The 287 meeting of the State Expert Appraisal CommitteEAS) was held on 2%
February, 2017 under the Chairmanship of Dr. R&.far the projects / issues received from
SEIAA. The following members attended the meeting-

Shri K. P. Nyati, Member.

Dr. U. R. Singh, Member.

Dr. Mohini Saxena, Member.
Shri Manohar K. Joshi, Member.
Shri R. Maheshwari, Member.
Dr. Alok Mittal, Member.

Shri. A. A. Mishra, Secretary.
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The Chairman welcomed all the members of the Cotamiand thereafter agenda items
were taken up for deliberations.

1. Case No. - 1715/2013 Shri M.G. Chobey, Engineer- iGhief Department of
Water Resources, Tulsi Nagar, Bhopal (M.P.) — 46230 Tarped Tank Project
Gross Command Area — 5255 ha., Cultivable Commandea - 4000 ha.,
Catchment Area - 175 Sqg.km.,Earth Dam Lenth — 4085 Left Flank — 1740 M,
Right Flank — 2325 M, Maximum height of Dam — 2&2V, at Village — Jetpura,
Tehsil — Chhatarpur, Distt. — Chhatarpur ( M.P.) IR Consultant: M/s WAPCOS
LIMITED

This is a river valley project comprising of constiion of reservoir on river Tarped.
The project is covered under the provisions of BAification hence requires prior
EC before commencement of work at site. The apypdiceaof PP seeking EC was
forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for scoping so as toedetine TOR to carry out EIA
and prepare effective EMP for the project. Theuess of the project were presented
by the PP and his consultant. The presentationsanissions made by the PP
reveals following:

Alternate site study:

Comparison of alternate site

Alternate |Location FTL Gross Live Storage Submergence |Remark
Site (M) Storage  |(MCM) (Hact)
(MCM)




Alternate | 890 m In D/S Of |259.50 12.15 3.58 263 1.Gross capacity is
No -1 Final Alignment much less in
S comparison to available
yield
2.Village Bhelsi will be
affected
on increasing the
height
3.There is constraint to
keep LSL at
RL 258M as per the
level of command.
Alternate |Final Alignment [270.0 42.09 37.56 586 Storage Available as
No -2 equivalent to
available yield
Alternate 350 m In U/S Of |270.0 34.20 31.00 530 1.Gross capcity is less
No-3 A |Final Alignment in comparison
to available yield
Alternate| 350 m In U/S Of |271.0 36.50 33.30 570. 1.Villages named
No-3 A |Final Alignment Sahasnagar and Hatnai
with increase of with their connecting
1.0 m height of link road will be
dam affected.

Details of land coming under submergence of final proposal

S.N. Particulars Area (Ha.)
1 Private 351.08

2 Government 185.87

3 Forest (Revenue) 49.64

Introduction & necessity

Tarped Medium Irrigation Project is proposed on River Tarped near village Jaitupura of
District Chhatarpur of MP and can be located at latitude 24%°48’52” and longitude 79°23’40”
on toposheet no. 54P/5,P/6 and P/9.

The project is conceived to have a live storage capacity of 37.56 MCM to facilitate irrigation
in 4300 ha of land presently under rain fed agriculture.

Tarped River is a tributary of Dhasan River which joins the river Yamuna. It originates from
Ragoli village of Chhatarpur district at EL 323 M & meets River Dhasan at EL 235 M. Total
length (35 Km) & basin of river from origin to confluence is lies in Chhatarpur District of MP.
Most of the culturable land is rain fed and owing to erratic rainfall, very little area is covered
under sustainable agriculture. This is further compounded by lack of any major / medium
project in the area, accept few minor projects.

The irrigation requirement of culturable area in the Dhasan Sub Basin can be brought under
assured irrigation only by constructing major/medium water storage projects.

The lack of any sizeable water storage scheme in the district has hindered the agricultural
development in the area.



Considering the current and future requirement of irrigation/domestic water use, a water-
stressed future can be foreseen. Hence it is necessary to start medium water project
immediately.

In this backdrop, Tarped medium project near village Jetupura in Chhattarpur Tehsil &
District. It proposed for execution.

The beneficiaries area covered by the proposed project include 17 villages of Chhatarpur
Tehsil.

During summer season the ground water table goes down & the region suffers from acute
shortage of drinking water. Creation of reservoir and irrigation systems in the region will
result in recharge of ground water, improvement in the ecology and will have a great
positive impact on the environment & the wild life of the region.

With no industrial development, agriculture is a major occupation & provides employment
to almost 80% of work force.

The region has 64% cropped area but most of it falls in the category of un-irrigated crop
area, dependent mainly on rain. Wheat, which occupies most of the cropped area, has a
yield 35% below the national average.

Water availability

The BODHI has examined & approved the yield of Tarped project as 39.61MCuM. However
water stored in Tarped Dam is proposed to have live storage capacity 37.56 MCuM. Out of
which 14.00 MCuM is proposed to be reserved for fulfillment of proposed Ganeshpura
Pickup wear in d/s on river Dhasan and fulfillment of four minor irrigation tanks existing in
command. As such only 23.56 MCuM. water is accounted for irrigation of 4300 ha.

Salient features of Tarped medium irrigation projed

Unit- 1 Head Work —Project state / district / village / tehsil MP/Chhatarpur/Bhelsi/Chhatarpur

(1) Toposheet No. 54 P/5,54 P/6, 54 P/9
(2)Latitude & Longitude 24°48'52'N 79023 40 ' E
(3) River Tarped
(4) Catchment area 175.00 Sqg. Km.
(5) Length of Dam 4065 M
(6) Max. Height of Dam (Above GL) 28.25M
(7) T.B.L. of Dam 274.75 M
(8) M.W.L. of Dam 27225 M
(9) F.R.L. of Dam 270.00 M
(10) L.S.L. of Dam 258.00M
(11) Gross Storage 42.09 MCM
(12) Live Storage 37.56 MCM
(13) PMF (Probable Maximum Flood)  1541.52 Cumecs
(14) Total Submergence area 586.59 Ha.
(14.1) Forest land 49.64Ha.(Revenue Forest)
(14.2)Private land 351.08 Ha.
(14.3)Govt. land 185.87 Ha.
(15) Annual Irrigation 4300 Hact.
Unit- 2 Canal
Length of Main Canal 18.48 Km.



Head Discharge 2.22Cumecs.
Length of Distributaries and Minors 31.53 Km.
Total length of canal network 50.01 Km.
Irrigation Potential 4300Ha.

Cost of the project

Estimated Cost

e Unit-1 Head Work : Rs.  5553.31 Lakhs

e Unit-ll Canal : Rs.  2721.06 Lakhs

e Total : Rs.  8274.37 Lakhs

*  Cost per Hect. Of CCA : Rs.  206859.00

* BCRatio @ 10% interest : 2.04

e Period Required for Construction : Two Years
Hydrology

The net catchment area of Tarped river at dam site is 136.81 sg.km.

The yield is estimated with the help of rain fall /run-off relationship derived from Garrouli GD site and
rainfall of Begamgunj, Khurai, Sagar, Banda, Chandiya Nalla, Mahroni, Tikamgarh, Bijawar, Chhatarpur &
Naugaon for period from 1982-83 to 2008-09 and is used for estimating the yield.

The Hydrology estimation is study and approved by Bodhi.

After deliberations committee has approved the gsed TOR with inclusion of following
additional points in the 189SEAC meeting dated 29/08/2013 :

>
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Hydrological Regime of the down-stream of Dam ha$é¢ studies and compared
with the expected post-project regime.

Total population of area to be furnished.

At least 90% of the total effected population sklogive positive response for the
proposed DAM during the PH.

Rules governing the acquisition of tribal land ® donsidered while acquiring the
land the same should be dealt in the EIA report.

Water quality analyses especially the TDS has tocdeelated to the expected
salinity that may be caused in the command area.

Estimation of sedimentation rate to be detailedwhile calculating the life of the
dam.

Other standard TORs’ shall be applicable.

PP has applied for the extension of TOR validityiothwas considered in the 239

SEAC meeting dated 04/11/2015 wherein it is recitiat “The TOR was approved in
the 139" SEAC meeting dated 29/08/2013 and the same wasdgs the PP vide letter
no. 732 dated 11/10/2013. The validity of TOR ea@ion 10/10/2015. PP vide their
letter dated 06.08.15 has requested for TOR exiensAfter deliberations, the

committee recommends the case for extension in T@RNne year with validity up to

10/10/16".



PP vide letter no. 27/Env/dhm/07/2013 dated 08Q162has submitted a request that
the public hearing of the project has been conduatel final submission of EIA/EMP
report of above project is in process which will fagdomitted soon and thus the TOR
validity may be extended up to October, 2017 inoedance with the MoEF&CC OM
dated 08/10/2014. The committee after perusal@fittuments and deliberations in the
284" SEAC meeting dated 26/11/2016 recommends the foasiirther extension in
TOR for one more year with validity up to 10/10/h7accordance with the MoEF&CC
OM dated 08/10/2014.

PP vide letter no. 27 dated 18/01/2017 has suhlinitte EIA report which was
forwarded by the SEIAA vide letter no. 5058/SEIAR/dated 23/01/2017.

The case was presented by the PP and their camsuMaring presentation PP submitted
that:

» They have obtained stage Il FC clearance issue@dly MOEF&CC vide letter
no. F-58/2014-FC dated 15/09/2016.

» Project envisages construction of a 28.25 m highhea dam across Tarped

River near village Bagha (Jaitupura), Chhatarpsiridt in Madhya Pradesh.

Gross storage capacity of reservoir is 42.09Mcum.

75% dependable yield - 41.406 MCM.

Total Catchment Area - 175 Km

Total Submergence Area - 667.562 ha.

Annual Irrigation 4300 ha area in Chhatarpur distof M.P

Total land required for various project componesisf about 832.737 ha.

About 667.56 ha of land is coming under submergence

About 137.913 ha land will be acquired for canarahent.

Cropped area would increase from in CCA is 40060800 ha.

About 300 ha of additional area which at presefaigsen and would be cropped

during project operation phase.

Project would increase the agriculture productimthe command area.

Total budget of Rs. 6076l&cks are proposed against R&R plan of this project

VVVYVVYVVYVYYYVY
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After presentation, PP was asked to submit infoilonatn following:



. Site specific wild life management plan in conditia with forest department.

. In the proposed monitoring schedule, monitoringPM2.5 should be added
and as discussed revised schedule with commenshbuatgetary allocations
should be submitted.

C. Impact of drastic change in cropping pattern in o@nd area be explained.

W >

2. Case No. - 5496/2017 Shri Shardul Shah, Directondlia Waste Management Pvt.
Ltd, 30, MLA Quarters, Bhadbhada Road, T.T. Nagar,Bhopal, (M.P) — 462003
Prior Environment Clearance for Common Bio MedicAlVaste Treatment Facility
at Plot No. E3, Industrial Area No. —Il, MandideepTehsil - Goharganj, Distt.-
Raisen, (M.P.) Cat. 7 (da) Common Hazardous Wasteatment Storageand
disposal facilities (TSDFs).

The proposed project is for setting up of commanrbedical waste treatment facility
and project falls under Category “B” Pragec of activity 7 (da) as per EIA

Notification dated 14 September, 2006 and its subsequent amendments tifed
April 2015, under Bio- Medical Waste Treatment Maes. Application was
forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for appraisal and neagssecommendations.

PROJECT DETAILS

» M/s India Waste Management Pvt. Ltd. is proposiogestablish Common Bio-
Medical Waste Treatment Facility near Bhopal intréis Raisen to provide cleaner
and healthier environment.

» The project Incharge is Mr. Shardul Shah (Director)

» The project site is industrial plot having an aca2.0006 ha. land is on lease by
AKVN to M/s India Waste Management Pvt. Ltd.

» Collection, transportation, storage & treatmenBaf Medical Waste as stipulated in
Biomedical Waste Management Rules, 2016 and CPU8elies for installation of
Common Bio-medical Waste Treatment Facility.

Project Name Common Bio Medical Waste Treatment Facility (CBWTF)” of M/s India
Waste Management Pvt. Ltd.

Director Shardhul Shah

Project Site E3 — New Industrial Area No. - Il, Mandideep, Tehsil - Goharganj; District —
Raisen, Madhya Pradesh

Project Area 20006.669 sq. mt.

2.0004 Ha.




Work Shed 4856.04 sq.m. 24.3%
::T;;E:ms & Open 8548.629 sq.m. 42.7%
Green Area 6602 sq.m. 33%
Total 20006.669 sq.m. 100%
Project Capacity || particular Capacity Nos
Incinerator 250 kg/hr. 1
Autoclave 100 kg/hr. (50 Kg/hr Each) 2
Shredder 200 kg/hr. (100 Kg/hr Each) 2
Effluent Treatment Plant | 200 KLD 1
Boiler 2000 kg/hr (1000 Kg/hr| 2
Each)

Green Belt Area

6602 sg. m. (33%)

Total Project

Rs. 1018.87 Lakhs

Requirement &

Cost

Power 1000 KVA

Requirement & | Source : MPEB (Madhya Pradesh Electricity Board)
Source

Power backup DG Set — 500 kVA

Water Total requirement will be ~75 KLD

Floor washing, container washing, [ 75 0o kLD
incineration etc.

Domestic Use 3.00 KLD
Total 75.00 KLD

Source of Water

AKVN Source

Requirement

Effluent 200 KLD capacity

Treatment Plant | ETP Sludge: Disposed through Incineration
& disposal

Fuel 432 KL/Annum of Diesel

Source: Nearest Petroleum Depot

Man Power
Requirement

25 Persons

Nearest Railway
Station

Mandideep Railway Station ~6.0 km towards NW direction

Nearest Airport

Bhopal Airport ~ 37.8 km towards NW

Coordinates

Latitude

Longitude




23°4'47.62" N, | 77°32'21.34"E |
Wat?r Phase -1 75 KLD per (72 KLD for incinerator;
requirement day 3 KLD for domestic purposes)
Phase -2 44 KLD per Total — 119 KLD per day
day
Phase -3 33 KLD per Total — 152 KLD per day
day
Phase -4 33 KLD per Total — 185 KLD per day
day
Phase -5 75 KLD per Total — 260 KLD per day
day

The case was presented by the PP and their cansutherein it was observed from
the Google image based on the co-ordinate provigetie PP that a habitation could
be seen approx 75 meters away from the locatiotheffacility (SE side). PP and
consultant submitted that this habitat is illegatm@achment and site for facility is
being selected as per the Biomedical Waste ManageRies, 2016 and “Revised
Guidelines for Common Bio-medical Waste Treatmentl @isposal Facilities”
published by Central Pollution Control Board in Betber 21, 2016 wherein it is
prescribed in location criteria 6(a) tHé&t CBWTF shall preferably be developed in a
notified industrial area without any requirement lwiffer zone”and this facility is
located in the Mandideep Industrial Area.

After deliberations committee decided to recommstachdard TOR prescribed by the
MoEF&CC for conducting the EIA study along withlfmhing additional TOR’s:

a. Considering habitation near to the project site ffom SE side), PP will carry
out air modeling selecting suitable software angtuss in EIA report where
maximum GLC would occur. PP will also submit theexdistance of nearest
habitat (on the SE side) from the all four cornefshe project location and
justify that this CBWTF will not cause any advemsgact on environment and
habitation in the vicinity.

b. Data collection of EIA should be done under th@mation to the M.P.
Pollution Control Board, Bhopal. PP may also uselh P. Pollution Control
Board’s laboratory for monitoring of air, noise waand soil.

C. One monitoring location should be fixed in the gahabitation (on the SE
side) for monitoring of air, noise water, soil etc.



d. Considering habitation near to the project site (oa SE side), PP should
provide the details of habitations with sensitieatires such as no. of houses,
no. of residents and details of other structures s1$ schools, hospitals, source
of water supply etc.

e. Justify in EIA report considering habitation nearthe project site (on the SE
side) that the proposed technology is “Best Avddalkechnology” of CBWTF
and also how unit will remain zero discharge.

f. Maximum storage time of Bio-medical waste withire tfacility and disposal
plan of autoclaved material should be discussehkarEIA report.

g. Monitoring of VOC should be added in the proposeshitoring protocol of
EIA study.

h. Inventory of existing trees with their species amhbers on the proposed site,
any tree falling anticipated and proposed plantegicheme.

I In the EIA report, PP should provide the type afustries existing in the area
with the list of MP, AKVN, Bhopal.

This ToR is in respect of Common Bio Medical Waskteatment Facility (CBWTF)
only excluding laundries proposed in same premigedifferent phases. However,
iImpact of these laundries should be discussed taildehile presenting worst case
scenario.

3. Case No. - 5498/2017 M/s Thing Pharma, A/30, Thintlouse Road No. 10,
MIDC Wage Estate, Thane West (M.H.) Prior Environment Clearance for
Manufacturing of Product Mix in THINO Pharma - CROLtd, Plot No. M-40 &
42, Sector - 3, Pithampur, Distt. - Dhar, (M.P.) €& (f) Project.

This is a case of Manufacturing of Bulk Drug & Drugermediate Manufacturing
Plant at M 40 & 42 Industrial State Dector-3, ¥gk-Pithampur, Tehsil-Pithampur,
District-Dhar (M.P.) The application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

M/s. THINQ PHARMA CRO LTD proposes to establish Active Pharmaceutical
Ingredients / Bulk Drug Intermediates unit at Pk¢. M 40 & 42, Pithampur
industrial estate-3, Budgoon, Dhar, Madhya Prad&sle. unit will be spread over
21794 square meters of land.

Thing Pharma has already been granted EC widerl'&tec. No. 4518/SEIAA/2016
dated 29/11/2016” for manufacturing of 15 Produ€lse to change in the market



scenario, there is change in products list. Thal tptoduction capacity of all the
products is same as earlier i.e. 195.00 MTPA.

There is no Change in the project site, productiapacity, land requirements,
manpower deployment and water consumption

1. PROJECT DETAILS

Required details Existing Project Details Proposed
Site Address THINQ Pharma-CRO LTD, Plot No changes.
No. M40 & 42,pithampur
industrial estate-3, Bud goon, Dhar
Production Capacity |195. 12 MT 195 MT
Cost of Project 20.00 Crore 49.00 Crore
Boiler capacity 1 no. 3 T Capacity 2 Nos 1.5T each
Power Requirement |500 KVA 600 KVA
Alternative Source of |1 No. of 250 KVA 2 No. of 750KVA DG set
Power
Land acquired Total 21794 square meter No change
2. PRODUCTS
STREAMLINED LIST OF PRODUCTS
Capacity Qty
S.No Name of Products
(MT/PA)
A DRUG INTERMEDIATE 2
1 2-Nitro benzene sulfanyl chloride (NSC)
2 Chlorothymol
3 Sharpless catalyst (Hydroquinidine 1,4-phthalazinediyl
diether or (DHQD)2-PHAL)
4 1,4,7,10-tetraazacyclododecane-1,4,7,10-tetraacetic
acid (DOTA)
B Contrast media and their intermediates 100
5 lopamidol
6 lodixanol
7 lohexol
8 lopramide
9 loversol
10 lomeprol
11 Gadoteratemeglumine
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C Antidepressant & Antipsychotic 5
12 Paroxetine Hydrochloride
13 Lithium carbonate
D Antiviral 0.5
14 Valacyclovir hydrochloride
E Antiwrinkle 0.5
15 Trans Retinoic acid, 1-hydroxy-3,3-dimethyl-2-
butanone ester(G-101)
F Anticolenergic 1
16 Oxybutynin hydrochloride
G Antihistaminic 26
17 Fexofenadine hydrochloride
18 meclizine hydrochloride
19 hydroxyzine hydrochloride
H Antifungal 1
20 Fluconzole
| Bile acid sequestrant 9
21 Colestipol hydrochloride
J Proton pump inhibitor 2
22 Esomeprazole magnesium
K Antidiabetic 24
23 Metformin hydrochloride
L Antiulcer 10
24 Sucralfate
M Feed additive animals 6
25 Ractopamine hydrochloride
N Local anesthetic 8
26 Benzocaine
TOTAL MANUFACTURING CAPACITY ( 195
A+B+C+D+E+F+G+H+1+J+K+L+M+N)

The solvent will be generated from manufacturingcpss of all the products. An
efficient solvent recovery system will be instaltedsupport the facility. The total
solvent recovery will be 23 MT/Day i.e. 8418 MTPA.

3. WASTE WATER GENERATION :

Details of Waste water generation

Existing Waste
e e Future Waste water
S. No. Description water .
. Generation ( KLD)
Generation
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(KLD)
Total Wastewater 58 58
Break-up
1 High COD/High TDS 29 32
2 Low COD/Low TDS 24 22
3 Domestic Wastewater 4 4
4. HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT:
Waste Annual Annual
S. Sources Type of categoryas | ..o oo Generati
No. pollutants per HW (Existing ) on (
Rules 2016 g After)
1 | DG Sets Used / Spent Oil 5.1 2 KL 5KL
Process/ Utility | ..
2 | equipment oil Soaked 5.2 2 MT 2 MT
. Waste
maintenance
Process residue 28.1 107 MT | 218 MT
& waste
Spent Carbon 28.3 31.17 MT 32 MT
3 | Production Processes | Off-
specification 28.4 2 MT 2 MT
products
Spent solvents 28.6 88.05 MT 142 MT
Wastewater Chemical 10 MT
4 Treatment Sludge 353 10 MT
: Empty
5 Handling Of. barrels/Contain 33.1 5MT 5MT
hazardous chemicals .
ers/liners
Purification process Any process or
6 for organic distillation 36.1 0.2 MT 0.2 MT
compound/solvents residue

5. POLLUTION PREVENTION AND CONTROL MEASURES -

=

Provision of Adequate Stack height and vents fatdBand DG sets

DG Set with acoustic enclosure mounted on a prqgetform to avoid

vibration.

Hazardous wastes shall be collected and stored winttost care and shall be

disposed to Authorized recycler/TSDF Site at Pitham
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4. Separation of High & Low COD values effluent fortiee management of
process effluent.

5. Installation Effluent Treatment plant followed by reverse osmmgsant and

Multi effect evaporator to recycle water for watemservation and avoidnd

contamination.

Plantation (Pollution Specific green belt developthe

Ground water recharging through rain water haragsti

Installation of scrubbers.

Technically sound environmental cell.

©0oNO

The case was presented by the PP and their camstdtaTOR. During presentation
PP submitted that recently they have obtained K€ ietter no. 4518/SEIAA/2016
dated 29/11/2016 witlCase No. 5064/2016 Shri Ravindra Ramakant Gulgalet
Managing Director, M/s Thing Pharma CRO Pvt. Lidjté&/30, Thinqg House, Road
No. 10, MIDC Wagle Estate, Thane West (MH)-40060A4Rroposed Active Pharma
Ingredients for M/s Think Pharma- CRO Ltd., Bulku@ & Drug Intermediate
Manufacturing Plant at M 40 & 42 Industrial Stddector-3, Village-Pithampur,
Tehsil-Pithampur, District-Dhar (M.P.) This projastalso located on the same plot
and now due to change in market scenario they ragpthg some products from the
approved product list and also adding few prodémtswhich details are furnished
with the application form. PP also submitted threyt have collected the data in the
months of February, March and April, 2016 and thegy be allowed to be used the
same data in the EIA report which was considerethbycommittee. Committee after
deliberations recommended to issue standard TOstpbed by the MoOoEF&CC for
conducting the EIA along with following addition&OR'’s:-

1. Worst case scenario with respect to air and wabdutants in the changed
product-mix shall be studied and presented alottiy thie treatment options for
the same.

2. Complete plan of solvent recovery should be disadigs the EIA report.

4, Case No. - 5507/2017 Public Works Department, Pmgt Implementation Unit,
Bhopal Shed No. - 14A, Jawahar Chowk, Distt. - Bhay, (M.P.) — 462003Prior
Environment Clearance for Revision and Expansion dfect Hamidia Hospital
(Smart Medi City), Royal Market, Hamidia Road, Pe&ate, Bhopal, (M.P.) Plot
Area — 1,61,915.4 m2, Proposed FAR of Hospital 871470.15 m2, Built Up Area
of Hospital - 1,87,,470.15 m2, Cat. 8(b) Project.
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This is a case of Prior Environment Clearance feviston and Expansion Project
Hamidia Hospital (Smart Medicity), Royal Market, iHiglia Road, Peer Gate,
Bhopal, (M.P.) Plot Area — 1,61,915.4 m2, PropdsA& of Hospital - 1,87,470.15
m2, Built Up Area of Hospital - 1,87,,470.15 m2 rfroexisting built-up area of
76,641.62 sg. meter. Cat. 8(b) Project. The apmbicavas forwarded by SEIAA to
SEAC for appraisal.

The case was presented by the PP and their cansuthere following submissions
were made by the PP:

M.P. Public Works Department proposes the revisnoadlification and
expansion of Hamidia Hospital (Smart Medicity) |teh at Royal Market,
Hamidia Road, Peer Gate, Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh.

As a result of proposed modification and expansiba,site area will remain
same as earlier 1,61,915.4% (40.01 acre). However, the built-up area will
increase from 76,641.6&" to 1,87,470.15 f

As per the gazette notification dated"®Pec., 14, educational institutional
projects including colleges and hostels are exetngtem Environment
Clearance.

Further, as per MOEFCC circular datél un., 15 a clarification was issued
that in case of medical universities/instituteg tdomponent of Hospitals will
continue to require Environment Clearance.

Hamidia Hospital is located within the premisesG#ndhi Medical College
which is among the oldest and most prestigious caddiolleges of Madhya
Pradesh and India and was established in the @&&:. 1

Modification/Revision: Certain existing buildingsilbe retained while some
would be demolished. It is also proposed to addesoew buildings.

Details of Hospital part:

Existing buildings to beETP, Admin and Blood Bank, Charm Rpg
Demolished Vibhag, Physiotherapy, Lions ward Old t.
Deptt.,, Operation Theatre and Eye Ward,
Operation Theatre, ICCU Cardiology and

14



Medical Ward, Medical Ward

Existing  buildings to  b¢
Retained

bVirology Lab, Animal House, Kamla Nehtu
Hospital, Lab, Admin & Blood Bank, Old OPI
New OPD

O

ProposedNew Buildings

Hospital Block I, Hospital Block Il, Multilevel
Parking 10 and 11, Connecting Bridge

Details of remaining part of Gandhi Medial College (excluding Hospital)

Existing buildings to be

Girls Hostel (A3, B4 Block), Boys Hostel (B%

A4

Demolished

Block), Quarters (A4, A7, B7, B8), House
(A5, A6, B6), Post Office, Hawa Mabhal
Corridor, Kitchen, Garage, Restaurant, Nurse
Hostel, H Shade

U)

Existing buildings to be

Boys Hostel (M1-M3), Girls Hostel(D2, D1)

Retained

Guest House, Gandhi Medical Collegd,
Mosque, Staff Quarter(J), Sports Block,
Hostel adjoining Kamla Nehru Hospital.

Proposed New Buildings

Nursing College and Hostel, Hostel 7

After presentation, PP was
considerations of the project:

asked to submit folhmgwidetails for further

1. During presentation and deliberations, it was olbetiby the committee that the
site is within 10 Km radius of Van Vihar NationahR (a Notified PA) from the

Google image based on the

therefore needed. Committee after deliberationgdddcthat PP should be asked

co-ordinate by the PR dlearance from NBWL is

to apply online for NBWL clearance and a copy oé tapplication may be
submitted to SEAC for further appraisal of the pobj

2. PP was also asked to sub

mit the revised form-lnmgmrntant environmental

features such as Upper Lake, Lower Lake, Deferstallations etc. which are in
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the vicinity of the project site and their detadile not mentioned in the from-1
“Environmental Sensitivity”.

5. Case No. - 5493/2017 M/s Bhopal Incinerators dlt 6/5, Sector-H, Industrial
Area, Govindpura, Bhopal, (M.P.) Prior Environment Clearance for Bhopal
Incinerators Ltd. at 6/5, Sector-H, Industrial Ae_Govindpura, Bhopal, (M.P.)
Capacity — 1200 KG/day ha. Cat. 7 (da) Cat. 7 (€@@mmon Hazardous Waste
Treatment Storageand disposal facilities (TSDFS)

The proposed project is for setting up of commoao-rbedical waste treatment
facility and project falls under CategoryB"“Projects of activity 7 (da) as per

EIA Notification dated 14 September, 2006 and its subsequent amendments datec
17" April 2015, under Bio- Medical Waste Treatment Fifies. Application was
forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for appraisal and neagssecommendations.

Project Common Bio Medical Waste Treatment Facility of M/S
Bhopal Incinerators Limited (BIL)
Project Proponent Dr. Anoop Hajela
Designation Managing Director
Registered Address 6/5, Sector - H, Govindpura, Industrial Area, Bhopal (M.P.)
Pin code 462023
Email bpl_incinerators@yahoo.com
Total Land area 1394.05 Sq.mt.
Components
Incinerator * 2 machines with capacities of 100 kg.hr and 50 kg/hr
¢ The other one acts as a backup during maintenance
schedule
Autoclave e 2 autoclaves of capacity 430 litres each
Shredder * 3 shredders of capacities 100 kg/hour, 50 kg/hour and 20
kg/hour
Coordinates Latitude Longitude
23.26 N, 77.45 E
Water consumption
Domestic Uses 2.10 KLD
Industrial Uses 32.10 KLD
Waste Water Generation
Sewage 2.0 KLD
For treatment 25.45 KLD
Nearest Railway Bhopal, 6.0 Km — NW direction
Station
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Nearest Airport Bhopal,17.0 Km — NW direction
ETP

Earlier case was discussed in ®SEAC Meeting dated #8anuary 2016 wherein it
Is recorded that:

“The case was scheduled for presentation today exstpe order passed by the
Hon’ble NGT, (CZ Bench) Bhopal on dated 05/01/2@hd issuance of TOR to
carryout EIA study as per the provisions of EIAifimtion, 2006. On perusal of the
case file, committee observed that Hon’ble NGT, @=hch) Bhopal on dated
05/01/2017 has passed an order stating:

“that the SEAC consider the issuance of terms ofaence and take decision in the
matter within 30 days from today. It would be respibility of the respondent no.1
to convey our above order to SEAC for necessaryaacin that behalf”.

It was also observed by the committee that thah&Papplied for EC in compliance
of order passed by Hon’ble NGT, (CZ Bench) Bhopallated 06/05/2016 stating:

“the respondent no.1 has so far not applied for tigeant of EC, they will submit
the application forthwith and on submission of suclan application the,
MPPCB/MPSEIAA will depute a team to carry out thegpection of the premises
for either grant or refusal of the EC and to consd the same and decide the said
application in accordance with law, in case, anyashcoming are noticed during
such inspections they should be pointed and thepmslents would rectify the same
within one month”.

The application filed by PP was forwarded by SElAe their letter no.
4950/SEIAA/2017 dated 06/01/2017. For compliancélaf’ble NGT, (CZ Bench)
Bhopal directions dated 05/01/2017, the case wasedl in the subsequent 286
meeting of the SEAC scheduled on dated 28/01/206&vewm PP remained absent.

However, during scrutiny of the documents submittethe PP along with form-1, it
was observed by the committee that:

1. It's an existing facility since 2002 while in therh-1 submitted by PP;
application is made as “New” Project which is coadiictory.

2. In form-1, section Il “Environmental Sensitivityio details are provided by
the PP and against each column “NO” is mentionedilevlas per the
“Location map” submitted by PP, site appears tovehin 10 kms radius of
“Van Vihar national Park”, notified PA as Eco-setige Zone.
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3. PP has also not submitted the DFO certificate reljag distance from
protected area/ ECO sensitive zone. If site falithiw protected area/ ECO
sensitive zone, PP has to apply online for NBWhrelece and a copy of the
online application may be submitted to SEIAA/SEAC.

4, Copies of valid Consent and Authorizations are mattached with the
application from.

Considering above issues, committee after delibmratdecided that since neither
the Project Proponent (PP) nor his representativas\present to explain the query
which might be raised or to make any commitmenchvinmay be desired by the
committee during the deliberation today, PP may#ked in subsequent meeting of
SEAC with clarifications/documentary evidences bova issues”.

The case was presented by the PP and their camswhi@rein PP submitted that this
Is an existing Common Biomedical Waste Treatmeriliawhich is in operation
since 2002 as a public limited company by a grot®® practicing doctors to
comply with the Biomedical Rules. The total san@oéid capacity of handling and
incinerating biomedical waste is 1200 kg/day. PRh&r submitted that they are
neither proposing any change in the plant and machinor expanding the capacity
of existing plant. PP informed that they have valithorization under Biomedical
Rules (valid up to 08/12/2018) and consent undeteY\Wact, 1974 and Air Act, 1981
from the M. P. Pollution Control Board (valid up 1d4/01/2017). PP also submitted
that as their facility is established in 2002 tlzeg not covered under the perview of
EIA notification, 2006.

However, Hon’ble NGT, (CZ Bench) Bhopal on dated08&2016 passed an order
stating that:

“the respondent no.1 has so far not applied for ginant of EC, they will submit the
application forthwith and on submission of such aapplication the,
MPPCB/MPSEIAA will depute a team to carry out thgpection of the premises for
either grant or refusal of the EC and to considee tsame and decide the said
application in accordance with law, in case, anyiicoming are noticed during
such inspections they should be pointed and theoretents would rectify the same
within one month”.

Thus committee observed that;

() Initially in the EIA Notification, 1994 and ElANotification, 2006 Bio-medical
facilities were not covered. Later on Gol, Ministrf Environment and Forest vide
S.0. 1142 (E) dated 17/04/2015 has made it mand&ipall the Bio-medical Waste
Treatment Facilities under category no.7 (da) tdaiob prior “Environmental
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Clearance” (EC) and thus none of such facilitiescivhwere established prior to
April, 2015 have obtained EC including M/s Bhopatiherators Ltd, 6/5, Sector-H,
Industrial Area, Govindpura, Bhopal.

(i) So far SEAC have no information from MPPCB/MHESBA about the inspection
carried out by them as per the Hon’ble NGT, (CZ &gnBhopal on dated
06/05/2016.

Thus committee after deliberations decided that MBRIPSEIAA may be asked to

provide the copy of inspection reports carryouthsm in accordance with the order
of Hon’ble NGT, (CZ Bench) Bhopal on dated 06/03/2%s0 that if there are any
iIssues w.r.t. environmental sensitivity which abserved/reported by the inspecting
team, should be placed before the committee fosidemation and taking suitable
decision in this case in accordance with the exgdtaws.

Case No. - 5511/2017 Chief Engineer, NVDA Sanawabhdira Sagar Project
(Canal), Sanawad, Distt. -Khandwa, (M.P.)Prior Environment Clearance for
Chhaigaon Makhan Lift Irrigation Scheme, Tehsil - Kandwa, Dist. Khandwa,
(M.P.) Liftting Point : Indira Sagar Main Canal fran R.D. 22- R.D. 36 km., CCA
— 35000 ha.,

This is lift Irrigation project with Net CCA of 3®® Ha. The water shall be lifted
from the existing source and transported to thensand area through Pipes using
pressurized micro irrigation system therefore, nbnsergence is proposed in the
project. Hence by virtue of the nature of the propnd as per MoEF notification SO
3067 (E) dated 01/12/2009, it falls under categdy¥he application was forwarded
by SEIAA to SEAC for scoping so as to determine TiORarry out EIA and prepare
EMP for the project. The salient features of thggut along with the proposed TOR
were presented by the PP and their consultantgeodfie committee which reveal
following.

Name of the Project : Chhaigaon Makhan Lift Mitmigation Scheme

Type of Project : Lift Micro Irrigation Project

Supply source : Indira Sagar main canal

Lifting Point : Indira Sagar main canal at R9R6 m near village Dongargaon
Command : In Tehsil Pandhana and Khandwa, Disgthandwa

River Basin : Narmada

Earthquake Zone : Zone-lll (Moderate Seismic)
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Details of the project

Catchment area of the basin It is a lift suhéhence no independent catchment is
being harnessed.
Submergence due to project No submemrgéns a lift scheme from existing canal
Head Regulator(s) : Left bank regulator structure shall be constructed
Pump Head : 117m + 72m
Pipe System
Rising Main (I & 11) : 18.45 km (10.10+8.35 KM)
Type : Main - M.S. Pipe
Disnet HDPE pipe

Distribution system : Pipe

(upto 2.5 ha)
Efficiencies (percentage)

Conveyance : 95%

Field application : 84%

Power Requirement : 25.53 MW

Cost of the project
Head works / RM : 224.41 Crore
Canal / DISNET : 350.44 Crore
Establishment charges : 5 Crore

Total : 579.85 Crore
B. C. Ratio : 2.17

LAND REQUIREMNT

Permanent:

The entire micro irrigation system has been aligneslich a way, that it doesn’t pass through any
forest area.

For construction of pump houses, Brake pressutedad distribution chamber of the project,
private land of about 3 ha shall be purchased

Temporary:
In private or Govt. land. the pipe shall be lai@d.m below average ground level hence no land for
pipes shall be acquired permanently and tempogany &cquisition will be done as per Bhumigat
pipe line laying act.

The temporary land requirement is approximatelyH45

It was submitted by the PP during presentation $ivate project doesn't involve any
submergence and water conductor system consigigeline, pumping and command
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area, EIA study is based on secondary data andetinprimary data to substantiate
secondary level information. Accordingly the TORswyaoposed by the proponent. After
deliberations committee decided to recommend stdnd@R prescribed by the

MoEF&CC for conducting the EIA study along withlfmiing additional TOR'’s:

1. A detail of the source (quantum of water availablaer potential users etc.) from
water is envisaged to be lifted shall be furnished.

2. Places where diversions of nallah/natural draiespanposed should be detailed out
in the EIA report.

3. Sedimentation study in the pipe lines including dieposition, scaling etc should be
furnished with EIA report along with the methodofqgoposed for its cleaning.

4. Economic viability and cost benefit analysis sholbddconducted and presented in
the EIA report should also take into consideragmvironmental/ecological cost-
benefits.

5. How micro-irrigation technology shall be implemesten this project after the
completion of the project.

6. The study area for the EIA shall include 2.5 Knmeane either sides of the pipeline.

7. Management plan for dug-out material generatechddaying / construction of the
pipe line / structures.

8. An inventory of various features such as sensivea, fragile areas, mining /
industrial areas, habitation, water-bodies, magads, etc. shall be prepared and
furnished with EIA.

9. An inventory of flora & fauna based on actual grdwsunirvey shall be presented.

10.As forest land is involved in the project FC stagebe clarified with supporting
documents.

11. PP should also explore the possibility of redugngposed power requirement and
methods proposed for dealing with back pressurease of electricity failure
should be studied in the EIA report.

12. EIA report should cover impact of anticipated charng cropping pattern and
associated activities like horticulture, animal rarsdry etc

7. Case No. - 5451/2016 M/s Hindustan Petroleum Corphtd, Mangalia Pol Depot
(Indore), Sanver Road, Mangalia Village, Indore, (MP.)-453771Augmentation
of existing HPCL POL depot including Additional Pohct Storage Tankage at
Village. - Mangalia, Tehsil. Sanwer, Distt.- IndoréM.P.)

PROJECT PROPOSAL

The project proposal is for Augmentation of exigtiHPCL POL depot including
Additional Product Storage Tankage at Vill. - Malmgalhe. Sanwer, Distt.- Indore,
(M.P.) (Cat. — 6 (b) Project).
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Brief Description Project Area & LAND

The proposed project falls under the industriahamad there is no processing
involve in this project. The transportation of mi&kfor storage purpose thru
railway siding and also depend on existing pipeforen BPCL terminal.
Mangliya industrial area is situated beside A.Ba&mear Mangliya village 13
km away from Indore.

In this area mainly medium major scale industries @stablished like dairy
plant, solvent extraction, vegetable oil refinevignaspati plant and Storage of
petroleum product.

Total No. of industries registered in the board E3eout of which red category
units are 11 and green are 02.

The latitude and longitude of proposed site is£2%6.70’'N and 75 °55"7.51E.

Existing Facilities at Indore IRD Installation:

Existing Capacity of Plant-18,450 KL Product & 200D Water

12 Nos of above ground Storage Tanks

4 Nos U/G Tanks for MS, ethanol & SKO , 4 Nos A/@ri2ontal tanks (LDO,
FO).

1x8 Bays + 1x2 bays T/T Gantry

Pump Houses, Admin building and other allied fée.

Proposed Facilities:

Proposed Capacity 42600 KL Product & 8000 KL Water.

Dismantling of all tanks, Gantry, Pipeline, Pumpuse.

New facilities proposed:. Tanks-20 no. of varyirapacity, TT Gantry (two
rows of 8 bay ), pump house, and Fire fighting diffecilities other support
facilities and infrastructure facilities like apjpch roads, Pump Houses,
Admin building, and vehicles parking area, ETP etc.

Existing Tanks with Quantity

SI.No. | Class Material No of Tank | Quantity (KL)

1 C FO/LDO 5 780.00

2 A Hexane/MS 8 4,500.00
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ULP
3 B HSD/SKO/ATF 8 13,170.0d
TOTAL 21 18,450.00
5 NA Water (Fire Fighting) 2 2,000.00
Total 23 20,450
Proposed Tanks with Quantity
No of Quantity
SI.No Class Material Tank (KL)
1 C Bio Diesel 2 3,100.00
Hexane/MS
2 A Ethanol 7 11,680.00
3 B HSD/SKO/ATF 9 27,820.00
TOTAL 18 42.600.00
Water (Fire
5 NA Fighting) 2 8,000.00
Total 20 50,600.00

The case was presented by the PP and their camswii@rein during presentation it
was observed from the Google image that that thstieg site is surrounded by
number of industries existing in the nearby ardlge on the east and southern side
and two other depot of IOCL and BPCL on the wessgtle and primarily site seems
to be unsuitable for the proposed augmentation.

The case was earlier discussed in thé"2BEAC meeting dated 26/1/2016 wherein it
Is recorded that committee after deliberations égkie to first submit site feasibility
study report for further expansion through modelorgother techniques as site is
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surrounded by other industrial units, bulk storatmoots of IOCL & BPCL and
village area with respect to following for considon of TOR:-

1. During presentation it was submitted by PP thatesexisting facilities will be
dismantled thus it should precisely be submitteat twhich facilities will be
dismantled and facilities that will remain intact.

2. Proposed protection plan for the HPCL Plant andtiaaél measures proposed
for the protection of neighboring plants and vidagyea.

3. Alternate sites should also be examined and disdussthe site feasibility study
report.

PP vide letter dated 31/01/2017 has submitted tleeygreply which was forwarded
by the SEIAA vide letter no. 5265/SEIAA/17 datedd232017.

The case was presented by the PP and their camswiteerein PP submitted that all
the existing storage tanks will be dismantled. @fher submitted that new terminal
will be provided with state of the art automatiardasafety system fully confirming
to OISD standard 244. PP also informed that duexisting infrastructural facilities
such as railway siding which is shared by all theé existing terminals, this site is
suitable for expansion and they have also carngdcomprehensive quantitative risk
assessment (QRA) and based on the report adequedsumas are proposed for
protection of HOCL terminal, neighboring terminalsd village area. PP requested
that they have started collecting the data fromo®et, 2016 and may be allowed to
use them in the EIA which was agreed by the coremittCommittee after
deliberations decided to issue standard TOR pie=dtrioy the MoEF&CC for
carrying out EIA study with following additional TRs:-

1. EIA studies should be carried out considering ttegpsed master plan of the
Indore city.

2. Any natural drainage nearby the facility shouldppetected and the detailed
protection plan from any spillage should be disedssa the EIA report.

3. PP should provide the details of existing trees piath for proposed green
belt with area, name of species and their numbEtAnreport.

4, No parking will be allowed outside of the terminalemises. PP should
submit detailed parking plan and traffic managenm@at considering the
peak load in the EIA report.

5. Details of the plans to meet out crises such asatcident to be furnished &
presented in the EIA report.

6. Additional measures proposed for the protectiom@fhboring plants and
village should be discussed in detail in the Elpom.

7. Details of existing on-site / Off-site emergencyarpland the proposed

modification in view of expansion to be submitted.
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8. Details of existing Safe Guards (Environmental adl s safety) and the
proposed augmentations to be presented in thetrepor
9. Study of the ground-water regime with specific refee to oil & grease shall

be incorporated in the EIA study.

10. During presentation it was submitted by PP thatesexisting facilities will
be dismantled thus it should precisely be submitteBIA report that which
facilities will be dismantled and facilities thatillwemain intact on layout
map.

11. Proposed protection plan for the HPCL Plant andit@maeél measures
proposed for the protection of neighboring plamd willage area.

12. Details of various alternate sites considered lerfroject be included in the
EIA report.

13. Pre-dominant wind direction to be ascertained aswbringly the Safety &
Environment Management Plans prepared and reported.

14. Public Hearing has to be carried out as per thevigioms of the EIA
Notification, 2006.

15. Compliance report of consent conditions from Regio®fficer, M. P.
Pollution Control Board, Indore should be submitath EIA report.

8. Case No. - 5515/2017 Executive Engineer, Indore B#opment Corporation, 7,
Race Course Road, Indore, (M.P.) - 45200Brior Environment Clearance for Area
Development of Scheme 169B, Super Corridor, Indof®.P.) Net Plot Area —
1447900 m2 Cat. - 8(b) Project.

The proposed project falls under item no 8(b)area development project of Scheme
169B, Super Corridor, Indore, (M.P.) Net Plot Are4447900 m2 hence requires prior
EC from SEIAA before initiation of activity at sitdhe application was forwarded by
SEIAA to SEAC for scoping so as to determine TORcaory out EIA and prepare
EMP for the project. PP and his consultant presktite salient features of the project
before the committee in the meeting.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Indore Development Authority (IDA) proposes an Aavelopment project, Scheme
no. 169 B, Super Corridor in the city of Indore.

The Area development of Scheme 169 B, Super Cardflers to enhance the already
rich culture with modern development elements amératies. SCP is envisioned to
be a Transit Oriented Development (TOD) servingditg it would enable travelers
to shun the city traffic and reach the airport in time. This enhances the
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opportunities that the abutting land provides khg the road Ring Road Western - 2
& Main Road 10. The purpose is to develop morestive vibrant, healthy, clean and
safe environment, with modern facilities, a fulhge of services and well maintained
infrastructure offering a highly desirable placework, live, invest and cater to the
needs of a diverse community with a compreherdewelopment plan including:

Plotted area (Commercial)

Area under Coordinated Plots (Super Corridor)
Public Utility

Solid Waste Transfer Station

Parking Lots

MPEB Grid

Commercial Facilities (Petrol Pump, etc)
Communication Nodes

Parks, roads, pedestrian pathways.
Construction will be done by individual plot ownet®A will construct only the
following facilities:

. Over Head Water Tank

AN N NN N N

. Under Ground Sump well
. Site Office and Store
. Sewage Treatment Plant

The case was presented by the PP and their comswit@rein it was submitted by the
PP that this is an area development project whecepe few facilities such as over
head tank, underground water sump and sewage geaptant will be constructed by
them and all other constructional activities wdl taken up by the individual owners.
Committee informed PP that with the case file imofpct brief” PP has mentioned
total built-up area approx. 22,06,500 sq. meterschvlcomprises of residential,

commercial, public facilities and other commerdaailities which creates confusion
as with this much of construction area this willcbee category-A project.

Committee after deliberations asked PP to submised proposal clearly stating the
constructional activities that will be taken up kiyem with the total area of

construction for further consideration of the pobje

Case No. - 5516/2017 Executive Engineer, Indore Bdopment Corporation, 7, Race
Course Road, Indore, (M.P.) - 452003Prior Environment Clearance for Area
Development of Scheme 151 (Sec B, C and D, Superiw, Indore, (M.P.) Net Plot
Area — 1487400 m2 Cat. - 8(b) Project,

The proposed project falls under item no 8(b)area development project of scheme
151 (Sec B, C and D, Super Corridor, Indore, (MN¥e} Plot Area — 1487400 m2,
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hence requires prior EC from SEIAA before initiatiof activity at site. The
application was forwarded by SEIAA to SEAC for sigpso as to determine TOR to
carry out EIA and prepare EMP for the project. Pl his consultant presented the
salient features of the project before the committethe meeting.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Indore Development Authority (IDA) proposes an Aavelopment project, Scheme
no. 151 (Sec-B, C and D), Super Corridor in the oftindore.

With a High impact/market driven nodes, integratedestment Region (IRs) and
Industrial Areas (IAs) have been identified withive corridor to provide transparent
and investment friendly facility regimes. Theseioeg are proposed to be self-
sustained industrial townships with world-class rasfructure, road and rail
connectivity for freight movement to and from poasd logistics hubs, served by
domestic/ international air connectivity, relialdewer, quality social infrastructure,
and provide a globally competitive environment aacide for setting up the business
opportunities.

The Area development of Scheme 151 (Sec-B, C & Oye$ Corridor offers to
enhance the already rich culture with modern deprant elements and amenities.
SCP is envisioned to be a Transit Oriented Devetsgn(TOD) serving the city, it
would enable travelers to shun the city traffic aedch the airport in no time. This
enhances the opportunities that the abutting laodiges all along the road RW-2 &
MR10. The purpose is to develop more attractiveanh healthy, clean and safe
environment, with modern facilities, a full rangé services and well maintained
infrastructure offering a highly desirable placewiork, live, invest and cater to the
needs of a diverse community with a compreherdew@lopment plan including:

Plotted area (Commercial)

Area under Coordinated Plots (Super Corridor)
Public Utility

Solid Waste Transfer Station

Parking Lots

MPEB Grid

Commercial Facilities (Petrol Pump, etc)
Communication Nodes

Parks, roads, pedestrian pathways

AN NN NN NN
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Indore Development Authority will develop the indteucture including roads, sewer
line, CSTP (Common for Scheme no. 151, 166 andBL&® Super Corridor), water

supply line, electricity, etc. Construction will bene by individual plot owners. IDA

will construct only the Site Office and Store.

The case was presented by the PP and their comswit@rein it was submitted by the
PP that this is an area development project whecepd few facilities such as over
head tank, underground water sump and sewage geaptant will be constructed by
them and all other constructional activities wdl taken up by the individual owners.
Committee informed PP that with the case file imofpct brief” PP has mentioned
total built-up area approx. 29,36,050 sq. metersclwvlcomprises of residential,

commercial, public facilities and other commerdaagilities which creates confusion
as with this much of construction area this willcbeme category-A project.

Committee after deliberations asked PP to submised proposal clearly stating the
constructional activities that will be taken up kbiyem with the total area of
construction for further consideration of the pobje

DISCUSSIONS OF QUERY RESPONSES SUBMITTED BY PP/ISSHES RECEIVED

FROM SEIAA.

10. Case No. - 4190/2015 Shri M.K. Sahu, Executive Bnger, M.P. Housing &

Infrastructure _Development Board, Div. No. 1, GTB Mmplex, New Market,

Bhopal (MP)-462011 Prior Environment Clearance for proposed construati of

EWS & LIG Colony at Khasra No.- 219, Village-Khalheda Mahabadia, Tehsil-
Huzur, District-Bhopal (MP) Plot Area- 40469 sgm, udt up Area -51597.4
sgm(Consultant: Greencindia Consulting Pvt. Ltd, NCR,Ghaziabad)

The project is a construction project falls undeategory 8(a) of Building and
Construction Project (As per EIA notification datddi® September 2006 and
amended to the date) and involves environmentaratee on the basis of Form 1,
Form 1A and Conceptual plan. Application was foea by SEIAA to SEAC for
appraisal and necessary recommendations.

The proposed site is located in village KajliKhedahopal. The site is well
connected by Kolar Road which is running at a distaof 0.70 km from the project
site in eastern direction. This Kolar Road connelts project site to the Bhopal
City. The site is about 17.3 km from Bhopal Juneiidl), 13.4 km from Habib Ganj
Railway Station (NNE) & 20.6 km from Raja Bhoj Imtational Airport (NNW).
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Description of the Proposed Project

Proposed project have the total plot area of 4@ddtes (40469 it has been
proposed to achieve ground coverage of 11,934itmFAR area 36,983.7 Trand
Non- FAR area 14,613.77n

ProjectName | : | Environment Clearance for Construction of EWS K& IColony at village
KajlikhnedaMahabadia, Bhopal, M.P.
Population 4.560
(no.)
Land | Plot
Requirement A
(in m?) r| Ground | green Area Services| R02d & | Open
e Coverage Parking Area
a
40,469 11,934.7| 5,777.0 2,100.0 11,5715 9,085.8
Built-up : | FAR Non-FAR Total
Area (in m?)
36,983.7 14,613.7 51,597.4
D\_NeIIing 912
units (no.)
Proposed :
Parking 556
(ECS)
Water : Fresh Treated
Requirement Phases Water in Water in Total Water in KLD
KLD KLD
Construction | 9.5 113.9 123.4
Operation 437.3 216.3 653.6
STP : | 620KLD MBBR Technology STP
Solid Waste
Generation 3,195 kg/day
Power .-
Requirement 3,000 kVA, M.P State Electricity Board
Emergency
Power Back- | : | 1 of 160KVA
up
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Water Consumption

a)

Construction Phase:

It is estimated that total water demand during tocton phase is 123.4
KLDbased on 135 LPCD water for domestic consumpasnper CPHEEO
standards. The water requirement for constructdomestic activities and
landscaping are 81.0 KLD, 13.5 KLD and 28.8 KLDpestively. Out of total

water demand of 123.4 KLD, fresh water requirenwri.5 KLD will be met

by Authorized private Tanker and remaining watemded of 113.9 KLD is
met through Treated water of Development Authof8y.using the 86 LPCD
of water as per MOEF standards, the total watenireaent will be 118.49
KLD.

Operation Phase

It is estimated that the total water demand dutireoperation phase will be
653.6 KLD based on 135 LPCD water for domestic oom#ion as per

CPHEEO standards. The fresh water requirementlesileded to 437.3 KLD,

whereas treated water in the tune of 216.3 KLD va# used for the
landscaping, flushing and miscellaneous purpose.fidsh water demand will
be met from bore wells. By using the 86 LPCD of evaas per MOEF

standards, the total water requirement has rediac4d80.13 KLD. This help in

water conservation of 34.2%, so we will use MOEBndard for water

requirement.

Power Requirement

Construction Phase:

During construction phase the estimated electricatl will be 250 KVA.
Power backup of 150 KVA in the form of DG set vkt provided. The supply
will be by MP State Electricity Board.

Operation Phase

During Operation phase the estimated electrical 1688000 KVA. The supply
will be by MP State Electricity Board. Power bagk-will be provided by the
DG sets of capacity 160 kVA only for lifts and liglg at common places.
Stack height of 27 m will be provided as per CPQiglglines. DG sets will be
installed with acoustic enclosures.
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Parking Needs

Total parking required for the LIG block accordittgMadhya Pradesh Bhumi
Vikas Rules is 516 ECS and the parking proposé&asECS.

Greenbelt Development

Construction Phase:

The proposed project site is almost vacant witmtscgrasses and few trees
which will be preserved as a part of greenbelt tgraent. During the
construction period, it is to be ensured that therao exploitation of trees
around the project area especially for obtainingl fivxood by the workers.
Guards may be deputed to ensure the same.

Operational Phase:

An area of 5777 mhas been identified for greenbelt development. Jieen

area

should be properly maintained and dead plahtaild be regularly

replaced. Total 678 local trees will be plantechglthe 9m and 12m wide road

side.

Water Consumption

a)

Construction Phase:

It is estimated that total water demand during trocion phase is
123.4 KLD based on 135 LPCD water for domestic oan#ion as per
CPHEEO standards. The water requirement for coctginy domestic
activities and landscaping are 81.0 KLD, 13.5 KLBda28.8 KLD

respectively. Out of total water demand of 123.40KLlfresh water
requirement of 9.5 KLD will be met by Authorizediyate Tanker and
remaining water demand of 113.9 KLD is met throdgbated water of
Development Authority. By using the 86 LPCD of wads per MOEF
standards, the total water requirement will be 49&LD

Operation Phase

It is estimated that the total water demand duthmg operation phase
will be 653.6 KLD based on 135 LPCD water for dotieesonsumption
as per CPHEEO standards. The fresh water requitesiealculated to
437.3 KLD, whereas treated water in the tune of2Xa.D will be used
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for the landscaping, flushing and miscellaneouppse. The fresh water
demand will be met from bore wells. By using thelF8CD of water as
per MOEF standards, the total water requirementréadsced to 430.13
KLD. This help in water conservation of 34.2%, se will use MOEF
standard for water requirement.

Wastewater Treatment & Disposal

Construction Phase:

5.36 KLD of wastewater will be generated during stoumction phase
from the domestic activities. The sanitation faieif will be provided in
terms of Mobile Toilet.

Operation Phase:

Approximately 350 KLD of wastewater will be genatfrom the fresh
water. Overall 518 KLD of waste water will genedhtduring the
operation phase. Adhering to 86LPCD water will letrd 35.8%
reduction in waste generation compared to the 35D of water.

Sewage Treatment Plant:

Minimum capacity of STP proposed is 400 KLD, Thi#l \e increased

to 620 KLD in further phases (20% excess of capaifitotal generated
waste water) based on MBBR Technology is proposdzktconstructed
within the proposed project. The treated wastewatiéirbe used for

flushing, landscaping, road washing, water sprgklicar washing and
miscellaneous purposes.

The case was presented by the PP and their camisinlttne 278 SEAC

meeting dated 01/03/2016 wherein in it was obsetliatithe total fresh
water requirement is 437.3 KLD and for conservatainwater, dual
plumbing is proposed. After presentation PP wasedsto submit
response on following quatrries:

1. Submit CGWB permission for abstraction of groundewas per
OM of SEIAA no. 4253 dated 03/08/2015.

2. Submit permission of concerned authority for digho®of
municipal solid waste as per OM of SEIAA no. 4258tedl
03/08/2015.
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3. Disposal plan for excess treated water and if
(@) The disposal is through municipal drain submit
permission of concerned authority as per OM of
SEIAA no. 4253 dated 03/08/2015 and
(b) The disposal is in the nearby natural drain please
provide the details of water body where this drain
ultimately meets.
3.  Submit the details of provisions made to reducewhter demand
to 86 LPCD.

PP vide letter no. 4291/TS/DN 1/2016 dated 19/10&26as submitted
that the land at Mahabadia is beyond planning af&hopal hence it is
creating difficulties in getting various approvalssired by SEAC and
requested for further time to get these approvatschvwas placed
before the committee in its 284neeting dated 26/11/2016. Committee
after deliberations decided that since the cageergling from a long
time 30 days time may be given to the PP for susiomsof the desired
information and if the same is not received, thesecanay be
recommended for delisting to SEIAA. The above denisof the
committee was communicated to the PP vide letter 2® dated
19/01/2017.

The above case was placed before the committa# daté PP has not
submitted the desired information. The committegerusal of case file
observed that the case was presented in th8 SEAC meeting dated
01/03/2016 wherein PP was asked to submit ceméanmation which is
still not submitted by the PP in spite of seekimgliaonal time in the
284" SEAC meeting dated 26/11/2016. Since then PP Ileithen
submitted the desired information nor has requedtedproviding
additional time to submit desired information ahdg decided that this
case may be recommended for delisting to SEIAA eisNbOEF&CC
OM No. F-11013/5/2009-1A-1I (Part) dated 30/10/2042 PP has not
submitted the desired information and pending slong.

11. Case No. — 5199/2016 Mr. Rohit Wadhwa, Director, Kshna Kunj, Gandhi
Road, Gwalior -474011Prior Environment Clearance for “The Olympia” of Mg
Blue Lotus Realtors Pvt. Ltd, Teh & Distt. —GwalidM.P.) at Khasra no. - 45/min-
2, 47, 48, 49, 50, 61/1/1, min-2, 68/2/min-2, 53/1 54, 57, 58/1, 59/min-1, 65,
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58/2, 59/min-2,60, 68/2, min-3, 61/1/1/min-1, 6163, 66, 68/2/min-1, 36/1, 36/2,

37/min-1, 39, 40/1, 40/2, 44, 37/min-2,55/Motal Plot Area -78060 sg.mt., Total

Built-up Area - 142710.17 sg.mt. For — Building Costruction.

PROJECT

FEATURES

Name of the Project

Coordinates of Site
Topography

Climate
Monsoon Season)

Annual Avg. Temperatures
Annual Average Rainfall
Relative Humidity

Annual Dominant Wind

Railway Station
site

Air Port

Total Plot Area
Proposed Built—-Up Area
Total No. of block

Total no. of units

Total No. of EWS
Height of building
Road width / MOS

Expected Population

Thé Olympia” of M/s Blue Lotus Realtors
Pvt. Ltd.Board.

1 26°10°4.73"N, 78°13'2.E&Elev. 688 ft.
: Almost Flat

: Sub — Tropical (Generally dry exicep

: Max. — 33.50C, Min.6-6DC
910 mm

1 45% Min. & 85% Max.
- NW

: Gwalior Railway Statior8:2 Km away from

: Gwalior Airport— 17.2 Km away frosite
: 78060.00 Sq. Mt.

:142710.00 Sg.mt

: 13bks (Res. 8, school 1, club house 1,
community hall 1, commercial 1, duplex block 1,)

. Ristial 1424, studios 273, duplex 14, EWS
117, convenient shop 10,club house 1

: 117 Nos.
: B+36-M
: 24/18/Tn
: 8425
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Water requirement : 1234 KLD

Source of Water : GMC Water supply

Power requirement : 5514 KVA for Residen&al288.26 KVA for
Commercial.

Source of Power : MPEB

Solid Waste Generation :4.12918DTP

Waste Water Generation : 1048.31 KLD - STépBsed — 1100 KLD

Water Supply

S. No.| Item Description Residential
1. | Domestic Water Requirement 761 KLD
2. | Flushing Water Requirement 407 KLD
3. | Landscaping & other uses 66 KLD
4. | Total Water Demand 1234 KLD

1048 KLD on 100% Load &

5. | STP Capaci
bactty 1100 KLD Proposed

6. | Available Treated Water 471 KLD
7. | Used Treated Water 472 KLD
8. | Net Fresh Water 761 KLD
Car Parking:
Flats Car required Cars available
2bhk 730 nos. 876 nos.
2bhk + study 260 nos. 312 nos.
3 bhk 208 nos. 250 nos.
Total 1198 Nos. 1438 Nos.
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The case was scheduled for the presentation in2#¥8 SEAC meeting dated
02/07/2016 wherein the PP and their consultant wezsent. After the presentation,
PP was asked to submit details on following fotlfar consideration of the project:

1. Revised water balance details with measures proposehe reduction in water
demand and utilization of excess treated water.

2. Revised EMP wherein the cost of proposed sewagsipgfor connection with
municipal corporation drain should be added.

3. Written commitment of PP that 15 meter area willldie from the HFL of the
adjoining nallah.

4. In the layout of the project, some Govt. land igxistence and thus committee
recommends that the surrounding area of this Gawtl should be developed as
green belt for which a commitment be submittedHzyRP.

5. Detailed plans of proposed commercial sectors bendted by the PP.

6. Details protection plan of neighboring nallah bbrsiited.

7. Parking plan with sector wise details on layout rhesubmitted.

PP has submitted the reply of above vide letteedl2?/08/2016 and thus placed in
the agenda for query reply the presentation.

The case was presented by the PP and their camisiritthe 284 SEAC meeting
dated 26/11/2016 wherein PP was asked to subrpibmes on following:

1. PP has submitted a written commitment of restrctaonstruction
activity by at least 15 meter from the adjoinindlata However, the
PP was asked to leave 15 meters from the HFL o&dj@ning nallah.
Thus PP was again asked to submit HFL marked onagfeut map
and 15 meters area left from the HFL of the nallah.

2. Similarly, PP was asked to submit detailed plans pobposed
commercial sectors wherein PP has submitted tyfimai plan of only
2425.45 sg. meter area while the proposed ared154281378 sq.
meters. Thus PP was again asked to submit thdetkrdans of all the
floors of proposed commercial sector.

3. PP was asked to submit details protection planeafhiboring nallah
which is missing in query reply. Thus PP was agaiked to submit
protection plan of neighboring nallah.

PP has submitted the reply vide letter dated 03018 with reference to the 284

36



12.

SEAC meeting dated 26/11/2016 which was placedreettoe committee in the
285" SEAC meeting dated 26/12/2016. On scrutiny ofréqgy submitted by the
PP it was observed that PP has submitted the vepigh is the copy of the reply
submitted earlier by PP vide letter dated 24/08620Thus after deliberations
committee decided that PP may be asked to subeuigar and query wise reply as
per the discussion of 284 SEAC meeting dated 26/11/2016 for further
consideration of their project.

PP has submitted the reply vide letter receiptdl@ig01/2017 with reference to the
285" SEAC meeting dated 26/12/2016 which was placedrbehe committee. On
scrutiny of the reply submitted by the PP it waselsed by committee that PP has
submitted the reply of other queries but have mmcsed the “HFL marked on
layout map” as per the queries raised in"28EAC meeting dated 26/11/2016. The
committee decided that PP may be asked to subyatitanap of the project site
HFL area marked on it within 30 days.

Case No. — 773/2012 Shri Visan Asnani /9Asnani Builder & Developers

limited 17, Zone-ll MP Nagar Bhopal (MP) Prior Environment Clearance for

proposed pollted development project at Khasra 1@, 163/1, 163/2,
164,165,171,172,173/1,174/2,175,176,177,178,179.880182,183,184,185,186,1
87,188,189/1,190,191,192,194,195/1,196,202,20341208/1 Village-Katara,

Tehsil-Huzur, District-Bhopal (MP) Total Plot Areai144040.73 sg mt Built up
Area -144040.73 sq. mt.

The project is a construction projectdalhder Category 8(a) of Building and
Construction Project (As per EIA notification dat&d" September 2006 and
amended to the date) and involves environmentaratee on the basis of
Form 1, Form 1A and Conceptual plan. Applicatiorsv@warded by SEIAA
to SEAC for appraisal and necessary recommendations

Site Specific details

Objective Environmental Clearance For proposed@&ddResidential
township

Total Area 23.768 ha (237686 sq mt)

Project Expansion of the project

Existing Built | 17719.69 sgm (C to E obtained from MPPCB)
up area
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Total Built up ~144041 Sq mt Gross Built up area
Area

Cost of project | ~100.00 Crore

Promoters of | M/s Asnani Builders and Developers Pvt Ltd
the Project

Location of Village — Katara, Tehsil- Huzur, Bhopal (MP)

Project

Khasra No. 162 to 165, 171, 172, 173/1, 174/2,td 788, 189/1, 190
to 192, 194, 195/1, 196, 202, 203/1, 204 and 208/1

Occupancy Land owned by project proponent

Geological 23 10' 58" N to 2310' 43" N and 7728' 42" E

Location

Altitude 460 m AMSL

Nearby North : Land under development

Features of the| South : Agricultural land

site East : Road
West : Slum resettlement

Nearest NH-12 — 2 km

Highway

Railway Station| Habibganj -7 Km

Airport Raja Bhoj — 22 km

Topography Plain

Area Breakup of the plotted development

S# [Particular Area in sq meter
Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Total
1 |Land area 115606.384250.00 | 57830.00 [237686.3(

Area under Master Plan
Roads

3 |Area under PSP use as pgr 6698.34 4553.0D nil 251134

7186.90 | 3436.28 1512.00 12135.
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Master Plan school, health
centre etc

Net Scheme area 101721/86260.72 | 56318.00 [214299.8(
Plotted area 46128.0% 25138.63 27443.76 98710.44
Proposed Group housing/
6 |shopping including stilt 10782.32 | 7690.91 1572.65 20045.88
parking
7 [Recreation and 1569.27 |892.48 | 1253.11 | 3714.86
club/community space
Area under services 1573.76f 829.91 583.73 2987(40
Open parks 11073.60 8344.43 6790.96 26208.99
10 |Informal sector 2066.66 | 1340.43 1287.39 4694 .48
11 |Area under roads 28527.40 12023.983 17386.40 57937

PP has requested MS SEAC for withdrawal of casdien of plotted
development vides letter number 26.09.2012. T&&® diven permission for
plotted development for the project comprising B3ha. PP has constructed
the sample house and other amenities with the geiom of CTE of MPPCB
admeasuring area 17,719 sq mt which is less th@aBQ@B00 sq mt. In the 104
meeting of SEAC, the PP has allowed to withdraw ¢hees based on the
submission. SEIAA has directed SEAC for site wisiascertain the violation.

As decided, Shri K. P. Nyati, Member SEAC and SRri Maheshwari,
Member SEAC visited the site on 11/06/2016. Durmgpection, Dr. Abhaya
K. Saxena, Sr. Scientific Officer, MP Pollution Gant Board, Bhopal and
Shri Dinesh Goswami, Project Manager was also ptese

Major Observations during the Site Visit:

The project was approved by TNCP only for plottexvelopment.
The entire land belongs to us i.e. M/s Asnanidaril& developers

Ltd.

The total land area is 23.76 ha which has beenlaese for sale of
plots. As informed by the PP, to facilitate thaidents, the STP,
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Recreation facility, club house and model/sampleskchaving built
up area of 17,719 sgq. mt. was constructed by thd tavner for
which PP has obtained CTE from the M. P. Pollutontrol Board.

. It was informed by the land owners that they arecomstructing the
houses. They have just sold the plots and resgeptot owners are
constructing their houses and thus they not thetoaction agency.

. As informed by the PP, till date all the plots hde®en sold out. It
was informed by the PP that to make uniformityha township and
to provide beautification, houses on pre designeamats were
constructed by the construction agency chosen éyttupants for
which a declaration was signed with the respeqtie¢ owners. PP
was asked to provide some copies of such docunasmtscopy of
CTE issued by the M. P. Pollution control Board ¢onfirmation of
the facts. PP vides letter dated 02/09/2016 hasisida the CTE
obtained from the M. P. Pollution Control Board aodpies of
declaration signed by the respective house ownatsmgthat “We
have constructed the houses on pre-designed folwadur self, on
the above said plot by employing our own funds”.

. Two Entry / Exit are provided at this point in tinfier the project.
Main entry /Exits are through 12 m wide road arndnmal circulation
roads are of 12 m, 7.5 m and 6 m width. Some iaterwads have
already been constructed. Peripheral plantatigoresent along the
project boundary with approx. 700 plants. As per thformation
provided PP, drainage pattern of the project i$ eathe project site
towards the back side of the project.

. For conflict free traffic and fire tender movemesmtterial roads of 12
m, 7.5 m and 6 m are provided / proposed in thgeptroCircular
roadway has been provided along the periphery efptoject for
movement of fire tenders. As per details provided RP, Fire
fighting equipments, such as wet risers and hasls sge proposed at
site.
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. As per the information provided by the PP during site visit, water
supply for residents will be ensured @ 86 Ipcd. Twater
requirement for the residents will be sourced tghothe municipal
supply. For treatment and recycling of treated wate site STP of
capacity 300 KLD is installed. STP tanks are ithestiabelow ground
level and the machine room and pumps are instateground.

. Area for a 48 hours MSW collection & storage spaes already
been demarcated near the EWS area.

. As per the information provided by PP, Rain Wateantdsting
structures are proposed for the harvesting of tmofunoff water

The above inspection report was placed for theudision in the 283 SEAC
meeting dated 10/10/2016 wherein after deliberatmmmmittee decided that
above inspection report regarding present statufieftase may be sent to
SEIAA.

SEIAA vide letter no. 4618 dated 02/12/2016 hag benk the file to SEAC
stating that “from the Google map, it appears thatPP has constructed more
than 17,719 sg. meter and seems to be violatiore. céder such
circumstances the case cannot be considered by/SterAwithdrawal of the
case. However, in inspection report of SEAC it as clearly mentioned that
whether the case falls under the violation of EfAification 2006 or not. This
Is to be verified at the site by SEAC and if thesipon is correct that the
construction has commenced then a report in thgarce along with the
modified recommendations as per the MoEF OM dat2dl212012 be
conveyed to SEIAA” which was placed before the cotta®”.

The committee on perusal of the inspection repbaeoved that it is clearly
mentioned in the IR that PP has started constmctiosite and has constructed
the STP, Recreation facility, club house and madetple house having built
up area of 17,719 sq. mt. It is also mentionedheinspection report based on
the submission made by the PP that they have kelgplbts and individual
owners are further constructing their houses. lemfionation of above facts
and submission, actual site photographs taken glurispection were also
appended with the report clearly showing the onga@ianstruction activity at
site which clearly indicated the violation situatim this case.
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However, no recommendations were made for violaasnper MoEF OM
dated 12/12/2012 as this OM was quashed by thed#NGT in O.A. NO.

37 OF 2015 (M.A. NO. 291, 293 & 294 OF 2015) and ONO. 213 OF 2014
(MA 755 of 2014 & M.A. No. 177 of 2015) in the matttof S.P. Muthuraman
S/o. Ponnusamy, Tirunelveli Distinct in their judgmt dated 07/07/2015
stating:

“In view of the above detailed discussion, we ptss following order and
directions:

1) We hold and declare the Office Memoranda da&ti December, 2012
and 27th June, 2013 as ultra vires the provisiohthe Act of 1986 and
the Notification of 2006. They suffer from the rmnfty of lack of
inherent jurisdiction and authority. Resultantlyevguash both these
Office Memoranda.

2) Consequently, the above Office Memoranda atd toebe ineffective
and we prohibit the MoEF and the SEIAA in the entountry from
giving effect to these Office Memoranda in any nreamwhatsoever”.

Later on Ministry of Environment, Forest and Clim&hange on dated 10/05
2016 has come up with draft notification to dedlwvthe violation cases stating
above decision of Hon’ble NGT in the preamble bsifinal notification is yet
awaited.

Committee after deliberations decided that abowefaation may be sent to
SEIAA for necessary action confirming that PP hasted construction on site
which was also evident from the actual site phapbs taken during
inspection and appended with the report showingahgoing construction
activity at site. However, no recommendations waegle for violation as per
MoEF OM dated 12/12/2012 as this OM was quashethéyHon’ble NGT in
O.A. NO. 37 OF 2015 (M.A. NO. 291, 293 & 294 OF 23Dand O.A. NO. 213
OF 2014 (MA 755 of 2014 & M.A. No. 177 of 2015) ihe matter of S.P.
Muthuraman S/o. Ponnusamy, Tirunelveli Distincttiveir judgment dated
07/07/2015 as per available records with SEAC.

13. Case No. — 2621/2015 Mr. H.R. Rai, 244, King Shomg Centre, Near Hotel
Arch Manor, 1st Floor, Zone-1, M.P. Nagar, Bhopal ¥.P.)-462011 Prior
Environment Clearance for proposed Residential Pract "Rai Pink City Phase-
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1" at Vill.-Borda, Kolar Road, Phanda, Teh.-Huzur, Distt.-Bhopal (M.P.) Env.
Consultant — EOMS INDIA Pvt. Limites, New Delhi.

The project pertains to Item No. 8(a) categoryoBhe EIA Notification schedule, as
the total built-up area is more than 20,008 nmHence it has to be appraised at
SEIAA/SEAC of the state for grant of prior EC. Thplication and relevant
documents were forwarded by the SEIAA to SEAC fopraisal.

The case was presented before the committee b¥?Fhand his consultant in the
260" SEAC meeting dated 07/01/2016, which reveals that;

a. During presentation, it was observed that the clrates submitted by the PP
in from-1 are not falling on the actual locationtb& project site and actual
site is almost 06.00 Kms away. Thus PP was askedhlmit revised From-1
with actual co-ordinates of the site through SEIAA.

b. It's a case of violation for which PP has submittée affidavit. The
committee after deliberation decided to carryotd wsisit only after receipt of
the revised Form-1.

The above case was placed before the committe® da$not submitted the desired
information since long. The committee observed #irate PP has neither submitted
the desired information nor has requested for piiogi additional time to submit
desired information and thus decided that this caws be recommended for
delisting to SEIAA as per MOEF&CC OM No. F-11012609-1A-11 (Part) dated
30/10/2012 as PP has not submitted the desiredmatmn and pending since long.

Case No. - 716/2012 Chief Engineer, Rani Avanti Bapdhi Sagar Project, Barqgi
Hills, Jabalpur, (MP), Upper Burhner Medium Irrigation Project - Near Divr |

Dadar Vil age 34 Km from Tehsil- Bichia, Vilage- Dvri Dadar, Teh. — Bichiya,

Dist.—  Mandla (M.P.) Gross Storage Capacity —11394MCM, Live Storage
Capacity — 82.72 MCM, Culturable Command Area ( CCA — 9800 ha.,
Submergence Area — 1523.00 ha, Catchment Area-53600 Sg km.

This is a river valley project the Upper Burhnepjpct is proposed on the main
Burhner River in Mandla District with Gross Stora@apacity —113.49 MCM, Live

Storage Capacity — 82.72 MCM, Culturable Commané&aA(CCA) — 9800 ha.,

Submergence Area — 1523.00 ha, Catchment Area-.A®53y km. The case was
forwarded by the SEIAA for scoping so as to finalithe TORS’ to carry out EIA /
EMP for the project.

43



The case was presented by PP before the comniittéles 99' SEAC meeting dated
24/07/2012 wherein TOR was approved and the sammassaed to the PP vide letter
no. 618 dated 25/09/2012.

SEIAA forwarded the request of the PP for extensiomhe validity period of the
TOR issued vide letter dt.20/09/2012. The validifyTOR was 19/09/2014. As per
MoEF Office Memorandum no. J-11013/41/2006-IA-Aart) dated 08/10/2014
now the validity period for River Valley projects for 04 years extendable by one
year. Hence, committee allowed an extension irvétdity period of TOR subject to
the following additional conditions:

1. The TORs will lapse after19/09/2016 and no furtlegtension shall be
considered.

2. The baseline data to be used in the EIA reportighoot be older than 03
years.

3. Other TOR as prescribed in the letter dated 20X Zhall be applicable.

4, This letter shall be placed & read with the ori¢if@OR letter dated
20/09/2012.

The above case was placed before the committe€D&SsTvalidity has expired on
19/09/2016. On perusal of case file committee oteskthat the validity of TOR has
expired on 19/09/2016 and till date PP has not #idninthe EIA report. Committee
after deliberation decided that since PP has nomngted the EIA report and TOR'’s
validity has expired, case may be sent to SEIAAdRrsting.

[A. A. Mishra] [OR. B. Lal]
Secretary Chairman
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[K. P. Nyati] [Dr. U. R. Singh] [Dr Mohini Saxena] [Dr. Alok Mittal]
Member Member Member Member

[Manohar K. Joshi] [R. Maheswari] [Dr. R. B. Lal]
Member Member Chairman
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