
Swapna S. Sapre 
Ujjwala R. Sapre 

Alpana A. Annachhatre 
Prachi N. Prasade 

Dipti S. Patil 
(Share of 1 to 6 - 50.57 %) 

Ujjwala R Sapre 
Alpana A Annachattre 

Deepti S Patil 
Prachi N Prasade 

(Share of 7 to 10 - 49.43 %) 

327 Usarli Khurd (12/4) 333 360 

328 Usarli Khurd (12/5) 334 167 

329 Usarli Khurd (12/6) 334A 705 

1232 Usarli Khurd 306 493 493 Class I 

Rajendra G.Kulkarni 
Anil G.Kulkarni 

Vaishali V.Kulkarni 
Neeta Ramesh Adhikari 
Aboli Ajeet Kulkarni 

Madhukar Gangadhar Kulkarni 
Rahul Madhukar Kulkarni (Share of 1 

to 7 - 28.22%) 
Madhukar G Kulkarni 
Rajendra G Kulkarni 

Neeta Adhikari 
Anil G Kulkarni 
Aboli A Kulkarni 

Vaishali V Kulkarni (63.63%) 
Rahul M Kulkarni (8.15 %) 330 Usarli Khurd (10/1B) 321 1,800 1,800 Usarli Khurd 309 720 720 Class I Sandhya L. Tiwari 

331 Usarli Khurd (159/B) 520 2,000 2,000 Usarli Khurd 310B 800 800 Class I 
Mohan Nanaji Bhimani Patel 

Bharat Kanji Shah 
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Usarli Khurd Ramdas K. Bhoir 
Usarli Khurd 312 1,580 1580 Class II Bama R. Mhatre 

(74/3) Usarli Khurd 313 1,436 1436 Class I 
Rajshri Eknath Bhopi 
Shrinath Eknath Bhopi 

Ramubai Ragunath Bhopi 

335 Usarli Khurd (74/1) 413 

336 Usarli Khurd (74/2) 414 

337 Usarli Khurd (75/A) 416 8,790 

12,210 Usarli Khurd 

314 4213 

316 1867 

347 4,538 

10618 Class I 

Tahir A Panvelwala 
Shabbir A Vohra 
Mustafa A Vohra 
Murtaza A Vohra 
Aliasgar Vohra 

Mohammad A. Vohra 
(Share of 1 to 6 - 19.74 %) 

Rajshri Eknath Bhopi 
Shrinath Eknath Bhopi 

Ramubai Ragunath Bhopi 
Share of 7 to 9 - (8.27%) 

Chintamani Bhaskarrao Dhuri 
Minakshi Bhaskarrao Dhuri 
Dayanand Bhaskarrao Dhuri 

Tushar Dattaram Dhuri 
Aarti Parikshit Sawant 

Lina Amit Redkar 
Deepali Dattaram Dhuri 

(Share of 10 to 16 - 52.33 %) 
Nafisa Faiyaj Lokhandwala 

(19.66 %) 

338 Usarli Khurd (71/0) 410 5,790 5,790 Usarli Khurd 319 2,316 2316 Class I Vincent Luis Mathais 

339 Usarli Khurd (57/1) 387 2,170 2,170 Usarli Khurd 320B 868 868 Class I 
Satish S Jadhav 
Dilip S Jadhav 

340 Usarli Khurd (57/3C) 391 2,020 2,020 Usarli Khurd 321 808 808 Class Ii Ambibai Hasha Bhoir 

341 Usarli Khurd (70/0) 409 2,380 2,380 Usarli Khurd 322 952 952 Class I 

Eknath Rama Bhoir 

Suman Subhash Patil 
Dehubai 

Lata Kashinath Patil 
Suresh Atmaram Bhoir 
Ashwini Ashok Bhoir 
Anket Ashok Bhoir 

Mitali Rushikesh Kathe 
Ashwini Ashok Bhoir Guardian 
mother of Gitashri Ashok Bhoir 

(Share of 1 to 9 - 49.58 %) 
Archana Bhagyesh Divate 

(50.42 %) ( 
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342 Usarli Khurd (59/2A) 

—
 

1,500 Usarli Khurd 324 600 

a
o
 

600 Class II 

Chandrakant G Mhatre 
Dhanaji G Mhatre 
Sushila K. Patil 

Nira L Waghmare 
Anusaya C Patil 

>III}39N9N35D 

343 Usarli Khurd (48/0) 381 5,210 5,210 Usarli Khurd 325 2,084 2084 Class I 

Lilabai Vasant Patil 
Hirabai Haribhau Patil 
Bharti Dattaram Patil 
Asha Ramesh Patil 

344 Usarli Khurd (57/3A) 389 4,000 4,000 Usarli Khurd 326 1,600 1600 Class I 

Posha G. Bhoir 
Lakhan G. Bhoir 
Kamini G. Bhoir 
Ajay G Bhoir 

Renuka G Bhoir 
(Share of 1 to 5 - 60 %) 
Maryambi Shabbir Shaik 

Rujan Shabbir Shaik 
(Share of 6 to 7 - 40%) 

345 Usarli Khurd (57/3B) 390 2,100 2,100 Usarli Khurd 327 840 840 Class II 

Radhabai V Bhoir 
Baliram V Bhoir 
Ganesh V Bhoir 
Vithoba V Bhoir 
Anita J Bhoir 

346 Usarli Khurd (58/0) 392 5,060 5,060 Usarli Khurd 329 2,024 2024 Class T Milind Balwant Nene 
Ashutosh Gunwant Abhyankar Z 

347 Usarli Khurd (64/0) 404 2,760 

348 
349 

Usarli Khurd (69/0) 408 2,380 

5,140 
Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

330B 2,056 2,056 Class | Babibai K. Bhoir 

Usarli Khurd (66/0) 406a 1,420 1,420 Usarli Khurd 330A 568 568 Class II Babibai K. Bhoir 350 Usarli Khurd (77/1) 422a 5,300 
351 Usarli Khurd (77/3) 422¢ 592 
352 Usarli Khurd (77/6) 422f 200 

6,092 Usarli Khurd 334 6,092 6092 Class I Nirbhaymal Jain 
Vijaymal Sand 

353 Vichumbe (29/0) 115 6,200 6,200 Usarli Khurd 337 2,480 2480 Class I 

Babibai K. Bhoir 
Hanuman K. Bhoir 
Bansidhar K. Bhoir 
Gitabai M. Patil 

Vanmala N. Pandit 
Kunda R. Madhavi 
Sulochana C. Keni 
Sarita S. Gondhali 

354 Usarli Khurd (81/0) 432 20,350 20,350 Usarli Khurd 338 8,140 8140 Class I 
Rajshri Mahindra Naik 
Gaurang Mahindra Naik 
Chinmay Mahindrda Naik 355 Usarli Khurd (77/2) 422b 10,171 14,848 Usarli Khurd 339 5,939 5939 Class I M/s Kajal Enterprises Owner 



Userll Khurd (77/4) 
Usarli Khurd (7715) 

Shanti Lal D Thakkar 

Vichumbe (54/2A) 9,820 Usarli Khurd 340 3,928 3928 Class I 
Yamuna Ganapat bhoir (33.30 %) 
Vasant Namdev Bhoir (33.40%) 
Anant Namdev Bhoir (33.30 %) 

359 Usarli Khurd (76/4) 420 

360 Usarli Khurd (76/3) 419 3,390 

361 Usarli Khurd (76/1) 418 3,390 

10,190 Usarli Khurd 342 4,076 4076 Class I 

Tukaram M Bhagat 
Buguna Bai M Bhagat 

Pushpa M Bhagat 
Kusum M Bhagat 
Parvati M Bhagat 

(Share of 1 to 5 - 2.06 %%) 
Bhagchand C Khubchandani 

Magan Bhai Patel 
Bhavna B Gadhia 

(Share of 6 to 8 - 15.70%) 
Vivek B Bhoir (15.70%) 

Hanuman G Bhagat (33.27%) 
Laxman G. Bhagat (33.27 %) 

362 Vichumbe (58/0) 165 4,900 4,900 Usarli Khurd 344 1,960 1960 Class I 

Umabai Bama Mundkar 
Krushna Balaram Govari 
Karuna Balaram Govari 
Anjali Sitaram Pandit 

Ganesh Padya Mundkar 
Lilabai Bama Mundkar 
Vasanti Balaram Govari 
Hirabai Balaram Govari 
Shantabai Goma Govari 
Rakhmabai Arun Bhoir 
Lakshman Mahadu Patil 

Bebibai Chandrakant Govari 
Sonali Chandrakant Govari 

Sudarshan Chandrakant Govari 
Swati Chandrakant Govari 

Shraddha Chandrakant Govari 
Ranjana Padya Mundkar 
Vaman Rama Govari 

Devram Balaram Govari 
Pushpa Ghanshyam Gupta 

Fashi Goma Govari 
Pramila Padya Mundkar 
Jaydas Padya Mundkar 

363 Usarli Khurd (76/2) 421 3,390 

364 Usarli Khurd (88/2) 447 140 

365 Usarli Khurd (158/5) 516 530 

4,060 Usarli Khurd 345B 1,624 1624 Class I 
Dayabai Dattatreya Bhagat 

Hareshwar Dattatreya Bhagat 



366 | Usarli Khurd 

367 | Usarli Khurd 

368 | Usarli Khurd 

on, ‘ ) 

(75/B) 417_[_ 8,000 
(87/1) 445 
(87/2) 446 

Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 351 3,036 

348 3,200 3200 
Roopali Rakesh Bhoir 

Ganesh Dattatreya Bhagat 

~I>dId3N33933 

Usarli Khurd 352 800 

3036 

Lansi M. Barboja 
Stanis L C Desouza 

800 Class T 
Pamela F Desouza 

Sugandha S. Paradkar 
Ramchandra Gana Bhagat 

369 | Usarli Khurd 

370 | Usarli Khurd 

371 | Usarli Khurd 

(86/1/1) 440 19,250 

(86/1/3) 443 2,400 

(86/2) 444 710 

19,250 

2,400 Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

355 

354 7,700 7700 

960 960 Class I 

Class I 

(15.06 %) 
Asha Kamalakar Bhagat 
Lakshmi Gana Bhagat 
Anita Ananta Bhagat 

Savita Yashvant Bhopi 
Manoj Ananta Bhagat 

Sanchita Ravindra Bhoir 
Bharti Pradip Surve 

Pranali Prakash Jhavre 
Yamuna Maruti Surve 

Vaishali Santosh Pardeshi 
Roopali Sachin Patil 

Pranali Purushottam Bhoir 
Sushila Vittal Zavare 

Niranjan Eknath Govari 
Bhupali Kamlakar Bhagat 
(Share of 2 to 15 - 9.09 %) 

Devendra Gana Bhagat (21.82 %) 
Vilas Ramchandra Jadhav 

Padmini Vilas Jadhav 
(Share of 17 to 18 - 10.39 %) 

Manoj Anant Bhagat (14.03 %) 
Ashabai Kamlakar Bhagat 

(21.82 %) 
Sanchita Ravindra Bhoir 
Pranali Prakash Zavare 
Rupuli Sachin Patil 

Manoj Ananta Bhagat 
Bharti Pradip Surve 
Anita Ananta Bhagat 

Vaishali Santosh Pardeshi 
Pranali Purushottam Bhoir 
(Share of 21 to 28 - 7.79 %) 

710 Usarli Khurd 356 284 284 Class II 

Ramchandra G. Bhagat 
Krushna M Bhoir 
Aanu M Bhoir 

Leela G Pardeshi 
Anjira A Govari 
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372 (86/1/2/1) 9,896 358 3,958 3958 

Deepti D Bhagat 
Deepali P Joshi 

Hemant D Bhagat 
Mukesh D Bhagat 

373 Usarli Khurd (80/2) 430 11,600 11,600 Usarli Khurd 359 4,640 4640 

Shrikant Maya Bhagat 
Bharat Maya Bhagat 
Gajanan Maya Bhagat 
Maneek Subodh Patil 
Asha Ashok Govari 

374 Usarli Khurd (78/1/1) 423 10,550 

375 Usarli Khurd (78/1/2) 424 1,516 

12,066 
Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

360 4,826 4826 Class I 
Paresh S Patel 
Navneet S Patel 

376 Usarli Khurd (79/1) 427 2,530 

377 Usarli Khurd (7912) 428 6,800 

9,330 
Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

361 3,732 3732 Class I Nirbhaymal Jain 

378 Usarli Khurd (78/2) 425 4,047 4,047 Usarli Khurd 364 1,619 1619 Class I Vishswas L. Bhagat 

379 Usarli Khurd (78/3) 426 4,047 4,047 Usarli Khurd 365 1,619 1619 Class I 
Medha Ajit Katti 

Angha Jokim Fernandes 
Ashlesha Saurabh Oak 

380 Usarli Khurd (80/3) 431 4,300 4,300 Usarli Khurd 366 1,720 1720 Class I 

Mohan T. Bhagat 
Raja T. Bhagat 
Ratan T. Bhagat 
Kiran T. Bhagat 
Sanjay T. Bhagat 

Krushabai T. Bhagat 

381 Usarli Khurd (59/1) 393 500 

382 Usarli Khurd (60/1) 396 710 

383 Usarli Khurd (60/2) 397 1,210 

384 Usarli Khurd (60/3) 398 1,010 

385 Usarli Khurd (61/0) 399 3,340 

386 Usarli Khurd (65/0) 405 2,730 

387 Usarli Khurd (68/0) 407 1,640 

11140 Usarli Khurd 367 4456 4456 Class I Vijay Narottamdas Agrawal 

388 Usarli Khurd (80/1) 429 8,360 8,360 Usarli Khurd 368 3,344 3344 Class f 

Sanjay Tulshiram Bhagat 
Kiran Tulshiram Bhagat 
Krishnabai T.Bhagat 
Mohan T. Bhagat 
Ratan T. Bhagat 
Raja T.Bhagat 

Shrikant Maya Bhagat 
Bharat Maya Bhagat 

v
o
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Gajanan Maya Bhagat 
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Maneek Subhodh Patil 
Asha Ashok Govari 

Jagdish D. Bhagat 
Tai M. Bhagat 389 | Shivkar (206/A) 688 | 2,780 2,780 Usarli Khurd | 369 | 1,112 112 Class II owes =) me 
Vasanti H. Patil 
Vishnu D, Bhagat 

National Builders through partner M. 
C. Sanni - 

Cijo Sanni 
Radhabai K Mhatre 

a Krushna R Bhagat 
Harreswar R Bhagat 
Dwarkabai Y Patil 
Kashibai H Govari 

Shaila S Joshi 
Seema C Pardeshi . 

Vandana B Pardeshi 
Pushpa Eknath Bhagat 
Shobha Naresh Mhatre 
Hema Atmaram Patil 

Dharmendra Eknath Bhagat 
Jitendra Eknath Bhagat 

Raghunath G. Waghmare 
Ashok B. Waghmare 
Dipak L. Waghmare 
Baby L. Waghmare 392 | Vichumbe (21/1) 107 4,270 Chandra M. Patil 
Laxmi B. More 
Vandana J. Mali 
Jyoti G. Chalake 

7,610 | UsarliKhurd | 372 | 3,044 3044 ClassI | cheng ibhaen oa ; 
Samadhan Ganesh Waghmare 
Satyvan Ganesh Waghmare 

Sangita Madan Patil 393 | Vichumbe (21/2) 108 3,340 Pramila Kamlakar Patil 
Anita Navnath Patil 
Vanita Raju Bhagat 
Lalita Keshav Patil 
Sunita Sunil Maali 

Namdev Babu Surate 394 | Vichumbe (27/1) 112 7,260 7,260 Usarli Khurd | 373 2,904 2904 Class II Prakash Babu Surate 
Vithabai Kana Patil 

390 | Vichumbe (27/2(P)) 113 5,855 5,855 Usarli Khurd | 370 2,342 2342 Class I 

391 Usarli Khurd (83/1) 434 16,180 16,180 Usarli Khurd 6472 Class I 
376 1,964 
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Dharmibai Babu Surate 
Janabai Pandharinath Surate 
Nishikant Narayan Surate 
Sanjeevani Lakhan Bhoir 
Mayuri Narayan Surate 

Bhagyashree Chetan Punkar 
Rajshri Narayan Surate 

Tejshri Harishcandra Banda 
Revati Pandurang Kardile 
‘Yamuna Narayan Surate 
Gujmabai Maya Surate 
Jayashree Ulhas Patil 
Yogita Vishnu Bhagat 
Kundan Maya Surate 

Varadrajan Urf A. K. Nainar 
(50.36 %) 

Vasanti V. Bhagat 
Vandana V. Bhagat 
Santosh V. Bhagat 
Nitesh V. Bhagat 
Gopal P. Bhagat 
Prachi D. Bhagat 
Chirag D. Bhagat 

Darshana D. Bhagat 
(Share of 2 to 8 - 49.64 %) 

The Pen Urban CO-OP Bank Ltd 
(11.36 %) 

M/s. Ashapura Realtors Register 
partnership Firm through Rakesh 

Pravin Sanghavi 
(10.12 %) 

M/s National Builders behalf Partner 
M. C. Sani 
(78.52 %) 

Waman Dharma Bhagat 
Manik Chandar Patil 

Radhabai Balaram Bhagat 
Ajay Balaram Bhagat 

Chayya Balaram Bhagat 
Sanjay Balaram Bhagat 
Ganpat Balaram Bhagat 
Vasanti Vishnu Bhagat 
Vinay Vishnu Bhagat 
Pritam Ramesh Patil 

Vaibhav Vishnu Bhagat 



~
~
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Majida bi Mir Imdadali Qureshi 
cy 399 | Usarli Khurd (88/4) 448 | 460 460 UsarliKhurd | 385 | 184 184 ae ae ames : 

Vinaya Vithal Dukhande (7.09%) 
Waman Dharma Bhagat 
Vasanti Vishnu Bhagat 
Vinay Vishnu Bhagat - 
Pritam Ramesh Patil 

Vaibhav Vishnu Bhagat 401 | Usarli Khurd (1/0) 286 1,420 
M/s Aawas Asso. Partners association 402 | Usarli Khurd (2/0) 287 | 2,020 through partner Bharat K. a 403 _| Usarli Khurd Gil) 288 | 710 wT eee tiga 404 | Usarli Khurd (3/2) 289 $10 

Since cin 405 | Usarli Khurd (89/1) 449 4,270 
(Share of 2 and 3 - 2.57 %) 406 | Usarli Khurd (89/2) 450 | 3,060 388 | 10591 Dhau Kathod Bhagat 
Janardhan Ganpat Bhagat 407 | Usarli Khurd (89/5) 453 | 1,690 Sti ddieettietisie Maes 

Sanjay Baban Bhagat 
Santosh Baban Bhagat 7 
Sunanda Vasant Govari 
Bamibai Joma Bhagat 409 | Usarli Khurd (89/8) 456 1,420 
Gajanan Joma Bhagat 

Ranjana Suresh Bhoir 
Hirabai Baliram Bhagat Usarli Kalabai Chandrakant Govari 410 | Usarli Khurd (89/9) 457 | 1,010 46270 Khurd 33917 aent Manda Uday Patil 
Anil Baliram Bhagat 

Lila Kisan Patil 
Pushpa Santosh Patil 

Ajinkya Dattatreya Bhagat 
Aditya Dattatreya Bhagat 

390 23326 Amey Dattatreya Bhagat 
Sudha Dattatreya Bhagat 

Parvati Nagu Bhagat 
Vandana Pandurang Gondhali 413. | Usarli Khurd (93/0) 463 | 1,380 per ag 

414 | Usarli Khurd (89/3) 451 | 4,180 Ganesh Nagu Bhagat 
Rekha Kumud Patil 415 | Usarli Khurd (90/0) 460 1,210 

Shakuntala Chahu Bhagat 416 | Usarli Khurd (89/7) 455 1,190 
Kavita Pradeep Patil 
Mahesh Chahu Bhagat 417 | Usarli Khurd (91/0) 461 10,850 
Umessh Chahu Bhagat 

400 | Usarli Khurd (162/7) 530 336 336 Usarli Khurd | 386 134 134 Class I 

408 | Usarli Khurd (89/6) 454 5,410 

411 | Usarli Khurd (89/10) 458 1,090 

412 | Usarli Khurd (89/11) 459 4,550 
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Sandesh Chahu Bhagat 
Vanita Sunil Bhopi 
Gita Gunaji Shinde 
Swati Ganesh Bhopi 

Suraj Padmakar Bhagat 
Sachin Padmakar Bhagat 
Kunda Narayan Bhagat 
Ankush Narayan Bhagat 

Rupali Chandrakant Jhavre 
Rupesh Narayan Bhagat 

(Share of 4 to 46 - 23.45 %) 

418 Usarli Khurd (92/0) 462 9,330 9,330 Usarli Khurd 389 3,732 3732 Class I 
Harishchandra B Bhagat 

Radhabai K Mhatre 

419 Vichumbe (55/0) 162 3,900 3,900 Usarli Khurd 391 1,560 1560 Class I Kanchan K. Sontakke 

420 Usarli Khurd (89/4) 452 940 940 Usarli Khurd 392 376 376 Class I Ramesh N. Rudhani 

421 Usarli Khurd (85/1) 438 360 360 Usarli Khurd 393 144 144 Class I 

Taher A.Panvelwala 
Shabir A. Vora 
Mustafa A.Vora 
Murtaja A. Vora 
Aliasagar A. Vora 
Mohamaad A.Vora 

422 Usarli Khurd (T/V/A/2/1/1) 303 84 84 Usarli Khurd 394 84 84 Class I 

Anil S. Jadhav 
Kashinath K. Suvase 
Gabrialle Aulwin 
Tukaram S. Kadam 
Prabhakar S. More 
Raosaheb C. Walke 
Bipin M. Paradhi 
Vijay K.M. Kurup 

Ruku Digprasad Shresth 
Rahul Digprasad Shresth 
Dinesh Digprasad Shresth 
Suman Digprasad Shresth 

Ujwala ashok Gurav 

Dkshta Ashok Gurav 
Kalpesh Ashok Gurav 

423 Usarli Khurd (NASI) 299 1,750 

424 Usarli Khurd (WAAC) 300 1,821 

425 Usarli Khurd (7/1B) 301 465 

5,554 Usarli Khurd 396 2221 2221 Class I 

Mohan T. Bhagat 
Raja T. Bhagat 
Ratan T. Bhagat 
Kiran T. Bhagat 
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426 Usarli Khurd (WA/IB/1) 302 1,518 

Sanjay T. Bhagat 
Krishnabai T. Bhagat 

(Share of 1 to 6 - 31.51 %) 
Narendra Gopal Govari (32.79%) 

Sagar S. Khond (8.37 %) 
Sneha Pradip Gupte 

Swapnil Pradip Gupte 
Ekta Pradip Gupte 

(Share of 9 to 11 - 27.33%) 427 Usarli Khurd (6/1) 293 284 
428 Usarli Khurd (6/2) 294 320 
429 Usarli Khurd (6/3) 295 360 
430 Usarli Khurd (6/4) 296 296 
431 Usarli Khurd (6/5) 297 288 
432 Usarli Khurd (6/6) 298 142 

1690 Usarli Khurd 397 1599 1599 Class I 
Riddi Siddhi Usarli Sahakari 
Gruhnirman Sanstha Ltd. 

433 Usarli Khurd (162/6) 529 148 148 Usarli Khurd 398 59 59 Class I 
Indu Gupta 

Surinder Kumar Kaul 
Y.D. Vashijha 

434 Vichumbe (53/0) 151 1,640 Usarli Khurd 400 656 656 Class I 

Ganpat Nama Bhingarkar 
Vasudev Dharma Bhingarkar 

Tulsabai K.Bhingarkar 
Sambhaji K.Bhingarkar 
Pradip K.Bhingarkar 
Surekha Datta Shinde 
Vanita Dhanaji Patil 

Aparna Rajesh Gavand 
Nerasha P Mundkar 

435 Usarli Khurd (7/2) 304 1,520 1,520 Usarli Khurd 401 608 608 Class I Dharma V. Patil 
Mahendra M. Patil 

436 Usarli Khurd (67/0) 406 660 660 Usarli Khurd 402 264 264 ClassII 

Sarita D Mhatre 
Manisha D Mhatre 
Mahesh D Mhatre 
Mohini D Mhatre 
Naina D Mhatre 

Madhukar S Mhatre 
Shobha S Mhatre 
Girish § Mhatre 
Latika S Mhatre 
Arun S Mhatre 

Lilabai K Mhatre 
Tai G Jale 

Asha A.Thale 437 Usarli Khurd (4/2) 291 870 870 Usarli Khurd 403 348 348 Class I Varsha R. Teredesai 
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Usarli Khurd Usarli Khurd 404 348 Class I 
Sunita V. Mone 

Sandeep S.Talwalkar 

Usarli Khurd Usarli Khurd 405 1236 Class I 

Vandana V. Shete 
Baliram P. Mhatre 

Subhas Yadav Talele 
Sunanda Dhundre 

440 Usarli Khurd (158/3/2) 514 1,580 1,580 Usarli Khurd 406 632 632 Class I 

Narayan Krishna Gavand 
(12.66 %) 

Vishwas Laxman Bhagat 
(74.68 %) 

Pramod Ramkrishna Balkavde 
(12.66%) 

441 Usarli Khurd (10/3) 324 1,315 1,315 Usarli Khurd 408 526 526 Class I 

Sushma V. Pardeshi Guardian 
Mother of Kankeshwar V. Pardeshi 

Other Rights: 
Heir- Nishali G. Zavare 

442 Usarli Khurd (7/1A/2/8) 307 419 419 Usarli Khurd 409 419 419 Class I Manohar C. Surate 

443 Usarli Khurd (7/1A/2/3) 305 312 312 Usarli Khurd 410 312 312 Class I 

Keshav T. Gawande 
Vinayak D. Thakare 
Sunanda R. Gawande 

Sanajy B. Valake 

444 Usarli Khurd (W//A/2/2/1) 310 170 170 Usarli Khurd 170 170 Class I 
Datttatreya E. Valke 
Rajendra T. Gawande 

Ramchandra G. Lokhande 

445 Usarli Khurd (7/1A/2/6) 306 279 279 Usarli Khurd 279 279 Class I Kanthale Machindra Rajhans 

446 Usarli Khurd (9/1) 3,310 3,310 Usarli Khurd 413 1,324 1324 Class I 

Yakoob Beg Trust Panvel 
Alhaj M. Mustapha Yakub Beg Chief 

Trustee 
Yusuf A. Khan 

Imran S. Khan. Allabaksh A. Mulla 
M. Taslim M. Husen 

Other Rights 
Heir- Laxmi G. Bhagat 

Ananta G. Bhagat 
Savita Y. Bhopi 

Yamuna M. Surve 
Ramchandra G. Bhagat 

Sushila V. Jhavre 
Niranjan E. Govari 
Asha K. Bhagat 

Devendra G. Bhagat 
Bhupali K. Bhagat 
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(Share of 1 to 10- 9.47 %) 
Dipti D. Bhagat 
Deepali P. Joshi 

Hemant D. Bhagat 
Mukesh D. Bhagat 

(Share of 11 to 14- 90.53 %) 

447 

448 

Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

(160/3) 522 510 510 Usarli Khurd 415 204 204 Class I 

Tahir A Panvelwala 
Mustafa A Vhora 
Aliasagar A Vhora 
Mohmmad A Vhora 
Shabbir A Vhora 
Murtaza A Vhora (10/4A/2) 326 1,510 1,510 Usarli Khurd 417 1,396 1396 Class I Shiv Shambho Complex CHS 449 Usarli Khurd (10/5) 327 1,470 1,470 Usarli Khurd 419 610 610 Class I Anil Vishnu Bhoir 450 Usarli Khurd (13/1B/2 (Pt) 336 

451 Usarli Khurd (13/1B/3(Pt) 337 
452 Usarli Khurd (13/IB(Pt) 335 
453 Usarli Khurd (13/1B/4(Pt) 338 
454 Usarli Khurd (13/1B/5(Pt) 339 
455 Usarli Khurd (13/1B/6(Pt) 340 
456 Usarli Khurd (13/1B/7(Pt) 341 

2,247 2,247 Usarli Khurd 420 931 931 Class I 

Panvel Lalit Shanti CHS, J. S. Shah 
Secretary 

K S Chauhan (Member) 
CS Rao (Member) (34.75 %) 

Shashikala Pai (65.25 %) 

457 
458 

Usarli Khurd 
Usarli Khurd 

(159/A) 519 400 400 Usarli Khurd 421 400 400 Class I Krushna Mahadu Bhoir (10/4A/1) 325 2,780 2,780 Usarli Khurd 423 1,112 1112 Class I Pandurang K. Bhagat _ 
459 Usarli Khurd (159/C) 521 200 200 Usarli Khurd 424 200 200 Class I Rajesh Anant Chaudhary 

Babibai Dhanaji Bhagat 
460 

461 

Usarli Khurd (158/3/1) 513 1,560 1,560 Usarli Khurd 425 624 624 Class I Asha B Patil (32.05%) 
Lata D Patil (67.95%) Usarli Khurd (158/1) 311 2,780 

462 Usarli Khurd (158/6) 517 530 

463 

464 

Usarli Khurd (158/7) 518 1,060 

4,370 Usarli Khurd 434 4,369 4369 Class I 

Karnala Enterprises Behalf Partner 
Vivekanand Shankar Patil 
Mukund Shalik Mhatre 
Rajshri Eknath Bhopi 
Shrinath Eknath Bhopi 

Ramubai Raghunath Bhopi 

465 

466 

Usarli Khurd (163/1 to 26) 
476 

477 

479 

16,460 16,460 Usarli Khurd 437 6,584 6584 Class I Holaram Premchand Devani 

467 Usarli Khurd (102/1) 468 8,150 

468 Usarli Khurd (102/2) 469 2,270 
10,420 Usarli Khurd 438 4,168 4168 Class I 

Shubhangi G Dhuri 
Anand G Dhuri 
Ajay G Dhuri 
Amita V Angne 469 Usarli Khurd (103/0) 470 7,990 

470 Usarli Khurd (104/0) 471 1,720 
12,630 Usarli Khurd 443 3,196 

5052 Class I 
Amit Anant urfe Ananta Bhoir 

>IdTBIDIIDD 

688 Atul Anant Urph Ananta Bhoir 
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471 Usarli Khurd (152/0) 505 290 

472 Usarli Khurd (156/0) 508 2,630 

116 

1,052 

473 Usarli Khurd (105/B) 473 3,900 3,900 Usarli Khurd 448 1,560 1560 Class I 
Chintamani B Dhuri 
Meenakshi B Dhuri 
Dyanand B Dhuri 

474 Usarli Khurd (114/1A) 486 16,227 16,227 Usarli Khurd 453 6,491 6491 Class I 

Saifuddin M Vhora 
Ammar M Vhora 

Jujar M Panvelwala 
Joher M Vhora 
Indris M Vhora 

475 Usarli Khurd (116/0) 488 4,070 

476 Usarli Khurd (118/0) 490 1,820 

477 Usarli Khurd (119/1) 492 5,820 

11,710 Usarli Khurd 454 10,453 10453 Class I 
Rakesh C Gupta 

M/s SS Asso Prop. 

478 Vichumbe (87/0) 201 4,150 4,150 Usarli Khurd 456 1,660 1660 Class I 

Santosh G. Gayakwad 
Krushna M. Gayakwad 
Sujata V. Waghmare 
Kalpna M. Gayakwad 
Shradhdha Sunil Jadhav 
Dipika Pradeep Kamble 
Archana Anil Jadhav 

Other Rights: 
(Protected Tenent- Hausabai K. 

Gayakwad 
Nirmala S. Gayakwad 
Mahesh S. Gayakwad 
Swati S. Gayakwad 
Jyoti S. Gayakwad 

Vidhya S. Gayakwad 
Ramdas K. Gayakwad 
Kisan K. Gayakwad 
Anant K. Gayakwad 
Indubai K. Gayakwad 
Prakash H. Salunkhe 
Kailas H. Salunkhe 
Vanita R. Tandel 
Sunita S. Fullare 

Naredra J. Gayakwad 
Vijay J. Gayakwad 
Sunil J. Gayakwad 

Mahendra J. Gayakwad 
Shailesh J. Gayakwad 

Heir- Ananta S. Kamble 
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Usarli Khurd (59/2B) Usarli Khurd | 457 992 992 
‘Bhagchand C Khubchandani 

Maganbhai N Patel 
Bhavna B Gadhiya 

Usarli Khurd (62/0) Usarli Khurd | 458 608 608 Vijay N Aggarwal 
Madhu V Aggarwal 

Usarli Khurd (150/2) 270 Usarli Khurd | 459 108 108 Class II 

Kisan K Bhagat 
Damu K Bhagat 

Shanivari G Bhoir 
Aanandibai D Ghate 

Manjubai Maruti Madhavi Usarli Khurd (167/1) 
Usarli Khurd (167/2) 
Usarli Khurd (167/3) 
Usarli Khurd (167/4) 
Usarli Khurd (167/5) 
Usarli Khurd (167/6) 
Usarli Khurd (167/7) 
Usarli Khurd (167/8) 
Usarli Khurd (167/9) 
Usarli Khurd (167/10) 
Usarli Khurd (167/11) 
Usarli Khurd (167/12) 
Usarli Khurd (167/13) 
Usarli Khurd (167/14) 
Usarli Khurd (167/15) 
Usarli Khurd (167/16) 
Usarli Khurd (167/17) 
Usarli Khurd (167/18) 

8516 Usarli Khurd | 461A 8512 8512 Class I 

Shangrila Sahakari Gruhanirman 
Sanstha Ltd. (46.16 %) 

M/s Aashirvad Developers through 
Pro. Jagannath Vasant Deshpande 

(26.67 %) 
Jujar M Ali Panvelwala 

Joher M Vohra 
Saifuddin M Vohra 

Idris M Vohra 
Ammar M Vohra 

(Share of 3 to 7 - 27.17%) 

500 

501 

Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

(155/0) 1,600 Usarli Khurd | 462 640 640 Class II 

Kamalabai T Bhagat 
Sugandha M Govari 

Jaidas T Bhagat 
Parshuram T Bhagat _ (112/A) 

502 

503 
Usarli Khurd (112/B) 2,550 Usarli Khurd | 464 1020 1020 Class I Shilpa P. Jadhav 
Usarli Khurd (117/0) 

504 Usarli Khurd (160/1) 523 50 
580 Usarli Khurd | 465 232 232 Class I 

Mohammad Raijjaballi Bohri 
Taher Akabarali Panvelwala 

Shabbir Akabarali Vora 
Mustafa Akabarali Vora 
Murtaja Akabarali Vora 
Aliasgar Akabarali Vora 

Mohammad Akabarali Vora 



505 | Usarli Khurd (124/1A(P)) 496 545 545 Usarli Kburd | 466 218 218 Class I Ms Shivam Enterprises = 

Maruti D. Gaikawad 
Santosh D. Gaikawad 
Kamla D. Gaikawad 

506 | Vichumbe (63/1(P)) 172 (Share of 1 to 3 - 5.19 %) 

Anna Nama Gaikawad 
(6.60 %) 

i i id (13.21 % 
507 | Vichumbe (63/2(P)) 173 i a 
508 | Vichumbe (63/3/1(P)) 174 Gunabai goma Gayakwad 

Kalpana Goma Gayakwad 
Vandana Goma Gayakwad 
Subhash Govind Gayakwad 

Krushnabai govind Gayakwad 
Lila Eknath Gayakwad 

: Chhaya Prakash Gayakwad 
509 | Vichumbe (63/4/1(P)) 176 Sundara Dattu Gayakwad 

Prashant Dattu Gayakwad 
Suhasini Balkrushna Gayakwad 

Asmita Dattu Gayakwad 
Priyanka Dattu Gayakwad 

Gita Ganesh Gade 

15822 15822 Usarli Khurd | 468 6329 6329 Class I Viki Ganesh Gade 
Diksha Ganesh Gade 

Aparna Siddhartha Sonawane 
Ashwini Anil Babare 

Rupesh Keshav Gayakwad 
Paresh Keshav Gayakwad 

510 | Vichumbe | — (63/3/2(P)) 175 cade + ater 
Deepali Vinyak Gaikawad - guardian 
sister of Samakshi Vinyak Gaikawad 

and Nayan Vinyak Gaikawad 
(Share of 6 to 30 - 25.02 %) 

Vaibhav Eknath Dhudhe (9.82 %) 
Vatsalabai R. urfa Raghunath 

Gaikawad 
Rajesh Raghunath Gaikawad 
Sujata Raghunath Gaikawad 

511 | Vichumbe (63/4/2(P)) 177 Siennnanaenee 
Madhu Vijay Agrawal 

Vijay N. Agrawal 
(Share of 36 and 37- 35.20 %) 
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Gopal H Chikhlekar 
Govind H Chikhlekar 
Baliram H Chikhlekar : 

Janardhan H Chikhlekar 
Narayan H Chikhlekar 

G9 
513 | Vichumbe (60/0) 167 | 5,990 5,990 | UsarliKhurd| 471 | 2,396 2396 Class I . sahpeathaetaeas es : 514 | Vichumbe (86M) 199_[__7,590 2 

Sachin Vasudev Mali . 515 Wittusaaie (86/2) 200 530 8,120 Kolkhe Peth 475 3,248 3248 Class I Rajesh Vasudev Mali 
Varsha Sandesh Patil 516 | Vichumbe (54/1E) 156 1,890 

517 | Vichumbe (54/2C/1) 159 3,550 
518 | Vichumbe (20/0) 106__| 14,240 Shailesh C. Deshpande (6.44 %) - 519 | Vichumbe (26/0) 111 3,260 29,340 Kolkhe Peth | 476 11736 11736 ClassI__ | The Pen Urban Co. op. Bank Ltd. Pen 520 | Vichumbe (30/0) 116 2,280 

(93.56 %) 521 | Vichumbe (40/0) 132 1,740 
522 | Vichumbe (65/0) 181 2,380 

512 | Usarli Khurd (110/1) 478 2,960 2,960 Usarli Khurd | 470 1,184 1184 Class II 

Ghanshyam S Vaishnav 
Sharda G Vaishnav 523 | Kolkhe Peth | (34/45/2/1/B) | 681 | 1,700 1,700 Kolkhe Peth | 477 | 680 680 Class I rk ia, : 
Royia G Vaishnav 
Ravish G Vaishnav 524 | Kolkhe Peth | _34/45/2/1/C) 682 | 1,740 1,740 Kolkhe Peth | 478 696 696 Class T Suhas S Haldipurkar 525_| Kolkhe Peth | _(34/45/2/2/4) 666 334 

526 | Kolkhe Peth|  (34/45/2/2/5) 667 450 
Dilip Kumar Shivprasad Mishra - 527 | Kolkhe Peth | (34/45/2/2/6) 668 780 2743 Kolkhe Peth | 480 1097 1097 Class I Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra 528 | Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/7) 669 430 
Rajkumar Shivprasad Mishra 529 [Kolkhe Peth | _(34/45/2/2/8) 670 388 

530 | Kolkhe Peth | _(34/45/2/2/9) 671 361 
531_|Kolkhe Peth | _(34/45/2/2/IT) | 679 | 1,120 

Vijaykumar S Mishra 
Dilipkumar S Mishra - 532 | Kolkhe Peth| (34/45/2/2/18) | 680 | 1819 _— KotkhePeth | 483 | 1176 11%6 Class I Rajkumar S Mishra 

Rajendra Shivprasad Mishra 
Mayur Rasiklal Satra 

Yogesh Popatlal Thakkar 
533 | Kolkhe Peth} (34/45/22/1) | 662 | 392 392 Kolkhe Peth | 484 | 157 157 Class I Bn sl 

(Thakkar) 
Amol Arvind Kothari 

534 | Kolkhe Peth| (34/45/2272) | 663 | 390 390 Kolkhe Peth | 485 | 156 156 Class I he mation saan 
535 | Kolkhe Peth| (34/45/2/2/3) | 664 | 385 385 Kolkhe Peth | 486 | 154 154 Class I Vatsala Arvind Kothari Arvind G. Kothari 536_| Kolkhe Peth | _(34/45/2/2/10) 672 477 4367 Kolkhe Peth | 487 191 1747 Class I Vijaykumar S Mishra 

207 |Page



537 Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/11) 673 493 

538 Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/12) 674 350 

539 Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/13) 675 433 

540 Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/44) 676 857 

541 Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/15) 677 899 

542 Kolkhe Peth (34/45/2/2/16) 678 858 

197 
140 
173 
343 
360 
343 

543 Vichumbe (64/1) 180 1,200 1,200 Kolkhe Peth 488 480 480 Class II 

Jijabai Gurunath Keni 
Kashinath Changa Bhingarkar 
Lakshmibai Changa Bhingarkar 

Anubai Bama Mhatre 
Anjirabai Lakshman Bhoir 

Jaymala Changa Bhingarkar Pramila 
Devidas Bhoir 

Lata Ramesh Bhoir 
Indubai Bhagwan Phadke 

Asha Sagar Koli 
Santoshi Vikram Mehara 
Vandana Santosh Bhagat 

544 Kolkhe Peth 34/7/1 

545 Kolkhe Peth 34/7/12 

658 

1670 1670 Kolkhe Peth 490A. 668 668 Class II 

Dinesh A. Daki 
Narayan G. Daki 

Machhindra A. Daki 
Jitendra A. Daki 
Vamubai A. Daki 
Mohan R. Daki 
Kishor R. Daki 

Prabhakar R. Daki 
Anjira T. Patil 

Laltita N. Bhagat 

2050 2050 Kolkhe Peth 490B 820 820 Class I 

Bhugnabai R. Daki 
Sajida Najir Shaikh 
Latif A. Rauf Shaikh 

Gazanfar Abdul Sattar Khan 

546 Usarli Khurd (158/4) 515 1,040 Kolkhe Peth 491 416 416 Class I 

Janki R.Bhagat 
Bhaskar R.Bhagat 

Anil R.Bhagat 
Rajashri Ramdas Pardeshi 

Padmabai C.Bhoir 

547 Usarli Khurd (158/2) 512 200 200 Kolkhe Peth 492 80 80 Class II 

Janki R.Bhagat 
Bhaskar R.Bhagat 

Anil R.Bhagat 
Rajashri Ramdas Pardeshi 

Padmabai C.Bhoir 

548 Kolkhe Peth (34/2/1/B) 650 6,560 Kolkhe Peth 493 940 2624 Class I 
Ali Asgar Akbar Ali Vohra 
Taher Akbar Ali Panvelwala 
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Kolkhe Peth (34/A/1/B) 
616 Murtja Akbar Ali Vohra - 550 | Kolkhe Peth (34/A/2/B) 652 1,420 568 Be esi ee ined 551 | Kolkhe Peth| (34/A/45/1/B) | 683 | 1,250 500 eallichs aide hig 552 | Vichumbe (88/0) 202 | 4,550 4,550 Kolkhe Peth | 494 1,820 1820 Class I Janardan B. Mhatre 2 

Parshuram Surate (20%) 
Madhuri P. Bijapurkar (20%) 

Sheetal S. Karakare 
Sampada S. Karkare 
Soniya S. Karkare 

Samruddhi S. Karkare 
Girish H. Gurjar 

Sandhya S. Prabhudesai 
Anirudhha S. Kokil 

Sonal S. Kokil 
Meenal P. Gokhale 

0, 
553 | Kolkhe Peth|  (34/A/4/B) 655 | 1,240 1,240 Kolkhe Peth | 495 | 496 496 Class I vane of 3 to 11 - 20%) : rashant L. karkare 

Ashwini A. Deulkar 
Jyoti P. Moghe 

Anuja A. Karkare 
Anish A. Karkare 

Abhishek A. Karkare 
(Share of 12 to 17 - 20%) 

Smita S Nyas 
Rahul V. Padhye (Gurjar) 
Nilima V. Padhye (Gurjar) 

Manjusha V. Padhye (Gurjar) 
(Share of 18 to 21 - 20%) 554 | Usarli Khurd (162/1) 524 116 

Bharat Patel 555_| Usarli Khurd | (16215) 528 | 139 563 Kolkhe Peth | 498 | 225 225 Sa eo - , 558 | Usarli Khurd (162/2) 525 308 
Ambien 559 | Kolkhe Peth (30/B/1) 631 1,600 

Idris Mohammad Ali Vohra 
Joher Mohammad Ali Vohra 560 | Kolkhe Peth (30/B/2) 632 2686 4,286 Kolkhe Peth 502 2,105 2105 Class I preetesseo aey oe ag 7 

Jujar Mohammad Ali Panvelwala 561 | Kolkhe Peth (30/B/7) 637 | 1481 1481 Kolkhe Peth | 503 | 781 781 Classt | Saifhuddin — Ali 
562 | Kolkhe Peth|  (30/A/I/1) 628 | 49,471 

Shabbir Akbar Ali Vohra 
Mustafa Akbar Ali V ora 

Mohammad Akbar Ali Vohra 564 | Kolkhe Peth (30/B/3) 633 1239 
Ali Asgar Akbar Ali Vohra 



565 Kolkhe Peth (30/B/4) 634 6497 

566 Kolkhe Peth (30/B/5) 635 606 

567 Kolkhe Peth (30/B/6) 636 2195 

568 Kolkhe Peth (30/B/8) 638 1332 

569 Kolkhe Peth (30/C) 639 175 

570 Kolkhe Peth (30/D) 640 115 

571 Kolkhe Peth (30/E) 641 115 

572 Kolkhe Peth GF) 642 80 

573 Kolkhe Peth (30/G) 643 85 

574 Kolkhe Peth (30/H) 644 1100 

575 Kolkhe Peth (31/0) 645 228 

505B 1668 

Taher Akbar Ali Panvelwala 
Murtja Akbar Ali Vohra 

576 Kolkhe Peth (32/1) 646 3,400 3400 Kolkhe Peth 504B 2,117 2117 Class I Eso Standard Infro Period Mumbai 

577 Kolkhe Peth (32/2A) 647 3069 

578 Kolkhe Peth (32/2B) 648 2611 

5680 Kolkhe Peth 504A 5513 5513 Class I 

AP Khalid Mo. Malbari 
AP Azeez M Malbari 

AP Jalil M 
AP Mustafa M Malbari 
AP Zubair M Malbari 
Share of 1 to 5-54 %) 
AP Zohra M Malbari 
AP Rehmat M Malbari 
AP Mumtaz M Malbari 
AP Shehnaz M Malbari 
AP Khalid M Malbari 
AP Azeez M Malbari 
AP Jalil M Malbari 

AP Mustafa M Malbari 
AP Jubair M Malbari 
AP Khatija M Malbari 
AP Zubila M Malbari 

(Share of 6 to 16 - 46%) 

579 Kolkhe Peth (16/A/1(P)) 574 2,416 2,416 Kolkhe Peth 506 2,361 2361 Class I Arunkumar M Thakkar 

580 Kolkhe Peth (19/1(P)) 584 

581 Kolkhe Peth (19/2(P)) 585 
862 862 Kolkhe Peth 507 862 Class I 

Kavaldip J Kohli 
Phirozlal S Pillai 

Sajid S Pillai 
Saynababivi S Pillai 

(Share of 1 to 4- 38.03%) 

Mukesh G Rajput (27.22%) 
Sunil G Rajput (29.80%) 

Ekta S Khosla 
Sanyuntka P Rajput 
Vinayak P Rajput 
Vaishali P. Rajput 

(Share of 7 to 10 - 4.95%) 



582 Kolkhe Peth 
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711 Kolkhe Peth 508 711 71 Class I Shriniwas N Padhye 

583 Kolkhe Peth (16/B/4/5/6/7/1(P)) 578 2,280 2,280 Kolkhe Peth 509 1087 1087 Class I 

Kaval J. kohli (9.73%) 
Nanjibhai J. Shah (10.38%) 

Shriniwas N. Padhye (46.26%) 
Ajij E. Dhariwala 

Ismail E. Dhariwala 
(Share of 4 and 5 - 25.75%) 

Ekta Suresh Khosla Vinayak P. 
Rajput 

Sanyukta P. Rajput 
(Share of 6 and 7 - 7.88%) 584 Vichumbe (61/1) 168 2,500 

585 
Vichumbe (80/1) 192 4,000 6,500 Kolkhe Peth 511 2,600 2600 Class I 

Maruti D. Gaikawad 
Santosh D. Gaikawad 

Kamla D. Gaikawad (3.08 %) 
Anna Nama Gaikawad (64.62 %) 
Vishnu Nama Gaikawad (32.30 %) 

586 
Vichumbe (54/2B) 158 9,800 9,800 Kolkhe Peth 

512 658 

519 3,262 

3920 Class I 

Tukaram Kanu Bhoir 
Swati Devendra Patil 

Damini Sawalaram Bhoir 
Monika Harindra Gondhali 
Sugandha Sawalaram Bhoir 
Nikesh Sawalaram Bhoir 
(Share of 1 to 6 - 81.64 %) 

M. C. Sunny 
National Builder’s behalf partner Cijo 

Sunny (18.36 %) 587 Kolkhe Peth 16/B/3/1 575 1,156 1,156 Kolkhe Peth 513 1,156 1156 Class I Bharat K Shah 

588 Kolkhe Peth 
(16/B/4/5/6/7/2 

(P)) 579 3,160 3,160 Kolkhe Peth 514 1,264 1264 Class I 

Mohmmad M Mahmmad Siddhiki 
Shrirajulahak S. Siddhiki 
Akbarhusain S Siddhiki 
Mohmmad F Siddhiki 

Mohammad S. Mohammad Sidhiki 
Sajra Khatun Rajbul Husain 

Chaudhari 
Shamshadhusain Rajbul Husain 

chaudhari & 7 Others 589 Kolkhe Peth 16/B/3/2 576 657 657 Kolkhe Peth 515 657 657 Class | Nirmalkumar N Shah 
590 Kolkhe Peth (16/B/3/3) 577 816 816 Kolkhe Peth 516 816 816 Class I 

Sayanbabivi S Pillai 
Firozlal S Pillai 
Sajid S. Pillai 

591 Kolkhe Peth 16/A/2 580 2,530 2,530 Kolkhe Peth 518 1,052 1052 Class I 

Abhijit Singh Sujit Singh Kohhi 
Hamit kaur Surjit Singh Kohli 

Paldip kaur Jasprit Singh Chandok 
Parmit kaur Surjit Singh Kohli 
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Pretesh kaur Sanrnit Singh Kolhi 
Gurvinder kaur Surjit Singh Kohli 

Kolkhe Peth 20/8/A/2 597 Kolkhe Peth 1,792 1792 Vinay J.Bansal 

Kolkhe Peth 20/8/A/1 596 Kolkhe Peth 292 292 
Hari J Varchand 
Visanji V Chadva 

Kolkhe Peth 25 622 Kolkhe Peth 424 424 Manoj P Gurjar (urf padhye) 

Vichumbe (66(P)/0) 182 Kolkhe Peth 1,294 1294 
Ms Ashapura Realties Tarfe Bhagidar 

Rakesh Pravin Sanghavi (82.62%) 
Aatmaram R. Bhoir (17.38 %) 

Kolkhe Peth (20/6/B) 593 

Kolkhe Peth (20/6/C) 594 

Kolkhe Peth (20/7) 595 

Kolkhe Peth 20/8/B 598 

12,290 Kolkhe Peth 524 4,916 4916 Class I Jagdishchandra R Bansal 

Kolkhe Peth 20/6/A. 592 20,590 Kolkhe Peth 527 8,236 8236 Class I 
Parsian Agro Hot Ent. Pvt. Ltd. 
through director Dinesh Jain 

Yogesh P. Thakkar 

601 Vichumbe (54/1D) 155 14,400 14,400 Kolkhe Peth 528 5,760 5760 Class I 

Soniya Sud 
Rahul Sud 
Laksh Sud 
BrijMohini 

Shivkumar Ramdas Sud 
(Share of 1 to 5 - 18.75 %) 
Harilal N.Patel (81.25 %) 

602 Vichumbe (81/0) 194 6,2! 6,200 Kolkhe Peth 
529 

2,480 2,480 Class II 

Kamalakar Padu Bhoir 
Sanjay kanu Bhoir 

Chandrakant Kanu Bhoir 
Radhabai Sharad Bhingarkar 

603 Vichumbe (82/0) 195 6,170 6,170 Kolkhe Peth 535A 2,468 2,468 Class I 

Kamalakar Padu Bhoir 

Sanjay kanu Bhoir 
Chandrakant Kanu Bhoir 

Radhabai Sharad Bhingarkar 
(35.17 %) 

Ganesh Valaku Bhoir (12.97%) 
Nana Valaku Bhoir 

Pandurang Valaku Bhoir 
Mayur Minunath Bhoir 

Sudesh Mahadu Bhoir (51.86 %) 

604 Kolkhe Peth 20/4/B 590 5,580 5,580 Kolkhe Peth 530 2,232 2232 Class II 

Sharifabi H Kureshi 
Salim H Kureshi 
Nisar H Kureshi 
Ajit H Kureshi 

Aayub H Kureshi 
Riyaz H Kureshi 

212 |Page 



605 Kolkhe Peth 20/5 591 2,380 2,380 Kolkhe Peth 532 952 952 Class I Ismail E Dhariwala 606 Kolkhe Peth 21/3/3 616 403 
607 Kolkhe Peth (21/3/4) 617 286 
608 Kolkhe Peth (21/3/5) 618 861 

1550 Kolkhe Peth 533 620 620 Class I Ismail E Dhariwala 

609 Kolkhe Peth (21/3/1) 614 585 
610 Kolkhe Peth (2173/2) 615 445 1030 Kolkhe Peth 534 1030 1030 Class I 

Warrior Foundation Through trustee 
A. S Madhvan 611 Kolkhe Peth 20/1 586 5,970 

612 Kolkhe Peth 20/2 587 6,780 
613 Kolkhe Peth 20/3 588 4,550 
614 Kolkhe Peth 20/9 599 3,490 
615 Kolkhe Peth 20/10 600 3,590 
616 Kolkhe Peth 20/4/A 589 2,310 

26,690 Kolkhe Peth 536 10,676 10676 Class I Hari J Varchand 
Visanji V Chadva 

617 

618 

Kolkhe Peth 

Kolkhe Peth 

(21/1/1) 601 358 358 Kolkhe Peth 537 358 358 Class I 
VS Kurup Shilpshri Darshan 

Co.Ho.So. Pvt. Ltd. through Treasurer (21/172) 602 856 856 Kolkhe Peth 538 856 856 Class I Raigad CHS Ltd. 619 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/3) 603 346 346 Kolkhe Peth 539 346 346 Class I Aftab Alam Mohammad Shafeeque 620 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/12) 612 435 435 Kolkhe Peth 540 435 435 Class I Jasvirsingh § Kohli 621 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/11) 611 435 435 Kolkhe Peth 541 435 435 Class I 
Jankalyan Sevagram through Director 

PS Rajgopalan 622 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/10) 610 435 435 Kolkhe Peth 542 435 435 Class I 
Jankalyan Sevagram through Director 

P S Rajgopalan 623 

624 

Kolkhe Peth 

Kolkhe Peth 

(21/1/9) 609 435 435 Kolkhe Peth 543 435 435 Class I 
M/s Premium Construction through 
partners Chandrashekhar A Palande (21/173) 603 346 346 Kolkhe Peth 545 346 346 Class I Aftaab Alam Mohammad Shafeeque 625 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/4) 604 346 346 Kolkhe Peth 546 346 346 Class I Jubair Abdul Sheikh 626 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/5) 605 368 368 Kolkhe Peth 547 368 368 Class I Tabassum Jubair Sheikh 

627 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/6) 606 326 326 Kolkhe Peth 548 326 326 Class I 
Silver Residency Sahakari 

Grahnirman Sanstha 
Ltd. 

628 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/7) 607 338 338 Kolkhe Peth 549 338 338 Class I 
Silver Residency Sahakari 

Grahnirman Sanstha 
Ltd. 

629 Kolkhe Peth (21/1/8) 608 342 342 Kolkhe Peth 550 342 342 Class I 
Shamin L.Sheikh 
Lajmin F.Pathan 

Nurajahan K.Momin 630 Kolkhe Peth (29/2) 627 2,220 2,220 Kolkhe Peth 552 888 888 Class I Ismail E Dhariwala 
Vidhya Sudhir Acharya 

Surekha Sreekar Bhagawat _ 
Chandrakant Ramkrishna Gurjar (2 oe EN 631 | Kolkhe Peth 28 625 101 101 Kolkhe Peth | 554 40 40 Class I Suryakant Ramkrishna Gurjar Gi SE a 

Anjali Prakash Kulkarni 
Shubhangi Anant Gurjar 
Prasad Anant Gurjar 

13 |Page



Jayashree Vijay Joshi 

Vasumathi Shridhar Gurjar 
Satish Shridhar Gurjar 
Survna Sunil Pawar 

Angha Charudatta Adkar 

Mangla Moreshwar Gurjar 

Prashant Moreshwar Gurjar 

Sima Vilas Devasthali 

Narayan Govind Gurjar 

Yashwant Govind Gurjar 
Purushotma Pandurang Gurjar 

Kamal Rajnikant Sapre 

Prabhakar Govind Gurjar 
Sudhakar Govind Gurjar 

Kusum Shankar Desai 

Malti Ramdas Pimparkar 

Nalini Sharad Bhagawat 

Alka Krishnakumar Konkar 

632 Kolkhe Peth 26 623 100 100 Kolkhe Peth 555 40 40 Class I 

Shriniwas Vinayak Gurjar 

Shriniwas Narayan Padhye 

Sadanand Narayan Padhye 

Sudhir Narayan Padhye 

Balkrishna Mahadev Padhye 

Jagannath Mahadev Padhye 
Shamkant Mahadev Padhye 

Ramakant Mahadev Padhye 
Shrikant Mahadev Padhye 

Sushila Waman Pandit 
Sumati Anant Paradkar 

Kalpana Madhav Sandoo 
Vasudha Vasudev Kiloskar 

Smita Sharad Kulkarni 
Suhasini Shrikant Sohni 

Raghunath Vasudev Padhye 
Vishwanath Vasudev Padhye 

Shrikrishna Raghunath Sandoo 
vagaire 

Dattatreya Shankar Paradkar 

Madhusudan Shankar Paradkar 
Mohan Shankar Paradkar 

Mukund Shankar Paradkar 

Kamal Vasudev Ambardekar 
Urmila Bhaskar Halbe 

Radhika Ravindr Deosthale 
Priti Prakash Paradkar 

—————S—~.. 
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Pranav Prakash Paradkar 
Pratik Prakash Paradkar 

Bhavna Prasad Risbud 
Manoj Prabhakar Gurjar urph Padhye 

633 Kolkhe Peth 

Kolkhe Peth 

23 

21 

620 

624 

126 

130 

126 Kolkhe Peth 556 50 50 Class [ 

Nitin Vinayak Joshi 
Shriniwas N Padhye 
Sadanand N Padhye 
Sudhakar N Padhye 
Nirmala L Jawdekar 

Sheila L Totade 
Shakuntala G Olkar 
Shyamla S Prabhu 

Anjali A Joshi 
Bhavna P Risbud 

130 Kolkhe Peth 557 52 52 Class I 
Manoj P Gurjar (urf padhye) 

Kolkhe Peth (29/1) 626 1,190 1,190 Kolkhe Peth 558 476 476 Class I 

Sadanand Narayan Padhye 
Shashikant V Gurjar - Padhye 
Shubhada G. Bhadkamkar 

Other Rights 
Tenant - Mahadev V. Padhye 

Other 
Balkrishna M. Padhye 
Jagannath M. Padhye 
Shyamkant M. Padhye 
Ramakant M. Padhye 
Shrikant M. Padhye 
Sushila V. Pandit 

Sumati A. Paradkar 
Kalpna M. Sandooo 
Vasudha V. Kirloskar 

Smita S. Kulkarni 
Suhasini S. Sohni 

Dattatreya S. Paradkar 
Madhusudan S. Paradkar 

Mohan S§. Paradkar 
Mukund S. Paradkar 

Kamal V. Ambardekar 
Mira M. Joshi 
Urmila B Halbe 

Radhika R. Devsthale 
Prita P. Paradkar 

Pranav P. Paradkar 
Pratik P. Paradkar 

ey 
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Dilip B. Padhye Gurjar 
Pradip Balkrishna Padhye Gurjar 

Sujata S Prabhu Ghate 
Vasanti B. Padhye Gurjar 

Jayashri B. Padhye Gurjar 
Madhuri M Pillai 
Rimakshi A. Raut 
Kawaldeep J. Kohli 

Vijaya P. Ghate 

Kolkhe Peth (21/2) 627 4,960 4,960 Kolkhe Peth 559 1,984 Class I 
Aziz Ismail Dhariwala 

Ibrahim Ismail Dhariwala 

Kolkhe Peth 4 621 330 330 Kolkhe Peth | 561 132 Class I Sadanand Narayan Padhye 

Kolkhe Peth (22 (Pt) 684 460 Kolkhe Peth | 561A 

Vaishali P. Rajput 
Ekta S. khosala 

Sanyukta P. Rajput 
Vinayak P. Rajput 

Vichumbe (123(pt)/0) 234 49 Dispossessed 

Usarli Khurd (121(pt)/0) 496 50 Dispossessed 

Vichumbe (74@)) 185 5,943 

Vichumbe (38/0) 126 1,400 

Vichumbe (76/0) 188 15,500 

Vichumbe (78/0) 190 23,022 

Vichumbe (79/0) 191 8,000 

Shivkar (205/0) 685 2,200 

Shivkar (208(P)) 690 287 

Usarli Khurd (101/0) 467 6,070 

62422 

Devad 22 

Vichumbe 162A 

Usarli Khurd 

25332 Sarkar Governement Of Maharashtra 

Vichumbe (75(pt)) 186 75,203 

Vichumbe (47/0) 142 2,500 

Vichumbe (192/0) 242 2,000 

658 
Vichumbe (89/0) 203 9,200 

659 
Vichumbe (194/0) 245 1,100 

90003 

Devad 

129A 

Vichumbe | 99+101 
162B 

242 

Usarli Khurd | 239 

378 

35891 Sarkar 

Governement Of Maharashtra 
Other Rights: 

Given to Group Gram Panchayat 
Vichumbe on certain conditions. 

660 Vichumbe (75/78) 187 1345 

661 Usarli Khurd (157/2) 510 4,000 
5,345 

243 
Usarli Khurd 

362A 
2084 Sarkar Goverment Of Maharashtra 



662 Usarli Khurd (82/0) 800 

663 Usarli Khurd (95/0) 6,500 

666 Usarli Khurd (100/0) 2,100 
664 Usarli Khurd (115/0) 1,500 
667 Usarli Khurd (120(P)) 6,948 
668 Usarli Khurd (154(P)) 1,007 

670 
671 

Usarli Khurd 

Usarli Khurd 

(157/1) 4,600 

>
 

on. 

23455 

Usarli Khurd 320A 

on, 

on 

2668 

Usarli Khurd 362B 6082.6 

Usarli Khurd 
265 S11 
323 136 

9397 

oy 

Sarkar 

Government Of Maharashtra 
Other Rights: 

Given to Kolkhe Grampanchayat on 
certain conditions. 

>~IF7ID3533 

(111/1/1) 7,300 
672 Usarli Khurd (111/1/2) 300 
673 
674 

Usarli Khurd 
Devad 

(11/2) 1,500 
9,100 Usarli Khurd 450 4359 4359 Sarkar Government Of Maharashtra 

(19/0) 400 400 Devad 68 160 160 Sarkar Government Of Maharashtra 675 
676 

Usarli khurd (106/0) 1,290 1,290 Usarli Khurd 442 516 516 Sarkar Government Of Maharashtra Devad (36/1) 4,600 
677 Devad (17/0) 2,000 

6,600 Devad 77 760 
678 Devad (28/1) 3,000 
679 Devad (28/8) 100 
680 Devad (28/2) 100 
681 Devad (28/3) 100 
682 Devad (28/4) 100 
683 Devad (28/6) 100 
684 Devad (28/9) 100 

685 Devad (28/10) 100 

686 Devad (28/11) 45 100 

687 Devad (28/5) 39 100 

688 

689 

Devad (28/7) 41 100 

4,000 Devad 29 3,457 
4240 

Sarkar Sarkari Parigh 

Sarkar/ 
Class I 

Sarkari Parigh (75 %) 
Akka Shankar Katkari (2.5 %) 

Krushna Balvant Juvekar (2.5 %) 
Gotya Laxman.Katkari ((2.5 %) 
Govind Posha Katkari (2.5 %) 
Barkya Parsha Gavand (2.5 %) 

Maniji Vinayak Bansude (2.5 %) 
Gulab Govind Haravandkar 

Prabhakar Sakharam Sonawane 
(Share of 1 and 2 - 2.5 %) 

Sakharam Pandurang Naik (2.5 % 
Janabai Halya Salunkhe 

Shilpa Sanjay Haranvadkar 
Lila Pandurang Rasal 

(Share of 1 to 3 - 2.5 %) 
Nagu Bhagoji Lahane 

Godabai Kamalakar Patil 
Mandabai Hiraji Shelke 
Kunda Suresh Gondhali 
Nandini Dattatreya Kher 
Manda Madhukar Lahane 
Dipak Madhukar Lahane 
Mahesh Madhukar Lahane 

Neeta Jagdish Bhagat 
(Share of 1 to 9 - 2.5%) 

Devad (66/0) 76 4300 4300 Devad 1257 1257 Sarkar Government of Maharashtra 
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Other Rights: 
Given to Devad Grampanchayat on 
certain conditions for crematorium 

Government of Maharashtra 

690 | Usarli Khurd (94/0) 464 | 200 | 200 Usarli Khurd | 431 | 200 200 Sarkar Other Rights: : 
Given to Kolkhe Grampanchayat on 
certain conditions for crematorium 

691 | Kolkhe Peth 30/A/1/2 2400 | 2400 Kolkhe Peth | 474A 2366 2366 Class-I Bohri Samajache Kabristan - 

(Abhiraj Girkar) 

Arbitrator, 

Town Planning Scheme NAINA No 7 

Date: 29" December, 2023 

(Nirmalkumar Chaudhari) 

Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department, GoM 
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"Sr. No. | Reservations ‘AB btevistion: 

aaa aati ie TC acne Rpaeee enn RT ee reees 
a 

IDP Growth Centres 202_GC 25356. 33 SPA-NAINA, ‘CIDCO IDP Growth Centres 202_GC 76660.21 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Growth Centres 202_GC 269389.22 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP CC 28 CC 2546.85 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP ESR/GSR 33_ESR/GSR 2564.38 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP ESS 34_ESS 2010.61 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP ESS 180_ESS 2249.66 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Primary Health Centres 39 PHC 2748.49 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Primary Health Centres 41_PHC 1651.54 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

a
l
 

]en 
jt 

[info 
le 

f
o
o
l
a
/
S
i
a
 

IDP Primary Health Centres 40_PHC 1505.83 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Police Station 194_PS 11131.61 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

nN 
_
 

IDP Daily Bazar 30_DB 1727.17 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

on 
=
 

IDP Daily Bazar 31_DB 1093.07 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

+
 
=
 IDP Daily Bazar 32_DB 993.67 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

ia) 
—
 

IDP Schools 448 4614.41 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

‘oO 
a] 

IDP Schools 43_S 4863.53 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

lo 
_
 

IDP Schools 45_S 5306.85 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

C
O
N
 

l
a
 

IDP STP 199 STP_1 21399.88 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Parks 229 P 1969.87 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

o
r
m
 

N
U
N
 

IDP Parks 229 P 2415.17 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Parks 228 GB 2372.13 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

q
i
n
 

N
I
N
 

IDP Play Grounds 36_PG 5959.76 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Parks 214 P 1548.16 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

b
e
!
 

Q
U
I
N
 

IDP Parks 35.P 185 2987.05 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Parks 35 P 186 4242.32 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

o
i
r
 

N
I
N
 

IDP Parks 35 P 187 4999.75 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Parks 35 P 188 3448.28 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

R
I
D
 

N
I
N
 

IDP Play Grounds 38_PG 332 6567.53 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP City Parks 29 CP 333 53881.48 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

o
i
 

m
i
o
 

IDP Parks 35. P 336 7504.88 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO IDP Play Grounds 37_PG 350 6655.21 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

NX 
on IDP Parks 35 P 374 5383.97 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

$2) 
on IDP Parks 219 P 382 2268.78 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

xs 
foe) IDP Parks 187. BP 430 573.70 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

a) 
toa) IDP Parks 218 P 433 2991.93 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

\o 
isa) IDP Parks 220 P 435 1324.18 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

io 
foe) IDP Parks 187A_P 452 7690.00 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

oo 
no IDP Parks 221_P 455 1380.80 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

ial 
an IDP Parks 187 P 489 3844.60 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

So 
4
 IDP Play Grounds 185 PG 500 33771.80 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

—
 
s
 

IDP Parks 230_P 10A 951.00 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

a
 

vr IDP Parks 230_P 10B 1346.08 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 07 

Final Plots allotted to Special Planning Authority (SPA. a Base eth. 

‘ ey; Details of Final Plots Allotted as 5 per Sch me Drawn up j FSA = 2 
Reservations Abbreviation EPNo | FPArea Remarks of Arbitration 

IDP Parks 35_P 186A 4338.71 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

IDP Parks 35_P 187A 7227.67 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 50 2354.78 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 64 1868.80 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 112 1668.89 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 131 2693.53 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 139 7132.74 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 269 5630.81 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 307 2405.41 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 315 2342.04 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 346 1790.99 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

EWS 395 2600.40 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 5 1026.42 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 44 152.48 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 61 1221.47 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 72 504.03 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 90 1373.26 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 94 783.49 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 105 498.45 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 125 193.68 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 146 3522.84 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 160 1206.01 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 174 408.97 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 178 757.12 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 181 597.11 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 258 2106.05 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 277 365.24 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 298 1723.79 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 357 1749.32 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 407 388.15 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 418 709.74 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 432 460.54 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 446 488.17 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 469 1146.70 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 479 498.59 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 

Layout Amenities 501 372.20 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO a 

Layout Amenities 317 344.91 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Vee LON 

Layout Amenities 351 484.73 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO ig 

Layout Amenities 560 573.04 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

Layout Amenities 150A 979.09 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

Layout Amenities 345A 324.23 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

Layout Amenities 497A 358.38 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINAR eee Y TOWN PLANNING SCHEME et a 
Final Plots allotted to Special Plannin Au 

Sr.No. Reservations Abbreviation 
Remarks of Arbitration Layout Open Spaces 

Layout Open Spaces 
SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 135.78 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1160.18 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 

383.24 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 993.65 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 406.09 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 314.03 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 2146.27 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1707.30 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1173.67 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
795.41 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
396.14 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 179.74 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
109.81 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
311.74 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
213.01 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 468.64 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1894.59 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
1432.74 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
534.75 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 2039.96 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 442.35 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
394.69 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 883.03 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 432.08 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
1689.54 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 713.37 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
813.37 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 924.26 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 
7730.57 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 122.34 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1086.87 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 462.58 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 241.05 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1000.28 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 866.66 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 1716.40 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO Layout Open Spaces 204.28 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

Coe ra 
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SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 07 

Sr. No. Reservations Abbreviation Remarks of Arbitration 
126 Layout Open Spaces PA-NAINA, CIDCO 

127 Layout Open Spaces 1068.07 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

128 Sale Plots 349.57 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

129 Sale Plots 602.87 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

130 Sale Plots 376.94 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

131 Sale Plots 623.70 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

132 Sale Plots 245.44 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

133 Sale Plots 2085.60 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

134 Sale Plots 756.31 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

135 Sale Plots 606.57 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

136 Sale Plots 300.45 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

137 Sale Plots 771.72 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

138 Sale Plots 280.21 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

139 Sale Plots 297.98 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

140 Sale Plots 148.56 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

141 Sale Plots 196.46 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

142 Sale Plots 265.58 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

143 Sale Plots 123.37 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

144 Residential 2964.71 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

145 Residential 5902.09 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

146 IDP Roads 28671.27 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

147 IDP Roads 1740.08 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

148 IDP Roads 71547.13 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

149 IDP Roads 38828.88 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

150 IDP Roads 4113.94 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

151 IDP Roads 7612.62 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

152 IDP Roads 9851.45 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

153 IDP Roads 6341.45 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

154 IDP Roads 6443.97 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

155 IDP Roads 2536.65 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

156 IDP Roads 3797.59 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

157 IDP Roads 3105.56 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

158 IDP Roads 8124.76 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

159 IDP Roads 8913.37 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

160 IDP Roads 6247.57 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

161 Layout Roads 504.26 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

162 Layout Roads 678.50 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

163 Layout Roads 7434.68 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

164 Layout Roads 4734.90 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

165 Layout Roads 5447.10 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

222 |Page 



SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 07. 

Scheme Drawn up 

See Final Plots allotted to Special Planning Auth 
en we Details of Final Plots Allott Sr. No. Reservations Abbreviation FPNo PPA oS 

166 Layout Roads 585 977.95 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 167 Layout Roads 586 537.95 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 168 Layout Roads 587 484.28 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 169 Layout Roads 589 2842.24 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 170 Layout Roads 590 10058.69 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 171 Layout Roads 591 1379.99 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 172 Layout Roads 592 2398.03 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 173 Layout Roads 594 250.21 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 174 Layout Roads 595 3309.88 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 175 Layout Roads 596 2442.79 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 176 Layout Roads 597 8009.47 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 177 Layout Roads 598 1581.28 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 178 Layout Roads 599 265.11 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 179 Layout Roads 600 1944.76 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 180 Layout Roads 601 1242.20 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 181 Layout Roads 602 3582.72 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 182 Layout Roads 603 447.00 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 183 Layout Roads 604 2291.36 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 184 Layout Roads 605 745.37 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 185 Layout Roads 606 647.82 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 186 Layout Roads 607 1072.27 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 187 Layout Roads 609 2137.71 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 188 Layout Roads 610 2541.11 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 189 Layout Roads 611 437.20 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 190 Layout Roads 612 480.07 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 191 Layout Roads 613 223.58 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 192 Layout Roads 615 1729.74 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO - 193 Layout Roads 617 6967.26 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 194 Layout Roads 618 442.50 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 195 Layout Roads 619 1952.23 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 196 Layout Roads 620 3007.06 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 197 Layout Roads 621 4209.97 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 198 Layout Roads 622 1831.31 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 199 Layout Roads 624 1669.31 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 200 Layout Roads 626 3714.97 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 201 Layout Roads 627 2919.56 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 202 Layout Roads 628 9118.37 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 203 Layout Roads 630 4736.04 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 204 Layout Roads 631 1251.91 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO ane 205 Layout Roads 632 1161.40 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO “an 206 Layout Roads 633 1119.31 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 207 Layout Roads 634 4608.94 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

Remarks of Arbitration 
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le METS 
7171.30 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

210 Layout Roads 4339.36 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

211 Layout Roads 1912.09 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

212 Layout Roads 5049.44 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

213 Layout Roads 2091.32 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

214 Layout Roads 1265.30 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

215 Layout Roads 2077.81 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

216 Layout Roads 620.02 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

217 Layout Roads 2418.33 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

218 Layout Roads 1947.85 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

219 Layout Roads 614.51 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

220 Layout Roads 5597.66 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

221 Layout Roads 2059.35 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

222 Layout Roads 1489.11 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

223 Layout Roads 1427.76 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

224 Layout Roads 435.69 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

225 Layout Roads 284.68 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

226 Layout Roads 417.57 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

227 Layout Roads 518.81 SPA-NAINA, CIDCO 

Date: 29 December, 2023 

(Abhiraj Girkar) 

Town Planning Scheme NAINA No 7 

(Nirmalkumar 

Deputy Secretary 

Urban Development Department
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13. ANNEXURES 

Annexure 1; Declaration of Intention of T: PS 07 

FER WTA TATA HATNTT SIT AI, ASAT BC, VOUl/MT Yo, TH eve a 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA LTD. 

Notice 

[Under Section 60(2) of the Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966] 

No. CIDCO/NAINA/CP/BN-34/TPS. 7/2019 

WHEREAS, the Govemment of Maharashtra Bebrneeta Se mercies of powers conbaryed wider clave (b) of 
Sub- section ¢ “apie ye picker ree abe Town 1966 inafter 
referred to as “the said declared by Notification, No. TPS Pl ope 12/UD-12, dated 10th 

3 and amendment (hereinafter referred to aie said Retencotion and 
Indusal Development Corporation of Maharastra Limited (being a compary owned wre and controlled by 

Tender data witicleiou@*»e Influence Notified Area (NAINA) 
pea ee reigned canal a 

vide Notification No. TPS-1215/245/CR-332/2015/ 
swupa2 Gated 37th SOIT fas eonevoned te 
of NAINA, and also ide Notheatnn Ne TPS. 1215/245/C. MSICR SNEED. dated tet March 201 
has sanctioned the Exchuded Parts of the IDP under Section 31(7) of the said Act 

And whereas, the Board of CIDCO vide Resolution No 12255, dated 13th 3th September 2019 had 
declared its intention under Sub-Section (7 of Section 60 of the said Act, for making of Town 
pores tex Siete ichumbe, Shivkar, Usarli Khurd & Kolkhe of Taluka P. 

saideet ie therefore, in exercise of the Oe powers contested 5 . peeing Be Seren Gil ote 
making Town Planning (TPS 

aay ha hi Mead ra 

gg re vatid building permission obtained from Competent Authority, falli 
within the boundary of proposed No. 7 are r to submit detail of the same to NAINA office 
phone ones saber a Om willing to obtain a single final plot are requested to 
submit their consent under section 65 of the Said Act for providing single monic der ata 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 60(3 of the said Act, a copy of 
with the plan the area to be included in oa Sa Scheme 
border) is kept open inspection by the public in the offee of Chet (NAINA), 
No. 10, 0, Belapur Railway Station Complex. CBD Belapur, Navi Mumbai 400 614 during office hours. 

Copies of the the area to be included are also kept for inspection in the 
offices of the vill po inchidad fh te salt Town Farneag enti weld satieee 
available on CIDCO's website hitp://cidco.maharashtra.gov.in/NAINA. aspx. 

The area included in the Town Planning Scheme 4 is bounded as stated below; 
On the North.—Village Palidevad of 23 villages of NAINA and Gadhi River,. 
On the East.—TPS-5 across Mumbai-Pune expressway. 
On the South.—Tower lines on the south of Kolkhe Peth. 
On the West—Navi Mumbai (New Panvel). 

By the order of Board of Directors of the Corporation. 

V. VENU GOPAL, 
Chief Planner (NAINA). 

Regd. Office 
Nirmal, 2nd oon. Nariman point, 
Mumbai-400 021. 
dated 18th September 2019. 

PRESS, 714, MUTA ROAD, CHARM ROAD, MUMRAI 60 004 AMD cd oF 

UA METAR ROAD, CHART ROAD, MUROAAL £90 006, TOTOR ™ ROMDATT 



Annexure 2: Declaration of the Map 
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Annexure 3: Notice of Declaration of Intention in Newspaper 

www 

4) clpco 
WE MAKE CITIES 

WHEREAS, the Government of Maharashtra in ise of powers d under 
dlause (b) of Sub-secton (1) ofthe Sect ion 40 of the M: del 
Planning Act, 1966 (hereinafter referred to as “the said Act”) pls Prevent 
No, TP: HA a it ipso ag tesa 10° p ye 2013 

( “the said Notification”) City ait Woon irooktal 
Develor Corp of Mah Limited (being a ww an 

Comporaton 7 3 2s Specal Plannit satan fortuner roared e “the SPA) for ing as " 
| pe eal Notified Area (NAINA) (hereinafter referred to as “sald 

rein; 
Mah vide Notification No. Rite 

And wh a 

And whereas, the Boar of GDCO vide Reolton No 12286 dated 13" September 
as alg ale ot nag ogee peep ge Section 60 of the said Act, for 
making of Town Planning Scheme No. Villages of Devad, Vichumbe, 
Shivkar, Usarll Khurd & Kolkhe of Taluka ~ Panvol. District Raigad, 
Now, therefore, in exercae ofthe powers conferred b) Sub Saction (2) ofthe Section 
60 of the said Act, the biish of making Town 
Planning Scheme. tts 7 at part of Villages of Deved, Vichumbe, Shivkar, Usarli 
Khurd & Kolkhe of faluka —Panvel, District Raigad; 
Land owners who are having valid pe pls permission obtained from Competent 
Ate Ase. , falling within the Paneer oF proposed TPS No: 7 are requested to submit 

severally willing - obtain a | single final ie are sp rca to submit their consent 
under Section 65 of the SaidAct forp ly within toes 

pes of Pe Dien showing the area to be Included are also kept for inspection in the 
impanchayat offices of the villages included in the said Town Planning Scheme. 

ony ot of tha eee & plans are also available on CIDCO’s website 
itra.gov.in/NAINA.aspx, 

rh 
The area poy in the Town F 9 4 is bounded as stated 
below: 

OntheNorth —- Village Palidevad of 23 villages of NAINA and Gadhi River, 
Onthe East - TPS-5 across Mumbai - Pune Expressway, 
On the South ~ Tower lines on the south of Kolkhe Peth, 
On the West ~- Navi Mumbai (New Panvel). 

By the order of Board of Directors of the Corporation.. 

(V. Venu Gopal) 
Regd, Office: Chief Planner (NA! NAINA) 

Nirmal, 2” floor, Nariman Point, 
Mumbai - 400 021. 

Date: 18" September 2019 

the same to NAINA office. Participants having land ownership jointly or}, 

CIN - U99999 MH 1970 SGC-014574| 

www.cldco.mal ra. gov. CIDCO/PR/288/2019-2: 

oe 

‘(baa 
oe 

ROR STAs Pratorr snr RCM SAE 8R 4G CT ORT 46 WAT TET (2) FAT 
ws. Preah (Aa /g Ph era Shien 0/2088 / 

warsrell, mente wrefres Petes ani anecern afb 3eEe (A. SUPE XXXVI, 8886 ) 
(eg gd se Saas a8 PreRaey ercoere Bes), aT wT xo RN SHERTA (2) AI WE (M1) FIT 
Sar svar seen STS aT ser eTTy MATE PRE fer (afeha) 3 
HTH SMITA 29% / V4 /I.H.-86/22/A-22, Reais Yo Tha, 2083 a Aalaah wee 

rane, 7A qed Rear wait 

sda Ivica dy 

W. SATI-3 324 / ws /AM- Ufa deg 
~32, Pears Ao Ufhes Rows Fa Aaa 23 TaTaTA) sates fara sMTAST Aa eT 
after 5, hi appa el Taal Reais of are. ney ‘a 

Heniiraapoosech ily 
anh smart meg maa after 

ee oe ee ee ee feerra ARRSSUTEN arene HIT AAR Tet 

aif snare feseren Fares ser fe. 23 Sar 2028 Tato aa H. 22244 aT Ga 
agenda tas freana tag, fg’, fram, saci gé anf sted aren ae) wT ATT 
vd 5 alec afoot am Ko OT FOE (2) TAR Pare ate ier 

aM, ep, SoH afaPare sR Go SN THA (2) BIO wera Been shteenien amn Ber 
wee agenda was farandia tae, frqa, free, sacl @é anh sed aien end wea 
APRA ETAT HORT to BSTONTEN SeTCY ie eA STE. 
seafta dhiige 4. 0 1 eons afirher cam wiftrentangs fu sears care fer sree 
arn Tarrien asia Aa arafeened are aeart aia arerein Peach aeeare Ba ome. Bate 
Bear sracen wes seria saree fern Aafereshten ania artes anf are sofa Aer 
tare aiftm yas Patera rege sede m cain sm aePraareM wer &. TER THe SHIT 
sor Pratand veut tc Seven are et tore eth ant. 

ae afoRrareT ser Go IT TIRE (2) SAT 

| eee ec eeeeerir sae (An), car Fan, ater a, Yo PITs Hp, 
| [Ee cerabenmaeatammana: ili 

Reais skate feerita efter seeren eiafoa mae aontaren avafera eereeeréh 

FR TREN GOTT & HA AE TOOT ATCT WY A ATTA BTR. 

site: ta mater Tefitag matt wea mea aa. 
we: Had ga gan amrivetedie aiiga- 4. 
efeitos war cfertente feqa clans. 

chit =: | aged Gd eae). 

(28. Any titre) 
afenitega sratera : ae fratarenr (471) 
frie, 2 0 sae, ahr iz, 
Bag yoo 2%. 
feats : RC AM, 2088 

ee ee frei ai 2c4/08¢-19, 
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Annexure 4: Government order sanctioning of Extension of time limit u/s 61 (3) 

or tet anor apafrateor fram 
wren farm, set Has 

- HST: 

ae :- sea rater Cran fasat ara 99 w. CIDCO/NAINAY CP/ TPS /Ext/ 2020/ 37/ 
SAP-1036, t.07/02/2020. 

OAT: ALAR. 9 FAI) BAY EA B)/TSS/ACTHMA/ 29 ey PATE :-oepz/2920 

wqard, wet ann ateiiirs Rrra verizon cary’ fasts Patera sifeenwor: a8 

PaaS) AT THAT BSH B90 TAK BLATT RTT FAAS, (%.23.08. oN GAT START HET 

STA RUE APT ETT We a Aa TT ier, 288 CYS Sat sau ae 
Sree) B HEM Go (2) FIA H.2¢.08, 208 Totem aA THAT ATS Sen oe ATS 
Sad A TE PAT STe Beetfaere 

anion serra, sant saftsPreranctter arers &2 VlzeerH (2) B (3) CA ATH, THT TT 

A TEA AS RUST TE BITTE Rarer Aw Biemare sre evar cays MMA STS 
fecrean Tediten ane gor torent oftfeadia areit ade yea ais afeaiten wea ae, sre 
ard her RCH HN ATE TTA AAT AT ML HOT TIS HT SATIVA STE 

anfin sararell, sac fergts Pratera wifsarcort aaa w.AVz4, [20.0% [oo BRAT Te 

Wied ANE TAT Abra ASI aan eA vies Hearn aa afeareh yaMare AMTATaTaT 
soptt fect rapt care arqees ter Prtsrrere Cran frst set oa 2028, F.0v.02. RoRo 
area aaaare Haptaraa fic ett ane; 

anfn sear, yraara are Reeve faarrendter aifireern amis fedtra-2c22/ 322Y/ 
Tw. 4ocpaha-r2, 3.02.22. 2086 saa, saat ateiraare wey 643) sea AERTaNs Beare 
affine dates Prarie wearers, Tre Te APT Beta eet sea, 

anfin qari, gaa favs Raa miter age detect aret franca tea cals 
sifirrctet aaerare f2.26.08,20%o Tas HAR Hl MaRAG HACIA VEAAAH, HK TAA, 
aprapyy Fear, al Here AeA aA Geet ane; 

amare, waa aifeaqern ane fares Parva aecrien Fecthea-2023/8 20H. 4 0c PHG-RR, 

f.o8. 22.2028, aaa sew Bete wade amr Hes weer, Ae Tear, wear fers, sat 

sag & sae orfistremren are €R Mlewers (3) FAR Sat wOT AL TET SUT ARRT TAR 
war pias awarded yea 26.08, oo eT fears wer ear PearaTetT aea. 

ih wi 
Reda, TR TM, 
warero Pre, alt sag 

{ABER wD 49 08 4-8-2020 serkar\ Fime fatension Order NAINA 
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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.7/NAINA/Sect 61(3¥Time-limit Extension/JDTP-KDN/29 6) Date :043/ter, 

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.7 (hereinafter referred to as the “said draft scheme”) vide 
Resolution No.12255 dated 13/09/2019 and published a notice of declaration of the said draft 
Scheme vide its Notice dated 18/09/2019 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 16/09/2020. 

under sub-section (3) of section 61 of the said Act upto and inclusive of dt. a 

ae : ar 

i ngenk 
(Prakash Bhukte) 

Joint Director of Town Planning 
Konkan Division, Navi Mumbai 

, WS 
EAtech up as on 4-3-2 it § Order MARA hfe 

M&S ON 
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PHBH |albalt ‘bb ddr “bibs bllodbralIls blalbh| MBE (3) 33 Hid IhalkbbiRite Bee ‘jptellen Injiie 

‘ Bie [dike Dita > DIAfiebts Dip HSK», 
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HERTS SAA TTT STAT APT SA, UANET Be, VORA 4, BA LIVE 3 

CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA LTD. 

NOTICE 

UNDER SECTION 61(1) OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL & TOWN PLANNING 
ACT, 1966 

Town Planning Scheme No. 7 (TPS-7) 

No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-07/2022/1395 

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, under section 31(7) of the said Act and 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 ; 

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 and TP Act, 1966 ; 

And whereas, as per section 60(1) of the said Act, CIDCO’s Board vide Resolution No. 12255, 

dated 13th September 2019, had declared its intention for making of Town Planning Scheme No. 7 

(TPS-7) at part of Village — Devad (part), Vichumbe (part), Usarli Khurd (part), Kolkhe (part) and 

Shivkar (part) of Taluka — Panvel, District Raigad and a notice about declaration of making TPS-7 as 

per provision in section 60(2) of the Act, has been published in the Extraordinary official Maharashtra 

Government Gazette (Part-I) dated 18th September 2019 and in daily newspapers “Krushiwal” and 

“Ramprahaz” dated 20th September 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.7/ 

NAINA/Section 61(3¥Time-limit Extension/JDTP-KDN/2061 dated 4th March 2020 has granted 

extension of three months’ time i.e. up to 16th September 2020 for making and publication of the 

said draft scheme ; 

And whereas, vide Government ordinance dated 31st August 2020 and its enactment dated 14th 

September 2020, the period of lockdown measures by the Government is excluded while calculating 

the timelines under section 148-A of the MR and TP Act ; 

And whereas, in the wake of unprecedented scenario of COVID-19 Pandemic and Nationwide 

Lockdown, TPS -7 land owners meet was conducted digitally and in-person from 10th to 20th June 

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.cidco.maharashtra.gov.in. After 

incorporating suggestions received from the owners, consultation as per section 61 (2) and approval 

for suitable amendments in Development Plans under section 59(2) was sought vide submission 

dated 11th August 2020 from the Director of Town Planning, GoM ; 

And whereas, the Director of Town Planning vide letter 1. #. 717A H.9/F H. 04/2 o/ANB-3/2 2 dated 

15th March 2021 had offered consultation on TPS-7 ; 
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And whereas, necessary changes suggested by Director of Town Planning in the consultation 

have been incorporated in the draft TPS-7. 

Now, therefore, in accordance with provisions of section 61(1) of the said Act, itis hereby declared 
that Draft TPS-7 has been made and is hereby published. 

A copy of the draft TPS-7 scheme book and plans thereof are kept open for inspection by the 
public during office hours on all working days in the office of NAINA, 8th floor, Tower No 10, Belapur 
Railway Station Complex, CBD Belapur, Navi Mumbai 400 614, The same is uploaded on website 
of CIDCO i.e. https:/ /cidco.maharashtra.gov.in / /naina. 

In accordance with the provisions of section 67 of the said Act, if within thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice in the Maharashtra Government Gazette any person affected by the 
said TPS-7 communicates in writing any objections and /or suggestions relating to the said scheme 
to the Chief Planner, NAINA, shall consider the same and modify the said draft scheme as it thinks 
fit, before submitting the said draft scheme under section 68(1) of the said act, to the Government 
for sanction. 

By the order of Board of Directors of the Corporation, 

Regd. Officer : 

Nirmal, 2nd Floor, Nariman Point, 
Mumbai 400 021. 

Navi Mumbai, RAVINDRAKUMAR MANKAR, 

dated the 25th April 2022. Chief Planner (NAINA). 

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, CHARN! ROAD, MUMBAI 400 004. EDITOR : DIRECTOR, RUPENDRA DINESH MORE. 

Nee iv 
‘ 

CTS NG/, AVE \i\ NOU 
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CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA LTD. wer sift sthentftres Prenat vEries, were Faifes 

NOTIFICATION 
UNDER SECTION 69(2) OF THE MAHARASHTRA REGIONAL & TOWN PLANNING ACT, 1966 fe, 

‘TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 7 bahSbsufsts ac hh gly nF 

bag ‘Bet Oxt.2022 we forge) je 3.29, eIMALOWY 

the in exercise eons ence i coe SE, rare FRSAG CFL, dm, sak) 

secteon (1) eT RTHOR Sanat peed ptanliog rd ard kien secre Sie), en weet wee {gee SRP TOT STON aval 

Scar aaa y somes ae BT a ac Nosicator) Of ond eal ar tesa) J 

cof Maharashtra) (hereinafter referred to. ee Corporation See Dan Authority ga ara Fer ears Beep ed oT sa shan fore Tepte FaTe oT pete ee 

fherahafiar refered i an "he SPX) for Nah VArpon InBence she 3 italia ial aaiaaaiianaiaiaril Sar ai 

And whereas, the Govern Ne. TPS: D "abn a me sere Brive ttexty Heme BRANT moter Be 
332/2015/SMIUD-12, dated 27th Apri, rel aby hae sancboned ie! Interim Development Pian (IDF) for the 
‘vilages of NAINA, and also vide Notification No. TPS. 121S?246/C.R. SS2/1GEPAID-12, dated March 30t079R 3 wea states fasta arpees sg Sen an, a aT CRATE 
2018h ? Wb pies i See ee ec cal aticater orm ay srpesie Oo arte eo 

17 
up-12. September. Han (DP) for 181 vilages of NAINA Paras 
teat at 4 eats Sahat vel PRATER 

And whereas , 96 ‘Section (1) cinco’ onRARA e 

12950 dated Sh Septem 2010, he 7 ai we Fete a we, tore, Osher 

{TPE 7}at portof Vikagos Dovad, Vichumbo, pote apy teeing Relig linet Porwol, Diotrict pray a. 234 omer at es (Hr, Regt Cm, PE OP sian pres veer, Ferrer 

-TPS-T an sr provision in Section 60(2)f tre At. hos ap Pa fs 7 
been published in the offtckat Gazette (pat-H) dated 18h 
September, Rar and Krushiwel™ 300g Safran are Rp ROR, TAPS SET (OT. <) 1h FS oo WENT. Fett SOT BEE TT 

2010 in both Engésh and Merathilenquage. ET A re ar ra Te me, 
‘as per Section 83 ( Act, the Pts ARTF, 

Director of ng. Tak sc i 7 aed 
Of i a hs is 

the: 3 declaration, 
. 

‘And heres, the Join! Director of Town Planing. Konkan division vide Onder No. TPS No, anf serareh, oe seers, 27 cea es ere aR aim oP 7 sl 
TINAINA/Sacton 61(3)Time-Limit Extenslon/JDTP-KONI2061 dated Odth March, 2020 han graiited joss feaies wT, 202 cs 6 185, 2% 

extension of three mori’ Bime i.e. up to 19th June, 2020 for making end pubsicetion of the can! drefl deer agt, s 

od 31097, 7ote TATRA BT scheme. 
‘And whereas, after conducting owners meetan 10th to 20th June, 2020, as per rule No. 4{1) of TPS Rules ARTE aT 

1974 by caling i bw ted coer or aston 8d be cooing Incceporeting eunaattone rersived some adam wre ani ate arermtaret Preteen ersten sore dear Reais ty ANE, ogo Vt OT eT 
owners, consultation was sought vide submission dated 11th August, 2020 from the Director of afebreren WER, 

Reppycnpe mn ementee a Oa ea Bers soon ee pepe neeon rs 
Nsharashtea Regional and Town Planning (Amendment) Act, 2020 4a) Me nak of 2020) sek ora a fs Free we carey He ote (rr We Nene afePreg ADA, Pa 

Chaptor i, i, FV and V rn riod tion Hetod frees mee fre Serer ed rrr, Se Bo sx Soret 
ern ay, eae, 9 

SS See yn Sec ition oe nen ary Sas Greh mere reer fre ee reste sears, Se Swe el 
‘fod nacead 

safer snare, Ren afer nF, ER TIT PR 23 AMOR! 

fol rage rie inl wave dba! sig te wit. vot Wait = ‘ ae 

eted 15.09,202) hed offered consuttaion on TP2-7 and! elvo accommo oe pao MTT, WERE, RTM, ERIS Ser trslaepnbecsied enka te Lie 

thesaid Act, ple hikiy 
necessery 

Incorporated a the drat TPS-7. oni sare, TATE, [eRe a ae RT BRUTE aren 3 wre See 9 Het ROUT TER 

: } ing craft TPS- aria a Ree. ares Aare aera Bea TEN RET Ne) aed we Stes Wa 

vithin nth of nogce wi neces Tek ‘4 t 

ee reer a] atm criiee 
AT Ris 7 air See aE a 

And 123, the Government of Maherashira in exercise of powers conferred by sub-eection (1) of ome 
rear) 481 of the Said Act, vide Notiication No TPS- TBLTOTSIGR- a1 7000-13 dated ‘13th Septombar 
ave rat seta papegerarriss taal 8 pete eetietet enn te a 

tio f one July 2022, anki wer, w . ea AT SH “ 

i PME — RAR RECITAL 8G) SAT RTH, 8.00. * : 

Hea. 8e RHR FORWONE hi saben send, wivierom ar rreedt weer AMEE eT it) ETI, TPT 

Fromaton t NAINA preponed sp rT m 

‘And whereas, in accordance with sub-section of section 68 of the Sal Act. VCBMD Nad a KA jaa 
pr ae Ter ene means tae 48,2022 prior to sanction of roRn Gi tadebcsisbats al lia z SFO, ET FT, 

Scheme. 
TOONT ERTS: 4 

Te Lat acto zien eens 65(1) ey safer vara cheer, re Tea AAAS Te Ae Co BPCIAT, Rote BIT, 9, We, ATA TIC YH 

dated 17.10.2022 hed given consultation for senction of Oratt TPS - 7 and also accorded approval for it rg 1 

Therefore, nowin accordance with the powers delegated to me by’ i 

gated 15h Soper 2017, the Drat Town Planning Scheme No 7 (eS) al pan of Vilogea Devas, 4." bog quit. oad, ote ma fe pole chcsptapsnilins 
Usari Khurd, Kotkhe aad Shivikar in Tatuke-Panvel, District- Raigad ie 

hereby sanctioned under wvdet wocton 68{2) of the MR ‘Act, 1968 stony with comesponding Special pep amipn panofetnante abana pain 3 pony alana 

_ioy ot sanckoes rok Te) sig whe. conespendng sonst A Goo Tower N10, 

sata see fea NAA Ltd >) werdere, caren, ZiT a, to, adem hd ari rr wg, ah Ay en 
Beispur Reatiway Station Complex, 
seclion 68 cf the Said Act. The seme ts also uploaded on website af CIDCO i.e, Frm cariteter amine al dara art ‘a — "eT Fa pel ‘fevers, 

5 + 

‘Special Control for Draft TPS-7 

Jn addition to the Development Central and Promation Regulations, which are made applicable to the 23 i p 
Revenue of ita rocavec ghten by Govruet We ne TPG NT et 

12, dated 6/1/2020 thereinatter called as. anctioned NAINA DGPR’) under section 37{1AA) read with B. The 8% Amenity Space prescrihed under focelihar Ro. dnt.) 4 fs aero errs tea eh 

Sy, Soret eee ceaween otra ote asaya pc tom waaay sen a Meet Be er aatvoa' tea Dnvciop oak 
Schieenia No.-7, NAINA. at {NAINA sa amended trom * 

3 1 20% ploteier JUG a8 i ‘Reguistion 

. No. eGene ef NA Annexsire. 4 shal bemede apostle fora eve atone 

: : of the ‘teri Pan and shall be eligible for i 
31 Notes: 

Provided thal the final fronting on roads having with of 120m or more shal be fi i 

evelopment ether under Nie ander ck of Predonsnanty Residential zone ‘or under Misa use zone of ail ‘of th = orien Patan 
bs applicable, 

ba b. CCls deciaration of TPS), # the final piot is reducing 
3. Patera Apap te elpeepepepeeannrtsy sit land area under Recrestional Open Space (RG), Amenity and toad tron wt ue pce 

ve ne ‘mal Amended CC or OC of such final tand area as per CC for ‘Space, Amenity ‘het be 

a areas as one unit for development. bars canes ie Ea ‘Space and Amenity inside the final 

. eny z 
rig tutto 10. 1 of the Final 

fowners cf such original plots. Scheme as per Rule fv) of the Maharashiva Torn Planning Schemes Rules, 1974. 4 

6. Development Permission in a Final Plot shell be granted col aReA that the smount ‘owners may ept for FSI or TOR in leu 1a ‘compensation a3 provided under section 100 of the 

mentioned in column 15 of Form No. 1 of the Fina! Scheme under No. 8(¥) of shtra Town ‘Maharashtra Regional and Town Pianning Act, . Such Compensation partially interns of FSL/ TOR 

‘Schemes Rules, 1974 is fully recovered. However, the Spacisl Planning Authority, NAINA ‘and partially in amount shai notbe permissibie. 

atow such amount to be recovered i aultable Inetnimants wlnin @ period Up to ths 11. The Base FS! applicad| ower 00. However, 

Certificate. This ss amounts in addition fe the Developmont Cha mges preacibed =" ifthe owners of Fin vi ofthe A 
under chapter Vi-Aof thy then the FS) 

6. Internat Sub-division eee eee ee eee Herriete mbt in chy aifatigih te 
DCPRe of NAINA. 2 Arca of Original Plot 

7. Thet0% : 20.3. Rs ol FSi of Final Plot = Area of Final Plot 

234|Page



Croviged that euch F'S| computed as above shail be permissible 1o those who have opted to avail 
compensation in terms of FS! inatead ry th Form Wor of te Final 

“Special Note ; Irrespective of the road width on which these plots abuts, the 
maximum front margin shall be 3.00 M. 

Maximum Marginal Open] Scheme. 
Category of | permissible ae Provided further thet, the lands eligible of 1.00 FSI as per sanctioned DCPRs of NAINA (0 within 200m Area of plot building height of the of Gaothan), # included in TPS shall be permitted 25% additional incentive FS! in tiau of thelr 60% fand building Side rear 

be din {ts tive of whether FS 
k k Upto 15M 3.00 3.00 12, The permissible FSI in respect of Final Plots, whose owners thave besn awarded monetary FormNo, 1 of 

Above 15 MUpto TownP ") 00 
HS 13. ifthe FSI permissible on a final : due to maintal marginal 34.0M me distances / helght restriction/ firefight any such y i 

the balance FS! over and FSI ay be a8 TOR to any Piot Above an gu 
1000 M2 and Upto 37.5M i ; Se a ee WW, The aggreg 9 Fine F ; HDS or 9.00m iv, The owner is Final Plot at any Fs! Above 37.5 M upto 9.00m 1.00 60.0M whichever Is | whicheve 

“ Teaco aa ot sat moda congener 4 ary tr ne ieee 
14. The permissible FSI in Final ty Plots or bya i, primary hewith Above 60.00 M 12,00 12.00 center shall be 2.5, 16: ia sais wicker th F i ane shanbo Noe Se eres Hi = Hache othe tating gbeveigroand loved, 
10. The, permiseble TSI respect of Final Plots designated to EWSILIG Housing or Housing of the [8) es , a see pet 
7. F : 5 by N 40: c) For marginal iY ‘open paces mentioned {FCP or over and above 2.6 FS! es prescribed in the sanctioned DCPR of NAINA for every Increage of Sapo aera bdo atte ean near 18, The Final Plots designated for Open Spaces, Parks or Play-Grounds are permissible to built-up wnichistobe equal fo 15 % ofthe respective final pot area subject to Coveroge ipo 10 of ha eppetve 4) Prov which lis tobe provide. ek ai Hake, pial eit ind structures shall be only of ground or plus ona floor, Such structure shail be al one Front open space for . use and edomi use (in casa of mixed use) 

19. Side and Ror Marginal at! oo 5 eee 1 open spice she 8.0m, 
building height for the purposes Maximum | natin Marginal Open » chaos Hat be exch heat pang tors ‘case ci pon pang tetas Ateaat Category of | permissible Spaces (in M.) visi 

viet building height of the 20. storeyed parking with or without car lft may be ellowed 0 building Bide rear meetthe 

gg tee tenon propane Rating io veaoe torn tha plot Soundary ati boyone te Leaee Nrne a 40 M2 to leas/Row houses | p40 a5 44 0.0 15 ground eve subject 0 cea minimum front margn of 45 m and fhe subj to non-habitable uses, than 160 M2 type and provision for: ‘and af salety provisions and drainage. However, itis essential oriE ‘a (Bees ey thatthe basement top slab below the extemal at ground lave} should be designed for 
Special Note | type Upto 16M 1 i Provided bal the above provielon shal be permissive afer the clearence rom the Chet Fre Office, 

22. Bi Buileino + group of buildings together shal be elt either connected to a Drainage system or be provited wilh Sub-soll dispersion system In the form of septic tank of suitable size and technical 
yy. 23, if ighway 

Nariman point, Mumbai-400021. 

Semi-detached | p40 15M Ls 2.95 plot. ; type Further the plots along the other categorized roads such as Major District roads/ Village roads shall be 
Seen ae Upto 15M 2.25 2.25 In both the cases for final plots in Tawn Planning scheme, Ribbon development rules shall not be an 

Detached type | shove 15 MUpto a Wwe 24. The two main buildings 2 fina pot shal be that required to bo provided for atelier 
240M 25. Construction within River and blue kne: Construction in. within River and Bius line may be permitted sta 

height of 0.60 m. above red food line level. Provided that necessary mitigation measures are followed 
Upto 15 M 3.00 3,00 

seat 26, Grant of does not constitute 450 M2 to the ‘Above 15 MUpto sphere a sa i rer bsp oar ae oy 
Tess than 1000 | Detached type | 240M HIG HS baths : Mz 

Above = -24.0M ©. Variation in 
upto 87.6 M am an au a! 

{.NOC from appropriate authority. 
a. 

Place ;-Navi Mumbai we: Fah ae 
Date:-21.10.2022 frien: 2 HfaEER 703% 

Dr. Sanjay Mukherjee siigoftgar errotera; frie, EN, Gt. ia Bat Regd. Office: Nirmal, 2nd floor, Vice Chairman& Meneame Director, serrate set coneyt CS SESE ETE: 
CID 

A ae cern 24/2022 29) 
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Annexure 7: Appointment of the Arbitrator by Government 

ere eres rea MrT eR _beer firerrita gre, peas EAT, ATE 3-28, oeafas RC, WHEY » 

arrefernre ferent 
SpA Gas, war Feet, Hers, Hat yoo 02, Petes 2 fetter 2022, 

argent 

aries Sars C22 URE CREE — Mere, een PrereTa Pramnder after wre aies-tct0/ 

€192/0.%.202/20/AN-23, eae 02 BIRT Roto Baa Tene aes Rah a TET aiebe, RES (CHA URE OT 

mene ofhbrar #. Yo) (argh waren seca say anf ater eTTaR sere are) a HTH Tat) aa RST Sete 

sfeorcran at ween soreet anfer oarearaly aerens, Feeet cit ger sfereen were 4c arse (3) 

anfiegqer wies Peet Faraz ho smh. 208, Rea 2 allediae RoR ARE h. Sag (sr), fe (am), eet at 

(art), waned (art) a rast an), en, rte, sere aT Sha wo oe Toe ane are, were ETE ae 

Sas wees fete x Feat OR? GPT alae Eee See aT. (emt fren sete wer res chee are Bee aR) : 

apier senarel, samt aifefreraren wey w2(2) se aon grew der me were oiee pten Raiarongy or 

nieores am Bar viet Pept at oreeeR ane 

afin enard, ses wren detec Bare eo we ee, at. aire freer, Pegs aextonere, are GA ett 

feet amt. 

aren exon, wat piPraqen wer 02 sReR (2) weRt sehr Seng arecen deen fam, teow Maer Pee 

WAL Ta seer Sallewsreret ess Tee ah aifircen Prewe, Peg eecterers, serccesr aie see ares GieeTST rae APT 

areas Pryeit aie ant. zahh cijaten a wit mes Erie wis diecl-otysum.t00/28, Bales to Peder ots Yan 

cesta. wae ware ST ayers @ a4 wen a etrerat Sea aren warns oe orevaradt vache wpratert eye 

ween aaa ofan qeisoareran Feeata qe Soar Se ane. 

HeETe THAN TIC SOTA a A, 

g &. fart, 

er RE (Fy pat 
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Annexure 8: Commencement of duty by the Arbitrator 

RENE No. MAHBIL /2012/46121 

C HERTS VIA USTTT 

‘- ard ¢, str 28(x)] WBA, UT I, 2023 AIM 4, VE LI [9S 3, fara: 7G 22.00 

~ STATA aH x2 
a Diferepa eaTSTT 

MNS, TTT OAT a y 
(225 (MMT), fags (ut), Tae BE (wT), feraar (9) AIBA CTT) } 

WER yaar 

PUL HANS FVA-9 ATA 2022/od 

TERI Meh Fa a RTT ahah, Le85 (FA IAs ATERNE SUT, ao) Ve ac () 
is eller aegagaR mes TRH ar fase Aa, » A roen sore a sraranTata sare, farsa atsarier 

SPLIT Tent FAS /A/ET- oA. 202, fetes A AACA 2A MATE Ha See Suk. Ta sf 
Cr erareng, Pine UTA ART WT-2 He feats x AMAT 202 Tah HfrS ATH sak, 

Bibtide TT arate wd eoaty a ate TER vA BA FA, AT 02 Tier atgewanh, weg 
FRET GAH TAH, 6, GH offen Taey euarard Fierater alt care ena aera fru, TERNS TA 

_ GST BAT wR) Greer Sef MW AHTT-2 A/G VM_H. VC /VYAT-2 PAH 2 FRAT 2022 
area Faget ell aga were sifergert feiss 23-2¢ We 2022 Wats server Yirea Trans Bray fay Tah, 
WAR, o-¢ WAR aS Meret Se, 

were ae forsaioasy, Herne wales ara a aH SUFFI, 2g TAT THATT 2 Iter agayzan Saft 
PATH FET TENE ART ST PG, ego wT fa 83 FAT, W TPE TER Salas Fa A, sq 
Feri & Utet 2023 ara Pagar cere art ate ara tenia cardia sara Ywara Fett Hie SHOT a arrays 
ATE SIAC HAT TTA WT EAL TEA STH FOTO OUT SUAS Hl we, we TST a Geer aE 

SR SPT TAR eaTyS, SN Ta ost SrTeTe Hraa Aiwa (Injuriously Affected ) estat 
suf ApS HAH Loe aR Bieuia Uraeen 2a atte wet crate was, FRE A serves Yr 
Warrant HAS MCIAT AINA Go Feaaten sd, aA APTA anal aU oraeTH Ue. 

aT a-ae—2 @) 
eS "Ey 

af 

- 
Se 
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2 SEPT FATT SANT BUT AIH, UT Ve, VORA/AMUT 4, TH VW 

Aare TER See aa Ba TA, alter Ta AR MY ST sis Ta, afaferaten Fam 02 aia 

GANT aaa AA, TAA MHA: MAH FTA. apn sifar aa aT SUT seer AR ys kT 

Serbs ariantt axvara Font sae. 

Say araie4, Tara, to, Maat TAT, aikaa fire, 

Sen es ears Hs, HATS aM, Ta Yaz woo &Rv, wal, 

Feris 4 CWE! oR’. FET Vara wa © (FAT), 

[ zae Curt), fags (amt), Tae GE CMP), 
ferent (uPT), HIw| (HPT). . 
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FEATS POAT UNIT STANT ITT SM, UTeT 24, 202Z/AET a, FA Levy 3 
OFFICE OF THE ARBITRATOR, TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NAINA No. 7 

{ Devad (pt.), Vichumbe (pt.), Usarli khurd (ot), Kolkhe (pt.) And shivkar (pt.)} 

Public Notice 

(Under Rule No.13 of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules. 1974) 

No. ARB/TPS-7/GEN/2023/08 

The draft Town Planning Scheme No.7 of NAINA at village Devad (pt.), Vichumbe (pt.), Usarli 
Khurd (pt.), Kolkhe (pt.) and Shivkar (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, 1066 thereafter referred to as “the said Act") vide 
Notification No. CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-7/Draft Scheme/2022, dated 21st October, 2022, in exercise of 
the powers delegated to him by Urban Development Department vide Notification No.TPS-1817/973/ 
C.R.108/17/UD-18, dated 18th 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-1222/2162/CR-148/22/UD-12, dated 2nd December, 2022 under sub-section 
(2) of section 72 of the said Act. This Notification has been appeared in the Maharashtra Government 
Gazette, Konkan Division supplement, Part —I, dated 28rd-29th March, 2028 on page No. 7-8. 

I, the undersigned therefore in accordance with Rule No.18 of Maharashtra Town Planning 
Schemes Rules, 1074, declare by this Notice that, I have commenced the duties as Arbitrator for 
Town Planning Scheme No.7 of NAINA at villages Devad (pt.), Vichumbe (pt.), Usarli Khurd (pt., 
Kolkhe (pt.) and Shivkar (pt.) from 6th April, 2028. 

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.7, 
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, 1066, 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.7 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, ABHIRAJ GIRKAR, 
Tower No. 10, Belapur Raitway Station Arbitrator, 
Complex, C.B.D. Belapur 400 614. Town Planning Scheme No. 7, NAINA [ Devad (pt.), 
Date 5th April, 2023. Vichumbe (pt.), Usarli Khurd (pt.), Kolkhe (pt.) 

and Shivkar (pt.)]. 

On PRINTING, STANONERY AND PUBLICATION, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY DIRECTOR, 
BEHALF OF GOVERNMENT 

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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| __ SANCTIONED PRELIMINARY TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NAINA NO. 7 

Annexure 9: Notice of Commencement of duty by the Arbitrator in Newspaper 

ATS, AN Tara GRAS FH.9 
« aq (am), Presa, (Hen), Teeth (om), revere (rT) zHtes (MM, ) Bie ewraieTa 

Sar arate, Gat 4. 20, Meat Tae, eR Wea Te Hs, 
Shtst tery- Fe Aas. - yooRsy 

WER Fat 
PUI MAG /AA—W9 / ATA / JOR /0e RR. 04 /o¥/2ORs 
were sehr Patera a ae ca stirrer 88g (A7.LREG ST FERTE aii s, 39) Sar 

wan &¢ (2) wee weEeEN wea WH Tar ahoen eat rw. w A aber sew a 

sqaeenrhe wars, Real, acess saltqear sais Rest /Aa/eiga-o/MAr./ RoR 

Pais 2% saetaT Zo WH Ta Heft ae. Sep alte St HEAT MA VATA SATA 
A= 2 ED ais & TAT 202 Tat Hhtry Mreleht me. 
aufidie an van asta ad daftain a qatar wre ware a aA, ery wz Atel 

TATA, TET A THAT AGA AAT FH. to, BT aie cares Qearerdl Prarearation are eae 

Feu an Preps Pram, were Wer areas Bey 22) Tretia afergeeT w. ethics - 

QVI/WUGV/TH. WLS//AM - 22 Ratz Gar 2A sway Praeht soft sa TEA, 

aaftrageen feria 23-28 are 2023 TS HeTTE ere Toa sla fT Rach, WH w. o-< 

aaa ad feaceftrarn, verre weirs Petar a are Tar safle 8g wT He wz AMT 
fer cargten tet ACM ARATE PR THAT AIST PLAT 8 Roy ST FA 83 FAR, AT qatar 

aren aasfevara 33 Hy, sire Peetiss 0% / oy /20%9 at Fragen clare APH ater Atay Bawa STATE 

SSAA RASTA Beet Se Sar ar aS at AACA Tels HHA. TT BA TET SATIS 
Fant Higvarard aera or we. wae Ae Geta aaa Healers Ae Se. 
ate sort asa aan Sears, se eh erent Stren fea afte (Injuriously 

Affected) etdter anftr carga wert 802 WaT ardeula Ataeen a seer TIFT france 

areas, were Aa HENTE Wer TTA wg FIsTEN ISTE Go Asarea sid, wet 

aaa aan seh are 2a A, ater wes FoR wer Thor ifn aeaTeenia, safe PTATeAT 
eH to Auta Mga AM arlene wear, ar aa wera: sehen aa Se se ALA 

a 0h /o¥/20R’B (caftrera Frert) 

} wae, 
AR Tat USAT Bw. 9 (AAT) 

(Rae (am), frag’, (TT), 
saetige (sm), Presa (HPT), wSS (HPT, ) 

[CIN - U99999 MH 1970 SGC-014574| 
: & www.cidco.maharashtra.gov.in 
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Annexure 10: Newspaper notification of first hearing schedule by the Arbitrator 

PRI, ER WT GRETA 3, 6, an 
(amg (om), waved (), er or), FG (en, fre (on) wi ere, 
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Annexure 11: Newspaper notification of Second hearing schedule by the Arbitrator 

FA, PTET UR BH. ©, Aa 

(sae eek (1), BIS (HT), Fae (5H), Presa (o1), Preex (0) aa araiets,) 
(nary aR zen often Fras fee war Pan w. 93 Sea ) 

canak a senttie ifaee taal ie a 

Pedra art ween sities, 865 eT sats Re (3) RATE aa Sew SG “re coe eer, fon wi. 9 (cere ad oe fear ara pelea ee eet etal cafebert — 

Gon on, Seo re) Sea a a Som eat a ee 
1) * soli aah ‘tron afew ah Fala Beare ita can a at ts AG aid, 

a gl oh i v3 (x) gen AR BN a See week wate oak gue menial reer ee ers ava a/sta 

Sea Sel Be. Tara BRA Ang ATH AR. 42/ote/ 7029 THM 8, Pes TATE SN THB ae “sea TREN A SPT afer Ora, oleae Rosier zaftera tae TH 

* rer tor sea. 
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Annexure 12: Subdivision of the Scheme u/s 72 (3) 

Office of Arbitrator 
NAINA Town Planning Scheme — 7, 

Devad (pt), Kolkhe (pt), Usarii Khurd (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Shivkar (pt) 
CIDCO, NAINA Office, Tower No.10, 7" Floor, Belapur Railway Station Complex, CBD Belapur, 

Navi Mumbai ~ 400614 

ARB/TPS-7/GEN/2023/488/2 Date: 29/08/2023 

MLR. &T-.P. Aet, 1966 

(Under sub-section (3) of section 72) 

Order 

The draft Town Planning Scheme, NAINA No. 7 (Devad, Kolkhe (New - Kolkhe Peth), 
Usarli Khurd, Vichumbe and Shivkar) has been sanctioned under section 68(2) of the 
Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act, 1966 vide notification no. 
CIDCO/NAINA/TPS-7/Draft Scheme/2022 dated 21" October 2022, by the Vice Chairman 
and Managing Director, 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. 02™ 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. 7 (Devad, Kolkhe (New - Kolkhe Peth), Usarli Khurd, Vichumbe 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. 

ats 
* bdthiraj Girkar) 

Arbitrator, 

NAINA, Town Planning Scheme No. 7 

(Devad, Kolkhe (New — Kolkhe Peth), 
Usarli Khurd, Vichumbe and Shivkar) 

c La WSS 
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HGRNE PITA TUT SHATATLTT HTT SA, FAUT &, 20RI/ SMTA Ro, BH BAW 3 

PRELIMINARY NAINA TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, NO.7 

{ Devad (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Usarli Khurd (pt), Kolkhe Peth (pt) and Shivkar (pt) 

Taluka Panvel, District 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-7/Award/2023/512 

WHEREAS, the Draft Town Planning Scheme, No. 7 (TPS- 7) [ Devad (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Usarli 

Khurd (pt), Kolkhe (pt) (New-Kolkhe Peth) and Shivkar (pt) of Taluka Panvel, District 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-7/Drakt Scheme/2022; 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 to 12; 

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-1222/2159/C.R.148/22/UD-12, Dated 2nd December 2022, 

which was published in Maharashtra Government Gazette Part —1 dated 23-29 March 2023 under 

sub-section (2) 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 as 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. 7 [ Devad (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Usarli Khurd (pt), Kolkhe Peth (pt) and Shivkar 

(pt) of Taluka Panvel, District Raigad } with effect from 5th April 2023 ; 

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. 7 [ Devad (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Usarli 

Khurd (pt), Kolkhe Peth (pt) and Shivkar (pt) of Taluka Panvel, District Raigad } has been sub- 

divided by the Arbitrator under his notice bearing No. ARB/IPS-7/GEN/2023/488/2, 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. 7 [ Devad (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Usarli Khurd (pt), Kolkhe Peth (pt) and 

Shivkar (pt) of Taluka Panvel, District Raigad ] has been drawn up by him on 30th November, 2023 

as provided under sub-section (7) of Section 72 of the said Act read with rule 13 (9) of the said Rules. 
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¥ FETT MTT UAT AHA APT SF, FBSA, 20VW/SHETAUT Ro, BH Lexy, 
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. 7. 

[ Devad (pt), Vichumbe (pt), Usarli 
Khurd (pt), Kolkhe Peth (pt) and 
Shivkar (pt) of Taluka Panvel, 

District Raigad ]. 

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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Annexure 14: Preliminary Scheme drawn up by Arbitrator- Newspaper Notice 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 

Profiminsry NAINA Town Planning Scheme, No.6 
{Chikhate {p), Moho (pt), Pali thurd (p0), Shivkertpt) 

Of Tehait Panve!, Dist, Raigad 

{under Section 72(7) of the Mharashtra Regional and Town Planaing Act. 1966) 

{read with Rule 12(0) of the Maharashtra Town Planning Schemes Rules, 1974) 

NO. ARBITPS-Cwacd/2025/5 10 
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CITY AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF MAHARASHTRA Ltd. 

ARHSS AEE 
WER FEAT 

‘wrifteen Spm et ree CReetoER #. %, 

(Reweh (wre), i) (sae), eet ae (tn), Pree (101) 
5), Tonio, Ramet TS, 

(rere ae Teen afetromr Frer tsex war Freee ws. £28) RAT 

een eee Se 
5 Fo89/ Hho 

uaa eae & J i pling igh a ee ats, 

rem were, iprood a doeeaenio Rrerens, Fane, nif are fain Reha, asngen 5, dro /Rc tai Ho9/ 8H. 

fo nsjelanty, Sa 1a /et/Gors wee cba sy gece ables ere wee MeN ele Fare mH Te 

fehrer 2456 om ee 4c 80 eee (2) Jew At Ae se fees n/ etre JT. 2028 /4ee, Ree 

Def 202% Semmes aa Eh RENIN SETAE HI - 3 ne gem 88 8 a teats oy 

pede ete be sine weRA ate. 

safe rman, revered wom few Fenris ery Free, ge wx: dee, aon en si He a 

atebanmces Srcorere (4) emi we Sea ave eat sna eat evane ys onoent wSree 1928/4 

wari Act, 
Ane ef 

relorred toes: 

ere irate gas $208 seem Weeth ok a eee ee Ph a BR TREN MT ~ XE ETI 27-28 

sa reentry er eer ticchon fre m, reer er fee ®, 2 (2) set Ses scat, 23 
Schemes 

Rates, 197 tos the: Fas Sevier $b Apel 2023 that, 

fre hee commenced the didies ex Arbatratpr in “ 

eres 

1%, (eens corer), oh (rn, sel ge seal, fern cent, @On 
ss whe 

Fespectot the NAINA x Wa. 

eho (pt) Pall hurd (60), Shwvhoriot) of Tahsd Parwel, ial. Reaigad, with elect from Sev April 2029; secre Re en ge x a fake rT act ea ae om nt 

& thie ngs 
been completed: 

fd werees, ne NAINA Town Psenning Scheme, No. ¢ (Chikhele (pt. odo (ath Pal Khun 
Dist, Reigad. I ‘under Ne 

a Gpsed 23th fs 
‘(Zot the o4id Roles, and 

Now, therefore, ihe undersignsd as arbi ‘ 

RR FO pork ae 

sake weed oe re can es, Fae on), sk oe), set ak Cm), vem (HID). RAH, 

faen were, th ax witineion Serer (2) wee ot FEE Sei 2 seine, Beth DAN sie Ww. PTE aT 4! 

arbemenemyy 202 ¥ELIL mt. 

pater rare ais Feaneinnten Reet 3. ee mt oad eendangt get acer ye: scteirentient emt wy? Sar SITTAT (x) 

athe seta repent eect ari 
wend 

sping, fare vara. 
sar 

4, (Feat a eves), ceed eg Coren), finest (592)), 7 
isu 2uad 

wit nde 129) of the sala Rules, : 
ae 
ee eg re aT ARE 

2 Xf 

Hrobate and of te Specs Planning authorty, NAINA, at 7th Boer, Tower Na 4B, Belaour Raiwtay Staton 

Complex. C8. Selepur, Nan Mumber, 

Date : 30th Noweenber, 2023 
ince: NAINA, 7th Floor, Tower No, 10, CBD-Belapur, 400814, 

= UaeSeR MN 1970 SOOO TE t saci) 

artery, Chee, {, AME Tare, BATE een f a 
ek care ad tern aa oped oon edie aera ve MRT IT 

firm 220/44 /2e29 
‘wens en wate, SK 9, 36, BOM TT, 

ergy ted doen, BAG, Re Th GE x00 oy. 

—_ 2 



PUBLIC NOTICE 
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