To: Executive Secretary, The Inspection Panel
* 1818 'H Street, NW, Washington, DC:20433, USA -
Fax No. 202-522- 0916 or c/o the: approprtate World
‘ ,Bank Country Ofﬁce T

1 We are three brothers Deepak»iﬁMehta Ambnsh Mehta and Hinesh mehta
live in the area known as Mumba1 (Powa| IIT Mamgate)

2 We have suffered in MUTP JV LR Phase 11 for plot no. 102, TRIVENI
BHUVAN C.T. S No. 13/12 to 13/15_, 13/17 to'13/21 and 13(B) Admeasuring
about775 sq. yards at AL S Marg"“Powal ; Mumbal 400076 located in Indra

(Mumbaa) EREE ST .

3. From 2004 we are’ commumcatmg Wlth MMRDA regardmg the above
‘address?.ibut T-am "ot getting. &y -satisfactory result. I am the owner of
above’ property. In-2006 with "‘”informmg me they gave an alternate to all

my tenants :and in top-of that-they came to demolish my structure. Then I

- went to the ‘court for justicerand there i Mhave-spend a huge amount of
- mongy In colrt-with’ the lawyers, senior! lawyers :It is -because of the court i
have -gotmy stay - order ‘1+have done lots:pof struggle in these 2yrs .1 have .
- b&en toréhed physically,- ‘mentaily: and_' inancially: ‘MMRDA is-only and only
responSIble for this: I-have been writmg etters from 2004 - till date to them.
régarding” this matter, sstill s they ‘gave: ‘alternate: to ‘my tenants without
informing me. They ignored all our letters. Recently in April 2009 i received
a phone call from MMRDA for negotnatlon Our property matter is already in
court-still' they called me- for ‘negotiation.. 1 agreed for the negotiation .I
accepted their proposal“and then' ¢hief:Rand R told me to give the accepted
proposal on stamp paper. ‘After that i gave the proposal on 1ith may
:.-2009.0n 12th may 2009 -i. recesved a letter.from MMRDA in that it was
Cwritten that i'haveto ﬁrst demolxsh my structure and then they will give the

 alternate, Now how is’ this pOSS|bIe A(ready I have my court. stayI gave'f‘,if

reply letter on 14th May 2009 in that i have written that give me allotment
letter , possessnon and reglstration document and then i will withdraw my
case from court and then they can: demolish my structure. Either i told them
that we shall draw up ¢onsent terms settlng out of the agreed terms and the
same shall be filled before’ ‘the court .But they did not agree with al} of
this.They are telhng first demohsh ‘the structure and after that we will give u
the compensation. Th|s is agamst R & R pohcy 1 went personally to meet
_ additional commissioner and he told me you write letters to world bank then
take the compensat:on also from world bank only.I write emails to world
: ‘bank because world bank flnances the pro;ect For aH PAP(prOJect affected

' -b) Chapter no 14 pe 10 - ¥

: ‘have received - land- aquisatlon Totic U/S' Lof maharastra Regional and
town planning act 1966 butith ent land. aqulsntlon notice U/S 32(1)

~ MMRDA Act 1974.Their is tot of d;ffrence in ‘compensation of both policy.I

have discussed about “this - wnth soCtal development--officer Shri Satayan

Mlshra and he also agreed ‘With this’ and i received a mail also. But results

are nothlng MMRDA has stlll not cancelled the nOtICL




. .Rpolicy. =

) On 11th may i gave them' there‘accepted proposal in writing-on stamp -
paper After that on 12th May they :gave:me:a: reply letter in that it was
written that first demolish the structure first and then take the compensation -
It ‘was Teally surprising for. me that they .are putting the demolishing
condition béfore giving the compensatory benefits:which is contrary to R and

E Theyareplaymgwiththe policies: Utter Violence, .+ -

: ‘ s replied us for all our mails. There are no issues
“with this but MMRDA::has -never taken action.] am In touch with Social
Development Officer Shri Satyan Mishra at New Delhi. MMRDA was not
giving ‘the proposal:in writing"then he:told “me U, give the negotitation
letterin-writing. THEY NEVER GIVE THE OFFER IN‘WRITTING AND THEY JUST
TALK ’;Becalse Shri Satyari‘Mishta told meé to-give the:offer.in writing i gave
it -ahd ‘now because ‘of that:i'am ir an'mess/HENCE this is PROVED ‘that'i m.
- ready “for “negotiation” & IMRDA’ is “fot.I-@m"not the obstracle for the.

“Project;MMRDA - js “Responsible  for: delaying -the-project.Now' Shri Satyan-

* - Mishréa says that now’ our negotiation- will ‘be:carried out.in the court if that.

N’ d hé:tell'us'to give the offer in-writing ? I have not
st 3-“‘mails Dated :15/05/09 -to

5 “World bark has dl

¢ m'rﬁ.éndwjto,.;athe \Norld .Bank"s',
‘these matters should be carried.

Contact address, teléphone number, fax: number and email address: 403,
~ Brindavan, -IIT . main" gate, . powal, mumbai-400076 9819751110,
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The Chief R&R, -'
Mumbai Metwropolitan Region Development Authority,
~ Bandra Kurla Complex, Bandra(East), -~
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1.SHRI DEEPAK CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA,

2.SHRI AMBRISH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA

> 3.SHRI HINESH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA z
403, Brindavan Co-operative Housing Society,
Ltd., LLT. Main Gate, Powai, Mumbai- 400 076,

“Date : 11™ June, 2009,

Mumbaiwi(}() 051, R

“pe em am *=

- Sub: MUTP: Proceedings for acquiring of part of the Land
- for MUTP J.V,L.R. Phase II for Plot No.102, Triveni
- Bhavan, C.T.S. No.13/ 12 to 13/21 & 13(b) situated in
~The Gandhi Nagar Plan within the Revenue Village of
- Tirandaz, Taluka Kurla, A.S.Marg, Powai,
~ Mumbai - 400 076,



| S |
We, LSHRI DEEPAK CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA, 2.SHRI
AMBRISH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA and 3SHRI HINESH
CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA all adults of Mutobai, Indian Inhabitants baving
their address at 403, Brindavan Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., LLT.
Main Gate,‘Powai», Mumbai — 400 076 hgve to state as under; -

1. We are the owners of the property ie. a ‘p‘ieéc,and parcel of land
bearing Plot No.102 of Section "C", bearing Survey NoEB(Pﬁrt} and C.T.S.
No.13/12 to 13/15 & 13/17 to 13/21 & 13(b) situated in the Gandhi Nagar
Plan within the Revenue \f’iHage: of Txtaxtdaz, Taluka Kurla, Powéf:i,
- Mumbai ~ 400 076 (hereinafter referred to as the said Plot of Land).

2 Wesay that out of the fafﬁquaiéf?l@f of Land & part of the land, -
which was dsxixaxcatcd,‘was to i}e’ acquxreé by the MMR,IZH\ for the "
purpose of widening of Jogeshmﬁ‘ w ‘V‘Ekhm}i Link Raacs,v unffer the
Muntbai Urban Traz;spert. Project. e | .\



3. We say that in the aforesaid matter as the MMRDA was carrymg
out anqussmm of the smd demarcated plm‘, out of our said Plot of Land,_
without fol Iowmg the due pwcess of law, we haé filed pmceedmg in the .
Hon‘iﬂe Cn} Cm} Court bearmg S.C:Suit No.1054 of 2007 seeking
permanent injunction restraining the MM.RD.A. their servants, agents,
representatives and/or any other person/s claiming through them from
dispossessing and/or disturbing the Plaintiff ( ie. LSHRI DEEPAK
‘ CHAZ\ﬂ’AK.LAL MEHTA, 2.SHRI AMBRISH CHAMPAKLAL MEH’I‘A
cand 3 SHRI I'HNESHZ CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA ) possessxon Gf the said
Pk)t of Land bemg piece and parccl of Iand beamng Plot N’n 1(}2 of Section
"C", bearing Survey No. 33(Part) and C.T.S. No.13/12 to 13121 & 13(b)
situated in the Gandhi Nagar Plan within the Revenue Village of Tirandaz,
Taluka Kurls, Powai, Mombai ~ 400 076 and taking any action of
demohtmn andfor remova! of the structures. sxmated in the said P‘iot of
-Land, save and except by follswmg, s due process of law. |

| }We' s'ay: 'fhat in the kafctgsé.id tna&er in an Appeal from Order

- No.1252 of 2008 filed in Hon'ble High Court statement was made by the
- Advocate appearing on yourbéhaff that out possession with respect to the
said Plot of Land will not be disturbed, except by due process o'f Law. |

5. We say that on 8“’ Apnf 2009 one of us namely Ambrish
'_ , Clsampaidal Mehta recew&d phone call from your office requesting for
: nagnnatmg m tim afaresa:é mattex and for 9ettlement of the afnmsaxd

- mmer

6. We say that accordmgly, the said Ambnsh C‘hampak!al Mehta on 8",
9% g 10 Apn 2009 visited s your office and had detailed d‘scussmn w:th

. _you in conneemmx with the aforesmd mattcr We say tbat m the smd

- meemxg a pmpbsai was put by you statmg that i in Iwu of our areg which has
been écmarcated by zhe M. MR, D.A. for acqmsztzon, the MM.RDA. will -
be gr&ntmg ,_us* 2 residential ﬂa.ts admeasuring 225 sq.fts. (carpet area) at
Gamcﬁa k Nagar, Ghatkopar (East) and another 2 residential  flats



admeasuring 225 sq. fis. (carpet area) at Majas Colony on Jogeshwzm
Vikhrob Link Road, ‘and four (4) commemal galas in Powai Plaza, each
gala adm:asunng 225 sq. fis. (carpet &rea) We further say that we were
also asked to select four(4) galas out of six (6) galas which was reserved
for us by the MM.RD.A. in the saxd Powai Plaza, Near Hiranandani,

Powai.

7. " We further say that thereafter we were as&ed to meet one Shri.
'Mﬁm{i Mhaxskdx Project Dxrector aud Addmonal Comﬁussmnm’
M. MR.DA. for ﬁnalmng the terms of the said P‘mposa ngen by the
M. M.R.D Al as menuened in the aforesaid paragraph Accordingly we wet
the Project Director and Additional Commlssmner MMERDA. on 14"

April, 2008 and had dxscusswn with respect to the said proposal submitted -
by M M. R.D.A. who asked us to ﬁnahz,a the tenns in accardance with the

said pmposat subxmtted by the M: M R. D A

8 We say that we had detmied discussion thhm mm‘selves and have

; ﬁmaﬁy decxded to &cwpt the propowt put forward by the MM R.D.A.

9. 'We say that accordingly on g™ May, 2009, one of us nmnely ‘

Ambrish Mehta visited your office and personally mformed you about the
acceptance of the pr 0posal as m&nﬁomd in paragraph 6 a.bcve We say that
you have rcquested to gwe t:he acc:eptance of the smd proposal in

i ’wmmg

1. We say that acceptanse af the abme wid proposal is without
prejudme to our rights and contennqns In casc these magouatmus fail, we
reserve the right’ to continue the afbresaxd pwcﬁcdmgs and aay mmate any

other groceedmg o pmtect our nghts which is penmssxbie m law, We °

ﬁn‘ther say that, 1f the negotiations between us succe:ed, then we shall draw
up consent terms. setung out the agreed terms and the same. shai} be filed
before the Hon‘bie City Civil Coustin 8.C Smt NO. 1054 of 200’7

. ¥



>>>>>>

1L We the:refbré, withouy prejudice to our rights and con‘tehﬁons in the
aforesaid mattei*, say that we hereby accept your Proposal. éf allouﬁerit of 2 -

-residential flats admeasuriﬁg 22"5~‘,s_’q.ﬁ:s. (carpet area) at Ga‘rodia Nagar,
Ghatkopar (East) and - another 2 residential flags admeasuring - 225
sq.is. (carpet area) at Majas Colony Jogeshwari Vikhroli Link Roaq and 4
commercial galas a’dmea;su:ing 225 'yskq.'ﬁ"s'. (carpet area) each gala oyt of 6
galas which wag reserved for us by the "M.'M.R.D‘A.'in tvh‘e saxd Powaj
Plaza, Near Hiranandan;, Powai and ‘ac'yédr‘dingly‘ we have selected G‘ala‘ -

105,222, 223 and 284 on the 2" floor of Powai Plazg ang Gala No.331 on

- the 3% floor of Powgi Plaza, Near Hiranandani, pows

t0 2 residential flats a‘dmeasnn'ng 225 sq“ﬁs‘(cﬁrpet aréé} at Garodia Nagar;
Ghatkopar (East) and another 2 “resfdenkt.fai flats édmea‘suring 225
sq.ﬁs,(m:pet area) at Majag Colony Jogeshwar; ‘Vikhrolf Link Road angd 4
éom;nercial gﬁlasﬁdmaasuring 225 sq.fis. '('cia:pet,area)eéch gaia, being
G&Ia\nas. 222 22‘3,,&&&,28491’1 the 2“‘_*_ floor of Powai Plazab and Gala

- No.331 on the 3¢ floor of Powai Plaza, Near Hiranahdang Powai, at the

carliest,

Yours faithﬁzil}g

it

1.SHRI DEEPAK CHAMPAKLAL MeHTS,
- 2.8HRI AMBRISH Crian AKLAL MEHTA
| c\f‘mgi“‘i-&ﬁm

 3SHRI Hiesy CHAMPAKLAL META
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. The Commissioner,

MMRD.A.

' Bandra Kurla Complex,

Bandra (East} Mumbai- 4(}0 051.
Addl Cnmnns;mner

M. MRD.A.

Bandra Kurla Camp&ax,

Bandm (Bast) Mumbas~ 400051,
Deputy. Secretary of ;
Urban Develoymcut Depmmeut
Mantralaya, Govt. of Maharashna
Hubert Novedosscrand

.Task Team Leader MUTP,

: The World Bank vk

Shn SatyaN. M:shtm ,
Social Developmem Sgemahst
The World Bank New Delhi- HO 003,



1.SHRI DEEPAK CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA,

7 SHRI AMBRISH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA

3. SHRI HINESH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA
403, Brindavan Co-operative Housing Society,
Ltd., LLT. Main Gate, Powai, Mumbai- 400 076.

Date : 14" May, 2009.

To,

The ChiefR & R,

Mumbai Metropolitan Region Development Authority,
Bandra Kurla Complex, Bandra(East),

Mumbai — 400 051.

Sub: MUTP: Proceedings for acquiring of part of the Land
for MUTP J.V.L.R. Phase II for Plot No.102, Triveni
Bhavan, C.T.S. No.13/12 to 13/21 & 13(b) situated in
The Gandhi Nagar Plan within the Revenue Village of
Tirandaz, Taluka Kurla, A.S. Marg, Powai,

Mumbai — 400 076.

Reference:- 1)Our Acceptance of Your Proposal on Stamp Paper
dated 11® May, 2009 (Wrongly Dated:-1 1" June,
2009).

2) Your Letter dated 12" May, 2009

We, 1. SHRI DEEPAK CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA, 2. SHRI
AMBRISH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA and 3. SHRI HINESH
CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA all Adults of Mumbai, Indian Inhabitants having
their address at 403, Brindavan Co-operative Housing Society Ltd., LLT.
Main Gate, Powai, Mumbai — 400 076 have to state as under: -

1. We have received your aforesaid letter dated 12.5.2009 and are very
much surprised to note the contents thereof.

2. We wish to bnng it to your notice that it was as per your instruction
that we had given the said letter dated 11.5.2009 on stamp paper of
Rs.100/- and we were not instructed that it should be signed by any
authority. However if you insist, we are ready to submit a fresh letter of
acceptance duly notarized.



3. We further wish to say and clarify that our said proposal, as per your
request is not at all conditional. We further say that we had specifically
agreed that the moment the possession of the said 4 commercial galas and
the said 4 residential flats as stated in our said letter dated 11% May, 2009 is
given to us by you, the said structure on our land could be demolished by
you. It was further agreed between us that you would be entering into a
registered agreement in respect of the said 4 commercial galas and the said

4 residential premises.

4, We further say that infact it is only at this juncture that you have put
a rather difficult condition of demolition of the said structure prior to the
granting of the compensatory benefits to us.

5. We say that we will be unable to comply with your said requirement,
as the same is very unreasonable and more particularly under the
circumstances that your Advocate appearing in the Hon'ble High Court had
made a categorical statement that our possession will not be disturbed,
except by due process of law. It is therefore really surprising that you are
putting a condition of demolition of the said structure on our land before
granting compensatory benefits, which is contrary to the said statement
made in the Hon'ble High Court.

6. We would like to bring it to your notice that it was only taking into
consideration the nature of project (i.e. JVLR-II) that we agreed to your
proposal of 4 commercial galas and 4 residential premises by way of
compensation for our land which .is affected by the said JVLR-II Scheme,
inspite of the fact that the same was very much lower than what we had
actually demanded. We further say that it was only with a view to settle the
aforesaid matter, we had acceded to your aforesaid proposal, but now by
putting a rather difficult condition, you have made the settlement of the
aforesaid matter difficult. | '



7. With prejudice to our rights and contentions as more particularly
stated in our said letter dated 11" May, 2009 we hereby finally request you
to abide by your said proposal of granting 4 commercial galas and 4
residential premises to us by way of compensation for our land affected by
JVLR-IL. Also please note that the said structure on our said land will not
be dismantled/demolished unless we receive our compensation as
mentioned aforesaid.
Yours faithfully,

; , -
1.SHRI DEEPAK CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA,
2.SHRT AMBRISH MPAKLAL MEHTA
(30514 > H gl FAJ D & ¢F <

3.SHRI HINESH CHAMPAKLAL MEHTA

Encl: Copy of your letter dated 12 May 2009 bearing Ref No. MUTP/R &
R/JVLR-11/216/2009.
s
1. The Commissioner,
MMRDA.
Bandra Kurla Complex,
Bandra (East), Mumbai- 400 051,
2. Addl. Commissioner,
M.M.R.D.A.
Bandra Kurla Complex,
Bandra (East), Mumbai- 400 051.
3. Secretary of Urban Development Department
Mantralaya, Govt. of Maharashtra.



Deputy Secretary of ,
Urban Development Department,
Mantralaya, Govt. of Maharashtra.
Hubert Nove-J osserand,

Task Team Leader MUTP,

The World Bank.

Shri. Satya N. Mishtra,

Social Development Specialist,

The World Bank, New Delhi-110 003.



&, MUMBAI METROPOLITAN REGION DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
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\To \T’E'}TPfR& RAVLR-II/ 2-1 & /2009 Dated : 12™ May, 2009

T

To,

1. Shri. Deepak Champaklal Mehta

2. Shri. Ambrish Champaklal Mehta

3. Shri. Hinesh Champaklal Mehta

403, Brindavan Co-operative Housing Society Ltd.,
L.I'T. Main Gate, Powai,

Mumbai- 400 072.

- Sub :- MUTP- acquisition of part of land of Plot No. 102, Triveni -
Bhavan, CTS No. 13/12 to 13/21 and 13(b) in Powai, Village
Tirandaz, Taluka Kurla.

Sir,

The undersigned is in receipt of your letter 11" May, 2009. The said letter is given
on Bond Paper of Rs.100/-. The same is not signed by any authority. In this regard, I would
like to inform you that your proposal put forward through your letter is rather difficult to

accept which is conditional.

You are requested to dismantle the structure located on your land under reference as
discussed with you and come forward to accept the compensatory benefits in lieu of your
affected land by JVLR-IL If you do not come forward within 7 days from receipt of this
letter by dismantling the subject structure under question affected by JVLR-II, your request

of any nature in this regards will not be entertained by this office which you should note.

Your faithfully,
Chief (R&R)
\ABSIRY

Bandra-Kurla Complex, Bandra (East), Mumbai - 400 051.
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