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MINUTES OF TI-IE 65“‘ MEETING OF THE STATE ENVIRONMENT IMPACT
ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY (SEIAA) KERALA HELD ON 22.03.2017 AT 9.00 AM |
IN THE CHAMBER OF THE ADDITIONAL  CHIEF SECRETARY TO |
| GOVERNMENT ENV]RONMENT DEPARTMENT |

| Present' o

_ 1 Prof. (Dr) KP Joy, Chalrman SEIAA

2, Dr I Subhashml Member SEIAA s

.' .3 Srr V. S Senthﬂ I A S Addltlonal Chlef Secretary & Member Secretary, SEIAA

The 65 meetmg of SEIAA and the 32nd meetmg of the Authonty as constltuted by the g
_ _notlﬁcatmn NO S. O 804 (F) dated 19 3- 2015 was held 111 the Chamber of the Addltlonal

__'Chlef Secretary to Government Enwronment Depart:ment

- Tluruvananthapuram
- on?2 22““‘ March2017 from900AM R

_Ite:m'NO:';GS.'Ol L o Confirmatlon of mmutes of 64";Il SEIAA meetmg

o Conﬁrmed

__ ItemN06502 "_SEIAA - Petltlons on Envn'onmental Clearance and

- general complamts on lllegal quatries an_d_ _other
envirommentally degradmg actlvxtles (_md_mdua_l' -cases
consolldated) R e T

S . - Complaint agamnst | S o o
| HaridasanPulikkani | Branite quarmyand | . o) g | Deferred. Complaint should
, - . |crusherunitof Sri. | E.C acquired . | D¢ referred back to SEAC to
Kottasserry colony, |-KunnummalMannit thro gl? filine . | Inform whether the '
Chiraﬂy'il' 0.0.. 8 hodiKoyamu at b rough liing complaint was looked into -
e d tt’ o | Nediyirippu,- ogus - . before making . -
o 'M'(;lllao u};.;‘m Kondotty,' ' | statements 'recommendauon in t]llS case.
Tones | Malappuram o

 Minutes of the Meeting of 65™ SEIAA held on 22" March 2017




Item No: 65.03 -

.| House =
No.12/ 1445

dmajaremun
' .Thoppumpad1
PO, -
'Emakulam

Sti.AfsalSait,

-RameswaramPa )
1215 165/12- 2
'--'4_131’1 3,121
| inendedinthe |

Removal of Ordmary eartthnck earth/ laterite- bmldmg stone
" Environmental Clearance issued-Applications for extensmn of
" period of valldlty of Environmental Clearance.

lisanote

- 19/9/2016 - -
.File - - T
No. 1043KSEIAAI_} )
EC3/726/15-

Synos-: 165;’12 3 - ”0001113

PuthenKurisu,

- | &Vadavukodu e

| ThePlotis
_higher than the

road level

Lulu - :
‘Convention . -

Centre, .

‘Bolgatty

Island

~ |delayof
| getting EC.

ue to

[has

cert:lﬁcate_ of

{-Village-
_ Ofﬁcer]
| The. -
.proponent _
| also. request 3
to mclude_the' -
| 'village
'Puthenkurlsu.

since the ared’

o su

| produced . the oo

: Demdcdto R
give ‘extension. | -
ed | for6 months. .|
les: in both|m )
. Vadavukodu Ll
and - .. |
Puthenkurisu. .' -.

| village.In his |
| application. | . -
also  the |
village - is |-
| noted . “as | -
.Vadavukode
"&Puthenkurl ’

kG Sunny
-Kazhumlatlul

iélméku_iam4 | .
682 311

Kolenchery.P. 0.

_-.1036ISEIAAIEC3
M

| 5000m*

. _CénStt'ugﬁtion
1 of Cochin Port
| Trust '

| certificate of
‘Geologist-
_ nor:V_i]lage.

Officer] -

Due to delay-'- L
| in getting EC
- [Nelther _
| produced t_he__'_-_

| Decidedto
| inform the * -

project:

| proponent to .- |-
| approach
| DEIAA

" | House,

P.O Arakunna.
mErnakulam —
682 313

Rajan S Thomas
Seethakunnel

3 | Edakkattuvayal -

913/SEIAMECY | 550000

| Phase IT _'

3656/2015 .

Construction
of road work.
in Infopark of

Due to _some' Rl

local
Problems he
was not able
to remove -
the OE
[While
examining the
request it is -
noted that the

Decided to

give extension | -
for 6 months. . -

Minutes of the Meeting of 65" SEIAA. kez_d.an 22" March 2017




Page 3 0f38

5 .' O.,_

- | proponent
.| has produced
the certificate
of Geologist
| for .
*| recommendin
g extension]
E. co Due to the
| Bxecutive S e A re
‘Engineer . : "Construction - Unfav_ourabl.
ginee; 3 1
Kottthathara T : _ of : _ eMonsoon e
- Grama - IOZZ.NSEIAA/’E .Pathﬂ'ka davu | &quarry- Decided to
K. C4/81/2016 strike | give extension
_ Panchayat g - . Bride across - B .
v 7 01.06.2016 - [As above . for 6 months.
Al enmyodeVahy _. | the Venmyode e _
| apuzha - river. Produced the '
‘Wayanad . : | certificate of
AT -|-Geologist]
R _ 1 Due to some
S .| Unfavourabl
RejiPM | & condition
Panakkad “| he was not.
.| House,” . o o lbeableto {0
: -'Chott_anikkara.P.-' ‘File _ - | Levelling of | extractthe | Decidedto [
| Noo19/SEIAAE 10000m® | land BPCL. - | soil withiria' | give extension
_Kanayannur "C3K383?H20_15 iU pworke - | period[As - | for 6 months. .
|- Eruveli," S . b v labove B '
| Brnakulam’ - | Produced the
' District . - | certificate of
S | Village -
.| Officer]
[ The -~
| proponent
I P | was not able . |
| P.AMaitheen : B :Eeresﬁ?ve I
-~ | . | Pirambillykkudi 'F1le - ForPublic | ‘hin the | Pecidedto
|6 | House, Vengola | No. 973fSE1AA/’E 8000m3'-_"-_'. | Neeeds W d n .'ed . give extension |
- | Kara, Vengola. | C3/4487/2015 | = - . 1~ | -peno. - | for 6 months. | -
- 'Emakulam - : [As above REENEEEEN
| Produced the
| certificate of
| Village:
| Officer]
The o
. : S LT proponent :
‘| Binu. .- o o - |- Forroad . | was not able
|| gpgalatht, | No431/SPIAAK | . I‘gﬁ:ﬁ'ﬁ :ﬁg%“g’z’zs. Decided to
7 | Ansadiickal '1/2991/2014, © | 360m umarapura above - | give extension
1 Vot Dated 31-10-2014 | Panchayat avove | for 6 months.
Vadakku, N _ _ Haripad | Produced the " |- .
Pathanamthitta o .| certificate of
S | Village
' L : Officer] o
. | Johnson .V.X File _ o . " |.The Decidedto
-8 | Vallooran, No.950/SEIAA/E | 1302.5m® | Railway work proponent | give extension
-1 C1/4163/2015 - : ' | was not able | for 6 months.

Nalukettu.P.O.,

Minutes of the Meetz'_ng of 65™ SEIAA held on 22" March 2017
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R . Koratty,
- | Thrissur

o remove .
the soil

within the

said period
[As above
Produced the
certificate of

Kun]amma .

|'WioMani, -
Karuthedathu, -

' E'\zhipramkafa,
“Tkkaranadu

- I"'North,

"Kunnathunadu,

File
No.863/SEIAA/E.

| C3/3065/2015 - |

10000m?

Barth fill work
at Info Park

Geologist]

| The

proponent  is

in UK with |-

their

d_aughter'.- So |

she was not

able to
- | remove  the |
"OE. in the |
said period. |
| In the. 63|
| minutes
| the meeting |
- | held on 31%|
* | January 2017
| decided . not
extension . -

of

and = The

' prpponent

may

.| approach the

DEIAA  for

‘extension,

S | But again on'

| eopy S
- Passport - N
| requested for |-

| [As
| Produced. the
certificate of

18/3/2017
the =~

'} proponent . '

submitted the

extension
-above

Geologist] -

give |

Decidedto | -

of '

give extension |
for 6 months.

10

JOgi.K.Baby )
Kolattukudy
House,

Manjapra._P.O.,.

E, File
No:1038/SEIAA/
EC3/552/15 -

ECNol51/2016/0 |
3000m’ -

'_For
Commercial - |
purpose- For

LPG Terminal
New Vypin
Road

Pue to the

delay - of
getting NOC
[As = above
Produced the

certificate of.

Village
Officer]

.' Decided to -
give extension
for 6 mo_nths.

Minutes of the Meeting of 65" SEIAA held on 22" March 2017
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|13

| Adverse
climatic _
Boban Joseph : ) v . ‘For - ([:K];dltm;]lmve ‘Decided to
H | MatiyakalVeedu | g oo 113/0B716 | 4000m° | Cultivation | B oguceq the give extension
S | certificate of R
Village
Officer]
Due to Some.
‘Mathew PWD works |
Paulose, S/o o ;]j'f)ponent. : e
_ ia;i:l}?;li]’(an'. File . R L "For Infopark | was ot able -Déc_:_id_éd to
12] e No.956/SEIAA/E |3500m’ . | Kakkanad to remove | give extension |
. Vilaﬁg’ukara-, C3f.'4395_!'201.'§. T o _ o ﬂllje soil[As __fOrfﬁmQIithS-'-_ g
: O = o above s
Broiton ‘Produced the |
T certificate of
' Geologist] |
Due to some | .
S . 80 many |- -
‘Benny Joseph o problems the | .
‘House, ~ . File .~ 1 | parkat S | was not able | Decidedto
Elamkulamkara. | No.951/SEIAA/E | 7000m® - | PATK 8L SMATt 4" “ronove | give extension |
PO, 7 | C3M4ed80015 . | CityProject g goilrAs | for 6 fonths, |
| Kolencherry, - T e above B o
Ernakulam - Produced the | . - -
: -certificate. of | - -
N Geologist] ~ |-~ .. .~
.| ForSouthern | =~ . -
 Suresh KumarK | - | Railway ~ Unfavourabl .
| Karthika, | . - || doublingor . | ©  weather| .
- ‘Kallumala.P.O.,, | EC No.-. | inn 3 | Haripad (| ondiion, - Ledlded o
14| ThekkekaraVilla | 26/2016/0E | 1600m" Aﬁbilpuiha' [As above give extension
e, Mavelikara, | - - 1 o . Produced the | for 6 months.
Alappuzha Lane - | certificate of [ - ..
SRR Geologist} . | . =
| The
pfoponent _
was not able |
Goe _ h. o to  remove |
| | George Josep! SR S - the soil due i
‘|5 | Parakkal House, | No.1037/SEIAA/ | o gggf:fnﬁ;‘;:r‘l’f to the delay ]-3.6-"1‘?‘-‘-’;1 o |
” | ManjapraP.O | BC3/551/2016 e et [of  NoC | £V SO
] El‘naklllam . - : 1_ o [AS . abOVG - 10r .]]10]1_ 5. :
1 o Produced the |- o
certificate of
Village
. - Officer] e
Devasi Joseph, - ' o : : ; The .
Parackal House, | No.1039/SETAA/ ) Construction roponent Dgclded ‘_[o' o
16 Mani : 7500m’ - | work of proponel give extension
: anjapra.P.O., [ EC3/552/15 - : was not able | '
Frnakulam o | Nedumbassery to  remove | fgr 6 months,

 Minutes of the Meeting of 65 SEIAA held on 22" March 2017




'_ 'Pr'z'ge'ﬁ.of{?sf o

AirPort - the soil "due | .
to the delay
of NOC [As
above

Produced. the _
certificate of |~
Village.

Officer] =

_ It was deCided in the last m'eetirl'g that no more application for extention of vaiidity of
EC will be entertained. All the new apphcatlons received by SEIAA should be: referred to -
coneerned DEIAAS The pendmg cases alone were cons1dered in thlS meetmg E

_. Item-_N0= 65.04. . '.-"Envu'onmental clearance for the quarry prolect iﬁ.Sy.' No. .
A 2742312, 273/1-2,1-3,2,3, 28212 at Mazhuvannoor,

Village, KunnathunadTaluk ErnakulamDistrict, Kerala by - - o

... Sri, V.N. Pavithran (Owner), M/s Megha Gramtes (Flle No o
542!SEIAAJ’KL:'3886!2014) o L

._ _ Sn V N Pawthran (Owner), WS Megha Gramtes, Vattappara House, _
-_Karattupalhkkara, P.O.- Perumbavoor, Emaku.lum D1str1c:t v1de his appheatlon dated
22;’07;’2014 has sought Env1ronmenta1 Clearance under EIA Notlﬁcatlon 2006 for the"
Proposed expans1on of Bmidmg Stone Quarry in S8y. No. 274!2 3 1-2, 2’?3!1 2 1 -3 2 3,

B __282! 1 2 at Mazhuvannoor Vlllage, Kunnathunad Taluk, Emakulam D1smct Kerala for an

area of 9 7 Hectares The pro;ect comes under Category B, Act1v1ty l(a), (1) as per the' '_
n _Schedule of EIA Notlﬁeatzon 2006 (since it is below 50 hectares) and as per O M No. L. _
| 1101 1/47/2011 IA.II (M) dated 18th May 2012 of Mmlstry of Env1ronment and Forests Tt i8 - |
ﬁthher categonzed as Category B2 as per the OM. No J 13012f12/2013 -IA- H o dtd.
| o 24 12.2013 of Mmlstry of Enwronment and Forests, smce the area of the pro_lect is below 25 E
'._.'hectares S o _ .' s o _
| The proposal was last cons1dered in the 67" Meetmg of SEAC held on 27“‘ January
.2017 The Committee apprai sed the proposal based on Form |, Pre-feas1b1hty Report, Mmmg "
~ Plan, field inspection report of the Sub Comm1ttee and all other documents submltted ‘with
the proposal. The Comm1ttee decided to Recommend for issuance of EC sub_leet to general '
conditions in add1t10n to the followmg specific COIldlthIlS for mining. '
| 1T he steep cuttings. ﬂankmg the main kaulage should. be provzded w:rh protectzve -
ﬁencmg Proper s:gn boards are also to be erected as per vules. The main road '

leading to the workmg faces to be-mamt_amed in a motorable condition. .

Minutes of the Meeting of 65" SEIAA held on' 22" March 2017
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2. The water draim'ng into. tke -ralley will need clarification. It mtfm‘ he .n'zanaged by_ .
' prowdmg a. RWH/des;ltaaon structure. The existing bund IS only a remporaiy |
measure. A catch water drain is needed on the lower slopes leaa'mg 1o the desu’t‘atzon

- structure. L | ' o R ) |
3. Ifany plant specz'es '.endémic to Westem Ghats are notz'ced in the area. th'ej# shall be '
_ properly protected in s:tu or by transplantmg to an appropnate locatzon ms:de the:-..:

- lease area, ‘ ' L

4. T?te CSR acttvnj/ needs revzszon addressmg the needs of the locahty

The Authorlty consrdered thls in the meetmg It appears that the lease area is. 9 '? ha mth_"__-'_ . '_ :

~ the Lease No 648;’2011-2012!5692/M3f2011 dated 23:12- 2011, Therefore it needs to be'_'
: ascertalned whether there is V1olatlon s1nce the quarry is: reported to be Workmg before 2012. .

' Tnthe light of the Government of India (MoEF) Circular No.804 E dt. 14.03. 2017 this will be'-' .

- exammed thoroughly and placed in the next meetlng

Item No: 65.05 N - '_3 Envrronmental clearance for the quarry pro;ect in Sy .No. 67
S | ) at Kakkad Village, Kozhrkode Taluk, Kozhlkode
.-Dlstrlct, Kerala by Sri. P.K. Abdul Razack(Flle No
_ 660!SEIAAIEC4:’5175!2014) '

' Sn P K Abdul Razack Managmg Partner M/s. Selva Bncks and Metals =

Poolakandy house,_ Chennamangaloor -Mukkham . P O Kozhlkode-673602 v1de hls -
' appllcanon recelved on 30 10-2014 has sought Enwronmental Clearance ‘under EIA _
Notification, 2006 for the quarry pro_]ect in Sy. No 67 (Pt) at Kakkad Vlllage Kozhtkode_

- Taluk Kozhlkode D1stnct for an area of 9 2995 hectares The pro_1ect comes under Category 8

B, Actrwty l(a) (1) as per the Schedule of EIA Notlﬁcatmn 2006 (smce it is. “below 50, -

- hectares) and as per [0} M. No. L-1101 1;’47;’2011 -JA. II(M) dated 18% 1 May 2012 of Mnnstry of_.

'Envtronrnent and Forests It is further categonzed as Category B2 as per the O.M. No. J- _'
13012/ 1 2/2013 -JA-IT (1) dated 24.12. 2013 of Mlmstry of Env1ronment and Forests since the | |

'area of the pI'O_] ect is below 25 hectares _ : ' '

_ “The proposal was cons1dered in the 7“1 62’“l and ﬁnally on 67th Meetmg of SEAC o

held on 27th January 2017 The proposal was cons1dered in the 56 meetmg of SEIAA held N |
on 23" July 2016. The minutes of the said. meetmg are as follows : “The proposal was

| cons1dered in the 57™ Meet:mg of SEAC held on 16% &17" June 2016 and decided to-

recommend for issuance of EC for’ mmmg subject to the general condlt:lons along the spemﬁe

Minutes of the Meeting of65"“ SEI4A held on 22’” March 2017
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condition that the depth of mini'n'g shall be limited to 75 m. Authority n‘oted-that the lease' area
con51sts of 9. 2995 hectares: The hrghest elevation of the lease area is 195 m MSL and lowest -
is 40 m MSL. D1stance of mining area from nearest human settlement is 43 m-SE 100 m
.buffer drstance is proposed to be kept between the nearest house and the proposed mmlng :
area. Site mspectron has not been conducted. _ _ B
Authonty decrded that s1te mspectron report of the SEAC is necessary in th1s case
- with clarrﬁcatron whether the dlstance to the nearest dwelhng umt is not to be measured :
from the boundary of the lease area It may also be clarified whether the Mnnng Plan need

not be modlﬁed 1f buffer drstance of 100 meters is to be kept from the nearest dwellmg unit -

- asundertaken

Accordmg to the decrs1on of SEIAA the proposal was agaln consrdered 111 the 62“':l :
_ mcetmg of SEAC held on 06%& 0’?”‘ September 2016 for approprlate demsron FEEE R

“The cornmrttee apprarsed the proposal based on the rmnutes of 56tIl meetmg of __: |

_ SEIAA held on 23rd .Tu]y 2016 mmmg plan, pre-feasrbrhty report and all other documents _
- _ subnutted along w1th the Form I apphcatlon and decrded to defer the 1tem for ﬁeld v1s1t’ '

Accordmgly, the Subcommrttee of SEAC had conducted the ﬁcld vrsrt F1e1d _. |

" mspectlon report is g1ven be]ow . _ . o

| o “Frela’ vrszr to the site was carrted out on 12 Nov 201 6 by Dr P.S. Hartkumar and
'Dr Kha!eel Chovva The representanves of the proponenr were presem durmg the sn‘e
rnspecnon The land IS a przvate land The lease area consists of 9. 2995 hectares T he quarry _'

‘has a crasher umt The overburden is not collected and stored at a Speczf ic. szte No fenczng '

ano’ protecaon is _prov:ded around the site. From the boundary of the lease area no dwelhng S

. unit was noaced within 100 m. - b
Soeczf‘ ic Condzrzon S :
1 "Tke depth of mzn:ng shall be hmzted to 75 .

2. Fencmg and protecnon measures mcludzng sign boards should be provtded around :
the ¢ qaarry site. T | '

3... The over burden should be stored ata Specrf ¢ site _

4. The water from the szte should be channelized, conserved and clarified before
dtscharge _ R

5. Provide a green belt around rhe site
In addition to the general conditions the above specific condmons needs to be

. complied with”. _ ' |

The Commrttee in the 67" meeting held on 27" J a.nuary 2017 appralsed the proposal

o  Minutes of rhe Meeung of 65”‘. SEIAA held on 22™ March 20_1 7
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based on'. Fotﬁm’ I "P're—'feasibility Report, Mining Plan, field insp'ection report of the Sub
Cormmttee and all. other documents submitted w1th the proposal The Comm1ttee observed
that the Mmmg Plan 1tse1f is prepared pr0v1d1ng adequate buffer between the existing
dwe]lmg umt in the south—eastem side of the lease area. As per the Mlmng Plan quarry:lng
operatxons will be carried out only after observing the mandated dlstance of 100 m from the
~ existing residential bu11d1ng The Sub Comnnttee members clarified in the meetmg that no

dwelhng umts wete notlced w1t1un 100 mts of proposed quarrymg area.

| So the Comnnttee decided to Recommend for 1ssuance of EC sub_]eet to general"

condltlons 1n addmon to the followmg spec1ﬁc OOl'ldlthIlS

o | T ke deprh of mmmg shah’ be lzmzted to 75 m. | .
2 Jf any plant spec:es endemzc to Westem Ghats are nonced m the area they shaﬂ be
' properly protected in Sztu or by rmnsplantmg to an appropr:ate locatton ms;de the !ease -
- area. _ o ' . ERE ' '
' The proponent agreed to set apart Rs.15 lakhs (non recumng) and Rs 8. lakhs per
_. annum (reeumng) for next 5 years- for CSR act1v1t1es for the welfare of the local eommumty
The Authonty observed that the quarry is operatlonal since 2010 Wlth Lease No-

236,’2010 11;’2759/M3f‘2010 dated . on 7/7/2010 for 92995 Ha, Therefore thlS W111 be

exammed thoroughly whether there is violation in the hght of the clrcular No 804 E R

. dt, 14 03 201 7 of MoEF Govemment of Indta and should be placed 1n the next meetmg

Item No:65.06 .-~ Environmental cIearance for the proposed quarry project in
L ' Sy.Nos. Sipt, 47/1pt & 49/2pt in . Kizhuparamba village,
Ernad Taluk, Malappuram District, Kerala application of
Sri. K. Kunhlmoyln (Managmg Partner), M/s. Frlends
. Crushers (File No. 861;‘SEIAA/EC1!2990;’2015) '

Sri. K. Kunhimoyin (Managing Partner), Mx's Fﬁends; Ctushers, ValillapuZha Post,
| ) Areacode Via., Malappuram District, Kerala—673639 v1de his apphcatton received on 29-07- _'
2015 has sought Environmental Clearance under EIA Notlﬁcatwn 2006 for the quarry_
- project in Survey Nos. 51pt 47/1pt & 4972 pt, Ktzhuparamba Vﬂlage & Panchayat Einad .
‘Taluk, Malappuram District, Kerala, The pmJect comes un7der Category B2 as per the O.M. _'
No. J-13012/12/2013- IA IT (I) dtd. 24.12.2013 of Mmtstry of Environment and Forests, since

the area of the pI‘Q]CCt is below 25 hectares. The eurrent proposal is for the ex1st1ng quarry

Minutes of the Meeting of .65”i SEIAA held on 22 March 2017
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- with pit area of 4, :8844 hectares and mineral specific. Hence' 10 ‘alternate site was examined.

' The proposed project is for quarrying of 2, 00 000 MTA of bulldmg stone. The quarry is in
operatlon with a quarrying lease issued by Mmmg & Geology Department Govt of Kerala'
for an area 0.820 ha for productlon of 15,000 MTA and the prOJect proponent has obtained
Letter . of Intent for 4. 0644 ha and copy of these documents are submltted with E. C
apphcatlon o o '

The proposal was. s considered in the 61 and ﬁnally in the 67‘h Meeting of SEAC ‘held
-'on 27“' ] anuary 2017 The 61gt meeting of SEAC held on August 11tll 2016 deferred the item

. for ﬁe]d visit. '

Accordlngly, the Subcomnnttee of SEAC had conducted the ﬁeld visit. - F1e1d

- 1nspect10n report is given below BN

“Field visit to the site was carrzed outon 12 Nov 201 6 by Dr P S Hartkumar and Dr
- Khalee! Chovva The represem‘atwes of the .proponent were present durmg the. s;te

S 'mspectton The proposed project site falls within Latttude GV) 1r ¢ 16 ’05 74" to 11 g 5 58 90 _ .

.' g Longttude (E) 76(j 01°50. 75 to 76O 01 ’38 23", The land use closs;ﬁcatzon as per revenue
" '-records is private own lind w;tk nattve plamatzon '_ ' o -
II is an ex:stmg quarry Tke quarry IS operanng w:thour adequare protectwn No

' fencmg was Seen around the S:te Szgn board were also absent The quarry site ts very steep

o _and overburden can be seen on the top. No retammg strucrure notzced on the rop of the szte

T?:e slope has w0 be ascertamed No human Settlemenr nonced wu‘hm i 00 m from the quarry .
S T he dramage zs not proper Tkere is no proper mechamsm seen in the site to conserve the

wa ter

) _.Sgea[.',c Condmon

' I A proper retammg structure should be prov;ded at the top of rhe quarry to prevem
. - any land slide : : :

- 2. Over burden should be stored in the deszgnated places on the lower part and prov:ded g

" with protective support walls . : = '

3. The storm water collection should be proper!y deszgned and mamtamed A settlmg

pond. Should be provided to elarify the water flowing from the site ' _

4. The proponent shouid provtde fencmg all arouna’ the quarry and proper s:gn boards .

should be dtsplayed

In add:t:on to the general ‘conditions the obove speczf‘ c condmons needs to be
.complied w:th :

Minutes of the Meeting of _65”‘ SEIAA held on 22" March 2017
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The 67" meeting of the Committee _appraised _the _proposal' based on Form t, Pre-
- feasibility Report, Mining Plan, field i_nspect_ion rep_ort of the Sub Committee and all other
docurnents s_ubrnjtted with the proposal. The Committee decided to Recommend for issuance
of EC subject to general conditions in addition to the foIloWing specific conditions for
mining." | | o | | -
L The over burden is seen to have been: stored on the .t"Op of the Quoﬂ‘y site, with every

o posszbth(y to slip down during monsoon. Hence all over burden shall be taken to store
" in the lower pomon of the quarry site. _ _ _
2. If any plant species endemzc 0 Westem Ghats are notzced in the area they shall be
- properly protected in. situ or by transplannng 10 an approprtate locat:on inside the .
.' ."I_lease area. o ' o |
3. The storm water col;’ect:on Should be properly des;gned and mamtamed A serﬂmg o
. pond shom’d be provided to c!arz_)ﬁt tke water flowing from t‘ke s:te ' o
- The proponent agreed to set apart 6. 2 lakh (non-recumng) and Rs.10.71 lakh per
i annum (recumng)for CSR activities for the welfare of the Iocal commumty in consu]tatlon' g
. with the local Panchayat L o '

The Authortty demded to defer the case to examine whether the quarry was in

: operatlon w1thout EC on expny of perrmt/lease penod It should be placed in the next' B

' meetmg after conﬁrmatlon The proj ect proponent should subrmt a copy of lease ;’pernnt

- "I-t_em No:65.07 - __ Envu'onmental clearance for the quarry prolect in Sy -
o ' - No.1618 (Not Fmal) at’ Koodaranjl Village, Koodaranji

- Panchayath, Thamarassery Taluk, Kozhikode District by

- SriAbdul Muneer.C(File NO.SGZ)_‘SEIAA;’EC4/ 2991/2015) o

' Sn Abdul Muneer C (Managmg Partner) Mfs Indo Black Stone Kunnath House B
_ .Karasseran Mukkam Kozhtkode Dlstrlct Kerala-673602 vide hrs apphcatron recelved on
29-07- 2015 has sought Ermronmental Clearance under EIA: Notlﬁcatlon 2006 for the quarty. |

project in Sy. Nos. 1618 (Not Fma]) at. Koodaran]l Village, Koodaranjl Panchayath

Tha.marassery Taluk Kozhikode . DlStI‘lCt Kerala for an area of 3. 2374 hectares The pTOJeCt |
comes under Category B, Actmty l(a) (1) as per the Schedule of EIA Notification 2006 -_
(smee it is below 50 hectares) and as per O.M. No L-1101 1;’47:’2011 IA.II (M) dated 18

. May 2012 of Ministry of Environment and Forests. It is further categorized as Category B2 a

as per the OM. No. J-13012/12/2013-IA-II (I) dt. 24.12.2013 of Ministry of Env1ronment

“and Forests, _smce the area of the prO_] ect is below 25 hectares
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_ Since the tenure of the SEIAA, Ker'ala. had expired; the proponent
submitted an application to MoEF d1rect1y for getting EC. Since SEIAA,
- Kerala has been constituted, MoEF returned ta SEIAA as per ‘the letter cited

- on its constitution as per letter No Z- 11013;‘24{2015 IA- 11 (M) dated 01-04- -

_ 2015 of the MoEF; correspondmg physmal files have not so far been
_'recelved from  the M1n1stry Now the proponent submttted application _'

mcludlng Form I, Pre- feasrb111ty report ‘EMP and Approved mining: plan

_ Con31der1ng the above, the: proposal was. placed in the 629 Meeting of
. SEAC Kerala held on 06“‘& O’f'th September 2016 and deferred the item for -

- field 1nspect10n

- Field visit to. the su‘e was corrzed out. on 1’2 Nov 2016 by Dr: PS Hartkumar and

o 'Dr Khaleel Chovva The representatzves of the proponent were present during rhe S;te_

o mspecuon The proposa! is for quarrymg an area of 3.23 74 hectares. The proposed pro;ect -

. site folls_ Lam_ude. H 19 ’52 20”N to H 19’44 20N and Longltude 76°05°25. 84 "E to
76°05°19.52"E. | S | S
Observonons . _ _ _ _ o

| - The approach road is not -maintained properly Durmg the operatzon of the quarry g
reasonably high quantzty of top sou’ and overburden has to be removed from the site. Tke -

drainage was not properly mamz‘amed Sz ign boards and fencmg was not seen at the site.

. Specrf‘ ic. Condxtzon

.1 .. The approaoh road kas to be mamtamed properr'y _

. o 2 7 he top soil and overburden to be removed should bé deposzted ata des:gnated place

| 3. Proper dramage should be provzded 50 as to coliect the water ﬂowmg ﬁ'om the site, It
o : shou[d be collected clartf ed before dlscharge _ _

k 4 A Su‘e Speczf ¢ details of the ﬂora and fauna skou!a' be provm'ed ' _
_ “ In addmon to the general condzt:ons the above spec;ﬁc conditions rseeds to be
comphed with, S ' o
_ The proposal was consrdered ﬁnally on 6?th Meetmg of SEAC held on 27!01/201?’
The Cornmlttee of SEAC held on 27.01: 2017 appralsed the proposal based on Form I, Pre-

feas1b111ty Report, Mining Plam ﬁeld 1nspect10n report of the Sub Committee and all other i

doeuments subrmtted w1th the proposal. The Committee decided to Reeomrnend for issuance

of EC sub]ect to general conditions in addltlon to the following specific condition for mmmg
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1. lj‘" any pkmt sp_ecfes_ endemic. to Western Ghats are noticed in the area they Shall__ -
be properbz protected in sim_or by transplanting to an appropriate location inside
the lease area. _ | - o . . _

The proponent agreed to set apart 4. 7 lakh (non-recurring) and Rs.12 lakh perannum

(recurring)for CSR activities for the welfare of the local comrnumty in consultation with the'-
local Panchayat. : o
The Authority de01ded 1o issue EC subJect to the strict 1mp1ementat|on of all spe01ﬁc
conditions in addltlon to the general cond1t1ons An affidavit to the effect that all the pre.
mmmg cond1tlons rnentloned by the Comm1ttee in the 1nspect10n report have been _

Implemented

 Item No:65.08 Envnronmental clearance for the proposed quarry pro]ectm -
R - Sy. Nos. 42/2 pt, 42/3 pt& 43/ 4 pt. at Oorakam Village and
'Panehayat, Thjrurangadl Taluk Malappuram District,
Kerala. applleatlon of Sri. Basﬂ Paul (Managing Partner), .
‘M/s © Popular ' Sand and = Metals  (File:
' 8_74:‘SEIAA/ECI/3105!2015)- : L

Sn Basil PauI (Managrng Partner) M/s Popular Sand and Metals Mullackal House,
Poothrlkka P.O., Puthencruz vid., Dlstnct Etnakulam, Kerala — 682 308, v1de l‘us apphcatlon
recelved on 05-08- 2015 has sought Enwronmental CIearance under EIA Not:tﬁcatlon 2006
for the quarry project in Sy Nos 42;‘2 pt, 42/3 pt& 43/. 4 pt. at Oorakam V111age and

Ry Panchayat Th1rurangad1 Taluk, Malappurarn Dlstnct Kerala The prOJect comes under =

Category B2 as per the O.M. No. J- 13012/12/2013-1A- IT (I) dtd. 24.12.2013 of Ministry of

- Enwronment and Forests, smce the area of the pro_]ect is below 25 hectares The proposed _
pro;ect site falls w1thm Lat1tude (Nj 11°05 07.127 to 11°05° 13 20”N Longltude E

:76"01 '24.94” to 76"01 34, 61” E. The 1and use cIassaﬁcatlon as per revenue records is pnvate__.-
own land with native plantatlon The present land use is rocky land. The current proposal is
 for the Exrstmg qua.rry with p1t area of 3.8675 hectares and mmeral speclﬁc Hence no
altemate site was exammed "The proposed pro_]ect ts for. quarrylng of 1 25 000 MTA of

bulldlng stone

The proposal was considered in the 62™ ; and finally in the 67" Meeting of SEAC
held on 27" January 2017. The 62™ meeting of SEAC held on 06" & 07“1 September 2016

deferred the item for field visit.
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Field visit to the site was carrled out on 12 Nov 2016 by Dr. P.S. Harlkumar and Dr
Khaleel Chovva: The representatlves of the proponent were present during the site mspectlon '
As per the mspectlon report, the land is a ptivate own land with native plantatmn The .
_ current proposal is for an existing quarry w1th pit area of 3.8675 hectares. No habitations |
were seen within 100 m. The quarrymg is carried by forming benches. They had constructed
proper road to reach the sﬂe The overburden was not seen properly collected and stored The

drainage needs 1mprover_nent. L o

Specnfie conditions '
1. The water dramed from the site should be properly collected and clanﬁed before- '
discharge _ _ ' |
- 2. The overburden should be stored ata spec1ﬁc site: and w1th protection |
3. The CSR: has to be rev15ed consulting the local panchayath (SEAC may venfy
.- whether they had submitted the revised CSR) ' ' o

In addltlon to. the general COI‘ldlthIlS the above specific COIldlthIlS needs to be | -

' complled with.

The Committee in its 67™ meeting 'appraised. the proposal based on Form I, Pre- . '

feasibility Report Mmmg Plan, Field inspection report of the Sub Comrmttee and all other - |

_ documents subm1tted w1th the proposal The Comm1ttee decided to Reconnnend for issuance

of EC subj ect to general condmons in addttlon to the followmg spec1ﬁc condmon for mmmg

1. }f any plant spec;es endem;c to Western Gkats are nottced in efhe area they shall be
- properly protected in situ or by transplantmg to an approprzate locaaon ms;de the

lease area.

“The proponent agreed to set apart 11.57 1akh (non-recumng) and Rs 14 05 lakh per
' annum (recumng)for CSR activities for the welfare of the local commumty in consultation _
with the local Panchayat. '

The Authority de01ded to issue EC sub_]ect to the stnct 1rnplementat10n of all spemﬁc
conditl_ons in addition to the general conditions as we_ll as the conditions suggest_ed by the
field inspection 'report. An affidavit to this effect .s'hould be __submitted before the issuance of
EC. '

Ttem No: 65.09 N * Environmental clearance for the quarry project in Sy. No.
' : 126/2/1, 119/1/1, 119/1, 119/1/2, 120/4, 120/2, 120/5pt., at
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Veliyannoor Village, Veliyannoor Panchayat, Meenachil
- Taluk, Kottayam District, Kerala-686662 by Sri. Jose J.
Kappan Meenachil Taluk, KottayamDist For M/s Kappan
Granites  of Sri. Jose J. Kappan (Flle Ne. STSISEIAAI
EC4;’3106/05;’08/2015) :

Sri Jose J. Kappan Managmg Partner M/s Kappart Gramtes, Kappll House,
Poovakkulam, Karamala P.O., Kuthattukulam via. JKottayam, Dlstrrct Kerala- 686662 vide
his apphcatron received ‘on 05/081’2015 has sought Env1ronrnental Clearance under EIA
Notification, 2006 for the. quarry project in Sy. No. 126/2/1, 119!1}1 119)’1 119/1»’2 120!4_ _
12072, 120/5pt., at Vel1yannoor Village, Vehyannoor Panchayat Meenachll Taluk Kottayam

District, Kerala—686662 for an area of 2. 3815 hectares. The pro_]ect comes under Category_- '

BfBZ Aet1v1ty l(a), {i) as per the Sehedule of EIA Notrﬁcatlon 2006 (smce it is below 50
hectares) and as per 0. M No.L-1101 1/4?'!2011 -IA.II(M) dated 18th May 2012 of Mmlstry of
Enwronment and Forests It is further categonzed as Categoty B2 as per the O. M No I
' 13012/12/2013-1A- 11 o dt 24.12. 2013 of thstry of Enwronrnent and Forests smce the
| area of the pro_]ect 1s below 25 hectares ' '

o The proposa.l was. last consrdered in the 64 , and ﬁnally in the 6’?”‘ Meetmg of SEAC _
] held on 27/01/2017. The 64th meetlng of SEAC defetred the item for ﬁeld visit.
Accordmgly, the’ Subcomm1ttee of SEAC condueted the ﬁeld visit and ﬁeld ws1t.
report is given below . o
'Field visit to the Qua.rry pl'O]eCt site of Mr’s Kappan Gramtes, Vehyannoor vﬂlage,_
Kottayam dlstrlct was carried out on 03.12.2016 by the sub- committee of SEAC, Kerala
comprising Dr. Keshav Mohan and Sri. J ohn Mathm Srr Jose J. Kappan, Manag;mg Partner_
mth another partner was present at the site at the time of site ws1t _ o
The pro;ect is. !ocated at Poovakulam about 5 km southeast. of Koorkattukulam T hzs a
smaller sized quarry, not in operatron for few years and falling i in own land occupy the upper
slopes of a mount exposmg hard rock Boundary pillars of the plot are erected temporarily
and numbered as given in the surface plan. The rock type is mostly folzared Charnocere In
the o!d worked out area steep faces are seen. Storm water is channelized into pit on the
eastern part rhat ﬁmctrons as RWH Srmcrure clarified and overflow ler out tkrough a
‘defined channel in to the valley on the south that is owned by the proponent F encing is seen
along the upper northern boundary but not in the southern part. St Marys church at
Poovakulam is 200 m away. Dwelling units, other than the proponents house, are beytmd

100 m from quarry. The quarry has a crusher unit. Floral and faunal biodiversity is not
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observed as the area is mostly rocky and quarried. Bused on an overall evaluation of the

site, issuance of EC can be recommended subject to the following: -

o All the boundary pillars are to be fixed permanently on the grouna’ and . their

respecave coordmates to be markea' on them

o Fi enczng to be completed around the Zease areq.

. 4 pond l:ke structure to be g:ven in the valley pomon on z‘he South fo receive the

overflow from the quarry pit.

c e Commnmenr of CSR to be verzﬁed

The Commlttee in its 67 meetlng appralsed the proposal based on. Form I, Pre-

feasﬂnhty Report, Mining Pla.n field inspection report of the Sub Commlttce and all other .

documents sublm_tted W_lth the proposal. The Com_m1ttee decided to Recommend__ .for_ issuance

of EC s.ubjobt-'to"gener_al' éonditions in addition to the follow_ing_ specific conditions for

mining.

e AH the boundary pzﬂars are to be ﬁxed permanently on the ground and tkeu‘ .

' '.'respectzve coom’mares fo be marked on them

" 2 -F encmg to be comp!eted around the lease area.

3. A pond like structure to be given in the val!ey poraon on the south to receive the

: _'-overﬂow from the quarry pit.

4. H any plant spec:es ena’emzc to Western Ghats are noaced m the area they Shaﬂ

- be properly prorected in situ or by transplannng fo an approprzate location ms:de

- the lease area

5 The CSR is to be modified for an amount. of Rs.6 lakh for recurnng activities and

7 lakh for.non- recurrmg actzvmes

} The Authonty dec1ded to grant EC subject to the stnct 1mp1ementat10n of the above

sp_eciﬁc _conditions in addl_tlo_n to the general conditions. It is also. d1recte_d that the

proponent’s dwelling unit should be demolished if it is within 100m from the quarry. EC

 shall be issued only after submitting an affidavit that the dwelling unit has been demolished '

~ and all fh'e. premining conditions have been implemented.

Item No:65.10

‘Environmental clearance for the proposed quarry pfoject in

Sy.Nos.147/2 (pt), 149/1(pt), 149/2 (pt), 150/1, 150/3(pt),
151/1(pt) & 151/2(pt) at Urangattiri Village, EranadTaluk,

‘Malappuram District, Kerala application. of Sri.

Mohammed Nisar (Partner),  M/s Majestic
Granites (File No. 1021/SEIAA/EC1/01/2016)
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Sri. Mo’haﬁrmed Nisar (Partner), M/s Majestic Granites, .Ath.a'rlli .Tower

Room No MP 7/171672-G&H, Mukkam (P.0O), near bus stand, Kozhikode,

- Kerala 673602 vide his application received on 01 01 -2016, ‘has sought Enwronmental
Clearance under EIA Notlﬁcatlon 2006 for the quarry prOJect in Sy Nos. 147/2 (pt),
149!1(pt), 14972 (pt), 150! 1, 150/3(pt), 151/ l(pt) & 151/2(pt) at Urangattm V111age Eranad

Taluk Malappuram District, Kerala. The prOJect comes under Category B; as per the O.M.
| No. J- 13012! 12/2013-IA-11 (I) dtd. 24.12.2013 of Mmlstry of Envu*onment and Forests, smce

_ ._ the area of the pro_]ect 1s ‘below 25 hectares The proposed project s1te falls \mthm 110 _
_' 14’ 51 42” N to. 110 15’ 01 41” N&’?’60 05’21 26”E 1o 76° 05" 31. 12” E The land use

_ cla351ﬁeat1_on as per.revenue records is private own_ land with rubber plan_tahon. The present
l'ahd use is rubber olantatiOn The current proposal is for'33 9509 hectares the proposing quarry

'ancl mmeral spemﬁc Hence no alternate s1te was exammed The propesed pro;ect 1s for

quarrymg of 2 00 000 MTA of burldlng stone

_ The proposal was con31dered in the 63“”'l and ﬁna]ly 1n the 6'?"“1 Meetlng of SEAC held
on 27" January 2017. The 63" meetlng of SEAC deferred the 1tem for ﬁeld visit. *Field wsu‘
| _. to .th_e site was__carr;ed out on 12 No.v 201 6- by Dr. P.S. _Har:kumar and .Dr_quleel Chovva.

The repre.s"enta'tiv'eﬁ of the p.roponent:.rve.ré' prese'm' rfurz‘ag tke-Site- inspectioh The proposed
. project site falls w:thm 11°14°51.42” N to 11“ 15 01, 41" N&76° 05 ’21 26 E to 76° 05’
511278 | | | |
| | T?ze quantzty of topsoil to be removed is relat;vely high and as the apphcanon _

. _ submztted by the proponent it is estzmated that, 44 63 1 tons of soil to be removed.

Regardmg the bzod;verszty the proponent has not provzded a ‘site speczf Gc list of o
species. Proper Jencing was not seen around the quarry. The drainage is not proper and
Jound to need zmpmvement | |

_ Spec;f ic Conditions

1. Over burden should be Srored in the des:gnated places on the lower part and provzded
with protecrwe support walls _ _

2. The storm water collecnon should be properly deszgned and mamtamed A settling .
pond Skould be provided to clarify the water ﬂowmg ﬁ‘om the site.

3. A detailed report on the site specific plant species should be done and the proponeat
should given an undertaking.a‘hat all the important and endangered plants should be
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tﬁansplanted and conoerﬁéd at a suitable Ioc_atfon
4. The proponent should provide fencing all around the quarry and proper sign boards
should be displayed. | S | o
5. The proponenr has to revise the CSR 50 .as to set apart Rs 1 0 Zakhs (non- recurrmg)
and 5 Zakhs per annum (reourrmg) for next 5 years for CSR activities for the welfare
of the local commumty for waste a'wposal sckoiarshtp to children, etc. The proponenr
. should spend this amount in consuimnon with the local panchayath
In addition to the general conditions the above speciﬁc conditions needs to be
'. compl:ed with. . - | . o .
_ " . The 6’?“’ meeting of SEAC appraised the proposa.i based on Form 1, Pre- fea.31b111ty
Report Mmmg Plan, field mspectlon report of the Sub Commlttee and all other documents

submltted with the proposal The Comm1ttee demded to Recommend for issuance of EC

E 'sub_] ect to general condltlons in addltlon to the followmg spemﬁc cond1t1ons for mmmg

' I'. : {f any plant species endemtc to Westem Ghats are not:ced in the area. they shall
' be propérly protectea’ in situ or by tmnsplannng {0 an appropr:ate Zocat:on msm’e o
the-lease. area. o " g _ | .
L2 | '.The proponent has to revise zhe CSR so as to set apart Rs 10 lakhs (non-
_ vecurring) and 5 lakhs per annum (recurrmg) for next 5 years for CSR actzvztzes.
for the welfare of the local commumtjv Jor woste dzsposal scholarship to ch:ldren K
. etc The proponent should spend thzs amount in consuh‘anon thh the local
| Panckayatk R . .
; The Authonty decided to issue EC subject to the above spec1ﬁc COIldlthIlS in add1t1on
: to the general oondmons An afﬁdawt stating that alt the premmmg COI‘ldlthllS of the

inspection repor_t_ also have been implemented, should be submltte_d before the issuance of o

EC.

Item No: 65.11 ~ Environmental clearance for the proposed Residential
: - Project by M/s Claysys lifestyle Pvt. Ltd. in Survey nos. -
392/30, 392/31, 395/7-3, 395/7-4, 392/28, 39229, 395/1-5,
395/1-6 in Block 36 at Kunnathunadu Village, Puthencruz
Panchayath, Kunnathunadu Taluk, Ernakulam District,
- Application of Mr. P.V.S. Vinod Tharakan, M/s Claysys
lifestyle Pvt. Ltd (File No. 867/SEIAA/ EC3/3098/2015)

_ © Sri.P.V.S. Vinod Tharakan, Managmg Director, M/s Claysys Lifestyle Pvt. Ltd., V1de
his apphcatlon received on 05-08-2015 and has sought enwromnental clearance under the

EIA Notification, 2006 for the proposed Remdentlal Pro_;ect by M/s Claysys lifestyle Pvt. Ltd.’
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in Survey nos. 392?30, 392/31, 395/7-3; 395/7-4, 3923’28, 392/29, 395/1-5, 395/1-6 in Block
36 at Kunnathunadu Village, Puthencruz. Panchayath, Kunnathunadu Taluk, Ernakulam
: .District._ It is inter alia, noted that the project comes under the Category B, 8(a) of Schedule of
EIA Notification 2006, B

The total plot area of the propo__sed pr_oj.'ect 1s 0._6..792 Ha and the built up area is

- 22,603.7 Sq.m. The maximum numbers'of 'apartments are 103 and 12 individual houses (6

-~ Villa + 3 duplex). The parkmg proposed is for 131 cars and 50 two wheelers. No forest land

is 1nv01ved in the present project. The total power requlrement is 1,130 kVA and the souirces
are Kerala State Electnclty Board and D.G. Sets (standby) The total cost of the project is
5594Cr0res- _ _ . . .
- _ | The proposal was con51dered in the 55th 59th 6(]'llh and ﬁnally in the 67 Meetlng of _
R SEAC held on 27" January 2017 The 550 meetmg of SEAC held on 10", 11“‘ & 20® May '
2016 deferred the 1tem for field v151t _' ' . |
Fteld visit t0 the above pro;ect site was. carrzea’ out ‘on 22.06. 2016 by t‘he Sub-_

. 'commtttee members of SEAC Kerala compnsmg S¥i. A;ayakumar and Sri. John Mathaz The

proponem‘ and his associates were present at the Szte Approach road, mﬂuence on the B

trrzgatzon cana! storin water management componem‘ of RWH, cutting and level!mg '

parkmg provisions etc were examined.. Work has been mttzated in the first part for whzch'

necessary perm:ts have been obtamed | : : '
The proposal was placed in the 59th meetmg of SEAC held on llﬂ‘& 12th July, 2016.

The Comn‘uttee after exammmg the mmmg plan, prefe351b111ty report, field- mspectmn report

and all other documents submitted, advxsed that, for further cons1derat10n of the proposai the o

'proponent may be asked to submit the detalls as per the ﬁeld visit report so the Comrmttee
_ deferred the item for submission of clanﬁcanons sought in the field visit report. __
_' Subsequently, the proponent has subm1tted the documentsfcla.nﬁcatlons based on the 3

' subcomrmttee report in the 59" meetmg of SEAC - ' .

The proposal was again placed in the 60™ meetmg of SEAC held on 28tg 29th .Tuly,

2016 The proposal was  appraised by: the comm1ttee cons1der1ng Form 1, Form IA,

' Conceptual plan, field visit report and all ‘other docmnents and details provided by the
proponent as sought by SEAC during the appraisal process. Deta1ls of excavauon ie. 2730 ..
 m’ cutting and 2780 m’ ﬁlh_ng has been pr_omded with the seetlonal_ drawmg. o
| The 60™ meeting of SEAC Recommended for iss_uance of Environmental Clearance

with general conditions in addition to specific conditions as follows.
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1. The proponent shall provide rainwater stOr.ag'e tank capacity of 870 KL equal to 15 -

days daily requirement as agreed.

2. Prooonent shall install 100 KW solar panel in each -apartment tower ie. 5 KW
_ solar panel in each villa as agreed. : . - -
The . Authority considered the proposal in its 59" meeting held on held on 27%
; September 2016.The Authority noted that the ﬁeld v151t of the Sub-committee members of

SEAC states that, ‘Work has beeri mmated in the first part for which necessary permits have -

- been obtained’, Authority wanted to get it elanﬁed as to what are the works started and the

extent _ _ o _ _
The Committee in . its 67’th meetiﬁg state'd' 'that' The proponent" has started the -

" construction of the building havmg an -area. below 20, 000m? after getting necessary . '_ =

~ permission form local bOdleS the work of Whlch have already commeneed Later on he has.

- modified the plan havmg an area above 20 000m” and therefore he apphed for the EC and the

above application was processed and recommended by SEAC aﬂer a field V181t by sub: -

o committee. ThlS fact is informed to SEIAA for further neeessary action.

The Authonty dec1ded to enqmre the extent of construction, partlcularly that of the' :
_' vertlcal structure, the built up area of apartments alone and whether it is really below 20, 000 o
- 5q. m inorder to ascertam whether thcre is violation.’ ' o |

The Authority dec1ded to conmder the case in the next meetlng after collectmg the

above ment:loned detalls

Item No:65.12 E Environmental clearance for Proposed L.T. Park Project by
| M/s Caspian Techparks India Pvt. Ltd. in Sy.Nos. 86/1,
 102/4 & 102/5 at Puthencruz Village and Vadavukode-
. Puthencruz Panchayath, Kunnathunadu Taluk, Ernakulam
District, Kerala by Sri. Mr. Thomas Chacko, Managing
Dire_ctor, for M/s Casp'i'an Techparks India Pvt. Ltd. (File
No. 924!S_EIAA}'EC 1/3890/2015) |

Sri. Thomas Chacko Managmg Directot, Ms Caspian Techpa.rks India Pvt. Ltd.,

' _32/ 1840 A Mammoottll Complex, Pad1vattom Edappally P.O., Cochm Kerala — 682024,

vide his apphcatlon received on 23/09/2015 and has sought envnronmental clear_ance under
- the EIA Notification, 2006 for the propOSed I.T. park project in Sy. Nos. 86/1, 102?4_ & 102/5
~at Puthencruz Village and Vadavukode-Puthencruz Paﬁchayath, Kunnathunadu Taluk,
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Ernakulam District, Kerala. . It. is intefa]ia, noted that the project comes under th_e_ Category
B, 8(a) of Schedule of EIA Notification 2006. - '_
The height of the proposed bu11dmg is 45. 5 m. and the total plot area of the proposed _ |
project is1.060 ha. (10,603.14 sq. m.) and total built-up area about ?0,000. $q. -._m, and the_
project cost is Rs.63.84 crores. . . | | | _
The proposal was considered in the 57" and finally in the 67 Meeting of SEAC held -
on 27" January 2017." The 57™ meeting of SEAC held on 16* & 17" June_2016..The
committee appraised the proposal ‘based on Form 1, Form I A and Conceptuail'plan The
committee Recommend for issuance of EC for the construction pro_]ect subject to the general -
conditions and to the followmg speclﬁc COI]dlthIlS ' ' L
1. Adeqp.ate preoau_t;on 'sho_u_l_d.be taken to drain the stoﬁn water w1thout _eaus.i.rig o
'ﬂood R . _ . R
2. Exit prov1ded facmg the Junctlon should be avoided. Ex1ts and entry should be

K hmlted via the gates prowded at the eastern side.

_ Authorlty cons1dered the proposal in-its 56th meeting held on 23rd .Tuly, 2016. The__ _
pl‘O] ect site is within the Infopark Phase—II whlch is in Puthencruz Panchayat hrmts and several _

houses / buildings located w1th1n the 500 m. radlus It is not evident whether the site suffers -

any environmental 1ssues such as wetland or paddy land. Therefore the Authonty dec1ded to |

refer the « case to SEAC for site inspection and report _ |
"_I'-he Committee in-its’ 6';’_1#1 me_et:mg_ observed that Govemment'_iil its'- ordet G.O(MS:) _
No.14/2013/Agri dated 22.01.2013 has exempted the land earmarked for Inforpark from the
pm"v'iew'o'f Conservation.of ‘Paddy. Land_'&. Wetland Act 2008. The proposed land is also
exempt.ed.. The _above- | Govemmeﬁt' O_rdef is av_ailab.le in 'Page ‘No.87 to 92 .of' the
"correspondence file. So the Commit:tee'_ Idecided-_to inform_ to SEIAA for further oecessery '

action.

~ The Authority decided to issue EC after obtaining an affidavit stating how it is-
proposed to drain the storm water without causing flood and on strict implementation of

specific and general conditiors. -

Item No: 65.13 o Environmental clearance application for removal of -
' Laterite Building Stone (L.T.B.S.) from Sy. No 184/6-2, 6-3,.
6-4, Block No. - 24 at Ummannoor Village and Panchayat,
- Kottarakkara Taluk, Kollam District, Kerala by Sri. Jacob.
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- John Vadakadom (File No 986/SEIAA/EC3/4702/15)

Sri. Jacob John Vadakadom, Vadakadathu, Odanavattom.P.O, Kollam - 69Il 512
has applied for: Env‘ironrnental Clearance for the removal of Laterite Building Stone
(L.T.B.S.) for an area of 40, 47 Ares of land in Sy Nos. 184/6-2, 6- 3 6-4, Block No-24 of
Ummannoor Village, Ummannoor Panchayat Kottarakkara Taluk, Kollam Dlstnct |

The fact that nnmng of ordinary earth/brlck earth/clay and laterite does not reqmre .'
Mining Plan as been communlcated to DEIAA by Ofﬁce Letter No 2500fEC22014!SEIAA -
dated 20.02. 201’}' The Director of Mlnlng & Geology vide letter dated 15.03. 2017 has sort
clarification i in this- matter Nonnally, laterlte (Bmldmg Stone) quarrymg does not prolong-
beyond 6m depth . and it is also observed that the main resource of laterite (bulldmg stone) in
- majority of the areas in Kerala is vested upto. this depth. It is understood that many of the
geologmts by takmg mto con51derat1on of the directions cited in SEIAA Letter are reluotant to
permit the extractlons of laterite (bulldlng stone) below 2m depth since the dlrectlon was to
follow as in the case of ordmary earth and ordmary clay The latentes are ‘the resadual B
products of troprcal weathermg Since the beneﬁmal resource of latente does exist below the
layer of soil (overburden) to a depth of 6 m and there is no mechanised nnnmg or blas‘nng 1s'_ .
1nvolved in the laterlte (bu1ld1ng stone) extracnon process it 1s 1nev1table to extraot max1mum
resource for maklng it economically v1able Besides, Rule 15 of the Kerala Mmor Mmeral
-Concess1on Rules 2015 emphasises to backﬁll the p1t generated due to the quarrying of . _'
laterite. usmg the overburden. Hence the Dlreetor Mrnmg & Geology (i/c) has requested that _
‘the extraction of latente (bu11d1ng stone) shall be pennltted to a depth of 6m from the ground . |

level w1thout 1n51stmg fora M1n1ng Plan

_ The proposal was con31dered in the 581 and 67" meeting of SEAC The 58']1 meetmg of _
SEAC held on 28" & 29" June 2016 remarked that in all such earlier proposals SEAC has

| insisted for a mining plan. But vide MoEF notrﬁcatlons dtd. 20.01.16 DEIAA can appraise it in

accordance with liberalised gu1del1nes Hence this is a fit case for transfemng to DELAA_

Hence the Conmnttee decided to recommend so to the SEIAA.

SEIAA considere’d the propo‘sal- in its 5’?th meeting held on 26™ Augdst 2016. Authority
assessed that. the application received on 16-11-2015 is already with SEAC for appraisal and:
hence decided to request the Committee to complete the appraisal process and to make

recommendation.
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The pfopOs_al was finally considered in the 67" Meeting of SEAC held on.27™ January
2017. The Committee in its earlier meeting insisted for a mining plan as the proposal is for
laterite mining. In the absence of Mininig Plan the Committee recommend to reject the

proposal.

The Authority exarnined the views of SEAC .IF it is to be strictly construed under the
O/Ms issucd by the MoEF and the functioning of SEAC in this regard is guided by the O.M
 issued by. MOEF on 24-12- 2013 it-has to be noted that the said 0. M does. not speak of
- ‘Latente Stone’ as a mmor mmeral requiring prior enwronmental clearance -The oM
relevant (though not menhonmg Laterite’) is that dated 24-6- 2013 as stated i 111 the mmutes of
 the 39 meetmg of SEIAA Mmmg Plan is prepared as requ1red by the KMMC rules 2015 for
- mining of mmor m1nerals The sald rules (prov1so to Rule 9) spemally exclude laterite.
Therefore it would be 1mp0531b1e to produce approved Mmmg Plan as per the rules apphcable
for preparatlon of approved Mmmg Plan Latente stone has the same status as O.E. It i8 also
seen that the SEAC in its 38™ meetmg held on 28, 29, 30/4- 2015 and later on 44 meetmg
held on 12th & 13“’ August 2015 appralsed the applications of one Suresh Kumar of

Valhkunnam Alapuzha D1st (3000 m ) for E. C for laterite euttmg w1thout Mmmg P]an and

reeommended as 1n the case of 0 E.

The con31dered op1mon of SELAA is that Laterite mlmng as prev1ously demded in
other . cases may be hmlted to 2m (excludmg the overburden) and all other condmons of -
" mining of ordmary earth as. stlpulated in O.M.No.L. 11011;‘47;’2011 IA II - (M) dated
24.06. 2013 will apply ' -

The Authorlty noted that no rmmng plan is required for latente mlmng upto 2 m
.whlch does not involves mechanised mining and blasting. In thls case SEAC requtres
mining plan. Since SEAC has already recommended EC in some cases as mentloncd-above, |
the Authority decided to call for the clarification of SEAC for the change of policy in this

case.

Item No:65.14 ' " ‘Environmental clearance for removal of ordinary earth in
' - Re.Sy. Nos. 388/6-1, 13, 5 and 15 at Maadappally :

Village, Changanassery Taluk, Kottayam District, Kerala

by Sri.E.K.K.Mohammed (File No. 505/ SISIIAAJ’EC4J‘3608;‘r

2014) : _ _
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Sri. EK.K. Mohammed, Managing Partner, EXK. and Company, 2™ Floor,
Munieipa.l Building, A.M. Road, Perumbavoor, Ernakulam has applied for Environmental
Clearance for removal of 4000 m’ of ordinary earth from 0.2053 hectare of land in Re. Sy.
Nos. 388/6-1,13, 5 and 15 at Maadappally Village, Changanassery Taluk, Kottayam District.

“The proposal was considered in the 39" SEAC meeting held on 14" & 15" May 2015.
"The_ Committee -appraised the proposal based on the details provided by the epplicant and
decided to'reeommend the application for issuance of Environmentel Clearance for removal
of 3500 n13 ~of ordinary earth subject to the condition that removal should be by forming
~ terraces hmltmg the: average depth to 2m since the proponent has submitted consent from the
'- adJ acent owners _ B
The proposal was ‘again considered in- the 62™ Meet1ng of SEAC held on 6- 7“1
September 2016. The Commlttee notlced that the documents contam only a copy of the
_ earher application. The comrnlttee de01ded to reiterate the earlier decision under the agenda
B item 39 16 of the 39" SEAC meeting held on 14" & 15% May 2015. __ |
o " In the 60™ meetmg of SEIAA held on 27/10/2016 resolved to ask the proponent |
‘whether the Envnonmenta.l Clearance is still required as the road eonstruct:lon mlght ‘be over
by this time. . -
Now the proponent subrmtted a request dated 20/03/2017. statmg that the road work of _ .
K. S T P is still continuing and to extract the soil environmental clearance is. essentla.l
The Authority decided to obtain information abOut how much has been extracted. It
was decrded to inform the proponent that a letter from KSTP that it still requlres OrdJnary h
earth should be produced for considering EC to be issued. ' '

Item No: 65.15 Environmental clearance for the quarry project in Sy.No.
147/1(P), 155/2(P), 155/3(P), 154/16(P) and 154/17(P) at
Vazhayoor Village, Vazhayoor Panchayath, Ernad Taluk,
Malappuram District by Sri. Mohanan, M.E. (Fl]e No.
552:’SEIAAIKL;’4086I2014)

S, Mohanan M. E., Owner, High Grip Granites, Edakkat House, Karadparamba P.O., |
Malappuram - (D) vide his apphcaﬂon received on 22/08/2014 has sought Environmental
© Clearance under EIA Notification, 2006 for the quarry project in Sy. No. 147/ l(P), 155/2(P),
155/3(P), 154/16(P) and 154/1 7(P) at Vazhayoor Village, Vazhayoor Pa.nchayath Ernad
Taluk, Malappuram District for an area of 3.6055 hectares.
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_ ‘The proposal was considered in the 48™  55™ 60"’_ and ﬁ_nally in the 64™ meeting of
SEAC held on 16™ & 17" November 2016. The proposal was again considered in 55t
meeting of SEAC held on 10/11/20-05-2016. The Committee appraised the proposal based on
Fon_nil, P_re-feasibﬂity Report and Mining Plan. On the basis of t‘ne feedback from the site
inspection by subcommittee members it is observed that the qnarry was in operation in
violation of the rules. Hence, action against tlre said violation has to be initiated. The
-_Connmttee demded to recommended for the issuance of EC on completlon of action agamst _
Vlolatlon subject to the following specific eondltlons in addition to the general condltlons _
1. Benchmg conditions should be strictly practiced. It is observed that presently qua.rrylng is
o ..carrled out without proper]y following the rmmng plan and any further quarrylng shall be -
by strictly followmg benchmg methods. - o
| 2. Proper fencmg and si gn boards must be ﬁxed all around.
_ " The 54th meetlng of SEIAA held on 21.06.2016 resolved to refer the case back to -
SEAC to c!arzfy the rule that kas been violated by this working quarry of extent L 2965 ka_
- only The Authority also wanrea' SEAC to make unambzguous recommendations so as to avozd )
| a’elay in dzsposmg of the applzcarzons Inspectzon Reports may gwe ah’ the relevant details
about the quarry mcludmg whether it is working on permit or lease and penod of the i
permit/lease, and whether the mining area is a part of a komogeneous mmeable area divided B
to small extenrs by breakmg the homogeneous area into pteces of less than 5 hecmres instead _'
- of mining under a comprekenswe mine plan for contzguous Stretches of mmeml and the
'eco!ogscal tmpacts of such break up’.
_ Hence the proposal was cons1dered in the 60™ meetmg of SEAC held on 28“’& 29%
J uiy 2016. The Commnittee appralsed the proposal based on mining plan, prefeasibility report, |
5 ﬁeld.inspection' rep'ort and all oth"er documents submitted. At the time of site inspection the
- quarry was in operation. SEAC recommended- violation proceedmgs since the quarry was in" -
operatlon SEIAA may - take approprlate dec:1510n regardmg 1n1t1at10n of violation
proceedmgs ' '
‘Thereon the  proposal was cons1dered in_ 59th meetlng of SEIAA held on 27th '
: September 2016 and the Autherity observed that:- ' ' '
The Authority noted that not only the status ofuo order of the Supreme. Coerr-' is
subsisting, but it is also further clarified bj)‘ the Hon ’b!e' Court on 07~32-20I5 ‘that ‘the State
of Kerala shall pending further orders from this Court renew all existing permits for a period
of one year and status quo order shall not be int‘erpret‘ed to mean that the same is an

impediment for such renewal’. Even after the Authority pointed out the orders of the Supreme
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“Court, SEAC reiterated the neéd for violation proceedings. In the light of the orders of the
Hon. Supreme Court, SEAC may clarify as to the nature of the violation in this case and how
the violation subsists in the face of the orders of the Supreme Court. The rule violated is not
qiioted. Authonty decided to refer the case to SEAC fo g:ve clear findings on the
recommendanon made, within one month. _

_ Authority also wanted the details of the land koldz‘ﬂg whether it is on lease or permit,
period of lease/permit, commencement thereof to be indicated in 't_ké basic details in the -

agenda notes.

o The proposal was. agam conmdered m the 64th Meetmg of SEAC held on 16" and
7™ ‘November 2016 The proponent. Submltted the addltlonal clarifications and on
verification of the same the Committee found that the land is a prlvate land with permit. As |
regards the question of violation, the Commitiee is of the view that in the light of the Hon’ble

_Hrgh Court judgement on 7 12 15 the functlonmg of the quarry at the time of i mspectlon was .
a VlOlatIOIl The Comn‘uttee is not aware of any Supreme Court order staying the above ngh_
Court Judgement If there. is any spe01ﬁc Supreme Court order permitting such mining,
actlon agamst wolatlon need not be mlt:tated N
In the 62" meeting of SEIAA held on 23/12/2016 the Authorrty demded to defer the
«case for re-exammatlon and take a decmon in the next meeting. _ '
~ ‘As per the new Rules, Lease/perm1t to the quarries are 1ssued by the Department of
Mining & Geology only after the receipt of envlronmental- clearance from concerned
Authority. The proposal was again considered in the 64" Meeting of SEIAA held on
23.02. 201'?r The Authority decided to defer the case for re- cons1derat:|on in the next meeting

‘since the agenda note was in complete

The Committee found that the land is a orivate land. The quarry was in operation with

.a valid permrt ‘from the Department of Mmmg & Geology (Permlt No.54/2015-
16/GR/DOM/M-784/2015, dt.14.10.2015,. valid upto 13.08.2016). The proponent also
submitted an NOC from Pollution Control Board and Panchayat,.perrmttmg the quarry
~operation. Authority in several such cases has exempted such quarries 'frorn violation
proceedings if valid leaseﬁpermit is there. The proponent has submitted the permit certificate

with a validity date upto 13.08.2016.
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_ The Authority decided to conﬁrm Whether the quarry was operated even after the
Hon’ble Supreme Court verdict. An afﬁda\nt to thls effect should be obtained and place in the

next meeting for a decision.

- Item No. 65.16 - Environmental clearance for the quarry project in Sy.No.
65/1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, 74/4, 5 and 6 at Nellanad Village -
and Panch_'ayath,- . Nedumangadu - Taluk, -
Thiruvananthapuram District by Sri. Abdul Salam -
Pookunju, M/s Aaraamam Rock (P) LTD. (File No :

_ 624/SE1AAIKLI4807:"2014) _ '

Sri ‘Abdul Sa}am Pookun_]u (Managing Dlreetor)- Mfs Aara'amam Rock (P) Ltd
57714, Nellanadu P.O., Keezhaylkonam, Venjaralnoodu Thlruvananthapuram Dlst:rlct |

- _Kerala-695606 vide hlS appllcatlon recelved on 09 10. 2014 has sought Env1ronmenta.1 .

Clearance tmder EIA Notlﬁ_catlon, 2006-fo1‘ the quarry project in Sy. Nos. 65/ 1, 3, 5, 6,7, 1(__), _
12, 13, ?4;’4, 5, 6 at Nellanad Vi.ll'a'ge.- '&Panchayat, .'N'edumahgaduTaluk, Thiruvanar_lthapmem |

District, Kerala. The project comes under Category B2 as per the O.M. No. I- 13'012,112;20134-_-
TA-IT (I) dtd 24, 12 2013 of M1n1stry of Enwronment and F orests, smce the area of the proj ect -

BT below 25 hectares

~ The proposel-was considered by SEAC in the 45% meeting and defeﬂ‘ed for field _ |
1nspect10n Fteld visit to the site was conducted on 25 09.2015 by the sub- commlttee of SEAC |
Kerala The extract of the report is as follows R

“T. he pro;ecz is an active quarry locatea’ at about 3.5 ke north of _
Venjaramoodu. This quarry lease area of 4.8686 ha falling in own land occupy
summit and the west and south sloping flanks of a prominent hillock exposing =
hard fock The elevation 'rafzges Jrom 175m to 95 m. The rock type is a'mixm.re of -
khondalite and ckarnockzte suite of rocks The ; gnetsszc banding in folded attitude

| shows axial plane with moderate dips to east. Rock shows promment widely

| spaced joints but Jaults are not observed in the s:te. Quarry is in opemnon with

 benches being formed. Pockets._ of weathered | rock with about 1 m thick over
burden (OB} and top soil is seen in the uppe? part and western part.. The removed
OB is stocked at convenient -pla_"ces based on the place of excavation. The entire .
drainage from the elevated land iﬁcludt’ng the quarry flows into the lower quarry -
pit from where it is channelised into the lower southern part where cmsher units

are in place. Vamanapuramriver flows at a distance of 1 km from the site with its
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viver bed at about 20 m amsl. The upper part of the area is velatively barren while
the western debris mantled slopes suppoﬁs patches of rubber plantation. Patches
of accacia are also noted, Floral bz‘odivérsity is not observed as the quarry area is
niostly cleared of vegetation and "tke other area is used for rubber cultivation.
Haulage road to the upper level is formed but not well maintained, Dwelling units
are not in the immediate v;cmzty of 100-m. The unit does have an associated

crusher unit. Accommodation to workers and canteen facilities are provzded;

Based on an overaﬂ evaa’uanon of the site, the quarry operations may be

recommended with foh’owmg condmons

f . Fencing should be prov:ded all around the Iease area. _
2 On the northern szde with steep Slope, guanymg aren should be limited in -

: suck a way that excavated workmg faces are not Vvisible ﬁ*om. '
Karette/Vamanapummcentre The RL at chﬁ shall kept unaltered by '
restricting mmmg operatzons ' _ "

3. Over burden skould be- Stored in rhe deszgnated places (nor here and_ _
there) and prowded with protecnve Support walls. '
4. Storm water-dramage from tk_e upper part must be channelized p_rOpéHy .
aﬁd let o&f'. through .'well}deﬁned ckann'els. It shauld' not _aﬁed other
- installations like cmsher unit, rest room etc. | N
5. The RWH structure and water clarification meckamsm must be pmwded :
and mamtamed througkout' Periodic desz ltation is mandatory '
6. Conszdermg the topograpky, garland drams need not be insisted upon
. However catch water drain should be prowded especmlly on the western :
- side. _ . _ _ -
7. Ultimate depth of mine which will depend on tﬁe possilﬁ!e benches of 5m
width and 5m height. in the lease area buf should not be below the river
bed. . o | '
8. The approach road is narrow and movement of- keavy vehicle should be
regulated | .
Orher items from general condmons sze a)Appropnate sign boards should be
displayed, b) The blasrmg time must be dzsplayed and strictly adhered to, ¢c) The PPV va!ues‘
must be less than 10 mm/sec, d) Steps to be taken to limit fly rock to within the lease area. '

Rock fmgménts should not fall anywhere outside the lease area, e)Dust suppression
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-mechanism must be in place HA b_elt of trees (Vegetation belt) should be maintained a_ll
around the quarry but m_usf be maintained till the entire life of quarry, g) A separate small
plot to be maintained in the premise to preserve rare and endemic species, if ahy, listed in the

biodiversity assessmem and the promised activity under CSR may be added”.

The proposal was “again consndered in the 59th meetmg of SEAC held on. llﬂ’&
12thJuly 2016, on recelpt of the mining plan and documents/details sought for by the 45th -
SEAC. The Committee appraised the proposal based on the clarifications sought for by the
SEAC and decided 'to recommend for issuance of Environmental Clearance' fo.r' mining
subject to the genera} condltlons along with the specific condition that: | _ |

' “Approach road should be mamtamed with sratutory minimum w:dth and proponent
shall take steps to maintain it properly ' ' -

The proponent agreed to set apa.rt Rs.1 1 lakhs (non-recurrlng) and 17 Iakhs per annum1 - .'
(reeumng) for next 5 years for CSR act1v1t1es for the welfare of the local commumty The
' proponent also agreed to spend this amount in consultation with the local Panchayath |
| The Authonty in 1ts 61“’t meetmg held 6n 30.11 2016 decided to grant Env1ronmenta1. "

: Cleara.nce upto 17t May 20]8 on condmon that mmmg shall be contmued only after-
. ﬁ.llﬁllmg the following condltlons of the 1nspectlon report. ' o
. 1. Fencing Show'd be provlded all around the lease aread.
2 On the northem Szde with steep slope, quarrymg area Should be l:mzted in
such a way that  excavated - working faces are not v:s:ble ﬁom'
' Karetze/Vamanapuramcentre The RL ar chﬁf shall kept unah‘ered by
resmctmg mining operat:ons ' B B
3. Over burden shouid be stored in the deszgnated places (not here and rhere)_ _
and provzded with prorecnve Support walls |
- 4. Storm water drainage from the upper part must be channelized pi'opéﬂy
and let out through well-defined channels It should not affect other
installations like crusher unit, rest room etc. _
5. The RWH structure and water ckmf cation meckamsm must be provzded _
and mamramed throughour Perzoa':c desz!tatzon is mandatory
6. Considering the -topagraphy, garland drains need not be m.sisted Upon.
However catch water'd?az’n should be. provided especially on the western.
side.

7. Ultimate depth of mine which will depemf on the possible benché_s of Sm
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width and Sm height in the lease area but should not be below the river
_ bed. ” |
8. The approach read is narrow and movement of heavy vehicle should be
| regulated. | '
An affidavit to fulﬁl the above conditions should be submitted before the issue of EC.

- The E.C was not 1ssued-to the proponent. In the meantime the proponent_ submitted a
request dated 04-03-2017 stating that a valid En\fironmenfal Clearance is required to renew
the mining lease' for five yeafs.' Hence the validity of Environment Clearance may be
extended for 5 years. | " | | |
| The Authonty dec1ded to 1ssue EC w1th a valldlty of 5 years on condmon that the .
| ~ above cond1t1on shall be strlctly implemented and an afﬁda\ut to, the effect should be_-

subrmtted

‘Ttem No:65.17 -~ .~ Environmental clearance for the proposed quarry project in
' ' -~ Sy.No.267/1(pt), 267/2(pt), 269/1(pt), 27071, 270/2(pt),
- 270/3(pt), 270/4(pt), 270/5(pt), 270:’6(pt) & 276/1(pt) "at
~ Nediyiruppu Village, Kondotty Taluk, Malappuram District
- by SriMuhammed Haneefa (Fll_e “No. 730/SEIAA/
EC1/02)’2015) B _ .

Sri Muhammed Haneefa (Owner), $/o Muhatrmed Kutty Haji, Kari House, Chirayi
(PO), Kondo&Y' '(via), Ma.lappuraﬁl'D.istrict ‘Kerala-673638, vide l'ﬁs aplelieation reeeived on
01- 01-2015 has sought Env1r0nmental Clearance under EIA Notlﬁcatlon 2006 for the |
. quarry pro;ect in Sy. Nos. 267fl(pt), 267/2(pt), 269!1(pt), 2?‘0;’1 270;’2(pt) 270/3(pt),.
270/4(pt), 270;’5(pt), 270/6(pt) & 276/1(pt) at Ned1y1ruppu Vlllage, Kondotty Taluk
: Malappuram Dlstnct Kerala State fer an area of 7. 3685 Ha '

The proposal was first con51dered in the 5?"’ Mee‘ung of SEAC held on 16"&17™ J une
2016, The Committee appraised the proposal based on the mining plan, pre- ~feasibility report
and all other documents submitted along with the Form I application and recommended for
issuance of EC for mining subject to the general condmons and to the specific condition that -
the depth of mining shall be limited to 70m. The proponent agreed to set apart Rs 10 lakhs -
(non-recurrmg) and 5 lakhs per annum (recurring) for next 5 years for CSR act1v1t1es for the

- welfare of the local community. He-also agreed to spend this amount in con_s_ultatlon w1th_the

lecal_ Panchayath. The committee noted that this is a lworking quarry and p_ropoﬁent’ also
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admitted that the quarry is presently operational based on the permit. The committee found -

that it is a case of violation. This may be looked into by SEIAA.

Hence the proposal was cons1dered in the 56‘hmeet1ng of SEIAA held on 23“i July
2016 in view of Permit quarrtes are working based on earlier Government Orders and now on
various Orders of High Court. Hon: Supreme Court in S.L.P. No. 33130/15 has ordered status |
quo in such cases, which has been further clarified on 07-12-2015 that “the state of Kerala
shall pendmg further orders from this Court renew all existing permits for a further period of
: one year and status quo order shall not be interpreted to ean that the same is an impediment

for suoh renewal”. -

i has been clanﬁed in several dec1srons of SEIAA (in earher mmutes) that
- Envu‘onmental CIearance for quarrying of rmmng atea less than 5 ha was made mandatory |
only: after 27.2. 2012. Thereaﬁer up to January 2015, State Govt had glven exemptton Hence-
wolauon on account of want of- Enwronmental Clearance anses on]y 1f it was a mmmg aréa .
of mote than 5 ha, in wh1ch operatlon started before 27, 2 2012. If not it would be contempt |
of Supreme Court Orders. ' ' ' _
| In the 60 meetmg of SEIAA held on 27“’ October 2016“1 the Authonty dec1ded to
_defer the case for legal opinion in the light of the 1nterpretatlon of SEAC. :

. The legal op1n10n of. Vldyalakshml Vipin, Advocate & Standmg Counsel of SEIAA at.

NGT dt. 07 03.2017 is received in SEIA Office on 08 03. 2017 Her oplmon is based on -

: con31der1ng the Form I for issuing Enwronmental C]earance for Building Stone Quarry of
.Mohammed Haneefa The extent of existing quarry is 2. 632 ha. The new app11cat1on is for
EC for lease Area of 7. 3685 ha. Referring several case laws and legal prov151ons she has

- opined that “the apphcatlon for Building Stone. quarry of Mohammed Haneefa can be

con31dered for Environmental Clearance after placing all relevant documents including and

1ot 11m1t1ng to Form I, Prefea31b111ty report before SEAC for thelr appra18al and rnaklng a ..

detatled appraisal in accordance with law”. S ' o

The Authonty decided to ascertain whether the quarry is workmg thhout EC and

place in the next meeting for a decision.

Item No: 65.18 Environmental clearance for the quarry project in Sy. Nos.
| ' 375/7,385/1, 385/2-1, 385/2-2, 385/3, 385/4-1, '385_)'4-2_,
385/5-2, 385/6, 385/7, 385/8, 385/9, 385/10, 385/11, 385/12,
385/13, 385/14, 385/15, 385/16-2, 385/16-3, 385/17, 386/4,
386/5-2, 386/5-2-1, 386/5-3, 386/5-4, 386/11, 386:‘12_,_386;_’13;
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386/14, 386/15, 386/15-2, 386;’15—_3,'386!16, 386/17-2, 387/4,
387/5, 387/7-1, 387/8, 387/9, 387/10, 387/11, 387/14-1, 387/14-
2, 387/15, 387/16, 387/17, 388/15-2-2, 388/15-2-3, 388/15-3-3,
388/15-6, 388/15-7, 388/15-10, 389/16- 2 and 389/17 at
Mankode Village, Kottarakkara Taluk, Kollam District,
Kerala by Sri. R. Madhoosudanan Nair for M/s. Chithara
Crushers Metals (File No. 812;"EC3;’2477:’SEIAA/2015)

Sn R. Madhoosudanan Nair, Managing Partner of M/s. Chithara Crushers Metals,
_Ramya Nivas, Puhmoodu Lane, Vattiyootkavu (PO), Trivandrum - ‘Kerala vide his
: '.apphcatlon recelved on 29.06. 2015, has’ Sought Env1ronmental Clearance under EIA-

- Notrﬁcat:tou, 2006 for the qual_‘ry project in Sy. Nos. 375/7, 38_5!1, 385/2- 1, 385/2-2, 385/3,
| 385/4-1, 385/4-2, 385/5-2, 385/6, 385/7, 385/8, 385/9, 385/10, 38511, 385/12, 385/13,
385/14, 385/15, 385/162 385/16-3, 385;’17 386/4, 386/5-2, 386/5-2-1, 386/5 3, 386/5-4,

1386/11, 386/12, 386!13 386/14, 386}’15 386/15-2, 386/15-3, 386/16, 386)’17 2, 387/4, 387/5, . |

387/7-1, 387/8, 387/9, 387/10, 38_7?11, 387/14- l,- 387/14-2, 387/15, 387/16_, 387/17, 388/15-
2.2, 388/15-2- 3, 388/15-3- 3, 388f15'6 388!’15 7 '.388;’1'5 10, 389/16 2 and '389/17 at
Mankode Vlllage Kottarakkara Taluk, Kollam Dlstnct Kerala for an- area of 10.3134
'hectares ' - '

The 49™ comm1ttee of SEAC held on 7f8th Dec 2015 has appralsed the  proposal
| based on the Mxmng Plan, Prefeasibility Report, field mspechon report and all other
“documents submltted along with the Form-I appllcatlon and the Cadastral map md1cat1ng the
boundary and rev1sed respon31b111ty programme based on need analysrs and decided to

recommend for 1ssuance of Environmental Clearance for m]mng w1th followlng specific

o cond1t10ns, in addition to the general condmons sttpulated for mining projects.

. The worked out area with very steep cl1ﬂ' like feature may be demarcated and fenced
as danger Zones with 51gn boards. _ _ .

2. OQOverburden should be stored in the demgnated places and provided with protective
support walls. Storage of rejected fine muck from the crusher should also be stored.
separately as it has utility for basement ﬁllmg or road work. |

3. Storm water dramage from the upper part must be channelised properly through well-
defined channels. Catch water drain should dlso be provided

4. The RWH structure and water clariﬁcation mechanism should be provi'ded .preferably
on the lower northern part in continuation with storm water channel and malntalned

throughout the life of the quarry. Periodic desﬂtatlon is mandatory
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The 48" meeting of SEIAA held on 23] ar'nlary 2016, has appraised the proposal and
' .the Authority noted that the rmmng area is 10 3134 hectares. Certificate of no cluster
situation has not been produced The nearest human settlement is stated to be at more than
- 100 m by the VO but several buildings are seen existing w1th1n- that range as per the maps.

Quest1on of violation of EIA notification also arises as it is worklng without environmental
clearance in more than 5 ha. Authority therefore decided to refer the matter to SEAC to fook
in to the _above aspects as well and to make recommendations. The proposal was back to

-.SEAC on 09.03.2016.

_ As per the dee1sxon taken by 48“1 SEIAA, the proposal was placed before 54lh SEAC
- _. ‘held on 6o and 7% Apnl for further appralsal The SEIAA in its 48th meetmg has raised few
.quenes The Comrnlttee decided to prowde the followmg clarifications. '
1) Whether there is a cluster situation in the. area‘?
The members of the sub- commlttee whrch mspected the site are of the oprmon
that cluster cntenon 1s not apphcable to the area . ' ' '
2) Are there residential bu1ldmgs within 100m d1stance‘? _
| No resrdent:lal structures were noted with in IOOm of the quarrying area Itis
'pertinent to that the distance specification is not from the lease arca but from the
quarrying area. o "
3) Is there not a v1olat10n as the area is more than Sha‘? _
The quarrying was carried out on the bas1s of pernnts 1ssued by the govt for
much smaller areas, Hence it cannot be- cons1dered as violations.

_ The 53 meeting of SEIAA held on 24—05-2016, assessed that mining in more than
Sha without E.C in the same location though under several permits invites violation -
proceedmgs 1t was decrded to initiate violation proceedmgs and to inform the District -

‘Collector. Stop Memo to be 1ssued

“Hence the SEIAA decided to take action against proposal under violation procedure
and issue of E.C only after completion of the violation procedure and also to delist the
apnlication for E.C pending receipt of evidence for credible action un_der the Environment
(Protectionj Act -1986 for the violation. | | |

On the basis of request submitted by the proponent (regardingther_e' was no residential
areas within 100 m of quarrying area and- there was no such violation of EIA notified
quarrying area) the 60" meeting of SEIAA held on 27™ November 2016 considered the
proposal. He also represented that the Geologist, Kollam had issued 12 quarrying permits for
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extracting granite building stone in Sy.No.385/3, 387/4 of Mankode Village, Kottarakkara
‘Taluk, Kollam District from 19/11/2008 onwards. The Authority decided to continue with

credible follow up action against violation after verifying the records.

3 The-proponent submitted eertiﬁ_cate of detailed _liSt of Short Term Permits issued by
Minii_lg and Geology Department gOVMment of Kere.la and an affidavit by the authorized
'si_gna_tory of the project as a reflection of 60‘_h- minutes of SEIAA. Show cauée notice/stop
" memo yet to be issued to the proponent. .The proposel was .aga.in considered in the 62™
meeting of SEIAA held on 23.12_'._201:6. The Authority decided to examine why stop memo

has not been issued so far.

_ _ wa the proponent sub_mitt'ed.a request'dt.2.2.02'.20_17. Out of the total area of _103134_
ha, quarry is planned only in 4.8336 ha falling in Sy. Nos. 375/7, 385/1, 385/2-1, 385/2-2,
385/3, 385/4-1, 385/4-2, 385/6, 385/7, 385/8, 385/9, 385/10, 385/11, 385/12, 385/13, 385/14,

- 1385/15, 385/16-2, 385/16- 3, 385/17, 389/16- 2 and 389/17. Other parts falling in 'Sy. Nos.

| 385/5-2, 386/4, 386/5-2, 386/5-2-1, 386/5-3, 386/5-4, 386/11, 386/12, 386/13, 386/14,

© 386/15, 386/15-2, 386/15-3, 3861167'386517 2, 387/4, 387/5, 387/7-1, 387/8, 387/9, 387/10,

| 387/11, 387/14-1, 387/14-2, 387/15, 387,’16 387/17, 388;1522 388/15-2-3, 388/15- 3-3,

388/15- 6 388/15-7, 388/15 10 are to be excluded from quarrymg (Kmd]y refer plate 3 of

mining plan)

Requirement of E.C for Qual‘x‘ies- h.avi'ng area less.-.than 5 ha was introduced enly after B
27- 02 2012. From the list of quarrying permit issued by the D1str10t Geologist, Kollam, it is |
clear that as'on 27.02. 2012 the mining operation w1th1n the premises was for an area 0f 0.534
ha only. Cluster 31tuat10n was also not apphcable in this case as there are no quames w1thm_

500m, -

H_owever, there are complaints ﬂoxﬁ the neighbours against the functioning of the
quarry. The Authority decided to defer the item for detailed study in the light of the
corhplaints and get a clarification from the District Geologist whether the Survey Nos. of the
quarry which is bemg operated are the same as in the Mmmg Plan and also whether the

quarry s still working w1thout EC and place in the next meetlng fora dec1s1on

Item No:65.19 _ Environmental clearance issu_ed for the proposed quarry
project in Sy. Nos. 571/1A/34-5, 571/1A/34-4,571/1A/34-4-1,
571/1A/12, 571/1A/12-56, 571/1A/13-137, 571/1A/12/54/124,
571/1A/54-1,571/1A/54-2 at KonniThazham Village, Konni
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Panchayath, KonniTaluk, PathanamthittaDistrictby Sri.
Jacob Thomas (File No. 870/SEIAA/EC4/3101/2015)-

Application for erratum)

Sri.Jacob Thomas, M/s Plakkattu Granite Indﬁstr'ies Pvt Ltd., Payyanamon P.O; Konni,' |
Pathanamthitta Districi- 689692,vide his appl'ication received on 05-08-2015 has sought
Environmental Clearance under EIA Notiﬁcation 2006 for the quarry project in Sy. Nos. 1/1at -
Konnithazham Village, Konni Panchayath Konni Taluk, Pathanamthitta Dlstrlct Kerala for

an area of 3:5723 hectares.

The 55 meeting of SEAC held on 10th llth and 20‘hofMay 2016 recomrnended for -
- issuance of EC. Based on the reoommendauons of SEAC, and field visit report of SEIAA on’
08.07.2016, . the STmmeetlng_ of SEIAA held on 26/08/2016 issued” EC vide:
* fileNo.870/SETAA/EC4/3 1-01;2015 dated 30;’09?2016(E.C. No.158/2016). | |

Vide letter dated 19;’101'2016 -the proponent represented that in the env1ronment." |
clearance order the expiry date mentioned is 29!09!2016 instead of 29/09/2021. Further there
is an error in Survey numbers mennoned in the order. As per therr possessmn certlﬁcate -
theSy. Nosare-571/1A/34-5, 571f1A/34 4 571/1Af34 4. 1, 571f1A112f54 1, 571!1Af12f54 2, |
571;’1Af12f1 571!1Af12 56 5?1!1A/13 13’? 571/1A/12/54/127.In v1ew of the above the

proponent requested to correct the errors and 1ssued EC at the earhest

The proposal was consrdered in the 60™ meetmg of SEIAA held on 27-10- 2016 The
Authority de01ded for further verrﬁcat:lon and to place it in the next meetmg

It rnay be kindly noted that the E C is prepared in SEIAA on the basis of forrn 1_.- .

appllcatmm ‘approved mining plan, other relevant details subm1tted by the proponent ‘along
_w1th recornmendations of SEAC and SEIAA. ' '

On verification it is noted that the Sy. Nos as per the approved Mining Plan and Form
Isubmited by the proponent (571/1A/34-5, 571/1A/34- 4,5_71!1Af’34 -4-1, 571/1A/1_2
571/1A/12-56, S571/1A/13-137, 571/1A/12/54/124, 571/1N54-1,571!1Af54-2)are same as
given in the E.C. No.158/2016 dated 30/09/2016. SEIAA._cannot incorporate the survey
numbers mentioned in the pOSseséion ceriificate without appraisal and recommendation from

SEAC.

Minutes of the Meeting of 65" SEIAA held on 22" March 2017



. Page 36 of 38 -

The Authority in its 61" meeting held on 30/11/2016 decided to call ;fbr new
application with Form I, PFR and approved mining plan from the proponent for reappraiéa.l '
by SEAC. | |

| The Authority also 'deeide_d to correct the expiry date in the Environmental Clearance:

as 29/09/2021 instead of 29/9/2016.,

- M/s. Plackattu Granite Industries, vide letter dated 2/1/2017 stated that their letter
dated 19/10/2016 may be t'réated as withdrawn. Their only request is that the expiry date
wrongly mentioned as 29;’9;’2016 in the Env1ronmenta1 Clearance may be amended as

29;’91’2021

The Authority decided to correct the expiry date in the Environmental Cle_ai‘an_ce as

29.09.2021 instead of 29.09.2016. -

~Ttem No:ﬁS.ZO. B o | Ge'neral Items

i) | Clarlficatlon sought for general condltlons apphcable for mlnmg act1v1ty havmg
an area of less than Sha. - :

The Authority dec:lded to clanfy that as per the EIA Notlﬁcatlon (Amendment) dated
15.01.2016 for all mining prOJects of mmmg area less than 25 ha is eategonsed as category
B2. In the schedule 1(a) to.the said notlﬁcat:lon in the case of category B2 mmmg pro_] jects, it
is stated that. general conditions shall not apply for such proposals Therefore, for a project
proposal of a mining project, the location of an interstate boundary or wild Life Sanctuary do |
not attract any restrietion on 'mim'n'g activity. However SELAA Kerala considet.'ing. the '
ﬁ'uga.hty and sensitivity of forests/sanctuaries puts a restriction on m1nmg activities 100m
away from the boundary of such ecolo glcal features. _

Again in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub Section (3) of Section 3 of the |
Environment Protection Act 1986 and EIA Notification of 2006, SEIAA is empowered to put
any restriction on any activity which is included in the schedule of EIA Notiﬁeation_, 2006 for
the protection of E'nv'irohm.ent. SEIAA, Kerala therefore, putting a restriction of 100 m from
the forest for mining activity is a safeguard for the protection of environment is justified. .

However, as per O.M.No.J-11013/41/2006- LA. I} dated 02/12/2009 by MOoEF all

developrhental projects or activities, if located within 10 km radius of National Parks or Wild
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| Life Ssnctusries require to take Wild Life Clearance from the Standing Committee on NBWL
under the Ministry of Environment & Forests. For tlﬁs pnrpose the project proposals need to
‘submit the copy of the application subnutted before NBWL obtalnmg Wild Life Clearance
along w1th the application for Environment Clearance. _ '
SEIAA decided to re-examine the case in the light of the recent NGT verdict on
 laterite. ' | ' - '
if) - Extension of Validity perlod of EC for remdvsl of Ordinary Earth
| _ The Authonty decided that SEIAA, after the conﬁrmatlon of 642 minutes £ SEIAA
. will not consider the request for extention of vahdlty and hence the proponent may be
- directed to approach the concerned DEIAA for obtammg EC for removal of OE and

extensmn of Vahdlty period with valld reasons.

iif) Defectlve Apphcatlons

Certam proposa.ls recewed by SEIAA have been rejected as defeotlve Regardmg'-

 those cases, the Authority decided as follows

_ | _ Those appllcatmns except those whlch come under the _]unsdlcuon of SEIAA shall
not be entertamed They should be examined by DEIAA. As regards the cases in which
processmg fees have already been remitted, they should be forwarded to the concerned
'DEIAA w1th commumcanon to the proponents. Regardmg the cases, in which fees have not

- been remitted, the proponents may be directed to approach’ ooncerned DEIAA.
_i__v). . Long Pendmg Proposals in SEIAA!SEAC

- The Authority dec1ded to write to SEAC to expedne the appra1sal process and
complete tbe -app_ra1sal process before May 2017. . Authority should also write to SEAC

o stating that when application is forwarded for appraisal, the SEAC must co_rriplete the

appraisal within 60 days of receipt of application for appraisal, strictly confirming to the
provision of EIA Notification 2006. Only in extra ordinary cases SEAC should take 1r1ore_
time for apprmsa.l Long pendmg defective applications or non-compliance of instructions by
- SEIAA/SEAC may be rejected. This will ensure the disposal of apphcat:lon for

E_nvironmental Clearance within mandate time limit of 105 days.

There are several court cases, in which the courf has generally remarked that SEIAA

should dispose the cases either by recommending or rejecting the proposals without delaying -
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the decision beyond the stipulated time. The Authority decided to Bﬁng it to the attention of
SEAC. | | .

v) Judgment dated.16.02.2017 in W.P.(C) 561, 4689 and 5016 of 2017
(File No. 843/SEIAA/EC3/2805/2015) ' '

Shri.P.P.Philip and Sri.Sigi Babu filed WP N0.3399/2017 in Hon’ble High Court
.against exhib_its P5 and P6 (Minutes of the 61 meting of SEAC held on 11.08.2016 and 60™
mee'ting-. of SEIAA held on 27.10.2016 recommending for issuance of EC to Shri.K.M.Joy).
The Hon’ble High Court vide common judgment dated.16.02.2017 in WP(C) 561, 4689 and
5016/2017 ordered that the concerned DEIAA/SEIAA shall afford a personal hearing o the
pe_titi__oner's in the above writ pe_titions, foi' eonéidering-ﬂmeir objections as_;' deta'iled.thei'eﬁl

before 'ta.ki'ng a final deeision With regard to the grant of EC to the project proponents,

The Authorlty demded to give personal hearmg to the petltloners in the

o No 3399/2017 (Flle No. 843!8EIAA)EC3/2805!2015 proposed Building Stone quarry pro;ect
in Sy No 217/2-2, 21?’;’2-3 217f'2 1, 218!3 at Parakkadavu Village, Aluva Taluk, Emakulam
District, Kerala by Sri K.M.Joy, M/s JB Gramtes) on 07.04.2017 as requlred in the Judgment
- and to direct Shri.K. M.Joy not to operate the EC 1ssued by 'SEIAA t111 further direction is

By heard from SEIAA

| “The date of hearing is fixed at 11.00 am on 07% April 2017.

The meetmg ended on 10.30 am..

Next meetmg is. scheduled to be held at 9. 30 am on 07. 04 2017

' Dr.J.Subhashini © Shri.V.S.Senthil LA.S
- Chairman : - . Member . ~ Member Secretary
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