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WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED BEFORE AND AFTER PUBLIC 
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COMPLIANCE OF PUBLIC HEARING AND REPLY OF WRITTEN 
REPRESENTATIONS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The public hearing meeting was attended by more than 150 numbers of people from the nearby villages. As stated in the Minutes of the 
meeting Forwarded by Env. Engineer APPCB the attendance sheet was signed by total 22 people including only the speakers and some 

other persons only. 
PUBLIC HEARING COMPLIANCE OF MMPL MINE (105.22 HA) 

Annexure-1 
 

S.No. Name of the person & 
Village 

Salient point of written 
complain/ suggestion 

Reply from Proponent Commitment and budget 
allocation details for various 
environmental and social heads 

1. Mr. Rayapu Surendra, 
MPTC, Siddavaram, 
Gram panchayat, Kota 
Mandal, SPSR Nellore 
District 

He said that the villagers of 
Siddavaram village are solely 
dependent on rain fed crop viz, 
ground nut casuraina & cashew. He 
requested that this land should be 
given to farmers and silica sand 
mines should not be given license as 
mining has badly affected the area. 

 No new license is required as 
the Mining lease has already 
been granted in 2003 valid upto 
08-09-2023 which again is 
subject to amendment as per 
MMDR Act, 2015. 

 Entire Land of 105.22Ha within 
the lease area is government 
land and none of the villagers 
own any part of the land. 

 There is no ground nut farming 
or any agricultural activity 
within the lease area right from 
the inception of the lease. 

 Some trees of cashew nut do 
exist but these are self grown 
and very small in number. 

 Allotment of Government land 
to any individual or company is 
the prerogative of Government. 
In this case the land is part of 
mining lease. 

Though there is no rehabilitation 
and resettlement involved in this 
project as the entire land belongs 
to government but as Corporate 
Environmental Responsibility the 
Project proponent is aware about 
the welfare measures that should 
be taken by the PP in order to 
benefit the local villagers. 
Under CER following benefits will 
accrue to the surrounding villages.  
1. Direct employment to 34 

people and indirect 
employment to about 100 
people. 

2. At the maximum production 
level the project will contribute 
to the extent of Rs. 67.5Lakh 
/annum in the District Mineral 
Fund which will be primarily 



 Villagers are not dependent for 
agricultural or any other type of 
activity on the land situated 
within the area. 

utilized for the improvement of 
infrastructure of villages. 

3. In addition to District Mineral 
Fund the PP has committed an 
amount of Rs. 14.5 
Lakh/annum towards following 
welfare activities: 

a) Rs. 4.5 Lakh/year as 
Additional CER towards-(Rs. 
1 Lakh/year towards skill 
development, Sanitation 
and Drinking Water 
Rs.1.5Lakh/year, Awareness 
drive and nearby plantation 
Rs. 1 Lakh/year. 

b) Rs. 10 Lakh per annum will 
be given to village 
Panchayat which will be 
spent as per mutual 
understanding between 
Panchayat and PP for skill 
development, improvement 
of roads etc. 

Besides above following expenses 
will be incurred on the 
maintenance of 
environmental which will 
benefit the surrounding areas: 

a) Capital investment Rs. 17 Lakh  

2 Mr. Rayapu Nagaraju 
R/o. Siddavaram, 
Grampanchayat, Kota 
Mandal, SPSR Nellore 
District 

He said that due to proposed mining 
villagers will loose the land on which 
they have been doing cultivation. 
About 400 families of SC, ST and OBC 
communities will be affected. He 
demanded restoration of 400acres 
of land which is under cultivation by 
the villagers. 
He also told that earlier written 
representation by large no. of 
villagers has been given to the 
administration with a request for 
shifting of the villages. 

 Entire Land of 105.22Ha within 
the lease area is a government 
land and none of the villagers 
own any part of the land. 
Therefore, no villager will loose 
any land as stated by the 
complainant. 

 There is no question of 
restoration of land since almost 
all the land within the lease 
area (263.05 acre) is still 
unmined. 

 There is no ground nut farming 
or any agricultural activity 
within the lease area right from 
the inception of the lease. 

 There is no habitation within 
the lease area hence shifting of 
any villager does not arise. 
Moreover, the land within the 
lease area is government land 
which has been allotted to the 
Project proponent hence any 
decision regarding this land can 
be taken only by the 
government. 

 
3.  Mr. E. Chinna He expressed concern that: 

a)Depletion of ground water levels,  
 

a) Since the depth of mining has 



Ramanaiah, R/o. 
Siddavaram 
Grampanchayat, Kota 
Mandal, SPSR Nellore 
District. 

 been decided as per Nellore 
subcommittee report which 
restricts mining only upto 2.5m 
from the ground level or 1m 
above the water table hence 
ground water level will not be 
disturbed as PP has committed 
to adhere to all the conditions as 
per Nellore Sub-committee and 
approved mining plan. 

b) Recurring cost per annum Rs. 
14.67 Lakh  

   c) Rs. 1.0 Lakh/year towards 
Public Health and Safety. 

d) Rs. 2.5 Lakh/year towards 
Occupational Health of the 
workers.  

 
Pisciculture/fish farming will be 
done in mined out pit in 
consultation with the 
Panchayat. Due permission will 
be taken from the government. 

b)Increase in soil salinity,  
c)dry up of crops due to water scarcity 
thereby affecting livelihoods of the 
locals.  
 

b & c)  Water table will not be 
disturbed and there will be no use of 
chemical during mining therefore 
water quality will not be disturbed. 
Moreover, the quality of water will 
be monitored regularly as per EC 
condition. No crop is grown in the 
lease area and as the 
recommendation of Nellore 
subcommittee is strictly adhered to 
therefore the crop of the 
surrounding areas will not be 
disturbed due to proposed mining. 

 
d) He requested District Administration 
for restoration of 400 acres of land 
which is under cultivation by the 
villagers. 

d) Mining area is 105.22 Ha which is 
263.05 acres. There is no cultivation 
done in the area. Hence livelihood of 
the local people will not be 
disturbed. 
- There is no question of 
restoration of land since almost 
all the land within the lease area 
(263.05 acre) is still unmined. 

 



4. Mr. E. Ram Mohan, R/o. 
Siddavaram 
Grampanchayat, Kota 
Mandal, SPSR Nellore 
District. 

He said that the project will cause 
large scale environmental damage 
including depletion of ground water 
level and disturbing the livelihood to 
name a few. 

Water table will not be disturbed as 
mining will be strictly done upto 2.5m 
from the ground level as per 
recommendations of Nellore 
subcommittee report, approved mining 
plan and conditions of Environmental 
Clearance. 
There is no agriculture done in the 
lease area and thus livelihood of the 
locals will not be disturbed due to 
proposed mining. 
 

5. Mr. Vijaya Reddy, 
Environmental activist, 
NGO, Nalgonda, 
Telangana State 

He stated that Silica sand is required 
for prominent application in 
industrial sectors like glass, 
foundries, electrical and electronics 
etc. However he suggested  
following points be kept in mind: 
a) Lack of effective system causing 

loss of public trust 
b) Lack of transparency in revenue 

records towards the mining lease 
in question. 

c) No field survey conducted to 
confirm land details. 

 
a) b) and c)-The contents mentioned 

in these points relate to 
government. The mining lease has 
been allotted to the PP after 
detailed survey by the 
Government and the mining will 
be conducted as per approved 
mining plan based on the terms & 
Conditions of Nellore Sub- 
committee report and EC 
conditions. All efforts will be 
made to have mutual trust 
between the Gram Panchayat and 
PP while doing mining. 

d) No thorough Social survey 
conducted. It however may be 
conducted and submitted for public 
information. 
e) Baseline data particulars such as 
Flora Fauna are not given in the report. 

d) & e) The baseline study has been 
duly conducted in the study area 
from Oct-Dec-2015. Similarly Socio-
Economic Survey Report and Eco-
Biodiversity Study detailing Flora 
and Fauna in the study area are 
properly given in the EIA report in 



chapter 3. Therefore it is not correct 
to say that baseline study is not 
conducted. 

f) Sand dunes should be restored 
as they act as filters and filter 
out saline thus make water 
potable. 

g) Industrial development should 
not be done at the cost of 
environment. 

F & g) Mining will be done as per 
the approved mining plan and by 
following all terms and conditions 
that may be incorporated in the EC. 
Hence, the mining activity will not 
be at the cost of environment. 

6.  Mr. Y. Chenna Kesava 
Reddy, NGO, 
Environmental Activist, 
Yerragunta village, 
Kadapa district. 

While supporting the project he 
expressed his opinion regarding 
proposed project as below: 
a) Land allotment should be 

ascertained whether it is private 
or government. In case of 
government land mine lease 
should not be issued. 

 
 

a) Government has already issued 
the mining lease to PP in 
09.09.2003 and the entire land 
within the mine lease area is 
Govt. land. 

b) District administration should 
check whether the proponent has 
duly complied with the Rules and 
regulations in case of existing 
mines. 

 

b)The mining will be carried out after 
getting environmental clearance based 
on approved mining plan. 

 

c) Land oustees should be adequately 
compensated. 

c) It is government land and there was 
no habitation in the lease area 
therefore no person has been 
displaced. 

7. Mr. E. Nagaraju, R/o. 
Siddavaram Gram 
panchayat, Kota Mandal, 

He demanded for the verification of 
land allotted for the proposed 
project. 

The area has been duly surveyed 
and allotment of mining lease has 
been done based on Government 



SPSR Nellore District. revenue records. In any case the 
verification of land is in the domain 
of Government. 

8. Mr. Rayapu Murali, R/o 
Siddavaram 
Grampanchayat, Kota 
Mandal, SPSR Nellore 
District. 

He objected on the presence of 
people not connected to the project. 

This matter was handled by 
Chairman and Environmental 
Engineer who were conduction the 
Public hearing proceedings.  

 
WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED BEFORE AND AFTER PUBLIC HEARING 

Annexure-2 
 

1. Mrs. D. Sunanda, Sarpanch + 
more than 200 others, 
Village Siddavaram & 
Villagers 
Written Representation was 
2.1.2017 received on 
4.1.2017 is much before the 
date of public hearing dated 
16.1.2017 

Following points were given in written 
complaint: 
 Mining has not been done from last 18 

years. Once it starts it will affect Sona  
Calva and Sona Calva will be drained 
out. 

 Mining operation will affect agriculture 
in the area. 

  It may also adversely affect Flora and 
Fauna in the nearby areas. 

 
 There has been very limited mining done in the last few 

years only totaling to 11,799 T from 2004-05 to 2008-09 
financial years & 24891 T from 2009-10 to 2013-14 
financial year. Mining was stopped as Environmental 
Clearance was not obtained. Now the PP has applied for EC 
and will be following all the norms as stipulated in the 
mining plan and EC.  

 The lease area does not have any perennial or ephemeral 
water body including Sona Calva. Water table will not be 
disturbed as mining will be strictly done upto 2.5m from 
the ground level as per recommendations of Nellore 
subcommittee report, mining plan and conditions of 
Environmental Clearance. 

 Entire land within lease area is Government land. There is 
no agriculture done in the lease area and thus livelihood of 
the locals will not be disturbed due to proposed mining. 

 The land is barren and there is no ecologically sensitive 
flora and fauna reported with the area.  

 
2. Rural Environment Education They supported the proposed project for Under Corporate Environmental Responsibility, the Project 



and Health Awareness Society, 
NGO- Hyderabad 
Represented by H. Madubabu 
and Following NGOs 
1.Prakruthi Rural Development 
Society-A.P. 
2.Green Guard Safe Society, 
Hyderabad 
3. Adarsha People’s 
Agricultural Rural 
Development Education 
Society, Telangana 
4. T. Hussain, Naidu 
5. NGO representative-Mr. V. 
Abraham 
6.Tejaswini Rural Educational 
Development, Hyderabad 
7.Integrated Rural 
Development Society(IRDS), 
Nalgonda 
8.Environmental Protection 
Council, Nalgonda 
9.Danda Kondamma Charitable 
Trust-Hyderabad 
10.Mother Organization, 
Hyderabad 
 

grant of Environmental Clearance as it will 
generate employment in the area. However 
expressed concern about following: 
 The fund allocated towards Corporate 

Environmental Responsibilities should 
be spent in providing facilities such as 
drinking water, good education in the 
area, hospitals etc. 

proponent is aware about the welfare measures that should 
be taken by the PP in order to benefit the local villagers. 
These include following provisions among others; 
 At the maximum production level the project will 

contribute to the extent of Rs. 67.5Lakh /annum in the 
District Mineral Fund which will be primarily utilized for 
the improvement of infrastructure of villages. 
In addition to District Mineral Fund the PP has committed 
an amount of Rs. 14.5 Lakhs/annum towards welfare. The 
expenditure heads towards CER are given in above in 
Compliance table. Where Drinking water and Sanitation 
facilities etc will be provided. 
 

3.  Area under mining should be planted 
and green belt should be developed in 
33 to 40% area. Plantation should be 
carried out in nearby villages. 

 

 Green belt will be developed in consultation with the 
District forest office and suitable species will be planted. 
Plantation drive will be initiated in the nearby area under 
CER in consultation with Village Panchayat. Fund has been 
allocated for the same. The detail of plantation is given in 
the EIA report in Ch-4(section 4.12) and 9(section 9.3). 
Plantation will be done as per EIA report and EC 
conditions. 40% plantation in lease area is not possible as 
the mineral reserve will be blocked. Mining will be done 
as per approved Mining plan and plantation will be done 
as per EMP. 

 Ground water development should be 
ascertained by construction of rain 
water harvesting structure in the area. 
 

 Since the area is sandy and the water table is 
encountered at a very shallow depth hence rain water 
harvesting structure is not a suitable option. Mined out 
pits will be converted into fish farming ponds which will 
be utilized for Pisciculture.  This will provide livelihood to 
the locals and increase ground water. This will be done in 
consultation with village Panchayats and with due 
permission from the Government. 

 All the norms stipulated by the  PP will strictly adhere to all the norms for environmental 



government regarding control of 
pollution should be followed. 

safeguard as stipulated in the mining plan and EC. 
 

 There should be arrangement of training 
for the unemployed youth for skill 
development so that they can get jobs. 
 

 Skill based trainings will be organized time to time to 
enhance skills of the local youth. This will enhance job 
opportunities for them. The fund has been allocated in 
the Public hearing Compliance Annexure-1 Commitment 
table.  

a) (Rs. 1 Lakh/year towards skill development, 
Sanitation and Drinking Water Rs. 1.5Lakh/year, 
Awareness drive and nearby plantation Rs. 1 
Lakh/year. 

b) For Public Health Rs. 1.0 Lakh/year has been 
allocated and Safety and Rs. 2.5 Lakh/year towards 
Occupational Health of the workers.  

 
 Roads should be improved in the nearby 

area for better infrastructure. 
 There shall be regular maintenance of nearby roads. 
 

 Waste water should be utilized for 
plantation. 

 There will be no waste water generation however rain 
water collected in the mined out pit will be used for 
plantation and sprinkling for dust control. 

3. Smt. Sunanda Reddy- NGO She stated following: 
 The Baseline study includes study of 

ambient Air quality, water quality and soil 
quality and covers other parameters. 
However she requested for Survey to 
assess the status of  health, agriculture 
and water resources in the nearby area. 

 

 The EIA report has been prepared as per Terms of 
Reference granted by the MOEF& CC. All the points have 
been included in the EIA report. However, when the 
mining starts we will conduct health check up programs. 
Year wise funds have been allocated and detailed in the   
Public hearing Compliance Annexure-1 Commitment 
table. 

   Mining should be done in step wise 
manner in the lease area of 52.76 Ha. 

 

 Our lease area is 105.22 Ha and not 52.76Ha as given in 
the submission of Smt. Sunanda Reddy. Mining will be 
done as per approved mining plan and conditions of 
Environmental Clearance. 

   There should be development of green 
belt, rain water harvesting to increase 

 Green belt will be developed in consultation with the 
District forest office and suitable species will be planted. 



ground water recharge in the area. 
 

Plantation drive will be initiated in the nearby area under 
CER in consultation with Village Panchayat. Fund has been 
allocated for the same. The detail of plantation is given in 
the EIA report in Ch-4(section 4.12) and 9(section 9.3). 
Plantation will be done as per EIA report and EC 
conditions. 40% plantation in lease area is not possible as 
the mineral reserve will be blocked. Mining will be done 
as per approved Mining plan and plantation will be done 
as per EMP. 

  Since the area is sandy and the water table is 
encountered at a very shallow depth hence rain water 
harvesting structure is not a suitable option. Mined out 
pits will be converted into fish farming ponds which will 
be utilized for pisciculture.  This will provide livelihood to 
the locals and increase ground water. This will be done in 
consultation with village Panchayats and with due 
permission from the Government. 

   There should be provision of facilities to 
the locals such as hospital facilities, 
education for the children, training for 
skill development etc. 

 Skill based trainings will be organized time to time to 
enhance skills of the local youth. This will enhance job 
opportunities for them. The fund has been allocated in 
the Public hearing Compliance Annexure-1 Commitment 
table.  

 District Mineral Fund will be utilized for improving the 
hospital and education facilities. 

4. Ingilala Yedukondalu+5others, 
village Varagali 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

No comment needed 

5. Dara  Yedukondalu+5 others, 
village Varagali 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 

6. Dara  Kotamma+4, village 
Varagali 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 

7. Kota Ventakkakrishnayya+3 
others,village Varagali 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 

8. Dara Yerraich,+ 4 others, 
Village Varagali 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 

9. Shaikh Karimulla +2 Others 
Village Momidi, Chillakur 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 



 
 

Mandal 
10. Gonu Peda Papaich + 4 others, 

village Yeruru, Chillakur 
Mandal, SPSR Nellore 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 

11. Aruru Mohan +3 others, 
Village Chinthavaram, 
Chillakur Mandal, SPSR 
Nellore 

They have supported the project as the project will 
generate employment 

Do 


