134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Commitiee - I held on 7% &% & ¢ September, 2016

The 134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Committee - |
held on 7, 8" & 9" September, 2016 at Parishad Sabhagraha, Hall
no. 2 & 3. 7 Floor, Main Building, Mantralaya, Mumbai- 400 032.

The following members were present for the Committee meeting:

Shri. T. C. Benjamin Chairman 74, 8" & 9™ September, 2016

Prof. (Dr.) Bhaskar N. Thorat Member absent

Shri. Chandrakant . Sambutwad | Member 7% 8t & ot September. 2016 T
Prof. {Dr.) Ramesh Dod Member 7* gt & 9 September, 2016

Shri. D A Hiremath Member absent

Shri. Madan M. Kulkarni Member 7M. 8" & 9™ September, 2016

Shri. Balbir H. Sehgal Member 7™, 8 & 9 September, 2016

Shri. M. B. Hajari Member Secretary | 7" 8"& 9% September, 2016

At the outset, the Chairman welcomed all Members present to the meeting. Thereafter the items were
taken up for discussion.

(* Confirmation of minutes of 133 meeting

The minutes of the 133 SEAC-1 meeting were confirmed unanimously.

Item no. 1 Minor Minerals (sand) Pune (07) [new}

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. In the
116" meeting, the Committee had deferred some cases which were in the submergence of Ujani dam,
since Hon'ble High Court had given a stay on extraction of sand in the submergence of Ujani dam. The
PP brought to the notice of the Committee that the said stay granted by Hon’ble High Court has been
lifted in the light of the fresh policy on desilting of reservoirs adopted by the State Government.

7 cases have been submitted by the PP in Indapur Taluka as depicted in the following table:
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134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Committee - 1 held on 7" 8" & 9* September, 2016
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The Committee observed that the certificate of GSDA was ambiguous with respect to depth of sand
available. Unambiguous report required to be submitted by the PP. Deferred.

Item no. 2 Minor Minerals (stone) Pune

The proposals were considered under [{a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
PP submitted 24 cases for consideration. Out of 24 cases 23 cases were deferred in the 112" meeting
and | case [Avinash N. Ghule. gut no. 76(P), 77(P)] was deferred in the 119™ meeting.

Directives of the SEAC. compliance submitted by the PP and observations of the Committec are
depicted in the table below:

Sr. | Directives of the SEAC Compliance submitted by the | Observations of  the
no. PP Committee
1. Dust generation needs to be | The proponents will be instructed | Additional Collector

to control the dust by using spray
foggers. A report of installation

controlled by using spray should personally verify

fogger. ’ : whether the foggers are
of foggers shall be submitted in 6 | . :
: installed and submit a
month period.
report.
2. | Two layers of tree piantation | The proponents will be instructed | Additional Collector

should be taken up along the
lease boundary.

to undertake local varieties of
trees in 7.5 m safety zone along
the lease boundary in two layers.

should personally verify
whether tree plantation has
been done around the lease

Regular monitoring  will be
undertaken. .
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134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Committee - 1 held on 7"

8% & 9" September, 2016

boundary and submit a
report.

3. | Topping of all roads in the
vicinity of the quarries
should be taken up.

The proponents will be instructed
to black top the roads in the
vicinity of the quarry. A report of
installation of foggers shall be
submitted in 6 month period.

Additional Collector
should personally verify
whether all roads are black

topped and submit a report.

4. | Urban Development
Department should
demarcate the quarry and
buffer zone in the D.P/ R.P.

The demarcation is under

process.

The PP may request
PMRDA to demarcate the
quarry and bufter zone in
their Development Plan and
D.P may be submitted.

5. PWD should take steps lo
ensure that the traffic
generating from the stone
quarries merge with the
Pune-Ahmednagar State
Highway [SH No. 27] in a
smooth transition curve. so
as to avoid accidents.

Consultation with the PWD is
being made for the directives
made by SEAC.

The PP may request the
PWD to ensure that the
merger from the quarry
zone 1o SH-27 is planned
and implemented by the
PWD without delay.

For the compliance of above points and concurrence of present Additional Collector on the review
report earlier submitted to the Committee (25.6.2015), the above cases were deferred.

The Committee thereafter took up the remaining cases of Pune (stone). The proposals were considered
under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The brief information submitted by
the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

s. Name of the Gat No./ Area | Observation of the Recommendations
No. Proponent, Mouz, Survey No. | (ha) | Committee
Taluka, Land type
. Sachin 8. Ghule 66/3(P). 3.93 | The Committee took note of | Deferred for site visit report of
713 (P). certificate of Senior Geologist, | DMQ on-
Aautade —Handewadi. | g7/12(p). GSDA where the location of | 1. Whether hifl cutting is
Haveli (Pvi.) 67/5/1A(P), quarry was shown as lying in | involved
67/5/1B(P) the Recharge zone. The site | 2. Availability of access to the
specific wind rose diagram was | quarry.
submitted however AAQS | 3.Complete AAQ study
emanating from wind rose was
not shown. [t is not clear
whether  hill  cutting  is
involved.
pndh e,
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134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Committee - 1 held on 7*_ 8" & 9" September, 2016

b

Shradha Stone Crusher
(DattuLokhande)

Vadachiwadi, Haveli
(Pvt.)

9/4,9/3

1.24

The Committee took note of
certificate of Senior Geologist,
GSDA where the location of
quarry was shown as lying in
the Recharge zone. The site
specific wind rose diagram was
submitted however AAQS
emanating from wind rose was
not shown. It is not clear
whether  hill  cutting s
involved.

Deferred for site visit report of
DMO on-

1. Whether hill cutting is
involved

2. Availability of access to the
quarry.

3. Complete AAQ study

Item no. 3

Minor Minerals (stone) Nagpur

The proposals were considered under (a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

S. Name of the Gat No./ Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Proponent, Mouz, Survey No. | (ha)
Taluka, Land type
1. M/s P.B.A. 194/3& 2.83 | The item was earlier considered in the | Delisted
& )
Infrastructure Ltd. (Shri. | 1945 | Ha | 1147 meeting but = deferred  for

Suni] R, Wadhwan)

Sawangi (Dewli),

submission of revised mining plan to
incorporate the buffer zone/ benching
modification. Even after expiry of 11
months revised mining plan has not

Hingna {Pvt.)
been submitted. The Committee
decided to delist the item. PP may
approach the Competert Committee for
appraisal.
ftem no, 4 Manganese mining Nagpur (02) [new]

1. Maharkund Manganese Ore Mine-

The proposal was considered under 1 (a)-Bl category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. PP
gave a detailed presentation about their proposal of mine for extracting Manganese on an area of 10.62
ha owned by the PP to generate Manganese Ore of 85 T/day. The PP holds the lease since 2002, valid

for 50 years.
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134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Committee - | held on 7" 8" & 9" September, 2016

The Committee decided to approve ToR for preparation of the EIA report subject to the following
conditions-

1. The EIA Report shail be in accordance with the Model ToR prescribed by MoEF published in

Notification dated April, 2015.

2. The EIA report should contain details of management of natural drainage. management of mine
pit water and management of solid waste.

3. Detailed diagram showing lease boundary, garland canal, settling tank, stock and dump sites
shall be submitted.

I1. Kachurwahi Manganese Mine-

The proposal was considered under | (a)-B1 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
PP gave a detailed presentation about their proposal of mine for extracting Manganese on an area of
6.71 ha owned by the PP to generate Manganese Ore of 25000 TPA.

The Committee decided to approve ToR for preparation of the EIA report subject to the following
conditions-

I. The EIA Report shall be in accordance with the Model ToR prescribed by MoEF published in

Notification dated April, 2015.

The EIA report should contain details of management of natural drainage, management of mine

pit water and management of solid waste.

3. Detailed diagram showing lease boundary. garland canal, settling tank. stock and dump sites
shall be submitted.

(39 ]

Item no. 5 Limestone mining Yavatmal (01) [new]

1.Adegaon limestone mine (4.04 ha) -

The proposal was considered under 1 (a)-Bl category of the schedule of EJA Notification 2006. PP
gave a detailed presentation of semi-mechanized open cast limestone mining over an area of 4.04 ha for
30 years in 2002. The mining activity has commenced from 2004. The present proposal envisages
limestone mining at the rate of 250 T/day.

The Committee decided to approve ToR for preparation of the EIA report subject to the following
conditions-

. The EIA Report shall be in accordance with the Model ToR prescribed by MoEF published in
Notiftcation dated April, 2015.

The report should clearly bring out the location of mine with respect to habitations, roads, public
buildings and reserved/ protected forests if any.

bJ
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134" Meeting of State Level Expert Appraisal Committee - | held on 7" 8" & 9" September, 2016

Item no. 6

Minor Minerals (stone) Yavatmal

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notiftcation 2006. The

brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

S. No. | Name of the Gat Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
Proponent, Mouz, No./ (ha)
Taluka, Land type Survey
No.
1. Aziz Hasamabhai 137 200 | PP remained absent. The proposal was j Delisted
Barade ha deferred in the 114" meeting for DMO's
Harjuna, Yavatmal report regarding distance‘ of a road from the
proposed quarry. Even after the expiry of 10
months, the report has not been submitted.
The Committee decided to delist the
proposal. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.
Item no. 7 Minor Minerals (stone) Osmanabad (8) [126™ compliance]
The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
S. No. | Name of the Gat Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
Proponent, Mouz, No./ | (ha)
Taluka, Land type Survey
No.
1, Ms. Premlata S. 758/3 | 0.20 The DMO submitted a report which | Recommended for rejection
Lokhande states that quarry was situated at 90m
Yedshi. Osmanabad from the major District road.
2. Ms. Minakshi B. Pawar | 257/8 1.80 The proposed quarry was situated | Recommended for EC
Wathavada, Kallamb 200m from roads, habitations, water | subject to the conditions
bodies and public structures. AAQS | stipulated in the 4nnexure
shows that GLCs will remain within | 4.
prescribed limits even after quarrying
with crusher. No hill cutting was
involved. Approved mining plan has
been submitted. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be acceptable.
3. Mr. Kailas C. Shinde 164/1 1.1 The proposed quarry was situated | Recommended for EC
200m from roads, habitations, water | subject to the conditions
- [
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Trikoli, Umaraga

bodies and public structures, AAQS
shows that GLCs will remain within
prescribed limits even after quarrying
with crusher. No hill cutting was
involved. Approved mining plan has
been submitted. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be acceptable.

stipulated in the Annexure
A

Mr. Amol B. Nalawade

Katewadi, Paranda

113

0.80

The DMO submitted that there was a
first order stream at distance of 30m.
The proposed quarry was situated
200m from roads, habitations, water
bodies and public structures. AAQS
shows that GLCs will remain within
prescribed limits even after quarrying
with crusher. No hill cutting was
involved. Approved mining plan has
been submitted. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be acceptable.

Recommended for EC
subject to the following
conditions-

. Annexure A

2. A stone hedge of Im x 1m
shall be constructed along
the western side of quarry
site.

Mr. Dadarao B. Shinde

Khanapur, Washi

270/B

1.00

The DMO submitted a report which
states that quarry was situated Sm from
village road to Khanapur.

Recommended for rejection

Mr. Gorakh K. Shinde

Khanapur, Washi

78

0.30

DMO has reported that a water
impounding structure was at a distance
of 4m from quarry along with a Nalla,

which is a second order stream.

Recommended for rejection

Mr. Ashok H. Narake

Handogri, Bhoom

115

0.40

The DMO reported that there was a
road at distance of 110m from quarry
site.

Recommended for rejection

Mr. Laxman D. Jekate

Anala, Paranda

503

0.20

The proposed quarry was situated
beyond 200m from roads, habitations,
water bodies and public structures.
AAQS shows that GLCs will remain
within prescribed limits even after
quarrying with crusher. No hill cutting
was involved. Approved mining plan
has been submitted. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be acceptable.

Recommended for EC
subject to the conditions
stipulated in the Annexure
A

i
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Itemno. 8

Minor Minerals (stone) Ahmednagar

The proposals were considered under [(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

S. Name of the Proponent, | Gat Area Observation of the Committee Recommendations

No. | Mouz, Taluka, Land No./ (ha)
type Survey

No.

1. M/s.Daulat Infratech Pvt. | 191 4.95 (observations for serial no. 1 to 4} (Recommendations for serial
Lud. Ha no. 1 to 4)
Sonewadi, Sangamner PP remained absent. The Committee
(Pvt.) observed that these cases were | Delisted

2. M/s. Maitri Stone Works | 326B/3 | 2.50 considered in 106" meeting but

. Ha deferred for submission of approved
Pimpale, Sangamner -
Mining Plan. Even after passage of |
(Pvt) ..
year the Mining Plans has not been
3. | M/s. Montecarlo Ltd. 63/3.67, | 121 | submitted. The Committee decided
63/1.63/ | Ha to delist the proposals. The PP may
Karjule pathar, 2,62 approach the Competent Committee
Sangamner (Pvt.) for appraisal.
1 M/s. Anjali Trimak Raut | 35/3 1.22
Ha
Jamgaon, Akole (Pvt.)
Item no. 9 Minor Minerals (stone) Sangli
The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
s Name of the Gat Area Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Proponent, Mouz, No./ (ha)
Taluka, Land type Survey
No.
I Zamir Hazrat 196/2 6.14 ha | PP remained absent, The proposal was deferred. | Deferred
Sidhewadi, Miraj
2 Shri. Kirankurmar 174/2 1.21 PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred | Delisted
Baburao Chavan Ha in the 111" meeting for DMO’s report regarding
o verification of building from proposed quarry.
Miraj Even after expiry of 1 year the report has not
been submitted. The Committee decided to delist 4~
(o 1) (e, Page 8 of 66 ')""%}
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the proposal. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

Maruti Bhau Chavan | 445

Bhose, Miraj

0.82 ha

PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred
in the 117" meeting for obtaining a certificate
from Senior Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-
hydrological regime and also AAQS. Even after
expiry of 9 months the compliance has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to delist the
proposal. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

Delisted

Jaydip Bhosle 135

Nelkaranji, Aatpadi

1.20 ha

PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred
inthe 117" meeting for AAQS. Even after expiry
of 9 months the compliance has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to delist the
propesal. PP may approach the Competent
Commitiee for appraisal.

Delisted

Item no. 16 Minor Minerals (stone) Satara

The proposals were considered under 1{a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

No.

Name of the Proponent,
Mouz, Taluka, Land type

Gat No./
Survey
No.

Area Observation of the Committee
(ha)

Recommendations

Mr.Dnyanu Yesu Khabale-
Patil

Vekhandwadi, Patan (Pvt.)

59/B

0.80 Ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was
deferred in the 114Y meeting for
submission of approved Mining Plan.
Even after expiry of 10 months the
Mining Plan has not been submitted.
The Committee decided to delist the
proposal. PP may approach the
Competent Committee for appraisal,

Delisted

b

Mr.Ramdas Bhanudas
Jadhav

Amrutwadi, Wai

2221

2.00 ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was
deferred in the 114" meeting for
submission AAQS of non-monsoon
season. Even after expiry of 10
months the compliance has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for
appraisal,

Delisted

A }{‘f'f"’:flv‘
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Mr. Anil Balkrishna Patil 35i 0.50 Ha | (observations for 3-5) irec;)r;mendations
?é?)iltl )(Kese), Karhad PP rematined absent, The proposal was o3
i deferred in the 113% meeting for | Delisted
Mr. J@ardm Keshav Mane 351 0.50 Ha obtaining a certificate from Senior
ngi]t].)(KeSE)’ Karhad Geologist, GSDA  regarding geo-
hydrological regime where quarry was
situated and also for report of SDO as
the proposed quarry is near the RTO
Mr. Ramesh Narayanrao Office and Police station. Even after
Mohite 351 0.52 Ha expiry of | year the compliances have
Padali (Kese), Karhad not been submitted. The Committee
(Govt.) decided to delist the proposal. PP may
approach the Competent Committee
for appraisal.
Mr. Vishwas Satyappa Patil | 139 0.56 Ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was | Delisted
deferred in the 113% meeting for
Harugadewadi, Patan (Pvt.) obtaining a certificate from Senior
Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-
hydrological regime where quarry was
situated. Even after expiry of 1 year
the compliance has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for
appraisal.
Mr. Sunil Laxman Mathane 139 1.00 Ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was | Delisted

Nadoli, Patan (Pvt.)

deferred in the 113™ meeting for
obtaining a certificate from Senior
Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-
hydrological regime where quarry was
situated. Even after expiry of 1 year
the compliance has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

Item no. 11

Minor Minerals (stone) Nashik

Sarul Cluster (Nasik Taluka)-

a. Ahmed Gulab Sayyad,
b. Anil Ambadas Chavan

" Tiepe

Member Secretary
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PP remained absent. The above proposals were considered in the 96" & 101 meetings. It was deferred
for getting the certificate from Senior Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-hydrological zone where the
quarry was located. The PP has not submitted the certificate even after the expiry of 1 year. The
Committee decided to delist the above proposals. PP may approach the Competent Committee for

appraisal.

Item no. 12

Minor Minerals (stone) Gondia -

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

S. Name of the Proponent, | Gat Area Observation of the Committee Recommendations

No. | Mouz, Taluka, Land No./ (ha)
type Survey

No.

1. Chandrakant Kuwarlal 863 part | 1.2 PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred | Delisted
Sable in the 122™ meeting for the DMO’s report
Paldongari, Tiroda regarding distance of water b.ody from the
(Govt.) proposed quarry. Even after expiry of 6 months

the said report has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

2. Smt. Chayabai Ramesh 432 part | 1.00 PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred | Delisted
Patle, in the 122™ meeting for the AAQS. Even after
Nanvha, Salekasa (Govt.) EXPII‘)./ of 6 months t?le AAQS has not. been

submitted. The Committee decided to delist the
proposal. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

3. M/s. Maasiya 246 2.00 PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred | Delisted

Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
director Nitin Pashine

Buraditola, Amgaon
(Govt.)

in the 122™ meeting for the report of collector
with reference to identity of lease holder. Even
after expiry of 6 months the said report has not
been submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach the
Competent Committee for appraisal.

(e,
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Item no. 13 Minor Minerals (stone) Beed

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committec are depicted below:

S. Name of the Proponent, Gat Area Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Mouz, Taluka, Land type No./ (ha)
Survey
Neo.
1. M/s. Mahalaxmi stone crusher | 470 1.00 PP remained absent. The proposal | Delisted
{Amitsingh Arjunsingh was deferred in the 122™ meeting for
Saddiwal) the report of DMO regarding distance
of road from proposed quarry and also
for AAQS. Even after expiry of 6
months the said report has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for
appraisal.
ltem no. 14 Minor Minerals (stone) Sindhudurg
The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Naotification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
S. Name of the Proponent, | Gat Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No, Mouz, Taluka, Land No./ (ha)
type Survey
No.
. Shri. Subhash Chaugule 35111 200 | PP remained absent. The proposal was
Ha deferred in the 108" meeting for the certificate
Kandoli, Kudal (Govt.) Delisted

of GSDA and submission of approved Mining
Plan. Even after expiry of | year the said
compliance has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

i ) Hed,
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Itemno. 15

Minor Minerals (stone) Kolhapur

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

Name of the Proponent,
Mouz, Taluka, Land

type

Gat No./
Survey
No.

Area

(ha)

Observation of the Committee

Recommendations

M/s. Appaya Chudappa
Hanjanhatti
Chandankud, Gadhinglaj

273 &
274

0.90

The gquarry lies in Maharashtra-
Karnataka interstate boundary. For
minor minerals having area less than
5Ha, General Conditions do not apply.
Therefore it can be appraised by SEAC.
The proposal was deferred in the 117"
meeting for the certificate of Sr.
Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-
hydrological regime of quarry site. The
PP presented certificate of GSDA
which states that quarry lies in Recharge
Zone. The proposed quarry is 200m
from habitations, water bodies, roads
and public structures. AAQS shows that
GLCs were within limits. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be within limits.

Recommended for EC
subject to the conditions
stipulated in the
Annexure A.

2

M/s. Jay Stone Crusher
through Mrs. Rajshila
Vasant Patil

Aalve, Panhala

295

0.61

The proposal was deferred in the 117®
meeting for the certificate of Sr.
Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-
hydrological regime of quarry site. The
PP presented certificate of GSDA
which states that quarry lies in Recharge
Zone. The proposed quarry is 200m
from habitations, water bodies, roads
and public structures. AAQS shows that
GLCs were within limits. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be acceptable.

Recommended for EC
subject to the conditions
stipulated in the
Annexure A.

M/s. Rane stone metal
through Mr, Vishwajit
Krishnarao Rane

Amroli, Chandgad

79

0.40
Ha

The DMOQ submitted that a road was
situated at distance of 110m from the

proposed quarry.

Recommended for
rejection

(o e,
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Mr. Sunil Laxman
Thanekar

Mouje Mahe, Karveer

283

0.40
Ha

The DMO submitted a report which
states that road is at a distance of 40m
from proposed quarry.

Recommended for

rejection

Mr. Dattatray Maruti
Shinde

Gogave, Panhala

128

1.00
Ha

The proposal was deferred in the 117%
meeting for the certificate of Sr.
Geologist, GSDA regarding geo-
hydrological regime of quarry site. The
PP presented certificate of GSDA
which states that quarry lies in Recharge
Zone. The proposed quarry is 200m
from habitations, water bodies, roads
and public structures. AAQS shows that
GLCs were within limits. All aspects of
environmental impact were studied and
found to be acceptable.

Recommended for EC
subject to the conditions
stipulated in the
Annexure A.

Mr. Dattajirao
Yashwantrao Bhosale

Toap. Hatkanagale

556,558.5
59,560

2.07
Ha

Already recommended in the 113%™

meeting,

Not to be considered

Mr. Sudhakar Vishnu
Chougale

Gotewadi, Radhanagari

246

0.86
Ha

The proposal was deferred in the 113%
meeting for the report of DMO
regarding distance of road from
proposed quarry. Even after expiry of
11 months the said report has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for appraisal.

Delisted

Mr. Ganesh Hanmantrao
Kurale

Suleran, Ajara

212

1.00
Ha

The proposal was deferred in the 113%
meeting for the finalization of Draft
Notification of Eco-sensitive Villages.
The Committee observed that the
village Suleran, Taluka-Adhara where
the proposed quarry was located is in
the list of Eco-sensitive Villages as per
the HLWG report as notified in the
Draft Notification dated 4/9/2015 of
MOEF. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for appraisal.

Delisted

Shri. Nishil Potdar
Halkarni, Chandgad

290 part

2.05
ha

The Committee had already requested
for letter from Collector in its 132

Deferred

I
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meeting. The letter has not been
received yet. Hence deferred.
10. Mr. Ramesh Dattu 120 4.95 | The proposal was deferred in the 119% | Delisted
Redekar ha meeting for the submission of approved
) Mining Plan. Even after expiry of 6
Dhangarwada (Chitale), months mining plan has not been
Ajara submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal, PP may approach
the Competent Committee for appraisal.
11. Mr.Vaibhav Shivaji 123 495 | The proposal was deferred in the 119% | Delisted
Redekar ha meeting for the submission of approved
' Mining Plan. Even after expiry of 6
Dhangarwada (Chitale), months mining plan has not been
Ajara submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal. PP may approach
the Competent Committee for appraisal.
Item no. 16 Minor Minerals (stone) Amravati
The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
8. No. Name of the Proponent, Mouz, | Gat No./ | Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
Taluka, Land type Survey (ha)
No.
1. Shri. Ramesh S. Warhekar 5/2,512A, | -- The Committee observed that { Not considered
' 5/2B proposals were recommended for
Sultanpur, Amravati EC in its 96" meeting.
2. Shri. Nitin Rathi 62 -
Baslapur, Chandur Railway
Itemno.17 Minor Minerals (stone) Buldhana -

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

P

()46,

Member Secretary

Page 15 of 66

s

Chairman



134" Meeting of State Level Fxpert Appraisal Commitiee - { held on 7t 8" & 9" September, 2016

'S.No. | Name of the Proponent, CGat No./ Area | Observation of the Committee i Reecommendations
Village, Taluka, Land type | Survey No. | (ha)
1L ! MYs Shiva Stone Crusher 11 (part) 2.00 PP remained absent. The proposal | Delisted
through was deferred in the 126" meeting
for the submission of approved
Shri. Madhukar 1. Mining, Plan. Even after expiry of 6
: Deshmukh months mining plan has not been
; Tutjapur. Deolgaonraja suhmi{?cd. The Committee decided
(Pv‘t.) to dehist the proposal. PP may
, approach the Competent Contmittee
tfor appraisal. .
.‘Lif. Shri Rajendra Viithalrao 217 (Part) 1.00 PP remained absent. The proposal | Delisted
Dhanokar was deferred in the 126" meeting
- Mandka. Khamgaon (Pvt.) for the submission of approved
| Mining Ptan. liven atter expiry of 6
: months mining plan has not been
! l submitied. The Committee decided
to delist the propesal. PP may
approach the Competent Comimittee
‘ ‘ tor appraisat.
ftem no. 18 Minor Minerals (stone) Jalna
The proposats were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
briet information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted helow:
S Name of the Prop()ﬁznt, Gat No./ | Area Obscervation of the Committee Recommendations |
No. Mouz, Taluka, Land type | Survey {ha) l
{ No.
:'ii, Shri. Virji Jassa Waphdiva | 29 1.20 ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was | Delisted
Jawasgaon, Badnapur (Pvt) deferred in the | 14_‘" me.eting 1'0T the
DMO's report regarding distance of road
from the quarry. Lven after expiry of 6
months report has not been submitted. The
Commitiee decided to delist the proposat.
PP may approach the Competent
Commitice for appraisal.
2 M/s, Ganesh Stone Crusher | 250 pan [.00 ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was | Delisted
through Shr Dilip Totaram considered in the 114™ mecting deferred
Deore for report of Senior Geologist. GSDA
Wadhona, Bhokardan (Pvi) regardisz:r the .gco—xﬂnorphologicaI ZOne.
Even after expiry of 6 months report has
‘ not been  submitted. The Committee —~ F

RN
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decided 1o delist the proposal. PP may
approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.
3 Shri.  Rajendra  Totaram | 70 (Part) 1.00 ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was | Delisted
Deore deferred in the 114" meeting for the
Nimgaan, Bhokardan (Put) DMO’s report rcga‘rdmg (Ehstancc. of ro‘ad
from the quarry. Even after expiry ot 6
i months report has nat been submitted. The
l Committee decided to delist the praposal.
; PP may approach the Competent
|
! Committee for appraisal.
%‘4. Shri. Bhaskar Mukundrao | 90 part 1.00 ha | PP remained absent. The proposal was | Delisted
Danve deferred in the 114" meeting for the
‘ PimpalgaonThote. ?M() }s rcPon r.cg-[a‘rdmg cf:hslancc.u-t r(_])cag
Bhokardan (Pvi) ront the quarry. BEven after L\pll’_\ Q
i months report has not been submitted. The
! Commitlee decided to delist the proposal.
i PP muav approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.
L.
Item no. 19 Minor Minerals (stone) Wardha
The propesals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notiftcation 2006. The
brief information submitied by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
8. No. | Name of the Proponent, Gat No./ | Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
| Mouz, Taluka, Land type Survey (ha)
No.
L. Shri. Sunil Moreshwar 28] 2.00 The  proposats  were  alrcady | Not considered
‘ Wasade Ha recommended in the 124" meeting.
Samudrapur, Girad
2 ! Shri. Vinay Viiaynath 114/2 0.81
Bhargav, Ha
Indermari, Ashti

Page 17 ot 66
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Item no. 20

Minor Minerals (stone) Thane

The proposals were considered under {a}-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notitication 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted betow:

b Name of the | Gat No./ Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Proponent, Survey No. (ha)
Mouz, :
Taluka, Land
tvpe
1. Ashtavinayak | 3/9/11/1,3/8/5+9 | 3.85 | The PP remained absent. The Committee has | Delisted
stone crusher | /8/1.3/7k+8/3/1. deterred the proposal in the 131 meeting since the
3/7k+8/2/1.3/0k In-charge DMQ submitted that Mining Plan was yet
Khandval. +7/3/1,3/7B+8/1 to be serutinized by her. The Mining Plan has not yet
Bhiwandi /1 been submitted to the Committee. The Committee
decided to delist the proposal. PP may approach the
! Competent Committee for appraisal.
2 Jaiprakash 376 &377 pant 26 The PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred | Delisted -
Jagtap in the 119" meeting far the submission of approved
Mining Plan. Even after expiry of ¢ months mining
:Ijurhhe_ plan has not been submitted. The Committee decided
I'hane to delist the proposal. PP may approach the
Competent Committee for appraisal.
3. Darshana 58/1 4.98 | The PP remained absent. The proposal was deferred Delisted
Enterprize in the 119" meeting for the submission of approved
] Mining Ptan. Even after expirny of 6 months mining
i\yamba. plan has not been submitted. The Committee decided
‘; Kalyan to delist the proposal. PP may approach the
i Competent Committee for appraisal,
Irem no. 21 Minor Minerals (stone) Bhandara

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category af the schedule of 1A Notification 2006, The

brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

No.

Name of the
Proponent, Mouz,
Taluka, Land type

Gat
No./

No.

Survey

Area | Observation of the Committee

(ha)

Recommendations

Member Secretary
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Vadumal Bhauji Rane | 315/1 4.00 | The proposed quarry was situated | Recommended  for  EC
_ ) beyond 200m from roads. habitations, | subject to the following
Mitewani. Tumsar water bodies and public structures. | conditions-
AAQS shows that GL.Cs wilt remain
within prescribed limits even after . Annexure A.

quarrying without crusher. No  hill 2 no crusher will be atlowed
cutting was invotved. Approved mining
plan has been submitted. In the 101
meeting the item was deferred  for
verification that whether quarrying will
affect teak wood piantation. The
Committee studied the Google Image

and concluded that it will not affect the
plantation, Atl aspects of environmental
impact were studicd and found to be
acceptable.

Item no. 22 Minor Minerals (stone) Ratnagiri J

T'he proposals were considered under Ha)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notitfication 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

5. Name of the Gat Area | Observation of the Commi(tee Recommendations
Proponent, Mouz, No./ (ha)
Taluka, Land type Survey
No.
Mr. Vijay Janardan 62/7& | LI PP remained absent. The proposal was @ Delisted
Prabhu 62/21 Ia deferred in the 111" meeting for opinion of

Senior Geologist. GSDA whether the Nala

Wandri. Sungmeshswar wili be affected by the quarry either due to

) ]
(Pvt.) depletion of ground water or due to silting.

Even after expiry of | year report has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to delist
the proposal. PP may approach the
Competent Committee for appraisal.

lttem no. 23 Minor Minerals (stone) Aurangabad

The proposals were considered under t(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committec are depicted below:

A Page 19 of 66 _)1\”" '
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Name of the
Proponent, Mouz,
Taluka, Land type

Gat
No./
Survey
No.

Area
(ha)

Observation of the Committee

Recommendations

Mr. Sayyad Tarek
Hashmi

Chitegaon Tanda 2

Aurangabad(Govt.)

186

1.00

PP remained absent. The Commitiee had
deferred the proposal in [14% meeting for
producing the alignment of Delhi- Mumbai
[ndustrial Corndor with reference to the quarry
and report of the DMO about the features within
200m of the quarry. Even after expiry of 6
months report has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal:
however it is necessary to inform Collector,
Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the light of issucs raised by the Committee. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

Delisted

Mr. Janardhan Vithoba
Bongane

Aadgaonbk
Aurangabad (Govt.)

146

1.00 ha

The Commnittee had
deferred the proposal in |14" meeting for

PP remained absent.

producing the alignment of [elhi- Mumbai
Industrial Corridor with reference to the quarry
and report of the DMO about the features within
200m of the quarry. Even after expiry of 6
months report has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal;
however it is necessary to inform Collector,
Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the light of issues raised by the Committee. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

Delisted

fad

Mr.Vilas Shankar
Tribhuwan

Rampuri, Aurangbad(P
vt.)

4]

1.00 ha

PP remained absent. The Committee had
deferred the proposat in 114" meeting for
obtaining a certiticate from the Archaeological
Deptt. about the permissibitity of quarrying m
the location proposed. Even after expiry of 6
months report has net been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal:
however it is necessary to inform Collector,
Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the light of issues raised by the Committee. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

Delisted

Mr. Vitthal Namdeo
Rajput

21272

1.00 ha

PP remained absent. The Committee had
deferred the proposal in [14" meeting for
submission of approved Land Use Plan for

Ajanta Caves and its Environs. l;'ven,_gﬂer

Delisted

I
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Saigavhan, Kannad expiry of 6 months compliance has not been
(Pvt.) submitted. The Committee decided to delist the
proposal: however it 1s necessary te inform
Collector, Aurangabad to caretully appraise the
project in the light of issues raised by the
Committee. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

N

Sk Rashid Sk Gani 111 1.00 ha | PP remained absent. The Committee had | Delisted
deferred the proposal in 114™ meeting for
submission of approved Land Use Plan for
Ajanta Caves and its Environs and also report of

SitanaikTanda,
Kannad (Pvt.}

DMO regarding distance of a road from
proposed quarry. Even after expiry of 6 months
compliance has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal;
however it 15 necessary to inform Collector.
Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the light of issues raised by the Committee. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for

Mr.Panditrao Ramrao | 53 part 1.61 ha | PP remained absent. The Committee had | Delisted
Bhosale deferred the proposal in 114" meeting for

DMO’s report regarding status of the land. Even
RelNavdi. Kannad

(Pvt.)

after expiry of 6 months report has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to delist the

1
appraisal. {
1
|
|
|

proposal. however it is necessary to inform
Colleetor. Aurangabad to carefully appraise the
project in the light of issues raised by the
Committee. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

Mr. Savyad Fayazodin | 55 1.00 ha | PP remamed absent. The Committee had | Delisted
Savyad Masivoddin deferred the proposal in 114" meeting for
submission of AAQS. Even after expiry of 6
Sawangi. Aurangabad months compliance has not been submitted. The
(Govt.) Committee decided to delist the proposal:
however it is necessary to inform Collector.
Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the hght of issues raised by the Committee. PP
may appreach the Cempetent Committee for
appraisal.
M/s.R. K 120 1.00 ha | PP remained absent. The Committee had | Delisted
Construction deferred the proposal in 114™ meeting for

submission of AAQS. Even after expiry of 6
months eompliance has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal:

Sawangi. Aurangabad
(Govt.)

however it is neeessary to inform Collector.

s Ty T e e
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Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the light of issues raised by the Committee. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

Mr. P. M. Chordia

Rampuri, Aurangabad
(Pvt.)

41 part,

Survey
No.-27
part

1.00 ha

PP remained absent. The Committee had
deferred the proposal in [14™ meeting for
ascertaining suitability of the mine from the
local official of the Archaeological Deptt. and
for a report from Director General Mine Safety.
Nagpur regarding impact
blasting. Ewven after expiry of

of mining and
6 months
compliance has not been submitted. The
Committee decided to delist the proposal;
however it is necessary to inform Collector,
Aurangabad to carefully appraise the project in
the light of issues raised by the Committee. PP
may approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.

Delisted

1.

Baban Ranjitrao
Khedkar {ABK Stone
Crusher)

Porgaon, Paithan

(Pvt)

64/1

1.00

The Committee had
deferred the proposal in 104" meeting for

PP remained absent.

submission unambiguous mining plan. Even
after expiry of | year mining plan has not been
submitted. The Committee decided to delist the
proposal; however it is necessary to inform
Collector, Aurangabad to carefully appraise the
project in the light of issues raised by the
Committee. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

Delisted

Rajendra Vishwanath
Bodhekar

(Bodhekar Stone
Crusher)

Dongargaon, Sillod

(Pvt))

1.00

PP remained absent. The Committee had
deferred the proposal in 104% meeting for report
of DMQ regarding road and habitations from
the proposed quarry, Even after expiry of | year
report has not been submitted. The Committee
decided to delist the proposal; however it is
necessary to inform Collector, Aurangabad to
carefully appraise the project in the light of
issues raised by the Committee. PP may
appreach the Competent
appraisal.

Committee for

Delisted

M/s. Mauli Stone
Crusher

Dyanewshwar Ganpat
Wagh

279

2.80

PP remained absent. The Committee had
deferred the proposal in 104* meeting for report
of DMQ regarding roads from the proposed
quarry. Even after expiry of | year report has
not been submitted. The Committee decided to
delist the proposal; however it is necessary to
inform Collector, Aurangabad to carefully |

Delisted

—~
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Satal Pimpri,
Phulambri {Pvt.)

appraise the project in the light of issues raised
by the Committee. PP may approach the
Competent Committee for appraisal.

I3. Shri Sadguru Stones 146 1.00 PP remained absent. The Committee had | Delisted
) deferred the proposal in 104" meeting for report
Shri Bhagwan of DMO regarding hill cutting in the quarry site.
Janardhan Daspute Even after expiry of | year report has not been
Adeaon Bk submitted. The Committee decided to delist the
Aurangabad (Gowvt.) proposal; however it is necc‘ssary to l.nform
Collector, Aurangabad to carefully appraise the
project in the light of issues raised by the
Committee. PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.
Item no. 24 Minor Minerals (stone) Akola
The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
'S, Name of the Proponent, | Gat Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Mouz, Taluka, Land No./ (ha)
type Survey
No.
1. Mr. Haridas S. Rajde 173371 [ 1.21 | The Committee had deferred the proposal in | Delisted
Ha 127%  meeting for letter from Deputy

Gajipur. Akot

Conservator Forest regarding distanee of
gquarry from Melghat Tiger reserve and
whether the quarry was situated in the corridor
frequented by tigers and other animals for
their movement to water holes / other hunting
grounds available in that region. Even after
expiry of 6 months eompliance has not been
submitted. Fhe Comnittee decided to delist
the proposal; PP may approach the Competent
Committee for appraisal.

!
r;\’f’a
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Itemno. 25 -

Minor Minerals (stone) Dhule

The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:

S. Name of the Proponent, | Gat No./ | Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Mouz, Taluka, Land type | Survey {ha)
No.
1. Dagdu Dashrath Patii & 80/2/IK/D | 1.16 | PP remained absent. The Committee had | Delisted
Dagubai DashrathPatil & deterred the proposal in 119" meeting for
80/2/1/K want of DMO’s report regarding status and
Boradi, Shirpur (Pvt.) distance of road from the proposed quarry.
Even after expiry of 6 months report has
not been submitted. The Committee
decided to delist the proposal, PP may
approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal.
2. M/s. SaiKrupa Stone 778/1 1.88 | PP remained absent. The Committee had | Delisted
Crusher (Shri. Sharad &778/2 deferred the proposal in 119% meeting for
Devrao Patil) want of DMO’s report for verifying
whether the quarrying is authorized or not.
Dahivel, Sakri Even after expiry of 6 months report has
not been submitted. The Committee
decided to delist the proposal; PP may
approach the Competent Committee for
appraisal,
Item no. 20 Minor Minerals (stone) Palghar
The proposals were considered under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
s. Name of the Gat No./ Area | Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Proponent, Mouz, Survey No, | (ha)
Taluka, Land type
I. Ravindra Govind 44/4B 1.99 | The proposal was deferred in the 19" meeting | Recommended for
Khanjode for report of DMO regarding distance of road | rejection
and habitations within 200m of the quarry. The
Malonde, Wada DMO has reported vide his letter dated 6.9.2016
TS P Page 24 of 66
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that there were habitations of Village- Sarshi at
a distance of 115m from lease boundary.
2. Smt. Weni Dharma - - The proposed quarry was situated 200m from | Recommended for
Bartade roads, habitations. water bodies and public | EC subject to the
structures. AAQS shows that GLCs will remain | conditions
within prescribed limits even after quarrying | stipulated in the
without crusher. No hill cutting was involved. | Annexure A.
Approved mining plan has been submitted, All
aspects of environmental impact were studied
and found to be acceptable.
Item no. 27 Minor Minerals (stone) Selapur
The proposals were considcred under 1(a)-B2 category of the schedule of EIA Notification 2006. The
brief information submitted by the PP and decision of the Committee are depicted below:
s Name of the Proponent, Gat No./ Area Observation of the Committee Recommendations
No. Mouz, Taluka, Land type Survey No. (ha)
1. Mr.Amol Prakash Garad 435 2.00 Ha | (Observations for Sr. no. 1-3) {recommendations
Ranmasle, N. Solapur for the Sr. no.1-3)
{New) The Committee had deferred the
2. Mr. Vinayak Yoginath 476/3.476/4 | 2.00 Ha | proposal in 106" mceting for | Delisted
Dhende verification of distance from the
Great  Indian  Bustard  Bird
Ranmasle, N. Solapur Sanctuary. Even after expiry of |
{New) )
year report has not been submitted.
3 Mr. Subhash Deshmukh & 6671 200 Ha | 1he Committee decided to delist the
Co. proposal; PP may approach the
Competent Committee for appraisal.
Dahitane, N. Solapur

Item no.28

M/s. Dombivli Better Environment System Association

Proposed expansion of CETP from 16 MLD to 26 MLD effluent and additional 4
MLD sewage at plot no- OS 8/3/PT, P-86/1, P-86/2, P-86/3 & x10 AMI3 by
DBESA, Dombivili, Thane.

The PP made a detailed presentation of their project of expansion of CETP from [6 MLD to 26 MLD

and installation of an additional 4 ML.D STP. The ToR was approved in the 108" meeting. The project

was considered under 7 (h) — B1 eategory of the Schedule of the EIA Notification, 2006. The CETP has

AP RV
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130 members mostly producing textile and related items. As desired by the Committee, the PP has
surveyed the detailed characteristics of effluents for 70 industries. The characteristics of effluents for
the remaining 60 industries need to be collected. TDS of all effluents shall be detected considering the
fact that the Ulhas River at present has a TDS of more than 550 mg/l. Further, individual levels of

Ammonia should be collected and tabulated.

The commissicning of the project should be in conjunction with completion of pipelines that would
take treated effluent of CETP to discharge point in the creek, as proposed by the N10O. MIDC has already
laid a discharge pipeline from DBESA to Thakurli village railway bridge (upto 1.5 km). The remaining

ITkm up to the discharge point of creek remains to be covered.

The Committee also desires that an emergency storage tank shall be designed in the CETP to address

shock loading as an when they are observed.

For the compliance of above points the item is deferred.

Item no. 29 - M/s. FILTRA CATALYST & CHEMICALS LTD. (ToR)

Plot No. B-52/3, MIDC LoteParshuram, Village- Lote, Tehshil-Khed, District-
Ratnagiri.

PP remained absent hence deferred.

Itemno. 30 | M/s. Maharashtra State Road Development Corporation Ltd. (ToR)

For Pune Ring Road- Eastern alignment, Maharashtra

The PP gave a detailed presentation for the proposed Pune ring road — Eastern alignment {part from
Urse to Khed Shivapur) of a total length 100.747 km. The project was considered under category 7(f)-
B 1 under schedule of the E1A Notification, 2006.

After detailed deliberations the Committee made the following observations:

I. The by-pass is intended to reduce traffic congestion in and an around Pune Metropolitan area.
It is essential that PMRDA shall incorporate this alignment in its Development Plan and freeze
all proposed developments in the corridor. In this context, MSRDC should indicate the need
for ancillary facilities on Pune ring road to PMRDA, so that they can provide them in the D.P.
Such ancillary facilities may include truck terminals which will act as holding areas for trucks
and heavy vehicles to avoid traffic bottlenecks during peak period.

2. Alignment involves 90 ha of forest land; necessary sanction from Ministry of Environment and

'750rest (MoEF&CC) may be taken well in advance and so indicated in the EIA Report.
LMIATLE
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The PP shall use local materials for construction to the extent possible. Fly ash and plastic may
be used as additives 1o further resource conservation. Building materials shall be sourced from
areas/quarries which have prior EC.

The Ambient Air Quality Studies should take into consideration the impact of fugitive dust
from hot mix and conerete mix plants.

Wherever the corridor is passing through habitations measures of noise abatement may be
incorporated.

To prevent accidents during construction and operation, detailed discussion with road users
shall be carried out.

The project should be net water saving by which the total water which is consumed by the
project shall be replenished through water conservation methods like rain water harvesting and
water recharging through quarry pits and excavations.

Cost should include total project cost and not the cost for only civil works.

The ToR shall be in accordance with the provisions contained in the Model ToR prescribed by

MOEF&CC in April. 2015.

After considering all aspects of cnvironmental impact, the Committee decided to approve ToR for

preparation of EIA report subject to the consideration of points 1-9 above. Public hearing will be

required.

Item no. 31 M/s. Cane Agro Energy India Ltd. Sugar unit expansion from 2500 TCD to

9000 TCD at Raigaon Post Hingangaon (bk) Tal Kadegaon Sangli

The PP gave a detailed presentation of the EIA report pertaining to expansion of sugar unit from 2500

TCD to 9000 TCD and installation of a new co-generation plant of 36 MW. The proposal was

considered under category 5(j)-B1 [sugar unit] and 1{d)-B1 [co-generation unit] of the schedule of the

E1A Notification 2006,

After detailed discussion the Commitiee made the foilowing observations:

t2

The Committee went through the all aspects of Environmental Impact and noted that the
baseline studies indicated that air, water, ground water. noise and soil parameters would remain
well within preseribed limits even after commissioning of the project.

The PP has brought entire cane growing area under drip irrigation and the Committee
appreciated this commendable achievement which means that no extra water will be required
for expansion of the sugar unit. However, PP was unable to furnish water certificate for 0.365

mm? of water. This needs to be furnished for scrutiny.
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3. Bagasse generation is 4, 32,000 MT/Y as against the bagasse requirement of 3, 37,760 MT/Y
(2, 45,760 MT/Y during season and 92,000 MT/Y during off-season). The surplus bagasse
should be stored and disposed of without causing any environment pollution.

4. The PP intends to replace 2 boilers of 32 TPH capacity each by a single boiler of capacity 160
TPH. The emission from this boiler shall be passed through MDC and ESP of 99,9% efficiency
to achieve a TPM of less than 100 mg/Nm?at the stack end. The stack height shall be 75 m.

5. The PP intends to expand ETP capacity from 750 CMD to 1300 CMD. However PP could not
furnish the water balance details. It is necessary to present this before the Committee. The
details of effluent generated from the sugar production, boiler blow down and spray pend, the
measures taken to treat spray pond effluents which will be led into ETP (and not used for
irrigation directly) should be detailed. The effluent shall be treated using mechanical methods
to bring down the parameters within prescribed limits.

6. Entire chapter on Risk Assessment and Risk Mitigation studies should be reworked to include
the following details-

a) The comprehensive list of raw materials used shall be given and impac