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MINUTES

611th MEETING

STATE LEVEL EII"VIRONMENT IMPACT

ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY.TAMIL NADU

Date:12.04.2023



MIIITTESoFTHE6IIthMEETINGoFTIIESTATELEVELENVIRoNMENTIMPACT
ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY HELD ON 12.04.2023.

b)

File

No.

MinutesDescriptionAgenda

No

The minutes ofthe 6106 meeting ofthe Authority held

on 11.04.2023 was confirmed.a)

Confirmation of the minutes of the

6106 meeting of the Authority held

on 11.04.2023.

The Action taken on the decisions

of the 610fr meeting of the

Authority held on I 1.04.2023.

The Member Secretary informed that 610th

Minutes uploaded in Parivesh wesbsite and action

taken report will be putup ensuing meeting.

File No: 9626

ProposedRoughStone&Gravelquarr5rLeaseoveranextentof1.27.5HaatS.F.No.45/1A&45llB

in Irumbarai Village, Mettupalayam Taluk, Coimbatore District, Tamil Nadu by Thiru.B.Ramalingam

- For Environmental Clearance

The authority noted that the subject was appraised in the 364s SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023.

SEAC has furnished its recommendations to the authority for granting environmental clearance

subject to the conditions stated therein.

The Authority, during deliberations, noted that the proponent has furnished a Certified Compliance

Report dated.21.09.2022 obtained, from MoEFCC's Integrated Regional Office, Chennai for the EC

obtained earlier dated.24.1 1.2016.

On perusal ofthe Compliance Report, it is noted that the project proponent has not complied with the

following conditions of the EC issued earlier dated.24.11.2016.

D PART-II: Part - A - Condition nos. l, 6, 20,21,24,25,33,35,38, 40,41,42,43,

44, 47, 50, 56.

s.

N

o

Condition

No.

Condition

I I The project proponent shall advertise in at least two local newspapers

widely circulated in the region, one of which shall be in the vemacular

language informing the public that

i) The project has been accorded Environmental Clearance.
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earance letters are available with the Tamil Nadu

Pollution Control Board.

iii) Environment Clearance may also be seen on the website of
the SEIAA

iv) The advertisemenl should be made within 7 days fiom the

date ofreceipt ofthe clearance letter and a copy ofthe same shall

be forwarded to the SEIAA.

ii) Copies of cl

6 Quarry lease area should be demarcated on the ground with wire fencing

to show the boundary ofthe lease area on all sides with red flags on every

pillar shall be erected before commencement of quarrying.

lll 20 A study has to be conducted to assess the optimum blast parameters and

blast design to keep the vibration limits less than prescribed levels and

only such design parameters should be implemented while blasting is

done. Periodical monitoring of the vibration at specified location to be

conducted and records kept for inspection.

tv 21 The Proponent shall take appropriate measures to ensure that the GLC

shall comply with the revised NAAQ norms notified by MoEF, GoI on

l6.l l .2009.

24 Measures should be taken to comply with the provisions laid under Noise

Pollution (Regulation and Control) (Amendment) Rules, 2010, dt:

I1.0'1.2010 issued by the MoE&F, GoI to control noise to the prescribed

levels.

vt 25 Suitable conservation measures to augment groundwater resources in the

area shall be planned and implemented in consultation with Regional

Director, CGWB. Suitable measures should be taken for rainwater

harvesting.

v JJ The lease holder shall undertake adequate safeguard measures during

extraction of material and ensure that due to this activity, the hydro-

geological regime ofthe surrounding area shall not be affected. Regular

monitoring of ground water level and quality shall be carried out around

the mine lease area during the mining operation. Ifat any stage, if it is
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activity; necessary corrective measures shall be carried out' District

Collector/mining officer shall ensure this.

depleted due to the mining
observed that the groundwater table is getting

during and after the mining activities including vibration study data,

water, air & flora/fauna environment, slurry water generated/disposed

and method ofdisposal, involving a reputed academic lnstitution.

To take up environmental monitoring of the proposed quarry site before,vlll 35

Ground water quality monitoring should be conducted once in 3 Monthslx 38

Free Silica test should be conducted and reported to TNPCB, Deparfrnent

of Geology and Mining and Regional Director, MoEF , GOI.

40

xl 4t Air sampling at intersection point should be conducted and reported to

TNPCB, Department of Geology and Mining and Regional Director,

MoEF , GOI.

42 Bunds to be provided at the boundary of the project site.

xlr 43 The project proponent shall undertake plantation/afforestation work by

planting the native species on all side of the lease area at the rate of

400/Ha. Suitable tall tree saplings should be planted on the bunds and

other suitable areas in and around the work place.

xlv 44 At least l0 Neem trees should be planted around the boundary of the

quarry site.

xv 47 The Project Proponent shall provide solar lighting system to the nearby

villages

xvl 50 Earthen bunds and barbed wire fencing around the pits with green belt

all along the boundary shall be developed and maintained.

xv 56 The proponent shall fumish the Baseline data covering the Air, Water,

Noise and land environment quality for the proposed quarry site before

execution of mining lease.

In this regard, the authority decided that the proponent shall complete the above-mentioned conditions

as applicable, especially those pertaining to green belt development and fencing and shall furnish a

fresh Report to firrther process the proposal.

2 Proposed Rough Stone and gravel

quarry lease over an extent 3.24.5

9639 The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

the 364s SEAC meeting held on 23.03 .2023 The
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Ha at S.F.No.l843/28, 1844/t,

184412 & 1845/2 of Melrnangalam

Bit-II Village, Periyakulam Taluk,

Theni Distric! Tamil Nadu by

Thiru.O.K.Suthan - For Terms of
Reference.

SEAC noted the following:

1. The project proponenq Thiru.O.I(Suthan has

applied for Terms ofReference for the proposed

Rough Stone and gravel quarry lease over an

extent 3.24.5 Ha at S.F.No.1E43l2B, 1844/1,

184412 & 184512 of Melmangalam Bit-II

Village, Periyakulam Taluk, Theni District,

Tamil Nadu.

2. The project/activity is covered under Category

"B l" of Item l(a) "Mining of Minerals

Projects" of the Schedule to the EIA

Notification, 2006.

3. From the google imagery, it was ascertained that

Vaigai Dam/ Reservoir is located at a distance of

700m (approx..) from the proposed project site.

4. Earlier in the case of Thiru.V.Aadimoolam

(F.No.7 427 12020; SWTN/1VIIN/142008/2020,

dated: 10.02.2020), whose quarry lease was

located in S.F.Nos. 1547, 154812, 154813,

1550/lC, 1550/2A & l550l2B of Melmangalam

Bit-II Village, Periyakulam Taluk, Theni District,

TamilNadu, it was noted that the project site was

located intheupstream oftheVaigai dam at 175 m.

Hence, a study report was obtained in order to

assess the impact of mining on the Vaigai dam

stability and the impact on the inflow into the

Vaigai Dam.

In the report it is stated that,

"Blast induced ground vibrations can cause

damage to the nearest residential and other

structures in the village and fly-rock endanger the

surroundings, if indiscriminate blasting of

q*'ry)
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multiple rows of drillholes are blasted with

instantaneous detonators using huge charges

ofhigh explosives per delay (more than what

has been recommended in this report per

delay) is used.

It is highly recommended that the blast

vibration study shall be conducted

immediately after the commencement of

quarrying operations for designing the safe

charge for the production blasts to be

carried out in futuret'.

Also, in the report received from AD, Mines, it

was stated that, the committee strongly feels that

the dam may get damaged due to the blasting of

multiple rows of drillholes.

In view of these, the proposal

(F.No.7427/2020), was not recommended in

the 209ft SEAC meeting Since the dam is te

lifeline for Theni, Madurai, Ramanathapuram,

Sivagangai and Dindigul Districts.

The current proposal also situated at a

distance ofE00 m from the starting point of

the Vaigai Dam, which is a earthen dam

and the Committee observed tbat the

mining operations involving blasting

activities may cause damage to the existing

structure ofthe dam. Besides, the proposed

site is also surrounded by the presence of

habitations including a temple & school

within 600m. Further allowing mining in

this arer will cause considerable

environmental damage in this sensitive

6
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area. Hence, cotrsidering atl the factors, the

Committee decided not to recommetrd the

proposal.

In the view ofthe above, SEIAA accepts the decision

of SEAC and decided to request Member Secretary,

SEIAA-TN to grant rejection letter to the proposal as

per the 364d SEAC minutes. Further, the Authority

decided to close and record this proposal.

3 Proposed Multi-coloured Granite

quarry Lease over an extent of

1.21.5 Ha at S.F.No. 1581/1(P),

l76lll(P), 176U2 & t76UE in

Sandanapalli Village,

Denkanikottai Taluk, Krishnagiri

District, Tamil Nadu by IUls.

Ganesh Granites - For

Environmental Clearance

9646 The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

the 364u SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023. SEAC

has fumished its recommendations to the authority for

granting environmental clearance subject to the

conditions stated therein.

After detailed discussions, the Authority taking into

account the recommendations of SEAC and also the

safety aspects and to ensure sustainable, scientific and

systematic mining, decided to grant Environmental

Clearance for the quantity ofRoM of 22300m3 which

includes 8920m3 of recovery (@40yo), l3!E0m3 of

granite rvaste (@60%) by restricting the depth of

mining upto 23m as per the mine plan approved by the

Department of Geology & Mining. This is also subject

to the standard conditions as per Annexure - (I) of

SEAC minutes, other normal conditions stipulated by

MOEF&CC & all other specific conditions as

recommended by SEAC in addition to the following

conditions and the conditions in Annexure 'A' ofthis

minutes.

1 Keeping in view of MoEF&CC's notification

s.o.1533(E) dated.14.09.2006 and s.o.

1807(E) dated 12.04.2022, this Environmental

t*'/
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Clearance is valid as per the approved mine

plan period.

2. The EC granted is subject to review by District

Collector, Mines DePt. and TNPCB on

completion ofevery 5 years till the project life.

They should also review the EC conditions to

ensure that they have all been adhered to and

implemented.

3. The project proponent shall fumish a Certified

Compliance Report obtained from MoEF&CC

while seeking a renewal of the mining plan to

cover the project life.

4. The progressive and final mine closure plan

including the green belt implementation and

environmental norms should be sfictlv

followed as per the EMP.

5. As per the OM vide F. No.IA3-2211/2022-lA-

lll lE- 172624\ Dated: 14.06.2022, the Project

Proponents are directed to submit the six-

monthly compliance on the environmental

conditions prescribed in the prior

environmental clearance letter(s) through

newly developed compliance module in the

PARIVESH Portal from the respective login.

6. The amount allocated for EMP should be kept

in a separate account and both the capital and

recurring expenditures should be done year

wise for the works identified, approved and as

committed. The work & expenditure made

under EMP should be elaborated in the bi-

annual compliance report submitted and also

should be brought to the notice of concemed

authorities during inspections.

ER SE Y
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4 Proposed Ordinary Earth quarry

lease over an extent of 1.66.5 Ha at

SF. Nos. 96/lA, 96ltB, 96t2A,

9812A3, 98/2A4, 98/281 and

981282, of Vembedu Village,

Uthukottai Taluk, Tiruvallur

District, Tamil Nadu by Thiru.

V.Mothilal- For Environmental

Clearance.

9620 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364t meeting of SEAC held on

23.03.2023. SEAC has fumished its recommendations

for granting Environmental Clearance subject to the

conditions stated therein.

ln view ofthe above, the authority decided that the PP

shall submit,

(D The impact of mining on River Kosasthalaiyar.

(ii) The impact of mining on biodiversity,

agriculture, horticulture and livelihood around

the mining area, adjacent lands and land use.

(ii| The impact on Ground water, surface water due

to mining activity.

(iv) The PP shall fumish revised production

quantity by restricting CD axis (in CD axis tail

portion may be removed).

Proposed gravel quarry lease area

over an extent of 1.68.0Ha at SF.No

lglttc, 19U2, 191t4 & 191t5,

Keeranur Village, Melur Taluk,

Madurai District by Thiru V.

Balachandar - For Environmental

Clearance.

9627 The authority noted that,

1. Earlier, this proposal was placed with file no.

8418 with Online

No.SIA/TN/IvIIN(201091/2021, dated:

02.03 .2021 before 228th SEAC meeting held on

24.8.2021. Based on the presentation made and

the documents fumished by the Project

proponent, SEAC decided that the project

proponent shall obtain the soil test repot for the

entire depth of 2m from reputed Govemment

institute./Govemment departments.

2. The project proponent has fumished the soil

testing results analysed by University College of

Engineering, Dindigul, Anna University. Based

on that, this subject was placed before 260th

SEAC Meeting held on 1.4.2022. The Project

R
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proponent made a presentation along with

clarification for the above shortcomings

observed by the SEAC.

3. Based on the presentation and document

fumished by the project proponent, SEAC noted

that as per the report of soil analysis submitted,

the percentage (7o) ofsand is 21 .27. Considering

the Judgment of the Hon'ble Madurai Bench of

Madras High Court in W.P.(MD) Nos.20903 of

2016, 23452, 24495, 17370 and I 8035 of 2019

dat,ed 12.02.2021, the Director of Geology and

Mining, Govemment ofTamil Nadu, in his letter

No. 7240llvINI6D019 dated 30.07.2021, has,

inter ali4 issued the following directions;

. No quarry lease shall be granted in

areas where the test results indicate the

presence of Sand in the composition.

4. SEAC therefore decided to not recommend the

proposal for the grant of Environmental

Clearance.

Subsequently, the proponent had given a

representation through a letter dated 12.05.2022 to

consider for re-appraisal ofthe above said proposal and

to issue EC accordingly.

Based on the above, the proposal was placed for

appraisal in the 3l5th SEAC meeting held on

29.09.2022. Based on the presentation SEAC decided

that the representation was addressed to Member

Secretary, SEIAA-TN, has to be placed before the

Authority first and then forwarded to SEAC along with

the remarks of SEIAA, if necessary.
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.ARY
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Subsequently, the proposal was placed in 561st

Authority meeting held on 18.10.2022

The Authority noted that the subject was appraised in

3 I 5th SEAC meeting held on 29.09.2022. Based on the

presentation and documents fumished by the project

proponent, SEAC decided to call for additional details.

Based on the presentation, SEAC decided that the

representation was addressed to Member Secretary,

SEIAA-TN, has to be placed before the Authority first

and then forwarded to SEAC along with the remarks of

SEIAA, if necessary.

In the view of the above, MS SEIAA may take note of

this.

In view of the above, Authority decided to request the

Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

minutes to the project proponent.

Now the proponent filed a new file no.9627 hiding the

earlier facts with online

No.SWTN/MIN/409$6n022 date.d 06.12.2022. The

proposal was placed for appraisal in this 364s meeting

of SEAC held on 23.03.2023. The committee noted

that the proposal was already appraised and

subsequently not recommended.

Hence the SEAC decided to not recommend the

proposal for the grant ofEnvironmental Clearance and

fiesh remarks/reasons are sought from the SEIAA for

accepting the filing of the proposal in the same survey

numbers & area ofextent under new number but it was

rejected earlier by the SEAC.

In view of the above, the authority after detailed

discussion, decided to accept SEAC points and decided

not to recommend the proposal for the grant of

ERSEC Y

ll

ER
SEIAA-TN



Environmental Clearance and further the Authority

decided to close and record the file.

Also the Authority request the Member Secretary,

SEIAA to communicate the SEAC minutes to the

project proponent held on 23.03.2023.

6 Proposed Rough stone and Gravel

quarry lease over an extent of

4.95.5Ha at SF. Nos. 20212(Part),

20311 & 2O3DB of Paapakudi Part-

1 Village, Cheranmahadevi Taluk,

Tirunelveli District, Tamil Nadu by

Thiru.Konda.L.Rajakishnan- For

Environmental Clearance

9633 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364n meeting ofSEAC held on 23.03.2023

and SEAC decided to call for the following additional

details.

l. The PP shall submit affidavit agreeing to

remove the shed said to be owned by the PP

and in the vicinity ofthe site

2. PP shall fumish details regarding the two

existing pits operated earlier.

3. The PP shall submit the 'Slope stability action

plan' for the proposed quarrying operation

considering the existing two pits of l0 m

highwall within the lease and it shall be vetted

by the concerned AD (Mines).

4. The PP shall revise the total excavation

quantity details by restricting the depth by

46m BGL to be incorporated in the

'Production & Development Plan'.

5. As accepted, the PP shall furnish revised CER

for an amount of Rs.10 lakhs.

ln view of the above, the authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent held on

23.03.2023.

7 Proposed Rough stone and Gravel

quarry lease over ar extent of

2.27.5Ha at SF. Nos. 4814 (P\ &

9640 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364th meeting ofSEAC held on 23.03.2023

HAIRMAN
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48/5A (P) of Palur Village,

Cheyyurr Taluk, Chengalpattu

Distriot, Tamil Nadu by IWs.

Bommi Marines Private Limited-

For Environmental Clearance.

and SEAC decided to call for the following additional

details.

1. The PP shall submit a detailed letter obtained

from the competent authority indicating the

details ofthe existing pits, as the PP has been

imposed a penalty for illegally mining

operations.

2. The PP shall submit EC compliance report.

In view ofthe above, the authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent held on

23.03.2023.

8 Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel

Quarry lease over an extent of

0.93.0 Ha S.F.No.247l2, Veppilai

Village, Kadayampatti Taluk,

Salem District by Thiru. U Selvi -

For Environmental Clearance.

9634 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364n meeting of SEAC held on23.03.2023

and SEAC decided to make an on-spot inspection to

assess the present status of highly sensitive

environmental settings of the site and availability of

haul road for the transportation through a sub-

committee constituted for the purpose. The SEAC will

take further course of action based on the site

inspection & report.

In view ofthe above, the authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent.

Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel

Quarry lease over an extent of

l.2l .50Ha S.F.No.246l3, Veppilai

Village, Kadayampatti Taluk,

Salem District by

Thiru.S.Uthirasami - For

Environmental Clearance

9622 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364th SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023

and the SEAC noted that (i) the proposed mine site is

un-mined so far ard (ii) Thoppaiyar Dam & Amman

Eri are located nearer to the proposed mining site.

Hence, SEAC, after detailed deliberations, decided to

make an on-spot inspectidn to assess the present status

of highly sensitive environmental settings of the site

9
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and availability of haul road for the transportation

through a sub-committee constituted for the purpose'

The SEAC witl take further course of action based on

the site inspection & rePort'

In view ofthe above, the authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent held on

23.03.2023.

l0 Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel

Quarry lease over an extent of

1.17.5Ha S.F.No.l16128lC,

Machipalayam Village,

Madukkarai Taluh Coimbatore

District by Tmt.V.Palaniammal -

For Environmental C learance

9629 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364d' SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023

and the SEAC noted that the PP has not complied with

major EC conditions relating to development of green

belt tree planting, fencing, etc. In this regard, SEAC

after detailed discussion decided that the PP shall

rectiff the defects pointed out in the CCR and submit

the details, after which SEAC will examine the

proposal further. Further, the PP shall obtain the NOC

for the proposed activity from the local

panchayat/PWD/Competent authority in regard to

nearby Kumitipaathi Odai and check dam.

In view ofthe above, the authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent held on

23.03.2023.

11. Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel

Quarry lease over an extent of

0.63.5OHa 5.F.No.248/1, 24812,

24813, Veppilai Village,

Kadayampatti Taluk, Salem

District by Tmt.U.Selvi - For

Environmental Clearance

9635 The authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in 364s SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023

and the SEAC noted that (i) the proposed mine site is

un-mined so far and (ii) Thoppaiyar Dam & Amman

Eri are located nearer to the proposed mining site.

Hence, SEAC, after detailed deliberations, decided to

make an on-spot inspection to assess the present status

of highly sensitive environmental settings of the site

TARY
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and availability of haul road for the transportation

through a sub-committee constituted for the purpose.

The SEAC will take further course of action based on

the site inspection & report.

In view ofthe above, the authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent held on

23.03.2023.

12 Proposed Gravel Quarry lease over

an extent of 2.02.50Ha

S.F.No.7111A, 7111B, 75/3A.,

75/38 & 7517, M.Iluppaikulam

Village, Kariyapatti Taluk,

Virudhunagar District by

Thiru.A.Rajesh - For

Environmental Clearance

9642 The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

364th SEAC meeting held on 2303.2023. SEAC has

fumished its recommendations for granting

Environmental Clearance subject to the conditions

stated therein.

After detailed discussions, the Authority taking into

account the safety aspects and to ensure sustainable,

scientific and systematic mining decided to gratrt

Environmental Clearance except (Section - GG'

&FF' (1566 Cu.m of Gravel) for the quantity of 27,

397 Cu.m of Gravel by restricting the depth of

mining upto 2m as per the mine plan approved by the

Department of Geology & Mining. This is also subject

to the standard conditions as per Annexure - (I) of

SEAC minutes, other normal conditions stipulated by

MOEF&CC & all other specific conditions as

recommended by SEAC in addition to the following

conditions and the conditions in Annexure 'A' of this

minutes.

1. The project proponent shall spend EMP cost of

Rs. -15.74 Lakhs as committed for the period

of 3 Years.

2.As per the MoEF& CC office memorandum

F.No.22-65 /2017-IA.III dated: 30.09.2020 and

R SEC Y

15

ER
SEIAA-TN



20.10.2020 accepted by the Project proponent,

the CER cost is Rs. 2 lakhs and the amount

shalt be spent for the Govt. Primary School,

Kariyapatti Village as committed, before

obtaining CTO from TMCB.

t3. Proposed Rough stone & Gravel

lease over an extent of 1.23.0Ha at

S.F.No. 1195/C (Part) in Thennilai

East Village, Pugalur Taluk, Karur

District, Tamil Nadu by

Thiru.S.Sivakumar -For

Environmental Clearance

9630 The Authority noted that this proposal was placed for

appraisal in this 364s meeting of SEAC held on

23.03.2023 and SEAC has tumished its

recommendation to the Authority for granting

Environmental Clearance to the project subject to the

conditions stated therein.

After detailed discussions, the Authority decided to

request the Member Secretary, SEIAA-TN to obtain

above details and place before the Authority for further

course ofaction.

l. The kml uploaded by the PP in the Parivesh

portal shows that the proposed site has been

quarried earlier. Further, the precise area

communication letter and mine plan approval

letter have not mentioned about the quarrying

activity carried out. Hence, AD/lr{ines shall

inspect the quarry site and give his comments

on the existing site condition.

2. lf any mining activity has been done, the PP

shall fumish a letter obtained from AD/DD

Mine & Geology with respect to exact depth of

existing Pit, period of the operation and

stoppage of the earlier mines & quantity of

minerals mined out.

In view ofthe above, Authority decided to request the

Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

minutes to the project proponent.

MBERRS ARY
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14. Proposed Rough stone & Gravel

lease over an extent of 2.35.5Ha at

S.F.No. 12l2@) & 1220t4 in

Umarikottai Village, Thoothukudi

Taluk, Thoothukudi District, Tamil

Nadu by Thiru. V.Rengaraj -For

Environmental Clearance

9636 The Authority noted that the subject was appraised in

the 364t SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023. SEAC

has furnished its recommendations for granting

Environmental Clearance subject to the conditions

stated therein.

After detailed discussions, the Authority taking into

account the recommendation of SEAC and the

safety aspects and to ensure sustainable, scientilic

and systematic mining, decided to grant

Environmental Clearance for the quantity of

2,77,850m3 ofRough Stone & 35700m3 of Gravel by

restricting the depth of mining upto 35m Below

Ground Level as per the mine plan approved by the

Department of Geology & Mining. This is also

subject to the standard conditions as per Annexure

- (I) of SEAC minutes, other normal conditions

stipulated by MOEF&CC & all other specific

conditions as recommended by SEAC in addition to

the following conditions and the conditions in

Annexure 'A' of this minutes.

l. The PP shall obtain the NOC for the

proposed activity froD the Director of

Mines Safety, Chennai Regionin rregard to

wind millswhich are locsted within 300m

radius from the proposed lease area, before

obtaining CTO from the TNPCB.

2. Keeping in view of MoEF&CC's notification

S.O.1533(E) dated.14.09.2006 and S.O.

1807(E) dated 12.04.2022, this Environmental

Clearance is valid as per the approved mine

plan period.

3. The EC granted is subject to review by District

Collector, Mines Dept. and TNPCB on

HAIRMAN
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completion ofevery 5 years till the project life'

They should also review the EC conditions to

ensure that they have all been adhered to and

implemented.

4. The project proponent shall fumish a Certified

Compliance Repo( obtained from MoEF&CC

while seeking a renewal of the mining plan to

cover the project life.

5. The progressive and final mine closure plan

including the green belt implementation and

environmental norms should be strictly

followed as per the EMP.

6. As per the OM vide F. No.IA3-2211/2022-lA-

IJJ1e- 1726241 Dated: 14.06.2022, the Project

Proponents are directed to submit the six-

monthly compliance on the environmental

conditions prescribed in the prior

environmental clearance letter(s) through

newly developed compliance module in the

PARIVESH Portal from the respective login.

l5 Proposed Gravel quarry lease area

over an extent of 1.56.5Ha at

S.F.No l7ll4B, 172/483 at

V.Parangini Village, Vanur Taluk,

Villupuram District, Tamil Nadu

by Thiru.M.Yashvanth-For

Environmental Clearance

9643 The Authority noted that the subject was appraised in

the 363d SEAC meeting h eld on 14.03.2023.

SEAC noted that the same proposal was dealt with

in application No. SIA/TN/-LIN/20220112021,

dated: 06.03.2021 and was appraised (File No.

E42312o20) vide 228b SEAC meeting held on

24.8.2021 and subsequently in 2606 SEAC Meeting

held on 1.4.2022. Based on the presentation and

documents fumished by the project proponent, SEAC

noted that, from the report of soil classification, the

percentage (%) of sand is 22.3 and considering the

Judgment of the Hon'ble Madurai Bench of Madras

RSE ARY
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Description Old File New File

File No 8423 9643

Online

Proposal

for EC

No

SLq/TNA4IN/2

0220112020 Dt

06.03.2021

SIA/TNA4IN/

4t0141/2022

Dated

t0.12.2022.

High Court in W.P.(MD) Nos.20903 of 2016, 23452,

24495, 17370 and 18035 of 2019 dated t2.02.2021,

and the letter of the Director of Geology and Mining,

Government of Tamil Nadu, in his letter No.

7240/MM612019 dated 30.07.2021, decided to nor

recommend the proposal for the grant of
Environmental Clearance. Subsequently, this subject

was placed in the 5046 Authority meeting held on

06.05.2022. After detailed deliberation, the Authority

decided to accepts the decision of the 260th SEAC

meeting held on 01.04.2022.

Based on the representation received from the PP

to the O/o SEIAA, this subject was again placed before

286th SEAC Meeting held on 17.06.2022 and SEAC

decided that it would not be appropriate to re-examine

the proposal as it was not placed before the Authority.

This decision was also placed before the 531$

Authority meeting held on 12.07.2022 and the

Authority decided to communicate the decision of the

SEAC to the Project Proponent.

Now the PP has sought to revive the same

proposal by filing a new application vide online

application No. SIA/TNAIIIN/410141?022 as below.

SEAC, therefore, decided not to examine the proposal.

After detailed discussion, the Authority decided to

request the MS-SEIAA to ascertain OM^.,lotification

in place enabling the Authority to put up such fresh

r9
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files that were rejected earlier by the SEAC and to

furnish fresh remarks/reasons for accepting the

Iiling ofthe proposal in the same survey numbers &

area of extent under new number but it was

rejected earlier by the SEAC.

In view ofthe above, the Authority decided to request

the Member Secretary, SEIAA to communicate the

SEAC minutes to the project proponent held on

t4.o3.2023.

16. Proposed Rough stone and Gravel

quarry lease over an extent of

4.13.5 Ha in S.F.Nos. 147l4A,

147/48 (P), 148, ls0/1, 150/4,

204/2, 204/6 & 204/7 of

Akkinampattu Village, Cheyyur

Taluk, Chengalpattu District, by

IWs. Pallava Mines - For

Environmental Clearance.

9617 The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

364h meeting ofSEAC held on 23.03.2023. SEAC has

fumished its recommendations for $anting

Environmental Clearance subject to the conditions

stated therein.

The KML imagery reveals that the mine lease area is a

vast fertile agricultural land. Hence the Proponent shall

fumish the following detailVdocuments within ten

working days:

l. Details ofagricultural yield in the past 5 years and

the nature of crops grown at the project site.

2. PP shall fumish the reason for shifting from

agriculture to mining.

3. Report on loss of landcover and change in land use

pattem due to the proposed activity.

4. Impact of mining on agriculture and allied

activities.

5. Letter from the Director, Department of

Agriculture stating that the proposed mine lease

area,/ about the productivity status and productive

potential ofthe land.

6. Remarks from local panchayat on the proposed

mining activity.
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On receipt of the aforesaid detailVdocuments the

subject will be taken up for further deliberation and to

decide on future course of action.

17. Proposed Red Earth & Pebbles

quarry lease over an extent of

2.20.5 Ha in S.F.No.6/1 (P),

Mathiyanur Village, Ulundurpet

Taluk, Kallakurichi District, by

Thiru R.Arun - For Environmental

Clearance

9624 The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

364s meeting ofSEAC held on 23.03.2023. SEAC has

furnished its recommendations for granting

Environmental Clearance subject to the conditions

stated therein.

1. To ensure sustainable, scientific and systematic

mining, the Authority has decided to restrict the

depth of mining to 2m BGL. Hence the Proponent

shall fumish the hard copy of the duly approved

revised mining quantity for the restricted depth.

2. The Proponent shall submit the request for

withdrawal of the online ToR application as

committed.

On receipt of the aforesaid detailVdocuments the

subject will be taken up for further deliberation and to

decide on future course of action.

l8 Proposed Red Earth quarry over an

extent of 2.03.0 Ha in S.F.No.

215128 of Siraikulam Village,

Kadaladi Taluk, Ramanathapuram

District, Tamil Nadu by Thiru. N.

Mohamed Yusuf for Environmental

Clearance

961E The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

364'h SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023.

Based on the presentation and documents fumished

by the project proponent, SEAC decided to obtain the

following details from the PP.

l. The PP carry out the geological assessment to

identifo mineralization, to establish

continuity, quality and quantity of mineral

mineral deposit, particularly, the presence of

heavy minerals in the Teri sand (red earth)

such as ilmenite, rutile, lucoxene, gamet,

monazite, zircon and sillimanite, etc. Hence

the PP shall fumish the report through the

SE ARY
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systematic sampling in the proposed site with

showing geological coordinates as per the

procedures laid in accordance with the

provisiors of Atomic Minerals Concessional

Rules, 2016 and the mineralogical analysis

obtained from the laboratory of IREL (India)

Limited, Research Centre, Beach Road,

Kollam, Kerala.

2. The PP shall change all the documents

including the Mining Plan from "Red Soil" to

"Ordinary Earth" as per the TN G.O. (Ms).

No.244, dated. I 4.12.2022.

3. The proponent shall produce a letter from the

Department of Geology and Mining stating that

the location of quarry site does not lie adjoining

to the rivers, streams, canals etc., and also does

not come under any notified./declared protected

zones in terms of the Hon'ble Madurai Bench of
Madras High Court.

On receipt of the aforesaid details, the proposal will be

considered for firrther deliberations.

Authority after detailed deliberation, decided that the

PP shall submit the following details in addition to the

queries raised by SEAC

(D The impact of mining on biodiversity,

agriculture and horticulture around the

mining area, adjacent lands and land use.

(iD The impact on Ground water, surface water

due to mining activity.

(iiD The impact of mining on aquifer,

hydrology.

(i") The impact of mining on Cashew planted,

Medicinal plant and Pentanus

)r,*^/
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(v) The impact of mining on ,.drawdown,,

effect.

(vD The impact of mining on soil stability,

movement ofsand to form new sand dunes.

In the view ofthe above, SEIAA accepts the decision

of SEAC and SEAC shall examine the above-

mentioned points raised by Authority in addition to the

queries raised by SEAC and shall fumish its

recommendations to SEIAA upon the receipt of reply

to be furnished by the proponent. SEIAA decided to

request Member Secretary, SEIAA-TN to

communicate the minutes to the project proponent.

l9 Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel

quarry over an extent of 4.52.0 Ha

in S.F.No. 531/18 (Part) of

Ponmanai A Village, Thiruvattar

Taluk, Kanniyakumari District,

Tamil Nadu by Thiru. Alex Paul for

Environmental Clearance.

9625 The proposal is placed in this 364h SEAC Meeting held

on23.03.2023.

During the presentation, the SEAC had observed the

following:

1. The proposed quarry site is located in an

ecologically sensitive area of Westem Ghats and

is surrounded by thick vegetation.

2. Further, the proposed mine lease area is in the

top of a hill which appears to be a watershed

which will in tum have implications on the

contribution of surface runoff.

3. The proposed site is at a distance of

approximately 2.75km fiom Kanniyakumari

Wildlife Sanctuary.

4. There is a National Highway located at a

distance of 443 m from the foothill of the

proposed mine lease area which falls within 500

m danger zone as stipulated by the DGMS for

the blasting operations and it could possibly

23
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pose a threat to the vehicles plying on the

Highway.

5. The quarrying operation Eay cause

depletion of fertile topsoil which will lead to

environmental degradation to flora and

fauna in and around the area.

Based on the documents and presentation made by the

proponent, SEAC after detailed discussions

decided not to recommend this project proposal

considering all the above factors.

In the view of the above, SEIAA accepts the decision

of SEAC and decided to request Member Secretary,

SEIAA-TN to issue rejection letter to proponent as per

the 364s SEAC minutes.

20 Proposed Rough Stone and Gravel

quarry over an extent of 2.61.0 Ha

in S.F.No. 277 (Part) of

Chettikurichi Village, Kayathar

Taluk, Thoothukudi District, Tamil

Nadu by Thiru. S.K.P. Murugaen

for Environmental Clearance

9638 The authority noted that the subject was appraised in

364'h SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023.

Based on the presentation and documents firmished by

the project proponent, SEAC decided to recommend

the proposal for the gant ofEnvironmental Clearance.

After detailed discussions, the Authority taking into

account the recommendations ofSEAC and also the

safety aspects and to ensure sustainable, scientific

and systeDatic mitring, decided to gratrt

Environmental Clearance for the restricted

quantity of3,45,440 m3 ofRough stone and l?7,008

m3 of Gravel for the depth of mining up to 36m

BGL as per the Eine platr approved by the

Department of Geology & Mining. This is also

subject to the standard conditions as per Annexure

- (I) of SEAC minutes, other normal conditions

stipulated by MOEF&CC & all other specific

conditions as recommended by SEAC in addition to

SE
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the following conditions and the conditions in

Annexure 'A' of this minutes.

Keeping in view of MoEF&CC notification

S.O.1533(E) dated.14.09.2006 and S.O.

1807(E) dated 12.04.2022, this Fnvironmental

Clearance is valid as per the approved mine

plan period.

The EC granted is subject to review by District

Collector, Mines Dept. and TNPCB on

completion ofevery 5 years till the project life.

They should also review the EC conditions to

ensure that they have all been adhered to and

implemented.

The project proponent shall fumish a Certified

Compliance Report obtained from MoEF&CC

while seeking a renewal of the mining plan to

cover the project life.

The progressive and fmal mine closure plan

including the green belt implementation and

environmental norms should be strictly

followed as per the EMP.

As per the OM vide F. No.lA3-22/l/2022-IA-

Ill E- 1726241Dated: 14.06.2022, the Project

Proponentsare directed to submit the six-

monthlycompliance on the environmental

conditions prescribed in the prior

environmental clearance letter(s) through

newly developed compliance module in the

PAFJVESH Portal from the respective login.

The amount allocated for EMP should be kept

in a separate account and both the capital and

recurring expenditures should be done year

wise for the works identified, approved and as

1

2

3

4

5

6
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21.

committed. The work & expenditure made

under EMP should be elaborated in the bi-

annual compliance report submitted and also

should be brought to the notice of concemed

authorities during inspections.

File No: 668t

Existing Limestone Quarry over an extent of 7.330Ha tt S.F.No.382/1 &3,38711 &,3,51211 &3

in Ramayanpatti Village, Manur Taluk, Tirunelveli District, Tamil Nadu by IWs. India Cements

Limited - For Environmental Clearance under Violation

The Authority noted that the proposal was placed in the 35I"t Meeting ofSEAC held on 03.02.2023.

'1. The SEAC in its 35l Meeting of SEAC held on 03.02.2023 has recommended the proposal

to SEIAA for grant EC subject to the subject to certain conditions in addition to the some

special conditions such as.

a) The amount prescribed for Ecological remediation (Rs.2.00 Lakhs), natural resource

augmentation (Rs. 2.50 lakhs) & community resource augmentation (Rs. 3.00

Lakhs), totaling Rs. 7.50 Lakhs. Hence the SEAC decided to direct the project proponent

to remit the amount of Rs. 7.50 Lakhs in the form of bank guarantee to Tamil Nadu

Pollution Control Board and submit the acknowledgement ofthe same to SEIAA-TN. The

funds shall be utilized for the remediation plan, Natural resource augmentation plan &

Communit5r resource augmentation plan as indicated in the EIA,/EMP report.

b) The amount committed by the Project proponent for CER (Rs. 2.00 lakhs) shall be

remitted in the form of DD to the beneficiary for the activities as committed by the

proponent. A copy ofreceipt from the beneficiary shall be submitted to SEIAA-TN.

c) The project proponent shall submit the proof for the action taken by the state

Govemment/TNPCB against project proponent under the provisions of Section 19 of the

Environment (Protection) Ac, 1986 as per the EIA Notification dated: 14.03.2017 and

amended 08.03.2018 before placing the subject to SEIAA.

d) As committed by the Proponent, an additional CER amount of Rs.5.0 Lakhs is

earmarked towards carrying outthe desired Mitigation activities in line with Conservation

Plan demarcated for the Gangaikondan Spotted Deer Sanctuary and will be spent within

one year from the commencement of mining operations in consultation with DFO, District

Forest Department, Tirunelveli.

MBERR ARY

26

SEIAA-TN



S.No Query Reply
The amount prescribed for Ecological
remediation, natural resource

augmentation & community resource

augmentation plan. Hence the SEAC

decided to direct the project proponent

to rernit the amount in the form ofbank
guamntee to TNPCB and submit the

acknowledgement of the same to

SEIAA-TN. The tunds shall be utilized
for the remediation plan, Natural

resource augmentation plan &.

Community resource augmentation
plar as indicated in the EIA./EMP

report

Bank Guarantee obtained for Rs.7.50 Lakhs from
ICICI bank vide No. 0009NDLG00149223 dated

l0 .03 .2023 and submitted the same to TNPCB

2 The project proponent shall carry out
the works assigned under ecological
damage, natural resource augmentation
and community resource augmentation
within a period ofone year. Ifnot, the

bank guarantee will be forfeited to
TNPCB without further notice.

The activities will be completed within one year as

directed

e) The project proponent shall fumish the reason for the delay in developing the green belt

and action now being taken to complete the targets.

f) The project proponent shall fumish details on the study made on hydrogeorogical

connectivity.

g) The project proponent shall furnish details on study on LULC and NDVA Analysis report.

h) Out ofthe 7.33.0ha. how much has been already restored under progressive mine closure

plan?

i) The project proponent shall furnish detailed action plan on mine closure.

j) The project proponent shall fumish details on the agricultural productivity in the last l0

years in the surrounding areas.

k) Map of the mined area, if available shall be furnished.

On receipt ofthe above details, the Member Secretary is requested to place the proposal before

the Committee for further course of action.

The project proponent fumished the following replies for the queries raised by SEIAA in the

5966 meeting of the Authority held on 16.02.2023.

SE
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Panchayat Union Middle

School, ThalaiYuthu
Rs.0.10

Lakhs
Boys urinal construction,

girls urinal building rePair

and constnrction of damaged

part of compound wall in
Panchayat Union Primary

School, Pandarakulam

Rs.l.90
Lakhs

Total2.00 Lakhs

The amount committed bY the P

proponent for CER shall be remitted in

the form of DD to the beneficiary for

the activities as committed bY the

Proponent. A Copy ofreceipt from the

beneficiary shall be submitted to
SEIAA.TN.

roject3

4 The project proponent shall submit the

proof for the action taken by the state

govemment / TNPCB against project
proponent under the provisions of
section 19 of the Environmental
(Protection) Ac! 1986 as per tlle EIA
Notification dated: 14.03.2017 and

amended 08.03.2018.

TNPCB initiated credible action by way of filing a
complaint vide CC No. 281 of 2014 under section

200 of Cr.P.C. for Offence U/s 15 r/w 16 & 19 (a)

of the Environment (Protection) Act 1986 before

the Hon'ble Judicial Magistrate-V Court,

Tirunelveli. Vide letter dated 10.09.2014 and the

same is submitted to SEIAA

5 The company shall produce the 'No
Dues Certificate' obtained Aom State

Govemment i.e; Department of
Geology & Mining to the SEIAA
before grant ofEC.

No Objection Certificate has been obtained from
the Commissioner of Geology & Mining vide letter

Rc.No.7120l1r4M5/201E dated 21.12.2022 and

submitted to SEIAA

6 As committed by the Proponent, an

additional CER amount of Rs. 5.0

Lakhs is earmarked towards carrying
out the desired mitigation activities in

line with Conservation Plan

demarcated for Gangaikondan Spotted

Deer Sanctuary and will be spent

within one year fiom the

commencement of mining operations
in consultation with DFO, District
Forest Deparhnent, Tirunelveli.

The activities will be completed within one year as

directed.

7 The project proponent shall fumish the

reason for the delay in developing the
green belt and action now being taken

to complete the targets.

So far E4E0 Trees are planted over an area of
10.205Ha in the Nanjankulam Workings (GO

813,526,133) and Sethurayanpudur workings (GO

762,204) Further, it is proposed to plant 250 trees

over an area of 0.25Ha during the plan period of 5

years

E The project proponent shall fumish
details on the study made on

hydrogeological connectivity

. Hydrogeological study was conducted by

University of Madras based on the ToR which
stipulates conducting hydrogeological study. VES
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ed out and pumping test conducted in existing
dug well.
. Groundwater flow is free and received fiom the
weathered and fractured zones at the highly
elevation.
. Infiltration or penetration or seepage to deeper of
groundwater compact zones is completely absent.

czurr

9 The project proponent shall fumish
details as on LULC and NDVA
Analysis report.

. LULC and NDVI analysis of the 2Km Buffer
zone for the years 2000 and 2021 are analysed.
. No major adverse impact on the land use during
violation period is observed.
. The NDVI analysis shows that in the 2Km buffer
zone, there seems to be an improvement with
regards to vegetation as the values show an increase

ofthe NDVI Index indicating the positive change

with regards to vegetation cover.

10 . During the plan period, an area of 0.25Ha will be

greenbelt area and it will be developed with
plantation. Ultimately an area of 3.633Ha will be

covered with planation.
. Towards plantation of 250 trees inside the lease

area and 1040 trees outside the lease area, Rs.2.06

Lakhs is allocated under capital cost and Rs. 0.80

Lakhs/annum is allocated under recurring cost of
EMP.
. Towards progressive mine closure for the present

plan period the lessee has already submitted the

financial assurance for Rs.40,00,000/- in the from
ofBank guarantee to IBM regional offrce, Chennai

for G.O.526 of Nanjankulam Regrouped

Limestone Mine.

Out of the lease ares, how much has

been already restored under
progressive mine closure plan?

1l The project proponent shall fumish
detailed action plan on mine closure.

Various mine closure activities like fencing,

greenbelt, surface runoff management structures

development are already covered in the progressive

mine closure plan being implemented in this mine.

Final mine closure plan will be prepared and

submitted during the conceptual period as per the
guidelines of IBM and after their approval will be

implemented.

12 Map of the mined area, if available

shall be fumished.
Surface map ofthe lease area is provided.

t3 The project proponent shall fumish
agricultural productivitydetails on the

Letter has been obtained from the Joint Director of
culture, Tirunelveli vide Lr.No.Al 12939/2022

s
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in the last 10 years in the surrounding

area.

dated 09.03.2023 regarding the past

coverage and productivity of agricultural crops in

Nanjankulam, Tenkulam, Sethurayanpudur,

Madavakurichi villages of Manur Taluk'

Tirunelveli District.
. From the above, it is observed that in the last

decade there is not much variation in the area

coverage and productivity. Similarly, the revenue

records of land use ofthese villages shows that the

irrigated area is only 6.6Vo.
. The agricultural practice in and around the mining

lease area is very less due to rocky terrain, merge

rainfall this type soils cover not supporting for any

major cultivation. Most of lands in that are

classified as dry lands. The vegetations are mainly
ofxerophytes like cactus, prosophisjuliflora and no

other hees are to be worth mentioning grown in this

area. Paddy cultivation is practiced in few parts

along southem buffer boundary ofthe area from the
available water in open and bore wells.

10 years area

The file was taken up for discussion in this 364u meeting ofSEAC held on 23.03.2023. Based on the

presentation made and replies fumished by the proponent, SEAC decided to reiterate its

recommendation already made in its 35lstSEAC meeting held on 03.02.2023. All conditions

stipulated will remain unchanged.

The subject was placed in 61 lm Authority meeting held on 12.04.2023. After detaited discussion, the

Authority noted as follows. The Authority accepted the recommendation of SEAC and decided to

grant Environmental Clearance under violation category for a quantity of RoM is 2,21$31

Tonne; Usable Limestone - 1,43,505 Tonne and Interstitial Waste.77,626 Tonne for the period

2023-2021 to an ultimate depth of mining upto 73m BGL as per the mine plan approved by

Indian Bureau of Mines for the period ofscheme of mining 2023-2024 to 2026-2027. This is also

subject to the standard conditions as per Arnexure - (I) of SEAC minutes, other normal conditions

stipulated by MOEF&CC & all other specific conditions as recommended by SEAC in addition to

the following conditions and the conditions in Annexure 'A' of this minutes.

l.Keeping in view of MoEF&CC notification S.O.1533(E) dated.14.09.2006 and S.O. 1807@)

dated 12.04.2022, this Environmental Clearance is valid as per the approved mine plan

period.
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2. The Environmental clearance issued is only for the Usable Limestone as per the approved

mining plan.

3. The EC granted is subject to review by District Collector, Mines Dept. and TNpCB on

completion ofevery 5 years till the project life. They should also review the EC conditions

to ensure that they have all been adhered to and implemented.

4. The project proponent shall furnish a Certified Compliance Report obtained fiom

MoEF&CC while seeking a renewal of the mining plan to cover the project life.

5. The progressive and final mine closure plan including the green belt implementation and

environmental norms should be strictly followed as per the EMP.

6. The project proponent shall carry out the works assigned under ecological damage, natural

resource augmentation and community resource augmentation within a period ofone year.

If not, the bank guarantee will be forfeited to TNPCB without further notice.

7. As per the OM vide F. No. lA3-2211/2022-l{-lll lE- l72624lDated: 14.06.2022, the Project

Proponents are directed to submit the six-monthly compliance on the environmental

conditions prescribed in the prior environmental clearance lette(s) through newly

developed complianc€ module in the PARIVESH Portal from the respective login.

8. The amount allocated for EMP should be kept in a separate aocount and both the capital and

recurring expenditures should be done year wise for the works identified, approved and as

committed. The work & expenditure made under EMP should be elaborated in the bi-annual

compliance report submitted and also should be brought to the notice of concemed

authorities during inspections.

Fil No: 6689

Existing Limestone Quarry over an extent of28.430 Ha. S.F.No.380, 381, 383-386, 388/1 & 3, 389-

392,510,511, 513 & 514 in Ramayanpatti Village, Manur Taluk, Tirunelveli District, Tamil Nadu

by N{/s. The India Cements Limited - For Environmental Clearance under Violation.

The subject was earlier placed in 596ft meeting ofAuthority held on 16.02.2023. Tlrre Authority noted

that the proposal was placed in the 35l"tMeeting of SEAC held on 03.02.2023.

After detailed discussion, the Authority decided to request the Member Secretary, SELAA to inform

the proponent to fumish the following particulars as recommended by SEAC in the Minutes of 35I't

SEAC Meeting h eld on 03 .02 .2023 .

l) The amount prescribed for Ecological remediation (Rs. 7.69 Lakhs), natural resource

augmentation (Rs. 9.23 lakhs) & community resource augmentation (Rs. 12.30 Lakhs),

22
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totalingRs.29.22Lakhs.HencethesEACdecidedtodirecttheprojectproponenttoremit

the amount of Rs. 29.22 Lakhs in the form of bank guarantee to Tamil Nadu Pollution

control Board and submit the acknowledgement of the same to SEIAA-TN. The funds

shall be utilized for the remediation plan, Natural resource augmentation plan &

Community resource augmentation plan as indicated in the EIA/EMP report'

m) The project proponent shall carry out the works assigned under ecological damage, natural

resource augmentation and community resource augmentation within a period ofone year.

If not, the bank guarantee will be forfeited to TNPCB without further notice.

n) The amount committed by the Project proponent for CER (Rs. E.00 lakhs) shall be

remitted in the form of DD to the beneficiary for the activities as committed by the

proponent. A copy ofreceipt fiom the beneficiary shall be submitted to SEIAA-TN.

o) The project proponent shall submit the proof for the action taken by the state

GovemmentTTNPCB against project proponent under the provisions of Section l9 ofthe

Environment (Protection) Ac, 1986 as per the EIA Notification dated: 14.03.2017 and

amended 08.03.201E.

p) The company shall produce the 'No Dues Certificate' obtained from the State Govemment

i.e. Department of Geology & Mining to the SEIAA before grant of EC.

q) The project proponent shall fumish the reason for the delay in developing the green belt

and action now being taken to complete the targets.

r) The project proponent shall fumish details on the study made on hydrogeological

connectivity.

s) The pro.iect p^ropenent shall fumish details on study on LULC and NDVA Analysis report.

tl out'orin1#t.in",?"fl,t;"r"n has been already restored under progressive mine closure

plan?

u) The project proponent shall fumish detailed action plan on mine closure.

v) The project proponent shall fumish details on the agricultural productivity in the last l0

years in the surrounding areas.

w) Map of the mined are4 if available shall be fumished.

On receipt ofthe above details, the Member Secretary is requested to place the proposal before the

Committee for further course of action.
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SI

No
Query Reply

I

The amount prescribed for Ecological

remediation, natural resource

augmentation & community resource

augmentation plan. Hence the SEAC

decided to direct the project proponent

to remit the amount in the form of bank

guarantee to TNPCB and submit the

acknowledgement of the same to

SEIAA-TN. The funds shall be utilized

for the remediation plan, Natural

resource augmentation plan &

Community resourc€ augmentation plan

as indicated in the EIA/EMP report.

Bank Guarantee obtained for Rs.29.22

Lakhs from ICICI bank vide No.

0009NDLG00149123 dared 10.03.2023

and submifted the same to TNPCB.

2

The project proponent shall carry out the

works assigned under ecological

damage, natural resource augmentation

and community resource augmentation

within a period of one year. If not, the

bank guarantee will be forfeited to

TNPCB without further notice.

The activities will be completed within one

year as directed.

Rs.0.8

Lakhs

Panchayat Union Primary

School, Sethurayanpudur

Rs.1.5

Lakhs

Construction of separate

urinals for boys and girls in

Panchayat Union Primary

School, Madhavakkurichi

Rs.2.20 Toilet renovation with

J

The amount committed by the Project

proponent for CER shall be remitted in

the form ofDD to the beneficiary for the

activities as committed by the

Proponent. A Copy of receipt from the

beneficiary shall be submitted to

SEIAA.TN.

Subsequently' upon the receipt ofthe reply fumished by the proponent, the proposal was again placed

in 364th SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023.
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painting in Dr. Ambedkar

Govt. Adi Dravidar Welfare

Higher Secondary School

Nammalapuram

Lakhs

Construction of additional

toilet in Govt. Adi Dravidar

Welfare Higher Secondary

School, Thulukkapatti

Rs.3.50

Lakhs

8.00

Lakhs

Total

4

The project proponent shall submit the

proof for the action taken by the state

government / TNPCB against project

proponent under the provisions of

section 19 of the Environmental

(Protection) Act, 1986 as per the EIA

Notification dated: 14.03.2017 and

amended 08.03.2018.

TNPCB initiated credible action by way of

filing a complaint vide CC No. 282 of 2014

under section 200 of Cr.P.C. for Offence

U/s 15 r/w 16 & 19 (a) ofthe Environment

(Protection) Act l9E6 before the Hon'ble

Judicial Magistrate-V Court, Tirunelveli.

Vide letter dated 10.09.2014 and the same

is submitted to SEIAA.

5

The company shall produce the 'No

Dues Certificate' obtained from State

Govemment i.e; Department of Geology

& Mining to the SEIAA before grant of

EC.

No Objection Certificate has been obtained

from the Commissioner of Geology &

Mining vide letter Rc.No.7121A{M5/201E

dated 16.12.2022 and submitted to SEIAA

6

As committed by the Proponent, an

additional CER amount ofRs. 5.0 Lakhs

is earmarked towards carrying out the

desired mitigation activities in line with

Conservation Plan demarcated for

Gangaikondan Spotted Deer Sanctuary

and will be spent within one year from

the commencement of mining operations

The activities will be completed within one

year as directed.
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in consultation with DFO, Dishict Forest

Departrnen! Tirunelveli.

7

The project proponent shall fumish the

reason for the delay in developing the

green belt and action now being taken to

complete the targets.

So far 8480 Trees are planted over an area

of 10.205Ha in the Nanjankulam Workings

(GO E13,526,133) and Sethurayanpudur

workings (GO762,204)

Further, it is proposed to plant 2500 hees

over an area of 2.5Ha during the plan period

of 5 years.

8

The project proponent shall furnish

details on the study made on

hydrogeological connectivity.

Hydrogeological study was

conducted by University of Madras

based on the ToR which stipulates

conducting hydrogeological study.

VES carried out and pumping test

conducted in existing dug well.

Groundwater flow is free and

received from the weathered and

fractured zones at the highly

elevation.

Infiltration or penetration or

seepage to deeper of groundwater

compact zones is completely absent.

9

The project proponent shall furnish

details as on LULC and NDVA Analysis

report.

LULC and NDVI analysis of the

2Km Buffer zone for the years 2000

and202l are analysed.

No major adverse impact on the

land use during violation period is

observed.

The NDVI analysis shows that in

the 2Km buffer zone, there seems to

be an improvement with regards to

vegetation as tIe values show an

ER SE
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increase of the NDVI Index

indicating the positive change with

regards to vegetation cover.

l0

Out ofthe lease area, how much has been

already restored under progressive mine

closure plan?

Presently, greenbelt is develoPed

over 0.1 15Ha.

During the plan period, an area of

2.6l5Ha will be greenbelt area.

Ultimately an arca of I L398Ha will

be covered with planation.

Towards plantation of 2500 trees

inside the lease area and 4160 trees

outside the lease are4 Rs.10.66

Lakhs is allocated under capital cost

and Rs. 3.0 LakhVannum is

allocated under recurring cost of

EMP.

Towards progressive mine closure

for the present plan period the lessee

has already submitted the financial

assurance for Rs.1,45,00,0001 in

the from of Bank guarantee to IBM

regional office, Chennai for

G.O.8l3 of Nanjankulam

Regrouped Limestone Mine.

l1

The project proponent shall fumish

detailed action plan on mine closure.

Various mine closure activities like

fencing, greenbelt, surface runoff

management structures development are

already covered in the progressive mine

closure plan being irnplemented in this

mine. Final mine closure plan will be

prepared and submitted during the

conceptual period as per the guidelines of

ERSE 7
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IBM and after their approval will be

implemented.

12
Map of the mined are4 if available shall

be fumished.
Surface map ofthe lease area is provided

13

The project proponent shall fumish

details on the agricultural productivity in

the last l0 years in the surrounding area.

Letter has been obtained from the

Joint Director of Agriculrure,

Tirunelveli vide

Lr.No.All2939l2022 dated

09.03.2023 regarding the past 10

years area coverage and

productivity of agricultural crops in

Nanjankulam, Tenkulam,

Sethurayanpudur, Madavakurichi

villages of Manur Taluh

Tirunelveli District.

From the above, it is observed that

in the last decade there is not much

variation in the area coverage and

productivity. Similarly the revenue

records of land use ofthese villages

shows that the irrigated area is only

6.6Yo.

The agricultural practice in and

around the mining lease area is very

less due to rocky terrain, merge

rainfall this type soils cover not

supporting for any major

cultivation. Most of lands in that are

classified as dry lands. The

vegetations are mainly of

xerophytes like cactus, prosophis

juliflora and no other trees are to be

,@" HAIRMAN
SEIAA-TN

R SEC Y

37



worth mentioning glown in this

area. Paddy cultivation is practiced

in few parts along southern buffer

boundary of the area fiom the

available water in open and bore

wells.

Based on the presentation made and replies fumished by the proponent, SEAC decided to reiterate its

recommendation already made in its 351'T SEAC meeting held on 03.02.2023. All conditions

stipulated will also remain unchanged.

Subsequently, the proposal was placed in 61lt Authority meeting heldon 12.04.2023. After detailed

discussion, the Authority noted as follows. The Authority accepted the recommendation ofSEAC and

decided to grant Environmental Clearance under violation category for a quantity of ROM -
15,4E)309 tonnes, Usable Limestone - 10,07,430 tonnes and Interstitial waste - 5,40,879 tonnes

with an ultimate depth of not exceeding 68 m below ground level as per the mine plan approved

by Indian Bureau of Mines for the period of scheme of mining 2023-24 to 2026-27 . This is also

subject to the standard conditions as per Annexure - (I) of SEAC minutes, other normal conditions

stipulated by MOEF&CC & all other specific conditions as recommended by SEAC in addition to

the following conditions and the conditions in Annexure 'A' of this minutes.

l. Keeping in view of MoEF&CC notification S.O.1533(E) dated.14.09.2006 and S.O.

1807(E) dated 12.04.2022, this Environmental Clearance is valid as per the approved mine

plan period.

2. The Environmental Clearance issued is only for the Usable Limestone as per the approved

mining plan.

3. The EC granted is subject to review by District Collector, Mines Dept. and TNPCB on

completion ofevery 5 years till the project life. They should also review the EC conditions

to ensure that they have all been adhered to and implemented.

4. The project proponent shall fumish a Certified Compliance Report obtained from

MoEF&CC while seeking a renewal of the mining plan to cover t}re project life.

5. The progressive and final mine closure plan including the green belt implementation and

environmental norms should be strictly followed as per the EMP.

fr"J
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project proponent shall carry out the works assigaed under ecological damage, natural

resource augmentation and community resource augmentation within a period ofone year.

If not, the bank guarantee will be forfeited to TNPCB v/ithout further notice.

7. As per the OM vide F. No. IA3-221112022-tA-ttt lE- t72624lDated: t4.O6.2022,theproject

Proponents are directed to submit the six-monthly compliance on the environmental

conditions prescribed in the prior environmental clearance letter(s) through newty

developed compliance module in the PARIVESH Portal from the respective login.

The amount allocated for EMP should be kept in a separate account and both the capital and

recurring expenditures should be done year wise for the works identified, approved and as

committed. The work & expenditure made under EMP should be elaborated in the bi-annual

compliance report submitted and also should be brought to the notice ofconcerned authorities

during inspections.

6

8

The

23. File No: 6690

Existing Limestone quarry over an extent of 29.E95 Ha at S.F.No.lI0, l72ll & 174 of

Sethurayanpudur Village, Manur Taluk, Tirunelveli District, Tamil Nadu by IWs. The India Cements

Limited - For Environmental Clearance under Violation.

The subject was earlier placed in 596s meeting ofAuthority held on 16.02.2023.T\e Authority noted

that the proposal was placed in the 35l"tMeeting of SEAC held on 03.02.2023.

After detailed discussion, the Authority decided to request the Member Secretary, SEIAA to inform

the proponent to fumish the following particulars as recommended by SEAC in the Minutes of 35lst

SEAC meeting held on 03.02.2023 ard also other additional particulars mentioned below:

1. Accordingly, the amount prescribed for Ecological remediation (Rs. 9.43 Lakhs), natural

resource augmentation (Rs. 1f.20 lakhs) & community resouroe augmentation (Rs. 14.75

Lakhs), totaling Rs. 3538 Lakhs. Hence the SEAC decided to direct the project proponent

to remit the amount of Rs. 35.38 Lakhs in the form of bank guarantee to Tamil Nadu

Pollution Control Board and submit the acknowledgement of the same to SEIAA-TN. The

funds shall be utilized for the remediation plan, Natural resourc.e augmentation plan &

Community resource augmentation plan as indicated in the EIA/EMP report.

2. The amount committed by the Project proponent for CER (Rs. 8.00 lakhs) shall be remitted

in the form of DD to the beneficiary for the activities as committed by the proponent. A copy

of receipt from the beneficiary shall be submitted to SEIAA-TN.

RS TA{.Y
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S.No Query Reply Furnished

The amount prescribed for Ecological

remediation, natural resource

augmentation & community resource

augmentation plan. Hence the SEAC

decided to direct the project proponent

to remit the amount in the form of bank

guarantee to TNPCB and submit the

acknowledgement of the same to

SEIAA-TN. The funds shall be utilized

for the remediation plan, Natural

resource augmentation plan &

Community resource augmentation plan

Bank Guarantee obtained for Rs.35.38

Lakhs fiom ICICI bank vide No.

0009NDLG00 I 49023dated 10.03.2023 and

submitted the same to TNPCB.

3. The project proponent shall submit the proof for the action taken by the state

Govemment/TMCB against project proponent under the provisions of Section 19 of the

Environment (Protection) Ac, 1986 as per the EIA Notifioation dated: 14.03.2017 and

amended 08.03.201E.

4. The project proponent shall fumish the reason for the delay in developing the gleen belt and

action now being taken to complete the targets.

5. The project proponent shall fumish details on the study made on hydrogeological

connectivity.

6. The project proponent shall fumish details on study on LULC and NDVA Analysis report.

7. Out of the 29.895ha" how much has been already restored under progressive mine closure

plan?

8. The project proponent shall furnish detailed action plan on mine closure.

9. The project proponent shall fumish details on the agricultural productivity in the last 10 years

in the surrounding area.

10. Map of the mined area, if available shall be fumished.

On receipt ofthe above details, the Member Secretary is requested to place the proposal before the

Committee for further course of action.

Subsequently, upon the receipt ofthe reply fumished by the proponent, the proposal was again placed

in 364th SEAC meeting held on 23.03.2023.
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as indicated in the EIA,/EMp report.

2

The project proponent shall carry out the

works assigned under ecological

damage, natural tesource augmentation

and community resource augmentation

within a period of one year. If not, the

bank guarantee will be forfeited to

TNPCB without further notice.

The activities will be completed within one

year as directed.

3

The amount committed by the Project

proponent for CER shall be remitted in

the form ofDD to the beneficiary for the

activities as committed by the

Proponent. A Copy of receipt from the

beneficiary shall be submitted to

SEIAA-TN.

Rs.0.90

Lakhs

Rs.0.90

Lakhs

Rs.l .20

Lakhs

Rs.l.50

Lakhs

Procurement and installation

of RO water treatment plant

(100LP[D for Dr.Ambedkar

Govt Adi Dravidar Welfare

Higher Secondary School

(Boys), Nallammalpuram

Procurement and installation

of RO water treatment plant

(100 LPFD for Dr.

Ambedkar Govt Adi

Dravidar Welfare Higher

Secondary School (Girls),

Nallamalpuram

Construction of separate

toilet for girls in Panchayat

Union Primary School,

Vadakku Thalaiyuthu

Boys and Girls Urinals with

provision ofGI roofing sheet

and provision of soak pit in

Panchayat Union Middle

Sc16ol, thalaiyuthu
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Con struction of additional

toilet in Dr.Ambedkar Govt

Adi Dravidar Welfare

Higher Secondary School

@oys), Nallamalpuram

Rs.3.50

Lakhs

Rs.8.0

Lakhs

Total

4

The project proponent shall submit the

proof for the action taken by the state

govemment / TNPCB against project

proponent under the provisions of

section 19 of the Environmental

(Protection) Act, l9E6 as per the EIA

Notification dated: 14.03.2017 and

amended 0E.03.201E.

TNPCB initiated credible action by way of

filing a complaint vide CC No. 277 of 2014

under section 200 of Cr.P.C. for Offence

U/s 15 r/w 16 & 19 (a) ofthe Environment

(Protection) Act 1986 before the Hon'ble

Judicial Magistrate-V Court, Tirunelveli.

Vide letter dated 13.09.2014 and the same

is submitted to SEIAA

5

The company shall produce the 'No

Dues Certificate' obtained from State

Govemment i.e; Department of Geology

& Mining to the SEIAA before grant of

EC.

No Objection Certificate has been obtained

from the Commissioner of Geology &

Mining vide letter Rc.No.7 I 22 llN{ifo{s D0lE

dared 16.12.2022. and submitted to SEIAA

6

As committed by the Proponent, an

additional CER amount ofRs. 5.0 Laklrs

is earmarked towards carrying out the

desired mitigation activities in line with

Conservation Plan demarcated for

Gangaikondan Spotted Deer Sanctuary

and will be spent within one year from

the commencement of mining operations

in consultation with DFO, District Forest

Departnent, Tirunelveli.

The activities will be completed within one

year as directed.

7 The project proponent shall furnish the So far 8480 Trees are planted over an area
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reason for the delay in developing the

green belt and action now being taken to

complete the targets.

of 10.205Ha in the Nanjankulam Workings

(GO 813,526,133) and Sethurayanpudur

workings (GO 762,204)

Further, it is proposed to plant 1000 trees

over an area of 1.00Ha during the plan

period of 5 years.

8

The project proponent shall fumish

details on the study made on

hydrogeological connectivity.

Hydrogeological study was

conducted by University of Madras

based on the ToR which stipulates

conducting hydrogeological study.

VES carried out and pumping test

conducted in existing dug well.

Groundwater flow is free and

received fiom the weathered and

fractured zones at the highly

elevation.

Infiltration or penetration or

seepage to deeper of groundwater

compact zones is completely absent.

9

The project proponent shall fumish

details as on LULC and NDVA Analysis

report.

LULC and NDVI analysis of the

2Km Buffer zone for the years 2000

and 2021 are analysed.

No major adverse impact on the

land use during violation period is

observed.

The NDVI analysis shows that in

the 2Km buffer zone, there seems to

be an improvement with regards to

vegetation as the values show an

increase 
. 
of the NDVI Index

indicating the positive change with

regards to vegetation cover.
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10

Out ofthe lease area, how much has been

already restored under progressive mine

closure plan?

During the plan period, an area of

L00 Ha will be greenbelt area and it

will be developed with plantation.

Ultimately an area of 7.577Ha will

be covered with planation. Towards

plantation of 1000 trees inside the

lease will be planted. Rs.3.6E Lakhs

is allocated under capital cost and

Rs. 3.20 Lakhs/annum is allocated

under recurring cost of EMP.

Towards progressive mine closure

for the present plan period the lessee

has already submitted the financial

assurance for Rs.1,35,00,000- in the

form of Bank guarantee to IBM

regional offrce, Chennai for

G.O.762 of Nanjankulam

Regrouped Limestone Mine.

1t

The project proponent shall fumish

detailed action plan on mine closure.

Various mine closure activities like fencing,

greenbelt, surface runoff management

structures development are already covered

in the progressive mine closure plan being

implemented in this mine. Final mine

closure plan will be prepared and submitted

during the conceptual period as per the

guidelines of IBM and after thelr approval

will be implemented.

t2
Map of the mined areq if available shall

be fi.rmished.
Surface map of the lease area is provided.

t3

The project proponent shall fumish

details on t}te agricultural productivity in

the last l0 years in the surrounding area.

Lefter has been obtained from the

Joint Director of Ag culture,

Tirunelveli vide
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Lr.No.All2939l2022 dated

09.03.2023 regarding the past l0

years area coverage and

productivity of agricultural crops in

Nanjankulam, Tenkulam,

Sethurayanpudur, Madavakurichi

villages of Manur Taluk,

Tirunelveli District.

From the above, it is observed that

in the last decade there is not much

variation in the area coverage and

productivity. Similarly the revenue

records ofland use ofthese villages

shows that the irrigated area is only

6.60/o.

The agricultural practice in and

around the mining lease area is very

less due to rocky terrain, merge

rainfall this type soils cover not

supponing for any major

cultivation. Most of lands in that are

classified as dry lands. The

vegetations are mainly of

xerophytes like cactus, prosophis

juliflora and no other frees are to be

worth mentioning grown in this

area. Paddy cultivation is practiced

in few parts along southern buffer

boundary of the area from the

available water in open and bore

wells.
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Based on the presentation made and replies fumished by the proponent, SEAC decide.d to

reiterate its recommendation already made in its 35ln SEAC meeting held on 03.02.2023. All

conditions stipulated will also remain unchanged.

Subsequently, the proposal was placed in 61 lh Authority meeting held on 12.04.2023. Alfter detailed

discussion, the Authority accepted the recommendation of SEAC and decided to gratrt

Environmental clearance under violation category, ROM - 24,99,720 tonnes, Usable Limestone

- 19,99,776 ton,tr,es atrd Interstitial waste - 4,99,944 tonnes with an ultimate depth not exceeding

60 m below ground level as per the mine plan approved by Indian Bureau of Mines for tbe period

of scheme of mining 2023-24 to 2027-2E. This is also subject to the standard conditions as per

Annexure - (I) of SEAC minutes, other normal conditions stipulated by MOEF&CC & all other

specific conditions as recommended by SEAC in addition to the following conditions and the

conditions in Annexure 'A' of this minutes.

1. Keeping in view of MoEF&CC notification S.O.1533(E) dated.14.09.2006 and S.O. 1807(E)

dxed 12.04.2022, this Environmental Clearance is valid as per the approved mine plan period.

2. The Environmental Clearance issued is only for the Usable Limestone as per the approved

mining plan.

3. The EC granted is subject to review by District Collector, Mines Dept. and TNPCB on

completion ofevery 5 years till the project life. They should also review the EC conditions to

ensure that they have all been adhered to and implemented.

4. The project proponent shall fumish a Certified Compliance Report obtained from MoEF&CC

while seeking a renewal ofthe mining plan to cover the project life.

5. The progressive and final mine closure plan including the green belt implementation and

environmental norms should be strictly followed as per the EMP.

6. The project proponent shall carry out the works assigned under ecological damage, natural

resource augmentation and community resource augmentation within a period ofone year. If
not, the bank guarantee will be forfeited to TNPCB without further notice.

7. As per the OM vide F. No. IA3-22ll/2022-l{-lll lE- 172624lDated: 14.06.2022, the Project

Proponents are directed to submit the six-monthly compliance on the environmental

conditions prescribed in the prior environmental clearance letter(s) through newly developed

compliance module in the PARIVESH Portal from the respective login.

8. The amount allocated for EMP should be kept in a separate account and both the capital and

recurring expenditures should be done year wise for the works identified, approved and as

committed. The work & expenditure made under EMP should be elaborated in the bi-annual
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compliance report submitted and also should be brought to the notice ofconcemed authorities

during inspections.

24. Proposed expansion of Residential

complex by Nl/s. PBEL Property

Development ([) Pvt. Ltd., at S.No:

1380/1, 1382, 1383, 140U97,

1 40t /228, 1 40 U22C, 1 40 U23 A2,

1 401 123 A3, t40t D3B, 1 401 t24A,

1401/248, 140U24C, 1401t24D,

r40t25, 1401/26, 1401t27A,,

1 40 t2TB1, 1 40 1 1278.2, | 401 t28 A,

140LDEB, 1401t29A,

1 40 t /298 t,1 40 t /2982, I 40l / 30 A,

140 l/30B l, 140U3082, 1401 13 | A,

1401/3lBl, 140v3182, t40t/32,

1401133, 1401/42B1 & 1485, of

Thaiyur B Village, Chengalpattu

Taluh Kancheepuram District.

Tamil Nadu - For Environmental

Clearance under Violation

5233 The Authority noted that the proposal was placed in the

364s Meeting of SEAC held on 23.03.2023.

After detailed discussion, the Authority decided to

request the Member Secretary, SEIAA to inform the

proponent to ftrnish the following particulars as

recommended by SEAC in the Minutes of 364fi SEAC

Meeting held on 23.03.2023.

a) As per the MoEF& CC Notification,

S.O.1030 (E) dated:08.03.2018, "The

project proponent shall submit a bank

guarantee equivalent to the amount of

remediation plan and Natural and

Community Resource Augmentation Plan

with the State Pollution Control Board and

the quantification will be recommended by

the Expert Appraisal Committee for

category A projects or by the State or Union

territory level Expert Appraisal Committee

for category B projects, as the case may be,

and finalized by the concemed Regulatory

Authority and the bank guarantee shall be

deposited.

b) The amount prescribed for Ecological

remediation (Rs.9.3 lakhs, natural resource

augnentation(Rs. 3.7 lakhs) & community

resource augmentation (Rs. 5.6 lakhs ),

totalling Rs. 18.6 lakhs. Hence the SEAC

decided to direct the project proponent to

remit the ahount of Rs. 1E.6 lakhs in the

form of bank guarantee to Tamil Nadu
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Pollution Control Board and submit

acknowledgment of the same to SEIAA-

TN. The funds shall be utilized for the

ecological damage remediation plan,

Natural resourc€ augmentation plan &

Community resource augmentation plan as

indicated in the EIA./EMP report.

c) The project proponent shall carry out the

works assigned under ecological damage,

natural resource augmentation and

community resource augmentation within a

period of one year. If not, the bank

guarantee will be forfeited to TNPCB

without further notice.

d) The amount commifted by the Project

proponent for CER (Rs. 1.20 lakhs) shall

be remitted in the form of DD to the

beneficiary for the activities as committed

by the proponent. A copy of receipt from

the beneficiary shall be submitted to

SEIAA.TN.

e) The project proponent shall submit the

proof for the action taken by the state

Govemment/TNPCB against project

proponent under the provisions of Section

19 of the Environment (Protection) Ac,

1986 as per the EIA Notification dated:

14.03.2017 and amended 08.03.20 I 8.

EC Compliance
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l. The Environmental Clarance is accorded based on the assurance from the project

proponent that there will be full and effective implementation ofall the undertakings given

in the Application Form, Pre-feasibilty Report, mitigation measures as assured in the

Environmental Impact Assessment/ Environment Management PIan and the mining

features including Progressive Mine Closure Plan as submitted with the application.

2. All the conditions as presented by the proponent in the PPT during SEAC appraisal should

be addressed in Full.

3. The proponent shall submit Compliance Reports on the status of compliance of the

stipulated EC conditions including results of monitored data. It shall be sent to the

respective Regional Office of Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change,

Govt. of India and also to the Office of State Environment Impact Assessment Authority

(SEIAA).

4. Concealing the factual data or submission of false/fabricated data and failure to comply

with any ofthe conditions mentioned above may result in withdrawal ofthis clearance and

attract action under the provisions ofEnvironment (Protection) Act, 1986.

Apolicable Requlatory Frameworks

5. The project proponent shall strictly adhere to the provisions olWater @revention &

Control ofPollution) Act, 1974, the Air (Prevention & Control ofPollution) Act, 1981, the

Environment @rotection) Act, 1986, the Public Liability Insurance Act, 1991, along with

their amendments, Minor Mineral Conservation &Development Rules, 2010 framed under

MMDR Act 1957, National Commission for protection of Child Right Rules, 2006,

Wildlife Protection Act, 1972, Forest Conseryation Act, 1980, Biodiversity Conservation

Ac\ 2016, the Biological Diversity Act" 2002 and Biological diversity Rules,2004 and

Rules made there under and also any other orders passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court

oflndia/tlon'ble High Court of Madras and any other Courts oflaw relating to the subject

matter

Safe mining Practices

6. The ADiDD, Dept. of Geology &Mining shall ensure operation of the proposed quarry

after the submission slope stability study conducted through the reputed research &

Academic Institutions such as NIRM, IITs, NITS Anna University, and any CSIR

Laboratories etc.

7. The AD/DD, Dept. of Geology &Mining & Director General of Mine safety shall ensure

skict compliance and implementation of bench wise recommendationVaction plans as
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recommended in the scientific slope stability study of the reputed research & Academic

Institutions as a safety precautionary measure to avoid untoward accidents during mining

operation.

8. A minimum buffer distance specified as per existing rules and statutory orders shall be

maintained from the boundary ofthe quarry to the nearest dwelling unit or other structures,

and fiom forest boundaries or any other ecologically sensitive and archeologically

important areas or the specific distance specified by SEIAA in EC as per the

recommendations ofSEAC depending on specific local conditions.

Water Environme[t - Protection and mitisafion measures

9. The proponent shall ensure that the activity does not disturb the water bodies and natural

flow of surface and groundwater, nor cause any pollution, to water sources in the area.

10. The proponent shall ensure that the activities do not impact the water bodies/wells in the

neighboring open wells and bore wells. The proponent shall ensure that the activities do

not in any way alfect the water quantity and quality in the open wells and bore wells in the

vicinity or impact the water table and levels. The proponent shall ensure that the activities

do not disturb the river flow, nor affect the Odai, Water bodies, Dams in the vicinity.

11. Water level in the nearest dug well in the downstream side of the quarry should be

monitored regularly and included in the Compliance Report.

12. Quality of water discharged from the quarry should be monitored regularly as per the

norms ofState Pollution Control Board and included in the Compliance Report.

13. Rain Water Harvesting facility should be installed as per the prevailing provisions of

TNMBR/TNCDBR, unless otherwise specified. Maximum possible solar energy

generation and utilization shall be ensured as an essential part of the project.

14. Regular monitoring of flow rates and water quality upstream and downstream of the

springs and perennial nallahs flowing in and around the mine lease area shall be carried

out and reported in the compliance reports to SEIAA.

15. Regular monitoring ofground water level and water quality shall be carried out around the

mine area during mining operation. At any stage, if it is observed that ground water table

is getting depleted due to the mining activity; necessary corrective measures shall be

carried out.

16. Garland drains and silt traps are to be provided in the slopes around the core area to

channelize storm water. De-silting of Garland canal and silt traps have to be attended on a

daily basis. A labour has to be specifically assigned for the purpose. The proponent shall

HAIRMAN
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ensure the quality of the discharging storm water as per the General Effluent Discharge

Standards ofCPCB.

Air Envimnment - n and miti[ation measures

17. The activity should not result in COz release and temperature rise and add to micro climate

altemations.

1E. The proponent shall ensure that the activities undertaken do not result in carbon emission,

and temperature rise, in the area.

19. The proponent shall ensure that Monitoring is carried out with reference to the quantum of

particulate matter during excavation; blasting; material transport and also from cufting

waste dumps and haul roads.

SoiI Environment - Protection and mitisation measures

20. The proponent shall ensure that the operations do not result in loss of soil biological

properties and nutrients.

21. The proponent shall ensure that activity does not deplete the indigenous soil seed bank and

disturb the mycorrizal fungi, soil organism, soil community nor result in eutrophication of

soil and water.

22. The activities should not disturb the soil properties and seed and plant gowth. Soil

amendments as required to be carried out, to improve soil health.

23. Bio remediation using microorganisms should be carried out to restore the soil

environment to enable carbon sequestration.

24. The proponent shall ensure that the mine restoration is done using mycorrizal VAM,

vermin-composting, Biofertilizers to ensure soil health and biodiversity conservation.

25. The proponent shall ensure that the topsoil is protected and used in planting activities in

the area-

26. The proponent shall ensure that topsoil to be utilized for site restoration and Green belt

alone within the proposed area.

27.T'he top soil shall be temporarily stored at earmarked place (s) and used for land

reclamation and plantation. The over burden (OB) generated during the mining operations

shall be stacked at earmarked dump site(s) only. The OB dumps should be scientifically

vegetated with suitable native species to prevent erosion and surface run off. At critical

points, use ofgeotextile shall be undertaken for stabilization ofthe dump. Protective wall

or gabions should be made around the dump to prevent erosion / flow of sediments during

rains. The entire excavated area shall be backfilled.

CHAIRMAN
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Noise Environment - Protmtion and mitisation measures

2E. The peak particle velocity at 500m distance or within the nearest habitation, whichever is

closer shall be monitored periodically as per applicable DGMS guidelines.

29. The sound at project sites disturb the villages in respect of both human and animal

population. Consequent sleeping disorders and stress may affect the health in the villages

located close to mining operations. Hence, the PP shall ensure that the biological clock of

the villages are not disturbed because ofthe mining activity.

Biodiversitv - Protection and mitigation measures

30. The proponent should ensure that there is no disturbance to the agriculture plantations,

social forestry plantations, waste lands, forests, sanctuary or national parks. There should

be no impact on the land, water, soil and biological environment and other natural

resources due to the mining activities.

31. No trees in t}re area should be removed and all the trees numbered and protected. In case

trees fall within the proposed quarry site the trees may be transplanted in the Greenbelt

zone. The proponent shall ensure that the activities in no way result in disturbance to forest

and trees in vicinity. The proponent shall ensure that the activity does not disturb the

movement of grazing animals and fiee ranging wildlife. The proponent shall ensure that

the activity does not disturb the biodiversity, the flora & fauna in the ecosystem. The

proponent shall ensure that the activity does not result in invasion by invasive alien species.

The proponent shall ensure that the activities do not disturb the resident and migratory

birds. The proponent shall ensure that the activities do not disturb the vegetation and

wildlife in the adjoining reserve forests and areas around.

32. The proponent shall ensure that the activities do not disturb the agro biodiversity and agro

farms. Actions to be taken to promote agroforestry, mixed plants to support biodiversity

conservation in the mine restoration effort.

33. The proponent shall ensure that all mitigation measures listed in the EIA,/EMP are taken

to protect the biodiversity and natural resources in the area.

34. The proponent shall ensure that the activities do not impact green landVgrazing fields of

all types surrounding the mine lease area which are food source for the grazing cattle.

Climate Chanse

35. The project activity should not in any way impact the climate and lead to a rise in

temperature.

Airv
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36. There should be least disturbance to landscape resulting in land use change, contamination

and alteration ofsoil profiles leading to Climate Change.

37. Intensive mining activity should not add to temperature rise and global warming.

38. Operations should not result in GHG releases and extra power consumption leading to

Climate Change.

39. Mining through operational efticiency, better electrification, energy use, solar usage, use

ofrenewable energy should try to decarbonize the operations.

40. Mining Operation should not result in droughts, floods and water stress, and shortages,

affecting water security both on site and in the vicinity.

41. Mining should not result in water loss from evaporation, leaks and wastage and should

support to improve the ground water.

42. Mining activity should be flood proofwith designs and the drainage, pumping

techniques shall ensure climate-proofing and socio-economic wellbeing in the area and

vicinity.

Reserve Forests & Protected Areas

43. The activities should provide nature based support and solutions for forest protection and

wildlife conservation.

44. The project activities should not result in forest fires, encroachments or create forest

fiagmentation and disruption of forest corridors.

45. There should be no disturbance to the freshwater flow from the forest impacting the water

table and wetlands.

46. The project proponent should support all activities of the forest departnent in creating

awareness to local communities on forest conservation.

47. The project activities should not alter the geodiversity and geological heritage ofthe area.

48. The activities should not result in temperature rise due to increased fossil fuels usage

disrupting the behaviour of wildlife and flora.

49. The activities should support and recognise the rights and roles of indigenous people and

local communities and also support sustainable development.

50. The project activities should support the use ofrenewables for carbon capture ard carbon

storage in the project site and forest surrounds.

51. The project activities should not result in changes in forest structure, habitats and genetic

diversity within forests.

Green Belt Develooment
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. 52. The proponent shall ensure that in the green belt development more indigenous trees

species (Appendix as per the SEAC Minutes) are planted.

53. The proponent shall ensure the area is restored and rehabilitated with native trees as

recommended in SEAC Minutes (in Appendix).

Workers and their orotection

54. The project proponent is responsible for implementing all the provisions of labour laws

applicable from time to time to quarrying /Mining operations. The workers on the site

should be provided with on-site accommodation or facilities at a suitable boarding place,

protective equipment such as ear muffs, helmet, etc.

55. The proponent has to provide insurance protection to the workers in the case of existing

mining or provide the affidavit in case offresh lease before execution of mining lease.

56. The workers shall be employed for working in the mines and the working hours and the

wages shall be implemented/enforced as per the Mines Ac! 1952.

Transportation

57' No Transportation of the minerals shall be allowed in case of roads passing through
villagev habitations. In such cases, pp shafl construct a bypass road for the purpose of
tmnsportation ofthe minerals leaving an adequate gap (say at least 200 meters) so that the
adverse impact ofsound and dust along with chances of accidents courd be mitigated. All
costs resurting from widening and strengthening of existing public road network shall be
bome by the PP in consultation with nodal state Govt. Department. Transportation of
minerals through road movement in case ofexisting village/ rural roads shalr be a,owed
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in consultation with nodal State Govt. Departrnent only after required strengthening such
that the carrying capacity ofroads is increased to handle the traffic load. The pollution due
to transportation load on the envrronment will be effectively controlled and watersprinkling will also be done regularly. Vehicular emissions shall be kept under conhol andregularly monitored. project should obtain pollution Under Control (pUC) certificate forall the vehicles from authorized pol Iution testing c€nters.

mine lease should be provided with a pemanent watersprinkJing arrangernent for dust suppession. Other roads lithin thewetted regularly with mlne lease should bewater sprinkling
The other areas of dust

generation like crushing zong mrrcrirt fasfer points,
yards etc. should

invariably be provided with dus spprcssirn
equrpments like bag filters, vacuum sucfion

arr polftnion mnrol
system etc. shall be
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installed at crushers, belt-conveyors and other areas prone to air pollution. The belt
conveyor should be fully covered to avoid generation ofdust while transportation. pp shall
take necessary measures to avoid generation of fugitive dust emissions.

Storape of wastes

59' The project proponent shall store/dump the granite waste generated within the earmarked
area ofthe project site for mine closure as per the approved mining plan.

CER/E,MP

60' The cER Shourd be fulry Implemented and fact reflected in the Half-yearly compliance
report.

6l rhe EMP Shall arso be impremented in consultation with rocar serf-govemment
institutions.

62. The follow-up action on the implementation of CER Shall be included in the compliance

report.

Directions for Reclamation of mine sites

63. The mining closure plan should strictly adhere to appropriate soil rehabilitation measures

to ensure ecological stability ofthe area. Reclamation/Restoration ofthe mine site should

ensure that the Geotechnical, physical, chemical properties are sustainable that the soil

structure composition is buildup, during the process ofrestoration.

64. The proponent shall ensure that the mine closure plan is followed as per the mining plan

and the mine restoration should be done with native species, and site restored to near

original status. The proponent shall ensure that the area is ecologically restored to conserve

the ecosystems and ensure flow of goods and services'

65. A crucial factor for success of reclamation site is to select sustainable species to enable

developaself-su*ainingecosystem'speciesselectedshouldeasilyestablish'grow

rapidly, and Possess.Pnod crown and preferably be native species' Spccies to be planted in

the boundarY of Poject site should be un palatable for cattle's/ goats and should have

proven caPacitY add leaf- litter to soil and decompose' The species planted should be

adaptable to conditions.Shouldbepreferablypioneerspecies,deciduousinnature

to allow leafliuer, havc deep root system, fix armosPheric nitrogen and improve

soil Prod
. Species selected should have the ability to tolerate alrcred pit and toxicity

of and te.Iby should be caPable of meeting requ ement of local people in regard to

sl

fuel fodda ad should be able to atuact

planted in mixed associadon'

bird, bees and buuerflids' The species should be
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66. For mining area reclamation plot culture experiments to be done to identift/ determine

suitable species for the site.

67. Top soil with a mix of beneficial microbes (Bacteria/Fungi) to be used for reclamation of

mine spoils. AM Fungi (Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi), plant growth promoting Rhizo

Bacteria and nitrogen fixing bacteria to be utilized.

68. Soil and moisture conservation and water harvesting structures to be used where ever

possible for early amelioration and restoration of site.

69. Top soil is most important for successful rehabilitation of mined sites. Topsoil contains

majority of seeds and plant propagation, soil microorganism, Organic matter and plant

nutrients. Wherever possible the topsoil should be immediately used in the area of the for

land form reconstruction, to pre mining conditions.

70. Over burdens may be analyzed and tested for soil characteristics and used in the site for

revegetation. Wherever possible seeds, rhizome, bulbs, etc ofpioneering spices should be

collected, preserved and used in restoring the site.

71. Native grasses seeds may be used as colonizers and soil binders, to prevent erosion and

allow diverse self- sustaining plant communities to establish. Grasses may offer superior

tolerance to drought, and climatic stresses.

72. Reclamation involves planned topographical reconstruction of site. Care to be taken to

minimize erosion and runoff. Topsoils should have necessary physical, chemicals,

ecological, properties and therefore should be stored with precautions and utilized for

reclamation process. Stocked topsoil should be stabilized using grasses to protect from

wind. Seeds ofvarious indigenous and local species may be broad casted after topsoil and

treated overburden are spread.

73. Alkaline soils, acidic soils, Saline soils should be suitably treated/amended using green

manure, mulches, farmyard manure to increase organic carbon. The efforts should be taken

to landscape and use the land post mining. The EMP and mine closure plan should provide

adequate budget for re-establishing the site to pre-mining conditions. Effective steps

should be taken for utilization of over burden. Mine waste to be used for backfilling,

reclamation, restoration, and rehabilitation ofthe terrain without affecting the drainage and

water regimes. The rate of rehabilitation should be similar to rate of mining. The land

disturbed should be reshaped for long term use. Mining should be as far as possible be eco-

friendly. Integration of rehabilitation strategies with mining plan will enable speedy

restoration .

R TARY

56

ER
SEIAA-TN



74. Efforts should to taken to aesthetically improve the mine site. Generally, there are two

approaches to restoration i.e Ecological approach which allows tolerant species to establish

following the succession process allowing pioneer species to establish. The other approach

i.e plantation approach is with selected native species are planted. A blend ofboth methods

may be used to restore the site by adding soil humus and mymrrhiza.

75. Action taken for restoration of the site should be specifically mentioned in the EC

compliances.
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