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ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE NO.73 /2019

Sri. Anwar Sadath DII'GC“; ;. M/s Calicut Landmark Builders & Developers (India

Pvt. Ltd Landma.rk World N.H. 17 Bypass, Kozhlkode Kerala—673014) . vide his
) appllcatlon recelved on 7- 9- 2015 has sought cnv1ronmental ‘clearance ander the EIA
"""Notlﬁeanon 2006 for the. proposed ‘"Fownshlp” Prcgect of total plot drea ‘of 7.8269 ha at
'Sy Nos. 15!1& 33/1 at Kodenchery Vlllage, Kozlnkode Taluk & Kozhikode District,,

_ Kerala Iti 1s mter alla, noted that the project comes under the Category B, 8(a) of Schedule



of EIA Notification 2006. No forest land is involved in the present project. The height vl

the proposed building is 59.70m and the total plot area of the proposed project is
78,268.98m° and the total built-up area is 1,45,000m2. |

2. The proposal placed in 56 SEAC meeting held on 6™ &7™ June 2016 . Further

to the intimation of SEAC, the proponent and engineer attended the meetihg and the engineer made a

power point presentation about the salient features of the project briefly. The Committee appraised the

proposal based on Form 1, Form I A and conceptual plan. The Committee decided to DEFER the item

for field visit and the sub-committee entruéted to specially look into the following aspects. ' '

2. Violation in the form of large scale excavations as is ob .Google map of
the area
3. Con_sidering_ other massive developments noticed from the map is theré a need for
insisting on a EIA study. | :
4, ‘Status Qf a portion of site classified as

5. Being an'isolated propertyfprecaution to like fire.

in ESA Village the comm recommend to reject the proposal. ®

4. On \3'-‘6%:"-"2016 proponent submitted a representation to recons‘ider the proposal and
has undertaken that “we are ready to fix the area of construction of each mdmdua] building
to less than 20,000 sq.m and the are

a of the project to less than 1, 50,000 sq:m and revisc our
plan aocordmgly * The proposal as con51dered in the 58“‘meet1ng of SEIAA held on gt

- September 2016. The Authonty found that the projectisa category 8(b) prOJect but appraised
~under 8(a) and referred the proposal to SEAC for reappraisa.l as the pro_leot comes under the
category of 8(b)



5. The proposal was considered in the 63" Meeting of SEAC held on 04™ October, 2016. The
SEAC committee remarked that only proposals for townships and area development covering
an area more than 50 ha and or built up area more than 1,50,000 sq. ‘m fall under such
category. The present proposél is not such a project & hence it cannot be categorized as 8 (b).
Hence the Committee decided not to changé its earlier decision in the matter. The suggestion

of the proponent to bring down the area of the individual buildings to less than 20000 sq. m

will not serve the purpose as the total area of adjoining constructions will be far in excess of |

the limitations brought out in the 13.11 2013 Notification of MoEF.

6. The proposal was placed before the 61" SEIAA meeti 30-11-2016. The
Authority noted that the present project involves construction of four bu a total
built up area of 1, 45,000 m“, And hence it is appraised as Catego fhis area far
exceeds the permissible limit of construct : i ommittee in its 59

meeting recommended to reject the proposal.
decided to accept tecommendatio ._ : s per the 59%& 63"
minutes of SEAC.

t_Landinark Builders & Developers (India),@P\q Lid. has ,

to the Hon. Chief Minister to review the earliel decision of

uthority decided to obtain legal opinion in the matter from the .

held on 15 09 2017.
Standing Counsel of NGT and Legal department of the State Govemxhcnt.

8. Meanv\.rhile' Environment' department had forwarded the request of Sri.C.Anvar Sadath,
Director, Calicut Landmark Builders & Developers (India) PvtLtd to furnish the present
status of the project. File had been placed before 98" SEIAA meeting held on 18" & 19
October 2019 and the authority decided to inform the proponent that the proposal was already
re_]ected by SEIAA in its 61% meeting held on 30 11.2016, as the propOsed project site falls
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within the Ecologically Sensitive Area (ESA), and hence the proposal cannot be considercd
as per the existing norms of MoEF which prohibits such constructlons in ESA to ensure the

environmental stability of the region.

Hence letter had been issued to Sri. C. Anwar Sadath informiﬁg that their proposal cannot
be considered as per the existing norms of MoEF as the proposed project site falls within the
Ecologically Sensitive Area (ESA).

9. Sri. C. Anwar Sadath, the Director, Landmark builders submitted representations dated
30.10.2019 & 01/11/2019 with a request to reconsider

Clearance since their area is not falling under ESA land as P

quest for Environmental
f MoEF and to
give them a personal hearing to explain the facts. Accordin gly t onal

hearing.

10.- Propoenent along with RQP attended ¢ ; ' eeting held on 21st

in ESA. Further the Village Officer
alythe said survey nos do not fall in

iﬁcluding.waste management in the project district as per OM F. Na 22-65/2017-I4-111
d.01.05.2018 of MOEF & CC as dtrected by Director, Environment and superv:sed
by District Collector. ”

3. Provision shall be made for the housing of construction labour within the site with all
necessary infrastructure and facilities such as fuel for. cookmg mobile toilets, mobile
STP, safe drinking water, medical health care, créche etc. The housmg may be in the
Jorm of temporary structures to be removed afier the coﬁgpletzon of the project
(Circular No.J-11013/41/2006-14.1I(I) of Gol, MoEF dt.22. 09.22508).

4



1.  For clariﬁcatioh regarding the observations made by SEAC during appraisals of the
project, the.proposal was placed'in 100™ SEIAA meeting held on 239 & 24" December
2019. Authority decided to issue EC subject to the condition that the proponent shall aftend
all observations made by SEAC during appraisal of the project. Hence to issue EC
immediately. SEAC shall carry out post EC appraisal'within one month and make specific

rrecommendations if any, which shall be carried out by the propohént.

12. In this circumstance, Authority is pleased to issue Environmental Clearance as per the
EIA Notification 2006 for the proposed “Township” Project at Sy Nos. 15/1& 33/1 at
Kodénchery Village, .Kozhikode Taluk & Kozhikode Distri
Director ,M/s Calicut Landmark Builders & Developers (India - Eandmark World,

'N.H.17 Bypass, Kozhikode, 'Kerala-_6?301'4, for seven years : pecific
conditions in para 10 and 11 of this proceedin 0 ; nditions*for projects
other than mining appended hereto. Also th ' ould be strictly
adhered to. - |

Green Conditions.

@ -

:;.,_-:I.’r‘-"é)_.y;_ifgions osal of e-wastes, solid wastes, non-biodegradables and separate
parﬁr’:g Jacility for the buildings shall be provided. N

7. Generation of so?di’ energy 1o be mandatory for own use and/or 1o be provided to the

8. There shall be no compromise on safety conditions and facilities to be provided by the

project proponent, which shall be ensured for occupation, regularisation oi' consent 1o

operate,.



13.  The Clearance will also be subject to full and effective implementation of all the
undertakings given in the application form, all the environmental impact mitigation and
management measures undertaken by the project proponent in the documents submitted to
SEIAA, and the mitigation measures and waste management proposal as assured in the Form -
1 and Form-1A, Environment Management. Plan as submitted. The assurances and
clarifications given by the proponent in the application and related documents will be deemed
to be part of these proceedings as conditions as undertaken by the proponent, as if
incorporated herein.

14. Validity of this environmental clearance will be seven years from the date of issuance of
this order, subject to earlier review in the event of non- comphance or violation of any of the
conditions stipulated herein.
-15..Compliance of the conditions herein will be monitored by
~ also by the regional office of the Mmlstry of Environment&
: Bangalore,

I.  Necessary assistance for entr
project proponent and those

“for iRspection or monitoring.

II. Instances of violation

District Collector,
ent (Protection) Act

| o - SABITHA.S
e |  Administrator, SEIAA
To, : '

~ Sri Anwar Sadath, Director,
M/s Calicut Landmark Builders &
‘Developers (India) Pvt. Ltd.
Landmark World, N.H.17 Bypass,
Kozhikode, Kerala-673014)



Copy to,

2.

3.

4.
5.
6.

7.
8.

9.

16.
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MoEF Regional Office, Southern Zone, Kendriya Sadan, 4% Floor, E&F Wing, Il
Block,  Koramangala,  Bangalore-560034. (through e-mail:  rosz. bng-
mefce@gov.in)

The Principal Secretary to Government, Env1r0nme11t Department, Government of

Kerala
The Director, Directorate of Environment & Climate Change, 4th Floor KSRTC

Bus Terminal, Thampanoor, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala 695001.

District Collector, Kozhikkode
The Member Secretary, Kerala State Pollution Contr,
The District Town Planner, Kozhikkode

Tahsildar, Kozhikkode Taluk
Vlllage Officer, Kodenchery Village, Kodenchery .P.O,
Secretary, Kodenchery Panchayath Kodenchery .P.O, K
Chairman, SEIAA. L
‘Website.
S/ Qfg

ey



v

i)
(i)
(viii)
(ix)
x)

(xi)
(xii)

(xiii)

(aiv)

(xv)

(xvi)

(xvii) .

. and documents/data by'the pro]ect._p”rop
~ all the documents submltted to MoEF should be forwarded to the CCF Regional Office

of MOEF_ Ban 'alore

GENERAL CONDITIONS (for projects other than mining)

Ram Water Harvestmg capac1ty should be installed as per the prevailing provisions of
KMBR / KPBR, unless otherwise ‘specified elsewhere.
Environment, Momtonng Cell.as agreed under the affidavit filed by the proponent should

_ 'be formed and made funct:lonal

Smtable-. _avenue trees should be planted along erther side of the tarred road and open

The proponent. | een occurred while
clearmg the land for the project :

' sliotﬂd_ be

ﬁ'om the respectlve compe uthor sti‘ng ar_rd __sto_rage_ _of
exploswes - - L _

In the case.of an 2(s) _ f ; ct would require a fresh
appraisal by this. i

safeguard measures subsequently, if
kmg of the envlronment clearance

_der_ dlﬂerent Acts and Not:lﬁcatrons should be
Water (Preventlon and Control of Pollutron)

'onents durmg the1r mspectmn A complete set of

(Pre ¢ tlori and ' _ontrol of Pollutlon) Act, 1974 the A1r (Preventlon and Control
; the Public Liability




(xvm) Environmental Clearance is subject to final order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Inclin
o in the matter of oa:Foundation Vs, Union of India in Writ Petition (Civil) No.460 of
2004.as may be applicable project. © o
' en

(xix)  Any.appeal 2

! Elic with the National Envitonment

d of 30 days as prescribed under section

(xxi)

(xxii) |

| the conditions stipulated in the EC shall

ent” shallbe obtained from Kerala State ;.P;E)llution Control
ter / ct and a copy shall be submitted to the ‘Ministry before

measures should be in place before -stariing
ned throughout the construction phase.

- be provided in the project both during construction and

i, A

iii.

iv. - Ad nking water and Samtary facilitics should _be_l:;rovidecl for construction

 phase should- be

! excavateddunngconsfmctl at:lVlt.les ‘should' be stored for use in

ticuluure/landscape development within the project ite.

fo ‘concerned
Local ‘Body and

rsof Times New Roman fon

vit (indicating: tke rimiber and- date ‘of

oilets: The safe'disposal of



viii.

Xii. -

xiii.

Xiv.
XV.
XVi.
Xvil.
XVviii.

Xix.

xxi.

XXil,

Xxlil.

;.appllcable air. and nois

' msulatton materlal to fulﬁl requu'ement

ﬁlsﬁosal of muck during eonstrttetion phase should not create any. adveree effect on
the nelghbourmg communities and.be disposed takmg the necessary precautlons for
general safety and health. aspects. of people;-only in approved sites with the approval

of competent authority. .
Sml -and: ground water samples w111 be tested fo ascertain that there is no threat to

must be secured S0 that they.shoul _ :not leech 1rtto.tl"1e'”gr0und water.
waste generated durmg constructlon phase should be dlSpOSBd off as

peak-hours.:
-Amblent noise

:’EIOII as. ‘Eer the prov1s1ons of
‘August- 2003. (The

hmg and drmkmg should be of low flow elther by use
'_1ees O SeNSOr. based control




XXV.

XXVi,

i

il

iif.

iv.

Vii.

Viii.

ix.

. Operation Phase | | -
.. --Theinst ation -of .the: Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) should be certified by an

~ The ground water lgvel and it

Thé_ approval of the competent authority shall be obtained for structural safety of the

 buildings .due. to earthquake, adequacy of fire fighting equipments, ¢tc. as per

National, Building Cede including protection measures from lightening etc,
Regular supervision of the. above and other measures for monitoring should be in
place.-all through the construction. phase, so as to avoid disturbance to the
suroundings, a

Under the provisions of Environment (Profection) Act, 1986, legal action shall be
initiated against the protect proponent if it was found that construction of the project
tarted without obtaining .;’:nvimnmental,clearan_c_é_. :

expert and a report in this regard should be submitted to the Ministry
ossible: Treatment of 100%
of unused treated
State Pollution

should be compested and dry/ine ould b sed off to the approved
sites for land filling aftes -
Diesel power generatii
common area. iljami

conform to

s¢ sholid be of enclosed type and
rotection) Act, 1986. The height of
ceded for the combined capacity of all
location ‘of the DG sets may be
tate potiution Control Board. :
does. not-exceed the prescribed standards,
asured at the boundary of the building shall be
nply with the prevalent regulations.
d density preferably with local species along

2
it area during the monsoon period.

| nted.<Before recharging the surface run off, pre-treatment must be done to
remove suspended matter, oil and grease. The borewell for rainwater recharging
should be kept at least 5'mts.above the highest ground water table.

' duality should be monitored regularly in consultation
with Central Ground Water Authority. | - |
Traffic congestion near the entry and exit points from the roads adjoining -the
purposed project site must be avoided. Parking should be: fuily internalized and no
public space should be utilized. ' o

A Report on the energy conservation measures confirming to energy conservation
norms’ finalise by Bureau of Energy Efficiency should be prepared incorporating
details about building materials & technology, R & U Factors efctand submit to the
Ministry in three months time. - =

lour problem -

Sed so as to provide protection agains: particulates '
ound walls shall be provided to ensure natural drainage of

0r roof run-off and surface run-off, as plan submitted should



Energy conservation measures like installation of CFLs/TFLs for the lighting the
areas outside the building should be:integral part of the project design and should be
in place before project commissioning. ‘Use CFLs. and TFLs should be properly
collected and disposed off/sent for ng as per the prevailing guidelines/rules of
the regulatory authority to avoid mercury contamination. Use of solar panels may be
done to the extent pessible. S ' -

Adequate ‘measiires. should be taken to prevent odour problem from solid waste

- Xiii.

1d have 'jadpqﬁéte dlstance :'.b'é'tWeen‘-'tliem to allow movement of
' passage  of ‘natural - light, . air and  ventilation.

- 1L Post Op erati.o_hal Phase

Environmental Moni . functions and responsibility
e.g. development of slums
icrease . in noise level,

olve the problem

natural calamities, and increase in spended parti

immediately with mitigation mea




