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BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

WESTERN ZONE BENCH, PUNE 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 91/ 2025 WZ 

(EARLIER ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 372/ 2025 PB) 

, 

IN RE: NEWS ITEM TITLED "20K SQM PILERNE HILL 

CONVERSION RISKS LANDSLIDES THREATENS LAKE" 

APPEARING IN TIMES OF INDIA DATED 19.07.2025 

LIMITED AFFIDAVIT-IN-REPLY ON BEHALF OF THE 

RESPONDENT NO. 1 - GOA TOWN & COUNTRY 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

l, Ms. Vertika Dagur, aged 56 years, Jndian Inhabitant, being 

the Chief Town Planner (Planning), State of Goa, having my office 

at Panaji - Goa, do hereby, solemnly affirm and state as under: 

l. I say that I am filing the present Affidavit in Reply for the 

limited purpose of placing on record the relevant facts germane 

to the captioned suo moto proceedings as also to address the 
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National Green Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi 

("Principal Bench") in Original Application No. 372 of 2025. 

I say that I am aware of the facts of the matter on the basis of 

the records maintained by the Town and Country Planning 

Department, State of Goa ("TCP Department") and am 

therefore able to depose to the same. 

2. I understand that the present proceedings emanate from certain 

opinions contained and expressed by the author in the news 

item titled "20k sqm pilerne hill conversion risks landslides 

threatens lake" appearing in the Times of India dated 19111 July 

2025 ("Captioned Article"). 

3. Save and except what is expressly admitted herein, nothing 

stated in the Captioned Article should be deemed to be 

admitted, for want of specific traverse. I crave leave to refer to 

and rely upon relevant records and documents as may be 

necessary. I further reserve the right and crave leave of this 

Hon'ble Tribunal to file a detailed affidavit in reply, if so 

advised or if directed by this Hon'ble Tribunal at a later stage. 
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3 
4. The Captioned Article, inter alia, states that: 

(a) The TCP Department has provisionally permitted a 

change of zone under Section 39A of the Goa, Daman and 

Diu Town and Country Planning Act, 1976 ("TCP Act") 

in respect of Survey Nos. 37/0 and 37/1 of Pilerne village 

in Goa; 

(b) The proposed change of zone pertains to a land parcel 

admeasuring approximately 20,000 sq. mtrs. of Survey 

No. 3 7 /1 situated on the Pilerne hillside ("Land Parcel") 

a 'buffer zone' and 'catchment area' for the Pilerne Lake 

(also referred to as Saulem Lake), which is classified as a 

'protected wetland'. The TCP Department has ignored the 

proximity to the eco-sensitive Saulem Lake; 

(c) The Land Parcel is classified as "Partly Orchard and Partly 

No Development Slope" in the Regional Plan for Goa, 

2021 ("RP-2021 ") meaning that the gradient is considered 

too steep for construction and is vulnerable to soil 

instabil ity; 

(d) The proposed change of zone, if approved final ly, may 
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landslides, slope erosion, and a potential impact on the 

nearby Pilerne Lake, which is an eco-sensitive area. 

5. ft is submitted that the contents of the Captioned Article are 

based on ce1iain assumptions and/ or incorrect appreciation of 

the Statutory Framework (as defined below) and factual 

position. The contents of the said Captioned Article are also 

exaggerated and are, at best, specious. In view of the above, 

Respondent will proceed to make submissions as under: 

I. PRELIMINARY OBJECTION 

6. At the outset, it is submitted that Section 39A of the TCP Act 

read with the Goa Town and Country Planning (Change of zone 

of land in the Regional Plan or the Outline Development Plan) 

Rules, 2024 (as amended from time to time) ("2024 Rules") 

(collectively referred to as the "Statutory Framework") 

prescribes a detailed, structured and consultative process 

governing any proposed "change of zone". 
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5 
7. Under the Statutory Framework, every proposal is subjected to 

scrutiny by the TCP Department in accordance with prescribed 

parameters, and inputs/comments are obtained, wherever 

necessary, from concerned authorities including the Forest 

Department, Goa Coastal Zone Management Authority, Water 

Resource Department, Agriculture Department and other 

competent bodies. The proposal is placed before the TCP Board 

for consideration and is thereafter subjected to a process of 

public notice inviting objections and suggestions from 

stakeholders. 

8. The proposal is thereafter reconsidered and evaluated by the 

TCP Board. Thereafter, the application is placed before the 

State Government for final approval. It is only upon grant of 

final approval by the State Government that any "change of 

zone" attains finality under Section 39A of the TCP Act and is 

formally notified in accordance with law. 

9. The process followed by the TCP Department under the 
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6 
I 0. Jn the present case, it is pe11inent to note that the Land Parcel 

has only been recommended as per sub-rule (I) of Rule 4 for a 

"change of zone" under the Statutory Framework by the Town 

and Country Planning Board, State of Goa ("TCP Boa rd"). 

Such recommendation is merely a step in the decision-making 

process contemplated under the Statutory Framework and does 

not result in any change of zone or confer any right, entitlement 

or equity in favour of the applicant. 

11. The proposed change of zone has not attained finality and 

remains contingent upon final approval by the State 

Government in accordance with law. 

12. Since the proposal remains subject to the State Government's 

decision and no final approval for change of zone has been 

issued, it is humbly submitted that the present proceedings 

appear to be peremptory. 

13. Without prejudice to the aforesaid, the TCP Depa11ment further 

states and submits as under: 
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II. GROUNDS FOR RESPONSE 

A. The statutory framework contemplates a detailed procedure for 

change of zone and no final approval has been granted 

14. It is submitted that Section 39A of the TCP Act and the 2024 

Rules prescribe the procedure to be followed prior to 

notification of alteration / modification contemplated under 

Section 39A of the TCP Act. The 2024 Rules consider 

applications for change of zone by following a detailed process 

prescribed in the TCP Act, which include inherent safeguards 

as set out below: 

a. Scrutiny of Applications: The first stage wi ll be the 

Chief Town Planner (Planning) receiving directions from 

the Government or an application from an individual. The 

proposal/application received for change of zone from any 

person is first scrutinized by the TCP Department by 

following the guidelines set out in Rule 5 of the 2024 

Rules and a scrutiny report is prepared by this 
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b. Consultation with A uthorities: During the scrutiny 

process, the TCP Department is required to consult 

authorities such as the Goa Coastal Zone Management 

Authority, Forest Department, Agricultural Department 

etc. and obtain their comments. [Rule 5 of the 2024 

Rules]. 

c. Initial approval of the TCP Board: The scrutiny repo1i 

prepared by the TCP Department is thereafter placed 

before the TCP Board for its 

recommendation/approval/decision . [Rule 4( I) of the 

2024 Rules]. 

d. Public Notice and consultation with public: Upon the 

approval by the TCP Board a notice regarding the 

proposed change of zone of land is issued by way of a 

notification published in the Official Gazette and also in 2 

local newspapers inviting suggestions from the public 

within a period of 30 days from the date of publication of 

the notification in this regard. [Rule 4(2) of the 2024 

Rules]; 
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e. Scrutiny of the suggestions received from public and 

final approval of the TCP Board: Upon the expiry of 30 

days, the proposal for change of zone of land, along with 

suggestions, if any, received from the public is again 

placed before the TCP Board, for its 

recommendation/approval/decision. [Rule 4(3) of the 

2024 Rules]; 

f. Approval of the Government: The recommendation / 

decision of the TCP Board shall then be placed before the 

Government of Goa for decision under Rule 4( 4) of the 

2024 Rules. lt is only upon approval from the Government 

will this Respondent alter/ modify the Regional Plan or 

the Development Plan for carrying out the change of zone 

of any land therein. [Rules 4(5) of the 2024 Rules]; 

g. Change of zone is notified to the public: Each alteration 

I modification to the Regional Plan or Development Plan 
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\D 
official gazette and accordingly, the public is notified of 

the same. [Rule 6 of the 2024 Rules]; 

h. Restrictions on change of zone: Section 39A of the TCP 

Act and Rule 5 of the 2024 Rules contain inherent 

safeguards such as imposing certain restrictions on 

proposed modifications/ alterations to the Regional Plan I 

Development Plan. Such restrictions include prohibition 

of consideration of eco-sensitive lands (as prescribed) for 

change of zone, including any past commitment / approval 

/ sanad granted in respect thereof. Another safeguard 

contained in Section 39A is that alterations or 

modifications carried out thereunder cannot alter the 

character of the existing Regional Plan and/or the 

Development Plan. 

15. Having placed on record the Statutory Framework, it is now 

important to place on record the procedure adopted by the TCP 

Department in respect of the change of zone application, which 

is as under: 
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a. The Land Pare~! forms a part of Survey No. 37 sub­

division 1 of Pileme Village, Bardez Taluka ("Plot") total 

admeasuring 1,22,500.00 sq. mts. The said Plot under 

reference falls in "Partly Settlement Zone" (VP-I) with 

permissible FAR 80 & "Partly Orchard Zone" overlapping 

partly with No Development Slope. A copy of zoning 

information dated 11 111 June 2024 is annexed hereto as 

Exhibit A. 

b. On 251
h July 2024, Mis. Mathias Construction 

("Mathias") filed an application ("39A Application") 

under Section 39A of the TCP Act in respect of the Land 

Parcel for change of zone. The 39A Application was filed 

for an area of 30,000 sq. mts. of the tota l area of 

1,22,500.00 sq. mts. A copy of the Application dated 251h 

July 2024 is annexed hereto as Exhibit B. 

c. Pursuant to the 39A Application, a site inspection was 

carried out by the TCP Department on 21 st April 2025 The 

site inspection report inter alia contains observations with 

I \ 
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report dated 21 st April 2025 is annexed hereto as Exhibit 

C. 

d. In view of the 39A Application and the findings contained 

in the site inspection report dated 21 st April 2025, the TCP 

department prepared a scrutiny sheet dated 25111 July 2024. 

The said scrutiny sheet inter a/ia observed that (i) a part 

of property has a slope of more than 25% and (ii) the Plot 

is adjoining Sy no. 205/2 which is shown as a Pond in RP-

202 1. However, as per the site / contour plans submitted 

by the 39A Application, the area sought for change of the 

zone is 50 meters away from the said Pond. A copy of the 

scrutiny sheet dated 251
1, July 2024 is annexed hereto as 

Exhibit D. 

e. Subsequently, in terms of Rule 4(2) of the 2024 Rules, the 

TCP Department issued a public notice dated 191h June 

2025 in the official gazette inter alia calling for public 

comments. Pertinently, although the 39A Application was 

made with respect to 30,000 sq . mts, the change of zone 
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copy of the Public Notice dated 19111 June 2025 is annexed 

hereto as Exhibit E. The public notice was issued 

pursuant to the meeting of the TCP Board held on 24111 

April 2025. Pursuant to the public notice, the TCP 

department received objections from Pilerne Citizens 

Forum dated 17'11 July 2025 and Rainbow Warriors, Goa 

dated 18th July 2025. Copies of the objections are annexed 

hereto as Exhibit F and G. 

f. After issuance of the public notice dated 191
1, June 2025, 

the TCP Department addressed a letter dated 2nu July 2025 

to the Dy. Conservator of Forest inter alia seeking its 

comments on the change of zone of Land Parcel. A copy 

of the letter dated 211d July 2025 is annexed hereto as 

Exhibit H. Pursuant to its letter dated 28th July 2025, the 

Office of the Deputy Collector of Forests, North Goa 

Division inter alia confirmed that the Land Parcel is not a 

Government Forest or Private Forest. A copy of the letter 

dated 28111 July 2025 is annexed hereto as Exhibit L 

13 
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g. Pursuant to the above, the matter was again placed before 

the TCP Board on 29111 July 2025. Pursuant to the meeting 

of the TCP Board, it was unanimously decided to 

recommend the proposal for change of zone for an area of 

20,000 sq. mts. A copy of the decision of the TCP Board 

is annexed hereto as Exhibit J. It may not be out of place 

to state that, although the TCP Board recommended the 

proposal for change of zone, the proposal is not submitted 

to the Government. 

h. Pending the State Government's approval, Respondent 

No. I received a letter dated 19th August 2025 addressed 

by Mathias. By this letter, Mathias inter alia stated that it 

re-conducted the survey using the Total Station Method. 

Accordingly, Mathias, along with a copy of the letter 

submitted section drawing and certificate from the 

surveyor for consideration by the TCP Department. A 

copy of the letter dated 19th August 2025 is annexed hereto 

as Exhibit K. 
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1-5 
16. From the above, it is clear that the 39A Application has 

progressed only up to the stage contemplated under Rule 4(4) 

and 4(5) of the 2024 Rules .. 

17. As stated above, no final decision has been taken with respect 

to the Land Parcel. The 39A Application continues to remain 

subject to further statutory scrutiny and approvals, including 

consideration by the Government. 

B. The allegations in the Captioned Article regarding slope, 

zoning classification, and suitability are incorrect 

18. With respect to the Land Parcel, it is alleged in the Captioned 

Article that it is 'Partly Orchard with No Development Slope', 

as per RP 2021, and its gradient renders it unfit for conversion 

to a Settlement zone. 

19. At the outset, it is important to once again take note of the 

zoning information dated I 1111 June 2024 addressed by the TCP 

Department. As is evident, the total area of the Plot is 1,22,500 
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\b submitted in respect of an area of 30,000 sq. mts. , out of which 

only 20,000 sq. mts. was recommended for a change of zone. 

The aforesaid zoning information dated 11 111 June 2024 further 

clarifies that the Plot is already, inter alia, partly classified as a 

Settlement Zone with a permissible FAR of 80. 

20. The Captioned Article contains allegations with respect to the 

gradient and alleged unsuitability of the Land Parcel for 

conversion to a Settlement zone. The allegations are incorrect, 

misconceived and denied. [n this regard, proviso (a) to Section 

9 of the Goa (Regulation of Land Development and Building 

Construction) Act, 2008 provides that no land development 

shall be permitted in areas having a gradient exceeding 25%. 

Lands having a gradient above 25% are treated as having a 

proh ibitive slope and are ordinarily not considered suitable for 

development or conversion to a Settlement zone. 

21. It is submitted that, in the present case, the proposal was 

examined in accordance with the Statutory Framework. The 

contour map submitted along with the 39A Application makes 
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25%, and therefore does not fall within the category of land 

having a prohibitive slope. Accordingly, the area was found to 

be suitable for consideration for conversion to a Settlement 

zone, subject to compliance with the applicable statutory 

procedure. 

22. The above fact is also confirmed by the physical survey report 

submitted by Mathias vide its letter dated 19111 August 2025, 

which inter alia records as follows: 

(a) The area is not a low-lying or khazan land, is not prone to 

flooding and does not contain any water bodies in it; 

(b) As per the contour plan and physical survey, the gradient of 

the area was found to be 20.93%; 

( c) The area is neither a government forest nor a private forest; 

( d) The area does not fall within the wildlife buffer zone; and 

(e) The area has access to water, electricity and requisite 

infrastructure. 

Although the Land Parcel is classified as "Partly Orchard with 

No Development Slope" under RP 2021, the findings of the 

327



and does not fall within the category of land having a 

prohibitive slope. In any event, the proposal is presently 

pending and 1s subject to further deliberations and 

considerations. 

C. The allegation in the Captioned Ati icle regarding the Land 

Parcel being within the buffer zone I zone of influence of 

Pilerne Lake is incorrect. 

24. The Captioned Article states that the Land Parcel is located 

within the buffer zone and catchment area of the Pileme Lake. 

On this basis, the Captioned A1ticle appears to suggest that the 

Land Parcel is a 'zone of influence· under the Wetland 

Notification of 20 I 8. 

25. In this regard, I say that no patt of the Land Parcel is located 

within the 'buffer zone' or 'zone of influence' of the Pilerne 

Lake and accordingly, no change of zone has been 

provisionally recommended for a 'buffer zone' or 'zone of 

influence' of the Pilerne Lake. In fact, the approval of the TCP 
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13 
requested for change of zone [is} beyond [the} b14fer zone of 

wetland". 

26. In view of the above, the asse11ion in the Captioned Article that 

the Land Parcel falls within the 'buffer zone' or 'zone of 

influence ' of the Pilerne Lake is incorrect and misconceived. 

D. The Statutory Framework is under challenge before the 

Hon'ble High Court of Bombay at Goa and any change of zone 

is subject to its outcome 

27. It is also pertinent to note that the constitutionality of the 

Statutory Framework is presently under challenge before the 

Hon ' ble High Court of Judicature at Bombay at Goa in PIL 

Writ Petition Nos. 53 and 54 of 2024 ("Writ Petitions"). By 

an order dated 23rd April 2025, the Hon'ble High Court has 

directed that all final notifications issued under Section 39A of 

the TCP Act for change of zone shall remain subject to the final 

outcome of the Writ Petitions. The said Writ Petitions are 

currently sub Judice and pending final adjudication. 

Accordingly, any change of zone, even if ~~jy::.aflP~ in 
/'~11.'.~ klLA IYVJN~ 

r
\~ -- ·--- D<l'_a 

Gl. •; . ''" •, -,.. ---.._J,,A 
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accordance with the Statutory Framework, would be expressly 

subject to and governed by the outcome of the Wri t Petitions. 

28. In view of what is set out above, it is respectfully submitted that 

this Hon 'ble Tribunal be pleased to dispose of the present suo­

moto proceedings, in as much as the Captioned A1t icle is based 

on certain assumptions and I or incorrect appreciation of the 

Statutory Framework. 

Solemnly affirmed at Mumbai ) 

VERIFICATION 

[, Ms. Vertika Dagur, aged 56 years, Indian Inhabitant, being 

the Chief Town Planner (Planning), State of Goa, having my office 

at Panaji - Goa, presently in Mumbai, do hereby solemnly declare 

20 
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'1.-1 
that what is stated hereinabove is based on the information and 

records maintained by the Town and Country Planning Department 

and l be! ieve the same to be true. 

Solemnly affirmed at Mumbai 

This _Jl day of April 2026 

) 

) 

Before me, 

~ I 

Goa Town and Country Planning Department 

OTA 

B~E 

.BALE 
B.Sc., LLB. 

VOCA.
Tc & NOTARY (GOY f : OF !NOIA) 

AD · .. \,. c hambers 
(15 Ground Floor, iram ,b . 400,001 

' d F t Mum a1 - • Janmabhoomi Roa , or , • 

NOTE~ & ~GISTERED 
Page No. %0 ~ Sr No. '$'4 r 
Date 1 2026 

RIAL 
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EXHf lT•A 
r~'\ &~ 
~~ 

OFFICE OF TilE SE!'i:IOR TOWN PLANXER 
To\\11 & Country Planning Dept., North Goa District Office, 

302, Govt. Building Complex, Mapusa, Bardez - Goa. 

Ref No: TPBZ/ZON/16409/P IL/fCP-2024/ 488 5" Dated: 11 I O (:, /2024 

ZONTNG INFORMATION 
Inward no. 5461 Dated: 06/06/2024 

The Zoning of the property bearing Survey No. 37 Sub d ivision no. 1 of Pilerne Village 
Bardez Taluka total admeasuring 1,22,500.00m2 is as follows. 

As per Regional Plan for Go:, 2021 the plot under reference falls in " Partly Settlement 
Zone" (VP-1) with permissible FAR 80 & .. Partly Orcha rd Zone'' OYerlapped par tly with 
No Development Slope. 

This information is issued based on the application recch·ed from l\1/s. '.\1athias 
Constructions dated 06/06/2024 to be read with note given below: 

This information is valid only for th r~ years or till the Regional Plan fo r Goa 2021 is 
in force, whichever is earlier from the date of issue of this letter. 

Processing fees of Rs. 3000/- paid vide Challan No. ZO N/626 dated 04/06/2024. 

T o 

tby 
(Saviour 0. Coutinho) 

Planning Assistant 

\fath ias Constructions, 
mar, Panjim-Goa. 

NOTE:-

~ 
(Zaidev R. Aldon\.:ar) I 

Dy. T own Plan ner 

The Zoning information provided is as per Regional Plan 2021 in force as on date of 

issue of the above information and shall not be constrm:d as NOC in any fonn for undertaking 

any development including construction and sub-Division etc. 

Further any development shall be subject to provisions of Tenancy Act, Land Use 
Regulation Act, Forest Conservation Act, Highways Act, Ancient Monuments and Archeological 

Sites and Remains Act, (State and Central), EIA notification issued by MOUF, Coastal 

Regulation Zone, including section 17- A of the TCP Act. 

This Certificate is issued based on the order issued vide no.29/8ffCP/2018 

(Pt. file)/1 672 dt<l. 13/08/2018 pertaining to guidelines for processing various application and 

Circular issued vide no. 29/8/fCP/Pt.File/2020/239 dated 31/07/2020 a nd Ref. 
no.29/8/fC P/Pt.Filc/2020/1284 dated 11/8/2020. 

P.T.O. 
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Additional information for reference and determination of values of the property except 

Settlement zone/development zone. 

Broad Land use classification and sub-classification of zone as per Regional Plan for Goa 2021 . 

f 
Eco-Sensitive Zone I 

.. 
Eco-Sensitive Zone n 

I Protected/Reserved For~st 1 Orchard 

2 Mangrove Forest 2 Natural Cover 

3 No Development Slopes 3 Fish Farm 

4 Paddy Field'Khazan 4 Cultivated land 
I 

5 River & Nallah/Pond 5 Irrigation Command Area I 
I -

6 Mud flats 6 Salt Pans 

I 17 Sand Dunes/Sandy Area 

For the purpose of Evaluation of the value of the property following shall be noted. 

All the aforesaid zones in Eco-Scnsitivc Zone-T Category shall be taken as A-Zone 

(Agriculture) 

All the aforesaid Zones in Eco-Sensitive Zone-II Category shall be taken under 

Orchard/Forest Zone. 

This is also issued on the basis of order bearing no. 29/SfTCP/Pt.file/2020/951 dated 

10/6/2020. 

X -----------

OOO 
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To, 

EXHIBIT• 8 
APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 39A OF TCP ACT 

FORM'A' 
[Seerule3) 

From: M/s Mathias Const ruction 

(rep by) Mr. Julian Richard Mathias 

lnwad l\:o: _ 2 t' Add: Campal , Panaji Goa. 403001 

Town & Coa:i trv Pla'lning Depar.mu,: Contact no: 9850406180 
Government of Goa 

The Chief Town Planner(Planning)Town 

& Country Planning Department 

2nd ;=100;, 0(:n>:)I) T"wcr 

Pano Pla7.ai.P .. :1f Gca 
u:!te: ~t ~ 'IA> ... .., 

Dempo Tower ,2r.dfloor, Patto,Panaji -Goa. 

1 Name and address of the applicant 

. 
2 Survey No. Village. ?anchayat ;ind Taluka in 

Which land is situated 

3 Whether free hold or lease hold 

1

'4 Existing zone as per Regional Plan 2021/0utl ine 

Development Plan 

5 

6 
7 

8 

9 

10 

Road Accessibility/ Status 

Tenancy details 

CRZ status(River/Sea) 

Past commitment such as developments like 
1 sub-division approvals by Competent 

Authori t ies, Conversion Sanad under Land 

Revenue Code,1968,building 

ap rovals/NOC's etc.) 
Change of zone sought for change for(Specify 

' the proposed zone) 

Area of land Sought for change of zone 

11 Nature of Land, specify whether 

/low lying sloping 

12 Purpos e of change 

I 13 Details of processing fee paid 

Name : M/s Mathias Construction 

(rep by) Mr. Julian Richard Mathias 

Add: Campal. Panaj i Goa. 403001 

s, No: 37/1 
lvil l:igc -Pilcmc 
h-aluka -Bardc7 
IFr~ hold 

Existing zone A, p~r Region::il pl:m :?O:? I Partly Settlement 
!Zone ( VP -1 ) "ith pi.!rmissiblc FAR 80 & Pan Iv Orchard 
:.,0111: 0\ erlappcd p:srth ,, ith '-lo De, 1dopmcn1 siopc 
IYcs 10.00 meters wide mad 

11\o t~lllln\S 

J\ot applicabl~ 

NA 

30 OOO Sqm 

:>light Slope (COnll)ur plan cnclosdJ 

Rc~iJential l'urpo,e 

I /2024 Date: '? \ . ~ l;fW C ls.s.J_lC.'Q 

.\ \() .ro\l·-1- ~ Place: Patto Panjim '1:7 52.... f V 

Enclosed following documents (}Y'" .- - ~ · f , ~,4 

i} Survey Plan ~ Signatu~e of the 1~al,t 

ii) Form !&IV. \ (Mr. Julian Richard Mathias) 

iii} Ownership documents. (\) .fb \i ~ ... c/"? - ~J 
1,) Coo to"' Piao, photog,aph ~ '~"l"d. ,:x_L;tP ":, 1_ 1-~-w ~ ) '1 

/ ~ :;\1 {f ~ 
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l. 

") 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

ll 

JO . 

l l. 

L . 

13. 

1-l. 

EXHIBIT- C 
Site Inspection Rep ort ( \:ction 39:\ of til l· TCP Al:I) 

Dateofinsp1:t:lio11: ___ oly-~~o)OJ5 · ___ ----~ 

Namt!ofapplicant: 'if.s \'f\o$..,~ ~~l-~-~,_.,\,~ ~ 010\.d. tt'j . 

Sy. No.: ~ __ _ ,u1d \ illa!!t: ~~ -- - --

ls propt!ny is low lying p:.i<ldy tidd ( Y ~s/Nl).) 
Depth of puddy tidd from udjui11i11g kvd: __ 

1' 
~ ·to ~ool <IP~~ 

~~- .lo~ . 

Is propt:rr) is umkr tl(lod prun~· :in.:;1· 

_-;-
At:C\;Ssibiliiy: \C)A .Aoo.d _:_ °t}fQDG b~_·_ 

--:--
·1 ypc oi'roau: _ \~ ~ · _ --- ----- -

CRZ upplicubility (Ri\'cr 'S1.:;1): _ __ N~ 

Ot:lails 01· 111a11gro, I'!~ 10rcs1 l" itl1i11, :,u1rou11li111gr 
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~------ ---·-----·-·--;:~\------ -··--~~---EXHIBIT. D 
k.H 
•,,I 

S{"nllin, shcl' t for :1pplica1ium m:i,lt.: unllcr Scr1ion 39A of thl' TCP Act !',\ 

111 L lnw,,dNo. a~ ·--- Oai.::_ t!1?/oy~i)._4 __ 
'ii! '2. N..1111c l)!tln:Aprli ,·:u11 {Y)/S __!!i~o.o C~~l.00 
Iii 3. l'urposc of ch:ing1: vf tunc: ~~~o.) ~~~ 

t\l 4. ls application is m:itk bi' Rc!tg10Lb, I k ahh Ectucauo mJ ln:- li1u1ions and Tounsm 
Rdatcd prujccl~. (l'tO\'id..: th:1:ub)· -- NO -

jh 
r::!\ 5. Is applicant rcqut:sl fur t:han~c vf zone 1s da~~itic:t! .is Eco ~ens111vc.: land [(cco-scnsimc 
Jln land" m1:ans a low lying pat!d) iidd, \\'Jlcr bot!y, k11azan land, tlood p1unc area, land 

• !\I h:i~i.ng slope 1m,.rc 1h_:111 '2:i"/~, i'o:1:~t land inclut! ir~~ p1i':,H.1: lvrc~I l:m~. !anti fal~111g m 1lic 
\ bu1!1,:r zu111:: 01 Wild I 111: Sancmury)} SP...:c:fy 1! _ n 1s 111 fao :..:11s111vc zon.:. • 

· .. ~&..~~ £t1a$iak:1h~ ~~~h~ ~<l.d°J~"~lAh~.~ 
! ' (). &!op. ~/ ~a.. .:t s /.. -o-=-n '1 
· j 6. Is !he propcny r~t!ucs,t:J 101 d 1:rngt: ul zone:: 1~ h:iving :my pas! Cl)1ll!ni1111c11 lslapp1ovals/ 
• 1 S:maJ. 1'1 ovnk Jc1.1i!s 01':hc ~;1 .11c 
i I• 
: \. 
1 · 7 Is propc1t~ t'.1lb \\ :1!11 11 I.. u:1$1.tl Rcgul.!t1un L,mc·• N~ . 

:; 
I 
I 

If ye,, !he co11 1111cms vl C? \ \:\ ,, suu1111t1cJ \ ES,'.'lO 

8. Is propcny rcqut.:~l fo r t:h.111gc o , zunc 1s p:11 ! o i' 11n.it11ilo rizcd l..iy\J UIS 111 non-cl)11tinnmg 
zunt:. lf y.:~. pru\'1dc the lkla1b of1hc ~amc ____ _ 

9. Is thc 1Jropcrty 1s cb ssifr:d :.is I'm :ii-: Furc~t Gv,·1. Forest: N 0 \ ESt'.'10 

10. ls the prop..:rly ,~ ,, i1 hin Butler ion..: ,n· an:, \\' ild Lif.: Sanctuary: No 

I '2. Is 1)11;: p ruJ -:t·1 IS r.:l·, ,1 111 11..:nJcJ o, v!PIJ. 
- Nq> _;_ 

J c1Ji!s ul thc s.:m.:· 

13 Is the prop.:ny ll:lJUl!Sl.:d Jur 1..lt,:ng.: 01· wn..: 1s fo1 publu: J!ili ty or toumm rcl,.tcJ pruJcd1 

Pro, iJ~ dctaib u l 1h1: s:,111~ - N () --- --·-- -----

14. Is the propcrt)'/plN rcq.ic~!cc.l for di .mg ,: ur' :w n.: whusc zunin.,; has bc,n rc,crtn l tu 
Agricuhurc fro m 11011-Jc,1:h.J p.ibit.: l llllc 11: RP-2U'2! · Yl:S, NO \ _ <i. 
If yes provide Zon, .,s pc1 t{!'u-'.:U~. ?o.liw~,\>~ ~~d~~C>.c.no\ 
Zun..: a~ p1:1 R l'·'.!00 I· _ <t _ _ -=-0 _ _ _ ~ No 

Siguatur-, uf lkali11g llaull 
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EXHIBIT -» E 
Ul'FICIAI. GA7.J-.Tn . - GOV r. OF CiUA 

.)'/:'JU ES I I Nu 11 JYTJ/ .IUNE, 2025 

:II Sr. No. -1); and suggestions Wt'r<: invited frnm tht: publ ic within a period of thirty days 
lrom thr date uf publication of tile ~aid Notificntions in the Oflicial Gnettc: 

And whl·rca, . suggcstiuns 1.:t:civt:d from public 11ert placed bl'fore the Goa ·1own and Country Planning Board 
in h:nns of ~ub-rule (3) of Ruk 4 for its rccommt:ndationlappro,·al and the Goa Town and Country Planning 
Board aftcr due consideration of the sugge~tions received from the public recommended the proposals for change 
of 7.unc as regards to Sr. No. I & 2 in its 212•h TCP Ooard meeting held on 03-02-2025 and Sr. No. 3 & 4 in its 
2 11 '" TCP Hoard meeting hclll on 15-0 1-20~5. dirt>cted 10 takr further act ion as per sub-ruk (4) of rule 4 of the 
said Rules: · 

And whcrcns, a~ required by sub-rule (4) of Rule 4 of the said Rules, the recommendation' approval/decision 
of thi: Goa Town and Country Pl:mning Board along with the said proposals were plnced bcforc the Gowrnmcnt 
for decision ,tnd the Government has approved the same; 

Now. thc:rcfon:, in view of the rcconuncndation of the Goa 1\iwn and Country Planning Board b.:ing approved 
by the Gov.:rn1m:nl and in t:Xt:rcisc of the pow..:r.. conferred by section 39/\ of the Goa lown and Country 
Planning Act. 1974 (Act 21 or 1975) read with sub-rule t5) of Ruic 4 and rule 6 of the Goa Town and Country 
Planning (Chnngc of Zone of land in the Regional Plan or the Outlini: Development Plan) Rules, 2024, the 
Regional Plan :ind the Outline Development Plan is hereby altcr..:d and modified as specified in column No. (8) 
of above Table. 

The ah..:ratiun and modification of tl1t: Regional Plan as notified in this Notification shnll be subject to the 
outcome of lhe PIL Writ Petition Nos. 53 of 2024 and 54 of 2024 which arc pending final disposal before the 
Hon'blc High Court of Bombay at Goa. 

l'.:rtikci Dog11r, Chief Town Planner (Planning). 

Panaji. 

--•--
Notification 

3611 S/39A/Notification (2J){J Cf'/2025/236 Date: 18-Jun-2025 
Whcrrns, Town and Country Planning D1:partmcn1 of the Government of Goa is in receipt of applications 

under sub-~cction (1) of Section 39A of the Goa Town and Country Planning Act, 1974 (Act 21 of 1975) for 
change of w ne in the Regional l'lan for Goa 2021 and Vasco-da-Gama Planning J\rc:i -030 in respect of the plots 
ofland :,s specified in detail in 1h1: table below (lwrcinafkr ri:fcrred to as "the said Proposals''); 

TABLE 

: ~ I Nnmc uf1hc Sy.No.IS \'illai;c/ Puhlishcd l,1nd u~c Proposed land Area Decision of the 
No. ~pplican1 ut,.l)i, . laluka ns per Rl'U 202 11 use prnposed TCP Rc»rd 

Nu.I 0DPrrutat Arca in in s4. nits. 
('h.N<>.I s4. mts. 

I' t'.S. 
No 

I. Lalita Kambli 10312 As$:1gao, Part ly Sct1lcmcn1 Sct1lemc11t 1937 Rc,ommt:ndcd 
alias Rakshita (Part) Barclc1. (13m2), Zone for change of 
Gnw~ar Partly Ntiturnl wnc to an area of 

Cover ( I 665m2). 16651112 from 

P:1rtly Natur:tl Natural Co,cr to 

Cover \\ilh Scnlcmcnl and 

lrr igalion 2721112 from 

Command Arca Natur.il Cover 

(2721112) wi1h Irrigation 
Command Arca to 

Total Area 
Senlcment subject 
to report from 

tl950) \\'ater Resources 
Dcpanmrn1. 

·-
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<Jffl(.'IA I liAZETTE C.UVT. OF C1UA 
,F.RIF:S II Nv 12 IYTH.IUNE. 2025 

2 Shhali ~4 11 Sircaim. l':irtly Scttlcmuu Sc11kmrn1 287') kecommcndcd Finanllal {Pm11 Harde7 Z1>ne (358m2J. Zone for change of :\dvi<OI\ l'ort I) Pia) rround ,one to Priva1c (28791112) Scltlcmcnl ronc Limi1cll, 1Pt3l Area ~ubjcct to report Authori,mJ 
(3237) from concern Signatol') /1.lr. 

Village Amit D. Shnh 
Panchayat. ,. Mis Mathias 37/ 1 Pilcrnc. Partl) Settlement Settlement 30000 Recommended Constructions (Part) Bardez (49184m2). Zone for change of rep by Julian Partl) Orchard zone for an area Richard (9444ml), of20000m2 from Mathias 

Partl) Orchard Orchard with No 
with No Devclopmenl 
Dewlopment Slope lo 
Slope (63872m2) Settlement being 

found within 
pennissible 
gradient as per 
contour plnn 
submitted ond 
also directed to 
obtain report from 
Forest 
Department. 

4. Pm1silipo 130/2 Colomba. l'urtly Setllcmcnt Scttlcmcnt 80 Recommended Eutirn (Part) Sangucm (2220m2), Zone for change of Estc,ao & P~nly Cultivnblc zone and also Sdmn Land with directed to obt.,in Sacr;uncnta Irrigation rtport from Water Dourado 
Comm3nd Ar~a Resources 
(80m2) Depart ment. 
Tot31 Art3 

(2300) 
5. lmperiol -1 2/1 Siridao, Partly N:ttural Settlement 5000 Recommended Nonhsw (Part) Tiswadi Cover (33501112) zone for change of F.xim 1.1.1' 42/2 Portly Natuml wne within (Part) Co, er with No permissible 

Development gradicnl. 
Slope (1650m2J 
Total Area 
(5000) 

6. Imperial 44/1 Curca. Orchard Settlement 6000 Recommended Northstar Tiswadi Total Area zone for change of Exim LLP 
(6000) zone 

,\ nd \Vhcrca!., in terms of sub-rule (I) of Ruic 4 of the Goa Town and Country Planning (Change of zone of 
land in the Regional Plan or the Outline Development Plan) Rules, 2024 (hereinafter referred to as the "said 
Ruks"), the Town :md Country Planning Dcp:irtmcnt, after scrutinizing the said Proposals, had placed such 
propos,1b ,tlongwith it 's scrutiny report~ before the G<>a Town nnd Country Planning Board for its 
rccon1mcndation/approval/dccision; 

And Whereas. the Goa lol\n and Counl~ Planning Board in il's 21111> Meeting held on 15-01-2025, 21311i 
Mccling held on 07-03-2025, 214'" meeting held on 2-l-0-1-2025, 2151h (\l,,:cting held on 0-l-06-2025 and 21611 
Meeting hdd on 11-06-2025 h:is approved the said proposals as sp.::dfied in abovc tab le; 

Now, therefore. a~ requ ired by sub-ru le (2) of Ruic -l of the said Ruks, a nolicc is hereby given 10 thl: publil' 
I hat th,: Goa Town nnd Count!) Planning Board in it's 2 11 th Meeting held on 15-01 -2025, 21 3th Meeting held on 
07-03-2025. 214th mci:ting held on 2-1-0-1-2025. 215th Mwing held on 04-06-2025 and 2161h Meeting held on 
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13-06-'.!025 has approved the siid proposals for change of zones, in respecl of the plots of land as specified in 
above table, which were placed before it under sub-rule U) of Ruic 4 of the said Rules and suggestions arc 
hereby invited from the public within a period of thirty days from the date of publication to this Notification in 
the Official Gazette. 

/\II the proposals as specified in the above table arc available for the purpose of inspection in the Regional 
Plan Cell, Office of Tiswadi Taluka, Town and Country Planning Depanment, Kamat Tower, 5~' Floor, Patto, 
Panaji-Goa. 

Suggestions, if any, to the said proposals as approved by the Goa Town and Country Planning Board may be 
forwarded to the Chief Town Planner (Planning), 2"~ Floor, Dcmpo Tower, Patto Plaza, Panaji Goa, before the 
expiry of the said pt.:riod of thirty days, so that the said proposals alongwith suggestions, if nny received, can be 
placed before the Goa Town and Country Planning Board for its recommendation/approval/decision in terms of 
sub-rule (3) of Rule 4 of the said Rules. 

By order and in the name of the Governor of Goa. 
V.;rtika Dagur, Chief To\\11 Planner (Planning) & ex officio Joint Secretary. 
Panaji. 

--•••--
Department of Water Resources 

Office of the Chief Engineer 

Notification 

4/4/CE-WRD/E0/2025·26.'99 Date: 10-Jun-2025 

In exercise of powers conferred by Sub-Section ( l) of Section I 4 of "The Dam Safety Act, 2021" (No. 41 of 
2021) of Government of India which extend~ 10 whole of India, the Government of Goa hereby re-constitutes The 
Goa State Committee on Dam Safety, for the dam's in the State of Goa for further term of three years from 
24!06/2025. 

111c said committee shall be with following composition:-

Sr. N:imc of the official post!representati\'C on lr.halfofGvvcmmcnt Dcsignotion 
No. 

(i) Chid Engineer, W:uer Resources Department & Ex. Officio Additional Chairperson 
Secretary to Go\'crnment. 

(ii) Superintending Engineer, Central Plannins Organization, WRD, Porvorim- Member 
Goa. 

(iii} Three Expert Members nominMcd by Government for Dnm Safct)· Pnncl Members 
from time \0 time. 

(i") Principal Chief Eni;inccr, Public Works Department, Altinho, Panaji-Goa. Member 

M Director, Appraisal, Bcngaluru (Kamataka), Centrnl Water Commi;sion. Member 

(\'i) Director. Instrumentation. Central Water Commission, Room No. 4 I I, 411t Member 

f'loor (Stluth), Scwa Bhnwan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi 110066. 

(, ii) Dire;:tor, Hydro Project Appraisal (HPA) Division, Central Eleciricit) Member 
Authority, MiniS1T)' of rower Sc"a Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi 
110066. 

(viii) Head of the Civil Engineering Department· Goa Enginecrins College- Member 
Farmagudi, Ponda-Goa. 

(i>.) Superintending. Engineer, Circle-IV, WRD, Gogol. Margao-Goa. Member Secretary 

I. The above committee shall discharge its functions as specified in the Third Schedule of Dam Safety Act 
20'.! I as may be necessary to prevent dam failure related disasters under this Act as per guidcline5, 
standards and other directions on dam safety issui:d by the Authority. 
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2. The State Dam Sati:ty Commi11ee in discharge of its funct ions shall be assisted by such sub-committee as 
it may consider nccl.'ssary and the Sccn:tarial a~siS1ance 10 the Stztc committee as well as its sub­
commith;e shall be provided by the concern.:d St:ite Dam S<1fcty Organization. 

3. TI1e State D:im Safoty Commith:e ma~· invite the representative of the owner of any specified dam and 
such other experts in dam safe!)' as it m.1y consider appropriate for the discharge of its functions. 

4. The Stmc Dam Safety Committee shall meet at such times and places and sht11l observe such rules of 
procedure in regards to the transaction of business at its meetings as may be prescribed by the St:1.le 
Gov.:rnmcnt provided that the State Dam Safety Committee shall meet twice in a year and one meeting 
shall be hdd before the onset of the monsoon se:ison. 

5. The above composition of State Dam Safety Committee shall be in force for three years from the date of 
this notification and then:aftcr the Committee shall be re-constituted for every three years thereafter. 

6. The expenditure incurred on the meetings of the State Committee shall be in the manner as may be 
prescribed by the State Go\'ernment. 

7. The specialiS1 members & other expert invitees who attend the meeting of the State Comminee or its sub-
committee shall be paid such foes and allowances as may be prescribed by the State Government. 

By order and in the name of the Governor of Goa. 

D. }'. Salclkar, Chief Engineer. WRD. & ex. ofticio AdditionaJ Secretary. 

P.inaji. 

"'"'·goapnntinp.prcss gov.in 
Published b) the Duecior. !'ranting & Smiona,y. 

Government Prin:ini; l'rcrs. 
M:ihatma CJandhi RC1•d, PM3ji-Go: 403 00 I. 

Prirt-Rs. 20.00 

f'ltll\"TED AT GOVEKNMENT PRINTl~G PRESS, l'ANAJI-GOA-!10'80-61202S 
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EXHIBIT- f" 

· ·PILERNE CITIZENS FORUM 
Reg No 518/GOA/2007 

C/o. Hilario Lobo H.No. 190, Volvaddo, Pilerne, Bardez - Goa. 

To, 

,,,,···· --~ 
( ~]: 1 J 
\. / .... ._ __ . ..,, 

The Chief Town Planner 
Town and Country Planning Department, 
2nd Floor, Demro Tower, Patto Plaza, 
Panaji, Goa. 

Date: 17 July 2025 

in Pilerne village. 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

We wish to formally state our strong objection to the proposed change of zone for the 

property bearing Survey No. 37/0 and 37/1 (part) in Pilerne village, as notified in 

Notification 36/18/39NNotification (23)/TCP/2025/236. dated 18 June 2025 published 

in the Official Gazette Series II No. 12 dated 18 June 2025. This proposal, submitted by 

Mis Mathias Constructions, sought to convert an area of 30,000 sq. m., which the TCP 

Board has recommended 20, OOO sq. m., comprising land currently designated as partly 

settlement, partly orchard, and partly orchard with No Development Slope (NDS), into a 

Settlement Zone. Our objections to this Change of Zone are based on the foaowing 

critical points: 

1. Property bears significant No Development Slopes (NDS) and poses 

Landslide Risk: 

o The property includes areas designated as No Development Slopes (NDS) 

in the Goa Regional Plan - 2021 , prepared by the TCP Department, as can 

be seen in Image 1 below. The Survey Report prepared by Engineer K H 

Kamatadinni states a gradient of 20.93%, which itself is incorrect, and 

comments that "the property is slightly sloping", which is a complete 

misrepresentation of facts. While the gazette notification claims the slope is 

within the permissible gradient for conversion to Settlement, we are in 

\\ 

possession of ISRO-based satellite imagery analysis that indicates the slope 

is greater than 25 degrees, which should classify it as NDS. The Engineer 

should therefore be held accountable tor criminal misrepresentation of 

facts. 
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Considering that the TCP Department would have access to their own 

contour maps and that of institutions like ISRO, one fails to understand how 

the TCP Board could recommend such a project. 

c Allowing development activities on such steep hill slopes poses a severe 

risk of landslides in the future. This danger extends not only to structures 

within the converted property but also to adjacent properties with existing 

structures, which could face the brunt of slope erosion and altered water 

flow, potentially leading to loss of life and property. 

(, This constitutes a gross act of criminal negligence by the TCP Department, 

especinlly in light of recent tragedies related to hil! slope development, such 

as the Way.mad landslide tragedy. 

Source: Except from Goa Regional Plan - 2021 

2. Property comprises Buffer Zone and Zone of Influence to Notified Wetland 
7

~ ·\ ~ 

{Saulem Lake) and Ecological Risk: 1, .. ~fG--=-,-·· '~-~'rp. 
, 'It, f. ~'' · .-~ •l.LE 

o The property is immediately adjacent to the eco-sensitive Saulem fl.' ;,, ;• : I 

Lake, also known as Pilerne Lake, which was notified as a protecte * I ;':;''.t,~j}':'~): * 
wetland on December 9, 2021 . Refer to: No. 11 -2/GSWA/2021- ~\ L , .. · .r, 1_ih · •• ~ 
22/Notification/897 and OFFICIAL GAZETTE-GOVT. OF GOA. SERIES ~J.0~.-~:-,.._i..' I;' .... _o~·:/~,~ 

!I ... ~ _./. ''-···1:h No. 37 09TH DECEMBER 2021 . As can be seen in Image 2 below. V)'· -
0
- ·,: \~d 
~~-

0 This lake is considered critically significant for it s ecosystem services 

and biodiversity values for local communities and society at large. 
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o Property bearing SuNey No. 37/0 and 37/1 (part) (part) falls under the 

buffer zone as well as the zone of influence of this protected wetland, 

where development activities are either forbidden or explicitly regulated. 

Once aga in we urge you to Refer to: No. 11 -2/GSWA/2021-

22/Notification/897 and OFFICIAL GAZETIE - GOVT. ()F GOA SERIES II 

No. 37 09TH DECEMBER 2021. 

o Further, the Wetland Notification of 2018 clearly stat ed that a "zone of 

influence", which means "that part of the catchment area of the wetland 

or wetland complex, where developmental activities induce adverse 

changes in ecosystem structure and ecosystem services." In light of th is, 

one fails to understand how the TCP Board could recommend such a 

project. 

o The lake functions as a natural funnelled aquifer, replenished by 

spr!ngs, and has been utilised by the village for generations for irrigation 

and other purp.oses. 

c The gazette notification makes no m~ntion of any analysis or 

application of mind regarding the severe risk posed to this protected 

wetland oy a!lowing development on an abutting NDS area, making the 

proposed conversion blatantly illegal. 

Image 2: Location of the S. No. 37 /0 & 37 /1 (part) Pilerne 
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3. Location within Water Catchment Area: 

,::: The property bearing Survey No. 37/1 (part} (part) is located within the 

Catchment Area Department Authority of Goa (CADA) and Water 

Resources Department (WRD) demarcated water catchment area. 

o The WRD provided detailed data, including 11 taluka-level maps showing 

water catchment areas and wetlands, to the Chief Town Planner in 2007, 

with a request to incorporate this data into the Regional Plan for Goa 

(RPG-2021 ). However, this crucial data was never incorporated into the 

official zoning plans. Instead of updating the TCP zoning plans w ith 

crucial ir,formation such as this, the TCP is permitting such zone changes, 

which go against the mandate of the department to uphold the public 

iilterest. 

4. World Wetland Day 2024 celebrated at Saulem Lake 

c World Wetland Day was celebrated at Savlem Wetland on February 2, 

2024 w here the Minister for Environment, Mr. Alexio Sequeira, and the 

local MLA, Mr. Kedar Naik, were present at this event. Thi~ event was 

widely covered in the local press and media, e.g. 'Goan Reporter News: 

World Wetlands Day celebrated At Pilerne'. See the Photo below. It is now 

ironic that the very same Government is seeking to destroy the lake by 

permitting the destruction of the lake's catchment area/ Zone of 

influence. As can be seen in Image 3 below, S. No. 37/0 & 37/1 (part) 

Pilerne serve as the backdrop for the Calebration of World Wetland Day 

2024. 

I 3: S. No. 37/0 & 37/1 (part) Pilerne serving as the backdrop for the Celebration 
of World Wetland Day 2024. 

4 of 10 Pages 

344



Source: envcc.goa .gov. in 

5. History of Illegalities and Retrospective Approval for RP-2011 Co2: 

" This property {Sy. No. 37/1 (part)) was previously part of an area proposed 

for ccnvarsion under the controvers ial Regional Plan 2011. 

c In 2006, in anticipation of zone changes, the owner, MathiGs 

Constructions, allegedly cut over 90 trees and mercilessly burnt the hill 

for two days, leading to a fine from the Forest Department. 

o This proposed zone change is a brazenly clear attempt to retrospectively 

reward the deve loper for past illegalities and re atso condone !he TCP 

che4uernd history in t11e preparation of RP-2011 . 

.------------------- ----------- ---~ 
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Zoning changed by RP-2011 (2006) '---- - - - - - -----=--
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6. Destruction of Forested/ Orchard Area and Biodiversity: 

o As mentioned in 2006, the owner of the said property cut over 90 trees 

and mercilessly burnt the hill for two days , leading to a fine from the 

Forest Department. See images of the destruction below at Image 5 . 

o The forest in the property has, however, rejuvenated and recovered. The 

TCP's approval for Change of Zone will necessitate a repeat of the same 

large-scale tree felling, leading to grave danger and degradation of the 

ecosystem and is essentially rewarding the owners for thei r actions o f 

gross illegalities and irresponsibility. 

Image 5: S. No. 37/0 & 37 /1 (part) before and after felling of trees and hill burning in 
2006 . 

Photo of the property before the felling of t rnes and burning (Taken in 2006). 

_J 
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Photo of the property after the felling of trees and burning (Taken in 2006). ,__ __ _ 
7. Lack of Trans parency and Essential Informat ion: 

o The public notice for this proposed zone change is unl awful due to the 

omission of essential information necessary for the public to 

understand and provide informed s:..iggestions. Crucially, it lacks the 

justificat ion for the zone change, detailed land use m aps showing the 

property and its surround:ng areas (including survey numbers), slope 

analyses. and the minutes of the TCP Board meeting that approved this 

change. Furthermore, the applications and the TCP's assessment reports, 

including TCP Board meeting minutes, are not availabl e on t he TCP 

website, making it preposterous to expect citizens to travel to the TCP 

off ice in Panaji to vievv t he~e proposals. 

a. Disregard for Public Interest and Gram Sabha Resolutions: 

c The Gram Sc1bha of Pilerne-Marra has passed unanimous resolutions 

dat ed 26 January 2007 and 28 February 2024 to protect the Savlem Lake 

and it s surrounding catchment areas and to not permit any zone 

change or construction licenses for development projects in these 

areas. 

A. Gram Sabha Resolution (26 January 2007): Foltowing the withdrawal of 

the controversis l Regiona l Plan - 2011, the Gram Sabha of Pilerne-Marra 

had previously passed a unanimous resolution on January 26, 2007, to 

protect rtie Savlern Lake arid its surround!ng catchment a;eas. Tnis 

resolution was communicated to the TCP Department. 

B. Gram Sabha Resolution (28 February 2024) resolved: 

r.esolution No. 2 (14) explicitly states that it was unanimously resolved by 

the members of the Grnm Sabha of V.P. Pileme-Marra that no 

construction/development activities, such as residential housing and 

commercial projects, be allowed in the eco-sensitive lands. This 

prohibition specifically covers properties like Survey Nos. 208, 208/3, 

208/3-A, and 37/1 (part) of Pilerne Village. 

It was further resolved "That not to allow/ grant conversion cf the said 

lands and any kind of change of zone (settlement) zone I or any other 

deve lopment zone" in these properties. 
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• 

o These resolutions collectively demonstrate a consistent and strong 

stance from the local community against development in the ecologically 

sensitive areas surrounding Savlem Lake. 

::, Despite these clear directives and the ecological significance, the TCP 

Department cont inues to "blindly approve conversions, without any 

application of mind," disregarding the ecological implications and 

impact on residents. 

o The implementation of these zone changes am0unts to tne erosion of 

public interest and compromises the villag'!?'s food security and 

ecosystem services. 

9. Strain on Existing Infrastructure: 

c The village of Pilerne-Marra is already experiencing increased traffic, 

congestion, noise and air pollution, and restricted mobility. 

·~ The existing infrastructure, including water, sewer, electricity, and read 

capacity, is already overburdened. Candolirn, nearby, faces a significant 

water supply shortfall (0.89 MLD). 

o Approving further settlement zones without augmenting the current 

supply will only exacerbate the stress on these essential serv:ces, 

adversely affecting the quality of life for existing residents. The Goa 

Regional Plan - 2021 had already accounted for population increases and 

Mopa Airport infrastructure needs, rendering arguments for additional 

settlements specious. 

10. Pending Legal Challenges: 

.., The legality of Section 39A of the TCP Act, under which this zone change 

is proposed, is currently challenged in the High Court via WP 2317 of 

2024 and WP 2344 of 2024. 

v The final notification of zone changes under Section 39A is subject to the 

outcome of PIL Writ Petition Nos. 53 of 2024 and 54 of 2024 are pending 

before the Hon'ble High Court of Bombay at Goa. Ai:,proving changes 

while such legal challenges are ongoing is inappropriate and undermines 

the judic ial process. 
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In view of the serious objections and the clear illegalities involved in the proposed 

conversion, we strongly implore the TCP Department and the TCP Board: 

1. Not to recommend this change of zone. 

2. To not issue the final notification confirming the Change of Zone. 

3. That the Change of Zoning notification be immediately revoked . 

4. We further recommend that the TCP Department does not entertain any future 

proposals for zone changes under Section 39A in Piterne-Marra as these are truly 

not in the long-term public interest and the ecological integrity of our villages. 

Yours sincerely, 

Hilario Lobo 

Secretary 

Pilerne Citizens Forum 

\ ,. , _ 
--
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EXHIBIT• 6r 

l1}Jl1.)hc°JW Wf)ft'IGf~ 
- GOA -

REF. NO. FRW/69/2025 

To 
The Chief Tov,n Planner (Planning), 
TCP Department. ~ nJ Floer. Dempo Tov,'crs, 
Patto PlazJ. Panaji Gn.1 
By email to: 

DATE: 18/07/2025 

41 

SUB: ABANDON THE CH.t\NGE JN ZONE PROPOSALS 
PUBLISHED UNDER SECTION 39A OF TCP ACT ON 19/061:2025 

Reference: Notification published on 19/06/2025 m the Onicial 
Gazette, Series 11 , No. 12 

Dear Sir, 

This is to suggest that you must completely abandon and revoke -

All the change in zone proposals published on I 9/06/'2025 111 

the Official Gazette, Series II, No. 12, 

Th~ process being undertaken of considering 
apr lications for change in zones, and 

individual 

Tlic provision of Jaw (section 39A of the TCP Act) that is 
allowing these unjust and arbi tra1y processes that are 
threatening our Stale of Goa. 

_ ..,:;:; In thi s regard. \Vt' su bmit :.s follows: 
\\~ 

~~' ~ 
~~~ :V 
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Al GENERAL SUGGESTIONS APPLICABLE TO ALL THE 
PROPOSALS: 

I. SEC 39A V IOLATES PA RENT ACT -

a. Prior to the 1llegal and unconstitutional introduction of 
Section 168 (subsequently withdrawn), Section l 7 (2) 
(read down by the High Court to no longer be in 
violation), and the subject Section 39A, only 'broad 
demarcation' of zones were allowed. The powers are 
restricted in the parent Act lu making ·broad 
demarcations' only, so that private profits, abuse of 

powers and arbitrariness are prevented. Section 39A is 
therefore ultra vires the parent Act and amounts to gross 
misuse of powers. 

b. Further, you have admitted before the High Court that 
the object of TCP Act is "to stop uncon/rolled 
development of land due to land specula1icn and 
profiteering from lands". All the permissions granted are 
for individual applications for profiteering from lands, 
and are therefore against the object of the TCP Act. 

2. SEC 39A VIOLATES CONSTITUTION OF IND1A - Arti~les 
J 4, 19, 21, 38 and 243 of our Constitution are violated by every 
change in zone granted. The changes are arbitrary and 
discriminating against the majority of citizens. and therefore 
violate Article 14. The failure to fi rst hear and co11sider the 

opinions of the local residents and the panch&yats violates 
Articles 19 and 243. The failure to can-y out necessary socio­
economic and environmental studies prior to gri.lnting such 
changes in zones i~ in violation of Article 21 of the 
Constitutirin . 

J. AUAJNST PUBLIC INTEREST - It is admitted by you before 
the High Court that all changes must be in Public Interest. 
However, it is seen that almost al l or the changes are against 
Public Interest. Jr. addition to the issues raised in the following 
paragraphs, some general observations are raised in th is 
paragraph. Some of the changes proposed are to open la, ge 
forest or agricultural urcns to settlements against all planning 
norms. which is prima facie for pri\'ate profit and therefore 
against Public Interest. Some of the changes proposed are for 
small areas. Howev~r. google.earth imngery shows thm most of 
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these proposals are for illegally sub-divided plots within larger 
areas already developed illegally by some influential persons, 
which must be deal t v,1ith in the strongest possible m:mner. The 
inclusion of such illegal developments of large lands in 
settlement zone \Nill completely destroy Goa. There may be 
only a few genuine cases where, without invol\·ement of rich 
speculative interests who have carried out illegal developments 
in the past, a gPnuine requirement for housing is being 
requested. 

4. INADEQUATE AND INCOMPLETE NOTlrJCATION - The 
subject Notification is incomplete and inadequat~ be(ause -

a. The notification and the TCP website fail to provide 
essential information about the change in zone proposed 
for each of the proposals. The No!ification fails to 
provide the plan (all proposals are for sub-divided plots 
which cannot be identified without the sub-di\'ision 
plan). It is impossible to identify the exact extent of the 
land affected without these details. 

b. The TCP Dcpa11ment is required to make public the 
reasoning, deliberations and just ification for each of the 
proposals, since members of the pub I ic canno1 make 
informed suggestions without this information . 

5. NO DATA AV A!LABLE, ARBITRARY - The Task Force 
Report prepared 15 years ago describes the paucity of useful 
data. Goa Government does not have the data necessary t0 plan 
or grant changes in land use. The TCP Act mandates the 
a\'ailability of such data v,·ith the Chief Town Planner before 
considering ch:inges to the Regional Plan. lt \Vas therefore 
incumbent upon the Government to collect the necessary data 
on .111 e:n\'ironmental, economic and soc ial aspects of our State, 

before making any plans, policies or changes to uses of lands. 
The cJiangcs in zones carried out. \,Vithou t necessary data are 

arbitrary and therefore illegal. There is no excuse for the delays 
so far, and it is necessary that all Government Departments 
first collect and collate all necessary data. studies and analyses 
and submit the same to the TCP Department before any 
changes in zones are considered. 

353



6. NO MAPPING Of- PROTECTED LANDS - The TCP 
Department has completely failed to map the most essential 
areas to be protected, which include: 

a. Forests as per Government of Goa criteria of 0.4 canopy 
density and 5 Hectares area. While the Forl!st 
Department admits that at least 200 sq kms of private 
forest~ exist in Goa, Jess than 50 sq krns are identi tied 
till date, rest of private forests remain unidentified and 
unprotected, and must therefore be protected under TCP 

Act. 

b. Ecologically and Socially Sensitive Coastal Zones such 
as sand dunes, water bodies, lands used hy fishing 
communities. Gua Government has prepared Coastal 
Zone Management Plan (CZh-1P) 2011, but the TCP 
Department has failed to considei the CZMP 2011. 

c. Mapping and protection of Communidade/Common 
lands. The common lands of Goa's indigenous 
r,ommunities must be protected from change in land use, 

but the TCP Department has neither demarcated all such 
lands, nor have they protected them. The changes 
recommended/approved by the TCP Board 111 

Communidaae/Common lands are completely against 
the interests of the local communities, future generations 
and the poorest of the poOi, who survive off these lands. 

d. Mapping and protection of tribal lands. The tribal 
communities of Goa have no protection for their lands as 
envisaged undt:r the Constitution. However, the 
Regional Plan is the instrument to eM11re th;:i t ini11c:tirP ic: 
. , .-. t .-1 ... • ~ . • , ~.. I' ... - .. - .1 •• ! t . - - t , , • 
.... - \,,,, ,. ,_ ... .... --- ""' ... , n.., ..... ~, VJ u.vauu, '"'""'·'''5 LI ,u,11 Jctll\.1-:> 

across the State of Goa. However, no such demarcation 
1s done and changes of zones have been 
recommended/approved by the TCP Board in tri bal 
areas. 

e. l\-fapping and protection of prime 2gricultur:1i lands. The 

prime agricultural lands in the State of Goa have not 
heen given protection under the Regional Plan. The 

Regional Plan should have demarcated all prime 
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::u2.ricultural lands across the State of Goa. 1-lowe\'er, no 

such demarration is done and changes or zones have 
been recommende<l/approved by the TCP Board in 

prime/ irrigated agricultural lands. 

f. Mapping and protection of Lalerite Platc.1us, Water 
Recharge Areas and Grazing Lamb. The changes in 
zones have been recommended/apprO\'Cd b) the TCP 
Board \\'ithuut even considering the Laterite Plateaus, 
Ground Water Resources and Grazing Lands or the 
~tatc. Many of the changes recornmendediappro\'cd by 

the TCP Board are precisely on the ecologically 
sensitive laterite plateaus, and/or on invaluable and most 
critical ground water recharge are~s, and/er 011 grazing 
lands that have been the most protected and re\·ered 
lands in the State fo r thousands of years. 

7. RP :::021 IIORIZON YEAR IS OVER, RP :OJ I 15 LO~d 
OVERDUE - The amendments to RJ) 2021 being carried out 
through the gazetted changes are i !legal also bemuse the 
horizon year for RP 202 I is over Jong ago, and therefore the 
RP 2021 must be replaced by an entirely new RP 203 I. The 
process of preparing RP 203 1 should have started at least by 

1018, but the TCP Department is instead making piecemea l 

changes through section 39A in order to assis t illegal land use 
changes :rnd speculative profit-making companies anci 
individual imerests destroy Goa for sho11 term greed. The need 

of the hour is to make a new RP 2031 taking into ac~ount the 
planet-threatening c!imate crisis, rising sea le\'ds, ,1,.:ller and 
food sernrity of Goa and need to make every vill:1ge self­
sufficient and self-governing, as envisaged by our Consti tution 
and whicll is the only path of sustainable development and the 
only hope for the survival of our species. 

8. WILL DESTROY GOA:S EJ\--YlRON 1ENT AND 

ECONOMY FOR SHORT TERJ\11 GREED - All the indicator!:i 

of exceeding carrying capacity can be seen in the socio­

economic fabric of Goa. The extreme stress of uncontrolled 
mining. industrial estates un plateaus, urbaniLatinn, real est .. JlL' 

and tourism projl.!cts hns visibly ut!stroyed Go.i \, ccorH1mies, 
!>ocietic's ~md en\'ironment. The changes in zones requL.'!:-ted arc 
mostly re~ulting from spcCLd 1tion \Vith ecologically sensi ti ve 
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4-£. 

and agricultural lands, as can be seen from the paragraphs 
below. It is obvious that the TCP Board and the Chief Town 
Janner are not able ·to appreciate or understand the socio­
economic nnd environmental implications due to the 
arbitrariness of the process and the illegali ty of section 39A of 
the TCP Act. It is therefore necessary that the entire process 
under section 39A be abandoned and all of the proposals 
published in the above referenced notifications be rejected. 

a) OBJECTIONS TO INDJVIDIJAL PROPOSALS: 

9. Sl No l - l, 93 7 sq meters of land bearing sy no I 03/2 (Part), 

Assagao village, Bardez taluka is recommended to be changed 
from Natural Cover to settlement zone under serial no I of the 
table. We strongly object to the change in zone and demand 
that the proposal be rejected outright based on the following 
facts and arguments: 

a. The land bearing sy no 103/2 (Pait), Assagao vii I age is a 
dense forest and a part of a large unidenti fied forest 
patch, as inarguably proved by the goog!e eanh images 
and extract of RP 2021 attached as Exhibit A. 

b. It is most inappropriate for the Chief Town Planner to 
consider the change in use of such lands to settlement, ns 
it is a violation of the spirit of the Forest Conservation 
Act, 1980 ilnd the or<ler::; of the Supreme Court dated 
12.1 2.1996 in the Godavarman case, and of the statutory 
provision under section I l, (2), (a) of TCP Act, 1974. l f 
this p. oposal is not rejected, we will take legal action 
against persons responsible. 

entire land bearing sy no 103/2 (Part), Assagao village is 
catchment area for its water resources. National water 
Policy requires all such catchment areas to be protected. 
Assagao vii Inge and the rest of Bardez taluka has serious 
water problems and all its water resources need to be 
protected full y, including the catchment Rreas rn sv no 
I 0312 (Part) , 1\ ssagao village. 

d. There is absolutely no need for any more settkment 
areas as ther..:- is excess or housing in Goa as per Lhe 
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Housing Census 20 I J. This proposal is driven only by 

sho11 term greed and real estate speculation through 
destruction of environment, economy and society. "hicl1 
the TCP Ac.:t is meant to prevent. 

e. This land is ecologically sensitive and connected with 

the surrounding forest lands in a manner such that the 
change in use of this land will devastate the entire area. 

f. The RP ~O~ I has added large lands in /\ssagao and other 
villages into settlement zones, completely against the 

TCP Act and the ,vishes of the people. The J9A 

provisions must be used to reduce the settlement zones 
in RP 201 1 ,vhich are against the principles of the TCP 

Act 3nd the wishes of the people, rather than adding 

more lands into settlement zones, \Vhich \Vil] destroy the 

sustainabi lity of Goa 's economy for the sho11-term profit 
of a few. 

g. The conservation of forests, sloping lands, biodiversity, 

ground water resources, etc is the prime objective of the 

TCP Act and this proposal grossly violates the TCP Act, 

especial ly in view of the presem env ironmental and 
socio-economic crisis caused by such anti-people l:.rnd 

use ch:mg~s. 

h. The land is sloping steeply and has latc:-ite soil, \Vhich is 

extremely prone !O erosion and should be protected as 

mandated by Section 11, (2), (d) of TCP Act. Such 

sloping lands cannot be changed in use, especially in the 

present case where the ::igricultural lands below \\ ill be 

sil ted and destro) ed by the erosion of this land and by 

floods and lands I ides. 

I 0. SI No 1 - Land bearing sy no 44/1, Sircaim village, Barde7. 

taluka is recommended to be changed to sculemcnt zone under 

serial no 2 of the table. We strongly suggest that thi~ proposi.tl 

be rejected outright based on the following facts and 

arguments: 

a. The applicant, Shivali Firn.rnciul /\dvisors Private 

Limited, rurchased this land on 12.02.2025, when th~ 

land was already demarcated partly as Playground. The 
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applicant purchased the land knowing fully well that it 

was a playground, and thereafter immediately applied 
for it to be changed to settlement zone. Therefore, the 
applicant ha no excuse that a wrong was done to him 
under RP 2021, and he cannot ask for the zone to be 
changed. 

b. Considering the dates mentioned above, it is abundantly 
clear that the applicant is only interested in speculation 
with the land for profits Such an application cannot be 
en tertained or considered to he in puhlic interest. 

c. The appl icant 's name, Shivali financial Advisors Private 
Limited, clearly shov;s that the applicant is only 
interested in speculation with the land for profits. Such 
an application cannot be entertained or considered to be 
in public interest. 

d. The subject land is marked as a playground in public 
interest. The present application is purely for pri,·ate 
profit and cannot be allowed to overru le public interest. 

I !.SI No 3 - 20,000 sq meters and bearing sy no 3 7/1 (Part), 
Pilerne village, Bardez taluka is recommended to be changed 
to settlement zone under serial no 3 of the tahle. \Ve strongly 
suggest thc1t this proposal be rejected outright based on the 
following facts and arguments: 

a. The said land is seen to be fu lly forested in the google 
earth image dated 07. I 1.2022 and is therefore an 
un identified forest land. Such unidentified forested lands 
cannot be changes to sett!eme11t zone. Google earth 

b. The said land is abutting the Pi leme Lake, which is 
identi tied as a proie~ted wetland by the Government of 

Goa. The said land is steeply sloping tov,1ards the lake 
and its use cannot be changed, if the lak.e is to be 
protected. Therefore, the zone of the land has to be 
maintained. 

c. The two google ca1ih images attached reveal that the 

applicant has felled trees and illegally developed mud 
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lii+Z, !, .:;:; : d: LIIEtlf 

roads in the said land, after 2023. Such illegalities cnnnot 
be rev.·,.trdeu by you . The leg:::il maxim ·',A.'11//11s 

Co111mod11m Cup<!rc' Protect De lnjuriu Sua Propria" 

that states that no man can take advantage of his own 
wrong is bind_ing on the Chief Tov,:n Pl:mner in the 
present instance. 

d. We object to the change is zones proposed because the 
entire land bearing sy no 37/l (Part). PiJcrne village is 
catchment area for its water resources. National water 

Policy requires al; such catchment areas to be protected. 
Pilerne ,·illage village has serious v.'ater problems and ail 
its water resources need to be protected fully, including 
the catchment areas in sy no 37/ 1 (Part), Pilerne village. 

e. There is absolutely no need for any more settlement 
areas as there is excess of housing in Goa as per the 
Housing Census 2011. This proposal is dri,·en only by 

shor1 t~nn greed and real estate speculation through 
destruction of environment, economy and socit:ty. which 
the TCP ,\et is meant to prevent. 

f. The RP 202] has added large lands in Pilerne village and 
other villages into settlement zones, completely against 
the TCl' Act a11d the wishes of the peopie. The 39/\ 
provisions mu~t be used to reduce the se ttlement zones 

in RP 2021 which are against the principles of the TCP 
Act and the wishes of the people, rather than adding 
more lands into stttlement zones, which will destroy the 
sustainabil ity of Goa 's economy for the short-term profit 
of a few. 

g. The conservation of such forested lands is the prime 

objective of the TCP Act and this proposal grossly 
violates the TCP Act, especially in view of the present 
environmental and socio-economic crisis caused by such 
anti-people land use changes. 

h. The change in use proposed will devastate the economy 
and environment of the vil lage. The change in use is 
proposed only for short term gains for ::i fe,v from 

unsustainable rcnl estate speculation, which threatens to 

HMM --
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_so . 

destroy Goa. The prevention of such unsustainable real 
estate speculation is the prime objective of the Chief 
Town Planner. 

J 2. SI No 4 - 80 sq mtrs of land bearing sy no 130/2, Colomba 
village, Snnguem taluka is recommended to be changed to 
settlement zone under serial no 4 of the table. We strongly 
suggest that this proposal be rejected outr ight based on the 
following facts and arguments: 

a. The applicant has made 3 other applications for change 
of zone in Sy No 131 / l, Colomba vii lag,! notified in the 
Official Gazette on 15.5.2025, revealing that the present 
application is also only for speculation with the land. 
Preventing such specu !ation with land is the object of the 
TCP Act, stated by you before the High Court. 

b. This land is seen to be in ihe middle of Government 
forest lands. There exists a tribal settlement towards one 
side of the land. Such lands cannot be used for 
settlement purposes, except by the local triba1 
communities for their own needs. The present 
application cannot be allowed in such ci rcumstanccs. 

Google earth image and erJract of RP 2021 are attached 
as Exhibit C. 

c. V•/e object to the change is zones proposed because the 
entire land bearing Sy No 131/1, Colomba village is 
catchment area for its vvater resources. National ·.varer 

Policy requires all such catchment areas to be protected. 
Colomba village village has serious water problems and 

irn .. iuuiJ1g Liu:: l:au.:nmern areas in ;::,y No u 1; 1, Colomba 
village. 

d. There is absolutely ;io need for any more settlement 
areas as there is excess of housing in Goa as per the 

Housing Census 20 I l. This proposal is driven only by 
short term greed and real estate speculation through 

destruction of enviconment, economy and society, which 
the TCP Act is meant to prc\"Cmt. 
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e. The RP 2021 has added large lands in se ttlement zones, 
completely against the TCP Act and the wishes or the 
peopl~. The 39A provisions must be used to r~duce the 
settlement zones in RP ~O~ I which are .ieainsl the ... 
principles of the TCP Act and the \\ ishes of the people, 
rather rhan addirrn more lands into settlement zones, 
which v,ill destroy the sustainability of Goa's economy 
for the she rt-term profit o f a lt!w. 

f. The const:rvation of :;uch ecologically, sensitive lands rs 
the prime objective or t;1e TCP Act and this proposal 
grossly violate:; the TCP Act, especially in vic\v of the 
present environmental and socio-economic crisis caused 
by such anti-people land use changes. 

g. The change in use proposed wi l I de\'aState the economy 
and e,wironment of the village. Tht! change in use is 
proposed only for short term gains for a few from 
unsustainable real estate speculation, which threatens to 
destroy Goa. The prevention of _uch unsustainable real 
estate speculation is the prime objective of the Chief 
Town Planner. 

13.SI No 5 - 5,000 sq m of land bearing sy nos 42/1 and 421 l, 
Sirid.10 village, Tisw:1cti taluka is recommended to be changed 
to settlement zone under seriai no 5 of the table. \Ve strongly 
suggest that this propo$a] be rejected outright based on the 
following facts and arguments: 

a. The land bearing sy nos 42/1 and 42/ 1, Siri<lao village js 
a part of an unidentified forest patch on steep slopes, as 
seen from the googlc earth images and extract of RP 
202 I attached as Exhibit D. 

b. The land is completely on steep slopes of and is having 
slope more than J 5% in most parts. The land has lnterite 
soil, which is extremely prone to erosion. Jn view of the 
slopes and the mandate of section l I , (2), (d) of TCP Act 

to prevent erosion. this land cannot be constructed upon. 

c. It is most inappropriate for the Chief Town Pbnner to 

consider the ch~:mge in use of such lands to settlement, as 
it is a violntion of the spirit of the Forest Con: ~rvatjon 
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Act, 1980 and of the statutory provisions of section 11, 

(2), (a) and (b) of TCP Act. If this proposal is not 
rejected, we will take legal action against persons 
responsible. 

d. We object to the change is zones proposed because the 

entire land bearing sy nos 4211 and 42/1, Siridao village 
is catchment area for its water resources. National water 
Policy requires all such catchment areas to be protected. 
Siridao village has seriou:-. water problems and al I its 

water resources need to be protected fully, including the 
catchment areas in sy nos 4:/ l and 42/J, Siridao village. 

e. There is absolutely no need for any more settlement 

. areas as tl]ere is excess of housing in Goa as per the 
Housing Census 2011. This proposal is driven only by 
short term greed and real estate speculation through 
destruction of environment, economy and society, which 
the TCP Act is meant to prevent. 

f . This land is eco)oQicallv sensi ti\'e and connected with ... ~ 

the surrounding fores t lands in a manner such that the 
change in use of this land v,:iil devastate the entire area. 

g. The RP 2021 has added large lands in Siridao and other 
villages into settlement zones, completely ag11inst the 
TCP Ac1 and the wishes of the people. The 39A 
provisions must be used to reduce the settlement zones 

in RP 2021 which are against the principles of the TCP 

Act and the wishes of the people, rather than adding 
more lands into settlement zones, which will destroy the 
sustainahilitv of n0:.'c; t"('f'lnf'l1''" tf"lr tht:> ('hf'\ ,•f t .. ~,~ -~~1':, 

... .a" - r ...., . "'' ........... . 

h. The conservation of prime agricultural lands, forests. 
sbping lands, biodiversity and ground water rich 
plateaus, etc is the prime objective of the TCP Act and 
this proposal grossly viola:es the TCP Act, especially in 
view of the present environmental and soc io-economic 

crisis caused by such anti-people land use changes. 

1. Such sloping lands cannot be changed in use is view of 

scc11on 11, (~), (g) of the TCP Act, since the lands and 
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water bodies below "ill be silted and threatened by 
floods ancJ landslides. 

j. The applicant's name re\'eals thnt this application is not 
for housing, but is purely for spccul rn ing wi th land use 
change. which the TCP Act is mumiated to pre\ ent, as 
you have stated before the I l igh Court. The applicant has 
also made another application for a large land to be 
changes to settlement zone in sy no 44/ l , Curca village, 
Tiswadi talub, v;hich is listed at SI No 6 in this same 
notification, confirming thm botl1 the applications are for 
land speculation. Both the appl ications must therefore: be 
rejected. 

14. SI No 6 - Land bearing sy no 44/ J, Curca vi llage, Tiswadi 
taluka is recommended lO be changed to settlement zone under 
serial no 6 or the table. We strongly suggest that this proposal 
be rejected outright based on the foll owing facts and 

argun1ents: 

a. The land bearing ~y no -14/1, Curca village is a highly 
eco-scns itive sloping, forested land on the side of a 
plateau. as seen from the google earth images ancJ extract 
of RP 202 i attached as Ex hibit E. 

b. It is most inqppropriate for the Chief Tov,:n Planner to 
consider the change in use of _uch lands to .settlement, as 
it is a violation of the statutory provisions under section 
11, (2)1 (a), (b). (c), (d) and (g) of TCP Act, 1974. lf rhis 
proposal is not rejected, we wil l take legal action against 
persons responsi ble. 

c. It is seen from the land records that the applicant has 
illegally sub-divided the subject land and created and 
sold J 6 sub-divided tiny plots suitable only for 
residential use, without any permission for sub-division. 
Fu1iher, these J 6 plots are all on steep undevelopable 
slopes, revealing tJrnt the applicant has fool ed and 

cheated the purchasers, and also put the entire 
envi ronment ancJ slopes at high risk, only for profits. 

d. The IL'gal maxim ":\ 'al/us Commodum Capurf:! Protecl 
De /Jy·11ria Sua Propria" that sta tes that no nrnn can ta~c 
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advantage of his ov.rn \i...:rong is binding on the Chief 
Town Planner in the present instance. since the applicant 
has il legally sub-divided the plot. 

e. The Chief Town Planner must lodge an enquiry into the 
blatant cheating of the purchasers of the i I legal plots in 
the subject land, and you must reject the present 
application, as it is a part of a criminal cheating attempt. 

f. We object to the change is zones proposed because the 

entire land bearing sy no 44/ 1, Curca vi llage is 
catchment area for its water resources. National water 
Policy requires all such catchment areas to be protect.cd. 
Curca village has serious water problems and all its 
water resources need to be protected fully, including the 
catchment areas in sy no 44/ 1, (urea village. 

g. There is absolutely no need for any more settlement 
areas as there is excess of housing in Goa as per the 
Housing Census 2011. This proposal is driven only by 
short term greed and real estate speculation through 
destruction of environment, economy and society, which 
the TCP Act is meant to prevent. 

h. This land is ecologically sensitive and connected with 
the surrounding slopes iP a manner such that the change 
in use. of this land \·Viii devastate the entire area. 

i. The RP 2021 has added large lands in Curca and other 
vi llages into sett lement zones, completely against the 
TCP Act and the wishes of the people. The 39A 
provisions must be used to reduce the settlement zones 
Ill l '.I ' .e ll .'. I \<\•!lit'!) !~ l ' t" !'l,l:ttn<: 1 th,~ nr1nr1T'\lo:- .--+ :!~·:.' : f_'!> 

- • l 

Act and the wishes of the people, rather than adding 
more lands into settlement zones, which will destroy the 

sustainability of Goa 's economy for the short-term profit 
of a few. 

j. The conservation of prime agricultural lands, forests: 

sloping lands, biodiversity and ground water rich 

plateaus, etc is the prime ohjectivc of the TCP Act and 

this proposal grossly violates the TC P /\et, especially in 
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view of the present environmental and socio-economic 
crisis caused by such ami-pcoplc lnnd use chang.?s. 

k. The land is sloping steeply and has latcritc soi I, \, hicl, is 
extremely prone to erosion. Such sloping lands cannot be 
changed in use, especially in the present case where the 
adjoining agricultural lands \·\'il l be silted and destroyed 
by the erosion of this land unc.1 by floods and landslides. 

I. The applicant' s name ren:als that this application is not 
for housing, but is purely for speculating with land use 
change, which the yrp Act is mandared to prc"ent, as 
you ha\'e stated before the High Cuurt. The applicant has 
also made another application for a large land lO be 
changes to se ttlement zone in sy nos 4'.! IJ and 42/ 1. 
Siridao village, Tisv,·adi taluka, \'d1ich is listed at SI No 5 
in this Saine notification, confirming tha t both the 
applicat ions are for land speculation. Both the 
applications must therefore be rejected. 

Jn view of the contentions raised nbove, we earnestly request you Lo drop 
all the proposal!:i made under the above refcrenceti Notification published 
on 19/06/2025 in rhe Official Gautte, s~rics II. No. 1:2 and 10 also 
recommend to the Government to an12nd the TCP /1ct lt.i dell.'tc; .:.eel.ion 
39A, fai ling \,·hich the survival of Goa ::md Go:rns \\ ill itsl?lf b~ th!·eau~ned. 

Thanking you, 

Abhij it Prabh udesai 
General Secretary 

Enclosed: Exhibits A to E 
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EXHIBIT• H 
'"''J 
~~ 

.--"-·~, ,~:~ 
~~~~ 

~r/!11 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF TO\VN PLA~ER 

TO\VN AND COU:\TRY PLAJ\'NING DEPARTMENT 
Dcmpo To\.rer, 211d floor, Patto Plaza, Panaji - Goa 

Pb: 0832-243 7352, E-mail: crp -tcp.goa@ nic.in 
Website: https://tcp.goa.gov.in 

56 

Ref l'\o.: 36/18/GE:K/39(A)ffCP/2025 '2 8 , Dated :02./~/2025 

To, 
The Dy. Conscn·ator of Forc:st, 
Office of the Dy. Cons~rvator of Forests, 
:'\orth Goa Division, 
Panda - Goa. 

Sub: - Application rccch·cd for change of zone under s<:ction 39A of the Goa D:un~n & 
Diu Town & Country Pl:moing A d 1Y74 

Sir, 

The Dcpanment is in receipt ofapplicmions under Section 39 A of the Goa Tov.n and Country 

P!2.nning :\et, 1974 (Act 21 of 1975) for cb:mge of zone in the Regional Plan for Goa - 2021. 

The Government bas no tified t!1c Rules for the purpose: and the sJmc has bten llOiified vide 

Ofr"icial Gazette, Series I ~o. I O d:11ed 06 '06/~0]-L 

'n1e TCP Board has reconm1ended changi; of zone under sub rule I of Rule 4 of Section 39 

A of the TCP Act and ::is decided by the Board. il is required to obtain cornments :rom Forest 

Oepanment for further processing of the applications. 

You are therefore requested to offer your comments on the cases as mentioned in the list 

::IU1exed h~rewith. The comments may please be submirred to this ofrice within one month of recc::ipt 

of this letter, as the applications shall be processed funher there::tfter. 

F::c!: Lis£ of cases 

Yours faithfully, 

ui-------J 
(Verrika D:igur) J~ 

Chief Towu Pl:rnncr (P l:.rnning) 
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S r. N:1111c of the Sy. No. Village, 
No Applicant Taluka 

I 1V1's Mathias 37/ 1 (Part) Pilcmc, 
Cunstrcution rcp BartlcL 
by Julian Rich:ml 
Mathias 

'-

List of Cases 
Total Arca Zone as per IH'G-2021/ ODP 
or 
Property/ 
P lot i11 M2 

122500 Partly Settlement (491 St\rn2) Partly 
Orchard (9,1..t,l 1112) Partly On:h~1rd with 
Nu l)cvc.:lup1111:nt Slope (638721112) 

C ha nge of 
soug ht fo r 

Sl.!ttlcmcnt Zone 

A rca sought 

for Change 
or in M2 

JOOOO 

\J\ 
~ 
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EXHIBIT• I 

GOVERNMENT OF GOA 
Office of the Deputy Conservator of Forests, 

North Goa Division, 
Ponda - Goa, 403 401 

Ph No: 0832-2312856 Fax No: 2312095 email:- dcfnorth-forest.goa@nic.in 
No. 5/ CNV/TCP -04/DCFN/TECH/2025-26/676 Dated:-28/07/2025 

To, 
The Chief Town Planner (Planning), 
Town and Country Planning Department (HQ), 
2nd Floor, Dempo Tower, 
Patto Plaza, 
PaF1aji- Gea 

Sir, 

Sub:- Application received for change of zone under section 39A of the Goa Town 
and Country Planning Act, 1974 . 

With reference to the above cited subject & letter No.36/18/GEN/39A/TCP-2026/288 

dated 02/07/2025, it is to inform that the area under Survey No. 37/1 Part of Pileme village 

of Bardez Taluka admeasuring 30000Sq.mts .. ( SI. No. 1) in the enclosed list) 

a) Is not a Govt. forest and does not form part of any Compartment of North Goa 

Division Working plan. 

b) The area also does not figure in the list of Survey numbers identified / confirmed as 

Private Forest as per the report of the State Level Expert Committees headed by 

Sawant I Dr. Karapurkar/ V. T. Thomas I Review Committee headed by DCF. 

Working Plan. 

This is for information. 

ff£( ~.; i •!A. ;t, f r,:11>j, ; :. I . , 

o..::ter: 2-, f; I u t.y-

Yours faithfully, 

Dy. Conse · to Forests 
North Goa Division 

Ponda-Goa 
.. "Swachh Bharat Nffa/ Goem" 

'Towards Cleaner & Greener Goa" 
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EXHIBIT- T 

- - --- ---------------------------------------------------------------, TABLE- C 
Li)I of cases unJ cr st'ction 39A of TC P ,\et placed bcrnrc the TCP Boarcl under snh-rulc (3} of Ruic -l of the r.0:1 To" n :1nd Coun1ry f'l:111ni11 g ( Ch:1ngc of land in the Regional l'l:1n or the Oulfine Denlopmcnt plan) Rules, 

202.J in ifs 217'" J\lccting held on 29-07-2025 (FINAL) 
Sr. \ ':uu(• u( 1h~' s~ . "·o. \ 'ilf.1~r. TU1;1I Zone a'i pL·r ( lt :on~r or 1\rt'U 

S o \ppli r;1111 Tnlu~a ,\rra nr Rl'G·W!I/ 7.unr sm1glH ~uut: ht 
1•ropcttJ 0 111' fo r fur 
/ PJnt in Clmnµr 
\I! Of Z.tHll' 

in ~J:! 
s 1\1 ', 137 '1 Pilcrne. 

i\ rni l1ias (Part) Barda 

Con<1ruc 1i 
I 

0 11s rep Ii~ 

122 500 P:1rtl~ Smlcmcn1 30000 

Se11 lcmcn1 Zon..: 

(-l9 1S~m2) 

Partly 

·li:m O rcha rd 

I Richard 

Mathias 

(9.J-l<l m:?) 

Partly 

Orchard 

ll'ith No 

I 
Dcvclopmcn 

1 S lope 

(6::S72m2) 

I 

fh·rbi1ln uf 
1hr Uuanl 

R.:comm.: 11 

d.:d for 

ch311gc o f 

zone for an 

area o f 

20000111 ::! 

from 

Orchard 

w ith No 

Dcvclopm 

c111 Slope 

to 

Sc1tlcmen1 

bl'ing 

found 

wi1hin 

pc nn issib l 

c: gr:,tl ient 
as p~r 

COnlOUr 

pion 

submitt~d 

and a bo 

directed 10 

ob1:t in 

r.:pQ11 from 

Forest 

O.:parun ~n 

L I 

I 

~otilicJ ,\Jcetin~ 
a r<:1 for :-11. / 
cl1nnf!t" lloarc..l 
of1.one mcclinJ,! 
u•ro\isio 

""'' 20000 

1

21 -lth 

i\1ecting 

held on 

~-I-0~-

2025 

c;:1 1-rur Uet;ail ur the C'~~c 
:,;01ilira 1ion 
1, 0 . 

Series 11 

r-;o. 12 
d:1ted 19-

06-202;; 

I. S 1:1111s of Land (Eco sensitive) 
a) Low lying land status: Kot low lying 
bl \\'ater body status: 1'01 a waicr body 
c) Kha7A,n land sta tus: 1'01 a Khaz:in La nd 
d) Flood prone siatus: ;s.:ot l.110\\n 
e) Gradient of land: Pan of the property has a 
gr:1dua l slope and pan of propcny above '.!5'!.o. 
fJ Govcrn111cn11Pri , ah: For.:sl land slat us: NA 
gl \\'ild Life Buffer Zone s1:11us: Nol :t wildlife 
buOcr zone 

2. t r. pr oject approved IJy CIPll: Ko as per 
applicant's submission. 
3. If. ch:rnge of?onc rcqucs l i; for Tourism 
related project: ts:o 
.f. If. clt:1ngc of wnc is requcstccl fo1· puhl ic 
utilily projccr: !\'o 
5. Infras tructure s1:11us: Existing houses 
to \\ ards the northern side of the proper!~ under 
reference. 
<i. Char:1c1cris1ks of sur rounclin:! area: 1 here 
arc e.,i1ing houses in the nc:tr vic inity o tthc plot. 
Jungle 1rcss barren land. 
7. Zone or properly :1s pa IH'-200 I: 
8. l"n:1111horizcd l:iyout stalus: 
9. S ite lnspcc1io11 Report: Propcn) is 
:11."ccssiblc b) c!<isling t:ir road. Proper!) is 
co111pou11d.:d along one side. There an: exi1i ng 
houses in the near " ici11i1y of1he plo1. Jungle 
ire,,_ b:irrcn land. !'art of 1h..: propcn) has a 
gr.ulual slope :ind p:1r1 of proper!) abo, c ::?5° •. 
l;xi,1ing hou~es 10 \\ ards the northern side of 1hc 
propc11) under reference. 
I 0. ,\n) o tht·r olJ~cr\'ations relcv:1111 lo 111<· 
appl ication: Arl.':l requested for ch:ing.: ofzunc 
bc) ond hufler zone of " et land. 
Ref: Surv.:y l'l an. 

Dr<"i.,iun or 1hr T CP Uon rd (F) 

Suggcs1ions rcechcd from public/ .-:co·s c1c 
were placetl hcfon: the To \\'n and Co11n1ry 
!'Janning Oo:trd as per su b-ruk (3) of Ruic ~ liir 
its rccommcnda1ions. 111..: T<l\\11 anti Coulllry 
l'lnnning Bc,ard alier going 1hrough lhc 
prupo,al and 1hc suggcMions n:cl.'h·cu. nu1ed. 
1h:11 Ille applic:uion nnd the rcq11cs1 made 
!herein mcc1, 11tc guitklinc$. as s11ccilicd under 
Ruic 5 c,f Section 39,\ and 1ha1 the ~uuec5fions 
rcc.-h cd doc~ not conmin nn: spccifi~ -d31a ur 
~pccilic ,k taib m su1>,1a111in1c 1hcir dnim ; o as 
10 con<idcr 1hc111 fu rther. Inc f"CI' llo,rrJ 1101cd 
1ha1 th, Property is acccssibl<' b) 1:., isting tar 
rond. Property is compounded along one 
side. There are C;\ iJing houses in the nc:i r 
dcinit~ o f the plot. Jungle tress ' l>arrcn l:md. 
Part o f 1hc property has n gradual slope and 
pan of property abo\'c 25~ •. E-.i;1ini; houses 
tm , ards 1hc northern side of the propcrt) 
under reference. 'Ilic ilo:ml delibcr:ncd 1hc 
mntla in Jc1ail :rntl un:tnimoush dcci,kd hi 

"-c,,rn111cml 1hc pr,,p,•,a l or Chung
0

c or Zone fur 
an nrca of lUOll01112 l'nm1 OrchnrJ " i1h ~ o 
De, cloprncru Slope lo Sct1kmen1 7t1nc heinJ! 
\\ ithin pa missit>lc £rndknt a.., per the contour 
plan , uhmilleJ b} opr lic:mt Rc.;,is1c1ctl 
[ngi1wcr and dirc,t;d Chief 101, 11 Planner 
( Planning) IIJ lake further ac1ion a" p; r suh-ruk 
P) of Ruk ~ of 1hc Goa To1,n nml Counlr) 
Planning (Change c,f nf l:md in 1hc Rcgivnal 
l'bn or the Ou1linc Uc, dop111cn1 pl:1n ) Ruic,. 
202-1 . 
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Objccrions/ Su~:,:t·stiuns 

l'ifem,· Ci1i1cn, Forum 
f lifario l.nl>n 
Sccrcrar~ 
f'ikmc. 13:inla Go~ 

l,ur\\·~ :Sos. 3 7,0 and 37'1 (f',,n) of l'ilcme Village. 11ardcz laluk:I. 

I. f'rorcrt) hears Si!?nilicnnt 1\'.n l)e1·c fop111cnt Slopes (KOS) :ind pu~cs Landsl ide Risk: 
The prurcn) incf111k~ ore:i.< dc~il,!nnrcd as Ko [)c-.•J.,pment Slupe~ 1:'sDSJ in rhc C.o:i R,·i:uinal f'l.m - 201 1. prepare,! hy rhc lCP ll;p:mm .. nt. 'fhc Su"cy RepNt rrcp:ircd h~ [nFinccr I.: II 1.: amaludmni ,rate, a fr.ldicnt of 
10 '13"-. "hich ir,dfb incorrect and c:ommcn1' tlmr "th,· rn>r,:ni i$ slightli ,Jorinf-. "hid, i, a compktc mi,rcprcs.:ntntiun ofl:Jct, \\11ik th: l,!Jtcllc 1101,frcatinn cf:,im., the ~1.,,,.: i< 11ithin the r~nnissil>k i;r:1dic111 for con,cr,ion 
10 Scufcm:111. 11c arc in po,-s~,,i1•11 of ISRO.t,a,cd ,.,1dli1,· 1111.1:,,.:~· :maf~ ,i, that indkJt,•, 111<· ~lo~ i, i:rc.11.:r than 25 tkgrec,;. \\ hich ,h1•11JJ cl,1'>it~ ir a, :S:I)~ l he Engineer ,hould thcrdi•rc he hdd uccnunrnhlc for criminal 
misrcprr.~~n1:.11ion ur foci!\. 
I hi, uho ulluJc, i,, rh,· f;1c1 th:at lhc TCP Dcpan111,·111 has foikd 1<1 in,fq,cnJ,1111) n,-,,,·,., th,· frlldicnr :111d , lop,· l'f thc ~aid propcny. C1111~iJcring 1h.111hc ·1 Cl' D,p:inmcnt \\Ou lc.l h.iw a,ccss ICl lhcir """ rumour 111;1p:, ;111d th:u of 
infrn,tructures like JSRO. line l:lib lu und,·r,innd how the TCI' Jl,i~rJ cnuld recommend ~ui:h n pr<~""'· 
.1\11111\lng dc1dopm.:111 :1.:ti1i1k, on su:h st,:cp hill ,lope, ro,.:, n sc,crc ri,l. of IJnd,JiJ:, in rhi: future TI,i, Jangcr c\l.:nds nt•I onf~ h> stru~tur.:, "i1hi111h, con,,·ncJ pw~rti but"'"' tn ndjai:.:nr prnp.:noc, 111th c,i,ting 
,rrucrurcs. \\hoch coulJ f. ,c the hrunl of slop,: c11"i<1n and ahcrcJ 11:itcr 11<>". potcnlially kaJinF to J,iss oflifo and rmrcni. 
TI11, c,in,111111,·, a gr•"' :1c1 of cri111i11:if ncglig.:ncc h~ 1hc TCP l)cpartoncnt. c,p,,·i:tfl) in Ji,111 nf r.:cc111 tr:,g,·Ji, , rclatcc.l 111 hill ,1,>p: ,.k1 clnpmcnl. ,uch a, doc \\':,~ .mad lanJ,l it.k lrl1£Cd) 

2. Pwpcni rnmpri,c, Jlull'cr Znnc anti Z<>ne ,,r lnl111c11cc h) J\'orifi.:d \\ 'crlaml (Suulcm I. al.cl and l:coJ,,gicnl Ri•L 
The prup,·rti i, immeJi.,1cl) adj:iccnt to 1h, cco-...:n~itiw S:111km L:1kc. :1!,,, l.1101111 a, l'ikmc l.:1kc. 11hid1 l\:t., 1101,tk,t n< n protected 11c1J:ind on Jkccmh:r 'J. 2021 
ll1i, l:oh· is ,·,111,id.:r.:d critkally sij!nilk:1111 for it, c,11\i~cm ,cr"iccs and hi11di1cr,it) ,~Jue, ft,r focal cn11111111ni1i,-,, :ui,I socict~ al large. 
l'oi>pCrt) l>~arini; Sun ci :,;,,. 3 '.'.U :m(l 3 7, I (l'anJ foll, unJ~r the huOi:r Lune :" \\Cff :L- 1hc ,on.: or inllucou:c <'f this pmtectc,t \\Ctlnnd. "here d,:1 cJ.1pmc111 ae1h itic, nrc either fnr'l>iJd~n or C\f•licirl) rci;ul :11.:J 

• I unt,cr. lhc \\\·tl:md :S:1>tilica1io11 or 201~ ckarl~ ,1:i1cil thar a "1011c of inrl ucn.:c". \\hkh 111,•:111, "1h.1t rnn ,,f rhc c:11 ch111clll :1r,·a ,,f the 11 c1Janu ,,r 11e1Ja11J ,,,mptc, ""c"' 1k1 dop111c111 nct i1 irk, induce :uh cr,c change, in 
c,11,y,1c111 ,r run ur,· and ,·cosi·stcm ~en ic,•s .. Jn light of' rhi~. one fails 1,, u111Jcr,1:1nJ hl"' 1h,· TCI' Board cc1uld recommend ,uch a p11~ect. 
JI c J.,l.: 111111:tium a, :1 n:11ur.1J funclkd acquili:r. rcpknishcJ h} ,prinf!!'. and h.1, hccn 111ili1,-J h~ the, iffa:;c tor £Cn:rn1ion, for irriJ!3lion nnd orhcr purpoS<, 
n1 .. · 1·~11.:th: nPtili-:;dinn n,:slt.:$ llC\ llh:nti'-'" uf :m~ :mab:,.i, ur :1rirlicmi,m ,•f mind r~;,arc.tiu~ the $.:,crt.· rbl l"''-~J to 1hi, pn1tc.-ckd \\,:tl.mJ h~ :ilh"\jn~ tfc,c:k,pm1.·nt ,man ~1h~1t1ing ~D~ :1r,·1L mal..int IIH: pn-,pns..:J con,r.:(!<,i,m 
hlatant Ii illcJ.!al 

J J.nca1iu11 "nhin \\':1tc1 C:~1ch 111 c111 ,\rca: 
Jh,· r11•pcrt) li.:,1ring SurH') No. J7 1 tl'anl b lnc:11,·d 11i1hin the Cntch111cn1 ,'\rc.1 fkp:,nm.:nt Authnrit~ nl Gu:11('1\1) \) anJ \\ :itcr lk,111mc, IJcrurtmcnt 1\\'IH>J J,·mareatcd 11:11cr catcl1111:n1 ~rc:1. 
Ille \\'Rf> rr,•nd,:d J,·tailcd da1a. including 11 1alu~;i-Jc1cl ntJp~ ,ho11ing 11:ttcr c.itehmcnl nrca, anJ 11.:11.mds. 111 the ('hi.-fT1111n l'f.mncr in ~007. 11i1h a r,·quc<t "' incorf'<•r.11.: thb JJ1a into thc R~giurrnl l'J.m for Go:1 !RPG­
W~ I I I hmc,:r. thi, uucial dJ!a \\:t, 11.:1a incorror:ncJ inh• th.: onicial 2onini; pl:iru.. ln~lc.ld urupJ.11inl,! 1hc ·1 C'I' lllning pbns 11ith crucial 111fonua1ion ,uch :i.., thi,. 1h,· TCI' i, rcrmi11in:; ,uch ,one change,. 11hich i;n a~uinst 
rite 111.111<1.11,: <>fthc d,:partmcnt ro uphold 1hc puhfk i111crc,1. 

4. \\ ,,, IJ \I ctl.111d nai :1124 cdcbrnred nr S:iulcm L:1ke: 
\\ urld \\ clfanJ D,11 "a, ,·ck·bmtcd nt Sadc111 \\',:tl:u,d 11n l'cbruJr) 2. 2024 "here the .\ lini,1.-r 1,,r En, iro11111cnt. \lr 1\1.:-.io Scqucor:~ :tn:1 lhc foc:,I .\1L \. J\h . l.:cJa, »ail.. 11,·r, prescnl ~1 1h1, c1<,n1 . l hi, c,cnt 11,1.> " 1dcl) 
co,,:r,·J 111 th.: lo,:11 prc,, and mcJ ia. .:.g. ·C,,,:,11 Rcf'<•rtcr :'sc",: \\ urld \\'.:tland, Da: wkhrJtcJ m Pikmc·. It is 11011 omnic thar th, 1c~ ~1m.c C.1>1cmmcn1 i, ~elm;; II• de,tro~ rhl' fal.c t>i pi:ml il!ing th.: d.:,1ruc1ion 1>fthc lake's 
l 0 :111.·hn1t:n1 urea ;_on~ ,,r innu~ncc. 

5. If i-<tm~ of lflci;aliric, anJ l<ctrospccril c t\ppn.11·al for Rl'-2011 Co7· 
l'hb propcni (Sy '\11. J7 I (Pan)) 1111, prc1·iously p:,n of:111 nrc:i prnpo;cd for wnvcrsio11111i.k r rhc contrm.:"iaf Rc~1on:1J !'Ian 201 f. 
In ~11u1,. in nnti.:ip:ni,,11 ,,r ,on.: chnn,?cs. the 011n,r. i\larhia, Cun•1n1c1ion,. ufl,·!!c.lli ,:ut n1cr 'JO trees and mcrcik,~Ji t>urnt the hill for t\\O d.,_..,. kad ini; to~ fine fwm the Forcs1 Ocranmcnt. 
I h1, pn•r,,.cJ 7Pnc d1ani;.: is a br:1/cnli do:ar a11cmp1 In r<tru,pccth d i re1,.irJ lh~ d,>.:lup.:r fur p:i.,,t illci::ili1i,·s and h> also condone the l Cl' chequered h,w,~ in the prcpara1i11n uf lll'-201 1. 

6 1>.-,1ruetii1n off 1,r.:.,1,·d Orch:ird ;\re~ ~nd Bindi1 cr,it, · 
..,.,-::::::=::::i~~:_£· ~i1>n..:J 111 ~l/0(,. rhc CII\IICr of the ;:iid ""ncr ,ir'rtoe s:1iJ P'""""1 cur m er 9U m•c, :ind mcr.:ilc.s,I) hunll thc hill !iu ' '"' dJ)>. k:i.lini; ton line f'rom lhe f'or,•,t DcpJrl mcnt. 

• .,1., 1 he r.,{U. he prup .. rt) h:is. " """' er. rcju1.:11mcd :,nJ r.:u •1crctl. The TCI'\ nrrrm nf r._,r Ch:111sc ofi\•ne "ill necc"itarc a rcpc.il c,f the ,a111i: J:11;:.:-,c:,lc tree ii:lf ing. lc,1Ji11g 111 gr,, c ,lan;:cr nnJ dcgr:,dJti,111 llf the cet") ~tcm 
r ·';. "" and i, . f-11 r,:\\arJinl! 1h,· 011ncr; liir I heir oc11un• of grnss illccali ri.!, anJ im:5f'<10Sihifi11. 
~ ~ .. , ,-,··- i.i~ .m c, and i:s"<"nrial lnforrnn1 ion: • · 

I '-'~_.. 

I,"'·,' r - . -f I .. J I(_! •. ... • . <:, 

(n ""'- ( ?;;, /,. \~ .. ,, 
r ) ~ ~<- . - --., ,;:. 'P' 
~ tJ i :,~ ::, =~: :::.)~ 

v,J - 4 c..C : . ,, , ,:<>td, 
~ 0 t'i'I -.l .f; 
'iJ". (µ, b 

~IA * 
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·1 he public no1icc for 1his,prop,,,,·J 7one d1.1nge i, un b " fol due 111 lhc omi,.,i.,n ,1f ,·<,,·mi al infor111.1Lio11 neec,<ai: for 1hc put,lic 10 umlcrswnd and prm id.: infom1cd ; uggc;tion;. Cruci;1lly. ii lacks 1h..: j us1irica1ion for lhc zone 
change. dciaikd l.md us.: map, ,lum ing tit.: pr,,p.:n~ and ii~ surrounding nrca, (indut.fing ,uney numbers). , lope anal~ si,. and 1he minul.:s of the TCI' OuarJ meeting that appro,ed 1his chang:. Furthcnuorc. the ;1pplica1io11s and 
1hc TCl' 's a,,;e,smcnt repnrh. incluJin~ lCI' ll,1:ird mc.:r ing minutes. ar, not a,aibhk c,n the TCP \\Ch~ite. making it prcpo,tcrous h> cxprcl citi1.ens tu t,J,d tu the TCP t>llice in l'anaji m, ic,1 these proposals. 

8. Disrccard for Pu bl ic lnt..:rcst and Gram Sabha Resolutions: 
The Ciram Sabha of l'ilem..:-i\larra hos passed unaaimou, rc,olution, dates 26 fa11ua1: 20/17 and 28 Fchnmi: 21!2~ to pmte,·t the Sa, 1cm Lal..c and its ,urru,mding catchmcnl areas and no110 pennit any 1.1111~ ch:ingc or con<tniction 
l iccn,c:-, fur de\ t.:'Joprncnf projci:1,;; in th~sc arc:.$. 

, \ Gram Sabha Rc,olut ion (26 Janu.11: ~007). Follu,1 ing the \lithdr.,wal nf the coni,v, crsi:il Regiona l Pion - ~0 11. 1h.: Ciram S.1hha or' l'ikrne-:llarra had prC\ iously pa°'<cd a unanimous resolution on Janua1: 26. 2007. lu rri1lect 
1h: Sa1 km l.a~c and it ,urrou11ding ca1chmcn1 arcJs. Th is re;ol111io11 \\JS cornmunicat<d to the TCP Dcpanmcnt. 

fl. Gram Sabha Rc,nlution (2& Fcbruar:· 2024) rc,nhcd: Res(llulinn t-o. 2 ( l~J cxplki1I~ , tales that it \\;IS un:mimou, 1~ n;suhcd hJ the members ufthc (irarn Sabha of \'.P. Pikrnc-.\lJrr.i that no construction/dc,·d opmcnt acti\'ities. 
,uch as residential housing and co111111crcial project;. he allowed in 1hc cco-scnsiti,c 1:mJs. ·11,i, prohibition specifically co,crs propenics like Survc~ Nos. 208, 20S!3. 208/3-i\ and )7/1 (parl) ofPilcme Village. 
h \\ :t , fort her ri.!:-oJ,t!d ··TI1a( nut tt1 alftl\\ I grant c;on,crsion oflh\..· ~~id bnc.b anJ nny kind of change of 7ont: (s..:llh:m,nt) lt111C , or nn~ other <lc,dopmcut tune .. in thc>.~t! prop~rth:.s. 
I he rc,olutinn ni:,,, dir<ctc\J o\lncrs'o.:cupants ofprope11i,·, in Sy. ;o.;o 20S. 20S.'3. ,md ~OS '.3 -, \ to plant tree, in the s.1iu pwpcrl) lnu ,p~d1Y the cosls 'penaltks for illcgnll} cut tr.:cs. 

• rl1..:~c r,:solulit,n~ Cl,11.:rthd~ d.:mun,1ra1~ a co11sistcnl and ?--trnng st:rn..:~ from the local ~onummily ag:li n.:,-1 di.:,dormi:nt in lh: .:1.:"olngh.~a11y S\.'nsiti\'C :in:as !'!Urroumling S:I\ km Lale. 
D..:spilt.! 1hl.!SC d:;1r Ji r'"·c1i\C"S and lh'-' ccolugi...:al :,i~nifii.::mt...:. rhi.: rc1> Di.!pJn1111.:-n t con1i11uc:-10 .. hlindly apr,ro\ .: ..:on,"·r..;ttl11"-. ,, ithout an~ :1pplica1ion uf mind"'. db1cg..1rding lhc ccolugic:al implic~1til,n, ancJ imp:u:t flrl r.::iid.:111s. 
Thi." i0lplcm.:nt._1tion of th..:.sc Lone dmngl.!$ :1111ounb tn lhl..' ..:ro::.iun of ruhlit: ioll·r-::st anJ i:omprl~mis.:s thc, illaf:.:'s foot! sct:urity and cco~: stem sc:n ices. 

9. Strnin on Ex isting lnfr.ist ructu rc: 
l h.:, illaJlc of l'ilcrn:-;\l:irm i, :ii ready c,p~ricn,·ing inac.1,ed trafik. congc,tion. noise and air pollution and rcstric1ed mohi lil) . 
l11e c,isting infr:i,tnitlllr,., incluJing \\:1kr. "~" "'· ck:c1rkit~. nnJ rn~d cap:i,·it}. i, alr.::nf: o,,·rbur,kncd CJnd,,l im. ll<'Jrh:, foccs a signi1ka111 " atcr suppl: shortfall (0.S9 i\11.0 / . 
...\ppn.n ju!:! funh::r !)\.·lll(!1t1.:nt 1tu11.!:- \\ i1hou1 augum~nting 1h~ n1m:nt , uppl~ \\ ill t'nl; 1-:,.n:crll:Uc th~ , 1ri.:~-; 011 1hi:s.: c~ .. ..:utial ~.:f\ii.·~s. aU,'-•r,d~ ar)~c1i11g th-.! qualit~ of Iii~ fl,r .:.xi,1ing r1."lJc:m.;, 1 h~ (~on Rcgi0nnl Plan - :?O:? I 
Jut.I alrcad: :u.:t..:t1unt.:d for popul:ni1.u1 iw:r~a~..:s ~111d f\lnr,J ,\irpon infr.1:-trurtur..:: nr..~c:J~. rr..'lh.h:ring :irgmn.:nt!\ fc,r rnlditfonal ,..:ukn1i:u1s sp~:d<,u,. 

10. l'cnJing Legal Chnlkni;es: 
l he k-g3lit~ of :-c.:uun 3\11\ of the l'CI' Act. under \\hkh tins t.<•ne ch., nge i, pr,,p,i,ed. 1> rn,rcnll~ ch.1Jlc11i;.:d in the I li,;h C11un I i;i \\ I' :!.l 17 c,f 2024 :mu \\' I' 23~.J 0(2024. 
l'llc rinal 1wtilic:11i11n of 1011c d 1.111g,·, under Scctivn 31),\ i, ,uhjcct 111 th,· uu t.:orne ,,f I' ll. 11, ril Petit ion .',:,K ;_; r., 2fJ2 .J ~11J 5-l of ! 0~-1 ar~ pcn,ling b.:liir~ ths: I hm'hlc High Court nf f111111oa~ at r.,,a. ·\pprm 111g ~hangs:, 11 hik 
,u,h l.:gnl ch:dlcng,•, arc ongoing i:< inarpmpri;ue anJ undermines the juui,·i:d procc,~. 
In de" oflhc s.:ri,,us nl~ection, un,l th: dear illcgali1k, i111oh.:d i111hc proposed com.:r,iun. \IC , 1r,111,gl} implore the ICl' Dcp:111111cn1 anu th,· TC!' J3uanl. 

I. .',:01 10 r~commcnd 1his chongc c>f zone. 

J. 
~. 

·10 not i;;uc 1he linal notilicatiun ~onlirming 1hc ChJngc ufZonc. 
Th.111hc Ch:mge of' Zoning 11111iika1io11 br inunctliatcly rcH>l..cd. 
\\ c funh1,;r r\.'t:0111111;.:1ul 1l1at the- f Cl' l)~p:trtmi:111 d,,..:~ nt•t ,:nh.·rtain an~ futuri: pr()p<l~;1I!\ for 1,Htlo.'. ch:mg..: , unJcr S.:di,,n .'iCJ. \ in Pd~m..:· ~ ta.rr.1 :1:- 1hi:~c :m.: 1rul~ in1t1 in 1h.: lo11g-tcnn publi, inh:n:Sl ;rnt.i lh,· i.:~ulogi\.;lf i1ucl!rit~ of 
our, illagi::,.. 

R.1inh"" \\ urn<Jrs 
,\bhij i1 PrJbhmk,ai 

I I :- I :S:,, .3 :?OJJ(Jf) ,4 111.:1,;r, of land hearing sy no 3i' I (l'.,nJ. l'i !crn: ,illage. lbrJo 1.d11la b rcco1111 11.:11,kJ tu be change,l tu ,cnl:mcnt t."'1c umkr ,aial nu .1 of the table. \\'c suungl: sui;g.:,11h.n the prop,hnl be rejec1e,J 
u1nrif!ht b.1,t.:d on llll· follo\dug. fu,t:i. a11J ,ugumcnl:-. 

:1 I he ::-.1 i<l l;1111.I b !11.!..:n h• b..: fully fi,n::)h.·,I in 1f1c :;ut1eh: t:Jr1h imaf't: ,.fah:J 1,1.11.1,J:!:! :uh.Ii:) th~r~rurc :.in unidt'.'n1ificJ for~~t tmJ. Sut..:h uniJ1.·ntiri.:<l lur'"·..:.ti:<l l.ut,J .. c:mrwt tw l·h:in,gc> lo ~~llkm.:nl 201h:. Gno:::,h.: i:.trth 111lU£\!S and 
RP ~H:? I e,1r.1e1 ar.: anachcd ,., r.,hibit U. 

h. l he ,;lid IJ11J i, :ihu11111;: lh~ l'ikrn.: I .. 11..c. " hish i, idcmili:J :1> a pn>t.:cted ,-.·11:m,1 h~ the Ci,1\.:1111nc11111f Go:1. Th.: ~.,id l.111J i, ,10:pl~ ,lupini; to\\ar,h the lal.c :md its u,e ,·anuot h< d1a11ged. if the l:tl.c is 111 he J'rOt<cteJ. 
rhcrcro.,re. the 1.011..: of1h,· land ha:, 1,, he maimained. 

l" Th\.· 1\\ o gougk· .:Jrth i111.1g1..•s ,11t.1i:h1 . .'J r'"·\~al th:-it th,: npplii.:Jnl h.1s 1;:lk<l tr\.'cs ,111d ilk·~.111~ Ji.:\ ..:lc..,p..:d nm<l roaJ.:- 111 tli: s1ic.J l.mJ. a!ll..'r ~O~J Sud1 ilh:~al11k:-- ~annut ht· r"-'\\Jr1.kJ h~ : llll. 111~ kg:il 111:l\i111 ··\'ufh,s { ·ommndttm 
< 0C1/h'rL l'rt11L·t.·1 /).._• h~111ri.1 S1111 l'rv;11·1a·· 1h ~11 Si,1h:S 11 1:it llt\ 111~111 t.:,in tak.-: n~h :1mag...: of hi;.. O\\n \\ rong is binding un the (.'hii:f l 'o\\ n Pl:mncr in 1h..: pr..: :0: ..:01 in:,t:1nL"\." 

J \\'1..• (ll~kct en thi.: d1_n~..: i!- /011.::-- pnlpos..:J ~ .. ·..:t1u:,...: 1h..: cruir1.· l .. 1ml b-i.:-aring s~. no. 37 I (l'anl. Pikrni: , illag~ is c~1tdun..:11t :ir~a li.ir 1B \\:Ui.:r rc::,.ourc'"·>. ~ .. 1tilrn,tl \\._ttii:r P,,lil'~ r..:(}uil\."..' .ill such ~::uchmi.:nr !lri.::h tub-.: pn.t1c~1cd. 
l 'ikrn .. • \ ill.tg~ h:1$ !11.."rilHI~ \\ Jt.:r problem, aml :di it~ \\.th:: r..:.:,.oun:c:. ni.:c .. t lll bt: pn,t~t:li!d full~ . induding th1..• c-Jtchm~nl url~S ins~. no. 37 I (Part). l'ikrn~ ,iltrag.:. 

e. I ha.: i, Ol>><,lu1:I~ nn ncnl for :111i m11r.: ,ellkmcnt ~re." :1s there i, .:,c.:s, of hous i11g in Gua as per the I lousing C.:n,u, 2011. Tins pr,,po,al i, Jri,en only h: ,h1111 knn gr,-cJ unJ re:il e,1.n~ ,pcC11 l~1 io111hrnugh de<tru,·1i,1n vr 
• 1 • ~<.:0110111\ and Slld1..·1,. \\hi~h lhc 1 Cl' Acl is mc:ml l\"'l n ... \cnt. 
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I h.: J.:I' ~ll~ I hn, :1<hkJ l:tri:.: l:111,h in l'ikrn,·, ,Ila£:, and 111h,·1 , ill.1g,, 1mo ,cukmcnt Nn.:,. cmnpkld~ ag:u11,t the TCP /\et .iml 1h,: "i,hc, 111 th.: p,·,,rk. 111.: J•),\ rrm ision, mu,t h,· 11,,:J 10 rcdu,·,: the ~-t1knw11 11•11,:, in 
Rl' 10~ I "hich Hr<' a,:ain$1 ah,: princi1•k, o>f th,: I Cl' /\cl anJ th,· " i,h.:, of1hc p.:orlc. r.llha 1ha11 a,lding morl' l:111<b i11111 ~cttknt.:nt 1e111c,. 11hid1 "ill tl,,lll') the ~u~rninahilil) of Goa·, c,onmll) r,,r 1hc sh,•n-tcm1 rmtit of a 
Ji:\\ 

~ Th..- con,..-, ,at ion of ,uch hir.:,t, lanJ," ah,: pnn,,: ol'>j,ctl\,' <'f the 1 l 1' :\<1 :mJ 1hi:t rf\lr••>-•I ~ro,~J~ , i11J;11<: ah.: TCP ,\cl. ,-.p,·ciall~ in , ;.._, of 1hc rrc<.:111 en, ironmcnaal and ,o~i<•·Cct•nomic crisis caused h~ ,uch an1i-r,c1>pl,: 
,~md U"\! chanct.·~ 

fi I h.: l·han~~· in-u~"· pr,,po!'-1..·J \\JII d~,a,i;u~ 1h1.· cco1h\Jl1~ a11d ell\ irtmm~na ofth\! \ il la~~- 1 h~ chang~ in u~c is proro~.:d onl~ hlr shon l~rrn £3im, fi.1r a I~\\ ftom um,u<tainabk r~al c~tatc: ~fl'.·,ul:i.1ion. ,,hich thr\!:U~n.., h' dc!iilru~ 
G<'a. l he ,,.:,.:mion or ~uch un,uswin:1hk re.ii c,tal~, ·cula1i11n i, 1hc rim~ ot>iecth~ of ah~ Chief To"" Plann,r. 
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EXHIBIT• \( 
. . . ~ 

• -~ 
I . -.~ 
f ' ~ ., 

' ~ 

t •J ' 
_MA-PHfAS 

/\u gus1 l <.;i . 202 5 

To . 
Th e Chif'fTmn, Pla nning 
Town & Co un try Pla nning l)epan m c·n1 (Pl ri.1111 in g) 
Pnt t o, Pa nj i 111 

Goa. 

Sub: Revis ion in Contour of Surve, No 37 / l of Pile rne Village. Ba rd ez 

Sir, 

We h ad submitted an application under t h e Se ct io n 39A for an additional 
se 11 lem<"11 1 a rea of 30,000 sq. mtrs. a nd subseque ntl_v the Ga ze tt e 
No tifica tion for a plot an•a of 20,000 sq. mtrs was recomm end ed for 
c hange of la nd use from the total plot area of 30,000 sq. mtrs. 

Sin ce the property was covered with bu~h es a nd wild growth, ,,·c had 
ear lier conduc ted a dron e-based contour surve\' of th e land and submit t<:'d 
the same to your de partment. 

We have no,,· rcconduc ted the survey by us in g Tot a l Station mC't hod, and 
1he contours of th e la nd as per physical survey are now being submitted. ~ 

We a re submitting section clrmving a nd certifical c from the survevor for 
your kind considera tion. 

We th erefore reque s l you to kindly issue chall;:in for payment a nd final 
1101 ification for an area of 20 ,000 sq mtrs a s per th{:" physical survey 
conducted by us on sit{:" which confirms to the required gradie nt and is in 
conformity \\'ith the rules and reg ula tions. 

. .. Thanking you. " .... 
Yours faithfully. . ... 

• 
1 o\()~, 17~7 c; I 

0 i r L t11a"'~ ) 
-· ·- :--.. . ---;,.~ 

~ 
<> 

MATHIAS ESTATES PRIVATE LIMITED/ ,: I_ .. -~~ 
(form e rly known as M/s Mathias Constrnclions ) '/,, : . , :· . .;,;'Jl ' \ 

"MATJIJAS H O USE" .. ' . . ... ·\i()' 
Ca m pa!. Pa naji Goa. 41):i 001. T,•1.: -t 9 1 08:~22~ 254. g\ ..... · . J ,:,1 .' } . J 

I • -. • • " ( , • ~,/'• Jt" ' •.,. • I 
VI , '"' " . ma I h,a,~ua . e<>ou Is , ma I Im, s(u mal lu asgoa .,., 1t,.':J:. -· ,, ! , _ '/ :, ( 1 J, / 

CI N: U6820 0GA20 25PT('0] 7 0J l /\ ··; ···. ,:-, A~ 
. 01-i·~10\1r;, 
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SURVEY REPORT FOR SUBMITTING THE PROPOSALS UNDER 
SECTION 39 (A) OF TCP ACT. 

The survey of the proper(~· bearing sun·ey 1711 ojPifa11e 1•illage, BardezTaluka, was 
done 0 11 rhe requestof ,Wls ftfathias Consrructio11s 

Purpose of t!te Survey:-

To check tlte f ellsibili~r nf t!te land to do t/1e necesrnry change of Zeme, of the 
property ill the RP 2021 tts per t!te J9(A) of the TCP Act. The said Act was notified 
11ide Notijication No. 21/ J/TCP/GTCPPACT/2024/470 as Section 39A of rite Tep 
Act vide Official Gazette S eries I No 49 dated 7t!t .lfarclt 2024 

t. If the application is on behalf of/o r made by Religious Institutions, Health . 
Department or related project, Educational Institution or tourist related 
project- Brief detail to be provided:-

T/ze applicatio11 is an Intlividua/ application a11tl1101 from any Religious lnstit11tio11s, 
Healt!t Department or related project or Ed11catio11a/ ltzstitution or tourist refatetl 
project 

Status of Land:-
a) Lo\\ Lying Status: -

No it is not a low-lyingland. I have inspected the prope,·t)· myself and the 
photographs arc enclosed. 

b) Water Body Sratus: -
There a re no water bodies in the property. The Google earth image and 
the photographs confirm the same. 

c) Khazan Land Status: -The property is l'\ot Khazan land. The RP plan and 
the Google Earth image confirms the same. 

d) rlood Prone status: -
This property is at higher ele\'ation. It is at 75 m abo\'e sea Lcnl and 
definitely not prone to floods. 

e) Gradient of the Land Supportc.:d by 1.00 m contour plan. The contour plan is 
anached. 

i) Less than 10% - No. 
ii) Between JO% to 25%: -Yes 20.93 %. 
iii) Above 25'Yo: -No. 
The property is slight sloping. 
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t) \\"hcther Go,1. Forest or Prhate forest.: -~o. lt is not shown as Rcsen·e 
Forest in RP 202 J Plan :rnd it also docs not feature in the list of properties 
identified under Thomas and Araujo Private Forest Committee. 

g) \\'ikl Life buO~r 7one details. if applicable: -:'\ot A(lplicable. The Close!>t 
Wildlife Sanctu:u-y h, -t2Kms :may" hich is the S:llim Ali Bird sanctuary. 

Based on the Gazette of Ind in, F.XTRAORD l~ARY PART 11 - Section 3 -
Sub-section (i i), ~o. 437 Dated 24 Feh 2015 ,·ide notification of the 
Gonrnmcnt of India in the er stwhile '.\linbtry of Environment and Foresh 
for Eco-Sen~iti, e Zone around Salim Ali Bird Sanctuury in Goa. 

Lii. t of Villages pnrtially ,, ithin the ESZ Boundary 

S. No. \"illagc ~ame 

Chorao 

The ~aid property situated in Pilcrnc village and is not the part of the buffer 
zone of the Salim Ali Bird Sanctuary. 

h) The Project i~ not appro,·ed under Gon lnvci.tment Promotion Board. 

i) The Chanl!,C of Zone il, not rcquc~tcd for any tourism related project. 

j) The change of Zone is not requl·~tcd for Public utilit~' project. 

k) Avaibbilily of infrastructure if an~ , is. Electricity. Water supply etc.: -Yes. 
Since it i!> in the \'icinitJ of the Residential area it has provision for water 
and electricity. 

I) Characterises of Surrounding area: -There arc many residential p rojects a ll 
around the property. 

m ) Zonin g tcrtificate h enclosed. 

n) Google Eanh Image Showing Plots underrcference: -Google Earth Image 
supcrimpo~ccl on Survey plan is enclosed. 

o) RPG-:::o::: I Extracts showing propt!n~ under reference: -RP Extracts are 
m,n,;on,d n;th ma, ,nd Part RP pfan ;, ,ndos,tl. ~ 

p) Zooe ohh, Pmp,ny "' P,dl P 200 I : -0 "hactl. . 'jL 7 . 
. _-,. KtU;. !..: DtNI': 
\J i'arleri:::J Er; ·, :- •:r 

' 1.r:~ _(:.·110~02 . , .. , 
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q) If the property is located in part of unauthorised layout provide details of' the 
same such any construction carried out. Details of surrounding development. if 
applied for regularization of structure. etc. 

There arc no Unauthorised construction in the property during the time 
of inspection. 

2. Accessibility to the property 

i ) \\'hethcr accessible by 1a1 ional I lighway. State I lighway. \1~jor 

District Road/Village Road. '"" No. 

ii) Existing road width. = 10 meters. 

ii i) Proposed right of way as per RPG -2021. = No. 

3. Whether earmarked as any ~pecial use as per RP-2021 i.e .. playground/ open spacei 
garbage mnnagcmem site:/ DMSi crematorium/ grn,nh hubs etc. = There are no any 

special u~e as per RP-2021 i.e., p layground/ open space/ garbage ma nagrn1cnt 
s ite/ OMS/ crematorium/ growth hubs ctc (Rl' 2021 Plan A ttached). 

5. 7.onc of'the property as per RP 202 I-Settlement, Orchard & Orchard with Slope. 

This proper~· h. a fit case to he connrted into Settlement Zone . 

. - r..·e i ::n~ii1 
·. ''.' ' 1Q703r,/ 

66 
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BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN 
TR1BUNAL 

WESTERN ZONE BENCH, PUNE 
OIUGINAL APPLICATION NO 91 / 2025 WZ 
(EARLIER ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 

372/ 2025 PB) 

IN RE: NEWS ITEM TITLED "20K SQM 

PILERNE HILL CONVERSION RISKS 

LANDSLIDES THREATENS LAKE" 

APPEARING IN TIMES OF INDIA DATED 

19.07.2025 

LlMlTED AFFlA VlT IN REPLY ON 
BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO.l 

Dated this 11 th day of Apri l 2026 

Veritas Legal 
Advocates for the Respondent No.I 

1 st Floor, Forbes Building, Charanjit Rai Marg, 
Fort Mumbai - 400 00 I 
O.S. Regd. No. 14171 

Advocate Code: 113416 
MAH/LF /73/2017 

Mobile No: +91-22-43686700 
Email: litigationtwverilaslegal.in 
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