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CREDAT-IEE0

Ref. No.:MCHI/PRES/22-23/393
Date : 10.02.2023

To

Shri Pravin Darade (I.A.S.),

Principal Secretary, %%

Environment Department ﬁ‘aﬂ’i Ea%@"
Government of Maharashtra {;.‘,*a o .\L\ ‘,

Respected Sir,

CREDAI-MCHI would like to thank you for giving us appointment on February 8, 2023. Sir
we wish to draw your attention and request your intervention for the following issues :

1)

2)

3)

Requirement of Certified Compliance Report (CCR) RO visit in accordance with
MoEF OM dated 8/6/22, Folio No. 1A3-22/10/2022-1A.11l (E 177258)

The integrated regional officer (IRO) in-charge of issuingsuch CCR for
Maharashtra is in Nagpur. Most of our members are applying for IRO visit well in
advance but the IRO visits for obtaining CCR are not happening within the stipulated
1 month period. No other alternate mechanisms or remedies to this delay is
available to our developer members. Further, MoEF OM page 2, para A(i) states
that “at time of issuance of expansion ToR, the member Secretary of SEAC shall
endorse a copy of the ToR to be concerned IRO of MoEF & CC”. Thus, the
requirement of CCR is presumed to be applicable to the ToR cases only and the
primary responsibility in such TOR cases are vested with the Member Secretary of
SEAC. Category 8(a) projects which do not require TOR should be exempt from CCR
requirement.

Having said this, we request you to please vest the power of issuing CCR to the Sub
regional officer (SRO) of MPCB. In the meantime, we request you to please continue
the process of taking self declaration from project proponent for compliance within
3 months for appraisal of 8(a) and &(b) projects, or else, most expansion projects
will have to be halted which will adversely affect our obligation of delivery date
under MahaRERA.

Validity period of Consent to Establish (CTE) issued by MPCB:

The validity period for CTE for projects which requires EC is 5 years which was in
congruence with the validity of EC which used to be for 5 years. Now the validity of
EC itself has increased to 10 years by MoEF&CC hence we request you to please
increase the revalidation time and add to ease of doing business. Such increase in
CTE tenure should be made applicable in the manner similar to MoEF&CC doing it
for EC to maintain the harmony of the two permissions.

Recent Judgement of NGT Special Bence on appeal no. 22/2-16(WZ) & 23/2016
etc. and scope of appraisal

It was observed by NGT, which in turn cited Hon. SC order of 2015, that recreational
space should be provided on the ground. The said judgement has been made
applicable to all the ongoing projects. However, the said judgement is only
applicable / was applicable to projects which were being carried out under the then
prevailing DCR regulations within the municipal limits of Greater Mumbai.
Considering the fact that the new regulation of DCPR 2034 has come into effect
from May 2018, we hereby request your attention in this matter.
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4)

5)

6)

CREDAI-NEEHO

Recommendation for 94 ongoing projects

Reference to the minutes of the 158" (day 4) meeting held on 25™ May 2022. On page no.
18, it mentions that the Authority discussed the above stated clarification issued by MOEF &
CC and decided on a standard operating procedure where the concerned planning Authority
shall submit the list of matters along with their remarks in a tabulated form which has already
been complied with by CIDCO and the submission has been made to MCZMA already. (Copy
of earlier letter is attached herewith)

We request for your kind intervention to resolve this issue which is affecting more than
10,000 (Ten Thousand) home buyers as the OCs are not being awarded for the said 94
projects.

Support for Survey and Mapping of Entire Dronagiri Node by Chennai IRS

There is an urgent need to get a complete mapping/survey done by Chennai IRS for the
Dronagiri node. As you are aware that many developers are unable to obtain
commencement certificate as they need to obtain CRZ clearance from MCZMA on plots
allotted by CIDCO. In the minutes of meeting held on 26™ November 2021, MOEF & CC has
even directed to submit a proposal to carry out the survey of entire Dronagiri node to resolve
CRZ and Mangrove Buffer Zone issue by Chennai Survey agency, IRS.

The delay is not only increasing the Additional Lease premium and Time extension charges
that CIDCO levies on these affected plots by the day but also the already invested huge
amounts of capital to acquire these plots thereby hampering the development of Dronagiri
node where thousands of affordable homes can be built by developers.

MCZMA has always been supportive in resolving the issues which obstruct development
keeping environmental concerns in mind and we are sure we will gather the same support to
expedite this matter too.

CREDAI-MCHI Uran Dronagiri Unit, a unit of CREDAI-MCHI would therefore like to commence
this mapping directly with Chennai-IRS or in affiliation with CIDCO Ltd.

Validity of CTO for buildings handed over to the societies

Whenever construction of a certain part/phase/wings/buildings of a project has been
completed on site, the project proponent applies for the Occupation Certificate from the
concerned planning authority for the said part/phase/wings/buildings of the project. Before
applying for OC of the said completed part/phase/wings/buildings the project proponent
applies to the MPCB for the Consent to Operate of the services such as STP, OWC, RWH, etc.
that are being provided in the said completed part/phase/wings/building of the project, the
validity period of the CTO in a normal case is usually 1 year. The project proponent post
obtaining the OC of the said part/phase/wings/buildings hands over possession of the same
to the society. Thus, it is the responsibility of the society to maintain & operate the services
that are provided in the said part/phase/wings/buildings and also revalidation of CTO of the
same.

In the recent past it has been observed that the societies have not been revalidating the
Consent to Operate of the part/phase/wings/buildings whose OC has been granted. Further
on completion of the further part/phase/wings/buildings of the project, the project
proponent applies for the CTO of the further completed part. Thus, at the time of grant of
Consent to Operate for the further completed part huge penalties are being charged by the
MPCB for non-revalidation of Consent to Operate of the initial parts. This practice followed
by the MPCB is not fair towards the project proponent as they are being held liable to make
the payment of penalty charges for revalidation of CTO whose responsibility lies with the
concerned societies.



7)

8)

9)
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In view of above, we hereby request your kind good selves to not levy penalty charges for
the revalidation of consent to operate of the initial parts if OC for the same has been
granted and they are already handed over to the concerned societies.

Extension of validity of consents for the 9-month covid period

The MoHUA, Government of India issued a notification bearing no. K — 14011/12/2020 -
AMRUT - IIA dated 28.05.2020, as per the said notification an advisory was issued by the
ministry for extension of validity and time limit of all approvals, NOCs and subsequent
compliances given by State and Central agencies for real estate sector. The ministry after

examining all the facts and the views of all the stakeholders involved considered the
situation as a “force majeure’. The government automatically extended the validity of
various kinds of approvals by ULBs/Urban Development Authorities/other state agencies
including commencement/completion certificates, payment schedule of charges including
development charges, ‘No Objection Certificate’ from various agencies by 9 months.

In view of above, we hereby request you to grant an extension in the validity of the
consents i.e., both establish and operate for the period of 9 monthsi.e., the covid period.

Requirement of Balance Sheet for issuance of Consents

While making an application for Consent to Establish, the project proponent must submit
an undertaking and a CA certificate for the estimated cost of the project. Based on the data
provided in the same, the fees for submitting the application for consent to establish are
calculated. However, during the scrutiny of the proposal and during the review of the
proposal by the CAC a new requirement of providing the balance sheet of the project
proponent is being raised by the MPCB. We would like to state that this requirement raised
by the MPCB is causing duplication of data that is being submitted by the project
proponent. Further the fulfillment of the said requirement is causing unnecessary delay in
the grant of consent for the project proponents which in turn is increasing the project cost
and affecting the viability of the project.

In view of above, we hereby request you to grant concession for the requirement of
balance sheet of the project proponent and issue the consents based on the undertaking
and the CA certificate provided for the project cost.

Clarification regarding the provision of Bank Guarantee for Consents

While applying for consents both establish & operate for fresh application or revalidation
of earlier consent, a new bank guarantee needs to be submitted by the project proponent
to the MPCB as a part of compliances for the issuance of consents. Further the validity of
the said BG's gets expired on the completion of the validity period. Whenever the project
proponent approaches a banking institution for renewal of the said expired BG’s, the banks
insist on submission of the earlier issued expired BG’s. Since the same is in the possession
of MPCB, the project proponent has to invest an additional amount for the issuance of the
fresh BG. This leads to duplication of investment by the project proponent and causes
hardship to them as their funds are blocked for a long time even after the completion of
the purpose for which the BG was issued.



in view of above, we hereby request you to issue clarifications regarding the structure of
the amount of BG and the period for which it needs to be submitted while obtaining
consents so that the duplication of investment and blocking of funds can be avoided.

In view of the above suggestions, we would like to discuss the issue in detail for early resolution of
the said issues.

Looking forward to your cooperation in this regards.

Yours faithfully,
For CREDAI-MCHI

DR

Dhaval Ajmera
Hon. Secretary
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Ref. No. MCHI/PRES/22-23/214
Date: 08/6/2022
To
Smt. Manisha Mhaiskar (I.A.S)
Principal Secretary,
Environment and climate change department
3rd Floor, New Administrative building, Mantralaya
Mumbai, Maharashtra-400032

Sub: Recommendation for 94 ongoing projects

Ref: Minutes of the 158" (Day 4) meeting held on 25th May’2022

Respected Madam,

With respect to the above subject, firstly we would like to thank you for giving us the
opportunity to present our case on 09.05.2022.

This has reference to the minutes of the 158th (Day 4) meeting held on 25th May’2022. On
page no.18, it mentions that the Authority discussed the above stated clarification issued by
MOEF&CC and decided on a standard operating procedure where the concerned planning
Authority shall submit the list of matters along with their remarks in a tabulated form.

We are sure about your knowledge on the standard operating procedure which has already
been complied with by CIDCO and the submission has been made to MCZMA already (A copy
of acknowledgement has been enclosed herewith)

We hereby request you give us an appointment to meet & urge you to send a positive
recommendation to CIDCO so the long-awaited possession of several affected Home buyers
could find a positive conclusion.

Kindly do the needful and oblige.

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully,
r CREDAI-MCHI

AR AT

oman\rani Dhaval Ajmera
Presi Hon. Secretary

Maharashtra Chamber of Housing Industry
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List of plots not in CRZ as per CZMP prepared under CRZ
notification, 1991 and now falling in CRZ as pe
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