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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME GHATKOPAR No. I1I
Brief History of the Scheme

.. This Scheme comprises of an srea of about 208 acres of land bounded roughly on the North by %he Central
Railway, on the East and South by the Creek land and onthe West partly by Mahetma’ Gandhi Road and partly
b}f the Town Planning Scheme Ghatkopar No. I. "About half of this ares, lying on the East and South-East is low-
lying land roquiring & cortain amount of filling Before it can be developed. The remaining arca is Afairly high, m
level with the already developed area onits West, except that in some places it is somewhat uneven andin a few other
places it is rather sloping. - The South-Western quarter of this area flarking on Mahatma Gandhi Road is already
plotted out into plots of various sizes large and medium with access by roads as narrow as 20’ 'in width. One of
these roads called “ Tilak Road ” runs North-South parallel to the Mahatma Gandhi Road through the middle of this
part and the others are passages from the said ‘main road eastward across this part and rerve as access to the intexior
plots. ‘A certain number of these plots are also built-over. The North-West - quarter of the Scheme area,
which adjoins the area of the Town Planning Scheme No. 1 and the -Ghatkopar Railwey Station and its
yard is being built-up without any plan in a haphazard manner because of the numerous jrregular shaped holdings
both small and large in different ownerships. The structures are genorally of a temporary nature mostly for
residential use for low income groups. It has, therefore, become a very bad slum with insavitary conditions,

In order to develop the land comprised in this Scheme on proper lines a suggestion was made by the Collector of
Bombay Suburban District to the Ex-Ghetkopar Muunicipality as far back as 1935 to prepare a Town Planning
Scheme under the provisions of the Bombay Town Planning Act. This, however, could not be done immediately
on account of the intervention of War and circumstances arising therefrom tillthe War was over.  The Ex-Ghatkopar
Municipality thereafter declared its intention to make the Town Planning Scheme under section 9(I) of the Bombay
Town Planning Act, 1915, on 29th March 1947. After the area was City Surveyed, the Government of Bombay

sanctioned the making of the Sel:eme on 13th April 1951 by which time the Ghatkopar Municipality was amelgamated
with the Bombay Municipal Corporation.

The Draft Scheme wag duly prepared and published by the Bombay Municipal Corporetion on 9th April 1953
which was sanctioned by Government on 10th June 1854 and on 17th August 1954 Shri G. J. Desai, B.E., F.R.I.CS,,
M.T.P.I. (London), (Retired Consulting Surveyor to the Government of Bombay) was appointed Arbitrator of the
Scheme under Section 29 of the Bombay Town Planning Act, 1915. :

Shri G. J. Desai, drew up and publiched the Final Scheme on 31st December 1956 and forthwith- made proposals
under Section 32 of the Bombay Town Planning Act, Iof 1915 to the President of the Tribunalof Arbitration for further
action. Inthe mean time the Bombay Town Planning Act of 1915 was repealed and replaced by the Bombay Town
Planning Act of 1954 No. XXVII of 1955, fror 1st April 1957. The Bosrd of Appeal which was duly constituted
subsequently as provided under the Town Planning Act, 1954 and the rules made thereunder met on 21st February
1958 and subsequent dates and gave its decision on 12th April 1958 on matters which lay within its jurisdiction.

The Final Scheme as now drawn up provides for the comstruction of new roads with necessary storm-water
drains on the sides of the roads, certain public sites within the area such as School, Playground, Market, Maternity
Home etc., apart from the reconstitution of the boundaries of the original plots in such a way as to render them well
suifed for building purposes. The construction of new reads, the provision of public sites, the n_z:moval of slums, the
reconstitution of the boundarics of the criginal plots, etc. will provide for the development of this part of the Suburb
on proper lines. .

Arbiteator.

Faal of the

\Arbibmwr

Bombay, 10th June 1958,

(a.0.p.) uo-2 P 348610 -



9
BOMBAY TOWN PLANNING ACT No. XXVII OF 19355
TOWN PLAKNING SCHEME, GHATKOPAR No, III
Final Scheme

WHEREAS, I, GOPALJ1 JIWANJI DESAI, the Arbitrator appointed under Government Resolution, Local
Solf-Qovernment and Public Health Department, No. TPB-1054, dated 1Tth August 1954 in respect of the above
Scheme, have done all that is required to be done in that behalf under section 30(2), (2), (3), (3-4), (3-B), (3-C), (3-D),
(4, (5), (6), (7), (8) and (9) of the Bombay Town Planning Act No. I of 1915, as amended from time to time and rules
thereunder, and drawn up and published the ¥inal Scheme on 31st December 1956 and forthwith made propoeals
under gection 32 of the Bembay Town Planning Act No. 10£1915,to the President of the Tribunal of Arbitration in
matters arising out of clauses (3-4), (3-B), (3-C), (4), (6), (6) and (9) of section 30 of the said Act AND V}'HEREAS the
Bombay Town Planning Act of 1915 was thereafter repealed and replaced by the Bombay Town FPlanning Act, 1954
No. XXVI1 of 1955 from 1st April 1957 AND WHEREAS the Board of Appeal as provided under the latter Act
No. XXVII of 1955, have given their decision in all matters arising out of clauses (v), (vi), (v¥is) (52), (z) and (a7)
of sub-section () >f section 32 of the Bombay Town Planring Act, 1954 No. XXVII of 1955, 1 hereby draw up the
Fival Scheme as required by section 32(Z) (ziv) and 43(2) of the said Act and thereto affix wy hand and seel.

Statement of works to be constructed under the Scheme
ROADS

The roads, the boundsries of which are shown on Plan numhered 4 and which are menticned in the Schadule
hereunder shall be constructed in the manner indicated in the Abstract of Estimates for rcads annexed to the Scheme,

Prescribed )
Serial Name of Road. wilth of Nature of Road Work,
No, road in feet.
1  Main Road—North South from Jawshar Road-to Mahatma 60 New Road on embankment wherever nerensary with
Gandhi Road. . stone foundation and metalling painted over with
N bitumen for a 24’ Central Cnrriageway.
2  Hingwala Lane—Extension Eastward from No. 1 above to 30’ 50 Levelling ground, providing metalling over stone
Road North-South. foundation and painting with bitumen for a 24*
curriageway.
3 Vallabh Baug Lane—Extension Eastward of Road No. T up to 50 Do. do. .

F. P. No. 194,

4  Tilak Road—from Vallabh Baug Lane, Southward to Scheme 40 Widening existing portion providing embankment for
Boundary.

new extension, metalling over stone foundation
and painting surface with bitumen for 20’ carriage-

LY A
5  Whaghji Lane—Extension up to Read No. 1 e . 40 Levelling ground, providing metal over foundation
. and painting with bitumen for a 20’ carriageway,
6  Jawahar Road—Extension Eastward to School (F. P. No. 286), 40 Deo. do.
T Va.llabhl Baug Lane—Extension from Tilak Rond to Road 33 Do. do,
No. 1.

$  Vallabh Baug Lane between Mahatma Gandhi and Tilak Roads. 33 Widening the existing Rond providing metalling
over foundation and painting the surface with
bitumen to make up a 20’ Carringeway.

9  Road—West and South of F. P, No, 45 (Garden) to Tilak Road. 30 Lovelling ground, providing metalling on founda-

tion and painting with bitumen for a 16/

carriageway.
10 Road—South of F, P. Nos. 31-34 . . . 30 Do. do,
11  Road—North of F. P, No. 84 (Garden) from Tilak Extension 30 Do. do,
to Road No. 1.
12 Rtgg:ls?:g 21‘ :;;of‘;. Nos. 118 to 128 connecting Roads 30 Do. do.
13  Road—North-South between Road Nos. 11 and 12 . 30 Do. do,
14  Road—North of F. P. Nos. 101 to 105, connecting Road Nos. 4 30 Do. do.
. and 13 above,
15 Roﬁgasl‘:'l::;hl(.’f F. P, Nos. 152—15q between Tilak Road and 30 - Do. do..
16 Derazar Lane Extension Eastward to Road No. 1 . 30 Do. do,
17 Hingwala Lane Extention to Road No. 1 .. .e 30 Do. do.
18 Jethabhai Lane Extension to Road No. 1 . 30 Do, do.

19 Jethabhai Lane Extension beyond Rord No. 1 wp to F. P,

No. 206. 80 Do. do.
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ROADS—contd.
Serial Prescribed
eria . Name of Road. . width of : Naturo of Road Work,
No. road in feat.,

20  Loop Road from F. P. No, 286 (School) to Road No. 10 .. 30 Lovelling ground, providing motalling on foundation
) and painting with bitumoen for a 16’ carringeway.
21 Road along Eastside of Market Plot from Road No. 6 up to F, P, 30 Do. do
No. 252 (Play-ground). )
22 Cross Rond joining Road Nos. 20 and 21 e e 30 Do. do.
23  Road along Northside of F. P. No. 252 (Play-ground) v 30 Do, do.
24 Road-—North-South from Road No. 19 above to F. P. 30 Do. do,
No. 195 (Play-ground).
256 Road on South of F. P. Nos. 105-196 and then along west of 30 Do. do.
F. Po NO- 194,
26 Cross Roand nlong Northeide of F. P. Noa, 231 and 242 - 30 o, do.
27  Kokhani Lane Extension to Road No. 1 ‘e . 20 Do. do.
28  Gurukul Lane Extension to joiz Derasar Lane .. . 20 Do. do,
20  Lane along West and South of F. P. Nos 25-23 . 20 De. do.
30  Passage from Road No. 13 to F. P. Nos, 97-98 . 20 Do. do, .
- 31 Passages from Road No. 1, Northward to F. P. Nos. 8-16 20 Do, do.

and Southward to F. P, Nos. 2-5,

32 Extension of Road No. 6 Eastward to North Fast boundary 40 Providing a 20 feet Katcha road with metalling for

of Scheme. a 18’ carringeway.
33 Road Southward from Road No. 32 up to F. P. No, 350 .. 0 Do. do.
34  Road from Junction of Roads Nos. 19 and 20 to F, P. Nos. 311 40 Do. do.
end 319. .
35  Road North-South from Road No. 32 above up to Road No. 37. 50 Do, do.
38 Extension of Road No. 2 Eastward to F. P. Nos. 323-324. 50 Do. do,
.37 Extension of Road Ne. 3 Eastward to F. P. No. 324 e 50 Do. do,
38 ) Raising ground for embankment of certain roads . vese En:;t’h :::5}:. filling in with macun to prescribed width

Note—The Pucca and Katcha Roads are shown in distinguishing washes on the Schame Plaa No, 4.

Drainage )
Open Storm Water Drains on the sides of all the roads except the Katcha roads (item Nos. 32 to 37) for which

only cross drains of hume pipe shall be constructed in the manner indicated in the Abstract of Estimates for Roads
and Storm Water Drains annexed to the Scheme. ‘

All the above works shall be carried out in accordance with the specifications of the Bombay Municipal Corpora-
tion and completed and opened for use within the periods given below :—

Central 60 feet Road and those to the West of it ... Two years from the date the Final Scheme
comes into force.
Roads to the East of the Central 60 feet Road Three years.

/ Feal of the

Arbitrator,
Arbitrator

-

Bombay, 10tk June 1958,
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, GHATKOPAR No. III
Allofments or reservation of Sites for Public or Municipal purpeses

The plots enumerated in the Schedule hereunder are allotted for the purposes shown against them and shall vest
o the Local Authority.

Serial F. P. No. shown on plan Area in Sq. yds, Purpose,
No. Nos, 3 and 4.

Plots wholly beneficial fo ouners or residents within the area of the scheme.

1 64 ' 5,205 Garden.
2 195 7,710 Playground.
3 236 - L9818 School,
4 300 ' 3,102 Garden,
5 325 590 ' Open Spaoe,
Plots parily beneficial lo owners or residents within the area of the sd:er'ne and parily lo the general public.
8 45 3,871 Garden.
7 65 4,018 School,
8 69 590 Maternity Home,
9 . 184 597 - Stalls.
10 ‘ 252 12,880 . Playground.
i 273 6,518 Parking.
12 274 10,709 Market.

The F. P. No. 186 admeasuring 71 square yardsin area at the extreme North-West cornerofthe Scheme is allotted
for a Police Chowky—a purpose wholly beneficial to the owners or residents within the arca of the Scheme and shall
vest in the Bombay State Government—Police Department.

In addition to the above sites allotted for publiec or Municipal purposes, strips of land in Final Plot Nos. 1, 7,
15,18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 31, 35, 37, 38, 42, 43, 44 and 48 along the East of Mabatma Gandhi Road, as wellasin F. P.
Nos. 139, 147, 1562, 157 and 163 along the East of the Northern part of Tilak Road, shown marked in red dotted
lines on plan Nos. 3 and 4 accompanying the Scheme, are reserved for the future widening of the respective roads.” The
land so reserved shall remain in the ownership of the respective owners till they are taken over by the Local Authority
for the said purpose, by giving one month’s notice in writing to the owner ox owners concerred. Any compensation
payable for the strips of land so reserved, shall be determined by mutual agreement or failing that, under the provisions
of the Land Acquisition Act of 1894, subject always to the condition that the land so reserved and acquired, shall be
valued a8 having been earmarked for road already under the Scheme.

feal of the Arbitrator,

Arbitrator

Bombay, 10th June 1958,
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME GHATEKOPAR No. III
Regulations controlling the development of the 2rea under the scheme

The Building Regulations and Bye-laws framed by the Local Authority for the Suburban Avez within the limits
of the Municipal Corporation for Greater Bombay, under the provisions of the Bombay Municipal Corporation Agt
of 1888 as amended uptodate, and such other Building Regulations or Bye-laws as may be made or amended by the
Local Authority from time to time will hold good within the area of this Scheme in respect of buildings to be erected
or reetected hereafter. ‘But in addition to them, the following Special Regulations shall also hold good, grovided that
In any casoin which any of the undermentioned regulations is inconfiict with the above mentioned Building Regula:
tions and for Bye-laws or with any other laws or Bye laws by any authority made, except by an Act of the Central
Legislature of the Republic of India, the provisions of the undermentiored regulations shall prevail :—

1. The userof the plots in the Scheme shall be as mentioned hereunder :—

t;(a) F.P.Nos.1 and Tforresidence of the staff of and asa Salt check weighment Station of the Salt Depart-
ment. '

(&) F. P. Nos. 46, 55 and 310 for ** Service Industries .
(c) Final Plot No. 194 for “ Cinema

(d) Buildings facing frontages of plots verged blue on Plan No. 4 of the Scheme viz.. F. P. Nos. 6, 14
21, 28, 41, 47, b4, 56, 112, 118, 128, 136, 139, 144, 151, 156, 168, 170, 179, 182, 183, 184, 185, 187-A, 1S7-R.
190, 191, 192, 193, 194 Pt., 196, 206, 218, 236, 237, 238, 248, 249, 265Pt., 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 275,
281, 282, 288, 296, 301, 306, 317, 318, 347, 353 Pt., and plots fronting the Mahatma Gandhi Road viz. T. P:
Nos, 1, 7, 15, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 31, 35, 37, 38, 42, 43, 4¢ and 48 for shops on the ground floor and for
rasidences above.

There will be no concession in marginal open spaces in respect of these shop plots which will accordingly be
required to leave the usual open spaces as in the case of the other plots.

(¢) The remoining plots excluding those allotted for Public or Municipal purposes, for residences.

2. Inthe plots allotted for gardens and playgrounds, ground floor structures (for recreation purposes) such as
a pavilion, band stand, public convenience, etc. may be permitted by the Municipal Commissioner,

3. In cases where two or more contiguous plots are amalgamated into one plot with the written permission of
the Municipal Commitsioner as provided in the bye-laws of the Local Authority, the side marginal open spaces shall
be 20 feet.

4, A Final plot on the outskirts of the Scheme may be amalgamated with the adjoning land outside the Scheme
with the previous permission of the Municipal Commissioner in which case he may condone the gsual requirements
of marginal open spaces, built up area of the Final plot as may be required.

5. No hut or shed whether for residential user or otherwise, or temporary movable shops on wheels or such other
temporary structures shall be allowed within the area of the Scheme.
\

6. No trees shall be cut down nor any excavations made, anywhere within the area of the Scheme without the
permission of the Local Authority. ‘

! 7. While constructing approaches to the individual plots from the roads alongside, proper pmvisio.n shall be made
for the drainage of storm water through the side drains by & Hume Pipe or a masonry culvert below such approaches,
with the permission of the Local Authority.

8. Any person or persons, contTavening any of the aforesaid regulations or any of the provisions of the Schems,
shall on being convicted for such contravention, be liable to fine which may be extended to Rs. 100 and in case of
continuing contravention of the aforesaid regulations or provisions, he or they shall be liable to an additional fine which
iuay extend to Rs, 10 for each day during which such contravention continues, after conviction for the first such
contravention.

" Boal of the : Arbitrator,
Arbitrator

H

r

Bombay, 10th June 1958,
- 1 ,



TOWN PLANNING SCHEME
Redistribution and Valuation

——

ORIGINAL PLOY FINAL
VALUE 18 RUrsks.
S:irial Name of Owners. Tenure, - . - .
O Sll:rrvey Number, | Ares :;; Without | Inclusive of | Number, | Area in
. 8q. yds. reference structures, 8q. yds,
to valuo of
struotures.
1 2 b} 8(a) 4 b 0(a) 6(b) 7 8
Rs, Rs,
1 | Government  of Indinj N.A. 252-B 1 5,293 31,768 32,368 1 2,104
Ministry of Production. +X
The Daputy Salt Commin 252-A 7 2,124
sioner, Bombay, H. No. b )
5,203 31,768 32,358 T 4278
+X
2 | shri Bhaichend  Mul- 251 (P) 2 1,032 2,064 2,064 2:A 1,148
chand Mchta,
251 (P) 2-C 1,436 2,870 2,870 3 1,000
252.5
H. Nu. 2(P)
251 (P) 5 1,165 2,320 2,330 9 924
252';\
H.No.4 (D)
3,632 7,264 7,264 3,171
3 | Shri Shantilo]l Keshavla) 251 (P) 2-B 1,329 2,668 2,658 2 1,266
Soni. 252-¢ ’
Shri Kantilal Keshav]al
Soni.
4 | Shri Shankar Krishnaji 251 (P) 3 2,568 56,116 5,116 4 2 905
Thakur, »
Shri Dattatraya Govind 252-A
Desai, H. Nu.4(P)
Shri Madhusudan Keshav
Kane.
5 | Shri Ramji Karsondas) 252-A 4 1,410 2,820 2,820 8 804
Thakar, H. No. 1 (P)
6 1 ShriManckla] Hargovind- 252-A 6 1,360 2,720 2,720 11 825
das, if. No. 4 (P)
8hriChhanala] Hargovin- T
das,
8hri Kantila] Lallubhai
Dani.
8hri Govindlal Lallubhai
Dani,
T | Shri Natwarla} Purushot- 5 .
h :n d:s.wa a} 251 (P) 7 1,300-6 2,601 2,601 10 033
262-A
H.No.4(P)
8 | Shri Narandas Chhagan- 252-A 8 1,600 3,076 3,975
lalShah. H. No.4 (D) +X 12 1,268
Shri Ramanlal Chhagan- 141-A (Part
1a] Shah. of Kimf‘ art)
9 | 8hri Chimanla] Keshav- 25 '
11 Soni. 51 (P) o Laotf - 2,802 2802 | 13 953
. 252-A
H. No, 4 (P)




GHATKOPAR No. 111
]
Statemeni—Form B
.
PLOT
[Contribution | Increment [Contribution | Addition to ) Not demaand
VaLvp x RUPEES. (+) {Bection G5) | (Section 88) |  (+) or from (+) Romarks.
Compoensa- Column |60 por cont of] deduotion | or by (—)
tion (—} | 10{a) minus | Column 12, | from (—) |ownor being
Undeveloped. Doveloped. ndor Section] (plumn contribution | tho addition
- 67, Column 0(a). to be made | of Columns
Without Without 9(d} minus andor other | 11,13
roference |Inelusiveof] roforonce | Inclusive of | Column 8(5). soations, nnd 14,
to value of [struotures, |to value of| atructures,
Btruoturoes. | struoturos.
9(a) 8(3) 10(a) 10(b) 1 12 13 14 15 15
Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Ra. R4, Rs,
12,624 12,024 18,936 6,312 3,166 Re, 600 fora W. C,
! block and for
femoving and re-
12,744 | 12,744 19,116 6,372 3,186 fixing tho pipe
+X railing,
. - *
25,368 | 25,368 | 38,052 6,980 12,684 6,342 — 648
+X
2,208 2,206 6,888 4,592 2,206
2,198 2,198 7,693 5,405 2,747
1,848 | 1848 8,408 4,620 2,310
8,342 6,312 | 21,049 —922 14,707 7,353 +6,431
2,610 2,610 7,630 —148 5,020 2,610 42,362
4,410 4410 | 16435 — 708 11,025 5,512 +4,806
* 1,608 1,608 5,628 1,212 4,020 2,010 . 4708
1,650 1,850 4,950 —1,070 3,300 1,660 +580
L]
8,147 3,147 7,504 —828 4,407 2,203 + 1,376
+ X
1,906 | 1808 | 65718 —898 3,812 1,906 +1,010
—_—

" (0.0..) M0-A P 3489—2



ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VaLue 18 RUrexs.
- - Number. | Area in Without  |Tnclusivo of| Number. | Area in
Serial Name of Owners. TenumJ Sui_v:? ) 8q.yds. roference struoturcs. 8q. yds,
No. o to valuo of '
: structures,
1 2 3 8(a) 4 5 ' 6(a) " 6(0) 7 8
Rs, Rs.
10 |Shri Jayentital Natbelal .. | 251 (B) To | 14387 3,601 ° 3891 16 ) 1242
. Parokh, .- o6%-A
H. No. 4 ()
11 | sbri Valubhdas Jagjiven| .. | 252-A 11 1,233 6,185 6,185 18 1,233
Dalal. H. No, 4 (D) ‘ +X
141A (Part)
of Kiro],
252-A -
H. No.3 (D)
12 | Goverament of Bombey ..| ... 236A (P) 12 45,360 45,360 45,300 b 1,080
o 6,541
14 4,405
: 17 8,000
. 55 6,40%
6 1,040
| 67 1,208
' 68 737
’ 59 778
' 66 6ol
67 801
68 601
N. A. 266 44 5,076 50,760 54,000 4“4 2,805
16 +X
'. 255/22 47 1,172
i TH.No.5
4 T 936A(P) 133 | 1,34,300 67,160 | ' 67,160 311 22,034
f : 360 16,008
, 319 11,669
351 41,439
353 50,685
' : 230 162 2032 | 11,844 | 11,884 | 2423 434
. . H.No. 2 : |
: 227-A ! 169 2,034 3,667 “3007 | ¢ 200 779
; ? 229 194 242 342 | ‘242 | -
; E. NO. 4 .
[
: 190,544 | 179,028 | 182203 e 1,78,540
: +X 1




PLOT

. Addition to
VaLoe ¥ Rurzes, Contribution ; {+) or | Not domnnd
: Co:(n.il;gnaa.- Incrament | Contributi doduation | e i*)
Uadevol . - o ontribution| from (—) | or by (—}
adevolopoed. , Dovelopod. ion (Scotion 656) | (Scotion 60) | contribu- | owner being Remarks,
under(é— )cti 1({):01um'." 60 per tion tho addition '
| Without Withous 07 column | Colusmn 0(ay. | Cotemn 12, [mas ondor] 3118
. t;"f‘”i“n“f Inclusive of rofmiunoo Inclusive of | 9 (b) minua s omn s mug:htzr;der ' nlnlé_ ﬁ
volue o truct . b A .
ruotures, | sgristﬁ:e(;f structures. | Column G(b). soctions,
9(a). 8(%). 10{a) 10(b) 1 12 13 14 16 16
\ -
| R Rs. Rs, Re, Re, _ Ra, ’ B,
- 3,105 3,106 8,831 —4808 | ' 3,726 1,863 41,377
1
]
: 9'105 . 6_.;{;5 9,247 3,082 1,841 ) 41,641
a
1,633 1,633 | 5,980 4,356 2,178
6,641 6,541 | 30,246 . 82,705 16,352
4,405 4,405 28,430 22,025 11,012
6,869 8,009 | 36,670 30,010 15,005
0,467 6467 | 22335 . 25,868 12,034
1,040 1,040 7,280 6,240 3,120 '
1,208 1,208 7,248 6,040 3,020
737 1737 4,422 3,685 1,842
718 778 4,808 3,800 1,946 _
601 601 3,006 3,305 1,662 3
ol 601 3,900 3,305 1,652
8ol 6ol 3,008 3,306 1,852 .
30,855 30.855 | 39,270 8,416 4,207
+ X
10,548 10,648 | 15,236 ' 4,688 2,344 .
3 .
1 11,017 11,017 19,279 8,262 4,181 ]
8,453 | 8,458 | 12,670 4,226 2,113.
5,820 1 -s5820 | 10,200 4,371 2,185
20,714 20,714 | 31,071 10,357 5,178
25,202 25,202 | 37.938 12,646 ° 6,373
2,170 2,170 4,340 2,170 1,085
2,337 2,337 4,674 2,337 1,168
1 1,48,406 1,48,406 | 3,560,702 —33,767 |  2,02,208 1,01,008 +67,331
3 +X .

T (@07} M0-A P 338024
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ORIQINAL PLOT FINAL
VaLuse 15 Rurges.
. Number. [ Areain Without | Inclusive of | Number. | Areain
Seriall  Namp of Qwnera. Tonure. SIIIQ'r;? 4 - 8g. yds. reforence | structures. 89, yds,
No. - to value of
structurea.
) 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 6(5) 7 8
— Rs. " Bs. o
<13 [Shri Narottamdas 250 13(P) 7 22,385 23,380 22,386 60 718
1 '
Sbﬁ"“"gjﬁiﬁmﬁomﬂg 348(P) 13-B 31,944 31,944 31,944 61 778
Shg?ah'l) hanvantrai 246 20,146 30,219 80,219 67}(3) ggg
Boshavlal Shab. H No.3 008 3,873 3,873 71 758
-
Hﬁf-m- 13,703 13,703 13,703 . 72 768
H. No.l. 766 2,268 2,268 73 166
240 {
"H.No.2, 41,066 | 41,966 41,966 74 756
238(P) o
H ol 36,844 18,423 18,422 % 766
238(P) 1
231(2) 23,141 11,670 11,5670 76 766
935(D) 19,330 6,666 9,665 7 778
8 877 2,631 2,631 78 778
2 15,730 31,460 31,460 79 778
334) J| 1001 21,001 21,901 80 778
81 778
120 D48
137 078
104 6,837
193 1,148
223 2,001
323 17,700
334 48,405
334-B 347
363 76,680
363-B | 37,677
86 778
87 766
88 7650
93 166
13 130
A3 83 60 120 120
. No. 28
00 03 a03 1,672 1,673
248 3 1,421 4,073 4,973 107 779
H.No. 16,
20 nnd 21,
243 05 161 377 377
H.No.190
80 109 242 605 605
. 243 114 1,119 03
o , 8,036 5,035 m 1,180
243 132 1,784 5,362 6,863 218 800
H.No, 10
3,86,222 | 207,008 | 8,07,008 2,11,020




11

PLOT
- VALUR IR Rurzes. ontribution | Addition to |Net demand
: (+) Compen-| Increment |Contribution dfs-{ilwu)c:il;n fro::(-{-.)_or
Undeveloped. Developed. sation(—) (Section |(Section 66). ] from{—) owne{' (boi)ng
der section| 65). Column | 50 per cont. [contribution |the addition| R emarks,
Withous o | Without + B0) minus | Colbman | Columun 12, | macy s |~ £5357%
ofoense, | Tasksive | oo, |loolsivs fColoma 5. | (e, |, | end 16
stroctures, |structures. struotures, |structures.

9(a) (b | 10(a) 10(b) 11 12 13 14 15 16
Ra. Bs. Re. Re. RS, R, Re.
778 178 4,668 3,800 1,045
778 718 4,608 3,800 1,045
6607 867 4,002 3,336 1,867
1500 | 1200 | o200 Looo | 2000
1,134 1,134 4,638 3,402 1,701
1,134 1,134 4,636 | 3,402 1,701
1,154 1,134 4,626 3,402 1,701
1,134 1,134 4,538 3,402 1,701
1,134 1,134 4,536 3,402 1,701
1,134 1,134 4,636 3,402 1,701
1,167 | . 1,167 4,668 3,501 1,750
1,556 1,556 5,446 3,800 1,046
1,656 1,566 5,446 3,800 1,046
1,566 1,556 5,448 3,890 1,046
3,104 3,104 7,760 4,056 2,328 '

3,702 3,702 9,954 6,162 3,081
3,012 8,012 9,780 5,868 2,934

19,011 19,011 53,864 34,863 17,426
4,584 4,584 12,033 7,449 3,724
8,003 6,003 12,008 6,008 3,001

17,700 11,700 20,560 8,860 4,426

48,400 48,406 72,007 24,202 12,101 )

178 173 173 - voes

95,850 95,860 | 172,630 75,680 38,340

18,'18; 18,788 98,182 6,304 4,007
1,660 1,566 5,067 3,601 1,760
1,513 1,612 4,914 3,402 1701
1812 | © 1,512 4,014 3,402 1,701
2,268 2,268 5,209 8,024 ‘1,612
9,340 2,340 8,240 3,000 1,960
3,806 3,805 8,600 ae14 |° 2,387
7,116 7,116 14,232 7,116 3,668
3,010 3,010 7,740 4,730 2,305

2,601,300 | 2,01,306 | 6,34,376 —30,007 | 272,980 [ 1,80,487 +90,890




127

. ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL X
VALUE I¥ RUPEES, '
Serial Nome of Owners. Tenure. Survey Numboer Aren in Without ' Inclusive of | Number, | Areain
No. . - No. aq. yde. referonce | Btructures, 8q. yds -
‘ y to value of
. structutes. .
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 t{a) 6(b) : 7 8
r Rs, Rs.
14 |The Andhra Volloy Power] ... | 235(P) ., 863-A- [ 45367
Supply Company Ltd, 237 (P)
239(?) . 13‘A 10,375 EXTIITY L4 L] K] 324'A 1'053
248(P) v .
238(F) 362-A | 3,082)|
) 9,261 |
. .
i5 | Fair Life Co-oporative] ... | 252-A 14 17,038 | 125066 | 1250606 § " 18 17,860
Housing Socioty Ltd. H. No-3(P). : + X .
{Mortgagor).
Governmoent of Bombay, ’
(Mortgngee). e
16 |The Deputy Custodian of|  w.. [N.A.252..| 15 7,226 48,142 s8143 | 19 2,374
Evacuee Property for| ) . + X al i
Shri Haji Salemahom
Jamal, :  252-A * 120 1,782
. ‘ H.XNo. 1.
Tl E
262-A A )
=, _Nto_;; &) |- 21 1,073
7,225 48,142 48,143 6,129
- ' "+ X . :
17 | Shri Virji Madanji Bhagi- senne | N, A 263C. 18 2,950 21,963 21,963 23 1,744
rathi Trust. _ . +X
By =—
Narandas QGoverdhan
Lakhapatwala, 17
Manohardas Jagjivandas,
Khimji Shamjee, 18 a7 » D99
Chatrabhuj Shivjee,
Ranchordns Govindji,
Narandas Jampadns Haald,
Devji Naranji Anjaris, ‘
Odhavji Vasanji, '
Eanjee Veljee,
Trustees,
2,959 21,963 21,963 3,748
+X
18 ' | Smt, Satyawati Fakirchand wereee § 263-A 10 1,668 0,048 0,048 28 1,561
Ho NO- G-B. x
252-A
19 |Happy Life Co-nporative 93 20 432 73
using Society Ltd, , TR 13,482 63,728 63,728 94 3,962
- [ 253-A 100 6,676
H. NO- 8 (P)o
13,438 63,728 53,728 10,638
20 |[Shri Shripasd Mangesh ceeees § 202-A 21 9
Doshpan 1}; X Eawre 1,920 7,680 7,080 96 1,043
093
H, No, 6,
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?LOT
’ Contribution Addition to | Net demand
VLU IN Rurres. (+) Inorement., [Contribution. {+) or | from {+) or
C:mpe(nau; (Seétilon 65) E(Seution 66)| deduotion by (—)
ion {— olumn  (60per cont. of| from (—) | owner bein, Romaorks,
; Undeveloped, Deoveloped. ug’?ctég;mt.ion ég(a)mintta Column 12. | contribution| the ndditiu[fn e
1 _ . . Column lumn 9(z). to bo made | of Col ]
Without ' Without . 8(b) minua| - ) undor gther ll,ulrgn
roforoncoe | Inclusive of | roference IInclusivo offColumn 8 (). seotions. and 14,
to value of | structures, { to valuo of | structures.
| structures. struotures, N
9(a) 9(3) 10(a) l 10(5) 11 12 13 14 15 18 .,
- Ras, Re, Rs, Rs, Ra, Rs, Rs,
[}
saagee TS nasun [P . ek I NO. COMNONNe
' tion—No 1pcres
mont,
1,921,660 7 1,21,660 { 1,65,110 —3,900 43450 | 21,725 +17,819
. +X | U
- 21,366 81,346 26,114 4748 2,374
8,910 8,910 16,147 6,237 3,118
+ X
11,838 11,838 91,703 9,865 4,032
42,114 43114 62,064 —8,028 20,850 10,424 +4,396
+X R
16,000 15,690 15,008 erarte aranss *No increment on
+ X F.P.2260 long
o5it isused for
Charitable pur-
poses as At
presonte |
4,005 4,005 9,400 4,495 2,947 .
1
:
20,601 30,0m 245,186 —1,272 4,495 2,247 9756
X . - :
9,300 | 9300 17,171 . 583 7,805 3,002 48,320
+ X .
. . - .| .
L. -
13,867 13,807 31,098 - 17,8290 8,014 ‘
30,042 30,042 66,746 26,704 13,362 -
r -
43,909 43,900 88,442 —9,819 44,533 22,260 +12,447
7,773 7,779 16,644 +92 7,172 3,888 +3,078
=3 . ] I N
— : " Bl
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUB 1N RUPRES.
Serial Name of Owners. Tenure. Burvey Number. Areain Without | Inclusive of | Number. Area in
No. No 8q. yds. reference structures, 8q. yda,
~ to valoe of
struotures.
1 2 3 3(a) 4 i3 6{a) 6(8) 7 8
Rs, Rs,
21 Shri Dattatraya Ganesh 2562-A 22 746 3,125 3,726 96 703
Karlokar H. No- 2 (P) +X
353-A
H. No.6(P)
83
H. No.4.
1 ]
9% | Shrimati Laxmibai Para- 93 23 808 3,632 3,62 97 008
shuram Barve, H.No. b. X
23 | Smt. Sushilabai Shankar 93 24 1,255 8,275 8,275 89 1,176
Ghanekar. H. No. 2. +X
953-A
H.No.6(P)
24 {ghri Yeshwant Mahadev e 93 25 1,042 4,108 4,168 98 1,043
Paranjape. H.No.3. +X
25 !ShriGovindjiHarsi ..; .. J254 26 3,080 9,240 9,240 89 756
H. No. 11.
20 758
o1 768
3,080 9,240 9,240 2,268
26 | Shri Kantilal Mohanlal .. e 253-A 27 5,034 37,038 37,038 23 2,133
H. No. 6 (P)
. , 96 (F)
Shri Ramekant Nanalal, %4 (P}
253-A 26 1,147
H. No. & (P)
' & 7(P) .
20 1,608
\
[ 5,034 37,038 317,038 4,048
27 | 8hri Velji Harkha Patel, .e 08 28 7
Shri Kantilal Chaturdas : 9 (P) 1220 54,2561 54:'2_5xl 24 3,027
. Parekh,
Shri Dans Khima Patel,
Shri Karson Raoji Patel, 253.A o5 1,375
(Mortgagors). . No. 8 (B) ”,
Smt, Volbai Hansraj and B
Others, (Mortgagecs),
263-A
H. No. 4 (P)
30 1,580
7,220 ' 54,251 54,2% 5,002
. +
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PLOT

VALUE I¥ RupEes, Contribution ' Addition to
o (+) Inerement [Contribution (+)m:r il'fg:nd(cfﬁ(}-
Ba:!'lpenﬂﬂ- (Section 65) ((Section 66) [ dedustion by (—)
Undeveloped. Developed. S ion (—) Column | 50 per cent. | from (—) | owner being| Remark
. ur&qeéo Slectmn 10a) minus of contribution | the addition .
Without ] Without 3() m“fnn Column 9{a}. | Coluxn 12. | to be made | of Columns
* reference | Inolusive of | reference (Inclusive ofj Colum. a“z’ under other | 11,13
to value of | structures. | to valus of | struoture v 6(0). rections, and 14,
. structures, structures, B !
!
9(a) a(b) 10(a) 10(b) 11 12 13 14 15 ‘
16
Rs —— e —
. RB. 8, RB. RB‘ RS. Rs- RB.
3,615 3,515 6,327
e —210 2,813 1,406 +1,106
3,632 3,633 8 ’
X , 350 2,724 1,362 +1,362
5,876 64_8';2 10,675 —400 4,700 2,350 +1,950
4,168 4,168 7,294 310
+X 1126 1,663 -+1,563
3,208 2,268 6,203 3,024 1,513
2,208 2,268 5,303 3,024 1,612
2,308 2,908 5,202 | 3,004 1,612
6,804 6,804 15,876 —2,430 9,072 4,636 +2,100
' 19,197 10,197 93,463 4,266 2,133
5,736 5,736 10,323 4 588 3,204
11,676 11,676 18,348 6,072 3,338
36,608 36,008 52,134 —430 | . 15,626 7,763 47,333
27,243 97,243 86,334 9,c81 4,540
+ X
8,260 8,250 14,437 6,187 3,003
12,640 12,840 18,750 7,110 3,566
48,133 | 48133 70,511 —ous | 22378 | 11,188 +6.070
+ X

{0.0..) M0-s T 3480—3
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALoE v RUPEES.
Serial Name of Owners, Tenure Survey Number. Area in Without | Inclusive of | Number.| Areain
No. No. 8q. yds. reference struotures, 8q. yds.
to value of .
gtructures.
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 6(8) Y 8
ils. Ras,
28 | Shri Pragii Shivii “es . 253-A 29 1,401-75 14,917 14,917 1} 1,186
H.No. 4 (P)
29 Shri Vithaldas Damodar, .. 253-A 30 1,491-75 10,442 16,442 32 1,225
Charity Trust. H. No. 2 (P) +X
7
Trustees :— 9
1. Shri Jamnadas
Damodar Negandhi,
2. Shri JivandasLadha
Asghar.
30 | ShriTricumdas Shivii .. .. _253-A____ 31 1,401+75 10,442 10,442 a3 1,244
H. No.4 (P) +X
31 | Shri Chaturbhuj Shivji, .e 253-A 32 1,491+75 11,188 11,18x8 M 1,373
ortgagor). N ow +
St Lommibai Chatur| .. | EN0-4(P)
bhgj (Mortgagee). H.No.3
32 | Shri Bombay Xenthi e N..A. 253-B 33 6,140 55,260 55,260 35 6,140
Bhatia Mahajan. + X
Trustees :—
8hri Jamnadas Damodar
Negandhi. .
Shri Dosabhai Devii
Shri Mathuradas Ladha.
Shri Karsondas Dosa.
33 | Bai Jivibai wd/o Naranji . N.A. 254.D M 8,756 78,804 78,804 37 - 8,758
Ebji. 253-A + X
H. No. 1 ()
254-A )
H.No.6 &7
(F)
24 | Shri Bhagwatacharya) .e 253-A 35 1,000 X X 36 1,000
H. No. 1 (P}
35 | Shri Harkisondas Chhcta- e 245-A 36 17,285 80,482 80,482 82 774
al, TE&6D +600 (Rd.)
. . syt 17,885
Shrimati Girijabai Chota- . 254.4 36-A
lal Kanji. 5A,9,8A (P
A9 _ ) 101 995
102 78
103 718
104 8
105 7856
106 656
107 867
108 667
109 667
110 667
111 200
112 951
. 113 667
114 667
115 667
118 ' 607
117 661
. 17,885 80,482 80,482 13,302
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PLOT
VALDE IN RuPERs. contﬁbution Additilonto Net demand
(+) . (+) or from (+) :
J— Corapene. In ¢ ibuti i '
Tapenea- crement I'Contribution] deduction | or by(—) [ Remarka,
TUndeveloped. Developed. tion (—) | (Section 65) | (Section 66)] from (—) | owner being : .
) under Section Column |50 per cent of| contribntion | the addition] .
_—Without Withoat g'{bfnh'lmn- 10{a) minus | Column 12, | to be made | of Columns
reference | Inclusive of| reference | Inclusjve of Cuhm:n’:I ar(a:; ' Cé’fi;n“ e M h
to value of | structures. | to value of | struotures. ) ) sections. and 1.
gtructures. structures.
L e i
9a) o) 10{a) 10(8) 11 12 13 14 15 18
Rg. Rﬂ- R& RB.« Ra. Rﬂ- Re.
12,463 |- 12,4563 14,825 —92.464 2,372 1,186 -1,2":3
9,187 9,187 13,475 —1,266 4,388 2,144 4889
+X . ‘
9,330 9,330 13,684 —1,112 4,354 2,177 41,085
+X
\
.10,984 10,084 16,476 —204 5,492 2,746 +2,542
+X
4
55,260 55,260 67.540 PR 12,280 ) 6,14:0 +65140
+X :
78,804 [ 78,804 | 96316 oo 17,512 8,756 +8/758
+ X
. . vees  |Femple. No
X X X eens e b . increment.
3.870 3,870 8’127 seee 4,257 2.128 sene
4,975 4,976 10,447 g:;% f;ﬁg
. 8,112 3,112 7,002 3'800 1,046
S 3112 3,112 7,002 3890 1,045
3,112 3,112 7,002 4317 2,158
.- 8,140 3,140 7.467 3608 1,804
2,824 2.624 6,232 3335 1,667
2,608 2,008 8,003 . 3,335 1,667
2,668 2,668 6,003 3,335 1,667
2,668 2,068 6,003 3335 1,667
2,068 2,668 6,003 4,950 2,475
5400 5,400 10,350 5,230 2,615
6,857 6,657 11,887 3.001 1,600
4,002 4,002 7,003 3.001 1,600
4,002 4,002 7,003 3,001 1,600
4,002 4,002 7,003 3001 1,600
4,002 4,002 7,003 3.305 1,652
3,960 3,008 7,271 '
5 34,071 +20,237
66,618 66,048 | 1,34,801 .| e 68,153 g -~

{c.0..} mo-a P 3489—3a



ORIGINAL PLOT FINAT,
L 3
VALUE IF Rueges.
Serial Name of Owners. Tenure. Survey Number Area in Without | Inclusive of | Number. Ares in
No No. 8q. yds. reference structures. 8¢. yday
- to value of
structures.
| 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 8(b) 7 8
Rs, Rs, Ry,
36 | Shri Dahyabhai Waghji- . 253 36-B 1,270 1 1 Nil s
bhai and Others. H. No. 2.
37 | Shri Bhanji Kbetsi  ..{ . 246 37 1,813 5,445 5,445 83 817
TH.No. 4
246 38 30 30 30 84 817
| H. No.5
246 39 30 30 . 30 85 817
H. No. 2
240 84 2,117 6,351 6,351 191 1,238
H.No. 1
3,992 11,858 11,856 3,689
. .
38 | Shri Dayabhai Mulji . e - 245.4 78 484 1,936 1,936 187.A 510
H. No. 8
3% JShri Bhaishankar Pra- 246 40 363 1,633 1,633 Nil,
bhashankar Dave, “H.No. 1. .
243 104 272 1,088 1,085 Xil.
H.No. 15,
241 110 514 1,285 1,285 Nil.
H.No.3
1,149 4,008 4,006 arvenn
40 |8hri Dayslji Hariram N.A, 41 4,996 42,709 42,799 28 2,438
Thakkar, . 254-C .
Shrimati Gedavari wife of 254- A
R e e '
| 254-A 39 1,049
H. NO. 2(P)-
-” 254'A 4’0 996
H.No.(p)
4,096 42,799 42.709 4,483 |
: + X
41 Shlrgimfiflii Keshavjif ... N.A.264-F 42 +5,065 45,036 45,036 41 1,062
'\'a . 4+ X 4
A
254-A
H-2 ?’;-1(1’)
<A
Ko, 2(P) 42 2,843
254~A !
' H. NO. 3(P) v
6,005 45,038 45,036

+ X

3,895
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PLOT
VALUE 1N RUPEES - Con(t _rii_t;ut.ion A(}d.it)ion to Igft domand
. +)or 0 or
Compensa- Increment (Contribution | deduction by ((j—-;
Undeveloped. I Developed, tion{—) [ (Section 65) ! (Section 66) from(—) | owner being! Remarks,
, | unéd;té S(i}(!tlon 1O(Cco)lum_n 5(())0 piar canti g' :oul:mbutllou the :uildxtxons
. " ¥ olumn a A !
Without | inclusive of | Without | Inclusive of [ 8(b) minus Golmnnmf;&'f - u:dei ‘r)n;lil(; Of;i) 1;;"13
reference | atructures. | reference structures. ] Colomn 6(b). sections end 14
to value of to value of ’ )
structures, struoctures.
L]
9a) . 9(b) 10(a) 10(8) 11 12 13 14 15 16
I
Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs, s, Ra, Rs.
cees . . -1 | ... —1 | Absorbed in
the Road.
2,451 2,451 6,127 3,676 1,838
2,451 2,451 6,127 3,676 1,838
2,451 2,451 6,127 3,676 1,838
4,052 4,952 12,999 8,047 4,023
12,305 12,305 31,380 +449 19,075 9,537 + 9,988
2,295 2,295 5,356 +350 - 3,060 1,530 --1,389
1 eansee ] sensee e ssnzes | seswee
e | o | e 4008 | | 8006
' A
; 24,380 24,380 28,037 3,657 1,828
- ’
i
7,343 7,343 11,539 4,196 2,098
+X :
6,972 6,972 10,956 3,984 1,992
G | —"" [
38,695 38,695 50,532 —4,104 11,837 5,918 ’ 41,814
+X
T 8418 ' 8,416 13,676 5,260 2,620
i
T 28,430 28,430 35,637 7007 3,563
: +X
! : S
f 36,846 36,846 49,213 —8,100 | 12,367 6,183 — 2,007
: +X
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i ORIGINAL FLOT FINAL
Vaive v RuUrkes,
.Serial Name of Qwners. Tenure. Survey Number, Area in Without | Inclusive of § Number, Aren in
No, C No. £q. yds. reference | structures. 69, yds.
to.value of "
structures.
- —_—
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 6(b) 7 8
Ra. Ra.
42 | SheiKhimji Velii e  we | N.A.254B 43 11,880 | 1,02,606 1,02,606 43 5,618
+ X
ShriVasanjiKhimji .. 25522
.s - No. 3.
ShriRaviiKhimii o) w | Hobea
H.Xo. 1 (P) 40 2,502
254-A
H. No. 2(P)
254-A
H- No. 3(P, o '
11,880 1,02,606 | 1,02,606 8,210
: +X
43 | ShriShivdas Kanii Patel. v 245-A 45 844 6,346 6,846 138 mn3
. TH. No.6(P) + 134 + X
Shri Manibhai Velji Patel.] ... Hﬁ;;(l’i Road
Shri Manilal Ponjabha H. No. 3(P) 978
Patel (Murtgagors), -
The Trustece of the
Lakhapatia Trust,
(Mortgagees),
44 | ShriShivdas Knnji Patel. 245-A 60 873 8,560 6,580 135 783
H. No. 0(P) + ﬁ;md
ShriManibhai Valji Patel,
Shri Manilal Punjabhai 010
Patel.
45 S%rlm‘{{athubhﬂ.l Numyan s 245-A 46 ].m!;':' 10,640 10,640 18 835
atel. H. No. O(P) illp +X
254-A ‘ “
H. NO.'E(P) 1'330
204-A
H. No.4(F).
L
48 | 8hri Chondulal Bhagwon- ee 245-A 47 002 8,776 < 6,770 119 900
dus Salarka, H. No, (D). + ﬂgoad N
Shrimati Rambhabai wife 254-A ha
da ji —
gilnlst:.gwnn 6 Pragji H. No.5(p). U(.?B )
47 | 8hri Anupochand e 245-A 48 908 6.825 o
Lakhamusi Mchata, o), 4 s . ?1133{.) 120 908
254-A Road, .
5(0)
* . 254-A 9716
OB(P)
48 | 8hri Bhrikrishna Vishnu e 245-A 40 - 016 6.881 6.851 .
Jushi, . . No. 6(P). + 67 ’ _'v- X 121 p10
Shri Dnttatmy Dhondu us _‘%&_A_ Road,
- Nagraj, H. No. 6(P), 983
49 | 8hri Dasodoer Mohanlal,.. s 245-A 5 o o
Shri Mohanla] Motichand ENo 60| - +oa 6,923 g:”gg 122 922
Bhri Dwarkoadas Mohonla], Rond . .
8hri Rumnikla] Mohanla],
8hri Kantilu] Mvhanla] ... 080
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LOT
' Varvs In RUuPERs, LContribution Addition to [Net demand
(+) (+) or from (+)
Compensa- | Inorement (Contribution | deduction or by{—) Romarks,
Undeveloped. Developed. tion(—) | (Section 65)| (Section 68) | from{-—) {owner being
under Section| Column 150 per cant of| ¢contribation | the addition
. . 67, column | 10(a) minus| Column 12, | to be made [of Colunmns
~ Without Without 9(byminus |Colamn 9(a). under other 11,13
roference | Imglusive of | reference | Inclusive of | Column 6(3). " seotions, and 14,
to value of 3| structures. | to value of | struobures,
struotures, structures,
9(a). 8(b). 10(a) 10(b) 11 12 13 14 15 18
Rs, Re. Rs. Rs.’ Rs. R, Rs,
56,180 56,180 70,225 14,045 7,022
20,736 20,736 33,606 12,960 6,480
+ X .
76,916 76,016 | 1,03,921 — 25,600 27,005 13,602 ' —12,188
+ X
5,704 5,704 8,650 —1,142 2,852 1,426 4284
+
. L ]
1
5,872 5,872 9,004 —708 3,132 1,566 4868 :
7,516 7,616 11,272 —3,125 3,767 1,878 —1.247
+ X
i
6,750 6,750 10,350 —26 3,800 1,800 LI
8,810 6,810 10,442 —15 3,632 1,816 H.801
+ X
: 2
6,870 6,870 10,634 —11 3,004 1,832 +1,621 .
+ X -
. 41,830
6,015 6,015 | . 10,603 -8 3,088 1,544 +
+ X
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ORIGINAL PLOT

FINAL

' VALUE IN RUPERS,
Serial Name of Owners, Tenure, Survey | Number, Arcain Without | Inclusive of ] Number, | . Areain
Non. No. 8q. yds. reference structures, 8q. yda,
to value of
structurcs,
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6{a) G(b) 7 8
Ra, Rs.
50 | Shri K-shavial Haribhai} .., 245-A 51 927 6,058 6,958 123 “927
Parmar, .No. 6(P). + 67 + X
Shri Amr;tlal Haribhai H. No. 6} Road, .
Parmar,
Shri J:thalal Haribhai 004
Parmar, (Mortgagors).
Shri Kusumchandra Daya-
bhai (dortgagee).
51 | Shri Thoban Shamji 245-A 52 932 6,993 6,084 124 932
Mandhaviya. . No. 6(P). + Rm.?lT + X
099
52 | ShriDh'rajlalShambhulal . 245-A 53 906 5,820 5,820 125 912
Upadhyays, T 0. 60) + 8 + X
Shri Kantila]l Shambhulal Road,
Upadhaysya. —
970
53 | Shrimsati Motibai Mn'i 245-A 5 1,057 6,768 6,768 129 806
Gondalia, H. No. 6(P). + 7 .
Road.
1,128
54 | The Chairman, Property .o 244-A 74 1,298 8,136 8,13.8 143 1,000
Investment Co., Ltd. H. No. C-B + 58
H. No. 2/4 Rosd.
1,356
55 | Shri Harilal Raghanath . 245-A 74-A 068 5,808 5,808 128 1,241
Mehata, H. No. 7
56 Sl}ri "Vallabhdas Valji e 245-A 85 873 6,580 6,380 130 780
Sampat. H. No. 6 (P) + 67 +X
R-ad.
840
57 :g; gﬁg LD[:;TB] g_ivs ‘) .- 245-A 56 873 8,580 6,580 131 780
ji Jiva an 1. No. 4+ 67 +X
(¢} Laxman Jiva, H. No. 8 (F) . R-ad.
Minors by their Nataral
Guardian and- mother; 940
Bai Gangabai Jiva
{Mortgagors).
Shri Dhirajlal Mohanlal
(Mortgagee).
53 | Bhri Jethabhai Hirji ..| .. 245-A 57 874 6,580 6,580 132 780
Shri  Jadhaviji Hirji H. No. 8 (P) + 66 +X
{(Mortgagors). Road.
Skri Ravjibhai Cha’ uwrbhuj
Muliwala (Mortgagee). 040
39 | Bbri Raojibhai Chaturbhuj e 245-A RS 873 6,580 6,580 133 783
Muliwala. H. No. 6 (P) + 87
Rcad.
940
€0 | Shri Hargovinddas Ramji.f, ., [ 2454 59 73 8,580 6,550 134 783
bhai Mehata, H.No.8 (P) + 67 +X ‘-
Shri Chctalal Ramjibhai Road.
Mehata, -
940
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-’-———_
PLOT
VaLuR 15 RUPEES, )C‘mt('f:_’;“i"n Ad(dition to |Net domand
—_— Comp ensa.l In o +} or from (+)
: . erement  [Contribution | deduot; al
Undoveloped- ’ Developed. L':&"l (S—) {Section 65) | (Section §6) f:ox;o(f? ov(:;};ry{mir): Remark
Withoat Without 87 Coymu| 16-aumn 160 por cont off contribution | tho additien]
feference Tnelusive of tmfe eaco | Inclusiveof| § () minus CD].ut)an:u;(e;; Column 12, | to ho mado | of Columns
to value of | structures. | to value of | structures, [Coluymn 8(b). . undor other | 11,13
straoturod. atruotnros, ] sections, and 14,
9(a) 8{b) 10{a) 10(5) 11 12 13 14 15 o
Rs, Rs. Ra. Rs. Ry, R, Ra ’
6,852 6,952 10,660 _ — )
3 X 8 3,708 1,834 +1,848
]
6,99 8,990 10,718 _ .
0 +X 3 3,728 1,884 41,861
5,90 02 , :
5,028 5+ xs 10,488 +108 4,560 2,280 42,388
5,239 5,239 9,260 —1,529 4,030 2,015 4486
6,500 8,500 11,600 "—1,636 5,000 2,500 +864
.
7,448 7,46 16,133 +1,638 8,687 4,343 46,081
5,850 5,850 8,970 —730 3,120 1,560 4630
5,850 5,850 8,970 . —730 3,120 1,660 + 630
+X
5,850 5,570 8,070 —7%0 3,120 1,500 4420
+X
5872 5572 9,004 —7r 3,132 1544 4 858
[ - 84
5572 5572 9,004 5 0 2122 174
+ x 4 !
'

lG.C.P,} -4 P uhH
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUR 1IN RUEERS,
Serial Name of Qwners, Tenure, | C. Survey Numpber, Arcain Without Inclusive of | Number. Area in
No. No, 8q. yds. reference structures, 5q. yds,
- to value of
struotures, v
1 2 3 3(a) . 5. 6(a)- 6(8) 7 8
R, Ra.
61 | Shri Valji Jethabhai .. . 245-A 61 1,030 10,896 10,896 136 714
T No.6 (D) ¥180
0.6 (F) Road.
+152
- Rﬂ&d. .
+ 1,362
62 | Shri. Bhupatrai Chunilall .. 245-A 62 858 6,044 6,044 137 727
Kapasi. . No. 6 (P +134
Shrimati Lilavati wife of H. No. 8 (F) Road.
Bhupatrai Chunilal —
Kapasi. 992
63 | Shri Meghaji Vallabhdas . N.A. 255/(P) 63-A 1,813 25,382 26,382 48 1,813
Charity Trust :—By : 13 +X
Shri Jamnadas Meghjt.
Shri Purushotltam Meghji.
Shrimati Valabhen Chatur- !
vhuj. e
imati Manibhen Chhota- *
1al.
Shrimati  Premkuvarbai
Purushottam.
Shrimati Zaverbai Jamna-
das—Trustees.
64 | Shri Meghaji Vallabhadas,| _.. N.A. 255,(P) 63.B 1,213 14,656 14,5658 49 1,213
Family Trust. By:— i3 +X
Shri Jamnadas Meghji, .
Shri Purushottam Meghji, .
Shri Narandas Meghji—
Trustets
65 | Shri Ré.nohordas Ramdes .o N. A, 255,22 64 Los3 11,796 11,796 50 983
Patel, H. No. 2 . +X
Shri Chynilal Bhagwandas.
H . '
66 | Shri Suryakant Hariram . N. A, 255/14 65 5256 5,775 5,715 51 525 -
Kothari. . ‘ ’ +X
67 | Bhri Gulabchand Nensi, . N. A.255/23 66 1,007 10,070 10,070 62 1,007
Shri Motilal Nensi, +X
8hri Chunilal Nensi,
Bhri Morarji Nensi,
Bhri Mohanlal Nensi,
Bhri Naranji Nensi, -
68 | Bhri Vallabhaji Hirj'i, .e N. A.255/15 67 1,060 10,600 10,600 53 1,060
8hri Jayantilal Hirji, +X
Bhri Kantilal Hirji. -
69 | Shri Javerchand Kheraj . N. A.245C 68 1,343 14,778 14,773 54 1,343
. +X q
70 S%ri Bhatiawadi Trust . 245-A 69 805 8,855 6,855 146 605
¥ H, No. 1 (P}
(1) Shri  Bbagwandas H.No.1(P) '
Rattansy,
(2) Shri  Purushottam
Jethabhai,
(3) ShriLaxmidas Hirji,
Trustees,
71 | Bhrimati Vrajkorbai . N.A 244 A 70 164 1,640 64
Dwarkadas, N. A, 245-A & o 81.}13 139 8,104
72 | Shri Dharamsl Goksl] .. 245.A 7 1,125 18,400 8,400 140 1,126
Ralkhasia, H, No. 4 (D) +75
Road,
1,200
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PLOTI.' N
[ _— <.
VALUE 1IN RUPEzs. Contribution Addition to | Net demand
h (+) Incr_ement {+)or |[from (4) or
— sapnpen- | (Sootion 65) (Contribution | deduetion | by (—)
Undeveloped. Developed dor Se (—) [Column 10(a;| (Section 66) | from (—) |owner being | Remarks
) o ooton)  arinus (50 per cent of| contribution | the addition ’
' 9(d) ml:m Column 9(a). | Column 12, | to be made | of Columns
Without | Inclusive of{ Without | Inclusive of | Column 6(b) under other |11, 13 and 14
reference structures, | reference structures, ‘ sections.
to value of to value of
struotures. structures,
9(a) 9(b) 10(a) 10(%) 11 12 13 ” 15 16
Rs, Rs, Rs. Ras. Rs.: Rs. Rs,
6,426 6,420 9,639 —4,470 3,213 1,606 —2 564
5,816 [6,816 8,724 —1,128 "2,908 1,454 +328
25,383 25_'38x2 26,288 e 206 463 +458 |Noinorement
on 1/2 ares
occepied by
the temple.
14,556 14,6508 15,769 v 1,213 608 4-808
+X
11,796 11,796 12,719 R 083 491 +401
+4+-X
5,716 6,775 8,602 cane 787 293 . 4393
+X :
10,070 10,070 11,680 vees 1,510 755 1766
+X
110,800 10,600 | 12,100 veee 1,600 795 4795
X
14,773 14,773 18,802 ceee 4,029 2,014 +2,014
+X
6’655 6,655 6,655 sy anen sres p bl
: 7
31,640 31,610 42,114 e 11,074 5,537 +5,63
+X
2,287
8,437 8,437 12,037 +37 4,500 2,250 +2 )

(@.0,r.) M0-A P 3489—4a
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W ORIGINAL PLOT FINAIL
7
YALUR IN RUPEES.
Scriall] - Neme of Owners. Tenure‘
No. " : . oa i
Surve Number, Areain Without | Inclus've of § Numbcr, é“‘ay'.';
No. sq. yds. | reference | structurcs, 9. >,
- to value of
structures,
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 8(3) 7 8
Rs, Re.
73 ] Shri Lalji Dayabhai .. .n 245.A 72 3,532 26,590 28,590 141 : 3,532
Shri Nanji Dayabhai, H No. 43 +233 Rd. +X
444 3,765
A No.23 P ' '
74 | Shri Navalkishore Indra- . 244-A 73 933 Rd 7,047 7,047 142 933
sing Mota, H. No. 2/ +62 Rd.
Shri Onkardas Shan.- H.No.23P
kardas. 993
75 | (1) Shri Vasaot Momhwhs: iy 245.4 5 485 2,910 2,910 145 684
Bhide s miner by hi TN
father  and natural H. No.2C(P)
guardian, =~ Moreshwas
VYasudev Bhide,
{2) Shrimati Sns*;ilabm
"Moreshwar Bhide.
76 | ShriJagashi Devji .| .. |ggsa 76 6,113 64,940 64,940 | 147 6,113
— +-381 Rd. +X
H. No. 4-B
o14.4 6,494
H. No. 8-B(P)
ueh
H. No. 2/6.
77 { Shrimsti Parvatibai Maba- .. 244.A 71 5,338 37,366 37,368 148 1,971
deo Jnshi. N2z +%
244-A ’ 140 2100 -
"H.No. 2/6 .
otan 150 836
H.No.5,64
%A, 151 715
245-A
. 2B
245-A
& i —
5,338 317,366 37,368 . 5,622
+X
78 | Shri Ramzan Salemaho- . 245.A 80 8
o B ot ame TN 96 3,872 3,872 144 724
wd fo Sale Mahomed Aba,
ShIl:hAhdul Karim Sale 245-A
Mahomed a minor by his I No. o 79
mother and  natural H. No. 9 i 1,604 1604 187(8) 613
guardizn Shrimati Hurbai .
wdio' Sale Mahomed —2]';21?‘)—%: .
Aba. aintaa 81 726 3,630 3,630 189 672
245.A
T N3 13(P) 4,608 18,392 18,392 102 1,332
188 1,332
8,776 27,688 27,688 4,573
79 | Shri Khimji Gokaldas ..| ., 243 82 60 12 i ’
. No. 22 0 120 i
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PLOT
VaLUur 18 RUPEES, Con:ribution Addition to | Net demand
+) Tncrement (+) or | from (+) or
Undeveloped. Developed Componsation (Secggr (?5‘) Contribution| deduction by (—)
‘ oped. ' 0 Column ~ | (Section 66) | from {—) |owner boing| Remarks.
,lader Section 10{q) minus 60 per cent, |contribution | the addition| - '
Without Without 9}6()}0}:1% Column 9(a) | °F 01(>21umn to (111 o mal.lde of Golnmug
reserence | Inclusive of | reference | Inolusive of | Column 6 ®). . u :e c?‘l other u:;lll?z
to value of | structures. | to value of | structares, 1on8. an *
structures. structures.
9(a) 9(5) 19(e) 10(b) 11 12 13 14 16 16
Rs. Re. Rs, Rs. R'; Re. Ra,
26,490 26,400 40,618 —100 14,128 7,064 +6,964
+X »
4,104 4,104 8,208 +1,194 4,104 2,052 +3.246
64,186 841,186 79,469 — 754 15,283 7,641 + 6,887
+X
15,768 13,768 23,652 7,884 3,942
14,700 14,700 23,100 8,400 4,200
5,016 5,016 10,032 5,016 2,508 .
+X
4,200 4,290 9,295 5,005 2,502
39,774 39,774 66,079 +2,408 26,305 13,152 + 15,560
+X
-
4,344 4,344 8,412 5,068 2 534
2,308 2,308 ' 5,643 3,335 1,667
3,024 3,024 6,720 3,696 1,848
5,328 5,328 13,320 7,992 3,996
5,904 5,904 13,320 7,326 8,663
z B 7,11
20,998 20,098 48,4156 —8,590 27,417 13,708 +7,118
e serand senary -_120 sencer bt _120
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUE Ix RureEs,
Serial - . -
Name of Owners., Tenure,
No. . . _
° S?Q_rvey Number, ﬁren"; Without | Inclusiveof | Number, .
0. q. yds. reference structures, Ares in
i to valuc of Bq. yds,
structures, '
1 2 3(a) 4 5 6(a) a() 7 8
Ras. Ra.
80 | Shrimati Chandrsbhags | .. | 244A 85 5,772 57,720 57,720 152 4,809
Kakalbhai, H. No. 2 (P) +X
244-A .
. No. 3B(P) _
244-A 86 2,059 14,413 14,413 153 736
H. No. 4 (&)
242.A 154 733
H. No. 27
7,831 72,133 72,133 6218
+X
f v
81 | Shrimati Bhanumati .. 242.A g0 1,914 15,312 15,312 159 1,860
 ‘Wadilal Gandhi. H. No. 3¢ +X
242-A
H. No. 4B(P)
242-A
H. No: 3B(P)
82 | Shri Mansukhlal Premiji . . e, | 243 87 5,082 25,410 25,410 155 738
’ H. No. 17 .
158 747
190 648
168 820
5,082 25,410 25,410 2,051
e — e
83 | Shri Rajaram  Hirji, .. 244.C 88 1,935 23,220 23,220 157 1,935
{Mortgagor). +X
Bhri Velji Liladhar,
{Mortgagee). -
84 | The Becretary, Vadila] - 244-A 89 5,025 50,250 60,250 168 §,026
Chaturbtlimjl. Gurukul H. No. 3-A. +X
High Schoo
244-A
H.No.2j8
244.A
H., No. 8. .
242.A
H. NO. 3’D.
%42-A
H, No. 4-B(P)
257-A
H. No. 4(F).
85 | Shri ga-nnbha.i Jasraj, .. 243 21 2,028 12,156 12,166 162 1,204
Javeri, - No. X
Shri Ramniklal Manobhail .. H. No. 12(P) +
Javeri, 242.A
8hri Himatlal Manubhai -« [H.No. 3-B(P)
Jdaveri,
(Mortgagore). ?Iuifo 2
Shri Nanji Ramji Shah, . . " S
Bai Laxmibai wif.']g of 249 A
Nanji Ramji Shah, H. No. 3-A.
Shri Dhanji Ramji Shah, H. No. 3-A.
Bai Panbai wife of Dhanji
Ramji 8hah,
{Mortgagees}.
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PLOT
| VALUE IN RupERs. %I}t_f?“tion A&ii)tion to Nfe;ﬁ demand I
. or
om}(wﬁ;utxon Increment (i%ntii.bution geduction or%y((-l_‘)) ’
Undeveloped. Developed. o Jecti ection 68) | from (—) | owner bei
B P pod under Section (Ssction 65).| 50 per cent. | contaibution| the sadiies | Bemarks,
' ] % (b()}:}:}mn 10(a) minys| ©f Column | tobe made | of Columps |
yithout ) Without i [V 9a) 12. | under other 11,13 '
reference | Inclusive of |  reference | Inclusive of | Column 6(b). . sections, and 14.
to value of | struotures, to value of | structures,
strnctures, structures. \
1
9(a) 9(b} 10(a} 10(5) 11 12 13 14 15 " 16
Es. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. - Res, Ras. :
60,494 60,4904 62,617 12,023 6,01
+X 0 ,011
5,520 6,520 8,464 2,044 1,472
5,497 5,497 8,420 2,932 1,466
61,611 01.511 79,410 —10,622 17,899 8,949 —1,873
+X
16,810 156,810 20,480 +-498 4,650 2,325 42,823
+X
4,418 4,416 7,128 3,312 1,656
4,482 4,482 9,711 5,229 2,614
2,016 2,016 7,128 * 4,212 2,106
3,690 3,600 9,430 5,740 2,870 )
16,504 16,504 83,997 —9,906 18,403 9,246 —600
£3,220 23,220 26,122 reee 2,002 1,451 1,451
. + X
60,260 50,250 67,787 7,637 1,884  +1,88¢ | Inoremental con-
+X . : : tribgtion  at
half " the per-
centage rate
propesed  for
the | whole
. gchome,
8 428 8,428 | 13,244 —3,7128 4,816 2,408 —1,820
+X .
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUE IN RUPEES,
Sorjal
. Nogrte of Owners, Tennure, .
No. o Survey Number, SAI‘G;&: Without } Inclusive of ] Number, Areain
No. q. . 1-ci¢arenccf structures, Bq. yds,
to value o
structurcs,
1 9 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 8(6) 7 8
]
Rs. Ra.
86 { Shri Brijlal Ramjidas . 243 4 726 2,178 2,178
Shri Bilasrai Joharmal e H No. 18.
Shri Keshavlal Mulchand .e
240 98 454 1,362 1,362
H.No. 4
041 111 1,754 4,385 4,385 223 1,475
H-. No. 2.
933 122 726 2,004 2,004
H.No. 9.
233 123 514 1,642 1,542 221 46
H. No.15_
9249.C 130 121 242 242
H. No. 4.
232 136 332 1,494 1,404 216 889
H. No.5-B. .
233 138 1,300 5,200 3,200 246 667
H.No. 1.
232 143 700 3,500 3,500 176 1,011
H. No.1-A.
233 [ 42 1,210 3,026 3,025 235 779
H. No. 4.
230 154 605 2,085 2,085 256 779
H.No. 9. :
230 158 302 1,208 1,208
H.No.5.
226 180(P) 211 1,266 1,266 239 874
H.No. 3(P)
gsn - 185 4,446 31,122 31,122 269 1,008
s 0. 1.
268 1,056
gmNO > 213 1,724 - 6,806 6,806 328 727
' ! > 329 789
— 15,215 08,409 68’409 vase 11.000
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——— e ———
PLOT
tribati
VALu® 1IN Rurenms, Contribation In Ad(t:i_t)ion to | Net demand
Co . cTement R or from ()
oo | (i ombtion | atbison | i (1
Undevcloped. Developed, under Sectiop| . Column (Section66) | from (—) |ownet being
— 67 Column | 10(a) minus 5?; per cent. off contribution | the addition | ReMmATES,
Without Withoat (%) minus Column 9(a). olumn 12. LO&JB o | of Columns
reference [ Inclusive of | reference | Inclusive of { Cvlumn 6(3). u;lec t;}' other 11,13
to value of | structures. | to value of | strgeturcs ions, and 14,
stracturcs, structutes, '
9(a) 8(d) 1u{a} 10
( ) 1 12 13 14 15 16
Rs. Res, .
Re RB. Rs, Rg_ RS.
4,425 4,425 9,687 G162 2,681
]
2,838 2,838 5,076 2,838 1,419
3,111 3,111 7.112 4,001 2,000
3,335 3,336 6,670 3,336 1,867
6,066 6,066 12,132 6,066 3,033
2,337 2,337 4,674 2,337 1,168
2,337 2,337 4,674 2,337 1,168
3,408 3,406 7,806 4,370 2,185
4,032 4,032 11,088 7,056 3,628
4,224 4,224 11,088 6,864 3,432
2,908 2,008 5,089 2,181 1,080
3,166 3,168 5,623 2,367 1,183
42,265 42,265 91,179 —26,144 48,014 24,464 —1,600

(0.0.r.) M0o-A P 3480—5
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
YALUE Ix RUrERS.
Serial Name of Owners. Tenure.| Survey © Number, Areain Without | Inclusiveof | Nuomber. Area in
No. No. sq. yds, reforence structutes, 8q. yda,
to value of
structures,
1 2 3 IHa) 4 5 6{a} 85 7 8
Rs. Rea.
87 | Sbri Dabyalal Makanji .. 240 o7 4563 1,350 1,359 reen
h H.No. 3.
239 08 1,058 2,640 2,645 160 760
H. No. 2.
243 103 1,301 8,310 8,316 161 1,260
H. No. 12(P})
242.C 106 4,840 16,940 16,940 208 1,112
H. No.6.
209 1,221
210 1,221
211 1,067 .
233 108 332 830 830 212 714
H.No.20.
233 131 } 1,965 3,805 5,806 251 850
H.Nos.2 121(P)
& 6B. ,
230 148 7,662 22,636 22,888 240 833
H.Nos.1
and 3. 241 857
257 kin't
258 772
298 -~ 160 3,207 10,485 16,485 231 749
H. Nos. 8,
11,16, and17. . . . 230 748
210 151 242 968 868 vese .
"H.No.8.
9295 161(P) 453 2,265 2,205 ceen cees
" H.No.12-B
095 172(P) 1,210 6,060 6,050 234 185
H. No. 5.
22,803 84,460 84,400 . 13,708
88 | Shri Doongersey Ganal ... 257-D 99 3,243 38,016 38,016 163 3,243
. +X
89 Wa,dilgl Ch a.lt urb hyj 044-A 100 3,312 33,120 33,120 164 3,312
Family Settlement T -y +X
Tmﬂt. By . 3.50.2!10.
ShriMansukhlal P, Parekhb| .. 244-A
SkriJaswantl.l V, Bhah .- H g T -
Shri Bhupendra Chaganl:l| .. s B0 1 : |
Purgh. 11 ..l . 257-A
ShriKantilal Mohanlal . { .. =
‘Ajraera. _ H. No.3(P)
Shri Manpilal Chaturbhuj| ... 207-A .
Gandhi, (Trustoes), H. Ko.4(P)
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IS
PLOT,
' ViLoR IXN Rurees, T
C(Tnh?_l;_v;hon ’ Ac}ditionto Notdemand
e oL +) or | from r Remarks,
Undeveloped. Developed. (iqmpensa- Incrpment Contribution| deduction ],y( ?_._))0 emarks
ion {—) [({Section 65) (Bection €6) from (—) {owner being
uggeé uﬂiocl::oul ‘0001[1!]’![]. o0 per gent of| contribution |theaddition
Without Without HA umn o (a) minus | Column 12. | under other | of Columns
roference | Inclusiveof | reference | Inclusive of o m;guba olumn 9{a). seotions, 11,13
to valuoof | structures.| to valucof| structures,| - o @. and 14.
structures. structures,
fla I 10(a
(@) ) (@) 10(%) | n 12 13 14 15 16
Ra. Re. Rs. Rs. Rs. ‘Re.
4,660 4,560 9,120 4 560 2 980
7,560 7,560 15,120 7.560 3750
,
4,448 4,448 10,008 5,560 2,780
. 4,584 4,883 10,989 6,105 3,052
4,884 4,834 10,989 6,105 3,052
4,228 4,258 10,041 5,813 2,906
2,449 2,400 6,069 3,570 1,785
2,976 2,976 7,225 4,250 2,125
4,998 4,908 9,163 - 4,185 2,082
5,142 5,142 9,855 4,713 2,356
2,313 2,313 5,011 2,698 1,349
2,318 2,316 5,018 2,702 1,351
4,494 4,404 9,362 4,868 2,434
4,476 4,476 8,952 4,476 2,238
4,110 4,710 9,420 4,710 2,355
64,487 64,487 1,36,342 —19,982 71,856 35,8256 415,943
88,016 ag016 | 43,780 4,86 | 2432 +2432
+X :
83,120 33,120 38,088 4,988 | - 2484 +2.484
+X

{9.0.2.) M0-a P 3489—5a
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
. Yirve IN RpoPERS
Serial Surve Number, Avrenin Without | Inclusiveof | Number, Areain
No. Namse of Owners, Tenure. No. b 8q. yds, reference | structures, 8q. yds,
to value of ’
structures,
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 6(b) 7 8
X Rs. Rs.
90 |[Shri Euwarji Lalji . _2-3?_-_;\ 101 2,420 19,360 19,360 166 2,300
Bharmal, H.No. 1. b
91 |Shrimati Mary Paul 243 102 393 1,986 1,965 166 506
Shinde. H. No. 8.
93 | ShriShankar Ramochandra - 243 106 3,296 16,480 16,480 108 7al
Sawant. H. No. 11.
Shri Hari Ramchandra! .. 243 199 779
Sawant. H.No.13. '
L
. | 243 200 719
H.No.14,
3,200 18,480 16,480 | ... 2,279
93 |Shri Karamsi Premji ... 233 107 786 2,368 2,368 213 721
H.No.16(P)
04 | Shrilshwarlal Karsondas. - 243 112 2,631 14,470 14,470 168 047
H. Nos. 3,4
Shri Hasmukhlal andog.
Karsondas.
Shri Harisohan dra
Kargondaa. 169 . 647
233 121{1) 3,841 16,364 16,364 208 7706
H.Nos. 64, :
8,12Pand
21,
207 778
6,472 29,834 29,834 " 3,148
95 | Bhrimati Parwatibai .o 233 123(P)
Mahadeo Nivelkar, 13y |
233 124 380 1,280 1,280 224 304
22
233 121(P)
12(%)
96 |The Bombay Cutchi Visal .. 243 113. 272 1,224 1,224 167 488
Oswal Deohrawasi Jain "E.No 5.
Mahajan Charitable
Trust By:—
Shri Ramji Raoji Lalan,
Managing Trustee,
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PLOT
VarLva I Rupees Contri(tr;ion Ai‘ii_t)ion to| Net demand
ol i
~ by | dumemet | Gttt dsdulon| | arty ()
Undeveloped De —) ¢ (Section 66), tom (—)| owner bein
. P veloped ug;ieé si:;::;on mColun}n 50 percent, of[ contribytion| the additioi Remanrks,
Without | Inclusiveof | Without | Inclusiveof gfb):‘.;nmn Cul(a) mé?ua Column 12, | to be made] of Columns
reference structures. | reference structures, | Column 6(d) umn 9{a). under other 11,13
to value of to valyo of . soctions, and 14,
gtructures. structures,
%{a). 9(%). 10{a) 10(8) 1 12 1. ” . 16
R8. Ra. Rs. Re. Rs. Rs, Rs.
18,400 18,100 29,900 —989 11,500 5,750 +4,790
3,642 3,642 5,566 41,577 92,024 1,012 +2,589
3,605 3,005 7,931 4,3% 2,163
3,805 3,895 8,569 4,674 2,337
3,885 3,805 8,569 4,674 2,337
11,385 11,395 25,069 —3,085 13,674 6,837 +1,752
2,573 2,523 5,768 4165 3,245 1,622 +1,787
5,682 5,662 12,311 . 6,629 3,314
3,882 3,882 6,793 2,011 1,455
3,402 3,492 8,148 4,656 2,328
3,501 8,501 7,391 3,890 1945
16,657 16,5657 34,643 —13,277 18,086 9,042 —4,235
1,520 1,520 3,496 +240 1,976 988 +1,228
3,402 - 8,402 5,832 +2,178 2,430 1,216 +5,393
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUR 1IN RUpRRS
Serial Survey Number Arcain Without Inclurive of | Number. Fen
No. ) Name of Owners, Tenure, No. 8q. yds. refeTenco structures, gAq_N;:ir; )
to value of '
sirycturcs,
1 2 3 3(a) 4 b 8(a) 6(%) 7 8
Ra. Rs,
97 | Shri l}uhjd Jamshedji .. 243 115 393 1,768 1,768 170 812
. Irani, H.No. 7.
230 141 816 2,448 2,448
H. No. 13,
225 161(P} 1,058 5,200 5,290 232 867
H. Nu. 12A,
101 165 605 3,630 3,630 233 680
102 166 302 1,359 1,359
226 167 665 2,092 2,992
b H.No. 9
88 168 1,240 2,480 2,480 259 778
229 170 2,208 4,418 4,416 322 2,280
H. No. 3.
| 229 175 8,349 8,340 8,349 320 10,880
H. No. 1.
228 18l 2,934 17,004 17,604 237 872
H. No. 2.
238 888
226 189 3,811 26,677 26,877 261 778
H, No. 7
and 8,
262 778
: 103 188 181 005 905
E 105 188 847 5,020 5,929 263 778
1 H. No, 1,
i 204 1,333
iod 191 181 805 905 ”
; 223 192 2,238 13,428 13,428 278 600
: H, No. 2. }
225 172(P) 544 2,720 2,720 245 667
H, No., 6,
28,372 1,00,800 1,00,500 cran 22,603
g8 | Shri Rashid Jamshedji .. 232 145 272 1,360 1,360 228 667
i Irani. {(Leesor). H. No, 8.
The Burem Field Tenants .
Co-operative  Housing 230 146 2,320 11,645 11,645 229 748
{ Society Ltd. (Lessee). H. No. 10 X
and ll-
244 746
. 2,601 13,005 13,006 cena 2,159
+ X
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PLOT
Virvs tx Rurses cont(‘ib)utilm Inerement | Contributi Ad(}iﬁontro 111-~rct demend
1
Ct;:::}:‘(nm)- (Sccéi(ip 6i,)| (Section 6%!; ded.-l*x'c)tizn g;‘((_.!-)) %
Undeveloped — olumn |50 per cent. of| from (— bei .
ndevelope Developed ug';l-:éscctmn llO(a)mmus Culumn 12, contriISuti)on g:: :fiditligﬁ Remarks.
Without |[Inclusiveof | Without Inclusive of Qib) lugl:,s Column (9a). to be made | of Columns
roferonoe [ structures. [ refcromco | structures, [ Col umfr?ﬂ( % under other | 11,13
to valao of to value of : Beotions, and 14,
structures, 8tructures,
' b
9{a) 9(' } 10(a) 10(3) 11 12 13 14 15 16
Rs. Rs, Rs. Rs. Rs. Ra, Re.
3,672 3,672 7,968 4,284 2142
»
4,002 4,002 8,337 4,335 2,167
4,080 \‘,080 8,160 . I.i.oso 2’040
2,34 2,33¢ 4,668 2,334 1,167
4,578 4,578 9,156 4,576 2,989
10,880 10,880 16,320 5,440 2,7,‘.:0
5,232 5,232 11,336 6,104 ‘3,052
i 5,328 5,328 10,656 5,328 2,664
2,337 2,337 4,674 2,337 1,168
l 2,334 2,334 4,668 2,334 1,167
\ . i
2,334 2,334 4,668 2,334 1,167
4,005 4,005 8,010 4,005 2,002
3,000 3,000 6,600 3,600 1,500
. 3,335 3,335 8,670 . 3,335 1,667
l 57,451 * 57,451 1,11,879 —43,449 54,428 27,212 vene —18,237
4,002 4,002 8,004 4,002 2,001
4,476 4,476 8,952 4,476 2,238
3,730 3,730 7,460 3,130 1,865
+x / S —
| 5,307 | *Lessor =X il
12,208 | 12,208 24,416 —197 12,208 6,104 o TN eeses = 4 5,407,
|| + x
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUB IN RUPEES,
Serial Name of Owners, Tonure, Burvey Number, Aroa in Without | Inclusiveof § Number. Areain
No. No. Bq. yds. reference | structures, 8q. yde.
to valuo of
structurcs,
1 2 3 3Hu) 4 5 Ha) 6(b) 7 8
- Rs, Ra,
99 | Shri i Rashid Jamshedji .e 243 116 272 1,088 1,088 Nil R
Irani. H. No. 10.
100 | Smt. Da'ba: w)y. Tokesey v 243 117 2,904 12,473 13,473 201 833
Jamnudas. H. No. 2.
H. No. 202 1,494
2,904 13,473 13,473 2,327
101 | ShriGejanan Hari Kelkar, .. 233" 118 1,450 4,350 4,350 214 779
Shri Nilkunth Hari Kellkar, H. No. 17 (P)
& mingr by his mother
and natural  guardian 233
Smt. Devmatibai Hari m
Kelkar,
28
H. No. 1P}
02 Shri Dhondn Narayan .. ve 233 119 1,496 4,488 4,488 213 208
L. No. 17(P) }
233
H. No, 185.
. No. m(P)‘
103 | Shei Chandulal Chhaganksll .. | 243 120 3,754 20,647 20,047 172 1,124
Shah. . “H.No. 1.
203 718
242.C
"H. No. 5{P) 204 178
l 205 770
3,754 20,047 20,047 * 3,460
104 Smt. Manibai Jag- .. 233 123({P) 4,325 12,075 12,975 219 T35
mohandas. H. Neo. 7, 11 .
we 253 770
254 70
4,325 12,076 12,975 2,284
105 Sh:ri Pundalik  Arjun e 233 126 726 2,178 2,178 229 722
Kudam. H. No. 1.
106 | Unknown - .o 233 27 286 672 672 asen rrea
H. No. 23,
107 | Shri S!}we!amber Sthanak- - 342.¢ 128 1,808 wane cerse 173 1,637
wasi Jain Sungh, By :— Ty
1. Shri Mancklal Amul. H.No.14& 2.
khrat Mohto. 242.C
2. Shri Chimanla} Pop..%. I
Il Shah. P . Ne. 5 (1)
3. Shiri Virchand Khbets) 252
Gosulsin. —_—
4. Sht D ullabhoji H. No. 1.0
Keshavji Khetani. 232
5. Sbri Manilal Dhanji. HoNo o
Trustecs, : \
H. No. 5-D
22
H.No. 9.
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1 = e
pPLOT
VALUE IX Rupess, °nt{‘_k;'ti°n Addition to | Net demand |-
o CO:PPBI(M; {gncroment Contribution déﬁtﬁn ::‘t;)n;((_-i;) '
10D (— cction 65) |(Becti . H
Undeveloped. Doveloped. under Section| Column ) 50 :,3-1:,3:2 &oT ‘(b ! :gm“’ being ;
67column 9(b)(10(a) ms: P [ tion oion oaddition | Remarks,
N ] nus of tion under | of Columns
, . ,17::1:86(6 column 8(a) | Column 12. [ other ges- 11,13
Without Inclusive of | Without | Inclusive of ). tions, and 14,
referenco | strootures, | reference atructores,
to value of to value of
struotures. structures,
9{a) (%) 10(a) 10(3) 11 12 13 1 15 - 18 -
Ra. Ra. Rs. . Ra. Ra. RS, Rs.
veee asen toes -1,088 e . ~1,088
4,185 4165 9,163 4,998 2,499 .o
7,470 7,“70 16,434 8,964 4,482 ..
11,636 11,635 25,697 —1,838 13,962 6,081 +5,143
2,726 2,726 6,232 —1,624 3,506 1,753 +120
3,403 3,493 7,084 |- —995 4,491 2,245 +1,250
T 6,744 6,744 13,488° 8,744 3,372 .
3,890 3,890 8,568 4,668 2,334 .e
3,890 3,89¢ 8,558 4,668 2,334 e
3,850 3,850 8,856 5,005 2,502 B
18,374 18,374 39,459 —2,273 21,085 | 10,642 48,260 4
2,205 2,205 4,711 2,672 1,286
2,310 2,310 5,005 2,695 1,347
2,337 2,337 4,674 2,337 1,168
6,852 6,852 14,456 —5,123 7,604 3,801 —2,322
12,168 2,168 4,332 12 2,168 1,088 +1,071
Sspn rawe o-.ni _'572 aved anss —572 -
use .e P svas saww sase sesh No increment so
N long as the land is
used for a Shra-
vika Shala and/oe
Posadh Shals,
No compensation,
1 noincrement.
{
—— gt

{e.0.r.) x0-4 P 34890—6
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ORIGINAL PLOT

FINAL
* ViLoE 15v RupEes
Serial Name of Owners, Tenure, Burvey Number Areain Without | Inclusive of | Number, Areain
No, No. 8q. yds. reference | struotures, ) eq. yds,
to value of -
atrogotures, o
1 2 3 3(a) 4 6 6(a) 6(%) 7 8
‘Rs. Rs.
108 | ShriManila]l Dhanji ... 242-C 129 242 484 484
H. No. 3.
228 687
232 187 805 2420 2,420
H. No, 7. 847 2,904 2,004
108A | Trustees of Shrimati Lax- 232 51284 392 100 100
mibai Dhanji Trust, H. Nos. 1C,
4B & 5C
109 | Shri Dhenji  Devsi o IN.A.232-B 134-A 4,422 174-A 4,422
Rashtriya KanyaShals, ,
By :— ..
;. Elﬁri Mn-nila(l} ahnnn]lli;l 232
ri ima e
. H.No. 1-B(P)
Popatisl Shah,
. s}gj: Maneklal 4A(P) & 3.
Ambukhraj Mehta,
4. Bhri Hansrej Jivan-
dan,
Trustees,
110 ' | The Muniocipal Corpora- 232 134-B 3,278 174-B 2,165
tion for Greater H. Nos. 1-B
Bombay. (P}, 4-A(P)
& 5-A.
111 | SkriNathaaliss Shiviem 232 135 ° 574 2,870 2,870 225 885
Narayan Sadokar, H. Nos, 8and -
10,
112 | The Deputy Custodianoff . 233 139 636 2,640 2,540 247 068
Evaouse Property for T No. 5 ' .
Smt, Sakkarbann Mulii T
Yelji.
112 | 8hri Ranchhoddas 233 140 877 2,631 8,131 250 797
Jamnsdasand others, T No. 3
230 147 877 2,831 3,131 249 728
H. No, 12,
’ ' 1,764 522 | 6,262 1,525
r.
114 | ShriHemraj Chaturbhuj, 232 144 121 484 484
Shfi Namttamdﬂﬂ H. NO- 2' deaagn ke
Jamnadas, . .
B'tix;i Mathuradas Jumns- @252-A 211 1 1
8, . TR Y
ShriDamodar Jemnadas, H. No. 2 (P) 455 vy
Bhri Ajitsing Jaranadas,
Shri Laxmidas Hemraj, N
Shri Naraysndae Homraj,
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. PLOT - '
—_— %“t?{';‘;“‘m Addition to | Net demand
- +) or fr
, YaLve ¥ Rorees Compensa. Inctement |Contribution de(dultion orm:ygig
;gnsf—t)_ (Sé‘;')fillon 65) EE)Section 86) | from(—) [owner being
un cetion nmn Per cent. of] contribution | the additi
Undeveloped. Developed. 87 Column | 10(a) minus | Column 12, to bo mado ofé'd&uniﬁg Romarks.
0';(1") e Column 9{a). wnder other (11,13 andld,
Without Without umn 6(5). Bections.
reforenco | Inclusiveof [ reference | Inclusive of
to volue of | Btructures, | to valueof | structures,
gtructures, structures,
9(a) 9(3) 10(a) 10(b) 11 12 13 14 15 To
RS, Rs. Kes. R, Rs.’ Rs. Re,
3,336 3,336 _ 1,337 , +431 4,002 2,001 42,452
anes T weee =100 sene T 100 "Pﬂﬁﬂagﬁllmd.
seve atesn teve sene cees “eas vese Donated the land as
indicated in the
noxt aerial No, for
purposes of a
mu;g:l on gondi-
tion that no
amount for com-
pensation will be
paid for the land
* and no inorement~
sl  contribution
. will be charged
- towards the Town
¢ Planning Scheme.
avee sece ernr PR sese reen nes Received as &
donation from
owners in  the
foregoing  Serial
No, for purposes
of a sohool. No
compenesation, no
increment,
1,828 1,828 8,832 —1,046 2,007 1,003 42
" 8,008 3,008 6,346 +468 8,340 1,670 42,136
12,789 2,780 6,378 rere 8,587 1,763 sesy
2,848 2,648 6,662 vane 4,004 2,002 seee
5,337 5,337 12,028 —826 7,601 8,795 +2,870
“sane e —485 —485 | @ For Road.

(0.0.r.) M0-4 P 3480—0a
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- _—
ORIGINAL PLOT i FINAL
- T
VALOR IX Rurees
Borial Name of Owners. Tenure Survey Number, Aroain Without | Inclusive of] Number, |. Ares;
No. No. sq. yds, referonce structurcs, 8q d:
to value of - yda,
structures,
1 2 .3 3{a) 4 5 6{a) 6(2) 7 8
. , Rs. Res,
118 Shri Manilsl Vasanii s 230 _ 152 423 1,480 1,480 243 746
Bhagat, H. XNo. 7.
118 | ShriGhelabhai Hirji .. 230 153 272 680 680 217 880
H. No. 8, -
- | 225 155(P) 181 1,086 1,088
H.No.13(D) .
453 1,766 1,766 | sse
117 | 1. Shrimati. Havabail .. 225 149 90 180 180"
w/o Elias Ismail. H. No. 15.
2. Shrimati Halimabai .- 235 165(T) 243 1,452 1,452 % 227 647
daughter of Elias and T, Mo, 13(T)
wlo Sumer Sale :
Mehomed, .
3. Shrimati ?&bmlba-'l - 225 166 90 180 . 180 )
daughter of Eliaa w14 J
w]ogh Ermail Noor- H. No. 14.
mahomed. .
4. Shrimati Xhatunbai 422 1,812 1,813
daughter of Elins. _
6. Shrimati Marisombai
daughtor of Eliss, -
8. Shrimati Jillobai
1 daughtor of Elias, i
7. Shrimati Fatmabai
daughter of Elias,
Nos. 4 to 7 all minore
by their Mother and
Natural Guardian
Shrimati Havabai
widow of Eliaa Esmail.
117A Shﬂ" I_{'aahid Jamshedji e 100 167 1,482 8,803 8,802 176 © 1,271 -
anl, .
118 ShriShemiji Meghji Pate! - 295 150(T") 30 210 210 180 © 20
H, No.1(P)
228 . 179 7605 3,028 3,026 236 8ag
H. No. 4, 1
226 177 273 1,633 1,632
H. No,
| 226 178 273 1,360 1,360
H, No. 6.
1,179 6,207 8,227 853,
119 | Bhri Balkrishna Bapu| .., 225 16%D) 665 4,056 4,065 178 609
Sawant. . No. (D).
- 120 | ShriLathiTshwarlal Mul- 231 164 318 2,226 2,226 180-A 308
shankar. [ 228
H,No, 18




ap————
FLOT
T — Confribution Additionto | Net demand
. (+) {(+) or from (+)
. (E?mliem;a- (Isncl;emcgt Cémf:ribufim; deduction | or by(—)
ion (—) oction 65} | (Section 86) | from (—. ;
Tudeveloped. Developed, under Scetion] Column 50 per cent, of| cox;)t:’:}éuti)on ‘:ggléftl;gn Remarks,
gﬁ('z)colqmn 10((;)1 minus | Column 12, | to bemade | of Columns )
-"_ . . : . minus clumn der other 11,13
thout | Inclusiveof| Without | Inclusiveof et 1
gil'erenw structwres. | reference * strnctures? Coluzn 6(%). Ba). sections. ond 14.
to value of to value of
stractures, structuresa.
9(a) “B(b) 10(a) 10(%) 11 12 13 14 15 16
Re. Re. Ra. Rs. Ra. . R& Re.
3,730 3,730 7,460 +2,260 8,730 1,865 N +4,115
3,111 3,111 7,112 4,001 2,000 »
3,111 3,111 7,112 +1,346 4,001 2,000 +3,346
3,335 3,335 7,337 +1,623 | 4,002 2,001 ' +3,624
7626 | . 7,626 15,262 —1,266 7,620 3813 B el
210 210 210
4,038 4,038 9,876 4038 | 2409
5148 5,148 10,080 — 1,079 4,038 2,460 +1,300
. 9
4,263 4,263 7,012 —302 3,340 1,674 . +1,282
.. 2,084 - 2,044 3,504 —182 1,460 730 +548




44

- ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
YALUP IN RUPEES,
i . . 134 Number, | Areain Withﬁnt Inclusive of | Number, Area in
s;;:‘u.l Name of Owners Tenure Slllq‘ v .By Bwm 2. yds. reference - | structures, 6q. yds,
) to value of
atructures,
1 3 3 3(a) 4 b 6{a) 6(h) ki B
l Rs. Rs.
121 iShri Harilsl Jothabhai ... 295 16%{P) 1,210 8,470 8,470 170 805
H. No.7(P)
9236 160 605 3,030 8,630 177 485
R, No. 16,
- 106 180 21 1,160 1,160
d. No. 2,
295 176(P) 4,900 30,200 69,200 181 442
H. No.2(P)
236 6897
248 843
6,926 52,460 72,460 2,082 |
122 Shri ‘Harilal Jethabhsai... | 226 176 (P) 303 3,144 3,144 Nil.
H.No.2 (P,
123 | ShriNanu Dhays Patil ... 230 163 453 1,359 3,350 242-A 434
H. No. 4.
124 | Shri Tuls das Ranchordas 225 171 1,331 7,986 T 086 182 501
and Bai Jamnabam o No. 5.
Har:das Szttlement Trust
by:—
1.y Shri Prabhudas Tulsi- - 225
dasand . M No 4.
2 Bhri Haridas H.No. 4.
Tulaidas,
125 8hri Ramniklel Dapnii, ... [ 219 279 8758
. . . H.No. 7.
Shri Shantila]l Damji, ...
8hri Rajnikant Damji, ... . 221
H.No.2(P)
Shrimati Pushpalata w/o s 221 280 889
Prabhulsl Tarachand H.No. 7.
Dhils,
221
H.No.8. |({ 173(P) 80,038 | 107,604 | 2,00,500
227-B (P) 1 98
228 * 28 8
__220 282 260
H.No. 1.
222 283 889
H. No, 1-C.
219 202(P). 60 240 240
H. No. I{P). .
' 284 877
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PLOT. . .
ViLoa In Ruemas ntribution Addjtionto | Net domand
' (+) (+) or | from(+)or
0(;1_111)6(}!182;' (Iémrttsnnca:‘xit5 ) G(oqntri bation | deduction by(—) .
) ion{-— eotion Section 66) | from(-— owner bej
Undeveloped. . Doveloped, der Section| Column (60 per cent. of| oontrilguti)on tl:!n&ddit;:g Remarks,
géfolmn JJI‘“”";‘;“" Column 12. | to be made | of Columns| :
- - minua umn (9a). under other 11,13
Without Without . ’
refaronce Inclusive of roference Inﬂhﬁlive of Fcolu'mn B(b)- Beotions, and 14,
to value of | structures, | to value of | strugtures,
struotures, |- atructures,
%{a) 0] 10{(a) 10(6) 11 12 13 14 16 16
Re. Ra. Ra. Re. Re. Re. Re.
3,538 3,636 7,070 3,635 1,767
8,465 3,485 6,436 2,970 1,485
3,094 3,094 5,525 2,431 1,216
4,182 4,182 9,409 5,227 2,613
3,793 3,793 8,851 5,068 2,629
18,069 18,089 37,200 —454,391 18,221 2,609 —A44,782
avanee ansese I —3,144 3,144
2,170 2,170 4,667 1,189 2,387 1,193 +4
3,507 3,607 7,014 —4,479 3,507 1,753 —2,726
3,600 3,600 9,187 6,687 2,843
3,656 3,658 8,890 5,534 2,867
'
4,040 4,040 11,858 6,016 3,468
3,340 3,840 11,040 7,200 3,600
3,681 2.667 8‘001 5,334 2;&7
2,631 3,631 . 8,381 8,700 2,850
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—_—
ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALvE vy RUPEES,
Serial Nams of Owners. Tenure. Survey Number. Areain Without Inclusiveof] Number, Areain
No. . No. 8q. yds. reference structures, 8q. yds,
to value of i
structures.
1 2 . 3 3(a) 4 5 8(a) 8(5) 7 8
- Rs. Rs.
125 219 - 208(P). 302 906 0906
contd. H. No. 4(P).
‘ 288 48 !
__ 222 .
H. Nv. 2, . :
195(P). 4,507 22,535 40,000 280 657
+ X
. 222
H.Xuv. 3-B
200 647
220 201 453 8906 906
H, No. 2. !
291 €63
312 946
313 820
314 820
315 847
318 8(6
317 T4
310 8,140
276 1401
278 875
277. 584
265 8,023
~ 270 1,009
371 1,06¢
Y 273 987
' 318 4,576
86,300 2,22,181 2,42,662 89,136
+ X
. i
126 Shrit_leya.n Shimgya| ¢ ... 221 73075 973 08
Patil, TN 173{P) 1,088 1,884 267 471
HRo.2(p). Toae) '
221
A No.4(P)
227-B(T). [}
127 | Unknown . 219 204 181 362 . 362 Nil, wentta
" ' [} "
128 | Bhri Hirachand  Hirji 229 174 13,219 13,219 13,219 321 13,128
Khetst. | HNo. 2, .
129 | Shri EhimjiKarsondss...| .. |. 928 180(P) 636 3,510 3,510 153 358
. L No.3(P). :
. v |




4T

—
pLOT
h aamirt
‘ontribution Addition to | Net g
d
VaLveIx Roeens, sy Incroment| Contribuation (+) or | from F—?—lﬁr
— L:;?_Pen(ﬂa-) ((S:ecitmn 85)] (Scction 66) | duduction) by (—)
o0 (~— olumn |50 p:r cent of| from (—) owner bej
Unﬂavaloped. Devaloped. mg.'?l' Bxtion W(a)msnus] C)lumn 13, ;ontFibation| theaddiiliﬁg Remarks,
— . — 9(5?01:5;“1; Column 9( a) todbc n;;du of Columns
Wit.hout Inoltu!ive of Withouﬁ I[ml Bi ' nn e!l other 11) 13
roferonce structure. | reforesce Btrlllc ;::;:'-‘f Jumn G(b}, sections, and 14,
to value of to value of
ghruotures, shrnotures,
9(a) 9(d) 10(a) 10(%) 11 12 13 14 15 16
| Ra, Ra, Rs, Rs, Rs, Rs, Rs,
2,992 2,992 8,358 3,366 1,693
!
< 2,628 2.628 4,599 1,97 985
1,941 1,041 |+ 3,882 1,941 970
v 1,989 1,589 4,143 2,154 1,077
1,892 1,802 3,784 1,892 946
1,840 1,840 3,280 1,640 82 .
L
1,640 1,640 3,280 1,640 820
. 1,694 1,084 3,388 1,604 847
1,612 1,012 3,224 : 1812 808 '
. 1,528 1,628 3,438 1,910 055
" t
" 18,420 18,420 36,840 18,420 9.210
8,046 8,946 20,128 11,182 5,601
+ X
4,376 4,375 9,626 5,250 2,625
3,020 2,930 6,716 3,706 1,808
26,769 26,760 71,384 44615 22,307
5,045 5,045 12,612 ‘ 7,567 3,783
4216 4,218 11,594 7,378 3,689 |
3,048 3,048 11,350 ) 7,403 3,701
9,762 9,753 20,723 10,971 5,485 |
1,265,081 1,256,081 9,097,653 —1,17,4T1 1,92,672 86,283 —31,188
+ X ' -
1 - i
1,884 1,884 a0 | | ... . 3,061 1,530 +1,5630
3
A ! p
s —363 —§62
t . ]I
13 8 —91 6,504 8,283 +8,181 | Subjectto a clarge
,128 13,128 19,892 ot R, 7.000 1o
. ) favour of Mesars
| Fojmal Eastur-
. ohand & Co. -
T2 278 5,433 -1 004 2,116 1,358 +264
I
- “

Y

LNt

un-p 1 34507
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ORIGINAL PLOT - FINAL
S * VALUE IN RupEEs.
Serial i Namte of Owners, Tenure, Survey Number, Areain Withont | Ineclusive of | Number, Areain
No. No. sq. yds. roferonce | structures, Bq. yds,
. to value of
structures,
1 2 3(a) 4 5 €{a) 6(&) 7 8
e el s e . . - - Rﬂ-__ Rﬂ-
130 | Zaverbai Purshottam 221 182 212 4124 424 - -
Nathu Charitable Trust. H Nol.
N By :—Dwarkadas Gor-
dhandas and  others. .
Trusteea, - 321 183(P) 151 302 302 286 645
H. No.4(P)
293 873
221 197 3,066 9,166 9,165 293 648
H. No.b.
309 650
220 198 ga7 |- 2,54 2,541 294 061
"H. No. 3.
221 200 302 1,208 1,208 .
H., No. 3.
221 173(P) 2,722 | 8,166 8,166 295 666
H.No.6. ) . '
! ¢ 208 1,671
: - s
. 221 173(P) 3,176 12,704 13,204 297 744
; H. No.2(P) . .
i : . 5
; 10,465 34,510 35,010 ‘ 6,266
} i
H ‘ .
131 |ShriShivgan Premji Patel,|: ... 225 184 1,500 15,900 15,800 185 871
ShriKarson HansrajPatel.| H.No.1(P). ' + X
! : 260(P).
t
132 Shri Tuljashanker Dev- vee 260(P) - 184-A 42 420 420 185-A} 43
- |- shanker Trivedi. - .. - N . . | and 184-B . oo and 185-B
133 | Shri Chhaganlal Eadha- . 260(P) 184-0 140 1,400 1,400 184-A 140
bhai Vasa.. .
184 [ BhriVrajlal Dharsi - I 187 332 3,984 4,284 266 460
HNo: 1(P).
135 | Shri Prabbudas Tulsidas,!'@ .. 223 103 1,149 0,894 6,804 298 122
Shri Haridas Tulsidos. HNoi .
136 | Shrimati Jayalaxmi wd/o . 222 173(P) 1,673 7,800 7,865
Surji Valiabbdas, B No. 1 (B)
Bhri Pratapeingh Sorji, |
ShriVikrameingh Surji, |, ’
Shri  Dilipsingh  Surji,| ! 222 195(P) 302 1,510 1,510
Vallabhdas, i H. No. 3-A *
TS R _ 2 | 199 151 32 302
AN . H. Xo. 5
.:_' e ¥ 3 N
— - e
2,076 9,677 © 9,677 -

e e - —

————m e e a

—— -

—— . ———— —r am i



pLoT . - - - o
N VALUR IX RUPEES, Contribution ddit; ) :
e t .
I {+) Compen:| - 4 (mnhr) Net dosand
—- ‘ Sati _ +)eo from (+) Remarks,
Undeveloped Dovel ion(—) | Incroment | Contribntion| deduction | or by(—)
ndevoloped. eveluped. under Seo- | (Section 65) | (Section 84) | from (—) | owner being
tion 67 | Column (50 percent of | contribution| the addition
- Without Column 9{b){ 10{a) minus| Columnl12.| to be made| of Colamns
Withou . ou . minus Column 9{qg). under other 11,13
| reference | Inclusivoof| reference | Inclusiveof {Column 6(3). socti ¥)
-1 to value of structures. | to valne of | structures, 10m8. and 14,
_{ stroctures, structures, ’
9{a) () 10(a) 10(%) 11 12 13 14 15 16
Rs. Rs, Rs, Rs. Rs, Rs, ‘R,
3,580 3,580 8,772 4,192 2,008
»
3,019 2,019 4,038 2,019 1,009
1,938 1,038 4,037 2,099 1,049
3,600 3,600 |+ 6,825 i} 4,225 2,112
1,983 1,083 3,066 1,983 991
1,998 1,008 3,996 1,008 299
4713 473 13,568 7,865 3,927
2,232 3,232 6,696 4,464 2,232
20,063 20,063 48,898 —14,947 28,835 14,415 —633 .
]
8,581 9,581 15,878 —6,318 8,097 3,048 —3,271
420 420 430
1,400 1,400 2100 | 1 e : 700 350 - +350
1,840 1,840 5,060 —9444 3,220 1,610 —834
- - [, W - .
L]
2,888 9,888 6,498 —4,008 3,610 - 1,805 —3,201
hY
Suanes rente . . AY
Wi N
~ i — cenene —9,677 sane - —9,677
(@.0.7,} Mo-a P 34807 '
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—al
ORIGINAL PLOT - FIVA,
1  —— = = —
VALUE IN RUPRES,
] 1
Serial Name of Qwn:Ii. Tonre, # Survey 1 Number. Ateain { Without |Inclusiveoff Nnmber, Ateain
No. - No, 83, yda, referonce structures, 8g. yda,
to value of
stroctures,
y 4 4 4 L
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 6(b) 7 8
Rs. Ras.
197 | SSbri Shamji Gengaram,| ., 22 | 18 1,270 5080 |. 6,080 287 47
Sbri Jivrem Gangaram- E. No. 1(A)
138 | Shrimat: Khatunbai wd'o .e 219 202(P) 7,320 29,280 29,280 301 828
Mahomed Sals by the H No. 1(B) )
Depaty Custodisn  of 0-1(F) .
Evacnea Property,
Fombay.
302 778
305 047
308 830
219 203 2,299 ®,198 0,106 307 2,430
H. No. 3
219 200 1,119 5,595 5,005 304 978
H. Mo. b :
) 218 207(P} 4,204 4,204 4,204 347 904
H. No. 2 (P)
219 208(P) 60 180 180
. No. 4 (P)
219 209 151 453 433
H. No, 2
15,163 48,908 48,008 - | 7,586
[ )
139 QSE?IT Haridas Khetsi, .o 218 207(P) 13,552 13,552 13,602 348 11,636
Shri Mangniram Tekchand, . 2 (P : R :
Sbri Harakchand Prithi. H. No.2 (P)
viraj,
S(li:i Navinthandra Nagin-
88'
Shri Premchand Narpa- .e 219 202(P) 877 3,608 3,508 803 778
¢hand. H. No. 1 (P) . ‘
) 14,429 17,060 17,060 12814
140 |[Shri Keshavji Katsandas| .. 218 *%205(P) 10,224 10,224 10,224 308 5,308 f}
Rangwala. H. No.3 (P) . _ !
- i
X
349 4,534 i
I
10,224 16;224 -10,224 4,842
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pLOT f
T o Confribution Additionto | Net demand
Vazve 1x Rupegs. (+) Incroment |Contribution | (+) or from ($)nor
L Oz_mpe‘nsl;- C’o(swtiof ?5 ‘_(Section 66) deduction by (—) Remarks,
lon {-—) lumn 10{(a)|50 per cont of] from (—- owner bei
Undeveloped. Developed. under Section| mintis | Column 12. contribtgtio)n the addition
— Gg(golngnn Columa 9{ a) to be made | of Columns| .
. . \ . . minus nder other 11,13
Without | Inclusiveof | Without | Inolusive of {Co] 6(4). At 1
roference | stroctures, | referemce | structures. oluma 6(3) | Seotivns. and 14,
to value of to valoe of
strovtares, | structures, . 1
8(a) 8(%) 10{a) lo{d) n 12 » 13 14 15 18
Ra. Rs. le Bsi Ra- Rs. B:B-
2,988 | 2,988 5,602 —3,002 2,614 1,307 . 1,785
3,312 3,312 6,624 3,312 1,666
3,113 (3,112 5,446 2,334 1,167
3,788 3,788 6,629 - 2841 1,420 )
3,320 3,320 6,640 3,320 1,660
9,720 9,720 15,795 6,075 3,037
3,112 8,112 5,446 2,334 1,167 .
3,976 3,076 7,952 3,976 1,088
[
30,340 30,340 54,632 —18,568 24,192 12,095 —6,473
11,536 11,536 20,188 8,652 4,326
!
3,112 3,112 5,446 2,33¢ 1,167 :
i
H i
14,648 14,648 25,634 —ad12 | 10,986 5,403 +3,08
N . - AL by
6,635 6,036 | 11,943 6,308 2,054 éot:a‘;};(;{}ent for
' - non-payment of
. Income Tax by
Order No.
REV/AL[1-136,
dated 13th June
4
4,634 4,634 7,084 3,400 1,700 1952.
1 : I
. R a
11,169 11,169 19,877 +945 8,708 4,354 +6,29
o
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUR IN RUPEES.
) i thout | Inclusiveof | Number, | Areain
Serial Name of Owners, Tenure Srvrvvy Namber, BA:;:;;_ mera‘;zco stractures, 8q, yds,
No. o to value of ]
gtructures,
I'd .
1. 2 3 3(a) s 6 ba) b ’ 8
) ’ Rs. ‘Rs,
141 | Shrimati Gangabai Chhed:- .e 218 205(P) ~ 1,361 1,361 1.361 309 975
lel. . No. 3 (P)- ’
142 | Shri Babsji Romchaodra| .. 217 210 2,087 8,348~ 8,498 326 520
Shirsat. H.Noa.13and
15. 327 785
2,087 8,348 8,498 1,285
f . . .
143 | Shri Babaji Ramchandra) .. 217 217 514 2,058 2,056 Nil cene
Shirsat (Lessor). H. No. 8. )
Shri Adam Tarmahomed !
{Lessea), ]
144 | Shri Bindbasini Lall e 217 ° 211 2,480 9,920 90,920 344 833 -
Asthana. H. No. 14.
345 828
218 214-A 2,873 5,746 6,746 348 800
H. No. 1. :
342 2,801
. 5,353 15,668 15,668 5,362
145 { The Court Receiver, High . 217 222 90 270 270 cean sene
Court, ,Bombay in Suit ENot
No. 1405 of 1954.
217 214-B 1,724 8,856 6,808 343 1,035
H. No. 10. .
, ! iI"N - 214-0 3,841 7,682 7,682 841 4,114 -
v INO. de
5,855 14,848 14,848 5,149
146 | Shri Premchendra Chand- e 217 212 30 60 60
. rabhsu.jimd()thcra. -H‘_NW tean [N
a . L[ ]
147 | Shrimati Malati Madho- v 217 215 21 63 3
sudan Dharkar. T Ne il . 1 3 633 soee
118 S:I[:‘rimati S Shantabai . 217 216.C
axman Sawant. T No € Part
H. No.G Part, 138 408 408 cens
217 216.D
H.No.#6 Part,
' %’W 221 704 2,464 2,464 336 603
. I
i 840 2,872 2,872 - 683 -




b3

p——
+ PLOT
Varue 1N Rurges, Contribution Addition to | Net domand
—_— (+) ' {+) or [from {+)or
Compensation| Inerement | Contribution| deduction by (—)
Undeveloped, Doveloped, (=) | (Section 65) | (Section 66){ from(—) [owner being
under Section Column 150 per cent of| contribution |the additions Remarks, '
. 87 Colamn | 10{a) ménus | Column 12. | to be made | of Columns
Without . ‘Without . 9(8) minue | Column 9{a). under other 11,13
reforence | Inclusiveof | referenco | Inclusiveof] Column 6 (3). sections, ond 14,
to volue of | atructures, | to valueof | atruotures,
structures. |. atructures, .
9(a} 9(4) 10(a} 10{b} T 12 13 14 15 16
Ra. R'- RB. Rs. Rﬂo Re- RB-
. 976 976 1,950 , ' —386 ’ 976 487 4 101
2,080 2,080 3,640 [ 1,660 780
3,060 3,060 5,355 ’ 2,296 1,147
5,140 5,140 8,996 —3,358 3,865 1,927 --1,431
eaven —2,056 PO . —2,066 | Lessor= =—3,056,
' Losseo= , Wil
3,332 3,332 6,831 : 2,499 1,249
3,312 3,312 5,796 2,484 1,242 \
3,600 3,600 6,300 2,700 1,350
5,809 5,802 8,403 2,801 | 1,400
15,846 15,846 26,330 +180 10,484 5,241 C. +5,421
L ' .
. 4140 . 4140 7,245 _ | 3,103 1,552 |
8,228 8,228 12,342 4,114 2,057
12,368 12,368 | 19,587 —2480 | 7.219 3,600 1 - - 11,129
80 —80
. ' ‘
—633 . —633
2,172 2,772 485 | : 2,079 1,039
L : 939
Yogme 2,772 4,851 —100 2,019 1030 1 4t
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ORIGINAL PLOT FINAL
VALUEIN RUPEES,
S-rial Name of Owners. Tenure. Survey Number, Arcain Without Inclusive of] Number.| Arcain
No. Ne. 8q. yde. referonce_ | structures, &q. yds,
to value of
stryctures,
1 2 3 3a) 4 5 6(a) 6(8) voog 8
Rs. Rs.
149 | Shrimati Jankibai Raghu- . 217 216 1,764 7,056 7,056 330 7
nath Phondke, H. No. 6(P).
331 722
1,764 7.056 7,056 1,439
150 | Shrimat! Sonabai Dinkar . 217 216-A 602 2,768 2,768 330 711
Eanvinde. H. No. 6(P).
151 | Shrimati Laxmibai Nara- e 217 216-B 706 3,184 3,184 340 733
yan Dhumak. H. No. 8(P). .
152 | Shrimati Radhabai Bal- e 217 218 568 2,272 2,272 338 667
lrishna Parab,(Mortgagor mﬁ'ﬁf
and Lessor.)
Sbri Majlatob Jojet Raja-
purkar, (Mortgagee.)
Shri Ramkumar Chhatra-
dhari Shurma, (Lessee.)
153 | 8hrimati Rulkminibai . 217 219 1,303 5,212 5,212 332 1,350
Dwakanath Vaidya, H. No. 5(D). ]
217
H, No. 8(P),
217
. No. 1(P).
164 | Dr. Purushottam Ganesh 217 220 665 2 660
Katle, . {(Lessor.) H No. 6 (7] 9 ’ 2,660 337 667
8hri Mahadn Lahanu
Dahale, .
Sbri Sitaram Mahad
Dahale,
Shri Sukhdeo Mahadu
Dahale,
(Lessees,)
) 155 |'Smt. Kamlsbai Vishoo 217 293
‘ 2 .. 217 1,159 4,636 4,636 333
Shintre, H, o, 1 (D). ' b
217
H.No.2(P). |
@M
H.No.6 (P).
217 ‘
H.No. & (P).
156 | S8mt. Manorsmabai Puoru- . .
shottam Chachad, * %%T(P)_ 224 1,910 7,640 7,640 334 . 784
217
H. No. 2 (P).
217 ,
H, No. 3 (P).
335 855
1,010 ] 7,840 - 7,640 4 1,839 1
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—_— - ... . . _ - . L
PLOT
. Contribution Addition to | Not demand
VALU'B IN RUTEE.S.” (+) . (+) or frDm (+)
Compchsation (é[nctl‘cmebnt Contribution | deduction or by (—)
|~ - ection 65) [ (Section 66 from (— owner boi .
Undeveloped, Devoloped. under soction] Column | 50 per cEnt.) contribgti?)n the additiﬁﬁ Romarks,
67 Column [ 10(a) minus }of Column 12 to be made | of Columns
] . 9(b) minus | Column 9(a). . undor other 11,13
Without . Without Column 6{b). sections, and 14"
reforence | Inclusive of | reference | Inclusive of .
to value of | structures, | to valoe of struetutes,
stractures, ;| structures,
9 a) a(b) 10{a}) 10 &) 11 12 13 14 15 16
Rs. " Ra. Rs, Rs, Ra. Rs, Iia. T
2,868 2,868 5,019 2,151 ~ 1,075
2,888 2,888 5,054 2,168 1,083
5,156 5,756 - 10,073 —1,200 4,317 2,158 4858
2,844 2,844 4,977 . +76 2,133 1,068 +1,142
2932 2,932 5,131 —252 2,199 1,099 4847
2,668 2,668 4,669 4-396 2,001 1,000 +1,386
Al
5,400 5,400 0,450 +188 4,050 2,025 32,213
4 +8 2.001 1,000 +1,008*% | *Lessor =24-1,008
2,068 2,668 669 Lesseo =% Nil,
.. 3,196 3,196 5,503 —1,440 2,397 1,108 —242
/
L]
3,136 3,136 5,488 2,352 1,176
e 2,665 1,282
3,420 3,420 5,986 ' T
—— : ,374
| " 68,656 6,556 11,473 —1,084 4,917 2,458 41

(0.0.2.) 04 P 34898
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ORIGINAL PLOT PINg
¢ Yarvr iN Rupaes
Boria) Name of Ovme.rl. Tenure, Survey Number, Areain Without | Inclusiveof] Number, Areaip
No, No. eq. yds. referenco structures, . 8q, yd,
. to value of P
strgctures,
1 2 3 3(a) 4 5 6(a) 6(2) 7 8
Rs, Rs.
157 | Shri Chandabhaiji 217 221-A 108 [ 88 Nil “ers
H, No. 6 (P}
168 | Shri P. M. Hamja . 217 ) 221.B 181 543 643 Nil vree
H.No. 3 (P)
159 | Shri Shivram  Bhiraji 217 ~ 224(A) 55 165 185 Nil veue
Sawant. H. No.1(P) -
and 3 (P)1 ’
160 | The Government of 188 n
Bombay (Police Depart-|.
ment).
161 | The Bombay Municipal 45 3,671
Corporation for Greater
Bombay.
64 5,205
85 4,018
a9 590
184 ity
. 195 7,710
252 12,880
218 " 8,618
f
274 10,709
| f
. 286 1,018
‘ 300 8,102
‘\ 325 590
fenl of the red
Arbitrator
57,608
Grand Tolal'of the Scheme.| 10,35,707°4 | 31,056,544 | 31,565,501 8,868,213

Bombﬁ.y, 10th Jure 1958.
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tO‘I‘
™ . -
VairLoe I8 RUPHES Cont:;r;txon Ad&l_t)m;‘ to E;;t:i(e;_:l;nd
‘ Joved Compensation| Increment | Contribution| deduction ‘:;(--) x
Undevelope Developed (~)  |(ection 85). | (rection 68) | from (—) owner boing
ﬁ . nﬁr;d%- ﬁlectmn Colur_nn 10(a}; 50 peli_ cent, | contribution| the addition Remarks,
] ] , Column minus o to be made f Col
Without . Withount 9{b) minus | Column 9{a).| Column 12, under!:t‘;;er i
. 11,13
Reference |(Inclusive of | Reforenco | Inclusive of | Column 6(b). sections d 14
to valus of | structures, | to value of | strugtures. ) one A%
rtmctums. structures,
9(a) 9(b) 10(a) 10(0) 11 12 13 14 15 16
Ras, Ra. Ra, Rs, Ra. . Es. Res.
............ o e — 588 —588
...... —b543 — 543
[ e —18 1 ... | ... + —165
. D T e e e e Site for  Poliee
Chowky.
ALY
12,848 12,848 12,848 412,848 | ... s +12,848 |Site for Garden,
.................................... Bite for Garden,
2,009 2,009 22,099 =+2,009 20,090 5,022 - 47,031 [Site for BSchool.
. Ineremental con-
/ tributien at half
the  percentage
rate proposcd for
the whole scheme,
442 442 3,982 442 3,540 1,327 +1/768 |Site for Maternity
.. . Home. Incremen-
I “tal contributionat
. 1. three-fourths the
percentage  rate
proposed for the
_whale scheme,
2,388 2,388 6,865 42,388 4,477 1,119 43,507 |[Site for Stalls.
_ Incremental con-
tribution at "half
the  percentage
rate proposed for
the whole scheme..
JUN inees T Ereevra e . S 2 AU S.te for Playgrourd..
' .
19,320 19,320 19,320 +19,320 | ... wan o +10,320 |[Site for Playg?ou:nd.
39'108 39'103 8"734 +39.]08 45,626 17,109 +56,217 SltO for Pﬂrklng.
Incremental con- -
tribution . at
three-fourths the
percentage  rate:
proposcd for the
whole scheme,
48,190 48,02 | 1,65280 +48,100 | 1,07,090 40,158 188,348 [Site for Markef.
Incremental con-
tribution at.
throe-fourths the
pefcentage  Trate
proposed for the
, whole scheme,
. - | e Bite for School.
S - Sito for Garden.
e NN e - Site for Open
..... . vese Spa.co.
1,24305 | 1,24,305 | 8,05,128 +1,24,305 | 1,80,823 8735 1, +1.60.040
e .
26,85,032 | 28,865,032 | 47,83,884 —4,70,460 | 20,48,862 | 9,86,809 +5,26,340
e ———

{0.0..) mo-a D 3489—8a

LT
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NOTES. _
All rights of mortgagors or mortgagees, if sny, existingin the original plots aTo hereby traneferred to their corresponding final plots,

v

All rights of passages, if any, hitherto existing over any land included in the Scheme are hereby extinguished.

All rights of lessors and lessees in the original plots are hereby transferred to their cotresponding final plots irrespective of changeip
areas, if any. .

Agreementsin rospect of original plots betwoon the owner on one part and the Local Authority andfcr Govt-r'rn:c'nt «n the otler, are
horeby tranaferred to the corresponding final plots, subject to minor medifications in arcas unless otherwiee provided in the agree.
ments themsolves,

The tenures of all original plots are hereby transferred to the corresponding final plots provided that if an original plct is composed
of separate arcas.on different tenures, the corresponding final plot sllotted in substituticn thereof, willaleo be subject to th- eame
different tenures in the same proportion of areas,

The owners of the original plots whoso final plots are not identical with their original plots, are allowed to remove and take away
tho materials, if any, of their compound wall, wire-fencing, hedges, sheds, huts or other siructures ete. existing on their original
plots and potincluded within the boundarics of the finalplote allotted to them within three months frem the date on which the final
scheme comes into foree, provided that they shall fillup &t their cost any hollows created during the action of the removal of the
aforesaid materials, .

8trips of land out of F. P. Noe. 1,7, 15, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 3], 3, 37, 38, 42, 43, 44 and 48 along the east side of Mahatma Gandhi
Road, 8s well out of F, P. Nos. 130, 147, 1562, 157 and 163 along the East sido of the northern part of Tilak Road, shown marked
in Red dotted lino on Plan Nos. 3 and 4 of the Scheme, are resefved for widening of the respective ronds. The land so reservod
shall remain in the ownorship of the respective owners, till they ar taken over by the Local Authority for the said purpese, but no
building or excavation shall be made thereon, nor on the land within 15 feet on the East of such strips,

The F. Fs. allotted for public purposts under the Schemeo shall vest in the Local Authority and that body shall keep them in sanit
condition and shall utilise them for the specific purposes mentioned against each in column No. 16 of Form *B’. The site for
the Police Chowky (F. P. No. 18-) ehail be transferred to the Polico Department for the purposo for which it ie allotted,

_F.P. Nos. 45,64, 273, 300 and 325 shall bs kogt permanently open, except for a ecmpound well enclosing cach ];lot, ard a ground

floor sanitery block and/or o pavilion within, if pecesgary, and shall in no circumstances be put to any use other than that for which
each is gpecifically allotted.

All huts, sheds, stebles and such other temporary structures, including those which do not conform to the regulations of the Scheme,
shall be removed within one ycar from the date the final schome comes into force,

Arbitrator,

B‘;li :!- g: | Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. IIL

Bombay, 10th June 1958.
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FORM “ ¢ ”
(Rules 17 and 29)
Fin;noe of Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. I11

Expenses under section 18 (2) (b}, {¢), (d), (f), (g} and (%) .. - . | - 6,::)?8.00
Other expenses—
Expenses shown in the re-distribution and valuation statement (total of Col. 11 of Form B). 4,70,469
Cost of publication under section 22 (2) and under section 23 (1) or (2) (Rules 12 to 14) ., 37,500
Compensation under section 29 (2) - .. . .. ...
- Legal expenses under section 64 (7) (e) . . .. .. L 1,000
Coﬁ:pensation under section 69 .. . . . . e .
‘ Cost of demarcation, salaries of Town Planning Officer and Board of Appeal and theu- 70,000
ste.ff and other expenses under section 42 (2). : :
(a) Total .. 12,69,769
Total of inérements (Col. 12 of Form B) .. .. Rs. 20,48,652
Proﬁortion of increment to be’contributed by each holder (section 66) 50 per cent.
(b) Total of the contributions under section 66 ° | .. . . . 9,96,809
NET COST of Scheme to Local Authority (a)-(b) s . S ee e 272,960

Baal oth Arbritrator,

Arbiteator

Bombay, 10th June 1958,
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME, GHATKOPAR No. Il

Cost of works under the Scheme

1

[Section 18 (2) (¢) and (1)}
Sarial No. Natuore of work, Amounnt,
Rs.
1 Road Constru-tion e .. . . e .. 3,82,392
2  Providing embankment for certain roade .e e . . . 1,26,819
3  Storm Water Drains .o . .e .e . .. 1,81,575
Totat .. 6,90,786
Say .. 6,90,3))

Leal of the

Arbikrator

Bombay, 10th June 1958.

~ Aibitrator.



TOWN PLANKING S8OHEME, GHATEOPAR No. III
Abstract of Estimates for Roads and Storm-Water Drains

metalling over dry rubble etone founda-
tion, painting the surface with bitumen
for the required carringeway and 8. Y.
Drains complete,

Road making. Storm Water Drains.
A
Social W;gth I‘:f‘t b Type of Road work, Width of  Rate per Amount. Rate per Amonnt, Total, Remarks,
TR Nems of Road. Roadin Roadin the R. it. of ~ R.ftiof
> foot foot, sgphalted Road. drain on
’ oBITingo- each side, '
- way.
1 2 3 4 5 ¢ 7 8 9 16 n 1t
Re, Ras. Rs. Ra. Ras.
1 Main Road-—Nosth-South from Jawshar Road to 60 4,000 Ievelling the gronnd to required 24 19:1 95,309 47 40,908 1,42,215
Mahatmg Gandhi Road. camber, providing metalling over dry \
rubble stone foundations and painting
the road surface with 2 coats of bitumen
for the carriagowny completo with puoos
8. W. Drains on sides,
2 Hingwala Lnia Extension Eastward from Road No. 1 50 250 Do. do. pT 11 4,716 47 2,350 7,138
above to 30 feet Road North-Bouth.
3 Vallabh-Baug Lane Extension Eastward of Road No. 1 60 260 Do. de. 24 19-1 4,000 47 2,444 7.410
“up to F. P\ No. 104.
4 Tilak Road from Vallabh-Baug Lane, Bouthward to 40 1,850 Do. do. 20 15-3 80,185 4.7 17,800 47,545
Scheme boundary.
5 anl;jil'.nane Extension up to Road Ne. 1 e 40 168 Do. do. 20 16-3 2,600 47 1,551 4,241
6 JawsharRoad Extension Esstward up to ¥. P. No, 286 40 820 Dg. do. 20 16:3 18,368 47 7708 21,074
{School). , . ‘ B}
7 Vallabh-Baug Liane Extension from Tilak Road to Road 38 670 Do. do. 20 183 10,021 47 6,208 17,119
NO- 1. . '
8 Vallabh-Baug”Lane between Mahatma Gandhi Road 33 870  Levelling additicpal width to proper 20 &6 5,768 47 8,140 8,911
and Tilak Road. oamber, metslling over dry rubble
foundntion and painting surfsce with
. bitumen to make up required carriage-
way, oomplete with 8, W, Drain on
widened gide,
9 Road on West and South of F, P. No. 45 (Garden) to 30 5656  Levelling the ground to required eambor, 16 185 7,408 47 5,317 18,716
- Tilwk Road. . e SR . providing moetalling over dry rubble
atone foundations and painting the road
surface with 2 cdnta o¥ bitumen for the
oarriagoway complote with pucca 8. W.
. Drains on sides,
10 Road South of F. P. Nos. 81-34 - . e 30 530 Levelling the ground to proper oamber and 16 155 1,168 Y T 4,082 12,18%

19
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 Road making, Storm Water Drains.
. Width of Length of Type of Road work. Width of Rate per Amount, Rate per Amaount. Total.  Remarks.
Serisl .. . . Nams of Road. Roadin Road in yeoo ° the R. ft. of o- R.ft.of 7
No. feet. feot. sephalted  Rosd. " . drain on E 1T
carriage- each
WaY. pide.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
. A Re. -Re.. X, 'vR:'-'!'v P
11 Road Northof F. P, No. 64 (Garden) from Tilak Road 30 460  Levelling the ground to proper camber 16 13'6 6,210 4,7 4,324 10,634
Extension to Road No. L.~ : i and metalling over dry rubble stone
foundation, painting the surface with
bitumen for the required oarriagewsy
and 5. W. Drains gomplete.
12 Road South of F.P. Nos.118 to 126 connecting the 30 . 640 ‘ Do. do. 16 13°8 8,640 41 4,016 14,856
Road Nos. 1 and 4 above.
13 Road North-South between Nos. 11 and 12 above ... 30 820 Do. do. 16 i3'5 11,070 47 7,708 18,578
14 Road North of F. P, Nos. 101 to 105 conneoting Road 30 380 Do.. do. 16 13'5 5,130 47 3,572 _8,702
_ Nos. 4 and 13 above. g com
15 Road South of F. P. Nos. 152 to 156 between Tilak 30 660 Do, do. 16 13°5 8,010 47 8,204 15,114
Road and Road No. 1.
16 DerasarLane Extension Eastwardto Road No.1 ... 30 170 Do. do. 18 135 2,295 47 '1,698 3,803
17 Hingwala Lane Extension to Road No. 1 30 210 Do. do. 16 - 135 2,835 47 1,974 4,809
18 JethabhaiLane Extension to Road No. 1 30 85 Do. do. 16 13'5 1,148 47 799 1,047
19 Jethabhai Lane Extension beyond Road No.lupto 30 780 Do. da. 16 I35 10,530 47 7,332 17,862
F, P. No. 296.
20 Loop Roadfrom F. P. No. 286 (Sobool) to Road No. 19. 30 400 Do. do. 16 13'5 5,400 47 3,760 9,160
21 Roadslong East side of market plot from Road PNo. 68 30 565 Do. do. 18 13°5 7,628 47 5,311 12,939
. up to F. P. 252 (playground). . o —
22 Cross Road connesting Road Nos. 20 and 21 w30 250 Do. do. 16 135 3,375 47 2,350 5,726
23 Roadalong Northside of F. P, 262 (playground) .. =~ 30 305  Levelling the ground to camber providing 16 13°5 4,118 47 2,867 6,086
motalling ovor dry rubble foundation and ' B '
painting road surface with 3 coats of :
bitumen for the required ocarriagoway
: and 8. W, Drains complete,
"84 Road North-South from Road No, 19 aboveup to F, P, 30 1,640 Do. do, 16 135 20,790  4'7 14,476 35,266
196 (playground). . il R
35 Rc:f.deo:i) Slo;:h of F.P. Nos. 195-198 and along West 30 660 Do. do. 18 135 7,580 7 5,204 12,824
26 Cross Road North side of F. P. Nos. 231 and 342 30 216° “ Do. do. 18 13'5 2,903 47 2,021 4,924
2T TKokhani Lane Extension to Road No. 1 s 20 " 80 ‘Do, do. 17 13-0 ~ 1,040 2-3 388 1i08

‘29
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28

29
30
31

82

33
34

36

36

87
B8
39

Gurukul Lane Extension to join Derasar Lane
Lane along Weét and South of F. P. Nos, 25-28
Passage from Road No, 13 to F. P, Nos. 7-98
Passages from Road No. 1 Northward to F. P, No. 8-16

and Scuthward to F. P. Nos, 2-6.

Extension of Road No.6 Eastward toN.E, end of
Scheme, .

Road, Southward from No. 32 above upto F. P. No. 350,

Road from junction of Noe.19 and 20 above to F. P.
Nos. 311 and 319,

Road, North-South from Road No. 32 above ump to
Road No. 386,

Extension of Road No. 2 Eastward to F. P.
Nos, 323-324,

Extension of Road No. 3 Eastwards to F, P. No. 324 ...
Providing earth work in embankment for certain roads,..

Providing Croes-Drains wherever necesea’y on Read
Nos.1t0 81,

20

20
20
20

40

40

6o

60

50

LTI T

316

625
170
550

1,780

610
376

3,180
800

275

Do.

Providing a 20 feot wide central katetha
road with 18 feet metalling for carriagoe-
way and Hume-Pipo croee drains, com-

P lote,
Do.
Do.

Do,

Do,

- Lump Frovisicn.

-

do.

do,
do.

do,
do.

do.
do.

do.

17

17
17

17 .

18
18

13

18

18

—t

130

13+0
13:0
130

4,095 2.3 1,449 5,514
8,126 2:3 2,875 11,000
9,210 23 782 2,092
7,150 2:3 2,530 9,680
3,13,754 1,81,676  4,05,320
16,121 16,121
27,617 27,617
1,26,810
26,000 25,000
3,82,392 1,81,676 ,90,7806

8ay Ra, 6,080,500

Feal of the
Arbitrator

‘_\H‘-_'/

Bombay, 10th June 1958,

/

Arbitrator,
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME GHATKOPAR No. III

Estimate for Providing Embankment for certain roads as necessary

Abstract
Serial ‘ Ttem. Quantity. Rate. Per Amount,
N Qe ' .
Cft. Rs, Cft. Ra.
1 Ea.rth-Wor}: I:an-vation in murum and illing in embankment to any height 7,688,600 16 100 ... 1,15,200-00
as roquired. } '

Add: Forsupervision «.'| G per cent.
For contingencies tools and plant <. ) b per eent.

Total ... 1,15,200:00

11,529-00

+ Total .. 1,26,819°00

Beal of the \i
Arbitrator

./

Bombay, 10 June 1958,

e

Arbitrator.
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME GHATEOPAR NO. II

Estimate for providing Embankments for certatn roads

Measurement

Description of work or Material,

No. Length. Breadth.

Depth. Quantity,

.B.,.th work for filling in embankments to any height
on :—
Main Road 80’ wide Southern part

* Tilak Road Extension from F. P. No. 94 South-wards.
Hingwals Lane Extension to 60" road

Embankment for other pucca roads wherever
RECOEEATY. :
De. do. for the katchs roads,

-

3,450
760
100’

1,410

3,600°

40"
30

207

30" 4,41,000Cft,

30" 90,000C#t.

30" 9,000C1t.

- 200" 84,800C4t,
average.

2.0 1,44,000C1t.
average

Total .. 7,68,600Cit.

fleal of the

Arbitrator

Bombay, 10 June 1958,

{@.6.2.) M0O-a P 3480—0a

=

Arbitrator.
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TOWN PLANNING SCHEME GHATEKOPAR No, III

* Proceedings
21st February 19568

The hearing of appeals in respect of Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. II1, commenced at 11 a.m., on 21st
February 1958. At the outset, the President asked the owners to urge general objections they had if any, to the
Scheme.

Shri Khona argued that the cost of the proposed Scheme as worked out by the Arbitrator was shown
as Rs. 12,69,460 out of which an amount of Rs. 10,58,000 was proposed to be collected from the property owners, Thyg
the owners were called upon to pay nearly 80 per cent. of the total cost of the Scheme. He also observed that the
original draft scheme had provided for drainage in the Town Planning Scheme but the Arbitrator has subsequently
ruled in his Award that the cost of the drainage should be borne by the Corporation and even then the total cost of the
Scheme shown was Rs. 12,69,460. He asked as to how this was done when underthe Act they had to bear only 5o
per cent. of the expenses. It was pointed out to Shri Khona by the President that the contention urged by Mr. Khong
was not correct. The Corporation was authorised under the Act to recover from the owners of the plots wholly or in
part the cost of the scheme. The only restriction placed on the Corporation was that the sum recovered from the
owners shall not in any case exceed 50 per cent. of the total increment levied. As the total increment was about 2]
lakhs of rupees it seomed that the proposed incremental charges were within the limit.

Shri Khona then argued that he could produce evidence to show that the prices of materials taken by the Arbitra-
tor in working out the cost of the scheme were on an average 25 per cent. higher than those on the date of the
declaration of the scheme. He thought that thie was perhaps, because of the fact, that the Arbitrator had taken the
prices prevailing at the time of the declaration of the Award and not at the time of the declaration of the scheme. He
said that if prices prevailing on the date of the declaration of the scheme had been taken as basis, the total cost
would have been much lower than the present figure and consequently the owners’ share would have been reduced.
The President pointed out that the Board had no jurisdiction to go into this matter and hence could not take the same
into consideration.

Shri Khona then pointed out that Ghatkopar Scheme No. III was the first in which there was provision for garden,
playground, etc. No garden or playground was provided in the two earlier Schemes. He argued that though the
people of the entire town of Ghatkopar were likely to avail of the amenities, the expenses were proposed to be recovered
from the residents of this Town Planning Scheme. It was pointed out to him that only 25 per cent. of the cost of the
garden and playground ; etc., was charged to the residents of this Scheme and the rest was to be contributed by the
Municipal Corporation. ’

Shri Khona further argued that it was proposed underthe Scheme not to allow any shops onthe Mahatma Gandhj
Road. Instead,it was proposed to give right to establish shops on the new road proposed. Asthe plots on this new
proposed road were fully built-qp (i.e., 33% per cent.) he doubted whether it would be possible in view of the muni-
eipal restrictions to utilise the right. He therefore pleaded that increment should not be charged for these plots.

Shri K. T. Divecha appearing on behalf of Serial No. 13 said that he fully agreed with the opinion expressed by
Shri Khona that the prices of materials should be as on the date of the declaration of the echeme. As there was bound
to be a difference between the _prices of materials on the date of the declaration of the scheme and the prices on the
date that was taken as the basis by the Arbitrator the owners were likely to be asked to pay more than was due,

He also stated that the scheme as conceived by the Corporation was a half-hearted one, with provision for some

kuttcha roads and some pucca roads. He feared that the owners may be called upon to pay further contributions in
future, to provide amenities which have not been included in the scheme.

_ Hethenargued that the new road which was expected to relieve the traffic jam on the Mahatma Gandhi Road was
going to benefit the people of the entire Town of Ghatkopar. 1t was also going to benefit the people of Chembur.

Even then the residents within the scheme area were saddled with the entire cost of the Toad.
proportionate cost should be recovered from them. ot the road. Ho prayed that only

Sbri Bapat appeating on behalf of the Corporation argued that that the contention of Shri Khons that there were
- no gardens provided in the earlier schemes was not correct. There wasa garden provided in the amended scheme No. I
and in Scheme No. II a plot was reserved for garden which was acquired by the Government in war time under tht;

Defence of India Rules. The Corporation had recently acquired it back from t .
a garden on this plot. yac 1 backirom the Government and would shortly provide

General objections having concluded individual plot numbers and Serial numb
appeals filed by owners in respect of individual plotls). ’ eriol mumbers were then called out:, %o hear

Serial No. 1, Final Plot No. 1, 7.—No appearance.

_ Serial No. 3, Final Plot No. 2.—8hri K. D. Shah appeared for the owner of this plot. He sajd + i
ob]ectmns.forvsome plots which he would make when t:lggse particular numbers were It)zalled out for hB::ix?gmfgs 1?13
general objection to raise applicable to all the plots represented byhim. It wasthat the increment levied and pro a'd.
to be recovered from the owners shou.ld be 25 per cent. of the total increment calculated by the Arbitrator I;ncip oset
50 per cent. a8 has actually been done in view of the fact that the benefits proposed to be given by the execution of ::ﬁ

. Scheme.would be enjoyed by all the people of the town. He said that the final values of the plots were not disputede

(Shri X. D. Shah represented following Serial Numbers : 3. 7, 9. 10
70,71, 73, 76, 83, 85, 8, 96, 100, 10, 129, 131, 137y, 0o 1o 29 80,45, 46, 48,50, 57, 62, 67, 68, 63,

Seréal No. 4, Final Plotl No. 4—No appearance,
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Sertal No. 13, Final Plot Nos. 60 to 63, 70to 81, 126, 127, 194, 193,222, 323 ,824,324-B, 353, 363-B, 86, 87, &
92 and 93, 197, 171, 218 —Shri Divecha, Architect, appeared. Shri D.aecha referred to his written ,apl;eal,s:ﬁi'
said that the owners have been deprived of land having an area of 74,202 square yards or approximately 25 per cent.
of their total area. The compeunsation payable by the Local Authority to him as determined by the Arbitrator was
Rs. 36.597- which comes to approximately 50 naye paise per square yard, If the valuation of his original plct is
considered it would seem that the Arbitratorbas valued itanore than 50 nP. per equare yard. It was thus clear that
he had already contributed indirectly, getting a 1ate of 50 1P, as compensation for the land acquired while accordi
tothe valuation of the Arbitratorthe rate was morethan 50 nP. per square yard. He pleaded that thisshould be
taken into consideration while considering his appeal for reducing the increment.

-He said that his Final Plot No. 194 had been shown as plot reserved for Cinema. He geid that it was howover his
experience that plots reserved for Cinema are not subsequently approved by the Government for building a Cinems
theatre on the ground that the site is not suitable. Hbs cited the example of a plot in Mahim Town Planning Scheme
wherein a plot that was reserved for Cinema was rejected by the Government ag not being suitable.. He said he could
produce Government’s letter to this effect. He stated that if the same is geing to happen in the case of Plct No. 194
in this Scheme thete was no use of the reservation of that plot when no Cinema would be perrsitted to be built on the
site and in which case he asked as to why a higher increment should be charged on such a plot.

" . In case of Final Plot Ncs. 60, 61, 62 he prayed that the inciement should be on the basis of 5 rupees instead of §

rapees as calculated by the Arbitrator because the appreciation in the value because of the waking of the r0ad and the

other benefits were not, in his opinion, to the extent of 6 times the original value of the land particularly when the land

required for the making of the rcad was given by him at a very low price. Tn case of Final Plots 63 and 70 though .

they are corner plots they are just by the side of the plots mentioned sud the incresse in increment should be at the

most Annas 8 per square yard. He therefore pleaded that the increment for Final Plot Nos. 63 and 70 should be on
the basis of Rs. 5-8-0 and not Rs. 6-8-0 as levied by the Arbitrator.

*  He further pleaded that for Final Plot Nos. 71, 72, 73, 74, 75 and 76 which are on the same road and aTe in the
sarpe position as Final Pl:t Nos. 60, 61 62, 63 etc. the increment should be on the basis of 5 rupees instead of 6 Tupees
as calculeted by the Arbitrator.

Final Plot Nos. 77, 78, 79 and §0.~The incrergent was on the basisof Rs. 8. He thought that this was because of
the fact that these were situated in s little developed ares. He emphasised that the fact that the plots are in
a developed area should not be taken into consideration while deterrsining the increment. They were not there as
a result of the making of the Scheme. The plots had already that quality before the decloration cf the Scheme and
therefore no attention shoul be paid to this factor for the purposes of determining its final value. Ifthe plot is more
valuable by virtue of its being in a more developed area the qualityis reflected in the original and semi-final values,
Tt will be thus seen that there is no difference between Final Plot Nos. 76 and 77 except that the latter one is in
a developed &rea and therefore both stand to get equal benefits as a resulf of the Scheme. He therefore requested that
5 rupees should be the basis of the increment instead of 8 rupees as calculated by the Arbitrator. . -

.- Final Plot Nos. 81 and 126.—He said that Plot No. 81 could be compared with plot No. 70 which was also a corner
plot. The only difference was that plot No. 81 was in a little developed area. He said that if the same argument
urged by hiin about ignoring the quality of the land prior to assessing the final value is applied here, this plot would

stand on the same footing as plot No. 70, as Plot No. 81 will benefit to the same extent as Plot No. 70 by the execution
of the scheme. According to him the increment should be Rs. 5-50 nP. per square yard.

Tinal Plot No. 127 was on the same road as Plot No. 126, opposite the same low-lying area. This plot had a single
frontage but has been valyed at Rs. 10. He pleaded that the increment should be Rs. 5.

Plot No. 194 was reserved for Cinema. About this he said he had nothing to add to his earlier argument that when
a plot is réserved for Qinema the owner should be assured of permission to construct Cinemra on the site. If the owner
is not assured of the user then there is no point in valuing the plot on a bigher basis for particular user. :

. .. \

~ Final Plot No. 193.—1It is a plot on which shops are permitted. If this fact is ignored for a monent and the
plot is compared with Final Plot Nos. 81 and 126 it would seem that Plot No. 193 is inferior to Plot Nos. 81
and 126 wh ch are on the most important road of the Scheme. Moreover the kutcha road starts near Plot No. 193
so the dust nuisance is also there. He therefore pleaded that the increment should be the same as that for
Plot No. 81, namely 5 rupees. He said that merely because the ground floor could fetch more rent when given for
shop purposes did not justify the increment on the basis of 11 rupees, The area that can be used for shop purposes
cannot be more than 50 per cent.

Final Plot No. 222.—The plot is on the kutcha road. The situation is more or Ieg.s the same when compared
to Plot Nos. 60 and 61. Mr. Divecha pleaded that the increment should be on the basis of Rs.’4 because the plot
is inferior when compared to Nos. 60 and 61. ' )

. Final Plot No. 323.~1Tt is & very big plot. Mr. Divecha said that the shape of the plot was such that he
could not sub-divide it. The depth in either direction is considerable. This plot is of such & large size that if
would take his client some time to dispose it off. He pleaded that the increment should be’ on the basis of
Re, 1-25 nP. instead of Re, 1°50 nP.

. Final Plot No. 324 —Shri Divecha requested that the increment ghould be on the basis of Re. 125 nP.
instead of Re, 1'50 nP, l'

Final Plot No. 324-B.—Shi Divechs pleaded that this is s very small plot. The Town Planning Scheme is
neither going to improve the shape of the plot nor the size of it. It being & small strip of land no benefits can
be deemed to accrue to the plot as a result of the Town Planning Scheme. He therefore argued that the final
value should be the same as original and semi-finel value and no increment should be charged on this plot.

 Final Plot No. 353.——Shri Divecha requested that the increment should be on the basis of Re, 1'50 nP.
instead of Rs. 2°25 nP. '



68
Final Plot No. 353-B.—He raid that the rame remarks as for Plot No. 353 app'y in this case, particularly
when this plot has a single fruntage. He pleaded that inerement on the basis of ke, 075 nP. should be chargeg:
instead of Re. L. . ' '

Firal Plot Nos. 86, 87 and 88.—These plots are behind Plot Nos. 77, 76, 75. They ate in the same positiog,
as Plot Nus. 77, 76 and 75.  In one a pect they are infericr to these plots in that they are on a mincr read wh'ch
is 30 feet road. He therefore pleaded that these should be cons dered as equi alent to Plot Nos. 77, 76 and 75

and the increment should therefore be on the basis of 5 rupees instead of T rupees.

Final Plot Nos. 92 and 93.—These plots ;a.re behind F nal Plot Nos. 70 and 71 and are in no way better thap
Plot Nus. 70 and 71. He therefure requested that increment for Plot No. 92 chould be on the bas.s of 5 rupeos-
and for Plot No, 93 increment should be on the basis of Rs. 550 nP.

Final Plot No. 197.—This plot can be compared to Plot No. 62. The increment should therefore he on the:
basis of rupees 8 instead of rupees 11.

Final Plot No. 171,—The increment chould be on the basis of Rs. 8 ‘50 £.P. instead of Ra. 12.

Final Plot No. 218.—If this plot is compared with Plot No. 81 which is also in the same situation, it will l;a
seen that this plot is little inferior. The 1nmcrement for this plot should be on the basis of Rs. 6 instead of
Rs. 9°50 nP.

Final Plot No. 18—No appearance.
Final Plot Nos. 19, 20 and 21.—No appearance,

Final Plot Nos. 22, 27.—Mr. Khona appeared. Mr. Khona said that his original plot has been divided inte
two plots. Though the Town Plann nf Scheme will provide entrance to his Plot No. 27 as a result of the new rcad,
no increment should be charged as there 18 a temple on this plot which is & charitable ipstitution and exempted
under the Act. Mcreover Plot No. 27 is a plot in the interior, behind Plot No. £8 which is on the Tilak Read.
Grant'ng that hir plot was getting a fronta; e the increment rhould nct be more than Rs. 2:£0 nP. It was the

contention of Shri Khona that the appreciation in the value of the land due to road making should be reflected
in the semi“final value.

Final Plot No. 15.—Shri K. D. Shah appeared. He raid that in addition to the general objection (pleare see

Final Plct No. 2) the reconstitution of plots under the Scheme does not increase the buildable ibiliti .
plot. F.nal value should therefore be low. possibilities of this

Final Plot No. 31.—Mr. Khona appeared. Shri Khona ra’d that before the Town Planning Scheme they eould

have a shop on the plot. The Town Plann'ng Scheme has taken away the xicht to have a shop. Increment chould
therefore be rednced proportionately.

Final Plot No. 32.— Right of shop is taken away by the Town Planning Scheme. Increment ghould therefore
be reduced proportionately. . ‘

S. No. 30, Final Plot No. 33.—8hri K. D. Shah appeared. General objecti 1 i
Right to have shop is taken away. Increment should b£ reduced proporti?miz:e];).n (please refor Final Flot No. 2)

Final Plot No. 187-A4 (8. No. 38).—General objection. (Pleare refer Final Plot No. 2), 8hri X
As the plot is fully built up right to have & shop cannot be utilised. He pleaded for reda;ci:ionr of ?;;:éfﬁ?red'

Fina’ Plot No. 119 (S. No. 46).—General objection. (Please refer Final Plot No. 2).

Fina” Plot No. 121 (S. No. 48 —Shkri K.D. Shah appeared. Genera ob’ection. - (Please refer Final Plot No. 2).

Final Plot No. 123 (8. No. 50).—8hri K. D. Shah appeared. " .
Final valuo should be less by Re. 1 per square yar (fP ared. General objection. (Please refer Final Plot No. 2).

Final Plot No. 131 (8. No. 57).—8hri K. D.‘ shah appeared. General objection. ' (Pleace refer Final Plot No. 2),

o -g' )inal Plot No. 137 (8. No. 62)—8hri K., D, Shah appeared. General objection. (Please refer Final Plot

Final Plot No. 52 (8. No. 67),—8hri .
o hizwritten appeal (ﬁled.o ).~—Shri Khona appeared. He had nothing to add to the grounds of appeal stated

Final Plot No. 53 (S. No. 68).—Shri .
in his written appeal ( fled. ) 1 Khona appeared. He had nothing to add to the grounds of appeal stated

_ Final Plot No. 54 (S. No. 69).—Shri Khona appeared. He had nothi |
in his written appeal filed. He requested that th epllr)lcrement oil tbli Itl;;zﬁl]li;](é zngtso ;he grounds of appeal stated

Final Plot No. 146 (8. No. 70),—Shri Khona a i j i '
. ) A - ppeared. Shri Khona pointed out that this plot fi i
of a very big plot which was nct included in the Scheme. He therefore did nct stand to ra?noth: r&iif?tf z?::l;z

}S]‘;]‘lr_‘:?;; nlgfr;g‘;ﬁnol;’?ﬁ :ﬁli_héﬂ’l;r:f(}re ;tl)edcharg_ed on this plot. It was sugrested by Mr. Khona that this might
- 1Hau LA ; pleaded no iner : . : :
be no increment as.t was not a part of the Sche me Esgi?jitpigggiil};znl;ﬁed because strictly speaking thore would

Final Plot No. 139 (8. No. 71).—General objection, Refer to Final Plot No. 2.
Final Plot No. 141 (8. No. 73).—Shri . :
(Refer Final Plot No, 2§. 0. 73)—Bhri K. D. Shah appeared. General objection. Final value not disputed.

-

Final Plot No. 147 (8. 1‘Vo. 76) —8hri K. D. Shah appeared. General objection. (Refer Final Plot No, 2).
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Final Plot No. 157 'S, No. 83).—Shri Khona informed the President that the o i
. e O $ wners of this plot b 1
aid Rs. 525 te tbe ex-Mun cipality for the construction of the Tilak Road, and Rs, 241 for th}; (:aon::r?:gtir:idcﬂ'
Gurukul Lane. Tt will be thus seen that the owner has already paid the batterment charnes falling to his share.

he Presidont made it clear that these payments could not be taken into consideratii i m

- nastheim
Es a result of the payments will be reflected in the original value. provements effected
|

Final Plot No. 162 (S. No. 85).—Shri Kbona sppeared. He requested that
in his written appeal the increment should be Rs. 2 ilxlxgtead of Rs. ;.qu o # 2 per grounds of appeal stated

Fina.-IF ;’f;i 11;53? é‘)f" 163 (S. No. 88).—Shri Khona appoered. General objection. Final value not disputed (refer

Finaf‘gfjﬁl’éo;.l\%.lw (S. No. 96).—Shri K. D. Shah appeared. General okjection. Enal value not disputed (refer

Final Plot No. 202 (S. No. 100).—Shri K. D. Shah appeared. General objection. Final value not disputed
{refer Final Plot No. 2).

Final Plot No. 174-A 1S. No. 109).—Shri Khona appeared. He had nothing to add to his writt
General objection (refer Final Plot No. 2). i 78 To add fo e wmitten. appeal.

X g‘)inal Plot No. 183 (8. No. 129).—8hri K. D. Shah appeared. General objection. (Plesse refer Final Plok
0. 2).

Final Plot No. 185 (S. No. 131).—Shri Kbona appeared. He argued that right to have shop is taken away
by the Town Plancing Scheme. Increment should therefore be reduced propertionately. General cbjection.

N .g')fml Plot No. 287 (S. No. 137).—Fhri K. D. Shah appeared. General objection. (Please refer Final Plot
0, 3). .

Final Plot Nos. 89, 90 and 91.—Sh;i Khona appeared. He requested that increment should be 6 rupees instead
of 7 rupaes. He said that the plot was in the interior and therefore did not get the frontage as a result of the new
toad.

_ The _f_President ab this point recalled that Mr. Divecha had argued thet though the interior plot holders ean
olr:]oy quiet and calm atmosphere the factor is ofiset by the fact the frontage is lost as a result of its situation in
the interior. '

Mr. Bapst at this point rose to say that he had okbserved that Counsel were comyparing the increments of
two plots in Rupees, Annas and Pies. That is not the proper basis for comvarison. 71he increment should be on
par with the final value of the plot. As the final valve of every plot is not likely to be th. ssme, increment of
even adjoining plots may not te the same due to the difference in final vslue,

Final Plot Nos. 23, 26 and 29,—Shri Khona appeared. He requested that Final value should be 9 rupses.
No other objection except those stated in the written appeal.

Final Plot Nos. 172, 203, 204, 205.—8hsi Mody appeared. He srgued that as his plot was fully developed
and as the surroundine area also was fully developed, he d'd not stand to gain much, except for the new road,
by the Town Planning Scheme. He said that the increment was exhorbitant and should be reduced proportionately.

The proceedings concluded at this point.
' M. A. SAKHARD ANDE,
Pros.dvnt.
24th February 1958.

Heariﬁg of individual appeals in respect of Town Plann ng Scheme, Ghatkopar No. ITI, commenced at 11-00 a.m.

Final Plot Nos. 170 232, 233,257, 322, 320 237, 238 261,262, 263, 264 278, 245, 228 229. 241.—The
representat ve of Shri Rashid Jamshedji Irani, owner of the above plots, requested for postponement of hearing of
his appeal to a later date whereupon it was dec.ded to adjourn the hearing till Thursday the 27th instant. He
‘was further informed that the Members of the Board would inspect the site cn Tuesday the 25th February 1958
at 8-30 a.m. and he could accompany them if desired.

Final Plot Nos. 1 and 7.—The representative of The Salt Department requested for an adjournment of hear'ng
of the appeal in respect of their plots. The President replied that the same would be taken up on Thursday the
27th February 1958 and no further adjournment could be granted.

Final Plot No. 18—The representatives of The Fair Life Co-operat've Housing Society Ltd. urged that there
appeared to have been some mistake in the Arbitrator’s Award as regards the area. They further pleaded that
they should be given compensation accord ng to the actual area of the plot which accord ng to the sale-deed was
18 932 square yards. They further stated that the rate of compensation should be Rs. 10 per square yard instead
of Rs. 7 per square yard as decided by the Arbitrator. They further argued that they should be exempted from
the levy of betterment charges as the area was fully developed with the necessary amenities such as drainage,
water mains, water p pes, etc. or at least the increment, if any, should be Re. 1 only.

The President replied that so far as the rectification of the area was concerned, they had to take up the
matter with the Superintendent, City Survey and Land Records, and informed them that the Board had no juris-
diction over this point. ~

Final Plot No. 28.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 94 and 700.—It was stated on behalf of the Happy Life Co-operative Housing Society Ltd.
that the rate of compensation paid to them for the land taken away was very low. It was pointed out to them
that this metter was not within the jurisdiction of the Board and could not therefore be considered. It was
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also argued on behalf of the owners that the plot was already on the Tilak Road and had thus an access from
the man road. No benefit would therefore accrue to them by the construction of new road. If the remainn

benefits were considered, the increment of Rs. 4 appeared rather high. Request was therefore made to the Board
. by the appellants to reduce the increment. to Rs. 2. Tt was further argued that even the Municipality in- its
draft scheme had estimated the increment at Rs. 3. It was made clear that the access was a private access in
1947. The Municipality while it drafted the said scheme had assumed that it was in' charge of the ex-Munici-
pality and therefore did not charge on that account. However, as the Arbitrator has ruled that it was a private
access, which will be converted into a public road on completion of the scheme, the cost of tl_le road had been
charged to the account of those owners who were to come on this road.

Final Plot No. 95—No appearance. -

Final Plot Nos. 96, 97, 98, 99.—Shri Ghanekar appeared for these plots. It was argued by him that all
the bulldings on these plots had been built up before the Town Planning Scheme came. Prior to 1947, these plots
had an access from the road that was passing along these plots. In the Scheme formulated by the Arbitrator this
road has been shifted as a result of which tenants of Plot Nos. 97 and 98 have no access. Moreover, consideration
of their being the developed plots has not at all been given its due weight in the Arbitrator’s Award. He there-

- fore pleaded that the increment for Final Plot Nos. 97 and 98 should be Rs. 2 and for Final Plot Nos. 96 and 99
Re. 1 as these two plots are already in a good position. ;

Final Plot.No. 4—Shri Ghanekar appeared. It was requested that the increment should be Rs. 5 instead
of Rs. 6. _ ‘

Final Plot No. 24.~No appearance,
Final Plot Nos. 38, 39 and 40.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 43, 46.—Shri Khona appeared. He pleaded that increment for Final Plot No, 43 should be
Re. 1 instead of Rs. 2-8-0, and for Final Plot No. 46 Rs. 2 instead of Rs. 5. It was pointed out to him that Final
Plot No. 46 which was reserved for Service Industries could command much higher price in view of the fact that
there were only three plots in the whole of the scheme reserved for Service Industries and this could justify the
high increment. Shri Khona admitted that the plot would command a higher price but sa'd that he coud only
exploit the advantage by hav ng at the most a grind'ng mill. On.y the-ground floor was thus likely to be of use
for Service Industries. Shri Khona said that no shops were allowed on this plot. Thus a vital right had been
taken away. ' -

e

The President enquired of Shri Khona whether he would like them to recommend to the Arbitrator that in future,
restrictions as regards building of shops should app'y to such plots where the buildings are to be newly constructed
or re-erected, and should not apply in cases where the structures had already been n exist.nce. Shri Khona on
enquiry stated that the useful life of the structures where the shops are situated is about 35 to 40 years.

Final Plot No. 189 —Shri Narsinrao Jivanbhai, Advocate, appeared in this case. He urged that the incre-
ment should be Rs. 3 only.

Final Plot No. 48.—Shri Khona appeared. He pleaded that the plot was fully developed. There were shopﬁ
already existing. The road was also there and hence the plot would not get any material benefit from the proposed
scheme and therefore the increment seemed to be on the higher side. The President informed him that he would
have now to pay only Rs. 450 instead of Rs. 900 by way of betterment charges and the value of the plot was

bound to be much higher on account of the Scheme and the increment levied was quite justified. Shri Khona
agreed with it.- ' - '

) I{f‘mgl Pi’lot No. 142.—S8hri Khons appeared. He urged that the increment was on the high side and it should
e Rs. 3 only.

Final Plot Nos. 148, 149, 150 and 151.—Shri Ghanekar appeared in this case. H ted ¢ i £
-in respect of these plots should be as below :— i © requosted that the incremonts

Final Plot No. 148.—The increment should be Rs. 2 as the plot is slready develored t
20 material benofit £rom tho Schomo, ple | ady develored and there wovld be

Final Ploi No. 149.—The increment,should be Rs. 2 only..

. Final Plot No. 150.—The increment should be Rs. 3 only.
Final Plot No. 151.—The increment should be Rs, 3 only

Pinal Plot Nos. 15, 153 and 154 —8hri Khona appeared. He requested that the increment shorld be Rs. 2' in

II?:PEG;. gf plot Nos. 152 and 153 and that in respect of Plot No. 154, the increment should be Rs. 3 instead of

Final Plot Nos. 223, 221, 216, 246, 175, 253, 256, 239, 269, 268, 328 and 329.~Shri J. P. Parek it
appeared in this case. Shri Parekh first of all pointed out some mistake in respect of area of the ;12133.&%; i?é
informed that the matter did not come within the purview of the Board of Apreal and he should take up the same

with the D, I. L. R. before the Scheme was finally sanctioned by the Go t .
increment in respect of these plots should be Rs. 2 to Rs. 3 at theymt)st. vernment. - Ho further roquosted that the

M. A. BAKHARDANDE, .

Prosident.
27th February 1958.

T'he hearing of the individual appeals in respect of the Town Planning Scheme,

at 11-00 a.m. Ghatkopar No. ITI, commenced.
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b .FK]w;llkPlot Nf%‘e Tond 7—3bri D. V. Kirtikar, Supdt. t0 the Salt Commissioner appeared in this case. At the outset
dea; Jrtikar informed the President that the Department could not get a sanction t0 engage a legal adviser to

with this case and he himself would appear as the Tepreséntative of the Salt Department to, which the president
agr_eed. S_hrl Ku“bikar. stated that the betterment charges are in the nature of tax and hence the same 001111()1 not be
levied against the Central Government who are the owners of these properties. He also argued that the proposed road
in the Scheme is passing through their property and hence that area could not be ured a8 a space for parking wveh cles
The President however_told him that. this question did not come within the jurisdiction of the Board Shri Kirtikar.
furl:lzler referred to Bection 66(Z) Proviso (¢i1) of the New Town Planning Act and stated that the Eame ;',Ould be mads
applicable to their properties. The Salt Department would lose quite a large area and hence the contribution levied
upon them should be correspondingly less. The increment of Rs. 4 should be reduced, as there would be no material
benefits from the Scheme to the plot. So far as the user of Final Plot No. 7 was concerned Shr1 Kirtikar was requested
to contact the Arbitrator personally to consider this issue on 12th March 1958, ’ .

Funal Plot Nos. 160, 161, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 251, 240, 241, 257, 258, 231, 230 and 234. i |
As regards I!i‘m_al Plot No. 160, Shr1 Khona stated that the plot would require }illmg in i%];fﬁzn?;fo Ii? a'Ir) ?mlg’.s'
would remain in the same low position and hence the final value of tpis plot should be Rs. 9, He further urged %at
th? increment .should be 50 per cent. inrespect of all these plots. Shri Khona further said that the Local Authority is
going to penalise the owners by making a Town Planning Scheme. The original area of his plots was 84,000 Sq. yds
and he has been deprived of about 35 per cent, of the area and that no fair treatment was shown to ];im Inz thi;
connection ]1? referred to Miram’s book on valuation (p. 287) and lastly urged that tgking all the péints inte
account, the increment _shOuId be 50 per cent. only. It was pointed out t0 Shri Khona that most of his plots were
vacant plots and no objection was raised as to their acquisition i. e. taking away the same for public purposes.

FPinal Plot No. 224.—No appearance,

Final Plot Nos. 170, 232, 233, 259, 322, 320, 237, 238, 261, 262, 263, 264, 278, 245,—Shri N. M. Barai, Architect
appeared. Shri Baraiargued that the proposed 60’ road is kept for the advantage of the ares to thescuth of the Scheme
and hence contribution for the proposed 60’ road should not be borne by the plot holders at all. He further requested
the President to ask the Municipality to fix the level of the roads as these levels of the roads is a material factor for
fixing the final values of the plots. 60’ road is meant for relieving the congestion on Mahatma Gandhi Road. This
is a residential area and 40’ road would serve the purpose. Also 260’ roads are proposed in the scheme which are
ueeless. In connection with the contribution in respect of roads, Shri Barai referred to Mr. Justice Rajadhyakeha’s
decision in respect of Town Planning Scheme No. ITI, Ahamedabad (page 166). Shri Barai further observed as follows
as regards the playground, market, parking etc:— :

Playground.—It is charged 50 per cent. and should be 25 per cent. only,

Market.—8Shri Barai stated that thisproposed market ie 8 profit-gaining concern to the Municipality and
hence the Mun cipality should be made to contribute more for this market. Since the warket is meant for the
whole area and as1tis & profit-making business, no contribution should belevied on the owners.

Parking.—8hri Barai pointed out that this parking is meant for persons visiting the market and ouksiders where
upon the President observed that the parking will not be restricted only to cars but bicycles, Tongas ete. counld
also be parked. Shri Barai thereafter admitted that the parking is esrential so far as the market is concerned ;
but he urged that in respect of the parking, 10 per cent contribution only should be charged,

Stalls.—Bhri Barai further argued that the proposed stalls in the Scheme are a profit making concern, Stalls
would be construoted by the Mun cipality and hence the stalls should be fully contributed by the Munioipality .
or the contrituticn, if any, should be 1 per cent. at the most.

As regards the final values of the plots as adopted by the Arbitrator, Shri Parai stated that the final values of the
plots would beafiected as the road levels were not; fixed andit would be better to have an ides of road levels to facilitate
filling in of the plots. He further pointed out that the final values have been fixed by the Arbitrator by looking to
the sales in the developed areas. 'Lhe building plinthis required to be kept 2’ higher than the road level and hence
there would be extra cost involved. Shri Barai therefore pleaded that the final values should be somewhat less.

Final Plot Nos. 228 229, and 244.—The Chairman of the Surem Field Tenants' Co-operative Housing Society
(Lesseo) appeared. He submitted & written appeal to the Members of the Board. The Chairman stated that the
plots have been leased for 20 years in 1954 subject to the renewal of the lease for & period of further 30 years. The
Bociety is going to put up temporary structures thereon. The Chairman urged that the contribution in respect of
these plots should be apportioned between the Lessor and the Lessee. The President observed that under section
66, sub-seotion (1) Proviso (1), the decision of the Town Planning Offcer on the question of spportionment is not
left to the Board’s decision. As regards the original walue of the plots, the Board hes also no juriediction over the -

matier.
Final Plot No. 243.—No appearance.
Firal Plot No, 217.—No appearance.
Final Plot No. 277 and 176.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 242-A.—No appearance,

. Pinal Plot Nos. 279 to 284, 288 t0 291, 31210 317, 310, 275, 276, 277, 265, 270, 271, 272, 318.—8hri Khons appeared.
Bhri Khons argued that the final plots Noe, 310, 265 and 318 are very huge plots and they would have to be divided
into small plots to which the President replied that he oould do so with the Municipal permission. Shri Khona
further stated that the plots are far away and nesr theoreek, Fillinginis required to be done. The increment of

Ra, 4-8-0 was exoessive, :

Shri Bapat, ré;imsénfativ.eof ‘the Bombay Municipal Corporation eaid that so far a8 the ﬁllingiﬁ prdblem i

concerned onan average charges would be Re. 1 per ft. and onanaverage 2 to 3feet filling in would be required.
{0.0.7.) mo-A P 3480—10
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v os. 285, 293, 299, 294, 295, 296, 297.—Shri Nandlal of M/s. Nandlal & Co., S_ohmtors, appeared,
Shri FNT’: gfl]iio;gaded that theirs was a charitable trust and all the money would be used for charitablo purposes and
honce the betterment charges should beless. He further stated that there is a structure standing onthe plot whlgh was
purchased by him in 1951 under the Court’s Decree and the receipt to that ef‘ect was produced before the Arbitrator
and even then no compensation was granted in respect of this structure.

Shri Lalkaka, the learned Assessor, replying to Shri Na.ndlq.l’s earlier point regarding the betterment charges,
stated that unless the plotis used for puklic purposes, no exemgticn could be granted.

Shri Nandial further argued that the incremental charggs were high and should be reduced.
Final Plot No. 266 (S. No. 134).—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 308,349 (S. No. 149).—Shri JoshiD. R.appesred. Hae argued that hisorginal plot has been divided
into two plots and a portion of the original plot has been carved, out to make a third sma 11 plot—No. 309. This
has created extraordinary situation. He requested that either he must be given plot No. 307 or sdjoining plot No.
311. He also argued that valuation has not been proporly done. The finel values calculated Ly the Arbitrator are
rather too high. He also stated that » portion of his land viz. 382 sq. yds. has been taken away and no compensation
hasbernpaid tohim. Itwas pointed out to him thatthe Arbitrator had givenhimeredit on this account while arriving
at the final valve of his plot,

Final Plot Nos. 227, 176 (S. No. 117).—Shri D. R. Joshi appeared. He requested that final values of the plots
are rather high. He requested that in his estimation final value of Plot No. 227 should be reduced from Rs. 11 ¢
Rs. 7 and that of Plot No. 176 should be reduced from Rs. 12t0 Rs.8, The increment should be Rs. 2.

Final Plot Nos. 344, 345, 346, 342 (8. 144)—No. appearance.

Final Plot Nos.45, 64, 65,69, 184, 195, 252, 273, 274, 986, 300, 325 (S. No. 161).—Shri Bapat sppeared.
Mr. Bapat pointed out that Plot Nos. 60, 69, 45, 252, 273, 274 which axe reserved for public purposzs undarth» Scheme
have been-charged to the Bombay Municipal Corparation as being partially bepeficial. 1t was his contention that it
was the duty of the Municipal Corporation o provide frec education and medical aid. T> fulfilthis duty these plots
had been reserved and they will be solely beneficial ta tha residents of the Scheme. Similatly plots reserved for Garden
(Plot No. 45) and Playground (Plot N>, 252) are meant for better envircnment and as such form the essential emeni-
ties for human life. No contribution should therzfore bz charged-to the Municipal Ccrporaticn as the amenitios wers
meant solely for the public. He also stated that the cost of the Scheme worked out by the Arbitrator was wore than
the cost worked by them in the Draft Scheme and thus they were called upon to pay more. Inadditionthe Arkitrator
has charged Rs. 1,79,000 approximately to the Municipal Corporation for the above menticned plots which are reserves
for public purposes. Mr. Bapat requested that for all the plets the Coxporation should be asked to pay only 10 per cent.
of the bettermert charges and 90 per cent. should be borne by the residents of the Scheme.

Hearing of appeals in cases where written appeals have been filed concluded at this stage. It wasthen announced
that the Board was prepared to consider additional objections of the owners with reference to the site inspection
by the Members of the Board. '

Mr. Divecha, Architect, appearing ‘on behalf of Serial No. 13, Final Plot Nos. 194, 75, 76, 87 and 88 repeated his
argument about the plot reserved for Cinema. (The argument has been covered in the proceedings of the Board
dated 21st February 1958). 1t was pointed out to him that the plot in question to which he made a reference from
the Mahim Town Planning Scheme No. ITIto support his argument has not been firally reserved for Cinema by
the Arbitrator as the Arbitrator has not yet finalised his Award and the pcint raised by him will not therefore
arise at this stage. Mr. Divecha thereupon pointed out that underibe Bombay Cinemas Act 1953 and under the
Rules framed under this Act in 1954 Government has absolute authority to refuse the use of a plot for a cinema.
He caid he feared that even if the Arbitrator finally decides to reserve the plot (Final Plot No. 194) for a cinema,
Government might refuse permission to build a cinema on the site. The President peinted out that under Section 51,
and 53 of the Act the rights of the reconstituted plots had been declared as *subject to the right settled by the
Town Planning Officer’. The President said that he felt that even if the permission was refused by the Govern-
ment he could go to a Court of Law and establish his right which is given by this Act. ‘

Shri Divecha then pointed out that the original price of Final Plot Nos, 76, 75, 87 and 88 had been shown
as Re. 1 while the semi-final valye in case of Plot Nos. 75 and 76 is shown at Re. 1-8-0 and for 87 and §8 at Rs. 2.
He pleaded that they had benefitted uniformly due to the change in the shape and size. In fact there was no
change in shape and size of these plots. He said that by unduly increasing the semi-final value of his plots he was
indirectly paying more to the Municipality, This should be taken into consideration while considering his demand
for reduction in the increment. He also pointed out that while his original plot hatd been valued at Re. 1 per square

yard the compensation paid by the Axbitrator while taking his land for the rvad was only 0-50 nP. per square yard.
This fact also should be taken into consideration. .

The proceedings for the day concluded at this stage.

M. A. SAKHARDANDE,

President.
28th February 1958, roniden

The hearing of additional objections, with particular reference to the in i i '

) s W spection of sites by the Members of the
Btoﬁd on 25th and 26th February, 1958, in respect of the Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. I1I, commenced
at 11 a.m. :

Shri Khona stated that the cost of the scheme should be taken thed i i
pointed ouf to him that the cost has to be taken as near the T N O Rl s P

L oub. _ : date as possible of carrying out the scheme and further
that this point was never raised by Shri Khona before the arbitrator. Shri Khona’srray.;;tegntion was further drawn
to the fact that the Arbitrator has taken lower rates than the Draft Scheme, Shri Khona's attention was further drawn
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to Sections 16(1), 16(a) and 16(c) of the Act. Shri Khona also referred to Section 17 of the Town Planning Act, 1915
? »

i tated t . " o
fﬁ;g&é"’ms ated that the areas of the proposed scheme are such where no material price variations would be

Shri Lalkaka, the learned Assessor, observed that the original plot is not tobe valued according to the new

plots. It is valued as one big plot on average rate and therefore it may happenthat if the origi
the whole large plot is Rs. 10, the semi-final value of a portion may be Rej.r 14.1) P][n s:ve:al c:se(;ril.tg] :oailgﬂél:egﬁ

that the final values were less than the original values and that d g
to help the Municipality. 8 ati does not mean that more value is given to the plot

Shri Khona pointed out that Final Plct Nos. 152 and 153 have remained the sa igi
Shri Lalkaka pointed out that the Final Plct No. 152 is the portion of the Original Plot NcI)I.mSBa.S %ll.lllgimﬁlhgztiu:ti?;
stated that he has been given Original Plot No. 148 ccmprised of four plote. Evenin case of these plots, Shri Khona
urged that there should be some reduction in the increment charged. Owner of Serial No. 87 has got to pay about
Rs. 12,0_00 by way of difference between the semi-final values. Shzi Khona observed that the western side of the
scheme is fully developed area and therefore there should be 30 per cent. reduction inthe final values and on the
other gide there should be 40 per cent. reducticn. Wkhen asked by the President whether there was any material
for euggesting the reduction of the final values, Shri Khona replied that it wos a matter of bargzin and no specific
reasons could be given f.or the suggested reducticn in the final values but there should be cverall reduction in the
fnal values. The President pcinted out to Shri Khova that he had vo material sale instances to show that the
final values as assessed by the Arbitrator should be reduced. ‘ -

- Shri C.D. Bapat, representative of the Municipality, referred to Sale Statement 36 where the rate was Rs. 25 per
square ysrd and stated that the Arbitrator’s valuation is too low.

Thercafter, the plots in respect of which no written appeals were filed, were called out for hearing :—
Final Plot Nos.2-4,3,9. XNo appearance. '

Final Plot No. 8.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 11.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 12.—No appéarance.

Final Plot Nos. 5,6, 14, 17, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 66, 67, 68, 44, 47, 311, 350, 319, 351, 352, 242-B, 260.~No
appearance. :

Final Plot Nos. 353-4, 324-4, 352-A.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 34.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 37.—No appearance,

Final Plot No. 36.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos 82, 101 to 117.—No appearance,

Final Plot ¢ NIL’, Seréal No. 36.—No appearance,

Final Plot Nos.83, 84, 85, 191.—No appearance.

Serial No.39, Final Plot No. ‘ Nil’.—No appearances

Final Plot Nos. 41 and 42.—Shi Khona appeared. Thisis a piece cf land on Mahatma Gandhi Road the other

enl baing on Tilak Reacd. It is & narrow piece of land and somse portion is being scquired for ths purposes of road
for going to the garden. Shri Khona urged that the final value ghould be less in this case.

Shri C.D. Bapat, Municipal representative, stated that as regards tke Final Plot No. 41, the final value should
be Re. 1 more having regard to the shopping facility as. generally shop plots should be valued more. 4

Final Plot No. 138.—Shri Khona appeared. Shri Khona stated that the plot is fully developed and hence
the final value of the plot should be Rs. 10 only. _

Final Plot No. 135.—Shri Khona appeared. He urged that the final value of the plot should be Rs. 10 only.
Final Plot No. 120.—No appearance. -
Final Plot No. 122.—No appearance,

Final Plot No. 124.—No appearance.

Final Plt::t No. 125.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 143.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 128 -——No appearance.

Final Plot No. 130.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 132.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 133 —No appearance.

Final Plot No. 134.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 136.—No appearance.
{a.0.2,) m0-A P 3480—10a
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. Final Plot No.49.~Shri Khona appeared. It was pointed out to him thet the increment is Re, 1 ony
which Shri Khona accepted as fair and reasonable. S

Final Plot No. 50.—No appearance. _ . .
Final Plot No. 51.—Shri Khona appesred and argued that as the plot i8 fully developed the incromey
should be less,

.Final Plot No. 146.—No appearance.

Fenal Plot No. 145.—No appearance. '
Final Plot Nes. 144, 187-B, 189, 192, 188.—No appearance,

Seréal No. 79, Final Plot No. * Nil*.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 159.—Shri Khoxna ai)peared in this case and argued that the final value of the plot should b
Rs. 10 only as the plot is fully developed.

Shri Mody, Advocate, appeated before the Board of Appeal on behalf of the owner of Final Plot Nos. 172, 203,
and 20b.

Ag regards Final Plot No. 172, Shri Mody stated that the plot is without any change and even then value is py;
at Rs. 12 and for Final Plot Nos. 203 and 204, the value is Rs. 11 which are more or less opposite to Final Plot No. 172
and the increment is Rs. 6. He pleaded that the increments should be the same for all the plots. As regards Fins]
Plot No. 205, Shri Mody stated that it is a “ VAGHMUKHI ” plot and is inauspicious and hence it should be changed,
The increment should be Rs. 4 only as the only benefit is of a road, asthe plot had an acoess from the Hingwala Lans,

Final Plot Nos. 155, 156, 190 and 196.—Shri Khona appeared. He pleaded that $rd reduction should be made in
the increments charged.

Final Plot No, 158 —No appearance.

Final Plot No. 164.—Shri Khooa appeared. He stated that the plot is in the fully developed area and hence
the .ncrement should be Re. 1 only. ,

Final Plot No. 165.—No appearance.
Final Plot No. 166.—~No appearance.
Final Plot Nos. 198, 199, 200.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 213—Shri Khona appeared. Shri Khona stated that the plot is on th d 90’ road. Th
increment charged is Rs. 6 and the same should be Rs, 3 only. P n the proposed 30’ road. The

Final Plot Nos. 168, 169, 207, 206.—Shri Khona sppeared and urged that the i X
Nos. 169, 206 and 207 are heavy and should be reduced. PP e e increments for Final Plob

Final Plot No. 214—~No appearance.

Final Plot No. 215.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 219, 253, 254—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 220.—No appearance.

Sertal No. 106 —Unknown.

Final Plot No. 173.—Shri Khona appeared. Being a temple,

Final Plot No. 174-B.—Shri Bapat, Munici
there was nothing to be said about the plot.

no increment has been charged.

pal representative, stated that there is no increment charged and hence

Final Plot No. 225.—No appearance,
Final Plot No. 247 —No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 250, 249 —Shri Khons appeared. H ed - .
be Ra. 3 and for Final Plot No. 250, the incré)llr;ent shouldeb:rfgts. fgnifards Final Plot No. 249, the inorement should

Serial No. 114, Final Plot No. * Nil’.~No appearance,

Final Plot Nos. 180, 235.—Shri Khona appeared. Heo said that Plot No. 935 ; : '
the increment shou d be Rs. 5. As regards Final Plot No. 180, as tlfe g;?tii?fol? (i)i? i:h'e I;n:lpos?d b oad and tendh
there shou d be no increment at all. moluded in the Scheme No. 1,

As regards F nal Plot No. 146, Shri Khona stated that a lar

P reye rti i 3
a small part of it falls within the proposed scherme e her cﬁl (P;Oinég: n(:: :th:hglgl% 11 ::t];sﬁ; efiline scheme area and only

Final Plot No. 226.—8hri Khona appeared and urged that the final value of the Plot should be Rs. § onl
Final Plot No. 178.—No appearance. - | ‘ >

Final Plot No. 1804.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 179, 177, 181, 236, 248.—No appearance.
Final Plot No.  Nil’, Serial No. 122.—No appearance,
Final Plot No. 182.—No appearance.
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Final Plot No. 267.—No appéarance,
Seréal No. 127, Final Plot No. * Nil’.—No appearance,

Final Plot No.321.—Shri Khona appeared and urged that theincrement should be Annas 4 onlyinstead of Annas 8,
Final Plot Nos. 185-4, 185-B.—No sppearance.

Final Plot No. 184-4.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 298.—No appearance.

Serial No. 136, Final Plot No. ¢ Nil’.—No appesrance,
Final Plot Nos. 301, 302, 305, 306, 307, 304, 347.—No #ppearance.
Fsnal Plot Nos. 348, 303.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 309.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 326, 327.—No appearance.

Serial No. 143, Final Plot No. * Nil’.—No appearance.
Final Plot Nos. 343, 341.—No appearance.

Serial No. 146, Final Plot No. ¢ Nil’.—No appearance,
Serial No. 147, Final Plot No. ¢ Nil’.—No appearance
Final Plot No. 336.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 330, 331.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 339.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 340.—No appearance.

Final Flot No. 338.—No appesrauce.

Final Plot No. 332.—No appearance,

Final Plot No. 337.—No appearance,

Final Plot No. 333.—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 334, 335.—No appearance.

Sercal No. 157, Final Plot No. * Nil’.—No appearance.
Serval No. 158, Finql Plot No.  Nol’.—No appearance,
Final Plot No. * Nil’, Serial No. 159.—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 186.—No appearance.

Shri K. T. Divechs, while mentioning the additional general objections in respect of Final Plot Nos. 75, 76, 87
and 88 stated that the reason why the Final Plot Nos. 87 and 88, though interior in sitvation, have been valued at
8 higher rate viz. Rs. 7 than Final Plot Nos. 75 and 76 is that those plots are at higher level than the adjoining plots.
According to Shri Divechaitisno advantageatall. Plot Nos. 75and 76 appearto be at the same level as the proposed
lovel of the road while plot Nos. 87 and 88 are at a slightly higher lovel by about 2 feet or so which would not give
Re. 1 more por square yard. Shri Divecha therefore urged that the increment would be the same in both the cases.
He further poirited out that the plots on opposite sides have different values. Shri Divecha further stated that ke
eould not see any reason why Plot Nos. 87 and 76 should have different values as physically the plots would be the
same. Plot No. 77 is at Rs. 8 per square yard while plot No. 76 will be only Rs. 6. Difference of Rs. 2 is a bigdiflerence.
Shri Divecha further urged that Plot Nos. 87 and 88 should be valued at the saime rate as for Plot Nos. 75, 76, 77 to 80,
Inthe valuation put up before the Arbitrator, Shri Divecha stated, he had valued the criginal plots at approximately
Rs.1-90 nP. and the semi-final values of the land given were practically the same with a difference of 1 nP. However,
according to the Arbitrator’s figures it appears that the original plot value isreduced. As regardsthe semi-final values,
the Arbitrator hos taken the same at Rs. 139 nP. The plots in semi-final condition have increased in valve by ohout
a quarter of a rupee. He further stated that there would be no further advantage by way of shape and size of plots.
Shri Divecha further pointed out that in bis original valuation, he had valued the final plots at Rs. 1-90 P. while
the Arbitrator has valued them at Rs. 2-60 nP. the net result of this being that Shri Divecha has to pay Rs. 1,07,545
in cash as net contribution plus about 74,000 square yards of land. He therefore pleaded that 1j4th of his total area
was a sufficient contribution towards the scheme. He bas been given compensation at the rate of As. 8 per square
yard. Ho further pointed out that he has been given land which 16 iv an undeveloped state and without any girect

aCCoeBs,

Shri Bapat, represontative of the Bombay Municipal Corporation stated that the final values adopted by the
Arbitrator are onlow side. Plots carmarked for service industries, cinema and shops should have more values having
rogard to the stability under the statute. As regards Final Plot Nos. 204 and 205, the increments are Re. 6 and Re. 7 -
respectively. As regards Final Plot Nus. 206 and 207, the increment is Rs, 6-8-0 and Rs. 5-8-0. Plct No. 206 is a
shop plot and no preference is givon to it being a shop plot. Similarly, for Cincma plet the increment is Re. 5-8-0
but for the opposite plot the increment is Re. 6-0-0. Shri Bapat said that this Cinema plot would fetch geod premium
as thisis tho only plot where cinema could be constructed and there is no other plot in the scheme reserved for cinema
Purposes. He urged that the quantum of increment should have been double than what has been charged for resi-
dential plcts as this is the only plct in the Whole scheme reserved for a cinema. Shri Bapat further stated thet tke
Sexvico 1ndustry plots have also beon charged atlow rate and that the valuation in gemersl is en the low side.
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Shri Bapat handed over three copies of his general objections to the scheme valuation and pointed out that ou the
last page of his appeal a Tequest Las been made to the Arb'trater regardingthe ehopsto be a_lIchd on Mahatmg
Gandhi Read. As regards the plcts reserved fer Maternity Heme in the scheme, Shri Bapat said that the nomencla-
ture of this plot would have to be changed in view of tLe new Sarvcdaya Hospital recontly constructed in the area.
Shri Lalkaka, one of tLe Assessors, told Shri Bapat that this could be done in eonsultation with the Arbitrator.

Hearing of appeals in respect of the Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. I1I, concluded at 2 P, M.
M. A. SAKHARDANDE,

Presidont.
20th March 1953 .

Final Plot No. 44 (Serial No. 12).—No appearance.

Final Plot Nos. 111 to 117 and 101 (Serial No.35 ).—Shri Harkisondas Chhotalal appeared, inthis case. He urged
that there should be no further increase in increments as he accepted the increments awarded by the Arbitrator. He
adm'tted that there might be some justification to increase the increments in respect of Plot Nos. 101, 111 and 112
as they happened to be corner plets but there was no just ificaticn to increace the increments in respect of Final Plot
Nos. 113, 114,115 and 116 as they were in the interior. As regards Final Plot No. 117, though it was a corner plot,
it ‘was far away from the main road and no increase should be made in respect there of.

Final Plot No. 30 (Serial No. 27).—Shri H. R. Thakkar, Architect, appeared. He pleaded that proportionate
concession should be granted to him in the levy of betterment charges in view of the fact that considorable amount
had been spent by him towards appreach rads, G.I. pipes and g2neral development of the plots. He turthor
pleaded that he should be paid compensation for the kutcha road at tha rate of Rs. 8 instead of Rs. 5.

The President replied that any expenses incurred after the date of declaration ot the echeme were not to be taken
into consideration, He then stated that the incremantal rates were alright but still he would request that the
betterment charges should be rather on low side.

Shri C. D. Bapat thereafter clarified that the money (Rs. 1,500) paid by the ownor of this plot to the Munici-
pality wes in the nature of a security depos't towards the fa'thful pcrformance of the terms and conditiors of the
Commencement: Certificate and the same was adjustable and not refundable under the new Town Planning Act.

Final Plot No. 136 (Serial No. 61).—No appearance.
Final Plot No. 139 (Serial No. 71).—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 118 (Serial No. 45).—Shri Khona appeared. Shri Khona reised a pornt that the Municipality
had no right to suggest higher increments at this stage as the valuation of the plot had already been fixed by them at
the time of submitting the Scheme to the Arbitrator.

The President stated that the Board felt that the idea that increments suggested by the Arbitrator were likely
to be increased by the Board inits jurisdiction to do so, mig ht not have occurred to the parties when they argued
their appeals and lost hence they might have been under the wrong impression that increments wovld either be

retained or reduced. The Board had thought it right that a second chance to hesr them might be givoen to them as
being in consonance with natural justice.

Shri EKhona further urged that the comparison to be made for increasing the incremant of a particulsr
plot should be with similarly situated glots and not with the adjoining plots. Shri Khona further argued that the
maximum final values of the plotsinthisSchemeshould not exceed Rs12asthe maximum final valuesof the
plote .in Scheme No. II-Ghatkopar which was comyaratively a developed area were not more than Re.14. Ho was -

informed that the increment for Final Plot No. 118 was proposed to be increased to bring it in conformity
with final Plot No. 112. .

Shri C. D. Bapat stated that as against the sale of Rs. 14 quoted by Shri Khona, there is a instance of sale
taken by the Arbitrator himself where the rate is Rs. 20. .

Final Plot No. 223 (Serial No. 86).—Dr. J. P. Parekh, Architect, appeared. He argued that it is a verylarge
plot and therefore the benefit of the corner would be restricted to a very small area and looking to the frontage of
Final Plot Nos. 222 and 223, the increment of this plot is higher and the same should be Annas 8 at the most.

_ Final Plot No. 241 (Serial No. 87) —Shri Khona appeared. It was pointed out to Shri Khona that the
inerement for Fx.nal Plot No. 240 which is 8 non-corner plotis Rs, 6 whilo the increment for Final Plot No. 241 which
i8 & corner plot is Rs. 5. The increment is therefore proposed to be increased to bring it in conformity with Final

Plot No. 240, the increment in respect of which has been proposed to be reduced. Shri Khona agreed to the proposed
increase in Incrément:

Final Plot No. 274 (Serial No. 161).—Shri Bapat urged that the increments of the neighbouring plots were near-

about Rs. 7 apd as su_ch t_hg increment should be Rs. 7 instead of Rs. 10 as proposed by the Board. More-
over, a market is & public utility and hence the increment should be low.

F'iml Plot No, 278 (Serial No. 87).—Shri N. M. Barai, Architect, appeared. Shri Barai urged that this is
a sloping plot and not a levelled plot. This plot is & corner plot and not a shop plot. According to the Munici-
pal rules, 15 open spaces are to be left all round the building and hence it would not be possible for him to build 3rd
area of the plot as the plot admeasures only 600 square yards. Also the internal chowks will not be allowed by

the Municipality., He further stated that looking to the shape of the plot, increment as proposed by the Arbitrator
18 alright.
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As regards the internal chowks, Shri Bapat clarified that 14’ % 14’ internal chowks are permitted.

Final Plot Nos. 288, 291 and 310 (Serial No 725).—Shri Xhona a i
. ) i No. . ppeared. He agreed to the d
in increments by As. 8 a_nr% As. 4 1n respect of Final Plot Nos. 288 and 291 respectively. Asregards Fiﬂfﬁpﬁf}t I:In:.r;%e
be argued that though it is a service industry Plot, the proposed increase in increment of R, 1-8-0 is hich compareti
to ;h.i_ :)]:neﬁlf;s that w;fuicill acm;rue ifa serv(llcehmdustry is established having regard to the situation of the plot at the
end of the scheme. e therefore requested that the inecrement should i i
o osed by the Board. q nt sho be increased by Re. 1 instead of Rs. 1-8-0 a8

Final, Plot No. 292 (Serial No. 130).—Shri Nandlal, Solicit ‘ .
increase in increment of As. 4. olicitor appeared. He had no cbjection to the proposed

Final Plot No. 298 {Serial No. 135).—Shri D. R. Joshi appeared. Shri Joshi argued that his plot was far away
from the business area and he may be allotted any shop plot in lieu of the present cne else the plot should be declared
28 shop plot. The President replied that his request could not be granted, and the increment was proposed to be
increased to bring it in conformity with Final Plot Nos. 297 and 299,

Final Plot No. 308 (Serial No. 140).—Shri Joshi appeared. He stated that the plot is low-level plot. It is
a small plot especially when the building area is taken into consideration and the increment charged by the Arbitrator is
unduly abnormal. The President replied that the increment was proposed to be increased by As. 8 to bring
this plot in conformity with Final Plot Nos. 307 and 309. Shri Joshi further asked as to whether it would
be possible to give Plot No. 309 to him in exchange to which the President replied in the negative,

Final Plot No. 309 (Serial No. 141).—No appearance.

Final Plot No. 353 (Serial No. 13).—Shri M. L. Bhakta appeared. He requested for an adjournment of the
hearing of this plot as their Architect Shri Divecha was confined to bed, with jaundice. The President granted the
adjournment asked for and fixed the hearing of this plot on 11th April 1958 at 11-00 a.m.

The President declared thst the Orders of the Board would be pronounced on the 12th April 1958.

M. A. SAKHARDANDE,
President.

11th April 1958.

The Board heard objections in respect of Final Plot No. 353 in Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. III, with
regard to the increase in the increment as proposed by the Board. Mr. Divecha stated that the Municipal appeal did
not make any submissions to show that the va uation made by the learned Arbitrator was not a fair and reasonable

. valuation, He further stated that the burden thrown on the owner of this plot was something which was not appa-
rent on the face of it. An increment as shown by him n the statement submitted to the Arbitrator was only As. 4
while the increment charged by the Arbitrator is Re. 1. He further stated that there are certain considerations for
the valuation of a plot such as size, position and the physical condition of the plot. The size of the plot in question
i3 not at all suitable for building purposes and also no factories are permissible on this plot. There is no change in
the character of the locality which is being developed pure'y for residential purposes. If the plot is to be sub-divi-
ded, a layout plan will have to be submitted to the Municipality and it would be necessary to execute such works as
are in conformity with the municipal regulations. He therefore submitted a statement showing the financial burden
on the owner in respect of construction of roads, sewers with manholes, water mains etc. the cost of which comes to
about Rs. 4 per square yard. If this cost is added to the final value as estimated by the Arbitrator it ¢omes
to about Rs. 6-4-0 per square yard which is more than the final va ues of the plots on opposite side of this
Final Plot No. 353 which are valued at Rs. 6 per square yard with no financial burden on the owners thereof.
He referred to « Mirams ' (page 294) book on valuation, to show that the date when the plot would be available to
the owner for disposal has to be taken into consideration while arriving at a final value of the plot. He concluded
his arguments by saying that there was no reason why the increment should be increased. According to him, if at

all, the increment should be reduced.
M. A. SAKHARDANDE, -

President.

During and on termination of the Proceedings in respect of Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. III, the
Board of Appeal held several meetings to consider its decision and deolared its Final Decision in the open Court on

12th April 1958, of which date the parties concerned were duly intimated.
Decision,

1. The Local Authority concerned having by a Resolution declared its intention to make a Town Planning
Scheme on 29th March 1947 under section 9(7) of the Bombay Town Planning Act of 1915, by Government N otification,
L. 8. G. &. P. H. D., No. 5837/33, dated 13th April 1951, the Government of Bombay sanctioned the making of
the Scheme for the Ghatkopar area-Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. III—under the Act. The draft scheme was
published by the Bombay Municipal Corporation on 9th April 1953 and the same was sanctioned by Goverament
under Government Notification, L. S. G. &. P. H. D., No. TPB- 753, dated 10th June 1954 and Shri G. J . Desai
was appointed Arbitrator in the matter on 17th August 1954, From the proceedings it appears that the Arbitrator
issued notices to the indiv dual plot-holders concerned and after hearing the parties concerned, including the Bombay

Munieipal Corporation, he declared his Award on 31st December 1956.

2. The Bombay Town Planning Act of 1916 was thereafter replaced by the Bombay Town Planning Act, 1954
but section 90(2) of the latter Act provides that *“ Notwithstanding the repeal of the said Act, any declaration of inten-
tion to make a scheme, any application made to the State Government for sanction of the making of the scheme, any
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draft scheme published by a local authority, any application made to the State Government for the sanction of the drafy
scheme, sny sanction given by the State Government to the draft scheme, any restrictions imposed upon an owner
of land or build ng agamst the erection or re-erection of any bui ding or works, any commenceracnt certificate granted,
any order of suspension of rule, by-law, regulation, notification or order made, any appointment made of an arbitrater,
any proceeding pending before the arbitrator, any final scheme forwarded to, or sanctioned or varied by the State Goverp..
ment, any recoveries to be made or compensation to be given in respect of any plot under the repealed Act shall; in
80 far as it is not inconsistent with this Act, continue n force thereunder and provision of this Act s.hall have effect
in relation to such publication, declaration of intention, draft echeme, final scheme, sanction, variation, restriction,
proceedings, suspension, recoveries or compensation ” ; while ection 90(3) of the new Act provides that all proceedings
pending before the Tribunal of Arbitration at the date when that Act came into force should be continued before and
disposed of by the Board of Appeal under the new Act as if an appeal had been made to it in respect thereof. ]

3. In accordance with the provisions of section 32 of the new Act, the duties of the Town Planning Officer (who
correspends to the Arbitrator under the old Act) have been prescribed on the same general lines as those of the Arbitra-
tor under section 30 of the old Act and by section 33 of the new Act every decision of the Town Planning Officer
except n matters arising out of clauses, (v), (vi), (i), (iz), (2) and (ziit) of section 32(7) of the new Act has been made
final and conclusive and b nd’ng on all persons. In this respect section 33 of the new Act corresponds generally to the
provisions of section 31 of the old Act. With reference to matters arising out of clauses (v), (v2), (veit), (iz), (z) and
(z74?) of subsect on (1) of section 32 of the new Act the parties aggrieved by the decision of the Town Planning Officer
are given a right of appeal to the Board of Appeal constituted under the Act which consists of a Pres dent and two
Assessors. In accordance with the said provisions, under Government Notification No. TPB-3757-M, dated 26th
October 1957, I was appo nted President of the Board of Appeal in connection with the Scheme; and on 11th
December 1957 under section 35, sub-section (3), I appointed (1) Mr. Minocher Dorabji La kaka, Retired Chief Judge,

- Court of Small Causes, Bombay, and (2) Mr. Gajanan Sakharam Gupte, B. A, L. C. E, M. I. E., «x-Superintending
Surveyor, Land Records and <x-Special Requisition Officer, Bombay, as Assessors in connection with the Scheme..

4. This Scheme comprites of an area of about 208 acres of land bounded roughly onthe North by the Central Rail-
way, on the East and South by the creek land and on the Wert partly by Mahatma Gandhi Road and partly by the
Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar Ne. I.  About half of this ares, lying on the East and South-east is low-lying land
requiring a certain amount of filling before it can be develored. The remaining area is fairly high, in level with the
already developed area on its Wost, except that in come places it is somewhat uneven and in a few other places it is
rather sloping. The South-western quarter of this area flanking on Mahatma Gandhi Road is aleady plotted out
into plots of various sizes large and medjum with access of roads as narrow as 20 in width. One of thece roads called
“Tilak Road ”’ runs North-south paralle] to the Mahatma Gandhi Road through the middle of this part and the other
aTe passages from the said main Toad eastward across this part and rerve as access to the interior plots. A, certain
number of these plots are also built-over. The North-west quarter of the Scheme area, which adjoins the area of
the Town Planning Scheme No. I and the Ghatkopar Railway Station and yard has been built-up without any Plan in
a haphazard manner because of the numerousirregular shaped holdings-bothsmalland large-in difforent owrerships.
The structures are generally of a temporary nature mostly for residential use for low income groups. It has, therefore,
become a very bad slum with insanitary conditions. :

5. The Board of Appeal met for consideration of matters arising out of the above Scheme on 215t February 1958
and subsequent dates. On the first day the Board asked those who were present whether they desired to urge before
the Board, general objections if they had any, to the proposals made by the Arbitrator but confined to the provision
of section 32, sub-section (1), clauses (v), (vi), (vii7), (iz), (v) and (@ii5) which limited the scope of the Board's

juricdiction. The Board inspected the area covered by the Scheme on 25th and 26th February 1958, after due
intimation to the parties, .

6. 'We may observe that it was argued by some of the representatives present that the Scheme was not necessary ;
that in any event it was conceived on a grandiose scale and that their experience as t0 such schemes was that it takes
8 good deal of time for the scheme to be finaliced and actually brought into being with the result that the ovwpem
are asked to pay for the notional benefits which may in fact never accrue to them. We are unable to take

such a pessimistic view of the whole affair. In any event the President ruled that this argument does pot fall within
the scope of our jurisdiction.

7. It was further urged that the layout of the scheme was not very scientific, The President ruled that this

question also does not fall within our jurisdiction having regard to the provisions of sect; g ¢
Town Planning Act, 1954, : 1ng reg P 1on | sections 32 fo 35 of the Bombay

8. Bome complaints about discrepancies in the are
on behalf of some of the owners but the President had to
had no jurisdiction to go into any such question and that if
must immediately approach the Arbitrator and the
errors,.if any. S :

9. It was next sought to be urged by Mr. Khon.a and also by Mr i & o
that in estimating the cost of tl§e Scheme the Arbitrator h:d taken t{e s poh, who e rons Tt o

» While sccording to them he should have taken such prices as prevailing

i he Scheme viz. 29th March 1947, being the material date mentioned
under section 17 of the old Act (corresponding with section 65 of t  DoUg vLe m
cost of the Scheme is concerned, the A(I;t do sounie he new Act). Bo far as the ascertaipment of the

! 63 not appear to give t o "y
rator’s or Town Planning Officers’ estimates made ung};: O moard of Appeal any power to reviee the Arbit

\ section 32(7) (ziy) of the new Act {corresponding with section
30(10) Ofthe Old Act], Whlch SHOWS himto make ariat' 3 % t L ulg . . e
snter-alig the = estimate of the net cost of the ;';:hem:;om in the draft echeme prepared by the Local Authority rhowing

to beb itw w1 :
old Act [corresponding with section 25(d) of the new Ac o borne by the Local Authority : »ide section 11(d) of the

; : A cONG) t]. However, we may state that even if we had juri diction t0
f‘evme the estimate of t?.ne Axbxtrato;' in this regard, in our opinion, the scheme of both the old and the néw Acts makes

a8 of the original plots were songht to be addreseed to us
draw their attention to the fact that the Board of Appesl
the owners had any genuine grievances in this respect they
Government authorities concerned for the rectification of the
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it clesr that the estimate of the cost to be made by the Arbitrator or the To nning ;

of the g.ctua.l cost, of the schemq which the Local Authority would be call;rd z;oilzo bearogacg';rmé?:h: ::m?:f:tmio ‘
ascertained at the da.te_ of ascertainment and not the hypothetical cost for the scheme as if the’Scheme had been comai:ateg
ab the date 'of declaration of mtent_lon tomakeit. By the frame of the Acts, the legislature has made express roI;isio
for the taking of such & hypothetlca.l date only for the purpose of the valuation of the plots for the calcuﬂ.tion oIE
increment, etc., under sections 65 and 67 of the new Act (corresponding with sections 17 and 19 of the old Act); while
no such provision for any hypothetical date has been made under section 64 of the new Act {corresponding with sect ioo
16 of t]l'(:; ](:ld A;:f;) wlilélh ti.'eals with the actual cost of the scheme, which under section 66 of the new Act (correspml]iL
i]ﬁfl d:(i insslielo;;n 2 :he 1:1%? old Act) has to bfz met wholly or in part by the contribution to be levied on the plots

.10. It was further urged by Mr. Divechs that the proposed new wide road which wss e lcte to reli

jam on the existing Mahatma Gandhi Road was going to benefit the people of the entire tow:lxgi? th.‘okoprgl :jl?i :::f}c(l’
also bea great benefit to the people of Chembur and in consequence the final plot owners in the prezent Scheme should
be asked to pay only a proportionate part of the cost of the making of the new road. Of course every road made for
a Town Planning Scheme is bound to afford some benefit to persons other than the owners or residents within he
schemo ates, as the use of any such public road cannot be confined to such owners or residents. We are, however
~unable to pmk? any such provision as i8 desired by Mr. Divecha, because under the scheme of the Town Planiling o
no provision is made for levying any contribution in respect of roads which are beneficial partly to the owners or
residents within the area of the schome and partly to the general public, such a provision being confined to the case of
final plots used, allotted or reserved for a public purpose ot purpose of the Local Authority and which are partly benefi-
cialto the general public, in which case & proportionate contribution is required to be levied on such plots under section
66(2) Proviso (iv) of the new Act [corresponding with section 18() Proviso (iv) of the old Act].

11. Tt was next argued and in particular by Mr. K. D. Shah who appearsd for some of the owners oft
plots that the Arbitrator has fixed the maximum of 50 per cent. as contn'I;)I:J.tion to be paid by the owners on tl?: bfins?ul
of the betterment charges estimated by him. It was argued that as such proportion wastoo high we should reduce the
contribution by some percentage. The President pointed out that that was not possible to be done in as much as the
whole scheme of the Town Planning Act as shown especially by the wording of section 32(7) (iz) read in the light of
section 66 of the Bombay Town Planning Act, 1954 appears to be that the entire cost of the Scheme should if possible
becollected from the owners of the properties who are expected to be benefited by thescheme.  However, in the event
of the betterment charges sought to be collected bei ng found to be more than 50 per cent. of theincrement then the Act
provides that only 50 per cent. of the increment should be collected from the owners of the property as and by way of
betterment charges leaving the balance to be borne by the Municipality concerned. The President ruled thatin view
of the plain provisions of section 66 of the Town Planning Act, 1954, and having regard to the total increment and
cost of the Scheme as estimated by the Arbitrator, the Arbitrator was bound to direct the maximum 50 per cent.
of the contribution to be levied on the individual plot-holders,

12. Onbehalf of some of the owners an argument was sought to be addressed to us by Mr. Ehona on the ground
that as their previously existing right to have shops on their land was to be taken away by the Scheme as framed,
the increment to be levied in respect of such plots which lose such right and where no provision is made for thops
should be reduced proportionately. ‘We are unable to accede to this contention, as the new Act expressly provides
by section T0(2) [corresponding with section 22(2) of the old Act] that property or a private right of any sort shall
not be deemed to be injuriously affected by reason of any provision inserted in a Town Planning Scheme which, with
a view to securing the amenity of the area included in such scheme or any part thereof, imposes any conditions
and restrictions in regard to any of the matters specified in sub-clause (7) of clause (2) of section 18, which allows the
imposition of cond'tions and restrictions in regard inter alia to the purposes to which buildings or specified areas

may or may notbe appropriated.

. 13. Mr. Kirtikar, Superintendent to the Salt Commissione1, who was permitted to appear for the Central Govern-
ment as the owner of Final Plots 1 and 7, argued that the betterment charges which were sought to be levied inrespect
of these plots were in the nature of & tax and therefore they should not be levied against the Cvntral Government
under the provisions of the Constitution of India. There appears to be no force in this argument because under the
scheme of both the old and new Bombay Town Planning Acts these betterment charges are to be levied on each of
the finalplots for the specific purpose of meeting the costs of the Scheme, whichis taken to benefit the owners of these
plots to a considerably larger extent than the valre of such contribution and these amounts are not'to be recovered
for collecting any general revenues for use for public purposes, or allowing the Local Authority to mwake any profit
out of such contributions. In consequence such contributions cannot be regarded in any sence as a tax which can
possibly fall within Article 285 of the Constitution of Indis.

14. Onbehalf of the owners of some of the Final Plotsit was argued that onthe whole the final values were based
on pure spoculation and estimates ware fixed purely on a notional basis. 'We are unable to appreciate this argument
inasmuch as the very basis of the Act itselfis that the Arbitratoris supposed to estimate the increment on the notional
basis that the scheme has been completed on the date of the declaration of intention to make the echeme (vide section
65 of the new Act, corrosponding to section 17 of the old Act). We may observe that the Arbitrator who asristed us
at thetime whon the hearing of the matters was going on informed us that he badconsidered a large number of instances
of sales both in the schome arca and the adjoining area. After making a careful comparizon of the prices both in
the Scheme area and the adjoining area, as shownby the instances of sales, some of which were in fact furniched
by the individual plot holders, he had come to the estimate as to the final values of individual plots. At the time
of the hearing in Court, he also supplied to the partiesinresponse to their demand the particulars as to the instances
of sales. 'We may okserve that even the Municipality inits draft Scheme had furnished some instances of sales
and it was certainly open to the owners of the plots to give to the Arbitrator whateverinstances of rales on which they
proposed to rely at the time when they appeared before him. Inanyevent, this point now cannot be entertained by
us 50 far as the orginal dnd semi-final values as estimated by the Arbitrator are concerned, but so far as the final values

. areconcerned we took a note of this argument for the purposes of arriving at comparative final values and the increment

payable by each one of the plot holders.
{g.0.p.) mo-o P 3480—11 (299—1-60)
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15, Mr. Joshi who appeared for the owner of some of the final plots urged thet the Arbitrator had not given
any reasons for his decision. He relied on Rule 14 of the rules made by the Government under the TQW_I} Planning
Act, 1915, in exercise of the rule-making powers conferred upon the Government under tho Act. 1 he Pregident ruled
that under the said Rule 14, the Arbitrator was required to give reasons only with reference to any conflicting c]alqlg
made before him or any difference of opinion with regard to any portion of the Scheme. Thero is no roference in
the Rule in terms of which the Arbitrator could be called upon to give reasons regarding the various valuations or
estimates which he has made. It is advizedly o, as it would rether be an impossible tack for the Arbitrator in
matters such as these to give detailed reasons for arriving at the final values. Itisanestimate whichis made by the
Arbitrator and there must be scope for guess-workin all matters of valuation. Wo are, however, satisfied from the
instances referred to by the Arbitrator and by an examination of the overall situation thst the Arbitrator has
been on the whole quite fair to the individual plot-holders.

16. Tt was contended by some of the owners and in particular by Mr. Sanghani that the original and semi-final
values were toolow. The President ruled that as has been repeatedly held, the Board of Appeal has no jurisdiction
to touch the original and the semi-final values which the Town Planning Officer has to fix under section 32(1) (wi)
of the new Act corresponding with section 30(3) of the old Act and we do not propose to depart.frc_)m the view which
has been concictently taken so far. Apart from the decided cases, however, we ore also satisfied on the wording
of sections 32, 33, 34 and 35(£) of the new Act [corresponding to sections 30, 31, 32 and 33(3) of the old Act] that
so taras the Board of Appeal iz concerned, it can only examine the estimates of the increment made by the Arbitrator
under scetion 32(7)(viii) of the new Act [corresponding to section 20(4) of the old Act] and that otherwice it cannot
ravise the original and the semi-final values as estimated by the Town Planning Officer or Arbitrator.

17. The Board then took up the consideration of cach of the plots in the Scheme and heard srguments as t3
the final valurs and the increments proposed and on all other matters arising out of the provisions of section 32,
sub-sectton (1), clauses (v), (vi}, (vii3), (iz), (z) and (xi21) of the new Act.

18. With regard to finel Plot 27, Mr. Khona contended that noincrement should be charged as there was a temple
on that plot and it was a charitable institution. It washowevor pointed out to Mr. Khona that it was not permissible
for the Board of Appeal to go into this question as the statute bad left the matter entiroly within the jurisdiction of |
the Arbitrator under section 30(3D) of the old Act [corresponding to section 32(7) (vii) of the new Act] without provid-
ing any appeal azainst the Arbitrator’s or Town Planning Officer’s deterinination arrived at under these provisions,

19. Onbehalf of a Co-operative Housing Society which owns Final Plots 228, 229 and 244 it was urged by the
Society’s Chairmanthat as the plots of the Sceiety had beenleased for 30 yearsin 1954 subject to renewal for a forther
period of 30 years, theeontributionin rerpect of theze plots rhould be epportioned between thelessorand thelessees.
‘We may observe that under the old section 18{1) Provico (#1), this arpument could have been taken note of by us, .
a8 the Tribunal of Arbitration (which is now replaced by the Board of Appeal under the present Act) bad then the
necessary power to consider the propriety of the apportionment made by the Arbitrator. The President, however,
ruled that apart from the fact that the leasesin this case were entered into after the date of the declaration of intention
to make the scheme whichis the erucial date under the Act (vide scction €5 of the Town Planning Act, 1954, corres-
ponding to section 17 of the old Act of 1915), under the new Act of 154, the jurisdiction to decide the propricty of
the apportionment no longer lies with the Board of Appeal which corresponds to the Tribunal of Arbitration under
the old Act: vide section 66(1) Proviso (i), which requires tke Town Planning Offcer (who corresponds to the
Arbitrator under the old Act) to determine in what proportion the lesror and the lessee should bear the contribution
levied onthe final plot concerned. It was observed by the President that the fact that the provision piving the power
in question to the Tribunal of Arbitration, which was there vnder the old Act in section 18(I) Proviso (¢7), has beer
substituted in the new Act by giving the rame power to the Town Planning Officerinstead of the Tribunal of Atbitra-
tion, chows that the lerislature distinctly intended that the Ecard of Appeal ehould have no ray whatsoever on the -
question after the Town Planning Officer has determined the matter. Inthere ¢ rcun.stances, we regrot we are notin
a position to sccede to the request made by the Chairman of the Society.

20. 'With regard to Final Plots reserved for public purposes, the aress of some of these plots are held by the
Arbitrator to be wholly beneficial to the owners or residents within the area of the Scheme under section 30(34) of the
old Act, corresponding to section 32(7) (¢v) of the new Act; and no increments have been fixed in respect of such
final plots. ‘We find that we have been precluded by the new Act frcm going into the correctness of such decision as
no appeal is provided against the determination of the Arbitrator or the Town Planning Officer in regard to this
matter falling under clause (i%) of section 32(7) of the new-Act. As regards the decision of the Arbitrator holding
some of the plots to be partially benefic al to the owners or residents within the area of this Scheme we hold that we
have the necessary jurisdiction to go into the question as to the estimate of the proportion of contr bution as made
by the Arbitrator, as an appeal is allowed against the decision of the Arbitrator or Town Planning Officer estimating
such proportion under clause (v) of section 32(Z) of the new Act. However, after considering all such cases we found
that the proportion as estimated by the Arbitrator is justified in all cases except one viz. Final Tlot 69 which is
reserved for a Maternity Home. In the case of an institution like a Maternity Home more use is likely to be made
thereof by the general public as compared with the usefulness of such an institution for the small number of owners
or residents within the area of the Sclieme. We would theref re fix the proportion of the contribution to be levied
on the plot at three-fourths instead of half for the benefit of the general public.

21. In cons dering the valuation of the plots by the Arbitrator for estimating the original, semi-final and final
values,_ a note h_as to be taken of the fact that the area is predominently suitable for residence. We find the Arbitrator
has relied for his valuations mainly on the instances of sales round-about the date of declaration of the making of the
Scheme 7z, 29th March 1947. 1t cannot be disputed that the prices of land reached their height ahout 1949 or so
after the partition of India and that before such time they were considerably lower. Keeping these circumstances
in mind we have come to the conclusion that the Arbitrator’s estimates with regard to the increments are generally
well considered and we have seen no reason to alter the same in most cases, Only in some cases {about 37 per cent.

of the totel number of final plots) we find it necessary to alter them b i i i
5 y reducing the increments and in a few other
cases (about 4 per cent. of the total number of final plots} to ncrease the same togsome extent,
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22, After giving our anxious consideration to the arguments urged by the various plot-holders as regards the
‘yaluation of the Final Plots and the estimate of increments which shovld be charged on thom and otherc matters
arising out of the relevant provisions of section 32, we have arrived at the conclusion that although gencrally the
incremgents as estimated by the Arbitrator appeared to us to be fair and reasonable, in someo cases, as we have
observed above, theincrements so estimated were somewhat low and in some cases the increments were rather high in
compartison with the increments estimated for neighbouring plots baving regard to their respective positions and
the amenities, etc. to be provided by the Scheme. We have, therefore, as stated above, reduced the increments in some
cases and increased theincrementsin othercases fo bring theminconformity withthe increments estimated in respeet
of other neighbouring final plots. 'We may observe that before we decided to increase the incremerts with regard to
. & few of the final plots, as urged by the Municipality, we issued fresh notices to the partiesconcerned so that they
gould have their say in the matter. Some of the parties have appeared before us and after giving consideration to
the arguments urged, we have thought it fit to vary theincrements as mentioned inthe Schedule annexed hereto and
marked ““ A. ”’. Except as to the cases, where we have thought it fit to reduce or increase the increment, we find that
on the whole the Aibitrator’s estimates axe fair to the parties concerned and we have not seen any reason to interfere

" with his estimates in those cases. ‘

- 23. Before concluding our decision it is necessary for us to place on record that we have found that Mr. G. J.
Desai, Arbitrator, has applied his mind very carefully to each individual cace and his Awsard appears to bear the
stamp of considerable industry and care having been brought to bear upon the whole case. We may observe that
Mr. Desai kept us informed about every factor afiecting the valuation of plots and rendered us considerable help
when the work of the hearing of the matters involved proceeded before us for which we thank him. 'We are happy to
state that the sugg(stions wade by him were found by us to be very careful and well considered and scrupulously
fair. : '

24. We further wich to express our thanks to the Bombay Municipal Corporation for the assistance given
especially by Mr. C. D. Bapat, Assistant Engineer, Town Planning (Suburbs) who, with Mr. Iyer to help him,
appegred before us on behalf of the Local Authority. We sincerely appreciate the help given in cux work at the

“time of the hcaring by Mr. Bapat, as also by all the learned Advocates, Attorneys and Architects who appeared for
the different owners. : B
i

95. We must express our thanks to Mr. Mohta, the Principal Judge, City Civil Court, Bombay, for baving
allowed the Court premises to be used for the purposes of conducting these appeals and for locating the office of the
Board of Appeal thereby greatly facilitating the work of the Board. Finally, we wish to express our appreciation of

the services rendered to us by the staff andin particular by (1) Mr. P. H. Karandikar, (2) Mr. M. G. Vaze and
(3) Mr. H. D. Kulkarni whose sincere devotion to duty was commendable.

. M. A. SAKHARDANDE,
Room No. 86, 3rd floor, President.
City Civil Court’s Buildings
(High  Court  Annexe),
~ Fort, Bombay 1.
Dated 12th April 1958, M. D. LALKAEKA,
E _ AssessoT.
G. 8. GUPTE,
Assessor.
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SCHEME GHATEOPAR No. IlI

SCHEDULE *“A”

Final
Plot No.

Decision as to increments.

Reasons,

o ®
-

o W 2 & B

bd et et
I - =

18
20

25
27
30

8

51
52
53
- 85

€6
67
a8
a9 .

78
79
80
81

Rs, 3-0-0 instead of Re. £-0-0 per square yard

Re. 4-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 4-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 5-0-0 instead of Re. 6-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 5-0-0 instead of Rs, 6-0-0 par' sguare yard
Re, 4-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per equare yard
Re, 3-0-0 instead of Rs. 4-0-0 per square yard
Rs. B-0-0 instead of Ra, 8-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 5-0-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 4-0-0 instead of Rs, 5-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 4-0-0 instead of Re. 5-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 3 80 instead of Ra, 4-8-0 per equare yard
Rs, 4-0-0 instead of Re, 5-0-0 per square yard
Re. 2-8-0 instead of Rs. 4-0-0 per square yard
Re. 3-0-0 instead of Rs. 3-8-0 per square yard
Rs, 4-8-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard

Rs. 2-8-0 instead of Re. 3-0-0 per square yard
Re. 3-8-0 instead of Rs, 4~0-0 per square yard

Ra, 4-8-0 instead of Re. 5-0-0 per square yard
Rea, 4-8-0 instead of Rs, 5-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 4-8-0 instead of Rs. 4-0-0 per square yard

Rs. 1-8-0 instead of Rs. 2-0-0 per square yard

Ra. 8-0-0 instead of Rs. 2-0-0 per square yard

Re. 1-8-0 instead of Rs, 2-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 1-8-0 instead of Rs. 2-0-0 per square yard
Re. 1-8-0 instead of Re. 2-0-0 per aquare yard
Rs. 4£-0-0 inatead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard

Rs, §-8-0 instead of Re. 8-0-0 per aquare yard
Rs, 5-8-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 5-8-0 instend of Re., 6-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 6-0-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0 per square yard

Rs. 5-0-0 instoad of Ra. 6-0-0 por square yard ...

Rs. 5-0-0 instead of Ra. 6-0-0 per square yard
Re. 5-0-0 instead of Ra. 68-0-0 per square yard
Re. 6-0-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0 per squarc yard

.. Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
o8 the only advantage the plot gets is an additional short frontage on
a 60 feet road, with its existing long frontage on Mahatma Gandhi Road.

-
e

|
.. >Inorement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plote
especially Final Plots 6 and 14, e 8 Pt

)

.. Increment reduced for the same reasons as in the o'aaa of f‘innl Plot 1.

S Inorement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots
..| especially Final Plots 6 and 14. ’

.. Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neigﬁbouring plots,
especially Final Plots 8 to 13, unlike which Final Plots 15 and 16 get
..) only a small access without new frontages.

Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Tlot 14,

Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plota,
especially Final Plot 19.

.. TIncrement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plot 33. -

.. | Increment reduced to bring‘ it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
espocially Final Plot 26. -
o}
.. TIncrement increased to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plot 2.

Inorement reduced as apart from the general advantage, the plot gets
no special amenity by the Schame.

.. Tncrement incresed to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
as the plot now gets the advantage of three publio roads on its three
sides,

-

. 'Inorement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plots 49 and 50. .

.. Tnorement reduced as the plot is in low-lying creek land unprotected by
the proposed roads ; and even with its reservation for servioe industries
would not be likely $o fetoh a comparatively high price,

.2

.. LInoroment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
J ospocially Final Plot 56.

.. Incrament reduced for the same roason as in the case of Final PIots_ a6
to 68. This plot is reserved for & Maternity Home and the proportion
of banefit shall be taken as 1/4th beneficial to the owners or residents
within the Scheme area and 3/4th to the genmeral publio, instend of
half and half as estimated by the Arbitrator, .

“-}qurement yeduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
j espeoially Final Plots 70 to 77,
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'SOEEDULE “ A ?—contd.”

Final Decision as to Ingroments. : Reasons.
Plot No, .

-

82  Rs. 5-8-0 instead of Rs, 8-0-0 per square yard ...0
83  Rs., 4-8-0 instead of Rs, 6-0-0 por square yard ...
84  Ra, 480 instead of Rs, 6-0-0 per square yard ...

Inorement reduced to bring it in copformity with mneighbouring plota,;'
espeoially Final Plota 89 t0 93, . *

85  Ra. 48-0 instead of Ra. 6-0-0 per square yard ...
86  Rs. 4-8-0 instead of Rs, 5-0-0 per square yard ... ,
87  Ra. 4-8-0instead of Rs, 5-0-0 per square yard ...
88  Rs, 4-8-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard ...

. 101  Rs. 5-8-0 instead of Ra, 5-0-0 por square yard ... Inorement inereased to bring it in oonformity with neghbouring plots,.
espooinlly Final Flots 102 to 104. -

105  Rs 5-8-0instead of Rs. 6-0-0 persquare yard ...0 Tnorement reduced to brirg it in conformity with neighbouring plots,.
) especially Final Plots 101 to 104, .

106 Re. 5-8-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 por square yard ...

112 Rs. 5-8-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard ...} Inorement Inoreased to bping itin conformity with neighbourirg plots,.
especially Final Plots 101 to 105,

112 Rs. 5-8-0 instead of Rs. 480 per square yard ...

118  Rs. 4-8-0'instead of Rs. 3-8-0 per square yard ... Increment increased to bringitin conformity with neighbouring plots,.
espocially Final Plots 119 to 124,

128 Rs. 68-8-0 instead of Re. 7-0-0 per square yard ... Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,.
especially Final Plots 127 and 128.

120  Rs. 5-0-0 instead of Ra. 5-8-0 per square yard ...
130  Rs.'4-0-0 instead of Rs. £-8-0 per square yird ...

131 Do. do. .

‘ Inorement reduced to bringitin conformity with neighbouring plots,.
132 Do. do. -.- > ezpecially Final Plots 119 to 125.
133 Do. do.
134 Do. do. - ' .
135 Do. _ do,

136  Rs. 4-8-0 instead of Ra. 4-0-0 per square yard ... Increment increased to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Fingl Plots 130 to 136.

139 Rs. 3-8-0 instead of Re. 3-0-0 per square yard ... Increment increased to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plots 130 to 130,

140 Rs. 4-0-0 instead of Rs. 4-8-0 per square yard }
141 Do. do. -+ | Increment reduced-to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,.
142 D a especially Final Plots 129 to 135.

2 0. o, -

143 Re. 5-0-0 instead of Rs, 5-8-0 per stitmro yard ...
146 Nil instead of Rs. 2-0-0 por square yard -~ No increment to be charged as the plot forms s natural part of a large

property outside the present acheme (in which it appears to be fortui-
; . tously included) and as a detached emall ares would have hardly much

149 ©  Rs. 4-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard ... saleablo valus.
153 Re, 4-0-0 instead of Re, 4-8-0 per square yard ...
154 Rd. 4-0-0 instead of Rs. 4-8-0 por square yard
155  Rs. 4-8-0 instead of Ra. 6-0-0 per square yard ..
157  Rs. 1-8-0 instead of Rs, 2-0-0 por square yard ..

-

crement yeduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots
espeoially Final Plot 148. ¥ noighbouring plots,

P _

..

158 Do. &0. .a
163 Do. do. . Increment roduced for thesame r o ons as in the case of Final Plot 38.
164 Do. do. 5

169 Rs, 4-8-0 instead of Re. 6-0-0 per squar yard Increment reduced to bring it j i i
ae ring it in conformity with neighbogri lots
especislly Final Plot 167, v neighbouring plote,

+

178 Rs.5-8-Oinstead of Rs.6-0-Oporsquareyard .. Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,

especially Fina] Plots 179 and 182,
180 Xl instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per equare yard ++ Noincrement to be charged as plotis a small one and-would not be readily
: saleable oven after the Scheme comes into foree,

180-A Ra. §-0-0 instead of Bs, 6-0-0 por sguare yard «« Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighboufing plots, o8

thisie a narrow long plot which belongs to the £.
ineluded in the Sohemo, ongs to the owner of alarge plot no

181 Rs, 5-8-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard

-

++ Inerement reduced for the same reason as in the cage of Final Plof 178.
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SCHEDULE “ A *’—contd.

e

e

Final Plot _Decision as to increments.

Reasons.
HNo. ‘

T

.

——

.« Incroment reduced to bring it in conformity with meighbouring plots,

. .}gﬁ, . Rs. 7-8-0 instead of Rs. 8-0-0 per square yard
R especially Final Plots 182 and 183.

18'5- A Ra. 5-0-0 instead of Re. 8—0-0 por square yard +» Increment reduced for the same reason asin the case of Final Plot 180-A,
A .13_5.A NVil. instend of Re, 8-0-0 per square yard ++ | No inorement to be charged as these are very small plota of land forming

< a natural part of a large property outside the present Scheme (in which
1858 Do. Do. j they appear to be fortuitously included) and as detachod am(n.llv;reas
. would have hardly any saleable value.

)

’ 187%A Rs.8-0-0 instead of Rs. 6-8-0 per square yard . 1
133_', Ra,5-8-0instead of Rs.6-0-0 per square yard «» *Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,

. especially Final Plot 187- ich i i ] ;
" 189  Rs.5-8-0instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard J pecially Final Plot 187-B which is & oorner plot withshops allowed.

-191 Rs. 6-8-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0) per equare yard .+ ) Increment reduced to bring it in econformity with neighbouring plots,
v . espeeially Final Plots 190 and 192,
193  -Re.6-8-Oinstead of Ra. 7-0-0 per square yard .

.. 196  Rs.7-0-0instead of Rs, 7-8-0 persquare yard .. Tnorement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plot 197. ’

"2054 Ra. 8-8-0 instend of Re, 7T-0-0 per square yard .. Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
o - espeically Final Plots 197 to 204,
207  Re. 5-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-8-0 per square yard .. Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plots 208 to 210. .

212  Ra.5-0-Oinstead of Rs. 5-8-0 per squore yard. .- T
213 - Rs.4-8-0instead of Re,5-0-0 persquaroyard ..

214 Do. Do. .
215 Do. Do. .. SIncrement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring  plots,
. especially Final Plots 206 to 211.
216 Do. Do. .
b Do. Da. .
218  Ra,5-8-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard . .

53  TRs.3-8-0instead of Rs.3-0-0 per aquare yard .. TInerement inoreased to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
. . . espeoially Final Plots 219 to 222,

224 Rs"6-8-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0 por square yard 'Jﬂncrement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots

925  Re.6-8-Oinstead of Rs.6-0-0 persquareyard .. espocially Fina] Plot 248,
231  Rs.6-8-0instead of Rs. 7-0-0 per equare yard . WI
233 Do.

943  Rs. 6-0-0instead of Re. 7-0-0 per square yard . LIncrement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
I especially Final Plots 226 to 230.
I

234 Do. .o
ro23 Do. 5 o

236  Rs.7-8-0 instcad of Rs.8-0-0 persquare yard .. TIncrement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plot 237.

230  Re.5-0-0 instead of Rs. 9-0-0 persquareyard .0 ' '

P y ;Incromunt reduced to bring it in conformity with peighbouring plots,

. 240  Rs.3-0-0 iastead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yord ..) especially Final Plot 238, where shops near the Market are allowed,

941~ Re.5-8-0 instoad of Re. 5-0-0 per square yard .. TIncrement inereased ) bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
{ especinlly Final Plot 240.

249.A Rs.5-8-0 instead of Rs, 6-0-0 per square yard . Il

249 B Re. 5-0-0 instead of Rs. 6-0-0 per square yard .. *Tncrement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,

J cspecially Final Plots 243 to 246. '

247  Re,5-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-8-0 per square yord .o

o{t"  Ra.5-8-0instead of Rs. 6-0-0 persquare yard ][ ’
S Incroment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,

950*  Re.4-8-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 por square yard .. nt red
especially Final Plots 217 und 213,

-

251 Rs, 5-0-0 instead of Rs.5-8-0 per iquaro yard .
967  Rs.6-8-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0 per square yard .

Increment reduced to bring it in_ conformity with neighbouring plots,

531 7 i . 8-0-0 per square yard .
209 Re.7-0-0 instend of Rs. §-0-9 poraquste ¥ cspucially Final Plots 266 and 271.

+

968  Re.0-8-0 instead of Ra. 7-0-0 per square yord . i
; |
2i0  Rs. 7-8-0 instead of Rs. 8-0-0 persquare yard .. }

F
272 - Rs. 7-8-0 instend of Rs.8-0-0 persquareyard ..

e _0-0 i 80— ro yard .. Inecromentreduced as resorvation of the plotfora parking place cannot be
2 o1 -RB' 7-0-0 instead of Re. 0 perequaro yor taken to enhance its value vory considerably as for a market.

e

[
+
l
:
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SCHEDULE *“ A "—concld.

Final
Plot No.

Deoision as to inorements.

Reasons.

291
292
307

310

i

312
33
314
315
316
317

318
319
324.B

341
342
348
349
350
351
352

Re. 10-0-0 instead of Re. 7-0-0 per square yard
Rse. 7-8-0 instead of Re. 8-0-0 per square yard

Rs. 6-0-0 instead of Ra. 7-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 8-8-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0 per equare yard
Rs. 6-0-0 instead of Rs. 5-0-0 per square yard

Rs. 6-8-0 instead of Re, 7-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 7-8-0 instcad of Rs. 8-0-0 per square yard

Rs. 6-0-0 instead of Rs. 7-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 6-8-0 instead of Rs. 8-0-0 per square yard
Rs. 3-8-0 instead of R, 4-0-0 per square yard

Ra. 4-8-0 instead of R9. 4-0-0 per square yard

* Rs. 3-4-0 instead of Rs. 3-0-0 por aquare yard

Rs, 3-4-0 instead of Rs. 3-0-0 persquare yard
Rs. 2-8-0 instead of Rs.3-0-0 persquare yard

Re. 3-0-0 instead of Rs. 2-0-0 peraguare yard

As, 6 instead of As. 8 persquare yard

.
Rs, 2-0-0 instead of Rs. 3-0-0 por square yard
Do. do.
Do. do.
Do. do.
Do. - do.

Re. 2-8-0 instead of Rs. 3-0-0 per square yard
Rs, 2-4-0 instead of Re. 3-0-0 per square yard

As. Ginstead of As. 8 per square yard
Nilinstoad of As, 8 per square yard

Re. 1-0-0 instead of Re. 2-0-0 per square yard
Do. do.

As .12 instead of Rs. 1-0-0 per square yard
Do. do.

As, 4 instead of As. 8 persquare yard
Do,

Do.

do.
do,.

853-B As. 4 instead of As. 8 per aquare yard

.. Increment increased as reservation of the plot for & market mest bo ﬁken
to increase its value vory materially,

+» Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plot 251, :

especially Final Plot 280.

*

..}Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plote,

-

.« Increment increased to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
capecinlly Firnal Plot 280, :

+» Inecrement reduced for the same reason as in the case of Final Plot 277,
".. Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plota,.
ospecially Final Plot 281, )

. .}Increment reduced for the same roason ag in the case of Tinal Plots 276
and 277.

.. Incrementreduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,
especially Final Plots 289 and 290, .

.. Incroment increased to bring it in conformity with ncighb&uring plots,
ospecially Final Plot 206. ‘

++ ) Inerement inoreased to bring it in oonformity with neighbouring plota,
especially Final Plots 289, 290 and 203 to 295, as Final Piots 291 and 292

.. ) have been made into corner plots by a road leading to the Garden.

-+ Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,.

especially Final Plot 308. :

«« Increment increased as the reservation of the plot for service industries is
likely to increase the value considerably.

«+ Increment reduced as the plot, which is on the low-lying ereek side unpro'-
té:cted by the proposed roads, is likoly to benefit only a little by the
cheme,

o)

‘ Inorement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,.
-« ¢ especially Final Plots 293 to 295, Final Plots 312 to 316 boing on the other-
side of the road towards the creek.

«+ Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring  plots,.
especially Final Plota 312 to 316,

«« Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots,.
especially Final Plot 317,

Inorement reduced for the same reason as in the caso of Final Plot 311,

-+ The proposed ronds to be made at n further date, and for which land is
vested in the Municipality, leave this plot as a very small triangular-
Fiecedof land with hardly any saleable valuo ; 80 no increment should be

evied,
«- ) Increment reduced to bring it in conformity
j oapecinlly Final Plots 308 and 309.

Inerement reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plotd,.
cspecinlly Final Plots 348 and 849, "

with neighbouring plots, .

[x}

»+ | Increment reduced to bring it in conformity with neighbouring plots
ospecially Final Plots 311 and 319, which however have smallfrontagoes
. on kutcha roads. :

.t
R

‘e Int%remcnt teduced for the same reasen as in the ense of Final Plots 350
352,

Dated 12th April 1958.

. M. A. SAKHA.RDANDE:- :
President,.

M. D. LALKAKA,

Assessor.

G. 8. GUDTE,

Assessor.

KOMBAY : PRINTED AT THE QOVEBRNMENT CRNTHAL PRESS.



URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT.
Sachivalaya, Bombay, 18th October 1961.

ManAraSHTRA MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS AcT, 1961.

No. MMP. 1061-Unification.—In exercise of the powers conferred by
clauses (b), (¢) and (d) of sub-section (2) of sectici: 30 of the Maharashtra
Medical Practitioners Act, 1961 (Mah. XXVIII of 1961), and of all other
powers enabling it in that behalf, the Government of Maharashtra here-
by after previous publication, makes the following rules, namely : —

PART [—PRELIMINARY,

1. Short title—These rules may be called the Maharashtra Board and
Facaliy of Ayurvedic and Unani Systems-of Medicine Rules, 1961.

2. Definitions.—(1) In these Rules, unless the context otherwise
requires,—

(a) “Act” means the Maharashtra Medical Practitioners Act, 1961 ;
(b) “ presiding authority ” means a person for the time being
presiding over a meeting of the Board or the Faculty;

(c) “section’” means a section of the Act.

(2) The words and expressions used in these Rules but not defined
therein shall have the meanings respectively assigned to them in
. the Act.

Part IT—MEETINGS OF BOARD AND FACULTY.

3. Ordinary meetings—The Board and the Faculty shall ordinarily
meet for the transaction of business in the first week of each of the
months of March and September in each year. The exact date, hour
and place of such meetings shall be decided by the President or, as
the case may be, the Chairman.

4. Extrgordinary meetings—The President or the Chairman may,
whenever he thinks fit, and shall, upon a written requisition of not less
than one third of the members of the Board or the Faculty, convene
an extraordinary meeting of the Board or the Faculty, as the case

may be.

(1) All meetings of the Board and the Faculty
Registrar by a notice addressed a:;d sel:1tf io

i . irty clear days before
each of the respective members not less than thirty .
the date fixed fgr an ordinary meeting and not .less .than ten clear days
before the date fixed for an extraordinary meeting.

5. Notice of meetings.—
shall be convened by the

Price—Re. 0-12 o7 2d.
{c.c.p) L-a H 4166 (2,024——11—61)'



(2) The notice shall—
(i) state the date, hour and place of the proposed meeting,

(i1) declare the purpose of the meeting i.e. whether it is general
business or any (named) special business;

(ii1) in the case of an extraordinary meeting, be accompanied by
a copy of the agenda for the proposed extraordinary meeting. The
agenda shall be prepared by the Registrar under the insfructions of
the President or, as the case may be, the Chairman;

(iv) in the case of inquiry under section 20, be accompanied by
copies of the relevant documents and evidence.

(3) Not less than ten clear days before the date fixed for an ordinary
meeting, the Registrar shall send to the respective members a copy @f
the agenda for the meeting. The agenda shall be prepared by tﬁe
Registrar under the instructions of the President or, as the case ma
be, the Chairman.

(4) At any meeting which is convened for special business, no other
business than that specified in the notice shall be transacted, unless the
Board or, as the case may be, the Faculty, by a resolution at the meeting
agrees to consider any further business.

6. Motions for insertion in agenda—(l) Notice of any motion {o be
inserted in the agenda for an ordinary meeting of the Board or the
Faculty shall be in writing, shall be signed by the member giving it and
by another member whe is willing to second the motion and shall be
sent so as to reach the Registrar not less than twenty clear days before
the date fixed for the meeting. All such notiees shall be placed by the
Registrar before the President or, as the case may be, the Chairman, for
deciding the admissibility of the motions.

(2) A motion shall not be admissible—

(@) if the notice thereof has not been signed by the proposer and
the seconder; or

(b) if the matter to which it relates is not within the scope of the
functions of the Board or the Faculty, as the case may be; or

(¢) if it raises substantially the same question as a motion or amend-
ment which has been moved and either decided or withdrawn with the
leave of the Board or the Faculty, as the case may be, within a period
of six months immediately before the date of the meeting at which it
is proposed to move the new motion ; or

) (d) unless it is clearly and precisely expressed and raises substan-
tially only one definite issue ; or

(e) if it contains arguments, inferences, ironical expressiong or defa-
matory statements.

'(3) ';Uh_e P.re§ident or the Chairman shall disallow any motion which in
his opinion is inadmissible under sub-rule (2) :

Provided that, if a motion can be rendereg issi ;
. . ’ - admissible by an amendment
the Preslden.t or the Chairman may admit the motion in ag amended form.
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(4) Whemn the Pre51dent or the Chairman disallows or amerids a motion,
the Registrar shall inform the member, who gave notice of the motion,
of the order of disallowance or, as the case may be, of the form in whmh
the motion has been ad:mtted

7. Amendments to motions—(l) Any member who desires to move
an amendment to any motion included in the agenda shall send to the
Registrar a notice in writing, of such amendment so as to reach the
Registrar not less than two clear days before the date fixed for the
meeting. All such notices shall be placed by the Registrar before the
Jresident or, as the case may be, the Chairman, for deciding the adm1ss1-
pility of the amendments, :

(2) No amendment shall be admitted by the President or the
Chairman,—

(@) if it is not relevant to, or within the scope of, the motion to which
it is proposed ;

(b) if it were a substantive motion, it would have been inadmissible
under sub-rule (2) of rule 6;

(¢) if it has merely the effect of a negative vote; or

(d) if, in the opinion of the President or the Chairman, it is frivolous.

(3) After an amendment has been admitted, the Registrar shall cause
a copy of such amendment to be made available for the use of every
member at the meeting.

Part JII—ConpUcT OF _BUSINEss AT MEETINGS.

8. Discretionary power of presiding authority to allow motions or
amendments without notice—Notwithstanding anything contained in
rules 6 and 7, the presiding authority may in his discretion allow any
member to move at a meeting—

(a) any motion which in the opinion of the presiding authority is of
an urgent nature, and of which no notice has been given or the notice
given has not reached the Registrar in time for inclusion in the agenda
under rule 6;

(b) any amendment to a motion which in the opinion of the presiding
authority is of an urgent nature and of which no notice has been given
or the notice given was received so late that the Regisirar was unable
to make available to the members copies of the amendment :

Provided that, such motion or amendment is not inadmissible under
sub-rule (2) of rule 6 or sub-rule (2) of rule 7, as the case may be.

9. Manner of taking vetes.—(1) Every matter to be determined by the
Board or the Faculty shall be determined on a motion moved at the
reeting of the Board or the Faculty, by a member and put to the Board
or the Faculty by the presiding authority.
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(2) Votes shall be taken by voices, show of hands or division as the
presiding authority may direct : :

Provided that voies shail be tluken by division or by ballog if any
member so desires.

(3) The presiding authority shall delermine the method of takin
votes by division.

(4) The result of the votes shall be announced by the presiding
authority.

10. Motions identical in purport.—When motions identical in purport
stand in the names of two or more members, the presiding authority
shall decide whose motion shall be moved and the other motion or
motions identical in purport shall not thereupun be moved.

11. Motion shall be seconded.—Every motion shall be seconded and,
if not seconded, shall be deemed to have been withdrawn,

12. Amendments to motions shall be seconded.—After a motion is
moved and seconded, amendments if any, to the motion admitted under
rule 7 or allowed under rule 8 may be moved in their serial order.
Every amendment shall be seconded and, if not seconded, shall be
deemed to have been withdrawn, .

13. Withdrawal of motion and emendment.——A motion or an amend-
ment which has been moved and seconded shall not be withdrawn <ave
with the leave of the Board or the Faculty, as the case may be.

14. Adjournment of business and closure.—(1) When any moiion or

amendmen? is under debate, no proposal with reference thereto = shall
be made oticr than —

(@) an amendment of the motion or of the amendment. as the case
may be;

(b) a proposal for the adjournment of the debate on ihe motion or
amendment or both either to a specified time or sine die;

(c) a motion for the closure, namely, a motion that the question be
now put.

(2) Tt shall be in the discretion of the presiding authority to put or
refuse to- put to the Board or the Faculty a proposal of the nature
referred to in clause (b) of sub-rule (1).

(3) Unless the presiding authority is of opinion that a motion for the
closure is an abuse of the right of reasonable debate, he shall forthwith
put a motion that the question ble now put and if that motion is carried

the substantive motion or amendment under debate shall be put
forthwith :

Provided that, the presiding authority shall allow the mover of the

substantive motion to exercise his right of reply before the substantive.
motion under debate is put.
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15. Right of speech and reply and duration of speech.—(1) When
a motion has been moved and seconded, members other than the mover
and seconder may speak on the motion in such order as the presiding
authority may direct :

" Provided that, the seconder may, with the permission of the presiding
authority, confine himself to seconding the motion and speak thercon
at any subsequent stage of the debate before the final reply.

(2) No member, other than the mover whe shall be entitled to a {inal
right of reply, shall speak more than once on any motion except with
the permission of the presiding authority and for the purpose of making
an explanation or putting a question to the member addressing the
Board or the Facuity :

Provided that, a member who has spoken on a motion may speak again
on an amendment subsequently moved to the motion.

(3) No member shall, save with the permission of the presiding
authority, speak for more than ten minutes :
Provided that, the mover of a motion when moving the same

speak for twenty minutes.
(4) A speech shall be sirictly relevant and confined to the subject-

matter of the motion on which it is made.

mas

16. Member to rise and then speak.—(1) A member desiring to make
any observations on any matter before the Board or the Faculty shall
rise in his seat, and, if called upon by the presiding authority, address
his remarks to that authority. If he is not called upon by that authority,
he shall resume his seat :

Provided that, a member disabled by sickness or infirmity may be
permitted to address the meeting sitting.

(2) If at any time the presiding authority rises, any member speaking

shall immediately resume his seat.

17. Limitations on speech—No member shall be heard except upon
the business before the Board or the Faculty, or with the .Spec‘xf,ll
permission of the presiding authority in personal explanation in

connection with some previous debate.

order of amendments and motion—(1) When
an amendment to any motion is moved or when two or more .such
amendments are moved, the presiding authority shall before taking the
sense of the Board or the Faculty thereon, state or reqd‘ io the B‘oard or,
as the case may be, the Faculty, the terms of the original motion and
the amendment or amendments proposed.

(2) The presiding authority shall put to vote all the amendments in
their serial order and thereafter put to vote the original motion.

n—When any motion involving®several points

11 be in the discretion of the presiding authority
t separately to the vote as

18. Putting the question,

19. Division of motio
has been discussed, it sha g
to divide the motion, and put each or any pomn

he may think fit.
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20. Adjournment of meeting.—(1) The presiding authority may at any
time for reasons to be recorded in writing adjourn the meeting fo any
future day or to any hour of the same day.

(2) Whenever a meeting is adjourned to a future day, the Registrar
shall, if possible, sent notice of the adjournment to every member who
was not present at such meeting. ’

{3) When a meeting has been adjourned to a future day, the Pres_ident
or the Chairman may change such day to any other day, and the Registrar
shall sent written notice of the change to each member.

(4) At a meeting adjourned to a future day any motions standing over
from the previous day shall, unless the President or, as the case may
be, the Chairman, otherwise directs, take precedence over new matter.

21. Points of order.~The presiding authority shall decide all points
of order which may arise.

22. Circulation of proposition, in lieu of meeting~The President or the
Chairman, whenever it appears to him unnecessary fo convene a meet-
ing, may instead of convening a meeting circulate by hand delivery or
by registered post a written proposition with the reasons for such
proposition for the observations and votes of the members of the Board
or,.as the case may be, the Faculty.

ParT IV — MINUTES.

23. Minutes of meeting.—(1) The proceedings of the meetings of the
Board and the Faculty shall be preserved in the form of printed minutes
which shall be authenticated, after confirmation, by the signature of
the presiding authority.

(2) The minutes of each meeting shall contain such motions and
amendments as have been moved and adopted, or negatived with the
names of the mover and the seconder, but. without any comment and

without any record of any observation made by any member at the
meeting,

24. Copies of minutes to be sent to members—A copy of the minutes
of each meeting of the Board and the Faculty shall be sent by the
Registrar to each member of the Board and the Faculty, as the case
may be, within sixty days of the meeting and a copy of the minutes shall
also be sent to the State Government.

25. Confirmation of minutes of meeting—The minutes of 2 meeting
shall be deemed fo have been confirmed if no objection to their correct-
ness is received by the Registrar from any member within thirty days
of the despatch of a copy of the minutes to a member in accordance

with rule 24. If any objection is received, confirmation of such minutes

shall await the next meeting of the Board or, as the case may be, the
Faculty.

26. Volumes of minutes of meetings—The minutes of the meetiﬁgs
of the Board and the Faculty shall, as soon as is practicable after their

FOnﬁrmation, be made up in sheets and consecutively paged for insertion
In separate volumes, which shall be permanently preserved.
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Pary V—FEES FOR ATTENDING MEETINGS AND TRAVELLING ALLOWANCE.

27. Fees for attendance at meetings.—Every member shall be entitled
to a fee of Rupees fifteen for each day of aitendance at a meeting of the
Board or the Faculty.

~ 28. Travelling allowance for attending meetings—The iravelling
expenses of members for attending meetings of the Board or the Faculty
shall be paid as follows : —

(i) Officials who aré Government servanis may draw the travelling
and halting allowances which they may be entitled to claim for travel-
ling on official duties according to their grades under the Bombay
Civil Services Rules.

(i) A non-official member shall draw iravelling allowance according

to rule 1 (1) (b) in section 1 of Appendix XLII-A to the Bombay Civil
Services Rules, Volume II,

By order and in the name of the Governor of Maharashtra,

S. H. FERNANDEZ,
Deputy Secretary to Government
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