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Proposal seeking Environment Clearance for the Resiaential Cornptex

'MANDARIN" by M/s. Radiance Reality Developers lndia Limited at S.F

No.g6llB, gz/1BlA, okkiyam,Thoraipakkam Village, lGncheepuram Tatuk,

Kancheepuram District - Activity 8(a) & category "82"- Building & construction

Projects - Environmental Clearance under viotation notification dated:

08.03.2018 of MoEF & CC - Regarding.

The project proPonent, M/so Radiance

has subrFlitted application on 03.05。 2013

“MANDAR!N" at S.F No.86/1B, 87/1BlA of

KancheepurarTl ttaluk,Kancheepuranl District.

Reality Developers lndia Limited

for the Residential complex

Okkiyam-Thoraipakkam Village,

The proposal was placed in the lo6th SEAC meeting held on 05.04.201g.
The proponent made a presentation about the project proposal.

From the perusal of the office records, project proposal and the presentation

made by the proponent, the following points are noted:

while scrutinizing, it was found from the photographs furnished by the
proponent, which shows that the construction activity was started

without prior Environmental clearance. Hence it was considered as

violation of EIA Notification, 2006.

The proponent was requested to furnish the 'Letter of commitment
and Expression of Apology' vide sEIAA-TN tetter dated: 1g.10.2o13.

As per the guidelines issued for dealing with the projects involving

violation vide MoEF & cc oM dated: 12.12.2012 &.27.06.2013, the

project proponent furnished 'Letter of Commitment and Expression of
Apology' vide letter dated 18.11.2013 and also resolved in the form of
a formal resolution assuring that such violation wilt not be repeated.

The same was sent to the State Government vide SEIAA Letter No.

SEIAA-TN/F.1152/2013 dated 16.04.2014 for initiating credible action

on the said violation by invoking powers under section 19 of the

Environment (Protection) Act, 1986.

5. The State Government in Letter No. 22125/Ec.3/2o13-3 dated

07.O5.2014 forwarded the same to the Tamil Nadu Pollution Control
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ction on the violation under the 
I

EIA Notification, 2006 in the residential project. 
I

6. TNPCB vide their letter dated: 1g.O8.2O14 has informed SEIAA that a 
I

complaint was filed against the proponent for the violation of EIA 
I

I

Notification, 2006 before the Chief Judicial Magistrate Court' 
I

Chengalpattu. 
I

7. The Proponent was informed vide SEIAA Letter No. SEIAA- 
I

TN/F.ll52/2013 dated 21.11.2014 that the project proposal is included 
I

in the list of cases involving violations of Environment (P) Act, 1986 
|

I

and that the project stands delisted in the lists of proposals under 
I

process in SEIAA-TN. 
I

8. As per the MoEF & CC Notification dated: 14.03.2017, stated that the I

I

cases of violation will be dealt strictly as per the procedures specified in I

I

the following manner 
I

"ln case the project or activities requiring prior EC under EIA 
I

Notification, 2006 from the concerned regulatory authority utt 
I

brought for Environmental Clearance after starting the construction 
i

work or have undertaken expansion, modernization and change in 
I

product mix without prior EC, these projects shall be treated as cases of 
I

violations and in such cases, even CateSory B projects which are 
I

granted EC by the SEIAA shall be appraised for grant of EC only by the I

I

EAC and Environmental Clearance will be granted at Central level 
I

only". Accordingly, the proponent was addressed to submit the

proposal to MoEF & CC for EC under violation category vide SEIAA

letter dated: 19.06.2017 .

g. Then, the proponent has filed the application to MoEF & CC under

violation on 23.O3.2017 .

10. Accordingly, the MoEF & CC issued ToR vide F.No. 23-13/2017-lA-ll

dated: 01.03.2018.

11. Subsequently, MoEF&CC issued another notification 5.O.1030 (E)

dated 08.03.2018, stating that "the cases of violations projects or

activities covered under category A of the Schedule to the EIA
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I Notification, 2006, including expansion and modernization of existing

projects or activities and change in product mix, shall be appraised for
grant of Environmental Clearance by the EAC in the Ministry and the

Environmental Clearance shall be granted at Central tevel, and for
category B projects, the appraisal and approvat thereof shall vest with

the State or Union territory level Expert Appraisal Committees and

State or Union territory Environment tmpact Assessment Authorities in

different States and Union territories, constituted under sub-section (3)

of section 3 of the Environment (protection) Act, 19g6*.

12. The application was transferred from MoEF & cc to SEIAA-TN.

13. The proponent submitted the EtA report to SEIAA-TN dated:

16-03.2018 for the consideration of EC under violation notification.

The Committee noted that the project proposal is to be appraised under
violation category as per MoEF & cc notification s.o. 1o3o (E) dated:
08.03.2018. Since the project has been considered under viotation category, the
Committee felt that it is necessary to make an on the spot assessment of the status

of the project execution for deciding the further course of action.

As per the order Lr.No.SEAC-TN/F.No.'1152/2013 dated: O5.O4.2O18 of the
Chairman, SEAC, a technical team comprising of the following SEAC Members

was constituted to inspect and study the field conditions in the project site for the
existing Residential Complex "MANDARIN" by M/s. Radiance Reality Developers

lndia Limited at s.F No.85/lB, Br/181A, okkiyam-Thuraipakkam Village,

Kancheepuram Taluk, Kancheepuram District on 15.04.2018 and submitted the

report on 30.04.2018.

A summary of the review of the checklist and the actual field inspection

is as follows:

1. The Technical Team learnt that the "violation" attributed to the

project is that the construction activity was started without
obtaining the Environmental Clearance.

2. The stage of construction is that construction work completed in all

respects and ready for occupation, except for civil works for the
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electrical room and gym area. Otherwise, 100o/o civil works,

electrical works and mechanical works completed including utilities.

No occupation so far.

The Construction of STP completed and ready for operation.

lnstallation of OWC was completed and ready for operation.

The Technical Team asked the proponent to furnish a certificate

from revenue authority to the effect that there is no encroachment

on water bodies and the proposed site is not prone to flooding

during rains.

According to the proponent, there is no change in the land area,

built-up area and cost of the project. There is no change in the

project components, land area utilization for different purposes'

parking area, occupancy load, water supply and sewage generation'

The proponent has arranged for water supply from CMWSSB and

also got permission for disposal of excess treated sewage.

Rain water harvesting proposals have been formulated as per Rain

water Harvesting and conservation Manual by GPWD, Gol.

For Green belt, as per norms. an area of 1850 sq.m (15olo) should

be provided for the Green belt and 153 Trees should be planted of

specified species. The Technical Team observed that 1850 Sq.m

('l5o/o) area has been earmarked for 6reen belt. About 235 nos. of

native tree species have been planted within the site with the

following species.

i) Mimusops elegy (Magilam)- 70 Nos

ii) Pongamia pinnata ( Pongam) - 46 Nos

iii) Azadirachta indica ( Neem) - 62 Nos

iv) Tectona grandis $eak ) - I Nos

v) Thespesia Populnea ( Puvarasu) - 30 Nos

vi) Millingtonia Hortensis ( Maramalli) - 15 Nos

vii) Mangifera indica ( Mango) - 2 Nos

viii) Couroupita guianensis ( Nagalingam) - 8 Nos

ix) Artocarpus heterophyllus ( Jack Fruit tree) - 10 Nos
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lO. The Parking plan is as per CMDA norms.

11. This project comes up just abutting the OMR & Thoripakkam

Pallavaram road. The Technical Team asked proponent to ensure

that there is smooth movement of vehicles from the project area.

12. The Technical Team inspected the STP constructed below ground

level. The Team asked the proponent to ensure that the movement

of people in the STP area is safe from head injuries. Safety edge

guard should be provided immediately.

13. The Odour and noise from the STP should be properly controlled.

lntense green belt development should be ensured around STP as

there are residential apartments very close to the project site.

14. From the water balance diagram, it was noticed that 116 KLD of

treated sewage (which is excess) will be discharged into the

CMWSSB STP.

15. The proponent was asked to furnish the storm water management

plan which includes mode of disposal of excess storm water.

16. For CSR activities the proponent was asked to commit Rs.6l Lakhs

(O.5 o/o of project cost). He was also asked to spend the CSR funds

on permanent infrastructure for local community like Schools on

items related to Health, education and sports.

17. The proponent should install Carbon monoxide (CO) monitors in

the parking area as there will be heavy CO emission from the

vehicles parked in the parking area. Also, adequate ventilations

should always be provided to prevent CO concentration build up.

This should be done immediately.

18. The proponent should install acoustic enclosures for the Air blower

in such a way that the noise generated is as per the norms. This

should be done immediately.

19. A safety grill should be provided for the DC sets to prevent access

to unauthorised persons. This should be done immediately.

20.The proponent has obtained the following certificates:
i. Fire NOC
‖.  Public health NOC
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iii. Airport NOC
iv. CAG electrical certificate

v. STP CMWSSB NOC
vi. Waste water discharge NOC from CMWSSB

21. The proponent was directed to furnish the following particulars:

i. Site plan

ii. Environmental Management Cell

iii. Labour camp photo
iv. CMDA plan approval
v. Colour coding for utilities
vi. Labour health records

vii. Evidence for vacant site before construction

The proponent was asked to furnish the particulars as discussed above

and as per the check list already provided, to the Technical Team on

19.04.2018. Accordingly the proponent has submitted the check list

with enclosurer on 19.O4.2O18.

From the perusal of the original proposal of the proponent, initial checklist

submitted by the proponent, site inspection of the construction site,

revised checklist submitted by the proponent, the technical team makes the

fol lowi ng observation :

1. The proponent has made a procedural violation in the sense

that the proponent has started construction of the residential

apartment without obtaining the Environmental Clearance from

the competent authority.

2. When the technical team assessed whether the proponent has

actually followed in the past, the normal condition stipulated in

the EC for all conditions, pre-construction & construction stages,

the team is of the opinion that the proponent has not violated

any conditions that are verifiable now. But there are certain

conditions such as possible air pollution, noise pollution and soil

pollution that could have been caused at the time of

construction which cannot be verified and quantified now.

3. Similarly, there are no violation in built up area and utilities like

STP, DG sets, Solid Waste Management, Rain Water Harvesting,

OSR land, Energy conservation, parking area furnished aM
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Green belt.

4. The technical team recommends the proposal to SEAC to

favourably process proposal for recommendation to SEIAA for

the grant of EC. However, it is to be pointed out that this

proposal is not a "regular" project seeking EC but a special

project to be covered under "violation category". There are

guidelines set forth by MoEF & CC on how to proceed with

such cases. The SEAC may decide further course of action in the

light of the MoEF & CC notification for violation cases.

The inspection report was placed before the llOth SEAC meeting held on

03.05.2018. The SEAC as per the MoEF & CC notification assessed the project

based on Ecological damage, remediation plan and natural & community

resource augmentation plan furnished at an independent chapter in the

Environment lmpact assessment report by the proponent. The extract from the

report is as follows:

a. About Ecological damage created by the proponent, Remediation plan

proposed and cost-

l. Air Environment- with respect to PMz.s, PMro, SO2. NO2 no ecological

damage is ascertained during construction phase.

2. Water Environment-No impact identified on ground water during

construction phase.

3. Soil Environment-minimum impact

4. Noise environment-Minimum impact, ar one of the restoration plan

native trees will be planted inside the site and also in Pallikaranai

Marsh Land.

b. Natural retource augmentation plan and cost:

l. Restoration of Pallikaranai marsh land-O.21o/o of the project cost, i.e.

18.65 lakhs.

2. Restoration of Pallikaranai dumping site-O.lolo of the project cost, i.e.

7.46 lakhs.

3. Tree plantation to be provided for migratory birds to Pallikaranai

marsh land around 100m radius-cost not projected.
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c. Community resource augmentation plan and cost

1. Providing toilets , latest books and infrastructure for schoot library to
the nearby girls government school

2. Conducting health campr for nearest slum dwellers

Budget provision (1+21= O.15o/o of the project cost, i.e. 11.19 lakhs.

Based on the inspection report and the violation notification, the SEAC

classified the level of damages by the following criteria:

1. Low level Ecological damage:

a. Only procedural violations (started the construction at site

without obtaining EC)

2. Medium level Ecological damage:

a. Procedural violations (started the construction at site without

obtaining EC)

b. lnfrastructural violation such as deviation from CMDA/local

body approval.

c. Non operation of the project (not occupied).

3. High level Ecological damage:

a. Procedural violations (started the construction at site without

obtaining EC)

b. lnfrastructural violation such as deviation from CMDA/local

body approval.

c. Under Operation (occupied).

As per the Om of MoEF & CC dated: 01.05.2018, the SEAC deliberated the

fund allocation for Corporate Environment Responsibility which shall be to a

maximum of 2o/o of the project cost.

ln view of the above and based on the inspection report & the Ecological

damage, remediation plan and natural & community resource augmentation plan

furnished by the proponent, the SEAC decided the fund allocation for Ecological

remediation, natural resource augmentation & community resource augmentation

and penalty by following the below mentioned criteria.

8
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The Committee observes that the project of IWs. Radiance Reality

Developers lndia Limited at 5.F No.85/lB, 87/181A, Okkiyam-Thuraipakkam

Village, Kancheepuram Taluk, Kancheepuram District, comes under the "Low

level Ecological damage category". The Committee decided to recommend the

proposal to SEIAA for grant of post construction EC subject to the following

conditions in addition to the normal conditions:

1. The amount prescribed for Ecological remediation(Rs. 30.5 lakhs), natural

resource augmentation(Rs. 12.2 lakhs) & community resource

augmentation (Rs. 18.3 lakhs) , totalling Rs. 61 lakhs shall be remitted in

the form of bank guarantee to Tamil Nadu Pollution Control board,

before obtaining Environmental Clearance and submit the

acknowledgement of the same to SEIAA-TN. The funds should be utitized

for the remediation plan, Natural resource augmentation plan &
Community resource augmentation plan ar indicated in the EIA/EMP

report.
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2. The amount specified as penalty (Rs. 30.

form of DD favouring "The principal, presidency college, chennai"
for providing permanent structure towards toilet facilities in all blocks,

submit the receipt to SEIAA before obtaining EC.

3. The SEAC recommends that SEIAA may look into any other legal and

regulatory issues that are applicable before issuing the post construction

EC.
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2 Dr.K.Valivittan Member

3 Dr.lndumathi Mo Nambi Member

ヽ

ｋ

4 Dr. G. S. Vijayalakshmi Member

5 Dr. M. Jayaprakash Member

6 Shri V. Sivasubramanian Member

ヘ

7 Shri V. Shanmugasundaram Member

8 Shri B. Sugirtharaj Koilpillai Member

9 Shri. P. Balamadeswaran Co-opt Member
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