ST WRI UITER0] FH1eTd (eEiRer gifdesor, 9iel | gqd gaiaRoi @igfa gq o

gIoide Al & dhildh] &l g Iy WY faRie Jodied dffd (Tasydl) &1 552 1w
18,/02 /2022 I SI. UL §d &I 3fegerc H ARG &1 s, TH Afafy & FforRead
T WY / qifSal PIeRET & Aegd W SURYd 38—

©® NN

e
&
3
S- ~
£
a)
2
el
4
g
4

A AR §RT 3MeTe] H8Ied & WA & ARJ d3h URH B gU 966 YolUsT HAER T4
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1.

Case No. 8308/2021 M/s. KJS Cement Ltd, NH-7 Road, Rajnagar, Maihar, Dist.
Satna, MP - 485771 Prior Environment Clearance for Limestone Mine in an area
of 23.230 ha. (Limestone - 560000 Tonne per annum, OB & Waste - 60000 Tonne
per annum) (Khasra No. 1024, 1025, 1026, 1027/1, 1027/2, 1028, 1029, 1030, 1033,
553, 554, 556, 557/1, 557/2, 558, 559, 560, 561, 624), Village - Bhadanpur South
Patti, Tehsil - Maihar, Dist. Satna (MP) (In-Situ Enviro Care, Bhopal)

This is case of Limestone Mine. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC
for appraisal. The proposed site at (Khasra No. 1024, 1025, 1026, 1027/1, 1027/2,
1028, 1029, 1030, 1033, 553, 554, 555, 556, 557/1, 557/2, 558, 559, 560, 561, 624),
Village - Bhadanpur South Patti, Tehsil - Maihar, Dist. Satna (MP) 23.230 Ha. The
project requires prior EC before commencement of any activity at site.

Earlier this case was scheduled for presentation and discussion in 489™ SEAC dated
12/03/2021 wherein ToR was recommended. PP has submitted the EIA report forwarded
through SEIAA on-line and the same was scheduled in the agenda.

1|Page



gpRoT 3 07 ,/01,/22 B UKAIBRY Bg GAldg AT fbg uRIASH ydds
URARYT 8 WA & T9e SuRerd T8l g¢ © | WA §RT 39 UdH_er § aRIAmSHT
URTdeh  URICHDROT JifTH IqAR Y& HRd §U B UBRUT AN 6 H & I Bl
ol foram s e R o+ aft aRIe T wRaras JguRerd &dr § 1 98 UaxoT R
(RSfere) PR TALSMEYT BT 3 HRIAE 8 A ST |

Mol oA 18 /2 /22 dT URIGHT IRAAH IR IADI IR TITARYT TABHR  SURLIT
gU | TR & GRM URASHT Iddd J 9arn b I8 U REl W@eH § ol
qUel Fed b AW ¥ 2004 H Wihd gs ol dWUER 2005 H AT TERI Dl
WIFART 88 | AT SRR A I WM 6,010, HHS BT 2011 § WIFIART 83 | I8
GqE  WgUeY Ugyur FRET 9 | | Aidiel (U FHS
4635 / EIQ / TAUTURAET / /184 / 14, fAT® 30 /07 /14) & MR WR 2014 AP HRILA
eI Td 2014 & 91 Ig WS §€ | IANA & <Y BHB Th—19—5 /2015 /12 /1,
faqid 12,/3 /15 & ARTA ¥ <ol @ faAid 01,/02 /2055 TF 98 T5 | IRASHT
URKIah §RT ARG BT T8 A HREAT TAT b qAERv, 99 Yd STefdry uiRacd Aarerd
B! ARG a1 07 FdFcaR, 2014 H Ig UL fhAT AT fb TH YHROT ST S.30TS.
U. Afefhaer 2006 & U4 ¥ BRRA @ B GAGRUTT WG el TdFIGI0 & T
U B BN | ORI TRdEd | IE W T d SRR fh gd @ AR MR gR
AT &F @ 9ER S [l OM @ BRSS9 W @Sl AT gRT erieus sifeRifia
fpar T o, ag +f gRISHT URATad §RT ST &) feam a1 & |

JHR0T b TR B eRE AT 7 I8 urn 6 gaae Refd § @em a9 @ 3ieR 03
Az 3Meciue Reyd & foraH Uil 9%1 83 & | 391 YR WaH & fRo—ufes faum 4§
170 HIex &1 S TR AT gdf &F § 110 HeRX & O W IAEET 8 qAT Th Hedl IS
W & ¥ 8le) dd BT 8 | 391 UbR ScR—uf¥ed feom § 136 Hlex R Udpl s
g | ORI WRadd F 9T fb We™ a9 & S foem & Red gF1 fie wRar &
frHa SwE= B gt 81 gaT & iR a8l IR 319 Ic@Hd fhar S ywarfad wE ® |
AT T AT & IR Swa- feror e aret Wi # fhar S=r gwanfaad @
TAT W & | S Heal IRAT (ddl 38T 8 98 WM §8 8M @ BRUT UM gRT
ST By SM & BRI 99 AT & | IRATSHT UKIadh = 31T HRim 137 fo aron
& AM—S & T ddbfodds AN Iak—ydi faen § Rerd fie—1 wd file—2 & 9= 9
waad fear 7 e IRl &R |ee gaRaer A R S | fie sHie—3
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S @9 R Rafdd & & o @ fie sHie—2 § o fRar S | @e e i &
SR fic BHIG—3 B MUNT 13 TSI BT PHIcT SITIIT AT SHd Taol § 130 IffaRad
USl B RIRAT SR | AR §RT B¢ S dlel gdel & 3dalih- | I8 od gall &
13 H 9 T US HP BT &, ol [« Ueid &1 2 3fd: dafa = I8 R fear fé i
JfaRad 130 US AT ST URATAd &, 9 41 R Yollfd & B @12 difd 34
goifid br IRfera fbar o1 9o |

RS UdTad §RT 9™ TRT {6 $9 WM @1 SAg-dls & QRIA ARISTd BTl
& B B S T IR U 8¢ o, el I9d gRT WIER. H A fbar 13
2| WRIAHUT & IRE Ig 9T W diolge WEe @) TR 9y [urE "0 &
R FEIRT A AMT & 980 B9 © ROTe deq § UIiaRT FARHR §RT Gl
T {5 SHGT & BRI WeH &aF Uit e ¥ Red WM o3R8 WA &
g URATSTHT YT T IR TSR WRdd -1 & e 3y 7y —

AR gRT YR SR YARIfETd geTRIgoT Jior |
YRET UBTEl WR Ho+ &R 8 YRATST g &I go o |

130 BRI USTIfT & JETRII0T B URIISHT YD Bl o UF |
RIfErd STl @od ATt |

AT R G SR gierd S.gAlL |

AT ERT Y IR YRIfard WS8R, Ao |

RS UKITadh §RT YRIAIBROT & QR dTel g SHMGRI &id 18 /02 /22 §RT &
TE, o afafa @& 99 g @ 18, S AdivoEe urg S | aRAT TRAEd gRT
TITaROT Y§ed IIHT Td 37 U D1 T3 SN HaNei-d g e arg 8 |
AT gRT fARie ordl Ud wCuss ol Hell\ d—T AR Yd YATEaRu WG IRy
aﬂﬁa%awaﬂ?ﬁ% —_

1. JAFANST WA 1SN FJIR B TH ST &HAT SAlgH IEH—5,00,000 T4 /Y
Ud @R de- — 60,000 7 /Y |

2. UYIGRYT Ydg= ATSIAT A § PbUlcod T . 68.95 oIRg Ug RBRI 07.77 oIRg Ufd
qg |

NN N N NN
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3. WIAR 78 § AR R &, 2420 TG —

CER Activity Total Cost
Year (in Rupees)
1 Covid awarness program and disrtibution of mask, sanitizer and 1,00,000
handwash and Oral hygine, Diabetes & Blood Pressure Awareness
Acitivities in village Maheva.
) Distruction of solar cooker and support under Ujjala scheme 1,70,000
3 Adoption of Bhadanpur Aganwadi for 5 years @2.00 Lakh /Year 10,00,000
4 Health Checkup camp at village Bhadanpur 2,00,000
5 Forestation of Sarda Hillock, Maihar with forest department 5,00,000
6 Drinking water supply through water tankers in summer season 1,00,000
7 Gate and maintainance of toilets of village school 3,50,000
Total CER Cost 24,20,000
4. TR gERUOT HRIGH AR HH A HH 27,600 &Il BT J&RMIUT —
®. | UM JETRIAUT | Uil Dl GSATicral BIEll
Tq Fraa e (=T #)
| | IR I FR, g1, &, 98, WAR, RRIA, S| 21,800
STeldl, SITgA, -4, HiaTed U 37 RIFR
goTTerdt |
, | uRaes Anf & dul, YIRAo(A], A, dad, BRI, 4000
R, e Sleld], aRol, @M, @R,
A Td = R ISy, S1—Te
ESICH
SR ELEINE SHCll, 3fTdell, BRI, dgsl, Aldihd, JHDE, 1500
fgavor 7q I UG 31 I YoIfodt |
MEAEEISPR BeH, TR, Do, BXNNIR, Yol Td 300
I I Yool |
AAT [ 27,600
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2. Case No 8094/2021 Shri Rajesh Kaila, Sindhi Camp, PO & Dist. Satna, MP —

485001 Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area of 3.432 ha.
(100000 Tonne per annum) (Khasra No. 649/2, 655, 656). Village - Bhativa, Tehsil
- Maihar, Dist. Satna, (MP)

This 1s case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 649/2, 655, 656), Village - Bhatiya, Tehsil -
Maihar, Dist. Satna, (MP) 3.432 ha. The project requires prior EC before
commencement of any activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office letter no. 2009 dated: 14/10/2020
has reported that there are 04 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine total area of 15.378 ha., including this mine.

Earlier this case was scheduled for presentation and discussion in 477" SEAC dated
30/01/2021 wherein ToR was recommended. PP has submitted the EIA report
forwarded through SETAA on-line and the same was scheduled in the agenda.

T T 18 /2 /22 ®T URIIGHT WD 3R IHd! 3R YITARUT FAGHR IURLId
BU | WRIIARY & SR I8 UT AT fh @ad & gdi faem # 165 HieR Sial |HUBUT
83 & T ScR—ydi fem # 210 #iex q1 g fauw # 230 HWex w e Red |
IRATSHT U ad 1 9ardT o SMETel dTel &F & U @WalH H I Adh—sd) |
fhaT SIRAT T2 A% A RET @1 Sl | IRed Bl Bl TE-Tg 03 HIeX A HH G
ST | URGAIHROT & SR S1d 83l b W& &F H o 26 Us 7, o 9 10 Us
BHIC SRAT R I9d Yol d 100 AMRF U TR SRAT | WRIABRUT & SR
RIS WRdTad | garar 7 6 gdt fewm # 230 ey R ygdt IS 7, IdT SuanT
ot uRae &g fhar SR |

IRATST YT §RT 9/l 17 {6 36 WM &1 SHgTdls @ SR AHINTES BT
& BRI B S 3 UM U 8¢ ¥, Ol S §RT WIRRIR. | A fhar
T | TR & URErq uRASH URdad B ETTER SHEN IRdd R B
ferder fag g -
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v A gRT G SR TRIET JeRIgoT AT |
v 9T gRT e SR gRIfard WS8R, AT |

IRATST JRTadh §RT YRR & SR ATe! T3 SIMSRI &6 18 /2 /22 §RI &
TE, O affa & e g &1 T8, 91 FaeHs urg T8 | RIS Raad g
UITaRYT Y&ed AT Ud 3 YA @1 T8 MR Javodd U6 Wierd g g 4
[T gRT AIRME vl Ud woss wdl Felfe— IR Yd gAiaRviig Wiafd SRy
Wﬁiﬁmw_ﬁ%—

1. AN T TSI FJAR Afehad I &HdT I — 1,00,000 S Ui 99 |

2. UYTGRYT Y ATl He H bUlcd V¥ . 13.30 oIRg Ud R&RIT 0550 o ufd

ay |
3. VIR A ¥ AR ART 6. 0200 T —
CER Activity Total Cost
Year (in Rupees)
1 Distruction of sport kits in School 20,000
2 Repraing of ground and roof top of school 30,000
3 Construction of 01 toilet in school 30,000
4 Drinking water supply during summer 45,000
5 Covid-19 activities and health chekup camp 25,000
6 Adoption of Aganwadi for poshanaahar 50,000
Total CER Cost 2,00,000
4. AR geTRIU0T BRIGH AJAR HH A DA 4220 &Il HT GeIRII0  —
®. | UM JETRIGUT | Uil Dl GSATicral BIEll
Tq Fra e (=T #)
KRS 4, @R, PR, AW, Aidbd, TR, 970
fRIA, IRAAAT Td IJ R
goTTerdl |

6|Page




, | aRgET AN HIcb TUI, ARSI, Hiesll, bad, I, 3250
R, HIIR, AR, M, dcf, IHAA,
Adhed, R, fRIA, Rof, e, <
MM TG Y WM JoIfedl, S-S &
e |

N7 4220

3. Case No 8095/2021 Shri Rajesh Kaila, Sindhi Camp., PO & Dist. Satna, MP —

485001 Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area of 3.709 ha.
(100000 Tonne per annum) (Khasra No. 654. 692, 674), Village - Bhativa, Tehsil -
Maihar, Dist. Satna, (MP)

This 1s case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 654, 692, 674), Village - Bhatiya, Tehsil -
Maihar, Dist. Satna, (MP) 3.709 ha. The project requires prior EC before
commencement of any activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office letter no. 2010 dated: 14/10/2020
has reported that there are 05 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine total area of 15.501 ha., including this mine.

Earlier this case was scheduled for presentation and discussion in 477" SEAC dated
30/01/2021 wherein ToR was recommended. PP has submitted the EIA report
forwarded through SETAA on-line and the same was scheduled in the agenda.

T T 18 /2 /22 ®T URIIGHT UMD 3R IHd! 3R YITARUT FAGHR IURLId
BU | UIARYT & SR I8 U AT fh @ad & gdi faem # 120 Hier STl U8
&3 T a1 yd fa=m # 200 Hiex R @ Red 2 | uRASHT wRa@e | garn fa
JNMETET Tl & & T Wa™ H I@q Ah—ad? F fHhdT SRR TAT A%l sallRedT dl
ST | ©RE® Bl BT T 03 AIek A HH W@ SRl | UKD & SR
RIS WRdTad | garar 7 6 gdt fewm # 120 Hiex R ygHt IS 7, NIdr SRt
Sfrs uRae 2g fFam SR | SRGaReT & AR 9 g 6 @ & | &
Jfael BT 01 Us B, oY BIeT STRATT 3R S99 Tael # 10 fIRed Us oY WIRAT |
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IRATST YT §RT 9arT 137 {6 39 WM &1 SHgdls @ SR AHINTS BTl

& BRI B S 3 UM U 8¢ ¥, Ol S §RT WIRRIR. | e fhar
TRATAROT & U] ORI WRdd DI (FFaR IMeRT R B &
forder %Q U =

v A R G STER ARIET JeTRIgoT AT |
vV 9 gRT e AR RIfed WSeR. AR |

IRATST URTadh §RT YRR & SR ATe! T8 SIMBRI &6 18 /2,/22 §RI &
TE, O affa & e g @1 T8, 91 FameHs urg T8 | RIS Raad g
UITaRYT Y&ed AT UG 3 YA @1 T8 MR Javodd U6 Wierd arg g 4
[T gRT AIRME vl Ud woss wdl Felfa— IR Yd gAiaRviig Wiagfd SRy
Wﬁiﬁmw_ﬁ%—

1. AT I TISTT ITTAR IfEhad IUTe &l I — 1,00,000 € Uil ay |

2. YATERT Yue AT #E H dulcd R B, 1220 dRI Ud RBRT 0540 oA Ul
ay |

3. WEIR A ¥ AR RT 6. 0200 =T —

CER Activity Total Cost

Year (in Rupees)
1 Distruction of sport kits in School 20,000
2 Repraing of ground and roof top of school 30,000
3 Construction of 01 toilet in school 30,000
4 Drinking water supply during summer 45,000
5 Covid-19 activities and health chekup camp 25,000
6 Adoption of Aganwadi for poshanaahar 50,000
Total CER Cost 2,00,000

4. TR 9ERUOT HRIGH AR HH W BH 4460 J&IT BT JeIRIYUT
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®. | URAIAd JETRIGUT | Uil Dl GSATicral BIEll

Tq Fra e (=T #)
KRS 9M, TR, dEER, eE, Admd, TR, 1210
fRId,  PROI3AER UG g RMY
gofTferan |

, | URaET # B GUl, PRSI, HldHl, Pad, T, 3250
WWR, HIIR, AR, M, 9, IFHAA,
b, @R, fRIA, oRof, A, <
MM TG Y WM Ifedl, S-S &
1T |

IR 4460

4. Case No 8885/2021 Shri Hari Singh Raghuvanshi, Owner., Manwani Colony,
Tehsil - Pithampur, Dist. Dhar, MP, Prior Environment Clearance for Stone
Quarry in an area of 1.0 ha. (Stone - 10000 Cum per annum, Murrum - 6996
Cum per annum, Waste - 526 Cum per annum) (Khasra No. 1/1 Peki), Village -
Khandwa, Tehsil - Pithampur, Dist. Dhar (MP) Consultant Shri Amit Saxena
Apex Mintech Udaypur (Rj.)

The case was presented by Consultant Shri Amit Saxena on behalf of PP. During
presentation, PP showed various documents such as lease sanction order, Gram Sabha,
DFO NOC, Tehsildar Certificate, MO Certificate, Approved Mine Plan, Khasra
Panchshala, P-II, DSR & PFR for appraisal of project before the committee. It was
observed by Committee that as per Collector Office letter No. 3288 dated 07/12/21 has
reported that there are 03 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters around
the said mine with total area of 9.0 ha., including this mine.

The case was scheduled for the presentation in 542" SEAC meeting dated 21/01/2022
but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the
query which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation. Committee decided to call the PP in subsequent
meetings.

3 &6 18,/02,/22 HI URAGHT WKAd 3R ITdhI AR UIERY FABHR
JAFAST SuRed gU | URIAIARUT & GRM IAJANSd AlgT @i H  Soeliad
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JFEATT—TRME & SR WX I THOT AR U e Il & Jd faem # 35 Hiew
UR 3MTS I3MMS. WM R & fAfes vd ta evfemen Rea 2 | afe w gRa sifdrawor
ERT YIRS 3fM<er f&A1® 20,/7 /20 (FHROT BHIG 304 /19) & AR FuiRa 200 Hew
BT He—d® BIST WAl & A SE- AT &5 SUaTel Fel 8N | 9ffd gRT wdawfa

=4t o I ol fomn 6 g9 yawor &1 gafaroia Wiefa Sugad 7 8 9 faar ==l
fBaT ST FeverT, 31 UehRvT R dI JAfH HRIAE! 7 RN fhar i |

. Case No 6794/2020 Shri Santosh Nayak, Village - Gudali, Tehsil - Meghnagar,
Dist. Jhabua, MP — 457772 Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an
area of 4.00 ha. (24.832 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 68), Village - Tejpura, Tehsil
- Thandla, Dist. Jhabua (MP).

This 1s case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site at (Khasra No. 68), Village - Tejpura, Tehsil - Thandla,
Dist. Jhabua (MP) 4.00 Ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of
any activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Tehsildar Office letter No. 690 dated: 28/06/19
has reported that there are no more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine.

The case was scheduled for presentation, wherein neither the Project Proponent (PP)
nor his representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to
make any commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation.
PP was also absent in the 426™ SEAC meeting dated 27/2/2020 & 424™ SEAC meeting
dated 12/02/2020 and. Committee decided to call the PP in subsequent meetings giving
last chance to present their case and even if PP remains absent the case shall be returned
to SEIAA assuming that PP is not interested to continue with the project.

The case was scheduled for presentation, but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his
representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to make any
commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation. Earlier PP
was also absent in SEAC meeting 426™ SEAC meeting dated 27/2/2020 & 424™ SEAC
meeting dated 12/02/2020. Committee decided that since sufficient opportunities has
been given to the PP for appraisal of their case but PP remains absent thus committee
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decided that case shall be returned to SEIAA for delisting assuming that PP is not
interested to continue with the project.

The case was discussed in 651% SEIAA meeting dated 29/12/2020 and it has been
recorded that.... PP could not present the case in SEAC due to some unavoidable
circumstances hence PP has submitted a request letter vide dated 14/12/2020 received
in SEIAA office 15/12/2020 to relist the case as PP is now ready to present their case
in SEAC. Considering the request of PP, it was decided to relist the case and send the
technical file to SEAC for Appraisal.

The case was scheduled in 477" meeting dated 30/01/2021 for the presentation but
neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the
query which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation.

The case was scheduled again for presentation but neither the Project Proponent (PP)
nor his representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to
make any commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation.
PP was also absent in the 477" meeting dated 30/01/2021. Committee decided to give
last chance to PP for making presentation in the subsequent meetings of SEAC after
which the case shall be returned to SEIAA assuming that PP is not interested to
continue with the project.

The case was scheduled again for presentation but neither the Project Proponent (PP)
nor his representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to
make any commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation.
PP was also absent in the SEAC 479" meeting dated 11/02/2021SEAC & 477" meeting
dated 30/01/2021. Committee decided to give last chance to PP for making presentation
in the subsequent meetings of SEAC after which the case shall be returned to SETAA
assuming that PP is not interested to continue with the project.

The case was scheduled for presentation, but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his
representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to make any
commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation. Earlier PP
was also absent in the SEAC 479" meeting dated 11/02/2021SEAC & 477" meeting
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dated 30/01/2021. Committee decided that since sufficient opportunities has been given
to the PP for appraisal of their case but PP remains absent thus committee decided that
case shall be returned to SEIAA for delisting assuming that PP is not interested to
continue with the project.

JHROT T TR TITaReT FHTEnd eiRer gfiaRer &1 7014 996 fedid 12 /1 /2022
@7 7=l fhar Tar vd g orffalRaa  foham ar fh —

VI VT 139195 Hedid dAld @1 48691 §5% [aidE 26,/2,/2021 H GHT HHYIT Bl
[Sferve 19 G @1 SIgEITT @ TZ & | ST W GGV FHTEIT [FEIRTT Gifeaer
GIVT UHSVH! B 3Gl &l A HYd  §V 6654 §3F [3H 6,/3,/21 H FFT HHYT
Delist v &7 9501 forar 727 |

GRIIGTT T¥TIad & U fa-id 13,/12,/21 & IFAR IRIIGTT Fvaiads G Tagod 7
NGB 8F FEHIT &7 §Y FHT FHYT B Relist &V Bl STV 1597 TIATE

I %7 GRIIGTT Ieiads @& SRl &l A1 HYd §Y SFT JHYvT &l Relist 1331
G UF HHYTT IS &G THSVH Bl W8T [T G TT GRIITT Heiad d Haiedl
&I GAT B9 T |

The case was again schedule for presentation wherein committee observed that neither
the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the query
which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation. Earlier PP was also absent in SEAC meeting 426™
SEAC meeting dated 27/2/2020 & 424™ SEAC meeting dated 12/02/2020. Committee
decided that since sufficient opportunities has been given to the PP for appraisal of their
case but PP remains absent thus committee decided that case shall be returned to
SEIAA for delisting assuming that PP is not interested to continue with the project.

The case was again schedule for presentation wherein committee observed that PP was
remains absent. Previouly also PP remains absent several times when case was
scheduled in agenda (refer SEAC previous meeting minutes). Considering above
Committee observed that sufficient opportunities has been given to the PP for appraisal
of his case but PP remains absent. Hence, committee decided that case shall be returned
to SETAA for delisting assuming that PP is not interested to continue with the project in
the light of SEIAA recent letter no. 2590 dated 15/12/21 has communicated policy
decision taken in their 694" meeting dated 26/11/2. (According to the policy decision
taken by SEIAA at point n0.08 - SEAC should make final recommendations within 30
days for EC/ TOR).
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6. Case No 8396/2021 Shri Lokesh Singh S/o Shri Babusingh Rajput, Village -

Aslawada, Tehsil - Barnagar, Dist. Ujjain, MP - 459337 Prior Environment
Clearance for Murrum Quarry in an area of 4.0 ha. (Expansion from 5000 to
15000 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 259), Village - Kalmoda, Tehsil - Barnagar,
Dist. Ujjain (MP).

This is case of Murrum Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site at (Khasra No. 259), Village - Kalmoda, Tehsil - Barnagar,
Dist. Ujjain (MP) 4.0 Ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office (Ekal Praman-Patr) letter no.
1326 dated: 18/09/2018 has reported that there are no more mines operating or proposed
within 500 meters around the said mine.

The case was presented by the PP and their consultant in the 494th SEAC meeting dated
31-03-21.wherein PP submitted that it is a case of expansion from 5,000 to 15,000 cum
per annum and they have obtained compliance report of earlier EC conditions issued
vide letter number 213 dated 15/03/21. During appraisal it was observed by the
committee that three NCs are reported in compliance report by competent authority are
as:

e Plantation 45/ha., was proposed whereas only 20 trees are at site.
e Under CER no record was found for social upliftment.
e No water supply permission was taken by PP.

After presentation PP was asked to submit detailed reply with firm commitment and
time schedule for further consideration of this case.

During appraisal in 494 SEAC Meeting dated 31/03/21, it was observed by the
committee that three NCs are reported in compliance report by competent authority.

After presentation PP was asked to submit detailed reply with firm commitment and
time schedule for further consideration of this case PP’s reply not received till date.
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Since the tenure of SEAC will be over on 09th April, 2021 and all such cases which are
pending at SEAC will become category-I cases in the absence of SEAC. Thus case file
1s being sent to SEIAA for onward necessary action please.

JHROT T TR TITaReT FHTEnd HeiRer gffiaRer &1 701d) 99 fadid 12 /1 /2022
BT 7=l fhar Tar v g erfforRad foar wam —

VI VT 139195 Heid wiAld @1 5009 §5% [&d# 08,/4,/2021 H SHT HHYIT Bl
[Sferve 159 G @1 ST @ TZE | WS W GGV FHTEIT [FEIRTT Gifeaer
GIVT UHSVH! B SOl &l A HYd  §V 6764 §3F [7H 9,/4,/21 H FFT HHYT
Delist &v &7 9907 forgr 731 |

GRIIGTT TXTIad & U fa-id 13,/12,/21 & IFAR TRIIGTT Fvaiasds G Tagod 7
NGB 8F FEHIT &7 §Y SFT FHYT &I Relist &V &I STV 1597 TIATE

BRI T GRIIGTT FVdidd F SgNIE Bl HI Hed §Y GFT HHYU @l Relist
19T ST UG GHYUT GYET 8 UASTH B HIT [T S TR GRGITT FRTadE T
wIRIar B G [T o |

PP vide their letter dated 17/12/2021 uploaded online query reply on “Parivesh Portal”.
and hard copy on dated 16.02.2022 wherein PP submitted that :

e PP has already ordered 200 plants from Malwa Nursery and expended Rs 2000/-
and remaining amount will be paid after delivery of plant. Plantation Booking
receipt has also attached.

e Mining operation has closed, when it will operational, We hereby committed
that PP will expend Rs 60,000/- for Installation of 2000L overhead tank with
proper water connectivity of Govt. Primary School, village Kalmoda and the
same will be submitted with half yearly compliance report

e Water supply Permission letter issued by gram Panchayat is attached.

The submitted quarries were placed before the committee and the same found
satisfactory. The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were found satisfactory
and acceptable, hence committee decided to recommend the case for grant of prior EC
subject to the following special conditions in addition to the standard conditions at
annexure ‘A’:
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1. Production shall be as per mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Murrum
15,000 cum/annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs.12.88 Lakh as
capital and Rs. 07.66 Lakh/year.

3. As proposed, a minimum of 6000 trees shall be planted as per the submitted

plantation scheme.
4. Under CER following activities were submitted by PP:
e Installation of 2000 liter capacity of overhead tank with proper connectivity
at Govt. Primary school, Village, Kalmoda

7. Case No 7446/2020 Shri Hemendra Patel, Village - Jhabua, tehsil - Jhabua, Dist.
Jhabua, MP - 457661, Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area
of 0.900 ha. (9522 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 519/1, 662/2), Village - Gadwadi &
Devjhiri Panda, Tehsil - Jhabua, Dist. Jhabua (MP).

This is case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site at (Khasra No. 519/1, 662/2), Village - Gadwadi &
Devjhiri Panda, Tehsil - Jhabua, Dist. Jhabua (MP) 0.900 Ha. The project requires prior
EC before commencement of any activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office letter no. 791 dated: 26/05/2020
has reported that there are no more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine.

The case was presented by the PP and their consultant in the in 453 SEAC meeting
dated 28-08-20. During presentation during presentation as per Google image based on
coordinates provided by PP, it was observed that the lease area is already excavated, at
a glance seems it is a case of violation and PP has obtained CTO from MPPCB on
20.04.2014. Moreover, within 500 meters 03 other mine are in operation are seen
while, Mining Officer reported that no mine within 500 meters hence, the committee
asked PP to submit to revised MO certificate with justification regarding for excavated
area.
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PP’s reply not received till date and it appears that PP is not interested to continue with
the project. Since the tenure of SEAC will be over on 09 October, 2020 and all such
cases which are pending at SEAC will become category-I cases in the absence of

SEAC. Thus case file is being sent to SEIAA for onward necessary action please.

JHROT T TR TITaReT FHTEnd eiRer gfiaRor &1 7014 99 fadied 12 /1 /2022
BT 7=l fhar Tar v g erfforRad foar wam —

VIS TV 13995 el @IHId @1 46441 §8% [&1F 03,°10,/2020 H BIT HHVIT
Pl fSleree [ ST B SIgEIAT @ TS B | Vo WG YIIGRI WHTEIT [FERT
YT (Teag3svy) FINT VSV Pl SOl &l AT HYd  §YV 6439 3% [aTid
6,10,20 4 G&T F&v0T Delist &v &7 4T [erar 77 |

gRIIGTT Ivides & UF feTid 13,/12,/21 UG THSITSVT HIIlcrd § FieT 20,/°12,/21
P AR GRIIGTT FeaddE GIRT VHSVH H qiied GBI & G Jegdiae &9
WETlT @d §V SFT v @) Relist v &) STgeRT 1597 TITE

BRI T GRIITT Fvdidd & SIgNIE Bl HI @Yd §Y GFd HHYU @l Relist

19T ST UG gHYUT GYET 8 TASTH B Q8T [T S TR GRGITTT FeTadE 7
wIRIar B G [T oY |

PP vide their letter dated 01/02/2021 uploaded online query reply well as on
“Parivesh Portal”. Wherein PP submitted that:

e Lease renewal order is attached is attached.

e Justification regarding excavated area of the mine, As per Notification 7th
October 2014 (copy attached), prior environmental clearance is required at the
stage of renewal of mine lease for which an application shall be made up to two
years prior to the date due for renewal.

e Letter of mining officer stating that the mine site is included in the upcoming
new DSR .

e The MO certificate of 500 m is attached.

The submitted quarries were placed before the committee and the same found
satisfactory. The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were found satisfactory
and acceptable, hence committee decided to recommend the case for grant of prior EC

subject to the following special conditions in addition to the standard conditions at
annexure ‘A’:
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1. Production shall be as per mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Stone 9522

cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs.05.74 Lakh as
capital and Rs. 03.13 Lakh/year.

3. As proposed, a minimum of 1200 trees shall be planted as per the submitted
plantation scheme .

4. Under CER following activities were submitted by PP:

Year | Detail Amount in Lakh
(S)(lear e 10 benches & tables for students of Govt. School, 0.60

Gadwadi, Devjhiri Panda .
e  Water filter at Govt. School, Gadwadi, Devjhiri Panda .
e Distribution of mask and sanitizer.
e Devlopment of grazing land in the identified village area .

2{2 e Toilets fro school children with 02KL OH tanks. 1.20
ear

e Contribution for construction of boundary wall of primary
school Gadwadi,

Total 1.80

8. Case No 7647/2020 Shri Kapil Pandey, Village - Rengua, Tehsil - Garhakota, DIst.

Sagar, MP — 462008 Prior Environment Clearance for Flag Stone Quarry in an area
of 1.650 ha. (1500 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 347/1), Village - Bamnoda, Tehsil -
Garhakota, Dist. Sagar (MP)

This is case of Flag Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site at (Khasra No. 347/1), Village - Bamnoda, Tehsil -
Garhakota, Dist. Sagar (MP) 1.650 Ha. The project requires prior EC before
commencement of any activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the lease’s
within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the prescribed

format duly verified in the Collector Office letter No. 313 dated: 15/07/20 has reported
that there is no more mine operating or proposed within 500 meters around the said mine.

The case was presented by PP and their consultant in 460™ SEAC meeting dated
24/11/2020 wherein during appraisal it was observed by the committee that the mismatch
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documents are submitted with case file. For example as per Form-2 submitted by PP and

lease documents, the case is for Flagstone query while PFR, EMP submitted with case
file, it is mentioned that the case is for Stone query. Moreover, in mine plan and PFR
blasting is proposed and when committee asked RQP why blasting is required in case of
flagstone production, no satisfactory answer was provided by him. Thus committee after
deliberation decided that case file may be sent to SEIAA and PP may be asked to
resubmit the case file after making necessary corrections in the submitted documents.

SEIAA in their 646" meeting dated 28/11/20 decided that case file may be sent to SEAC
as PP has submitted an affidavit that no blasting will be carried out and sent the file vide
letter no. 5104 dated 09/12/20.

The case was scheduled for the presentation in 470"™ SEAC meeting dated 18/12/2020 but
neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the query
which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation. Committee decided to call the PP in subsequent
meetings.

The case was scheduled again for presentation but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor
his representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to make any
commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation. PP was also
absent in the 472" SEAC meeting dated 6/1/2021 & 470" SEAC meeting dated
18/12/2020. Committee decided to give last chance to PP for making presentation in the
subsequent meetings of SEAC after which the case shall be returned to SEIAA assuming
that PP is not interested to continue with the project.

The case was scheduled for presentation, but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his
representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to make any
commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation. Earlier PP
was also absent in 472" SEAC meeting dated 6/1/2021 & 470™ SEAC meeting dated
18/12/2020. Committee decided that since sufficient opportunities has been given to the
PP for appraisal of their case but PP remains absent thus committee decided that case
shall be returned to SEIAA for delisting assuming that PP is not interested to continue
with the project.
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The case was discussed in 693th SEIAA meeting dated 25/11/2021 , it was recorded that..

The case was discussed in 658" SEIAA meeting dated 09/2/2021 & it was recorded that..
This case was recommended in 476" SEAC meeting dated 29/01/2021 and it was
recorded that.

The case was scheduled again for presentation but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor
his representative was present to explain the query which might be raised or to make any
commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation. PP was also
absent in the 472" SEAC meeting dated 6/1/2021 & 470" SEAC meeting dated
18/12/2020. Committee decided to give last chance to PP for making presentation in the
subsequent meetings of SEAC after which the case shall be returned to SEIAA assuming
that PP is not interested to continue with the project.

As per above observation of SEAC, it has been decided to delist the case on the condition
that if PP intends to present the case in SEIAA, it will then be relisted for appraisal.

PP has submitted required documents vide letter dated 26/10/21 received in SEIAA
Office on 26/10/2021 and requested to relist the case by showing interest to present their
case in SEAC. Considering the request of PP, it was decided to relist the case and
technical file send to SEAC for appraisal.

The case was discussed in 693" SEIAA meeting dated 09/02/2021 & it was recorded that.
This case was recommended in 476" SEAC meeting dated 29/01/2021 and it was
recorded that.

The case was scheduled for presentation, but neither the project proponent (PP) nor his
representative was present to explain the query which might be reised of to make any
commitment which may be desired by the committee during the deliberation. Earlier PP
was also absent in 472™ SEAC meeting dated 06/1/2021 & 470™ SEAC meeting dated
18/12/2020. Committee decided that since sufficient opportunities has been given to the
PP for appraisal of their case but PP remains absent thus committee decided that case
shall be returned to SEIAA for delisting assurming that PP is not interested to continue
with the project.

As per above observationof SEAC, it has been decided to delist the case on the condition
that if PP intends to present the case in SEIAA, it will then be relisted for appraisal.

19| Page



PP has submitted required documents vide letter dated 26/10/21 received in SEIAA
Office on 26/10.2021 and requestd to relist the case by showing interest to present their
case in SEAC. Considering the request of PP, it was decided to relist the case and
technical file send to SEAC for appraisal.

The case was scheduled for the presentation in 541% SEAC meeting dated 20/01/2022
but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the
query which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation. Committee decided to call the PP in subsequent
meetings.

In this meeting the case was schedule for query reply presentation wherein PP submitted
that they have submitted approved modified Mining Plan of Flag Stone which has
approved by Regional Head, DGM, R.O. Jabalpur vide no. 8921-22 dated 15-09-2021for
the period from 2021- 2022 to 2024-25. PP submitted that since it is a Flagstone Quarry,
no blasting and drilling is proposed. Mining shall be through Opencast Semi Mechanized
Method. As per Google image based on online KML file uploaded by PP, it was observed
that a kachha road is existing in the west side of the lease at a distance of 70 m .

The query reply was discussed with PP and their consultant and the submissions made by
the PP were found to be satisfactory and acceptable hence committee after deliberation
found that the EMS and other submissions made by the PP were found to be satisfactory
and acceptable, hence committee decided to recommend the case for grant of prior EC
subject to the following special conditions in addition to the standard conditions at
annexure ‘A’:

1. Production shall be as per mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Flag Stone
1500 Cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs. 05.0 Lakh as
capital and Rs. 01.98 Lakh/year.

3. As proposed, a minimum of 1900 trees shall be planted as per the submitted
plantation scheme.

4. Under CER activity, following activities are proposed based public hearing issues.
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S.No.

FOR SOCIAL WELFARE: Amount to be
spent
1. Proposal of Playground development , Taffic awareness| 50,000.00

acamp , Solar Light , COVID-19, in the BelaiGhat

2 Devlopment of grazing land in the identified village area . 10,000.00

Total 60,000.00

9. Case No 8877/2021 Shri Ashok Patidar, Village - Khokrakalan C/o Village -
Chakranabad, Tehsil - Kalapipal, DIst. Shajapur, MP - 465337 Prior Environment
Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area of 1.0 ha. (5000 Cum per annum) (Khasra
No. 25/16), Village - Chakranabad, Tehsil - Kalapipal, Dist. Shajapur (MP) ROQP
Swati Namdeo

This 1s case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 25/16), Village - Chakranabad, Tehsil -
Kalapipal, Dist. Shajapur (MP) 1.0 ha. The project requires prior EC before
commencement of any activity at site.

The case was scheduled for the presentation in 540" SEAC meeting dated 08/01/2022
but neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the
query which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation. Committee decided to call the PP in subsequent
meetings.

The case was presented by RQP Swati Namdeo behalf of PP. During presentation as per
Google image based on online KML file uploaded by PP, it was observed that habitation
1s adjeacent to the lease area and if 200 m area is left then no mineable area shall be left.
hence, Committee deliberated that as per NGT order dated 21/07/2020 in OA no.
304/2019, minimum 200 meters distance is to be maintained from inhabited area and if
this distance is left, the lease becomes non minable. Considering above facts, committee
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after deliberation recommends that this case cannot be considered for grant EC and file
may be sent to SEIAA for onward necessary action.

10.Case No 8833/2021 M/s Maa Narbada Crusher, Proprietor, Village - Sondul, Tehsil

- Manawar, Dist. Dhar, MP Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an
area of 2.90 ha. (8858 Cum per annum) (Khasra No. 46/1 Peki), Village - Sondul,
Tehsil - Manawar, Dist. Dhar (MP) Consultant Shri Amit Saxena Apex Mintech
Udaypur (Rj.)

This 1s case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 46/1 Peki), Village - Sondul, Tehsil - Manawar,
Dist. Dhar (MP) 2.90 Ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

The case was scheduled for the presentation in 534" SEAC meeting dated 15/12/2021 but
neither the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representative was present to explain the query
which might be raised or to make any commitment which may be desired by the
committee during the deliberation. Committee decided to call the PP in subsequent
meetings.

The case was presented by Consultant Shri Amit Saxena on behalf of PP. During
presentation, PP showed various documents such as lease sanction order, Gram Sabha,
DFO NOC, Tehsildar Certificate, MO Certificate, Approved Mine Plan, Khasra
Panchshala, P-II, DSR, EMP & PFR for appraisal of project before the committee. It was
observed by Committee that as per Collector Office (Ekle Praman-patra) letter No. 3117
dated 11/11/2021 has reported that there are 03 more mines operating or proposed within
500 meters around the said mine with total area of 10.9 ha. including this mine.

Being it’s a case Stone Quarry with total area of 10.90 ha. as per Google image based on
online KML file uploaded by PP it was observed that the allotted lease area is already
mined out without obtaining EC hence, indicates violation of EIA Notification, 2006.
Committee after deliberation recommends that under above circumstances where
proposed lease area is already mined out this case cannot be considered for grant of EC
and case file may be sent to SEIAA for onward necessary action.
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DISCUSSION BASED ON QUERY REPLY SUBMITTED BY PP/ PENDING

SINCE LONG

11.Case No 7944/2020 Shri Dilip Koushal S/o Shri Lekhram Koushal, Ward No. 5,

Gomukh Road, Khirkiva, Dist. Harda Prior Environment Clearance for Stone
Quarry in an area of 1.547 ha. (11,878 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 555/1),
Village - Choukadi, Tehsil - Khirkiyva, Dist. Harda (MP).EIA Consultant: M/s.
Aseries Envirotek India Pvt. Ltd. Noida U.P.

This is case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 555/1), Village - Choukadi, Tehsil - Khirkiya,
Dist. Harda (MP) 1.547 ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office letter no. 129 dated: 23/5/2020
has reported that there are 05 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine with total area of 18.097 ha., including this mine.

Earlier this case was scheduled for presentation and discussion in 469"™ SEAC dated
17/12/2020 wherein ToR was recommended.

PP and their consultant presented the EIA before the committee in the 504™ SEAC
meeting dated 23.07.2021 and after presentation committee asked PP to submit
response on following issues including irrelevant/misleading information provided in
From-II.

PP vide their letter dated 07/08/2021 submitted query reply hard copy as well as on
Ministry’s Parivesh Portal. The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were
found to be satisfactory and acceptable, hence committee decided to recommend the
case for grant of prior EC (in the 51 1™ SEAC meeting dated 26/08/2021) .

1. Production as per approved mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Stone
11,878 cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs. 16.075 Lakh
as capital and Rs. 4.70 Lakh/year as recurring has proposed by PP.
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3. As proposed, a minimum of 1066 trees /year shall be planted within three years in
barrier zone, evacuation road, and village through local DFO or Gram Panchayat
etc. as per the submitted plantation scheme.

4. All plantation in village shall be uploaded on “Vayudoot app” under Govt. of
Madhya Pradesh “ANKUR YOJNA” by registering individual villagers .

The case was discussed in 685" Meeting of SEIAA dated 14/9/21 hence case along with
technical file sent to SEAC for re-appraisal on following shortcomings.

e All issues raised during the public hearing should be checked properly in respect
of all three sanctioned lease (Case no. 7945 and 7946) included in the cluster
have to be clubbed & replied together, and address in EC condition.

¢ In such case details of mine owned or being operated by the same owner should
be collected and compliance to EC/MPPCB consent conditions shall be
reviewed.

e Details of Land ownership/agreement and consent with private land owner shall
also be reviewed.

In the SEAC 522™ meeting dated 27.10.2021 the case was scheduled for PP reply
w.r.t. concern raised by SEIAA in the 685" Meeting dated 14/9/21. The matter was
discussed wherein PP submitted that following points are as :

e Issues Raised by local villagers during the public hearing should be checked

properly and shall be addressed under EC Conditions. PP replied, issues raised
by local villagers during the public hearing are checked properly and addressed
in EIA/EMP reports (Refer to page no. 116 to 122 of EIA report) and PH was
conducted separately by Regional Office, MPPCB on same day at different
time, that’s why we had considered separate public hearing proceeding for each
case. PH Minutes also attached as Annexure-1.

e In such cases details of mines owned or being operated by the same owner
should be collected and compliance shall also be reviewed. Same owner has one
more operational mine.

PP replied that the compliance of EC conditions (case no. 3438) has already
been submitted by PP. (Annexure-2)

e Details of Land ownership/agreement and consent with private land owner shall
also be reviewed. PP replied that PP has the land ownership of this mine
(Khasra no. 555/1) Khasra Panchshala is attached .
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Hence the committee after deliberations decided to stand by its earlier
recommendation made in 511" SEAC meeting dated 26-08-21.

The case was discussed in 693th SEIAA meeting dated 25/11/2021 and case file sent to
SEAC for re-appraisal.

In the SEAC 538" meeting dated 06.01.2022 the case was scheduled for query
presentation in the light of case send to SEAC for re-appraisal by SEIAA in 693™
meeting dated 25-11-21. The reply was presented Env. Consultant Shri Amar Singh
Yadav from M/s. Aseries Envirotech India Pvt. Ltd. Lucknow, U.P on behalf of PP.
During presentation committee observed that in the online Form-II and other
submissions in the EIA report have not correctly matched with the mentioned
points/information.

In this meeting the case was again scheduled for query reply presentation wherein PP
submitted following points:
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Case send to SEAC for re-appraisal in 693 SEIAA meeting dated 25-11-21. Letter
no. 2620-21/SETAA/21 dated 17-12-21 along with technical file to SEAC.

This is a new lease sanctioned vide letter no. Issued vide letter no. Issued vide
letter no. 2464/ Mineral/s.no. 3/2018-19, Harda Dated: 28.02.2019, bearing
Khasra no. 555/1 of 1.547 ha.

However, 01 other mine is in existence of same PP (Shri Dilip Koushal) under
operation since 2015 in which EC Letter is 1ssued by SEIAA
LetterNo.7917/SEIAA/2015. This mine is not going to expand its lease area or
not going to increase the production.

Also, 01 other mine (Case. No. 7945) is new and has been applied for obtaining
EC from SEIAA.

As per EIA notification 2006, “Expansion and modernization of existing projects
or activities listed in the Schedule to this notification with addition of capacity
beyond the limits specified for the concerned sector, that is, projects or activities
which cross the threshold limits given in the Schedule, after expansion or
modernization”. Thus both mines are separate projects and in this condition the
new mine should not be considered as a case of an expansion of old mine.
Compliance report of existing mine has been updated in MPSEIA web Site.



Hence, the committee after discussion deliberated that this case should not be treated as a

case of expansion and committee stand by earlier recommendation made in the 51 1®

SEAC meeting dated 26/08/2021.

12.Case No 7945/2020 Shri Dilip Koushal S/o Shri Lekhram Koushal, Ward No. 5,

Gomukh Road, Khirkiya, Dist. Harda, MP - 461331 Prior Environment Clearance
for Stone Quarry in an area of 1.558 ha. (11.878 cum per annum) (Khasra No.
555/3), Village - Choukadi, Tehsil - Khirkiya, Dist. Harda (MP).EIA Consultant:
M/s. Aseries Envirotek India Pvt. Ltd. Noida U.P.

This is case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 555/3), Village - Choukadi, Tehsil - Khirkiya,
Dist. Harda (MP) 1.558 ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office letter no. 130 dated: 23/5/2020
has reported that there are 05 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine with total area of 18.102 ha., including this mine.

Earlier this case was scheduled for presentation and discussion in 469"SEAC dated
17/12/2020 wherein ToR was recommended.

PP and their consultant presented the EIA before the committee in the 504™ SEAC
meeting dated 23.07.2021. After presentation committee asked PP to submit response
on following issues including irrelevant/misleading information provided in From-II, .

PP vide their letter dated 07/08/2021 submitted query reply hard copy as well as on
Ministry’s Parivesh Portal. The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were found
to be satisfactory and acceptable, hence committee decided to recommend the case for

grant of prior EC (in the 511" SEAC meeting dated 26/08/2021) subject to the
following special conditions in addition to the standard conditions at annexure ‘A’:

1. Production as per approved mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Stone
11,878 cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs. 16.034 Lakh
as capital and Rs. 4.66 Lakh/year as recurring has proposed by PP.
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3. As proposed, a minimum of 1000 trees /year shall be planted within three years in
barrier zone, evacuation road, and village through local DFO or Gram Panchayat
etc. as per the submitted plantation scheme.

4. All plantation in village shall be uploaded on “Vayudoot app” under Govt. of
Madhya Pradesh “ANKUR YOJNA” by registering individual villagers .

The case was discussed in 685" Meeting of SEIAA dated 14/9/21 hence case along with
technical file sent to SEAC for re-appraisal on following shortcomings.

e The Khasra number and Name of PP in the attached Quality Test Report (Air,
Water, Soil and Noise) is different than that of the proposed mine as part of EIA
report prepared and submitted by the consultant authorizes by PP.

e All issues raised during the public hearing should be checked properly in respect
of all three sanctioned lease (Case no. 7944 and 7946) included in the cluster
have to be clubbed & replied together, and address in EC condition.

¢ In such case details of mine owned or being operated by the same owner should
be collected and compliance to EC/MPPCB consent conditions shall be
reviewed.

e Details of Land ownership/agreement and consent with private land owner shall
also be reviewed context to above it is decided to send the case along with
technical file to SEAC for re-appraisal.

In the 522™ SEAC meeting dated 27-10-21 the case was scheduled for query reply
presentation w.r.t. concern raised by SEIAA in the 685" Meeting dated 14/9/21. The
matter was discussed wherein PP submitted points-wise query reply.

Hence the committee after deliberations decided to stand by its earlier
recommendation made in 511™ SEAC meeting dated 26-08-21.

The case was discussed in 693th SEIAA meeting dated 25/11/2021 the case along with
technical file sent to SEAC for re-appraisal.

In the SEAC 538" meeting dated 06.01.2022 the case was scheduled for query
presentation in the light of case send to SEAC for re-appraisal by SEIAA in 693™
meeting dated 25-11-21. The reply was presented Env. Consultant Shri Amar Singh
Yadav from M/s. Aseries Envirotech India Pvt. Ltd. Lucknow, U.P on behalf of PP.
During presentation committee observed that in the online Form-II and other
submissions in the EIA report have not correctly matched with the mentioned
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points/information. During presentation committee observed that in the online Form-II
and other submissions in the EIA report have not correctly matched with the mentioned
points/information.

In this meeting the case was again scheduled for query reply presentation wherein PP
submitted following points:

e C(Case send to SEAC for re-appraisal in 693 SEIAA meeting dated 25-11-21. Letter
no. 2610-11/SETAA/21 dated 17-12-21 along with technical file to SEAC - for re-
appraisal.

e This is a new lease sanctioned vide letter no. Issued vide letter no. Issued vide
letter no. 2466/ Mineral/s.no. 2/2018-19, Harda Dated: 28.02.2019, bearing
Khasra no. 555/3 of 1.558 ha.

e However, 01 other mine which is in existence is of same PP is under operation
since 2015 in which EC Letter was issued by SEIAA vide Letter No.
7917/SETAA/2015. This mine is not going to expand its lease area or not going to
increase the production.

e Also, 01 other mine (Case no. 7944) is new and has been applied in SEIAA in
obtaining for EC (Under process).

e As per EIA notification 2006, “Expansion and modernization of existing projects
or activities listed in the Schedule to this notification with addition of capacity
beyond the limits specified for the concerned sector, that is, projects or activities
which cross the threshold limits given in the Schedule, after expansion or
modernization”.

e Thus both mines are separate projects and in this condition the new mine should
not be considered as a case of an expansion of old mine.

e Compliance report of existing mine has been updated in MPSEIA web Site.

Hence, the committee after discussion deliberated that this case should not be treated as a
case of expansion and committee stand by earlier recommendation made in the 51 1®

SEAC meeting dated 26/08/2021.

13.Case No 7946/2020 Shri Malkhan Singh S/o Shri Sangram Singh, R/o Gambhir
Road, Khedipura, Tehsil - Khirkiva, Dist. Harda, MP - 461441 Prior Environment
Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area of 3.0 ha. (22,148 cum per annum) (Khasra
No. 509), Village - Choukadi, Tehsil - Khirkiva, Dist. Harda (MP). EIA
Consultant: M/s. Aseries Envirotek India Pvt. Ltd. Noida U.P.
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This is case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 509), Village - Choukadi, Tehsil - Khirkiya,
Dist. Harda (MP) 3.0 ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

PP has submitted a copy of approved Mining Plan, DSR report, information in the
lease’s within 500 meters radius around the site and other requisite information in the
prescribed format duly verified in the Collector Office letter no. 1121 dated: 06/10/2020
has reported that there are 04 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters
around the said mine with total area of 13.997 ha., including this mine.

Earlier this case was scheduled for presentation and discussion in 469™ SEAC dated
17/12/2020 wherein ToR was recommended.

PP and their consultant presented the EIA before the committee in the 504™ SEAC
meeting dated 23.07.2021. After presentation committee asked PP to submit response
on following issues including irrelevant/misleading information provided in From-II.

PP vide their letter dated 06/08/2021 submitted query reply hard copy as well as on
Ministry’s Parivesh Portal. The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were found
to be satisfactory and acceptable, hence committee decided to recommend the case for
grant of prior EC (in the 51 1" SEAC meeting dated 26/08/2021).

1. Production as per approved mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Stone
22,148 cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs. 12.55 Lakh as
capital and Rs. 5.55 Lakh/year as recurring has proposed by PP.

3. As proposed, a minimum of 1200 trees /year shall be planted within three years in
barrier zone, evacuation road, and village through local DFO or Gram Panchayat
etc. as per the submitted plantation scheme.

4. All plantation in village shall be uploaded on “Vayudoot app” under Govt. of
Madhya Pradesh “ANKUR YOJNA” by registering individual villagers .

The case was discussed in 685" Meeting of SEIAA dated 14/9/21 hence case along with
technical file sent to SEAC for re-appraisal on following shortcomings.
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e The Khasra number and Name of PP in the attached Quality Test Report (Air,
Water, Soil and Noise) is different than that of proposed mine as part of EIA
report prepared and submitted by the consultant authorizes by PP.

e All issues raised during the public hearing should be checked properly in respect
of all three sanctioned lease (Case no. 7944 and 7945) included in the cluster
have to be clubbed & replied together and address in EC condition.

¢ In such case details of mine owned or being operated by the same owner should
be collected and compliance to EC/MPPCB consent conditions shall be
reviewed.

e Details of Land ownership/agreement and consent with private land owner shall
also be reviewed.

In this meeting SEAC 522 dated 27.10.21 the case was scheduled for PP reply w.r.t.
concern raised by SEIAA in the 685™ Meeting dated 14/9/21.

Hence the committee after deliberations decided to stand by its earlier
recommendation made in 511" SEAC meeting dated 26-08-21.

The case was discussed in 693th SEIAA meeting dated 25/11/2021 and case along
with technical file to SEAC for re-appraisal.

In the SEAC 538" meeting dated 06.07.2022 the case was scheduled for query
presentation in the light of case send to SEAC for re-appraisal by SEIAA in 693"
meeting dated 25-11-21. During presentation committee observed that in the online
Form-II and other submissions in the EIA report have not correctly matched with the
mentioned points/information. During presentation committee observed that in the
online Form-II and other submissions in the EIA report have not correctly matched with
the mentioned points/information.

In this meeting the case was again scheduled for query reply presentation wherein PP
submitted following points:

e Letter no. 2618-19/SEIAA/21 dated 17-12-21 along with technical file to SEAC.
e This is a new lease sanctioned vide letter no. 5933/ Mineral/s.no. 2/2020, Bhopal
Dated: 04.07.2020, bearing Khasra no. 509 Part of 3.00ha.

e However, other mine which is in existence is of same PP and under operation
since 2015 for which EC Letter Issued by SEIAA Letter No. 7911/SEIAA/2015,
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Dated 19.11.2015. This mine is not going to expand its lease area or not going to
increase the production.

e As per EIA notification 2006, “Expansion and modernization of existing projects
or activities listed in the Schedule to this notification with addition of capacity
beyond the limits specified for the concerned sector, that is, projects or activities
which cross the threshold limits given in the Schedule, after expansion or
modernization”.

e Thus both mines are separate projects and in this condition the new mine should
not be considered as a case of an expansion of old mine.
e Compliance report of existing mine has been updated in MPSEIAA web Site.

Hence, the committee after discussion deliberated that this case should not be treated as a
case of expansion and committee stand by earlier recommendation made in the 51 1®
SEAC meeting dated 26/08/2021.

14. Case No 8748/2021 Shri Naresh Dhakad S/o Shri Girvarlal Dhakad, 145, M.S.
Road, Infront of Block Office, Ward No. 02, Tehsil - Joura, Dist. Morena, MP -
476221 Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area of 2.0 ha. (Gitti
- 10000 cum per annum, Khanda - 3037 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 2667),
Village - Parsota, Tehsil - Joura, Dist. Morena (MP)

This is case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 2667), Village - Parsota, Tehsil - Joura, Dist.
Morena (MP) 2.0 Ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

The case was presented by Ram Milan Pathak on behalf of PP in the 525" SEAC
meeting dated 10-11-21. During presentation, PP showed various documents such as
lease sanction order, Gram Sabha, DFO NOC, Tehsildar Certificate, MO Certificate,
Approved Mine Plan, Khasra Panchshala, P-II, DSR, EMP & PFR for appraisal of
project before the committee. It was observed by Committee that as per Collector
Office letter No. 894 dated 19.07.2021 has reported that there is 01 more mines
operating or proposed within 500 meters around the said mine with total area of 5.0 ha.,
including this mine. As per Google image based on online KML file uploaded by PP,
around 500 meters following sensitive features were observed of the lease area:
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Sensitive Approximate Direction | Remarks
Features aerial distance

from the lease

area in meters
Canal 290 North Provision of Garland drain &

settling tanks.

Human 800 SW Controlled blasting with
settlement 820 E arrangements of sand bags and
f three rows of Plantation towards
[ road side..
cSeasonal 90 South —East | Provision of Garland drain &
r Drain settling tanks.

presentation the committee asked to submit following details:

o Legible copy of DSR.

o Revised Plantation scheme as suggested by committee with proposal for
sowing of Safed Castor and Neem seeds along the barrier zone.
o Propose at least plantation of 50 medicinal plants in the Medicinal plant

garden (viz. shrubs, creepers or any other locally available species) as
suggested by committee.
o Revised EMP & CER as suggested by committee.

PP has submitted the response of above quarries same date vide letter dated
10.11.2021, which was placed before the committee and the same found satisfactory.
The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were found to be satisfactory and
acceptable, hence committee after deliberation found that The EMS and other
submissions made by the PP were found to be satisfactory and acceptable, hence
committee decided to recommend the case for grant of prior EC subject to the
following special conditions in addition to the standard conditions at annexure ‘A’:

1. Production shall be as per mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Stone (Gitti

and Khanda) — 12,667 cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs.16.22 Lakh as
capital and Rs. 04.79 Lakh/year.
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15.

3. As proposed, a minimum of 2400 trees shall be planted as per the submitted
plantation scheme and under CSR Rs. 01.02 Lakh/years is proposed.

Vide SEIAA’s letter no. 2981/SEIAA/21 dated 04.02.2022, enclosing an e-mail
received from PP was sent to SEAC, wherein PP has addressed SEIAA query regarding
detailed environment management plan (EMP) by NABET approved consultant within
30 days to this office.

Hence, this case was scheduled for presentation wherein it was observed PP has
submitted detailed environment management plan (EMP) approved by NABET
consultant along with incorporating suggestion given by residents within 500 m . The
committee after discussion deliberated that PP has submitted desired document by
SEIAA hence stand by earlier recommendation made in the 525" SEAC meeting dated
10/11/2021.

Case No 8747/2021 Shri Subhash Dhakad S/o Shri Naresh Dhakad, Ward No. 02,
M.S. Road, Infront of Joura Block, Tehsil - Joura, Dist. Morena, MP - 476221
Prior Environment Clearance for Stone Quarry in an area of 3.0 ha. (Gitti - 10104
cum per annum, Khanda - 2694 cum per annum) (Khasra No. 3016, 3022), Village
- Parsota, Tehsil - Joura, Dist. Morena (MP)

This is case of Stone Quarry. The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal. The proposed site (Khasra No. 3016, 3022), Village - Parsota, Tehsil - Joura,
Dist. Morena (MP) 3.0 Ha. The project requires prior EC before commencement of any
activity at site.

The case was presented by Ram Milan Pathak on behalf of PP. During presentation, PP
showed various documents such as lease sanction order, Gram Sabha, DFO NOC,
Tehsildar Certificate, MO Certificate, Approved Mine Plan, Khasra Panchshala, P-I1,
DSR, EMP & PFR for appraisal of project before the committee. It was observed by
Committee that as per Collector Office letter No. 895 dated 1907.2021 has reported that
there is 01 more mines operating or proposed within 500 meters around the said mine
with total area of 5.0 ha., including this mine. As per Google image based on online
KML file uploaded by PP, it was observed that the a pit is in existence within the lease
for which PP submitted that it’s an old pit which is shown in the surface map attached
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with the mine plan approved by the competent authority. Around 500 meters following

sensitive features were observed of the lease area:

Sensitive Approximate Direction | Remarks
Features aerial distance

from the lease

area in meters
Canal 320 North Provision of Garland drain &

settling tanks.

A
fHuman 275 SW Controlled blasting with
settlement arrangements of sand bags and three
[ rows of Plantation towards road
c side..
r

presentation the committee asked to submit following details:

o Legible copy of DSR.

o Revised Plantation scheme as suggested by committee with proposal for
sowing of Safed Castor and Neem seeds along the barrier zone.
o Propose at least plantation of 50 medicinal plants in the Medicinal plant

garden (viz. shrubs, creepers or any other locally available species) as
suggested by committee.
o Revised EMP & CER as suggested by committee.

PP has submitted the response of above quarries same date vide letter dated
10.11.2021, which was placed before the committee and the same found satisfactory.
The EMP and other submissions made by the PP were found to be satisfactory and
acceptable, hence committee after deliberation found that The EMS and other
submissions made by the PP were found to be satisfactory and acceptable, hence
committee decided to recommend the case for grant of prior EC subject to the
following special conditions in addition to the standard conditions at annexure ‘A’:

1. Production shall be as per mine plan with quantity not exceeding for Stone (Gitti —
& Khanda) — 12,798 cum per annum.

2. A budgetary provision for Environmental management Plan of Rs.16.95 Lakh as
capital and Rs. 05.72 Lakh/year.
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3. As proposed, a minimum of 3600 trees shall be planted as per the submitted
plantation scheme and under CSR Rs. 0.975 Lakh/years is proposed.

Vide SEIAA’s letter no. 2982/SEIAA/21 dated 04.02.2022, enclosing an e-mail
received from PP was sent to SEAC, wherein PP has addressed SEIAA query regarding
detailed environment management plan (EMP) by NABET approved consultant within
30 days to this office.

Hence, this case was scheduled for presentation wherein it was observed PP has
submitted detailed environment management plan (EMP) approved by NABET
consultant along with incorporating suggestion given by residents within 500 m . The
committee after discussion deliberated that PP has submitted desired document by
SEIAA hence stand by earlier recommendation made in the 525" SEAC meeting dated

10/11/2021.
(A. A. Mishra) (Dr. Praveen Chandra Dubey)
Secretary Chairman
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Following standard conditions shall be applicable for the mining projects of minor mineral in addition to the specific

conditions and cases appraised for grant of TOR:

Annexure- ‘A’

Standard conditions applicable to Stone/Murrum and Soil quarries:

1.

hd

— \O

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Mining should be carried out as per the submitted land use plan and approved mine plan. The regulations of danger zone
(500 meters) prescribed by Directorate General of Mines safety shall also be complied compulsorily and necessary
measures should be taken to minimize the impact on environment.

The lease boundary should be clearly demarcated at site with the given co-ordinates by pillars and fenced from all
around the site. Necessary safety signage & caution boards shall be displayed at mine site.

Arrangements for overhead sprinklers with solar pumps / water tankers should be provided for dust suppression at the
exit of the lease area and fixed types sprinklers on the evacuation road. PP should maintain a log book wherein daily
details of water sprinkling and vehicle movement are recorded.

Transportation of material shall only be done in covered & PUC certified vehicles with required moisture to avoid
fugitive emissions. Transportation of minerals shall not be carried out through forest area without permissions from the
competent authority.

Mineral evacuation road shall be made pucca (WBM/black top) by PP.

Necessary consents shall be obtained from MPPCB and the air/water pollution control measures have to be installed as
per the recommendation of MPPCB.

Crusher with inbuilt APCD & water sprinkling system shall be installed minimum 100 meters away from the road and
500 meters away from the habitations only after the permissions of MP Pollution Control Board with atleast 04 meters
high wind breaking wall of suitable material to avoid fugitive emissions.

Working height of the loading machines shall be compatible with bench configuration.

Slurry Mixed Explosive (SME) shall be used instead of solid cartridge.

The OB shall be reutilized for maintenance of road. PP shall bound to compliance the final closure plan as approved by
the IBM.

Appropriate activities shall be taken up for social up-liftment of the area. Funds reserved towards the same shall be
utilized through Gram Panchayat/competent authority.

Six monthly occupational health surveys of workers shall be carryout and all the workers shall be provided with
necessary PPE’s. Mandatory facilities such as Rest Shelters, First Aid, Proper Fire Fighting Equipments and Toilets
(separate for male & female) shall also be provided for all the mine workers and other staff. Mine’s site office, rest
shelters etc shall be illuminated and ventilated through solar lights.

A separate bank account should be maintained for all the expenses made in the EMP and CER activities by PP for
financial accountability and these details should be provided in Annual Environmental Statement. In case the allocated
EMP budget for mitigative measures to control the pollution is not utilized fully, the reason of under utilization of
budgetary provisions for EMP should be addressed in annual return.

To avoid vibration, no overcharging shall be carried out during blasting and muffle blasting shall be adopted. Blasting
shall be carried out through certified blaster only and no explosive will be stored at mine site without permission from
the competent authority.

Mine water should not be discharged from the lease and be used for sprinkling & plantations. For surface runoff and
storm water garland drains and settling tanks (SS pattern) of suitable sizes shall be provided.

All garland drains shall be connected to settling tanks through settling pits and settled water shall be used for dust
suppression, green belt development and beneficiation plant. Regular de-silting of drains and pits should be carried out.
PP shall be responsible for discrepancy (if any) in the submissions made by the PP to SEAC & SEIAA.

The amount towards reclamation of the pit and land in MLA shall be carried out through the mining department. The
appropriate amount as estimated for the activity by mining department has to be deposited with the Collector to take up
the activity after the mine is exhausted.

NOC of Gram Panchayat should be obtained for the water requirement and forest department before uprooting any trees
in the lease area. PP shall take Socio-economic activities in the region through the ‘Gram Panchayat’.

The leases which are falling <250 meters of the forest area and PP has obtained approval for the Divisional Level
Commissioner committee, all the conditions stipulated by Divisional Level Commissioner committee shall be fulfilled
by the PP.
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

The validity of the EC shall be as per the provisions of EIA Notification subject to the following: Expansion or
modernization in the project, entailing capacity addition with change in process and or technology and any change in
product - mix in proposed mining unit shall require a fresh Environment Clearance.
If it being a case of Temporary Permit (TP), the validity of EC should be only up to the validity of TP and PP has to
ensure the execution of closure plan.
All the mines where production is > 50,000 cum/year, PP shall develop its own website to display various mining related
activities proposed in EMP & CER along with budgetary allocations. All the six monthly progress report shall also be
uploads on this website along with MOEF&CC & SEIAA, MP with relevant photographs of various activities such as
garland drains, settling tanks, plantation, water sprinkling arrangements, transportation & haul road etc. PP or Mine
Manager shall be made responsible for its maintenance & regular updation.
All the soil queries, the maximum permitted depth shall not exceed 02 meters below general ground level & other
provisions laid down in MoEF&CC OM No. L-11011/47/2011-IA.II(M) dated 24/06/2013.
The mining lease holders shall after ceasing mining operation, undertake re-grassing the mining area and any other area
which may have been disturbed due to their mining activities and restore the land to a condition which is fit for growth of
fodder, flora , fauna etc. Moreover, a separate budget in EMP & CER shall maintained for development and maintenance
of grazing land as per the latest O.M, of MoEF&CC issued vide letter F.No. 22-34/2018-1A. 111, dated 16/01/2020.
The project proponent shall follow the mitigation measures provided in MoEF&CCs Office Memorandum No. Z-
11013/57/2014-1A. 11 (M) dated 29th October 2014, titled “Impact of mining activities on Habitations-issues related to
the mining Projects wherein Habitations and villages are the part of mine lease areas or Habitations and villages are
surrounded by the mine lease area”.
Any change in the correspondence address shall be duly intimated to all the regulatory authority within 30 days of such
change.
Authorization (if required) under Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules,
2016 should be obtained by the PP if required.
A display board with following details of the project is mandatory at the entry to the mine.

a. Lease owner’s Name, Contact details etc.

b. Mining Lease area of the project (in ha.)

c. Production capacity of the project.
Dense plantation/ wood lot shall be carryout in the 7.5 meters periphery/barrier zone of the lease through concern CCF
(social forestry) or concerned DFO or any other suitable agency and on mineral evacuation road & common area in the
village through any suitable Govt. agency (such as Van Vikas Nigam / Van Samiti under monitoring and guidance of
Forest Range officer with work permission from DFO concerned / Gram Panchayat / Agricultural department or any
other suitable agency having adequate expertise as per the budgetary allocations made in the EMP.
Entire plantation proposed in barrier zone of lease area shall be carried out in the first year itself as per submitted
plantation scheme and along the fencing seed sowing of Neem, Babool, Safed Castor etc shall also be carried out.
Top soil shall be simultaneously used for the plantation within the lease area and no OB/dump shall be stacked outside
the lease area. PP should take-up entire plantation activity within initial three years of mining operations and shall
maintain them for entire mine life including casualty replacement. PP should also maintain a log book containing annual
details of tree plantation and causality replacement and to take adequate precautions so as not to cause any damage to the
flora and fauna during mining operations. PP shall explore the possibility for plantation in adjoining forest land in
consultation with concerned DFO and commensurate budget shall be transferred for plantation to DFO.
Local palatable mixture of annual and perennial grass and fodder tree species shall be planted for grassland/fodder
development on degraded forest land through forest department or on other community land available for grassland and
fodder development through Gram Panchayat in concerned village and handed over to Gram Panchayat after lease
period.
During initial three years before onset of monsoon season, minimum 100 saplings or maximum as per submitted
plantation scheme and subsequently approved by the SEAC of fodder / native fruit bearing species shall be distributed in
nearby villagers to promote plantation and shall be procured from social forestry nursery/ Government Horticulture
nursery. This activity shall be carried out under Govt. of Madhya Pradesh “ANKUR YOJNA” by registering individual
villagers on “Vayudoot app”. Where ever Aushadhi Vatika (Medicinal Garden) is proposed by PP, a minimum of 50
saplings be planted considering 80% survival with proper protection measures in School or Aganwadi premises.
Adequate provisions of water for irrigating plantation shall be made by PP.
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36.

Activates proposed under CER should be based upon outcome of public hearing in category for B-1 projects. However in
case of B-2 projects, CER shall be proposed based upon local need assessment and Gram Panchayat Annual Action Plan.

Annexure- ‘B’
Standard conditions applicable for the Sand Mine Quarries*

1.

11.
12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

17.

18.

District Authority should annually record the deposition of sand in the lease area (at an interval of 100 meters for leases
10 ha or > 10.00 ha and at an interval of 50 meters for leases < 10 ha.) before monsoon & in the last week of September
and maintain the records in RL (Reduce Level) Measurement Book. Accordingly authority shall allow lease holder to
excavate only the replenished quantity of sand in the subsequent year.

The lease boundary should be clearly demarcated at site with the given co-ordinates by pillars. Necessary safety signage
& caution boards shall be displayed at mine site.

Arrangements for overhead sprinklers with solar pumps / water tankers should be provided for dust suppression at the
exit of the lease area and fixed types sprinklers on the evacuation road. PP should maintain a log book wherein daily
details of water sprinkling and vehicle movement are recorded.

Only registered vehicles/tractor trolleys with GPS which are having the necessary registration and permission for the
aforesaid purpose under the Motor Vehicle Act and also insurance coverage for the same shall alone be used for said
purpose.

Transportation of material shall only be done in covered & PUC certified vehicles with required moisture to avoid
fugitive emissions. Transportation of minerals shall not be carried out through forest area without permissions from the
competent authority.

Mineral evacuation road shall be made Pucca (WBM/black top) by PP.

Sand and gravel shall not be extracted up to a distance of 1 kilometer (1Km) from major bridges and highways on both
sides, or five times (5x) of the span (x) of a bridge/public civil structure (including water intake points) on up-stream side
and ten times (10x) the span of such bridge on down-stream side, subjected to a minimum of 250 meters on the
upstream side and 500 meters on the downstream side.

Mining depth should be restricted to 3 meters or water level, whichever is less and distance from the bank should be 1/4"
or river width and should not be less than 7.5 meters. No in-stream mining is allowed. Established water conveyance
channels should not be relocated, straightened, or modified.

Demarcation of mining area with pillars and geo-referencing should be done prior to the start of mining.

PP shall carry out independent environmental audit atleast once in a year by reputed third party entity and report of such
audit be placed on public domain.

No Mining shall be carried out during Monsoon season.

The mining shall be carried out strictly as per the approved mine plan and in accordance with the Sustainable Sand
Mining Management Guidelines, 2016 and Enforcement & Monitoring Guidelines for Sand Mining, 2020 issued by the
MOoEF&CC ensuring that the annual replenishment of sand in the mining lease area is sufficient to sustain the mining
operations at levels prescribed in the mining plan.

If the stream is dry, the excavation must not proceed beyond the lowest undisturbed elevation of the stream bottom,
which is a function of local hydraulics, hydrology, and geomorphology.

After mining is complete, the edge of the pit should be graded to a 2.5:1 slope in the direction of the flow.

Necessary consents shall be obtained from MPPCB and the air/water pollution control measures have to be installed as
per the recommendation of MPPCB.

Appropriate activities shall be taken up for social up-liftment of the area. Funds reserved towards the same shall be
utilized through Gram Panchayat/competent authority.

Six monthly occupational health surveys of workers shall be carryout and all the workers shall be provided with
necessary PPE’s. Mandatory facilities such as Rest Shelters, First Aid, Proper Fire Fighting Equipments and Toilets
(separate for male & female) shall also be provided for all the mine workers and other staff. Mine’s site office, rest
shelters etc shall be illuminated and ventilated through solar lights. All these facilities such as rest shelters, site office etc.
Shall be removed from site after the expiry of the lease period.

A separate budget in EMP & CER shall maintained for development and maintenance of grazing land as per the latest
O.M, of MoEF&CC issued vide letter F.No. 22-34/2018-IA. I11, dated 16/01/2020 and these details should be provided
in Annual Environmental Statement.
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19.
20.
21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

In case the allocated EMP budget for mitigative measures to control the pollution is not utilized fully, the reason of under
utilization of budgetary provisions for EMP should be addressed in annual return.
PP shall be responsible for discrepancy (if any) in the submissions made by the PP to SEAC & SEIAA.
The amount towards reclamation of the pit and land in MLA shall be carried out through the mining department. The
appropriate amount as estimated for the activity by mining department has to be deposited with the Collector to take up
the activity after the mine is exhausted.
NOC of Gram Panchayat should be obtained for the water requirement and forest department before uprooting any trees
in the lease area.
The leases which are falling <250 meters of the forest area and PP has obtained approval for the Divisional Level
Commissioner committee, all the conditions stipulated by Divisional Level Commissioner committee shall be fulfilled
by the PP.
The validity of the EC shall be as per the provisions of EIA Notification subject to the following: Expansion or
modernization in the project, entailing capacity addition with change in process and or technology and any change in
product - mix in proposed mining unit shall require a fresh Environment Clearance.
If it being a case of Temporary Permit (TP), the validity of EC should be only up to the validity of TP and PP has to
ensure the execution of closure plan.
A separate budget in EMP & CER shall maintained for development and maintenance of grazing land as per the latest
O.M dated 16/01/2020.
The project proponent shall follow the mitigation measures provided in MoEFCCs Office Memorandum No. Z-
11013/57/2014-1A. 11 (M) dated 29th October 2014, titled “Impact of mining activities on Habitations-issues related to
the mining Projects wherein Habitations and villages are the part of mine lease areas or Habitations and villages are
surrounded by the mine lease area”.
Any change in the correspondence address shall be duly intimated to all the regulatory authority within 30 days of such
change.
A display board with following details of the project is mandatory at the entry to the mine.

a. Lease owner’s Name, Contact details etc.

b. Mining Lease area of the project (in ha.)

c. Production capacity of the project.
Following conditions must be implemented by PP in case of sand mining as per NGT (CZ) order dated 19/10/2020 in
OA NO. 66/2020 and SEIAA’s instruction vide letter No. 5084 dated 09/12/2020.

1 The Licensee must use minimum number of poclains and it should not be more than two in the project site.

il. The District Administration should assess the site for Environmental impact at the end of first year to permit
the continuation of the operation.

iil. The ultimate working depth shall be 01 m from the present natural river bed level and the thickness of the
sand available shall be more than 03 m the proposed quarry site.

iv. The sand quarrying shall not be carried out blow the ground water table under any circumstances. In case,
the ground water table occurs within the permitted depth at 01 meter, quarrying operation shall be stopped
immediately.

V. The sand mining should not disturb in any way the turbidity, velocity and flow pattern of the river water.

Vi. The mining activity shall be monitored by the Taluk level Force once in a month by conducting physical
verification.

Vii. After closure of the mining, the licensee shall immediately remove all the sheds put up in the quarry and all

the equipments used for operation of sand quarry. The roads/pathways shall be leveled to let the river
resume its normal course without any artificial obstruction to the extent possible.

viii. The mined out pits to be backfilled where warranted and area should be suitable landscaped to prevent
environmental degradation.
iX. PP shall adhere to the norms regarding extent and depth of quarry as per approved mining plan. The

boundary of the quarry shall be properly demarcated by PP.

Species such as Khus Slips and Nagar Motha shall be planted on the river banks for bank stabilization and to check soil
erosion while on mineral evacuation road & common area in the village through any suitable Govt. agency (such as Van
Vikas Nigam / Van Samiti under monitoring and guidance of Forest Range officer with work permission from DFO
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32.

33.

34.

35.
36.

concerned / Gram Panchayat / Agricultural department or any other suitable agency having adequate expertise as per the
budgetary allocations made in the EMP.

Top soil shall be simultaneously used for the plantation within the lease area and no OB/dump shall be stacked outside
the lease area. PP should take-up entire plantation activity within initial three years of mining operations and shall
maintain them for entire mine life including casualty replacement. PP should also maintain a log book containing annual
details of tree plantation and causality replacement and to take adequate precautions so as not to cause any damage to the
flora and fauna during mining operations. PP shall explore the possibility for plantation in adjoining forest land in
consultation with concerned DFO and commensurate budget shall be transferred for plantation to DFO.

Local palatable mixture of annual and perennial grass and fodder tree species shall be planted for grassland/fodder
development on degraded forest land through forest department or on other community land available for grassland and
fodder development through Gram Panchayat in concerned village and handed over to Gram Panchayat after lease
period.

During initial three years before onset of monsoon season, minimum 100 saplings or maximum as per submitted
plantation scheme and subsequently approved by the SEAC of fodder / native fruit bearing species shall be distributed in
nearby villagers to promote plantation and shall be procured from social forestry nursery/ Government Horticulture
nursery. This activity shall be carried out under Govt. of Madhya Pradesh “ANKUR YOJNA” by registering individual
villagers on “Vayudoot app”. Where ever Aushadhi Vatika (Medicinal Garden) is proposed by PP, a minimum of 50
saplings be planted considering 80% survival with proper protection measures in School or Aganwadi premises.
Adequate provisions of water for irrigating plantation shall be made by PP.

Activates proposed under CER should be based upon outcome of public hearing in category for B-1 projects. However in
case of B-2 projects, CER shall be proposed based upon local need assessment and Gram Panchayat Annual Action Plan.

Annexure- ‘C’
Standard conditions applicable for the Sand deposits on Agricultural Land/ Khodu Bharu Type Sand Mine Quarries*

halb i e
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®

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

Mining should be done only to the extent of reclaiming the agricultural land.

Only deposited sand is to be removed and no mining/digging below the ground level is allowed.

The mining shall be carried out strictly as per the approved mining plan.

The lease boundary should be clearly demarcated at site with the given co-ordinates by pillars and necessary safety
signage & caution boards shall be displayed at mine site.

Arrangements for overhead sprinklers with solar pumps / water tankers should be provided for dust suppression at the
exit of the lease area and fixed types sprinklers on the evacuation road. PP should maintain a log book wherein daily
details of water sprinkling and vehicle movement are recorded.

The mining activity shall be done as per approved mine plan and as per the land use plan submitted by PP.
Transportation of material shall only be done in covered & PUC certified vehicles with required moisture to avoid
fugitive emissions. Transportation of minerals shall not be carried out through forest area without permissions from the
competent authority.

Mineral evacuation road shall be made Pucca (WBM/black top) by PP.

For carrying out mining in proximity to any bridge and/or embankment, appropriate safety zone on upstream as well as
on downstream from the periphery of the mining site shall be ensured taking into account the structural parameters,
location aspects, flow rate, etc., and no mining shall be carried out in the safety zone.

No Mining shall be carried out during Monsoon season.

The mining shall be carried out strictly as per the approved mine plan and in accordance with the Sustainable Sand
Mining Management Guidelines, 2016 issued by the MoEF&CC.

Necessary consents shall be obtained from MPPCB and the air/water pollution control measures have to be installed as
per the recommendation of MPPCB.

Thick plantation shall be carryout on the banks of the river adjacent to the lease, mineral evacuation road and common
area in the village. PP would maintain the plants for five years including casualty replacement. PP should also maintain a
log book containing annual details of tree plantation and causality replacement and to take adequate precautions so as not
to cause any damage to the flora and fauna during mining operations.

Appropriate activities shall be taken up for social up-liftment of the area. Funds reserved towards the same shall be
utilized through Gram Panchayat/competent authority.
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15.  Six monthly occupational health surveys of workers shall be carryout and all the workers shall be provided with

necessary PPE’s. Mandatory facilities such as Rest Shelters, First Aid, Proper Fire Fighting Equipments and Toilets
(separate for male & female) shall also be provided for all the mine workers and other staff. Mine’s site office, rest
shelters etc shall be illuminated and ventilated through solar lights.

16. A separate bank account should be maintained for all the expenses made in the EMP and CER activities by PP for

financial accountability and these details should be provided in Annual Environmental Statement. In case the allocated
EMP budget for mitigative measures to control the pollution is not utilized fully, the reason of under utilization of
budgetary provisions for EMP should be addressed in annual return.

17. PP shall be responsible for discrepancy (if any) in the submissions made by the PP to SEAC & SEIAA.
18.  The amount towards reclamation of the pit and land in MLA shall be carried out through the mining department. The

appropriate amount as estimated for the activity by mining department has to be deposited with the Collector to take up
the activity after the mine is exhausted.

19. NOC of Gram Panchayat should be obtained for the water requirement and forest department before uprooting any trees

in the lease area.

20. The leases which are falling <250 meters of the forest area and PP has obtained approval for the Divisional Level

21.

Commissioner committee, all the conditions stipulated by Divisional Level Commissioner committee shall be fulfilled
by the PP.

The validity of the EC shall be as per the provisions of EIA Notification subject to the following: Expansion or
modernization in the project, entailing capacity addition with change in process and or technology and any change in
product - mix in proposed mining unit shall require a fresh Environment Clearance.

22. If it being a case of Temporary Permit (TP), the validity of EC should be only up to the validity of TP and PP has to

ensure the execution of closure plan.

23. A separate budget in EMP & CER shall maintained for development and maintenance of grazing land as per the latest

O.M, of MoEF&CC issued vide letter F.No. 22-34/2018-1A. III, dated 16/01/2020.

24. The project proponent shall follow the mitigation measures provided in MoEFCCs Office Memorandum No. Z-

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

11013/57/2014-1A. 11 (M) dated 29th October 2014, titled “Impact of mining activities on Habitations-issues related to
the mining Projects wherein Habitations and villages are the part of mine lease areas or Habitations and villages are
surrounded by the mine lease area”.
Any change in the correspondence address shall be duly intimated to all the regulatory authority within 30 days of such
change.
A display board with following details of the project is mandatory at the entry to the mine.

a. Lease owner’s Name, Contact details etc.

b. Mining Lease area of the project (in ha.)

c. Production capacity of the project.

Species such as Khus Slips and Nagar Motha shall be planted on the nearby river banks for bank stabilization and to check
soil erosion while dense plantation/ wood lot shall be carryout in the 7.5 meters periphery/barrier zone of the lease through
concern CCF (social forestry) and on mineral evacuation road & common area in the village through any suitable Govt.
agency (such as Van Vikas Nigam / Van Samiti under monitoring and guidance of Forest Range officer with work
permission from DFO concerned / Gram Panchayat / Agricultural department or any other suitable agency having adequate
expertise as per the budgetary allocations made in the EMP.

Dense plantation/ wood lot shall be carryout in the 7.5 meters periphery/barrier zone of the lease through concern CCF
(social forestry) or concerned DFO or any other suitable agency and on mineral evacuation road & common area in the
village through any suitable Govt. agency (such as Van Vikas Nigam / Van Samiti under monitoring and guidance of Forest
Range officer with work permission from DFO concerned / Gram Panchayat / Agricultural department or any other suitable
agency having adequate expertise as per the budgetary allocations made in the EMP.

Entire plantation proposed in batrier zone of lease area shall be carried out in the first year itself as per submitted plantation
scheme.

Top soil shall be simultaneously used for the plantation within the lease area and no OB/dump shall be stacked outside the
lease area. PP should take-up entire plantation activity within initial three years of mining operations and shall maintain them
for entire mine life including casualty replacement. PP should also maintain a log book containing annual details of tree
plantation and causality replacement and to take adequate precautions so as not to cause any damage to the flora and fauna
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31.

32.

33.

34.
35.

during mining operations. PP shall explore the possibility for plantation in adjoining forest land in consultation with
concerned DFO and commensurate budget shall be transferred for plantation to DFO.

Top soil shall be simultaneously used for the plantation within the lease area and no OB/dump shall be stacked outside the
lease area. PP should take-up entire plantation activity within initial three years of mining operations and shall maintain them
for entire mine life including casualty replacement. PP should also maintain a log book containing annual details of tree
plantation and causality replacement and to take adequate precautions so as not to cause any damage to the flora and fauna
during mining operations. Plantation in adjoining forest land shall be carried out through concerned DFO and commensurate
budget shall be transferred for plantation to DFO.

Local palatable mixture of annual and perennial grass and fodder tree species shall be planted for grassland/fodder
development on degraded forest land through forest department or on other community land available for grassland and
fodder development through Gram Panchayat in concerned village and handed over to Gram Panchayat after lease period.
During initial three years before onset of monsoon season, minimum 100 saplings or maximum as per submitted plantation
scheme and subsequently approved by the SEAC of fodder / native fruit bearing species shall be distributed in nearby
villagers to promote plantation and shall be procured from social forestry nursery/ Government Horticulture nursery. This
activity shall be carried out under Govt. of Madhya Pradesh “ANKUR YOJNA” by registering individual villagers on
“Vayudoot app”. Where ever Aushadhi Vatika (Medicinal Garden) is proposed by PP, a minimum of 50 saplings be planted
considering 80% survival with proper protection measures in School or Aganwadi premises.

Adequate provisions of water for irrigating plantation shall be made by PP.

Activates proposed under CER should be based upon outcome of public hearing in category for B-1 projects. However in
case of B-2 projects, CER shall be proposed based upon local need assessment and Gram Panchayat Annual Action Plan.

Annexure- ‘D’
General conditions applicable for the granting of TOR

1. The date and duration of carrying out the baseline data collection and monitoring shall be informed to the concerned
Regional Officer of the M.P Pollution Control Board.

2. During monitoring, photographs shall be taken as a proof of the activity with latitude & longitude, date, time & place
and same shall be attached with the EIA report. A drone video showing various sensitivities of the lease and nearby area
shall also be shown during EIA presentation.

3. An inventory of various features such as sensitive area, fragile areas, mining / industrial areas, habitation, water-bodies,
major roads, etc. shall be prepared and furnished with EIA.

4. An inventory of flora & fauna based on actual ground survey shall be presented.

5. Risk factors with their management plan should be discussed in the EIA report.

6. The EIA report should be prepared by the accredited consultant having no conflict of interest with any committee

processing the case.

The EIA document shall be printed on both sides, as far as possible.

All documents should be properly indexed, page numbered.

Period/date of data collection should be clearly indicated.

0.  The letter /application for EC should quote the SEIAA case No./year and also attach a copy of the letter prescribing the

TOR.

11.  The copy of the letter received from the SEAC prescribing TOR for the project should be attached as an annexure to the
final EIA/EMP report.

12.  The final EIA/EMP report submitted to the SEIAA must incorporate all issues mentioned in TOR and that raised in
Public Hearing with the generic structure as detailed out in the EIA report.

13.  Grant of TOR does not mean grant of EC.

14.  The status of accreditation of the EIA consultant with NABET/QCI shall be specifically mentioned. The consultant
shall certify that his accreditation is for the sector for which this EIA is prepared. If consultant has engaged other
laboratory for carrying out the task of monitoring and analysis of pollutants, a representative from laboratory shall also
be present to answer the site specific queries.

15.  On the front page of EIA/EMP reports, the name of the consultant/consultancy firm along with their complete details
including their accreditation, if any shall be indicated. The consultant while submitting the EIA/EMP report shall give

= 0o

42 |Page



16.

17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31

32.

33.

an undertaking to the effect that the prescribed TORs (TOR proposed by the project proponent and additional TOR
given by the MOEF & CC) have been complied with and the data submitted is factually correct.

While submitting the EIA/EMP reports, the name of the experts associated with involved in the preparation of these
reports and the laboratories through which the samples have been got analyzed should be stated in the report. It shall be
indicated whether these laboratories are approved under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 and also have NABL
accreditation.

All the necessary NOC’s duly verified by the competent authority should be annexed.

PP has to submit the copy of earlier Consent condition /EC compliance report, whatever applicable along with EIA
report.

The EIA report should clearly mention activity wise EMP and CER cost details and should depict clear breakup of the
capital and recurring costs along with the timeline for incurring the capital cost. The basis of allocation of EMP and
CER cost should be detailed in the EIA report to enable the comparison of compliance with the commitment by the
monitoring agencies.

A time bound action plan should be provided in the EIA report for fulfillment of the EMP commitments mentioned in
the EIA report.

The name and number of posts to be engaged by the PP for implementation and monitoring of environmental
parameters should be specified in the EIA report.

EIA report should be strictly as per the TOR, comply with the generic structure as detailed out in the EIA notification,
2006, baseline data is accurate and concerns raised during the public hearing are adequately addressed.

The EIA report should be prepared by the accredited consultant having no conflict of interest with any committee
processing the case.

Public Hearing has to be carried out as per the provisions of the EIA Notification, 2006. The issues raised in public
hearing shall be properly addressed in the EMP and suitable budgetary allocations shall be made in the EMP and CER
based on their nature.

Actual measurement of top soil shall be carried out in the lease area at minimum 05 locations and additionally N, P, K
and Heavy Metals shall be analyzed in all soil samples. Additionally in one soil sample, pesticides shall also be
analyzed.

A separate budget in EMP & CER shall be maintained for development and maintenance of grazing land as per the
latest O.M, of MOoEF&CC issued vide letter F.No. 22-34/2018-IA. III, dated 16/01/2020.

PP shall submit biological diversity report stating that there is no adverse impact in- situ and on surrounding area by
this project on local flora and fauna’s habitat, breeding ground, corridor/ route etc. This report shall be filed annually
with six-monthly compliance report.

The project proponent shall provide the mitigation measures as per MoEFCCs Office Memorandum No. Z-
11013/57/2014-1A. I (M) dated 29th October 2014, titled “Impact of mining activities on Habitations-issues related to
the mining Projects wherein Habitations and villages are the part of mine lease areas or Habitations and villages are
surrounded by the mine lease area” with EIA report.

LPG gas shall be provided for camping labour under “Ujjwala Yojna .

In the project where ground water is proposed as water source, the project proponent shall apply to the competent
authority such as Central Ground Water Authority (CGWA) as the case may be for obtaining, No Objection Certificate
(NOC).

Consideration of mining proposals involving violation of the EIA Notification, 2006, the project proponent shall give
an undertaking by way of affidavit to comply with all the statutory requirements and judgment of Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India dated 02/08/2017 in WP © No. 114 0f 2014 in the matter of Common Cause V/s Union of India & others
before grant of TOR/EC. The under taking interalia includes commitment of the PP not to repeat any such violation in
future as per MOEF&CC OM No. F.NO. 3-50/2017-IA.11I (Pt.) dated 30/05/2018.

The mining project proponents involving violations of the EIA Notification, 2006 under the provisions of S.O. 804 (E)
dated 14/03/2017 and subsequent amendments for TOR/EC shall give an undertaking by way of affidavit to comply
with all the statutory requirements and judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court dated the 2" August 2017 in Writ Petition
(Civil) No. 114 0f 2014 in the matter of Common Cause versus Union of India and Ors. Before grant of TOR/EC the
undertaking inter-alia include commitment of the PP not to repeat any such violation of future. In case of violation of
above undertaking, the TOR/Environmental Clearance shall be liable to be terminated forthwith.

Under CER scheme commitments with physical targets shall be included in EIA report for:
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34.

v
v

Proposal for CER activities based upon commitment made during public hearing and COVID-19 pandemic.
Activities such as solar panels in school, awareness camps for Oral Hygiene, Diabetes and Blood Pressure,
works related to plantation (distribution of fruit & fodder bearing trees) vaccination, cattle’s health checkup
etc. in concerned village shall be proposed.

No fuel wood shall be used as a source of energy by mine workers. Thus proposal for providing solar
cookers / LPG gas cylinders under “Ujjwala Yojna” to them who are residing in the nearby villages, shall be
considered.

PP’s commitment that activities proposed in the CER scheme will be completed within initial 03 years of the
project and in the remaining years shall be maintained shall be submitted with EIA report.

Under Plantation Scheme commitments with budgetary allocations shall be included in EIA report for :

v

v

v

Comprehensive green belt plan with commitment that entire plantation shall be carried out in the initial three
years and will be maintained thereafter with causality replacement. Proposal for distribution of fruit bearing
species for nearby villagers shall also be incorporated in the plantation scheme and for which a primary
survey for need assessment in concerned village shall be carried out.

Commitment that plantation shall be carried out preferably through Govt. agency (such as Van Vikas Nigam
/ Van Samiti under monitoring and guidance of Forest Range officer with work permission from DFO
concerned / Gram Panchayat / Agricultural department or any other suitable agency having adequate
expertise as per the budgetary allocations made in the EMP.

Commitment that high density plantation (preferably using “Miyawaki Technique or WALMI technique)
shall be developed in 7.5m barrier zone left for plantation through concern CCF (social forestry) or
concerned DFO or any other suitable agency.

Commitment that local palatable mixture of annual and perennial grass and fodder tree species shall be
planted for grassland/fodder development on degraded forest land suitable for the purpose through Gram
Panchayat on suitable community land in the concerned village area and handed over to Gram Panchayat
after lease period.

PP shall explore the possibility for plantation in adjoining forest land in consultation with concerned DFO
and commensurate budget shall be transferred for plantation to DFO.

Where ever Aushadhi Vatika (Medicinal Garden) is proposed by PP, minimum 50 saplings be planted
considering 80% survival.

Adequate provisions of water for irrigating plantation shall be made by PP.

FOR PROJECTS LOCATED IN SCHEDULED (V) TRIBAL AREA , following should be studied and discussed in

EIA Report before Public Hearing as per the instruction of SEIAA vide letter No. 1241 dated 30/07/2018.

35.

36.
37.

38.

Detailed analysis by a National Institute of repute of all aspects of the health of the residents of the Schedule Tribal

block.

Detailed analysis of availability and quality of the drinking water resources available in the block.
A study by CPCB of the methodology of disposal of industrial waste from the existing industries in the block, whether
it is being done in a manner that mitigate all health and environmental risks.

The consent of Gram Sabah of the villages in the area where project is proposed shall be obtained.
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