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Proceedings of 185th meeting of State Expert Appraisal Committee held on 

29.11.2019 (Friday) at 10:00 am in the Conference Hall No 2, at 1st Floor, 

MGSIPA Complex, Sector-26, Chandigarh. 

Item No. 185.01:  Application for environmental clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for the establishment of 
Bus Terminal Cum Commercial Complex at Phase-VI, 
Opposite Verka Milk Plant, Mohali by M/s C & C Towers 
Ltd. (Proposal No. SIA/PB/NCP/63507/2017). 

 
SEIAA observed as under: - 

Earlier, M/s C & C Towers Ltd. was granted environment 

clearance for establishment of Bus Terminal Cum Commercial Complex at Phase-

VI, Opposite Verka Milk Plant, Mohali with total plot area of 28439.47 sqm having 

built up area 1,35,000 sqm at Phase-VI, Opposite Verka Milk Plant, Mohali vide 

letter number 35436 dated 29.10.2009 valid up to 28.10.2014. 

The project proponent had applied (online) for obtaining 

fresh environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for the 

establishment of Bus Terminal Cum Commercial Complex at Phase-VI, Mohali. The 

project is covered under category building construction 8 (a) of the Schedule 

appended to the said notification.  

Environmental Engineer, PPCB, RO, Mohali was requested vide 

email dated 30.03.2017 to send the construction status of the project site. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 156th meeting held 

on 06.04.2017, which was attended by the following on behalf of project 

proponent: 

(i) Sh. Deepak Bharti, Project Consultant (Approvals) of the promoter 

(ii) Sh. Deepak Gupta, Environmental Advisor in the promoter company 

Sh. Deepak Bharti submitted an authority letter in which he 

along with Sh. Deepak Gupta have been authorized by the Authorized Signatory 

of the promoter Company to sign any documents / submitting reply on behalf of 

company while attending the meeting of SEAC to be held on 06.04.2017. The said 

authority letter was taken on record by the SEAC. 

The SEAC was apprised about the status report received from EE, 
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PPCB, RO, Mohali vide its email dated 06.04.2017 wherein it has been mentioned 

that the site of the project was visited by AEE on 30.03.2017 and Sh. Deepak 

Bharti, Manager of the project was contacted & he showed the site of the project. 

The promoter company has proposed to construct three number towers namely 

A, B & C out of which the civil construction work of the tower 'B & C' was stopped 

in January 2011. As informed by the representative of the promoter company, 

civil construction work of Towers B & C has been completed to the tune of about 

15 % and 10 % respectively. It was observed that no construction work was going 

at the site. The site is surrounded by a number of industrial units located in 

Industrial Area of Phase-1 & SAS Nagar. The distance between the boundary of 

this project and the boundaries of two red categories of industries of large scale 

namely M/s Ropar District Cooperation Milk Producers Union Ltd., (Milk Plant) & 

M/s Tube Products of India is less than 100m. 

The SEAC observed environmental clearance granted to the 

project in the year 2009 was valid for a period of 5 years and has expired on 

28.10.2014 and it is not clear from the status report received from Regional 

Office, whether any construction activity was carried out after the expiry of the 

previous environmental clearance in order to conclude whether or not it is a clear 

cut case of violation of EIA Notification 14.09.2006. To this query, the project 

proponent contended that no construction activity was carried out after the 

expiry of previous granted environmental clearance. He further stated that the 

structural work of main bus terminal building had already been completed in the 

year 2014 and only works such as providing sanitary fitting, doors, glasses and 

other finishing jobs were done after that. All other buildings are still incomplete 

and no construction work activity is going on at site. 

After deliberations, the SEAC decided to defer the case and 

further decided to seek a detailed report from Environmental Engineer, PPCB, 

RO, Mohali citing the construction activities carried out if any after the expiry of 

previous granted environmental clearance to the project. 

Accordingly, Environmental Engineer, Regional office was 

requested vide letter no. 279 dated 19.04.2017 to send the detailed report citing 
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the construction activities carried out if any after the expiry of previous granted 

environmental clearance to the project so as to enable the SEAC to take further 

necessary action in the matter. 

As the term for SEIAA & SEAC was coming to an end on 

05.05.2017, the status of pending cases was discussed in the 123rd meeting of 

SEIAA held on 04.05.2017 wherein, it was decided that the all the pending cases 

be sent to the MoEF & CC, New Delhi and the project proponents be informed to 

approach the MoEF & CC, New Delhi. The instant case was also amongst the 

pending cases. Accordingly, record file of the case was sent vide SEIAA letter no. 

840 dated 05.05.2017 to the MoEF & CC and the project proponent was 

requested vide letter no. 852 dated 05.05.2017 to approach the MoEF & CC for 

further action on the pending EC application. MoEF & CC vide its letter No. 21-

372/2017-IA-III dated 22.01.2018 transferred the record file of the case back to 

the SEIAA, Punjab for appraisal as the SEIAA & SEAC have been reconstituted 

vide Notification dated 08.11.2017 and the project is covered under category ‘B’ 

of item 8 (a) of building & construction projects of the schedule of the EIA 

Notification, 2006. 

The matter was considered by the SEIAA in its 127th 

meeting held on 09.02.2018 and the SEIAA was apprised that online application 

of the case is lying pending in the account of SEAC and MoEF & CC has sent back 

the office record files to SEIAA, Punjab. After deliberations, the SEIAA decided 

that SEAC be requested to appraise the project and send recommendations to 

SEIAA. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 163rd meeting 

held on 13.03.2018, however, no one from the project proponent side attended 

the meeting. The SEAC was apprised that Environmental Engineer, Regional 

office, SAS Nagar was requested to send the detailed report as sought earlier 

vide letter no. 279 dated 19.04.2017. Environmental engineer, Regional office, 

SAS Nagar has now sent the status report vide letter no. 1345 dated 12.03.2018 

through email dated 12.03.2018. The said status report was taken on the record 

by the SEAC. The SEAC observed that the status report received from the 
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Regional office, SAS Nagar is incomplete and does not answer the question asked 

by the SEAC vide letter no. 279 dated 19.04.2017 regarding any construction 

activity carried out, if any, after the expiry of previous environmental clearance 

(i.e. 28.10.2014) in order to conclude as to whether or not it is a case of violation 

of the EIA Notification, 14.09.2006. 

After detailed deliberations, the SEAC decided to defer the 

case & refer back the matter to Environmental Engineer, Regional office, SAS 

Nagar with a request to submit a comprehensive report in the matter and to ask 

the project proponent to attend the meeting of SEAC, when his case is placed for 

consideration. EE, PPCB, RO SAS Nagar, was also requested to send the 

comprehensive report as sought by the SEAC along-with latest status report vide 

email dated 11/09/2019. Environmental Engineer, Regional office, Mohali was also 

requested through telephonically on 16.09.2019 to send the report in the matter.  

The matter was considered by SEAC in its 184th meeting 

held on 21.09.2019, wherein, it was decided as under: 

i) to defer the case and issue notice to the project proponent to explain the 
reasons for not attending the meeting to present his case, within week time 
failing which it will be assumed that the project proponent is not interested 
to proceed further and the said case will be recommended for delisting in 
light of the Office Memorandum dated 30.10.2012 issued by the MoEF&CC, 
Govt. of India.    

ii) PPCB be directed to initiate action against the project proponent, in case of 
violation, under EIA Notification, 14/09/2006.  

Accordingly, M/s C & C Towers was asked to submit reply with one week 

vide this office letter no. 938 dated 01.11.2019 and the Member Secretary, PPCB was 

asked to initiate action against the project proponent, in case of violation, under EIA 

Notification, 14/09/2006, vide this office letter no. 936 dated 01.11.2019. 

No reply has been received from the project proponent, till date. 

Regional Office, PPCB, Mohali has sent latest construction report vide 

letter no. 5800 dated 24.09.2019 intimated that it has sent the report vide letter no. 

1345 dated 12.03.2018 through E-mail. However, the SEAC has asked for the status 

of construction activity carried out, if any, after the expiry of previous environmental 

clearance (i.e.28.10.2014) in order to conclude as to whether or not it is a case of 

violation of the EIA Notification, 14.09.2006. It is pertinent to mention here that 
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already a period for 5 years has elapsed since the expiry previous EC and as such it 

cannot be adjudged presently get whether the promoter company has carried any 

construction after the expiry of NOC however, as per record available in this office, 

the site was visited by the officers of the Board on 08.08.2016 and it was observed 

that no construction activity was being carried at the site however, finishing work 

Tower-A was under progress. The site was again visited on18.01.2017 and it was 

reported as under: 

The project proponent proposes to construct 3 towers namely A, B & C. The 

construction work of Tower A i.e. ISBT, Multiplex and Food Court has been completed. 

The construction work of Tower B & C was stopped in January 2011 and about 15% 

& 10% construction of these towers is complete. 

The site was again visited on 30.03.2017 and no construction activity was reported at 

the site and the site was visited on 12.03.2018 and again no construction activity was 

reported. The unit was visited on 19.09.2019 and no responsible was there. However, 

again no construction activity was observed. As such the promoter company was not 

found into any construction activity during the above said visits.   

Additional details are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/63507/2017 
2 Date of submission of application 30.03.2017 
3 Date of acceptance of application 01.04.2017 
4 Last meeting of SEAC in which case 

was considered 
184th meeting held on 21.09.2019 

5 Observations Meetings were not being attended by 
the PP 

6 Date of ADS 01.05.2018 
7 Details of notice issued, if any Issued vide letter no. 938 dated 

01.11.2019 
8 Reply to the notice received or not Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1. All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted 

even after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting 

should be delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2. For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for 

want of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a 
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month. If the information is not received within this period, even these 

projects may be de-listed. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same. After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to SEIAA to 

delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 

Item No. 185.02:  Application for obtaining environmental clearance under 
EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of minor 
minerals (Sand & Gravel) from the bed of river ujh, 
tributary of Ravi river in the revenue estate of village 
Sarota, Tehsil & District Pathankot, Punjab of General 
Manager cum Mining Officer, District Industries Centre, 
Pathankot. (Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIN/60099/2016). 

 
SEAC observed as under: - 
 

The General Manager cum Mining Officer, District Industries 

Centre, Pathankot vide online application dated 06.04.2017, has applied for 

obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 

mining of minor minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Ujh, tributary of Ravi river 

in the revenue estate of village Sarota, Tehsil & District Pathankot, Punjab. The 

project is covered under category 1 (a) of the Schedule appended to the said 

notification. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 157th meeting held on 

12.04.2017, which was attended by the following on behalf of project proponent: 

1. Sh. Balvinder Pal Singh, General Manager-cum-Mining officer, DIC, 

Pathankot. 

2. Sh. Paras Mahajan, Asst. Geologist. 

3. Sh. S. Brahma, HOD-EIA & Shivani Duti, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste 

Management Ltd., Environmental consultant of the project proponent. 

                              The case could not be taken up due to paucity of time and 

SEAC deferred the same. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 158th meeting held on 

27.04.2017, which was attended by the following on behalf of project proponent: 
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1. Sh. Balvinder Pal Singh, General Manager-cum-Mining officer, DIC, 

Pathankot. 

2. Sh. Sushminder Singh, State Geologist. 

3. Sh. S. Brahma, HOD-EIA, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste Management Ltd., 

Environmental consultant of the project proponent. 

       Before allowing Environmental consultant to present the case, 

the SEAC queried that whether land of the mining project involve private 

ownership land. In reply to this query, project proponent informed that the mining 

is to be carried out from the private ownership land. To an another query of SEAC 

whether consents of the concerned land owner(s) have been obtained for carrying 

out the mining operation, project proponent sought time to submit the consent 

letter and requested for deferment. 

After discussion, SEAC accepted the request of project proponent and decided to 

defer the case. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 159th meeting held on 

01.05.2017, but no one from the project proponent attended the meeting and not 

submitted any consent letter from the land owner. In light of Office Memorandum 

dated 25.02.2010 of MoEF, Govt. of India, the SEAC decided to defer the case and 

asked the project proponent to attend next meeting of the SEAC as and when 

held. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 184th meeting held on 

21.09.2019, wherein, SEAC decided to defer the case and issue notice to the 

project proponent to submit reply of the observations raised by SEAC in 158th 

meeting held on 27.04.2017, within week time failing which it will be assumed 

that the project proponent is not interested to proceed further and the said case 

will be recommended for delisting in light of the Office Memorandum dated 

30.10.2012 issued by the MoEF&CC, Govt. of India.    

 
 Accordingly, the project proponent was asked to submit reply 

within one week vide this office letter no. 935 dated 01.11.2019, however, no 

reply has been received in this regard, till date. 

Additional details are given as under: 
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1 Proposal No SIA/PB/MIN/60099/2016 
2 Date of submission of application 06.04.2017 
3 Date of acceptance of application 11.04.2017 
4 Last meeting of SEAC in which case 

was considered 
184th meeting held on 
21.09.2019 

5 Observations Meetings not being attended by 
the PP 

6 Date of ADS 01.05.2017 
7 Details of notice issued, if any Issued vide no. 935 dated 

01.11.2019 
8 Reply to the notice received or not Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1. All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted 

even after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting 

should be delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2. For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for 

want of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a 

month. If the information is not received within this period, even these 

projects may be de-listed. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to 

SEIAA to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 

Item No. 185.03:  Application for obtaining Environmental Clearance (EC) 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 
modernisation of in mining method for the mining of 
minor mineral in an area of 4.5583 ha located in Village 
Rana, Tehsil Fazilka, District Fazilka by Sh. Surjeet Singh. 
(Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIN/35045/2017). 

 

SEAC observed as under: 

       Sh. Surjeet Singh has applied online for obtaining 
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Environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 

modernisation of in mining method for the mining of minor mineral in an area of 

4.5583 ha located in Village Rana, Tehsil Fazilka, District Fazilka. The project of 

the promoter pertains to category 'B-2' with activity listed at 1 (a) of the Schedule 

appended to the said notification.  

The project was accorded Environmental clearance by DEIAA, 

Fazilka vide letter no 623 dated 18.05.2017 for the production capacity of 1,30,907 

TPA by opencast manual method on the name of The general Manager- cum- 

Mining Officer, District Industries centre, Fazilka, Ferozepur. EC letter was 

transferred in name of Sh. Surjeet Singh S/o Sh. Kartar Singh Vide letter no. 993 

dated 21.07.2017. Now lessee wants to change the technology of mining. 

Proposed method is opencast Semi-Mechanized For the optimum utilization of the 

mineral available in the auctioned mining area. 

The case was placed in the 181st meeting of SEAC. But no one on 

behalf of project proponent as well as Environmental Consultant attended the said 

meeting. After deliberation, SEAC decided to defer the case in light of OM dated 

25.02.2010 and to place the case in the next meeting of SEAC as and when 

scheduled. 

The case was placed in the 184th meeting of SEAC held on 

21.09.2019. But no one on behalf of project proponent as well as Environmental 

Consultant attended the said meeting. After deliberation, SEAC decided to defer 

the case and issue notice to the project proponent to explain the reasons for not 

attending the meeting to present his case, within week time failing which it will be 

assumed that the project proponent is not interested to proceed further and the 

said case will be recommended for delisting in light of the Office Memorandum 

dated 30.10.2012 issued by the MoEF&CC, Govt. of India.   

Accordingly, the project proponent was asked to submit reply 

within one week vide this office letter no. 939 dated 01.11.2019, however, no 

reply has been received in this regard, till date. 

                       Additional details are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/MIN/35045/2017 

2 Date of submission of application 01.05.2019 
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3 Date of acceptance of application 08.05.2019 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in which case 
was considered 

184th meeting held on 21.09.2019 

5 Observations Meetings not being attended by the 
PP 

6 Date of ADS 30.08.2019 

7 Details of notice issued, if any Issued vide no. 939 dated 
01.11.2019 

8 Reply to the notice received or not Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding 

procedure to be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the 

same is given as under: 

1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC was apprised that 

the notice sent to the project proponent was received undelivered. However, an 

email on 30/10/2019 was also sent to the project proponent on the email id as 

provided in Form-1. SEAC observed that the project proponent is not interested in 

pursuing the case and took serious note of the same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to 

to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 
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Item No. 185.04:  Application for obtaining environmental clearance 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of 
minor minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Ravi in the 
revenue estate of village Kot Rajda, Tehsil Ajnala, 
District Amritsar, Punjab of General Manager cum 
Mining Officer, District Industries Centre, 
Amritsar.(Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIN/70513/2017). 

SEAC observed as under: 

The General Manager cum Mining Officer, District Industries 

Centre, Amritsar vide online application dated 14.12.2017, has applied for obtaining 

environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of minor 

minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Ravi in the revenue estate of village Kot Rajda, 

Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar. The project is covered under category 1 (a) of the 

Schedule appended to the said notification. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 160th meeting held 

on 22.12.2017, wherein, following observations were raised:   

Sr. 
no 

Observations 

1 The project proponent is required to submit the consent of the land 
owner as per the requirement of Sustainable Sand Mining Guidelines, 
2016 framed by the MoEF&CC. 

2 The project proponent is required to submit the contour plan showing 
river bed level, water level and present surface levels at various cross 
sections etc 

3 The project proponent is required to submit the traffic management plan 
citing complete details of route plan to be followed by trucks transporting 
minor minerals with traffic volume data etc so that there is hassle free 
movement and villagers should not face any problem.   

4 The manpower to be deployed at the project seems to be on lower side. 
Thus, the project proponent is required to submit the justification of man 
power requirement for mining of minor minerals / loading of materials. 

5 The project proponent told during meeting that District Survey Report of 
District Amritsar has been finalized as per notification dated 15.01.2016 
issued by MoEF. However, he failed to submit any documentary evidence 
for the same. Thus, the SEAC asked the project proponent to submit the 
same before the next meeting.   

6 The project proponent is required to submit the site specific CSR plan. 
Accordingly, ADS were raised online. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/MIN/70513/2017 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

02.12.2017 
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3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

19.12.2017 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was considered 

160th meeting held on 22.12.2017 

5 Observations As mentioned above 
6 Date of ADS 03.01.2018 
7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 
Issued vide no. 930 dated 
29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice received 
or not 

Not Received 

   

   MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to be 

adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1. All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted 

even after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting 

should be delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2. For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for 

want of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a 

month. If the information is not received within this period, even these 

projects may be de-listed. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from the 

project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC was apprised that notice 

sent to the project proponent was received undelivered. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to 

SEIAA to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 

Item No. 185.05:  Application for obtaining environmental clearance 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of 
minor minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Beas in the 
revenue estate of village Shero Nigah, Tehsil Baba 
Bakala, District Amritsar, Punjab of General Manager 
cum Mining Officer, District Industries Centre, 
Amritsar.(Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIN/70521/2017) 

SEAC observed as under: 
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The General Manager cum Mining Officer, District Industries 

Centre, Amritsar vide online application dated 14.12.2017, has applied for obtaining 

environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of minor 

minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Ravi in the revenue estate of village Shero Nigah, 

Tehsil Baba Bakala, District Amritsar, Punjab of General Manager cum Mining Officer, 

District Industries Centre, Amritsar. The project is covered under category 1 (a) of the 

Schedule appended to the said notification. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 160th meeting held 

on 22.12.2017, wherein, following observations were raised:   

Sr. 

no 

Observations 

1 The project proponent is required to submit the consent of the land 

owner as per the requirement of Sustainable Sand Mining Guidelines, 

2016 framed by the MoEF&CC. 

2 The project proponent is required to submit the contour plan showing 

river bed level, water level and present surface levels at various cross 

sections etc 

3 The project proponent is required to submit the traffic management plan 

citing complete details of route plan to be followed by trucks transporting 

minor minerals with traffic volume data etc so that there is hassle free 

movement and villagers should not face any problem.   

4 The manpower to be deployed at the project seems to be on lower side. 

Thus, the project proponent is required to submit the justification of man 

power requirement for mining of minor minerals / loading of materials. 

5 The project proponent told during meeting that District Survey Report of 

District Amritsar has been finalized as per notification dated 15.01.2016 

issued by MoEF. However, he failed to submit any documentary evidence 

for the same. Thus, the SEAC asked the project proponent to submit the 

same before the next meeting.   

6 The project proponent is required to submit the site specific CSR plan. 

Accordingly, ADS were raised online. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/MIN/70521/2017 

2 Date of submission of 

application 

02.12.2017 
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3 Date of acceptance of 

application 

14.12.2017 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 

which case was considered 

160th meeting held on 22.12.2017 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of ADS 03.01.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 

Issued vide no. 925 dated 

29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice received 

or not 

Not Received 

   

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding 

procedure to be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the 

same is given as under: 

1) "All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects." 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

  The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to SEIAA to delist 

the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 
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Item No. 185.06:  Application for obtaining environmental clearance 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of 
minor minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Beas in the 
revenue estate of village Shero Bagha, Tehsil Baba 
Bakala, District Amritsar, Punjab of General Manager 
cum Mining Officer, District Industries Centre, 
Amritsar.(Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIN/70516/2017) 

SEIAA observed as under: 

The General Manager cum Mining Officer, District Industries 

Centre, Amritsar vide online application dated 14.12.2017, has applied for obtaining 

environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of minor 

minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Ravi in the revenue estate of village Shero 

Bagha, Tehsil Baba Bakala, District Amritsar, Punjab of General Manager cum Mining 

Officer, District Industries Centre, Amritsar.The project is covered under category 1 

(a) of the Schedule appended to the said notification. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 160th meeting held on 

22.12.2017, wherein, following observations were raised:   

Sr. 

no 

Observations 

1 The project proponent is required to submit the consent of the land 

owner as per the requirement of Sustainable Sand Mining Guidelines, 

2016 framed by the MoEF&CC. 

2 The project proponent is required to submit the contour plan showing 

river bed level, water level and present surface levels at various cross 

sections etc 

3 The project proponent is required to submit the traffic management plan 

citing complete details of route plan to be followed by trucks transporting 

minor minerals with traffic volume data etc so that there is hassle free 

movement and villagers should not face any problem.   

4 The manpower to be deployed at the project seems to be on lower side. 

Thus, the project proponent is required to submit the justification of man 

power requirement for mining of minor minerals / loading of materials. 

5 The project proponent told during meeting that District Survey Report of 

District Amritsar has been finalized as per notification dated 15.01.2016 

issued by MoEF. However, he failed to submit any documentary evidence 

for the same. Thus, the SEAC asked the project proponent to submit the 

same before the next meeting.   

6 The project proponent is required to submit the site specific CSR plan. 
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Accordingly, ADS were raised online. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/MIN/70516/2017 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

02.12.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

14.12.2017 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was considered 

160th meeting held on 22.12.2017 

5 Observations As mentioned above 
6 Date of ADS 03.01.2018 
7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 
Issued vide no. 926 dated 
29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice received 
or not 

Not Received 

   

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1) "All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects." 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

  The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to SEIAA to delist 

the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 
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Item No. 185.07:  Application for obtaining environmental clearance 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of 
minor minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Beas in the 
revenue estate of Village Munda Pind, Tehsil Khadoor 
Sahib, District Tarn Taran, Punjab of General Manager 
cum Mining Officer, District Industries Centre, 
Amritsar.(Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIN/70523/2017). 

SEAC observed as under: 

The General Manager cum Mining Officer, District Industries 

Centre, Amritsar vide online application dated 14.12.2017, has applied for obtaining 

environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for mining of minor 

minerals (Sand) from the bed of river Ravi in the revenue estate of Village Munda 

Pind, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib, District Tarn Taran, Punjab of General Manager cum 

Mining Officer, District Industries Centre, Amritsar.The project is covered under 

category 1 (a) of the Schedule appended to the said notification. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 160th meeting held on 22.12.2017, 

wherein, following observations were raised:   

Sr. 

no 

Observations 

1 The project proponent is required to submit the consent of the land 

owner as per the requirement of Sustainable Sand Mining Guidelines, 

2016 framed by the MoEF&CC. 

2 The project proponent is required to submit the contour plan showing 

river bed level, water level and present surface levels at various cross 

sections etc 

3 The project proponent is required to submit the traffic management plan 

citing complete details of route plan to be followed by trucks transporting 

minor minerals with traffic volume data etc so that there is hassle free 

movement and villagers should not face any problem.   

4 The manpower to be deployed at the project seems to be on lower side. 

Thus, the project proponent is required to submit the justification of man 

power requirement for mining of minor minerals / loading of materials. 

5 The project proponent told during meeting that District Survey Report of 

District Amritsar has been finalized as per notification dated 15.01.2016 

issued by MoEF. However, he failed to submit any documentary evidence 

for the same. Thus, the SEAC asked the project proponent to submit the 

same before the next meeting.   

6 The project proponent is required to submit the site specific CSR plan. 
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Accordingly, ADS were raised online. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/MIN/70523/2017 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

01.12.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

14.12.2017 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was considered 

160th meeting held on 22.12.2017 

5 Observations As mentioned above 
6 Date of ADS 03.01.2018 
7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 
Issued vide no. 928 dated 
29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice received 
or not 

Not Received 

   

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to be adopted for 

delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as under: 

1) "All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects." 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

  The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

 After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to SEIAA to 

delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 
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Item No. 185.08:  Application for obtaining environmental clearance 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion 
of Residential Project namely “Bollywood Floors” 
located at Village Landran, Sector 113, District S.A.S. 
Nagar (Mohali), Punjab developed by M/s Lark 
Projects Pvt. Ltd. (Proposal no. 
SIA/PB/NCP/73852/2018) 

SEAC observed as under: 

The project proponent has filed an application for obtaining 

environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion of 

Residential Project namely “Bollywood Floors” located at Village Landran, Sector 113, 

District S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali), Punjab. 

The case was considered by SEAC in the 168th meeting held on 

22.06.2018. Before allowing the presentation, the SEAC asked the project proponent 

to prove that it is not a case of violation, to which the project proponent submitted 

reply.  

SEAC was not satisfied with the reply submitted by the project proponent and 

decided to defer the case and ask the project proponent to submit following 

documents to prove that it is not a case of violation: 

1) A Copy of the 8 types of plans submitted to GMADA. 

2) Copies of the receipts of fee deposited to GMADA for approval of plans. 

3) A copy of the forwarding letter written to GMADA. 

4) A copy of the license of the architect who has prepared the drawings. 

5) Any other documents to prove that the total built up area of 48 plots is not 

more than 20000 sqm. 

Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/73852/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

15.05.2018 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

19.06.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was considered 

168th meeting held on 22.06.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 
6 Date of ADS 11.07.2018 
7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 
Issued vide no. 929 dated 
29/10/2019 
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8 Reply to the notice received 
or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to 

SEIAA to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 

Item No. 185.09:  Application for environmental clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for the development of 
residential apartment complex project namely “Palace 
Enclave” at Village Agwar Gujran, Tehsil Jagraon, 
District Ludhiana, Punjab by M/s Palace Infratech Pvt. 
Ltd. (Proposal no. SIA/PB/NCP/56377/2016). 

SEAC observed as under: 

M/s Palace Infratech Pvt. Ltd. has applied for environmental 

clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for the development of 

residential apartment complex project namely “Palace Enclave” at Village Agwar 

Gujran, Tehsil Jagraon, District Ludhiana, Punjab. The project is covered under 

category 8 (a) of the Schedule appended to the said notification. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 147th meeting held 

on 30.06.2016, wherein, SEAC observed that as per report of Regional Office, the 

construction has already been started at site. The SEAC asked the project 

proponent as to why the construction status has not been mentioned in the 

application form. To this observation of SEAC, the project proponent replied that 

whatever little construction activity has been done at site was of earlier project 

which was not covered under EIA notification. But the project proponent could not 
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produce any documentary evidence to prove his contention. He requested that he 

will submit the documentary evidence and sought some time to submit the same.  

   After detailed deliberations, the SEAC decided to defer the 

case and ask the project proponent to submit the documentary evidence in this 

regard before any  further action in the matter can be taken. Accordingly, ADS 

was raised online on 07.07.2016. Also, the decision of the SEAC has been 

conveyed to the project proponent vide letter no. 2900 dated 14.07.2016. 

The project proponent submitted the reply to the observation 

on 23.08.2016, which was placed in 149th meeting of SEAC held on 29.08.2016. 

The SEAC perused the reply submitted by the project proponent and did not find 

it satisfactory. The project proponent also could not satisfy the committee to the 

effect that earlier the project was for two towers only. To this observation, the 

project proponent sought time for producing some more documentary evidence 

and requested for deferment of case. 

After deliberations, the SEAC decided to defer the case till 

the project proponent submits reply to the aforesaid observations.  

Accordingly, ADS was again raised online. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/56377/2016 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

23.06.2016 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

24.06.2016 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was considered 

149th meeting of SEAC held on 
29.08.2016 

5 Observations As mentioned above 
6 Date of ADS 11.07.2018 
7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 
Issued vide no. 927 dated 
29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice received 
or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 
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2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same.  

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to 

SEIAA to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by 

MoEF&CC.Matter is placed before SEAC for consideration. 

Item No. 185.10:  Application for environmental clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for the establishment of 
a group housing project namely “Insignia” located at 
Daunmajra, Kharar, S.A.S Nagar Mohali by M/s Virtue 
Land Developers (P) Ltd., SCO 40-41, Sector 9-D 
Madhya Marg, Chandigarh, Proposal No. SIA/PB/NCP 
/71603/2017 

SEAC observed as under: 

M/s Virtue Land Developers (P) Ltd. has applied for obtaining 

environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of 

a group housing project namely Insignia located at Daunmajra, Kharar, S.A.S Nagar 

Mohali. The project is covered under category building construction 8 (a) of the 

Schedule appended to the said notification.    

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 163rd meeting held on 

13.03.2018 in which SEAC observed that Supdtt. Engineer(C-I), GMADA, SAS Nagar 

vide letter no. 608 dated 05.03.18 has informed that the project being approved 

by the Competent Authority and located in Master Plan of Mohali, GMADA will 

provide trunk services like water supply and sewerage for project against the 

External Development Charges. Since presently these services have not been 

provided at the site by GMADA, Project proponent will have to make his own 

arrangements at his own cost for these services till such time these services are 

provided by GMADA. The SEAC observed that letter of GMADA submitted by the 
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project proponent does not satisfy its observation made during the previous 

meeting and project proponent has still not given any satisfactory alternate disposal 

arrangements for the treated waste water in the absence of connectivity with the 

public sewer. 

To this observation, the project proponent offered to submit 

irrevocable lease deed of 4 acres land for a period of 05 years to take care of the 

treated waste water of the project. The SEAC decided that irrevocable lease 

agreement to be signed between project proponent and land owner of adjoining 

04 acres land shall be prepared and certified to be correct in the eyes of laws by 

any registered Advocate member of bar council. The project proponent and land 

owner shall also undertake that the said 04 acres parcel of land will be solely used 

for the purpose of discharge of the treated waste water to be generated from the 

proposed project and the land will be developed as per Karnal technology for 

proper utilization of the waste water. The said land will not be sold or put into any 

other use during the lease agreement period. The period of lease agreement will 

be suitably extended in case sewer connectivity is not available to the project site 

after 05 years. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case till the 

project proponent submits lease agreement and undertaking as above. 

Accordingly, the project proponent was requested vide letter No.410 

dated 27.03.2018 to submit the reply to the observations, which was taken on 

record by the SEAC. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 166th meeting held on 

24.05.2018, in which the reply submitted by the project proponent online on 

04.04.2018 to the aforesaid observation, was considered and was found non 

satisfactory by the SEAC. After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the 

case till the project proponent submits a concrete proposal in the shape of letter 

from Municipal Council, Zirakpur alongwith route map of the sewer line to be laid 

on the layout plan. 
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In compliance to the aforesaid decision taken by SEAC, the project 

proponent was requested vide letter no. 738 dated 12/06/2018 and through 

additional detail sought (ADS facility available on the web portal) to submit the 

reply to the observations. The project proponent , thereafter, submitted a layout 

plan showing the sewer proposal of the area in reference to the ADS raised on the 

web portal, which was attached with the agenda. 

  The case was considered by SEAC in the 168th meeting held on 

22.06.2018 and in said meeting the project proponent submitted a letter issued by 

GMADA vide no. 1479 dated 08/06/2018 alongwith layout plan showing the sewer 

proposal of the area in reference to the earlier raised observations, wherein it was 

mentioned that SEIAA/SEAC had not accepted the earlier undertaking issued by 

GMADA office & further clarification can only be given by GMADA after a reference 

is received from SEIAA/SEAC. The said letter & layout plan was taken on record by 

SEAC. 

  After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask 

GMADA to show the feasibility of connectivity with MC sewer, which is located at 

a distance of 200m from the project site. The project proponent will also prove 

the ownership of land in 200 m, which will be utilized to lay down the sewer as no 

permission has been obtained from any authority. 

  The case was considered by the SEAC in its 170th meeting held 

on28.07.2018 and SEAC observed that the information submitted by the project 

proponent by way of the noting cannot be considered as an authenticated 

document. 

  After detailed deliberations, the SEAC decided to defer the case till 

the project proponent submits the reply to the observation duly signed by the 

Competent Person of GMADA, so that further action in the matter can be taken. 

Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

             Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/73852/2018 
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2 Date of submission of 

application 

14.12.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 

application 

19.12.2017 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 

which case was considered 

170th meeting held on 28.07.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of Last ADS 14.08.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 

any 

Issued vide no. 927 dated 

29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice received 

or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to be adopted for 

delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as under: 

1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC and no one from 

the project proponent appeared for attending the hearing. SEAC observed that the 

project proponent is not interested in pursuing the case and took serious note of the 

same. 

 After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend the case to 

SEIAA to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by MoEF&CC. 
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Item No. 185.11:  Application for issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA 
study for obtaining environmental clearance under  
EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion 
(Construction  of Super Specialty Block) of existing 
Rajindra hospital Patiala located at Sangrur-Patiala 
Road Patiala, Punjab (Proposal no. SIA/PB/NCP/ 
22981/ 2018). 

SEAC observed as under: 

                             Rajindra hospital, Patiala has applied for issuance of ToRs for 

carrying out EIA study for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification 

dated 14.09.2006 for expansion (Construction of Super Specialty Block) of existing 

hospital located at Sangrur-Patiala Road Patiala Punjab. 

          The project proponent submitted that they had applied to SEIAA for obtaining 

Environmental Clearance under EIA Notification dated 14-09-2006 for expansion of 

the existing Hospital at Sangrur-Patiala Road, Patiala, Punjab. The SEIAA observed, it 

is a case of violation of the provisions of EIA notification dated 14-09-2006 and as per 

amendment notification vide No S.O. 804 (E) dated 14-03-2017, violation cases even 

of category "B" projects which are granted Environmental Clearance by SEIAA, are to 

appraised for grant of Environmental Clearance only by the EAC and EC is to be 

granted at central level. 

                              It is pertinent to mention here that no application has been 

received from Rajindra Hospital for expansion of the existing hospital located at 

Sangrur – Patiala Road, to the SEIAA so far. 

                              Accordingly, they had submitted the online application vide 

proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/68281/2017 on 10/09/2017 issuance of ToRs for carrying out 

EIA study for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 

14.09.2006 for expansion (Construction of Super Specialty Block) of existing Rajindra 

hospital Patiala located at Sangrur-Patiala Road Patiala Punjab. 

          It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended notification dated 

08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of category 'B' project 

have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier vested with MoEF&CC, New 
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Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, the para (4) & (5) prescribes 

as under:- 

 (1) The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal Committee at 

the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee 

constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 

1986 with a view to assess that the project has been constructed at a site which under 

prevailing laws is permissible and expansion has been done which can run sustainably 

under compliance of environmental norms with adequate environmental safeguards, 

and in case, where the findings of Expert Appraisal Committee for projects under 

category A or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee for projects 

under category B is negative, closure of the project will be recommended along with 

other actions under the law. 

(2) In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-paragraph (4) above are 

affirmative, the projects will be granted the appropriate Terms of Reference for 

undertaking Environment Impact Assessment and preparation of Environment 

Management Plan and the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union territory level 

Expert Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms of Reference for the project 

on assessment of ecological damage, remediation plan and natural and community 

resource augmentation plan and it shall be prepared as an independent chapter in the 

environment impact assessment report by the accredited consultants, and the 

collection and analysis of data for assessment of ecological damage, preparation of 

remediation plan and natural and community resource augmentation plan shall be 

done by an environmental laboratory duly notified under the Environment(Protection) 

Act, 1986, or an environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the Council of 

Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the field of environment. 

  The MoEF&CC has transferred proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/68281/2017 

dated 10.09.2017 to SEIAA vide proposal no. SIA/PB/NCP/22981/2018 on 28/03/2018 

for appraisal of the project in compliance to the amended notification dated 

08.03.2018. 
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The matter was considered by SEAC in its 167th meeting held on 21.04.2018. In the 

said meeting, the SEAC was apprised that Dr. Vinod Kumar Dangwal after marking 

attendance left the venue with a message that he could not appear before SEAC due 

to some emergency in the hospital. The SEAC was further apprised that project 

proponent has not yet submitted a hard copy of the application after acceptance of its 

on line application as stipulated vide MoEF OM No. J-11013/49/2014-IA.I dated 

06/06/2014. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask the project 

proponent to submit a hard copy of the application. Till such time his case will not be 

taken up for consideration. 

Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

             Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/22981/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

10.09.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

22.05.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was 
considered 

167th meeting held on 21.04.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of  ADS 14.06.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 
any 

Issued vide no. 932 dated 29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice 
received or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to be adopted for 

delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as under: 

1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 
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2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 185th meeting held on 

29.11.2019, which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

1. Sh. Vishal Malhotra, Assistant Professor, Rajindra Hospital. 

2. Sh. Sandeep Singh, FAE on behalf of M/s CPTL-EIA, Mohali. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

SEAC raised the following observations to the project proponent: 

1. As to whether hard copy of the application/Complete Proposal alongwith list of 

persons responsible for the violation has been submitted. 

2. As to whether project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing law 

is permissible. if yes, has the project proponent submitted any documentary 

proof in this regard. 

3. Whether any additional land has been acquired by the project proponent and 

the construction has been completed? 

4. Whether permission has been obtained for the abstraction of the groundwater 

from the CGWA or not? 

5. Whether any specific ToRs for the project on assessment of ecological damage, 

remediation plan and natural and community resources augmentation plan 

have been submitted? 

To the above observations, the project proponent informed that no 

additional land has been procured, however, sought time to comply with the other 

observations. 
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After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the 

project proponent, to defer the case and the same be placed in the next meeting after 

getting the reply from the project proponent. 

Item No. 185.12:  Application for issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA 
study for obtaining environmental clearance under  EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion of a Group 
Housing Project namely "Mona Green-II" located in the 
revenue estate of Village Gazipur, Zirakpur, Tehsil 
Derabassi, District SAS Nagar, Punjab by M/s Mona 
Township Pvt. Ltd. (SIA/PB/NCP/22970/2018) 

SEAC observed as under: 

The project namely Mona Green -II was started in 2013 & the built 

up area of the project was less than 20,000 Sqm and thereafter, they got the plan 

revised and the built-up area has been increased which is more than 20000 Sqm 

i.e. 21711 sqm. They had started the construction without getting Environmental 

Clearance. 

Since, it is a case of violation of the provisions of EIA notification 

dated 14.09.2006 and as per amendment notification vide No S.O. 804 (E) dated 

14-03-2017, violation cases even of category "B" projects which are granted 

Environmental Clearance by SEIAA, are to appraised for grant of Environmental 

Clearance only by the EAC and EC is to be granted at central level. 

Accordingly, the project proponent had submitted the online 

application vide proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/69246/2017 on 13/09/2017 for issuance 

of TORs for obtaining Environmental Clearance to MOEF&CC, for expansion 

residential project located in the revenue estate of Village Gazipur, Zirakpur, Tehsil 

Derabassi, District SAS Nagar Punjab.                       

                      It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended notification 

dated 08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of category 'B' 

project have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier vested with 

MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, the para (4) 

& (5) prescribes as under:- 
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 (1) The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal Committee at 

the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee 

constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 

1986 with a view to assess that the project has been constructed at a site which under 

prevailing laws is permissible and expansion has been done which can run sustainably 

under compliance of environmental norms with adequate environmental safeguards, 

and in case, where the findings of Expert Appraisal Committee for projects under 

category A or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee for projects 

under category B is negative, closure of the project will be recommended along with 

other actions under the law. 

(2) In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-paragraph (4) above are 

affirmative, the projects will be granted the appropriate Terms of Reference for 

undertaking Environment Impact Assessment and preparation of Environment 

Management Plan and the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union territory level 

Expert Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms of Reference for the project 

on assessment of ecological damage, remediation plan and natural and community 

resource augmentation plan and it shall be prepared as an independent chapter in the 

environment impact assessment report by the accredited consultants, and the 

collection and analysis of data for assessment of ecological damage, preparation of 

remediation plan and natural and community resource augmentation plan shall be 

done by an environmental laboratory duly notified under the Environment(Protection) 

Act, 1986, or an environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the Council of 

Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the field of environment. 

MoEF&CC has transferred proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/68281/2017 dated 

10.09.2017 to SEIAA vide proposal no. SIA/PB/NCP/22981/2018 on 28/03/2018 for 

appraisal of the project in compliance to the amended notification dated 08.03.2018. 

The matter was considered by SEAC in its 167th meeting held on 

21.04.2018. In the said meeting, the SEAC was apprised that project proponent has 
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not yet submitted a hard copy of the application after acceptance of its on line 

application as stipulated vide MoEF OM No. J-11013/49/2014-IA.I dated 06/06/2014. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask the 

project proponent to submit a hard copy of the application. Till such time his case will 

not be taken up for consideration. 

Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

                   Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/22970/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

13.09.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

22.05.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was 
considered 

167th meeting held on 21.04.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of  ADS 14.06.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 
any 

Issued vide no. 917 dated 29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice 
received or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 

1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 
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The case was considered by SEAC in its 185th meeting held on 

29.11.2019, which was attended by Sh. Rishi Kapoor, General Manager, on behalf of 

the project proponent. He submitted an authority letter to the SEAC, which was taken 

on record by SEAC. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

Sh. Rishi Kapoor, representative of the project proponent informed SEAC 

that due to some pressing circumstances the project proponent was not in a position 

to present the case in the meeting and requested to consider the case in the next 

meeting. 

SEAC raised the following observations to the project proponent: 

1. As to whether hard copy of the application/Complete Proposal alongwith list of 

persons responsible for the violation has been submitted. 

2. As to whether project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing law is 

permissible. if yes, has the project proponent submitted any documentary proof in 

this regard 

3. Whether permission has been obtained for the abstraction of the groundwater from 

the CGWA or not? 

4. Whether any specific ToRs for the project on assessment of ecological damage, 

remediation plan and natural and community resources augmentation plan 

have been submitted? 

To the above observations, the project proponent sought time to comply 

with the said observations. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the 

project proponent, to defer the case and the same be placed in the next meeting after 

getting the reply from the project proponent. 
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Item No. 185.13:  Application for issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA 
study for obtaining Environmental Clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion of a Group 
Housing Project namely "Mona Green" located at VIP 
Road, Village Bishanpura, Near Zirakpur, Distt. S.A.S. 
Nagar by M/s Mona Township Pvt. Ltd. (Proposal no. 
SIA/PB/NCP/22972/2018) 

SEAC observed  as under: 

   Earlier, M/s Mona Township Pvt. Ltd. was granted Environmental 

Clearance vide letter number SEIAA/2014/5946 dated 24.01.2014 for construction of 

a Group Housing Project namely "Mona Greens" having built up area of 31,093.13 

sqm in the total plot area of 3.92 acres located at VIP Road, Village Bishanpura, Near 

Zirakpur, Distt., S.A.S. Nagar, subject to the certain conditions by SEIAA, Punjab. 

The project proponent submitted that built up area mentioned in 

the Environmental clearance is 31093.13 Sqm and whereas the consultant has not 

taken the basement area in the application submitted earlier for obtaining 

environmental clearance. Thus, there is some changes in the built up area i.e. 31537 

Sqm plus basement area 9998 Sqm (Total Built up area 41516 Sqm). The project has 

already completed. and when they applied for the completion, it has been suggested 

that environmental clearance should be got revised. 

The project proponent submitted that the project namely Mona 

Green -II was started in 2013 & the built up area of the project was less than 

20,000 Sqm and thereafter, they got the plan revised and the built-up area has 

been increased which is more than 20000 Sqm i.e. 21711 sqm. They had started the 

construction without getting Environmental Clearance. 

                             The project proponent submitted that they had applied to SEIAA 

for obtaining Environmental Clearance under EIA Notification dated 14-09-2006 for 

expansion of the existing Hospital at Sangrur-Patiala Road, Patiala, Punjab. The SEIAA 

observed, it is a case of violation of the provisions of EIA notification dated 14-09-

2006 and as per amendment notification vide No S.O. 804 (E) dated 14-03-2017, 

violation cases even of category "B" projects which are granted Environmental 

Clearance by SEIAA, are to appraised for grant of Environmental Clearance only by 

the EAC and EC is to be granted at central level. 

                               It is pertinent to mention here that no application has been 
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received from Rajindra Hospital for expansion of the existing hospital located at 

Sangrur – Patiala Road, to the SEIAA so far.     

                              Accordingly, they had submitted the online application vide 

proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/68281/2017 on 10/09/2017 issuance of ToRs for carrying out 

EIA study for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 

14.09.2006 for expansion (Construction of Super Specialty Block) of existing Rajindra 

hospital Patiala located at Sangrur-Patiala Road Patiala Punjab. 

                              It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended 

notification dated 08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of 

category 'B' project have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier vested 

with MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, the para 

(4) & (5) prescribes as under:- 

(1) The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal Committee at 

the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee 

constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 

1986 with a view to assess that the project has been constructed at a site which under 

prevailing laws is permissible and expansion has been done which can run sustainably 

under compliance of environmental norms with adequate environmental safeguards, 

and in case, where the findings of Expert Appraisal Committee for projects under 

category A or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee for projects 

under category B is negative, closure of the project will be recommended along with 

other actions under the law. 

(2) In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-paragraph (4) above are 

affirmative, the projects will be granted the appropriate Terms of Reference for 

undertaking Environment Impact Assessment and preparation of Environment 

Management Plan and the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union territory level 

Expert Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms of Reference for the project 

on assessment of ecological damage, remediation plan and natural and community 

resource augmentation plan and it shall be prepared as an independent chapter in the 

environment impact assessment report by the accredited consultants, and the 
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collection and analysis of data for assessment of ecological damage, preparation of 

remediation plan and natural and community resource augmentation plan shall be 

done by an environmental laboratory duly notified under the Environment(Protection) 

Act, 1986, or an environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the Council of 

Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the field of environment. 

MoEF&CC has transferred proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/68281/2017 dated 10.09.2017 to 

SEIAA vide proposal no. SIA/PB/NCP/22981/2018 on 28/03/2018 for appraisal of the 

project in compliance to the amended notification dated 08.03.2018. 

The matter was considered by SEAC in its 167th meeting held on 21.04.2018. In the 

said meeting, the SEAC was apprised that project proponent has not yet submitted a 

hard copy of the application after acceptance of its on line application as stipulated 

vide MoEF OM No. J-11013/49/2014-IA.I dated 06/06/2014. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask the project 

proponent to submit a hard copy of the application. Till such time his case will not be 

taken up for consideration. 

Accordingly, ADS was raised online on 14.06.2018. 

Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/22972/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

13.09.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

22.05.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was 
considered 

167th meeting held on 21.04.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of  ADS 14.06.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 
any 

Issued vide no. 918 dated 29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice 
received or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to 

be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as 

under: 
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1) All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2) For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want 

of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If 

the information is not received within this period, even these projects may be 

de-listed. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 185th meeting held on 

29.11.2019, which was attended by Sh. Rishi Kapoor, General Manager, on behalf of 

the project proponent. He submitted an authority letter to the SEAC, which was taken 

on record by SEAC. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

Sh. Rishi Kapoor, representative of the project proponent informed SEAC 

that due to some pressing circumstances the project proponent was not in a position 

to present the case in the meeting and requested to consider the case in the next 

meeting. 

SEAC raised the following observations to the project proponent: 

1. As to whether hard copy of the application/Complete Proposal alongwith list of 

persons responsible for the violation has been submitted. 

2. As to whether project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing law 

is permissible. if yes, has the project proponent submitted any documentary 

proof in this regard. 

3. Whether permission has been obtained for the abstraction of the groundwater from 

the CGWA or not? 

4. Whether any specific ToRs for the project on assessment of ecological damage, 

remediation plan and natural and community resources augmentation plan have 

been submitted? 
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To the above observations, the project proponent sought time to comply 

with the said observations. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the 

project proponent, to defer the case and the same be placed in the next meeting after 

getting the reply from the project proponent. 
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Item No. 185.14:  Application for issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA 
study for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of Group 
Housing Project namely "Sunny Heights" located in the 
Sector 125, Tehsil Kharar, District- SAS Nagar by M/s 
Bajwa Developers Ltd. (SIA/PB/NCP/22973/2018) 

SEAC observed  as under: 

M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. has submitted an application for 

issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA study for obtaining environmental clearance 

under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of Group Housing Project 

namely "Sunny Heights" located in Sector 125, Tehsil Kharar, District- SAS Nagar. 

The project proponent submitted as under:- 

1) Total 07 Blocks is being constructed at the project site comprising 

406 Flats, 45 EWS, School and Meeting Hall. About 60% of the 

construction work has been completed on site. 

2) Total land area for the project is 25,600.36 sqm. (6.33 acres) 

and the built-up area of the project is 56,872.19 sqm 

3) Municipal Council, Kharar vide letter no: 1638 dated 23/2/2012 

approved the layout plan. 

4) They had started the construction without getting Environmental 
Clearance. 

 
Being a case of violation of the provisions of EIA notification 

dated 14.09.2006 and as per amendment notification vide No S.O. 804 (E) dated 

14-03-2017, project proponent has submitted online application vide proposal no. 

IA/PB/NCP/69083/2017 on 13/09/2017 to MOEF&CC for issuance of TORs for 

obtaining Environmental Clearance for the project located in Sector 125, Tehsil 

Kharar, District- SAS Nagar. 

It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended 

notification dated 08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of 

category 'B' project have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier 

vested with MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, 

the para (1) & (2) prescribes as under:- 

(1)     The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal 
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Committee at the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of 

the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 with a view to assess that the 

project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing laws is 

permissible and expansion has been done which can run sustainably 

under compliance of environmental norms with adequate 

environmental safeguards, and in case, where the findings of Expert 

Appraisal Committee for projects under category A or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee for projects under category 

B is negative, closure of the project will be recommended along with 

other actions under the law. 

(2)     In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State 

or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-

paragraph (4) above are affirmative, the projects will be granted the 

appropriate Terms of Reference for undertaking Environment Impact 

Assessment and preparation of Environment Management Plan and the 

Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms of Reference for 

the project on assessment of ecological damage, remediation plan 

and natural and community resource augmentation plan and it shall 

be prepared as an independent chapter in the environment impact 

assessment report by the accredited consultants, and the collection 

and analysis of data for assessment of ecological damage, preparation 

of remediation plan and natural and community resource 

augmentation plan shall be done by an environmental laboratory duly 

notified under the Environment(Protection) Act, 1986, or an 

environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the 

Council of Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the 

field of environment. 

   MoEF&CC has transferred proposal no. 
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IA/PB/NCP/69083/2017 dated 13/09/2017 to SEIAA vide proposal no. 

SIA /PB/NCP /22973/2018 on 28/03/2018 for appraisal of the project 

in compliance to the amended notification dated 08.03.2018. 

The matter was considered by SEAC in its 167th meeting held on 

21.04.2018. In the said meeting, the SEAC was apprised that project proponent has 

not yet submitted a hard copy of the application after acceptance of its on line 

application as stipulated vide MoEF OM No. J-11013/49/2014-IA.I dated 06/06/2014. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and 

ask the project proponent to submit a hard copy of the application. Till such time his 

case will not be taken up for consideration. 

        Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

             Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/22973/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

13.09.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

22.05.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was 
considered 

167th meeting held on 21.04.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of  ADS 14.06.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 
any 

Issued vide no. 922 dated 29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice 
received or not 

Not Received 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding 

procedure to be adopted for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the 

same is given as under: 

1. All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted 

even after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting 

should be delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2. For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for 

want of information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a 
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month. If the information is not received within this period, even these 

projects may be de-listed. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 185th meeting held on 

29.11.2019, which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

1. Sh. Rajesh Gupta, General Manager, M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. 

2. Sh. S. Brahama, Environmental Consultant, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste 

Management Limited.  

Sh. Rajesh Gupta submitted an authority letter to the SEAC, which was 

taken on record by SEAC. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

SEAC raised the following observations to the project proponent: 

1. As to whether hard copy of the application alongwith list of persons responsible 

for the violation has been submitted. 

2. As to whether project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing law 

is permissible. if yes, has the project proponent submitted any documentary 

proof in this regard. 

3. Whether permission has been obtained for the abstraction of the groundwater from 

the CGWA or not? 

4. Whether any specific ToRs for the project on assessment of ecological damage, 

remediation plan and natural and community resources augmentation plan have 

been submitted? 

To the above observations, the project proponent stated that hard copy 

of the application has been submitted. However, reply to the ADS is yet to be 

submitted. He sought time to comply with the other observations. 
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After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the 

project proponent, to defer the case and the same be placed in the next meeting after 

getting the reply from the project proponent. 

 

Item No. 185.15:  Application for issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA study for 

obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification 
dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of area development 
Project namely "Sunny Enclave (177.72 Acres)" located in the 
revenue estate of Village Jandpur, Sihanpur & Hasanpur, 
Sector 120,123, 124 & 125 Kharar, Distt SAS Nagar by M/s 
Bajwa Developers Ltd. (SIA/PB/NCP/23385/2018) 

SEAC observed as under: 

M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. has submitted an application for 

issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA study for obtaining environmental clearance 

under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of area development 

Project namely "Sunny Enclave (177.72 Acres)" located in the revenue estate of 

Village Jandpur, Sihanpur & Hasanpur, Sector 120,123, 124 & 125 Kharar, Distt 

SAS Nagar. The project proponent submitted as under:- 

1) The project site is having a spread of 7,19,235.04Sq.m. (177.726 Acres) falls 
under the Residential land use as per Master Plan. The net planned area for 
the project site is 6,64,162.2 sq.m (164.11 acres). 

2) The plan for the project is divided into Plot area, Group Housing, EWS. This 
comprise park Area of 53,168 sq.m. and roads, open spaces & other utilities 
area of 2,98,014.35 Sq.m. for adequate parking spaces with modern 
infrastructure facilities. 

3) Approval of layout plan of Mega residential project falling in Sector-
120,123,124 and 125 has been obtained from Chief Town Planner, Punjab 
vide letter no: 1685 CTP (Pb)/MPR-23 Dated 06-04-2016 

4) About 30% of the construction has been completed at site without getting 
Environmental Clearance under EIA Notification, 14.09. 2006. 

 
Being a case of violation of the provisions of EIA notification 

dated 14.09.2006 and as per amendment notification vide No S.O. 804 (E) dated 

14-03-2017, project proponent has submitted online application vide proposal no. 

IA/PB/NCP/69083/2017 on 13/09/2017 to MOEF&CC for issuance of TORs for 

obtaining Environmental Clearance for the project located in Sector 125, Tehsil 

Kharar, District- SAS Nagar. 

It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended 
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notification dated 08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of 

category 'B' project have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier 

vested with MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, 

the para (1) & (2) prescribes as under:- 

(3)     The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal 

Committee at the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of 

the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 with a view to assess that the 

project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing laws is 

permissible and expansion has been done which can run sustainably 

under compliance of environmental norms with adequate 

environmental safeguards, and in case, where the findings of Expert 

Appraisal Committee for projects under category A or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee for projects under category 

B is negative, closure of the project will be recommended along with 

other actions under the law. 

(4)     In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State 

or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-

paragraph (4) above are affirmative, the projects will be granted the 

appropriate Terms of Reference for undertaking Environment Impact 

Assessment and preparation of Environment Management Plan and the 

Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms of Reference for 

the project on assessment of ecological damage, remediation plan 

and natural and community resource augmentation plan and it shall 

be prepared as an independent chapter in the environment impact 

assessment report by the accredited consultants, and the collection 

and analysis of data for assessment of ecological damage, preparation 

of remediation plan and natural and community resource 

augmentation plan shall be done by an environmental laboratory duly 

notified under the Environment(Protection) Act, 1986, or an 
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environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the 

Council of Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the 

field of environment. 

Now, the MoEF&CC has transferred proposal no. 

IA/PB/NCP/69083/2017 dated 13/09/2017 to SEIAA vide proposal no. SIA /PB/NCP 

/22973/2018 on 28/03/2018 for appraisal of the project in compliance to the 

amended notification dated 08.03.2018. 

The matter was considered by SEAC in its 167th meeting held on 

21.04.2018. In the said meeting, the SEAC was apprised that project proponent has 

not yet submitted a hard copy of the application after acceptance of its on line 

application as stipulated vide MoEF OM No. J-11013/49/2014-IA.I dated 06/06/2014. 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask the 

project proponent to submit a hard copy of the application. Till such time his case 

will not be taken up for consideration. 

Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

 Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/23385/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

13.09.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

22.05.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was 
considered 

167th meeting held on 21.04.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of  ADS 14.06.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 
any 

Issued vide no. 921 dated 29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice 
received or not 

Not Received 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to be adopted 

for delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as under: 

1. All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 
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after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2. For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want of 

information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If the 

information is not received within this period, even these projects may be de-

listed. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 185th meeting held on 

29.11.2019, which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

1. Sh. Rajesh Gupta, General Manager, M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. 

2. Sh. S. Brahama, Environmental Consultant, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste 

Management Limited.  

Sh. Rajesh Gupta submitted an authority letter to the SEAC, which was 

taken on record by SEAC. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

SEAC raised the following observations to the project proponent: 

1. As to whether hard copy of the application alongwith list of persons responsible 

for the violation has been submitted. 

2. As to whether project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing law 

is permissible. if yes, has the project proponent submitted any documentary 

proof in this regard. 

3. Whether permission has been obtained for the abstraction of the groundwater from 

the CGWA or not? 

4. Whether any specific ToRs for the project on assessment of ecological damage, 

remediation plan and natural and community resources augmentation plan have 

been submitted? 

To the above observations, the project proponent stated that hard copy 
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of the application has been submitted. However, reply to the ADS is yet to be 

submitted. He sought time to comply with the other observations 

 After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the 

project proponent, to defer the case and the same be placed in the next meeting after 

getting the reply from the project proponent. 

Item No. 185.16:  Application for issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA 
study for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of area 
development Project namely "Sunny Enclave (139.376 
Acres)" located in the revenue estate of Village Jandpur, 
Hasanpur & Manana, Sector 123, Tehsil Kharar, District 
SAS Nagar by M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. (SIA/PB /NCP 
/23386 /2018) 

SEAC observed as under: 

M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. has submitted an application for 

issuance of ToRs for carrying out EIA study for obtaining environmental clearance 

under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of Group Housing 

Project namely " SUNNY ENCLAVE (139.376 Acres)" located in the revenue estate 

of Village Jandpur, Hasanpur & Manana, Sector 123, Tehsil Kharar, District SAS 

Nagar. The project proponent submitted as under:- 

1) The project plan has been segmented into area for Plots, for Group Housing, 
for EWS, for Commercial, for Educational etc. 

2) The proposed project is a township project, which is spread over a land of 
5,64,034.66 Sq.m. (139.376 Acres). 

3) The proposed project comprise Green Area of 34,209.69sq.m. and roads, 
open spaces & other utilities area of 1,65,282.92 Sq.m. for adequate parking 
spaces with modern infrastructure facilities. 

4) About 30% of the construction has been completed at site without getting 
Environmental Clearance under EIA Notification, 14.09.2006. 

 
  Being a case of violation of the provisions of EIA notification dated 

14.09.2006 and as per amendment notification vide No S.O. 804 (E) dated 14-03-

2017, project proponent has submitted online application vide proposal no. 

IA/PB/NCP/69083/2017 on 13/09/2017 to MOEF&CC for issuance of TORs for 

obtaining Environmental Clearance for the project located in Sector 125, Tehsil 

Kharar, District- SAS Nagar. 

  It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended notification 
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dated 08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of category 'B' 

project have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier vested with 

MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, the para (1) 

& (2) prescribes as under:- 

(5)     The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal 

Committee at the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of 

the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 with a view to assess that the 

project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing laws is 

permissible and expansion has been done which can run sustainably 

under compliance of environmental norms with adequate 

environmental safeguards, and in case, where the findings of Expert 

Appraisal Committee for projects under category A or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee for projects under category 

B is negative, closure of the project will be recommended along with 

other actions under the law. 

(6)     In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State 

or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-

paragraph (4) above are affirmative, the projects will be granted the 

appropriate Terms of Reference for undertaking Environment Impact 

Assessment and preparation of Environment Management Plan and the 

Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms of Reference for 

the project on assessment of ecological damage, remediation plan 

and natural and community resource augmentation plan and it shall 

be prepared as an independent chapter in the environment impact 

assessment report by the accredited consultants, and the collection 

and analysis of data for assessment of ecological damage, preparation 

of remediation plan and natural and community resource 

augmentation plan shall be done by an environmental laboratory duly 

notified under the Environment(Protection) Act, 1986, or an 
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environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the 

Council of Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the 

field of environment. 

  Now, the MoEF&CC has transferred proposal no. 

IA/PB/NCP/69083/2017 dated 13/09/2017 to SEIAA vide proposal no. SIA /PB/NCP 

/22973/2018 on 28/03/2018 for appraisal of the project in compliance to the 

amended notification dated 08.03.2018. 

  The matter was considered by SEAC in its 167th meeting held on 

21.04.2018. In the said meeting, the SEAC was apprised that project proponent has 

not yet submitted a hard copy of the application after acceptance of its on line 

application as stipulated vide MoEF OM No. J-11013/49/2014-IA.I dated 06/06/2014. 

  After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask the 

project proponent to submit a hard copy of the application. Till such time his case will 

not be taken up for consideration. 

        Accordingly, ADS was raised online. 

             Complete details of the case are given as under: 

1 Proposal No SIA/PB/NCP/23386/2018 

2 Date of submission of 
application 

13.09.2017 

3 Date of acceptance of 
application 

22.05.2018 

4 Last meeting of SEAC in 
which case was 
considered 

167th meeting held on 21.04.2018 

5 Observations As mentioned above 

6 Date of  ADS 14.06.2018 

7 Details of notice issued, if 
any 

Issued vide no. 920 dated 29/10/2019 

8 Reply to the notice 
received or not 

Not Received 

 

MoEF, GoI has issued an OM dated 30.10.2012 regarding procedure to be adopted for 

delisting of various cases and the relevant part of the same is given as under: 
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1. All projects where additional information desired has not been submitted even 

after 6 months of the Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC) meeting should be 

delisted from the list of pending projects. 

2. For the projects pending between 3 to 6 months of the EAC meeting for want of 

information, reminder may be sent seeking information within a month. If the 

information is not received within this period, even these projects may be de-

listed. 

The case was considered by SEAC in its 185th meeting held on 

29.11.2019, which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

1. Sh. Rajesh Gupta, General Manager, M/s Bajwa Developers Ltd. 

2. Sh. S. Brahama, Environmental Consultant, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste 

Management Limited.  

Sh. Rajesh Gupta submitted an authority letter to the SEAC, which was 

taken on record by SEAC. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

SEAC raised the following observations to the project proponent: 

1. As to whether hard copy of the application alongwith list of persons responsible 

for the violation has been submitted. 

2. As to whether project has been constructed at a site which under prevailing law 

is permissible. if yes, has the project proponent submitted any documentary 

proof in this regard. 

3. Whether permission has been obtained for the abstraction of the groundwater from 

the CGWA or not? 

4. Whether any specific ToRs for the project on assessment of ecological damage, 

remediation plan and natural and community resources augmentation plan have 

been submitted? 
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To the above observations, the project proponent stated that hard copy 

of the application has been submitted. However, reply to the ADS is yet to be 

submitted. He sought time to comply with the other observations. 

 After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the 

project proponent, to defer the case and the same be placed in the next meeting after 

getting the reply from the project proponent. 

Item no. 185.17:  Regarding personal hearing given by the Chairman of the 
Board to the petitioners in compliance of the orders of the 
Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 13814 
of 2018 dated 29.05.2018 against the setting up of 
Common Bio-Medical Waste Treatment Facility M/s Med-
waste Solutions Pvt. Ltd. at Village Biodwali, Teh. 
Gidderbaha, Sri Muktsar sahib on 18.10.2018. 

SEAC observed as under: 

                Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board vide letter no. 1659 

dated 14/05/2019 received on 01.07.2019 through the office of Department of 

Science, Technology and Environment vide no. 1509455/1 dated 26.06.2019 has 

requested to evaluate/examine as to whether the earlier objections raised by the 

respective Gram Panchayats (which are already a part of the public hearing 

proceedings dated 21.02.2018) as well as objections raised by the petitioners before 

Chairman, PPCB during the hearing held on 18.10.2018 and the grievances raised 

stand addressed while appraising the project and deciding EC application. The 

contents of the aforesaid letter are reproduced as under:  

“ It is intimated that earlier M/s Med-waste Solutions Pvt. Ltd. was 

setting up a Common Bio-medical Waste Treatment Facility at village Bidowali, Tehsil 

Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib. Accordingly, they had applied for obtaining 

Environmental Clearance to SEIAA, Punjab as required under the EIA notification dated 

14.09.2006 for establishment of Common Bio-medical Waste Treatment Facility. As 

per the provisions of the EIA notification dated 14.09.2006, the public hearing for 

setting up of the facility was conducted by PPCB on 21.02.2018. The public hearing of 

the said project was supervised and presided over by the Additional Deputy 

Commissioner (Development), Sri Muktsar Sahib. The proceedings of the public 

hearing were issued vide letter no. EE(Mega)/2018/9115 dated 21.03.2018. 
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Thereafter, Environmental Clearance was granted to the project 

proponent for establishment of Common Bio-medical Waste Treatment Facility in the 

revenue estate of village Bidowali, Tehsil Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib by State 

Level Environment Impact Authority, Punjab vide letter no. SEIAA/2018/878 dated 

16.07.2018 subject to certain conditions. 

 Subsequently, a court case was filed by the local residents of village 

Bidowali, village Lalbai, village Chanu against the setting up of the common bio-

medical waste treatment facility by M/s Med-waste Solutions Pvt. Ltd., Gidderbaha, Sri 

Muktsar Sahib in Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The said petition was 

disposed off by the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 29.05.2018 with the 

directions as under 

   "In the light of the limited prayer raised by learned counsel, the instant writ 

petition is disposed of with a direction to respondent no.2 (PPCB) to 

consider the objections dated 4.2.2018 on merits as also to afford to the 

petitioners herein and respondent no.4 (M/s Med-waste Solutions Pvt. Ltd.) 

a hearing at the Head Office of the Punjab Pollution Control Board at Patiala 

or at the Regional Office situated at Bathinda".  

In compliance of the decisions of the Hon'ble Punjab & High Court, 4 

representatives of the petitioners of the case, Sh. Ajaib Singh s/o Sh. Jarnail Singh, 

Gram Panchayat Biddowali, Sh. Balwinder Singh s/o Sh. Harbans Singh, Gram 

Panchayat Lalbai, Sh. Lachman Singh s/o Sh. Chand Singh , Gram Panchayat Lalbai 

and Sh. Bhupinder Singh s/o Ghan Singh, Gram Panchayat Chanu were afforded an 

opportunity of personal hearing before Chairman, PPCB on 18.10.2018. 

During the hearing, the representatives of village Biddowali, Lalbai and 

Chanu submitted they are facing lot of problems due to black smoke emitted by M/s 

Universal Bio-mass Plant, Village Channu, Tehsil Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib 

which is adjoining to proposed site of common bio-medical waste facility. Setting up 

of a common bio-medical waste facility in its close proximity will add to their problems. 

Further, the petitioners submitted that there are 2 farm houses of some persons at a 

distance of 300 m and 4 farm houses at a distance of 533 m. The petitioners submitted 

that they were not heard during the public hearing held on 21.02.2018. Copy of the 

representation given by the petitioners is enclosed herewith. 



 
 

53 
 

After hearing the matter, Chairman, PPCB decided that the 

representation of the petitioners in CWP No. 13814 of 2018 along with orders of 

Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court dated 29.05.2018 shall be forwarded to SEIAA, 

Punjab for necessary action in the matter. 

 Accordingly, in compliance of decision of personal hearing dated 

29.05.2018, it was requested vide PPCB letter no. 7820 dated 05.11.2018 to take 

further necessary action in the matter. In response, SEIAA, Punjab vide its letter no. 

144 dated 24.01.2019 intimated that the matter was considered by SEIAA in its 141th 

meeting held on 24.12.2018 and after detailed deliberations, SEIAA concluded as 

under: 

a. As per the provisions of EIA notification dated 14.09.2006, Public hearing 

of M/s Medwaste Solutions Pvt. Ltd has been carried out by the Punjab 

Pollution Control Board. On the basis of the proceedings issued by the 

PPCB and Terms of Reference issued by SEIAA, M/s Medwaste Solutions 

Pvt. Ltd has submitted its final EIA report to SEIAA. After thorough 

appraisal of the EIA report, SEAC recommended the case for grant of 

environmental clearance for the setting up of CBWTF in the revenue 

estate of Village Bidowali, Tehsil Gidderbaha, District Sri Muktsar Sahib. 

Accordingly, SEIAA granted the environmental clearance to the M/s 

Medwaste Solutions Pvt. Ltd vide letter no. 878 dated 16.07.2018.  

b. The Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh has issued 

directions to Respondent no.2 i.e. Punjab Pollution Control Board to 

afford a hearing to the petitioners as well as Respondent no.4. No 

directions have been issued to SEIAA by the Hon'ble Court in the said 

case. Moreover, PPCB has sent a copy of the orders dated 29.05.2018 

of Hon'ble High Court on 05.11.2018, at the stage, when the 

environmental clearance was already granted to the M/s Medwaste 

Solutions Pvt. Ltd on 16.07.2018 by the SEIAA, Punjab.  

c. At the very outset, in the resolution dated 04.02.2018, the Petitioners 

have mentioned that their grievance is about the air pollution caused by 

the industry namely M/s Universal Bio-mass Plant, Village Channu, Tehsil 

Gidderbaha, District Sri Muktsar Sahib, which is in operation. 
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Environment clearance to this industry has already been granted by 

SEIAA vide no. 21361 dated 22.06.2009. Monitoring of the 

implementation of the environment clearance conditions has also been 

assigned to Punjab Pollution Control Board by the State Government vide 

memo no. 10/167/2014-STE (5)/302633/1 dated 08.09.2014.  

d. M/s Medwaste Solutions Pvt. Ltd is still in process of setting up of plant 

and is yet not operational.  

The CBWTF has now become operational and Consents under Air & 

Water Act and authorization under Bio-Medical Waste Management Rules, 2016 has 

been granted to the facility by the Board.  

PPCB in compliance of the Hon'ble High Court orders had already heard 

the respondent no. 4 (project proponent) on 13.09.2018 and the petitioners on 

18.10.2018. Further, EE(Mega) vide its letter no. 13199 dated 24.04.2019 intimated 

that proper procedure was adopted while conducting the public hearing on 

21.02.2018. Further, the resolution submitted by the nearby Gram Panchayats 

including that from village Lalbai, Rai ke Kalan, Lalbai (Uttri), Bedowali & Channu were 

incorporated in the proceedings of the public hearing conducted by PPCB and sent to 

SEIAA, Punjab. 

It is therefore requested to evaluate/examine as to whether the earlier 

objections raised by the respective Gram Panchayats(which are already a part of the 

public hearing proceedings dated 21.02.2018) as well as objections raised by the 

petitioners before Chairman, PPCB during the hearing held on 18.10.2018 and the 

grievances raised stand addressed while appraising the project and deciding EC 

application.“  

   The matter was considered by SEIAA in its 149th meeting held on 

05.07.2019. SEIAA was apprised as described above. After deliberation, SEIAA decided 

that a copy of the Board’s letter no. 1659 dated 14/05/2019 received on 01.07.2019 

through the office of S.T.E, Govt. of Punjab vide no. 1509455/1 dated 26.06.2019, be 

forwarded to SEAC for evaluating / examining as to whether the earlier objections 

raised by the respective Gram Panchayats (which are already a part of the public 

hearing proceedings dated 21.02.2018), objections raised by the petitioners in the 

hearing held on 18.10.2018 before Chairman of the Board (wherein petitioner 
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informed that they were not heard during Public hearing held on 21.02.2018) stand 

addressed while appraising the project and recommended the EC application. 

  The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 

29.11.2019. During meeting, the matter was discussed at length. After detailed 

deliberation, it was decided that detailed agenda note for the next meeting be 

prepared based upon the record file and be circulated to all SEAC members alongwith 

the relevant documents, well before the next meeting. 
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Item No. 185.18  Application for extension in validity & amendment in 
environmental clearance granted under EIA Notification, 
14.09.2006 for Township & area development project 
namely "Imperial Golf Estate" located at Village 
Mullanpur, Ludhiana, Punjab by M/s Spark Buildcon Pvt. 
Ltd. (Proposal No. SIA/PB/NCP/28432/2011). 

SEAC observed as under:  
  M/s Spark Buildcon Pvt. Ltd was granted environmental clearance vide 

no. 31028 dated 28.07.2011 for Township & area development project namely 

"Imperial Golf Estate" located at Village Mullanpur, Ludhiana. The total plot area of 

the project is 279.98 acres (11,33,073.70 sq.m), out of which 80.3 acres is meant for 

golf course, 197.91 acres for residential, 13.91 acres for housing for EWS, 1.76 acres 

for widening of roads and remaining is meant for parking of vehicles having total built-

up area of project is 5,42,744 sqm. The said environmental clearance was granted for 

five years, which was valid upto 27.07.2016. As per circular dated 12.04.2016 issued 

by MoEF, the Environmental Clearance of the projects which had not completed five 

(5) years on the date of publication of Notification i.e. 29.04.2015, there validity will 

stand automatically extended to seven (7) years. Therefore, the project was having 

environmental clearance valid upto 27.07.2018. The project proponent submitted 

online application on 26.07.2018 i.e. within the validity of environmental clearance. 

The background of the case has already been given in the agenda circulated to the 

committee through email dated 18.01.2019.  

  The case was placed in the 175th meeting of SEAC held on 22.01.2019. 

The item could not be taken up due to paucity of time as the meeting was forced to 

wind up by 5:30 pm due to bad weather conditions in the State. The SEAC decided to 

convene a special meeting at short notice to place the pending items of 175th meeting 

to consider these cases on priority. 

  The case was placed in 176th meeting of SEAC held on 05.02.2019 and 

the same was attended by Dr. Sandeep Garg, MD, M/s ECO laboratories & Consultants 

Pvt. Ltd., Environment consultant of the promoter company. He stated that the project 

proponent is not able to attend the meeting due to some unavoidable circumstances 

and requested to consider the case in the next meeting of SEAC. An email dated 

04.02.2019 was also received from Sh. Paras Kumar Jain, Authorized Signatory of M/s 

SPARK Buildcon Pvt. Ltd. wherein, he has mentioned that due to unavoidable 
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circumstances, he will not be able to present his case in 176th meeting of SEAC & has 

requested to consider the case in next meeting. 

   SEAC accepted the request of the project proponent & decided to defer 

the case in light of the request submitted by the project proponent and OM dated 

25.02.2010 of MoEF&CC and ask the project proponent to attend the next meeting as 

and when called for. 

   The case was placed in 178th meeting of SEAC held on 15.04.2019 and 

the same was attended by Dr. Sandeep Garg, MD, M/s ECO laboratories & Consultants 

Pvt. Ltd., Environment consultant of the promoter company. He stated that the project 

proponent is not able to attend the meeting due to some unavoidable circumstances 

and requested to consider the case in the next meeting of SEAC. An email dated 

10.04.2019 was also received from Sh. Paras Kumar Jain, Authorized Signatory of M/s 

SPARK Buildcon Pvt. Ltd. wherein, he has mentioned that due to unavoidable 

circumstances, he will not be able to present his case in 178th meeting of SEAC & has 

requested to consider the case in next meeting in June 2019. 

   SEAC observed that the project proponent is continuously asking for 

deferment from the past two meetings, it seems, the project proponent is not 

interested in pursuing the case. SEAC took the serious note and observed that this 

results in wastage of precious time of SEAC. After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided 

to recommend the case to SEIAA for issuance of notice to the project proponent 

proposing to delist the application as per the OM dated 30.10.2012 issued by 

MoEF&CC.  

   The case was considered by SEIAA in its 149th meeting held on 

05.07.2019. But no one on behalf of project proponent attended the said meeting. 

SEIAA also observed that there is no facility available for transferring the online 

application from the portal of SEAC to SEIAA in delisting mode. 

   After detailed deliberation, SEIAA decided that case be remanded to 

SEAC for issuing the notice to delist the project giving project proponent a last 

opportunity to appear before SEAC failing which project be delisted from the web-

portal of SEAC. 

  The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 

29.11.2019. After detailed deliberation, it was decided that a notice for delisting the 



 
 

58 
 

application be issued to the project proponent. In case, the project proponent fails to 

submit reply, within stipulated time period, the case of the project proponent be placed 

in the SEAC meeting for delisting.  
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Item No.185.19:   National Green Tribunal OA No. 100 of 2014.   

  

SEAC observed as under:  

 Senior Environmental Engineer, (HQ-2), Punjab Pollution Control 

Board, Head Office, Patiala vide letter no. 20148 dated 09.07.2019 informed as 

under:  

 Government vide memo dated 19.03.2019 has asked the Board to 

intimate the latest status w.r.t. following:  

i) Whether MoEF has passed a speaking order upon the report of the Central 

Pollution Control Board as directed by National Green Tribunal. If yes, has 

the moratorium been vacate?   

ii) In case the moratorium still continues what steps are required to be taken 

by Government of Punjab.  

In response, Board vide letter no. SEE(HQ-2)/2019/15159 dated 

14.05.2019 has apprised the Govt. that the issue in question is related to the 

imposition of moratorium for the consideration of projects requiring prior 

environmental clearance under EIA notification 2006 in the critical polluted area of 

Ludhiana city. As per the available records of this office, no further notification/OM 

has been issued by the MoEF since the issuance of order of National Green Tribunal 

dated 16.11.2017. However, regarding point no.2, Member Secretary, State 

Environment Impact Assessment Authority (SEEIA) Punjab shall update the Govt.   

Further, Government vide memo dated 19/03/2019 has asked the PPCB 

to send the requisite reply for point no. 2 in co-ordination with SEIAA, so as to inform 

the Hon‘ble Chief Secretary, Punjab in the matter.  

In view of above, Board has requested to send the comments in the 

matter, so that consolidated reply may be forwarded to the Government.  

The matter is placed in 151st meeting of SEIAA held on 03.08.2019, 

wherein, SEIAA decided that the matter may be referred to the SEAC to send its 

comments so that PPCB could be informed accordingly after consideration by SEIAA. 

The matter was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 

29.11.2019. After discussion, SEAC observed that no appropriate comments can be 
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given by SEAC in this regard and it was decided that PPCB be requested to refer the 

matter to MoEF for seeking clarification.   

Item No. 185.20  Application for Environmental Clearance under EIA 
notification dated 14.09.2006 for the establishment of 
warehouse located at Plot Nos. B-3 to B-8 and A-4, Focal 
Point, Ludhiana by M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises Ltd. 
(Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIS/108792/2019). 

SEAC observed as under: 

The project proponent has filed an application for obtaining Environment 

Clearance under EIA notification, 2006 for establishment of a warehouse at Plot Nos. 

B-3 to B-8 and A-4, Focal Point, Ludhiana. The project proponent submitted Form 1, 

Form 1A and other relevant documents.  

 The project proponent was raised EDS online on 18.09.2019 and the reply given 

by the project proponent is as under: 

Sr. 
No. 

Observations EDS Reply 

1. EC processing fee is required to 
be paid @ Rs. 2/ sq.m of the 
built up area. 
 
(DD No. & date) For B1 projects : 
At the time of TOR 25% and at the 
time of EC 75% 
For B2 project 
At the time of time of EC 100% 

Processing fees for Environmental 
Clearance application @ Rs. 2 / sq.m 
i.e. Total built up area x Rs. 2 sq.m = 
Rs. 1,24,568.14 i.e. approx. Rs. 
1,24,570/- has been submitted 
through RTGS vide UTR No. 
SBIN41926655995 dated 23.09.2019. 

2. Whether the project falls in the 
critical polluted area notified by 
MoEF&CC 

The project falls in Ludhiana which has 
been notified as critically polluted by 
MOEF&CC. But, the moratorium has 
been uplifted vide F.No. J-11013- 
5/2010-IA.II(I)  dated 15.02.2011. 
Copy of office memorandum has been 
submitted. Further as per Office 
Memorandum F.No. J-11013- 5/2010-
IA.II(I)  dated 24.05.2011; 
General     conditions     are     not 
applicable on Construction projects.  
Copy of OM is enclosed 

 The project proponent was raised EDS online on 09.10.2019 and the reply given 

by the project proponent is as under: 

S.No. Observations EDS Reply 
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1. In Form 1 and Drawing 4, the built 

up area is 62,684.07 sq.m. But in 

Form 1A the same is 

mentioned as 66,284.07 sq.m. 

Please clarify. 

Built-up area for the proposed 

project is 62,684.07 sq.m. However, 

due to typographical error wrong 

built-up area was inadvertently 

mentioned in Form IA. The same has 

been corrected now. 

2. Existing built-up area is not 

submitted. 

As such, there is no existing building 

at the site. However, there are some 

existing structures of Punjab 

Concast Steels Ltd. that needs to be 

demolished and the same is 

reflected in contour plan. 

3. As per letter dated 15.10.2012 at 

annexure 1(b), new lease deed has 

been made after 30.09.2019, but 

the same has not been attached. 

As per letter dated 15.10.2012 at 

Annexure 1(b), reference of letter 

dated 30.09.2012 is there in place of 

letter dated 30.09.2019. A copy of  

letter dated 30.09.2012 has been 

submitted. 

4. As per photographs submitted by 

the project proponent in Annexure-

12, it has been observed that a 

significant level of construction is 

going on. 

As mentioned in point no. 2; there 

are some existing structures of 

Punjab Concast Steels Ltd. which 

needs to be demolished and the 

same is reflected in contour plan in 

an area of 25.57 acres of project. 

Copy of contour plan has been 

submitted 

5. After pursuing the application 

submitted by the project 

proponent, it is observed that the 

total land area with NIEL is 44.10 

acres. Out of this, land of 10.04 

acres has been leased to M/s 

Cotton County Retail Limited which 

is already existing project. 

 

 You are also constructing a 

warehouse in a land of 8.49 acres 

for M/s Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. 

Since, the land is owned by the 

same promoter company i.e. M/s 

NIEL and the construction activity 

Total land area of 44.10 acres is 

divided into: 

a) 10.04 acres has been leased to 

M/s Cotton County Retail Limited 

which is already an existing 

project for which Consent to 

Operate (Air & Water) has been 

granted by PPCB. Copy of CTO 

has been submitted. Copy of 

approved drawing has also been 

submitted. 

b) 8.49 acres of land for which 

Consent to Establish has already 

been obtained from PPCB for 

garments industry by NEIL; copy 
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is going on at the site for 

warehousing project by the same 

project proponent and the   

promoter   company   is   also   

applying  for obtaining   

Environmental   Clearance   for   

the   same component i.e. 

warehouse project for 25.57 acres 

only, separately, not as a 

consolidated project of land area of 

34.85 acres, it seems to be a 

violation of Environmental 

Clearance project. Whether any 

building plan has been got 

approved for construction activity 

which is going on at the site before 

carrying out construction activity.  

Please submit approved building 

plan of the area for which 

construction activity is going on, 

which should be approved from the 

competent authority before the 

date of application of 

Environmental Clearance for the 

project of 25.57 acres. 

of CTE dated 24.04.2019 has 

been submittedLater on, same 

was leased to M/s Instakart 

Services Pvt. Ltd. vide dated 

23.05.2019; copy of lease deed 

has been submitted. Copy of 

approved drawing has been 

submitted. 

c) Later on, planning was made for 

25.57 acres   for which 

application has been submitted 

for Environmental clearance. 

 

Thus, both (b) & (c) are separate 

projects and owned by different 

developers i.e. M/s Instakart 

Services Pvt. Ltd. and M/s Nahar 

Industrial Enterprises Ltd. Thus, 

proposed warehouse project in an 

area of 25.57 acres of land should 

not be considered under violation 

case. Further, layout has not been 

approved by competent authority. 

Environmental Engineer, PPCB, RO-1, Ludhiana was requested vide 

email dated 31.10.2019 to send the construction status of the project site. 

Environmental Engineer, PPCB, RO-1, Ludhiana vide letter no 2841 

dated 01.11.2019 has intimated that the subject cited site was visited by the 

officer of this office on 17.10.2019 & construction status of site & physical 

structure within 500 mtr including the status of industry is as under: 

1. There are Industries all around the site within 500 m of site which are all in 

Designated Industrial, Focal Point developed by PSIEC.  

2. Also, adjoining to the site, there is a warehouse of Flipkart & garment 

manufacturing unit i.e. M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises Ltd. (Garment Unit) 

Leased to Cotton County Retails Ltd., Phase-4, Focal Point, Ludhiana. 
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3. There are some illegal residences adjacent to the boundary wall of site. 

4. Also, there are following major type of industries/ physical structures. 

i. M/s Vardhman Special Steels Ltd, C 58, industrial Focal Point, 

Phase-3, Ludhiana, which is a 17 category large scale (NC 

Furnace) red category unit within the 500 mtrs of proposed site. 

ii. M/s United Breweries Ltd., C-60, Phase 3, Focal Point, Ludhiana, 

which is a large scale red category unit within 500 mtrs of 

proposed Site. 

iii. M/s Rockman Cycle Industries Ltd (Auto Division), A-7, Phase-5, 

Focal Point, Ludhiana, which is a large scale red category unit 

within 500 mtrs of proposed site. 

iv. M/s Upper India Steel Manufacturing & Engineering Company 

Ltd., Phase 3, Dhandari Industrial Focal Point, Ludhiana, which is 

a 17 category (Arc Furnace) large scale red category unit within 

500 mtrs of proposed site. 

v.  There is PSPCL Office within 500 mtrs of proposed site. 

vi. There is Railway Line within 500 mtrs of proposed site. 

No Construction has been started at the project site yet. The general 

guidelines are applicable to the project & the project is meeting with the general 

siting guidelines. 

The case was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 29.11.2019, 

which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

(i) Sh.Suman Kumar, VP (Purchase and projects) of the promoter company. 
(ii) Sh. Sandeep garg, Environmental Consultant, M/s Eco Laboratories and 

Consultants pvt. Ltd. 
SEAC allowed the project proponent to present the salient features of 

the project. 

The project proponent and the Environment consultant of the promoter 

company presented the same as under:  
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 M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises Ltd. has been alloted Industrial plots i.e. Plot 
Nos. B-3 to B-8 and A-4 at Focal Point, Ludhiana, Punjab measuring 44.10 acres 
by Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA) vide Letter No. 
A/Glada/Ludhiana/2015/2056 dated 29.04.2015. 

 Originally, this land was owned by Punjab Con-cast Steels Ltd. (PCSL) which 
was incorporated on 27th June, 1970. The name of the company was changed 
from Punjab Con-cast Steels Ltd. to Nahar International Ltd. (NINL) and a fresh 
certificate of Incorporation consequent on change of name of Company was 
issued by the Registrar of Companies, Punjab, H.P. and Chandigarh on 6th 
October, 1994. 

 Later, Nahar International Ltd. (NINL) was amalgamated with Nahar Industrial 
Enterprises Ltd. (NIEL) vide order dated 4.3.2005 passed by the Hon’ble Punjab 
& Haryana High Court at Chandigarh. 

 Out of the total area of project 44.10 acres, 10.04 acres has been leased to M/s 
Cotton County Retail Limited and 8.49 acres to M/s Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. 
for development of warehouse. 

 Consent to Operate for Air and water has been granted to M/s Cotton County 
Retail Limited from PPCB vide Certificate No. 
CTOA/Renewal/LDH1/2018/713677 and CTOW/Renewal /LDH1/2018/7138197 
dated 23.04.2018 and is valid upto 30.09.2022 respectively.  

 Consent to Establish has been granted to M/s Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. from 
PPCB vide certificate No. CTE/Fresh/LDH1/2019/9669707 dated 24.04.2019 
and is valid upto 23.04.2020. 

 The change in land use has been issued to M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises 
Ltd. by General Industries, District Industries Centre, Ludhiana vide Letter No. 
DIC/LDH/595 dated 04.02.2019. 

 Now M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises Ltd. is planning to develop warehouse in 
the remaining land of 25.57 acres for which application has been filed for grant 
of EC. 

Other details are given as under: 

S.No. Item Details 

1. Online Proposal No.  SIA/PB/MIS/108792/2019 
2. Name and Location of the 

project 
Warehouse Project located at Plot Nos. B-3 to 
B-8 and A-4, Focal Point, Ludhiana, Punjab by 
M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises Ltd. 

3. Latitude & Longitude Corners  coordinates: 
Corner Latitude Longitude 
Corner-A 30°52'59.55"N 75°54'09.72"E 
Corner-B 30°52'53.74"N 76°54'20.69"E 
Corner-C 30°52'54.36"N 76°54'21.39"E 
Corner-D 30°52'53.24"N 76°54'23.70"E 

Corner-E 30°52'53.76"N 76°54'24.01"E 

Corner-F 30°52'53.48"N 76°54'24.87"E 
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Corner-G 30°53'02.41"N 76°54'27.79"E 

Corner-H 30°53'07.09"N 76°54'21.07"E 

Corner-I 30°53'06.50"N 76°54'20.34"E 

Corner-J 30°53'06.84"N 76°54'19.10"E 

Corner-K 30°53'01.09"N 76°54'15.05"E 

Corner-L 30°53'03.02"N 76°54'12.04"E 
 

4. Project/activity covered under 
item of scheduled to the EIA 
Notification,14.09.2006 

The project falls under Sr .No. 8(a) ‘Building & 
Construction Project’ 

5. Whether the project is in    
critical polluted area or not. 

 The project falls in Ludhiana which has been 
notified as critically polluted by MOEF&CC. But, 
the moratorium has been uplifted vide F.No. J-
11013-5/2010-IA.II(I) dated 15.02.2011. 
Further as per Office Memorandum F.No. J-
11013-5/2010-IA.II(I) dated 24.05.2011; 
General conditions are not applicable on 
Construction projects.  

6. If the project involves diversion  
of   forest land. If yes, 
a. Extent of the forest land. 
b. Status of the forest clearance. 

 No. Project does not involve any diversion of 
forest land. 

7. a. Is  the pro jec t  covered 
under PLPA, 1900, if No but 
located near to PLPA area then 
the project proponent is 
required to submit NOC from the 
concerned DFO to the effect that 
project area does not fall under 
the provision of PLPA Act, 1900. 
 
b. Is the project covered   under 
PLPA,1900,  if yes  then Status 
of the NOC w.r.t PLPA, 1900. 

Project is not covered under PLPA, 1900. 

8. If the project falls within 10 km 
of eco-sensitive area/ National 
park/Wild Life Sanctuary. If yes, 
a.  Name of eco-sensitive area/  
     National park/Wild Life 
Sanctuary and distance from the 
project site. 
b. Status of clearance from 
National Board for Wild Life 
(NBWL). 

No wildlife or bird sanctuary falls within 10 km of 
project site, thus, there is no requirement of 
NBWL clearance.   

9. Classification/Land 
use  pattern  as  per 
Master Plan 

Industrial zone as per Master plan of Ludhiana. 
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10. Cost of the project Rs. 73.4193 Crores 
 
 

11. Total Plot area, Built- up  Area  
and  Green 
area 

   The details of  project is as under: 
 

S.No. Description Area 
1. Plot area 

(Total scheme area) 
1,03,477  
(or 25.57 acres) 

2. Built-up area 62,284.07 m2 
3. Green area 11,400 m2 

 

12. Population (when fully 
operational) 

Estimated population: 148 Persons. 

13.  Water   Requirements &           
source in Construction Phase 

Water demand of 20 KLD may be there depending 
upon phases of construction. The water 
requirement will be provided by treated water 
from STP installed at Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. 

14. Break up of Water Requirements & source in Operation Phase (Summer, Rainy, 
Winter): 

S.N
o. 

Season Fresh water Reuse water Total 
(KLD) Domestic 

(KLD) 
Others 
(Green 
area) 
(KLD) 

Flushing 
(KLD) 

Green 
area 
(KLD) 

HVAC 
(KLD) 

1. Summer 4.0 60.5 2.5 2.5 - 69.5 

2. Winter 4.0 18.5 2.5 2.5 - 27.5 

3. Rainy 4.0 3.5 2.5 2.5 - 12.5 

 
S.No. Description  Source of water 

1. Domestic Borewell 

2. Others  - 

3. Flushing purposes Treated waste water 

4. Green area Treated waste water & Borewell 

5. HVAC - 
 

15. Treatment & Disposal  
arrangements of  waste water 
in  
Construction Phase 

Wastewater generated will be treated in septic 
tank. 

16. Disposal Arrangement of 
Waste water in Operation 
Phase 

Total wastewater generation will be 5.2 KLD which 
will be treated in proposed STP of 10 KLD capacity 
to be installed within the project premises. 
 

Season 
 

Flushing 
(KLD) 

Green area 
(KLD) 

Sewer 
(KLD) 

Summer 2.5 63 - 

Winter 2.5 21 - 
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Monsoon 2.5 6 - 
 

17. Rain water recharging  
detail 

 3564 m3/hr rain water will be collected in 14 no. of 
Rain water  recharging pits.  

18. Solid waste generation and its 
disposal 

a)  29 kg/day  
b)  Solid wastes will be appropriately segregated 
(at source by providing bins) into recyclable, Bio-
degradable Components and non-biodegradable.  
c) 13 Kg/day Bio-degradable will be Converted into 
Manure in compost pit  
d) 15 Kg/day Non-biodegradable  or dry  waste  
will be Handed over to authorized waste pickers  
e) 1 Kg/day Domestic hazardous waste will be 
Disposed off to authorized vendors as per Solid 
Waste Management Rules, 2016. 

19. Hazardous Waste & E- Waste Used oil from DG sets will be sold to registered 
recyclers and E-waste will be disposed off as per the 
E-waste (Management) Amendment Rules 2018. 

20. Energy Requirements 
& Saving 

a) 165 KW from PSPCL. 
b) 1 DG set of capacity 250 KVA (silent DG set) 
Energy Saving measures: 
Solar panels have been proposed on the roof top 
of all the warehouse blocks. The total area covered 
by solar panels is 33,092.035 m2 (which is 50% of 
covered area i.e. 66,184.07 m2) which will 
generate 2,757 KW of power generation.   

i) Roof top area = 66,184.07 m2 
ii) Space available for solar panel = 

33,092.035 m2 
iii) Area Req. per K.W = 12 m2 
iv) Solar Power Generated =  2,757 KW 
v) Cost approx. Rs. 80,000 per KW 
vi) Total Cost approx. = Rs. 20 Crores  

 
21. Environment Management 

Plan along with Budgetary 
break up phase wise and  
responsibility  to implement 

 
Description Capital 

cost 
(lakhs) 

Recurring 
cost 
(lakhs) 

Monitoring of 
Air, Noise, 
water (per 
annum) Rs. 

Construction 50 3.35 1 

Operation - 8.6 1 
 

22. CER activities along with budgetary break up and responsibility to implement 
Mr. Suman Kumar Thakur of M/s Nahar Industrial Enterprises Ltd. will be responsible for 

implementation of CER (Corporate Environment Responsibility). The estimated cost of the 

project is Rs. 73.41 Crores. Thus, Rs. 73.41 lakhs (@ 1% of project cost) is required for 
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C.E.R activities as per Office Memorandum vide F. No. 22-65/ 2017-IA.III dated 01.05.2018. 

However, Rs. 73.5 Lakhs has been proposed under following CER activities as mentioned 

below: 

S.No. CER Activities Fund Allocated 

(Lakhs) 

Time Schedule 

Start Completed 

1. Education: 

Adoption of Government 

Primary School, Giaspura 

and Government Blind 
School, College Road, 

Ludhiana for their better 

regulation and expansion 

of facilities as per their 
needs such as : 

 Construction and 
maintenance of toilets. 

 Installation of solar 
panels for power 

generation. 

 Renovation of 
buildings. 

 Providing computers in 
the schools. 

 Providing of clean 
drinking water through 

water filters. 

73.5 After 

grant of 

EC 

1 years 

 

SEAC asked the project proponent and his Environmental Consultant to 

clarify the following observations to which he replied as under: - 

Sr. No. Observations Reply submitted by the project 
proponent and his Environmental 
Consultant 

1.  As to whether the permission from 

Deptt. of Forest under the Forest 

(Conservation) Act, 1980 and 
Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972 has 

been obtained. 

 

The project does not fall in any notified 

reserved forest area and notified 

sanctuary area.  

 

2.  What is land use pattern as  per the 

Master Plan? 

The site falls in industrial zone as per the 

Master Plan.  

3.  What will be the treatment proposal 
for the sewage expected from the 

labours / employees during the 

construction phase? 

Septic tank will be provided for the 
treatment of waste water generated 

during construction phase. 



 
 

69 
 

4.  What is the proposal for rainwater 

harvesting. 

14 no. pits have been proposed by the 

project proponent for the recharging of 

groundwater. Construction of the pits   
and their maintenance shall be strictly 

carried out as per the CGWA norms. The 

project proponent has submitted the 

revised design of recharging pit.  

5.  There are two more existing projects 
in the same premises out of which 

one warehouse has been recently 

constructed and has been leased out 

to M/s Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. 
Why the project should not be 

considered as a combined project 

with existing one.    

The project proponent informed that all 
three projects have separate entity.  First 

project, having 10.04 acres land leased 

to M/s Cotton County Retail Limited (CTO 

valid upto 30.09.2022). 2nd project 
having land 8.49 acres land leased to M/s 

Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. for 

development of warehouse (CTE valid 

upto 23.04.2020). Both the project 
having built up area less than 20,000 

sqm (each) and do not required 

Environmental Clearance. Third project, 

is a new proposal for construction of 
warehouse in an area of 25.57 acres, 

having built-up area more than 20,000 

sqm and covered under EIA Notification. 

Thus, a separate application for obtaining 
EC was filed.   

   

6.  SEAC observed that the building plan 

submitted by the project proponent 
has been approved by the Director 

of Factories, Punjab. Whether any 

layout plan has been got approved 

by the Local Govt. or the 
development authority concerned 

before the date of application of EC. 

The project proponent informed that 

building plan has been approved by  the 
Director of Factories, Punjab. However, 

plan has not been got approved by the 

Local Govt. or the development authority 

concerned. 

7.  Whether online application for 

obtaining NOC for abstraction of 

ground water has been applied 

CGWA? 

Online application has been submitted on 

the portal of CGWA for obtaining 

permission for abstraction of ground 

water and a copy of the same has been 

submitted. 

8.  SEAC observed that as per the 

application filed with CGWA for 

abstraction of groundwater the 
project proponent has mentioned it 

as an existing project and not as a 

The project proponent informed that 

while applying for obtaining permission 

from CGWA, the project as a new project 
was not being accepted and the 

application was accepted only after 
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new project. SEAC further queried as 

to why the project proponent has 

not applied to the Distt. Advisory 
Committee, Ludhiana for obtaining 

permission for abstraction of ground 

water. 

showing as an existing project. He also 

submitted undertaking to the effect as 

under: 
i) The domestic effluent requirement 

for the project is 6.5 KLD, which will 

be met either through tanker or 

dispensable water bottles. 
ii) There will be no abstraction of any 

groundwater from the existing 

borewell, unless approval from DC, 

Ludhiana is obtained. 
iii) The maximum water demand for the 

green area is 63 KLD and no fresh/ 

groundwater will be used for green 

area development and the treated 
wastewater from the adjacent 

industrial unts namely M/s Cotton 

County Retail Ltd. (25 KLD) and M/s 

Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. (40 KLD) 
will be utilized for horticulture 

purposes.   

 

SEAC took a copy of presentation, design of rainwater recharging plan 

along with undertaking given by the project proponent and his environmental 

consultant on record. 

  After deliberations SEAC decided to award 'Silver Grading' to the 

project proposal and to forward the application of the project proponent to SEIAA with 

the recommendations to grant Environmental Clearance for establishment of a 

warehouse having built up area 62284.07 sqm in total land area of 1,03,477 sqm at 

Plot No. B-3 to B-8 and A-4, Focal Point, Ludhiana, Punjab as per the details mentioned 

in the Form 1, 1A, EMP & subsequent presentation / clarifications made by the project 

proponent and his consultant with, proposed measures, conditions: 

I. Special Condition: 

The project proponent shall not abstract any groundwater from the existing 

borewell for the proposed project, unless approval from District Advisory 

Committee (DAC), Ludhiana constituted by CGWA, is obtained.  

II. Statutory compliance: 

i) The project proponent shall obtain all necessary clearance/ permission from all 

relevant agencies including town planning authority before commencement of 
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work. All the construction shall be done in accordance with the local building 

byelaws. 

ii) The approval of the Competent Authority shall be obtained for structural safety 

of buildings due to earthquakes, adequacy of firefighting equipment etc as per 

National Building Code including protection measures from lightening etc. 

iii) The project proponent shall obtain forest clearance under the provisions of 
Forest (Conservation) Act, 1986, in case of the diversion of forest land for non-

forest purpose involved in the project. 

iv) The project proponent shall obtain clearance from the National Board for 

Wildlife, if applicable. 

v) The project proponent shall obtain Consent to Establish / Operate under the 

provisions of Air (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and the Water 

(Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 from the concerned State Pollution 

Control Board / Committee. 

vi) The project proponent shall obtain the necessary permission for drawl of 

ground water/ surface water required for the project from the competent 

authority. 

vii) A certificate of adequacy of available power from the agency supplying power 
to the project along with the load allowed for the project should be obtained. 

viii) All other statutory clearances such as the approvals for storage of diesel from 

Chief Controller of Explosives, Fire Department, Civil Aviation Department shall 

be obtained, as applicable, by project proponents from the respective 
competent authorities. 

ix) The provisions of the Solid Waste (Management) Rules, 2016, E-Waste 

(Management) Rules, 2016, Construction & Demolition Waste Rules,2016 and 

the Plastics Waste (Management) Rules, 2016 shall be followed. 

x) The project proponent shall follow the ECBC/ECBC-R prescribed by Bureau of 

Energy Efficiency, Ministry of Power strictly. 

xi) The project site shall confirm to the suitability as prescribed under the 

provisions laid down under the master plan of respective city/ town. For that, 
the project proponent shall either to submit the NOC/ land use conformity 

certificate from Deptt of Town and Country Planning or other concerned 

Authority under whom jurisdiction, the site falls. 

xii) Besides above, the project proponent shall also comply with siting criteria / 
guidelines, standard operating practices, code of practice and guidelines if any 

prescribed by the SPCB/CPCB/MoEF&CC for such type of projects.  

xiii) The project proponent shall get the layout plans approved from the Competent 

Authority for the activities / establishments to be set up at project site in 
consonance of the project proposal for which this environment clearance is 

applied. 
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II.  Air quality monitoring and preservation 

i) Notification GSR 94(E) dated 25.01.2018 of MoEF&CC regarding Mandatory 
Implementation of Dust Mitigation Measures for Construction and Demolition 
Activities for projects requiring Environmental Clearance shall be complied with. 

ii) A management plan shall be drawn up and implemented to contain the current 
exceedance in ambient air quality at the site. 

iii) The project proponent shall install system to carryout Ambient Air Quality 
monitoring for common /criterion parameters relevant-to the main pollutants 
released (e.g. PM10 and PM2.5) covering upwind and downwind directions during 
the construction period. 

iv) Diesel power generating sets proposed as source of backup power should be 
of enclosed type and conform to rules made under the Environment 
(Protection) Act, 1986. The height of stack of DG sets should be equal to the 
height needed for the combined capacity of all proposed DG sets. Use of low 
sulphur diesel. The location of the DG sets may be decided with in consultation 
with State Pollution Control Board. 

v) Construction site shall be adequately barricaded before the construction begins. 
Dust, smoke & other air pollution prevention measures shall be provided for 
the building as well as the site. These measures shall include screens for the 
building under construction, continuous dust/ wind breaking walls all around 
the site (at least 3 meter height). Plastic/tarpaulin sheet covers shall be 
provided for vehicles bringing in sand, cement, murram and other construction 
materials prone to causing dust pollution at the site as well as taking out debris 
from the site. 

vi) Sand, murram, loose soil, cement, stored on site shall be covered adequately 
so as to prevent dust pollution. 

vii) All the topsoil excavated during construction activities should be stored for use 
in horticulture / landscape development within the project site. 

viii) Wet jet shall be provided for grinding and stone cutting. 

ix) Unpaved surfaces and loose soil shall be adequately sprinkled with water to 
suppress dust. 

x) All construction and demolition debris shall be stored at the site (and not 
dumped on the roads or open spaces outside) before they are properly 
disposed. All demolition and construction waste shall be managed as per the 
provisions of the Construction and Demolition Waste Rules 2016. 

xi) The diesel generator sets to be used during construction phase shall be low 
sulphur diesel type and shall conform to Environmental (Protection) prescribed 
for air and noise emission standards. 

xii) The gaseous emissions from DG set shall be dispersed through adequate stack 
height as per CPCB standards. Acoustic enclosure shall be provided to the DG 
sets to mitigate the noise pollution. Low sulphur diesel shall be used. The 
location of the DG set and exhaust pipe height shall be as per the provisions of 
the Central Pollution Control Board (CPCB) norms. 
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xiii) For indoor air quality the ventilation provisions as per National Building Code of 
lndia. 

III.  Water quality monitoring and preservation 

i) The natural drain system should be maintained for ensuring unrestricted flow 
of water. 

ii) No construction shall be allowed to obstruct the natural drainage through the 
site, on wetland and water bodies. Check dams, bio-swales, landscape, and 
other sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDS) are allowed for maintaining 
the drainage pattern and to harvest rain water. 

iii) Buildings shall be designed to follow the natural topography as much as 
possible. Minimum cutting and filling should be done. 

iv) The total water requirement for the project will be 6.5 KLD, which will be met 
either through tanker or dispensable water bottles.  

v) The treated water generated from the adjacent industrial units namely M/s 
Cotton County Retail Ltd., (25 KLD) and M/s Instakart Services Pvt. Ltd. (40 
KLD) will be utilized for horticulture purposes alongwith treated wastewater 
from the STP of the project.  

vi) a)The total wastewater generation from the project will be 5.2 KL/day, which 
will be treated in STP of capacity @10 KLD within the project premises. As 
proposed, reuse of treated wastewater and discharge of surplus treated 
wastewater shall be as under:- 

S. 
No. 

Season For Flushing 
purposes (KLD) 

Green Area 
(KLD) 

Into sewer  
(KLD) 

1. Summer 2.5 2.5 -- 
2. Winter 2.5 2.5 -- 
3. Rainy 2.5 2.5 -- 

b) During construction phase, the project proponent shall ensure that the waste 
water being generated from the labour quarters/toilets shall be treated and 
disposed in environment friendly manner. The project proponent shall also 
exercise the option of modular bio-toilets or will provide proper and 
adequately design septic tanks for the treatment of such waste water and 
treated effluents shall be utilized for green area/plantation 

vii) The project proponent shall ensure safe drinking water supply to the habitants. 
Adequate treatment facility for drinking water shall be provided, if required. 

viii) The waste water generated from swimming pool(s) shall not be discharged and 
the same shall be reused within the premises for purposes such as horticulture, 
HVAC etc. 

ix) The quantity of fresh water usage, water recycling and rainwater harvesting 
shall be measured and recorded to monitor the water balance as projected by 
the project proponent. The record shall be submitted to the Regional Office, 
MoEF&CC along with six monthly Monitoring reports. 
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x) A certificate shall be obtained from the local body supplying water, specifying 
the total annual water availability with the local authority, the quantity of water 
already committed, the quantity of water allotted to the project under 
consideration and the balance water available. This should be specified 
separately for ground water and surface water sources, ensuring that there is 
no impact on other users. 

xi) At least 20% of the open spaces as required by the local building bye-Jaws 
shall be pervious. Use of Grass pavers, paver blocks with at least 50% opening, 
landscape etc. would be considered as pervious surface. 

xii) Installation of dual pipe plumbing for supplying fresh water for drinking, 
cooking and bathing etc and other for supply of recycled water for flushing, 
landscape irrigation, car washing, thermal cooling, conditioning etc. shall be 
done. 

xiii) The respective project proponent shall discourage the installation of R.O. plants 
in their projects in order to save the wastage in form of RO reject. However, in 
case the requirement of installing RO plant is utmost necessary then the 
rejected stream from the RO shall be separated and shall be utilized by storing 
the same within the particular component i.e. (Tower/Mall) or in a common 
place in the project premises. 

xiv) The project proponent shall also adopt the new/innovating technologies like 
less water discharging taps (faucet with aerators)/urinals with electronic sensor 
system /water less urinals / twin flush cisterns/ sensor based alarming system 
for overhead water storage tanks and make it a part of the environmental 
management plans / building plans so as to reduce the water 
consumption/ground water abstraction in their Building Construction & 
Industrial projects. 

xv) The project proponent will provide plumbing system for reuse of treated 
wastewater for flushing/ HVAC/ other purposes etc. and colour coding of 
different pipe lines carrying water/wastewater from different sources / treated 
wastewater as follows: 

Sr. 
No 

Nature of the Stream Color code 

a)  Fresh water Blue Color 
b)  Untreated wastewater from Toilets/ urinal & from 

Kitchen  
Black color 

c)  Untreated wastewater from Bathing/shower area, 
hand washing (Washbasin / sinks) and from Cloth 
Washing 

Grey color 

d)  Reject water streams from RO plants & AC condensate 
(this is to be implemented wherever centralized AC 
system and common RO has been proposed in the 
Project). Further, in case of individual 
houses/establishment this proposal may also be 
implemented wherever possible.  

White color 

e)  Treated wastewater (for reuse only for plantation Green 
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purposes) from the STP treating black water 
f)  Treated wastewater (for reuse for flushing purposes 

or any other activity except plantation) from the STP 
treating grey water 

Green with 
strips 

g)  Storm water Orange Color 
 

xvi) Water demand during construction should be reduced by use of pre-mixed 
concrete, curing agents and other best practices referred. 

xvii) The CGWA provisions on rain water harvesting should be followed. Rain water 
harvesting recharge pits (14 Nos) /storage tanks shall be provided for ground 
water recharging as per the CGWB norms. 

xviii) A rain water harvesting plan needs to be designed where the recharge bores 
of minimum one recharge bore per 5,000 square meters of built up area and 
storage capacity of minimum one day of total fresh water requirement shall be 
provided. In areas where ground water recharge is not feasible, the rain water 
should be harvested and stored for reuse. The ground water shall not be 
withdrawn without approval from the Competent Authority. 

xix) All recharge should be limited to shallow aquifer. 

xx) No ground water shall be used during construction phase of the project. Only 
treated sewage/wastewater shall be used. A proper record in this regard should 
be maintained and available at site. 

xxi) Any ground water dewatering should be properly managed and shall conform 
to the approvals and the guidelines of the CGWA in the matter. Formal approval 
shall be taken from the CGWA for any ground water abstraction or dewatering. 

xxii) The quantity of fresh water usage, water recycling and rainwater harvesting 
shall be measured and recorded to monitor the water balance as projected by 
the project proponent. The record shall be submitted to the Regional Office, 
MoEF&CC along with six monthly Monitoring reports. 

xxiii) Sewage shall be treated in the STP with tertiary treatment. STP shall be 
installed in phased manner viz a viz in module system designed in a such a way 
so as to efficiently treat the waste water with increase in its quantity due to rise 
in occupancy. The treated effluent from STP shall be recycled/re-used for 
flushing, AC make up water and gardening. No treated water shall be disposed 
in to municipal stormwater drain. 

xxiv) No sewage or untreated effluent water would be discharged through storm 
water drains. Onsite sewage treatment of capacity of treating 100% waste 
water to be installed. The installation of the Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) 
shall be certified by an independent expert and a report in this regard shall be 
submitted to the Ministry before the project is commissioned for operation. 
Treated waste water shall be reused on site for landscape, flushing, cooling 
tower, and other end-uses. Excess treated water shall be discharged as per 
statutory norms notified by Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate 
Change. Natural treatment systems shall be promoted. 
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xxv) Periodical monitoring of water quality of treated sewage shall be conducted. 
Necessary measures should be made to mitigate the odour problem from STP. 

xxvi) Sludge from the onsite sewage treatment, including septic tanks, shall be 
collected, conveyed and disposed as per the Ministry of Urban Development, 
Central Public Health and Environmental Engineering Organization (CPHEEO) 
Manual on Sewerage and Sewage Treatment Systems, 2013. 

IV.  Noise monitoring and prevention 

i) Ambient noise levels shall conform to residential area/commercial 

area/industrial area/silence zone both during day and night as per Noise 

Pollution (Control and Regulation) Rules, 2000. Incremental pollution loads on 
the ambient air and noise quality shall be closely monitored during construction 

phase. Adequate measures shall be made to reduce ambient air and noise level 

during construction phase, so as to conform to the stipulated standards by 

CPCB/SPCB. 

ii) Noise level survey shall be carried as per the prescribed guidelines and report 

in this regard shall be submitted to Regional Officer of the Ministry as a part of 

six-monthly compliance report. 

iii) Acoustic enclosures for DG sets, noise barriers for ground-run bays, ear plugs 
for operating personnel shall be implemented as mitigation measures for noise 

impact due to ground sources. 

V.  Energy Conservation measures 

i) Compliance with the Energy Conservation Building Code (ECBC) of Bureau of 

Energy Efficiency shall be ensured. Buildings in the States which have notified 
their own ECBC, shall comply with the State ECBC. 

ii) Outdoor and common area lighting shall be LED. 

iii) Concept of passive solar design that minimize energy consumption in buildings 

by using design elements, such as building orientation, landscaping, efficient 
building envelope, appropriate fenestration, increased. day lighting design and 

thermal mass etc. shall be incorporated in the building design. Wall, window, 

and roof u-values shall be as per ECBC specifications.  

iv) Energy conservation measures like installation of CFLs/ LED for the lighting the 
area outside the building should be integral part of the project design and 

should be in place before project commissioning. 

v) Solar, wind or other Renewable Energy shall be installed to meet electricity 

generation equivalent to 1 % of the demand load or as per the state level/ local 
building bye-laws requirement, whichever is higher. 

vi) Solar power by utilizing at least 30% of the roof top area shall be used for 

lighting in the apartment to reduce the power load on grid. Separate electric 

meter shall be installed for solar power. Solar water heating shall be provided 
to meet 20% of the hot water demand of the commercial and institutional 
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building or as per the requirement of the local building bye-laws, whichever is 

higher. Residential buildings are also recommended to meet its hot water 
demand from solar water heaters, as far as possible. 

VI.  Waste Management 

i) A certificate from the competent authority handling municipal solid wastes, 
indicating the existing civic capacities of handling and their adequacy to cater 
to the M.S.W. generated from project shall be obtained. 

ii) Disposal of muck during construction phase shall not create any adverse effect 
on the neigh boring communities and be disposed taking the necessary 
precautions for general safety and health aspects of people, only in approved 
sites with the approval of competent authority. 

iii) Separate wet and dry bins must be provided in each unit and at the ground 
level for facilitating segregation of waste. Solid waste shall be segregated into 
wet garbage and inert materials. 

iv) Organic waste compost/ Vermiculture pit/ Organic Waste Converter within the 
premises with a minimum capacity of 0.3 kg /person/day must be installed for 
treatment and disposal of the waste. 

v) All non-biodegradable waste shall be handed over to authorized recyclers for 
which a written tie up must be done with the authorized recyclers. 

vi) Any hazardous waste generated during construction phase, shall be disposed 
off as per applicable rules and norms with necessary approvals of the State 
Pollution Control Board. 

vii) Use of environment friendly materials in bricks, blocks and other construction 
materials, shall be required for at least 20% of the construction material 
quantity. These include Fly Ash bricks, hollow bricks, AACs, Fly Ash Lime 
Gypsum blocks, Compressed earth blocks, and other environment friendly 
materials. 

viii) Fly ash should be used as building material in the construction as per the 
provision of Fly Ash Notification of September, 1999 and amended as on 27th 
August, 2003 and 25th January, 2016. Ready mixed concrete must be used in 
building construction. 

ix) Any wastes from construction and demolition activities related thereto shall be 
managed so as to strictly conform to the Construction and Demolition Rules, 
2016. 

x) Used CFLs and TFLs should be properly collected and disposed off/sent for 
recycling as per the prevailing guidelines/ rules of the regulatory authority to 
avoid mercury contamination. 

VII.  Green Cover 

i) No tree can be felled/transplant unless exigencies demand. Where absolutely 
necessary, tree felling shall be with prior permission from the concerned 
regulatory authority. Old trees should be retained based on girth and age 
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regulations as may be prescribed by the Forest Department. Plantations to be 
ensured species (cut) to species (planted). 

ii) At least single line plantation all around the boundary of the project as proposed 
shall be provided. The open spaces inside the plot should be suitably 
landscaped and covered with vegetation of indigenous species/variety. A 
minimum of one tree for every 80 sqm of total project land should be planted 
and maintained. The existing trees will be counted for this purpose. The 
landscape planning should include plantation of native species. The species with 
heavy foliage, broad leaves and wide canopy cover are desirable. Water 
intensive and/or invasive species should not be used for landscaping. The 
plantation should be provided as per SEIAA guidelines. 

iii) Where the trees need to be cut with prior permission from the concerned local 
Authority, compensatory plantation in the ratio of 1: 10 (i.e. planting of 10 trees 
for every 1 tree that is cut) shall be done and maintained. Plantations to be 
ensured species (cut) to species (planted). Area for green belt development 
shall be provided as per the details provided in the project document. 

iv) Topsoil should be stripped to a depth of 20 cm from the areas proposed for 
buildings, roads, paved areas, and external services. It should be stockpiled 
appropriately in designated areas and reapplied during plantation of the 
proposed vegetation on site. 

v) The project proponent shall not use any chemical fertilizer /pesticides 
/insecticides and shall use only Herbal pesticides/insecticides and organic 
manure in the green area. 

vi) The green belt along the periphery of the plot shall achieve attenuation factor 
conforming to the day and night noise standards prescribed for residential land 
use.  

VIII.  Transport 

i) A comprehensive mobility plan, as per MoUD best practices guidelines 

(URDPFI), shall be prepared to include motorized, non-motorized, public, and 

private networks. Road should be designed with due consideration for 
environment, and safety of users. The road system can be designed with these 

basic criteria. 

a) Hierarchy of roads with proper segregation of vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic. 

b) Traffic calming measures. 

c) Proper design of entry and exit points. 

d) Parking norms as per local regulation. 
ii) Vehicles hired for bringing construction material to the site should be in good 

condition and should have a pollution check certificate and should conform to 

applicable air and noise emission standards be operated only during non-peak 

hours. 



 
 

79 
 

iii) A detailed traffic management and traffic decongestion plan shall be drawn up 

to ensure that the current level of service of the roads within a 05 kms radius 
of the project is maintained and improved upon after the implementation of the 

project. This plan should be based on cumulative impact of all development 

and increased habitation being carried out or proposed to be carried out by the 

project or other agencies in this 05 Kms radius of the site in different scenarios 
of space and time and the traffic management plan shall be duly validated and 

certified by the State Urban Development department and the P.W.D./ 

competent authority for road augmentation and shall also have their consent 

to the implementation of components of the plan which involve the participation 
of these departments. 

iv) Traffic congestion near the entry and exit points from the roads adjoining the 

proposed project site must be avoided. Parking should be fully internalized and 

no public space should be utilized. 

IX.  Human health issues 

i) All workers working at the construction site and involved in loading, unloading, 

carriage of construction material and construction debris or working in any area 

with dust pollution shall be provided with dust mask. 

ii) For indoor air quality the ventilation provisions as per National Building Code of 

India. 

iii) Emergency preparedness plan based on the Hazard identification and Risk 

Assessment (HJRA) and Disaster Management Plan shall be implemented. 

iv) Provision shall be made for the housing of construction labour within the site 

with all necessary infrastructure and facilities such as fuel for cooking, mobile 

toilets, mobile STP, safe drinking water, medical health care, creche etc. The 

housing may be in the form of temporary structures to be removed after the 

completion of the project. 

v) Occupational health surveillance of the workers shall be done on a regular basis. 

vi) A First Aid Room shall be provided in the project both during construction and 

operations of the project.  

X.  Corporate Environment Responsibility 

i) The project proponent shall comply with the provisions contained in this 
Ministry's OM vide F.No. 22-65/2017-IA.III dated 1st May 2018, as applicable, 
regarding Corporate Environment Responsibility. The project proponent shall 
adhere to the commitments made in the proposal for CER activities for spending 
at least minimum amount of Rs. 73.41 Lacs towards following CER activities. 
The details are given below: - 

S.No. CER Activities Fund Allocated 
(Lakhs) 

Time Schedule 

Start Completed 
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1. Education: 

Adoption of Government 

Primary School, Giaspura 
and Government Blind 

School, College Road, 

Ludhiana for their better 

regulation and expansion 
of facilities as per their 

needs such as : 

 Construction and 
maintenance of toilets. 

 Installation of solar 
panels for power 

generation. 

 Renovation of 
buildings. 

 Providing computers in 
the schools. 

 Providing of clean 
drinking water through 

water filters. 

73.5 After 

grant of 

EC 

1 years 

ii) The company shall have a well laid down environmental policy duly approved 

by the Board of Directors. The environmental policy should prescribe for 

standard operating procedures to have proper checks and balances and to bring 

into focus any infringements/deviation/violation of the environmental / forest / 

wildlife norms / conditions. The company shall have defined system of reporting 

infringements / deviation / violation of the environmental / forest / wildlife 

norms / conditions and / or shareholders / stake holders. The copy of the board 

resolution in this regard shall be submitted to the MoEF&CC as a part of six-

monthly report. 

iii) A separate Environmental Cell both at the project and company head quarter 

level, with qualified personnel shall be set up under the control of senior 

Executive, who will directly to the head of the organization. 

iv) Action plan for implementing EMP and environmental conditions along with 

responsibility matrix of the company shall be prepared and shall be duly 

approved by competent authority. The year wise funds earmarked for 

environmental protection measures shall be kept in separate account and not 

to be diverted for any other purpose. The project proponent shall spend 

minimum amount of Rs 50 Lacs towards capital cost and Rs 3.35 Lacs/annum 

towards recurring cost in Construction phase of the project including the 

environmental monitoring cost and shall spend minimum amount of Rs 8.6 

Lacs/annum towards recurring cost in operation phase of the project including 

the environmental monitoring cost. The entire cost of the environmental 

management plan will continue to be borne by the project proponent until the 
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responsibility of environmental management plan is transferred to the 

occupier/residents society under proper MOU under intimation to SEIAA, 

Punjab. Year wise progress of implementation of action plan shall be reported 

to the Ministry/Regional Office along with the Six Monthly Compliance Report. 

XI.  Validity  

i) This environmental clearance will be valid for a period of seven years from the 
date of its issue or till the completion of the project, whichever is earlier. 

XII.  Miscellaneous 

i) The project proponent before allowing any occupancy shall obtain completion 
and occupancy certificate from the Competent Authority and submit a copy of 
the same to the SEIAA, Punjab.  

ii) The project proponent shall comply with the conditions of CLU, if obtained.  

iii) The project proponent shall prominently advertise it at least in two local 

newspapers of the District or State, of which one shall be in the vernacular 

language within seven days indicating that the project has been accorded 
environment clearance and the details of MoEFCC/SEIAA website where it is 

displayed. 

iv) The copies of the environmental clearance shall be submitted by the project 

proponents to the Heads of local bodies, Panchayats and Municipal Bodies in 
addition to the relevant offices of the Government who in turn has to display 

the same for 30 days from the date of receipt. 

v) The project proponent shall upload the status of compliance of the stipulated 

environment clearance conditions, including results of monitored data on their 
website and update the same on half-yearly basis.  

vi) The project proponent shall submit six-monthly reports on the status of the 

compliance of the stipulated environmental conditions on the website of the 

ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change at environment clearance 
portal. 

vii) The project proponent shall submit the environmental statement for each 

financial year in Form-V to the concerned State Pollution Control Board as 

prescribed under the Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986, as amended 
subsequently and put on the website of the company. 

viii) The project proponent shall inform the Regional Office as well as the Ministry, 

the date of financial closure and final approval of the project by the concerned 

authorities, commencing the land development work and start of production 
operation by the project. 

ix) The project authorities must strictly adhere to the stipulations made by the 

State Pollution Control Board and the State Government. 

x) The project proponent shall abide by all the commitments and 
recommendations made in the EIA/EMP report, commitment made during 
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Public Hearing and also that during their presentation to the Expert Appraisal 

Committee. 

xi) No further expansion or modifications in the plant shall be carried out without 

prior approval of the Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change 

(MoEF&CC). 

xii) Concealing factual data or submission of false/fabricated data may result in 
revocation of this environmental clearance and attract action under the 

provisions of Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. 

xiii) The Ministry may revoke or suspend the clearance, if implementation of any of 

the above conditions is not satisfactory. 

xiv) The Ministry reserves the right to stipulate additional conditions if found 

necessary. The Company in a time bound manner shall implement these 

conditions. 

xv) The Regional Office of this Ministry shall monitor compliance of the stipulated 
conditions. The project authorities should extend full cooperation to the officer 

(s) of the Regional Office by furnishing the requisite data/ 

information/monitoring reports. 

xvi) The above conditions shall be enforced, inter-alia under the provisions of the 
Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974, the Air (Prevention & 

Control of Pollution) Act, 1981, the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, 

Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) 

Rules, 2016 and the Public Liability Insurance Act, 1991 along with their 
amendments and Rules and any other orders passed by the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court of India / High Courts and any other Court of Law relating to the subject 

matter. 

xvii) Any appeal against this EC shall lie with the National Green Tribunal, if 
preferred, within a period of 30 days as prescribed under Section 16 of the 

National Green Tribunal Act, 2010. 
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Item No. 185.21 Application for for obtaining Environmental clearance 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 
establishment of new unit for manufacturing of Steel 
ingots / billets by installing induction furnaces at Village 
Ambey Majra, Sirhind Side, Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. 
Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab M/s Kanha Concast (Proposal 
No. SIA/PB/Industry /29445/2018). 

SEAC observed as under: 

                    The project proponent has applied for obtaining Environmental 

Clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of new unit for 

manufacturing of Steel ingots / billets by installing induction furnaces at Village Ambey 

Majra, Sirhind Side, Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab.  

   In compliance of the decision taken by SEIAA in its 143rd meeting 

held on 22.02.2019, Terms of Reference have been granted to the project proponent 

vide letter No. SEIAA/20191266 dated 322.02.2019. The public hearing was conducted 

by PPCB on 30.05.2019 and the details of the same are given as under: 

Sr. 
No. 

Name of 
the 
person 

Detail of 
query/ 
statement / 
information / 
clarification 
sought by the 
person 
present at the 
venue of 
hearing 

Reply of the query/ 
statement/ information 
/clarification given by 
the project proponent 

Time bound 
action plan 

1. Sh. Raman 
Joshi, 
r/o Village 
Ambey 
Majra, 
District 
Fatehgarh 
Sahib 

He stated that 
with the 
establishment 
of the 
Industry, the 
people of the 
area will get 
employment 
opportunities. 
He wanted to 
know that how 
the pollution 
from the project 
will be 

Environmental Consultant of 
the company informed that 
he has already explained 
regarding control of pollution 
from the project, however, 
he informed that Rs. 71 Lacs 
will be spent on pollution 
control devices and Rs.15.5 
Lacs will be spent per year on 
the maintenance of the 
same. He further informed 
that pulse jet bag filters and 
side suction hood will be 
provided to control the air 

APCDs will be 
installed 
before the 
commissioning 
of the project. 
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Controlled.  pollution from the project, as 
such, there will be no air 
pollution from the project. 

2. Sh. Gurmit 
Singh S/o 
Sh. Pritam 
Singh, r/o 
Village 
Kumbh, 
District 
Fatehgarh 
Sahib 

He stated that 
the industries 
established in 
the area are 
emitting black 
smoke. What 
measures will 
be taken to 
control the 
same. 

Environmental Consultant of 
the company informed that 
the Punjab Pollution Control 
Board has granted time to 
the industries upto 
30.06.2019 to provide side 
suction hood and the 
industries in Mandi 
Gobindgarh are in the 
process of installing side 
suction hood. He further 
informed that the CNG is also 
now available in Mandi 
Gobindgarh, which will be 
used as fuel with which there 
will be great reduction in air 
pollution. He also informed 
that the roads are being 
metalled in Mandi 
Gobindgarh by the 
Government and the 
industries have been 
directed to make the 
industrial premises pucca 
with locktiles, with which 
there will be great reduction 
to control the dust from the 
area.  

Side suction 
hood followed 
by pulse jet 
bag filter will 
be installed as 
APCDs to 
control air 
pollution as 
soon as EC is 
granted. 
Further all the 
roads within 
the industries 
will be made 
paved before 
the 
commissioning 
of the Plant.    

3. Sh. Manjit 
Singh, r/o 
Village 
Chatarpur, 
District 
Fatehgarh 
Sahib 

He wanted to 
know as to 
whether 
employment 
will be given to 
the people of 
his village ? 

Environmental Consultant of 
the company informed that 
the preference will be given 
to the local people while 
giving employment. 

Establishment 
of the project 
will generate 
more 
employment 
which will be 
given to the 
local 
unemployed 
youth once EC 
is granted to 
the project. 

4. Sh. Sanjay 
Bansal, r/o 
Village 
Ambey 
Majra, 

He stated that 
as informed by 
the 
environmental 
consultant that 

Environmental Consultant of 
the company informed that 
as per the conditions of the 
environmental clearance 
being granted by the SEIAA, 

Industrial unit 
will make 
arrangement 
for parking of 
vehicles within 



 
 

85 
 

District 
Fatehgarh 
Sahib 

360 TPD raw 
material will be 
brought from 
outside by way 
of road 
transportation, 
therefore, 18-
20 trucks will 
move on the 
road with which 
there will be 
traffic problem 
for the villagers. 
Therefore, this 
problem may be 
solved. 

Punjab to other units of 
Mandi Gobindgarh, the 
project proponent has to 
arrange parking of the 
vehicles in the industrial 
premises and no vehicles will 
be allowed to park on the 
road. 

the industrial 
unit or 
purchase 
some adjacent 
land for 
parking as  no 
vehicles  will 
be allowed to 
park on the 
road once the 
project 
become 
operational. 

5. Sh. Vicky 
S/o Sh. 
Suresh 
Kumar, r/o 
Mandi 
Gobindgarh 

He stated that 
the water is 
precious as 
such minimum 
groundwater 
should be used. 

Environmental Consultant of 
the company informed that 
no wastewater will be 
discharged outside the 
industrial premises. The 
entire cooling water will be 
recirculated. The domestic 
effluent after its treatment 
will be used for irrigation of 
green belt. 

No domestic 
effluent will be 
discharged 
from the 
project. 
Treated water 
from STP will 
be reused in 
green area 
development 
and cooling 
water will be 
recirculated. 

   The project proponent has now submitted the EIA report. 

   The project proponent has also deposited Rs. 2,04,700/- vide 

RTGS NO VIJDH19259059708 dated 16.09.2019, as fee for obtaining Environmental 

Clearance against the project cost of Rs. 20.47 crores, which is adequate. 

   The project proponent was raised EDS online on 18.09.2019, 

reply to which as given by the project proponent is given as under: 

Sr. 
No. 

EDS raised EDS Reply 

1. As the case is at security stage and project 

proponent submitted the  application on 

20/08/2019 as per web  portal, the project 

proponent is required to deposit EC fee @ 

Rs. 10,000 per Crores of total project cost 

Processing fees for 
Environmental clearance @ Rs 
10,000 per crores of total project 
cost (20.47 Crore) i.e. Rs. 
2,04,700/-  has been submitted 
through RTGS vide UTR  No. 
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(20.47 Crore) as per the Notification No 

10/167/2013-STE)5)/1510178/1 dated 

27/06/2019. Thus Rs. 2,04,700/-is required  

to be deposited through NEFT/RTGS on the 

following detail:  

Account Detail  

Punjab State Council for Science & 

Technology  

Corporation Bank, Sector 8, Chandigarh  

Account No. 520101262451298  

IFSC Code No CORP0000319. 

VIJBH19259059708 dated 
16.09.2019.  
 

2. Colored Topographical map of the projects 
site showing Contour Plan. ( In case of Fresh 
cases) 

Submitted. 

3. Location plan showing the exact location of 
the project site w.r.t. some permanent / 
important features of the area and site plan 
of the project showing the following: 
1. Location of STP, ETP and APCD 
2. Solid waste storage area and Slag area 
3. Hazardous waste storage area  
4. Green belt with marking of tree  
5. Parking space  
6. Firefighting equipment layout 
7. First aid room  
8. Location of Tubewells  
9. DG Sets and Transformers  
10. Any other utilities 

Submitted. 

4. Construction Phase 
Max. Water Requirement (KLD), Source of 
the Water and treatment facility. 

Max. water demand during 
construction phase will be 
around 10 KLD which will 
provided by private water 
tankers. 

5. The project proponent is required to submit 
a copy of presentation in PPT format along 
with application. 

Submitted. 

  The project proponent was again raised Eds online on 21.11.2019 details 

of which is given as under: 

S. 
No. 

EDS raised EDS Reply 

1. Proof of project site not falling in the 
Critical Polluted area. 

Letter has been obtained from RO, 

PPCB vide letter No.4003 dated 

21.11.2019 regarding the project 

site falls in “Other Polluted Areas”.  
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Copy of the same has been 

submitted.  

2. Attach copy of presentation in pdf 
version. 

Submitted. 

   The case was placed in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 29.11.2019 

and it was attended by the following: 

1. Sh. Mohit Singla, Partner. 

2. Dr. Sandeep Garg, MD, M/s Eco Laboratories and Consultants Pvt Ltd. 

   Before allowing the presentation, SEAC queried the project proponent as 

to whether Mandi Gobindgarh falls in the list of critically polluted areas as notified by 

MoEF or not. To this, the project proponent submitted that the moratorium on 

consideration of projects for Environmental Clearance for Mandigobindgarh area has 

been lifted on 15.02.2011 and the project can be considered for grant of Environmental 

Clearance. 

   SEAC was not satisfied with the reply submitted by the project proponent 

and after detailed deliberations, SEAC decided as under: 

1. MoEf be requested to clarify as to whether Mandi Gobindgarh and Ludhiana fall 

in the list of critically polluted areas or not. 

2. All such cases be placed in the meeting of SEAC only after the clarification in the 

matter is received from the MoEF.  

Item No. 185.22 Application for obtaining Environmental Clearance (EC) 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion of 
a Group Housing Project “City Of Dreams-II” located at 
Village Sante Majra, Sector-116, Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar 
(Greater Mohali), Punjab by M/s. Credo Assets Private 
Limited (Proposal no SIA/PB/NCP/107771/2019). 

SEAC observed as under: 

The project proponent has filed an application for obtaining 

Environmental Clearance (EC) under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for expansion 

of a Group Housing Project “City Of Dreams-II” located at Village Sante Majra, Sector- 

116, Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar (Greater Mohali), Punjab by M/s Credo Assets Private. 

The project proponent submitted Form 1, Form 1A and other required documents.  

Environmental Engineer, PPCB, Regional Office, SAS Nagar was 

requested vide e-mail dated 10.09.2019 to send the report on the following: 

1) Construction status at the site along with physical structures within 500 mt 
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radius of the site including the status of industries if any. 

2) As to whether the site of the project is meeting with the siting guidelines 

farmed by Punjab Pollution Control Board for such type of projects. 

Environmental Engineer, PPCB, Regional Office, SAS Nagar, vide letter 

no. 5579 dated 17.09.2019 has intimated that the site of the subject cited project was 

visited by AEE of this office on 16.09.2019 and Mr. Balwinder Singh Kalsi, Project Head 

of the project site was contacted and it was observed as under: 

1. That the project is adjoining to the already existing project COD 2 by M/s Credo 

Assets Private Limited. 

2. He submitted that the promoter company has added more land in the left hand 

side of the existing project & has applied for revised environmental clearance. 

3. In the land added by the promoter company, no construction activity has been 

started and only the boundary has been earmarked by providing MS sheets. It was 

observed that there is no industry such as rice sheller/saila pIant/brick kiln/stone 

crushing] screening cum washing unit/hot mix plant/cement unit etc. within a 

radius of 500 m. There is no air polluting industry within a radius of 100 m from 

the boundary of the project site and there is no MAH industry within a radius of 

250 m radius from the boundary of the proposed site. Therefore, the site of the 

project is conforming to the siting guidelines laid down by the Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of Science Technology and Environment vide order dated 25/07/2008 

as amended on 30/10/2009. 

MoEF, Regional office, Chandigarh, has submitted the compliance report 

of the previous Environmental Clearance granted to the industry, which was annexed 

as Annexure-1 of the agenda. 

The case was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 29.11.2019, 

which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

(i) Sahil Bansal, CEO of the promoter company. 
(ii) Sh. Sandeep Singh, FAE, M/s CPTL- EIA Mohali. 

Sh. Sahil Bansal, submitted an authority letter wherein, he and Sh. 

Deepak Gupta, Environmental Advisor of the Company have been authorized by the 

Director of the promoter company to submit any reply, documents on behalf of 

company. Any commitment made be him during the presentation will be binding / 

acceptable to the company. The said letter was taken on record by SEAC. 
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  SEAC observed that certified compliance report  from MoEF has been 

received vide No. 293 dated 14.10.2019 and observed that the following conditions 

are either partially complied with or not complied with, to which project proponent 

replied as under:- 

Part A. Conditions common for all the three phases i.e. Pre- construction 

phase, Construction Phase and Operation Phase and Entire Life. 

Sr. No. Condition  Compliance status  Reply by the 
project proponent 

v. Ambient air and noise levels 
should conform to prescribed 
standards both during day 
and night. Incremental 
pollution loads on the 
ambient air quality, noise 
especially ruing worst noise 
generating activities, 
weather quality and soil life 
phase as per the Ministry of 
Environment, Forests & 
Climate Change guidelines 
and all the mitigation 
measures including but not 
limited to providing 2 m wide 
green belt of ever green 
broad leaved trees all along 
the boundary should be 
taken to being down the 
levels within the prescribed 
standards.  

Partially Complied. 
The unit has submitted 
analysis reports form 
accredited laboratory. 
The unit has done 
some plantation at 
entrance and within 
the premises but there 
is still scope of 
plantation so as to 
achieve proper green 
belt of 2 meters vide. 

The project 
proponent 
submitted to 
provide the same. 

 

Part B. Specific Conditions 

Sr. No. Condition  Compliance status  Reply by the 
project proponent 

(I) Pre-construction Phase 

i “Consent to Establish” shall 
be obtained from Punjab 
Pollution Control Board under 
Air (Prevention & Control of 
Pollution) Act, 1981 and 
Water (Prevention & Control 
of Pollution) Act, 1974 and a 
copy of the same shall be 
submitted to the Ministry of 
Environment & Forests/State 
Level Environment Impact 

Partially Complied.  
The unit has taken 
consent to establish 
from PPCB but the 
same was valid upto 
24/01/2019. Renewal 
of the same is 
pending. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that the 
renewal is not 
mandatory as per 
the CPCB 
guidelines. 
However, the 
SEAC ask the 
project proponent 
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Assessment Authority before 
the start of any construction 
work at site. 

to obtain the 
same. 

iv Provision shall be made for 
the housing of construction 
labor within the site with all 
necessary infrastructure and 
facilities such as fuel for 
cooking, mobile toilets, 
mobile STP, disposal of waste 
water and solid waste in an 
environmentally sound 
manner, safe drinking water, 
medical health care, creche 
etc. The housing may be in 
the form of temporary 
structures to be removed 
after the completion of the 
project. 

Partially Complied  
Temporary housing 
has been provided. 
Basic drinking water 
facilities, bathing 
facilities and common 
toilets with septic tank 
sock pit have been 
provided.  

Toilets and 
bathrooms are 
provided but as 
per the 
observations the 
project proponent 
will provide 
mobile toilets. 

(II) Construction Phase 
ix The project proponent shall 

provide electromagnetic flow 
meter at the outlet of water 
supply, outlet of the STP and 
any pipeline to be used for re-
using the treated waste water 
back to be system for flushing 
and for horticulture purpose/ 
green etc. 

Not Complied. 
Electromagnetic Flow 
meter has not been 
provided. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that  
simple water 
meter is provided 
at the outlet and 
EMF meter will be 
provided in due 
course of time. 

x The project proponent will 
provide dual plumbing 
system for reuse of treated 
wastewater for flushing/HV 
AC purposes etc. and color 
coding of different pipe lines 
carrying water/ wastewater/ 
treated wastewater as 
follows: 
a) Fresh water- Blue  
b) Untreated wastewater- 
Black  
c) Treated wastewater (for 
reuse)- Green  
d) Treated wastewater (for 
discharge)- Yellow 
e) Storm Water- Orange 

Partially Complied 
Provisions of dual 
plumbing have been 
provided but due to 
less occupancy and 
limited treated effluent 
availability (as it is 
being also used in 
plantation and 
construction activity), 
it is not in operation. 
Exact color coding of 
pipes were not there. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that 
once the project is 
operational and 
effluent is 
generated, the 
colour coding will 
be done before 
the completion of 
the project. 



 
 

91 
 

xv Chute system, separate wet 
and dry bins at ground level 
and for common areas for 
facilitating segregation of 
waste, collection centre and 
mechanical (with a minimum 
capacity of 0.3 kg/ tenement/ 
day) shall be provided for 
proper collection, handling, 
storage, treatment and 
disposal of solid waste. 

Yet to be installed 
after achieving 
adequate 
occupancy. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that the 
chute system will 
be installed after 
adequate 
occupancy. 

xvi A rainwater harvesting plan 
shall be designed where the 
re-charge hores (minimum 
one per 5000 sq.m of built up 
area) shall be provided. 
Recharg in wells for roof top 
run-off shall have provision of 
adequate treatment for 
removing suspended matter 
etc. before recharging as per 
the CGWA guidelines. Run-off 
from areas other than roof 
top such as green areas other 
than roof top such as green 
areas and roads/pavement 
etc. may also be recharged 
but only after providing 
adequate treatment to 
remove suspended matter, oil 
and grease etc. and ensuring 
that rainwater being 
recharged from these areas is 
not contaminated with 
pesticides, insecticides, 
chemical fertilizer etc. 

Partially Complied. 
Only One RWH 
structure was 
observed. The unit 
representative 
appraised that they 
have plans for more 
RWH Structures. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that 
adequate no. of 
RWH structure 
will be provided 
as per the CGWA 
norms. 

xvii Green belt of adequate Width 
as proposed shall be 
provided so as to achieve 
attenuation factor conforming 
to the day and night 
standards prescribed for 
residential land use. The 
open spaces inside the plot 
should be suitably 
landscaped and covered 
With vegetation of indigenous 
species/variety. A minimum 

Partially Complied at 
present and being 
worked upon by the 
unit. 
 
The unit has done 
some plantation at 
entrance and Within 
the premises but there 
is still scope of 
plantation. Plantation 

The project 
proponent agreed 
to provide more 
plantation. 
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of one tree for every 80 sqm 
of land shall be planted and 
maintained. The existing 
trees may be counted for this 
purpose. Preference should 
be given to planting native 
species. Where the trees 
need to be cut, compensatory 
plantation in the ration of 1:3 
(i.e. planting of three trees for 
every one tree that is cut) 
shall be done with the 
obligation to continue 
maintenance. 

planning was available 
during the visit. 

 

IV Operation Phase and Entire Life 
vii Rainwater 

harvesting/recharging 
systems shall be operated 
and maintained properly as 
per CGWA guidelines. 

Partially Compiled. 
The unit is having only 
one RWH Structure 
which was maintained 
properly. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that 
they will provide 
more RWH pits 
will maintain the 
same. 

xii The green belt along the 
periphery of the plot shall 
achieve attenuation factor 
conforming to the day and 
night noise standards 
prescribed for residential land 
use.  

Partially Compiled 
at present and being 
worked upon by the 
unit. 

The project 
proponent agreed 
to provide the 
same. 

xiv A report on the energy 
conservation measures 
conforming to energy 
conservation norms should 
be prepared incorporation 
details about machinery of air 
conditioning, lifts, lighting, 
building materials and R&U 
Factors etc. and submitted to 
the respective Regional office 
of MoEF, the Zonal Office of 
CPCB and SPCB/SEIAA in 
three months time. 

Not Complied. 
No report on energy 
conservation 
measures conforming 
to energy conservation 
norms has been 
prepared by the unit. 

The project 
proponent agreed 
to provide the 
same. 

Part C   General Conditions 

iii The project proponent shall 
obtain permission from the 
CGWA for abstraction of 
groundwater and digging of 
bore well(s) and shall not 

Partially Complied. 
The unit has applied 
for the NOC of CGWA 
and application is 

The project 
proponent agreed 
in this regard. 
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abstract any ground water 
without prior written 
permission of the CGWA, 
even if any borewell(s) exist 
at site. 

pending at the level of 
CGWA. 

(II)         Construction Phase  

i The project proponent shall 
adhere to the commitment 
made in the Environment 
Management Plan for the 
Construction Phase and 
Corporate Social 
Responsibility and shall 
spend minimum amount of 
Rs. 145.5 lacs towards capital 
investment and Rs. 11.85 
lacs/ annum towards 
recurring expenditure and Rs. 
90 lacs towards CSR activities 
as proposed in addition to the 
amount to be spent under the 
provisions of the Companies 
Act, 1956.  

Partially Complied. 
The unit has submitted 
the documents that 
they have minimum 
CER Commitment of 
Rs. 66 lacs (@0.6%) 
upto March 2021. 
However, itemized 
details of expenditure 
done under various 
heads of CSR/CER 
have not been 
submitted. 

The project 
proponent 
informed that 
school of village 
Santemajra has 
been adopted and 
an amount of Rs. 
70 lacs has to be 
spent within two 
years. 

 

 

SEAC was satisfied with the reply submitted by the project proponent 

and asked the project proponent to submit the compliances of the above observations 

in the six monthly compliance report. 

SEAC allowed the project proponent to present the salient features of 

the project and the Environment consultant of the promoter company presented the 

same as under:  

S.No.  Item Details 
1. Online Proposal No. SIA/PB/NCP/107771/2019 
2. Name and Location of the 

project 
 Project Name City of Dreams-II” located at 
Sector-116, SAS Nagar. Kharar 

3. Latitude & Longitude 30.43’20.09”N 76.39’30.05”E 
30.43’20.64”N 76.39’31.70”E 
30.43’18.16”N 76.39’32.57”E 
30.43’13.81”N 76.39’32.61”E 
30.43’08.24”N 76.39’26.96”E 
30.43’08.26”N 76.39’24.87”E 
30.43’16.66”N 76.39’25.17”E 
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4. Project/activity covered under 
item of scheduled to the EIA 
Notification, 
14.09.2006 

8 (a) 

5. Whether the project is in critical 
polluted area or not. 

None 

6. If the project involves diversion 
of forest land. If yes, 

a) Extent of the forest land. 
b) Status of the forest 

clearance. 

No 

7. a)    Is the project covered 
under PLPA,1900, if No        
but located near to PLPA 
area then the project 
proponent is required to 
submit NOC from the 
concerned DFO to the 
effect that project area 
does not fall under the 
provision of PLPA Act, 
1900. 

b) Is the project covered 
under PLPA, 1900, if yes 
then Status of the NOC 
w.r.t PLPA,1900. 

No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
No 

8. If the project falls within 10 km 
of ecosensitive area/ National 
park/Wild Life Sanctuary. If yes, 

a) Name of ecosensitive 
area/ National park/Wild 
Life Sanctuary and 
distance from the project 
site. 

b) Status of clearance from 
National Board for Wild 
Life (NBWL). 

 
 
 
 
No 
 
 
 
No 

9. Classification/Land use pattern 
as per Master Plan 

Residential and CLU attached 

10. Cost of the project 110 Cr 
11. Total Plot area, Built up Area 

 
Land 31565 Sqm +7684 sqm 39249 sqm 

Built up 

area 

45878Sqm +11974 sqm 57852 sqm 

Flats 629 Flats +156 flats 785 flats 
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Shops 

 

8 Nos 

 

+4 shops 

 

12 
 

12. Population  
(when fully operational) 

4011 

13. Water Requirements & source 
in Construction Phase 

10-15 KLD septic tank further the treated 
waste water will be used for green area 

14. Break up of Water Requirements & source in Operation Phase (Summer, 
Rainy, Winter): 
Sr. 
No. 

Season Fresh Water Reuse water  
Domestic Fresh 

water) 
KLD 

For 
Flushing 
purposes 
KLD 

Green 
Area 
KLD 

HVAC 
If any 
KLD 

1 Summer 534 357 177 38 --  
2 Winter 534 357 177 12   
3 Rainy 534 357 177 0   

 
 

15. Source of Water Purposes                    Source 
Domestic                    ground water  
For Flushing purposes  Treated waste 
water Green Area                 Treated 
waste water 

16. Treatment & Disposal 
arrangements of waste water in 
Construction Phase 

Septic Tank of capacity 10 KLD 
In green area 

17. Disposal Arrangement of Waste 
water in Operation Phase 

Total =427 KLD, which will be treated in the 
STP of capacity 650 KLD to be installed in 
the project premises. 
Sr.No. Season For 

Flushing 
purposes 
(KLD) 

Green 
Area 
sqm 
(KLD) 

MC 
Sewer
if any
(KLD)

1. Summer  177 38 212
2. Winter 177 12 238
3. Rainy 177 0 250

 

18. Rain water recharging detail 15153 m3/year rain water will be collected 
and/or 9 no. of recharging pits will be 
provided to recharge the rooftop rainwater 
of buildings after treatment through oil & 
Grease traps 
 

19. Solid waste generation and its 
disposal 

a) 1587 kg/day 
b) Solid wastes will be appropriately 
segregated (at source. by providing bins) 
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into recyclable, Bio-degradable 
Components, and non- biodegradable.  

20 Hazardous Waste & EWaste 1) Cat 5.1 Qty 25 ltr. 
2) Any other Category 
 
Used oil from DG sets will be sold to 
registered recyclers and E-waste will be 
disposed off as per the E-waste 
(Management) Amendment Rules, 2018. 
 

21 Energy Requirements & Saving a) 7000 KW from PSPCL. 
b)  1x 500 KVA & 1 x125 KVA & 1X 63 KVA 
(silent DG sets) Energy Saving measures: 

• Solar Light 15 No = 22 KWHD 
• Common area (250) lights 

replaced with LED = 135 KWHD 
• Total Energy saved/day  =157 

KWHD 
22 Environment Management Plan 

along with Budgetary break up 
phase wise and responsibility to 
implement 

During construction phase director will be 
responsible for implementation of the EMP 
till the handing over of the project to MC or 
to the Resident’s association. 
Description Capital 

Cost 
(Rs) 

Recurring 
Cost 
(Rs) 

Construction 142.0 lac 10.90 
Operation  17.15 

 

23 CER activities along with 
budgetary break up and 
responsibility to 
implement 

Director will be responsible for 
implementation of the CER activities. The 
details of the various CER activities, fund 
allocated and its completion schedule are as 
under: 

  Proposed CER activity Amount (INR) Likely date of 
completion 

1. School of santemejra has 
been adopted  

7000000/- With in two 
years 

Total 70,00,000/-  
 

24 Other important facts 
(Applicable to EC projects only ) 

a) Whether all the environmental 
monitoring parameter are within 
permissible limits prescribed for such 
type of projects. (Applicable to EC 
projects) yes 

b) The MC Kharar ,  has issued the 
certificate vide letter no.965  dated 
31/05/2019 to the effect that in the 
adjoin sewer they can connect there 
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sewer line with the main sewer of MC 
kharar  

c) The MC Kharar has issued certificate vide 
letter no 1098 dated 08/08/2016 that the 
mc has no objection if PP dispose ther 
MSW at the approved site of the MC 
kharar or the MC Kharar will lift the 
same. 

 

SEAC asked the project proponent and his Environmental Consultant to 

clarify the following observations to which he replied as under: - 

Sr. 
No. 

Observations Reply submitted by the project 
proponent and his Environmental 
Consultant 

1.  As to whether the permission from 

Deptt. of Forest under the Forest 

(Conservation) Act, 1980 and Wildlife 

(Protection) Act, 1972 has been 

obtained. 

 

The project does not fall in any notified 

reserved forest area and notified sanctuary 

area.  

 

2.  Whether online application for obtaining 

NOC for abstraction of ground water has 

been applied CGWA? 

Online application has been submitted on the 

portal of CGWA for obtaining permission for 

abstraction of ground water and a copy of 

the same has been submitted. 

3.  What will be the treatment proposal 

for the sewage expected from the 
labours / employees during the 

construction phase? 

Septic tank will be provided for the 

treatment of waste water generated 
during construction phase. 

4.  As to whether provision for 

segregating grey and black streams 
of waste water and separate 

treatment for both the streams and 

utilization has been made. 

No requirement being commercial 

project. 

5.  What is the proposal for rainwater 

harvesting. 

09 no. pits have been proposed by the 

project proponent are sufficient. 

 

SEAC took a copy of presentation along with reply given by the project 

proponent and his environmental consultant on record. 

  After deliberations SEAC decided to award 'Silver Grading' to the 

project proposal and to forward the application of the project proponent to SEIAA with 

the recommendations to grant Environmental Clearance for expansion of Group 

Housing Project namely "City of Dreams II” having built up area 57852 sqm (after 
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expansion) in total land area of 39249 sqm (after expansion) at  Village Santemajra, 

Kharar, District SAS Nagar, Punjab as per the details mentioned in the Form 1, 1A, 

EMP & subsequent presentation / clarifications made by the project proponent and his 

consultant with, proposed measures, conditions: 

I. Statutory compliance: 

i) The project proponent shall obtain all necessary clearance/ permission from all 
relevant agencies including town planning authority before commencement of 

work. All the construction shall be done in accordance with the local building 

byelaws. 

ii) The approval of the Competent Authority shall be obtained for structural safety 
of buildings due to earthquakes, adequacy of firefighting equipment etc as per 

National Building Code including protection measures from lightening etc. 

iii) The project proponent shall obtain forest clearance under the provisions of 

Forest (Conservation) Act, 1986, in case of the diversion of forest land for non-
forest purpose involved in the project. 

iv) The project proponent shall obtain clearance from the National Board for 

Wildlife, if applicable. 

v) The project proponent shall obtain Consent to Establish / Operate under the 
provisions of Air (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and the Water 

(Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 from the concerned State Pollution 

Control Board / Committee. 

vi) The project proponent shall obtain the necessary permission for drawl of 
ground water/ surface water required for the project from the competent 

authority. 

vii) A certificate of adequacy of available power from the agency supplying power 

to the project along with the load allowed for the project should be obtained. 

viii) All other statutory clearances such as the approvals for storage of diesel from 

Chief Controller of Explosives, Fire Department, Civil Aviation Department shall 

be obtained, as applicable, by project proponents from the respective 

competent authorities. 

ix) The provisions of the Solid Waste (Management) Rules, 2016, E-Waste 

(Management) Rules, 2016, Construction & Demolition Waste Rules,2016 and 

the Plastics Waste (Management) Rules, 2016 shall be followed. 

x) The project proponent shall follow the ECBC/ECBC-R prescribed by Bureau of 
Energy Efficiency, Ministry of Power strictly. 

xi) The project site shall confirm to the suitability as prescribed under the 

provisions laid down under the master plan of respective city/ town. For that, 

the project proponent shall either to submit the NOC/ land use conformity 
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certificate from Deptt of Town and Country Planning or other concerned 

Authority under whom jurisdiction, the site falls. 

xii) Besides above, the project proponent shall also comply with siting criteria / 

guidelines, standard operating practices, code of practice and guidelines if any 

prescribed by the SPCB/CPCB/MoEF&CC for such type of projects.  

xiii) The project proponent shall get the layout plans approved from the Competent 
Authority for the activities / establishments to be set up at project site in 

consonance of the project proposal for which this environment clearance is 

applied. 

II.  Air quality monitoring and preservation 

i) Notification GSR 94(E) dated 25.01.2018 of MoEF&CC regarding Mandatory 
Implementation of Dust Mitigation Measures for Construction and Demolition 
Activities for projects requiring Environmental Clearance shall be complied with. 

ii) A management plan shall be drawn up and implemented to contain the current 
exceedance in ambient air quality at the site. 

iii) The project proponent shall install system to carryout Ambient Air Quality 
monitoring for common /criterion parameters relevant-to the main pollutants 
released (e.g. PM10 and PM2.5) covering upwind and downwind directions during 
the construction period. 

iv) Diesel power generating sets proposed as source of backup power should be 
of enclosed type and conform to rules made under the Environment 
(Protection) Act, 1986. The height of stack of DG sets should be equal to the 
height needed for the combined capacity of all proposed DG sets. Use of low 
sulphur diesel. The location of the DG sets may be decided with in consultation 
with State Pollution Control Board. 

v) Construction site shall be adequately barricaded before the construction begins. 
Dust, smoke & other air pollution prevention measures shall be provided for 
the building as well as the site. These measures shall include screens for the 
building under construction, continuous dust/ wind breaking walls all around 
the site (at least 3 meter height). Plastic/tarpaulin sheet covers shall be 
provided for vehicles bringing in sand, cement, murram and other construction 
materials prone to causing dust pollution at the site as well as taking out debris 
from the site. 

vi) Sand, murram, loose soil, cement, stored on site shall be covered adequately 
so as to prevent dust pollution. 

vii) All the topsoil excavated during construction activities should be stored for use 
in horticulture / landscape development within the project site. 

viii) Wet jet shall be provided for grinding and stone cutting. 

ix) Unpaved surfaces and loose soil shall be adequately sprinkled with water to 
suppress dust. 
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x) All construction and demolition debris shall be stored at the site (and not 
dumped on the roads or open spaces outside) before they are properly 
disposed. All demolition and construction waste shall be managed as per the 
provisions of the Construction and Demolition Waste Rules 2016. 

xi) The diesel generator sets to be used during construction phase shall be low 
sulphur diesel type and shall conform to Environmental (Protection) prescribed 
for air and noise emission standards. 

xii) The gaseous emissions from DG set shall be dispersed through adequate stack 
height as per CPCB standards. Acoustic enclosure shall be provided to the DG 
sets to mitigate the noise pollution. Low sulphur diesel shall be used. The 
location of the DG set and exhaust pipe height shall be as per the provisions of 
the Central Pollution Control Board (CPCB) norms. 

xiii) For indoor air quality the ventilation provisions as per National Building Code of 
lndia. 

III.  Water quality monitoring and preservation 

i) The natural drain system should be maintained for ensuring unrestricted flow of 
water. 

ii) No construction shall be allowed to obstruct the natural drainage through the site, 
on wetland and water bodies. Check dams, bio-swales, landscape, and other 
sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDS) are allowed for maintaining the 
drainage pattern and to harvest rain water. 

iii) Buildings shall be designed to follow the natural topography as much as possible. 
Minimum cutting and filling should be done. 

iv) The total water requirement for the project will be 534 KL/day, out of which 357 
KL /day shall be met through own tube well and remaining 177 KL/day through 
recycling of treated waste water. Total fresh water use shall not exceed the 
proposed requirement as provided in the project details.  

v) a)The total wastewater generation from the project will be 427 KL/day, which will 
be treated in STP of capacity @650 KLD on SBR technology within the project 
premises. As proposed, reuse of treated wastewater and discharge of surplus 
treated wastewater shall be as under:- 

S. 
No. 

Season For Flushing 
purposes (KLD) 

Green Area 
(KLD) 

Into sewer  
(KLD) 

1. Summer 177 38 212 
2. Winter 177 12 283 
3. Rainy 177 Nil 250 

 
b)  Storage tank of adequate capacity shall be provided for the storage of 

treated wastewater and all efforts shall be made to supply the same for 
construction purposes.  

c) During construction phase, the project proponent shall ensure that the waste 
water being generated from the labour quarters/toilets shall be treated and 
disposed in environment friendly manner. The project proponent shall also 
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exercise the option of modular bio-toilets or will provide proper and 
adequately design septic tanks for the treatment of such waste water and 
treated effluents shall be utilized for green area/plantation 

vi) The project proponent shall ensure safe drinking water supply to the habitants. 
Adequate treatment facility for drinking water shall be provided, if required. 

vii) The waste water generated from swimming pool(s) shall not be discharged and 
the same shall be reused within the premises for purposes such as horticulture, 
HVAC etc. 

viii) The quantity of fresh water usage, water recycling and rainwater harvesting shall 
be measured and recorded to monitor the water balance as projected by the 
project proponent. The record shall be submitted to the Regional Office, MoEF&CC 
along with six monthly Monitoring reports. 

ix) A certificate shall be obtained from the local body supplying water, specifying the 
total annual water availability with the local authority, the quantity of water already 
committed, the quantity of water allotted to the project under consideration and 
the balance water available. This should be specified separately for ground water 
and surface water sources, ensuring that there is no impact on other users. 

x) At least 20% of the open spaces as required by the local building bye-Jaws shall 
be pervious. Use of Grass pavers, paver blocks with at least 50% opening, 
landscape etc. would be considered as pervious surface. 

xi) Installation of dual pipe plumbing for supplying fresh water for drinking, cooking 
and bathing etc and other for supply of recycled water for flushing, landscape 
irrigation, car washing, thermal cooling, conditioning etc. shall be done. 

xii) The respective project proponent shall discourage the installation of R.O. plants in 
their projects in order to save the wastage in form of RO reject. However, in case 
the requirement of installing RO plant is utmost necessary then the rejected stream 
from the RO shall be separated and shall be utilized by storing the same within the 
particular component i.e. (Tower/Mall) or in a common place in the project 
premises. 

xiii) The project proponent shall also adopt the new/innovating technologies like less 
water discharging taps (faucet with aerators)/urinals with electronic sensor system 
/water less urinals / twin flush cisterns/ sensor based alarming system for overhead 
water storage tanks and make it a part of the environmental management plans / 
building plans so as to reduce the water consumption/ground water abstraction in 
their Building Construction & Industrial projects. 

xiv) The project proponent will provide plumbing system for reuse of treated 
wastewater for flushing/ HVAC/ other purposes etc. and colour coding of different 
pipe lines carrying water/wastewater from different sources / treated wastewater 
as follows: 

Sr. 
No 

Nature of the Stream Color code 

a)  Fresh water Blue Color 
b)  Untreated wastewater from Toilets/ urinal & from Black color 
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Kitchen  
c)  Untreated wastewater from Bathing/shower area, 

hand washing (Washbasin / sinks) and from Cloth 
Washing 

Grey color 

d)  Reject water streams from RO plants & AC condensate 
(this is to be implemented wherever centralized AC 
system and common RO has been proposed in the 
Project). Further, in case of individual 
houses/establishment this proposal may also be 
implemented wherever possible.  

White color 

e)  Treated wastewater (for reuse only for plantation 
purposes) from the STP treating black water 

Green 

f)  Treated wastewater (for reuse for flushing purposes 
or any other activity except plantation) from the STP 
treating grey water 

Green with 
strips 

g)  Storm water Orange Color 
 

xv) Water demand during construction should be reduced by use of pre-mixed 
concrete, curing agents and other best practices referred. 

xvi) The CGWA provisions on rain water harvesting should be followed. Rain water 
harvesting recharge pits (09 Nos) /storage tanks shall be provided for ground water 
recharging as per the CGWB norms. 

xvii) A rain water harvesting plan needs to be designed where the recharge bores of 
minimum one recharge bore per 5,000 square meters of built up area and storage 
capacity of minimum one day of total fresh water requirement shall be provided. 
In areas where ground water recharge is not feasible, the rain water should be 
harvested and stored for reuse. The ground water shall not be withdrawn without 
approval from the Competent Authority. 

xviii) All recharge should be limited to shallow aquifer. 

xix) No ground water shall be used during construction phase of the project. Only 
treated sewage/wastewater shall be used. A proper record in this regard should 
be maintained and available at site. 

xx) Any ground water dewatering should be properly managed and shall conform to 
the approvals and the guidelines of the CGWA in the matter. Formal approval shall 
be taken from the CGWA for any ground water abstraction or dewatering. 

xxi) The quantity of fresh water usage, water recycling and rainwater harvesting shall 
be measured and recorded to monitor the water balance as projected by the 
project proponent. The record shall be submitted to the Regional Office, MoEF&CC 
along with six monthly Monitoring reports. 

xxii) Sewage shall be treated in the STP with tertiary treatment. STP shall be installed 
in phased manner viz a viz in module system designed in a such a way so as to 
efficiently treat the waste water with increase in its quantity due to rise in 
occupancy. The treated effluent from STP shall be recycled/re-used for flushing, 
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AC make up water and gardening. No treated water shall be disposed in to 
municipal stormwater drain. 

xxiii) No sewage or untreated effluent water would be discharged through storm water 
drains. Onsite sewage treatment of capacity of treating 100% waste water to be 
installed. The installation of the Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) shall be certified 
by an independent expert and a report in this regard shall be submitted to the 
Ministry before the project is commissioned for operation. Treated waste water 
shall be reused on site for landscape, flushing, cooling tower, and other end-uses. 
Excess treated water shall be discharged as per statutory norms notified by Ministry 
of Environment, Forest and Climate Change. Natural treatment systems shall be 
promoted. 

xxiv) Periodical monitoring of water quality of treated sewage shall be conducted. 
Necessary measures should be made to mitigate the odour problem from STP. 

xxv) Sludge from the onsite sewage treatment, including septic tanks, shall be collected, 
conveyed and disposed as per the Ministry of Urban Development, Central Public 
Health and Environmental Engineering Organization (CPHEEO) Manual on 
Sewerage and Sewage Treatment Systems, 2013. 

IV.  Noise monitoring and prevention 

i) Ambient noise levels shall conform to residential area/commercial 

area/industrial area/silence zone both during day and night as per Noise 
Pollution (Control and Regulation) Rules, 2000. Incremental pollution loads on 

the ambient air and noise quality shall be closely monitored during construction 

phase. Adequate measures shall be made to reduce ambient air and noise level 

during construction phase, so as to conform to the stipulated standards by 
CPCB/SPCB. 

ii) Noise level survey shall be carried as per the prescribed guidelines and report 

in this regard shall be submitted to Regional Officer of the Ministry as a part of 

six-monthly compliance report. 

iii) Acoustic enclosures for DG sets, noise barriers for ground-run bays, ear plugs 

for operating personnel shall be implemented as mitigation measures for noise 

impact due to ground sources. 

V.  Energy Conservation measures 

i) Compliance with the Energy Conservation Building Code (ECBC) of Bureau of 
Energy Efficiency shall be ensured. Buildings in the States which have notified 

their own ECBC, shall comply with the State ECBC. 

ii) Outdoor and common area lighting shall be LED. 

iii) Concept of passive solar design that minimize energy consumption in buildings 
by using design elements, such as building orientation, landscaping, efficient 

building envelope, appropriate fenestration, increased. day lighting design and 

thermal mass etc. shall be incorporated in the building design. Wall, window, 

and roof u-values shall be as per ECBC specifications.  
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iv) Energy conservation measures like installation of CFLs/ LED for the lighting the 

area outside the building should be integral part of the project design and 
should be in place before project commissioning. 

v) Solar, wind or other Renewable Energy shall be installed to meet electricity 

generation equivalent to 1 % of the demand load or as per the state level/ local 

building bye-laws requirement, whichever is higher. 

vi) Solar power by utilizing at least 30% of the roof top area shall be used for 

lighting in the apartment to reduce the power load on grid. Separate electric 

meter shall be installed for solar power. Solar water heating shall be provided 

to meet 20% of the hot water demand of the commercial and institutional 
building or as per the requirement of the local building bye-laws, whichever is 

higher. Residential buildings are also recommended to meet its hot water 

demand from solar water heaters, as far as possible. 

VI.  Waste Management 

i) A certificate from the competent authority handling municipal solid wastes, 
indicating the existing civic capacities of handling and their adequacy to cater 
to the M.S.W. generated from project shall be obtained. 

ii) Disposal of muck during construction phase shall not create any adverse effect 
on the neigh boring communities and be disposed taking the necessary 
precautions for general safety and health aspects of people, only in approved 
sites with the approval of competent authority. 

iii) Separate wet and dry bins must be provided in each unit and at the ground 
level for facilitating segregation of waste. Solid waste shall be segregated into 
wet garbage and inert materials. 

iv) Organic waste compost/ Vermiculture pit/ Organic Waste Converter within the 
premises with a minimum capacity of 0.3 kg /person/day must be installed for 
treatment and disposal of the waste. 

v) All non-biodegradable waste shall be handed over to authorized recyclers for 
which a written tie up must be done with the authorized recyclers. 

vi) Any hazardous waste generated during construction phase, shall be disposed 
off as per applicable rules and norms with necessary approvals of the State 
Pollution Control Board. 

vii) Use of environment friendly materials in bricks, blocks and other construction 
materials, shall be required for at least 20% of the construction material 
quantity. These include Fly Ash bricks, hollow bricks, AACs, Fly Ash Lime 
Gypsum blocks, Compressed earth blocks, and other environment friendly 
materials. 

viii) Fly ash should be used as building material in the construction as per the 
provision of Fly Ash Notification of September, 1999 and amended as on 27th 
August, 2003 and 25th January, 2016. Ready mixed concrete must be used in 
building construction. 
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ix) Any wastes from construction and demolition activities related thereto shall be 
managed so as to strictly conform to the Construction and Demolition Rules, 
2016. 

x) Used CFLs and TFLs should be properly collected and disposed off/sent for 
recycling as per the prevailing guidelines/ rules of the regulatory authority to 
avoid mercury contamination. 

VII.  Green Cover 

i) No tree can be felled/transplant unless exigencies demand. Where absolutely 
necessary, tree felling shall be with prior permission from the concerned 
regulatory authority. Old trees should be retained based on girth and age 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Forest Department. Plantations to be 
ensured species (cut) to species (planted). 

ii) At least single line plantation all around the boundary of the project as 
proposed shall be provided. The open spaces inside the plot should be suitably 
landscaped and covered with vegetation of indigenous species/variety. A 
minimum of one tree for every 80 sqm of total project land should be planted 
and maintained. The existing trees will be counted for this purpose. The 
landscape planning should include plantation of native species. The species 
with heavy foliage, broad leaves and wide canopy cover are desirable. Water 
intensive and/or invasive species should not be used for landscaping. The 
plantation should be provided as per SEIAA guidelines. 

iii) Where the trees need to be cut with prior permission from the concerned local 
Authority, compensatory plantation in the ratio of 1: 10 (i.e. planting of 10 
trees for every 1 tree that is cut) shall be done and maintained. Plantations to 
be ensured species (cut) to species (planted). Area for green belt development 
shall be provided as per the details provided in the project document. 

iv) Topsoil should be stripped to a depth of 20 cm from the areas proposed for 
buildings, roads, paved areas, and external services. It should be stockpiled 
appropriately in designated areas and reapplied during plantation of the 
proposed vegetation on site. 

v) The project proponent shall not use any chemical fertilizer /pesticides 
/insecticides and shall use only Herbal pesticides/insecticides and organic 
manure in the green area. 

vi) The green belt along the periphery of the plot shall achieve attenuation factor 
conforming to the day and night noise standards prescribed for residential land 
use.  

VIII.  Transport 

i) A comprehensive mobility plan, as per MoUD best practices guidelines 

(URDPFI), shall be prepared to include motorized, non-motorized, public, and 

private networks. Road should be designed with due consideration for 

environment, and safety of users. The road system can be designed with these 
basic criteria. 
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a) Hierarchy of roads with proper segregation of vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic. 

b) Traffic calming measures. 
c) Proper design of entry and exit points. 
d) Parking norms as per local regulation. 

ii) Vehicles hired for bringing construction material to the site should be in good 
condition and should have a pollution check certificate and should conform to 

applicable air and noise emission standards be operated only during non-peak 

hours. 

iii) A detailed traffic management and traffic decongestion plan shall be drawn up 
to ensure that the current level of service of the roads within a 05 kms radius 

of the project is maintained and improved upon after the implementation of the 

project. This plan should be based on cumulative impact of all development 

and increased habitation being carried out or proposed to be carried out by the 
project or other agencies in this 05 Kms radius of the site in different scenarios 

of space and time and the traffic management plan shall be duly validated and 

certified by the State Urban Development department and the P.W.D./ 

competent authority for road augmentation and shall also have their consent 
to the implementation of components of the plan which involve the participation 

of these departments. 

iv) Traffic congestion near the entry and exit points from the roads adjoining the 

proposed project site must be avoided. Parking should be fully internalized and 
no public space should be utilized. 

IX.  Human health issues 

i) All workers working at the construction site and involved in loading, unloading, 

carriage of construction material and construction debris or working in any area 

with dust pollution shall be provided with dust mask. 

ii) For indoor air quality the ventilation provisions as per National Building Code of 

India. 

iii) Emergency preparedness plan based on the Hazard identification and Risk 

Assessment (HJRA) and Disaster Management Plan shall be implemented. 

iv) Provision shall be made for the housing of construction labour within the site 

with all necessary infrastructure and facilities such as fuel for cooking, mobile 

toilets, mobile STP, safe drinking water, medical health care, creche etc. The 

housing may be in the form of temporary structures to be removed after the 

completion of the project. 

v) Occupational health surveillance of the workers shall be done on a regular basis. 

vi) A First Aid Room shall be provided in the project both during construction and 

operations of the project.  

X.  Corporate Environment Responsibility 
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i) The project proponent shall comply with the provisions contained in this 
Ministry's OM vide F.No. 22-65/2017-IA.III dated 1st May 2018, as applicable, 
regarding Corporate Environment Responsibility. The project proponent shall 
adhere to the commitments made in the proposal for CER activities for spending 
at least minimum amount of Rs. 70.00 Lacs towards following CER activities. 
The details are given below: - 
 Proposed CER activity Amount (INR) Likely date of completion 
1. School of santemejra 

has been adopted  
7000000/- With in two years 

Total 70,00,000/-  

 
ii) The company shall have a well laid down environmental policy duly approved 

by the Board of Directors. The environmental policy should prescribe for 

standard operating procedures to have proper checks and balances and to bring 

into focus any infringements/deviation/violation of the environmental / forest / 

wildlife norms / conditions. The company shall have defined system of reporting 

infringements / deviation / violation of the environmental / forest / wildlife 

norms / conditions and / or shareholders / stake holders. The copy of the board 

resolution in this regard shall be submitted to the MoEF&CC as a part of six-

monthly report. 

iii) A separate Environmental Cell both at the project and company head quarter 

level, with qualified personnel shall be set up under the control of senior 

Executive, who will directly to the head of the organization. 

iv) Action plan for implementing EMP and environmental conditions along with 

responsibility matrix of the company shall be prepared and shall be duly 

approved by competent authority. The year wise funds earmarked for 

environmental protection measures shall be kept in separate account and not 

to be diverted for any other purpose. The project proponent shall spend 

minimum amount of Rs 142 Lacs towards capital cost and Rs 10.90 Lacs/annum 

towards recurring cost in Construction phase of the project including the 

environmental monitoring cost and shall spend minimum amount of Rs 17.15 

Lacs/annum towards recurring cost in operation phase of the project including 

the environmental monitoring cost. The entire cost of the environmental 

management plan will continue to be borne by the project proponent until the 

responsibility of environmental management plan is transferred to the 

occupier/residents society under proper MOU under intimation to SEIAA, 

Punjab. Year wise progress of implementation of action plan shall be reported 

to the Ministry/Regional Office along with the Six Monthly Compliance Report. 

XI.  Validity  

i) This environmental clearance will be valid for a period of seven years from the 
date of its issue or till the completion of the project, whichever is earlier. 

XII.  Miscellaneous 
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i) The project proponent before allowing any occupancy shall obtain completion 
and occupancy certificate from the Competent Authority and submit a copy of 
the same to the SEIAA, Punjab.  

ii) The project proponent shall comply with the conditions of CLU, if obtained.  

iii) The project proponent shall prominently advertise it at least in two local 

newspapers of the District or State, of which one shall be in the vernacular 
language within seven days indicating that the project has been accorded 

environment clearance and the details of MoEFCC/SEIAA website where it is 

displayed. 

iv) The copies of the environmental clearance shall be submitted by the project 
proponents to the Heads of local bodies, Panchayats and Municipal Bodies in 

addition to the relevant offices of the Government who in turn has to display 

the same for 30 days from the date of receipt. 

v) The project proponent shall upload the status of compliance of the stipulated 
environment clearance conditions, including results of monitored data on their 

website and update the same on half-yearly basis.  

vi) The project proponent shall submit six-monthly reports on the status of the 

compliance of the stipulated environmental conditions on the website of the 
ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change at environment clearance 

portal. 

vii) The project proponent shall submit the environmental statement for each 

financial year in Form-V to the concerned State Pollution Control Board as 
prescribed under the Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986, as amended 

subsequently and put on the website of the company. 

viii) The project proponent shall inform the Regional Office as well as the Ministry, 

the date of financial closure and final approval of the project by the concerned 
authorities, commencing the land development work and start of production 

operation by the project. 

ix) The project authorities must strictly adhere to the stipulations made by the 

State Pollution Control Board and the State Government. 

x) The project proponent shall abide by all the commitments and 

recommendations made in the EIA/EMP report, commitment made during 

Public Hearing and also that during their presentation to the Expert Appraisal 

Committee. 

xi) No further expansion or modifications in the plant shall be carried out without 

prior approval of the Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change 

(MoEF&CC). 

xii) Concealing factual data or submission of false/fabricated data may result in 
revocation of this environmental clearance and attract action under the 

provisions of Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. 
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xiii) The Ministry may revoke or suspend the clearance, if implementation of any of 

the above conditions is not satisfactory. 

xiv) The Ministry reserves the right to stipulate additional conditions if found 

necessary. The Company in a time bound manner shall implement these 

conditions. 

xv) The Regional Office of this Ministry shall monitor compliance of the stipulated 
conditions. The project authorities should extend full cooperation to the officer 

(s) of the Regional Office by furnishing the requisite data/ 

information/monitoring reports. 

xvi) The above conditions shall be enforced, inter-alia under the provisions of the 
Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974, the Air (Prevention & 

Control of Pollution) Act, 1981, the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, 

Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) 

Rules, 2016 and the Public Liability Insurance Act, 1991 along with their 
amendments and Rules and any other orders passed by the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court of India / High Courts and any other Court of Law relating to the subject 

matter. 

xvii) Any appeal against this EC shall lie with the National Green Tribunal, if 
preferred, within a period of 30 days as prescribed under Section 16 of the 

National Green Tribunal Act, 2010. 

 

Item No. 185.23 Application for obtaining Environmental Clearance (EC) 
under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 
establishment of a Group Housing Project located at 
located at sector 74 A Mohali, Distt. SAS Nagar by M/s 
Vera Developers Pvt. Ltd., (Proposal No. 
SIA/PB/MIS/110787/2019). 

SEAC observed  as under: 

The project proponent has filed an application for obtaining 

Environmental Clearance (EC) under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 

establishment of a Group Housing Project located at located at sector 74 A Mohali, 

Distt. SAS Nagar by M/s Vera Developers Pvt. Ltd. The project proponent also 

submitted Form 1, Form 1A and other documents
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Environmental Engineer, PPCB, Regional Office, SAS Nagar was requested vide e-mail 

dated 10.09.2019 to send the report on the following: 

a. Construction status at the site along with physical structures within 

500 mt radius of the site including the status of industries if any 

b. As to whether the site of the project is meeting with the siting 

guidelines farmed by Punjab Pollution Control Board for such type 

of projects 

Regional office, PPCB, SAS Nagar vide letter no 5574 dated 
17.09.2019 apprised about the latest construction status of the project and details are 
given as under:  

a) The project proponent has constructed the main gate and earmarked the 
boundary of the project site with brick walls. It has provided an RMC plant at 
the site and has piled up the raw material i.e concrete, sand and cement bags. 
The promoter company has also constructed 3-4 labour hutments at the 
proposed site. During visit, JCB was seen working at the site also. 

b) The Common Biomedical Waste Treatment Facility also exists at the distance 
of 150-200 feet from the boundary wall of the proposed project site. The site 
is otherwise surrounded by open fields on all sides. 

c) It was observed that there is no industry such as rice sheller/saila plant/brick 
kiln/stone crushing/ screening cum washing unit etc. within a radius of 500m. 
There is Common Biomedical Waste Treatment Facility which is a red category, 
air polluting industry within a radius of 100 m from the boundary of the project 
site and there is no MAH industry within a radius of 250 m radius from the 
boundary of the proposed site.  

d) The site of the project is not conforming to the siting guidelines laid down by 
the Govt. of Punjab, Department of Science Technology and Environment vide 
order dated 25/07/2008 as amended on 30/ 10/2009. 

      Report from the Regional Office, SAS Nagar was awaited. 

The case was placed in 184th meeting of SEAC held on 21.09.2019, 

wherein, SEAC decided to defer the case till the clarification from PPCB, is received with 

respect to order dated 25.06.2008 for providing minimum buffer of 15 m green belt of 

broadleaf trees towards the air polluting industry for allowing the industry to meeting with 

siting guidelines. 

Regional Office, SAS Nagar, PPCB has sent the report vide letter no. 

7286 dated 25.1.2019  which is placed at Annexure-2 of the agenda. 

The case was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 29.11.2019, 
which was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: 

(i) Ms. Rajni Mehra, CEO of the promoter company. 
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(ii) Sh. Sandeep Singh, FAE, M/s CPTL- EIA Mohali. 
Ms. Rajni Mehra  submitted an authority letter dated 29.11.2019 

wherein, she and Sh. Deepak Gupta, Environmental Advisor of the Company have 

been authorized by the Director of the promoter company to submit any reply, 

documents on behalf of company. Any commitment made be him during the 

presentation will be binding / acceptable to the company. The said letter was taken 

on record by SEAC. 

SEAC perused the report sent by the PPCB, Regional Office, SAS Nagar 

vide letter no 7286 dated 25.11.2019. SEAC observed that as per the report the project 

can be allowed to setup in case it provides a proper 15 m green buffer zone towards 

the common bio-medical waste treatment facility till the time the said facility gets 

shifted to some designated area.  

SEAC allowed the project proponent to present the salient features of 

the project and the Environment consultant of the promoter company presented the 

same as under:  

S.No. Item Details 
1. Online Proposal No. SIA/PB/MIS/110787/2019 

2. Name and Location of the 
project 

Project Name Lok Awas” located at sector 74 
A Mohali 

3. Latitude & Longitude 30.718791 
76.674148 

4. Project/activity covered 
under item of scheduled to 
the EIA 
Notification,14.09.2006 

8(a) 

5. Whether the project is in 
critical polluted 
area or not. 

None 

6. If the project involves 
diversion of forest land. If 
yes, 

a) Extent of the forest 
land. 

b) Status of the forest 
clearance. 

No 
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7. a) Is the project covered

 under PLPA,1900, if No 

but located near to PLPA 

area then the project 

proponent is 

required   to submit 
NOC from the concerned 

DFO to the effect that 

project area does not fall 

under the provision of PLPA 

Act, 1900. 

b) Is the project covered 

under PLPA, 1900, if yes 

then Status of the NOC 

w.r.t PLPA,1900. 

No 

8. If the project falls within 10 

km of ecosensitive area/ 

National park/Wild Life 

Sanctuary. If yes, 

a) Name  of 
ecosensitive area/ 
National park/Wild
Life 

Sanctuary and distance from 

the project site. 

b) Status of 
clearance from National 
Board for 

Wild Life (NBWL). 

No 
 
 
 
No 
 
 
No 

9. Classification/Land use 

pattern as per Master Plan 

Residential and CLU attached 

10. Cost of the project 146 cr 

 Fee Details Amount Rs 235880 DD No. 
016492 dated 26.07.2019 , which is 
adequate as per Notification 
dated 27.06.2019 

11. Total Plot area, Built up Area 

and Green area 

Description  Area 
Land 101208 sqm 
Built-up area 117940 sqm 
Green area 5673 sqm 

 

12. Population (when fully 

operational) 

6740 

13. Water Requirements 10-20 KLD 
met by STP Mohali 
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& source in Construction 

Phase 

14. Break up of Water Requirements & source in Operation Phase (Summer, Rainy, 
Winter): 
Sr. 
No. 

Season Fresh Water Reuse water  

Domestic Fresh 
water) 
KLD 

For 
Flushing 
purposes 
KLD 

Green 
Area 
KLD 

HVAC 
If any 
KLD 

1 Summer 909 606 303 31 --  

2 Winter 909 606 303 9   

3 Rainy 909 606 303 0   
 

15. Source of Water Purposes             Source 

Domestic                    Ground water  
For Flushing purposes Treated waste water 

Green Area                  Treated waste water 

16. Treatment & Disposal 
arrangements of 
waste water in 
Construction Phase 

Septic Tank of capacity 10 KLD 
In green area 

17. Disposal Arrangement of 
Waste water in 
Operation Phase 

Total =727 KLD, which will be treated in the STP of 
capacity 1100 KLD to be installed in the project 
premises. 

 Sr.No. Season For 
Flushing 
purposes 
(KLD) 

Green 
Area 
sqm 
(KLD) 

MC 
Sewer 
if any 
(KLD) 

 

1. Summer 303 31 393 
2. Winter 303 9 415 
3. Rainy 303 0 424 

18. Rain water 
recharging detail 

46526 m3/year rain water will be collected and/or 
28 no. of recharging pits will be provided to 
recharge the rooftop rainwater of buildings after 
treatment through oil & Grease traps 

19. Solid waste 
generation and its 
disposal 

a) 2696 kg/day 
b) Solid wastes will be appropriately segregated (at 
source. by providing bins) into recyclable, Bio- 
degradable Components, and non- biodegradable. 
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20 Hazardous Waste & 
EWaste 

1) Cat 5.1 Qty 25 ltr. 
2) Any other Category 

    Used oil from DG sets will be sold to registered 
recyclers and E-waste will be disposed of as per the 
E-waste (Management) Amendment Rules, 2018. 

21 Energy Requirements & 
Saving 

a) 7000 KW from PSPCL. 
b) 1x 500 KVA, 1x 240 KVA & 2 x125 KVA (silent 
DG sets) Energy Saving measures: 
• Solar Light 20 No =30 KWHD 
• Common area (700 ) lights replaced with LED

         = 378 KWHD 
• Total Energy saved/day= 408 KWHD 

22 Environment Management
Plan along with Budgetary 
break up phase wise and 
responsibility to 
implement 

During construction phase GM will be responsible
and during operation phase, Director Will be 
responsible for implementation of the EMP. 
Description Capital Cost 

(Rs) 
Recuring Cost 
(Rs) 

Construction 208.50 lac 14.40 
Operation  22.40 

 

23 CER activities along with 
budgetary break up and 
responsibility to 
implement 

Director will be responsible for implementation of 
the CER activities. The details of the various CER 
activities, fund allocated and its completion 
schedule are as under: 

 Sr.no. CER 
activities 

Fund 
Allocated 
(Rs.) 

Time 
Schedule 

 

Start  

1. 500 trees 
to be 
plants in 
village, 
Balyali 
activity 

to be 
started 
In July 
2020. 

6,000,00/- Started on 
01/06/2020 

upto 
31/05/2022 

 

2 Rain 
water 
harvestin
g in 
Village 
School, 
balyali 

10,00,000/- April, 2021  
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3 50 solar 
lights  

in village 
balyali 

10,00,000/- May 2022  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4 Sewerag
e piping 

& STP for 
village 
Balyali 

62,00,000/- December 
2022 

Total 8800000.00 

24 Other important facts 
(Applicable to EC projects 
only ) 

a) It has been reported that all the environmental 
monitoring parameter are within permissible 
limits prescribed for such type of projects. 

b) GMADA , has issued the certificate vide letter 
no.887 dated 14/05/2019 to the effect that the 
GMADA has designed the master trunk services 
network for water, sewerage & storm water 
drainage after taking in to account the 
requirements of the land following in the 
proposed site ,but this is not available at this 
stage but no services has yet been laid by 
GMADA. But GMADA will have no objection for 
allowing the promoter to connect the internal 
networks of the sewerage etc. 

c) GMADA has issued certificate vide letter no 887 
dated 14/05/2019 to the effect that they are in 
process of setting of common municipal Solid 
waste facility for the GMADA cluster and will take 
care of MSW likely to be generated from this 
project in due course of time. 

 
SEAC asked the project proponent and his Environmental Consultant to 

clarify the following observations to which he replied as under: - 

Sr. 
No. 

Observations Reply submitted by the project 
proponent and his Environmental 
Consultant 

1.  As to whether the permission from 

Deptt. of Forest under the Forest 

(Conservation) Act, 1980 and Wildlife 

(Protection) Act, 1972 has been 

obtained. 

 

The project does not fall in any notified 

reserved forest area and notified sanctuary 

area.  
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2.  Whether online application for obtaining 

NOC for abstraction of ground water has 

been applied CGWA? 

Online application has been submitted on the 

portal of CGWA for obtaining permission for 

abstraction of ground water and a copy of 

the same has been submitted. 

3.  What will be the treatment proposal 

for the sewage expected from the 

labours / employees during the 

construction phase? 

Septic tank will be provided for the 

treatment of waste water generated 

during construction phase. 

4.  As to whether provision for 
segregating grey and black streams 

of waste water and separate 

treatment for both the streams and 

utilization has been made. 

No requirement being commercial 
project. 

5.  What is the proposal for rainwater 

harvesting. 

The project proponent submitted that the 

total built up area of the project is 

117940 Sqm. Accordingly, 28 no. pits 

proposed by the project proponent are 
sufficient. 

6.  Of what capacity the tank will be 

provided for storage of treated 

wastewater during construction 

phase? 

10 KL concrete tank will be provided. 

7.  What is the status of sewer in the 
area. 

GMADA has laid down sewer in the area. 
The existing sewer line is at a distance of 

about 774 m from the project site. The 

connection with the sewer line will be 

done by the project proponent . 

SEAC took a copy of presentation  along with reply given by the project 

proponent and his environmental consultant on record. 

  After detailed deliberations SEAC decided to award 'Silver Grading' to 

the project proposal and to forward the application of the project proponent to SEIAA 

with the recommendations to grant Environmental Clearance for establishment of 

Group Housing Project namely "Lok Awas” having built up area 117940 sqm in total 

land area of 101208  sqm located at Sector 74 A , Mohali, Distt. SAS Nagar, Punjab as 

per the details mentioned in the Form 1, 1A, EMP & subsequent presentation / 

clarifications made by the project proponent and his consultant with, proposed 

measures, conditions: 

I. Statutory compliance: 

i) The project proponent shall obtain all necessary clearance/ permission from all 

relevant agencies including town planning authority before commencement of 
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work. All the construction shall be done in accordance with the local building 

byelaws. 

ii) The approval of the Competent Authority shall be obtained for structural safety 

of buildings due to earthquakes, adequacy of firefighting equipment etc as per 

National Building Code including protection measures from lightening etc. 

iii) The project proponent shall obtain forest clearance under the provisions of 
Forest (Conservation) Act, 1986, in case of the diversion of forest land for non-

forest purpose involved in the project. 

iv) The project proponent shall obtain clearance from the National Board for 

Wildlife, if applicable. 

v) The project proponent shall obtain Consent to Establish / Operate under the 

provisions of Air (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and the Water 

(Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 from the concerned State Pollution 

Control Board / Committee. 

vi) The project proponent shall obtain the necessary permission for drawl of 

ground water/ surface water required for the project from the competent 

authority. 

vii) A certificate of adequacy of available power from the agency supplying power 
to the project along with the load allowed for the project should be obtained. 

viii) All other statutory clearances such as the approvals for storage of diesel from 

Chief Controller of Explosives, Fire Department, Civil Aviation Department shall 

be obtained, as applicable, by project proponents from the respective 
competent authorities. 

ix) The provisions of the Solid Waste (Management) Rules, 2016, E-Waste 

(Management) Rules, 2016, Construction & Demolition Waste Rules,2016 and 

the Plastics Waste (Management) Rules, 2016 shall be followed. 

x) The project proponent shall follow the ECBC/ECBC-R prescribed by Bureau of 

Energy Efficiency, Ministry of Power strictly. 

xi) The project site shall confirm to the suitability as prescribed under the 

provisions laid down under the master plan of respective city/ town. For that, 
the project proponent shall either to submit the NOC/ land use conformity 

certificate from Deptt of Town and Country Planning or other concerned 

Authority under whom jurisdiction, the site falls. 

xii) Besides above, the project proponent shall also comply with siting criteria / 
guidelines, standard operating practices, code of practice and guidelines if any 

prescribed by the SPCB/CPCB/MoEF&CC for such type of projects.  

xiii) The project proponent shall get the layout plans approved from the Competent 

Authority for the activities / establishments to be set up at project site in 
consonance of the project proposal for which this environment clearance is 

applied. 



 
 

118 
 

xiv) The project proponent shall provide dedicated cement tank of capacity 10 kl 

for storage of treated wastewater for construction phase. 

II.  Air quality monitoring and preservation 

i) Notification GSR 94(E) dated 25.01.2018 of MoEF&CC regarding Mandatory 
Implementation of Dust Mitigation Measures for Construction and Demolition 
Activities for projects requiring Environmental Clearance shall be complied with. 

ii) A management plan shall be drawn up and implemented to contain the current 
exceedance in ambient air quality at the site. 

iii) The project proponent shall install system to carryout Ambient Air Quality 
monitoring for common /criterion parameters relevant-to the main pollutants 
released (e.g. PM10 and PM2.5) covering upwind and downwind directions during 
the construction period. 

iv) Diesel power generating sets proposed as source of backup power should be 
of enclosed type and conform to rules made under the Environment 
(Protection) Act, 1986. The height of stack of DG sets should be equal to the 
height needed for the combined capacity of all proposed DG sets. Use of low 
sulphur diesel. The location of the DG sets may be decided with in consultation 
with State Pollution Control Board. 

v) Construction site shall be adequately barricaded before the construction begins. 
Dust, smoke & other air pollution prevention measures shall be provided for 
the building as well as the site. These measures shall include screens for the 
building under construction, continuous dust/ wind breaking walls all around 
the site (at least 3 meter height). Plastic/tarpaulin sheet covers shall be 
provided for vehicles bringing in sand, cement, murram and other construction 
materials prone to causing dust pollution at the site as well as taking out debris 
from the site. 

vi) Sand, murram, loose soil, cement, stored on site shall be covered adequately 
so as to prevent dust pollution. 

vii) All the topsoil excavated during construction activities should be stored for use 
in horticulture / landscape development within the project site. 

viii) Wet jet shall be provided for grinding and stone cutting. 

ix) Unpaved surfaces and loose soil shall be adequately sprinkled with water to 
suppress dust. 

x) All construction and demolition debris shall be stored at the site (and not 
dumped on the roads or open spaces outside) before they are properly 
disposed. All demolition and construction waste shall be managed as per the 
provisions of the Construction and Demolition Waste Rules 2016. 

xi) The diesel generator sets to be used during construction phase shall be low 
sulphur diesel type and shall conform to Environmental (Protection) prescribed 
for air and noise emission standards. 

xii) The gaseous emissions from DG set shall be dispersed through adequate stack 
height as per CPCB standards. Acoustic enclosure shall be provided to the DG 
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sets to mitigate the noise pollution. Low sulphur diesel shall be used. The 
location of the DG set and exhaust pipe height shall be as per the provisions of 
the Central Pollution Control Board (CPCB) norms. 

xiii) For indoor air quality the ventilation provisions as per National Building Code of 
lndia. 

III.  Water quality monitoring and preservation 

i) The natural drain system should be maintained for ensuring unrestricted flow of 
water. 

ii) No construction shall be allowed to obstruct the natural drainage through the site, 
on wetland and water bodies. Check dams, bio-swales, landscape, and other 
sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDS) are allowed for maintaining the 
drainage pattern and to harvest rain water. 

iii) Buildings shall be designed to follow the natural topography as much as possible. 
Minimum cutting and filling should be done. 

iv) The total water requirement for the project will be 909 KL/day, out of which 606 
KL /day shall be met through own tube well and remaining 303 KL/day through 
recycling of treated waste water. Total fresh water use shall not exceed the 
proposed requirement as provided in the project details.  

v) a)The total wastewater generation from the project will be 727 KL/day, which will 
be treated in STP of capacity @1100 KLD on SBR technology within the project 
premises. As proposed, reuse of treated wastewater and discharge of surplus 
treated wastewater shall be as under:- 

S. 
No. 

Season For Flushing 
purposes (KLD) 

Green Area 
(KLD) 

Into sewer  
(KLD) 

1. Summer 303 31 393 
2. Winter 303 09 415 
3. Rainy 303 Nil 424 

 
b)  Storage tank of adequate capacity shall be provided for the storage of 

treated wastewater and all efforts shall be made to supply the same for 
construction purposes.  

c) During construction phase, the project proponent shall ensure that the waste 
water being generated from the labour quarters/toilets shall be treated and 
disposed in environment friendly manner. The project proponent shall also 
exercise the option of modular bio-toilets or will provide proper and 
adequately design septic tanks for the treatment of such waste water and 
treated effluents shall be utilized for green area/plantation 

d) The project proponent shall ensure that the sewer connection is made with 
the sewer line of GMADA before the operationalization of the project.  

vi) The project proponent shall ensure safe drinking water supply to the habitants. 
Adequate treatment facility for drinking water shall be provided, if required. 

vii) The waste water generated from swimming pool(s) shall not be discharged and 
the same shall be reused within the premises for purposes such as horticulture, 
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HVAC etc. 

viii) The quantity of fresh water usage, water recycling and rainwater harvesting shall 
be measured and recorded to monitor the water balance as projected by the 
project proponent. The record shall be submitted to the Regional Office, MoEF&CC 
along with six monthly Monitoring reports. 

ix) A certificate shall be obtained from the local body supplying water, specifying the 
total annual water availability with the local authority, the quantity of water already 
committed, the quantity of water allotted to the project under consideration and 
the balance water available. This should be specified separately for ground water 
and surface water sources, ensuring that there is no impact on other users. 

x) At least 20% of the open spaces as required by the local building bye-Jaws shall 
be pervious. Use of Grass pavers, paver blocks with at least 50% opening, 
landscape etc. would be considered as pervious surface. 

xi) Installation of dual pipe plumbing for supplying fresh water for drinking, cooking 
and bathing etc and other for supply of recycled water for flushing, landscape 
irrigation, car washing, thermal cooling, conditioning etc. shall be done. 

xii) The respective project proponent shall discourage the installation of R.O. plants in 
their projects in order to save the wastage in form of RO reject. However, in case 
the requirement of installing RO plant is utmost necessary then the rejected stream 
from the RO shall be separated and shall be utilized by storing the same within the 
particular component i.e. (Tower/Mall) or in a common place in the project 
premises. 

xiii) The project proponent shall also adopt the new/innovating technologies like less 
water discharging taps (faucet with aerators)/urinals with electronic sensor system 
/water less urinals / twin flush cisterns/ sensor based alarming system for overhead 
water storage tanks and make it a part of the environmental management plans / 
building plans so as to reduce the water consumption/ground water abstraction in 
their Building Construction & Industrial projects. 

xiv) The project proponent will provide plumbing system for reuse of treated 
wastewater for flushing/ HVAC/ other purposes etc. and colour coding of different 
pipe lines carrying water/wastewater from different sources / treated wastewater 
as follows: 

Sr. 
No 

Nature of the Stream Color code 

a)  Fresh water Blue Color 
b)  Untreated wastewater from Toilets/ urinal & from 

Kitchen  
Black color 

c)  Reject water streams from RO plants & AC condensate 
(this is to be implemented wherever centralized AC 
system and common RO has been proposed in the 
Project).  

White color 

d)  Treated wastewater (for reuse only for plantation 
purposes) from the STP treating black water 

Green 

e)  Treated wastewater (for reuse for flushing purposes Green with 
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or any other activity except plantation) from the STP 
treating grey water 

strips 

f)  Storm water Orange Color 
 

xv) Water demand during construction should be reduced by use of pre-mixed 
concrete, curing agents and other best practices referred. 

xvi) The CGWA provisions on rain water harvesting should be followed. Rain water 
harvesting recharge pits (28 Nos) /storage tanks shall be provided for ground water 
recharging as per the CGWB norms. 

xvii) A rain water harvesting plan needs to be designed where the recharge bores of 
minimum one recharge bore per 5,000 square meters of built up area and storage 
capacity of minimum one day of total fresh water requirement shall be provided. 
In areas where ground water recharge is not feasible, the rain water should be 
harvested and stored for reuse. The ground water shall not be withdrawn without 
approval from the Competent Authority. 

xviii) All recharge should be limited to shallow aquifer. 

xix) No ground water shall be used during construction phase of the project. Only 
treated sewage/wastewater shall be used. A proper record in this regard should 
be maintained and available at site. 

xx) Any ground water dewatering should be properly managed and shall conform to 
the approvals and the guidelines of the CGWA in the matter. Formal approval shall 
be taken from the CGWA for any ground water abstraction or dewatering. 

xxi) The quantity of fresh water usage, water recycling and rainwater harvesting shall 
be measured and recorded to monitor the water balance as projected by the 
project proponent. The record shall be submitted to the Regional Office, MoEF&CC 
along with six monthly Monitoring reports. 

xxii) Sewage shall be treated in the STP with tertiary treatment. STP shall be installed 
in phased manner viz a viz in module system designed in a such a way so as to 
efficiently treat the waste water with increase in its quantity due to rise in 
occupancy. The treated effluent from STP shall be recycled/re-used for flushing, 
AC make up water and gardening. No treated water shall be disposed in to 
municipal stormwater drain. 

xxiii) No sewage or untreated effluent water would be discharged through storm water 
drains. Onsite sewage treatment of capacity of treating 100% waste water to be 
installed. The installation of the Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) shall be certified 
by an independent expert and a report in this regard shall be submitted to the 
Ministry before the project is commissioned for operation. Treated waste water 
shall be reused on site for landscape, flushing, cooling tower, and other end-uses. 
Excess treated water shall be discharged as per statutory norms notified by Ministry 
of Environment, Forest and Climate Change. Natural treatment systems shall be 
promoted. 

xxiv) Periodical monitoring of water quality of treated sewage shall be conducted. 
Necessary measures should be made to mitigate the odour problem from STP. 
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xxv) Sludge from the onsite sewage treatment, including septic tanks, shall be collected, 
conveyed and disposed as per the Ministry of Urban Development, Central Public 
Health and Environmental Engineering Organization (CPHEEO) Manual on 
Sewerage and Sewage Treatment Systems, 2013. 

IV.  Noise monitoring and prevention 

i) Ambient noise levels shall conform to residential area/commercial 
area/industrial area/silence zone both during day and night as per Noise 

Pollution (Control and Regulation) Rules, 2000. Incremental pollution loads on 

the ambient air and noise quality shall be closely monitored during construction 

phase. Adequate measures shall be made to reduce ambient air and noise level 
during construction phase, so as to conform to the stipulated standards by 

CPCB/SPCB. 

ii) Noise level survey shall be carried as per the prescribed guidelines and report 

in this regard shall be submitted to Regional Officer of the Ministry as a part of 
six-monthly compliance report. 

iii) Acoustic enclosures for DG sets, noise barriers for ground-run bays, ear plugs 

for operating personnel shall be implemented as mitigation measures for noise 

impact due to ground sources. 

V.  Energy Conservation measures 

i) Compliance with the Energy Conservation Building Code (ECBC) of Bureau of 

Energy Efficiency shall be ensured. Buildings in the States which have notified 

their own ECBC, shall comply with the State ECBC. 

ii) Outdoor and common area lighting shall be LED. 

iii) Concept of passive solar design that minimize energy consumption in buildings 

by using design elements, such as building orientation, landscaping, efficient 

building envelope, appropriate fenestration, increased. day lighting design and 

thermal mass etc. shall be incorporated in the building design. Wall, window, 
and roof u-values shall be as per ECBC specifications.  

iv) Energy conservation measures like installation of CFLs/ LED for the lighting the 

area outside the building should be integral part of the project design and 

should be in place before project commissioning. 

v) Solar, wind or other Renewable Energy shall be installed to meet electricity 

generation equivalent to 1 % of the demand load or as per the state level/ local 

building bye-laws requirement, whichever is higher. 

vi) Solar power by utilizing at least 30% of the roof top area shall be used for 
lighting in the apartment to reduce the power load on grid. Separate electric 

meter shall be installed for solar power. Solar water heating shall be provided 

to meet 20% of the hot water demand of the commercial and institutional 

building or as per the requirement of the local building bye-laws, whichever is 
higher. Residential buildings are also recommended to meet its hot water 

demand from solar water heaters, as far as possible. 
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VI.  Waste Management 

i) A certificate from the competent authority handling municipal solid 
wastes, indicating the existing civic capacities of handling and their 
adequacy to cater to the M.S.W. generated from project shall be 
obtained. 

ii) Disposal of muck during construction phase shall not create any adverse 
effect on the neigh boring communities and be disposed taking the 
necessary precautions for general safety and health aspects of people, 
only in approved sites with the approval of competent authority. 

iii) Separate wet and dry bins must be provided in each unit and at the 
ground level for facilitating segregation of waste. Solid waste shall be 
segregated into wet garbage and inert materials. 

iv) Organic waste compost/ Vermiculture pit/ Organic Waste Converter 
within the premises with a minimum capacity of 0.3 kg /person/day must 
be installed for treatment and disposal of the waste. 

v) All non-biodegradable waste shall be handed over to authorized 
recyclers for which a written tie up must be done with the authorized 
recyclers. 

vi) Any hazardous waste generated during construction phase, shall be 
disposed off as per applicable rules and norms with necessary approvals 
of the State Pollution Control Board. 

vii) Use of environment friendly materials in bricks, blocks and other 
construction materials, shall be required for at least 20% of the 
construction material quantity. These include Fly Ash bricks, hollow 
bricks, AACs, Fly Ash Lime Gypsum blocks, Compressed earth blocks, 
and other environment friendly materials. 

viii) Fly ash should be used as building material in the construction as per 
the provision of Fly Ash Notification of September, 1999 and amended 
as on 27th August, 2003 and 25th January, 2016. Ready mixed concrete 
must be used in building construction. 

ix) Any wastes from construction and demolition activities related thereto 
shall be managed so as to strictly conform to the Construction and 
Demolition Rules, 2016. 

x) Used CFLs and TFLs should be properly collected and disposed off/sent 
for recycling as per the prevailing guidelines/ rules of the regulatory 
authority to avoid mercury contamination. 

VII.  Green Cover 

i) No tree can be felled/transplant unless exigencies demand. Where 
absolutely necessary, tree felling shall be with prior permission from the 
concerned regulatory authority. Old trees should be retained based on girth 
and age regulations as may be prescribed by the Forest Department. 
Plantations to be ensured species (cut) to species (planted). 
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ii) At least single line plantation all around the boundary of the project as 
proposed shall be provided. The open spaces inside the plot should be 
suitably landscaped and covered with vegetation of indigenous 
species/variety. A minimum of one tree for every 80 sqm of total project 
land should be planted and maintained. The existing trees will be counted 
for this purpose. The landscape planning should include plantation of native 
species. The species with heavy foliage, broad leaves and wide canopy 
cover are desirable. Water intensive and/or invasive species should not be 
used for landscaping. The plantation should be provided as per SEIAA 
guidelines. 

iii) Where the trees need to be cut with prior permission from the concerned 
local Authority, compensatory plantation in the ratio of 1: 10 (i.e. planting 
of 10 trees for every 1 tree that is cut) shall be done and maintained. 
Plantations to be ensured species (cut) to species (planted). Area for green 
belt development shall be provided as per the details provided in the project 
document. 

iv) Topsoil should be stripped to a depth of 20 cm from the areas proposed for 
buildings, roads, paved areas, and external services. It should be stockpiled 
appropriately in designated areas and reapplied during plantation of the 
proposed vegetation on site. 

v) The project proponent shall not use any chemical fertilizer /pesticides 
/insecticides and shall use only Herbal pesticides/insecticides and organic 
manure in the green area. 

vi) The green belt along the periphery of the plot shall achieve attenuation 
factor conforming to the day and night noise standards prescribed for 
residential land use.  

VIII.  Transport 

i) A comprehensive mobility plan, as per MoUD best practices guidelines (URDPFI), 

shall be prepared to include motorized, non-motorized, public, and private 

networks. Road should be designed with due consideration for environment, and 
safety of users. The road system can be designed with these basic criteria. 

a) Hierarchy of roads with proper segregation of vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic. 

b) Traffic calming measures. 

c) Proper design of entry and exit points. 

d) Parking norms as per local regulation. 
ii) Vehicles hired for bringing construction material to the site should be in good 

condition and should have a pollution check certificate and should conform to 

applicable air and noise emission standards be operated only during non-peak 

hours. 

iii) A detailed traffic management and traffic decongestion plan shall be drawn up 
to ensure that the current level of service of the roads within a 05 kms radius 

of the project is maintained and improved upon after the implementation of the 
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project. This plan should be based on cumulative impact of all development 

and increased habitation being carried out or proposed to be carried out by the 
project or other agencies in this 05 Kms radius of the site in different scenarios 

of space and time and the traffic management plan shall be duly validated and 

certified by the State Urban Development department and the P.W.D./ 

competent authority for road augmentation and shall also have their consent 
to the implementation of components of the plan which involve the participation 

of these departments. 

iv) Traffic congestion near the entry and exit points from the roads adjoining the 

proposed project site must be avoided. Parking should be fully internalized and 
no public space should be utilized. 

IX.  Human health issues 

i) All workers working at the construction site and involved in loading, unloading, 

carriage of construction material and construction debris or working in any area 

with dust pollution shall be provided with dust mask. 

ii) For indoor air quality the ventilation provisions as per National Building Code of 

India. 

iii) Emergency preparedness plan based on the Hazard identification and Risk 

Assessment (HJRA) and Disaster Management Plan shall be implemented. 

iv) Provision shall be made for the housing of construction labour within the site 

with all necessary infrastructure and facilities such as fuel for cooking, mobile 

toilets, mobile STP, safe drinking water, medical health care, creche etc. The 

housing may be in the form of temporary structures to be removed after the 

completion of the project. 

v) Occupational health surveillance of the workers shall be done on a regular basis. 

vi) A First Aid Room shall be provided in the project both during construction and 

operations of the project.  

X.  Corporate Environment Responsibility 

i) The project proponent shall comply with the provisions contained in this 
Ministry's OM vide F.No. 22-65/2017-IA.III dated 1st May 2018, as applicable, 
regarding Corporate Environment Responsibility. The project proponent shall 
adhere to the commitments made in the proposal for CER activities for spending 
at least minimum amount of Rs. 88.00 Lacs towards following CER activities. 
The details are given below: - 

 Proposed CER activity  Amount (INR) Likely date of 
completion 

1. 500 trees to be plants in 
village, Balyali activity to be 
started in July 2020. 

6,000,00/- Started on 
01/06/2020 upto 
31/05/2022 

2. Rain water harvesting and 10,00,000/- April, 2021 
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power generation in Village 
School, balyali 

3. 50 solar lights in village 
balyali 

10,00,000/- May 2022 

4. Sewerage piping & STP for 
village Balyali 

62,00,000/- December 2022 

 Total 88,00,000/-  

 
ii) The company shall have a well laid down environmental policy duly approved 

by the Board of Directors. The environmental policy should prescribe for 

standard operating procedures to have proper checks and balances and to bring 

into focus any infringements/deviation/violation of the environmental / forest / 

wildlife norms / conditions. The company shall have defined system of reporting 

infringements / deviation / violation of the environmental / forest / wildlife 

norms / conditions and / or shareholders / stake holders. The copy of the board 

resolution in this regard shall be submitted to the MoEF&CC as a part of six-

monthly report. 

iii) A separate Environmental Cell both at the project and company head quarter 

level, with qualified personnel shall be set up under the control of senior 

Executive, who will directly to the head of the organization. 

iv) Action plan for implementing EMP and environmental conditions along with 

responsibility matrix of the company shall be prepared and shall be duly 

approved by competent authority. The year wise funds earmarked for 

environmental protection measures shall be kept in separate account and not 

to be diverted for any other purpose. The project proponent shall spend 

minimum amount of Rs 208.50 Lacs towards capital cost and Rs 14.40 

Lacs/annum towards recurring cost in Construction phase of the project 

including the environmental monitoring cost and shall spend minimum amount 

of Rs 22.40 Lacs/annum towards recurring cost in operation phase of the 

project including the environmental monitoring cost. The entire cost of the 

environmental management plan will continue to be borne by the project 

proponent until the responsibility of environmental management plan is 

transferred to the occupier/residents society under proper MOU under 

intimation to SEIAA, Punjab. Year wise progress of implementation of action 

plan shall be reported to the Ministry/Regional Office along with the Six Monthly 

Compliance Report. 

XI.  Validity  

ii) This environmental clearance will be valid for a period of seven years from the 
date of its issue or till the completion of the project, whichever is earlier. 

XII.  Miscellaneous 

i) The project proponent before allowing any occupancy shall obtain completion 
and occupancy certificate from the Competent Authority and submit a copy of 
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the same to the SEIAA, Punjab.  

ii) The project proponent shall comply with the conditions of CLU, if obtained.  

iii) The project proponent shall prominently advertise it at least in two local 

newspapers of the District or State, of which one shall be in the vernacular 

language within seven days indicating that the project has been accorded 

environment clearance and the details of MoEFCC/SEIAA website where it is 
displayed. 

iv) The copies of the environmental clearance shall be submitted by the project 

proponents to the Heads of local bodies, Panchayats and Municipal Bodies in 

addition to the relevant offices of the Government who in turn has to display 
the same for 30 days from the date of receipt. 

v) The project proponent shall upload the status of compliance of the stipulated 

environment clearance conditions, including results of monitored data on their 

website and update the same on half-yearly basis.  

vi) The project proponent shall submit six-monthly reports on the status of the 

compliance of the stipulated environmental conditions on the website of the 

ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change at environment clearance 

portal. 

vii) The project proponent shall submit the environmental statement for each 

financial year in Form-V to the concerned State Pollution Control Board as 

prescribed under the Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986, as amended 

subsequently and put on the website of the company. 

viii) The project proponent shall inform the Regional Office as well as the Ministry, 

the date of financial closure and final approval of the project by the concerned 

authorities, commencing the land development work and start of production 

operation by the project. 

ix) The project authorities must strictly adhere to the stipulations made by the 

State Pollution Control Board and the State Government. 

x) The project proponent shall abide by all the commitments and 

recommendations made in the EIA/EMP report, commitment made during 
Public Hearing and also that during their presentation to the Expert Appraisal 

Committee. 

xi) No further expansion or modifications in the plant shall be carried out without 

prior approval of the Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change 
(MoEF&CC). 

xii) Concealing factual data or submission of false/fabricated data may result in 

revocation of this environmental clearance and attract action under the 

provisions of Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. 

xiii) The Ministry may revoke or suspend the clearance, if implementation of any of 

the above conditions is not satisfactory. 
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xiv) The Ministry reserves the right to stipulate additional conditions if found 

necessary. The Company in a time bound manner shall implement these 
conditions. 

xv) The Regional Office of this Ministry shall monitor compliance of the stipulated 

conditions. The project authorities should extend full cooperation to the officer 

(s) of the Regional Office by furnishing the requisite data/ 
information/monitoring reports. 

xvi) The above conditions shall be enforced, inter-alia under the provisions of the 

Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974, the Air (Prevention & 

Control of Pollution) Act, 1981, the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, 
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) 

Rules, 2016 and the Public Liability Insurance Act, 1991 along with their 

amendments and Rules and any other orders passed by the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court of India / High Courts and any other Court of Law relating to the subject 
matter. 

xvii) Any appeal against this EC shall lie with the National Green Tribunal, if 

preferred, within a period of 30 days as prescribed under Section 16 of the 

National Green Tribunal Act, 2010. 

 

Item No. 185.24:  Application for issuance of TORs for carrying out EIA study for 
obtaining Environmental clearance under EIA notification 
dated 14.09.2006 for shifting and setting up of common Bio-
Medical Waste Treatment Facility at Plot no. 8A, Industrial 
Focal Point Chanalon, Kurali, Distt. SAS Nagar, Punjab 
proposed by M/s Rainbow Environments Pvt. Ltd. (Proposal 
No. SIA/PB/MIS/29633/2018). 

SEAC observed as under: - 

 M/s Rainbow Environments Pvt. Ltd has filed online application for issuance of TORs 

for shifting and setting up of common Bio-Medical Waste Treatment Facility at Plot 

no. 8A, Industrial Focal Point Chanalon, Kurali, Distt. SAS Nagar, Punjab. The project 

of the promoter falls under category 7(da) - Bio-Medical Waste Treatment facilities 

of the Schedule appended to the said notification. The project is covered under 

public consultation and hence required public hearing. The project also requires 

comprehensive Terms of References (TOR) addressing all relevant environmental 

concerns for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) report 

in respect of project or activity for which environmental clearance is sought. 

 The project proponent submitted details of the project, Form 1 and other 

documents. 
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 After initial scrutiny of the online application following EDS has been raised 

to which project proponent replied as under: 

Sr. 
No. 

Documents 
required for 

obtaining 
environmental 

clearance for 
industrial project 

for issuance of 

TDR 

Observations during scrutiny Reply 

1. Properly filled Form 
1 and 
basic information. 

Submitted. 
a) The declaration should be part 
of the form-I and shall not be 
attached in the draft TORs. 
b) Please provide coordinates of 
all the corners of the project site 

 
a) Submitted. 
 
 
b) Pillar coordinates 
map submitted. 

2. Proof of ownership 
of land 

A) The land area mentioned in the 
application form as 3615 sq. yards (.747 
acres) whereas, in the 
allotment letter dated 16.08.2016, 
size of the plot A-8A has been 
mentioned as 2500 sq. yards and in 
the paper possession certificate, Plot 
A-8A measures 3615 sq. yards 
Why there is difference in the size of 
same plot in both letters. 
B) Further, in the letter addressed to 
EE, RO, Mohali it has been 
mentioned that project proponent 
has acquired two plots i.e. A-7 (4300 
sq. Yrds) and A- 8A (2500 sq. yards) 
which shall be used for installing 
CBWTF & ancillary unit and parking 
of vehicles/storage of treated waste. 
 
 Please clarify the exact detail of the 
land acquired for installing CBWTF, 
Ancillary unit, other utilities 
alongwith documentary proof. 
 As per the guidelines of CPCB, there 
is a minimum requirement of 1- 
acre land for installing CBWTF. 
Therefore, the project proponent is 
required to clarify the same and 
accordingly correct the Form-I. 

The clarification 
regarding land details 
and plot allotment 
letter from 
Punjab Small 
Industries & 
Export Corporation 
Limited is submitted. 

3. Whether location of 
the 
project site is 
marked on 
Master plan or not. 

Not submitted Project Site marked on 
Master Plan. 
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 The other details of proposed project as submitted by the Project Proponent in its 

Pre-Feasibility Report in the tabulated form as well as in documents attached are as under: 

Sr. 
No. 

Particulars Details 

I. Location 

a Village/ Town/ Plot 

No. 

Plot no. 8A, Industrial Focal Point Chanalon, Kurali, 

Distt. SAS Nagar, Punjab 

b Tehsil Kurali 

c District SAS Nagar 

d State Punjab 

e 

 

Coordinates of the 

project site 

 

A: 30048’49.50”N 76034’50.99”E  
B: 30048’48.22”N 76034’51.55”E 

f Project Area Total Land Area –3615 Sq.yard (0.747 Acre) 

II.  Proposed Capacity 

of Plant 

Incinerable waste: 556MT/year 

Non- Incinerable waste: 791 MT/ year  

Considering future increase of 15 % per year  

The waste generation after 10 years would be  

Incinerable Waste :2200 MT/year or 6 MT/ day  

Non- Incinerable Waste: 3250 MT/ year or 9 MT/day  

Considering this estimate the proponent is planning 

equipment’s of adequate capacity 

III. Equipment Details Sr. 
No. 

Equipment Number Proposed 
Capacity 

1. Incinerator  02 (Both the 
Incinerators 
will be working 
simultaneously 
if needed) 

250 Kg/hr 
/300 Kg/hr 

2. Autoclave 02 2600 ltrs & 
3000 ltrs 

3. Shredder 03 500 Kg/hr 
(Collective) 

4. Effluent 
Treatment 
Plant 

01 25 KLD 

 

IV. Environmental settings 

1. Nearest Highway The project site is well connected through Kharar- 

Kurali Highway about 920 meter about East direction. 

Kurali – Chandigarh Rd- about 2.38 Km in West 

Direction. Industrial Road about 300 meter in South 

direction. 

2. Nearest Railway 

Station 

Morinda Junction Railway Station – about 7.56 Km in 

(SW) direction. 
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3. Nearest Airport Chandigarh Airport – about 25.38 Km in (SE) direction. 

4. National   Parks/   Wild   

Life   Sanctuaries/ 

Biosphere Reserves 

within 10 km radius 

No Eco-sensitive area falls within 10 Km radius from 

project site. 

5. Reserved / Protected 

Forest within 10 km 

radius 

(Boundary to 

boundary distance) 

No Eco-sensitive area falls within 10 Km radius from 

project site.  

V. General Details 

1. Source of Water PSIEC Supply 

2. Seismic Zone Zone – IV 

3 Project Cost (Crores) 10.00 

4. Power (KW) 100 

5. DG sets 2x50 KVA 

6. Manpower (Nos.) 72 

7. Water Requirement 

(KLD) 

25 

8. Municipal Solid Waste 

(Kg/day) 

9 

 

 The proposed site is in the industrial area. 

 The project proponent has proposed to install ETP for the treatment of effluent 

generated from the process and the treating water will be reused within the system. 

The sludge from ETP will be disposed at Hazardous Waste treatment storage and 

disposal facility. 

 The project will involve development of green belt with native species and therefore 

loss of genetic diversity is not expected.  

 The project proponent has proposed to provide 809.2784 sqm green belt.  

 Generation of residual ash from incinerator, sludge from ETP etc. will be handle as 

per applicable rules and disposed through authorized vendor only. 

Type of Solid Waste and their disposal details 

S.No. Process Type of waste Disposal 

1. Incineration  Incinerated Ash TSDF Nimbua, Derabassi 

2. Autoclaving Sharp Encapsulation 

Autoclaved/ shredded plastic waste Through authorized recyclers 

3. ETP Sludge TSDF Nimbua, Derabassi 
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The Regional Office, Punjab Pollution Control Board, SAS Nagar was requested vide e-mail 

Dated 10.01.2019 to visit the project site and send the report on the following: 

i) 1.Construction status of at site. 

ii) 2.Status of NOC, if obtained. 

iii) Whether project site meeting with the siting criteria prescribed by the Board for such 
type of projects for its establishment. 

iv) Whether project attract the 'General Condition'(*) as mentioned in the EIA 
notification, 2006. 

 The Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office, SAS 

Nagar vide its letter no. 666 dated 21/02/2019 has sent the report and it was intimated 

that the proposed site of the CBWTF was visited by the AEE of this office on 11/01/2019 

and Sh.Daljit Singh, representative of the promoter company was contacted. He showed 

the site and its boundaries. During visit, it was observed as under:  

1) The site falls in the industrial Focal Point, Chanalon.  

2) No boundary wall of the proposed site has been construction so far. However, on 
backside of the plot, the boundary wall of the Focal Point is touching. There is a link 
road on the back side of the backside of the proposed site, which leads to village 
Singhpura.  

3) No construction activity of the project site has been started, as yet. 

4) There are vacant plots on both sides of the proposed site.  

It is further intimated that the promoter company has recently applied for 

obtaining consent to establish of the Board as required under the Water (Prevention & 

Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 & Air (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and the 

same is at scrutiny stage.  

It was also mentioned in the letter that the Board has not laid down any specified 

guidelines for establishment of a common Bio-Medical Waste Treatment facility. However, 

the CPCB has issued guidelines for common Bio-Medical Waste Treatment &Disposal facility 

on 21.12.2016 in which under the head of ‘Location Criteria’ it has been mentioned that a 

CBWTF shall preferably be developed in a notified industrial area without any requirement 

of buffer zone.  

It was also reported that CPCB has also issued guidelines of ‘Land requirement’ for 

common Bio-Medical Waste Treatment & Disposal facility under the head of ‘Land 

requirement’ and the same is reproduced as under: 

a) “Preferably, a CBWTF shall be set up on a plot size of not less than one acre in all 
the areas. However, a CBWTF can be developed in adjacent plots but cannot be set 
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up in two or more different plots located in different areas. Separate plots can be 
permitted only for vehicle parking if located in the close vicinity of the proposed 
CBWTFs or the existing CBWTFs.    

b) In case of upcoming or new CBWTFs (both in municipal limits with population more 
than 25 lakhs or in rural areas), the land area requirement may be relaxed (but in 
any case not less than 0.5 acre) by the SPCB/PCC, with additional control measures 
such as zero liquid discharge, increase in stack height, stringent emission norms, 
odour control measures or any other measures felt necessary by the prescribed 
authority on case-to-case basis, only in consultation with CPCB.” 

 Further, as per NOC application submitted by the promoter company to the Board, 

plot A-8 A is having an area of 2500 sq.yard (about 0.5165 acres), the land area of which 

is not meeting with the land area requirement of CPCB as mentioned above. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 179th meeting held on 02.05.2019 and the 

same was attended by the following on behalf of the project proponent: - 

(i) Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Director of the project proponent. 

(ii) Dr.Ranjna Sharma, Technical Manager, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste Management 
Ltd., Mohali, Environment Consultant of the promoter company. 

(iii) Miss Niraj Parihar, FAE M/s Shivalik Solid Waste Management Ltd., Mohali, 
Environment Consultant of the promoter company. 

Before allowing the project proponent to present the salient feature of the project, 

SEAC asked the project proponent to clarify following observations to which he replied 

as under: 

Sr.No. Observations raised by SEAC Reply of the project proponent 

1. As per PPCB report, the industry has 
applied for NOC with land area of 
2500 Sq yards. Whereas, TOR 
application has been submitted for 
3615 sq yard. Clarify. 

The allotment letter has been issued for 
2500 sq. yard. However, during the 
possession, the area has been allotted 
for the said project is 3615 sq yard. 
Now, revised application for obtaining 
NOC has been filed with PPCB, which is 
under consideration. 

2. a) As per latest guidelines of CPCB, a 
CBWTF has to be setup in an area of 
not less than 1 acre but the site of the 
project is only 0.747 acre. 

a) In the guidelines, word preferably has 
been mentioned. Thus. it is not 
mandatory for facility to be setup in an 
area of 1 acre. Further, if any new 
CBWTFs are coming, the land area 
requirement can be relaxed i.e. it can be 
set up in 0.747 acre which is more than 
0.5 acre. 
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 b) The CBWTF can be allowed to set 
up in less than one acre but more 
than 0.5 acre only if the land area 
requirement is relaxed by the 
SPCB/PCC, with additional control 
measures such as zero liquid 
discharge, increase in stack height, 
stringent emission norms, odour 
control measures or any other 
measures felt necessary by the 
prescribed authority on case-to-case 
basis, only in consultation with CPCB. 
Have you got any permission from 
PPCB regarding relaxation of area 
requirement for the CBWTF. 

b) That the letter of comfort or NOC for 
establishment of facility by relaxing land 
area requirement is yet to be issued by 
the PPCB. Issue regarding additional 
control measures was not examined by 
them so far and will be taken care by 
them in study 

2. a) It has been witnessed that in earlier 
cases of CBWTF, PPCB has raised the 
“notice for expression” for 
establishment of new facility. As to 
whether such expression of interest 
has been issued in this case also. 

a) No, this is a different case. They are 
operating CBWTF at Village Balyali, Distt. 
SAS Nagar which falls under the non-
designated area. Residential colonies are 
coming in the vicinity. The operation of 
facility in residential area will become a 
source of complaints in near future. 
Therefore, they planned to shift their 
facility to Industrial Focal Point, 
Chanalon, Kurali. 

b) Whether, PPCB has issued orders for 
shifting of facility ? 

b) Though PPCB has not issued any 
orders for the shifting but ultimately, 
they have to shift the facility for 
residential area. As they have to upgrade 
their facility as per the provisions laid 
down by the CPCB/MOEF&CC, they 
intend to make upgradation after shifting 
only. 

 

 The Project Proponent sought time for submitting clarifications / concurrence 

of PPCB for allowing the shifting of facility from existing premises of Village Balayali, 

SAS Nagar to Industrial Focal Point Kurali by allowing lesser area than desired area of 

one acre.To this, SEAC asked the project proponent to submit :- 
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(i) Clarification from PPCB about the exact area of the plot in which they intend 

to setup the facility. 

(ii) Concurrence of PPCB for shifting of the facility from the existing premises of 

Village Balayali, SAS Nagar to Industrial Focal Point Kurali by allowing lesser 

area than desired area of one acre as prescribed by CPCB (with proposal for 

stringent pollution control measures required on account of lesser space than 

required). 

 After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case till the project 

proponent submits reply to aforesaid observation. 

The project proponent has submitted reply to the above said 

observations and as per the reply earlier the project proponent had only one plot no. 

A-8A at Focal Point Chanalon measuring 3615 sq yds (0.74 acre) which was less than 

an acre as preferred in CPCB Revised Guidelines for setting up of a CBWTF. Now, the 

project proponent has acquired an adjacent plot C-79A measuring 1200 sq. yds. PSIEC 

allotment letter was also submitted by the project proponent and after addition of new 

plot the total area has become 4815 Sq yds (0.995 acre), which suffices the provision.  

The case was placed in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 29.11.2019 which 

was attended by the following: 

1. Sh. Sarbjit Singh, Director. 
2. Sh. S. Brahama, Environment Consultant, M/s Shiwalik Solid Waste 

Management Limited. 
SEAC considered the reply submitted by the project proponent and 

allowed the project proponent to present salient features of the project and the 

Environmental Consultant of the project proponent submitted the same. 

SEAC raised the following queries to project proponent to which he 

replied as under:  

Sr. 
No. 

Observation Reply 

1. (a) What is the source of water 
supply. 

(b) Whether any permission has 
been obtained from PSIEC. 

 

(a) The source of water supply supply from 
PSIEC. 

(b) The permission of PSIEC will be submitted 
in due course of time. 
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2. The project proponent is required to 
submit complete water balance of 
the project.  

The project proponent agreed to submit the 
same. 

3. The project proponent has not 
proposed any rain water harvesting 
pit. The project proponent is required 
to provide rain water harvesting 
tanks for the roof top water and the 
same be utilised to meet with the 
requirement of the process water. 

The project proponent agreed to provide the 
same. 

4. Whether concurrence has been 
obtained from PPCB for shifting and 
setting up of the CBWTF. 

The application has been made with PPCB but 
the concurrence is still awaited. 
 

 SEAC while taking the observations of Members and reply submitted by the 

project proponent decided to make the aforesaid observation as specific TORs 

alongwith the standard TORs prescribed in such cases by the MoEF&CC.  

 After detailed deliberations, it was decided to categorize the project into B-2 

category (activity listed 7 (d) of the schedule) with public consultation as not 

required for the projects located in notified industrial parks / estates. The 

project proponent shall submit an Environment Impact Assessment Study 

Report. The Committee approved the following Terms of Reference for 

Environmental Impact Assessment Study of the proposed project and 

recommended to SEIAA to issue the following TORs: - 

A. STANDARD TERMS OF REFERENCE 

1) Executive Summary 

2) Introduction 

(i) Details of the EIA Consultant including NABET accreditation 

(ii) Information about the project proponent 

(iii) Importance and benefits of the project 

3) Project Description  

(i) Cost of project and time of completion. 

(ii) Products with capacities for the proposed project. 

(iii) If expansion project, details of existing products with capacities and whether 

adequate land is available for expansion, reference of earlier EC if any. 

(iv) List of raw materials required and their source along with mode of 

transportation. 

(v) Other chemicals and materials required with quantities and storage capacities. 
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(vi) Details of Emission, effluents, hazardous waste generation and their 

management. 

(vii) Requirement of water (breakup for induction and rolling mill), power, with 

source of supply, status of approval, water balance diagram, man-power 

requirement (regular and contract). 

(viii) The project proponent shall furnish the requisite documents from the 

Competent Authority in support of drawl of ground water and surface water 

(if any) and supply of electricity. 

(ix) Process description along with major equipment and machineries, process flow 

sheet (quantitative) from raw material to products to be provided 

(x) Hazard identification and details of proposed safety systems. 

(xi) Expansion/modernization proposals: 

a) Status of compliance of Consent to Operate for the ongoing /existing 

operation of the project from SPCB shall be attached with the EIA-EMP 

report.  

b) In case the existing project has not obtained environmental clearance, 

reasons for not taking EC under the provisions of the EIA Notification 1994 

and/or EIA Notification 2006 shall be provided. Copies of Consent to 

Establish/No Objection Certificate and Consent to Operate (in case of units 

operating prior to EIA Notification 2006, CTE and CTO of FY 2005-2006) 

obtained from the SPCB shall be submitted. Further, compliance report to 

the conditions of consents from the SPCB shall be submitted. 

4) Reasons for selecting the site with details of alternate sites examined/rejected/ 

selected on merit with comparative statement and reason/basis for selection. 

The examination should justify site suitability in terms of environmental 

damages, resources sustainability associated with selected site as compared to 

rejected sites. The analysis should include parameters considered along with 

weightage criteria for short-listing selected site. 

5) Justification for selecting the proposed capacity of the incineration facility. 

6) Public Hearing is required for the activity as per EIA Notification, 2006 even the 

project is in notified industrial area, since, it is not a normal activity and not in 

category of industries which would handle the bio-medical waste also. 

7) Executive summary of the project – giving a prima facie idea of the objectives 

of the proposal, use of resources, justification, etc. In addition, it should provide 

compilation of EIA report including EMP 

8) Details of Administrative and technical organizational structure. 

9) The present land use and permission required for any conversion such as forest, 

agriculture etc  

10) Land requirement for the facility including its break up for various purposes, its 

availability and optimization. 
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11) Location of the incineration facility and nearest habitats with distances from the 

facility to be demarcated on a toposheet (1: 50000 scale). 

12) Land use map based on satellite imagery including location specific sensitivities 

such as national parks / wildlife sanctuary, villages, industries, etc. 

13) Topography details including contour map 

14) The details of the road/rail connectivity along with the likely impacts and 

mitigative measures. 

15) Details of source of water and power to the facility 

16) Permission from CGWA regarding abstraction of ground water.  

17) Details of proposed layout clearly demarcating various activities such as security, 

Waste Storage Rooms, Waste Treatment Equipment Rooms/Areas, Treated 

Waste Storage Room, Pollution Control Devices like APCS and ETP, ash 

storage/disposal area, vehicle washing areas, and others such as admin area, 

worker’s room, health centers, greenbelt, etc. 

18) Details on collection and transportation of Bio Medical Waste from health care 

establishments and its safety in handling. No. of vehicles and feature of vehicles, 

etc. 

19) Details of the treatment equipment’s capacity and make. 

20) Details of the incineration system – a statement on the compliance to the CPCB 

guidelines for common bio medical waste incinerators in respect of waste feed 

cutoffs, operating parameters of combustion chambers, flue gas cleaning, ash 

handling, etc. 

21) Details of the online monitoring systems to be provided for incinerator as per 

the CPCB guidelines. 

22) The study area shall be up to a distance of 05 km from the boundary of the 

proposed project site. 

23) Baseline data to be collected from the study area w.r.t. different components of 

environment viz. air, noise, water, land, and biology and socio-economics. Actual 

monitoring of baseline environmental components shall be strictly according to 

the parameters prescribed in the ToR after considering the proposed coverage 

of parameters by the proponent in draft ToR and shall commence after 

finalization of ToR by the competent Authority. 

24) One season site-specific meteorological data excluding monsoon. 

25) Details on monitoring of pollutants at receiving environment for all the notified 

parameters of ambient air quality and also for the notified stack emissions in the 

ambient air, groundwater, surface water, soil samples at likely contamination 

sites. 

26) Stack and fugitive emissions may be monitored for SPM, HCL & NOx as per Bio 

Medical Waste (Management Rules) 2016. 

27) Details on monitoring of pollutants at source –performance of the incinerator. 

including operating hours, fuel consumption, operating parameters (Combustion 
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chamber – temperature, pressure, Stack temperature, total particulate matter, 

HCl, NOx as per Bio Medial Waste (Management Rules 2016. 

28) Details of flue gas emissions discharge through stack and proposed pollution 

control technologies. 

29) Details of residue/ash generation and management.  

30) Details of wastewater management including pollution control technologies. 

31) Details of waste heat utilization, if any 

32) Details of ecological status (terrestrial and aquatic) of the study area such as 

habitat type and quality, species, diversity, rarity, fragmentation, ecological 

linkage, age, abundance, etc. 

33) Details of action plan for the greenbelt development in accordance to CPCB 

published guidelines and its post plantation maintenance plan for 3 years shall 

be included. The green belt shall be around the boundary and a scheme for 

greening of the roads used for the project shall also be incorporated 

34) Details of the odour control measures 

35) Possible impact on the ground water with details of the location of proposed 

groundwater monitoring wells, frequency of monitoring, parameters, etc.  

36) Details of Surface water quality of nearby water bodies. 

37) Details of a comprehensive Disaster Management Plan including emergency 

evacuation during natural and man-made disaster. 

38) Details of EMP devised to mitigate the adverse impacts of the project should be 

provided along with item-wise cost of its implementation (Capital and recurring 

costs). 

39) A detailed draft EIA/EMP report should be prepared in accordance with the 

above additional TOR and should be submitted to the Ministry in accordance 

with the Notification 

40) Details of the cost to be spent on the activities and action plan specifying the 

timeline for completion of activities under Corporate Environment Responsibility 

as per Office Memorandum dated 01.05.2018 issued by the MoEFCC, New Delhi.  

41) Details of litigation pending against the project, if any, with direction /order 

passed by any Court of Law against the Project should be given. 

42) Additional project activities and environmental aspects may be added, if any, fill 

the impact matrix and carryout significance analysis for identifying the significant 

environmental aspects. Scale, sensitivity and duration of impacts; type, size and 

frequency of environmental aspects; applicable legal requirements; and 

concerns of interested parties and local public may be used as the basis for the 

significance analysis of the environmental aspects. 

43) The prescribed TORs would be valid for a period of three years for submission 

of the EIA/EMP reports, as per the O.M. No. J-11013/41/2006-IA.II (I) Part 

dated 08.10.2014. 

 

B.ADDITIONAL SPECIFIC TORS DECIDED DURING MEETING OF SEAC 
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(i) The project proponent shall submit permission from PSIEC for water supply. 

(ii) The project proponent shall submit detailed water balance.’ 

(iii) The project proponent shall provide rain water harvesting tanks for the roof top 

water and the same be utilised to meet with the requirement of the process 

water. 

(iv) The project proponent shall submit permission of PPCB for shifting and setting 

up of the CBWTF in Focal Point, Chanalon, Kurali, Distt. SAS Nagar. 

(v) If any part of the data/information submitted by the project proponent is found 

to be false or misleading at any stage, then SEIAA & SEAC will not be 

responsible for the expenditure incurred on the project due to issuance of this 

ToR or subsequent work carried out by the project proponent for conducting 

EIA study or for any other activity related to the project.  

(vi) Mandatory clearances under Pollution Control laws.  

(vii) Location of the borewell will be isolated from the rest of the facility and shall 

be at the farthest point from the contaminated area i.e. storage area / 

processing area/ vehicle washing area etc. The borewell will be properly capped 

and sealed from the top to avoid any seepage  

(viii) Anticipated generic environmental impacts due to incineration may be 

evaluated for significance and based on corresponding likely impacts, Valued 

Environmental Components (VECs) may be identified. Baseline studies may be 

conducted for all the concerned VECs and likely impacts will have to be assessed 

for their magnitude in order to identify mitigation measures. 

(ix) Details of impact on water body and mitigation measures during rainy season. 

(x) Minimize the water consumption in the facility by segregation of used water, 

practicing cascade use and by recycling treated water back into the 

process/water scrubbing for APCD. 

(xi) ETP for treatment of waste water & reutilization of the treated water for 

core/non-core activities so as to achieve Zero liquid Discharge from the facility.  

(xii) Details of the cost to be spent on the activities and action plan specifying the 

timeline for completion of activities under Corporate Environment Responsibility 

as per Office Memorandum dated 01.05.2018 issued by the MoEFCC, New 

Delhi.   
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(xiii) If any incompatible land use attributes fall within the study area, proponent 

shall describe the sensitivity (distance, area and significance) and propose the 

additional points based on significance for review and acceptance by the SEAC. 

Incompatible land use attributes include: 

 Public water supply areas from rivers/surface water bodies, from ground 
water 

 Scenic areas/tourism areas/hill resorts 
 Religious places, pilgrim centers that attract over 10 lakh pilgrims a year 
 Protected tribal settlements (notified tribal areas where industrial activity is 

not permitted) 
 Monuments of national significance, World Heritage Sites 
 Cyclone, Tsunami prone areas (based on last 25 years) 
 Airport areas 
 Any other feature as specified by the State or local government and other 

features as locally applicable, including prime agricultural lands, pastures, 
migratory corridors, etc. 

The following general points shall be noted: 

(i) The EIA document shall be printed on both sides, as for as possible. 

(ii) All documents shall be properly indexed, page numbered. 

(iii) Period/date of data collection shall be clearly indicated. 

(iv) The letter/application for environmental clearance shall quote the MOEF / 

SEIAA file No. and also attach a copy of the letter. 

(v) The copy of the letter received from the Ministry / SEIAA shall be also 

attached as an annexure to the final EIA-EMP Report. 

(vi) The index of the final EIA-EMP report must indicate the specific chapter and 

page no. of the EIA-EMP Report. 

(vii) While preparing the EIA report, the instructions for the proponents and 

instructions for the consultants issued by MOEF vide notification dated 

03.03.2016 which is available on the website of this Ministry shall also be 

followed. 

(viii) The consultants involved in the preparation of EIA-EMP report after 

accreditation with Quality Council of India (QCI) /National Accreditation 

Board of Education and Training (NABET) would need to include a certificate 

in this regard in the EIA-EMP reports prepared by them and data provided 

by other organization/Laboratories including their status of approvals etc. 
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Name of the Consultant and the Accreditation details shall be posted on the 

EIA-EMP Report as well as on the cover of the Hard Copy of the Presentation 

material for EC presentation. 

 TORs' prescribed by the State Expert Appraisal Committee (Industry) shall 
be considered for preparation of EIA-EMP report for the project in addition 
to all the relevant information as per the 'Generic Structure of EIA' given in 
Appendix III and III A in the EIA Notification,2006. Where the documents 
provided are in a language other than English, an English translation shall 
be provided. The draft EIA-EMP report shall be submitted to the State 
Pollution Control Board of the concerned State for conduct of Public Hearing. 
The SPCB shall conduct the Public Hearing/public consultation, district-wise, 
as per the provisions of EIA notification, 2006. The Public Hearing shall be 
chaired by an Officer not below the rank of Additional District Magistrate. 
The issues raised in the Public Hearing and during the consultation process 
and the commitments made by the project proponent on the same shall be 
included separately in EIA-EMP Report in a separate chapter and 
summarized in a tabular chart with financial budget (capital and revenue) 
along with time-schedule of implementation for complying with the 
commitments made. The final EIA report shall be submitted to the SEIAA 
Punjab for obtaining environmental clearance.
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Item No. 185.25 Application for obtaining environmental 
clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for the 
development of Integrated Township namely “Mohali Hills” at 
Sectors-98, 99, 105, 106, 108, 109 and 110, SAS Nagar, Mohali, 
Punjab developed by M/s EMAAR MGF Land Ltd. (Proposal no. 
SIA/PB/NCP/25837/2017). 

SEAC observed as under: - 

History of the case 

   M/s Emaar MGF Land Private Ltd.had applied for issuance of TOR 

under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for area development project namely “Mohali Hills” 

at Sector-98, 99, 105, 106, 108, 109 & 110, SAS Nagar (Mohali), Punjab. The project is 

covered under category 8 (b) of the Schedule appended to the said notification. Earlier the 

project was accorded EC by MoEF, Govt. of India vide letter no. 21-171/2007-IA.III dated 

18.06.2008 for developing an integrated township in an area of 888.50 acre at Sector 98, 

105, 108 & 109, SAS Nagar, Mohali. Out of this, initially development work was planned 

for 601.5 acre as mentioned in the MoEF letter. The work was started on site but due to 

recession in the market and financial crisis project could not be completed and construction 

work was stopped at the site. Thereafter, the planning has been finalized for 625.35 acre 

out of the total land of 888.50 acre at Sector-98, 99, 105, 106, 108, 109 & 110, SAS Nagar 

(Mohali). Further, the Northern Regional office of MoEF, Chandigarh vide letter no. 5-

131/2008-RO(NZ) dated 08.02.2012 has clarified that geographical features of the sectors 

are identical but only the nomenclature of the sectors has been changed. The details of 

the project are as under: -  

 The total plot area of the project will be 625.35 acre in the revenue estate of Sector-

98, 108 & 109, SAS Nagar (Mohali), Punjab. The breakup of area is as Area under 

park is 42.83 acre, area under facilities 43.20 acre, area under roads is 166 acre, 

Area under residential (plotted + group housing) is 242.03 acre, area under 

commercial is 7.01 acre. Thus, the net planned area is 501.07 acre. Area under EWS 

is 31.27 acre. Area under commercial and mix land use is 49.12 acre, reserved area 

is 43.89 acre. Thereby, total area becomes 625.35 acre. 

 The total built up area of the project will be 861844.852 sqm. 

 The total cost of the project including land and development cost is Rs. 2108.286 

crore. 

 The layout plan of the project has been approved by Department of Town & Country 

Planning, Punjab vide letter no. 8167/MTR-2 dated 15.012.2014. 
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 The project consists of the following: - 

a) Residential plots i.e. 178 plots in Sector-98, 115 plots in Sector-99, 169 plots 

in Sector-104, 461 plots in Sector-105, 77 plots in Sector-106, 808 plots in 

Sector-108, 1375 plots in Sector-109 & 09 plots in Sector-110. The total area 

under Residential plots is 224.11 acre. 

b) Group Housing in Sector 105 & 109 with area 14.08 acre and 3.84 

respectively. The total area of Group housing is 17.92 acre. 

c) Area under Commercial is 0.83 acre in Sector-98, 6.18 acre in Sector-105. 

The total area is 7.01 acre. 

d) The area under EWS is 2.42 acre in Sector -99, 1.11 acre in Sector-104, 7.57 

acre in Sector-109 and 20.17 acre in Sector-110. 

e) Public facilities like Schools, Community Centre, Health Centre, Dispensary, 

Religious Building, Post Office and Crèche. 

 Total population will be 65,629 persons. 

 The total water requirement will be 13,744 KLD which includes fresh water 

requirement as 10,584 KLD. The total waste water generation will be 11,374 KLD 

which will be treated in existing three STPs of capacity 100 KLD, 100 KLD, 10 KLD 

& proposed two STPs of capacity 3.7 MLD & 7.6 MLD.  

 The water balance detail for the Sectors 98, 99, 104, 105 & 106 is as under: 

The domestic demand will be 4558 KLD which includes fresh water @3500 KLD. The 

waste water generated @3646 KLD will be treated in existing STP of capacity 100 

KLD and proposed STP of capacity 3.7 MLD. The treated water @3573 KLD will be 

utilized i.e. in summer season, the project proponent has proposed to utilize 1058 

KL/day of treated wastewater for flushing purpose, 419 KLD will be utilized for 

horticulture purposes & 2096 KLD will be discharged into GMADA sewer. In winter 

season, 1058 KL/day of treated wastewater for flushing purpose, 137 KLD will be 

utilized for horticulture purposes & 2378 KLD will be discharged into GMADA sewer. 

In rainy season, 1058 KL/day of treated wastewater for flushing purpose, 38 KLD 

will be utilized for horticulture purposes & 2584 KLD will be discharged into GMADA 

sewer, the wet weather flow @109 KLD has been considered in the rainy season. 

 The water balance detail for the Sectors 108, 109 & 110 is as under: 

The domestic demand will be 9186 KLD which includes fresh water @7084 KLD. The 

waste water generated @7349 KLD will be treated in existing STP of capacity 100 

KLD, 10 KLD and proposed STP of capacity 7.6 MLD. The treated water @7202 KLD 

will be utilized i.e. in summer season, the project proponent has proposed to utilize 

2102 KL/day of treated wastewater for flushing purpose, 535 KLD will be utilized for 

horticulture purposes & 4565 KLD will be discharged into GMADA sewer. In winter 

season, 2102 KL/day of treated wastewater for flushing purpose, 175 KLD will be 

utilized for horticulture purposes & 4925 KLD will be discharged into GMADA sewer. 

In rainy season, 2102 KL/day of treated wastewater for flushing purpose, 49 KLD 

will be utilized for horticulture purposes & 5316 KLD will be discharged into GMADA 

sewer, the wet weather flow @270 KLD has been considered in the rainy season. 
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 The 8 number of recharging pits in Sector 108, 6 number recharging pits in Sector 

109 have already been constructed and 6 number recharging pits in Sector 108 and 

8 number recharging pits in Sector 109 have been proposed. Further, 8 number 

recharging pits have been constructed and 8 number recharging pits have been 

proposed in Sector 105 to recharge ground water. 

 Total power requirement for the project will be 65106 KVA which will be provided 

by PSPCL. The project proponent has proposed to install 13 nos. of Silent DG sets 

as a backup with total capacity of 11330 KVA and the breakup is (2x380 + 2x500 + 

7x1010 + 2x1250) KVA. 

 Solid waste generation from the project will be 28,750 Kg/day. 

 The project proponent submitted the proposed Terms of Reference (TORs). 

  Sh. Malvinder Singh, Member (SEAC) and Dr. S.S. Virdi Member (SEAC) were 

requested vide email dated 16.02.2017 to check the latest status of construction at site 

and submit the report so that further action in the matter can be taken. The site has been 

visited by SEAC members on 21.02.2017. It has been informed by the visiting members 

telephonically that visit report is being prepared and will be placed before SEAC during the 

meeting. 

  The case was considered by SEAC in its 155th meeting held on 23.02.2017, 

which was attended by the following on behalf of project proponent:  

(i) Sh. Shishir Lal, Head - SEC, of the promoter company. 

(ii) Ms. Priyanka Anand, Manager-EIA, M/s EQMS India Pvt. Ltd., Environment 

Consultant of the project proponent.  

  On perusal of visit report received from visiting SEAC Members, the SEAC 

observed that there is no construction undertaken by the project proponent at the project 

site however, the construction activity was going on the plotted sites in sector 98. The 

visiting SEAC members categorically stated that the project proponent is complying with 

conditions of environmental clearance previously granted by MoEF. 

  However, the SEAC further observed that total plot area is 625.35 acre which 

is more than 150 hectare. As per amendment dated 09.12.2016 in Schedule-I of EIA 

notification dated 14.09.2006, the projects having development area ≥ 150 hectare or built 

up area ≥3 lacs sqm have been categorized as category A projects and are to be appraised 

and decided by the MoEF & CC, New Delhi. As such, the competency to appraise and decide 

the present case lies with MoEF 
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  After deliberations, the SEAC decided to recommend to SEIAA that the project 

proponent be asked to apply to MoEF & CC, New Delhi and the present application be 

rejected. 

  The case was considered by SEIAA in its 120th meeting held on 16.03.2017, 

which was attended by the following on behalf of project proponent:  

(i) Sh. Shishir Lal, Head - SEC, of the promoter company. 

(ii) Ms. Priyanka Anand, Manager-EIA, M/s EQMS India Pvt. Ltd., Environment 

Consultant of the project proponent   

  The SEIAA observed that total plot area is 625.35 acre which is more than 

150 hectare. As per amendment dated 09.12.2016 in Schedule-I of EIA notification dated 

14.09.2006, the projects having development area ≥ 150 hectare or built up area ≥3 lacs 

sqm have been categorized as A projects and are to be appraised and decided by the MoEF 

& CC, New Delhi.  

  The present Environment Clearance application filed by the project proponent 

online with SEIAA Punjab is required to be transferred to MoEF&CC, New Delhi but there 

is no provision in the online web portal to transfer the Environment Clearance application 

by SEIAA, Punjab to MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The application has to be decided as otherwise 

it will keep reflecting in the pending Environment Clearance applications/ cases. The SEIAA 

observed that it has no other option except to reject the Environment Clearance application 

in order to clear it from the web portal.  

After detailed deliberations, the SEIAA decided as under: - 

(i) Reject the application for issuance of TOR under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for 

area development project i.e. Integrated Township namely “Mohali Hills” in the revenue 

estate of Sector-98, 99, 105, 106, 108, 109 &110, SAS Nagar (Mohali), Punjab 

developed by M/s Emaar MGF Land Private Ltd as there is no provision on the web 

portal (www.environmental clearance.nic.in) to transfer the same by SEIAA to 

MoEF&CC, New Delhi and there is no option left with SEIAA to decide/clear the pending 

application from web portal except rejecting it.  

(ii) Project proponent be informed to apply fresh application to MoEF & CC, New Delhi. 

   Accordingly, both decisions of the SEIAA have been conveyed vide 

letter no. 223 dated 21.03.2017 to the project proponent. 

   Thereafter, fresh application having proposal no. IA/PB/NCP/63474/2017 was 
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submitted online to the MoEF&CC on 25.03.2017 for obtaining Terms of References for the 

project under category 8 (b) i.e. Township & area development project of the EIA 

Notification, 14.09.2006. The case was accepted by MoEF&CC on on 11.05.2017. 

Thereafter, ToR was issued on 13.06.2017. EIA Report along with other documents as per 

TOR was submitted to MoEF&CC GOI on 19.09.2017.  

   MoEF&CC has issued OM dated 03.04.2018 wherein, following has been decided for 

compliance with immediate effect: - 

1. All pending applications before the Environmental Cell shall be considered by the 

respective State Environment Impact Assessment Authority (SEIAA) in different 

States/UTs.  

2. All proposals relating to category A of item 8(b) of the schedule to the EIA Notification, 

14.09.2006 Notification, 2006, received in the Ministry in pursuance of the Notification 

dated 9th December, 2016, but not appraised so far by the sectoral Expert Appraisal 

Committee (EAC) in the Ministry, shall be considered by the respective SEAC/SEIAA in 

different States/UTs.  

3. All building/construction projects/townships and area development projects, covered 

under item 8(a) &(b) of the schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006, shall continue to be 

dealt by the respective SEIAA/SEAC in different States/, as per the extant provisions 

contained in the EIA Notification, 2006.  

4. For the transferred applications, the SEAC/SEIAA shall consider the remaining 

process/stages other than those already completed at the MOEF&CC. The 

process/stages already completed at the MOEF&CC shall not be started de-novo by the 

SEAC/SEIAA.  

5. The seniority of the applications being transferred to the SEAC/SEIAA shall be 

considered based on their date of application to the MOEF&CC. 

Present Case 

   Now, in compliance to the OM dated 03.04.2018 issued by the MoEF&CC, application 

(New Proposal no. SIA/PB/NCP/25837/2017) has been submitted online to SEIAA, Punjab 

for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for the 

development of Integrated Township namely “Mohali Hills” at Sectors-98, 99, 105, 106, 

108, 109 and 110, SAS Nagar, Mohali, Punjab. The project proponent has submitted the 

EIA report prepared on basis of ToR issued by MoEF&CC alongwith with the application.  



 
 

148 
 

The case was considered by SEAC in the 168th meeting held on 22.06.2018 and 

the same was attended by the following on behalf of project proponent:  

(i) Sh. Shishir Lal, Head-SEC of the promoter company. 

(ii) Sh. Sandeep Garg, M/s ECO laboratories & Consultants Pvt. Ltd.,  

The SEAC allowed the project proponent to present the EIA report and the 

Environmental Consultant started giving presentation of EIA report. The SEAC observed 

that following observations are required to be dealt with before its case is considered for 

grant of the EC: - 

1) The project proponent is required to submit a copy of acknowledgement along with 

copy of complete application submitted online to DFO for obtaining forest clearance 

under Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980 for 05 accesses to site from main Landra- 

Banur Road.  

2) The project proponent is required to submit year-wise CA certificate with effect from 

2013. 

3) The project proponent is required to submit sector-wise no. of flats earlier and 

proposed now. 

4) The project proponent is required to submit the status of construction of each sector 

with the following details: - 

Sr No.  Sector Total flats Already 

constructed 

Balance 

Nos Nos Nos 

     

5) Project proponent shall obtain a letter from GMADA regarding when the outfall sewer 

will be laid in the vicinity of the project. 

6) The project proponent is required to submit detail storm water management plan 

including recharging wells with calculations. 

7) The project proponent is required to submit the detail Solid waste management plan. 

8) The project proponent is required to submit green area requirements. Whether Green 

area has been provided as per the EIA manual. 

9) The project proponent shall compare base line data generated at the time of earlier 

Environmental clearance and data generated proposed now. 
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10) Whether Sampling station for air, water noise etc. are same and if yes, same is 

required to be justified according to the EIA manual. 

11) The compliance should be with respect to rain water only and para regarding treated 

effluent should be excluded. 

12)  The project proponent is required to provide the proposal of Energy saving for 

Common area, community area and roof top area of group housing project. Solar 

Power / Solar power generation should be considered in the proposal.  

13) The project proponent is required to presented the Traffic management plan.  

  After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and ask the 

project proponent to submit reply to the aforesaid observations. The project proponent will 

present the complete presentation after incorporating the reply to the aforesaid 

observations.  

   Accordingly, ADS was raised through online facility available on web portal of 

MoEF&CC, New Delhi i.e. www.environmentclearance.nic.in. 

   Now, the project proponent has uploaded the reply of the aforesaid 

observations on the web portal and is reproduced is as under: -  

Sr.No
. 

OBSERVATIONS REPLY 

1.  The project proponent is required 
to submit a copy of 
acknowledgement along with copy 
of complete application submitted 
online to DFO for obtaining forest 
clearance under Forest 
(Conservation) Act, 1980 for 05 
accesses to site from main 
Landran-Banur Road. 

Forest NOC has already been obtained from 
DFO for 05 accesses to site from main 
Landran- Banur Road; copy is enclosed as 
Annexure. 

2.  The project proponent is required 
to submit year-wise CA certificate 
with effect from 2013. 

The expense sheet detailing the 
expenditure starting from year 2013 to 
2017 is attached as Annexure. Balance 
sheets starting from 2013 will be attached 
during the time of hard copy submission.  
Brief details are as follows: 
However, from 2013 onwards, approx. 90% 
of the amount was spent on land purchases 
in Sector-105. Hard cost mainly includes 
internal fittings & fixtures and landscaping. 
While, in other sectors, roads, water supply, 
drainage, irrigation development took 
place. While, in Sector-99 & 108, fittings 
and fixtures were done in bungalows.  
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3.  The project proponent is required 
to submit sector-wise no. of flats 
earlier and proposed now. 

The details showing the comparison 
between earlier EC, after sector 
demarcation by MoEF and proposed now 
are mentioned in Annexure. Further, sector-
wise no. of plots / flats earlier and proposed 
now are also mentioned.  

4.  The project proponent is required 
to submit the status of 
construction of each sector with 
the following details: -  
Sr. 
No
. 

Se
cto
r 

To
tal 
Fla
ts  

Alread
y 

Constr
ucted 

Bal
anc
e 

  No
s. 

Nos. 
Nos

. 

     
     

 

The status of construction of each sector 
mentioning the said details is given below: 

Sr
. 
N
o. 

Sect
or Total 

Flats  

Already 
Construc

ted 

Balan
ce 

1. 105 696 696 Nil 
2. 109 Proposed Group Housing; 

exact no. of flats not yet 
decided. 

Apart from it, plots have also been 
constructed by the plot owners. Details of 
the same are mentioned in Annexure. 

5.  Project proponent shall obtain a 
letter from GMADA regarding 
when the outfall sewer will be laid 
in the vicinity of the project. 

Letter from GMADA regarding laying of 
trunk services has already been obtained 
earlier and copy of the same have been 
submitted and is attached as Annexure. 
Further, it is to assure you that in absence 
of trunk GMADA sewer; treated water 
obtained from STP will be reused for 
flushing, horticulture and excess will be 
used for construction activities. 

6.  The project proponent is required 
to submit detail storm water 
management plan including 
recharging wells with calculations. 

Residential Plots having plot area of 400 
sq.m. or above (i.e. 407 plots) shall have 
roof top rain water recharging system 
within the plot to recharge the ground 
water as per the specific design. Individual 
plot owners will be responsible for provision 
of rain water recharging within their plot i.e. 
407 recharging pits will be constructed by 
individual plot owners. 
 
While, for other areas, rain water 
recharging is being done by the project 
proponent. Detailed rain water recharging 
calculations are attached as Annexure. The 
Plan showing location of rainwater 
recharging pits will be submitted during the 
time of hard copy submission. Nos. of rain 
water recharging pits proposed in total and 
constructed at present within individual 
sectors are given below:  
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Sector 
Name 

Total 
Recharging 
Pits 

Constructed 
at present 

Sector 
98 

8 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 14 
Number 
Boreholes. 

Nil 
 

Sector 
99 

2 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 3 
Number 
Boreholes. 

Nil 

Sector 
104 

2 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 3 
Number 
Boreholes. 

Nil 

Sector 
105 

8 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 16 
Number 
Boreholes. 

7 Numbers 
Recharge 
structures 
with 11 
numbers 
Boreholes 

Sector 
106 

1 Number 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 2 
Number 
Boreholes. 

1 Number 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 2 
Number 
Boreholes. 

Sector 
108 

16 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 23 
Number 
Boreholes. 

9 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 12 
Number 
Boreholes. 

Sector 
109 

12 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 24 
Number 
Boreholes. 

7 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 11 
Number 
Boreholes. 

Sector 
110 

2 Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 3 

Nil 
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Number 
Boreholes. 

Total 52 
Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 88 
Number 
Boreholes. 

24 
Numbers 
Recharge 
Structures 
with 36 
Number 
Boreholes. 

 

7.  The project proponent is required 
to submit the detail Solid waste 
management plan 

About 28,750 kg/day (@ 0.40 
kg/capita/day for residential and @ 0.20 
kg/capita/day for commercial) of the solid 
waste will be generated once colony is fully 
established. The solid waste will be duly 
segregated within the project into three 
separate streams namely Bio-degradable or 
wet waste, Non-biodegradable or dry waste 
and Domestic hazardous waste. Solid waste 
will be managed as per Solid Waste 
Management Rules, 2016. Solid waste 
Management Plan is attached as Annexure.  

8.  The project proponent is required 
to submit green area 
requirements. Whether Green 
area has been provided as per the 
EIA manual. 

As per EIA Manual, there is as such no 
green area requirement. However, as per 
T&CP, Chandigarh; layout plan has been 
approved with green area of 1,73,326.86 
sq.m. (or 42.83 acres) (i.e. 6.85% of overall 
project area) which is more than 
permissible green area requirement of 6% 
of total plot area. 6989 trees / shrubs have 
been planted within the existing project; 
details of the same are enclosed as 
Annexure.  

9.  The project proponent shall 
compare base line data generated 
at the time of earlier 
Environmental clearance and data 
generated proposed now. 

Agreed. The comparison of baseline data 
generated at the time of earlier 
Environmental clearance and data 
generated proposed now is attached as 
Annexure. 

10.  Whether Sampling station for air, 
water noise etc. are same and if 
yes, same is required to be 
justified according to the EIA 
manual. 

As per EIA Manual, Ambient air Monitoring 
network should have minimum one location 
in upwind side and two sites in downwind 
side / impact zone. Locations of Ambient Air 
quality monitoring stations are decided 
based on meteorological conditions like 
wind speed, wind direction, temperature, 
etc.; selected pollution pockets in the area 
and likely impact areas. Thus, four 
monitoring locations have been selected i.e. 
Project Site (Theme Park near Plot no. 106 
in Sector-105), Gurudwara Sahib Park in 
Village- Chaomajra; Agriculture Land in 



 
 

153 
 

Village- Bhagomajra and Agriculture Land in 
Village- Dhurali.  
With respect to water monitoring stations 
as per manual; set of grab samples for 
ground water is to be collected; thus, water 
samples were collected from same 
locations. As per soil monitoring locations; 
samples were collected from the same 
villages.     
Regarding noise monitoring stations, 
monitoring is to be done in identified area 
and once in season. Thus, same locations 
have been selected for noise monitoring.  

11.  The compliance should be with 
respect to rain water only and para 
regarding treated effluent should 
be excluded. 

This is in regard to TOR Compliance point 
No. 11 i.e. Rain water harvesting proposals 
should be made with due safeguards for 
ground water quality. Maximize recycling of 
water and utilization of rain water. Examine 
details. 
Reply: Rain Water Harvesting is feasible in 
the project area and for this purpose, the 
runoff generated from the roof of the 
buildings, roads, paved area, lawns & open 
area is to be channelized through 
construction of storm water drains.  
 
Residential Plots having plot area of 400 
sq.m. or above (i.e. 407 plots) shall have 
roof top rain water recharging system 
within the plot to recharge the ground 
water as per the specific design. Individual 
plot owners will be responsible for provision 
of rain water recharging within their plot i.e. 
407 recharging pits will be constructed by 
individual plot owners. 
While, for other areas, rain water 
recharging is being done by the project 
proponent. Detailed rain water recharging 
calculations are attached as Annexure. The 
Plan showing location of rainwater 
recharging pits will be submitted during the 
time of hard copy submission. Details of 
nos. of rain water recharging pits proposed 
in total and constructed at present within 
individual sectors are given in reply of Point 
no. 6. 

12.  The project proponent is required 
to provide the proposal of Energy 
saving for Common area, 
community area and roof top area 

LED street lights have been used instead of 
MH lamps within the sectors of project. 
Energy saving calculations showing the 
same is enclosed as Annexure. 
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of group housing project. Solar 
Power / Solar power generation 
should be considered in the 
proposal. 

Also, 40 Nos. having 100 lt. capacity of solar 
panels has been provided for solar water 
heating systems in Group Housing of 
Sector-105. Terrace drawing showing 
location of solar panels will be submitted in 
hard copy. 

13.  The project proponent is required 
to present the Traffic 
management plan. 

Traffic survey was carried out and traffic 

study report is attached as Annexure. 

The case was considered by the SEAC in its 178th meeting held on 15.04.2019, which was 

attended by the following: - 

 Sh. Shishir Lal, Head Sustainability Excellence Centre, on behalf of project proponent. 

 Sh. Sandeep Garg, EIA-co-ordinator, M/s Eco-laboratories& Consultants Pvt. Ltd., 
Mohali, Environment Consultant of the promoter company. 

 Ms. Simran, FAE, M/s Eco-laboratories & Consultants Pvt. Ltd, Environment Consultant 
of the promoter company. 

 

SEAC perused the reply submitted by the project proponent and observed that earlier 

Environmental Clearance was expired in year 2013. However, the CA certificate suggests 

increase in fixed assets after 2013 also. Though, the representative of project proponent 

contested that majority of the expenditure was made on purchase of land, fittings fixtures 

of already accomplished works and environmental management components besides repair 

and maintenance work, SEAC was not satisfied with the replies.  

One of the member observed that after the sector demarcation, Project area initially 

envisioned to be sector  98, 105, 108 & 109 has instead been marked as Sector 98, 99,104, 

105,106, 108, 109 & 110 SAS Nagar, Mohali as mentioned by the Northern Regional office 

of MoEF, Chandigarh vide letter no. 5-131/2008-RO(NZ) dated 08.02.2012. Whereas, as 

per the present agenda it had obtained revised TOR for Sector 98, 99, 105,106, 108, 109 

& 110. There is no reference of Sector 104 either in TOR application issued by MoEF&CC 

nor in present EC application filed before SEIAA, Punjab. Moreover, the project proponent 

is required to clarify the status of EC application earlier filed before MOEF& CC on 

19.09.2017 

The Project Proponent assured to look into this aspect and agreed to clarify in writing. 
 

Following queries were raised to which the project proponent and his Environmental 

Consultant sought time: 
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(a) To clarify as to whether the area of Sector 104 still comes under proposed 
application as same has not been mentioned in the TOR issued by MOEF&CC as 
well as in the present EC application submitted to the SEIAA, Punjab. If not 
reasons thereof.  

(b) Further, the project proponent is required to clarify the status of EC application 
earlier filed before MOEF& CC on 19.09.2017 

(c) Project proponent is required to submit the bifurcated details of amount spent 
from year 2013 (After expiry of EC) duly certified by a Chartered Accountant (CA) 
in the prescribed table given below: 

Year Capital investment (In Lacs) Expenditure on EMP 
related activities STP, 
green area, etc  
(in lacs) 

Expenditure 
on Repair & 
Maintenance 
of old 
buildings / 
development 
work/  
constructed 
before expiry 
of EC and 
water/ 
electricity Bills 
etc 
(in lacs) 

Others 
(specify) 

Land 
 

New 
Const.  
 

Fitting/ 
fixtures etc. 
to complete 
old building 
constructed 
before 
expiry of EC 

Development 
works like 
Road, sewer, 
W/S, Power 
House, etc 

Capital 
Cost 

Operational
/ 
Maintenanc
e Cost 

2013 (After 
expiry of 
EC) – 2014 

        

2014-15         
2015-16         
2016-17         
2017-18         
2018-19         

 

(d) Sector wise details of flats constructed by the company or House constructed by 
the individual before & after date of expiry of EC to be provided in the following 
table: 

 

Sector Year Status of construction of Flats/ other 
establishments to be made by Company 

Status of construction of Houses/ other 
establishments to be made by individual plot owners 

Proposed at 
the time of EC 

Constructed Balance  Proposed at the 
time of EC 

Constructed Balance  

98 Before expiry of EC 
in 2013 

      

After expiry of EC in 
2013  till date 

      

99 Before expiry of EC 
in 2013 

      

After expiry of EC in 
2013  till date 

      

104 Before expiry of EC 
in 2013 

      

After expiry of EC in 
2013  till date 

      

105  ---do---       

       

106        
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(e) Details of allotment letters issued / sale deed executed for plots/ flats/ other 
establishments belonging to the project,  after the expiry of Environmental 
Clearance in year 2013? 

(f) Details of the present occupancy and occupancy likely to be increased in the 
coming 3-5 years. 

(g) Present generation of waste water and quantity of expected waste water after 
3-5 years along with the details of utilization/ disposal of present waste water 
generated at present and after 3-5 years. 

(h) Revised rain water harvesting calculations to be submitted considering peak hour 
rainfall. 

(i) Fresh traffic study for 03 days considering the operation of new lanes in the 
vicinity such as sector 98,99 and sector 105 & 106 dividing roads. 

 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to defer the case and asked 

the project proponent to submit the reply to aforesaid observations so that further 

action in the matter can be taken. 

The project proponent has now submitted the reply which is placed at 

Annexure-4. 

The case could not be considered by the SEAC due to paucity of time 

and it was decided that the case be placed in the next meeting on priority basis.  

  

108        

       

109        

       

110        
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Item No. 185.26 Application for issuance of TORs for obtaining 
environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 
14.09.2006 for the development of commercial project 
namely “Judicial Court Complex and District 
Administrative Complex”, District Tarn Taran, Punjab by 
Executive Engineer, Construction Division no. 1, PWD (B& 
R), Court Road, Amritsar. (Old Proposal No. SIA/PB/NCP 
/52903 /2016 for EC, New Proposal No. 
SIA/PB/NCP/25479/2018 for TORs) 

SEAC observed as under: - 

   The Executive Engineer, Construction Division no. 1, PWD (B & 

R), has applied for obtaining environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 

14.09.2006 for the development of project namely “Judicial Court Complex and District 

Administrative Complex, Punjab. The project is covered under category 8 (a) of the 

Schedule appended to the said notification.  

   The case was considered by the SEAC in its 148th meeting held 

on 19.07.2016, which was attended by the following: - 

1) Sh. Daljit Singh, Executive Engineer, PWD, B & R, Amritsar on behalf of project 
proponent. 

2) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, SDO, B & R, Amritsar on behalf of project proponent. 

3) Sh. Vishal Duggal, FAE, Air Pollution, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste Management, 
Environmental Consultant of the promoter Company 

   The SEAC observed that the project proponent has already carried out 

construction without getting prior environmental clearance which is in violation of EIA 

notification dated 14.09.2006 and thus liable for credible action in view of the circular 

dated 12.12.12 and 27.06.2013 issued by MoEF. A complaint u/s 15,17 of the 

Environment (Protection) Act,1986 filed by PPCB in the court of Hon’ble CJM, Tarn 

Taran is not as per the procedure laid down in the OM dated 12.12.12 and 27.06.2013 

issued by MoEF. Also, in case of violation by any Deptt. Of Govt., section 17 of the 

Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 is followed which is provided as under: - 

“(1) Where an offence under this Act has been committed by any Department 

of Government, the Head of the Department shall be deemed to be guilty of 

the offence and shall be liable to be proceeded against and punished 

accordingly. 

Provided that nothing contained in this section shall render such Head of the 

Department liable to any punishment if he proves that the offence was 
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committed without his knowledge or that he exercised all due diligence to 

prevent the commission of such offence. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1), where an offence 

under this Act has been committed by a Department of Government and it is 

proved that the offence has been committed with the consent or connivance 

of, or is attributable to any neglect on the part of, any officer, other than the 

Head of the Department, such officer shall also be deemed to be guilty of that 

offence and shall be liable to be proceeded against and punished accordingly” 

   But in present case, a complaint has been filed by PPCB against the 

Executive Engineer & SDE of PWD (B & R) as well as Sub Divisional Magistrate, Tarn 

Taran but not against the HOD of PWD (B& R) i.e. Chief Engineer.  

   After detailed deliberations, the SEAC decided to forward the case to 

SEIAA with the following recommendations: 

a) To ask the project proponent to submit a formal resolution passed by the Board 

of Directors of the Company or by the Managing Committee /CEO of the 

Society, Trust, partnership /individually owned concern /Competent Authority, 

within 60 days, mentioning that violations will not be repeated in future and in 

the meantime, the project may be delisted. In the eventuality of not having any 

response from the project proponent within the prescribed limit of 60 days, the 

project file may be closed.  

b) For initiating credible action against project proponent /responsible persons 

/Promoter Company under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 due to start 

of construction activities of the project without obtaining Environmental 

Clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006. The names of all the 

Directors as mentioned in the Memorandum & Article of Association submitted 

by the project proponent alongwith applicant be sent to Punjab Pollution 

Control Board as project proponent(s)/persons responsible. 

c) Once action as per point a & b mentioned above have been taken, the 

concerned case will be dealt with and processed as per the prescribed 

procedure for dealing with cases for grant of TORs /Environment Clearance 

/CRZ Clearance and appropriate recommendation made by the EAC/decision 

taken by the Ministry as per the merit of the case. 
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d) For issuance of directions under Section 5 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 

1986 to restrain the promoter company from carrying out any further 

construction activity of the project till the environmental clearance under EIA 

notification dated 14.09.2006 is obtained.  

  However, the above mentioned recommendations are subject to the final order 

of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in matter of civil appeal no. 7191-7192/2015 

as may be applicable to this project and decision of any competent authority to the 

extent applicable. 

   In addition to above, the SEAC also decided that PPCB be asked to verify 

the status of such non compliances in other Districts of the State of Punjab and submit 

report within one month. 

  The case was considered by the SEIAA in its 113th meeting held on 

10.08.2016, which was attended by the following: - 

i) Sh. Daljit Singh, Executive Engineer, PWD, B & R, Amritsar on behalf of 

project proponent. 

ii) Sh. Vishal Duggal, Environmental Consultant, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste 

Management of the promoter Company 

The SEIAA observed that Punjab Pollution Control Board has already filed 

a complaint u/s 15, 17 of the Environmental Protection Act, 1986 before the Hon'ble 

Chief Judicial Magistrate, Tarn Taran due to the violation of the provisions of EIA 

Notification dated 14.09.2006. Therefore, there is no need to file fresh complaint 

under same section before the competent court of the Law for violating the provision 

of the EIA Notification dated 14.09.2006.  

  The SEIAA queried that what is the status of the construction of the 

project? In reply to this query, the project proponent submitted an undertaking to the 

effect that an affidavit has already been submitted indicating about 94% work of the 

project complete and the remaining were including only furnishing of interiors and 

furniture work, which was in progress at that time, has been completed. No further 

construction at the site has been carried out after submission of the application for 

Environmental Clearance. The undertaking submitted by the project proponent was 

taken on record by the SEIAA. The SEIAA observed that since the construction work 

of the building has already been completed, therefore, there is no need to issue 
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directions under Section 5 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 to restrain the 

promoter company from carrying out any further construction activity of the project 

till the environmental clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006.  

  Further, the SEIAA observed that being a Govt. Department, Executive 

Engineer, PWD (B & R), Amritsar in the already submitted affidavit 01.03.2016 has 

declared and affirmed at Sr. No. 2, 3 & 4 as under: 

 That, the violation regarding carrying construction activity without obtaining 

statutory Environmental Clearance was inadvertent and unintentional.  

 That, about 94% of the overall construction work has already been completed and 

there shall be no further construction/ development activity at the site till all 

statutory permission from the competent authorities are obtained. 

 That, there shall be no violation of any applicable legal requirement in future. 

  Therefore, there is no need to ask the project proponent to submit a 

formal resolution passed by the Board of Directors of the Company or by the Managing 

Committee /CEO of the Society, Trust, partnership /individually owned concern 

/Competent Authority, within 60 days. 

   After detailed deliberations, it was decided as under: 

i) Case be remand-back to SEAC for the appraisal of the Environmental Clearance of 

the project. 

ii) The matter regarding asking PPCB to verify the status of such non compliances in 

other Districts of the State of Punjab be placed before the combined meeting of 

SEIAA & SEAC for detailed deliberations. 

   The case was considered by the SEAC in its 149th meeting held on 

29.08.2016, which was attended by the following: - 

i) Sh. Daljit Singh, Executive Engineer, PWD, B & R, Amritsar on behalf of project 

proponent. 

ii) Sh. Vishal Duggal, Environmental Consultant, M/s Shivalik Solid Waste 

Management of the promoter Company 

   The SEAC allowed the project proponent to present the salient features 

of the project and the environmental consultant presented salient features.  

  The SEAC observed that following issues have not been 

addressed/clarified in the presentation: - 
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i) The project is located near to National Highway and there is possibility of 

involvement of forest land for the approach road to the project site. The project 

proponent is required to submit status of permission under Forest 

(Conservation) Act, 1980, if use of any forest land including approach to the 

project site from road is involved, then copy of acknowledgement alongwith set 

of application filed for obtaining forest clearance under Forest (Conservation) 

Act, 1980 be submitted. Alternatively, NOC from concerned DFO to the effect 

that no forest land including approach to project site from road is involved be 

submitted.  

ii) The project proponent has mentioned that treated trade effluent will be 

discharged into Patti drain, however, enough agricultural land is available 

adjoining to the project. Thus, project proponent shall make an agreement with 

nearby farmers for utilization of treated sewage and proposal for the same shall 

be submitted. 

iii) Proposal for Solar power generation as energy conservation measure shall be 

submitted. 

iv) Permission for abstraction of ground water is required to be submitted. 

    After deliberations, the SEAC decided that the project proponent is 

required to present the case completely and come out with revised presentation 

alongwith photographs & decided to defer the case till the project proponent submits 

the reply to the aforesaid observations.  

    Thereafter, the project proponent vide its letter number 1568 dated 

24.11.2016 had submitted the reply to the observations raised by the SEAC in its 149th 

meeting held on 29.08.2016 to this office.  

   The case was considered by the SEAC in its 156th meeting held on 

06.04.2017 but no representative from the project proponent side attended the 

meeting.  

   However, the SEAC observed that Ministry of Environment, Forest and 

Climate change, New Delhi vide Notification No. S.O. 804(E) dated 14.03.2017 has 

laid down the procedure to deal with the violation cases and has made the following 

amendments in the EIA Notification, 2006: - 
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a) In case the projects or activities requiring prior environmental clearance under 

Environment Impact Assessment Notification, 2006 from the concerned 

Regulatory Authority are brought for environmental clearance after starting the 

construction work, or have undertaken expansion, modernization, and change 

in product- mix without prior environmental clearance, these projects shall be 

treated as cases of violations and in such cases, even Category B projects which 

are granted environmental clearance by the State Environment Impact 

Assessment Authority constituted under sub-section (3) Section 3 of the 

Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 shall be appraised for grant of 

environmental clearance only by the Expert Appraisal Committee and 

environmental clearance will be granted at the Central level. 

b) In cases of violation, action will be taken against the project proponent by the 

respective State or State Pollution Control Board under the provisions of section 

19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 and further, no consent to operate 

or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project is granted the 

environmental clearance.  

c) The cases of violation will be appraised by respective sector Expert Appraisal 

Committees constituted under subsection (3) of Section 3 of the Environment 

(Protection) Act, 1986 with a view to assess that the project has been 

constructed at a site which under prevailing laws is permissible and expansion 

has been done which can be run sustainably under compliance of 

environmental norms with adequate environmental safeguards; and in case, 

where the finding of the Expert Appraisal Committee is negative, closure of the 

project will be recommended along with other actions under the law.  

d) In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-

para (4) above are affirmative, the projects under this category will be 

prescribed the appropriate Terms of Reference for undertaking Environment 

Impact Assessment and preparation of Environment Management Plan. 

Further, the Expert Appraisal Committee will prescribe a specific Terms of 

Reference for the project on assessment of ecological damage, remediation 

plan and natural and community resource augmentation plan and it shall be 

prepared as an independent chapter in the environment impact assessment 
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report by the accredited consultants. The collection and analysis of data for 

assessment of ecological damage, preparation of remediation plan and natural 

and community resource augmentation plan shall be done by an environmental 

laboratory duly notified under Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, or a 

environmental laboratory accredited by National Accreditation Board for Testing 

and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of a Council of Scientific and 

Industrial Research institution working in the field of environment. 

e) The Expert Appraisal Committee shall stipulate the implementation of 

Environmental Management Plan, comprising remediation plan and natural and 

community resource augmentation plan corresponding to the ecological 

damage assessed and economic benefit derived due to violation as a condition 

of environmental clearance. 

f) The project proponent will be required to submit a bank guarantee equivalent 

to the amount of remediation plan and Natural and Community Resource 

Augmentation Plan with the State Pollution Control Board and the quantification 

will be recommended by Expert Appraisal Committee and finalized by 

Regulatory Authority and the bank guarantee shall be deposited prior to the 

grant of environmental clearance and will be released after successful 

implementation of the remediation plan and Natural and Community Resource 

Augmentation Plan, and after the recommendation by regional office of the 

Ministry, Expert Appraisal Committee and approval of the Regulatory Authority. 

 The SEAC observed that as per amendment as mentioned at (a) above, 

violation cases of even category “B” projects which are granted Environment Clearance 

by SEIAA are to appraised for grant of Environment Clearance only by the EAC and 

Environment Clearance is to be granted at Central level. As such, the present case 

also lies in the competency of the MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The present Environment 

Clearance application filed by the project proponent online with SEIAA Punjab is 

required to be transferred to MoEF&CC, New Delhi. 

 After detailed deliberations, the SEAC decided to recommend to SEIAA as 

under:- 

(i) To reject the application for issuance of environmental clearance under EIA 

notification dated 14.09.2006 for the development of commercial project namely 
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“Judicial Court Complex and District Administrative Complex”, District Tarn Taran, 

Punjab.  

(ii) Project proponent be informed to apply fresh application at the Central level as per 

the provisions of amended EIA Notification, 2006. 

(iii) The proceedings be also sent to the Punjab Pollution Control Board for taking 

necessary action as per the provisions of sub para (3) of the para 13 of the 

amended Notification dated 14.03.2017.  

  The case was considered by SEIAA in its 121st meeting held on 

20.04.2017, but no representative from the project proponent side attended the 

meeting.  

   After deliberations, the SEIAA decided to defer the case. 

  As the term for SEIAA & SEAC was coming to an end on 05.05.2017, the 

status of pending cases was discussed in the 123rd meeting of SEIAA held on 

04.05.2017 wherein, it was decided that list of the EC application (with online 

application no. and project name) of the violation cases which were deferred in 121st 

meeting of SEIAA held on 20.04.2017 be forward to the MoEF&CC, New Delhi and the 

project proponents be informed to approach the MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The instant 

case was also amongst the pending violation cases. Accordingly, record file of the case 

was sent vide SEIAA letter no. 840 dated 05.05.2017 to the MoEF&CC, New Delhi and 

the project proponent was requested vide letter no. 847 dated 05.05.2017 to approach 

the MoEF&CC, New Delhi for further action on the pending EC application. 

  In compliance to the order dated 14.03.2018 passed by the Hon’ble 

Punjab & Haryana High Court, in the matter of CWP 21351 of 2016 titled as Janta 

Land Promoters Pvt. Ltd. Vs Union of India & other MoEF&CC, New Delhi vide its letter 

No. 19-184/2017-IA-III(Pt.) dated 26.03.2018 has transferred the record file of the 

case back to the SEIAA, Punjab.  

  It is further added here that, MoEF&CC issued amended notification 

dated 08.03.2018 wherein the power to decide the violation cases of category 'B' 

project have been delegated to SEIAA & SEAC, which were earlier vested with 

MoEF&CC, New Delhi. The notification while laying down the procedure, the para (4) 

& (5) prescribes as under:- 
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(4)  The cases of violations will be appraised by the Expert Appraisal Committee at 

the Central level or State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee 

constituted under sub-section (3)of section 3 of the Environment (Protection) 

Act, 1986 with a view to assess that the project has been constructed at a site 

which under prevailing laws is permissible and expansion has been done which 

can run sustainably under compliance of environmental norms with adequate 

environmental safeguards, and in case, where the findings of Expert Appraisal 

Committee for projects under category A or State or Union territory level Expert 

Appraisal Committee for projects under category B is negative, closure of the 

project will be recommended along with other actions under the law. 

(5)  In case, where the findings of the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or Union 

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee on point at sub-paragraph (4) above 

are affirmative, the projects will be granted the appropriate Terms of Reference 

for undertaking Environment Impact Assessment and preparation of 

Environment Management Plan and the Expert Appraisal Committee or State or 

Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committee, will prescribe specific Terms 

of Reference for the project on assessment of ecological damage, remediation 

plan and natural and community resource augmentation plan and it shall be 

prepared as an independent chapter in the environment impact assessment 

report by the accredited consultants, and the collection and analysis of data for 

assessment of ecological damage, preparation of remediation plan and natural 

and community resource augmentation plan shall be done by an environmental 

laboratory duly notified under the Environment(Protection) Act, 1986, or a 

environmental laboratory accredited by the National Accreditation Board for 

Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of the Council of Scientific 

and Industrial Research institution working in the field of environment. 

 The status of the old proposal applied by the project proponent on the web 

portal of SEIAA is as under: - 

Proposal  
No 

File No Proposal Name Date of 
Submission 

for EC 

Online 
current 
status 
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SIA/PB/NCP 

/52903/2016 

SEIAA/PB 

/NCP/BC/EC/ 

2016/26 

Judicial Court 

Complex and 

District 

Administrative 

Complex  

2-Jul-16 Deferred by 

SEIAA 

 

  The project proponent applied fresh vide proposal no. 

SIA/PB/NCP/25479/2018 on dated 14.04.2018 to SEIAA, Punjab for issuance of TORs 

for obtaining Environmental Clearance in compliance to the MoEF&CC amended 

notification dated 08.03.2018. The details of the document submitted with the fresh 

application are as under:  

1. Properly filled Form 1 and basic information Yes 
2. Pre-feasibility Report Submitted 
3. Proof of ownership of land Not submitted 
4. Copy of Memorandum of Article & Association 

/partnership deed /undertaking of sole 
proprietorship /list of Directors and names of other 
persons responsible for managing the day-to-day 
affairs of the project. 

Not submitted 

5. Draft ToRs Submitted 
6. List of accredited EIA consultant organization with 

accredited sector of NABET 
Not submitted 

 

The brief detail of the project is as under: - 

 The project has been completed in Aug. 2016 

 The project failed to obtain the EC before starting the on-site construction 

activities, in violation of the EIA Notification, 2006. 

 The Government of Punjab has constructed Judicial Court Complex-cum- 

District Administrative Complex at Village Rasulpur, NH 15, TarnTaran.  

 As per the project planning, total built-up area is about 58590sqm in a land 

area measuring 55320 sqm (16.54 acres). 

 The total project cost is about Rs. 95 crores. 

 Gross water consumption – ~275-360 m3/day 

 Net fresh water requirement – ~225 m3/day 

 Source of water – Ground water 

 Gross daily wastewater generation (m3/day) – ~180 

 Treated wastewater reuse potential (m3/day) ~50-135 

 Disposal of excess treated wastewater into Patti drain (NOC obtained) 
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 The detail of generation of solid waste and their management proposed is as 

under:- 

i)  Total MSW to be generated = ~300 kg/day 

ii)  Recyclable rejects (@~25%) = ~100 kg/day 

iii)  Non-recyclable rejects (@~75%) = ~200 kg/day 

 Management include; 

i) Segregation at source through use of separate (colour-coded) 

ii) Collection bins for recyclable and non-recyclable rejects 

a)  Recyclable component – sold to the authorized recycler 

b)  Non-recyclable component – disposal through MSW facility of Nagar 

Council, Tarn Taran – NOC obtained 

 Rain water harvesting through ground water recharge (trench with recharge 

wells) 

  The case was considered by SEAC in its 166th meeting held on 

24.05.2018 wherein the SEAC observed that no one from the project proponent side 

attended the meeting. The SEAC was apprised that project proponent has requested 

through email dated 23.05.2018 for the deferment of the case due to some urgent 

work.  

  The Committee accepted the request of the project proponent and in 

compliance to the office memorandum dated 25.02.2010 of the MoEF, decided to defer 

the case. 

  The case was placed in the agenda of the 168th meeting of SEAC held 

on 22.06.2018. But, no one from the project proponent has attended the said meeting. 

After detailed deliberations, the SEAC decided to defer the case in light of Office 

Memorandum dated 25.02.2010 of MoEF&CC and ask the Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R) 

to ensure project in-charge / Executive Engineer be present in the next meeting of 

SEAC as and when scheduled.  

  In compliance to the aforesaid decision taken by the SEAC, the Chief 

Engineer, PWD (B&R) has been requested vide letter no 787 dated 13/07/2018 to 

ensure project in-charge / Executive Engineer be present in the next meeting of SEAC 

as and when scheduled.  
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The case was considered by SEAC in the 169th meeting held on 

20.07.2018 and the same was attended by Sh. Inderjit Singh, Executive Engineer, 

PWD (B&R) Amritsar. 

   The Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Tarn Taran, Punjab stated before 

the SEAC that he has joined recently and needs time to study the details of the project. 

He sought 15 days' time and requested to place the case in the meeting thereafter. 

  The SEAC accepted the request of the project proponent. 

   After deliberation, the SEAC decided to defer the case and place the 

same in the 171st meeting of SEAC to be held in the month of August 2018. 

  In compliance to the aforesaid decision taken by SEAC, the project 

proponent has been requested vide email dated 15.09.2018 to attend the 171st 

meeting of SEAC to be held on 24.09.2018 to present the case in accordance with the 

provisions of MoEF&CC, New Delhi Notification dated 08.03.2018 so that further action 

in the matter can be taken. 

   The case was placed in the agenda of the 171st meeting of SEAC held 

on 24.09.2018. But, neither any representative from the project proponent attended 

the said meeting nor any request for adjournment / deferment have been received 

from the project proponent. 

   After detailed deliberations and considering the extreme bad weather 

conditions prevailing in the State from 22.09.2018 to 24.09.2018, SEAC decided to 

defer the case and asked the project proponent to present his case before SEAC in its 

next meeting as and when held. 

   In compliance to the aforesaid decision taken by the SEAC, the 

Executive Engineer, Construction Division No.1, PWD (B&R) was requested vide letter 

no 1360 dated 09/10/2018 to upload the reply online to Additional Details Sought 

(ADS) on the web portal and also attend the next meeting of SEAC as & when 

scheduled to present their case in accordance with the provisions of MoEF&CC, New 

Delhi Notification dated 08.03.2018, so as to enable the SEAC to proceed further in 

the matter.  

   The case was considered by the SEAC in its 174th meeting held on 

28.12.2018 and the same was attended by the following on behalf of the project 

proponent: 
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(i) Sh. Inderjit Singh, Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Construction Division 

No. 1, Court Road, Amritsar. 

(ii) Sh. Vishal Duggal, Environment consultant on behalf of project proponent.  

 During the meeting, the Executive Engineer made a request to SEAC that Sh. 

Vishal Duggal is an internal environmental consultant of the Department and he may be 

allowed to present the case before SEAC. SEAC allowed the internal environmental 

consultant to present the case in accordance with the notification dated 08.03.2018. 

 Sh. Vishal Dugaal submitted that due to non-availability of base line data in 

the District Tarn Taran, they are yet to make a complete assessment of ecological damage 

happened due to the construction of Judicial Court Complex and District Administrative 

Complex”, District Tarn Taran, Punjab. He further submitted that at least one-month period 

is required in order to prepare a pre-feasibility report & proposing draft Terms of Reference 

for the environmental damages including the mitigation measures in accordance with the 

notification dated 08.03.2018.  

 Further, to a query regarding suitability of site of the project and proposing 

draft Terms of References, the project proponent submitted a written request letter dated 

28.12.2018 to SEAC for seeking one-month time for preparing the report in compliance to 

the provisions of notification dated 08.03.2018.  

 SEAC observed that as per notification dated 08.03.2018, a specific terms of 

Reference can be issued to the project proponent, in case finding of the committee are 

affirmative with regard to the construction at project site under prevailing law is 

permissible. SEAC further observed that at this stage, the project proponent has neither 

presented the case nor proposed the draft Terms of Reference in light of the notification 

dated 08.03.2018.  

  After deliberations, SEAC decided to accept the request of the project 

proponent & deferred the case in light of OM dated 25.02.2010 of MoEF&CC and asked the 

project proponent to attend the meeting of SEAC to be held in the month of February, 2019 

and present the case in line with the notification dated 08.03.2018, failing which action 

deemed fit in the matter shall be initiated as per MoEF&CC notification dated 08.03.2018. 

  Now, the project proponent has submitted reply to the observation raised 

online. 
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  The case was considered in 185th meeting of SEAC held on 29.11.2019, which 

was attended by the following: 

1. Sh. Inderjit Singh, Executive Engineer, Construction Division No.1, PWD Amritsar. 

2. Sh. Arvinder Singh, DRO, Tarn Taran. 

3. Sh. Sandeep Singh, FAE, M/s CPTL-EIA, Mohali. 

SEAC was apprised that the project is a violation case and was applied 

in the window given by MoEF vide notification dated 14.03.2017. SEAC was further 

apprised that as per the clause 3 of the said notification in cases of violation, action 

will be taken against the project proponent by the respective State Pollution Control 

Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 

and further, no consent to operate or occupancy certificate will be issued till the project 

is granted the Environmental Clearance.  

SEAC queried to the project proponent as to whether project has been 

constructed at a site which under prevailing law is permissible or not. To this, the 

project proponent informed that the CLU has been obtained vide letter no. 2414 dated 

29.11.2019 and as per the same the site falls in mixed land use and is permissible.  

The SEAC observed that in view of the above mentioned facts, the 

findings in the present case regarding suitability of site to be assessed as per the 

provisions of sub paragraph (4) of amended EIA notification dated 08.03.2018 are 

affirmative and decided to proceed further for finalization of TORs as per the provision 

of sub para 5 of said Notification. 

 

SEAC further queried whether the project proponent has obtained 

permission under Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980, if use of any forest land including 

approach to the project site from road is involved, then copy of acknowledgement 

alongwith set of application filed for obtaining forest clearance under Forest 

(Conservation) Act, 1980 be submitted. Alternatively, NOC from concerned DFO to the 

effect that no forest land including approach to project site from road is involved be 

submitted. Accordingly, the project proponent submitted NOC issued by DFO, 

Amritsar, vide no 7039 dated 24.10.2016 to the effect that the project area has already 

been acquired by the Public Works Department for widening of NH-15 road and not 

tree is affected by this project. Along with said NOC, the project proponent submitted 
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a copy of the NOC issued by Executive Engineer, Central Works Department (Circle-

1), Amritsar, vide letter no 1178 dated 18.05.2016 to the effect that main gates of the 

complex fall on NH-15/54 and said department has no objection for the same. Copies 

of both the letters were taken on record by the SEAC.    

SEAC allowed the project proponent to present the salient features of 

the project and the Environmental Consultant of the project proponent presented the 

same. 

SEAC queried to the project proponent as to whether provision for the 

solar panels have been made or not. The project proponent submitted that proposal 

of the roof top solar panels has been made but the approval for the same has yet to 

be obtained from the competent authority.  
 

After detailed deliberations, SEAC decided to recommend to SEIAA as under: 
 

1) Punjab Pollution Control Board may be requested to send the latest status 

report of the credible action taken against the project proponents. 
 

2) To issue the following additional specific TOR in line with the notification 

dated 14.03.2017 as amended on 08.03.2018: 

Additional specific TOR: - 
 

The project proponent shall make an assessment of ecological damage done 

and economic benefit derived due to violation and prepare remediation plan 

and natural & community resource augmentation plan and it shall be 

prepared as an independent chapter in the environment impact assessment 

report by the accredited consultants. The collection and analysis of data for 

assessment of ecological damage, preparation of remediation plan and 

natural and community resource augmentation plan shall be done by an 

environmental laboratory duly notified under Environment (Protection) Act, 

1986, or a environmental laboratory accredited by National Accreditation 

Board for Testing and Calibration Laboratories, or a laboratory of a Council 

of Scientific and Industrial Research institution working in the field of 

environment. 
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Item No. 185.27 Application for obtaining Environmental Clearance for 
expansion of an existing Sugar Mill Plant of capacity 5000 
TCD alongwith co-generation power plant of capacity 
59.5 MW at village Chak Allabaksh and Muahiuldinar, 
Tehsil Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur, Punjab by M/s 
Indian Sucrose Limited, GT Road, Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. 
Hoshiarpur (Online Proposal No. SIA/PB/IND2/22643 
/2018. 

SEAC observed as under: 

                    The project proponent has applied for obtaining Environmental 

Clearance under EIA notification dated 14.09.2006 for establishment of new unit for 

manufacturing of Steel ingots / billets by installing induction furnaces at Village Ambey 

Majra, Sirhind Side, Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab.  

   Terms of Reference have been granted to the project proponent 

vide letter No. SEIAA/20191266 dated 22.02.2019. 

   The public hearing was conducted by PPCB on 23.10.2018  and 

the details of the same are given as under: 

Sr. 
No 

Name & 
address 

of the 
person 

Detail of 
query/statement / 
information/ 
clarification sought 

by the person 

present 

Reply of the 
query/ statement 

/ information 
/clarification 

given by the 

project proponent. 

Action Plan 

1.  Sh. Dalbir 
Singh, r/o 
Bishanpur, 
Tehsil 
Mukerian, 
District 
Hoshiarpur  

He stated that there is 
water & air pollution 
from the project, 
which adversely 
affects their village. 
More than 100 persons 
of their village have 
given complaint in 
writing regarding 
pollution of project to 
the Punjab Pollution 
Control Board at 
Hoshiarpur. S.D.O 
from Pollution Control 
Board at Hoshiarpur 
has come to the 
project, to check the 
water and air pollution 
and he verbally stated 
that the water is 
polluted. No solution 
has been made of the 
said complaint and no 
written reply to the 

Representative of the 
sugar mill informed 
that Public hearing is 
being conducted by 
the Pollution Control 
Board to know the 
problems of the 
public from the 
existing unit. He 
further informed that 
the pollution control 
devices of the latest 
technology having 
efficiency, three 
times better from the 
existing as well as 
from the expansion 
project will be 
installed 
simultaneously with 
the expansion 
project. 

Waste water from the 
existing sugar mill is 
being treated in the 
ETP of capacity 3000 
KLD. The ETP is going 
to be modernized 
before the crushing 
season. The online 
monitoring system 
has been installed and 
the regular data is 
supplied to PPCB & 
CPCB. Further with 
the expansion project 
the details & 
expended ETP will be 
installed with ZLD 
scheme and no waste 
water will be 
discharged outside 
the boundary of the 
Mill.  
The ETP of latest 
technology with ZLD 
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same has been 
received. More than 15 
persons of their village 
who were suffering 
from the stomach and 
breathing diseases 
have died due to the 
water & air pollution 
caused by the sugar 
mill. If the pollution 
caused by the existing 
unit of the Sugar mill. 
If the pollution from 
the project has not 
been controlled then 
there are more 
chances of spreading 
other diseases. He also 
stated that first of all 
pollution from the 
existing unit should be 
controlled and then the 
expansion of the 
project be allowed.    

which cost 70 lac will 
be installed with the 
entire satisfaction of 
PPCB and same will be 
continuing for the 
expansion process 
also. 
The maintains of wet 
scrubber is there 
during the off-season, 
& eff will be increased. 
The online Stack 
monitoring analyzer 
will be installed & 
computerized data will 
supplied to the PPCB 
&CPCB for entire 
satisfaction of the 
officers. To control the 
Air Pollution for the 
existing unit, 3 no of 
Wet scrubber has 
already been installed 
and for the expansion 
unit ESP will be 
installed with the 200 
TPH boilers. 
 
Budget : 

Waste Water 
Treatment: 

Capital Cost: 70  lakhs  
Recurring Cost: 8 
lakhs  
 
Air pollution 

control devices:  
Capital Cost: 1.90 
Crores 
Recurring Cost: 20 
lakhs 

2.  Sh. Ajay 
Kaushal, 
Ex. Chairman, 
ZilaParishad, 
VillageDugriR
ajputan,Distric
t Hoshiarpur 

He welcomes the Add. 
Deputy Commissioner, 
Hoshiarpur and other 
officers. He stated that 
the project proponent 
in its reply stated that 
better Pollution Control 
Board Devices will be 
installed along with 
expansion. He wanted 
to know from the 
Punjab Pollution 
Control Board whether 
the issue of installing 
the good device is not 
being addressed while 
granting NOC to the 

Representative of the 
Sugar Mill informed 
that public hearing 
has been conducted 
to resolve the 
issues/problem 
raised by the public. 
Earlier, the project 
has increased the 
capacity of the mill by 
its own for which the 
Punjab Pollution 
Control Board has 
initiated criminal 
action against the 
owner/responsible 
persons. He 

The details of 
Pollution Control 
device explained in 
S.no 1. 
Online monitoring 
station has already 
been installed at the 
ETP and the results for 
the same continuously 
displayed on the PPCB 
websites. 
Online Stack 
Monitoring Station will 
be installed for the 
expansion project. 
 
Budget :  
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industry before 
expansion and the 
NOC has been issued 
to the small scale 
projects without the 
proposal for installing 
the pollution control 
devices. He further 
stated that they are 
making complaints 
regarding the pollution 
from the project since 
February, 2017. He 
also stated that if we 
extract water 120 ft 
deep from the ground, 
then color of the water 
is such like juice of 
sugarcane. When the 
water samples from 
the project are taken 
by the Pollution 
Control Board then the 
same are passed. The 
samples should also be 
to got analyzed from 
outside laboratory 
other than Punjab 
Pollution Control 
Board. The people are 
dying due to water 
pollution. He has no 
objection for 
expansion of the unit 
but the pollution from 
the existing unit should 
be controlled. The 
funds allocated that 
has not been utilized 
properly for the same. 
He further stated that 
when air blows from 
East to West then 
there is more air 
pollution from the 
project proponent 
should take more 
attention on the issues 
raised by the public 
regarding control of 
pollution.    

reiterated that the 
public hearing has 
been conducted to 
set right all the issues 
of the public related 
to the project.  

Stack Monitoring: 2 
lakhs 
Online ETP 
Monitoring: 1 lakhs  
 

3. 3
.  

Sh. Jagdev 
Singh, 
Srapanch, 
Village 
BhattianRajpu
tan, District 
Hoshiarpur  

He stated that he 
requested the officers 
of Punjab Pollution 
Control Board to 
resolve the issue 
regarding pollution 
from the project as 

Environmental 
consultant of Sugar 
Mill informed that the 
pollution control 
devices of the latest 
technology will be 
installed to control 

Online monitoring 
station has already 
been installed at the 
ETP and the results for 
the same continuously 
displayed on the PPCB 
websites. 
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raised by the earlier 
spokesmen. He further 
stated that the aerial 
distance of his village 
from the project is 
about 2 kms and he 
never feel pollution 
from the project, but 
the pollution may 
reach there. He also 
informed that the 
expansion to be made 
by the project 
proponent should also 
be favored as need of 
expansion of sugar mill 
is being felt in the 
area. Sugacane is the 
main crop of the area 
and their family are 
getting livelihood and 
also getting more 
benefits. Last year the 
mill has milled the 
sugarcane upto 17-18 
May, as such the 
capacity of the sugar 
mill should be 
increased. The 
pollution should be 
controlled on ground 
and not in papers The 
sugar mill should be 
operated upto April. 
The safety of the area 
is also important. With 
this project, there are 
other businesses set 
up in the area by the 
local people. He 
demanded that 
theEmployment should 
be given to the people 
of Mukerian area as 
the problems are faced 
by this area and 
benefits should also be 
made to this area.  

the pollution along 
withonline 
monitoring system, 
which will be 
monitoredby the 
Central Pollution 
Control Board & 
Punjab Pollution 
Control Board. He 
further informed that 
the preference will be 
given to the local 
people in the 
employment 

Online Stack 
Monitoring Station will 
be installed for the 
expansion project. 
 
Budget :  
Stack Monitoring: 2 
lakhs 
Online ETP 
Monitoring: 1 lakhs  
 
The direct 
employment to ~ 325 
person has been 
provided with the 
existing project and ~ 
25 person will be 
getting employment 
with the expansion 
project. 
 
Indirect employment 
will be generating with 
the proposed 
expansion project. 

4.  Sh. Gurnam 
Singh, r/o 
Village 
Pandori, Distt. 
Hoshiarpur  

He stated that 
regarding the pollution 
problem, Punjab 
Pollution Control Board 
is taking strict action. 
The industry should 
make proper 
arrangements to 
control the pollution. 
He further stated that 

No reply was given  Proponent has 
proposed the modified 
technology for the 
ETP & APCD, to 
control the pollution. 
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earlier in the area, 
there was rice 
(Basmati) was main 
crop and now the 
sugarcane is main crop 
in the area. He told the 
people who wants to 
expand the unit raise 
their hands, in 
response of the same 
most of the people 
present raised hands in 
favor of the project. 

5.  Sh. Harinder 
Singh 
Kurewal, r/o 
Village 
Bhagana, 
Distt. 
Hoshiarpur  

He stated that the 
capacity of the sugar 
mill should be 
increased as rice and 
wheat crops are taking 
more water than 
sugarcane. The 
preference should be 
given nearby village in 
development.  

Environment 
consultant of the 
industry informed 
that more than Rs 8 
crores will be spent 
under Corporate 
Social Responsibility 
activities, which will 
be utilized with the 
consultation of the 
nearest villagers. He 
further informed that 
as per new rule, if the 
industry wants to 
employ more than 25 
workers, then the 
same should be 
employed through 
Deputy 
Commissioner Office. 
As such, the people 
of the area should 
apply to the DC, 
Hoshiarpur for taking 
job in the sugar mill 
and they will get the 
list from them. 

He supported the 
project and 
preference will be 
given to the village of 
Chak Allabaksh and 
MahiuldinpurDalel on 
the basic of 
qualification and 
Experience. 

6.  Sh. 
SachinDhayia, 
Press 
Reporter, 
Dainik 
Bhaskar 

1. He wanted to 
know whether the 
distillery project is 
being established 
or the capacity of 
the sugar mill is 
increased. 

2. First of all, the 
pollution from the 
existing unit 
should be 
controlled and 
thereafter, the 
capacity of the 
same will allowed 
to be increased. 
People are dying 
and no action is 

Representative of the 
Sugar Mill informed 
that the ·public 
hearing is being 
conducted for 
Enhancement of the 
capacity of the sugar 
mill and there is no 
proposal to set up a 
distillery unit. 
As already stated the 
pollution control 
devices of the latest 
technology will be 
installed to control 
the pollution from the 
existing as well as 
from expansion 

1. There is no 
proposal for the 
distillery unit. 

 
 
2. Defined in S.No 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Public notice was 

published in three 
leading 
newspapers 
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being taken on the 
complaint filed by 
the nearby people. 

3. In the public 
hearing, the 
industry has 
gathered the 
public from its own 
persons. No wide 
publicity and 
announcement 
has been made in 
the nearby villages 
and name of the 
newspapers in 
which public notice 
has been 
published, be 
informed. 

4. If the water from 
120ft deep is 
taken, the same is 
not potable. 

project. 
Environmental 
Engineer (Mega), 
Punjab Pollution 
Control Board, Patiala 
shown the photocopy 
of the public notice 
and informed that the 
public notice was 
published in three 
leading newspapers 
namely Hindustan 
Times, 
Jagbani&Dainik 
Bhaskar in its edition 
dated 21.09.2018. 

namely Hindustan 
Times, Jagbani & 
Dainik Bhaskar in 
its edition dated 
21.09.2018. 

7.  Master Kewal 
Singh, 
Nambardar, 
Village 
Bishanpur, 
Distt. 
Hoshiarpur 

He stated that he has 
received the 
information regarding 
the public hearing 
directly or indirectly, 
therefore, he has come 
to attend the public 
hearing. He further 
stated that whatever 
commitment has been 
made that has not 
been implemented. 
The paper mill was 
established on this 
place in the year 1967 
where the people of 
the nearby area were 
worked in the same, 
but thereafter they 
were retrenched. 
Preference should be 
given to the local area 
in employment. 
Pollution problem 
should be sort out 
Earlier, the mill has 
taken the land from 
the farmers but the 
same was not returned 
to the real owners and 
the land was sold out 
@ Rs.4,00,000/- per 
acre. The expansion of 
the sugar mill should 
be carried out. 

Representative of the 
Sugar Mill reiterated 
that the public 
hearing is being 
conducted for 
listening the 
grievances of the 
public, so that the 
industry is able to 
sort out the 
issues/problems 
raised by the public. 
To control the water 
& air pollution, a 
huge amount will be 
spent. Monitoring 
system will also be 
installed on them 
which will be 
monitored by the 
CPCB & PPCB 
through web 
technology on day to 
day basis. 

 Paper Mill was closed 
and preference will be 
given to the village of 
Chak Allabaksh and 
MahiuldinpurDalel on 
the basic of 
qualification and 
Experience. 
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8.  Sh. Surjit 
Singh, 
Sarpanch, 
Village 
BhattianJattan
, District 
Hoshiarpur  

He stated that the 
questions raised by the 
earlier speaker 
including sarpanch 
Village Bishanpur are 
very valuable; he 
further stated that no 
reply has been 
received by the 
villagers of Bishanpur 
regarding the 
complaint made by 
them. He thanks the 
project proponent for 
establishing the sugar 
mill in the area and 
given congratulation 
for the expansion of 
the same. The industry 
should give 
employment in the mill 
and an assurance 
should be given in this 
regard. The people of 
the area have given 
land to the sugar mill 
at the lower rates. 
Expansion of the sugar 
should be carried out 
and the pollution 
should also be 
controlled. 

Representative of the 
Sugar Mill informed 
that the company has 
four Sugar Mills, with 
the expansion of the 
unit, more 
opportunities of 
employment will be 
generated, but as of 
now, he has no data 
regarding how many 
persons are directly 
get the benefit of 
employment. The 
youth who had 
passed MBA and ITI 
will get the 
opportunity of job in 
the mill.  

The PPCB should take 
the action as per the 
law. 
 
Employment details 
are explained in S.No 
3. 

9.  Sh. Vijay 
Kumar Jain, 
Nambardar, 
Village 
MahiuldinpurD
alel, Distt. 
Hoshiarpur 

He welcomes the Add, 
Deputy Commissioner 
and stated that the 
problems raised by the 
public are genuine and 
are in actual. He stated 
that he will request the 
ADC, Hoshiarpur to get 
the problems solved. 
The area has got the 
benefit from the sugar 
mill. Earlier, there was 
a problem of 
purchasing of rice, 
which was main crop 
of the area. Now, the 
farmers are getting 
more benefits by 
sowing sugarcane 
crop. He thanked the 
project proponent for 
expansion of the 
project. The industry 
should make 
development in the 
villages which have 

No reply was given He welcome the 
project as 80-85 % 
people that attend the 
public hearing are in 
favor of the expansion 
project &  problem 
raised by the people 
will be solved by the 
committee under the 
guidance’s of ADC  
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given their land to the 
sugar mill. The sugar 
mill should be 
operated till the entire 
season 
 

    

The project proponent has now submitted the EIA report. 

     The application for obtaining EC was submitted on 15.05.2019 

before the date of notification dated 27.06.2019 and thus the fee for obtaining EC was 

not applicable on the project. The project proponent was raised EDS online on 

14.02.2019, details of which is given as under: 

S.No EDS Reply 

1 Details of specific activities to be 
carried out by the industry under 
CER along with their cost & 
timelines i.e. amount to be spent 
& completion schedule as per OM 
dated 01.05.2018 be incorporated 
in EIA report instead of 
generalizing statement that Rs.8 
crore be spent 

As per the OM dated 01.05.2018, the CER 
budget is 1.67 Crore. 
The details CER activity list has been 
submitted.  
 
 
 
 
 

2 Rs. 1.7 crore has been derived as 
benefits from violation whereas 
Rs.45 lacs has been proposed 
under Remediation Plan. Clarify. 
Secondly The details of activities 
and amount to be spent under 
Natural & Community Resource 
Augmentation Plan shall be 
incorporated in EIA report as per 
Additional Specific TOR. 

A Total 45 lacs has been proposed by the 
proponent as the Remediation budget which 
will be used as: 
1. Remediation plan budget (Rs. 20/- lakhs)  
2. Natural Resource Augmentation plan 

budget (Rs. 10/- lakhs)  
3. Community Resource Augmentation 

budget (15/- lakhs). 
The details of proposed activities are submittd. 
 

3 The activities and amount 
proposed under EMP and 
Remediation Plan shall be 
separately listed and avoid 
overlapping of the same. Further, 
the details including the name of 
the villages and consent where 
amount has been proposed for 
carrying out 
the activity shall be incorporated 
in EIA report. 

Rs 3.79 crore has been proposed under the 
Environment Management Plan. 
Rs 45 lac has been proposed under the 
Remediation Plan. 
 
The activities under the EMP & Remediation 
plan has been explained separately. 
  

4 Some of the lab reports attached 
in the additional documents are 
not legible at all. Thus, difficult to 
check the details. Please attach 

Compiled  
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legible reports after proper 
scanning. 

5 The images including incorporated 
in the EIA report are also not 
legible. Ex. Layout Map, Spatial 
distribution of predicted GLCs of 
SO2, etc. Please incorporate the 
same after proper 
scanning. 

Compiled  

6 In case of green belt, proper 
details of species, width of 
plantation, planting schedule post 
plantation and maintenance plan 
for 3 years shall be provided. The 
green belt shall be around the 
boundary and a scheme for 
greening of the roads used for the 
project shall also be incorporated. 

Submitted 

7 The details of compliance of the 
TOR points where complied has 
been mentioned be incorporated 
in EIA report. 

Complied  

  The project proponent was again raised EDS on 05.09.2019 and details 

of which are given as under: 

S. 
No.  

EDS Observation Reply  

1 The reply to EDS no. 2 and 3 is 
incomplete. (Please mention 
the page no. of EIA report) 
 
EDS 2: Rs. 1.7 crore has been 
derived as benefits from 
violation whereas Rs.45 lacs 
has been proposed under 
Remediation Plan. Clarify.  
 
Secondly, The details of 
activities and amount to be 
spent under Natural & 
Community Resource 
Augmentation Plan shall be 
incorporated in EIA report as 
per Additional Specific TOR. 
 
 
 
 

EDS 2: Rs. 45,00,000 has been proposed 
under remediation planwhich will be used 
as: 
 
 

i) Remediation plan budget (Rs. 20/- 
lakhs)  

ii) Natural Resource Augmentation 
plan budget (Rs. 10/- lakhs)  

iii) Community Resource 
Augmentation budget (15/- lakhs). 

 
The above details are mentioned at page 
number 210 of the EIA report.  
 
However, we are also proposing budgets 
for various other activities such as: 
 
i) Environmental Management Plan of 

Rs. 3.79 as capital cost and Rs. 38 
Lakhs as recurring cost. 
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EDS 3: The activities and 
amount proposed under EMP 
and Remediation Plan shall be 
separately listed and avoid 
overlapping of the same. 
Further, the details including 
the name of the villages and 
consent where amount has 
been proposed for carrying out 
the activity shall be 
incorporated in EIA report. 

ii) Corporate Environmental 
Responsibility budget of Rs. 8 Cr. 

iii) Occupational Health Safety Budget of 
Rs. 15 Lakhs. 

 
Augmentation Plan has been submitted. 
 
 
 
The activities and amount proposed under 
EMP and Remediation Plan are separately 
listed. Further, the details including the 
name of the villages and consent where 
amount has been proposed for carrying 
out the activity have been incorporated in 
EIA report  

2 The project proponent has cited 
table no. 13.4 and 13.5 in its 
reply, however in the EIA report 
annexed with application, no 
such table is found annexed. 

Table numbers 13.4 and 13.5 have been 
inadvertently mentioned in the reply. 
Activity wise breakup of various plans are 
given as: 
 
1. Community resource augmentation  
2. Remediation plan 

3 The indexing of EIA report, 
total pages are mentioned as 
211. Besides the contents of 
the index suggests that some 
documents like CGWA 
Application, Test Analysis 
Report, Land Document, Land 
Conversion, DFO NOC etc. are 
also the part of the EIA report. 
However, these documents are 
not found attached. (Please 
mention the page no of EIA 
report) 

EIA contains 211 pages only. Previously 
we have uploaded EIA and Annexures 
separately (as additional documents). 
  
We are now submitting single file with EIA 
and Annexures.   

 

 The case could not be considered by the SEAC due to paucity of time 

and it was decided that the case be placed in the next meeting on priority basis.  

Meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair. 

**** 


