Maharashtra Regional and
Town Planning Act, 1966.

Sanction to modification in
Regulation 67 of

Development Control )
Regulations for Gr. Biumbag,
1991 under section 37{2) of

GOVERNMENT OF MAHARASHTRA
Urban Development Department,
" Mantrafaya, Mumbai 400 032.

Dated 4% September, 2009.

NOTIFICATION

No. TPB-4309/1829/CR-209/2009/UD-11:

Whereas, the Dewlopment Control Regulations of Greater
slumbai (hereinalier referred to as “the said Regulatioas”) hiave been
sanctioned by the Governmeant vide Urban Development Depastment
Notification No. DCR 1090/RDP/UD-11 dated 2G'5 Felbrvary, 1291,
uopder seotion 31(1) of Maharashtra Regional and Town Planning Act,
1966 (hereinafter referred to as “the said Act”) to com= iato force
with effect from 25/3/1991;

And whereas, regulation No. 67 forming part of the said
regulations regarding couservation of listed buildings areas,
precincts of historical ard/or aesthetical, architectural & cultural
value (hereinafter to referred as “the said heritage regulation”™) have
been sanctioned by the Government vide Urban Development
Departments Regulation Ko. DCR i090/3127fRDP/UD-11 dated
21/4/199S under section 31 of the gaid Act to come into force with
elfect from 1/6/1995; *

And whereag, sub-regulation Ro. 2{iif} oi the said Heritage
regulztion gpecifies that the provision of Regulation 67 would be
2pplicable to only in Grade-I & II category of heritage buildiag fo:
reccrstruction and redevelopment of old building undertaken under
Reguiaticn 33(7), 33(8) and 33(9) of these regulatioas;

And whereas, the Municipal Corporation of Gr. Mumbai
(hereinafter referred (o as “the said Corporation”) in tts meecting
beld oqg 10/i/08, vide item FKo. 70, had ccoasidered that tae
buildings falling unpder Regulationz 33(6) & 33{10) be also included
‘ongwith the buildiags falling uader Regulations 3J3(7), 33(8) and
93(%) meant for redevelopment and recoastruction uaderlyiag the
regulation 67 of DCR. It was expressed that the State Gout. be




¥

requested to take steps imm

ediately to modily the De
Contro! Regulation Ro.67; ‘E]QP&:&“

the opinion was forwarded ¢,

And whereas, he
Development Department vide letter No. CHE/ZIZG[DP,GA Urb%
12/3/08; - dateg

And whereas, Govt. vide its letter dated 26/7/0g o
~Uh v,
“day

that the said Corporation may carry ‘out the process Under o,
37 of the said Act to invite suggestions/objections and 'ha‘t g
- !‘:')1;-

would process the matter further oo receipt of propgsy i1oq
. ; . . Om +:
said Corporation after completiog the due procedure ) |, he
ne ‘-““

modilication proposal;

And whereas, the said Corporation guo-motto initintaa .
piocess under section 37(1) of the said Act and after compl.r,r_;‘r:? L
legal procedure laid under section 37 of the =zaid Act submitte;.:
mod:fication proposxal to Government for firal suucting ide
letter Ro. CHE/283/DPC/Gen. dated 22/5/09; ‘

And wiiereag, alter consulting the Director of Town PQnuig
Maharashtra State, Pune, Govt. find it necessury to sanction +-.
s21d modification; '

Now, therefore, in exercize of the powers vested under sactio-
37(2) of the said Act, Government hereby -

A) Sanctions the modification ag per schedule attached berewitn

B} Fixes the date of pubiication of this notification ia the offica
gazette {Ordinary) as the date of coming into corce of 5
proposal.

C) Directs the saig Cerporatioe  that in  the schedufe

Modilication sanctioning the said plan appeaded to the o~
Hotification, after the last entry, the above referved {A} sball ™
added.

By order and ia the name ol the Governor of Maharashtra,

3\ A
[l“;ljen{dl‘.z Habde)
Dader Secretary to Goverad

enl
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KR SCHEDULE

~Existing Provision

67(2) \

(iii)(a) - “Provision of Regulation 67
would be applicable only in Grade-l
and Grade-ll category of. Heritage
suilding  for  reconstruction and
redevelopment  of  old huildinp
undertaken uunder regulation 33(1'].‘
33{8) " ‘and 33(9) of these
Regulations.

(b} - ‘In case of redevelopment of
cessed bulldings from Grade Il aand
Precinets, specmal permission from
the Municipal Comimissioner,
Manwipal  Corporation c¢f  Gr.
Mumbai, may -be obtained i the
height of the building exceeds 24
mts. (exciuding height- of stilt on
ground flaor)". -

Sanctioned Provision

67(2)

(iii)(=) “provisions  of
Regulation 67 would be :
applivable only ing Grade-TI
category of hesitage Buildings
for reconstiuction and

redevelopment of oid buildings
uandertaken under reguiations
33(6), 43{7), 23(8}, 33(9) aud
23{10) of theee Regulations.

(b) In case ol redeveiopmecat
under D[.C.R. 33{6), 33(7}
33(8), 33{9) and 33{10) of
heritage building/ sites from
Grade-I1 and Urecinots,
special permission irow the
Municipal Commissioner,
" Municipal Corporation of Gr.
Mumbai, may be obtataed if
the height of the building

exceeds 24 mts. (excluding
\ _beight , cf stilt on grouad
' ' U fteer” ' )
. “! " N : B
Bj Fixes the dale of publication of this aotificatiea in the

goverument gazette as the date of coming into force of this

modiflication. : TR
said corporation that in the schedale of
modification sanctioning the said modificatioas after the tast

) Niiwweets  the

entiy, the schedule referred to as (A) shall.be added. . -

Ey order and irn the aame of the Governor of Maharashtra,

- N N\
AR

IRajendia ilabdcj

Under Scoretuary to Government,
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