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PLANNING 
                            

PARTICIPATORY                TRANSPARENT

But by amendments to 16/16A of the TCP Act, this integral 

aspect of the Planning Process has been subverted !!
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WHY WAS THE REGIONAL PLAN 2011 REJECTED ?

BECAUSE PLANNING DECISIONS WERE TAKEN &
LAND-USE CHANGES MADE…

WITHOUT

PUBLIC KNOWLEDGE        PARTICIPATION

PROPER PLANNING BASIS          TRANSPARENCY
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REMEMBER THESE CASES?

……………………………from RP2011
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With the amendment to 

Section 16 & 16A 

of the

Town and Country Planning Act, 1974
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IT CAN ALL COME BACK!!
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THE ORIGINAL SECTION 16 & 16A 

STATED....

……. that no-one including the 
Government could

act in contravention of the Regional 
Plan.

It was a cognizable offence to do so.
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     Town & Country Planning ACT, 1974
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THE AMENDMENT NOW SAYS ….. 

……. that no-one can act in contravention 
of the Regional Plan except the Government 

for

Public Projects

Schemes

Developmental Work
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Introduced and passed in the State Assembly in March 2008
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THE REASON GIVEN ….. 

……. No plan can be prepared full proof, as such,
it is necessary to provide exemption from the 

Provisions of Section 16 ….

for

Public Projects

Schemes

Developmental Works….

Undertaken by the State and Central Government.
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THE GOVERNMENT NOW CAN BY-PASS THE 
PROCESS

FOR 

.…ROADS….

OR 

…. FOOTBALL ACADEMIES,

FOOD PARKS, TOURISM TOWNSHIPS,

SEZ’s, FILM CITIES, …….
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Notified vide Official Gazette 

on 13th May 2008
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THIS HAS BEEN
NOTIFIED DESPITE 
LETTER
STRONGLY ADVISING 

AGAINST THIS -

BY ADVISOR PHYSICAL 
PLANNING, 
GOVT. OF GOA
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The letter states clearly -

‘…..fast track clearance for projects 
cannot be through two sets of 

regulations, one
for the people and the other

for the Government…’
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THE AMENDMENT TO 16 & 16A

TRIES TO LINE UP WITH A

DISEMPOWERING

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT SCHEME
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THE CENTER PROPOSES

TO GRANT 

INFRASTRUCTURE  

STATUS TO 

‘TOURISM CLUSTERS’.

16 & 16A WILL ALLOW 
ANYTHING UNDER THE
GUISE OF A TOURISM
CLUSTER.
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…AND PROJECT 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 

ARE ON FULL SWING ….

… WITH NO BACKGROUND 
STUDY….
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…..NO TRANSPARENCY…
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….NO PARTICIPATORY PROCESS…
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FACILITIES OF HOTELS AND SHOPPING COMPLEXES
IN THE GUISE OF EDUCATIONAL HUBS….. 
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 PUBLIC PRIVATE PARTICIPATION (PPP) 
Is this also exempt under the 16/16A amendment ?
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 IT PARK
AT TALEIGAO
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ALLOTMENT OF PLOTS….WHERE IS THE  IT ???
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SOCORRO IT PARK 

ON PRIVATE FOREST…

…applied to become an SEZ 
when stayed by the court….

..no Problem now as 

ECO-I zones set out in 

the Regional Plan 2021

do not apply to the

Government as per

Amendments 16 & 16A.
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THESE PROJECTS ARE BEING ACTIVELYMARKETED, 
DESPITE THE REVOCATION OF THE RP 2011.

These can now come back….As 
PPP (Public Private Partnership)

Or
Tourism Clusters as per proposed Central Policy
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70 HECTARES to be acquired on orchard land
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Proposed Center for Alternate
Medicine and Spiritual Living

at Loliem Beach.
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A PAGE FROM THE BROCHURE
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In an animated 
presentation, 
PEARL ISLAND is shown 
as the ultimate
tourist getaway…. 
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Will it be just RP2011 coming back

and much more…….

IN ANOTHER GUISE ? ? ! 
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WITHOUT 

Being presented to the people & notified for 
public comments….

TRANSPARENCY ?

PUBLIC PARTICATION ??
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CAN WE HAVE 

TWO SEPARATE SET OF RULES 

ONE FOR THE PEOPLE

&

ONE FOR THE GOVERNMENT

??
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STAND UP NOW AND QUESTION YOUR 
REPRESENTATIVES

Why do they not want to follow the democratic process

of peoples participation

REJECT THIS OUTRIGHT 
NOW

Download this at www.savegoa.com
or contact goabachaoabhiyan@gmail.com


