STATE EXPERT &PF‘RAH.AL COMMITTEE — TAMIL NADU

MJMJMELE!MC_&'MJLM
plands, Thermal power plant, mammm Towrship: and Ares

Agenda MNo: 209-01

(Fle No: 6435/207)

Expansion in Production of Water based Latex Polymer from 40000 MTA to 70000
MTA & Latex Polymer eake from 407 MTA to 1462 MTA in two phase [n existing
Emulsion Plant by M/, Dow Chemical Intemational Private Limlted located at Piot No. L-7,
Sipoct Inclustrial Park  (Phase 1Y), Mambaldam Post, Sriperambudur Village,
Kanchlpurarm District, Tamit Nadu - For Environmenal Clearands,

(SIATNAND2S 28772017 dated: 31.01.20018]

The propossl was placed in the 131°5EAC Meeting held on 17.67.2019. The proponent
during presentation the proponent has informed that their product Water based Larex
polymer & Latex Polymer Cake are synthetic pohamer (not natural polymersjand further
the raw material uted are shrene, Bulyl Acralate. VAM {Vinyl Acetate Monomer),
Methyl methacralate, Bubyl Acralate. 2-EHA {2-Fthyl Hexyl Acryvlate). Ethylacrzlate. AN
{Acrylonlirile} which are synthetic. The clarfication received from the MoEF&CC thet
water- based latex is & natural polymer and does not aftract the provisions of ElA
Motification 1924 or EIA MNotificatlon 2006,

Hence, the SEAC declded io send the proposal to IIT/ARna University 1o know
whether the proposal submitted by the proponent for the manufactunng of Warer
besed Latex pol*_:rner & Latex Polymer Cake from the raw materials such as styrere.
Butyd Acralate, VAN (Vingl Acarate M'dfmmerj, Methyl mathacralate, Butyl Acralate,
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2 EHA{EvEth?IHewIAcwlate].Eth'.rlal:ralate, AritAcrdonitrile) 15 a natural polymer oF
synthelic polymer.

After receipt of the above detail from IT/Anna University, further course of
action will be taken an the proposal.

The report fram the 1T Madra: wat received for the clarificatlon regarding
whether the products which are produdng by the unit are synihetls organic chermicals o
natural organic chemicals. was peceived from SEIAA office on 237pday 2020 and the
same waj placed in the 153 9EAC mecting held on 04.06.2020. The SEAC noted that
the report from the UT Madras has vonfirmed that the chemicals produced is synithetic
organics and it clearly reveal that the unit acthsity aftracts moth the ELA Natilcation
2006 and ElA notification! 994.

In the view of the above. the SEAC decided 10 forward the application to SEIAA
{or further course of action according to thelaw,

The proposal was placed in 382+ {ElAA meeting held on 23.06.2020. Tha
Authority discussed in detail and noted the folowing:

CEAC In its 1537 mesting held an 04.06. 2020 has stated tha Following among other
thing:.

“ The SEAC noted that the report from UT Madrac has confirmad as Synthelic

organic and it cleatly shows that the urit activity atiract beth the ElA Notificarlon

2006 & ElA Notification 19947,

However, SEAC in its 153rd rmeeting held on O4.06.2020 has not furnished specific
recommendations ta SEIAR to take dedsion On theapplication,
In this regard the Para 8 (i} of EJA Natification 2006 Ls reproduced for information.

“The regulatory authority shall normally accept the recommendations of the
Expert Appraizal Committe2 concerned. In cases where 1t disapree with the
recommendations of the Expert Appraial Commitles or rate Level Expert Appralsal
Committes concerned, the regulatory suthonty shall request recansiceration by Ihe

Expert Appraisal Committes or state Level expert Appraisal Committes Concerned
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within forty five days of the receipt of the recommendations of the Expert Appraisal
Committee or State Level Expert Appralsal Commirtee concerned while stating the
reasons for the disagreernent. An intimation of this decision shall be simultanecusly
wonveyed to the epplicant. The Expert Appralial Commiltee or State Level Expert
Appraical Committes cancerned, in tum, shall consider the observation of the
regulatory authority and furnished its view on the same within a farther period of vy
days. The decision of the regulatory aurthodity after consldering the views of the Expert
Appralsal Committee or itate Level Expert Appratsal Cammittee concerned shall be
fina) and conveyed to the applicant by the regulatory authocity concetned within the
next thirty days,”

In view of the above, the Authority decided to refer the subject back 10 SEAC to
contidar the application & Rurnish tha specific recommendation to SEIAA for taking
appropriste decision by SELAA. The refer back proposzl from SEIAA, to SEAC to consider
the applicationd furnish the specific recommendation to SEIAA was placed in the
164SEAC Meeting held on 20.07,2020,

In the mimmes of the 153rd SEAC meeting held on 04.06,2020, it was clearly
mentioned that the unit adivity atiract the Environmental Impact Assessmernt
Notification, 1994 issued by MaEF & CC vide 5.0.60 (F) dated 27.01.1994 in schedule
-1 $.No. 15, Integrated paint complex including manufacture of restns and basic raw
materials requiredinthe manufacture ofpaintsrequiring environmental ¢learance from the
MCEF and the unit was not obxained Environment Clearance for the existing activity at
per the Environmental Impact Assestment Notification, 1994 issued by MoEE&CE vide
5.0.60 (E) dated2?.0L19%4. Hence, the propct comes under violaton as par the
docurnents furnished by the project proponent and as per the MoEF&LC guidelines,
Houwever, now the project proponent applied lor expansion activity. Hence, the SELAR
ray take further action as per the provisions of the MoEF&CC guidelines.

The proposal was placed before the 426 Authority meeting held on 24.02.2021,
After detailed disoussion the Authority noted thefollowing:

o
: .1 H

MEMBER SECRETARY CHAIRMAM
) a
-5 Sy o= &Gty
Mermoar Sargtan 3 Chalrrman
EEAC _TH SEAC - TH

Charra 15 Channai-1 6



1. Terms of Reference (Tok) was issued For this proposal for expandon vide
F.No. 639/2017/7 {50)/50C/TOR-291/2017 dated 0-10-2017

1. The proposal seeking Environmental Clearance war already placed before
1020, 103rd, 117th, 1315, 153rd & 164th SEAC meetings hetd on 01.02,2018.
23.02.2018, 28.07.2008.17.07.201%. 04.06.2020 & 20.07.2020 raspactively.

3. Subsequent o the SEAC meetings, the minutes of the $EAC meeting was placed
bofore the 325th, 343rd. 382nd Authority meeting held on 15.07.2018,
03.05.201% & 23 06,2020 respectively.

4 Meanwhile, 1he ubcommittee constituted by the SEAC has Inspected the site on
10.02.2015 and based on theingpection, thecommittes in 1t 10 3rd meetingheld on
23.02.20018 has recommended to consider the granl of EC subject 1o the
resolution of the polnl whether the ElA notificalion, 1994 was applicable in the
case of this project in the vear 2006 when the proponent planned to start the
industry.

§. Clarification has been requested from MoEF&CC vide SEIAA office letter dated
12.12.2018. The MoEF&CC has sent the clarifications vide in their letter dated
25.03.2019 received by SEIAA office on 03.04.2012 and clarification letter
placed in the 153~ meeting held on 4.6.2020 and noted the fallowing among
other rhings.

al “The SEAC noted that Ihe repart fra 1T Madras has confirmed as
Syntheticorganic and ifisclea Fly shows that the undt activiby atrract both the
ElA Netification 2006 & ElA Netification 19947

& However. $EAC in its 153rd meeting held on 4.6.2020 has not Furnished specific
recommendations to $ELAA ta take decision on the application. Hange the
Authaority in its 382nd SELAA Meeting held on 23.06.2020 decided to refer badk
the proposal to SEAC to furnish the specifle recammendations,

7. The SEAC in its 164" SEAC meeting held on 20.07.2020 has stated as follows,
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a)

Meeting of the 153 SEAC meeting held on 0d4.06.2020, it was clearly
mentioned that the unit activity atiracts the Eowironmental Impact
Assestment Notification, 1994 issued by MoEF & CC vide 5.0.60 (E) datad
27.01.1994 In schedule [ SL.MNe. 15, Integrated paint gomplex including
manufacture of resing and basic raw materials requiredin the manufacture of
paints requiring environmental clearance from the MoEF and the unit was
not oblained Environment Clearance for the exlsting activity as per the
Environmental Impact  Assessment  Motiflcation. 1994 issued by
MOEFACC vide 5.0.60 () dared 27.01.1994, Hence, the projed comes
under violalion as per the documents furnished by the project proponent
and as per the MoEF&CC guidelines. Heowever, now the projec
proponent applied for expanslon activity. Hence, the SEIAA mav take
further action as per the provisions of the MoEFSCC guidslines,

8. In thiz connection, the proponent vide letier dated 18.02.2021 has submitred the
clarfication letter obtained from MoEF&CC F.No. 22-7/2019:18 10 dated

C3.02,

a)

b
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2021 a5 stated as Follows:

It is to inform that the Ministry had istued a clarification vide letter dated
25.03.2019 stating that water hased latex polymer would not attract the
provisicns of EA Motification 1994 a¢ well a5 2006 as water based
poymer was a "ratural polymer”,

However, the matter has been referred back 10 MoEF&CC as SEIAA Tamil
MNadu requires additlonal clarifications on the applicabality of FIA
Motification 1994, at the tirme ofestablishment of the manufacturing unit,
Subsequently the malter was refetred to the Expert Appraisal Committee of
the Ministry and the matter regerding the applicability of A
Notification 1994 as well as 2006 on water based polymar was
deliberated upon in detail.
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d} Based on the recommendations of the Committee it is ¢larified that the
axisting water based latex polymer manufaciuring project does not
require price Emvironmental Clearance as per the E1A Neaification, 1994,
However. considering the project under calegory 5 ()} ‘Synthetic Crganie
Chemical Industry’ of the schedule to the EIA Motification, 2006, tha
profect proponents may obtain prior EC for expansion / modernization
of the project from the coneerned ragulatory authority.

&) This by issued with the approwal of the competent authority.

Further the proponent vide letter dated 12.02.2021 has requested to consider
the file For grant of EC expantion.

I this regard. 1l is noted that the proponent has submitied the copy of the
minutes of the 4th EAC meeting held during the 14-15.01.202! and noted that
FAC after detalled deltberations and considering the clarifications issued by the
Ministry vide lefter dated 25.03.2019 and considering that water based latex
polymer | one of the additives only along with other component i1 the Paint
Industry. was of rhe view thet the water based latex polymer manufacturing
project dows not reguire pror anvironmental clearance at the ftime of
establishment of the unit as per the ELA Notification, 1994, However considering
the project under category 5(f) ynthete Organic Chemical Indusivy of the
schadule ta the ELA Notification 2006 the projedt proponent shall obtain prics
£C lor expansion/madernization of the project from the concerned regulatory
Authorby.

In the view of the above. the Authority dedided 1o refer back the propossal along with
the clarification letter [ssued by rhe MoEF & CC wide Letter N, 22.7/2019-1A. 111 dated
03.02.2021 and 1he minures of the 4" EAC mesting held on 14 &15" January 202] to

SEAC for further courie of adich.

The subject was once again placed in the 209WSEAL mesting held on

09.04.2021,
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ARer detailed disoussion the committee decded to obhain a derailed note from

SElAA office in chrondlegical crder to take lurther deliberations and decislon.

Agenchs No.209-02

(File No. 5938/2019)

Proposed Savudu quasry over an extent of 3, 74,00 at 5.F.M0. 17246, T729A. 7290, 172/9C
17210, 18172, 181/3, Piramanur Village, Thiruppkevanam Taluk, Shvagangal District, Tamil
Madu by Third 5. Murugan - for Environment Clearance. (S18,/THN/AAINY 39307/2009
dated: 13.07.2015)

The proposal was placed in the 1324 SEAC Meeting held on 26.07.2019. The project
proponent gave detailed pretentation. The detail of the project furmbhed by the
propotent is available in the websire {parvesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the fol kawing:

1. The Froponent, Thirs $, Murugan has applled for Eovironmental Clearance 1o
SEIAA-TH for the Proposed Savudu Quarry lease over an extent of 3.74.0Ha. ai
LEMNoo 17276, 172/0A, 172498, 172/9¢C 172410, 18172 18Y/3. Firamanur Village,
Thiruppuvanam Taluk, $ivagangai District, Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity |s covered ynder Category "B2" of ltern 1{a) “Mining of
Minerai Projects”™ of rhe Schedule 1o the ELA Notification, 2006,

ARer pengal of the details, the SEAC dedded to the recommendead the proposal to
SEIAA for Issue of Enviconmental Clearance stipulated the following specific conditions in
addition to the normal condition::

1. Aletter Acertificate shall be obtained from the Assistant Director of Ceology and
Mining standing that there is no other Minerals/resources like sand in the
quarrying arca within the appreved depth of mining and the same shall be
furnished before applying CTO from TNPCE,

L All the conditions fmpased by the DFO, Sivapangal District in his letter dated
12102017 should be shaetly followed.
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1. Ground water quality menitoring should be conducted every month and the
report should be submitred to TNPCE.

i Trareportation of the quarried matertals shall not cause any hindrance to the
Vilage people/Existing Village road, Sullable protection measures need to be
undertaken.

5 Floar of excavated pil 10 be leveled and sides to be sloped gently in the mine
closure phase,

4. The Project Propenent shall eomply with the mining and othar relevant rules
and regulation: wherever appltcable.

. Prior deatance from Foresry & Wikl Life angle including ¢learance from
obtaining committee of the Naticnal Board far wWild life as applicable shall be
obtained before starting the gquarnying operation. if the project site i located
within 10km from Nafional Park and Sanctuarles.

B. The quariying activity shall be stopped if the entire quantity indicated in the
Mining plen i quamied even befare the expiry of the quarry lease period and
the same shall be monitored by the Digtrict Aurhorities.

4. The recommendation for the issue of envArcnmental clearance 1s subjected to the
outcome of the Hon'ble NOT. Principal Bench. New Delhi in i N 186 of
2006 (MLA No, 350/2016) and LA No. 2002016 and
O.A No.SBO/2016(M.A, No, 1 182/2016) ancl $.A Ho 102,207 and
D.A.Nn-dm&mE[M.h.Nﬂ.?58!101ﬁ,M.ANu.ErEWEmﬁ.M.A.Hn.1122;’2015.
MANGIZAN? & MANCS43/20IT) and O.ANDa0s0E  and
OANp.520 of 2016 MLAL M e 98172016, M.ANcG82206 &
v, A M. 38420170,

10, The emire mining operation should beas per the guidelines for sustainable sand
mining isswed in 2015 by the McEF & CC. GO Mew Delhi.

1. To ensure safety along the poundary of the quanTy site, security guards are tobe
pasted during the entire pefiod of mining operation.
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12, To prevent dust poltution, suitable working methodology needs to be adopted
taking wind direction intc consideration.

13, CER proposal of Rs. 1.13 Lakhs thould be spent for developing Solar light Facilities
for Government Middle School & Cround maintenance, Olagalapadi village as
per Office Memorandum of MoEF & CC dated QLO5,HHE as reported. The
sbout amount should be spent before applyving for CTC from THNPCE.

The proposel was placed before the 4307 Authority mesting held on 10.032,2021, After

detailed discugstan, the Authority noted as follaws.

1. In the 132" $EAC Meeting held on 26.07.2019, the SFAC hac recommended the
proposal for issue of Environmental Clearance subject to the following specific
vonditions in addition to the normail condltions.

CER proposal of Rs. 1.13 Lakhs should be spent for developing Solar light Facilithes
far Government Middle Schoot & Ground maintenance, Clegalapad) village as
per Office Memorandym of MoEF & CC dated 01.05.2018 as reported. This
amaunt should be spent before applying for CTO from TNPCB,

. The Hon'ble Madural Bench of Madras High Court order inn WP (M) Mo 20003
of 2016 in jts order clated 28/08/2015 has ordered the following armong other things

a. The District Collectors of alt the Southern Districts Viz.. 13 Districts {Induding
Theri District) coming under the jurisdiction of this Court, are restrained from
granting any fresh lease /license for quarrying Savudu sand in respecr of patta
landy: and

b. They are also directed o take necessary steps to cancel the leaserlicense
already granted to the partadars in arcordance with law at the earlfest.”

3. The Hon'ble Madural Bench of Madras High Court in its order dated 12,02 201,
n WP IMD) No 20903 of 2016 has ordered as follows.

a. 9. In view of the aforesaid diszusikon, this Court et it to isue the
following dlirections:
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There shall not be any grant of quarty lease without ascertaining the
composition/component of the minerals and without obtaining a repon
from anauthorized lab. The Depanment of Ceology and Mining shall
establish a lab on its own or shall authotize any lab in this regard.

There shail not be any quarry operation in the name of colloquial termsflocal
terms and eny lease shall be in accordance with minerals notified under
fection 3 of the MMDR Act.

A Hizh Lewvel cormmittes has 10 be constituted, consisting of Geologists and
Exparts In the <aid figld and eminent Officers fram WRO, FWD, o conduct a
detailed study/survey on the possibility or he availability of the river sard ot
the adjacert patta lands to the rlvers and those places. where sand it
available, have to be notified and declared as protected zores and rhere
cannot be any quarty operation other than by the Government, in those
natifled areas.

The Department of Geology and Minlg, thall furnish the details of all 1he
savudy quatrles granted so far, in the $tate of Tamit Nadu. to this Court,
within a period of elght weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this
order.

The detalls of all the savedu gquarries thall also be furnished 1o the High Leval
Committee and the High Level Committee shall inspect those quarries to
accertain the availatility of sand in those quarries, In the event of the High
Level Cammittee ascertaining the svailability of sand in these quarries, the
¢ame shall be reported 1o the Commizsioner of Ceology and Mining.
marking a copy 10 this Court and the Commissionar chall taka necessary
action a¢ against the officials, who have granted quarry permifs without
ascertalning the composition of minerals.

Any quarry operation: shall be permiited ooly by way of lease agreement.
as per Article 259 ([} of the Constitution ofindia,
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vii. The Gowvernment shall either adopt the Mineral Conservation Rules. 2017,
framed by the Ceniral Government or irarme a separate Rute, a5 directed by
the Hon'ble fupreme Court in Deepa Kumar's case, within a period of six
mgnths ftom the dale of receipt of a copy of this order.

vifl.  Whenever, SEIAA clearance is required, It shall be done only after physical
intpection by deputing an officer attached to SEIAA and depending upon the
report. further proceeding: may take place in accordance with Jaw and there
musi be a mechaniam fo ensure the condilions of SELAA are strictly complied
with,

In the view oOf the above, the Authorty decided to request the Member
Secretary, SEIAA to cefar back this proposal ra SEAC for further recornmendation as per
the direction of Hon'ble Madural Bench of Madras High Court in its order dated
12.02.2021, in WP (MDY Mo 20903 of 2015,

The subject was once again placed in the 200rHSEAC meeting held on 09,04.2021. Afer
detatled discussion the commitiee noted the recent verdict of the Hon'ble Madurai
Bench of Madras High Court order in WP (MD) No 20903 of 2016 in its order dated
12/02/2021 has ordered the following among other things, especially point no.59.

Inview of the aforessid discussion, this Court deerm it o fssve the fOOWIng directions:

I There shalf nov be any grant of qUATY leare witfioud ascertsining the
COMPOIHON companent of the mirersls and withous ol Airing & report from
authorizediat., The Department of Geology andMining shall establisha lab on its
own or shafl authorize any f2b in this regard

i Fhere shali not be any Guairy operation in tfe name of colioguial terms 2 locat
ferriir andt any lease shalf be in scrordance WAtH rinerals notifted under Section 3

of the MMDR Act.
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H. A High Level commmittee Bar to be conrttitted. consisting of Ceologitt and
Exports in the said Fefd and eminent Officers from WRO, PWD, 1o condud 3
aefaifed sty s survey on the possibifify or the availabiiity of the rver sand on ffre
adiacent patta lands (0 fthe rivers and thote places, where sand is availabie, fave (o
be nofifled and dedared ar protected zones and there cannot be any quarry
aperation other than by the Government, frrthose notified areas.

ie.  The Department of Geology and Mining. shall furnidh the details of aif the
savuch quarries granted so far. in the Rate of Tarmif Nadu, to this Courf, within 2
period of eight weeks from the date of receipt of & copy Of this order.

v, The details of all the savude quarries shait also be furnfshed to the High Level
Committes and e High Leved Committee thall inspect those quardes 1o
asceriain the avaiabiity of sand ini those quarrics. In the event of the High Levaf
Committes ascertaining the availabifity of sand in the qusrties, the same shall be
repoted to the Commisdoner of Geology and Mining. marking a copy o this
Crurt and the Commissioner ihall take recetsary cHon as agains the officials,
wher have granted quarry permits without ascerfaining the composition of
minerals.

vi.  Anv guarry operations shall be permitted onfy by way of leare agreement. af
per Article 299 (1) of the Corvtitution of india,

dl.  The Gouernment shall either sdopt the Mineral Corservation Rules, 2017
frarmed by the Ceniral Government of frame & separale Ruve, a5 directod by the
Hon'ble Supreme Court in Deapa Kumar's cate, within a period of six moniths
from the date Of recaipt of 3 copy OF thit order.

vl L¥Penever, SELAA dearance i requited, i shalf be done ondy after physical
inpection by deputing en officer attached o SEIAA and depending upon e
report, further proceedings may fake place in accorasnce with faw and there
sust Be @ mechanism 1o ensure the conditions of SEIAA are strictly complied
WAl

’HE% T . T
( / e e i

MEMBERSECRETARY CHAIRMAN

_._._d--" ‘SEN: 'TH SEAC" TH
SE‘ il

:f %er m:i:; 12 Or. & MOHAM

i St

Greenna=15



In the view of the above. SEAC committer dedided that the proponent shall get the
certificate from the Department of Geology and Mining as per the above Court verdict

pronounced,

Agenca MNo: 20003

{File Mo: 7269/2019)

Proposed Eath quarry bease over an exent of 5.00.0ha at$.ENos. 114/2{Fin Valassi
Village, Veppur Taluk, Cuddakare District, Tamil Madu by M/x, Vishal infra Projects— For
Terms of Raference.

SIATNAAIN/AZ904/2019, dated: 30.09.2019)
The proposal was placed in the 197 SEAC Meeting held on 03.02.2021. The project

proponent gave a deralled presentation. The details of the project furished by the
Fraopocnent are given on the web-site (parivesh. nicin),
The SEAC noted the following:
[ The Proponent, M/, Vishal Infra Projects has applied for Terms of
Reference forthe propored Farth quarey lease over anextent of 5.00.0ha at
SFNo. T42(P) In Valagal Village, Veppur Taluk, Cudda lore Trstrict,
Tam/INadu.
L The project/activity is covered under Category “BY" of ltem 1{a} "M ming of
Minerals Projects”™ of the Schedule to the El4 Matification., 2004,

On Initial discussiors, SEAC noted that as per MoEF& CC Notification £.0
2731(E) dated: 09.09.2013, stating that,

"Profect or activity of less than § ha of nYning lease area for minor mineral:
Provided that the above exception shalf not PPy for project or activity if the
total of the mining lease area of the said Profect or activity and that of exiting
OPerAIg iR and mining profects wiich were accordod environmen clesrance
e are focated within 500 meters ﬁumfﬁem?nﬁﬁymfﬂm&pnafm‘araﬂﬁaﬁr
B OF éxreeds §ha, "
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In the letrer given by Asistant Director, Department of Ceology and Mining.
Cuddalore vide Re. No 15/Minet/ 2019, dated: 29.08. 2019 stared as follows,
i| Propoiedaguarries=(5.00.0ha); Existingguanmy—-Nil :Explredquarrie:- Nil
i) Abandaned quarries-Ni|
The proponant through the consultant had made a request to the committee that tince it
is exactlySha.,it does not require ToR but could be corsidered for direct EC. Hence,
SEIAA shall clarify whether this proposal needs o be considered for EC orToR
Cm receipt of the above darification from SEIAA, the subject may be placed before
SEAL For consideralion.
The proposal was placed in the 428™ Authority reeting held on 02.03.2021,
After detailed discussion. the Authority declded to request Member Secredary SEIAA 10
forward The application to SEAC to procsy the spplication in accordance with ElA
Netification, 2006 as arended & other related MoEF & CC OfficeMemorandums,
The subjct was onee again placed in the 209*SEAC meefing held on
00.04,2021. After detallad discussion the committee noted that,
As per MoEF&, CC Motification 5.0 2731(E} dated: 09.09.2013, stating that,
“Projed or activity of less than 5 fha of mining lease area for minor minerali:
Frowicded that the above exception shalf not apply for project or activity if the
tots! of the mining fease srea of the said project or activity and that of existing
Operating mires and menig peoyects wiich werg accordad enmvinonment clasrance
annd are focated within 500 meter: from the periphery of sush project or adivity
aquals or exceedr Fha.

The letter given by Assittant Director. Diapartment of Ceslogy and Mining, Cuddajora
vide e Mo 15/Mine/ 2019, dated: 29.08.201% stared asfollows,

| Praposed quarries—(5.00.0haj):

i) Existing quarries—Mil
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i}  Expired quarries-Mil
v} Abandoned quarmies-Nil
Hance the committee decided that the project proponent shail apply For TOR

Agenda No: 208-04

{Fil= 74122019}

Proposed 110 MW Coal based Co-gen Thermal power plant at 5.F.Ng, 45t at Oragadam
Milage, Jriperumbadur Taluk, Kandheepuram Cistrict, Tamil Madu by M/s. Apallo Ty Lid,
— For Terrns of Reference

(SATNANDAS0E07/2020, dated: 030220204

The proposal was placed In the 160F Meeting of SFAC held on 25 062020, The delailt of
the project are givendlisted on the website, hitp:/fparivesh.nic,n,

SEAC noted the followings:

1. The project Proponent, M/s. Apolle Tyres Lid, applled for Terms of Reference
for the Proposad Coal based Co-pen Thermal power plant Tn S.F.Ng. 49 at
Oragadam Village, Sriperumbudiy Taluk, Kancheeptiram Distetet, Tamil Madu.,

1. The project/activity is coverad under Category “B™ of ltem 1(d) “Coal based Co-
gen Thermal Power Flanr™ of the Schedule 1o the EL& Noflfication. 2006,

Bated on the document: furnished by the Projedt Proponent, SEAC observed the fallcwing;

M/ Apolio Tyre: Limited applied o the then MofF on 22092011 sesking Terms of
Reference (ToR} for the projedt of 2x7 .5 MW Coal based Co-Cereration Captlve Thermal
Powser Plant at 5. F Mo 491pt of Oragadam Wilage, Sriperombudur Taluk, Kancheepuram
Dhstrict end Terrrs of Reference was itjued by the them MoEF to the said project on
2501202,

Subsequenily, the above said application was transferred from the then MoEF to SELAA-TN
on 27.05.2012 a¢ the project proposal it a category “B” project. Based on the Terms of
Relerence. the EIA report was submitted by tha proponent to SELAA pn 06.06.2013 and
whdle serutinizing the EI& report, B was noticed that the coril ruchion artlvity hat alresdy
been started by the proponent and the Chimney, Coal yardwith Lonveyorsystem & Power
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house were established. Hence, the project was delisted as Viclation <ase and directed the
proponent to Furnish Ehe letter of Commitment and exprasdon of Apology. The proponent
fumnished rhe apology letter on 19.05.2014 and the same was forwarded [o the Principal
Secretary 1o Covernment. ESF Department, Chennal vide SEIAA TN lJetter dated:
27.05.2014 far initiating credible action againgd theuni.

Meanwhile. a5 per MoFF & CC Notlfication dated: 14.03.2017 with respect to cases of
viclatlons, the Project Proponsnt was instructed 10 apply to MeEF & CC for Environmental
Clearance. Subsequently, the project propanent was mstructed Lo apply to SEIAA-TN wide
letrer dated: 22.03.2018 a5 per the MaEF & CC Notiftcation dated: 08.03 201E,

However. the project proponent informed to SELAA vide letter dated: 03.05. 2018 stated
nat having any pending Erwironmental Clearance project applications in SEIAA-TN or
MoEF & CC, New Delhi, [As per the record of the SElAA, the project wes delisted ay

Violation caie).

Thus it it clear that the proponent has violeted the E1A notification, 2006 and the Project
Proponent did rat apply to SEIAA-TN within the stipulated time under violation as per the
abene sald Notifications dated: 14.03. 2017 &D8.03.2018,

As per Pera 13 {3} of the MoEF & CC Notificatlan dated 14.03. 2017, far cases of violation.
action wAll be taken against the project proponent by the regpactive tare or State Pollutlon
Control Board under the provisians of Section 18 of the Emvironment fProtection) Act, 1984
and further. no consent to operate or oocupandcy certificate will be issued till the projet it
granted the envirenmental clearanceonder violation. Butthe Project Proponent submitted the
requert letter to SEIAATM to withdrawsal e abowve taid apphcation {Application
13625002 dated 12.06.2013) for obtatning the Emvirpamental clearance even fhe project
under viglatlon vide letter dated 24.06,2019 and sated thal Consent 1o eslablishmenl far
154.6 MW Power plant (Non-EC category <5 MW, EIA notifteation 2008} from TNPCE
on 25022006 and Consent to Operate for 1*4.6 MW Power plant fram THNPCE on
26.12.2017. Thaabove said request of theu nitforwilhdrawal of application, dellstedunder
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violation was placed in the SEIAA 3617 meeting of SELAA on 21.11.2019 and SElAA dedded
to record the proposal,

The unit of M/ Apollo Tyres Ltd, hae applied afresh for Termn: of Reference For the
Proposed Coal based Co-gen thermal pawer plant (Tx10MWY) at the same project site.

In the view of abowe the SEAC wanted clarification from SEIAA rhat the earlier proposal in
the same project site was dellsted under violation ¢ase and it was referred to State
Government For Credible action under ihe provisions of fection 1% of the Epvironment
(Prolection) Act. 1988 vide SELAA letter dated 27.05.2014. Further the SEALC noted thal a;
pet Parz 13 (3) of the MoEFS& CC notification dated 14.03. 2017, In cases of violatlon. sction
will be taken against the project proponent by the respective $late or State Pollution
Control Board under the provisions of Sectlon 19 of the Environment (Fratection) Act. 1984
and further, no tonsent to oparate or acupancy cerlificate will be issued 1l the project Is
grantedthe environmental dearance under Vielatlon, Under thit circumistance, the request of
the unit 1o withdrawal the application dellsted under wiolation cannol be accoptad,
Hence, SEAL requested SEIAA Lo clatify the acceptance of the withdrawal of the earlier
appilcation delisted under violation category. The SEAC unanimously decided that the new
application eannct ba appraised under this cireumstance, Hence, the SEAC dedide to ger the
claniftcatlon from SELAA for the sbove sald points. After the receipt ofthe clarifications from the
3E1AA SEAC shalt decide the further course of action,

Subtequently the subbect was Placed before the 388" meeting of SEIAA held on
12.08.2000 and after detailed discussion, the Authorlty decided to direct the Member
Secretary, SELAA to place the prapesal alang with detailed note in chronciogleal order and
old fhle in the fortheoming Authority meeting s as to have disausslon,

The sublect wars placed in 1he 3PH tneeting of SEIAA held on 25 02 2020 along
with a detalied note of events in chronological order and old file. In the minutes of the
390 masting of SELAA the following har been sated;

“After detailed disasssions, the Authority decided to vequest the $EAC to consider he
presmt applicarion & per the iaw and ta furnish RECEISArY recomimendation to SEIAA for
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frther processing as this was deliberated In detail in the SEIAA Authoty meeting held an
21.1. 2019 and decided to record.”

With the sbove said SEIAL minutes, the proposal was placed tn 177 meeting of
SEAC held on 26.08.2020.After detailed deliberations the SEAC dedided to request SEIAA
o lssue darification on "Present application can be cansidered for appraisal as per MoOEF & CC
Buideline and other law related (o emiranment™ ince the above sald minutes stated that
“consider the prasenl application as per the law™ .

Further. the SEAC had already noted that the project proponent has requested the
SEIAA {0 withdraw the sarller proposal come: under vinlation and also the Authornty
accepted the request & the same was recorded by SELAA in Authority meseting held an
2002, The projed proponent has fled a fresh application at the same project sfe and
wime of 1he detail: related to this project are rabulated bebow as per the office reconds,

< Mo Deetails

| The proponenl has been requested to fuenlsh the commitment and expression of
apalogy for vielation vide SEIAA letter datec06 02 2014

2 Letter acddressed to Prindpal Secretary . E&F . Tamil Nadu an 27.00.2015 for

taking credible action on the proponent for the aid viclatlon

3 A letter was addressed to the proponent to fik spplicatlon under violation
category as per MoEF notification 14.03.2017 wvide letter LrMo.JEIAA-
TR 362/2003 MNGT dated 19.06.2017.

Under the above clecumstances. SEAC unanimously decided o request the SEIAA 1o
isste dlanification about present application can beconsldered for appraisal as per MokF & €C
guideline and other law related to ervironment, since the above said SEIAA minutes
stated that “consider the presant applleation as per the law™, On recelpt of the above
clarfication irom SELAA, SEAC will take further course of action [n this proposal.

The subject was placed in the 408™ mesting of IEIAA held on 21102020 &
22.10.2020. Inthe minutes of the 406+ meeting of $EAA the following has been stated:
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The Aulhgrily unanimously decided to request SEAC to process thhs proposal and furnish
recommendaticn in accordance with provisions of ElA Motification, 2006, O.Ms, and
Ciraulars ete. 1siued by MoEF &CC,

Whth the above said SEIAA minutes, the proposal was placed in this 185™ meeting
of SEAC held on 21.11.2020 After detailed deliberaticns the SEAC declded that the sarier
proposal at the same project site was delisted under viglatlon ¢ase and it was referred to
jrate Gowvernment for Credible action under the provislen: of Section 19 of the
Envirenment [Protectlon) Act, 1988 vide SEIAA tetter dated 27.05.2004. Further the STAC
noted that as per Para 13 {3} of the MGEF & CC notification dated 14.02.2017, in cases of
viclation, action will be taken agatngt the project praponent by the recpecthie State or Shate
Polluiton Contral Board under the provisions of section 19 of the Ervirorment (Frotertion)
Act, 1380 and further, no consent 1o operate or oocupancy cedlficate will be issuad Hill the
project it granted the envirorumerital clearanee under Violatian,
tn wvlews of the sbowve, the SEAC uhanimously deadad that,

1. MNew applicotton cannot be appralsed under this circumstance.

1. JEAC will appraise the fresh proposal for expansion of existing Coal based Co.
Ceneration Thermal Power Plant at the sakd project dte if angd only if the
application i fled under violation category alter credible action is injtiated
against the Project Proponent by the Competent Authodty for the eapllsr
viclalion at the same profedt site under the provisions of Section 19 of the
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986,

The sublect is placed before the 428th Authority meening held on 02,03.2021. After

detailed discussion the Authorlty noted the Fellowing:

1. The unit of MA. Apolia Tyres Ltd, has applied for Terms of Reference for the
Propased Coal basad Co-gen thermal power plant | Ix10MUW) in the same project
she.

i Subsequent to the minutes of the T8+ meating held on 21.11.2020, again the

proponent vide letrer received dated 24.02.2021 has requested for
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reconzideration of the ToR applicatlon fled by the propanent for 1 I0MW Coal

based Co-gen Thermal Pawer Plant and stated asfollcrws:

&

We have submitted a withdrawal letter daled 25.04.2019 vide sub:
withdrawal of EC application [1362/2013) for the proposed 2x7.5 MU coal
based Co.Gen Thermal Power plant at § F No 491 Oragadam village.
Sriperumbudur Taluk, Kancheepuram District, Tamdinadu.

Subsequently  SEIAA  has issued LMo SEL&A-TN/F.Mo.1362/1(d) dated
10:12.2019 recorded our request for withdrawal and accepted our EC
application bearlng application No 1362/2013 filed on 12.06.2073 for the
proposed 2x7.5 MW coal based Co-Cers Thermal Power plant at § F ho
491 Oragadam  villsge, Sripetumbuchr  Taluk,  Kancheepuram Dostrict,
Tamilnady, dnce the project proponent has dropped the sald proposal and
execubed lagger.

Capadity txd.6 MW which does not attract (under Schedule 1(d) category B)
under EIA Motificatlon 2006.

Hence Authority declded 1o request the MS/SEIAA 1o lotward the proponent requet

1o SEAC for appratsing of the preserit proposal for Tarmns of Reference and to fumish
thee recommendation,
The subject was once again placed in the S090SEAC mesting held on

00.04.2021. After detailed discussion the committee dectded 1o obiain the action taken

raport against the proposal by State Covernment o TNPCEB for their wiolation. Furthet

the SEAC has decided inform the following once again{as menticned in the mingtes of

the 18" S

EAC meeting}

1. MNew application <annet be appraised under this ciroumstance.

. SEAC whl appralie the fresh proposal for expansion of existing Coal based Co-
seneration Thermal Posver Plant al the caid project site ifand only if the appllcation I
filed unvder violation category afler credible actlonis initlated agains the Projed
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Proponent by 1 he Competent Authorthy for theearior violation at the same project site
under the provisions of $ection 19 of the Envircnmeent (Frotedtion) Act, 1986,
Further $he SEAL unanimouily decided 10 infortn that, the SEIAA Offlce may verify the
eligibility of application before placing the samme in the SEALC,

Agenda No: 205-05

File No: 757272020

Froposed construction of maliistorled cormmenial building in T.5.No, 4472, 44/3.454 &
46720ld survey no. 2pt. 3pt, 4pt) of Kakapallsm Viiage, Ambattur Taluk,
Thiruvallur District, Tamil Nadu by M/s. KVPS Property Developers Private Limited— For
Evvircnmental Clearance.

FATHN/MISAS0063/ 2020, dated: 05.06.2020)

The proposal was placed in 1700 SEAC Mesting held on 13.08.2020. The Profect
proponent not appeared for the appralsal meeting. MHence. SEAC dedded to defer the
proposal. Further, project proponent shall fumnish the valid reazon for not attanding
the rmeeting to SEIALA,

The project proponent submitted letter dated 22 08,2020, stating that Thiru. Sadayandi
Famesh, Managing Director of M/s. KVPE Property Developers Private Limited was
unable to anend the SEAC meeting as he war quaraniingd due to COVID., and now, he
has recovered and will be able 1o altend the SEAC Meeting.

The proposel was placed in 180* SEAC Meeting held on 08.10.2020, The details
fumished by the project Proponent are given In the website of hitp-//panivesh.nic.in.
Based on the preentation made and the dacuments fumished by the project proponent
SEAC noted the following:

1. Drsinfection for the treated Sewage and grey waler nof propoted for both iIn STP
and Orey water Treatment plant. Hence, the project proponent shall provide
the disinfection for both 3TP and GWT system and accoedingly fumish the
revised design detalls for both 3TP and QW system,
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1. Water balance shall be revised as per the MoEF & CC guidelines and all the
calcutation shall be Farnished.

3. Aclear plan of action for the re-plantatlon of exliling 326 trees in the profect site
{including proposal to plant, et¢ ) shall be fumished and accordingly, project
proponent thall rewvise the EMP,

4. O5R land shatl be demarcated in the layout plan and entry and exit provision
chall be provided for the public acoess.

5. In the presentation the consulrant informed that the proposal consists of office
bullding also, But. the project proponent informed that no office building was
proposed. Hence, the consultant shall cleerly furnish the propasal in consul ladion
with the projecl propenent aboul the sbove ambiguity. Further, the SEAC felt
that the consultant hac furnished misdead information.

6. Blo- degradable waste generation will be 1224 kg/day. But during precentation
the consultant has informed that the Bio- degredable washe genecation is 816
kgfday, SEAC felt that the consultant has furpished mitdead information. The
projest proponent shall explore the possibility of prowviding Blo-Mathanstion
plant for the treaiment and disposal of 1224 ke/ day Bio-degradable waste a3
per the Solid Waste Management Rulbe:. 2016,

7. The praject proponent shall furnish detailed baseling monitoring data along with
prediction exercise for modeling the impact of emissions doe tor air, Naise and
Traffic sourees ete,

8. The project proponent shall zarmark the greenbelt area with dimension and GPS
coordinates for the preen belt area along the boundary of the project slie
(enindmum 3m wldth) and the same shall be Included in rhe layout plan.

After the receipt of the above details, the project proponent shall re-present thelr case
before the JEAC.

On recelpt of the said details from the propenent, the subject was placed for appraial in
the 188" meeting of SEAC held on18.12 2020,
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On perusal of the addittonal details furnished by the proponent. the committee decided to
defer the subject and Indtruct the project proponent 1o becessanly Submit the
fotlowing details and shall make are-presentation.
A clear plan of action for the re-plantation of exlsiing 325 nos. of trees at the
projedt site (including proposal to plant. etc.) shall be fumished in consuitation
withthe DFO of the concarned District and aceordingly the EMP shall be revited.
On receipt of the aforesald details and representation made by the Project proponent. SEAC
wroktled further deliberate on this project and decide the further course of action. The project
proposal was once again placed in the 195" SEAC meeting on 27.01.2021. The project
proponeni made detatled re-prasentarion,
Based on the re-premenlation made by the proponent and the reply letter daled
25.00.2021 furnished by project proponent, It 15 was clear thai the project proponent i
nob wiliing ko replant the trees and they themselves make a sommitment that they are
well grown developad trees which serves the parpote of absorbing lot of Ca, and the
clean the environment, Considering the no of trees (326 nos) after detalled
debilitations the SEAC decided 1o recommend the proposal to SEIAA for geant of
Erwironmental Cleacance subject 1o the following conditions in addition to standard
conditions stipulated by the MoEF& CC

1. The project proponent shall sirictly replant 40 Nos Neem trees {326 nos of trees
including 40nos of Neem) within the praject site and pholographs of the same
strall be submitted before issuing of EC.

1. The project proponent shall strictly replant the rermaining trees (286 nos) on the
surrounding area or aveniues nearby and If not possible the project proponent
have to plani ree saplings in the ratic of 110 (preferably the same varieties} and
photographs of the same shall be submitted to TMECH befove obrainlng CTO.

1. The project proponent shall obrain necessary penmission from the competent
authority lor cutting the trees.

4. The compensatory plantation for the trees cut down shall be implemented in
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consultation with the DFDy of the concern District, Forest Department.

% The project proponent shall submit affidavit to SEIAL for maintenange of re-
planted frees before isstue of BC,

b The project proponent shall continuously operate and maintain the Sewage
treatment plant & Grey Water Treatment Flant to achieve the standards
preseribed by the TNPCRACPCE.

7. The height of the stacks of DG sets shall be provided as per the CPCB nomng,

2. The project proponent shall allot necessary area for the collection of E waste
and strictly follow the E-Waste Management Rules 2016, as amended for
disposal of the E waste generation within the premises,

9. The proponent shall earmark the greenbelr area with dimension and GFS
eoordinates alt along the boundary of the propect site with at leart 3 meters wide
and the same shall be included In the layoul cut plan to be subwmitted Ffor
CMDA/DTOP approval. The total green belt area should be mindmum 15% of
ihe total area and the same shall not be used for car parking.

1§, The proponent shall make proper arargernents for the dispodal of the ercess
treated water fromthe proposed sitefar Toilet flushing, Green belt development &
O5R,

1. The sludge generated from the sewage Treatment plant shall be collected and
dewatered using filter press and the same thall be utilized as manure for green
belt development after composting.

12. The proponent shall provide the seperate wall between the 3TP and OB area
as per the layour furnished and committed.

13. The project propenent shall provide entry and exit points for the O5R area.
commutitty Hall, play area ac per the norms for the pubic usage as committed.

14, The Prapanent thall provide rain water harvesting sump of adequate capacity
fow coltecting the runoff from rooftops. paved and unpaved roads ascommitted.

15. The praject proponent shall abiain the necessary authorization from THPCE and
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strletly follow the Hazardous & Other Waste; (Management and Transboundary
Mcverment) Rules, 2016, & amended for the genesation of Hazardous waste
within 1he premises,

16, No waste ¢f any type to be disposed-off In any other way other than the
approved ohe,

17, The Procponent shall provide the dispenser for the disposal of Sanitary Mapking,

18, All the mitigation measures committed by the proponent for the flood
managetment, o avodd pollution in Alr, Nolsa, Lolid waste disposal, bewage
treatment & disposal ete,, shall be foliowed siricthy,

19, Jolar energy should be at leat 109% of {otal energy ulilization. Application of
sclar enefgy should be wtilized maximum for illumination of common areas,
street lighting ofs.

0. As per the MoEF & CC Offtce Memorandum F.No, 22-65/2017.1A. 0 dated:
30.09.2020 & 20.10.2020 the proponent shall fumish the detailed EMP
mentioning all the sctivities a; proposed in the CER and furnish the same before
placing rhe subject to SEIAA,

The subject was placed before the 4dth Authority meeting held on 12.02, 2021, After
datailed discussion, the Authority noled the follawings:

1. SEAC hes recommended the proposal to SEIAA for consideratlon of issue of B
subject 1o the condilion thai the project proponent shall strictly replant 40 MNos
Neem trees [326 nos of trees induding 40nos of Neerm) within the project site
and photographs Of the seme shall be submitted before wiuing of EC,

In this regard, the Proponent vide letrer recetued dated 11,02.2021 stated as Follows:

1. They will replant the 40 MNos of Neem trees within the project site before
cbtatring CTO and phategraphs of the same will be submitled to SEIAA.

1 Al afficavir for replanting of Meem trase bas besan submitted by the PP,

(=7 =

e ——

MEMBER SECRETARY CHAIRMAN

E,EH .El;rr-ﬁisl mﬂi{,‘t‘l\d v m: 1_:;'_.:,5_"'”
mﬁ&“’.m" 25 Al « TH

Gnunniri-‘lﬁ Channp-1%




1, Iv i stated that the remaintng tress wall be cul dowrn with pricr permission and
the compen;atory plantation of 1:10 ratio ($ame varieties and native spedes) will be
implemented in consultation with the Diztrict Forest Cficer.

4. Furtherthe proponent hasfurnished the affrdawit For the CER. activities.

Herc after detailed discussion, the Aathority decided to request the MS/SEIAA to
forward the unil's reply to SEAC for thelr recommendations.

The sublect was once again placed in the 209MEAC meeting held on
09042021, After detailed discussion the committee dectdad the following.

Recently, the Supreme Court observed thar it would condider laying down a
pritocol (o be followed for projects like road widening which require cutting of trees so
that there 15 minlenmn damage Lo the environment, The protocel will be introduced 5o
that there is minimim damage to the emaronment.

“Value of a tree is Rs. 74, 500 multiplied by ity age: Supreme Court Fanel”

“Zetting a guideline on the valuation of trees for the first time in India. 3 supreme
Courd —appeintzd commiltze sald a tree's monctary worth it its age multiplied Ty
Be. 74,500, Cut of this, the cost of Oxygen alene |5 Re 45,000 The five-member
committes added a heritage rree with lifespan of over 100 years could be valued at

more than Rs. 1 oore™.

Mence. it is recommended that the proponent t¢ be arked [o pay the damage ta
be cawsed due to cutting of trees in their sfte as per the obsenvations of the Supreme
Court,

Agenda No: 209 -06

[(Flle No. 771 7/2020%

Proposed Rough Stone & Gravel quarry lease over an extant of 3,06.0haat 5.F.Nos.
1881,  185/2.1503,158:4.108/5,108/6.180/7,1 588, 1868/9.1894C (P, 1894 D,129ME.
19A4,19136,1991L, 19,2AP) 151 738,191/30,1913D. 193/4(P.193/501).193/5(P) &
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WA

193/7(F) In  Alapupatti  Village, Dindugul West Taluk.Dindigul District by
Thiru$.Manlkannan-For Environmental Claarance

(ATN/MINAGN95/2020, daved: 10.08,2020)

The project proposal was placed in IBIRSEAC Meeling held on 08.10.2020. The details
of the project ave glvan i the website of http:/fpadvesh.nic.in,

SEALC noted the following:

1. The Proponent Thiry. 5. Manikannan applied ior Environment Clearancefor the
propased Rough Stone & Gravel quanty lease over an extent of 2.06.0 ha at
5F.No, 188/, 18872, 1885:3, 188/4. 188/5. 1BEs/6, 1887, 1B3/8, 1B8§/9,
BHHACF). 18940, 189M4E, 1994 1B 1A, 19/3A0P), 191738, 19173
T30, 193/4(P), 19355(P), 123/5 (P14 1923/7(P}) in Alagupatti Village, Dindugul
Whest Taluk, Dindigul District,

i. The project/activity is covered under Category "BEZ7 of Item I{a) "Mining
Prajects” of the Schedule 1o the ElA Notification, 2006.

On initial verification, the concern enginesr informmed, lease area was quarried carlier
(Existing Quarry) and pit dimersions of the mined ares of 125 % 69 x 30m BCL ac
specfled in the mining plan

For the eartier quarrying operation, EC granted for 24m depth BGL. however the actual
mined depth ar the sitewas30m BGL

Now. the prolect proponent applied for Environment Clearance for proposed depth
of 48 m BGL

The firt precise area communication was granted vide Distict collector
MNa.ka Mo 15374/ 2007 Kanimam dated: 17.04.2008 for the period 19.02.2009 o
18,02.2004,

Further, 2™Precise area granted vide Na.Ka.Mo. 35/2014/Kanimam dated: 08.04.2014
for the period 5 years for 2230 ha. EC war irsued for the same vide Lr.No SELAA-
TN/F.No.2698/ECA(a)/1725/2014 dated 13.03.2015 for depth of 24 m. Lease was
exectiled from 28.09.20015 o 27.09.2020. The same was cancelled vide District
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collector Na Ka.No 803/2019/kanimam  dated: 22.11.20019. (Quantity excavated
42285m3)
The 3™precise area commuanication granted vide Na.Ka.No 847/2019/Kanimam dated:
9702020 Ingludes of part of the additional survey rumbers cover an extent of 3.06.0
ha and mined pit dimercion of 220mx 170mx30m {incuding patta & Poramboke
lapedz). The project proponent exceeded the depth of mining granted as per EC isued
earller and wolated EC norms.
Hence, SEIAA shall clarify from Department of Geology & Mining for action kaken for
exceed|ng of the depth of mining a¢ against Environmental Clearance issued.
On receipt of the above clarfication from SEIAA, the siblect may be placed beiore
SEAL for consideration,
The proposal was placed in the 409th Authority meeting held on 05.11.2020.The
Authority discusted In detail & noled the follawing.
1. Om perasal of SEAC minutes, it is undersiood that the committee has concluded
that the project proponent exceeded the depth of mining granied as per the EC
issued earlier and not complied EC condithons.
1, The Member Secretary, SELAA may inform the Department of Geology & Mining
to take appropriate action againit the proponent concerned for mining activity
exceeding the depth of mining against the EC isued vide LrMoSEIAA
TN/F.No. 2608/EC/1[a)/1725/2014 dated: 13.03.2015.
Henca the Authority decided to request the SEAC to process the application based on
the records furnished by the project proponent in accordance with EIA Notificarion,
2006 a5 amended, office memorandums, craulars, etc.. ked by MOEF&CC and fumish
necasaary recommendalions.

The subject was once again placed in the ZO9"SEAC meeting beid on
09,04, 202 1. After detaibed discussion the committeenoied that, sincedepth snotclear, the

committee if net in a position to work cut the actual guantity,
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o,

In previous EC, it is very ¢lear thar the wltimate depth of mining Is 24m Including top
soil and weathered gravel. The production would be 43135c.m of rough stone and
3334 cu.m of Top soll & 8100 cum of weathered gravel formation over a period of 5
years. But the actual depth that was mined out was 30 m_ Thus it Is evident thar this is a
clear caze of viclatlon,

Hence after the legal procedurer for viclation case by SEIAA, this project will be
considered for SEAC.

Agenda MNo: 205-07
{File Mo: 7369,/2020)

Proposed dand-alone cement grinding unit with the capadty of 103500TPA plant by
M/s.Ottathtingal India Private Limited at 5.FNos.1599pt, 1600pt, 1601pt in SIPCOT
lwhistrial estate. Pirancheri Village, Tirunehvel Tahak, Tirunehwel District, TamiNadw— For
Terms of Reference,

(HATNANDZ/56293/2020, dated: 05.0%,2020)

The proposal was placed in the 197MEAC Meeting held on 03.02.2021. The project
preponeni gave a defailed presentation. The details of the project fumished by ihe
proporent are given on the website{parivesh. nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The Projea Proponent, M. Orrathtingal India Private Limited has applied for
Terms of Reference for the proposed stand-alone cement grinding unit with the
capacity of 103500TPA plant at &F Nos. 1599pt, 1600pr 16DTpE in SIPCOT
Industdial esrate, Pirancheri Village, Tirunelveli Taluk, Tirunelveli Disrdct. Tamil
Madu.

L The projectfactivity it covered under Category "B1™ of Item 3{b} "Cement
Plants™ of the Schedule to the ELA Nettfcation, 2008,
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Basad on the presentation and documenrs furnished by the project proponen, SEAC
noted as follows,

1. This propessl s a stand-alene grinding unit with a production capediy of
103500 Tonnes/Annum._

1. As per ElA notificarion 2006, and at amended. the activity of the sbove projects
comes under schedule 3(b}- Cement plant,

L As per EIA notilicalion 2006, a5 amendead, Adl dlandalone grinding unils ==1.0
million tones/annum produdtion capacity comes under "B category Project and
general conditions shall also apply.

4. As per notification 20048, a5 amended, the General conditions states that, Any
profect or acthvity specifted in Categorny ‘B will be appraised af the Central level as
Category A, if lacated inwhole or in part within Skm from the boundary of

i.  ProtectedareasnctifiedundertheildlifelProtection)Act. 197 2{530M 972}
ii,  Crirically pollured areas as ldentified by the Cantral polluton control
board constituted under the YWater (P &CF) Act, 1974 (& of 1974) lrom
time to tinne
ill. Eco-sentitive argas ac notified under sub-section (2} of section3 of tha
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, and
fiv. interstate boundares and inrermational boundaries, provided that for
River Valley projects spedified in iteml {c). Thermal power plants spedfied in
Irem 1{d), Inchestral Estates’ Parke/complexes/areas, export processing zones
[EP2s), $pecial Economic 2ones (BEZs), biatech parks, leather complexe:
specified in item F{c } and common hazardous waste treatment. storage
and disposal facilities (TSCEs) specifed in item7(d), the appraisal shalf be
made at Centralievelevenifiocated within 10km ™
Considering the abowve facks, and since the above proposal is located at a distance of
3km from Gangaikondan Spotied Dear Sanctuary (protecred areas nclifled under the
wildlife (Protection) Act, 197 2{53 of 197 2). the proposal needk 1o be appraised at the
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Central level as Category "A™ project, and hence SEAC decided to defer the proposal
and imstructed SEIAA office to return the project proposal (o the proponent.

The committee also strongly urged that the initial scrutiny by the SEIAA needs to be
more wvigil and should have returned Lhis file to the proponent as this projec fafls under “A'

categony and thit would have saved ot of fime both for the commiitee as well as for

the proponent.
The subject was placed before the 428th Authority mesting held on 02,03.2021.

After detailed discussion the Authority noted thefollowing,
1. In the 197+ SEAC Meeting held on 03.02_ 202, the SEAC has deferred the
proposal stating as follows.

a. The projectfacthvily is covered under Category “E]™ of em 3({b)
“Cement Plants™ of the Schedule 1o the ElA Notification, 2006,

b. This proposal is a standalone grinding unlt with a preduclion capacity
of 102500 Tomnes/Arnym.

€. A« per ELA notification 2006. as amended. all ttandalone grinding undts
== 1.0 mifflon {oneiannum  predudion Gpacity  comes  onder
“Beategory Project and general conditions shall also apply.

d. As per notification 2006, as amended, the Ceneral conditions srates
that, Any project or activity specdified in Category 'B” will be appraised at
the Central level as Category A, If located in whole or in part within 3
ki from the boundary of

i. Protected areac notified under the Wildlife (Protecrion) Act,
1972{53 ol 1572}

2. The proposed site of this proposal ks located at a distance of 3km from
Cangatkondan Spoited Dear $anchuary {within Skmi.

. Since the abowve proposal located 2l & distance of 3km from
Cangaikondan Spotted Dear Sanctuary, the proposat will ke appraised
at the Central level at Category “A™.
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¢. Considering the abows Facts, since this proposal is located at adictance of
3km from Cangaikondan Spotted Dear Sanchiary (protected areas
retified undet the WAld Ife (Protection) Act. 1972(53 of 1972). it has to
be appraised al the Central level as Category “A" Projects and hepce
SEAC decided to defer the proposal and instructad SEIAA office to
returr; the profect proposal to the proponent.

1. The MoEF & CC vide Notiflcation dated 31,07, 2015 has notified an area 10 an
extent varying from zera kilometres to (.82 kilometres around the boundary
of Gangaikondan $potted Deer Sanctuary, in Tirunelvelt districts in the 3ate of
Tamil Magy a¢ the Eca-sensitve Zone (hereafter in thit notification referred to as
rhe Eco-sensitive Zone) details of which are as under, namely: -

3. Extent and boundaries of Eco-sensllive 2one. —

3. The Eco-sensitive Zota shall be to an extent of zere kilometres to 0.82
kilometres arcund the boundary of GCangaikondan Spotted Deer
fanctuary and the area of the Eco-sensitive Zone is 1.47 iquare
kilometres,

b, The rero extent towards eastern and south east side of the Sanctuary has
Tirunehveli-Madurai railway line while western and northwestem side
of the Sancteary has Mational Highway No, 7 a5 well a; Iocation of
SIPCOT.

e. The south and eastem side of the Sanctuary has tone quarrying site
which provides livelihood to surrounding villagers.

4 The proposed ste of this proposal is tocated at a distance of 3k from
Gangaikondan Spotted Dear Sancivary, e, more than 2km Qutsice the
boundary of the Eoo Sensitive Zone of Gangalkonadan Sported Deer Janciuary.

In view of the abowe, the Authority decided to request the Member Secretary, SEIAA
to forward the proposal to SEAC For necessary appraisal considering the MeEF & CC
Natification 5.0. 2772E) dated 214 July. 2019
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The subject wa: once again placed in the 209hEAC meeting held on
05.04.2021. After detailed discussion the committee noted that,

As par MoEF & CC noliflcation 2008, &t amended, upto 2™ March, 2021 the
Ceneral conditions states that,

Any propect or adtivity specilied in Category’B will be appraised al the Ceniral
level as Caregory "A°, il located in whole or In part within Skm rom the boundary of
Protected areas notified under the WAl life(Protection)Act, 197 2(5 22097 2)

i. Critically poliuted arear ac |dentified by the Central potlutton controt
board constituted under the Water (P &CP) Act. 1974 {6 of 1974) from
time o fime

i, Eco-tentitive areas as notifled under sub-section (2) of tection3 of the
Environment (Protection) Act. 1986. and

¥  inter-state boundaries and infemational boundartes. provided that for

River Valiey projects specifled in iteml (g}, Thermal powsr plants specified i
iterns 1(d), Industrial Estates/ Parks/complexei/arens, expart processing zones
(EPZs), Special Econormic Zones (SEZ:). blotech parks. leather complexet
pacifled in item 7ic | and common hazardous waste reatment, domge
and disposal fadbties (TSDF<) specifedinitern Fid).the appraisal shall be
made ai Cenfratlevelevenifiocatedwithin I0km™

Slnce the above proposal located at & ditance of Ikm from Gangatkondan Spotted

Crear Sanciuary, the proposal will be appraised ar the Central level as Catepory "A". It

may be nated that the Skm rule has not been relaxed and only sensitive zone has been

demarcated.

Further the SEAC uwnanimously dectded 1o |aform that, the SELAA office may verify the

eligibility of applicatlon before placing the same in the SEAC,

Agenda No: 209.08
(File Ne: 7939/2020)
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Propased developmeni of Indusirlal park over an extent of $66.503ha ot 5.F.NoL61/1. 6212,
631, 707, etc in Therkuveerapandivapuram & 26/6, 40/4, 45/3, 47/5, etcin Meslavittan
Village, Ontapidaram & Thoothukudi Taluk, Thoothukudi District, Tamil Nadu by M/s.
state Industries Promotion Corporation of Tamil Nadu~ For Terms of Reference.
(SIA/TN/MINGS 749772020, dated: 15.10.2020)

The proposal was placed in the 197 EAC Meeting held on 03.02.2021. The project
proponent gave detailed presentation. The detaili of the projecr furnished by the
proponent are given in the webshie {parivesh nlcin).

The SEAC noted the Following:

1. The Project Proponent, Mt $tate Industries premation Corporation of Tamil
Madu. has applied for Terms of Reference for the propoted development of
Industrial park over anexrent of 466,503 ha at S F Noo bl 62/2, 634, 7041, ete.
in Therkuveerapandivapuram & 2676, 4004, 46/3, 47/5 etcin Meelavittan
Village. Ottapidaram & Thoothukudi Taluk. Thoothuked District, TamilNado.

1. The project/activiryis covered under Category “B17of Item B{h) “Teawnships
and area development Projects™of the Schedule to the ELA Notificarion., 2006.

The Hom'ble National Green Tribunal. Principal Bench, New Delhl in its order dated
10.07.2019 in Criginal Applicatlon Mo. 1038/2018 that protounced that. ... e
*Accordingly, Wig direct the CPCE in coordination with all State PCBi/ PCCE 10 take
steps in the exerchie of statutory powers under the Air{Prevention snd Conirof oF
Polfution) Act. 1981 Wister [(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Ad, 1974,
Environmend{Protection)Act. 1986 or any cither faw fo prohibit he operation of
poifuting activities in the said CPAs and SPAs within three monthis and furnished 2
compliance réport to this Tribunal, The Ceniral Fofiution Control Board, in
cootdinalion with the State boards/PCEs, may make an disesiment of aompensation fo be
recovered fromn the said poluting units for the period of fast 5 years, taking into
accoinls the coil of restoration and cost of damage to the public health and
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emiarornnent and fhe deferrence element. The icale of deterrence may be relaied io the
perod and the frequency of defaulls. Such ofher factors 85 may be found relevant may afio
befakerrinto account, Nofurtherindustrial activitiss or expanson be alfowed with regacdy
o redd and "Chrange’” category units tilf carning capacity of the area ir assessed and new
oIHE or expansicn is found viabie having regard 10 (he carrying capacity of the ares
and eaviranmentsinorms. ™

The $EAC decided not t¢ take further course of aclion until further orders from the
Hon'ble Maticnal Green Tribunalf MoEF & CC. Further, O.bM Ne. F.Ne. 22-23,3018
= LA.I (Pt MAoEF & CC D 31.10.2019 has stated the following “The Hon'ble NCT in
O AN 1038/2018 had passed orders regarding the formulation of a mechanism for
efviranmental management of critically and severely polluted areas and consideration of
activities/projects im wich areas, Hence JEAC declded 1o seek clarifications on the abowe
polnts from SEIAA,

The proposal was placed before the 42Gth Authority meeting held on
02.03.2021. ARer detailed discussbon the Authoriby decided to request the MSSSEIAA to
forward the application te SEAC requesting to place the proposal in the ensuing meeting
along with the subrequemt orders dated 10072012 in Original Application Ma.
1028/ 2008 iscued by Hor ble National Dreen Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi and
OME issued by MOEF For processing of the New/expansion appiication in the CEPl area
and 1o request SEAC 1o furnlsh recommendations for taking further action,

The subject was omce agaln placed In the 209"SEAC meeting held on
09.04.2021. Afrer detailted disoussion the committee nored that,

As per MoEF & CC OM dated 30* December 2019, ™ In respect of the cases
where applications were recefved but not yet taken for SEAC/UTEAC (Class-1Il) may be
transformed to Ministry for dealing at central fevel &s per the OM dated 31 Oetober
20197,

Henee SEAC decided thar the proposal shatt be appraised at central leval.
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Further the SEAC unanimously declded roinfiorm that. the SEIAA office may verify the
eligibility of application before placing the same in the SEAC,

Agenda No: 205-0%
{File No: 7BBS/2020)
Proposed Earth quarmy over an sxtent of 2.05.0ha at 5.F.No.45/3 (Part) in
Thopparmpatty Viflage, Andipatti Taluk. Theni District, Tamil Nadu by Thinu R Ramar-
For Environmental Clearance [51A/TN/MIN/E24010,/2020,
dated: 18.09.2020)
The proposai was plaged for appraisal in this 196" meeting of 3EAC held on
29.01. 2021, The detail; of the project fumished by the Proponent as are svailable on
the wehdts (parivesh.pic.in.
SEAC noted the follomring:
. The Project Proponent. Thiru B.Ramar has applied seeking Environmental
Clegrance for the proposed Earth quakry lease over an extent of 2.05.0Ha at
3. FMe. 49/3(Fart) in Thoppampatty Village. Andipatti Taluk., Thenl District,
Tamil MNadu.
1. The projectfactivity is covered under Category "82" of ltem 1{a} “Mining
Prajects” of the Schedute 1o the ElA Motification. 2005
After detailed scrutiny of sodl analysiz report furnished by the Project proponent, the
Committee held detziled discussions and declded not to recommend the project
proposal to SEIAA for the issue of EC as it was inferred from the aforesaid soil analysls
reprott that the rmineral proposed to be mined is actually $and and not Earth as claimed by
the Propotent.
The proposal was placed before the 4350 Authority meeting held on 26.03.2021 Afrar
detailed discussion. the Authority noted as follows:
1. In the 196™ SEAC meeting held on 29.00_2021, the SEAC has not recommended
the project proposal 1o SEIAA for issue of EC as it was inferred from the soil
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analysls report that the mineral propesed 1o be mined it actually Sand and not
Earth as claimed by the Froponent.

i. The recommendation of $EAC was placed before the 425" Authority meeting
held on 15022021 and the Authorlly unandmously accepted  the
recotnimendation of JEAC and decided e record the file and request the
MEAEIAA 1o communicate the minutes of the meeting to the proponent.

3. The proponent has made a representation for recomsideration wide his letter
dated 17.03.2021, by enclosing & certficate obtained from the Head of the
Departrnent, Depertment of Civil Engineering, University College of
Engineering, Dindigul dared 18,02.2021,

in view OF the abone facts, the Authority decided ro request the Member Secretary,
SELAA 1o refer back this proposal to SEAC along with request of project proponent with
enclosure far further course of actlon.

The subject was once again placed in the 208MEAC meeting held on 09,04, 2021, Afrer
detatled discusslon the committee noted the recent verdict of the Hon'ble Madurai
Bench of Madras High Court order in WP {MD) Mo 20903 of 2016 Tn its order dated
12/02/2021 has ordered the following among orher thing:. especially point no.59.

I view of the aforeraid discuriion, this Courtdeama it 1o iive the Fallowing direchion:

i.  There shall not be any grant of quarry lease without ascerfaining the
coNmpcstienseompareryt of the minecalt and withour obfaining & report from
suthorizad lab. The Deparfment of Ceology and Mining shall establish 2 fab on its
cwn o shalf aurhorize ary 1ab in this regarg,

il.  Thereshalf not be any quarry operaiion in the name of colfoquial terms Slocal
fermn aind qry lagse ifall De i acoordance with minerals notified under Seciion 3
o rthe MATDR Act,

iif, A High Lewel commilter far to be constituted, comiiifing of Geologints and
Experts it the tald feld and eminent Offcers from WRO, PWD. to conolict a

-
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wiif,

cetaifed study /S surtey on the poisiility or the availalelity of the rver sand on the
adiacent parta lands 1o the rivers and ihose piaces, where sand is avaifable. have fo
&g nofiffed and declared af protected zones ard there canno! be any quarry
operation ofher than by the Coverament, in thore notiffed arear.

The Departirent of Ceolagy ard Mining, shafl fumith the derafls of alf the
savudy querries granted so far. in the State of Tarmil Nadks, to By Court, usthin a
periced of eight weeks from the date of receint of & capy of Hils order.

The detaifs of ail the savudu guarries shall alic be furnished o the High Level
Commmitter and the High Level Committee shafl Inspect those quarrias 1o
SSCETan the avaiiabiliny of rand in those quarries. in the event of the High Level
Cornmitiee ascertaining the availabifity of sand in the quarries, the 1ame shail be
reported to the Commisrianer of Geoicgy and Mining, marking & copy to this
Cort and the Commissioper shall take necossany action as agairgt the officialy,
who heve granted quarry permits without ascartaining the composition of
FRirerais,

Any quarty operations shalf be permitted onfy by way of leare sgreement, 5
per Arficle 299 1] of the Consritution of frdis.

The Governmens shall either adopt the Mineral Conservaiion Rules, 2017,
frarmed by the Central Government or frame & separate Rufe, a3 directed by the
Hon ble Supreme Court in Deepa Kumars case, within a period of tix months
from e date of recaipt of & copy of i order,

Whenovear, SEIAA clearance it required. it shaff be done onlfy after physical
inspection by deputing an officer attached ro SETAA and depending upon the
report, further proceedings may take place in accorgance with faw and there
must e g mechianism (o ensure the congitions of 3EAA are strictly complied
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In the view of the above, SEAC committee decided that the proponent thall get the
certificate from the Department of Geclogy and Mining as per the above Court verdict

pronounced.

Agends Mo: 200-10 (File

MNo: 8120200

Proposed Savudu quarry lease cuver an extent of 1.58.0 Ha (Block-1) at S.F Nox. £94/2,

694/ 3 & 69474, Mayyur Village, Uthukkottai Taluk, Thinnvallur Disrict, Tamil Nada
byThiru.P. Jayaprakash - For Envircnimental dearanee,
(SIATNAMINAIBE528/2020dated; 08,12, 2020

The propesal was placed for appraisal in this 20 meeting of sEAC held on 11.02.2021.
The details of the project fumnlshed by the proponent are svailable on the
webste{parivesh. nic.in).

The project proponent gave detailed presentation of the project. SEAC noted
thefollowing:

1. The project proponent. Thiru.P, Jayaprakash has applied seeking Environmentai
Clearance for the proposed Savudu quary lease over gn extent of 1.53.0 Ha
(block-1] at §.F.MNos. 59472, 694/3 & 6944, Meyyur Village, Uthukkottai Taluk,
Thiruvallur District. Tamil Mady,

i 'I'I‘repmjer:tfacrivityis:nveredunder{:ategnw'sz'n!irem1{3}'Mining Projects” of
the Schedule to the ElA Motification, 2006

Based on the presentation made and docurnents furnished by the Project proponent,
SEAC decided to recommend the proposal 1o SEIAA for grant of Enwironmental
Clearance subject te the follewing conditions in addition to normal conditions:

1. Permitted Uittmate depth of mining iz 1my BGL and the tatal quantiry of mineral to
be mined - Savudu -11938ms.

L River Korattalalyar b located at a distance if Tk from the mine lease ares. Hence
S0m from the said waler body shall be left vacant without any activity.
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Oresnbelt needs to be developed all along the perfphery of the mine lease area
for a minimurn width of 7.5m before start quarrying to thar at the closure time
the trees would have grown well.

The proponent shall necessarily erect fencing all around the boundary of the
proposed area with gates for antryfexit s per the conditions and shall furnish
the photographs/map showing the same before obiaining the CTC from TMPCE.
After mining is completed, proper leveling should be done by the Project
proponent & Environmental Management Plan furnished by the Proponent
should be strictly Fallowed,

The operation of the quarry should not affect the agriculture activitles b weater
bodies near the project site and a 50m minlmum wickh frarmn water body 15 left
vacant without any activity.

Transportation of the quarried materal thall not cause any hindrance to the
village people/Existing Village road.

The Project Proponent shall comply with the mining and other relevant rules
and regulations where ever applicable.

The proponent thall ensure compliance of the condition: imposed in the Predise

Area Communication letter and Mins Plan Approval at all times,

10, The guarrying activity shall be stopped if the antire quantity indicated In the

Mining plan Is quarried even before the expiry of the quatry lease pericd and
the tame shal] be monitored by the District Authorities.

11. The recammendation for the isue ol envirormental clearance is subject to the

autcome of the Hor'ble NGT, Principal Bench, Mew Delhi in O.A Nola5 of
2016 {MANO.350/2016) and CuLA. No.20072016 and .4 Ne, 58072018
(M.AND1182/20018) and  OANI02207 and O ANo 4042016
{M.AHo.758/2016, M.ANo. 5201201 &, M.A No.1122/2016. MAN o 12/2017
& M.AMNGS43/2017) and O A No405/2015 and O.AN0.520 of 2014
[(MLA.ND.981/2016, M.A No 982/2016 &M.A.No.384/2017).
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12, The mine dosure plan ubmitted by the project proponent shall be strictly
followad after the [apse of the mine.

13, A3 per the MOEF & CC Offtce Memorandum F.No. 22-65/2012-1A 0 dated:
30.09.2020 and 20.10.2020, the proponent shall fumish the detailed EMP
rentioning all the activities a: propoted in the CER and furnish the same before
Placing the subject te SEIAA,

The subject wat placed befare the 4339 Authonty meeting held an 17.03.202.

After detailed discussion, the Authority noted as follows,

1. The project proponent Thinu P layaprakash has submitted the proposal
ieeking Environmental Clearance for the Fropoted Savude Cuarry owver an
area ¢of 2.86.5Ha at $.F.No. 588/2, 694/2,69473 ared 69444, Meyyur village.
Uthisklodeal Taluk, Thuvallue Digkea.

§ The projct proponent vide his cowverrng letter dated OB12.203) has
reported that there are bwo separate bladks namely Black-| & Black —If with

followdng cetalls,
Blocks Dretails
survey Mo Extent in | Mineable
Ha Reserves in Cu.m
Bock-l £94/2.894/3 & 609444 1.58 11938
Block =1l | 6882 1.28.5 9410
2.86.5 21248

3. The project proponent reporad that the abowe two blocks are non-
contigucis and restricted Lthe mining activity in Block-l only wherefn 11938m*
reserves available.

4. Inihe 2000 SEAC Meeting held on 11.02.2021, the SEAC hat racommendad
the proposal for grant of Environmental Clearance the proposed $avudu
Quarry over an area of 1.58.0 Ha ar 5.F.MNo. 588/2. Meyyur viltage,
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Uthukkottal Taluk, Tiravallur Pristrict subject fo the following condifions in
addition to normal conditions:
a. Permitted Ultimate depth of mining is 1m BOL and the toial quantity of
mineral o be mined - Savudu -11938m?,

5. Om wverfying the records, approved mining plan & precise arsa
communication, the proposed Savadu Quarry it over an area of 2. 86.5Ha at
i F.No. 63872, 6942 69473 and 694/, Meyyur village, Uthukkattal Taluk.
Thruvallur District.

& On wverfying the records. [ was naficed that the Blod-l comprise of
B9d/2.694¢3 and 694,34 covering an area of 1.58 Ha with mineable reserve
of 11838m3 of savudu & Block-Il comprise of 5. F.No.BBB/2 covering an area
of 1.28.5 Ha with mineable reserve of 9410m7 of savudu,

1. Whersa: it the 200 SEAC minute. it is typed a5 "the proposed Savudu
Cluarry ower an area of 1580 Ha st S.F Mo, 688/2. Meyyur village,
Uthukkottai Taluk. Tiwuvallur Distelcr” Instead of the proposed Savodu
Quarry over an area of 1.58.0 Ha at 5.F.No. 894/2, £94/3 and 6%4/4.
Meyyur village, Uthukkottal Taluk. Tirewallue District

| views of the above, the Authority decided (o request the Member Secretary, SE1a4,
to refer back the SEAC minutes to 5EAC for making appropriate corrections in the
minutes & to furnish the same for taking furthar adction,
The subject was once agafn placed in the 209MEAC meeting held on 09.04. 2001, After
detaited discussien the committee noted the recent wverdict of the Hon'ble Madurai
Bench of Madras High Court order in WP (MD] Ne 20002 of 2016 in [is order dated
12/027 2021 has ordered the following among other things, especially point ng.59,

it wiew orthe aforesaid discuirion, e Court deemrif fo siue the fatlowing directions:
i,  TFhere shafl not be any granr of quarry lease withou! arcerfaining the
comporitionscompoanent of the minerals and without obtalning & repartfram
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suthorized fab. The Department of Ceglagy and Mining shalf esfabiish a fab on ity
own or shall sauthorize any i3l in thisregard

ii.  There shall not be any quaity cperation in the name of cofloquial terms /focal
rery and any feare thefl be in accordance with minerals notified under dection 2
of the AMADR Adt.

i, A High Level committee has 1o be constituted, consitting of Geologists and
Experts in the said feld and eminent Officers from WRO. WD, fo conduct &
clefaited ity 7 suevey on the porsbifity or the avaiabviity of the river sand on the
acacent patta s 1o the mivers and those places, wiere rand s avanlable, have o
be notified and dedlared as protected 2ones and there cannal be any quarry
aperalion oiber than by the Government, in those nolified aress.

iv.  The Departmert of Geology and Mirning, shall furnish the detaifs of alf the
savindy Guarries grantad io far, in the State of Tard Nadu, fo this Court, witfin a
period of elght weeks from the date of receipt of 2 copy of this arder,

v.  The doraily of ail the savedu quarries shall afso be furnished to the High Lewvel
Committee and the High Level Committeg shall infpect those Quarries (o
arcertain the availabifity of fand in those quarries. In the event of e High Level
Comvittee arcertalaing the svailability of sand in the quaries. the same shall be
reported to the Carrmmiisioner of Gealogy and Mining, marking & copy 1o thiz
Court and the Commirdoner shall take necessary action ar ageinit the officlals,
who have granied quarry permifs withou! ascerfaining the composition of
minecals,

vi.  Any quarry operations shall be permiftted only by way of fease agreement, a5
per Article 292 11} of the Constitution of india.,

vi,  The Govertimend iall eithier adopd the Mineral Conrenvation Rules, 2017,
Frarmad by the Cemtral Government or frame a separate Rule, ar directed by Hhe
Horr'ble supreme Court in Despa Kumar's ease, within a period of six months
Fromn the date of receipt of & copy of this Grder,
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wi, Whenever, SEIAA dearance is required. it shall be dore only after phydical
mnspection by deputing an officer attached to 3EIAA and depending vpon the
report, further proceedings may take place in accordance wiih law and there
mut be @ mechanism fo ensure e conditions of SEAA are siricily complied
wilth.

tn the view of the above, SEAC committes decided that the proponent shall ger the

certificate from the Department of Geology and Mining as per the abave Court verdicl

proncunced,

Agenda No: 209-11 {File
Mo, F186/2019)
Proposed removal of WAnd Blown Soll from Consent Patta land in 5.F.No. 195/7, 196/8, 196/9,
over an Extent of 1.01.5 Hedtares, Stanalai Village, Bodinaikanur Taluk, Theni District, Tamil
Nadu by Thiru 5. Ganesan — For Environmmental Clearance. (SIA/TN/MIN/44402/2019,
dated: 01,10,.2019)
The proposel was placed in this 140" SEAC Meeting held on 08.12.201%. The project
proponent gave detalled presentation. The details of the project fumnished by the
proponenl are available on the website{paniveih.nic in).

The 3EAC noted the following:

1. The Proponent, Thire 5. Ganesan applied for Epvironmental Claarance to
SELAA-TH on 21.08. 2019 for removal of WAnd Blown Sofl from Consent Patta
tand in 5.F.No.196/7, 196/8. 196/9, over an Extent of 1.01.5 Hectares.
Silamalal Village of Bodinaikanur Taluk, TheniDistrict,

1. The projpctfactivity s covered under Category "B™ of ltem 1{a) “Mining of
Mineral Projects™ of the $chedule to the ElA Notification, 2006,

3. As per the Hon'ble Madurai Bench of Madras High Court order in WP{kD)
Mo 20003 of 2015 daled 28508720019 wherein = (1) The Digridt
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District) corming under the jurisdiction of thir Court, are resfrained from

Sranfing any fresi fease Aicere for quarny/ing Savucy sand in respext of Faa

fands; and

{#1) They arealio directedtolake neceisary steps tocancel thelsare Ticense
afveadygrantediothe paliadarsinaccordance withlaw gt theeariest. "The
SEAC-TM alio noted that the Hon'ble Madurai Barch of Madras High
Court order in WPMD) No 20903 of 2016 dated 28/08/2019 has
quoted “ WP (AME) No 942 of 2018, ar report was filed on
25082019 by Deputy Director of Geology and Mining and it s

FENEVAINE 1O eXIract hereunder Paragraphis ...........25. Af per the stand
taken by the Department, S81V0GU i3 Mixture Of 30%h Sand, 409 1ift
and 20% origing!

Clay”

The SEAC noted that as noted in the presentaticn [in the slide No 2] the physical
properties af the windblown soil in the projact site is given helow

I, sandy-43.15%%, 2. 5ilh26.19%

3, Clay-30.43%%
Based on theHon'ble Madurai Bench of Madras High Court order in WP fMC) No
20003 of 2006 dated 28/0872019, the SEAC directed the proponent to furnish the
Following details lrom competent authorlly,

1. Mineral composition analysis report ascertaining the minerals avatlable in the
Project site by the competent autherities (PYWD/Department of Geplogy and
Mining/Depactmeni of Agriculiure).

. Report onmineral composition inthe proposed project site and its applicability to
the Hor'ble Madurai Bench of Madras High court order in WRMD) Ne
20803 of 2016 dated; 28.08.2019

On receipt of the aforesaid details, rhe SEAC would further deliberate on this project
and decide the further course of action,
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The Project proponent Furnished the above taid details 10 SEIAA-TN on
04022021,

The subject was once again placed in the 2095TAC meeting held on
09,04, 2021, After detailed dlscussion the committee noted that.

At per amended analysis report the major percentage — 60% is sand only, All
sand quardes will be operated by Government only.

The Hon'ble Madurai Bench of Madras High Cour order In WP (MD) Mo
20003 of 2016 in ifs onder dated 12/02/202] has ordered the following among other
things, espectally point no.58.

In view of the aforeiaid discussion. this Court deemi it o fssue the folfowing directions:

L There shall not be any grant of quarry lease without ascertaining the
composition/component of the minerals and without abtaining 8 réport from
authorized fab. The Department of Geology ard Mining thafl extablich & lab on Ity
on or shall authorize any 18k i this regard.

il There shall nol be 80y Quarry operation i the name of coltoguial terms / focs!
ferms and any feie sfiall be in acoorcance with rineralr notiffed under Sediof L4
of the MMER Al

iil. A High Leve! committee has to be conitituted. consisting of Geologists and
Experts in the said field and eminent Officers From WRO, AYD. to conduct a
Jetarted shudy / survey on the possibility or the avaiiabilihy of the river fand on the
adiacent patta land to the rivers and fhose places, witere sand is avaiiable, have fo
be notified and dectared a5 protected zones and there cannot be any quarTy
operation ofher than by the Goverament, in those natiffed araas,

iv.  The Depariment of Geology and Mining. thall furnish the detaifs of all the
savucl quiaries granted 1o far, in the State of Tamif Nadu. to this Cowrt. within 8
period of eight weeks frorn the daite of recaipt of a copy of this order.

v.  The dotails of aff the savudy quarries shalf alto be furnithed o the High Leve!
Committee and the High Level Committes shall inspect those quarries fo

:
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ascertain the availability of rand in those quarries. In the event of ffie High Level
Committee ascertaining the availability of send in the quarries, the same shelf be
reported (0 the Commissioner of Geoiory and Adining, marking a copy to this
Court and the Comminioner shall take necessary action as agaimt the officials,
who havs granted quarry permits without ascertaining the compaoiition of
riinersfs.

Any gquamy Gperations shall be permitted ondy by way of lease sagreement, as
per Articie 293 (1] of the Constifution of India.

The Covernment shail gither adopt the Mineral Corservation Rufes, 2017,
framed by the Central Goverrnent or frame a separate Rule, a5 directed by the
Hon'bla Supreme Court in Decpa Kumar's case, within & period of six months
from the date of receipt of 3 copy of this order,

Whenever, SHAA dearance is required, it shail be done only after phyrical
rspaction by deputing an officer sttached to SEIAA and depending upon the
repodt. further proceedings may take place in sccordance with law and there
mivit be & mechaniim to ensure the conditions of SFLAA are strictly complied
kLA,

In the view of the above, SEAC commiltee decided that the proponent shall get the
certificate from the Department af Geolagy and Mining as par the sbove Court verdict
proncuinced.

Agends Mo: 204-12

(File No.7427/2020

Proposed Rough stone & Graval quany lease over an extent of 4.52.0 Ha in 5.F.Nos.
1547, 1548/2, 1548/3, 1550/1C, 1550/2A & 1550428 of Melmangalam Eit-li Villepe,
Perlyskulam Taluk, Thend District, Tamil Nadu by Thiru. V. Aadimoolam - For
Envirocenental Claarance

(EIASTIMIN 142008/ 2020, dated: 10,02, 2020
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The propodal was placed in this 157SEAC Maeting held on 20.06.2020, The project
proponent gave defailed presentation. The details of the project fumished by the
proponerit are available on the webite{parivesh.nicin).

The SEAC noled the following:

1. The Froponent. Thiru, V. Aadimeslarn, has applied for Enaronmental Clearance
for the proposed Rough stone & Gravel quarry leace over an extent of 4.52.0
Ha in $.F Nos 1547, 1548/2. 154873, 1550AC, 1550/2A & 1550728 of
Metmangalam Bit-1l Village, Pertyakularm Taluk, Thenl District. Tamil Nadu.

2 The projectfactivity 15 covered under Category “B™ of Item 1{a) “"Mining of
Minerals Projects™ of the Schedule to the ElA Notlfication, 2006,

Bated on the presentation made by the proponent and the documents furmished, the
SEAC directed the proponent to furnizh the foltowlng details:
1. The lease applied area for mining ls in the upstream of the Vaigal dam at 75 m,
Further. it was ascertained that the lease applied area for themining falls under the
water spread area. Hence, the project proponent shall obtain NoC/ permision
fram the EE, PYUD. Thent district for the permitting the abowe activity with specific
rermarks.
1, The project proponent B propoted [0 mine for an ultimate depth of 47 m below
the ground level. A detailed yibratton impact study and hydrological impact
study chall be conducted by 4 reputed Covernment irutitutions like I NIT. Anna
University. Meeri, etc. [n ovder Ko asscst the impad on the Velgal dam stability
and the impact on the inflows Into the Valgai Dam. respectively.
The SEAC directed the proponent to furnish the above said details and on receipt of
aforeald detsils. the SEAC would further deliberate on this project and declde the
further course of action.

The Project proponent fumished the above sald details o JEIAA-TN on
26.01.2021.
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The subject was once again placed in the Z09™MEAT meeting held on
09,04 2021, After detalled dbicussion the commilee informed that,

Frem the report received from AL ir £5 stated thal, the committee stronghy feels
that the dam may get damaged due to the blasting of multiple rows of drill holes.
The report ks not from Anna Unsversity and ali the report 15 ot clear in recommending
that there would not be any impact in the dam due to the blasting and they alte

revcTrnmended,

In the report it is stated that,

“Blast induced ground vibrations can cause demage (o the nearest residenttal and other
structures in the village and ftyrock endanger the surrcundings, if incliscriminate Dasting of
multiple rows of drillholes are blasted wilh instantaneous detonators using huge
charges of high explosives per delay (more than what has been recommended fn this
repart per delay} is used,

Itis highly recommended that the blag vibration study shatl be conducted immediately after
hé: commencement of quartying operstions for designing the safa charge for the production
Aasts (o be carvied Qut in future™,

Also in NOC report from PUUT, the EE has not studied the acual impact of the mining

and he has mentioned onty the mining rules end there is no categorical mentioned
about irmigation effect and dem stability. 1t & also felt by the cormitiee that PAD
should have issuad a certificate from “Dam Safery Directorate of PWD™ and NOC does
mentioned anything about tiis.

Since the clam 11 ifzline for Theni. Madurat, Ramanathapuram. Stvagangai and Dindigul
and the committee felt that, since the dte is locared on the foreshore of the dam
adjagent to the foreshore boundary and hence it is not recommended.

1
7l
:-.\_ ﬁ"""l.. = ~ ___?

MEMBER SECRETARY CHAIRMAN
. SEALC -TH EAC- TN
v Dr. 5, SELVAN > MOHAN
AR SACINIAL 44 br 2
SEALC - TH Ch i ol
Cnannal-1e SEAC -TH
Chinnal-15




Agenda No; 209-13

{Ale Mo, 7520/2020)

Proposed Rough stone quarry leate over an extent of 2.00.0ha st 5.F.Mor. 25/1(Part) &
25/2 In Ponnsmangalam Villags, Thirumangalam Taluk, Madurai District, Tamil Madka
by Thinu.R. Magendran— For Environmental clearance (SIA/TN/MINAS2589/2020,
dated; 19.07.2020)

The proposal was placed in this 1?44EAC Meeting held an 12.09. 20320, The projecr
proporent gave defailed presentation. The detalls of the project furnished by the
proporent are 2vailable on the webstte(parhvesh.nic.tn),

The SEAC noted the Follcwing:

1. The project proponent. Thiru R Magendran has applied For Environmental
chearance for the proposed Rough stone & Gravel quanmy l2ase owver an extent of
2000 ha a SEMos 25/APert) & 25/2 in Ponnamangalam  Village,
Thirumangatam Taluk. haduraf Dicrrics, Tamil Nadu.

1. The projectfactlvity is covered under Category "B of ltemn 1{a} "Mining of
Minerals Projects™ of the Schedule ro the ELA Notificatbon, 2006,

Basad on the presentation made and documents furtished by 1he project proponent,
SEAC direcred the project proponent (¢ submit the Following detall;

A detailed hypdro-geclogical study shall ¢onduct through the reputed gowernment
ingtilution to evaluate the impact of proposed mining activity on the ground water

table. agriculture activiry and water bodies juch as tanks, canals. ponds etc. located
nearby by the proposed mining areas in the proposed mine bease atea 15 adjacent to the
channel and nearby Perbyar Kanmal.
O recelpt of the above details, the SEAC decided to take for the further course of
action on the proposal,

The Froject proponent fumisted the above said details te SEIAATN on

18.12. 24020,
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The subjact was once again placed in the 209MEAC mesting held on
09.04.2021, After detailed discussion the cormmmittee informed that the report is not
Irom Annd Univearstty.

The recommendation was only making argund the bund 19 preserve surface water. The
matn kdes for study is whether the mining would induce the seepage rom the channel
and nearby PerivarKanmai and in fum affect the livelibood of the nearby people.

Hence the report b found to be not in order and has not been accepled by the
committes. and hance the project i deferred.

Agenda No: 209.14

(File No. 743972020}

Froposed Savudu Quarry lease over an Extentof 3.45.5Hain $.F.No. 712/2C, NN2/20 &
712/2E (1, Thirurullahasal Village, STrkall Taluk, Nagapattinam District, Tamil Nadu by
Thiru. V. Senthamilseran — For Environmental clearance {514/ TN/MINA42135/2020,
dated: 10.02.2020)

The proposal was placed in the 150HEAC Meeting held en 23.06.2020. The project
proponent zave detailed presentation. The detalls of the project furnished by the
proponent are available on the websitelpadvesh.nbe.in).

The $EAC noted the loflowing:

1. The Proponent. Thirw V. Senthamilseran. ha: applled for Environmental
Clearance for the proposed Savudu Quaerry lease over an Extent of 3.64.5Ha in
$.F.Mo. A12/2C, N220 & 71228 (P, Thirumullaivasal Village, Sickall Taluk,
Magapettinam Distrdet, Tamil Nady,

1. The projectfacthvity it coverad under Category "B" of ltem I{a} "Mining of
Minerals Projects™ of the Schedule to the ELa Notification, 2004,

Based on the pretentation made by the proponent and the dequments furniched, the
samimittes decided to direct the project proponent to submit the land document for
the propaosed project site with survey numbers & sub divisions of the same,
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Om oreceipt of the above details. the SEAC decided ko take For the further course of
action on the proposal.

The Froject proponent furnished the abowve said details 10 SEIAA-TN on
08,12, 2024,
The swibject war once again placed in the 209%EAC meeting held on 09.04,2021, After
detalled discuiston the committee noted the recent verdid of the Hon'ble Madurai
Bench of Madras High Court ocder in WP {MD) No 20903 of 2016 in its order daied
12/Q27 2021 ha; ordered the following amang other things, epecially point ne.59.

i view of the afaresaid discuasian, thiv Court deerms it fo faue the folfowing direcrions:

L There shall not be eny grant of quarry lease without ascertaining the
compositioncomponent of the mingrals and withowt obfaining & report o
authorized lab. The Department of Geology ard Mining shalf extabiich 2 lab on e
ownt o shalf suthorize any fab in thir regard

li. There hall not be any quarry cperation it the mame of collogeial terms Slocal
terms and any fease ihall be fin accordance WAt milnerals notifed uncker Section 3
of the MAMDE Act,

M. A High Level committee far to be constituted, consitfing of Geologits and
Experts in the said Feld and eminent OfFcers fromm WRO, PLED, to conduct a
detaited sty / sunsey on the possibifity or the avaitsbility of the river sand on the
acliscent paifa fandr (o the rivers ard those plsegs, where ssnd is svaifsble, frave fo
be notiied and declared as profected zones and there cannot be any Gquarey
operation offrer than b the Covernment, in those notified areas,

F.  The Department of Geology and Mining, shalf furnish the deraiir of aif the
saviadu quarier granted so far, in the State of Tarmil Nedu, o this Court, within a
period of elght weeks from the date of receipt of 3 copy of this arder.

v.  The details of sl the savody quarries shall slo be furniished 1o the High Lenel
Committes and the High Levet Cormnmittes shalf inspect those Quarrier lo
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o

ascetain the availabifity of sand in those quarries, In the evert of the High Leve!
Committee ascartaining the availability of sand in the quarties, the same shall be
reporred to the Commissioner Of Geoiogy and Mining, marking a copy 1o this
Court and the Comnissioner shall fake necesiary scfon as against rive offidals,

whe flave gramted quamy permits wathouwd ascerfaining the compersition of
aunerals,

W, Any quarry operations shall be permitted onlv by way of lease agraement, as
per Articie 299 11) of the Cornitirstion of fndia.

vii.  The Covernmend shall elfther adop! the Mineral Corvervation Rides, 2017,
frarmed by the Ceniral Govermimen! o frame a separate Rode, as clirectad by the
Hon'bie Supreme Court in Deepa Kumar's care, within & period of six monihs
from the dale of receipr of a copy of this ordler.

wil. Wherever, SEIAA dearance ir required. it shall be done ondy affer phyiice!
infpection by deputing an officer attached ro SEIAA and depending upon the
report. further proceedings may fake piace in accordance with fsw and there
murst be @ mechanism to ensure the conditions of SEIAA are strictly complfed
wilh,

In the view of the abave, SEAC committee decided that the proponent shall get the

certificate from the Departrment of Geology and Mining as per the above Court verdict

provoanced.

Agenda Ne: 200495

{FAle Ne, 720472019)

Proposed Rough stone quaimy |ease over an extent of 1.40.0ha kn $.F.No. 19446, 194,/7, 1048,
1949, 19910, 194114, 1S4TB, 19472, 194713, 194774 & 194415, Puthaman

Village, Aruppukottal Taluk, Virudhunagar District, Tamll Nadu by Thiny, B, Sastiri—

For Environmesrtal Clearance.

($ATNMINA3451/2009, dated: 12.09.2019)
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The proposal was placed in this 17195EAC Meeting held cn 24.08.2020. The project
proponent gave detailed presentation. The detalls of the project fumnished by the
proponent are available in the website (parivesh.nic.ing,
The SEAC noted the followlng;
1. The Proponent, Thiru, B, $astid has applied for Envirpnmental Clearance for the
Proposed Rough stane quarry fease over an extent of 1.40,0ha in 5.F.MNo. 194/6,
19477, T94/B. 194/0, 104710, 19471A, 19441E, 19412, 184413, 19444 & 19445,
Puliyuran Village. Aruppukatral Taluk. Virudhunagar District, Tamil Nadu.
2. The project/activity is covered under Category “B" of llemn Tia} "Mining of
Minerals Projects” of the jchedule to the E1A Motification, 2006,
3. During the presentation the ElA Co-ordinate for the mining was not present in
the meeting instead of him representative from rhe consultant was presented.
Based on the presentatlon made by the proponent and the documents furnished, the
committee noted that the

i The Agistant Geologitt In hls ngpection report dated 30.03.2019 haz
informed that there are existing pits in all the Sureey nos. with depth of
35m and 2.49.270 m3 af rough stone and gravel has been extracted. But,
Envircnment Cleararwe issued for the existing quarry vide Lr.No SELAA-
THN/F.Me.1506/ ECA(a)/719/2013 dated 05.09.2013 for a depth of 15 m
oniby.

i Further, from the AD. Mines, Virudhunagar District vide leiter dated
20.08.2020 has informed that the depth of the mining inthe applisd area
was already mined out to a depth of 26m.

iii MNow, the praject proponent has applied with mining plan approval for
15 m, But the mining was already carried cut up to a depth of 36 m as
statedt abowve. How the mining plan war prepared for 15 m.

SEAC refer back the proposal to SEIAA office 1o get clarficatton for the abowve points
[5. 1Mo, 1) ta i) to AD, Mings, Virudhunagzar District with necessary documents, After
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o

receipt of the detail, the same shall be verified and after vertfication the file would be placed
in SEAC Meeting.

The Frojact proponent furnished the aboree sald derails to SEIAA-TM on 21.10.2020. The
subject was once agaln placed in the 209"SER2C meeitng held on Q%04 2021, After detailed
discussion the committes informed that.

In DD letter it i< mentioned that 2013 there is already 20m depth but in all subsaquent
letter including RGO letter and also collector latter dated 10.06. 2019 the existing depth has
not been mentloned and aiso bn DD letter it it menticned as, “Being the mining plan
prepared at vety flrst time, withoot shewing the exisiing depth i wai approved by
owversight. The ex|sting depth at beginning of year 201 3 i 20m from rhe ground ievel and
further depth of 15mapproved and environmental clearance was issued only for & depth
of 15m",

It i not clear the actval depth of mining proposed i 15m or it is a mistake or the
oversight |5 the depth of the mining.

The committee decided that, SEIAA shall write a detzilad letter to district collestor
seeking correct information on the earlier approvals given and the actual condition after
making a site vist with concemned aulhovities.

Mearnwhile a subcommittee of SEAC would visit the site 1o ascertaln the actual present
conditions.

Agenda No: 20816

{(Fike No: EOO9/2020)

Praposed Rough stons & Gravel quatry bease over anextent of 4.27.0Ha at 5. F No. 76714,
FOV2, TOMA, TE/BA, F/T, TR/BA, 76/0E, 76/9, 76710, 76/11, TRNZ, TTN. 7772,

77/3 & 77/4 in Palgyeseevaram "B" Village, Wakajubad Taluk, Kanchespuram District, Tamil
Nadu by Thire, M. Antony Gomez - For Environmental clearance (SIA/TIN/MIN/
1804882020, dated: 24.10.2020)
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The proposal was placed for apprabsal in this T9e"meeting of EAC held on
29012021 The details of the project furnished by the praponent are available an the
whabsitol parivesh. nlc.in).

The project proponent gave defailed presentation of the project. SEAC noted
thefollowing:

t. The Projed Proponent, Thire, M. Antony Somez has applied seeking
Ervvirarmental Clearance for the propoted Rough stone & Gravel quamry lease
over an extent of 4 .27 0Ha at §.F.Na. 7614, 76/2. T&/3A, 75/6A, TES7, TH/EA,
7688, 7679 7600, TR F6NZ. TN, ¥ T3 & 74 In Palayaseevaram "B
Villape, Walajabad Taluk, Kancheepuram District. Tamil Nadu.

1. Theproject/activity isecvered under category "B2" ol item | [a) "Mining Projects™ of
the Schedule 1o the ElA Nolfication, 2006,

After detsiled deliberations the SEAC decided 1o seek the Proponent 1o obiain revised
AD/Mines Tetler for S00m Cluster, On submmission of the same, SEAC would further
deliberate on this and decids the fulure course of adtion.

The Project proponent furnithed the sbowve satd delafls to SEIAA-TM on
35.03.2021.

The subject was once again placed In the 208thSEAC meeting held on
09.04.2021. Akter detalled discussions, singe there are three big water bodies
sucrcunding the proposed site the commltles decided, to make site wisil [0 assess the
actual environmental settlhgs in the site. Also the project proponent has t& make a re-

presentation of the project 10 the commiitee.

Agencla No: 20%-17

(File Mo, 5802/2019)

Proposed Cravel quarry over an Extent of 2.12.0Ha in 5.F.No.221/1. 22172, 22143, £/4
and 221/5 at Sethurapatti Village, Srirangaen Taluk, Tirchirappaill Distyict, Tamil Nacu by
Thiru. M. Rajasekar — for Environment Clearance.
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{SIA/TN/MIN/35648/2019, dated: 03.05.2019)
The proposal was placed In this 1317 SEAC Mesting held on 17.07.20019. The project
propanent gave detailed presentation. The details of the project furnished by the

propanent are avallable in the website (parivesh.nic.in).

The SEAC noted the following:

1. The Proponent. Thiru. M. Rajasekar has applied for Environmental Clearance to
SEIAA-TN Jor the proposed pravel quarry from owver an Extent of 2.12.0 Ha in
SFMNo: 2204, 2202, 2273, 220/4 and 221/% Sethuraparti VAllage, Srirangam Taluk,
Tiruchirappalli Gistrict, Tamll Nadu.

L The project/activity is covered under Category “B2™ of ltem 1(z) “Mining of Mineral
Projects” of the Schedula to the ElA Notification, 2005,

Based on the presenration made by the proponent and the decuments furniched, the

SEAL dedided (o direct the proponent to fumish tha follow| ng details:

1.

The lease deed submirted by the project proponent is not registered. Hence, the
lease deed executive betweer cwner and the lessee should be registerad with
the leate period and copy of the registered document should be subrmitted,

2. Twa ponds namely poclanKulem and Esagudikulam are located adjacent to
the project sitz. Hanee, the profect proponent is requested to submit the safety
distance provided from the proposed mining to tha water bodies and ﬁhaui::l
study the impact of the mining operation to the nearby water bodie: and ite
mitigation measures shall be provided.

3. Agriculiural lands and few houses are focated within 300 1 from the water
bodies. The mitigation measures proposed to profect the agriculture activity
and the hause thould be studied in detail and furmbsh the sams,

4. The copy of the Ownership document of paita’ iale deed for the
SENG221A2.22/3.22114 & 22175 proposed in the application thould he
furnished.
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% CER proposal as per the Office Memorandum of MoEFS CC dated (1.05.2018
shall be furmished.

b. The project proponeni has not furmished the letter obtained from AD/DD
mines in terms of Exliting quarmries/ abandoned quarriesy Present Proposed
quarties/ Future Proposed quarries. Hence, the SEAC decided that the projec
proponent may  get  the following  information  from  the AD/ADD
Mines, Tiruchirappalli District in the follow!ng format

“Letier from the AD/DD Mines aboul the details (Name of the Owner, § F No, Extent
& distance fom  the boundary of this  gquarry) of  other  quarries
(proposad/Exiting/Abandaoned quatvies) within a radius of 200 m from the boundary
of the propoded quarry sitg in the following fommaet.

$iMo. | Mame of the | Name of Village & : Extent in | Disfance {romthis
Quarry Owner | Survey NMumber Hectare proposed Quarry

a. Exisling quarries

t

b, Abandoned quarries
|
2
. Present Proposed quarries
1
2

d. Future Proposed quarrEs
: — :
2

Total extent

-—— —————
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On recelpt of the abowe details, SEAC will decide the further course of actlon on the

proposal.
The Project proponent fumished the abowve said details o SEIAA-TH on

22.02.2021,

The subject was once again placed in the 200™SEAL meeting held on
09.04,2021, After detailed ditcussion the committee found that for one £ Mo 222/
there {5 registerad land docoment and patta whereas for 5.Me 22172, 221/3, 221/4,
22175 patta was ndt pravided and the land document are not found to be totaling to
2.12 Ha, Hence SEIAA office may kindly check and verify it, and after due vetification
and if it is found in order the proposal may be sent to $EAC.

Agenda No: 209-)8

(File No. 72%96/2019)

Froposed Rough Stome and Gravel lease over an extent of 4.36.5 ha In
5.F.Nas. 241NB2B381A, Thirkall Willage, Vandaas Taluk, Titnvannemals District, Tamll
Nadu by Thirw J. Sarthanam — for Envirenment Clearance.

IA/TNAMINY 14458872020, dated: 21.02.2020)

Thepioject proposal was placed in 180"EAC meeting on 08,10.2020.The project
proponent gave detalled presentation, The detalls of the project furnished by the
proponent are available in the webslte (parfveshonic.ind,

SEAC noted the following:

L The project proponent, Thin ). Santhanam applied for Environmental
Clearane for the proposed Pough Sione and Gravel lease over an extent of
4.36.5ha in }.F.MNos. Z41B2B3BIA, Thirakoil Village. Vandavasi Taluk.
Tiruvannamalai District, Tamil Madu.

1 The prejed/activity is covered under Category “B2" of item 1{a} "Mining of
Minerals Projects” of the Schedule to the ElA Notificatian, 2006,
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Bazed on the presentation made and the dooyments furnished by the project
proponent, SEAC directed tofumish the following details:
1. SEAC noted that the project proponent submitted the lebar from Agsstant
Director. Geslogy and Mines, Tiruvanamalal District vide Lettar MNo. RC.No. 27/
Kanimam /2018 dated. 30.7 2019 for quarries within 500m radius of the
propased quarry are rmore than | yeat 3 months. Hence, the project proponent
shall furnish the details of present status of quartes within S00m radius of the
preposed quarry from the Assistant Director, Geglogy and Mines, Tiruvanamalal
Dristrict.
3. The details of open and purnp wells (Location. groundwater levellarcund 500
mn feom the proposed quarry lease area tobe furnished.
1, The villags map and "A" register slong with photographs showing the evidence
of frees planted for the earier mines to be furnished.
4. Onverification of the online application, the company name mentioned as OEQ
EXPLORATION MINING. Instead of Thirw. ). Santhanam, needs to be rectified.
O receipt of the aforesald details. SEAC shall further deliberate on this project and
declde the further course of aciion.

The Project proponent fumished the above seid detals to SEIAA-THN on
27.1.2020.

The subject was ance again placed inthe 209 5EAC meeling held on 09.04.2021
and the presentation was nat in order. Afrer detailed discussion the committes decided

that the project proponent shall make are-presentation,

Agenda 20919
(File No. 65B3/2019)

Praposed cotstruction of residential development by M/, Netrula infra space LLP at
5.F. No. 399/1A. 1B, 1, etc., at Chettipalayam Village of Chengalpat Tehsk,
Kancheepuram District, Tamil Nadu - For Ervironmental Clearance
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(NATN/MNCPATIITEZ018, dated: 08.02,2018)

The Proponent of M/s. Nebula infra space LLP applied 1or Environment Clearancs to
SE1AA on 0F.05.2CH8 for the proposed construction of duiti storled Residential Qroup
Cevelopment project to a total build up area of 129830.21 :q.m at 5.F. No. 3591A,
1B, 1C. 1D, 4G04A 1B, 408/1A, 407/28 & B4, 413/58 & 413/6B of Chettipunyam
Village. Chengalpet Taluk. Kancheepuram District,

As per the documents furnithed and the prasentation made by the project
proponents the proposed projecdt activity consist of construdtion of building with
combined basement for 3 towers each having stilt + 14 Acors and 1 commercial block
with O+4 Nloors, The total number of dweliing units will be 1568 nos, The total plot
area of the project is B9718 mwith a kotal built up area of 129830,21me,

Az per the order Le.NoSEAC-TM/F No.6583/2020 dated: 03.10.2020 of the
Chairrnan, SEAC, 3 Sub-Committes compriting of the SEAC Members constituted to
inspect and study the feld conditions for the Proposal recking Endronmental Clearance
for the proposed construction of residential development by MY, Mebula Infra space
LLP a1 5.F. No. 399/1A. 1B, 1L, etc., at Chettipalayam Village of Chengalpet Taluk.
Kancheepuram  Disiict,  Tamil MNagu, The date of the spection  an
0610, 2020(Tuesday).

The Sub-Committee held detailed disoussions with the project proponent of the
Building praject M. Mebula Infraspace LLP and visited the Frojecy sire on October Of,
2020 (Tuesday) to collect the Factual information and took photographs of the salient
features of the site to get the Frst-hand tnformation of the site and the detalls are
presented below,

The following are the obsetvations by the Sub-Commirtes Team during field visit on
October 06, 2020 (Tuesday) 10 the proect site.
a) During the time of inspection, SEAC $ub- committee found an excavation pit
on the eastern side of the project site with an approximate depth of 15 &
with an area of 60 R long and 20 frwidih,
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b)

d)

2}

Model flar for single, 1.5 and double bedroom of butlt Up area meazuting
approxirnately 400, 550 and 700 f2 was already butlt (fully furpished and
operational) at the projed site during the time of inspection,

Ad]acenttothe mode! flans there isacafeiena alongwith receptionofficeare also
built and Fully functional in addition 1o landscape work. ¢hildren play area
and conaete pavermnent (pathuray).,

Pavernent block making Industry wat built and working in business mode
during the time of Inspection vlslt at the site along with storage for raw
matetials, finished pavemnent blocks lying at the site in addition to the
machineries.

The project boundary on the northern side of the projecl site tocated at &
distance of 20 m from the badkside of the Paranur raibway station teack.

The iub commiitee recommended a3 follows:

1, The project praponent to make uitable rephy o CEAL for their condruchion

acti

vittes notlced by tha Sub-Committze during the time of the ingpection vijit on

Dtober 06, 2020 (Tuesday) before obtaining EC.
7 Based on the clanfications sought by the Sub-Committee SEAC shall further
decide the course of the acion n this case, regarding the Proposal seeking

Environmental Clearance for the proposed consteuction of residential
development by s, Nebula infra space LLP at 5.F.No.37/5. 3716, 3872, etc. of
Keombadi Fatri village, 5. No. 30914, 1B, 1C, ete., at Chettipalayam Village of

Chengalpet Taluk, Kancheepuram District. Tamil Madu.
The tnspection report wes placed in the 186 MEAL meeting held or 21.11.2020 along
with inspection repott of the subcommittee, after a detailed discussion the SEAC has

accepted the recommendations of subcommirtes of SEAC and directed the

proponent 1o fumnish the following deteils
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. The proget proporent to make suitable reply to SEAC for thelr construction
activitias noticed by the Sub-Cotnmitiae during the time of the [nipection viit oh
Cicrober 06, 2020 (Tuerday) before obtaining EC.

1. Based on the clarifications sought by the Sub-Commifttee SEAC shall further
declde the course of the action in this case. regarding the Proposal seeking
Environmental Clearance for the proposed construction of residential
development by MA, Mebuls Infra space LLP at 5.F No.37/55, 3776, 3872, ete. of
Kombad: Patti village, $. No. 3990A, 1B, 1C, atc.. at Chettipalayarmn Village of
Chengalpet Taluk, Kancheepuram Dhastrlel. Tamil Madu.

On receipt of the above detalls, the SEAC would take further course of action on

the proposal,

The Prolect proponent fumished the above said delails 1o SEIAA-TM on
Q5.02.2021.

The subject wes once agaln placed in the J0OWSEAC meeting held on
09.04. 2021, After detailed disoussion the committee decided the following,
Based on the Project proponent’s reply. it clearly observed that the propanent has not
Obtained EC, but constrocted the mode! Hat, cafeteria, one small-icale irclustry, and
receplion area. Thug. It is a dear case of wolation 35 per MoEF & CC notification 2006,
Hence SELAA shall take action againsi the proposal as the project comes under da-tisted G_,_L_-—

case. W Jadine

Agenda No: 209-20
(FileNo: 7764/2020)
Proposed Rough rtone and Gravel quarry lease over an extent of 0.64.5 ha In
5.F.Nos.99/4, 99/5A & 99/5B at Kotanatham Vilage, Viradhwoagar Taluk,
Virudhunagat District, Tamil Nadu by Tmt §$hanmugammal- for Emviroament

Clearance,
(S1A/TH/MIN/I68592/2020, dated: 18.08.2020
-
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The project proposal wes placed in 180*SEAC Meeting heid on 08.10.2020, The details
of the project furnished by the proponent are availablz in the website (parivesh.nic,in).
SEAL noted the following:

I. The project proponent, Tmir SShanmugammal Rough stone and Gravel quarmy
leate over an exient of 0.64.5 ha in $.F.Mos. 9974, 99/5A L GO/SR at
Kotanatham Village, Virodhunagar Taluk. Virudhunagar District, Tamil Madu,

2. The projectfactivity ts cowvered under Caregory “B™ of Item 14a) "Mining of
sinerals Projects” of the Schedule to the ELA Nodificatian, 2006.

Based on be presentation made and documents furnished by the Froject proponent,
SEAL divected, praject proponent to furnish the following detalls:

1. Several well: [arcund 108 wellihwers present around 500 m surrounding the
propased quarry, Hence, a detail study on the bydro geolopgical shall be carried
out ta know the impact on the surcounding wells by a reputed! Gowernment
tnstibution and the same shall be furnithed.

1. The photograph evidence for the ferwing camied out for the already mined
guatry thould be produced.

3. The photogeaph evidence of the Trees planted avallable al proposed quarry site 1o
be produced.

Oin recelpt of the aforesaid details, SEAC woutd further deliberate on this project and
decide the further course of action.
The Projerct proponent furmished the above said details to SEIAMA-TN on

20.11.2020.
The subject was once again placed in the 209*SEAC meeting held on 09.04.2021.

After detailed discussion the committee dedded that, the preject proponent shatl meke
a re-presentation with all detalls along with hydrological studies.

Agenda MNo: 209-21
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{File No.6331/2019)
Proposed Production Capacity Expanston of Methwl Ethyl Ketone and Secondary Buml
Aoohol &FProposed production of Metind 1so Butyl Carbinol, Phenyl Propgyl Alcohot
and Mixed Alcohols st §.F.No. 268, 269, 270, 271, 272 & 273, jathangadu Village and
S.F.No. 67/, 67/, 67/9, 67A0. 74, 75/4, T5/5, PN P&/, T2, T2, 7113, 7704, T7 /S,
THG FT/7. T8, 78N, TB/2, TB/3, 79/, 79/2, 79/3. 79/4.79/5, 79/6, 79/7,
T/, & 79/%, Chinnaseldadu Village of Ambatiur Tatuk, Thirrvaltur District, Tamill
Maduby M/s. Cetex Petrochemicals Limited — For Envirooment Clearance.
BFIATNANDS 3614772007, dated: [5.05,2019)
The proposal was placed In the 166" Meeting of SEAC held on 30,07.2020. The detalls
<f the project furnished by the proponent are availabie tn the webdite {parivesh.nic.in).
SEAC noted the loltowing:
1. The Proponent, M/:s, Cetex Petrochemicals Limited  has applied Jor
Ervironmental Clearance for tha Proposed Petrachemical incduskry at 5.F.Mo.
268, 269, 270. 271, 272 & 273, Sathengadu Village and $.F.Ne. 67/7, 67/8,
G779, 6710, 7441, 7524, 7575, F6/1, T6/2. T/, 7772, 7773, THid. 7715, TT/6,
FI/E. F7/8, TBA, 7812, 78/3, V91, 7942, 7973, 79/4. 79/5, 79/6. 79/7. 79/8. &
79/9, Chinnasekkadu Willage of Ambattur Taluk, Thiruvallur District. Tamdl
MNadu.
L The project/activity is covered under Category “B” of ltem 5(f} “Synthetic
Drganic Chemicals™ of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006,
Baced on the presentation made by the proponent, the SEAC noted that the project
proponent has not fumished adequate details. the details furmished ty the proponent
was not in order and also presentation is nor satisdfied. Hence, the project propensant
was requested to submit 3 detalled report on the fotlowing pofnts (SLNc. i te hv) along
with the stoichiometric balance with equatlon for the all the reactions along with the

waste generation from the process with respect 1o air, water ete.
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L. The Proponent shall provide the expet man-power requirement for the
proposed expansion prapect and justify the sarme,

ii. The proponent shall provide the best Produdion Technology and Control
Measures provided for the project site as the area falls under the crtically
poltuted area.

ii. The Proponent shall carry sut the study on the fugithee smisslon including
VOC emissions for the existing and expected emission from the proposed
activity with a help of modeling study and provide the technology adopted
for the reduction of the fugithve emisshon in general and WOC emissions in
particular,

w. The Proponent thall provide the Z1LD management plan for the proposed
expansion projed,

And added that on receipt of the above details, being expanuion project SEAC decided to
make an on - the - spot ingpection 1o aisess the present status of the cite by the sub-
committee constituted by the SEAC.
The Project proponent submitted the additional details sought above vide lerter dated
04,09, 2020 and the sub- Commlttee inspected the unit on 22.10,2020.
The proposal was placed in this 185" Meeting of SEAC held on 21112020, The $EAC
noted that the Project proponent has not fumithed the requisite details/documents for the
preparation of [nspeciion repoTt.
Under the above ¢lreumstances. the SEAC dectded that. the SEIAA shall obtain and
furnish the Following details from the Proponent<o as te prepare the Inspectionreport:

1. Date of establishment of the unit along with rupporting document.

1 First consent order of the unit lssuad by TNPCE along with other additional

detail: pertaining to the unit.

The Project propenent fumished the above said deralls to SEIAA-TN on

200112020,
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The subject was once again placed in the 209%SEAC meeting held on
09,04, 2021,

The M5, TMPCE informed the commuttee that CEPI score hay been ascertained
try THPCE for last 4 seasons and submitted to NGT, CPCB an MoEF&CCerc,,

Afrer detailed discussion the committee noted that,

Sinwe, the project site falls in the edtically polluted area. as per MoEF & CC QM
dated 30" December 2019, " In respect of the case; where applications were recehved
but not yet raken for SEACAUTEAC {Class-lll} may be transformed to Minisiry for
dealing at central level as per 1he OM dated 317 Cctober 2019,

Hence SEAC decided that the proposal shall be appraised a1 central level,

Agends No: 200.22

(Fite Mo. &240/2017)

Existing imestone quarry over an extent of 5.05.0 Ha In 5.F.No 249/5, 24%/6 & 253718 st
Wthappanasickkanwr  Village, Usilampatti  Taluk, Madweal Disirict by Thin
KR Kanppasamy—For Enviromment Clearance under Violation notification dated 8t
March 2018 and i4th March 2017 of MoEF §.CC.

(HIATHMIN/G2101/2017)

The propoial was placed in the 139%EAC Mesting held on 22.11.2019. The project
proponent gave detalled precenration. The sallent features of the project and the
environmental impact asiessment as presented by the proporent.

Based on the presentation made by the proponent and the doouments furnished, the
SEAC dedded o make an on - the - spod Inspection Lo assess the present starus of the <te
by the sub-committee constituted by the SEAC since the project proponent applied under
violation under the notification of MoEF&CE dated 14/02/2017 and 8/03/2018

. As per the order LrNo.SEAC-TN/E.No.6240/2018 dated: 30.01.2020 a fub-
Commitree Team comprising of SEAC Members was constituted to inspect and shudy

G I

. ¥ . -] .
MEMBER SECRETARY CHAIRMAN
SEAC -TN SEAC- TH

Dr. 2 SELVAN 57 D 5 MOHAN
Wmnber Secratasy ChRimman
SEAT - TH SEAC - TH

(g T Charmai-16




the field conditions for the proposal seeking Ervironment Clearance for the Froposed
Limestone quarry cver an Extent of 5,050 Ha [n S.F.No. 2495, 249/6 & 253/1B. at
Lthappanaickkanur Village, Usilampatti Taluk, Madurai District of Tarnil Nadu
The Sub-Commiliee ingpacted the site on 02.02. 2020, to ctart with, the Sub-Committes
held discussions with the autharities regarding the proposal ceeking Environment
Clearance for the Proposed Limestene quarry over an Extent of 5.05.0 Ha in §.F No.
249/5. 24976 & 253718, at Wthappanatckkanur Village, Usilampatti Taluk, Madurai
Distrct of Tamil Nadu,
Curing wnspection of the site, the following were olrerved.

1. It was observed that proposed site was an existing pif with a mined-out depth

upr 1o & depth of 15m.
2. Mearbytand cwwners/farmers complained about mining waste dumptng and dust
ermissions.

1, Mo fendng arrangement wa: provldad around the periphery of the mining site,

4. The site was surrounded by the forest area in the Western side.
The Sub-Committee inspection report was placed The Inspection repert of the sub-
committes was placed in this 144th SEAC meeting held on 17.02.2020, After detailed
Jeliberations, the SEAC decided to defar the proposal for the next SEAC meeting.
The propasal was placed in the 164*SEAC Meeting held on 20.07.2020. After detatled
deliberation. the $EAC noted that Uthappanaickkanur Village, Uslampatt Taluk,
Madurai District falls under the HAGA area as per the O.0.MSNG.49 dated
24.03.2003.
Hence, the project proponent shall submlr the HACA clearance for the mining activiry fo
SELAA. Afler recelpt of the above details further course of action would be taken on the

proposal,
The Project proponent furnished the above sald details 1© SEIAA-TIN ¢n D5.04.2021.
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The subject was once again placed in the 209CEAC meeting held on 09.04.2021. After
detalled discusston the committee informed that letter submitted by the project
propanent which B not accepiable. Only HAICA authonity shall sue NOK.

Hence, the project proponent shall submir the HACA dearance for the mning activity 1o
SEIAA. After recelpt of the above detalls further course of action would be taken on the

proposal.

Agenda Mo: 200.23
{Flle Moz BOOS/20200
Propoted Rough Stone quarry kase over an extent of 3.05,76 Ha at 5.F, Mo+, 449/2.
HTRAIA, 4TNAT. 478/1A3, A79/1A, 479D, AT/C. 479738, ATYIAA, 4790401 &
479/9C1 of Irukianchonal Part-1l Village, Radhapuram Taluk, Tinunehse District. Tamil Nedu
by Thiru. G.Peter Robin - For Environmentsl dearancs (SIATHN/MINABZ218/2020.
deted: (3.11.2020)
The proposal was placed for appraizal in this Mind meefing of SEAC hald on
O7.01.2021. The details of the project furnished by the propenent are available on the
website(pariverh.nic_in).
The project Proponent Save detailed presentation of the project, SEAL noted the
Fotlon] g
. The Project Propotent, Thiru. &, Pater Robdn has applied for Environmental
Clearance for the Proposed Rough Stone quarry lease over an extent of 3.0%.76
Ha at 5.F.Nos. 44972, 478/1A14. 478/1A2, 4VEFIAZ, ATHA, 479418, 479/1C.
A79/3A, 4A79MA, 4797481 & 4794CT of irukkandurai Part-1 Village,
Radhapuram Taluk, Tirunelveli District, TamilNadu.
L Theproject/activityis covered under Category "B2" of lterr: | {a} "Mining Projects” of
the Sehedule to the EIA Motifization, 2006,
Based on the presentatlon made and documerts fumished by the Project proponent,
SEAC decided to seek the Following detaili/docquments from the Proponent:
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I. There is Udayan En Kulam st a distance of 270m from the Projact site and this
rank is feeding for the agricultural work as well as serving as recharge area for the
surroundings, Tt is also noted that groundwater level in the surroundings
varying from Bm te 13m below ground level and if 48m deep mining |s carried
cut. it will have unsustainable impact on the agricutture as well &t on the tank
andwater rescrirces. Hence, there is b need to study the impact of various depth of
mitning o quantify the impact on water availabtlity. Also it is noted that apart from
Fough stone there may be [imestone fayers there which may lead to dissolution
and there is greater possibtlity for tank water to drain into the mine pit. Henoe
there |3 a need to study the liihotogy of the mine lease area and a detalled
ground water flow modeling to assess the impact of mining.
1. Since the project rite it onby 2.37 km from sea there it a likelihood that sea water
intruslon ac the minkng are is more than 3 Ha and the depth of mining proposed
is 48rm below ground level,
3. 1t Is also mecessary ta chedk the impact of mining on the tea animals including
tortoise through a reputed Gowernment institution.
On receipt of the aforesald detatls/documents to SEAC, the committee would further
deliberate on this project and decdide the further coyres of action,

The Broject proponent furnished the above said details to SETAA-TN on
05,04, 2001

The subject was once again placed in the 209"SEAC meeting held on
19,04, 2021, After datailed discussion the committee it was observed thar the report is
very poorly written and prepared, Hence the committee decided to make on the slte
intpection to assess the actual environmental seflings and also the project proponent

shall make a re-presentatlon.

Agenda 186-TA-OF
[File 719052012}
R AL I
X Pl A
MEMEEE(H:REI’ARY CHAIRMAN
~ SEAL - SEAC- TH
D> :mﬂé: SFiy, ! 20 br & MCHAM
Bllerry! £ Secred- b T A
ShLaz =171 SERE « TH

i Chgrnpi-19



v

Proposed Rough Stone, Jelly and Gravel quary lease over an extent of 2.43.0Ha Lo
5.F.Nos.490M1A2 of Loégal Part - Il village, Ambasarmuadiam Taluk, Tlrurshsell District the
state of Tamil Medu by Thiru.E Vinpth Sankardal - for Emvirosement
Clearance. (SIATNAIN/44081 /2019 dated 03.10.2019)
The Proposal was placed belore the 185% SEAC meeting held on 21.11.2020. The SEAC
nated that proposal had been placed before the 139+ SEAC meeting held on 22.11.2019,
The SEAL decided not to recommend the proposal as there is water body {Lake) in the
wrartern side of leated mining area and the proposed mining actlvity is likely o affect the
water body and thereby there will be negative impact on agricullural acrivities and
lvelihood of the pecple living nearby.
The proponent had sent a letter no M| dated 30.01.2020 and 09.06.2020 1o the SELAA
office. requesting to reconsider his proposal. The same were placed before the 443th
meeting of the SEIAA held on 13.10.2020, The SEIAA during the said meeting had
chrected ar follows

Aiter detaiied discussion, the Authority decided to refer Pack the oroposal o

SEAC fo reexamine its recomymendation &y considering rthe proponents

represertalions dated F0.01. 2020 & 09062020 & a5 per the prevaiing

Rufes & Reguiations,
The SEAC after detalled deliberations, decided that it stands by 2arlier decizion on not to
recommend the proposal, at in the firet letter dated 30007, 2020, no action was taken and
in the second letter dated 09.06.2020. no data o support the mitigation of rhe
impact on the proposed mining aciivity on the water bodies surrounding Ihe proposed
quamy lease area had baen fumizhad by theproponent,

The Project proponent furnished the above gaid details to SEIAA-TM on
£2.02.2021,

The subject wat once again placed in the 2007SEAC meeling held on
0%.04.2021. After deralled discussion the committee informed that, the report is not
from reputed institutes like HTs. NITs. Anna University, Hence the committes decided
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to make a site inspection o asess the aciual envirgnmental settings and also the project
proponent thall make a re-presentatbon with the stucy report from one of the reputed

Eovernment instikutions as skated above,

Agenda Moz 200-TA-02

{File No:6174/2017)

Existing Lime stone quarry lease over an extent of 4.09.5ha at 5.F Nas. 24/1F, 29/2B,
29/2F, 3411, 34/2, 3443, 3444, 34/5, 34/6, 34/7, 34,/8, 34/9, 3410, 34N, 342 &
3412 In Pandapull Viilage, Sankarankeovil Tatuk, Thrunetveli District, TamilMNackdry M/s.
Mursli Enterprises - For Environmental Clearance under Violation,

(AT NAAIN/S 9153,/ 2020, dated: 19.12.2020)

The proposal was placed in thit 20075EAC Meering held on 12,02, 2021.Theproject
proponent gave detailed presentation. The details of the project fumished by the
proponent are given in the websits [parivech.nic.in).
The SEALC noted the following:
I The Proponent, Mys. Murali Enterprises has applied for Erwironmeantal
Clearance for the Existing Linve stone quatry lease dwer an extent of 4.09.5ha at
$ F.Mos, 24T, 20/28, 20/2F, 3471, 2472, 3443, 3404, 3475, 3476, 3477, 34/8.
34/9. 24710, 34711, 3412 & 3413 in Pandapuli Village. Sankarankovil Taluk.
Tirunebyell Distriet, Tamil Nadu,
1. The projectfactivity is covered under Category "B1" of ltem Ifa) "Mining of
Mineral Projectsmof the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.
1, Terms of Reference under violation lisued by SEIAA-TM vide Lr No.JEIAA-
TH/E.No.&) 74 TOR-342/2018 dated14.05, 28,
4 Amendment Terms of Reference msued by SEIAA-TN vide Lr NoJSEIAA-
TMNAF No. 61745 EAC-CXOVIITOR-332 (A)/20180ated: 30.07. 2018
5. Public hearng conducted on 26.11.2020 and Minuttes was recenved from
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TNFPCB vide Lr.No. T2/ TNPCB/F. 24845/ TNV/PH/ 2020 dated: 22.12.2020.
The project proponent submitted EIA report to SEIAA-THN on24.12.2020

The production for the years 2020-21 ta 202223 states that the total quantity
ol recoverable as Limestone 70% should not exceed 45535MT for yltimate

clepth of mining s 21m ground lavel,

Based on the presentation made by the proponent and the documents Furnished, the

committee decided to direct the project proponent to furnish the follcawing details:

The projedt proponent shall fumish the photographs showing the fencing
provided for the existing quarty.

The project proponent shall furnish the ptan and proposal for waste dumpling
and handling the project site.

The project proponent shall furnish the details of existing Green belt area
earmarked with GP$ coordinates and list of trees are planted with oy of
pPhotod/doguments.

The hugitive emission manating at the extiting quarey to be measured and the
report shall be submitted,

The comparative detail of the mining quantity permitted In the approvad
mining plan and the actual mirked quantity from rhe year | 999-2000 onwards
tili the stoppage of the quarry operations to be furmtthed,

The proponent shall furnish the details health chack-ip reports of the workert
and health condition survey in the surrounding villages.

The proponent shall furnish the data wiilized for conducting the AAQ study
for this site.

It was also decided 1o make a site-viat by the sub-committes of SEAC o as o
nsiessthe present status of the profect site and asses the ecclogical damages, fince
it i3 & viclatlon project.

The project proponent shall furnish the revised the remediation plan. natura
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resource augmentation and community resource augrmentation based on the
inspection report & ecological damages.
. The protect proponent shall fumish e detailed agion plan for the points raised
during the public hearing mesting,
On receipt of The abowve detsils, the SEAC decided te direct the proponent make a
re-presentation for the further course of acton on the proposal.

A¢ per the order Lr.Mo SEAC-THN/Ste tnspection/Tirunehell/ 2021 dated: 04.02.20210f
the Chairman, SEAC, a Sub-Committee comprising of the SEAC Members constituted (o
Inspect and study the field conditions far the Proposal secking Environmental Clearanee
For the existing Lime stone quarrtes by M/s, Murali Enterpriges In 5.F. Mo, 244F. 29/2B. etc
of Pandapull Village, $ankarankovil Taluk, Tirunebveli Distdct, Tamil Naduw. The date of
the Inspaction on 08,03, 20215aturday).

Existing Limestone quamry lease ower an extent of 4.09.5haat
% F.Nos. 24/1E,29/28,29/3F 3441, 34723473, 34/4, 3473, 34./5, 347 3448,
34/0,34/10,34/1], 347126341 3in  Pandapuli Village, Sankarankowil Teluk. Tirunelveli
Dhstrict, Tamil Nadu was inspected by the sub-commitiee on 06.03.2021{$aturdsy).
Sub-Committee Obsarvations
The Sub-Committee held detailed discussions with the proponent present and assessed
the prevailing fite condltions 10 collert the factual information and toak photographs of
the salient features of the site to get the fiest-hand infarmation. The phategraphs of the
site taken at the time of site visit are presenled.

1. There is na quarrying oparation during theyisit.

1. There kit nge public road / public path through the rinlng area as stated in the

pulblic hearing mesling
Syb-Committee Recommendations
{, Miyawaki scheme of plantation needs to be made surrounding the mine for a
width of 7.5m In order b devalop the graen belt araund rhe mining area.
The inspection teport was placed in the 209SEAC meeting held on 09.04.2021, After
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adetatled discusslon the SEAC hat accepted the recommendations of subcommittee of
SEAC and instructed that the project proponent shall make pretenfatton on
Environmental and Ecological damage assessment due to viclation.

Agenda No: 209-TA-03

{FlkeNo: 6176/2017)

Exdsting Lime stone quary lease over an extent of 2.37.25ha at SF.Nos241¢ (P),
24/2(F). 3042, 3043, 3074, 30/5, 3046, 30/7, 20/8 & 3415 In Pandapuli Village,
Sankararkeowil  Taluk Tirunelveli  District, TandiNsdu by  M/s.MuraliErterpeses-For
Emvironmental Clearance under Violatlan.

(SIATNAMIN/S9264/2020, dated: 19 12, 20200
The proposal was placed In this 20195EAC Mesting held on 12.02.2021. Theproject

proporent gave detailed presentation. The details of the project fumished by the
proponent are given in the website {parivesh.nic.in).
The SEAC roted the following:

1 The Proporent. Bfs Murah Enterprises hat applied for Environmental
Clearance for the Existing Limestone quarry Inase over an axtent of 2,37.25ha at
5.EMos. 24/1CIP), 24/2(P). 3042, 3043, 3044, 1045, 3006, 30¢7, 2008 &
34/15in Pandapull Village, Sankarankowil Taluk. Tironelvel; District, Tamil
MNadu.

L The project/activity is covered under Category "BI" of ltem 1{a) *Mining of
Mineral Projects™of the Schedule to the EIA Notifleation. 2006.

3 Terms of Reference under violation issued by SEIAA-TH vide Lr Mo SEIAA-
THN/F.MNC.6176/ TOR-349/20180ated;: 14.05. 2018

{  Amendment Terms of Reference issued By SELAA-TM wide Lr Mo SEIAA-
TNF. N B176/SEAC-CRVILYTOR-349 [A)/20180ated:30.07,2018

1 Public hearing conducted on 26.11,2020 and Minutes was recehved from
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THPCE vide Lr.No. T2/TNPCBAF. 24847  TNVYPHF 2020 dated: 22.12,2020,
The project propoanent submitted ElA repart to SEIAA- TN on24,12.2020,
The production for the years 2020-21 o 202 3-24 states thar the roral quantity
of recoverable as Limestone 30% should not exceed 27675MT for uliimate

depth of mining is 16m ground lavel,

Based on the presentation made by the propenent and the document s furnished, the
commitiee decided to direct the project proponent 1o furmish tha lollowing details:

1.

B,

The project proponent chall fumish the photographs showding the fencing
provided Tor the exlsting quarry.

The project propanent shall furnich the plan and proposal for waste dumping
and handling the praject slie.

The project proponent shall fumish the details of existing Green belt area
earmatked with GPS coordinates and list of trees are pianted with copy of
phatos/dosurnents.

The fugitive emission emanarning at the exiiting quarry to be measured and
the report thail be submitied.

The comparative detail of the mining quantity peimilted in the approved
mining plan and the actual mired quantity from the year 1683.1984 crwards
till the stoppage of the quairy operations to be furnished.

The propanant shall fumish the details health check-up reports of the waorkers
and health condinian survey in the turounding villages.

The proponent shall fumnish the data utilized for conducting the AAL) study
fowr this site.

It was also decided to make a gite-visit by the sub-committee of SEAL 5o & 1o
asteyt the presenl status of the project site and asses the ecological demages. since
it it a wiolaticn project.

The project proponent shall furnish the revised the remedtation plan, natural
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resource augmentation and community resource augmentation based on the
Inspection report & ecological damages.
W, The project proponent shall furnish a detailed action plan for the points raised
during the public hearing meeting.
On recelpt of the above detalls, the SEAC decided to direct the proponent make a
re- presentabion for the further course of action on the proposal.

As per the order Lr. Mo SEAC.TN/Site Inspection/Tirunelveli/2021 daked: 04.03 202104
the Chairman, 3EAC. & Sub-Commirtee comprising of the SEAC Members constituted to
ingpect and study the fleld conditlons for the Proposal seeking Environmental Clearance
for the edsting Lime stone quarries by Mfs. Mural Enterprises in 5.7, No. 24/1C(P),
24/2(F). 3072, 3043, 30/4, 3045, 3046, 307, 3Q/8 & 34/150F Pandapuli Village,
Sankarankovil Taluk, Tirunelveli Disirict, Tamil Nadu. The date of the Inspection on
06,03, 2021 {Laturday).

Existing Lime stone quarry lense over an extent of 2.37.25ha at 5.F.Nos. 24107,
24/2{P). 3072, 30v3. 30/4, 3045, 30/6. 30/7. 30/8 & 34/15in Pandapull Willage,
Sankarankovil Taluk, Tiruneheeli District, Tamil Nadu was inspected by the sub-
<committes on 06.03.2021{3arurday).
sub-Committes Obsanvations
The Sub-Committes held detalied discussions with the proponent prezent and assesied
the prevailing site conditions to collect the factua! information and took photographs of
the salient Features of the site to ger the first-hand information, The photographs of the
site taken at the time of site visit are presented.

1. There is no quarrying operation during thewvisit,

L. Therewa: a channel passing through the area mentioned from the upstream tank

and the channel was seen only up to arcund 200 m from the aulvert,

L. The proponent informed that the channel has been diverted 1o the other side

parallel to the road side.
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4, The proponent also agreed o bring badk the channel through his land and o
that the point raised in the public hearing meetIng would be accorded
5. Cnly hwo biocks out of the four blod are contiguiods.
k. There is no public road # public path through the mining anea as stated in the
public hearing meeting
Sub-Committes Recommendations
2. Miyawaki scheme of plantation needs to be made wurrounding the mine for a
width of 7.5m in order ko develop the green belt around the mining area.
3. Channelshould be reconstructed afterdue veriflcationwiththe revenue reconds
belore rtarting the minlag operation.
4. Onlytwo blocksthat are contiguods and these blocks only may be permiried for
mining.
The inspection report was placed in the 209"$EAC meeting held on 2.04, 2021, after a
detailad dlscussion the SEAC has accepted the recommendations of subtommittee of
SEAC and instructed that the project proponent shell make presentation on

Environmental and Ecological damage assessment due o violation.

Agendia No: 209-TA-04

(FlleMo: 8142/2020)

Proposed Rough stone & Gravel quarryleaseover anextent of 1.70.0haats.F.Nos. 31&
MW“W.MMT:ML“MED&MTNH Nadu

by Thiru. V. Jaisankar-For Emvirenmental Clearance. (SIA/THMING B7971/2020,
dated: 14.12.2020

The propasal was placed n this 2051 SEAC Mesting held on 03.03.2021. The
project propanent gave detailed presentation., The details of the project furnished by
the proponent are given in the website [parlvesh.niciny,

The SEAC noked the followlng:
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1 The project proponent, Thira. W Jalsankar has applied for Envirconmental
Clearance for the proposed Roughitone & Gravel quarry lease over an
extent of 1.70.0 ha at S.F.Nos31/1431/5 of Vadskkuputhur Village,
Sankararkowil Taluk, Tiranetvel District. TamilMadu,

1 The project/activity s caversd under Category "B2* of ltem I{a) "Mining
of Mineral Projects” of the Schedule to the ELA Notificatinn, 2006,

3 The production for the five years state; that the toral gqua mtity of
recoverable as 156450cu.m of Roughstone & 24432¢u.m of Gravel should
nol exceed for the depth of mining it 32m below graund level,

Based on the presentation made and the documents furnished by the Project
proponent, SEAC decided to make 3 site-visit by the sub-commitiee of SEAC 50 2% [0
assess the present status of the project sfte and asce: the ecological damages,

As par the order Lr. No SEAC-TN/Site IntpectionTirunelweli/202] dated: 04.02 202 of
the Chairman, SEAC, a Sub-Committes compnising of the $EAC Membars cangtituted to
irspect and study the Reld conditions for the Proposal seeking Environments| Clearance
for the existing Rough stone & Gravel quarry by Thirg, V. aisankar in §.F.Ne.31A &
345 of Vadakkuputhur Village, Sankarankowvil Taluk. Thrunelvel Disrict, Tami!
Madu.The date of the Inspecticn on 06.03. 202 (Sarurday).

Propoted Rough stone & Gravel quarry lease over an extent of 1,70.Chaat
3.F.Nos. 31831 /SeVadskkuputhurVillage Sankarankonil Taluk, Tirureheeli District. Tam|)
Nadu was inspected by the sub-committee on 06,03 202 1(5aturday).

Sub-Committee Observations

The Sub-Committes held derailed discussions with the proponent present and aseised
the prevatling site eonditions to collect the factual I0f oemation and tock photographs of
the salient features of the site to get the firt-hand information. The photographs of the
site taken at the time of site visit are presented,

1. The appllcation [5 for the fresh quary.
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7. It was informed to the committee that the proponent has made altemate
approach road but on the governrment land without proper permisson from the
concerned authorities,

. There l5 an odai existing on the side of the proposed mining area which is more
than 500m away and would not get affected from the mining acthvity &s the
odal b flowing In the directlon thai would have very less impact dus to the
mining activity.

4, The proposed area of mining is situated in a séreng anvircrment.

Sub-Committee Recommendatigng

|. The propenent hat to obtain the necessary permisston from the concenned
aigthatltle:s for the approach road construction On the government land before
slarttng the mining operatlon.

7. Myawaki scheme of plantation needs (o be made sarraunding the mine for a
width of minimum 7.5m

The Inspeclion Teport waj placed in the 209th CEAL meating held on 05042021

along with ingpection repart of the subcommirtee, after a detailed discussion the

SEAC has accepted the recommcndations of subeommittee of SEAC and

recommended for environmental claarance subject to the condition: that the project

proponent shall obtain permission from the concermed authority for Road rerouting
and comslruction, befers the mining operation.

1, The proponent shall devalop green belt following Mivawakl scheme all akong the
periphery of the propazed dte.

2 A bench height of Sm needs 1o be malntained ai per the approved minking plan
corsidering the hydro-geological regime of the surroundtng area a3 well as for safe
roning,

3. The project proponent should indtail cautlonary boards af the entry and at
strategic lacation: of the mining slte displaying caution nolice 1o the public about

the danger of entering the mining area.
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4. The proponent shall form the proper benche: as per the approved mine plan
during the cperatlon of the quarry.

5. Fugltive emission measurements thould be carried aut during the minlng operation
and the report on the same may be submitted to SEIAA onee In six months,

4. Proponent shall ensure that the Noise level {5 monitored during mining operation
at the project shte and adequate noise level reduction messures undertaken.

7. The proponent shall erect fencing all around the boundary of the proposed area
with gates for entryfaxit ai per the conditions and shall fumish the
Fhotographs/map of the same before obtaining the <TO from TNPCE,

8. Greenbell needs 1o be developed In the pertphery of the mines area so that at the
closura time the trees would have grown well,

9. Ground water quality manitoring should be canducted once every sbe months and
the report shall be submitted to THPCE.

10. Afier mining is completed, proper leveling should be dome by the Project
proponent &Ervironmental Management Plan furnished by the Proponent should
be stricthy Followed.

Il. The Project propanent shall. after ceasing Fmining operations, undertake re-grassing
the mining area and any other area which may have been dhturbed due to their
mining aclivities and restore the land to a condition that is fit for the grometh of
fodder. flora, fauna efc.

12. Proper barrier to reduce noke level, dust peflution and to hold down any possible
ity material (debris) should be establithed by prewviding zreenbelt andfor metsl
sheets along the boundary of the quarrylng site and svitable working methodobogy
o be adopred by considering the wind direction,

13. The operation of the quarry should not affect the agrculture activiries & water
bodies near the project site and a safety distance of 50m from the water bodty
should be left vacant without amy mining activity,

14. Transportation of the quarried materlals shall nat caute any hindramgce to the
Village people/Existing village road.,
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15 The Project Proponent shall camply with the mining and pther relevant rules and
regulations whetever applicable.

16. The proponent shall develop an adﬁquz;le greenbalt with native species on the
periphery of the mine lease area hefeee the commencernent of the mining activiry,
i consultation with DFO of the concemed district/agriculture.

17. The guartying activity shall be siopped if the entire quantity indicated in the
Mining plan is quamied even befote the expiry of the quarry lease period and the
same shall be monitored by the concerned Disleick Authorities.

1R, Prior clearance from Forestry &VAld Life Including cearance from committee of
the Mational Board for Wildlife as applicable shall be obtained before starting the
quarrylng operation. if the project tire attracts the NEW/L clearance.

16. Ta ensure safety measures along the boundary of the quarty site. security guards
are to be postad during the entire peciad of the mining operation.

20.The mine closure pian sabmitted by the profect proponent shall be stricthy
foliawed after the lapse of the mine.

21 As per the MoEF&CT Office Memorandum  F.No, 22-65/2017-1a011 dated:
30.06.2G20 and 20102020 the proponent shall furnish the delalled EMP
mentioning all the activities as proposed i, the CER and furnkh the ame before
plading the subject to SELAA.

29 Al the ¢ondition imposed by 1he Asstant Divector. Geology & Mining,
Tireeelwell District in The mining plan approval Jettar ard the precise ared
commumication letter should be strictly followed.

The project propenent shall furnith a detailed action plan for the polnis raised

during the public hearing.

Agenda Na: 209- TA-05 {File NO: £975/201%)

Proposed Rough one. Jelly & Cravel quarmy lease aver an extent of 3.92.70 Ha

5 FNo.  192(P), Kasttwrirengaporam  Par:ll Willage, Thisayanwilai  Tahk,

TirunelveliDistrict, Tamil Nadu by Thiru.C.5ugu - For Ervironrmental clearance

(SLA/TIN/MIN/SIB50/2019 dated: 13.01.2021)
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The proposal was placed for appraisal in this 200"mesting of SEAC held on
1.02.2021.The details of the projecr furnished by the proponent are available on the
website{parivesh.nlcin).

The project proponent gave detailed presentalion of the project. $EAC noted the

frollowing:

The projea proponent. Thiru, C Sugu has applied for Envircnmental Clearance
for the proposed Rough stone, Jelly & Gravel quarry leate over an extent of
3.92.70Ha at 5.FMNos. 192(P) of Kasthurirengapuram  Part-ll Village,
Thisayanvilai Taluk, Tirunelveli District, Tamil Nadu,

The project/activity i3 covered under Category “B1" of Item 1(a} “Mining of
Mineral Projects™ of the Schedule to the EIA MNotification, 2006,

ToR was issued by SEIAATN vide Lr.Mo SEIAA TH/F.Me.6975/ SEAC/TOR-
67872019 dated 11.12.2019

Public hearing cotducted on 15.12.2020. The Minutes of the Pubiic hearing
recetved from TNPCE vide Lr.No.T2/TNPCE/F. 26095/ TNVPH/ 2020/ dated:
03.01.2021

The project propenent submitted E1A report o SEAA-TH on 13.01.202].
Complaints have been raceived againgt the propanent

The production for the five yeers In tolal quantity of recoverable ar 963820m
of Rough stone and 131704m! of Weathered Rock and 24776m? Gravel for
depth of mining 13 65m below ground |evel,

Fesed on the presentation made and documents furnished by the project proponent.
SEAC dedded the following:

To seek the Member Sacretany/SEIAATIN 1o write o the Chrector Cenera) of
Mines Safety regarding the complaints recehed by the Committee against the
Proponent,

1. To assews the present status of the project site by making an on - the - opot
inspechion of the site by the sub-committee constituted by the SEAC,
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1. Proponent shall submit the compliance report for the earlier EC issued to this
project site.
On recalpt of the compliance repott rom the proponent the subcommittee of the SEAC
will inspect the site, Based oh the compliance of the earlier EC and inspection report of the
sub-comimiltee. the $EAC will decide the further course of action.

As per the order Lr. Mo SEAC-TM /St Inspaction, Tinunelusll2021 dated: 04.02.20210f
the Chairman, SEAC, a Sub-Committee comprising of the SEAC Members constituted 1o
inspect and study the field conditions for the Proposal seeking Environmental Clearane
for the existing Rough stone, Jelly & Gravel quarty by Thiru, C.5ugu in 5.F.No.192 (F) of
Kasthurirengapuram Part-1l Village, Thisayanvilai Taluk. Tirunelveli Daslrict, Tamil
Macdu.The date of the Inspection oh O07.03.2021(5unday).

Proposed Rough stone, Jelly & Grivel quarry leage over an axtent of 3.92.70haat
$.F.Nos. 192(P} of Kasthurirengapuram Part-ll Village. Thitayarvilai Taluk. Tirunelveli
Oistrict, Tamil Nady was inspected by the sub-committes on 07.03.2021(5unday}.

$yb-Committee Obsenvations
The Sub-Committee held detailed discussions with the propanent present and assessed
the prevailing site conditions tercollect the factual information and tock photographs of
the satient features of the site to get the first-hand Information. The photographs of the
site taken at the Eime of dte visit are presented.
1. There is no guarrying operatlon during thewitit,
1. The fencing was nol done in propen sy,
3, The green belt around mines is roF 2xishing, henwever, there are saplings that
have bezn planted very recently within a weeek's Time.
4 |twas observed that one of [he pits has baen closed with the mined- out wate
rmaterials.
5. There is no ¢pace of 7.5m each from the boundary of each mine has not been

left cuar.
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b. The proponent Informed that the AD(Mnes) hat visited about six months back
and reported that there is an excess quantity of minerals has been mined out
from this mine more than the approved quantity and a fine has been levied for
the same. The proponent was instrucied to submit the letter from AD{Mines) to
this effect as well as procd of payment 1o the Chairman SEAC as well as to the
SElAA office at the earliest and he has also agreed for the same, as be dld nol

have the copy of the same for submilssion 1o the subcommittee.

ub-Lommities Recommundaticons
1. Miyawak] scheme of plantation needs to be made surrcunding the mine for a
minimum whidih of 7. 5m
1. Theroad leading to the mine should be made bitumen topped inorder to reduce
the fugltive emission.
3. After recelving the letter from AD{Mines) the SEAC would decide on further
necesary action.
4. All the conditions stipulated in the ECs need to e tcrupulousty followed bothin
¢plHE as well as in terms ofimplementation,
The Inspection report of the sub-committee was placed In the 205+ SEALC mealing
held on 09.04.2021. However, since the documents from AD mines, Tirunelveli for
the quantity of minerals mined out and The actual depth of mining have rat been
recgived from the proponent by the SELAA office, the ditcussion on this project is
deferred to one of the ensuing meeting after the recelpl of the same and a note
prepared by the concerned Engineer/Scientlst,

Agenda Mo 209- TA-04 (File
No: §976/2019)
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Propased Rough stone, Jelly & Gravel quarry lease ovear an extent of 4.98.56Ha at
SF.Noe. 151/HF and 194/1(F) (New-1941B(F)) of Kasthurirengapuram Part-i Millage,
Thisayanvilai Taluk, TirunetveliDistric, Tamél Nadu by Thiru, $.Rajendran - For
Enwirenmental clearance

(SIASTN/MIN/SGE29/2019 dated: 13.0L.2021)
The proposal was placed for appraisal in thit 200"meeting of SEAC held on

11.02.2021. The details of the project Turnished by the proponent are aveilable on the

websiie(parivesh.nic.in,

The project proponent gave detailed presentation of the project. SEAC noted the

following:

1.
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The preject propenent. Thiru. $.Rajendran has applied for Erwironmental
Clearance for the proposed Rough stone, Jelly & Gravel quarry leate over an
extent of 4.98.56Ha at S.F.Nas, 191/1(P) and 194/1(P) {New-194/16{F}) of
Kasthurlrengapuram Part-Il Village. Thisayanullai Taluk, Tirunelveli District,
Tamil| Nadu.

The projectiactlvity is covered under Category "B1" of tern §{a)] "Mining of
Mineral Projects” of the Schedule to the EIA MNotificatian, 2006,

ToR was issued by SERAA-TM wide Lr . No SEIAATN/F. No, 6976/ SEAC/TOR-
736/2020 dated 06.08.2020

Public hearing conducted on 15.12.2020. The Minutes of the Public hearing
received fram TNPCE vide Lr.No. T2/ TNPCB/F.26097/T NWPH 2020/ dated:
05.01.2021

The project proponent submirted ELA report ko SEIAA-TN on 12,00.2021.
Complainis have been received against the proponent

The production for the five ygars in total quantiry of recoverable as 1229205m°
of Rough stone and 56336m? of Weathered Rock and 15270m* Oravel for
depth of minlng is £5m below ground level.
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Based on the presentation made and documents furnished by the projedt proponent,
SEAC dedided the following:

1. To ek the Member Secretary/SEIAATM 1o wrile to the Direcior General of
Mines Sefety regarding the complaints received by the Committee against the
Froponent.

1. Ta asess the present status of the project site by meking an on - the — spot
inspection of the site by the sub-commitiee constituted by the SEAC.

3. Proponent shall subrnit the compliance report Tor the garlier EC issued ro this
proect site.

On receipt of the compliance report from Ihe proponent the subcomimittee of the SEAC
will inspect the site. Based on the compliance of the earlier EC andinspection report of the
tub-commitiee, the SEAC will decide the further course of action,

As per the order Lr.No SEAC-TM/Site Inipection/TIrunelweli/ 2021 dated: 04.02 20210f
the Charrman, SEAC, a Sub-Committee comprising of the SEAC Members constituled to
inspect and study the field conditions for the Proposal seeking Envircnmental Clearance
for the existing Rough stone, Jelly & Cravel quamy by Thiru. 5.Rajendran in
S.FENSISP} and 194A(P) (Mew-19471B(F) of Kasthurirengapuram Part-Il Village,
Thhayanvilai Taluk, Tirunelwel District, Tamil Nadu. The date of the Inspectlon on
07.03. 2021 {Sunday).

Proposed Rough stone, Jelly & Gravel quarmy lease over an extent of 3,98 56ha at
$F.Nos. 191/1(P) and 194/)(F) (New-194/1B(P)} of Kasthurirengapuram Part.l Vlllage,
Thisayanvilai Taluk, Tiruneiveli District, Tamil Nadu was inspected by the sub-
committes on 07.03, 2021 (Sunday).

Sub-Conitiee Qbservation

The Sub-Cornmittee held detailed discussions with the proponent present and assested
the prevalling ste conditions 1o collect the factual information and took photographs of
the: salient featurer of the site to gat the first-hand information The photographs of the
site taken al the time of nite visit are presented,
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1. There it no quarrying cperation during theviit,

1. The fencing was done with the warped wires.

1. The green belf around mines is not exlsting. however, there are saplings thal
have been planted very recently within a weeks fime.

4, It wasobserved thal there |5 amine adjacant ta the mine of Mr. Rajendran and] he
informed that it belongs to another perser. There it a pacea road for
transporting the mined-out minerals existing within the mine. Both mines are
merged and tooks like a single mine.

5. There is no space of 7.5m each from the boundary of each mine has not been
left qut.

& The proponent Informed rhat the AD{MInes) hay vislted about six manths back
and reported that thers L& an ex¢ess guantity of minerals has been mined out
from this mine morce than the approved quantity and a firee hat been levied for
Ihe same, The proponent was nitructed to get the letter From AD(Mines) 1o this
effact and submit the sarne fo the Chairman $EAC a5 well a5 to the SEIAA office

Syb-Conwpittee Recommendations

1. Mlyawaki schemme of plantation need: 10 be made surrcunding the mine for a
rninktywm width of 7.0m

3 Therosd leading 1o the mine should be made bitumen ropped inonder 16 reduce
the fugitive emission.

3. After receiving the letter from AD{Mines) the SEAC would decide on whether
the excess guantity mined ouf or Ro3.

4 Allthe conditions stipulated in the ECs need to be scru pulously followed both in
spirit as well as bn terms ofimplemenrarion.

The Inspection repott of the sub-commitree was placed in the 209t SEAC meeting

neld on 09,04, 2021. However, since the docurnents tern AD rnines, Tiruneheeli for the
quantily of minerals mimed cul and the actual depth of mining have nol been received

from the prup-crnent by the SEIAA office, the discussion an this project |5 deferred to
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cne of the ensuing meeting after the recelpt of the same ard a note prepared by the

concerned Engineer/Sclentist,

Agenda No: 20%-TA-07

{Flle No: 7989/2020)

Proposed Constructlon of New Residential Quarters{Phase | & Phase 11, Total No of
Tenements (Phase [ +Phase l1) - 064 Nos.} at.F.Nos.. GLR No.386+6.386-2 (Survey
No.6lA, 63-1, 63-2, 64. 651, 65-2,621A Palavanthungal) GLR, 395-1(Survey No, 59-1A, §9-
18, 69-1C. Nanganallur) GLR No, 3871238, 387123A{ Survey No.2 Mesnambakkam) at
Meenambakkam Village, 5t. Thomns Mount-Pallaveram Cantonment, Chetynai
Dhstrict, Tamil Nadu by M/s. Alrport Authority of Indis- For Environmental Clearance

{3 ATMNAMITA1BI39/2020, dated: 02.11,2020)

The proposal was placed for appraisal in this 190™meeting of SEAC held on 26.12.2020.
The details of the project furnished by the propoment are available on the website
(parivesh. nic. fn}.

The project praponent gave detailed préesentation. SEAC noted the following:

1. The Project Propanent, M/, Airport Authority of India has applied seeking
Environmental Clearance for the proposed construction of New Residential
Cruarters (Phase | & Phase !. Total Mo of Tenement: {(Phase | +Phase N - 864
Nos)at 5,F.Nos., LR No.386-6,386-2 (Survey No.6lA, 53-1, 63.2, 54, 63-1,
63-2.621A Palavanthangal) GLR 3951 (Survey MNa. 69 IA. 69-18, 69.
IC.Nanganallur}  GLR  No. 3871238,  387123A( Survey  No2
Meenambakkam)] at Meenambakkam Village, 3. Thomas Mount-
Pallavaram Ceantonment, Chennai District. Tamil Madu,

1. The projectfactivity is covered under Category "B" of ltem B(a) "Building
and Constructions Projects™ of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006,
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Based on the presentation made by the proponent and the docurnents furnished. the
committee instructed the project proponent ta furnish the following details:

1. As the proposed project is expandgion of the existing project. the Praponent shall
file fresh application for expansion in the formal prescribed by MOBE&CC.

1. The Proponent shall fumnith the copy of Environmenial Clearance, chiained if
any. For the existing project. If so. the Proponent shall furnish the certiflcate for EC
compliance obtained from TNPCB.

3. Centificate of Demolition of exiding building: abtained from Competen?
Authority shall be furnished.

4. Beport on Noise level data of the project site meacured For continuous 24 hrs.
considering Might movement and road traffic noise shall be Furnished.

5. Details of area available for averue plantation thall be furnished.

6 Detailed report on Solid waste management inclucing construction and
demolition waste, disposal of napkins etc. shall be furnished.

7. A: per the MoEF&CC Office Memorandum F.No. 22-65/2017-141 daled:
30.09.2020 and 20.10.2020 the proponent thall furnish the detalled EMP
menrioning all the activiries a3 proposed Ln the CER.

§. There are complainks necensed that the const ruction wark has started already and if
50 the detaily of the tame ac ondate.

On rexeipt of the above additional details, the SEAC decided to make an on - the - spot
inspection 1o assess the present shatus of the site by the Subcommitiee constituted by the
SEAL. Based on the Inspection report, SEAC would further deliberaks anthis praject and
decide the further course of achion.

As per the order of the Chairman, SEAC. & Sub-Committee comprising of the follerwing
SEAC Members constituted o inspect and sudy the field conditions for seeking
Environmental Clearance for.  Proposed Construction  of Mew  Residential
Ouarters{Phase | & Phate 11, Total No of Tenements (Phase | +Phase U - 864 Nos)
atS.F.Nos., GLR No.386-6.386.2 (Survey Na.6lh, 631, B3-2, 64, 651, 63-2.621A
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Palavanthangal) GLR 295-1{Survey Ng. 69- |4, 69-18, 69-IC Nanganallur) GLR No.
3871238, 3B7123A( Survey MNo.2 Meenambakkam) at Meenambakkam Village, St.
Thomas Mount-Pallavarem Cantonment, Chennal District. Tamil Naduby Mys. Airport
Authority of Indta. The date of the Inspection on 04.02.2021 (Thursday).
The Sub-Cammittee held detailed discursions with the preject proponent of the
authorities of Mfs.Airport Authority of India and visited around Ihe project site on
04.02.2021(Thursday) to collect the factual informatlon and took photographs of the
sallent features of the fite to get the first-hand information of the site and the detatl are
presented belowe,
Qbservation of the Sub-Commities
The followling are the abservations by the Sub-Committes during {ield visit on
February Od™, 202t Thuriday} to the project site.
1. The Proposed Project Construction of consists of Phase 1 & Phase I whk 3 total
nurmber of Tenaments 864 Nos.
L. The existing bulldings which are going to be demalished are completely
eocupied,
1. Exigting Building Demolishing should be done such a way that the Trees in the
front side showld not be Cut down,
4. To minimize Noive due 1o the movemant of Train in the Raihway fine adjacent
1o the Site a Barrier Wall has to be Constructed and Dense Plantatian to be done.
3. The existing Children's Park should be Retained and Protected.
Spb-Commites Recommendation;
The Sub-Committes iz of the oplnion that after proper approval from the competent
authorities and submission of the douments as per the requirement of the of SEAC,
the further course of action regarding the proposal of the Proposal seeking
Emvironmental Cleararce for the Propoted Construction of Mew Residential
CuartersiPhase | & Phase I Total Ne of Tenements (Fhase | +Phase Il . 864 Nos) at
$.F.Nes. OLR No.386-6,386-2 (Survey No.6IA, £3-1, 63-2. 64 65-1, 63-2.621A
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Palavanthangal) GLR 395.1{Survey No. 69- A 6%-18. 6340, Nanganallur) GLRE Mo
TETITIE, 28712340 Survey Mo.2 Meenambakkam) at Meonambakkam Village, 5r,
Thamas Mount-Pallavaram Cantonment, Chennai District. Tamil Nadu by M/s. Airport
Autharity of India.- Tamil Nadu.

The inspection report was placed in the 205SEAC mesling held on 09.04.2021 slong with
inspection report of the subcommirtee. sfter a detailed diteussion the SEAC has acoepted the
resommendations of subcommittee of SEAC and it was observed from the Partwash that the
project proponent has withdrawn his application and hence the projed is deferred,

Agenda No: 209 TA-08

(File Mo: 7893/2020)

Proposed sxpansion of residentisl budlcting at 5.F.NO3S.93/3A1A18, 93/3A1A2B, 93/38, 93/3C.,
93730, 93/3E & 93/4 of Noombal Village, Madhuravoyal Taluk, Thiruvallur District by
Ws. Ramky Wavoo Developers Put Lid. - For Environmental Clearance
SIATMN/MISATOS66/2020, dated: 03.09.2020)

The proposal was earlier placed in 139 mecting of $EAC held on 22.11.2019
and  Environmental Clearance was isued  vide  Lt.NOSEIAA-TN/F No.223/
EC/B(alf629/ 2019 dated: 11.01.2019 for the total plot area of 15409, 2 Sq.m arwd built up
area of 45519,36 §g.m. Meanwhile the Froponent applied for amendment to the
existing EC far inelusion of combined basement stating that the same was erconecusly
migsad in the EC lsued earlier. As there wa; increase in the plot aree and bullt-up area
SEIAL vide the minutes of 15 369th mesling dated 10.02.2020 referred back the
proposal to SEAC for reappraisal subsequently the proposal was placed in the
164 meeting of SEAL and the committee directed the praoject proposeent to apply freth
application for xpansion as per the MoEF&CC guidelines. Hence SELAA vicle rninutes
of its 394 meeting dated 10.00.2020 lowed and recorded the application filed for
armendrnent. Mo the Proponent has filed fresh applization for expansion and the same
was placed for appraisal in this 190rrmeeting of SEAC held on 26,12.2020, The details of
thepm}eﬂfurnlﬁhedb?theprc:ponemareauailableunthe-webiite{parivesh.rﬁ-;in}.
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The project proponent gave detailed presentation. SEAC noted the following:

I. The Proponent, M/s. Ramky Wavoo Developers Put. Ltd has applied seeking
Environmental Clearance for the proposed expansion of Residential Building at
5.F.Nos. 93/3ATAIB, 93/3A1A2B, 93/3B, 93/3C, 93/3D, 93/3E & 93/4 of Noombal
Village, Madhuravoyal Taluk, Thiruvallur District.

L. The project/activity is covered under Category "B2" of ltem B(a) "Building and
Construction projects” of the Schedule to the EIA Notification, 2006.

3. EC issued vide Lr.No.SEIAA-TN/F.No.223/EC/8(a)/629/2019 dated: 11.01.2019 for

the total plot area of 15409.2 Sq.m and built up area of 45519.36 5gq.m.

Based on the presentation made by the propenent and the documents furnished, the

committee instructed the project proponent to furnish the following details:

1. The copy of new approval cbtained from CMDA for this expansion project shall
be furnished.

L. The Proponent shall furnish the copy of NOC obtained from PWD on fiood
inundation mitigation point of view.

3. The Proponent shall submit the revised aesign layout of Rain water harvesting
systemn and Storm water drain.

4, As per the MoEF&CC Office Memorandum F.No, 22-65/2017-1A.111 dated:
30.09.2020 and 20.10.2020 the proponent shall furnish the detailed EMP
mentioning all the activities as proposed in the CER.

On receipt of the above additional details, the SEAC decided to make an on - the - spot

inspection to assess the present status of the site by the Subcommittee constituted by the

SEAC. Based on the inspection report, SEAC would further delibe rate on this project and

decide the further course of action,

As per the order of the Chairman, SEAC, a S5ub-Committee was constituted to inspect

and study the field conditions for seeking Environmental Clearance for M/s. Ramky

Wavoo Developers Put. Ltd has applied seeking Environmental Clearance for the

proposed expansion of Residential Building at 5.F.Nos, 93/3A1A1B,93/3A1A2B, 93/3B,
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93/3C etc, Noombal Village, Madhuravoyal Taluk in Thiruvallur District, Tamil Nadu.
The date of the Inspection on 04.02.2021 (Thursday).
The Sub-Committee held detailed diseussions with the project proponent of the M/fs,
Ramky Wavoa Developers Pvt, Lid and visited around the project site on 04.02.202]
(Thursday) to collect the factual information and took photographs of the salient
features of the site to get the first-hand Information af the site and the details are
presented below.
Observation of the Sub-Committee
1. To minimize Noise due to movement Vehicle and dust to control Plantation to
be done.
2. Cireen Belt to be increased to 15%0.
Sub-committee Recommendations
The Sub-Committes is of the opinion that after proper approval from the competent
suthorities and submission of the documents as per the requirement of the of SEAC, the
further course of action regarding the proposal of the Proposal seeking Environmental
Clearance for the proposed expansion of residential building at 5.F.Nos,93/3A1A1B,
93/3A1A28, 93/3B, 93/3C, 93,/3D.93/3E & 93/4 in Noombal Village, Madhuravoyal
Taluk, Thiruvallur District by M/s.Ramky Wavoo Developers Putltd.
The inspection report was placed in the 209"SEAC meeting held on 09.04.2021 along
with inspection report of the cubcommittee, after a detailed discussion the SEAC has
acrepted the recommendations of subcommittee of SEAC and decided to recommend
the proposal to SEIAA for grant of Environmental Clearance subject to the following
conditions in addition to standard conditions stipulated by the MoEF& i,
1, The project proponent shall continuously operate and maintain the Sewage
treatment plant & Grey Water Treatment Plant to achieve the standards
prescribed by the TNPCB/CPCE.

1. The project proponent shall submit the stability certificate from the competent

authority.
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10,

1.

12,

13

The height of the stacks of DG sets shall be provided as per the CPCB norms.

The project proponent shall allot necessary area for the collection of E waste
and strictly follow the E-Waste Management Rules 2016, as amended for
disposal of the E waste generation within the prermises.

The proponent shall earmark the greenbelt area with dimension and GPS$
coordinates all along the boundary of the project site with at least 3 meters wide
and the same shall be included in the layout out plan to be submitted for
CMDA/DTCP approval. The total green belt area should be minimum 15% of
the total area and the same shall not be used for car parking.

The proponent shall make proper arrangements for the disposal of the excess
treated water from the proposed site for Toilet flushing, Green belt development &
OsR.

The sludge generated from the sewage Treatment plant shall be collected and
dewatered using filter press and the same shall be utilized as manure for green
belt development after composting.

The proponent shall provide the separate wall between the STP and OSR area
as per the layout furnished and committed.

The project proponent shall provide entry and exit points for the OSR area,
community Hall. play area as per the norms for the pubic usage as committed.
The Proponent shall provide rain water harvesting sump of adequate capacity
for collecting the runoff from rooftops, paved and unpaved roads as committed,
The project proponent shall obtain the necessary authorization from TNPCE and
strictly follow the Hazardous & Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary
Movement) Rules, 2016. as amended for the generation of Hazardous waste
within the premises.

Mo waste of any type to be disposed off in any other way other than the
approved one.

The Proponent shall provide the dispenser for the disposal of Sanitary Napkins.
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14. All the mitigation measures committed by the proponent for the flood
management, te avoid pollution in Air, Moise, 5olid waste disposal. Sewage
treatment & disposal etc., shall be followed strictly.

15. Solar energy should be at least 10% of total energy utilization. Application of
solar energy should be utilized maximum for illumination of commaon areas,
street lighting etc.

16. As per the MoEF&CC Office Memorandum F.No. 22-65/2017-IAL1l1 dated:
30.09.2020 & 20.10.2020 the proponent shall furnish the detailed EMP
mentioning all the activities as proposed in the CER and furnish the same before

placing the subject to SEIAA.

Finally, the meeting ended with thanks to the Chairman and members at 06:45 P.M.
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