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Proiects

PART.I

t

Agenda No. 34841
(File No. lrc6n0B)
Proposed Black granite quarry over an extent of r.32.5 Ha in s.F.No. 533t2 of
lGrandapalli Village. Denkanikottai raluk, Krishnagiri Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu by ws.
Tamil Nadu Minerals Limlted - for Environmental Clearance Extension .
(SlMfN/MlN/2 illsn0B dated t5.05.2018)

Earlier, this proposal was placed in 319,h Meeting of SEAC held on
12.1o.2o22.The project proponent gave detaired presentation. The detairs of the
project furnished by the proponent are available in the website (parivesh.nic. in).

The SEAC notd the following:

L The project proponent M/s. Tamil Nadu Minerals Limited has applied for
Environmental clearanceExtension for the proposed Brack granite quarry over
an extent of 1.32.5 Ha in S.F.No. 533/2 of Karandapalli Village,

Denkanikottai Taluk, Krishnagiri Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu.

2" The project/activity is covered under Category "82', of ltem I (a) ,,Mining of
Mineral Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2005.

3. EC Sranted vide SETAA-TN/F.No.l t06lECll ( a)/35O/2O13, Dated 2O.O5.2O13 for
a period of 5 years and was valid up to 19.05.201g.

4. As per mining plan, the leare period is 30 years. The firrt scheme of mining
given in the approved mining plan is for a period of five years & the
production shourd not exceed ro33.gr5 mj of Brack granite. The annuar peak

production 21O.75 m3 of Black granite (2"dyear).

5. Based on the presentation made by the proponent, SEAC

quarry operation was carried out until August 2Ol5 and
operation was stopped from AuguJt 2015 onwards ensuing

Notification dt.2O.O8.2Ol4 for obtaining the NBWL clearance

r Cauvery North Wild Life Sanctuary (10 Km radius).

CHAI

noted that, the

further mining

MoEF& CC

MEMB

SEAC

r taluk



6. Now the PP has requested for Extension of EC for the non-operative period of

3 years to extract the remaining quantity as the lease area does not fall under

Cauvery North Wild Life Sanctuary Eco sensitive zoneas per MoEF&CC

Notification dated Ol.0l .2022.

7. The PP had submitted the copy of letter obtained from the Dy Director

(Geology&Mines)forlegalizedexcavationandPermitsobtaineddurinsthe

EC period.

The proposal was placed before the 3l9th Meeting of SEAC held on

12.1O.2O22 and the PP has informed the following.

oTheleaseisvalidisvalidfrom2S.2.2Ollto2T'2'2O4lartheletter

from DD. Dept of geology and Mining, Krishnagiri, dated' 08'05'2018

clearlY indicates that.

".....1n the Govt order 3(D) No'17 lnd (MME-I) Dept Dt'

14.2.2011, Tvl TAMIN Ltd.. were granted a black granite

quarrying lease in 5F. No. 533/2 over an extent of 1'32'5 Ha in

Karandapalli village, Denkanikottai Taluk' and the period of

lease is from 28.2.2011 to 27 '2'2041"""*

o Due to lack of marketing trend the PP have not operated the mine

continuously after having obtained the EC in the year 2013' The

quantity of 'recovered saleable ore' depends on many factors such as

the geology of the site, physical & geo-mechanical Properties of the

rock, quarrying technology' market demand etc' Further' the

'Recovery' is difficult to be estimated always precisely due to poor

density & thickness of the granite, poor porosity' Visual appearance

where it is being obterved with dings' dents' scratche' or uneven

surfaces and however the RoM can easily be quantified at the time of

PreParation of mining Plan.

o However. the PP has obtained the 'Non-OPerative Status of the

Quarry' &'Legalized Permit' only to transport the quantity of 4'337m1

on 12.8.2O15 as the letter from DD' Dept of geology and Mining'
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5l.No DEtails of Amount

Remitted

Bulk

permit

No.

Despatch

slip No.

Quty. For permit

lsrued (ln CBM)

Date of

issued

I Rs. 20.00O/-

(r0.8.20r5)

18475 1,2,3 4.337 r.08.2015

The Cauvery (North) wild life sanctuary is located at a dirtance of 9.9O

km South and Eco-sensitive zone is 2.l5km.

Now, the lease area does not fall under Cauvery North Wild Life

Sanctuary Eco sensitive zoneas per the recent MoEF&CC Notification
dated O1.O1.2022.

The PP has applied for seeking the extension of EC on 16.05.201g when

the validity of the existing EC is scheduled to expire on 19.05.201g and

it means that the PP had applied for seeking the extension of existing EC

as a valid and subsisting environment clearance is held by him.

Further, the PP has clarified that the extension of validity was applied

only to the remaining quantity available for the EC already granted in

2013.

The PP have also informed that the wajte produced from the quarrying
including the granite rejects will be stacked temporarily in the

mineralized zone within the lease hold area at present by maintaining

adequate stability and suitable plantation as indicated in the progressive

mine closure plan. However, it will be utilized as per the final mine
closure plan as approved by the competent authority one year before
the final closure of the mine under the provisions of the Cranite
Conservation and Development Rules, 1999.

Based on the above application. the SEAC have considered the following
conditions in related to this proposal:

L Legal Provisions

OBSERVATIONS IN CASE Or'UIS. 5.N. MOHANTY & ANOTHER V, UNION OF
INDIA && oTHERs, tN w.p.(c) 2025nO12-
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"....1n our view it doet not mean that if a person has a valid and subtisting EC at

the point of time he seeks a renewal of the mining lease, he would still be

required to obtain another EC prior to the grant of renewal by the respondents.

That, in our view it not the intent and purPort of the Supreme Court directions

in M.C. Mehta (supra). The clear direction of the tupreme Court was that there

ought not to be any mining activity without an EC. lf the lease holder already has

a valid and subsitting EC, there cannot be a requirement that during the validity

and subsistence of the said EC, hewould be asked to get another EC at the Point

he seeks renewal....."

MoEF CC 5.O No. 674 (E). Dated. 13.03.2013'

" no fresh environmental clearance is required for a mining Project or activity at

the time of renewal of mining lease, which has atready obtained environmental

clearance under EIA Notification, 2006."

MoEF CC OM No. Z-11O11nSnO12-lA.ll (M) (Pt.)' Dated' 02.06.2014:

,,...that the requirement of environmental clearance shall not be applicable at the

time of renewal of mining lease for all cases including pending cases if the

environmental clearance hat already been obtained under the notification of

2005".

MoEF CC OM No. J-11}ln/l5no1, -lA.ll (M), Dated. 20.03.2015 -Valid & subsisting

EC

,,The Ministry has received reference on the applicability of the provision of

requirement of Environment clearance (EC) at the time of renewal of lease, even

if a valid and subsisting environment clearance is held by a PP' at the point of

time the PP seeks renewal of the mining leate.

After due consideration and examination of relevant judicial pronouncementt

and the oMs issued in this regard, it it ctarified that the PP which has a valid and

subsisting EC for their mining proiect either under EIA 1994 or EIA

Notification 2OO6, witt not be required to obtain fresh EC at the

CHAI
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2.

3.

of the leate. This it subject to the maximum period of vatidity of the EC being for
mining lease for 3O years."

MoEF CC 5.O No. tl4l (E), Dated. Z9.O4.2O15"

" the validity may be extended by the regutatory authority concerned by a
maximum period if an application it made to the regulatory authority by the

applicant within the validity period, together with an updated Form t.....
.,...'Provided further that the reguratory authority may arso consurt the Expert

Appraisal committee or State Lever Expert Apprainl Committee, at the cate may
be, for grant of tuch extention."

The SEAC have also observed that the pp have appried for the extension of
validity of Environment crearance (EC) when the rease period is arive and having
the validity for 5 years as per the Scheme of Mining approved by the competent
authority.

Further' it is informed that every mining pran dury approved shal be varid for the
entire duration of the lease under the provisions of the 6ranite conservation &
Development Rules, 1999. Here, the pp, who has already been granted quarrying
lease for Granite for a period of five years. had obtained the extension of reaie
for a further period of 30 years (Up to 21.2.2041) with the approved scheme of
mining obtained under Rure 12 of 6cDR, r999as the retter from DD, Dept of
geology and Mining, Krishnagiri, dated. Og.O5.2Olg indicates clearly.
Under these circumstances, the pp had requested to extend the EC period up to
another 19 years (30 years from the date of grant of original EC period) as the
First Scheme of Mining has been approved by the competent authority and also
there is no modification or increase in production quantity/extent.
Further, the EMP for the project has been finalised based on total RoM& peak
annual RoM and not based on ,meagre quantity of saleable ore,.
SEAC also noted that the pp has not asked for any change in the area, or in RoM.
or in the peak annual RoM.

4.

5.

6.

MEM



Besides, The PP had also submitted the application seeking the extension of EC

validity to the regulatory authority when he has a'valid and subsittinS EC' (i.e.,) within

the validity period of the present EC. which legitimately satisfies the oM/lrlotifications -

MoEF CC OM No. )'11O11/15/2O12-lA.ll (M), Dated. 20.03.2015 &MoEF CC 5'O No'

1141 (E), Dated. 29.04.2015 issued by the MoEF& CC. Hence, the SEAC concludes that

the PP is qualified to get the extension of the validity of EC as Per the Notifications

issued by the MoEF& CC from time to time.

Based on the presentation made by the proponent, SEAC decided to recommend the

proposal for the grant of Environmental Clearance for the remaining quantity

1.O2g.478 m3 of Black Granite. subiect to certain as stated therein '

The subject was placed in 564th Authority held on 28]02022' The authority noted

that this proposal was placed for appraisal in 319'h meetins of sEAC held on 12.10.2022

and the SEAC decided to recommend the issue of Environmental clearance subject to

certain conditions ttated therein.

After detailed discussions' the Authority noted that.

i. The PP shall furnish the reason for not obtaininS NBWL clearance before

commencement of work, since EC was istued to the project vide Lr'No'JEIAA-

TN /F. N o. l l 05/EC /1 (a) / 35O / 2013'date d 20'O5'201 3 sti pulates that'

ii. ' .........subiected to tPecific condition that the Environmental clearance is

tubiect to obtaining prior clearance from Forertry and witdlife angle including

clearance from the rtanding committee of the National Board for Vr'ildlife as

applicable before issue of permit/Content b ertablith by the ComPetent

Authority/before ttarting any activity at tite" """" '

iii. The PP shall submit certified compliance report'

iv. The DD in his letter dated 08'05'2018 had only forwarded the views of

proponent and had not Siven any specific recommendation for the non-

operative period. Hence' DD may be requested to give specific

recommendation.

The PP shall furnish CTO copy obtained from TNPCB'

It is observed that, the PP has not devised a scientific

mitigation measures during the project period' Hence'

the
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requested to submit EMP with mitigation measurei related to ecological

impacts due to the proposed activity covering the project period.

vii. The PP shall furnish Detailed EMP, Disaster management plan & Risk

assessment for the approved scheme of mining.

viii. The proponent shall submit a life cycle assessment which must be based on

cradle to grave analysis emphasizing on the impacts due to the proposed

activity.

ln view of the above, the authority after detailed discussion decided to refer back the
proposal to SEAC for re-appraisal.

Now the proposal was placed in this 348,h Meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023. The

Project proponent has made a presentation along with clarification for the above

shortcomings observed by the 5EIAA.

Sl No Remark called for by SEIAA Response

I Certified Compliance Report TAMIN has applied and requerted
the lntegrated Regional Office ,
MoEF&CC to get CCR vide the
Divisional Manager, TAMIN Letter
Rc .1557 /D/2O19, dated.l 3.10.2022

2. The DD (Mines) in his letter dated
08.05.2018 had only forwarded the
views of proponent and had not
given any specific recommendation
for non-operative period. DD may be
requested to give specific
recommendation.

As directed specific recommendation
for non-operative period has been o
obtained from DD(Mines)
Krishnagiri vide Letter Roc
No.962/2O2O/Mines, dated
18.O1.2023.

3. Copy of Consent to Operate from
TNPCB

While approaching DEE, Hojur to
get CTO, it was informed that as on
date there is no valid EC for this
project. lf TAMIN produces valid
EC, necessary CTO will be issued.

'rr#a'ffia"SEAC -TN
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Based on the presentation and document furnished by the Project proPonent,

SEAC decided to seek the following details from the proiect Proponent.

(i) The PP shall furnish certified compliance report.

on receipt of the reply, the committee will deliberate further and decide future

course of action.

Agenda No. 348{2
(File No. 4563t2O15)

Proposed Black granite quarry orer an extent of 1.12.0 Ha in s.F'No. 358/3(P) &

368/48 (P) of lGrandapalli Village, denkanikottai Taluk loishnagiri Dittrict, Tamil

Nadu by IWs. S.B.S. Granites ' for Environmental Clearance Extention

.(slMfN/MlN/2 e5922n022 dated 28.07.201 8)

The proposal was placed in 319'h Meeting of JEAC held on 12.10.2022. The details of

the project furnished by the proponent are available in the website (parivesh.nic.in).

Basic Featurer of the Project:

l. The projea Proponent M/s. 5.B.5. 6ranites has applied for Environmental

ClearanceExtensionfortheproposedBlackgranitequarryoveranextentof

1.12.0 Ha in S.F.No. 368/3(P) & 368/48 (P) of Karandapalli Village'

denkanikottai Taluk, Krishnagiri District' Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "B2" of ltem l(a) "Mining of

Mineral Proiects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification. 2O06'

3. Lr. No. SEIAA'TN/F' No' 4563lECll(a)/2854/2o15' dated l5'02'2016 for

Environmental clearance.

4. As per mining plan, the lease period is 20 years' The mining plan is for the

period of five years & the production should not exceed l4'984m3RoM

(Recovery @ 25o/o ' 3,746m3 of Black granite and Granite waste @ 7 5o/o -

ll.238m3withanUltimatedepthofmining32mBelowgroundlevel.The

annual peak production 3090m3 (RoM) of Black Sranite (3'd year)'

Based on the presentation made by the proponent, SEAC noted the following

significant points:

. The quarry lease was granted vide 6.O'(3D) No'91' lndustries (MMB 3)

09.1',I 2005Department Dated 19.O9.2OO5 for a period of twenty years fro

MEMB

to 08.1'1.2025.
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The quarry lease executed on 09.11.2005 and the lease is valid till 08.11.2025.

Environmental Clearance granted on 15.O2.2016 vide Lr.No. SEIAA-T

/F.No.4563 /EC/1 (a) /285 4/2015 dated I 5.02.201 6 for the production quantity

of 3746 cu.m of Black Granite from the executed lease hold area for a depth

of 27 m.

The quarry operation was carried out till May 2O1Z after obtaining the

necessary 'Legalized Permit' from the office of the Dy. Director (6eology &
Mining) to extract & transport the blocks of Black 6ranite for the quantity of
2665.339 m3only from the quarry.

The Cauvery (North) wild life sanctuary is located at a dirtance of 2.60 km

west from the quarry lease

However, due to the notified Cauvery North Wildlife Sanctuary, the
quarrying operation was suspended from May 2Oll to May 2020 for
obtaining the NBWL clearance from the Competent Authority due to MOEF
draft notification as the buffer zone for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary was

falling within 1O kms from the quarry.

ln the meanwhile, the final notification of Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary of
MoEF had declared 1 km buffer zone for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary on
o1.01.2020.

As per the above final notification of MOEF for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary.

the Revenue Divisionar officer, Hosur, had submitted his observations vide
letter Roc. No.552/2o2o/(82) dated 24.03.2o2o. Simitarty, the witdlife
Warden, Hosur had submitted his recommendations vide letter Rc. No
27O2/2O2O/L dated, 19.03.2020 to the office of Dy. Direcror (6eotogy &
Mining).

Based on the above administrative and wird rife crearances received from the
competent authorities, the Dy. Director (Geology & Mining) had allowed the
lesser to continue quarry from lg.O5.2O2O.

o The PP had nated that he had obtained

Status of the Quarry' &,Legalized permit'

2655.339 mr vide the letter received from

the certificate for 'Non-Operative

only to transport

DD, Dept of geol

MEM
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Krishnagiri dated. 09.03.2022 and it is clearly given as below:

Sl.No Period /Year
EC quantlty

(incbm)

Permit Quantity

(incbm)

I
1 6.O2.2O1 6 t o I 6.06.2O2O 3746 2665.339

As the quarry wal non-oPerative from May 2017 to lSth May 2020 and the

validity period of EC had expired on 14.02.2021' the quarry had been left with

1081 cbm of Black Granite remaining under the EC granted in 2016' Hence the

PP had made a request for Extension of EC for the extraction of the remaining

quantity.

Further, the PP had cited the reasons of the outbreak of the corono virus

(covid-I9) and subsequent lockdowns which had put the quarrying operation

on hold even though the permit was available to operate the quarry after May

2020.

Here, the SEAC had observed theMoEF&CC Notification 5.O. 1247(E), dated

thel8March,2O2l.natingthat".....thePeriodfromthelstApril'2020tothe

3trtMarch,2o2lshaltnotbeconsideredforthepurposeofcalculationofthe

period of vatidity of Prior Environmental Clearances granted under the

provisions of this notification in view of outbreak of corona Virus (COVID'|9)

and subsequent lockdowns (totat or paniat) declared for itt control' however'

all activities undertaken during this period in retPect of the Environmental

Clearance granted shall be treated as valid.....""

Hence, the validity of the EC issued earlier in 2016 is deemed to be valid upto

13.02.2022.

. Further, the PP had applied for grant of extension of validity of EC for the

extraction of remaining quantity of black Sranite on 12'03 '2021 when the

subsistingECisheldbytheproponentwhichfulfillstheeligibilitytoobtain

the extension of EC validity under the MoEF Notifications issued under MoEF

CC OM No. J-llOll/15l2O12-lA.ll (M), Dated' 2O'O3'2O15 &tvloEF CC S'O

MEM
SEAC- TN
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. The SEAC have also observed that the PP have applied for tr/e pfension or--a w-
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validity of Environment Clearance (EC) when the lease period is alive and

having the Approved Mining Plan valid till 08.11.2025 under the provisions

of Rule 22 (6) of Mineral Concession Rules 1960 which stater that
"...The mining plan once approved shall be valid for the entire duration of the

leale:....."

Further, it is informed that every mining plan duly approved shall be valid for

the entire duration of the lease under the provisions of the 6ranite

Conservation & Development Rules, 1999.

. However, the Earlier EC was irsued to the proiect vide Lr.No.JE|AA-T

/F.No.4563/EC/I(a)/2854/2015 dated 15.02.2015 stiputates that,

".........subjeaed b specific condition that the Envhonmental

deanne fu subject to obtaining prior dearane fiom Forcstry and
wildlife angle including dearane from the standing committe of
the National Boatd for lWldlife as applicable before isue of
permit/Content to ettablith by the Competent Authority/before

starting any activity at tite........,.

On the other hand, while examining the records, it is revealed that the quarry
operations had been commenced as per EC the validity from 15.02.2016 after
obtaining the 'Permits' to mine out 6. transport the mineral (Black Granite) from DD,

Dept of geology and Mining, Krishnagiri but without obtaining prior crearance from
Forcrtry and wildlife angle lncluding dearance fiom the rtanding committfi of the
Natlonal Board for Dltldlife NRWL).

Hence the SEAG observed the failure to obtain the prior clearance from NBWL
beforc the commencement attracted the section 15 of the Environment (proteaion)
Act' 1985' However, SEAC also noted that the quarrying operation commenced after
having obtained the permits from the office of the Dy. Direaor (Georogy & Mining)
to operate the quarry till the month of May 2ol7 and the pp had also obtained the
certificate on 'Non-operative status of the euarry'vide the retter of DD, Dept of
geology and Mining, Krishnagiri dated. 09.03.2022 for the

quarry from May 2017 to lSrh May 2020.

period of
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Based on the pretentation made by the proponent, SEAC decided to

recommend the proposal for the grant of Environmental Clearance for the remaining

quantity. SEAC decided to recommend for Extension of the validity of EC for the

remaining quantity l,O8lm3 of Black Granite for ultimate depth of 32 msubiect to the

other conditions ttipulated in the EC vide Lr.No. SEIAA'T

lF.No.4563/EC/1(a)/2854/2O15 dated 15.02'2016 remains unchanged and unaltered,

in addltion to the certain sPecific conditionJ:

The subject was placed in 554'h Authority held on 28.1O.2022. The authority noted

that this proposal was placed for appraisal in 319'h meeting of SEAC held on

12.10.2022 and the SEAC decided to recommend the issue of Environmental

Clearance subject to certain conditions ttated therein.

The authority noted that,

(i) The PP shall furnish the reason for not obtaining NBWL clearance before

commencement of work, since EC was issued to the proiect vide

Lr.No.SEIAA-T /F.No.4563 IEC/I (a) /285 4/2015 dated I 5'02'2o16 sti pulates

that.
,,.........rubjected to tpecific condition that the Environmental clearance it tubiect to

obtaining prior clearance from Forestry and wildlife angle including clearance from

the rtanding committee of the National Board for wildlife as applicable before issue

of permit/Consent b enabtith by the Competent Authority/before ttarting any

activity at tite........".

(ii) The PP shall submit certified compliance report.

(iii)TheDDinhisletterNo.Roc.No.3O5/2o22/Minesdated09.03.2022hadonly

forwarded the views of proponent and had not Siven any specific

recommendation for the non-operative period'

(iv)Rs.2 Lakhs has been levied by SEAC towards failure of PP to comply with

specific condition as laid in EC and directed the PP to pay the amount to

EMAT, Tamil Nadu. Further it is suggested that SEAC may obtain a

clarificationfromtheChiefWildLifeWarden/ForestDepartment/NBWLon

the action against contravention of NBWL Act. whether^this quarrying

operation attracts any penal provisions under the Wildlife Ptofelion Act'

sEAC. TN
72ME
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(v) The PP shall furnish CTO copy obtained from TNPCB.

ln view of the above, the authority after detailed discussion decided to refer back the

proposal to SEAC for re-appraisal.

Now the proposal was placed in this 348ih Meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023. The

Project proponent has made a presentation along with clarification for the above

shortcomings observed by the SE|AA.

5.No Query

i

Reply by PP

The PP shall furnish the reason for

not obtaining NBWL clearance

before commencement of work.

The Environmental Clearance had

many conditions and was totally not

aware about all the conditions and its

severity and as well the regulatory

authority permitted us for quarrying

by issuing Transport Permit until it
was asked for submission of NBWL

Clearance by regulatory authority, I

wain't aware of the mandate

requirements.

2 The PP shall submit certified

compliance report.

The PP has not obtained Certified

Compliance report.

his letter

I No. Roc.No.3O 5/2O22/Mines dated

09.O3.2022 had only forwarded the

views of proponent and had not

Siven any specific recommendation

for the non-operative period.

DDThe we had given vide representation to

the Deputy Director, Geology and

Mining, Krishnagiri for the non-

operation period for want of NBWL

clearance and request DD, G & M to
furnish the permit quantity, in this

regard the Deputy Director, Geology

and Mining, Krishnagiri have given

detailed reply to the iamg{

/\
/'
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The PP furnished letter from The

Wildlife Warden. Hosur dated

26.11.22 stating that.

"As per Wildlife Protection Act,

1972. there is no penal provision for

action against contravention of orders

of Environment lmpact Assessment

Authority with respect to wildlife.

AlJo, the act doei not sPeak about

the violation of permission from

National Board for Wildlife in case of

implementation of projea that affects

wildlife. As the Eco Sensitive Zone is

notified and administered under

Environment Protection Act' Wildlife

Protection Act, 1972 has no provision

for any violation of action in the

notified zone".

And the proiect ProPosed is

located at 2.60 km awaY from the

Cauvery North Wildlife Sanctuary. As

per Eco Sensitive Zone notification on

01.01.2020 for Cauvery North

Wildlife Sanctuary, the ESZ is notified

to a radius of lkm around the

Sanctuary and hence the ProPosed

project is located outside the notified

ESZ (1.6 km from the boundary of

ESZ).

Rs.2 Lakhs has been levied by SEAC

towards failure of PP to comply with

specific condition as laid in EC and

directed the PP to pay the amount

to EMAT, Tamil Nadu. Further it is

suggested that SEAC may obtain a

clarification from the Chief Wild Life

Warden/ForestDepartment/N BWL

on the action against contravention

of NBWL Act. whether this

quarrying operation attracts anY

penal provisions under the Wildlife

Protection Act.

After Receipt of Environmental

Clearance the DePetthent of
The PP shall furnish CTO coPY

CHAI
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obtained from TNPCB. C'eology and Mining issued quarrying

permit without Requirement of CTO

until May 2017. When approached

Pollution Control Board for obtaining

CTO it was informed to 5ubmit

NBWL Clearance. Now, the proposal

does not attract NBWL Clearance and

we are seeking EC validity for Non

operation period because as on date

the EC validity is lapsed as per the

order. Therefore. unable to obtain

CTO and now we assure that CTO

shall be obtained after EC Validity

extension.

Based on the presentation and document f@,
SEAC decided to seek the following details from the proiect proponent.

(ii) The PP shall furnish certified compliance report.

on receipt of the reply, the committee will deliberate further and decide future
course of action.

Agenda No: 348 - 03

(File No.5383/2022)

Proposed Black granite quarry over an extent or 2.44.oHa in s.F.No. 144/r and rM/2 of
odayandahalli Village. Denkanikottai raruk, Krishnagrri Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu by
Thiru.R.KRamesh - for Environrnental clearance Extension. (slA/TN^ilN/2 gsg2lno2z
dated 28.O7.2O18)

The proposar was praced in this 3r9,h Meeting of SEAC herd on r2.ro.2o22.
The details of the proiect furnished by the proponent are avairabre in the website
(parivesh. nic.in).

Basic Features of the Proiect:

l. The project proponent Thiru.R.K.Rameshhas applied for /Ehvftonmental

",s6^-,SEAC -TN
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ClearanceExtension for the proposed Black granite quarry over an extent of

2.44.OHa in 5.F.No. 144/1 and 144/2 of Odayandahalli Village, Denkanikottai

Taluk, Krishnagiri District, Tamil Nadu

2. The project/activity is covered under CateSory "82" of ltem 1(a) "Mining of

Mineral Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2005.

3. Lr. No. SEIAA-TN/F. No. 5383/ECfl(a)/337O/2O16. dated 20.07.2016 for

Environmental clearance.

4. As per mining plan, the lease period is 20 years. The mining plan is for the

period of five years & the production should not exceed 60.275m3RoM

(Recovery @ 2Oo/o - 12,055m3 of Black granite and Cranite watte @ 8Oo/o -

48,22Om3 with an ultimate depth of mining 31m Below ground level' The

annual peak production 4160m3 (RoM) of Black Sranite (3'd year)'

Based on the presentation made by the proponent, SEAC noted the following

significant points:

o The quarry lease was Sranted vide 6.0' (3D) No: 27, lndustries (MME-2)

Department Dated: 02.06.20l O for a period of twenty years from

28.06.2010 ro 27 .06.2030.

o The quarry lease executed on 28.O6.2010 and the lease is valid till

27.06.2030.

. Environmental Clearance granted on 20.O7.2016 vide Lr'No' SEIAA-TN/F'

No. 5 383/ECll ( a) /337 O /2016' dated 2O.O7'2016 for the production quantitv

of 3992 cu.m of Black 6ranite from the executed lease hold area for a depth

of 3l m (including ll m above ground level)'

.ThequarryoperationwascarriedouttillAPril2olTafterobtainingthe

necessary 'Legalized Permit' from the office of the Dy' Director (6eology &

Mining) to extract & tranrPort the blocks of Black Granite for the quantity of

1548.918 mr onlY from the quarry.

o The Cauvery (North) wild life sanctuary il located at a dittance of 2'50 km

west from the quarry lease

ctuary, the

r 2.O2O for
o However, due to the notified Cauvery North Wildlife 5

quarrying operation was suspended from May 2}ll to tl
5ffduary,

ilr* aozo
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obtaining the NBWL clearance from the Competent Authority due to MOEF

draft notification as the buffer zone for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary was

falling within l0 kms from the quarry.

ln the meanwhile, the final notification of Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary of
MoEF had declared 1 km buffer zone for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary on

01.01.2020.

As per the above final notification of MOEF for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary,

the Revenue Divisional Officer, Hosur, had submitted his observations vide

tetter Roc. No.552/2o2o/(82) dared 24.03.2o2o. Simitarty, rhe witdLife
Warden, Hosur had submitted his recommendations vide letter Rc. No
27O2/2O2O/L dated, 19.03.2020 to the office of Dy. Director (Geology &
Mining).

Based on the above administrative and wird life clearances received from the

competent authoritieJ, the Dy. Director (Geology & Mining) had allowed the

lesser to continue quarry from 18.O5.2O2O.

The PP had stated that he had obtained the certificate for 'Non-operative

Status of the Quarry' &'Legalized permit' only to transport the quantity of
1648.918 m3 vide the letter received from DD, Dept of geology and Mining.
Krishnagiri dated. 09.03.2022 and it is clearly given as below:

5l.No Period /Year
EC quantlty

0ncbm)

Perrilt Quantlty

0ndm)
I 08.09.201 6 to 16.O6.2Q2O 3992 1648.918

o As the quarry was non-operative from May 2O1Z to lg,n May 2O2O and the

validity period of EC had expired on 19.02.202r, the quarry had been reft with
2'343.08cbm of Brack cranite remaining under the Ec granted in 20r5. Hence

the PP had made a request for Extension of EC for the extraction of the
remaining quantity.

o Further, the PP had cited the reasons of the outbreak of the corono virus
(covid-I9) and subsequent lockdowns which had put the qua operation
on hold even though the permit was available to operate the

,*fifi$rpAo"
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2020.

Here, the SEAC had observed theMoEF&CC Notification 5.O. 1247(E). dated

the l8 March. 2021, stating that ".....the Period from the lst April, 2020 to the

3ttt March, 2O2l shall not be considered for the purpose of calculation of the

period of validity of Prior Environmental Clearances granted under the

provisions of thit notification in view of outbreak of Corona Virus (COVID-|9)

and tubtequent lockdowns (total or partial) declared for its control' however,

all activitiet undertaken during this period in retPect of the Environmental

Clearance granted thall be treated at va|id......".

Hence, the validity of the EC issued earlier in 2016 is deemed to be valid upto

18.07.2022.

Further. the PP had applied for grant of extension of validity of EC for the

extraction of remaining quantity of black Sranite on O4-O3.2022 &'

28.07.2022 when the subsisting EC is held by the proponent which fulfills the

eligibility to obtain the extension of EC validity under the MoEF Notifications

issued under MoEF CC OM No. )-11O11nSnO12-lA.ll (M)' Dated. 20'03'2015

&]r4oEF CC S.O No. ll4l (E), Dated' 29.O4'2015.

The SEAC have also observed that the PP have applied for the extension of

validity of Environment Clearance (EC) when the lease period i5 alive and

having the Approved Mining Plan valid till 27.06.2030 under the provisions

of Rule 22 (6) of Mineral Concession Rules 1960 which ttates that

"...The mining plan once aPProved thalt be valid for the entire duration of the

lease:....."

Further, it is informed that every mining plan duly approved shall be valid for

the entire duration of the lease under the provisions of the Granite

Conservation & Development Rules. 1999.

However, the Earlier EC was issued to the project vide Lr'No'5ElAA-T

/F.No.4563/EC/l(a) /2854/2015 dated 15.02.2015 stiPulatet that'

-.........subjeaed to specific condition that the Envirunmental

SEAC- TN



the National 0oatd for Wldlife as applicable before issue of
permit/Content to establish by the Competent Authority/before

ttarting any activity at tite.. ,.....,,.

On the other hand, while examining the records, it is revealed that the quarry

operations had been commenced as per EC the validity from 09.09.2016 after

obtaining the'Legalized Permits'to mine out & transport the mineral (Black 6ranite)
from DD, Dept of geology and Mining, Krishnagiri but without obtaining prior
clearance from Forcrtry and wildlife angle including clearan@ fiom the standing

committe of the National Roard for rmldtife NRW), fulfilling the MoEF draft
notification issued for Cauvery Wild Life Sanctuary.

Hence the SEAC observed the failure of obtaining the prior crearance from
NBWL before the commencement attractr the section 15 of the Environment
(Proteaion) Act, 1986 - 'Penalty for contravention of the provisions of the Act and
the rules, orders and dir€ctions' rtates that

'........ (l) whoever fairs to compry with or contravenet any of the provitiont
of this Act' or the ruret made or orders or directions issued thereunder, fiafl, in
retpect of each such failure or contravention, be punishable with imprbonment for a
term which may extend to five yea, or with fine which may extend to one rakh
rupeet, or with both, and in case the failure or contravention continuet, with
additional fine which may ertend to five thoutand rupeet for every day during which
such failure or contravention continuet after the conviction for the firrt,uch failure or
contravention.... "

However' the PP had accepted that the quarrying operation commenced after
having obtained the permits from the office of the Dy. Director (Georogy & Mining)
to operate the quarry till the month of May 2ol7 and obtained the certificate on
'Non'operative status of the euarry'vide the retter of DD, Dept of georogy and
Mining, Krishnagiri dated. Og.O3.2022 for the non_operative period of quarry from
May 2017 to 18,h May 2O20.

Based on the prerentation made by the proponent, decided to
recommend the propojal for the grant of Environmental Clearance

",,r%oo" CHAI
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quantity SEAC decided to rccommend for Extension of the validity of EC for the

remaining quantity 2.343.09 m3 of Black Granite for ultimate depth of 3l m

(including ll m above ground level)subject to the other conditions ttipulated in the

EC vide Lr.No. SEIAA-T /F.No.5383/ECll(a)/337o/2O16. dated 2O.o7.2016 remains

unchanged and unaltered, in addition to the folloMrinS specific conditions:

1. The prior Environmental Clearance granted for this mining proiect shall be valid

for the proiect life including production value as laid down in the mining plan

approved and renewed by competent authority, from time to time' subject to a

maximum of thirty years. whichever is earlier, vide MoEF&CC Notification 5.O.

I 8O7 (E) dated 12.04.2022.

However, PP shall pay the penalty amount of Rs. 2 lakhs towards the failure of

the proponent to comply with the aforesaid specific condition as laid in the EC

by depoJitinS it into the account of 'Environment Management Agenry of Tamil

Nadu (EMAT)', Department of Environment and Climate Change' Govt of Tamil

Nadu before lssue of the extenrion of validity of EC from the authority'

The proponent shall ensure that the transportation of the quarried Sranite stones

shall not cause any hindrance to the Village people/Existing Village Road and

shall take adequate safety precautionary measures while the vehicles are passing

through the schools / hospital. The Project Proponent shall ensure that the road

may not be damaged due to transPortation of the quarried Sranite stones; and

tranrport of granite stones will be as per IRC Cuidelines with resPect to

complying with traffic conSestion and density.

4. The Project Proponent shall take all possible precautions for the protection of

environment and control of pollution while carrying out the mining or

processing of granite in the area for which such licence or lease is granted'

5. As accepted by the Project Proponent. Rs. 10 lakhs shall be remitted to DFO'

Krishnagiri and the amount shall be spent for doinS mitiSation activities in the

Cauvery (North) wild life sanctuary before obtaining CTO from TNPCB'

6. The Proiect Proponent shall ensure that the fuqds rked for

environmental protection measures should be kept in

MEM
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3.
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should not be diverted for other purpose. Year-wise expenditure should be

reported to the MoEF& CC Ministry and its lntegrated Regional Office (lRO)

located in Chennai.

The subject was placed in the 554ih SEIAA Meeting held on 28.lo.2o22.The authority

noted that this proposal was placed for appraisal in this 3l9rh meeting of SEAC

held on 12.10.2022 and the SEAC decided to recommend the issue of Environmental

Clearance subject to certain conditions stated therein.

After detailed discussions, the Authority noted that,

I ' The PP shall furnish the reason for not obtaining NBWL crearance before

commencement of work, since EC was issued to the project vide Lr.No.SElAA-

TN /F.No.5383 /EC/t(a)/3310/2015 dated 20.Ot.2Ot6 jtiputate, that,

2. "-.-...-..tubjected to specific condition that the Environmentar crearance it
tubject to obtaining prior clearance from Forestry and witdlife angle including

clearance from the ttanding committee of the Nationat goard for wildlife at
applicable before issue of permit/content to ettabrith by the competent
Authority/before ttarting any activity at rite........,,.

3. The PP shall submit certified compliance report.

4. The DD in his letter No.Roc.No.305 /2o22/Mines dated 09.03.2022 had onry
forwarded the views of proponent and had not given any specific

recommendation for the non-operative period.

5' Rs.2 Lakhs has been revied by sEAC towards fairure of pp to compry with
specific condition as raid in EC and directed the pp to pay the amount to
EMAT' Tamil Nadu. Further it is suggested that SEAC may obtain a crarification
from the chief wird Life warden/Forest Department/NBwL on the action
against contravention of NBwL Act, whether this quarrying operation attracts
any penal provisions under the Wildlife protection Act.

6. The PP shall furnish CTO copy obtained from TNpCB.

ln view of the above, the authority after detaired discussion decided to refer back the
proposal to SEAC for re-appraisal.

Now the proposal war again placed in this 34g,h Meeting of
19.01.2023. Based on the presentation and document furnished

held on

project
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proponent, SEAC decided to seek the following details from the project

proponent.

l. The project proponent shall furnish the certified compliance report issued by

MoEF& CC / TNPCB for its existing EC.

On receipt of the reply, the Committee will deliberate further and decide future

course of action.

Agenda No: 348 -U
(File No.582412022)

Existing multicolor Granite mine Lease over an extent of 4.32-5 Ha at s.F.No.9flAl'

gnQ, gn,f.,9/2B, Thangawr VillaSe. EdaPpadi Taluk, Salem District, Tamil Nadu by

Thiru. Navinladdha extension of validity for the Environmental clearance issued

(SlVfN/MlN/2 654UnO22 dated: 1.04.2022)

Earlier, this proposal was placed in this 329'hMeeting of 5EAC held on 16.11.2022. T}]|e

details of the pro,iect furnished by the Proponent are available in the website

(parivesh. nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

l.ThePPhasobtainedEnvironmentalClearancevideLrNo.SEIAA-TN/F.No.

5824/1(a)/EC.No. 3862/2016 Dt. 14.11'2016 for the proposed multicolor

6ranite mine Lease over an extent of 4.32.5 Ha at S'F'No' 9/1A1' 9/242'

g/2A3, g/28, Thangayur Village. Edappadi Taluk, Salem District' Tamil Nadu'

2. The approved quantity as per Earlier EC is 30340 Cu'm of Multi coloured

granitefortheperiodof5yearsfromthedateofexecutionofmininglease.

3. The PP also obtained extension of Environmental clearance valid up to

13.11.2022 vide Lr No.5EIAA-TN /F'No. 5824lAmendment/2015 Dt'

3o.l0.2o2lbasedonMoEF&CCNotificationvideS.oNo.22l€Dt.18.1.2021

for COVID-I9.

4. The project/activity is covered under Category "82" of ltem 1(a) "Mining of

Mineral Proiects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification' 2005'

5. The PP has obtained ln Jcheme of mining for the period ot 2oJ1-22 to 2025'

2026 and applied for Extension of existing EC issued'

SEAC -TN
ARY 22ME



6.

7.

8.

9.

Now the PP has applied online through Parivesh portal vide proposal No.

SlA,rfN/MlN/265484/2022 dated: t.O4.2O22for the exrension of validity of EC

with all required documents.

Now, as per the Mineral Concession Rules, 1960 & 6ranite Conservation and

Development Rules, 1999, a Scheme of Mining was submitted for a five_year

period (2021-22 to 2025-26) and the Scheme of Mining was approved by the

Director of Geology and Mining, Cuindy, Chennai videRc. No.
55OO/MM4/2O21 dated 15.03.2022.

The Scheme of Quarrying was prepared and approved for quantity not
exceeding the quantity in previous Mining plan and there shall be no
modification in quantity or area of the proposal,

As per the mining plan, the lease period is for 20 years. The production for 5
years (as per approved scheme of mining 2o2r-22 to 2025-26) not to exceed -
ROM - 50517m3 (Recovery @600/o =3O31O m3& Waste@ 4Oo/o = 20207
m3Multi Colour Granite) with proposed depth of 30.5m(BGL). Annual peak

Production of ROM capacity: lo2l2 m3( 5rHyears)

Details of the Proposal

Name of the Owner / Firm Thiru. Navinladdha,

5/o. (Late) Sri Ramkeshwarladdha,

No.3l,zl, Chandramukhi,

Pattalamma Temple Street,

South End Circle, Basavanagudi,

Bengaluru - 560 OO4, Karnataka State - 560

004
Type of quarrying (savudu

Rough stone / Sand / Granite)

Multi-Colour Granite quarry

S.F No. of the quarry site with

area

break-up

9/1A1,2A2,2A3 &.28

Village in which situated

SEAC.TN
SEAC-

Sl. No.

I

2.

3.

4. I hangayur Village
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5. Taluk in which situated Edappadi Taluk

A District in which situated Salem District

7. Extent of Quarry (in ha.) 4.32.5 Ha

o. Latitude & Longitude of all

corners of the quarry site

1l'33'25.23"N to ll'33'34.85"N

7 7' 51'02.7 6"E to 77"51'10.08"E

9. Topo sheet No. 58 - E/14

10. Type of Mining Open Cast Semi Mechanized Mining

lt Period of Quarrying proposed Five Years (2021-22 to 2025-26)

12. Production (Quantity in mr) 50517m3 ROM, 30310m3 Granite Recovery

(600lo), 6ranite Wane (40olo)- 2O2O7m3

13. Depth of quarrying 30.5m (0.5m Topsoil + 10m Granite) BC'L

14. Depth of water table 5om-45m (BGL)

15. Man power requirement Per

day:

34 Employees

16. Source of Water Requirement Vendors and Existing Bore Well on nearby

quarry area

17. Water requirement:

l. Drinking & domestic

purposed (in KLD)

2. Dust Suppression, Green Belt

& Drilling (in KLD)

I.O KLD

0.3 KLD

0.3 KLD

0.4 KLD

18. Power requirement:

a) Domestic PurPose

b) lndustrial ProPose

TNEB

58,032 Liters of HSD

19.

20.

Whether any habitation within

3OOm distance

No

Precise Area Communication

approved by the, lndustries

(MMB.2) Department with date

t-..t to. A884 1"18.2/2016'1 Dt.28.7.2016 bv

Additional Chief Secretaryy to 6ovt

21. Mining plan approved bY Gtter. No: .55OO/MM4/2O21'li r\

.-r/'
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Assistant Director of Geology

and Mining Guindy with date

Dated:|5 .O3.2022

22. Arsistant Director, Department

of 6eology and Mining, with

date 500mts letter

Roc. No. 66O/2O15/Mines-A, Dated:

26.10.2016

23. VAO Certificate regarding 30Om

Radius letter dated

24. Project cost (excluding EMp

cost)

Rs.2.79 Cores

25. EMP cost Rs.3.80 Lakhs

25. CER cost l0 Lakhs as per SEAC Minutes
Based on the presentation a"

decided to recommend the proposar for the grant of Extension of Environmentar
clearance for the RoM quantity of 50517 mr which includes 3o310 m3 of Multi
colour Granite with annuar production capacity of not exceedin g 10272 m3of ROM
which induder 6153 m! of Murtr corour Granite for an urtimate depth of 3o.5 m
under the provisions of MoEF& cc oM No. J-il0il/r5l20r2-rA. il (M), dated.
20.03'2015 and MoEF& cc Notification s.o. il4r (E) dated. 29.04.20r5subject to
the standard conditions and normal conditions stipulated by MOEF&CC. in
addition to the certain specific conditions.

The proposal was praced in the 574'h Authority meeting herd on 2g.r1 .2022.
SEAC has furnished its recommendations to the Authority for granting Environmentar
clearanceto the Project subject to theconditions itated therein. After detailed
discussion, SEIAA decided to get the following details from the pp.

l' The earlier Environmentar crearance vide Lr. No. 5E|AA-TN/F.No .5824/r(a)/
EC. No:3862/2015 dated: 14.ll.2016 issued the production quantity
approved was 30340 cbm @ 4Oo/o recovery as per the mine plan. Further, it
was noted that the proponent had achieved a production quantity of only
3330.97 cbm @ llolo average. Hence, the proponent shall clarifo the detailj
regarding the difficulty in achieving 4Oolo recovery as

previous Environmental Clearance.

,/'
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2.When there is a balance quantity of mineral which amounts lo 27OO9.023 m1

to be mined out of the earlier quantity approved, what iJ need for the next

scheme of mining.

3.What is the strategy proposed by the proponent to offset the variation in the

recovery achieved against the proposed recovery. Since, it appears that the

methodology of quarrying and the recovery achieved appear5 to be not

sustainable.

4.The proponent shall submit the details regarding if any newer technology is

Soing to be implemented in order to achieve 50olo recovery. Since' the data

regarding the previous quantity mined out from the proposed quarry

indicates an inconsistenry in the quantity achieved in each year. Hence, the

target of achieving 600lo recovery (next scheme of mining) seems to be not

viable.

5.Such poor & delayed mining activity leads to extend excess carbon foot prints,

prolonged ecological disturbance to vegetation. biodiversity' This

disturbancetowatertable.soiletc.,resistinSinecologicalbalanceand

delayed mine closure & site recovery process. This may be justified'

Nowtheproposalwasplacedinthis34S'hMeetin8ofSEACheldonl9.ol.2023.

The Project proponent has made a presentation alonS with clarification for the above

shortcomings observed by the 5EIAA.

During the meetinS, the ProPonent stated that he had requested for an

automatic extension as per the MoEF&CC notification dated 12.04.2022 and o.M

daled 13.12.2022 and hence requested for the same.

SEAC noted that as per oM Dated 13.12.2022, Clarification on the amendment to EIA

Notification 2006 issued vide 5.o. No. 1807(E) dated 12.04.2022 with regard to

validity of Environment Clearance' para 2 (ii) states that...

"The Environment Clearances for which the proiect Proponentt have

submittedtheappticationforextensionofvalidityaspertheProvi'ion'ofthe
the date of pubtication *,-.ffr";",

vl,_
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12.04-2022 thall ttand automatically extended to retpective increased vatidity

at mentioned at Para no. I column (C) above."

Based on the presentation made by the proponent, the SEAC decided to confirm that
the proposal qualifies for'automatic extenrion' as per the aforementioned oM issued

b^/ the MoEF& CC.

Agenda No: 348{5
(File No: 644nO2O)
Proposed Lime stone quarry lease over an extent of 1.135 Ha at j.F. Nos. 252 n &
257/2 of Kallakudi Village, Lalgudi raluk, Trichy Disrrtct, Tamll Nadu by l\4/s.Dalmia
cement (Bharat) Limited - For Environmental clearance. (under Vlolatlon category)
(SIA/TN/MINZ680r',n}1a dated 14.05.2022)

The proposal was placed in 302^d Meeting of SEAC herd on lg.og.2 o22 and 325th

Meeting of SEAC held on o3.lo.2o22.The details of the minutes are available in the
website (www.parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

l. The Project Proponent, M/s.Dalmia Cement (Bharat) Limited has applied for
Environmentar crearance for the proposed Lime stone quarry rease over an
extent of r.r35Ha 5.F. Nos. 257/r &,257/2 0f Kailakudi Viilage, Largudi raruk,
Trichy District, Tamil Nadu.

2'The pro)ed/activity ir covered under category "Br" of ltem r(a) ,.Mining

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.
3. From the Review of Mining plan approved by the competent authority, the

mine was operated under deemed extension as per rule 24A(6) of MCRlg5O
but however as per the recent MMDR Amendment Act 2015, the varidity of the
mining rease is extended upto 3r.03.2030. rt has arso been a5certained that the
total production quantity should not exceed 2zlzl ronnes which includes
20991 Tonnes of Lime stone and 6lg0 Tonnes of Marl with maintaining the
annual peak production of 99lg Tonnes of Lime stone (5rh year) and 2520
Tonnes of Marl (2"d year).

4. ToR obtained vide Lr. 5E|AA-TN/F.No.6404/ToR-357/2018 dt. r7.05.2018.
5. Public Hearing held on 05.05.2022.

CHAI
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The proposal was placed in 57li Authority held on 21.11.2022 &' 22.11.2022.

The authority noted that the subject was appraised in 326ih SEAC meeting held on

0s.11.2022.

After detailed deliberation, the SEAC accePted the recommendation of the sub-

committee and decided to rccommend the proposal for grant of Environment

Clearance.

Authority after detailed deliberations Authority noted that,

1. As per the EIA submitted by the proponent in Parivesh portal for Prior

Environmental clearance. DCBL has operated Kallakudi Limestone Mine under

GO 262 after 15.01.2015 till 2ol6-17 and produced 3,381 Tonnes of Limestone

during violation Period of 9 montht. operating the Leate without EC is in

violation of EIA Notification 2006 (as amended). The mining activities are

stopped now and there is no Production from this Mine'

Hence, from the above, it is ascertained that the violation period was 9 months which

amounts to 27O days roughly.

Subsequently, in the inspection report, in Damage Cost Evaluation' as per CPCB

Guidelines' Environmental compensation formula. the number of days of violation is

considered to be 75 days and the Environmental compensation is arrived based on

this period of violation.

Hence, committee is requetted to examine the period of violation days and

accordingly may levy Environmental compensation'

2. Further, in the EIA report submitted by the proponent' it is nated that'

Mine Pits dewatering quantity is about 3,780 KLD during Pre monsoon and 8'340

KLD during Post monsoon Periods. The excess seepage water as well as R'ain water

collected from the Working Pits are pumped into Non-working Pits and stored for

further utilization. ln an average' about 5,O60 KLD from the Mine Pits is being

dewatered. About 1,200 KLD is being utilized for meeting the MineC water demand'

The balance quantity of 4,860 KLD can be utilized for supplementing the Raw water

demand of the Plant. Thus, about 5,920 KLD Rain Water as well as

Waters from the Mine Pits can be fully harvested and used'

CHAIMEIJ{3TR 
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The Mining Lease requires about 4.0 KLD raw water which is being met out from

own borewell at the mine area and also from rain water harvested in mine pit.

Hence, the proponent is requested to clarify,

(i) When 4860 KLD is utilized for supplementing the Raw water demand

of the Plant, then why borewel water is utirized. The pp shan exprain in

detail about the necessity of using borewell water.

(ii) ls there any commitment on supplying of water to public in public

hearing, how mine pits water is gainfully utilized. The pp shall furnish an

explanation in detail.

(iii) How 4860 KLD (4,96 million Litres of water per day) a huge quantity
be effectivery utirized. The pp shal furnish an expranation in detair.

3. Further, as per the ToR issued under vioration vide Lr No. SEIAA-

TN/F.No.6404[IOR-351/2018. Dated:17.05.2018 in standard Terms of
Reference in page No. 12, point no.2g,

"Neessaru permission fiom centnr Grcund water Authoritv for wo*ing brow

fumithed.'but the proponent ha' not submitted the necessary permission obtained
from Central Ground Water Authority (CGWA). Hence, the proponent is requested
to obtain NOC from the C6WA and furnish the same to comply with the ToR
condition issued earlier.

ln the view of the above, Authority decided to refer back the proposal and
SEAC may examine the above-mentioned points and furnish the remarks to sElAA.
Now the proposal was placed in this 34gih Meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023. The
PP has furnished the reply to the above shortcomings observed by SEIAA.

SI. No. Query PP reply
Document

Refercnce

lBtt4 mo"t1y

Returns for the

Period Jan.-Sep,

2016 are

I As per the aetaits filled by

the proponent in Parivesh

portal for prior

The Lease is in ternporary

discontinuance from 01.10.2015.

MEK*
SEAC -TN
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Sl. No. Query PP reply
Doqrment

Reference

EnvironmentalClearance. 
I

IDCBL has onerated 
I

Kallakudi Limenone Mine 
I

under 60 262 after I

15.o1.2016 tilt 2016-t7l
I

and produced/transPorted 
I3,381 Tonnes of I

I

Limestone Cfable 1.6). 
I

Operating the Lease after 
I

l5.Ol.2Ol5 without EC is

in Violation of EIA

Notification 2006 (as

amended). The Violation

Period was 9 months. The

mining activities were

stopped from October

2016 and there was no

production from this

Mine.

Hence, from the above, it

ir ascertained that the

violation period was 9

I months which amounts to

l rro o"*oughty.
I

lSubseQuentlV, 
in the

I inspection rePort, rn

l rurnu*. cost Evaluation,

Though 9 months were there

from Jan.-Sep., production of

3.381 Tonnes in the LeaJe took

place during March 2016 & SeP.

2016 only say 61 days.

As per CPCB Guidelines, No. of

days violation took Place has to

be considered for Ecological

Damage Assessment.

However, 75 Mine Working

Days were considered for

despatched quantitY of 3'381

Tonnes as Worst Case Scenario.

I

lAccordingly, Environmental
I

I Damage Cost was comPuted in

I higher side only.

I

I

Page

&
MEMBER SECRETARY

dt
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51. No. I Query PP reply
Doorment

Reference

as per CPCB 6uidelines

Environmental

compensation formula,

the number of days of

violation is considered to

be 75 days and the

Environmental

compensation is arrived

base on this period of

violation.

Hence, committee is

requested to examine the

period of violation days

and accordingly may levy

Environmental

compeniation.

12 I 
fu.tter. in tf,e el,n, .eno.t

I lsubmitted by the

I lproponent 
in Page No.l2.

i it is stated that :

Mine Pits dewaterinS 
I 
fallakudi-Kovandakurichi (KLK_

quantity is about 3,780 IKVK) Mines are granted under 5
KLD during Premonsoon I Leases in 4 Pits :

and 8,340 KLD during i

Postmonsoon perioas. 
I

I

The excess seepage water 
I 

Kallakudi Pit No. l.

as well as Rain water i

EIA Report

Page Ns. l8O

Hydrogeological

Repo rt

Pg. No. 12

,rs#
SEAC -TN
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Sl. No. Query PP reply
Document

Reference

collected from the

Working Pits are pumped

into Non-working Pits

and stored for further

utilization. ln an average,

about 6,060 KLD from

the Mine Pits is being

dewatered. About 1.200

KLD is being utilized for

meeting the Minet' water

demand. The balance

quantity of 4,860 KLD

can be utilized for

supplementing the Raw

water demand of the

Plant. Thus, about 5.920

KLD Rain Water as well as

lSurface/6round Waters
I

I from the Mine Pits can be

I futly narvested and used.

The Mining Lease requirer

about 4.0 KLD raw watet

which is being met ou

from own borewell at th(

mine area and also fron

rain water harvested it

Kallakudi Pit No. 2.

Kovandakurichi Pit No. 3 (East &

West Blocks).

Kovandakurichi Pit No. 4.

Kallakudi Mines are in oPeration

since 1939 and Kovandakurichi

Mine Pits are in oPeration since

1952.

These Leases cover a total extent

of 191.265 Ha i.e. 111.985 Ha in

Kallakudi Pits I & 2 and79.280

Ha in Kovandakurichi Pits 3 & 4.

Cumulative Mine SeePage watet

from all 4 Pits has beer

computed as 5,060 KLD

(average). out of which, 1.20(

KLD is used for Mines utilisatior

& green belt develoPment an(

balance 4.860 KLD (maximum) i

being pumped to Kallakudi Tanl

for irriSation PurPote an(

3?
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51. No. Query PP reply
Doorment

Reference

mine pit.

Hence, the Proponent is

requested to clarify :

gainfully utilised.

2o When 4860 KLD is

utilized for supplementing

the Raw water demand of

the Plant, then why

borewell water is utilized.

The PP shall explain in

detail about the necessary

of using borewell water.

Mine water demand of 4 KLD is

being met from the Mine Pit

water. lt was mentioned wrongly

as being met from Borewell.

No borewell water is used for

Mine utilisation as well as plant

water demand.

Dalmiapuram Cement plant

water requirement is met from

River Kollidam. Consented

quantity is 3,200 KLD, dated

26.07.2012 signed by DCBL and

5uptd8. Engr., WRD, Middte

Cauvery Basin Circle, Trichy is

valid for 5 years from 2l .IO.2O1B

to 26.10.2023 on renewal basis.

Agreement dated

26.07.2012 is

submitted.

Mine Pit water is used whenever

river water supply is

disturbed/not available.

2 (ii) ls there any commitment

on supplying of water to
public in public hearing,

how mine pits water is

About 2,000 KLD (minimum)

and 4,86O KLD (maximum) is

being pumped to Kallakudi Tank

for irrigation purpose. This

EIA Report

No.219

(Response

Page

to

at
'*'*,JJJSEAC.TN
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Doarment

Reference

Speaker

demand)

practice is being continued for

the last 20 years on Public

Demand.

gainfully utilized. The PP

shall furnish an

explanation in detail.

Dalmiapuram Cement Plant

water requirement is met from

River Kollidam. Consented

quantity is 3,200 KLD, dated

26.07.2012 signed by DCBL and

Suptdg. Engr., WRD, Middle

Cauvery Basin Circle, TrichY is

valid for 5 years from 27.1O.2O18

to 26.10.2023 on renewal basis.

Mine Pit water iJ used whenever

river water suPPlY is

disturbed/not available.

Kallakudi Tank is surrounded bY

Kallakudi Town PanchaYat

Settlements with its natural water

courses are totallY cut-off. The

water source to the Tank is mine

pit water only. About 2,000 KLD

(minimum) and 4,860 KLD

(maximum) is being PumPed to

Kallakudi Tank. Water from the

Tank is continuouslY feeding the

channels downstream and

How 4850 KLD (4.85

million Litres of water per

day) a huge quantity be

effectively utilized. The PP

shall furnish an

explanation in detail.

2 (iii)

ME
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51. No. I Query PP reply
Doanment

Reference

utilized for irrigation.

This practice is being continued

for the last 20 years on Public

Demand.

Mine Pit water quality was found

to be in compliance with

lS:10500-2012 Norms and no

further treatment is required as

such.

I 
Further, as per the ToR

lissued under violation

lriO" Lr No. SEIAA -
I

I TN/F.No.6404lT0R-
I

1357/2018.

I 
Dated:l7.os.2ol8 in

lstandard Terms of

I 
o"r"r.n." in page No. 12.

I 
Roint no 28.

I

I 
NecessaV permission

I 
trom Central Ground

Water Authority for

working below ground

water and for pumping of
ground water should also

be obtained and copy

furnished." but the

proponent has not

DCBL has applied to State

Ground & Surface Water

Resources Data Centre, PWD,

Tharamani for dewatering NOC

on 22.03.2017. They have

sought some clarifications on

20.O4.2O17 which have been

addressed by DCBL.

Copy of

Application

submitted.

the

is

NOC is under perusal of the

Department.

,,n#fuo0"
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51. No. Query PP rcply
Dodrment

Reference

submitted the necestary

permission obtained from

Central Ground Water

Authority (c6wA).

Hence. the proponent is

requested to obtain NOC

from the CGWA and

furnish the same and

comply with the ToR

condition issued earlier.

The SEAC carefully examined the replies furnished by the PP and decided to reiterate

its recommendation already made in the 326th5EAC meetinS held on 05.11.2022. All

other conditions ttipulated in the recommendation remains unchanged'

Agenda No.348{5
(FileNo. WnO22)
Proposed Limestone quarry (rver an Extent ol 0.28.5 Ha located at S.F,No. 256 of

lGllakudi Village, Lalgudi Taluk Trichy District. Tamil Nadu bY lws. Dalmiacement

(Bharat) Limited for Environmental clearance. (5h,rN/M1N176806/2018 dated:

16.O5.2022)

Theproposalwasplacedinthis34Sth MeetingofsEACheldonl9.0l.2023.The details of

the project furnished by the proponent are available in the website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following

l.TheProjectProponent,M/s.Dalmiacement(Bharat)Limitedhasappliedfor

Environmental clearance for the Lime ttone quarry over an Extent of 0.28.5Ha

located at5.F.No.256 of Kallakudi Village, Lalgudi Taluk. Trichy District,Tamil

2.

Nadu.

The proposed quarry/activity is covered under Category

Violation"oflteml (a)"Mining Proiecti'of the Schedule to the

2006.

N,rr\t#?f&fienv

"B" - "Under

EIA Notification,

CHAIRM
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3. ToR under violation issued vide SEIAA. Lr No. 5E|AA-TN/F.No.6409/TOR-

495 /2018 Dated: I 3.06.201 8.

4. As per MoEF&CC Notification S.O. 1241(E), dated the l8 March, 2021, the

period from the lst April, 2O2O to the 3lit March, 2O2l shall not be considered

for the purpose of calculation of the period of validity of prior Environmental

clearances granted under the provisions of this notification in view of otrtbreak of
corona Virus (covlD-I9) and subsequent lockdowns (total or partial) declared

for its control, hor,vever, all activities under taken during this period in respect of
the Environmental Clearance granted shall be treated as valid.".

5. Public Hearing conducted date:O5 .O5 .2022.

6. EIA Report submitted onO2.O6.2O22.

The proposal was placed in the 57rn Authority meeting herd on 2r.11.2022 &.

22.11-2022- The authority noted that the subject was appraised in 325ih SEAC meeting
held on O3.10.2O22.

After detailed deliberation, the SEAC accepted the recommendation of the sub-
committee and decided to recommend the proposal for grant of Environment
Clearance.

Authority after detailed deliberation, noted that

l.As per the details filled by the proponent in parivesh portal in Form _ 2
Application for Prior Environmental Clearance

Hence, from the above, it is ascertained th"t th",lolatlo"
months which amounts to 165 days roughly.

",,#Goo" CHA

5.5

Details of Vi

BL has operated Kallakudi Limestone Mine

263 after l5.Ot.2016 till O1.O2.2016 a

ed 1,652 Tonnes of Limertone

the Lease after 15.01.2016 without EC is i

of EIA Notification 2006.

from 01.O7 .2016 and there was no

this Mine since then.
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Subsequently, in the inspection report, in Damage Cost Evaluation, as per

CPCB Guidelines' Environmental compensation formula, the number of days

of violation is considered to be 35 days and the Environmental compensation

is arrived based on this period of violation.

Hence, committee is requested to examine the period of violation days and

accordingly may levy Environmental comPensation.

2. Further, in the Hydrogeological report submitted by the proponent in page

no.l2, it is ascertained that "Fresh water demand of the Plant is 2'705 KLD

which is presently drawn from permitted 3.200 KLD from Coleroon River

through the existing water supPly system. Ground Water-table in the Mine

vicinity is found to be at 45 m BGL during Post monsoon Season and 50 m

B6L during Pre monsoon Season. Thus, Ground Water table will be intersected

in 2 Leases viz. GO No.76 & GO No' 263 in Kallakudi Pit No' 1' Mine Pit

Seepage Water quantity is 19,982 KVAnnum and Rain \'Vater Realisation in the

Mine Pit is 2,127 KVAnnum' thus, total 22'109 KUAnnum i'e" 50'5 KLD'

Water demand of the Mine is only 4 KLD. Thus, the entire Mine Dewatering

Quantity would be gainfully utilised". Since. the water demand of the mine is

only 4KLD, the remaining dewatered quantity use shall be furnished'

3. Further, in the EIA report submitted by the proponent, it is ascertained that

Cumulatively. KLK-KVK Mine Pits dewatering quantity is about 3'780 KLD

during Premonsoon and 8,340 KLD during Postmonsoon Periods. The excess

seepage water as well as Rain water colleaed from the Working Pits are

pumpedintoNon.workingPitsandstoredforfurtherutilization.lnan

averaSe'about6'050KLDfromtheMinePitsisbeinSdewatered.Aboutl'200

KLD is being utilized for meeting the Minec water demand. The balance

demand of the Plant.

But, in the Hydrogeological

mentioned as 4860 KLD will

purPose.

Hence, the proponent is requested to clarify

report submitted by the proponent' it is

be pumped to Kallakudi Tank for irriSation

MEVSE#T(1?iAY
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i. Since, the initially planned purpose of utilising 4860 KLD of mine pit

water was for supplementing raw water demand of the plant and now

that the proponent is proposing to supply 4860 KLD of mine pit water

to Kallakudi Tank, what alternate source of water supply the proponent

is going to use for supplementing raw water demand of the plant. Since,

4860 KLD (4,86 million Utres of water per day) is a huge quantity to be

replaced by alternate source of raw water.

ii. Otherwise. the proponent is proposing to supply the mine pit water of
4860 KLD to Kallakudi Tank. Hence, the proponent is requested to
furnish the detairs regarding whether permission islwas obtained from
the PWD/Competent Authority to discharge the mine pit water to the

Kallakudi tank which is a public utility tank.

iii. Further, the proponent is requested to provide details regarding the

present water quality of the Kallakudi tank and the anticipated water
quality of the mine pit water. The treatment methodology that will be

adopted to equalize the quality of mine pit water to the quality of the
Kallakudi tank in order to prevent further degradation of the water
quality of Kallakudi Tank.

iv. Further. the proponent shal furnish the detairs of the treatment system

and its adequary report to cater to 4g50 KLD (4.g6 MLD) of raw water
that has to be equarized to the quarity of Kalakudi tank before
discharging. Hence, the proponent murt include the Capital cost of the
treatment plant and its lifelong maintenance of the proposed water
treatment prant in the EMp and sharr revise the EMp budget accordingry.

4. Further. as per the ToR issued under vioration vide Lr No.sErAA-
TN/F.No.6409lTOR-495/2OlB. Dated:13.06.2018 in standard Terms of
Reference in page No. 12, point no. 2g

"Based on actuar monitored data, it may crearty be shown whether working
will intertect groundwater. Necessary data and documentation in this regard
may be provided. ln case the working will inte*ect
detailed Hydro Ceological Study should be undertaken and

,r,ffiG^*,
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The Report inter-alia, shall include detailt of the aquifers present and impact of

mining activitiet on thete aquifers. Neesnry permission fiom Centnl Gtound

Water AuthoriV for working blor,tt gtound water and for wmoing of gtound

water thould also be obtaind and coov fumishd."

Based on the above, the proponent has submitted the hydrogeological report

but the proponent has not submitted the necessary permission obtained from

Central Ground Water Authority (CGWA) regarding working below the

ground water table and for pumping of intersected Sround water to Kallakudi

tank. Hence. the proponent is requested to obtain NOC from the C6WA and

furnish the same and comply with the ToR condition issued earlier.

5. Further, as per the minutes of 309'h SEAC meeting held on 02.O9.2O22' point

no.3,,Dataregardingtheflowrateofwatersupplyfromtheproposedmineleasearea

to the Natham village Tank shall be submitted."

The proponent has not provided data regarding the above' Hence, the

proponent is requested to submit the data regarding the flow rate of Fresh

water demand of the Plant which is Presently drawn from permitted 3'200

KLD from Coleroon River through the existing water suPply syttem'

ln the view of the above, Authority decided to refer back the proposal and

SEAC may examine the above-mentioned points and furnish the remarks to

SEIAA.

Now, the proposal was again placed in the 348,h SEAC Meeting held on 19.01.2023.

The PP has furnished the reply to the above shortcomings observed by SEIAA'

ME m^
SEAC- TN
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4 As per the detailr filled by the

proponent in Parivesh portal

in Form - 2 Application for

Prior Environmental Clearance

Hence, from the above, it is

ascertained that the violation

period was 5.5 months which

amounts to 165 days roughly.

Subsequently, in the inspection

report, in Damage cost

Evaluation, as per CPCB

6uidelines Environmental

compensation formula, the

number of days of violation is

considered to be 35 days and

the Environmental

comPensation is arrived base

on this period of violation.

Hence, committee is requerted

to examine the period of

violation days and accordingly

may levy Environmental

The Lease is in temporary

discontinuance from 01.07.2016.

Though 5.5 months were there from

15.01.2015 to 30.06.2O't5.

production of 1662 Tonnes in the

Lease took place during March 2016

only say 3l days.

As per CPCB 6uidelines, No. of days

violation took place has to be

considered for Ecological Damage

AssesJment.

However. 35 Mine Working Days

were considered @ 35 TPD for

despatched quantity of 1662 Tonnes

as Worst-Case Scenario.

Accordingly, Environmental Damage

Cost was computed in higher side

only.

-i- rt-ol :ota
,dr€4/rl,-gEd.

ac r rn vtaaab-

ot.or-aol15 5a

IBM

monthly

Returns for

the Period

Jan.-Sep,

2016 are

submitted.

Report

No.

EIA

Page

257
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compensation. I

the plant is 2,705 KLD which

is resently drawn from

jpermitted 3,200 KLD from
I

lColeroon River through the

Mine water demand of 4 KLD is

being met from the Mine Pit water.

s 
I 
Further. in the 

I 
CO 263 Lease Area is only 0.285 Ha

I Hydrogeological report lin fattakudi Pit No. I and its

submitted by the proponent I contribution to Mine Pit Seepage is

in page No.l2. it is ascertained 122'109 
KUAnnum i'e' 5o'6 KLD

I onlv.
that "Fresh water demand of I

existing water supply system. 
I 
lt was mentioned wrongly as being

Ground Water table in the 
I 

met from Borewell'

Mine vicinity is found to be at 
I45 m BGL during Port 
I

monsoon season and 50 m 
I 
Kallatudi-Kovandakurichi (KLK-KVK)

BGL during Pre monsoon I Mines are Sranted under 5

Season. Thus, Ground Water I L""s"s in + pits ,

table will be interseaeA in 2 
|

Leases viz. 60 No. 76 & GO 
I

No. 263 in Kallakudi Pit No. l. I Kullut rdi pit No. I,
Mine Pit Seepage Water 

I

quantity is 19,982 KVAnnum I 
Kallakudi Pit No' 2'

and Rain Water Realisation in I fovanaakurichi pit No. 3 (East &

EIA Report

Page Nos.

r79-183 &

Hydrogeolo

gical

Report

Pg. No. 12

2 CHA
U
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West Blocks).

Kovandakurichi Pit No. 4.

Kallakudi Mines are in operation

since 1939 and Kovandakurichi Mine

Pits are in operation since 1952.

These Leases cover a total extent of

191.265 Ha i.e. 111.985 Ha in

Kallakudi Pits I & 2 and 79.280 Ha

in Kovandakurichi Pits 3 & 4.

Cumulative Mine Seepage water

from all 4 Pits har been computed as

5,060 KLD (average). Out of which,

I,200 KLD is used for Mines

utilisation6. green belt development

and balance 4,850 KLD (maximum)

is being pumped to Kallakudi Tank

for irrigation purpose and gainfully

utilised.

Further, in the EIA report

Submitted by the proponent,

it ii ascertained that

cumulatively, KLK-KVK Mine

Pits dewatering quantity is

about 3,780 KLD during Pre

monsoon and 8,340 KLD

during Post monsoon Periods.

The excess seepage water as

Kallakudi-Kovandakurichi (KLK-KVK)

Mines are granted under 5

Leases in 4 Pits :

Kallakudi Pit No. I,

Kallakudi Pit No. 2,

Kovandakurichi Pit No.3 (Eart &

West Blocks).

the Mine Pit is 2,127

KVAnnum thus, total 22,109

KVAnnum i.e 60.6 KLD.

Water demand of the Mine is

only 4 KLD. Thus, the entire

Mine Dewatering Quantity

would be gainfully utilized."

Since the water demand of the

mine is only 4 KLD, the

remaining dewatered quantity

use shall be furnished.

EIA Report

Page Nos.

179-183

CHAIARY
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well as Rain water collected

from the Working Pits are

pumped into No-working Pits

and stored for further

utilization. ln an average,

about 6,06O KLD from the

Mine Pits is being dewatered.

About 1,200 KLD is being

utilized for meeting the Mines

water demand. The balance

quantity of 4,850 KLD can be

utilized for supplementing the

Raw water demand of the

Plant. But, in the

submitted by the proponent. it

is mentioned as 4860 KLD will

be pumped to Kallakudi Tank

for irrigation purpose. Hence,

the proponent is requested to

clarify,

Kovandakurichi Pit No. 4.

Kallakudi Mines are in operation

since 1939 and Kovandakurichi Mine

Pits are in operation since 1952.

These Leases cover a total extent of

191.265 Ha i.e. lll.985 Ha in

Kallakudi Pits I & 2 and 79.280 Ha

in Kovandakurichi Pits 3 & 4.

60 263 Lease Area is only 0.285 Ha

in Kallakudi Pit No. I and its

contribution to Mine Pit Seepage is

22.109 KVAnnum i.e. 50.6 KLD

only.

However, Cumulative Mine Seepage

water from all 4 Pits has been

computed as 6,060 KLD (average).

Out of which, 1,200 KLD is used for

Mines utilisation& Sreen belt

development and balance 4,860

KLD (maximum) is being be pumped

to Kallakudi Tank for irrigation

purpose.

lf the Kollidam River water supply is

erratic, Mine Pit water is

supplementing the Plant Raw Water

sE^c-y=-SEAC -TN



demand. Or, otherwise, 2,000 KLD

(minimum) and 4,860 KLD

(maximum) is being pumped to

Kallakudi Tanks for irrigation

purpose. This practice is being

continued for the last 2O years on

Public Demand.

5ince, the initially planned

purpose of utilizing 4860 KLD

of mine pit water was for

supplementing raw water

demand of the plant and now

that the proponent is

proposing to supply 4850 KLD

of mine pit water to Kallakudi

Tank, what alternate source of

water supply the proponent is

going to use for

supplementing raw water

demand of the plant. Since,

4860 KLD (4.85 million Liters

of water per day) is a huge

quantity to be replaced by

alternate source of raw water.

Dalmiapuram Cement Plant water

requirement iJ met from River

Kollidam. Consented quantity is

3,200 KLD, darcd26.07.2Ol2 signed

by DCBL and Suptdg. Engr., WRD,

Middle Cauvery Basin Circle, Trichy

is valid for 5 years from 27.1O.2O18

to 26.10.2023 on renewal basis.

Mine Pit water is

river water supply

available.

used whenever

is disturbed/not

Otherwise, the proponent is

proposing to supply the mine

pit water of 4860 KLD to

Kallakudi Tank. Hence, the

proponent is requested to

furnish the details regarding

Kallakudi Tank is surrounded by

KallakudiTown panchayat

Settlements with its natural water

courses are totally cut-off. The water

source to the Tank is mine pit water

only.

Agreement

dated

26.07.2012

is

submitted.
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whether permission is /was

obtained from the

PWD/Competent Authority to

discharge the mine pit water

to the Kallakudi which is a

public utility tank.

Water from the Tank is continuously

feeding the channels downstream

and utilized for irrigation.

This practice is being continued for

the lan 20 years on Public Demand.

No permission is obtained from

PWD.

6(iii) Further, the proponent is

requested to provide details

regarding the present water

quality of the Kallkudi tank

and the anticipated water

quality of the mine pit water.

The treatment methodology

that will be adopted to

equalize the quality of mine

pit water to the quality of the

Kallakudi tank in order to
prevent further degradation of

the water quality of Kallakudi

Tank.

Kallakudi Mine Pit water quality was

found to be in compliance with 15:

10500-2012 Norms. After Suspended

Solids settlement, no further

treatment is required.

Pit water is the only source to

Tank, water quality is the same

Kallakudi Mine Pit water quality.

Water from the Tank is continuously

feeding the channels downstream

and utilized for irrigation.

There was no water quality

compliant raised by the local so far.

the

EIA Report

Page No.

r30

6(iv) Further, the proponent shall

furnish the details of the

treatment system and its

adequary report to cater to

4860 KLD (4.86 MLD) of raw

water that has to be equalized

to the quality of Kallakudi

The Mine Pit seepage is collected in

the bottom mort benches and

allowed for Suspended Solids

settlement. Clear water is being

pumped to the Tank with TDS in the

range 34O mg/l and Hardness

EIA Report

Page No.

130
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Tank before discharging.

Hence, the proponent must

include the Capital cost of the

I treatment plant and its lifelong

maintenance of the proposed
l

iwater treatment plant in the

EMP and shall revise the EMP

budget accordingly.

'l30mg/1.

Mine Pit water quality was found to

be in compliance with lJ: '10500-

2Ol2 Norms and no further

treatment is required as such.

As in practice, no further treatment is

required for the water.

Thus, EMP budget declared in EIA

holds good.

Further, as per the ToR issued

under violation ide Lr No.

SEIAA-TN/F.No .6409 fiOR-
495/2018. Dated; 13.06.2018

in standards Terms of

Reference in page No. 12,

point no.28 "Based on actual

monitored data, it may clearly

]be shown whether working
lrwill intersect groundwater.

Necessary data and

documentation in this regard

may be provided. ln case the

working will intersect

groundwater table, a detailed

Hydro Geological Study

should be undertaken and

Report furnished. The Report

inter-alia, shall include details

of the aquifers present and

DCBL has applied to State Cround &

Surface Water Resources Data

Centre, PWD, Tharamani for

dewatering NOC on 22.03.2017.

They sought some

2O.O4.2O17 which

addressed by DCBL.

clarifications on

have been

NOC is under perusal

Department.

theof

Copy of the

Application

is

submitted.

i

)
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impact of mining activities on

these aquifers. Necessary

permission from Central

Ground Water Authority for

working below ground water

and for pumping of ground

water should also be obtained

and copy furnished."

Based on the above the

proponent has submitted the

hydrogeological report but the

proponent has not submitted

the necessary permission

obtained from Central Ground

Water Authority (CCDUA)

regarding working below the

ground water table and for

pumping of intersected ground

water to Kallakudi Tank.

Hence, the proponent is

requested to obtain Noc

from the CGWA and furnish

the same and comply with the

ToR condition issued earlier.

Natham village is located near

Kollidam intake point. About 3,2O0

KLD is permitted to DCBL for

lndustrial and domestic use.

Further, as per the minutes of

309'h SEAC meeting held on

02.09.2022, point no. 3

"Data regarding the flow rate

SEAC -TN SEAC- T}V'V-



of water supply from the

proposed mine lease area to

the Natham village Tank shall

be submitted." The proponent

has not provided data

regarding the above. Hence,

ithe proponent is requested to

submit the data regarding the

flow rate of Fresh water

demand of the Plant which is

presently drawn from

permitted 3.20O KLD from

Coleroon River through the

existing water supply system

It is being pumped to the Plant by

approx. ll km pipeline.

There is no scope

from mine to the

tank.

of water supply

Natham village

Now the proposal was placed for reappraisal in this 348th meeting of SEAC held on

19.O1.2023. The PP has furnished a detailed reply covering the points raised by SE|AA.

Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to confirm the recommendation already made in 325fr meeting of SEAC held

on 03.10.2022. All other conditions Jtipulated in the earlier minutes will remain

unaltered.

Agenda No: 348{7
(File No: 690o.n022)

Existing Black Granite quarry leate over an extent of 6.0O.0 Ha S.F.Nos.ll93 /1 (Part-

15) ltrodakkal Village, Sholingur Taluk, Ranipet Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu by lWs TAMltrt -

For amendment in Environmental Clearance ksued (SIA"/TN/N41Nt293469/2O22 Dt:

01.11.2022)

Earlier, the proposal was placed in 329th meeting of SEAC held on 16.11.2022.

The details of the project are available in the website (parivesh.nic.in).

SEAC noted the folloiving:

",H#:,
issued with Environmental Clearance vide Lr.No.SEIAA-

CHAIRMAN
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TN/F.No.6900/1(a)/EC.No:4615 /2O2O dated:27 .03.2021 for the production in

ROM: 90011 Mr. 9002 m3 of black granite and Granite Waste: 81009 m3 Black

Granite for the period of 5 Years from the date of Execution of mining lease.

Now, the PP has applied for the followingamendment in the existing EC issued

since the recovery percentage increased from l0o/o lo 2Oo/o:

Production qty as per EC

RoM:90011 m3

Black Granite: 9002 m3

Granite Waste: 81O09 m3

For the period of 5 Years

Amendment Sought

RoM: 72018 m3

Black Granite: 14403 m3

6ranite Waste: 57615 m3

For the remaining period of EC

Based on the presentation & details furnished by the PP, the SEAC decided to

recommend the above mentioned amendments, ai requested. in the existing EC issued,

subject to the following conditions.

L The exirting conditions as mentioned in the EC vide Lr.No.SElAA-

TN/F.No.5900/l (a)/EC.No:4515 /2O2O dated:27.O3.2021 remains unaltered.

5ubsequently, the subject was placed in the 574,h authority meeting held on

29.11.2022. The Authority during discussionr. noted the following:

i) EC was accorded for a production capacity of 9002m3 of granite at 10olo

recovery only. Now, the production capacity has increased from 10olo to

20olo. Hence, the number of truckloads might also increase twofold and

there will be significant increase in pollution load. Hence the proponent

shall furnish details on the changes in Environmental settings because of

the increased production.

ii) As per the MoEF&CC O.M dated 11.O4.2O22,

Under para 4, point (v) and (vii) states ai follows:

proposedexpantion /modernisation shall be within the prescribed

n orm s a nd the same sh a l lbema i nta i neda tperprescribed norm s... "

"...... Theprojectproponentthou ldhaveia titfactorilycompl iedthec

onditiontttipulated in the existing EC(s) and tatitfacto,

ME
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all the commitmentsmade during the earlier public hearing/

contultation proceedings and also thecommitmenttgivenwhile

granting previous expansion, at may beapplicable.

Th i sshallbedu lyrecordedinthecertifiedcompliance reportittued by
the lRo ,/ CPCB,/ 

'PCB, 
which should not be more than one year

olda tth eti m eofsu bm i ss ion ofa ppl ica t ion.... "
ln the present case. there will be changes in environmental quality parameters

because of an increase in production quantity and pollution load.

iii) Under para 5,

Sccldo IEtcndcd ctrEtc
tkough

Eodcr!&ruoD/
cbeDg! of prodtrct
Elr/ Gf,pa!.lor

of revlaed
EIA/ EUP

repott

Rcq
of Ccltiaerl
Corrrt.liracc

Rcport

RsqulroE !!t
of &.rh
PuDllc

Wtcthcr
rcfcrcncc

to
AppnLd

l,p
pn

to

conditions.
Up to 40 pcrc€nt

,oo successfu!
lcompliancc of prcviousi

rclatcd
of 20

percenr bur less than 5Oi
Percenr based on
successful compliance

Since there is increase in production capacity and pollution load, the current

proposal seems to match with Scenario l. Hence, the proponent may have to

CHAIRMAN
SEAC. TN
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27.03.2021.

iv) Also under para 2 (a),

".. Proj ect s see ki n gp rio r
EC forexpa n o n w it h i n crea tei n t hep ro d u ctio n ca pac itybeyo n dt h e

capacityfor which prior environmentalclearance watgranted [with
increase in lease area or production capacity in mining projecttJthall be

contidered by the concemd Erpert Appnisal Commilte [or
SEAC,as nvyfulto

M da utpthqEnvl DnnEntl mpctAttetfl tEnta ndp u b I icco n tu I ta tl on t n d
tob*a ftidoutforyn ntolEC.. "

ln view of these, SEIAA decided to refer back the proposal to SEAC for remarks on the

above-mentioned points.

ln view of this, the proposal is again placed in this 348rh meeting of SEAC held on

19.01.2023 for re-appraisal.

The project proponent gave a re-presentation Biving justification for the details

requested by SEIAA.

SEAC carefully considered the request of the PP based on the presentation

made and the details furnished by the PP. SEAC noted the following.
'1. The term RoM includes raw, unprocessed or uncrushed material in its natural

state obtained after blasting, digging, cutting or scraping from the mineralized

zone of a lease area-

2. The quantity of 'saleable mineral' depends on many factors such as the

geology of the site, technology, workmanship, etc, and, therefore, is difficult

to estimate accurately, while RoM can easily be estimated at the time of

preparation of mining plan.

3. SEAC recommended EC for the project based on the EIVPFVEMP report and

approved mining plan wherein the detaili of production of RoM. mineral and

mineral waste were mentioned.

4. EMP for the project has been finalised based on total

RoM and not based on'saleable mineral.'

tl7€

CHAIR52



5. SEAC noted that the PP has not asked for any change in the area, or in RoM,

or in the peak annual RoM.

6. Besides, the mine is currently in operation and comply with the conditions as

stipulated in the EC.

Hence, based on the presentation and the details furnished by the project

proponent, the SEACdecided to confirm the recommendation already made in 329th

SEAC Meeting held on 16.11.2022. All other conditionr stipulated in the earlier

minutes will remain unaltered.

Agenda No: 348 - 08
File No:6905
Proposed Ottakovil Lime lGnkar quarry leare over an extent of 22.81.5 Ha at 5.F.

Nos. I16fl, 2,3,4A,48.5,6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11 &12,117/3,4.5,6,7A,78, 8A, 88, 9A &
98, ll8^,2,3,4,5A,58,6A,58,7,8A,88,9, l0A, l0B, ll, 12, 13,14, 15, 16, l7A,
l7B, l8A, l8B & t8C, ilgllc, lD, lE, tF, 2, 3A, 38, 4A, 481,482,5A, 58, 5C, 6A. 58
& 6C (Part), 2llllA, lB, 2A, 28, 3A, 38, 4, 5, 6,7, 8A (Part), 88 & 9 and 212AA,18,
lC, 2, 3 &, 4 of OttakovilVillage, AriyalurTaluk, Ariyalur District, Tamil Nadu by IWr,
The Ramco Cements Limited - For Environmental Clearance.
(slMrN/MlN/29 4553 nO22, Datedt 25.11.2022)
The SEAC noted the following:

l. Earlier, the Project Proponent, M/s. The Ramco Cements Limited has applied for

Environmental Clearance for the proposed Expansion of Ottakovil Lime Kankar

Mine lease over an extent of 22.81.5 Ha at 5.F. Nos. 116/1,2,3,4A, 48,5, 6, l,
8, 9, 10, 11 &.12. 117/3, 4, 5, 6.7A,78, 8A. 88, 9A & 98, 118/1, 2,3, 4, 5A, 58,

6A. 68,7,8A, 88, 9, l0A, 10B, lt, 12, 13,14, 15. 16, l7A, r78, t8A, 18B & 18C,

119/lC. lD, lE, lF, 2, 3A, 38, 4A, 481, 482,5A. 58, 5C, 6A, 58 & 6C (part),

211llA, lB,2A,28,3A,38,4,5,6,7, 8A (Part),88 &9 and 212/1A, 18, 1C,2,3

& 4 of Ottakovil Village, Ariyalur Taluk, Ariyalur District,Tamil Nadu.

2" The project/activity is covered under Category "Bl" of ltem I (a) "Mining

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. Environmental Clearance was issued vide Lr. No. 5ElM-TN/F.No.5906/l(a)/EC

No:51 44/2O2O dated: 11.07 .2022.

4. The authority in its 574th SEIAA meeting held on 29.11.2022 noted that the

M/s.The Ramco Cements Limited has applied fgli EC

CHAIRMAN
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Corrigendum for the proposed Lime stone mine over an Extent of 22.81.5 Ha

located at 5.F. Nos.ll5n. 116/2, 116/3, 116/4A, 116/48, 116/5. 116/6, t6n.
116/8. 116/9, 116/10, 116^1 &116/12. 117/3, 117/4, 117/s, 117/6, 117/7A, 117/78,

117/84, 117/88, 117/9A &. 117/98, 118/1, 118/2, 118/3, 118/4, 118/5A, 118/58.

118/6A, |8/68, 118/7, 118/8A, 118/88. 118/9, 118/10A, ll8/10B, 118/11, 118/12.

118/13,118^4, 118/15, 118/16, 118/17A, 118/178, 118/18A, ll8^88 & ll8/18c,

119^C, 119/1D, 119/1E, 119^F, 119/2, 119/3A, 119/38, 119/4A, 119/481, 119/482,

119/5A, 119/58, 119/5C, 119/6A, 119/68 &. ll9l5C (Part), 211/1A, 2ll/18, 211/2A,

211/28, 211/3A, 211/38, 211/4, 211/5, 211/6, 211/7 . 211/8A (Part), 211/88 &211/9

and 212/lA, 212/18, 212/1C, 212/2. 212/3 &. 212/4 of Ottakovil Village.

AriyalurTaluk, Ariyalur Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu.

I Applicollon
Mado for

FroOuaioir
1,20,000 TPA
ROM
(ElA Report
Pags No 50)

i varidity :

EIA Repo,t
P9. 42
Lease is,ralid
lor 10 years

Recommenda{on--256-6 
& 2S5-05

Total Production
should noi exceed
1,20,000 TPA
(BOM)

Oiscrepancy ln
awarded EC

Page 4 -Sl. No. 12 Page 4

--- Fdr fne Proa,.rcrion To granl EC lor Page No. 5

Tolal Produclion
should nol
exc€ed 1 ,20.000
TPA (ROM)

, Production
(Ouealilai6-a1
1,21.000 Tonnes
o,

The EC b granted
lor the prodwtion
in r,20,qr0 Tonnes
ol Lime Kankal lor
the period ol 5 yea.

Ploduction (9!lll]n!IJ
ln.TouD_EhnIrum)
1,20,000 Tonncs ol
Lime Kankar

The EC is granted
the poduction in
1'20,000 TPA ol Ume
Kankar on ROM
basis lor the p€riod
o, 5 yea. .,

CHA

Approved ol 1,20,000 TPA
Mining Plan : Lirn€ Kankal
lor 5 Years (ROM) lor a

I perod ol live
, yoars stales

the period ot 5
years.... and
totalproduction

: quantity should
not exceed

' 1,20,000 TPA on
ROM basis. - iraie zt - -: Pan A Conortro"-i 

-

Pan A Condition-2 : mav ng64tf
Mirino ac,tivitv 7-*):'snoufr # .{$':
revewed bv lhe qr!

Drsri{ - Qdlecl!,f , !l i i [ii ;,,1 -.'iri:.
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Applicalion SEAC
i,lad€tor Bscommsndatlon

otscrepancy in Corrtgondum
' awrrded EC RooulEd
jaffer rtrree yaars

i and decide ludher l

' exlonsion
Part A Condition. louarrying
11 I oporalions shall be
The quarryrng I restricl€d lo 2 Shiits
operatnns shall be i operations
restriclod between

,TAMand5PM

, pan n ConOitioni- I pin n Conrrtions-
i 15, t6, rz & rg i rs, t6, rz & 18
Drillrng & Blasting. Drilling & Bhsting
Conditions Conditions may be

! _do!g!qd

Part A Condition- I Pan A Cordition-7g
79 I rnay be deleted
Hydrog€obgical
sludy ol the area
shall be reviewsd
annually and repod
submined lo the
Authority.

SEIAA
App?ovd

2 shift
Operations
(ElA Foporl
Page No. 48)

No Drilling &
Blasting is
invotu€d
(ElA Report
Pa(P No. 46)

I

l

As stlallow
quarrfng is
involv€d (upto
2.5 m BGL),
no ground
watet
tnlerseclion
and thus no
hydrogeoloEc
al repod is
required.
(ElA Beport
Page No,
138)__, 

_

1

ln view of the above, the authority after detailed discussion decided to send the

proposal to SEAC for appraisal and recommendations.

Now, the proposal was placed in the 348rh SEAC Meeting held on 19.01.2023. Based

on the presentation and documents furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to recommend to SEIAA to irsue the above-mentioned corrigendum in the EC

issued earlier dated.ll.o?.2022. All other conditions stipulated in the EC given vide Lr.

No. SElM-TN/F.No.6906fl(a)/EC No:5144t2020 dated: il.07.2022wiil remain

unaltered.

Agenda No: 348-09
(File No: 69O7nO22)
Proposed Expansion of Reddipalayam Lime rtone production of RpM Mine from 1.7
MTPA to 3.0 MTPA lease over an extent of 53.50.0 Ha at S.F.No. 239.243.2U.
249, 298,299, 300, 30 t, 302, 303, 373, 374, 375, 376, 380,381, 382, 383, 384,
385, 4Ol, Q2. &3 and 4ollof Reddipalayam village&S.F.No. parts of 62, 6g &.69
Parts of Nagamangalam Village, Ariyalur Taluk, Ariyalur District, Tamil Nadu bv IWs.

MEM CHAIRMAN
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The Ramco Cementr Limited - For Corrigendum in Environmental Clearance.
(s rAlIN/M r N/2 9291 3 nO@ A.t 4.1O.2022)

The proposal was placed in 348'h SEAC meeting held on 19.01.2023. The

details of the project furnished by the proponent are given in the website

(parivesh. nic. in).

The SEAC noted the followlng:

1. Earlier. the Project Proponent, M/s. The Ramco Cements Limited has applied for

Environmental Clearance for the proposed Expansion of Reddipalayam Limestone

Mine lease over an extent of 63.60.0 Ha at S.F.No. 239, 243, 244, 249, 298,

299, 300, 301. 302, 303, 373, 374, 375, 376,380,381. 382, 383, 384. 385. 401,

4O2, 4O3 and 4O4of Reddipalayam village&S.F.No. Parts of 67,68 &. 69

Nagamangalam Village, Ariyalur Taluk, Ariyalur District.Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "Bl" of ltem l(a) "Mining

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. Environmental Clearance was irrued vide Lr.No.SElM-TNrT.No.69O7ll(a)/EC.No

25145/2022 Dated z 11.07.2022.

4. Now the PP has applied for Corrigendum in awarded EC as rtated below,

Corrigendum

Required

(Page 3 -51. No.

12) Production

@uo!ltv------rn
MTPA)

3.0 MTPA

Limettone

*rr^ffi&Bfl
SEAC.TN

CHAI

Limestone

Production

3.OO MTPA

256-7 6.285-06

Total Production

should not exceed

Limestone with

an ultimate depth

of mining is 60 m

B6L

530-6

Total

Production

should not

exceed 3.0

MTPA

Limestone

with an

ultimate

depth of

minint ir 60

(Page 3 -51. No.

12)

Production

(QuentUln rni)

3.0 MTPA

Limestone

SEAC. D---<;'



M BGL

Water Source:

Mine Pit Seepage

Water

(Page No. 4; Sl.

No. 16)

Water Vendors

(Page No. 4; 51.

No. 16)

Water Source:

Mine Pit Seepage

Water

Lease is valid till

22.O7.2054

(ElA Report Pg.

45 & EC Ftn. Pg

23)

(Page 21

Part A Condition-

2)

Mining activity

should be

reviewed by the

District Collector

after three years

and decide

further extension

(Part A

Condition-2)

may be deleted

Ec Pg 38

3 Shift

Operations

(ElA Report Page

No. 47)

Part A Condition-

1l

The quarrying

operations shall

be reetricted

between 7 AM

and 5 PM

Quarrying

operations shall

be on 3 Shifts

oPerations

Based on the presentation and document furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to recommend to SEIM to irJue the abovementioned corrigendum in the EC

issued earlier dated.ll.O7.2022. All other conditions stipulated in the EC given vide

Lr.No.SEIAA-TN/F.No.69O7/1(a)/EC.No :5145/2020 Dated: '11.07.2022 wiil remain

unaltered.

MEMB
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Agenda No. 348-10
(File No.756912020)
Proposed Multi Colour Granite quarry lease over an extent of 2.43.0 Ha in S.F,No.
441l4A, KPichampatti Village, lGrur Taluk, Karur Dirrrict, Tamil Nadu by Tmt. Nama
Umadevi - For Environmental Clearance (AA,rfN/MlN/69@3f2O2O dated:
17.11.2021)

The proposal was placed in 348,h Meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023. The

details of the project furnished by the proponent are available in the website

(www.parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:
'1. The Proponent, Tmt.Namaumadevi, has applied for Environmental Clearance

for the proposed Multi Colour Granite quarry lease over an extent of 2.43.O

Ha. in 5.F.No. M1/4A, K.Pichampatti Village, Karur Taluk, Karur Dirtrict, Tamil

Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "Bl" of ltem l(a) "Mining of

Minerals Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2005.

3. TOR issued vide Letter No. SEIAA -TN/F.No.7569/SEAC/[OR-741/2O2O,

Dated:14.08.2020.

4. Minutes of Public Hearing Conducted on 25.08.2021.

5. Lease granted as per Precise area communication period is for a period of 20

years under Rule l9-A of the Tamil Nadu Minor Mineral Concession Rules.

1959.

6. The PP has constructed the fencing and Garland drain all around the

boundary of the proposed working quarry. And also. the PP has planted the

trees around the proposed mining area.

7. Earlier, this proposal was placed in the 336,h Meeting of SEAC held on

07.12.2022.

8. Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the project proponent,

SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of Environmental

Clearance for the total excavation as per mlning plan shall not exceed

42O7O m3 of ROM whlch lncludes 25242 m1 of Recovered Multi Colour

Weathered Rock Horrever, it shall also not "r."* ;;;;d ffi";

K**, s8 .HATRMAI/
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production of 8910 mr of ROM with maintainlng the ultimate depth l8m

BGL subject to the standard conditions &, normal conditions stipulated by

MOEF &CC, in addition to the specific conditions stated therein.

9. Subsequently, this proposal was placed in the 58ln Meeting of SEIAA held on

22.12.2022. The Authority, after detailed discussions, decided to refer back

the proposal to SEAC for seeking clarification/ details on the following points

from the proponent:

i. The EMP furnished for 20 years is very sketchy with 5olo cost inflation.

Near actual for every year to be worked out indicating the items of
works to be taken up for every year clearly.

ii. Details of work/ rtrategies to be executed for the mitigation of
Environmental damages to be indicated every year for 20 years.

iii. The proponent shall clarify whether the 5olo inflation assumed be

sufficient to handle the expenses as the years advance.

iv. The impact of mining on vegetation and Bio-diversity and the plan/
(rategy to mitigate them shall be provided for 20 years with cost

breakup.

v. The impact on agriculture, soil erosion and water table shall be studied

and the plan/ strategy to mitigate them shall be provided for 20 years

with cost breakup.

vi. Water and energy conservation measures and the cost required for their

implementation shall be provided for 20 years.

vii. The EMP should cover the detailed budget for every year for air, water,

noise and waJte management including green belt.

Again, the proposal was placed for reappraisal in this 348ih Meeting of SEAC held on

19.01-2023. The PP has furnished the following replies to all the points raised by

5EIAA.

SEIAA

Query
No

Query Reply

I The EMP furnished for 20
years is very sketchy with

The tentative recurring cost is provided
under Recurring Cost Column and 5o/o
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5o/o cost inflation. Near

actual for every year to
be worked out indicating
the items of works to be

taken up for every year

clearly.

lnflation is calculated based on increase

in the level of prices of the goods and
services of past data and
recommendations of 5EAC.

2 Details of worV
Jtrategies to be executed
for the mitiSation of
Environmental damages

to be indicated every
year for 20 years.

The details of strategies to be

implemented as Mitigation Measures are

already detailed under Column
MitiSation Measure and corresponding
Provision for lmplementation with
Capital Cost and Recurring Cost every
Year for Life of Mine is provided.

3 The proponent shall

clarify whether the 5olo

inflation assumed be

sufficient to handle the
expenses as the years

advance.

57o lnflation is calculated based on
increase in the level of prices of the
goods and services of past data and

recommendations of SEAC and it does
justify for the expenses as the years

advance.

4 The impact of mining on
vegetation and Bio-

diversity and the plan/
strateSy to mitigate them
shall be provided for 20
years with cost breakup.

The proposed project ir a Bl - Cluster

Category Mining Project and impact on
vegetation and Bio- diversity is studied

in detail under the EIA Report and

inference is no significant impact is

anticipated and the Management Plan

and Strategy is detailed under the EMP

Table with Column Mitigation Measure

and corresponding Provision for
lmplementation with Capital Cost and

Recurring Cost every Year for Life Mine

is provided.

5 The impact on
agriculture, soil erosion

and water table shall be

studied and the plan/
strategy to mitigate them
shall be provided for 20
years with cost breakup.

The proposed project is a Bl - Cluster

Category Mining Project and impact on
agriculture, soil erosion and water table
is rtudied in detail under the EIA Report
(chapter No.7. pg.no:107-ll2) and

inference is no significant impact is

anticipated and the Management Plan

and StrateSy is detailed under ttl6\ EMP

Table with Column Mitigation lflea/uie
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and corresponding Provision for
lmplementation with Capital Cost and
Recurring Cost every Year for Life of
Mine is provided.

6 Water and energy
conservation meaiures
and the cost required for
their implementation
shall be provided for 20
years.

The water conservation measures are
proposed by using the rain water
harvested within the lease area for dust
JuppreJsion and greenbelt development
and remaining shall be met out form
local vendors. 5imilarly, the energy
conservation in this proposal is limited
only consumption of fuel by proposed
machineries for deployment and the
conservation is proposed by deploying
PUC Certified Machineries with latest 85-

Vl machines and the same is covered
under Project Cost.

7 The EMP should cover
the detailed budget for
every year for air, water,
notSe and
management including
green belt.

The EMP is already formulated as

suggested by providing attributes in
Rows for Air Environment, Noise
Environment, Water Environment.
Waste Management, Star Rating,
Greenbelt Development,
lmplementation of EC, Mining Plan and
D6M5 Conditions and Mine Closure
Attribute. And corresponding budget
provision is provided under column as

Capital Cost and Recurring Cost.
The sEAc carcfully examined the repries fumisne@
its recommendation already made in the 336thsEAC meeting held on o7.12.2022. All
the conditionJ recommended will also remain unchanged.

Agenda No: 348-ll
(Flle No: 7954nO21)
Proposed Rough stone quarry lease area over an extent of 1.22.oHa at i.F.Nos. 76
and l4o (Part.4), Nathathahalli Village, Nallampalli raluk, Dharmapuri Dlitrlct, Tamil
Nadu by Thiru. P.Periyannan -For Environmental Clearance
(fl MrN/Ml Nn 7 46sO nO2O A. 22.9.2O2O)

The proposal was placed for appraisal in this 34Sthmeeting of SEAC he
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19.O1.2023. The details of the project furnished by the proponent are given in

the website (parivesh. nic.in).

The SEAC noted the follo,ving:

l. The project proponent, Thiru. P.Periyannanhas applied for Environmental

Clearance for the R.ough stone quarry lease over an extent of 1.22.0Ha at

S.F.Nos. 76 and l4O (Part-4), Nathathahalli Village, Nallampalli Taluk.

Dharmapuri District, Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under category "B2" of ltem l(a) "Mining of

Minerals Projects" of the schedule to the EIA Notification,2006.

3. Earlier, this proposal was placed for appraisal in the 317,h meeting of SEAC

held on 06.10.2022 respectively. Based on the presentation and documents

furnished by the pro)ect proponent, SEAC decided to recommend the

proposal for the grant of Environmental Clearance for the total production

quantity ol 96154 m3 of Rough stone & 5904 Weathered Rock and not to

exceed the Annual Peak Production capacity of 34265 m3 of Rough stone

with r€rtricting the ultimate pit depth of 20 m,subject to the standard

conditions as per the Annexure I of this minutes & normal conditions

stipulated by MOEF &CC. in addition to the specific conditions stated

therein.

4. 5ubsequently, this proposal was placed for appraisal in the 5Tlnmeeting of

SEIAA held on 21.11.2022&, 22.11.2022 After detailed discussion, the

Authority noted that a complaint letter has been received from the

Member Secretary/TNPCB vide Lr. No.TNPCB/F.22649lDMP/Complaint

section/2o2o datd 17.12.2020 enclosing the copy of complaint received

from the Public of the Nathathahalli Village against the proposed quarry.

Hence, the Authority decided that upon the receival of the action taken

repo( by the Competent Authority. further course of action will be taken.

Now. the Proponent has submitted an Affidavit of Nathathahalli village

people on 07.11.2022 stating that they have no objection for quarrying

Rough stone in the proposed mining area. ln this the Authority

decided to request the Member Secretary SEIAA-TN back the

SEAC -TN SEAC- TN
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proposal to SEAC-TN stating the following reasons,

i. The possible impacts of the quarry operation on the inhabitance and

their asrets like house, property & livelihoods shall be studied.

lt. The impacts of the vibration, air pollution, water table, water resources

may be examined.

Possible impacts of soil erosion, flood movements, loose boulders, land

vulnerability, silting of pond on inhabitance and other instabilities to the

infrastructure may be examined in the light of the following,

As per the kml uploaded by the proponent in the online through the

Parivesh portal, it is ascertained that there are many rtructures exist

within 300m from the proposed mine lease area. A structure exirts at

50m from the proposed area. Since the mining involves blasting,

considering the safety point of view,

"No new layout, building plans falling within 3OO metres from any

quarry should be given approval by any agency unles prior clearance of
the Director of Geology and Mining is obtained. On receipt of
proposals for according clearance, the Director of Geology and Mining
shall decide upon the continuance or clorure, as the case may be of any
quarry which it tituated within 3OO metre, from the now layout,

building sought for such "clearance',.

Again. the proposal was placed for reappraisal in this 34grh meeting of SEAC held on
19.01.2023. Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the proiect

proponent, SEAC decided to obtain following details from the pp.

l. The PP shall enumerate the structures within the radius of (i) 50 m, (ii) roo m, (iii)

200 m and (iv) 3o0 m with detairr such as dwefling houses with number of
occupants, places of worship. industries, factories, sheds, etc.

2. The PP shall furnish a report on the scientific studies carried out for the
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caused due to the proposed Quarrying operations on the Surrounding Structures

including Wind Mills, Habitations and Water bodies located within 300 m from

the quarry lease', from any of the reputed Research and Academic lnstitution such

as CSIR-Central lnstitute of Mining & Fuel Research (CIMFR) / Dhanbad, National

lnititute of Rock Mechanics (N|RM)-Bangaluru, llT (l5M)-Dhanbad. NIT-Dept of

Mining Engg, Surathkal.

On receipt of the above details, the SEAC would further deliberate on this project and

decide the further course of action.

Agenda No: 348-12

(File No: 7993t2O2O)

propored of Rough stone Quarry lease over an extent of 1.55.0Ha in s.F.No. 306

(Part-l) of Pannapalli Village, Shoolagiri Taluk, Krirhnagiri District, Tamil Nadu by

Thiru.V.Venkatachalam- for Environmental Clearance. (Sh,rNA4lN/1O6563nO22

Dated 15.11.2022)

Earlier, this proposal was placed in 336,h Meeting of SEAC held on

07.12.2022. The details of the minutes are available in the website

(www. parivesh. nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The Project Proponent, Thiru.V.Venkatachalam has applied for Environmental

Clearance for the proposed Rough Stone quarry lease over an extent of 1.56.0 Ha

at 5.F.No.305 (Part) of Pannapalli Village, Shoolagiri Taluk, Krishnagiri District,

Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "B1" of ltem I (a) "Mining

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. As per mining plan, the lease period is 5 years. The mining plan is for the period

of five years & the production should not exceed 4.37,15O m3 of Rough Stone and

15,218 m3 of Topsoil with an ultimate depth of mining 52m (22m AGL + 30m

BGL)[as per approved ToR]. The annual peak production 142510 m3 of Rough

Stone (5thyear) and 15218 m3of Gravel (ld year).

4. ToR issued- Lr.No.SEIAA-TN /F.No.7 993 /SEACt-f ol-99 3 /2020

Dared:16.04.2021.
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5. Public hearing conducted on Dated:28.06.2022.

The proposal was placed for appraisal in the 335th meeting of SEAC held on

07.12.2022 and the SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for issue of
Environmental Clearance iubject to the conditions stated therein. The subject was

placed in the 58ln Authority meeting held on 22.12.2022. The Authority, after

detailed discussions, decided to refer back the proposal to SEAC for seeking

clarification/ details on the following points from the proponent:

(i) The EMP furnished for lO years is very sketchy with 5olo cost inflation. Near

actual for every year to be worked out indicating the items of works to be

taken up for every year clearly.

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Details of work/ rtrategies to be executed for the mitigation of Environmental

damages to be indicated every year for l0 years.

The proponent shall clarify whether the 5olo inflation assumed be sufficient to
handle the expenses as the years advance.

The impact of mining on vegetation and Bio-diversity and the plan/,trategy to
mitigate them shall be provided for 10 years with cost breakup.

The impact on agriculture, soil erosion and water table shall be studied and the

plan/ strategy to mitigate them shall be provided for l0 years with cort

breakup.

(v)

(vi) water and energy conJervation measures and the cost required for their
implementation shall be provided for l0 years.

(vii) The EMP should cover the detaired budget for every year for air, water, noise

and waste management including green belt.

Now the proposal was placed in this 348th Meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023. The

PP has furnished the reply to the above shortcomings observed by SEIAA.

",M?oo, CHAIRMAN
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No

I The EMP furnished for 20

years is very sketchy with 5olo

cott inflation. Near actual for

every year to be worked out

indicating the items of works

to be taken up for every year

clearly.

The tentative recurring cost is provided

under Recurring Cost Column and 5olo

lnflation is calculated based on increase in

the level of prices of the goods and

services of past data and

recommendations of SEAC.

2 Details of work/ rtrateSies to

be executed for the

mitigation of Environmental

damages to be indicated

every year for 20 years.

The detaili of strategies to be

implemented as MitiSation Measures are

already detailed under Column Mitigation

Measure and corresponding Provision for

lmplementation with Capital Cost and

Recurring Cost every Year for Life of Mine

is provided.

3 The proponent shall clarify

whether the 5olo inflation

assumed be sufficient to

handle the expenses ai the

years advance.

5olo lnflation is calculated based on

increase in the level of prices of the goods

and services of past data and

recommendations of SEAC and it does

justify for the expenses as the years

advance.

4 The impact of mining on

veSetation and Bio-diversity

and the plan/ rtrategy to

miti8ate them shall be

provided for 20 years with

cost breakup.

The proposed project is a Bl - Cluster

Category Mining Project and impact on

vegetation and Bio- diversity is studied in

detail under the EIA Report and inference

ii no significant impact is anticipated and

the Management Plan and Strategy is

detailed under the EMP Table with

Column Mitigation Measure and

corresponding Provision for

lmplementation with Capitfl Cost and
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Recurring Cost every Year for Life Mine is

provided.

5 The impact on agriculture

soil erosion and water tabl;

shall be 
'tudied 

and the plan/

strategy to mitigate them

shall be provided for 20

years with cort breakup.

The proposed proiect is a Bl - Cluster

Category Mining Project and impact on

agriculture, soil erosion and water table is

studied in detail under the EIA Report

(chapter No.7. pg.no:I35-143) and

inference is no significant impact ij
anticipated and the Management Plan

and Strategy is detailed under the EMP

Table with Column Mitigation Measure

and corresponding Provision for

lmplementation with Capital Cost and

Recurring Cost every Year for Life of Mine

is provided.

6 Water and energy

conservation measures and

the coit required for their

implementation shall be

provided for 20 years.

The water conservation measures are

proposed by using the rain water

harvested within the lease area for dust

suppreJsion and greenbelt development

and remaining shall be met out form local

vendors. Similarly, the energy

conservation in this proposal is limited

only consumption of fuel by proposed

machineries for deployment and the

conservation is proposed by deploying

PUC Certified Machineries with latest B5-

Vl machines and the same is covered

under Project Cost.

7 The EMP should cover the

detailed budget for every

year for air, water, noise and

The EMP is already formulated as

sugsested by providing attributes in Rows

for Air Environment, Noise Environment,
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waste management including

green belt.

Water Environment, Waste Management,

Star Rating, Greenbelt Development,

lmplementation of EC, Mining Plan and

DGMS Conditions and Mine Closure

Attribute. And corresponding budget

provision is provided under column as

Capital Cost and Recurring Cost.

The committee carefully examined the points raised by SEIAA and the replies given by

the PP and decided to reiterate its recommendation already made in 336ih Meeting of

SEAC held on 07.12.2022. All other conditions nipulated in the earlier minutes will

remain unaltered.

Agenda No: 348-13
(File No: 824JnO21)
Proposed Rough Stone & Gravel quarry lease over an extent of 0.71.5 Ha at S.F.Nos.
383nP) &, 3$nt2[l P) of Morattupalayam Village, Uthukuli Taluk, Tiruppur
District, Tamil Nadu by Thiru.KSenthilkumar - For Environmental Clearance
(SIMIN/MIN/5986OnO21, dated: 13.01.2021)

Earlier, this proposal was placed for appraisal in this 299rh meeting of SEAC

held on 23.07.2022.The details of the proiect furnished by the proponent are given

in the website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The project/activity is covered under Category "Bl" of ltem l(a) "Mining of

Mineral Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2005.

2. TOR was issued vide Lr No. SEIAA-TN/F.No.8243/SEAC/ToR-918/2O2O Dated:

16.O3.2021.

3. Public HearinS was conducted on 23.08.2021.

4. EIA report was submitted on 30.09.2021.

Based on the presentation made by the proponent, SEAC recommended to grant

of Environmental Clearance for the production quantity of 15,300 m3 of rough stone

with Annual Peak Production Capacity of 4950 m3 (4,h year) of Rough stone keeping

an ultimate depth of 32m as per the mining plan, subject to the stipulated

conditions. l\ nililQ(*,.*, N,.J/_r-
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Subsequently, the proposal was placed in the 548ih Authority meeting held on

O1.O9.2022 and the Authority after detailed deliberation decided to call for additional

details from the proponent.

l. The proponent is requested to furnish the certified compliance report for the

quarrying activity carried out earlier in the proposed mine lease area.

Again, the proposal was placed in the 575th Authority meeting held on 06.12.2022.

The proponent had submitted the Certified Compliance Report to the O/o SEIAA on

2O.1O.2O22. On the receipt of CCR, SEIAA noted that certain conditionj have not

been complied. Hence,SEIAA decided that SEAC shall examine the above submitted

certified Compliance Report for grant of Environmental clearance and furnish the

remarks to SEIAA.

Now the proposal was placed for reappraisal in this 348th meeting of SEAC held on

19.O1.2023. The PP has furnished a detailed reply covering the points raised by SEIAA.

Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the proiect proponent, SEAC

decided to confirm the recommendation already made in 3o3rd meeting of SEAC

held on 18.08.2o22. All other conditions stipulated in the earlier minutes will remain

unaltered.

Agenda No: 348-14.
(File No: 84O12.O2r)
Proposed of Grey Granite Quarry lease over an extent of l.l0.0Ha in S.F.Nos.373llA,
373/18(P) of Chendarapalli Vlllage, Bargur Taluk, lGishnagtri District, Tamil Nadu by
Thiru.B.Syednazar Babulal- Erwironnrental Clearance (SlMfN/MlN/77ngnO2l A.
21.O5.2022)

Earlier" this proposal was placed in this 323.d meeting of SEAC held on

2O.1O.2O22. The details of the project furnished by the proponent are given in the

website (parivesh. nic. in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The project proponent, Thiru.B.Syednazar Babulal has applied for

Environmental Clearance for the Proposed of Crey Granite euarry lease

over an extent of 1.10.0Ha in 5.F.Nos.373llA,3Z3/lB(p) of Chendarapalli

Village, Bargur Taluk, Krishnagiri District, Tamil Nadu.

The project/activity is covered under category "Bl"of ltem I (a)"Mini
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of Minerals Projects"of the schedule to the EIA Notification,2006.

3, TOR. issued vide Letter No. SEIAA -TN/F.No.84O1/SEAC||OR-982/2O21,

Oated: O5.O7.2021.

4. Minutes of Public Hearing Conducted on 20.O4.2O22.

5. Lease granted as per Precise area communication period is for a period of

20 years under Rule l9-A of the Tamil Nadu Minor Mineral Concession

Rules, 1959.

Based on the preientation and documents furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of Environmental Clearance for the

period of 5 yean for the ultimate depth of mining upto 23m BGL and the total

excavation as per mining plan shall not exceed 21430 m3 of ROM which includes

7500 m3 of Recovered 6rey Granite, 13390 m3 of Granite Waste, 8652 m3 of

Weathered Rock and 4736 rn3 of Topsoil. However, the Annual peak produaion

shall be maintained as 4410 m3 of ROM which includes 1543 m3 of Grey Granite, &

2867 m3 of Granite Waste and weathered rock of 4586 m3&. 2664 m3 of Top soil

with maintaining the ultimate depth 23m BGL subject to the rtipulated conditions.

Subsequently. the proposal was placed in the 558th Authority meeting held on

08.11.2022 &. 09.11.2022. The Authority after detailed discussions. decided to refer

back the proposal after the receipt of following additional particulars as follows.

i) The EMP coJt provided greenbelt was found to be not sufficient and incorrect.

ln this regard. the PP shall furnish revised EMP with capital cost & recurring

cost for Greenbelt including details of no. of plantation and establishment

& maintenance.

This proposal was again placed in 348'h SEAC meeting held on 19.01.2023. The PP has

submitted his reply to the points raised by SE|AA. The Committee carefully examined

the pointr raised by SEIAA and the replies given by the PP and decided to reiterate its

recommendation already made in 323rd Meeting of SEAC held on 20.1O.2O22. All

other conditions stipulated in the earlier minutes will remain unaltered.

Agenda No:348-15
(File No: e4$no21)
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Propored Gravel & Laterite quarry lease area over an extent of 1.27.OHa at S.F.Nos.
193/3, 193/9, 193/10 & 793/11 of lGelarungunam Village, Panrutt Taluk. Cuddalore
District Tamil Nadu by Thiru-E. Rajendran - For Environmental Clearance.
(SlMl-N/MlN/20317 5nO21, dated: 12.O3.2021).

The proposal was placed for appraisal in this 348th meeting of SEAC held on

19.01.2023. The details of the project furnished by the proponent are given in the

website (Parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The project proponent, Thiru. E. Rajendran, has applied for Environmental

Clearance for the proposed Gravel & Laterite quarry lease area over an extent

of 1.27.0Ha, at S.F.Nos. 193/3, 193/9, 193/10 &. 193/11 of Keelarungunam

Village, Panruti Taluk, Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "82" of ltem l(a) "Mining of

Minerals Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. The production for the Two years states that the total quantity of recoverable

as 19308 cu.m of Gravel & 2145 cu.m of Laterite and the ultimate depth of
mining is 5m above ground level.

Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of issue of Environmental

Clearance subject to the stipulated conditions. Since then the proposal has been going

back and forth between the Authority, SEAC and PP. Finally Now, based on the reply

furnished by the PP on 14.10.2022, the proposal was placed in the 565th Authority

meeting held on 3,I.10.2022.

The Authority after detailed deliberations, noted as follows.

1. As per the KML file uploaded by the proponent in online through

Parivesh portal, it is ascertained that

i. There are habitations within 300m radius.

ii. Shri Mariamman Temple exirts within 3O0m radius.

The proponent had submitted the revised restricted area. The

proponent is requested to submit the revised plan approved by the

competent authority.

2.
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4.

Further, in mining plan submitted online in Parivesh portal, chapter 5

Mining it is inadvertently mentioned as "The applicant intends to quarry

Gravel @ 90olo is 19.308 m3 and Gravel @ 1Oo/o" instead of Gravel @

9Oo/o and laterite @ 10o/o. Hence, the proponent is requested to make

the necessary correction.

Further, the longitudinal and croir-sectional profile of the proposed

mine lease area is not a perfect rectangle. lt is in the shape of triangle.

But the volume of the quantity to be mined out is calculated on the

basis of rectangular shape. Hence, the proponent is requested to submit

the exact quantity of the mineral to be mined out based on the profile

of the mineral existing in the proposed lease area.

Further, as per the approved Mining plan submitted by the proponent

in online through Parivesh portal, it is ascertained that the propored

bench height and width is 2.5m.

As per MetalliferouJ Miner Regulationt, 1961 Chapter Xl: Mine Worklngs

106 Opencast workings - ln opencast workingr, the following precautions shall be

observed, namely: -

(l) ln alluvial roil, moorum gravel, clay, debris or other rimilar ground -

(a)(i) the sides shall be sloped at an angle of safety not exeeding 45

degrees from the horizontal or such other angle as the Regional

lnspector may permit by an order in writing and subject to such

conditions as he may specify thereinl or

(ii) the sides shall be kept benched and the height of any bench rhall not

exceed 1.5 metrer and the breadth thereof shall not be lesJ than the

height:

Hence, the proposed bench for the Gravel quarrying is more than that

prescribed in the MMR, l96l rules. Hence, the above remarks shall be clarified.

ln the view of the above, the Authority decided to refer back the proposal to SEAC to

examine with the above-mentioned points and furnish the remarks to SE|AA.

Now the proposal was placed for appraisal in this 348'h meeting oflSE,lC held on

19.O1.2023. The PP has furnished a detailed reply covering the pointsfrais{d/by SEIAA.

3.

5.
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Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to recommend for a quantity ROM = I5,295m3 Gravel = 13,856,m3 @9006

Recovery Laterite = 1,439m3 @107o Recovery and confirm the recommendation

already made in 24lnmeeting of SEAC held on 03.11,2021. All other conditions

stipulated in the earlier minuter will remain unaltered.

Agenda No:348-16

(File No: 8528nO21

Proposed Earth quarry lease wer an extent of 0.97.0Ha at t.F.Nos. Bln, Bl/8,
231AO (P'), 24/11, 24/12 &. 24/,A3 ol Vellakarai Viltage, Cuddalore Tatuk,

Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu by Thiru.A.Prasath- For Environmental Clearance.

(srA/TN/MrN/2 09390nO21 A.t 6.04.2021)

The proposal was placed in this 348th meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023.

The details of the project furnished by the proponent are given in the

website(parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

l. The project proponent, Thiru.A.Prarath has applied for Environmental

Clearance for the Earth quarry quarry lease over an extent of 0.97.0Ha at

S.F.Nos. 231/7, 231/8, 231/10 (P), 244/11, 244/12 & 244/13 ot Veilakarai

Village, Cuddalore Taluk, Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "82" of ltem I (a) "Mining

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification,2006.

J. Earlier, this proposal was placed in the 3l7th meeting of SEAC held on

06.10.2022.

4. After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for the

Srant of Environmental Clearance, for a production quantity of 17,882cu.m of
Earth by maintaining an ultimate depth of 4 m (2m AGL + 2m BGL), subject to
the standard conditions & normal conditions stipulated by MOEF&CC, in

addition to the specific conditions stated therein.

5. Subsequently, this proposal was placed in the 562"d meeting of SEIAA held on

25.1O.2O22 &.26.10.2022. After detailed discussion, the Authority decided to to
refer back the proposal to SEAC-TN stating the following reasons,
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As per the kml uploaded by the proponent in the online through the

Parivesh portal, it is ascertained that there seemr to be agricultural

activities going around the proposed mining area. Hence,

i. The impacts of mining on Agriculture and vegetation around the

mining area shall be studied.

ii. The PP shall carry out a study on the biodiversity in the proposed

mining area.

iii. The impacts of mining on flora, fauna & soil microorganisms in

the mining area shall be studied.

iv. The PP shall furnish details of soil erosion management and soil

conservation plan.

v. The impacts of mining on the water table shall be studied.

vi. The PP shall be directed to look for alternate site if any. since the

proposed section Xl-Yl has dense vegetation.

Again, the proposal was placed for reappraisal in this 348th meeting of SEAC held on

19.01.2023. The PP has furnished the following repliei to all the points raised by

SEIAA.

SEIAA

Query

No

Query Reply

I The lmpacts of mining on

Agriculture and vegetation

around the mining shall be

studied.

No major agriculture activities in the

vicinity of the area, agriculture is

practiced only during rainy seasonJ.

Major land type within lkm radius is

agriculture land contributing 45o/o,

major plantation in the vicinity of the

area is Cashew tress plantation.

Greenbelt development is proposed all

along the boundary barrier to mitigate

dust propagation into thnsurrounding

.l
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fields and regular water sprinkling for

dust suppression as per EMP shall be

strictly implemented.

. Cashew trees present within proposed

area and North side. West and

southern portion are mainly covered

with Eucalyptus trees.

2
lrn. 

ee shatt carry out

I 
study on biodiversity in

I the proposed mining area

The area is covered by Coconut &

Cashew trees.

The proponent proposed to plant 600

Nos of Native species like pungam and

Neem trees boundary besides three tier

plantations will be carried out during

the mining operation.

Nearest wild life sanctuary is Ossudu

Lake Birds Sanctuary 25 km NE.

NeareJt Reserve Forest iJ

Thiruthuraiyur Reserved Forest 17.0 km

in NW side.

There is no Schedule I species in the

vicinity of the project area.

It is inferred from the primary and

secondary data's the project will not

have any significant impact on the roil

and biodiversity of the area.

3 The impacts of mining on

flora, fauna & soil

microorganisms in the

mining area shall be

Jtudied

o The proposed area is covered with

Earth formation.

o There is no Schedule I species in the

vicinity of the project area.

. lt is inferred from the primary and
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secondary data's the project will

have any significant impact on the

and biodiversity of the area.

not

soil

4 The PP shall furnish So

details of management

and soil

conservation plan.

Soil Erosion:

. There are no ttreams. canals or water

bodies crossing within the project area.

The nearest water body is Odai -270m

- ea't side.

o Garland drains will be constructed

around the project area to arrett any

soil from the quarry area being carried

away by the rainwater. This will also

avoid the soil erosion and liltation in

the mining pits and maintaining the

rtability of the benches.

Soil Conservation:

. There is no topsoil of the area.

Overburden in the form of Earth

formation. the Earth will be directly

loaded into tippers for the filling and

leveling of low lYing areas.

5 The lmpacts of mining on

the water table shall be

studied.

o There are no ttreamJ. canals or water

bodies crosing within the Proiect area.

There are few water bodies located

within 5km radius of the ProPosed

project area.

o Odai - 270m - East.

o \)Uater table in this area is 55m depth.

The depth of the proposed area is only
A

4m. 5o it will not causeldnx impacts on
| 1 Il
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the water table in this area.

6 The PP shall be directed to

look for alternate site if

any, Since the proposed

section Xl-Yl has dense

veSetation.

The prorect is site specific, no

alternative site has been examined for

the mining operation.

The proposed site has 22 no of cashew

trees the age of the trees are more than

8 years and there is very low yield.

The main purpose of the mining

operation is to remove the layers of

earth formation and exposed fertile

layer beneath and carry out the

aSriculture activity in that area.

The committee carefully examined the points raised by SEIAA and the replies giren

by the PP and decided to reiterate its recommendation already made in 317,h

Meeting of SEAC held on 06.10.2022. All other conditions stipulated in the earlier

minutes will remain unaltered.

Agenda No: 348-17
(File No: e6l0n0n)
Proposed Rough stone and Gravel quarry project over an extent of 2.49.5 Ha in
5. F'Nos. I lol' I I 02' 1103 n. no3n, 1t.o3 /3, lrc4n{ e. fio4,n} at K,llapuramVillage .
PeriyakulamTaluk, Thenl District, Tamil Nadu by Thlru. KJeganathan- For
Environmental Clearance.(51A./TN /MlNnt1274n02l dated: 16.07.2021)

Earlier, this proposal was placed in this 267rh Meeting of SEAC held on

28.4.2022. The details of the proiect furnished by the proponent are available in the

website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the follovring:

l. The project proponent, Thiru. K.Jeganathan has appried for Environmental

clearance for the proposed Rough stone & Graver quarry rease over an extent

of 2.48.5ha at S.F.Nos. lt0l, 1102, |O3/1, |03/2, t1O3/3, |O4/2A &. t1O4/28

of Kullapuram Village. Periyakulam Taluk, Theni District. Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category ',82', of ltem I (a) ,,Mining of

,,ffiGuam*"
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Mineral Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. As per mining plan the the lease period is for 5 years and total quantity of

recoverable should not exceed 2,55,034 cu.m of rough stone, 14,978 cu.m of

gravel with an ultimate depth of mining is 38m below Sround level. The annual

peak production as per mining plan is 54,690 cu.m of rough ttone and

l2156cu.m of gravel.

Based on the presentation and document furnished by the project Proponent, SEAC

decided to necommend the propotal for the Srant of Environmental Clearance,

subject to the standard conditions & normal conditions stipulated by MOEF&CC,

in addition to the certain specific conditions:

Subsequently it was placed in the 512th Authority meeting held on 27.O5.2022 and

the Authority decided to call for following the additions details.

To furnish letter from AD/DD, 6&M. Theni Dirtrict reSardinS last date of operation

& Iart trantport receipt of the previously operated mine lease period.

Based on the reply furnished by the project proponent it has again been placed in

555'h Authority meetinS, discussed in detail and decided to refer back the proposal

to SEAC for re-appraisal on the receipt the following details.

'1. The Ccertified Compliance Report obtained from MoEF& CC, IRO or TNPCB.

This proposal was again placed in 348'h SEAC meeting held on 19.01.2023. Based on

the presentation & documents furnished including CCR, the Committee after detailed

discussion decided to re-confirm the recommendation already made in 267th Meeting

of SEAC held on28.4.2022.

Agenda No. 348- 18.

(File No.9B1nO22)
Proposed Rough Stone & Gravel quarry leaJe over an extent of O.86.5 Ha at S.F.No.

zon of Chlnnakallipattl Village, Mettupalayam Taluh Colmbatore District' Tamil

Nadu by Thiru & Surerh - for Erwlronmental dearance. (S|A/TNA'11N2 56U1nO22
dated16.02.2O22)

Earlier. this proposal was placed in this 2SlnMeeting of SEAC held on

03.06.2022. The details of the proiect furnished by the ProPonent are available in the

website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:
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l. The project proponent, Thiru R. Suresh has applied for Environmental

Clearance for the proposed Rough Stone and 6ravel quarry lease over an

extent of 0.86.5 Ha at 5.F.No. 2011 of Chinnakallipatti Village, Mettupalayam

Taluk, Coimbatore District. Tamil Nadu

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "B2" of ltem 'l(a) ,'Mining of
Mineral Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. The precise area communication issued for the period is 5 years. The mining

plan is for the period of 5 years & as per mining plan, the production should

not exceed 38180 cu.m. of Rough Stone & 8512 cu.m. of 6ravel. The annual

peak production 8050 cu.m. of Rough Stone (4th Year) & 4516 cu.m. of Gravel

(3'd Year). The ultimate depth - 22m BGL.

Based on the presentation and document furnished by the project proponent, SEAC

decided to ask for the following additional details from the project proponent.

1. The pro,iect proponent shall furnish certified compliance report.

2. The project proponent shall furnish action plan for the realignment of
benches (or) the slope stabilization and protective measures in previously

quarried mine.

3. The project proponent shall install the fencing completely around the

quarried mine.

The proponent has furnished reply vide lr. Dt: 05.09.2022. ln this connection,

the proposal was again placed in this 316ih SEAC Meeting held on 30.09.2022.

Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the project proponent,

SEAC decided to recommend the proporal for the grant of Environmental clearance

the uftimate depth of mining upto 22m BGL and the quantity of 3glgO cu.m. of
Rough Stone & 8512 cu.m. of Gravel iubject to the stipulated conditions.

Subsequently, the proposal was placed in the 552^d Authority meeting held on

25.1o.2o22. The Authority after detailed discussion decided to refer back to sEAc

after the receipt of certain additional particulars from the project proponent as stated

t herein.

ln this connection, the project proponent has furnished reply,
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Lr.dt:10.1I.2O22. This proposal was again placed in 348h SEAC meeting held on

19.O1.2023. Based on the presentation & documents furnished and the Committee

after detailed discussion decided to re-confirm the recommendation already made in

315'h SEAC Meeting held on 30.09.2022.

Agenda No: 348 -19.

(File No: 9389nO22)

Propored Rough Stone and Gravel Quarry over an extent of 4.67.64Ha at 5F.No.835

(Part), 837/3 (Part) and 838/3 (Part), VadakkuAriyanayagiPuram Part-2 Village,

Cheranmahadevi Talulq Tirunelveli Dittrict, Tamil Nadu b^/ Thiru. A.Chittarasu - For

Environmental Clearance. (SIA/TN/MIN/2 81888nO22, dt: O7.O7.2O22)

The proposal was placed for appraisal in 324'h meeting of SEAC held on

21.1O.2O22. The details of the proiect furnished by the proponent are given in the

website(parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC notd the following:

l. The project proponent, Thiru. A.Chittarasu has applied for Environmental

Clearance for the Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel Quarry over an extent of

4.67.64Ha at 5F.No.835 (Part). 837/3 (Part) and 838/3 (Part),

VadakkuAriyanayagipuram Part-2 Village, Cheranmahadevi Taluk, Tirunelveli

District. Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under cateSory "82" of ltem 1 (a) "Mining of

Minerals Projects" of the schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. The precise area communication was issued for the period of l0 years. The

approved mining plan is for the period of five years & Production should not

exceed 107696Om3 of Rough Stone & 85152 m3 of Gravel. The annual peak

production is 2,23,895 cu.m of Rough Stone (5'h Year) & 34156 cu.m of Gravel' The

ultimate depth is 40m BGL.

Based on the presentation and documents furnished by the project Proponent,

SEAC decided to recommend the prDposal for the grant of Environmental Clearance

for the total quantity of 1O,76,960m3 of Rough Stone & 85,152 mr of Gravel by

maintaining the ultimate depth of mininS upto4om B6L with annual

3,895 cu.m of Rough Stone &34,155 m3 of Gravel
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the project subject to the stipulated conditions.

Subsequently, the proposal was placed in the 569th Authority meeting held on

09.11.2022. The Authority after detailed discussions, decided to refer back the

proposal after the receipt of the certain additional particulars from the project

proponent as stated therein.

ln this connection, the project proponent has furnished reply vide

Lr.dt:O1.12.2O22. This proposal was again placed in 348rh SEAC meeting held on

19 -o1.2o23. The committee carefully examined the points raised by SEIAA and the

replies given by the PP and decided to reiterate its recommendation already made in

324rh Meeting of SEAC held on 21.10.2022. All other conditions stipulated in the

earlier minutes will remain unaltered.

Agenda No: 34&20

(File No: 9428nO22)

Proposed expansion of construction of Resldential group development. High Rlse &
Non-High-Rise Group Dwelopmentat S.No. run, Mn, 4fl5, &6fiA,
406n8,N6/ 2, 407nM, 407n82, &8/rA, &8A82. 408nA, Q8nB2,4loltAl,
4rcAtAB, 410/ 2, 410/3, 4tO/4, 414n, 414/ 2, 425n8, 425nC1, 425nD1)\
425nD2A' 425nD28, Padappar Virlage, ltundrarhur Taluk, lGnchipuram Drstrrct,

Tamil Nadu bry IWs. casa Grande civil Engineering private Limited- For
Environmental Clearance. (Sh/fN/MlS/81 S5BAO22 Dt. O2.O1.2OZ2)

Earlier, this proposal was placed in this 33ln SEAC Meeting held on
24.11-2022. The projea proponent gave a detaired presentation. The detairs of the
project furnished by the proponent are avairable in the website (parivesh. nic. in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The Project Proponent, M/s. Casa Grande Civil Engineering private Limited has

applied for Terms of Reference for the proposed expansion of construction of
Residential group development, High Rise & Non-High-Rise Group Deveropment

at S.No. 404/1. 404/2, 4O5. 406/1A. 406/18.406/ 2. 4OZ/2A2. 407/282. 4OB/IA.

408/182, 408/2A, 408/282, 4tO/1A1, 4tO/1A28, 410/ 2, 4tO/3, 410/4, 414/1. 414/

2. 425/28. 425/2C1. 425/2DtA. 425/2D2A. 425/2D28, padappai Viilage,

aluk, Kanchipuram District, Tamil Nadu.
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2. The project/activity is covered under Category "Bl" of ltem 8(b) "Township and

Area development Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. M/s. Casa 6rande Civil Engineering Private Limited has already obtained

Environment Clearance vide Lr.No.SEIAA-TN,/F.No.9094/EC/8(a)/ 842/2022

dated 14.06.2022 for the conrtruction of Residential group development building

in S.F.No. 404/1, 404/2, 4O5, 4O6nA. &6/18,&6/ 2. 4O7/2A2. 407/282.

408/1 A. 408/182, 408/2A, 408/282, 410/1 A1, 410/1A28, 410/ 2, 410/3, 410/4,

414/1,414/ 2, 425/28,425/2C1, 425nD1A. 425/2D2A. 425nD28. Padappai

Village, Kundrathur Taluk, Kanchipuram District. Tamil Nadu.

4. ToR issued vide Lr No.SEIAA-TN,/F.No.9428ISEACfloR'12671/2O22 Date

03.10.2022.

5. EIA submitted on 04.11.2022.

6. Based on the presentation made and documents furnished by the proiect

proponent, SEAC decided to re@mmend the ProPoJal for the Srant of

Environmental Clearance subiect to the specific conditions, in addition to

standard conditions stipulated by MOEF &CC

Subsequently, it was placed in 576'h SEIAA meeting held on 7.12.2022. SEAC has

furnished its recommendations to the Authority for Sranting Environmental Clearance

to the Project subiect to theconditions stated therein. After detailed discussion, SEIAA

decided to obtain the following additional details from the PP.

l. The NOC from the Airport authority of lndia, tince it is a proposed high-Rise

building.

2. The earmarked area for the Children's play area within the project site.

3. Details of lmpact and mitiSation meaJure to the PaddaPai lake located in the

vicinity of the project site.

4. Details of existing traffic analysis and impact on the existing traffic by this project

On the receipt of the reply received from the PP, it was again been placed in 580th

SEIAA meeting held on 3.1.2023. After detailed discussion, SEIAA decided to refer

back this proposal for Setting specific remarks on the PP reply along with

recommendation.
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This proposal was again placed in 348rh SEAC meeting held on 19.01.2023. The

committee carefully examined the points raised by SEIAA and the replies given by the

PP and decided to reiterate its recommendation already made in 33lth Meeting of
SEAC held on 24.11.2022. All other conditions stipulated in the earlier minutes will
remain unaltered.

Agenda No: 348-21
(File No:9ffin022)
Proposed Rough stone and gravel quarry over an extent of 4.71.5 Ha in S.F.No. 210,
21312 AND 2378 at AthipalayamVillage. pugalur Taluk, lGrur Dlnrict, Tamil Nadu
by lWs. KISCOL BLUE METAL ryT LTD - For Environmental Clearance.
(slvrN/MrN/2 83233 nO21 datedz I 4.o7 .2022)
The SEAC noted the followlng:

'1. The project proponent, M,zs. KISCOL Blue Metal pvt Ltd has applied for
Environmental clearancefor the Proposed Rough stone and gravel quarry over

an extent of 4.77.5 Ha in S.F.No. 21O, 213/2 AND 23713 at Athipalayam

Village, Pugalur Taluk, Karur District, Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category,,B2,,of ltem l(a),'Mining of
Mineral Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. As per mining plan the lease period is for Io years. The production for the five
years itater that the total quantity of recoverable should not exceed 4,6g,625
cu.m of Rough stone and 83,090 cu.m of Gravel with an ultimate depth of
mining is 42m (2m Gravel + 40m Rough Stone) below ground level.

4. Based on the presentation and documenti furnished by the project proponent.

SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of Envlronmental

Clearance for total quantity of 9,36,100 m3 of Rough Stone &, g3,090 m, of
Gravel and for an annual peak production of Annual peak production capacity
of not exceeding 94,125 mi of rough stone & 39,301 mr of Gravel with
maintaining the ultlmate pit depth of 42 m, subject to the stipurated
conditions.

Subsequently. the proposar was praced in 569h Authority meeting herd on lo.I.2o22
6,11.11.2022. The Authority after detailed deliberation, noted that

l. As per the approved mining plan submitted by the proponent in

portal, it is ascertained that the mining plan period i

CHAIRMAN
SEAC. TN

online

QI,r
MEMB 83



years. Further. SEAC has recommended the quantity for l0 years. Hence, the

basis for grant of Environmental Clearance for a quantity of 9,36,7O0 m3

instead of 4.68,625 m3 may be examined.

As per the KML file submitted by the proponent, it is ascertained that rome

mining pits exist in the South Eastern direction creating an impression of cluster.

Hence, the proponent is requested to submit the detailJ regarding the pitr in

the above said direction from AD/Mines which must include

i. Details of ownership

ii. Lease details

Area appears to be huge and fresh track for mining. Hence, the proponent is

requested to submit the details regarding the impact of mining activity

i. Water Body

ii. Agricultural activities

iii. Rise in temperature

iv. Green House Gas Emissions

v. Disturbance to the Horticulture.

vi. Biodiversity

The budget for Development of 6reen Belt mentioned in EMP shall be

increased at the rate of Rs.5O0 per plant and at the rate of Rs.300 for

maintenance for 5 years to ensure survival of minimum 7Oo/o of the saplings

planted and the 5ame shall be included in the EMP.

EMP must include MitiSation cort and Restoration cott. A detailed prosresJive

plan for mine closure to be obtained. Hence, the proponent is requested to

submit the budget allocated for the same in EMP.

As per the details provided by the proponent in Pre-Feasibility Report, it is

ascertained that the Drinking water requirement and other Domestic Purposes

is 0.7 KLD. Further, number of persons employed is 39. Hence, the Water

available to per person is 18 Litres per day which is the basic essential for a

human being. As per CPHEEO Manual on Water Supply and Treatment,

Minimum of 45 Litres per Head per Day must be provided.

Hence, the adequary of water provided may kindly be

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
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ln the view of the above, Authority decided to refer back the proposal to SEAC to

examine the above-mentioned pointr and furnish its remarks to jElAA.

Now the proposal was placed for reappraisal in this 348,h meeting of SEAC held on

19.o1-2o23. The PP has furnished a detailed reply covering the points raised by sElAA.

The committee carefully examined the points raised by sEIAA and the replies given

by the PP and decided to reiterate its recommendation already made in 324th

Meeting of SEAC held on 21.1o.2o22. All other conditions stipulated in the earlier

minutes will remain unaltered.

Agenda No: 348-22

(File No: 8274n0n)
Proposed Rough Stone quarry lease over an extent of 3.00.0 Ha at S.F.No.

167 A(Part'2) of Siruthamur Village, uthiramerur Taluk. lGnchipuram District, Tamil

Nadu by Thiru. V.Sekar- For Environmental clearance. (slA/IN/MlN/5gB$no2l
dated 29.O3.2022).

Please see 'Part ll of the Minutes of 34grh meeting of SEAC held on
19.01.2023'.

Agenda No: 348 - 23.

(File No: 8275nO2D

Proposed Rough Stone quarry lease over an extent of 4.95.0 Ha at S.F.No.

338/l (Part'l) of siruthamur Vlllage, uthlramerur Taluk, lGnchipuram Dirtrict, Tamil
Nadu by Thiru. D.Arunkumar - for Environmental Clearance.

(Sh/n{/MlN/6orc8no21 datd 29.o3.2022)

Please see 'Part ll of the Minutes of 34g,h meeting of SEAC held on
19.O1.2023',.

Agenda No: 348-24

(Flle No: 8276nO2D

Proposed Rough Stone quarry lease over an extent of 3.0O.0 Ha at S.F.No.

1674(Part-1) of siruthamur Virrage, Uthiramerur Taluk, rGnchipuram District, Tamir

Nadu by Tvl.M.S.Blue Stones - For Environmental Clearance.

(slMrN/MlN/59$1no21 datd 29.03.2022)
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19.O1.2023"

Agenda No: 348-25

(Flle No: 8278f2O21)

Proposed Rough Stone quarry leare o\rer an extent ol 2.15.30 Ha at S.F.No. 320/5 ol

Siruthamur Village. Uthiramerur Taluk Kanchipuram Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu by Thiru

.KPrabakaran- for Environmental Clearance. (SlA/fNA4lN/26433Ot2O22 daled

29.O3.2022)

Please see 'Part ll of the Minutes of 348rh meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023'.

Agenda No: 348-26

(File No: 7696nO22)

Proposed Rough stone & Gravel quarry lease over an extent of l.rlo.98 Ha in5.F.No

114/1, fi4n, n4B, 114/4, 114/5,114/6, r4n,114/8, ll4l98 and ll5, Padur Village,

Uthiramerur Taluk Lanchlpuram Dittrict, Tamil Nadu by Thlru.LMuthuraj' For

Environmental Clearance. (SIA/TN/MIN/63076?O21 A. 29.03.2022)

Please see 'Part ll of the Minutei of 348'h meeting of SEAC held on 19.01.2023'.

Agenda No: 348-27

(File No:9O86nO22)

Proposed Rough Stone & Gravel quarry lease o\rer an extent of 2.32.OHa at S.F.No.

$1n, 632 (P) & 649 (P) of Madukkarai Village, Madukkarai Taluk Coimbatore

Dinrict, Tamil Nadu by Thiru.D.Jayakumar - for Environmental Clearance. (SlA/ TN/

MIN/ 261 380/2 O22 dated 12.03.2022)

Earlier, this proposal was placed in this 283'd Meeting of SEAC held on

09.O5.2O22. The details of the proiect furnished by the proponent are available in the

website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC notd the folloring:

l. The Project Proponent, Thiru. D.Jayakumar has applied for Environmental

Clearance for the proposed Rough stone & Gravel quarry lease over an extent of

2.32.0 Ha at S.F.No. 631/2, 632 (P) & 649 (P) of Madukkarai Village,

Madukkarai Taluk. Coimbatore Dittrict, Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category "B2" of

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA Notification,2oo5.

" Mining
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3. As per the mining plan, the lease period is for 5 years. The mining plan is for
the period of 5 years. The total production for 5 years not to exceed

1,68,775m3 m3Rough stone. The Annual peak production 34,540 m3 Rough

stone (5rh year) with ultimate depth of 44 m BGL

5t.

No
Detaik of the prcposal Data fumished

I Name of the Owner/Firm Thiru. D. Jayakumar,

5/o. M. Duraisamy.

No.l61175, Palakkad Road.

Marappalam, Madukkarai,

Coimbatore Dirtrid - 641 lO5.

2 Type of quarrying (Savudu/Rough

Stone/5and/Granite)

Rough Stone and Gravel

3 5.F No. of the quarry site with area

break-up

631/2,632 (Part) & 649 (Part)

4 Village in which situated Madukkarai

5 Taluk in which situated Madukkarai

6 Dirtrict in which situated Coimbatore

7 Extent of quarry (in ha.) 2.32.0 Ha

8 Period of quarrying proposed 5 years

9 Type of mining Opencart Mechanized Mining

10 Production (Quantity in mr) 1,68,775 m3 of Rough Stone

l'r Latitude & Longitude of all corners of

the quarry site

l0'53'30.43'N to 10"53'35.66"N

7 6" 5 6' 1 4.21" E to 7 6" 5 6' 22.17 " E

t2 Topo Sheet No. 58-B/13

l3 Man Power requirement per day: 20 Nos

t4 Precise area communication approved

by Assistant Director, Department of

Geology and Mining with date

Na. Ka.No.1 7l 8/Kanimam/2020,

dated:l5.O2.2022

l5 Mining Plan approved by Assistant Rc.No.l 7l 8/Min es/2O2O,

<(,
MEMBER SE

SEAC -TN
Y

'H:lii^,(t)
87 t



Director, Department of Geology and

Mining with date

dated:O2.O3.2022

16 \Yater requirement:

1. Drinking water & domestic

purposes (in KLD)

2. Dust Suppression (in KLD)

3. Green Belt (in KLD)

I.2 KLD

0.3 KLD

0.6 KLD

0.3 KLD

17 Power requirement

a. Domertic Purpore

b. lndustrial furpose

TNEB

1,35.020 Litres of HSD

l8 Depth of quarrying 44m bgl

l9 Depth of water table 7Om in Summer & 65m in Rainy

5ea50n

20 Whether any habitation within 300m

distance

No

21 Project Cost (including EMP cost) Rs. 98.55,0O0/-

22 EMP cost Capital Cost - Rs.12,95,000/-

Recurring Cost - Rs.l7.59,OOO/-

23 CER cost Rs. 5.00,000/-

24 Assirtant Director, mines 500m cluster

letter

Rc.No.l 7l 8/Min es/2O2O,

dated:O2.03.2022

25 VAO certificate regarding 300m radius

cluster

Letter dated 25.O2.2O22

Based on the presentation and document furnished by the Project proponent, SEAC

decided to ask for the following additional details from the Project Proponent.

(i) The project proponent shall furnish documentary evidence from the concerned

Diitrict Forest Officer showing the dittance between the nearest R.F and the

proposed quarry Jite.

On receipt of the above details, SEAC would further deliberate on this project and

decide the further course of action.
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Based on the reply furnished by the PP, this proposal again been placed in 348'h SEAC

meeting held on 19.'1.2023. The PP has made the representation covering the above

said details. The SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of
Environmental Clearance for the total excavation quantity for 5 years not to exceed

1,68,775m3 m3 Rough stone. The Annual peak production 34,540 m3 Rough

stone (5th year) with ultimate depth of 44 m BCtL subjea to the standard

conditions as per the Annexure I of this minutes & normal conditions stipulated by

MOEF &CC, in addition to the following specific conditions:

l. The prior Environmental Clearance granted for this mining project shall be

valid for the project life including production value as laid down in the

mining plan approved and renewed by competent authority, from time to
time, subject to a maximum of thirty years, whichever is earlier vide

MoEF&CC Notifi catlon S.O. I 807(E) dated 12.04.2022.

2. The mine manager and other rtatutory competent persons such as blaster (or)

mine mate shall be appointed before the commencement of mining

operation aJ per the provisions of Mines Act 1952 and Metalliferrous Mines

Regulationi, 1951.

3. The PP shall inform the notice of opening of the quarry to the Director of
Mines Safety/Chennai Region before obtaining the CTO.

4. The proponent shall conrtruct the '53 (or) 62' type of fencing all around the

boundary of the proposed working quarry with gates for entry/exit before

the commencement of the operation as recommended in the DGMS Circular,

11/1959 and shall furnish the photographs/map showing the same before

obtaining the CTO from TNPCB.

5. Since the quarry is located in the cruster, the project proponent shal ensure

strict compliance of the provisions given under the Mines Rules, 1955 for the

health and welfare of the persons employed therein.

5. The PP shall carry out the tree plantation to act as a barrier to reduce noise

level and durt pollution arong the boundary of the quarrying site considering

the wind direction before obtaining the CTO from the TNpCB.
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7. Further, the PP shall construct the garland drain with proper size, gradient

and length along the boundary of the pit leaving behind the mandatory

safety zone of 7.5 m as it is designed to take care of run-off water (size,

Sradient and length).

8. The Project Proponent (PP) shall submit a 'Slope stability action plan'

incorporatinS the haul road ramp keeping the benches intact for the

proposed quarry lease after it is duly vetted by the concerned AD (Mine$

before obtaining CTO from TNPCB.

9. As the habitations are located nearby, the PP shall carry out the controlled

blasting using jack hammer drilled shallow holes (32-34 mm dia& 1.5 m

length) only and NONEL shock tube initiation system with muffling

techniques to enJure the environmentally acceptable blasting operation.

10. ln case of carrying out the 'Deep-hole larSe diameter drilling and blaning' in

the proposed quarries, the PP shall obtain prior permission from the Director

of Mines Safety, Chennai Region after the commencement of mining

operations under the provisions of Reg. 106 (2) (b) of MMR 1951.

ll. The PP shall carry out maximum of two rounds of controlled blast only per

day, restricted to the maximum of 50 to 60 number of holes per round with

maintaining maximum charge per delay in such a manner that the blast-

induced ground vibration level (Peak Particle Velocity) measured in the

houses/structures located at a diJtance of 300 m shall not exceed 2.0 mm/s

and no fly rock shall travel beyond 20 m from the site of blasting. The PP

shall also ensure that the blasting operation shall be carried out once in 2

days to reduce the environmental impacts effectively.

12.Since few habitations are situated at a distance range of I km from the mine

lease boundary, within one year from the commencement of minin8

operations, the PP shall carry out the scientific studies in coordination with

the other quarry owners located in the cluster domain on'Design of Suitable

blast parameters for reducing the cumulative impact of blast-induced

ground/air vibrations and fly rock caused due to operation of the quarries in

the cluster by adopting appropriate controlled blasting t{hiriques', by

CHAI
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involving a reputed Research and Academic lnstitution such as NIRM, llT
Madras, IIT(l5M)-Dhanbad, Anna University Chennai-Dept of Mining Engg,

NIT Surathkal-Dept of Mining Engg, and any CSIR Laboratories etc. A copy of
such scientific study report shall be submitted to the SEIAA, MoEF, TNpCB,

AD/M|nes-DGM and DMS, Chennai as a part of Environmental Compliance.

13. The PP shall use the jack hammer drill machine fitted with the dust extractor

for the drilling operations such that the fugitive dust is controlled effectively

at the source.

14. The PP shall ensure that the blasting operations are carried out by the

blaster/Mine Mate/Mine Foreman employed by him only as per the

provisions of MMR 196l and it shall not be carried out by the persons other

than the above statutory personnel.

15. The PP shall ensure that the blasting operations shall be carried out during a
prescribed time interval with a prior notice to the school/other habitations

situated around the proposed quarry after having posted the sentries/guards

adequately to confirm the non-exposure of public within the danger zone.

15. The PP shall meticulously carry out the mitigation measures as Jpelt out in the

revised EMP.

17. The Project Proponent shall ensure that the funds earmarked for
environmental protection measures should be kept in separate account and

should not be diverted for other purpose. year-wise expenditure shourd be

reported to the MoEF& CC Ministry and its Integrated Regional Office (lRO)

located in Chennai.

18. The Project Proponent shall send a copy of the clearance letter marked to
concerned Panchayat from whom any suggestion/representation has been

received while processing the proposal.
'19. As per the MoEF& CC Office Memorandum F.No. 22-65/2017-lA.lll dated:

3O.O9.2O2O and 2O.1O.2O2O the proponent shall adhere EMp furnished.

20.As accepted by the Project proponent the CER cost is Rs. 5.0 lakhs and the

amount shall be spent for the Government High School,

committed, before obtaining CTO from TNpCB.
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Agenda No: 34&28

(File No: 9259nO22)

Proposed Gravel quarry Lease over an extent of 4.34.5 Ha at S.F.No. $2n3, 1.56/r,

156t2, $6/3, 1s6/4, 156t5, 156/6, 16015, 160/4A, 160/48, 160/4D, 1@t6, lfin)\
162/4, 1624, 16319, $OnA and 16Ot2B of Thatchankurichi Village, Gandharvakottai

Taluk, Pudukottai Distrlct, Tamil Nadu by Thiru. G. Swaminathan- For Environmental

Cl earance (5|A/TN/MIN/2 7 07 82 nO22 datd O2.O 5.2022)

The proposal was placed for appraisal in the 348,h meeting of 5EAC held on

19.01.2023.The details of the project furnished by the proponent are given in the

website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The project proponent, Thiru. G. Swaminathanhas applied for Environmental

Clearance for the proposed gravel quarry Lease over an extent of 4.34.5 Ha aI

5.F.No. 1s2/13, 1s6/1, ls6/2, 156/3. 156/4, 156/5, 156/6, 160/5. 160/44.

160/48. 16O/4D, 160/6, 160/1A. 162/4, 162/1, 163/9, 16Ot2A and 16Ot2B of

Thatchankurichi Village, 6andharvakottai Taluk, Pudukottai District, Tamil

Nadu.

2. The projea/activity is covered under Category "82" ol ltem I (a) "Mining of

Minerals Projectf' of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2005.

3. The salient features of the proposal are as follows:

sl.

No
Details of the Proposal Data Fumished

1 Name of the Owner/Firm Thiru. G. Swaminathan,

5/o 6anapathi,

No, 76K, Arulanandha Nagar,

2"d Street, VOC nagar,

Thanjavur District - 613 0O7

2 Type of quarrying (Savudu/Rough

Stone/5and/6ranite)

Gravel

3 S.F No. Of the quarry site with area break-

up

152/13, 1s6^. 156/2, 156/3, ts6/4, 156/5.

1s6/6. 160/s. 160fi\p., 160/48, 160/4D.l\ z',
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160/6, 150/1A, 162/4, 162/1. 163/9.

160/2A and160/28

4 Village in which situated Thatchankuruchi

5 Taluk in which situated 6andharvakkottai

6 District in which situated Pudukkottai

7 Extent of quarry (in ha.) 4.34.5 Ha

I Period of quarrying proposed 3 years

9 Type of mining Opencast method of semi-mechanized

Mining

l0 Production (Quantity in m3) 54,O54m3 of gravel

il Depth of mining 2.0m below ground level

12 Latitude & Longitude of all corners of the

quarry site

10"39'39.52'N to 10"39'46.55'N

7 8" 59' 03.97' E to 7 8' 59' 17.43"E

l3 Top Sheet No. 58 )/14

14 Man Power requirement 2l Nos.

l5 Precise area communication approved by

the Assistant Director, Dept. of 6eology

and Mining with date

Rc.No.47 /2022 (G&M) Date: 07.O4.2O22

16 Mining Plan approved by the Asristant

Director. Dept. of Geology and Mining

with date

Rc.No.47 /2022 (G&M) Date: 20.04.2022

l7 500m cluster letter issued by Assistant

Director, Dept. of Geology and Mining

with date

Rc.No.47 /2022 (6&M) Date: 2O.O4.2O22

l8 Water requirement:

1. Drinking & domestic purpojes

2. Dust suppression

3. 6reen Belt

2.5 KLD

I.5 KLD

O.5 KLD

0.5 KLD

l9 Power requirement: 14,416 Liters of HSD for the entire project

life
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20 Depth of water table 20m to 22m BGL

21 Project Cost (excluding EMP cost) Rs. 47.32.600/-

22 EMP cost Capital Cost: Rs. 6,17,000/-

Recurring Cost: Rs.73.000/-

23 VAO certificate regarding habitations in

300m radius

Letter dated 22.04.2022

4. As per the mining plan, the lease period is for 3 years. The mining plan ir for

the period of 3 years. The total production for 5 years not to
exceed54,054m3 of gravel with an ultimate dePth of 2m below ground level.

Earlier the proposal was placed in the 3Oln meeting of SEAC held on

06.08.2022. During discussions, SEAC noted that the Environmental Clearance has

already been granted for the survey numbers E6n, 1'56B, 156/4. 156/5, 156/6,

157/3(P'), 160A0, 160A1. 16On6 & 1@A7 of Thatchankurichi Village,

Gandharvakottai Taluk, Pudukottai District vide Lr.No.SElM-

TN/F.No.7173ll(a)/EC.No:4351l2020 dated:06.10.2020 in the name of

Thiru.G.Murugesan with a validity of 3 years. While the validity of the above

mentioned EC has not expired yet, Thiru.6.Swaminathan has applied for the survey

numbers 152/13, 156/1, $6n, $6/3, 15614, 156/5, 15616, 160/5. 160/4A, 160/48.

16O/4D, 160/6, 160/1A, 162/4, 152/1, 163/9, 160/2A and 160/28 in Thatchankurichi

Village, Gandharvakottai Taluk, Pudukottai District. When asked about this, PP (ated

that the above mentioned EC was cancelled by Thiru.G.Murugesan due to some

personal reasons. But the details/proof of the same was not submitted.

ln view of this, SEAC decided to direct the PP to submit the following:

l. A letter from AD mines reporting the current environmental conditions of

the proiect site and details/status/work carried out during earlier EC period.

AD shall also clarify on the lease issued to Thiru.G.Murugesan.

Subsequently, the proposal was placed in 546'h SEIAA meeting held on 29 -O8.2O22.

After discusjions, ln addition to these, 5EIAA decided to obtain the following

additional particulars from the project proponent.

i. A detailed study on biodiversity around the Project site

reputed lnstitutions.
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ii. lmpact of mining on water bodies, agricultural fields, roads/pathways situated

in the vicinity of the proposed lease area may be studied.

iii. From the KML file uploaded by the project proponent in the parivesh portal. it

is ascertained that a State Highway is located at a distance of 37Om from the

west boundary of the poect site. The PP shall furnish:

a) The traffic frequency of the above mentioned State Highway

b) The impact of blasting & mining activity on the State Highway

On receipt of the above details, the proposal was again placed in this 34g,h meeting

of SEAC held on 19.01.2023. Based on the presentation and documents furnished by

the project proponent, SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of
Environmental clearance for the ultimate depth of mining upto 2m B6L and the

quantity of 54'054 cu.m. of Gravelsubject to the standard conditions & normal

conditions stipulated by MoEF &CC. in addition to the following specific

conditions:

1. The prlor Environmental clearance granted for this mlnlng proJea shall be valid
for the project life lncluding production value as laid doivn in the mlning plan

approved and reneured by competent authority, from time to time, ,ubiect to a

maximum of thirty years, whichorer is earller vide MoEF&cc Notific€tion s.o.
1807(E) dated 12.U.2O22.

2. The proponent shall mandatorily appoint the rtatutory competent persons

accordingly for the proposed quarry rize to satisfy the provisions of Mines Act

1952 and Metalliferrous Mines Regulations, 1951.

3. The proponent shall erect fencing all around the boundary of the proposed area

with gates for entry/exit before the commencement of the operation and shall

furnish the photographs/map showing the same before obtaining the cro from
TNPCB.

4. Perennial maintenance of haulage roadlvillage / panchayat Road shall be done by

the project proponent as required in connection with the concerned Govt.

Authority.

5. The Project Proponent shall adhere to the working parameters of mining pran

which was submitted at the time of EC appraisal wherein
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6.

7.

mentioned for total excavation. No change in basic mining proPosal shall be

carried out without prior approval of the Ministry of Environment, Forest and

Climate Change, which entail adverse environmental impacts, even if it is a part

of approved mining plan modified after Brant of EC or granted by State Govt. in

the form of Short Term Permit (STP), Query license or any other name.

Perennial sprinkling arranSement shall be in place on the haulage road for fugitive

dust suppression. Fugitive emission measurements should be carried out during

the mining operation at regular intervals.

The Proponent shall ensure that the noise level is monitored during mining

operation at the project site for all the machineries deployed and adequate noise

level reduction measures undertaken accordingly.

Proper barriers to reduce noise level and dust pollution should be established by

providing greenbelt along the boundary of the quarrying site and suitable

working methodology to be adopted by considering the wind direction.

The purpose of green belt around the Proiect is to capture the fugitive emissions,

carbon sequestration and to attenuate the noise generated, in addition to

improving the aesthetics.

10. Taller/one year old saplings raised in appropriate size of bags (preferably eco-

friendly bags) should be planted in proper spacing as Per the advice of local forest

authorities/botanitt/horticulturist with regard to Jite specific choices. The

proponent shall earmark the Sreenbelt area with GPS coordinates all along the

boundary of the proiect site with at least 3 meters wide and in between blocks in

an organized manner,

11. Noite and Vibration Related: (i) Appropriate measures should be taken for

control of noise levels below 85 dBA in the work environment. Workers engaged

in operations of HEMM, etc. should be provided with ear plugs/muffs' (iii) Noise

levels should be monitored regularly (on weekly basis) near the major sources of

noiJe generation within the core zone.

12. The operation of the quarry should not affect the agricultural activitiei & water

bodies near the project site and a 50 m safety distance from water if any

ll takeshould be maintained without carrying any activity. The
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appropriate measures for "Silt Management" and prepare a sOP for periodical de-

siltation indicating the possible silt content and size in case of any agricultural land

existJ around the quarry.

13. The proponent Jhall provide sedimentation tank / settling tank with adequate

capacity for runoff management.

14. The proponent shall ensure that the transportation of the quarried granite stones

shall not cause any hindrance to the village people/Existing Village Road and shall

take adequate safety precautionary measures while the vehicles are passing

throuSh the schools / hospital. The Project Proponent shall ensure that the road

may not be damaged due to transportation of the quarried granite stones; and

transport of granite stones will be as per IRC Guidelines with respect to complying

with traffic congestion and density.

15. To ensure safety measures along the boundary of the quarry site, security guardt

are to be posted during the entire period of the mining operation.

16. The Projea Proponent shall take all possible precautions for the protection of
environment and control of pollution while carrying out the mining.

l7' The Projea Proponent shall comply with the provisions of the Mines Act, 1952,

MMR 1961 and Mines Rules 1955 for ensuring safety, health and welfare of the

people working in the mines and the surrounding habitants.

18. The project proponent shall ensure that the provisions of the MMDR Act,1g5l,
the MCDR 2017 and Tamilnadu Minor Mineral Concession Rules 1959 are

compiled by carrying out the quarrying operations in a skillful, scientific and

systematic manner keeping in view proper safety of the labour, structure and the

public and public works located in that vicinity of the quarrying area and in a

manner to preserve the environment and ecology of the area.

19. The quarrying activity shall be stopped if the entire quantity indicated in the

Mining plan is quarried even before the expiry of the quarry lease period and the

same shall be informed to the District AD,zDD (Geology and Mining) District

Environmental Engineer ffNPCB) by the proponent without fail.

2o.The Project Proponent shall abide by the annual production scheduled specified

in the approved mining plan and if any deviation is observed, it will render the
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Project Proponent liable for legal action in accordance with Environment and

Mining Laws.

21. Prior clearance from Forestry & Wild Life including clearance from committee of

the National Board for Wildlife as applicable shall be obtained before startinS the

quarrying operation, if the project site attracts the NBWL clearance, as per the

existing law from time to time.

22.All the conditions imposed by the Assistant/Deputy Director, Geology & Mining,

concerned Dirtrict in the mining plan approval letter and the Precise area

communication letter issued by concerned Diitrict Collector should be strialy

followed.

23.The Project Proponent shall adhere to the provision of the Mines Act, 1952.

Mines and Mineral (Development & Regulation), Act, 2015 and rules &

regulations made there under.

24.That the grant of this E.C. is issued from the environmental angle only, and does

not absolve the project proponent from the other ttatutory obliSations prescribed

under any other law or any other inttrument in force. The sole and complete

responsibility. to comply with the conditions laid down in all other laws for the

time-being in force, rests with the project proponent.

25.The mining lease holders shall, after ceasing mining operations. undertake re-

grassing the mining area and any other area which may have been disturbed due

to their mining activities and restore the land to a condition which is fit for

growth of fodder, flora, fauna etc.

25.As per the MoEF& CC Office Memorandum F.No. 22-65/2017-lA.lll dated:

30.O9.2O2O and 2O.1O.2Q2O the proponent shall adhere EMP furnished.

27.As accepted by the Project proponent the CER cost is Rs. 5 lakhs and the amount

shall be spent for the Panchayat Union school. Thtachankurichi Village for the

following activiitesas committed, before obtaining CTO from TNPCB.

s.No CER Activity
CER Cost

(Rs.)
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Development of Play Ground and Park, Compound Wall

5,00,000

2 Books for Library

3 Environmental books for library (in Tamil language)

4 Greenbelt facilities

5
Basic amenities such as safe drinking water,

Hygienic Toilets facilities, furniture.

Total 5,00,000

Agenda No: 348-29
(File No: 925OnO22)
Proposed Gravel quarry lease over an extent of 1.12.0 Ha at 5. F. No. 283,/3, Nallur
Village, Madurai South Taluk, Madurai Dirtrict, Tamil Nadu by Thiru M. pradeep

Ramkumar- for Environmental Clearance (SIA/TN/MIN/272Z664022 Dated
14.05.2022)

The project proposal was earlier placed for appraisal in the 3Oln meeting of SEAC

held on 05.08.2022 and the proponent made presentation on the project. The

details of the project furnished by the proponent are available onthe pARIVESH

web portal (parivesh.nic.in).

The Committee noted that,

1. The Project Proponent, Thiru M. Pradeep Ramkumar has applied seeking

Environmental Clearance for the proposed Gravel quarry lease over an extent of
1.12.0 Ha at 5. F. No. 28313, Nallur Village, Madurai South Taluk, Madurai

District, Tamil Nadu.

2. The projed/activity i5 covered under Category "82" of ltem l(a) ..Mining

Proiects" ofthe Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006, as amended.

Based on the documents furnished and the presentation of the project, the

Committee decided to call for the following additional particulars from the

proponent:
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1. Letter from the DFO, Madurai Dirtrict indicating the location (6PS coordinates)

and distance of the proposed mine lease area from the nearby Reserve Forests.

2. On perusal of the village map and KML file, it was inferred that a Nalla is

traversing through the mine lease area. Hence a letter from AD/Mines shall be

obtained detailing the Nalla and the safety provisions.

3. Registered land lease document shall be furnished.

The proponent furnished the additional particulars sought by SEAC vide letter dated

17.10.2022&. 28.10.2022. Hence the proposal was placed in this 348'h meeting of

SEAC held on 19.0'1.2023.

51. No. Daails of the Proposal

I Name of the Owner/Firm Thiru. M. Pradeep Ramkumar,

5/o. Mathivanan,
Plot No.lO7A, Door No.A2,
Aravindham Apartment,
P.T.R. Road. B.B.Kulam,

Madurai-625 002. Tamil Nadu.

2. Type of quarrying (Savudu/Rough

Stone/Sand/6ranite)
6ravel

3. 5.F No. Of the quarry site with area

break-up

283/3

4. Village in which situated Nallur

5. Taluk in which situated Madurai 5outh

6. District in which situated Madurai

7. Extent of quarry (in ha.) 1.',I2.0 Ha

8. Period of quarrying proposed Two years

9. Type of mining Opencast Semi Mechanized Mining

lo. Production (Quantity in m3) Ceological Resource: 22,4OOm3 of
Gravel to an ultimate depth of 2.0m

BGL

2 -year production is estimated to
be 14,362 m3 of Gravel fp depth of
2.0m BGL I '
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Annual peak production is 7,738m3
of 6ravel (2.d year)

ll Latitude & Longitude of all corners

of the quarry site

9'45',00.46',N 9"46'03.94"N
7 8"O8', 04.7 2"E 78.08'l 0.37'E

12. Top 5heet No. s8 vor

13. Man Power requirement per day: 1l Nos.

14. Precise area communication letter Na.Ka.No.772lKanimam /2O2O,
dated 05.10.2021

15. Mining Plan approval letter Roc. No. 772/Mines/2O2O. dated
08.il.2021

r6. Water requirement:
4. Drinking & domestic purposes

(in KLD)

5. Dust suppression &, 6reen
Belt (in KLD)

3.0 KLD

I.O KLD

2.0 KLD

1.0 KLD
17. Power requirement

a. Domestic furpose
b. lndustrial furpose

TNEB

18. Depth of quarrying 2.0 m BGL

19. Depth of water table 20m BGL

20. Project Cost (excluding EMP cost) Rs.13.50 lakh

21. EMP cost Capital Cost: Rs. 3,93,500/-
Recurring Cost/Annum:
Rs.5.57,000/-

22. CER cost Rs.3 Lakh

23. 5OOm cluster letter Roc. No. 772/Mines/2O2O, dated
09.o5.2022.

24. VAO letter dated 09.o5.2022

Based on the presentation made and the documents furnished by the projea

proponent, SEAC decided to recommend the proposal for the grant of Environmental

clearance for the quantity ol 14,362m? of Gravel for an ultimate depth of 2m BGL

W

and the annual peak production as per mining plan is 7,739 m3 of Grav
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year)subiect to the standard conditions & normal conditions stiPulated by

MoEF&CC. in addition to the following specific conditions:

l. The prior Environmental Clearance granted for this mining project shall be

valid for the project life including production value as laid down in the

mining plan approved and renewed by the competent authority. from time

to time, tubiect to a maximum of thirty years, whichwer is earlier.vide

MoEF&CC Notification No. S.O. 18O7(E) Dt. 12.4.2022.

2. The proponent Jhall mandatorily appoint the Jtatutory Mines Manager and

other competent personi in relevant to the proposed quarry size as per the

provisions of Mines Act 1952 and Metalliferrous Mines Regulations, 1961

respectively.

3. The PP shall communicate the 'Notice of Opening' of the quarry to the

Director of Mines Safety, Chennai Region before obtaining the CTO from the

TNPCB.

4. The proponent shall construct the 'S3 (or) G2' type of fencing all around the

boundary of the proposed working quarry with gates for entry/exit before the

commencement of the operation as recommended in the DGMS Circular,

11/1959 and shall furnish the photographs/map showing the same before

obtaining the CTO from TNPCB.

5. The PP shall ensure that the Catch drains and siltation ponds of apProPriate size

should be conJtructed to arrett silt and sediment flows from soil. OB / mine

waste dumps. The drains should be regularly de silted and maintained properly.

6. Further, the PP shall construct the garland drain with proper size, gradient and

length along the boundary of the Pit leaving behind the mandatory safety zone

of 7.5 m as it is detiSned to take care of run-off water (size' gradient and length).

7. Perennial maintenance of haulage road/villaSe / Panchayat Road shall be done

by the project Proponent as required in connection with the concerned Govt.

Authority.

8. The Project Proponent shall adhere to the working Parameters of mining plan

which was submitted at the time of EC appraisal wherein

mentioned for total excavation. No change in basic mining

plan was

,rrM?o*,
SEAC -TN

702

mining



technology, total excavation, mineral & warte production, lease area and scope

of working (viz. method of mining, dump management, dump mining, mineral

transportation mode, ultimate depth of mining etc.) shall be carried out without
prior approval of the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change,

which entail adverse environmental impacts, even if it is a part of approved

mining plan modified after grant of EC or granted by State Govt. in the form of
Short Term Permit (STP), Query license or any other name.

9. Perennial sprinkling arrangement shall be in place on the haulage road for
fugitive durt suppression. Fugitive emission measurementr should be carried out
during the mining operation at regular intervals and submit the consolidated

report to TNPCB once in six months.

10. The Proponent shall ensure that the noise level is monitored during mining

operation at the project site for all the machineries deployed and adequate noise

level reduction measures undertaken accordingly. The report on the periodic

monitoring shall be submitted to TNPCB once in 5 months.

ll. Proper barriers to reduce noise level and dust pollution should be established by

providing greenbelt along the boundary of the quarrying site and suitable

working methodology to be adopted by considering the wind direction.

12. The purpose of green belt around the project is to capture the fugitive emissions,

carbon sequestration and to attenuate the noise generated, in addition to
improving the aesthetics. A wide range of indigenous plant species should be

planted as given in the appendix in consultation with the DFo, state Agriculture

university. The plant species with dense/moderate canopy of native origin shourd

be chosen. Species of small/medium/tall trees alternating with shrubs should be

planted in a mixed manner.

13. Taller/one year old saplings raised in appropriate size of bags (preferably eco-

friendly bags) should be pranted in proper spacing as per the advice of locar forest

authorities/botanirt/horticulturist with regard to site specific choices. The
proponent shall earmark the greenbelt area with cp5 coordinates all along the

boundary of the project site with at least 3 meters wide and in between blocks in

an organized manner.

"1,Mffi*oo"SEAC .TN
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14. Noise and Vibration Related: (i) Appropriate measures should be taken for

control of noise levels below 85 dBA in the work environment. Workers

engaged in operations of HEMM, etc. should be provided with ear plugs/muffs.

(iii) Noise levels should be monitored regularly (on weekly basis) near the major

sources of noise generation within the core zone.

15. The proponent shall undertake the phaJed restoration. reclamation and

rehabilitation of lands affected by the quarrying operationi and shall complete

this work before the conclusion/abandonment of such operations as assured in

the Environmental Management Plan& the approved Mine Closure Plan.

15. Ground water quality monitorin8 should be conducted once in wery six months

and the report should be submitted to TNPCB.

17. The operation of the quarry should not affect the agricultural activities & water

bodies near the project site and a 50 m safety dittance from water body should

be maintained without carrying any activity. The proponent shall take

appropriate measures for "Silt Management" and prepare a SOP for periodical

de-siltation indicating the possible silt content and size in case of any agricultural

Iand exists around the quarry.

18. The proponent shall provide sedimentation tank / settling tank with adequate

capacity for runoff management.

19. The proponent shall ensure that the transportation of the quarried material shall

not cause any hindrance to the Village PeoPle/Existing Village Road and shall

take adequate safety precautionary measures while the vehicles are passing

through the schools / hospital. The Project Proponent shall ensure that the road

may not be damaged due to transportation of the quarried ttones; and transport

of stones will be as per IRC Guidelines with respect to complying with traffic

conSertion and density.

20.To ensure safety measures along the boundary of the quarry site, security Suards

are to be posted during the entire period of the mining operation.

21. The Project Proponent shall comply with the provisions of the Mines Act' 1952,

MMR. 1951 and Mines Rules 1955 for ensuring safety, health and

ng in the mines and the surrounding habitants.
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22.The project proponent shall ensure that the provisions of the MMDR Act, 1957,

the MCDR 2017 and Tamil Nadu Minor Mineral Concession Rules 1959 are

compiled by carrying out the quarrying operations in a skilful, scientific and

systematic manner keeping in view proper safety of the labour. ,tructure and the
public and public works located in that vicinity of the quarrying area and in a
manner to preserve the environment and ecology of the area.

23.The quarrying activity shall be rtopped if the entire quantity indicated in the

Mining plan is quarried even before the expiry of the quarry lease period and the

same shall be informed to the District AD/DD (Geology and Mining) Dirtrict

Environmental Engineer INPCB) and the Director of Mines Safety (DMS),

Chennai Region by the proponent without fail.

24.The Project Proponent shall abide by the annual production scheduled specified

in the approved mining plan and if any deviation is observed. it wirr render the

Project Proponent liable for legal action in accordance with Environment and

Mining Laws.

25.Prior clearance from Forestry & wild Life including clearance from committee of
the National Board for wildlife as applicable shall be obtained before starting

the quarrying operation, if the proiect site attracts the NBWL clearance, as per

the existing law from time to time.

26.All the conditions imposed by the Assistant/Deputy Director, Geology & Mining,
concerned District in the mining plan approval letter and the precise area

communication letter issued by concerned District collector should be strictly

followed.

27. The Project Proponent shall ensure that the funds earmarked for environmental
protection measureJ should be kept in separate account and should not be

diverted for other purpose. Year-wise expenditure should be reported to the

MoEF& cc Minirtry and its rntegrated Regionar office (lRo) located in chennai.

28.The Project Proponent shal send a copy of the crearance letter marked to
concerned Panchayat from whom any suggestion/representation has been

received while processing the proposal.

CHAIRMAN
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29.That the Srant of this EC is issued from the environmental angle only, and does

not absolve the proiect proponent from the other rtatutory obligations

prescribed under any other law or any other instrument in force. The sole and

complete responsibility. to comply with the conditions laid down in all other

laws for the time-being in force, rests with the project proponent.

30.The mining lease holders shall, after cearing mining operations, undertake re-

grassing the mining area and any other area which may have been disturbed due

to their mining activities and restore the land to a condition which is fit for

growth of fodder. flora, fauna etc,

31. As per the MoEF&CC Office Memorandum F.No. 22-65/2017-lA.lll dated:

3O.O9.2O2O and 2O.1O.2O20 the proponent shall adhere to the EMP as

committed.

32. As accepted by the Proiect Proponent the CER cost is Ri, 3 Lakh and the amount

shall be spent for the committed activities before obtaining CTO from TNPCB.

rrkrroo"
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2.

l.

3.

ANNEXUR,E-I

The proponent shall mandatorily appoint the required number of statutory

officials and the competent persons in relevant to the proposed quarry size as

per the provisions of Mines Ad. 1952 and Metalliferrous Miner Regulations, 196.I.

The proponent shall erect fencing all around the boundary of the proposed area

with Sates for entry/exit before the commencement of the operation and shall

furnish the photographs/map showing the same before obtaining the CTO from

TNPCB.

Perennial maintenance of haulage road/village / Panchayat Road shall be done

by the project proponent as required in connection with the concerned Govt.

Authority.

The Project Proponent shall adhere to the working parameters of mining plan

which was submitted at the time of EC appraisal wherein year-wise plan was

mentioned for total excavation i.e. quantum of mineral, waste, over burden.

inter burden and top soil etc.. No change in basic mining proposal like mining

technology, total excavation, mineral & waste production, lease area and scope

of working (viz. method of mining, overburden & dump management, O.B &
dump mining, mineral transportation mode. ultimate depth of mining etc.) shall

not be carried out without prior approval of the Ministry of Environment, Forest

and Climate Change, which entail adverse environmental impacts, even if it is a

part of approved mining plan modified after grant of EC or granted by State

Govt. in the form of Short Term Permit (STP), euery license or any other name.

The reiectlwaste generated during the mining operations shall be stacked at

earmarked waste dump site(s) only. The physical parameters of the waste dumps

like height, width and angle of slope shall be governed as per the approved

Mining Plan as per the guidelines/circulars issued by DGMS w.r.t. safety in mining

operations shall be strictly adhered to maintain the stability of wajte dumps.

The proponent shall ensure- that the slope of dumps is suitably vegetated in

scientific manner with the native species to maintain the slope stability, prevent

erosion and surface run off. The gullies formed on slopes should be

taken care of as it impacts the overall stability of dumps.

CHAI
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7. Perennial sprinkling arrangement shall be in place on the haulage road for

fugitive dust suppression. Fugitive emision measurements should be carried out

during the mining operation at regular intervals and submit the consolidated

report to TNPCB once in six months.

8. The Project Proponent shall carry out slope stability study by a reputed

academic/research institution such as NIRM, llT, Anna University for evaluating

the safe slope angle if the proposed dump height is more than 30 meters. The

slope stability report shall be submitted to concerned Regional office of

MoEF&CC, Govt. of lndia, Chennai as well as SEIAA. Tamilnadu.

9. The Proponent shall ensure that the Noise level is monitored durinS mining

operation at the project site for all the machineries deployed and adequate noise

level reduction measures undertaken accordingly. The report on the periodic

monitoring shall be submitted to TNPCB once in 5 months.

10. Proper barriers to reduce noise level and dust pollution should be established by

providing greenbelt along the boundary of the quarrying site and suitable

working methodology to be adopted by considering the wind direction.

ll. The purpose of Green belt around the project is to capture the fugitive emissions,

carbon sequestration and to attenuate the noise Senerated, in addition to

improving the aetthetics. A wide range of indiSenout Plant species should be

planted as given in the appendix in consultation with the DFO, State Agriculture

University and local school/college authorities. The plant species with

dense/moderate canopy of native oriSin should be chosen. SPecies of

small/medium/tall treet alternating with shrubs should be planted in a mixed

manner.

12. Taller/one year old Saplings raised in appropriate size of bags. preferably eco-

friendly bags should be planted in proper etcapements as per the advice of local

forest authorities/botanist/Horticulturist with reSard to site specific choices. The

proponent shall earmark the greenbelt area with GPS coordinates all along the

boundary of the proiect site with at least 3 meters wide and in between blocks in

an organized manner.
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13. Noise and Vibratlon Related: (i) The Proponent shall carry out only the

Controlled Blasting operation using NONEL shock tube initiation system during

daytime. Usage of other initiation systems such as detonating cordlfuse, safety

fuse, ordinary detonators, cord relays, should be avoided in the blasting

operation. The mitigation measures for control of ground vibrations and to

arrest fly rocks should be implemented meticulously under the supervision of

statutory competent persons possessing the I / ll Class Mines Manager / Foreman

/ Blaster certificate isued by the DGMS under MMR 196l, appointed in the

quarry. No secondary blasting of boulders shall be carried out in any occasions

and only the Rock Breakers (or) other suitable non-explosive techniques shall be

adopted if such secondary breakage is required. The Project Proponent shall

provide required number of the security sentriei for guarding the danger zone of

5O0 m radius from the site of blasting to ensure that no human/animal is present

within this danger zone and also no perJon is allowed to enter into (or) stay in

the danger zone during the blasting. (ii) Appropriate measures should be taken

for control of noise levels below 85 dBA in the work environment. Workers

engaged in operations of HEMM, etc. should be provided with ear plugs/muffs,

(iii) Noise levels should be monitored regularly (on weekly basis) near the major

sources of noise generation within the core zone.

14. Ground water quality monitorinS should be conducted once in wery six months

and the report should be submitted to TNPCB.

15. The operation of the quarry should not affect the agricultural activitieJ & water

bodies near the project site and a 50 m safety distance from water body should

be maintained without carrying any activity. The proponent shall take

appropriate measures for "Silt Management" and prepare a SOP for periodical

de-riltation indicating the possible rilt content and size in case of any agricultural

land exists around the quarry.

16. The proponent shall provide sedimentation tank / settling tank with adequate

capacity for runoff management.

17. The proponent shall ensure that the transportation of the quarried

not caure any hindrance to the Village people/Existing Village Road a

"*ffi6m0,SEAC -TN
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take adequate safety precautionary measures while the vehicles are passing

through the schools / hospital. The Project Proponent shall ensure that the road

may not be damaged due to transportation of the quarried rough stones; and

transport of rough stones will be as per IRC Guidelines with respect to complying

with traffic congestion and density.

18. To ensure safety measures along the boundary of the quarry site, security guards

are to be poJted during the entire period of the mining operation.

19. After mining operations are completed, the mine closure activities as indicated in

the mine closure plan shall be strictly carried out by the Proponent fulfilling the

necessary actions as assured in the Environmental Management Plan.

20.The Project proponent shall. after ceasing mining operations, undertake re-

Srassing the mining area and any other area which may have been disturbed due

to their mininS activities and restore the land to a condition that is fit for the

growth of fodder, flora. fauna etc.

21. The Project Proponent shall comply with the provisions of the Mines Act, 1952.

MMR 196l and Mines Rules 1955 for ensuring safety. health and welfare of the

people working in the mines and the surrounding habitants.

22.The projea proponent shall ensure that the provisions of the MMRD, 1956, the

MCDR 2017 and Tamilnadu Minor Mineral Concession Rules 1959 are compiled

by carrying out the quarrying operations in a skillful, scientific and syrtematic

manner keeping in view proper safety of the labour. structure and the public and

public works located in that vicinity of the quarrying area and in a manner to

preserve the environment and ecology of the area.

23.The quarrying activity shall be stopped if the entire quantity indicated in the

Mining plan is quarried even before the expiry of the quarry lease period and the

same shall be informed to the District AD/DD (6eology and Mining) Dirtrict

Environmental Engineer (INPCB)and the Director of Mines Safety (DMS),

Chennai Region by the proponent without fail.

24.The Project Proponent shall abide by the annual production scheduled specified
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Project Proponent liable for legal action in accordance with Environment and

Mining Laws.

25.Prior clearance from Forestry & Wild Life including clearance from committee of

the National Board for Wildlife as applicable shall be obtained before starting

the quarrying operation, if the project site attracts the NBWL clearance, as per

the existing law from time to time.

26.All the conditions imposed by the Assirtant/Deputy Director, Geology & Mining,

concerned District in the mining plan approval letter and the Precise area

communication letter issued by concerned District Collector should be strictly

followed.

27.The mining lease holders shall, after ceasing mining operations, undertake re-

grassing the mining area and any other area which may have been disturbed due

to their mining activities and restore the land to a condition which is fit for

growth of fodder, flora, fauna etc.

28.The Project proponent shall install a Display Board at the entrance of the mining

lease arealabutting the public Road, about the project information as shown in

the Appendix -ll of this minute.
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Appenilix -I
[.ist of Native Trees Suggested for Planting

Io Scicntifc Jsare Tamfl }-emc Tamil l-eme
I Aegb nnrnelos !'ilvasr dtdlo&
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5 Banhirn purpura Ilrrtlurai a.96Fet

,6 Bmthinll rac,nosg Aathi rl'6d
1 Bmhiuu ton,fat,6 Inrvathi goonES
I Brcharlrnlia exilbris Kathrma I tlrLO|(II
9 Borrcats fiabclliftr Prnri tE
l0 Butanotoqana Munrtkasraasr qDgiE .46
ll B&ucefu Ilavu, Set'vilavu Baq
12 Calophylhm irl,Snjhrnt Punnri r.fid
13 Cassia fsade Sarakondrai tra6Ernop
l4 Casia roxhtrX$i Senguldral I Gsrir6grriorp
l5 Chlororylot *lrritetia Puracamaran Wa lDnb

t6 Co&lrynrum rcligioatm Kongu" Margalllavu oEnrEG, tD($aEan

Ilaoq
l7 Coritia ilidotonu Nmnfltli 5gef,t
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24 Hibisctl;t hlirc,ou Aatnrpoovarasu 'q6ou.tq*
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40 Prannnnolltww Mururai uDnor
4l Pranuwrati$it Naflqu[uai 9D (uiE
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Appendix -ll
Display Board

(Size 5' x5' with Blue Background and White Letters)
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