, IRST  METT ) THE UNION  TERRITOR®
MINUTES  OF  THE  FIRST MECTING - OF THE UNION  TERREFOH
ENVIRONMINT IMPACT ASSESMENT AUTHORITY (UTEIAA) Hi';s‘l; tg;‘vgg
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Phe tollowing were present in the meeting
Dr LR G Reddy. 1S, Retd, < in Chait

1
:
S ot Udava Bhaskar Reddy, Protessor, Andhra University - Member
- Member Secrelary

v ooShn Prashant Rajagopal IS CF, DNH & DD

At the outset the Member Secretary, UTEIAA welcomed the Chairman, Member and

representatives of the project proponents to the meeting,.

The tollowing proposals were discussed in the meeting:
L. Proposed Capacity Expansion project for manufacturing of Manmade Fibre by

M/s Bhulosa Industries vt Ltd.
2. Regquest for transfer of earlier granted EC in name of M/s. Polyvgel Industries Pyt

-

Ltd., in the name of M/s, Nerofix Private Limited.
3. Proposed construction project 'SWAGAT’ by M/s. Silvassa Reality.

Name of the P;oiect Sector ' Status

e N S

[s}”. File Number Project

No. - Proponent o
_f 5 &2 SIA/DN/IND M/s.  Bhilosa Proposed _ Ca}.;a:i) Decision  of
’ 2/35307/2010 Industries Pvt.  Expansion project for issuance  of

§

manufacturing of Manmade | EC
_ Fibre. Lo |

ert Appraisal Committee), DNH& DD, during
proposal to UTEIAA.

Ltd.

1, The UTEAC {L-'niSB_-Tcrrim;y Ex
the meeting held on 304 April, 2021, has recommended the

2 The Project Proponents have applied with UTEIAA stating that the pfoiegt falls
under the 5(d) Category ‘B’ as per the EIA Notification, 2006 and the same was accepleé- o
and ToRs were issued on 20" December, 2019. The ToRs also mentioned the cﬁndiﬁnh; 4

under section 5(f) of the notification (ie applicable to Synthetic organic chemicals
industry) shall also be considered for preparation of FIA report. e :

After detailed discussion on the project proposal the following observations / dikas
: ations ons

- weremade by UTEAC
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e\x\mmmt, the areas, eustm&, mdustnal wh'uctures, and soil quh[f ‘ A\'ﬁ
area of 227455 m? inside the project may be c«om'erted toa “native forest a,
L Brove’ as proposed for long term ecolo,g,u:al bem,-‘,f it
. 30% of total area must be under green belt/ plant'
The Project Proponent must meet thennual aver.
and have its own ambient air quahw momton

JNERY RS,

-éetup The predicted P\Amt il
91 ug/" which is muc
> size analysis and source
order to ascertain actual
ir. The Pollution Control
‘.ﬂpportimmm:t{ oj'partw ate

.concentrahon in ambient air as reported --ran

P j‘bllc anb:ht\ Insurame Pcthcv of
‘threslmld storage crxtena of some

é / non-hazardous wastes ansmg 35 pa:t of the production process.
ed vendors engaged in dlspml of certain types of hazardous A,
ging wastes, etc. BIPL to take initiatives to explore usg of these materials as
. hve Fuel &. Ra;\r-matenai {AFR) and also ETP Sn!ul:lge :fd other wastes of low-

ce v s'ater bcadigs in stuclv area ‘have hl}_.,h BOD and 'l‘o_” Coliform and n'e ed _
b tment with dxsmfectmn. Similarly TDS, total |

: water a!so cmssed the desnrcd hnut CSR ¢



USIR et to train the village self-help groups to manufacture terracotta Filters may be
taken to deal with deal with drinking water issues in the area.

Vi EIA report indicated that one third of the population in study villages are illiterate
and more that 839, people are below graduate, and < 7% are graduate. M/s BIPL
should get associated with district authorities with CSR scheme to increase the level
of education in these villages with specific villages wise annual plan implementation.
Emplovability of the people be ensured to give them emplovment as recommended in
Public hearing.

iXx. The WL conservation plan of FIA report is like a model plan which will not give the
desired result. A Site specific Wildlite Conservation Plan for three sensitive faunal
species as reported in EIA should be made with components of habitat improvement,
increasing food and feed quality and protection measures. The fund may be provided
to Wildlife department by BIPL and plan should be submitted to SEIAA within three
months of issue of EC and implemented in one year.

X. During discussion on the project the project proponent submitted that as per
condition imposed by EAC Environmental clearance is subject to submission of green
belt plan within three months with Year-wise plantation details, areas to be planted,
name of species and expenditure involved. Only native and local species of plants
should be planted by examining; the areas, existing industrial structures, and soil
quality. Available Open area of 227455 m2 inside the project may be tonverted to a
“native forest sacred grove” as proposed for long term ‘ecologicai benefit to ecosystem

and area. More than 30% of total area must be under green belt/ plantahon However
: the project proponent stated that the area available for green belt was in fact 176049
sq m as against the 227455 m2 mentioned in the UTEAC report. The further qubtmtted
that th:s constitutes more than 30% of the total area i.e 533424 m" :

.D_ecis.ion:
The Chairman and the Members directed the project proponent to pro\'lde detmls of thr:
green belt being maintained and also to plant native fruit bearing species, in addmon to
_ other plants/trees being taken up in the creation of the “ native forest Sacred gl'm'e" The
~ Authority further examined the recommendations of UTEAC in detail and accepted the
(_ pmposal for grant of Environmental Clearance with the conditions as recommended bv
~ UTEAC save for the extent of the ‘native forest sacred grove’ area, alongwith the general
~ and specific conditions as stipulated for projects of this nature to be mandatonl},

complied with.




“Sr. File Number Project __ Nameof the Project Sector  Status
No. Proposent - . 5 o=y
2. SIA/DN/IND2 M/« Nerofix  Request

SR B

for transfer  of Submission tor

/171323/2020  private Limuted.  earlier  granted EC. dn Transfer of
name of M/s. Polyyel carlier granted

Industries Pvt. Ltd., in the FC
name of M/s, Nerofix

Private Limited. S Sy e 5o e

1. The project proponent had submitted the proposal through online. After scrutiny;

the proposal was forwarded to Chairman of UTEIAA for appraisal.

2 It is observed that the EC was granted earlier vide letter No. [-11011/294/2011-
IA-II (1) dated: 27/05/2013. The proposal before the Authority (UTEIAA] wasta decide
transfer of EC granted earlier in name of M/s. Polvgel Industries vt Lid.. to the name

of M/s, Nerotix Private Limited.

3. Vide notification F.No J-11013/12/2013-1A-11 (I)(part) dated 29/04/2015 para n
{a) the words “five vears in case of all other projects and activities” the words © and
seven vears in the case of all other projects and activities” were substituted. Thus the EC
granted was valid upto 26/03/2020. Further the consent to renewal to the original Firm
M/s Polvgel ssued on O8/708/2019 by Pollution Control Committee, DD&DNH
provided for period upto 31/05/2021.

4 The project proponent had apphed online for transter of EC on 0470972020, The

representative of the project proponent stated that application was hiled in April, 2020
for transfer of EC i.e within the vahdity period of EC. However as per the parivesh pﬁﬂal
the application was filed on 4th September, 20200 The records were rechecked and it is
found that apphication was indeed made on dth September, 2020 Theé Authority alse
_sought clarification on the operations being carried out and it was intormed that non FC

5. The Authonty observed that M/o FF&CC yide nnlifii‘n;ig;o 'd%ﬂ[?ﬂx Q.M
November, 2020 considering the Covid <19 outbreak had, in x‘\{rmiﬁé-_-;f\ e P““-m;g R
conferred by sub-section (1) and clause (v) of sub-section (2) of section 3 of the -
Environment (Protection) Act. 1986 (29 of 1986), read with sub-rule (4) of rule 51)1 the
Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986, the Central Government, after Nt fdlli..i&nso;i
with the requirement of notice under clause (a) of sub-rule (3)-of rule 5 of the i ‘iu{;&'%

in public interest, made the tollowing, further amendments in the nnhh-'.tl‘mﬁ g;g
Government of Indha, in the erstwhile Minstry ot Frviranment and Forests. \iﬁe

Lo e \ s

operations only are being carnied out




2006, published in the Gazette of India,
o - In the said notification, after
namely:- “94

number 5.0 1333 (1), dated the 14th buptcmbci‘.

Fxtraordinary, Part-1l, Section 3, Sub-section (1.
paragraph ¥ and betore paragraph 10, the following was inserted,
Notwithstanding anuthing contained in this notification, the validity of prior enoironmmental
of Hus notification in respect of the propec
we extended till the

ts or actiities

clearances granted wider the provisions
Year 2020-2021 shall deemed to
oalidity, swhichever is later. Such

sronmental clearance in the

whose validity s expiring in the Financial
¥t My, 2021 or $is : -
313t March, 2021 or six months from the date of expiry of
extension is subject to same terms and conditions of the prior ent
respective clearance letters, to ensure uninterrupted operations of such projects or activitics
which have been sialled due to the outbreak of Corona Virus (COVID-19) anid subsequent

lockdowens (fotal or partial) declared for its control”.

Decision:

As per the above notification the

to be valid upto 31st March, 2021. The Authority deemed that application was made
Environmental

EC issued to M/s Polygel Industries Pvt Ltd continued

within stipulated time and approved the proposal for transfer of
Clearance (Letter No. J-11011/294/2011-1A-II (1) on dated: 27/05/2013) in name of M/s.
Polygel Industries Pvt. Ltd., in the name of M/s Nerofix Private Limited on the same
terms and conditions under which prior environmental clearance was initially granted.

Sr.  File Number | Project
' I. ile Number | Project Name of the Project Sector = Status e
!_No. Proponent g
[ 3. SIA/DN/MIS M/s. Silvassa Proposed construction ljecision of
| /208031/2021 reality. project ‘SWAGAT' by M/& 1issuance - of |
! Silvassa Reality at Sur. No. ;EC ; 5 .-
/ | | 859/1, Silvassa, D&NH - |

; ; 396230 :

1. The UTEAC (Union Territory Expert Appraisal Committee), DNH& DD, duri .
the meeting held on 30t April, 2021, considered the “Proposed constfuctio ke
n project

‘SWAGAT by M/s. Silvassa Reality”. The committee (UTEAC) raised s :
queries in relation to the construction project. Seq several othen

2, The, UTEAC had advised the project proponent to give all necessary clarificati
in writing on for further deliberation and the project proponent was di 't darmcamms
- . | | . s directe q
the information early for further discussion and deliberation by UTFAC ; tﬂbpm\ -
\ “AC members and

disposal of the matter. (Refer minutes of UTEAC meeting held on 30t April. 202
=14 pri, 2021 )
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