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                                                                                                                 Date: 10-06-2024 

From, 

 

Mr. RAJI MATHEW 

Managing Partner, 

M/s Highrange Metal Crusher 

Ranimudi, Lakshmikovil P.O 

Peermade 

Idukki – 685 531, 

              Kerala. 

 
To 

MoEF Regional Office, Sothern Zone, 
Kendriya Sadan, 4th Floor, 

E & F Wing, II Block, 

Koramangala, Bangalore – 560 034 

 

Respected Sir/Madam, 

Sub: Submission of Half yearly compliance report in respect of Granite Quarry 

project of Raji Mathew  in Survey nos. 1119, 969/3, 969/3, 969/4,  969/4, 969  at 
Peermade Village, Peermade Taluk,  District, Kerala State- regarding. 
 

Ref: Environmental Clearance issued vide letter No. 1211/EC2/2019/SEIAA, 

DATED: 16-04-2021 

 

With respect to above subject, we are herewith submitting the detailed half yearly 
Compliance Report for the period from October 2023 to March 2024 to all the conditions 
stipulated in the Environmental Clearance (EC) issued vide reference cited above. 

Thanking you  

Yours faithfully 

 

RAJI MATEW 

Copy to: The Member Secretary, State Level Environment Impact Assessment Authority, 4th 

floor, KSRTC terminal complex, Thiruvananthapuram – 695 014 
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I. ABOUT THE PROPONENT 

 

Mr. Raji Mathew, Managing Partner & authorized signatory of a Granite Building Stone 

Quarry, residing at Ranimudi, Lakshmikovil P.O, Peermade, Idukki– 685 531, Kerala 

operating a Granite (Building Stone) Quarry. 

State Environment Impact Assessment Authority (SEIAA) Kerala accorded Environmental 

Clearance No 19/Q/2021 dated 16-04-2021 to the quarry project in Peermade Village, 

Peermade Taluk, Idukki District, Kerala State. 
 

 

II. ABOUT THE PROJECT 

 

a. Project Category: 

The project comes under the Category B, Activity1(a), (i) of Schedule of EIA Notification 

2006 and subsequent amendments. 

 

b. Project Location: 

Re- Survey Nos. 1119,969/3, 969/3, 969/4, 969/4, 969  

of Peermade Vi l l age , Idukki Taluk, Idukki District, Kerala. 

 

The proposed project site falls within latitude and longitude value: 

 
Latitude (N) 09°35’49.39” N to 09°35’59.01”N 

Longitude (E) 77°02’16.24”E to 77°02’25.99”E 

 

c. Project Extent And Activity: 

The project is for quarrying of 1,10,000 MTA of building stone from an area of 

4.606 hectares. 

 

d. Project Description: 

Mr. Raji Mathew has obtained Environmental Clearance by SEIAA for five years and 

the validity expires on 15-04-2026. The proposed Granite (Building Stone) quarry over 

an area of 4.606 hectares is located in Peermade Village, Peermade Taluk, Idukki District, 

Kerala. The proponent has obtained approval for mining plan to produce 1,10,000 metric 

tonnes of building stone per annum. And the total project cost for the project is 4.0 crores. 
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III. REPORT OF COMPLIANCE 

A. SPECIFIC CONDITIONS 

 
ITEM 
NO 

STIPULATIONS IN EC STATUS OF 

COMPLIANCE 

S-1 As the Project Proponent’s  quarry site is 
located within 10 KMs distance from 
Periyar Tiger Reserve , as per OM dated 
8.8.209 of MoEF& CC clearance  from 
standing Committee of the National board 
for Wild Life is mandatory for  starting a 
quarry.  Hence project proponent is directed 
to obtain a clearance from standing 
Committee of the National Board for Wild 
Life before starting any activity art site. 

Judgment in  (WP(C) NO. 12829 OF 2022) 

of 2022 ( Details is attached as 

Annexure:9) 

 

S-2 
The Proposed quarry project area is 
located in Survey Nos. 1119, 969/3, 
969/3, 969/4, 969/4, 969 in Peermade 
Village, Which is notified ESA village 
as per the MoEF & CC Notification 
5135 (E) dated 03.10.2018.  As per  
section 3(a) of the said notification 
“there  shall be complete ban  on 
mining, quarrying and sand  mining  in 
Ecologically  Sensitive  Area and   all 
existing mines shall be phased out 
within five years from the date of issue 
of the final notification or on the expiry 
of the existing  mining lease, whichever  
is earlier”. As Peermade Village is  
ecologically very sensitive, taking 
enough precaution, the project 
proponent shall ensure  that the survey 
nos. of his quarry  do not fall  in the 
ESA region of Peermade Village.  To 
this effect he shall produce a certificate 
from the  Thasildar/ Village Officer, in 
case he gets a clearance from standing 
Committee of the National Board for 

Non assignment Certificate Issued 

Peerumade Tahsildar ( No:B2-4001/2021 

dated 10/12/2021)  (Details attached as 

Annexure:10) 



6 

 

Wild Life, before commencing the 
quarrying operations. 

S-3 As Per the Landslide Susceptibility 
Map prepared by NCESS (2010) and 
published by the Kerala State  Disaster 
Management Authority, (KSDMA), the 
proposed quarry project area in 
survey Nos. 1119, 969/3, 969/3, 
969/4, 969/4, 969 is found to be very 
close or within the red and orange 
zone of landslide prone areas.   Again  
taking enough precaution, the project 
proponent shall produce a No 
Objection Certificate from   the District 
Collector,  Idukki  the Chairman of 
District Disaster Management 
Committee,  before commencing the 
quarrying operations. In case he gets  
a clearance from standing Committee 
of the National Board for Wild Life. 

No Objection Certificate  

(DCIDK/2382/2021/E9 dated 

26/3/2022)is issued by District Collector 

Idukki ( Details attached as 

Annexure:11 

S-4 As  per OM no F.No.22-65/2017-1A.III 
dated 30th September 2020, the 
Project Proponent shall prepare an 
Environment Management Plan 
(EMP) as directed by SEAC during 
appraisal, covering  the issues  to 
address the environmental problems 
(CER) in the project region,  indicating 
both  physical and financial targets 
year wise.  The EMP shall be 
implanted in consultation with 
District Collector.  The Indicated cost 
for CER shall be 2% of the project cost 
depending upon the nature of 
activities proposed.  The follow op 
action on implementation of CER Shall 
be included in  the half yearly report 
which will be subjected to field 
inspection at regular intervals. 

Activities towards CER 

are being implemented. (Details of CER 

are attached as Annexure 4 ). 
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S-5 The Proponent Shall carry out quarrying as 
per the approved Mining Plan and the 
proponent should strictly follow the Kerala 
Minor Mineral Concession Rules 2015 and 
amendments thereby. 

Scrupulously follows the 
  Directions contained. 

S-6 In the wake of occurrence of large scale 
landslides in the state, as per the 
information provided by the Department of 
Mining & Geology,  It is directed to use 
only NONEL (Non Electrical) technology 
for blasting to reduce the vibration  of the 
ground, which is one of the causative 
factors that  triggers landslides,  formation 
of cracks  in the surrounding  buildings and 
disturbance to human and wildlife.  

NONEL Technology is adopted for 
blasting 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 

S-7 As per  the directions contained in the OM 
F.No.22-34/2018-1A.III dated 16th January 
2020 issued by MoEF  &  CC, in obedience  
to  the directions of the Honourable 
Supreme Court,  the project shall, 
undertake re-grassing of the mining area 
and  any other area which may have been 
disturbed due to his mining activities and 
restore the land to a condition which is fir 
for growth  of fodder, flora fauna etc.   The 
compliance of this direction shall  be 
included in the half yearly compliance 
report which will be  monitored by SEAC 
at regular intervals.  

Re grassing of the mining area will be 
carried out as per approved mining plan. 

S-8 Since the approach road is narrow the 
proponents should not use heavy 
transportation vehicles (use only light 
tippers) which are more than 10 tons. 

 Scrupulously follows the 
  Directions contained. 

 Figure :1 Photograph showing approach road 
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S-9 Additional silt traps should be provided in 
the slope breaks. 

Scrupulously follows the 
 Directions contained. 

S-10 Larger and deep silt should be made in the 

garland canal and it should be maintained 

periodically. 

Scrupulously follows the 
   Directions contained. 

S-11 The proponent should shift the proposed 
overburden dumping site to the level ground 
with proper protection of side walls. 

Existing overburden/topsoil dump is 
located in Survey No: 969/2 , 969/3 
(Details of Topsoil/OB dump 
Management Plan is  attached as 
Annexure as 12) 

S-12 The Proponent should give adequate 
protection with side walls to the present 
metal and dumping site to prevent 
downslope movement of the material. 

  Follows the directions. 

S-13 Authority makes it amply clear that EC 
issued does not necessarily imply  that 
Wild Life clearance shall be granted to the 
Project proponent and that the proposal for 
Wild Life clearance will be considered by 
the respective Authorities on its merit and 
decision taken accordingly.   The 
investment made in the project if any based 
on this EC  anticipation of Clearance from 

Scrupulously follows the 
 Directions contained. 
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Wild Life angle  shall be entirely at the cost  
and risk  of the project proponent and 
MoEF  & CC and SEIAA shall not be 
responsible  in this regard in any  manner. 

S-14 A Copy  of the EC shall be marked to IGF  
(WL), MOEF & CC, PCCF  and Chief  wild 
Life warden, Kerala, SEAC, District 
collector, Idukki and director Mining  and 
Geology. Department of Industries GOK, 
besides others for information and 
necessary further action. 

Scrupulously follows the 
  Directions contained. 
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                                                                                                                                              B.        GENERAL    CONDITIONS 

 

ITEM 
NO 

STIPULATIONS IN EC STATUS OF COMPLIANCE 

G-1 The proponent should provide 

notarized affidavit (indicating the 

number and date of Environmental 

Clearance proceedings) that all the 

conditions stipulated in the EC shall be 

scrupulously followed. 

The proponent has provided 

notarized affidavit (indicating the 

number and date of 

 environmental Clearance 

proceedings) that all the conditions 

stipulated in the EC has been 

scrupulously followed.( Details 
attached as Annexure 1) 

G-2 
All other statutory clearances should 
be obtained, as applicable, by project 
proponents from the respective 
competent authorities including that 
for blasting and storage of explosives. 
Copies of all statutory clearances shall 
be submitted along with First Half 
Yearly Compliance Report. 

Scrupulously follows the directions 
contained. 

G-3 The project proponent should 

advertise in news papers that the 

project has been accorded 

Environmental Clearance  and  

copies of clearance  letters 

 are available in the office of  

 State Environment Impact 

Assessment Authority(SEIAA) office 

and on the website of the 

Authoritywww.seiaakerala.org. The 

advertisement should be in at least two 

local newspapers, widely circulated in 

the region.  One of which shall be in 

the vernacular language. The 

advertisement 10 days from the date of 

receipt of the Clearance letter and a 

copy of the same signed in all pages 

should be forwarded to the office of 

this Authority as confirmation 

Already submitted on first 

compliance report. 

http://www.seiaakerala.org./
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G-4 The Proponent shall send a copy of the 

EC to concerned Grama Panchayat/ 

District Panchayat Municipality 

Corporation/ Urban Local Body and 

also to the Local NGO.  If any from 

whom suggestions/ representations. Of 

any, were received while processing 

the proposal.  The Environmental 

Clearance shall also be uploaded on 

the website of the company. 

Scrupulously follows the directions 

contained.(Panchayath certificate is 

attached as Annexure 6) 

 

G-5 

The lease area shall be fenced off with 

barbed wires to a minimum height of 

4ft         around, before starting of mining. 

All the boundary indicators (boards, 

stores, markings, etc. shall be 

conspicuous and maintained at all 

times 

Scrupulously   follows the directions                     

contained. 

 Figure :2 Photograph showing fenced with barbed wires and all bounday indicator 
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G-6 

The details of Environmental 

Clearance should be prominently 

displayed in a metallic board of 3 ft 

x 3 ft with green background and 

yellow letters of Times New Roman 

font of size of not less than 40. Sign 

board with extent of lease area and 

boundaries shall be depicted at the 

entrance of the quarry, visible to the 

public. 

The conditions of Environmental 

Clearance are prominently displayed 

in a metallic board. 

 
 
 
 
 

Figure:3 Photograph showing details of the environmental clearance prominently 
displayed in a metallic board 

                        

 
G-7 

Explosives should be stored in 

magazines in isolated place specified 

and approved by Explosive 

Department. Mats to reduce fly rock 

blasts to a maximum of 10PPV 

should be provided. 

Scrupulously follows the directions 

contained.( Explosive license is 

attached as Annexure 3) 
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Figure-4 Photograph of Magazine 

        

   
 
G-8 

Warning alarms indicating the 

time of blasting (to be done at 

specific timings) has  to be 

arranged as per Stipulations of 

Explosive Department. 

Warning alarms shall be installed 
in the project site. 

G-9 Access roads to quarry shall be  
black topped to contain dust 
emissions that may arise during                  
transportation of materials. The 
transportation of minerals should be  
done in covered trucks to contain 
dust emissions. 

Access road to quarry is tarred to 
contain dust emissions that may arise 
during transportation of materials. 

 Figure:5  Photographs showing water spraying on quarry road for dust suppression. 
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G-10 

A separate environmental 
management cell( EMC) with 
suitable qualified personnel should 
be set-up under the control of a 
Senior Executive, who will report 
directly to the Head of the 
Organization. The cell should have 
representative of Bio-diversity  
Management Committee of the 
Panchayath and a representative  of 
NGO.  If any active in the area. The 
EMC should meet at least once in 
six- months and review the activities 
and minutes should be a part of the 
compliance report. 

A separate environmental 

management cell with suitable 

qualified personnel has been set-up 

under the control of a Senior 

Executive, who will report directly to 

the Head of the Organization. (Details 

of EMC is attached as Annexure 13) 

G-11  Quarrying has to be carried out as 
per approved mining plan with the 
suggestions from SEAC 
incorporated and following KMMC 
rules 2015 and the amendments 
thereby,   

Scrupulously follows the directions                     
contained. 

G-12 The quarrying operation shall be 
restricted between 7 AM to 5 PM 

 The Conditions are followed  

 Figure 6 : Photograph showing details of blasting time 

 
 

 

G-13 

Rain water Harvesting facility should 

be installed as per the prevailing 

provisions of KMBR/KPBR.  Unless 

otherwise specified. Maximum 

possible solar energy generation and 

utilization shall be ensured as an 

essential part of the project. 

 Would be provided 
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     Figure:7 Photograph showing rainwater harvesting pit 

 

 

 

 

G-14 

Maximum depth of mining shall be as 

per the mining plan and as per specific 

direction of SEAC after field 

inspection.  The Maximum depth of 

mining should not be deeper than the 

local ground water table.  No mining 

operations should be carried out a 

places  having a slope greater than 45 

 The Conditions are followed 

G-15 The Height of any bench shall not 

exceed five meters and breadth shall not 

less than the height. 

Height of the benches is 
maintained at 5 x 5 m.  
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Figure:8 Photograph showing benches 
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G-16 The project proponent shall ensure that 

no natural water course and/or 

water resources shall be obstructed due 

to any mining operations. Necessary 

safeguard measures to protect the first 

order streams, if any, originating from 

the mine lease shall be taken. 

Ensured that no natural water course 
and/or water resources were obstructed 
due to any mining operations. 

G-17 A Minimum buffer distance specified as 

per existing rules and statutory orders 

shall be maintained from the boundary 

of the quarry to ne nearest dwelling unit 

or other structures and from forest 

boundaries or any other ecologically- 

sensitive and archeologically important 

areas or the specific distance specified 

by SEIAA in EC as per the 

recommendations of SEAC depending 

on specific local conditions. 

Minimum buffer distance of 50m from the 
boundary of the quarry to the nearest 
dwelling unit or other structure is 
provided. 
50m buffer distance is maintained from 
forest boundaries 

G-18 The proponent should plant trees at least 

5 times of the loss that has been occur 

while clearing the land for the project 

and follow planting measures as 

suggested by SEAC. Suitable avenue 

trees should be planted along the sides of 

the approach road and internal roads and 

open parking areas.  If any preference 

should be given to endemic native and 

fruit bearing species.   Planting in buffer 

areas should be taken up before hand.  

Proper upkeep and maintenance of 

planted seedings shall be ensured by the 

project proponent. 

Scrupulously follows the directions   
contained. 

G-19 The Proponent should ensure  that the 

vegetation in the buffer is retained, 

maintained and strengthened with 

additions of native broad leaved plants. 

The conditions followed 

G-20 Eco-restoration including the mine 

closure plan shall be done at the own 

cost of the project proponent.  This eco-

restoration should follow scientific 

standards available for restoration.  Full 

To maintain eco restoration, periodical 

afforestation and maintenance of the 

plantation will be made, rain harvesting 

and dust 
controlling will be done. Mining will be 
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recovery of the original vegetation and 

improving   the resilience of different 

ecosystems.  Overburden materials 

should be managed within the site and 

used for reclamation of mined pit as per 

mine closure plan specific conditions. 

carried by ecofriendly method. 

 

G-21 

At least 10 percent out of the total 

excavated pit area should be retained as 

water storage areas and the remaining 

area should be reclaimed with stacked 

dumping and overburden and planted 

with indigenous plant species If, no other 

specific condition on reclamation of pit is 

stipulated in the E.C Monitoring and 

management of rehabilitated areas should 

continue until  the vegetation becomes 

self- sustaining.  

At the time of the closure of the mine, it 

shall be ensured that the directions 

contained are scrupulously followed. 

 

G-22 

 Control measures on noise and 

vibration prescribed by KSPCB 

should implemented .Quarrying 

activities should be limited to day 

time as per KSPCB  guidelines/ 

specific conditions.  

Quarrying activities is 
limited as per KPSCB guidelines. 

G-23 Periodical monitoring of the vibrations 

at specified location (preferably at  a 

distance of 50 m and 100m) to be 

conducted and records kept for 

inspection.  This could also from a part 

of the compliances reports.  

Scrupulously follows the directions 
contained. 

G-24 Speed of trucks entering or leaving the 

mine site is to be limited to moderate 

speed 25 kmph to prevent undue noise 

from empty trucks. 

Scrupulously follows the directions 

contained. 

G-25 Acoustic enclosures should have been 

provided to reduce sound amplifications 

in addition to the provisions of green 

belt and hollow brick envelop for 

crushers so that the noise level is kept 

within prescribed standards given by 

CPCB/KSPCB. 

To reduce sound amplifications green 

belt is provided. 
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G-26 

Blasting should be done in a controlled 

manner using NONEL technique as 

specified by the regulations of petroleum 

and explosive safety  organization (GOI) 

or any other concerned authorized 

agency.  A Licensed person should 

supervise/ control the blasting 

operations. 

Licensed person is appointed to supervise 

the blasting operations. ((Details is 

attached as Annexure 5) 

G-27 Measures should be taken for control of 

noise levels below 85dBA in the work 

environment. 

Measures have been taken for the control 

of noise levels below 85DbA in the work 

environment such as green belt is 

provided and regular monitoring of noise 

is done and indicates all the values to be 

within stipulated norms. (Lab report of 

noise is attached as annexure 8) 

 

G-28 

Project proponent should obtain 

necessary  prior permission of the 

competent  authorities for drawl of 

requisite quantity of surface water and 

ground water for the project. 

Scrupulously follows the directions 

contained. 

 

G-29 

Regular monitoring of flow rates and 

water quality upstream and downstream 

of the springs and perennial nallahs 

flowing in and around the mine lease 

area shall be carried out and reported in 

the six-monthly reports to SEIAA. 

Regular monitoring reports indicated 

all the values to be within stipulated 

norms and are reported in the six-

monthly   reports to SEIAA. 

 

G-30 

Catch drains and siltation ponds of 

appropriate size shall be 

constructed around the mine working, 

mineral and OB dumps to prevent run 

off of water and flow of sediments 

directly in to the river and other water 

bodies. The water so collected should be 

utilized for watering the mine area, 

roads, green development etc. The 

drains shall be regularly desilted and 

maintained properly, particularly, after 

monsoon. 
 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained. 

 

G-31 

Regular Monitoring of ground water 
level and quality shall be carried out 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 
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around the mine area during mining 
operation.   If any stage it is  observed 
that ground  water table is getting 
depleted due to the mining activity; 
necessary corrective  measures shall 
be  carried out. 

 

G-32 

Garland drains and slit traps are to be 
provided in the slopes around the core 
area to channelize storm water.  De 
silting of Garland canal and slit traps 
have to be attended on a daily basis.   A 
Labour has to be specifically assigned 
for the purpose.  The proponent shall 
ensure the quality of the discharging 
storm water as per the General Effluent 
Discharges standards of CPCB.,  

Scrupulously follows the directions 
contained. 

 

G-33 

In the case of any change(s) in the 
scope of the project, extent quantity, 
process of mining technology involved 
or in any way affecting the 
environmental parameters/ impacts as 
assessed, based on which only the EC 
is issued. The projects would require a 
fresh appraisal by this authority, for 
which the proponent shall apply and 
get the approval of this authority as  per 
the existing norms. 

 

 

 

  Scrupulously follows 

 

G-34 

The stipulations by Statutory Authorities 

under different Acts and Notifications 

should be complied with including the 

provisions of Water (Prevention and 

Control of Pollution) Act, 1974, the Air 

(Prevention and control of Pollution) act 

1981, the Environment (Protection) 

Act1986, the Public Liability 

(Insurance) Act, 1991 and EIA 

Notification, 2006. 

Scrupulously follows the directions 
contained. (Details is attached as 
Annexure-7) 

 

G-35 

The top soil, if any, shall temporarily be 

stored at earmarked site(s) only for the 

topsoil shall be used for land reclamation 

and plantation. The over burden (OB) 

generated during the mining operations 

Topsoil and overburden removed from the 
site is stored at an earmarked place 
and use the same in future for 
reclamation purposes 
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shall be stacked at earmarked 

dumpsite(s) only. The maximum height 

of the dumps shall not exceed 8m and 

width 20m and overall slope of dumps 

shall be maintained to 45⁰. 

The OB dumps should be scientifically 

vegetated with suitable native species to 

prevent erosion and surface runoff. In 

critical areas, use of geo textiles shall be 

undertaken for stabilization of the dump.  

Protective wall or gabions should be 

made around the dump to prevent 

erosion/ flow of sediments during rains. 

The entire excavated area shall be 

backfilled.  

 

G-36 

All the mining equipment used in 

Mining like backhoe loaders and   

excavators  cause pollution and hence 

shall be serviced regularly & maintained 

for their efficient functioning and for 

reducing pollution,  Disposal of spent oil 

from diesel engines should be as 

specified under  relevant Rules 

Regulations    

 Scrupulously follows 

G-37 

 

 

 

All Vehicles used for transportation and 

within the mines shall have ‘PUC’ 

certificate from authorized pollution 

checking Centre.  Washing of all 

Vehicles shall be inside the lease area. 

 All the vehicles being used in the Quarry 

are having PUC Certificate and wheel 

washing facility is being made inside the 

lease area. 

G-38 Effective safeguard measures 

such as  regular water sprinkling shall be 

carried out in critical areas prone to air 

pollution and having high levels of 

PM10 and PM2.5 Monitoring of 

Ambient Air Quality  to be carried out 

based on the Notification 2009.  As  

amended from time to time by the 

Central Pollution Control Board. 

Adequate safeguard measures to reduce 

emission of high levels of PM10 and 

PM2.5 along haul road, loading and 

unloading points by regular water 

sprinkling and wetting of haul roads. 

Periodical monitoring of ambient air 

quality reports indicated all the values to 

be within stipulated norms. (Lab report 

of air is attached as annexure 8) 

 

G-39 

Dust emissions from all the sources 
should be controlled regularly. Water 
spraying arrangement on haul roads, 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 
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loading and unloading and at transfer 
points should be provided and properly 
maintained. 

 

G-40 

Corporate Environmental 

Responsibilities (CER) as prescribed by 

SEIAA/ SEAC should be carried out 

leading to Environmental stability of the 

project region.  The activities carried out 

under CER should be part of the half 

yearly compliance report.   The 

certificates from the beneficiaries.  If the 

CER part is completed should also be 

submitted to the state Environment 

Impact Assessment Authority (SEIAA) 

along with year wise expenditure.    

Activities towards Corporate Social 

Responsibilities are being implemented. 

(Details of CER are attached as 

Annexure 4). 
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 Figure:9 Advertisement given in newspaper showing canteen inauguration 
 

                   

        Figure:10 Photographs showing the canteen inauguration 
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G-41 The Project proponent is responsible for 

implementing all the provisions of 

labour laws applicable from time to 

time to quarrying/Mining operations.   

The workers on the site should be 

provided with in-site accommodation or 

facilities at a suitable boarding place. 

Protective equipment such as ear muffs, 

helmet etc. 

Scrupulously follows the directions   
contained 
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 G-42  The Proponent has to provide insurance 

protection to the workers in the case of 

existing mining or provide the affidavit 

in case of fresh lease before execution 

of mining lease 

Scrupulously follows the directions   
contained 

 

 

 

G-43 

Occupational health surveillance 

program of the workers should be under 

taken periodically to observe any 

contractions due to exposure to dust and 

take corrective measures, if needed. The 

report of health surveillance programme 

should be included in half yearly 

compliance reports. 

Project Proponent has established a First 

Aid Facility in the Quarry area and also 

following an efficient and approved 

surveillance program for workers 

periodically to ensure the health and 

safety of the workers. 

G-44 The Pits of abandoned quarries and in 

the mined area shall be used for activities 

like water harvesting aqua culture etc.  in 

an eco-friendly manner. 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 

G-45 If Government Land is partly or fully 

used for mining, the area shall be 

returned at the end of the lease period 

after mine closure with separate 

demarcation with suitable survey 

marks. 

 Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 

G-46 An accident occurring in the mined-out 

area after the lease period due to 

negligence in carrying out safety 

measures and non- closure. Will lead to 

suspension of all EC obtained for mining 

by the proponent. 

 The conditions followed. 

G-47  In case of transfer of EC the matter 
shall be intimated and approval from the 
Authority shall be obtained as per the 
existing norms. 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 

G-48 The proponent shall submit half yearly 

reports( 1st of June & Ist of December ) on 

the status   of compliance   of the 

stipulated EC Conditions including 

results of monitored data (both in hard 

copies as well as by email) and upload 

the Status of compliance of the 

stipulated EC conditions, including 

Half yearly  reports are submitted as 

stipulated. EC and half year compliance 

report is uploaded on company website 

https://highrangemetalcrusher.in/ 

https://highrangemetalcrusher.in/
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results of monitored data on their 

website and shall update the same 

periodically.  It shall simultaneously be 

sent to the respective Regional office of 

MoEI, Government. Of India and also to 

the State Environment Impact 

Assessment Authority (SEIAA)Office. 

The proponent has to submit 

Environmental statement in form V of 

Environment (Protection) Rules 1986 to 

SPCB on 31 st March every year. 

G-49  The Project authorities should extend 
full cooperation to the officer (s) from 
the Regional Office of MOEF & CC 
located at 
Bangalore/SEAC/SPCB/CPCB/ dept of 
Mining  and Geology.  While 
monitoring compliance of the stipulated 
conditions by furnishing the requester 
data/ information monitoring reports. 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 
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G-50 The above conditions shall prevail not 
with standing anything to the contrary., 
in consistent or simplified contained  in 
any other permit license on consent 
given by any other authority for the 
same project. 

   Aware of the condition. 

G-51 The Authority reserves the right to add 

additional  safeguard measures 

subsequently, if found necessary, and to 

take action including revoking of the 

environment clearance under the 

provisions of the Environment 

(Protection) Act,1986, to ensure effective 

implementation of the suggested 

safeguard measures in a time bound and 

satisfactory  manner. 

 

All the safeguard measures are done as per 

Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. 

G-52 The EC given will be withdrawn at any 

time if the area is declared high 

hazardous by the SDMA 

Scrupulously follows the directions   

contained 

G-53 The Environmental Clearance will be 

subject to the final order of the courts in 

any pending litigation related to the 

land or project, In any court of law. 

Environmental Clearance is subjected by 

DEIAA. And there are no pending court 

cases. 

(Details of EC is attached as Annexure 

2) 
G-54 Any appeal against this Environmental 

clearance shall lie with the National 

Green Tribunal, if preferred, within a 

period of 30 days as prescribed under 

section 16 of the National Green 

Tribunal Act, 2010. 

 

No appeal has been done regarding grant 

of EC within a stipulated period of 30 

days from the date of grant of EC. 

G-55 Concealing the factual data or 

submission of false/fabricated data and 

failure to comply with any of the 

conditions mentioned above may result 

in withdrawal of this clearance and 

attract action under the provisions of 

Environment (Protection) Act, 1986  

Aware of the condition. 
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G-56 The SEIAA may revoke in suspend the 

order for non implementation of any of 

the specific or any of the above 

conditions.   The SEIAA reserves the 

right to after/modify the above  

conditions or stipulate any  further 

condition in the interest of 

environmental protection. 

Aware of the condition. 

G-57 As per regulation no.106(2) of 

metalliferous mines regulation under 

mines Act.  The height of any bench 

shall not exceed six meters and breadth 

shall not less than the height. 

The conditions are followed 

 Figure:11 Photograph showing the benches 

 

 
 

 



3.50 

Gb00 A KERALA 

03.06.2024 

INDIANON JUDICIAL 

OTARP 
sIBY MATHEW 

1, Raji Mathew, S/o PS Mathew, (Holder of Aadhaarcard No.4457 8250 8953) 

residing at Pamplaniyil House, Bharananganam PO, Kottayam District, Kerala 

owner of the quarry does here by affirm and confirm as follows. 

HAKADIYEL 

KOT AYAM 

MRA! . 
REG. NO Expiry Date:1006-2u27 

GO 
RUPEES N INUNOHS 

SPECIAL 
ADHESIVE 

43 

No: 59s? Rs.50/- Raji Mathew 

IND|A, 

Pampalaniyil 
Bharananganam 

Affidavit 

NDIA 

Rs.50 

FIFTY 
RUPEES 

SIBY MATHEW THAKADIYEL 
ADVOCATE & NO TARY 

PALA KERALA 
ROLL No K 12C/1991 

MOBILE No 9447231017 

ERATTUPETTA VENDOR 

PRIYA VISWANATH 

Licence No. 1/99 

CW 451328 
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F50 

IRGIRII 

b KERALA 

No: 

03,06.2024 

INDIANON JUDICIAL 

NOTARI 
SIBY MATHEW 

THAKADIYEL 

1. That my quarry project is situated at survey nos:1119, 969/3, 969/3, 
969/4, 969/4, 969 in Peermade village, Peermade Taluk, ldukki District, 

Kerala State. 

KOTTAYAM 
KERALA 

REG. No:4143 
Expiry Date: 10-06-2027 

QVT. 
OF IND 

INDIA 

Rs. 50/- Raji Mathew 
Pampalaniyil 

Bharananganam 

Rs.50 

SIBY MATHEW THAKADIYEL 
ADVOCATE & NOTARY 

PALA KERALA ROLL No K 120!1991 MOBILE No.9447231017 

CFIFTY 
RUPEES 

[ATTUPErTA VENDOR 

PRIYA VISWANATh 
Licence No. 1/99 

CW 451329 

27 



.50 

ht KERALA 

INDIANON JUDICIAL 

OTARP 
SIBY MATHEW 

THAKADIYEL 
KOTTAYAM 

KERALA 
REG. No:4143 
Expiry Date:10-06-2027 

OVT. 

2. That, all the conditions stipulated in the Environment clearance would be 
scrupulously followed. 

OF IN 

NDIA 

LINDIA 

No: 59S9 Rs.50/- Raji Mathew 
03.06.2024 Pampalaniyil 

Bharananganam 

Rs.50 

FIFTY 
RUPEES 

SIBY MATHEW THAKADIYEL 
ADVOCATE & NOTARY 

PALA KERALA 
ROLL No K120/1991 

MOBILE NO 9447231017 

ERATTUPLTTA VENDOR 

PRIYA VISWANATH 
Licence No. 1/99 

CW 451330 
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F50 

aT KERALA 

Verification 

INDIA NON JUDICIAL 

Place:Peermade 

Date: 6-6-2024 

NOTARP 

Verified that my above statements are true to the best of my knowledge and no 
materials have been concealed therein. 

SIBY MATHEW 
THAKADIYEL 

KOTTAYAM 
KERALA 

REG. No:4143 
SlExpiry Date: 10-06-2027 

OVT. 
OF INO 

INDIA 

No: 54Go Rs.50- Raji Mathew 
03.06.2024 Pampalaniyil 

Bharananganam 

Rs.50 

FIFTY 
RUPEES 

Solemnly affirmed and signed before me 
by the deponent who is personally known 
to me on this the.....day of....kx.. 
202.4,.in my office at Pala. 

Deponent :Mr. Raji Mathew 

SIBY MATHEW THAKADIYEL 
ADVOCATE & NOTARY 

PALAK RALA 

-

ROLL No K120/1991 
MOBILE No 9447231017 

CW 451331 

Liconce No. 1/99 

27 
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Figure:1 

 

 
 

 

Figure:2 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

Figure:3 

   

 

 

           

 

 

 
 



Cert No. SMR-E S/' wh Fed

VT" tl`cri lvGovernment of India

qTi  OfiTfa,   1952/Mines Act,  1952
Hit Tften ae/Board of Mining Examinations

fft an riqiFT Hum ii7mT-T5i
itrrEauiTiA .... 6aru   \

sEcOND cLAss IVIANAGFR' s cERTIFlcATE OF conmETENcy
(fa chqTqme di iiqi th)

a`estricted  to  mines  having opencast workings  only)
(qTfan wi fffi,  1961 i* ch) .

(Under  the  Metalliferous  Mines  Regulations,  1961)

ch                     rtlqiHq`tll u                            RE               wha enT
fan iaq ffitr            11,04.1994                    t,   ch fffi Chtt Ta 3]I`]q TiTa ed
qTT  tirdloMiq, FTiuT Tqd ri i{ ng:dngT{T fro ch-qifrfu di i} rieliT t8
fat  an ri.qiF Hcarm TTmH5r T<FT fin fflm a I  qE FTiuHiT fas 01.io.2017
a Twh a I

Shri                       SILAMBARASAN N                           son of            NATrisAN R

born on              11 April,1994                                     having given satisfactory evidence  of possessing

the prescribed qualifications and experience is hereby granted SECOND CLASS MANAGER' S
CERTIFICAIE OF COMPETENCY to manage the in.etalliferous mines having opencast workings
only.  This  certificate  is  effective  from.             01.10.2017

i-----
Trfia

en qflen as
Secretary

BoardofMihing
Examinations

Signed and Sealed
Date  2.a _-\-JL.-\q

Chairman
Board of Mining

Exaninations

ANNEXURE-5



To

Home Address

Village

ro
Police Station

District

State

SIIAMBARASAN N

NENILITS
NEYVELI

NEYVELI BLOCK-27

CUDDAIORE

TAMILNADU

TqTfro fin i]Tar € ft7 ed HeFT fafin ofun ar iaTtap Tften ffit
aTi i. ed ed i} fck caRI tife fin rm a I

Certified that he has been examined by qualified medical
officer and declared fit for employment in mines.

ch2

d4

ri6

ch8

al10

On

On

On

On

Prepared by

Checked by
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.NAGARESH

FRIDAY, THE 19TH DAY OF AUGUST 2022 / 28TH SRAVANA, 1944

WP(C) NO. 12829 OF 2022

PETITIONER:

RAJI MATHEW,
AGED 56 YEARS,
MANAGING PARTNER, 
M/S.HIGHRANGE METAL CRUSHER, 
LAKSHMIKOVIL.P.O, RANIMUDI, 
PEERMADE,
IDUKKI-685531.

BY ADVS.
SANTHOSH MATHEW
ARUN THOMAS
KARTHIKA MARIA
ANIL SEBASTIAN PULICKEL
ABI BENNY AREECKAL
LEAH RACHEL NINAN

RESPONDENTS:

1 UNION OF INDIA,
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY, 
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, 
FORESTS AND CLIMATE CHANGE, 
PARYAVARAN BHAVAN, 
CGO COMPLEX, LODI ROAD,
NEW DELHI-110003.

2 STATE OF KERALA,
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY 
FOREST AND WILDLIFE (F)DEPARTMENT,
GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT, 
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695001.

3 THE SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT,
DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIES AND COMMERCE 
GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT,
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695001.

ANNEXURE-9



W.P.(C) Nos.12829 & 14883 of 2022
: 2 :

4 THE DIRECTOR OF MINING AND GEOLOGY,
DIRECTORATE OF MINING AND GEOLOGY, 
KESAVADASAPURAM,
PATTAM PALACE.P.O,
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695004.

5 STATE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY
– (SEIAA),
KERALA, K.S.R.T.C.BUS STAND TERMINAL COMPLEX, 
4TH FLOOR, THAMPANOOR,
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695001,
REPRESENTED BY ITS MEMBER SECRETARY.

6 THE DEPUTY DIRECTOR,
PERIYAR TIGER RESERVE EAST DIVISION, 
THEKKADY-685509.

7 NATIONAL BOARD OF WILDLIFE,
REPRESENTED BY ITS MEMBER SECRETARY, 
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT,
FOREST AND CLIMATE CHANGE, 
INDIRA PARYAVARAN BHAWAN, 
JOR BOGH ROAD, NEW DELHI-110003.

8 THE CHIEF WILDLIFE WARDEN AND PRINCIPAL CHIEF 
CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS, 
FOREST HEADQUARTERS, 
VAZHUTHACAUD, 
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695014.

R1 BY ADV SMT.M.SHAJNA, CGC
SRI.T.P.SAJAN, SPL. GOVERNMENT PLEADER (FOREST)
R6 BY SRI.M.P.SREEKRISHANAN, SC

THIS  WRIT  PETITION  (CIVIL)  HAVING  COME  UP  FOR
ADMISSION  ON  19.08.2022,  ALONG  WITH  WP(C).14883/2022,
THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING: 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE N.NAGARESH

FRIDAY, THE 19TH DAY OF AUGUST 2022 / 28TH SRAVANA, 1944

WP(C) NO. 14883 OF 2022

PETITIONER:

DAVID P.V.,
AGED 61 YEARS,
S/O.VARGHESE, 
PALLIYAN HOUSE,PERUVAKA, 
ARATTUTHARA POST, 
WYANAD DISTRICT-670 645

BY ADVS.
K.J.MANU RAJ
K.VINAYA

RESPONDENTS:

1 THE MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT FOREST & 
CLIMATE CHANGE,
INDIRA PARYAVARAN BHAWAN, 
JORBAGH ROAD, NEW DELHI - 110003, 
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY

2 STANDING COMMITTEE FOR NATIONAL BOARD 
FOR WILD LIFE,
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT FOREST & 
CLIMATE CHANGE, 
INDIRA PARYAVARAN BHAWAN, 
JORBAGH ROAD, 
NEW DELHI - 110003, 
REPRESENTED BY ITS MEMBER SECRETARY

3 STATE LEVEL ENVIRONMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
AUTHORITY (SEIAA KERALA), 
4TH FLOOR, KSRTC BUS TERMINAL COMPLEX, 
TRIVANDRUM- 695 001. 
REPRESENTED BY ITS MEMBER SECRETARY
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4 STATE OF KERALA,
REPRESENTED BY THE CHIEF SECRETARY, 
SECRETARIAT, 
THIRUVANANATHAPURAM -695001

5 STATE OF KERALA, 
REPRESENTED BY THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, 
INDUSTRIES (A) DEPARTMENT, SECRETARIAT, 
THIRUVANANATHAPURAM -695001

6 THE DIRECTOR OF MINING AND GEOLOGY DEPARTMENT, 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA, 
KESAVADASAPURAM, PATTOM P.O., 
THIRUVANANATHAPURAM -695001

7 THE GEOLOGIST, 
MINING & GEOLOGY DEPARTMENT,
DISTRICT OFFICE, KALPETTA, 
WAYAYNAD -673121

8 THE CHIEF WILD LIFE WARDEN,
FOREST HEAD QUARTERS, VAZHUTHACAUD, 
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM-695 001

R1 BY ADV SMT.MINI GOPINATH, CGC
SRI.T.P. SAJAN SPL.GOVERNMENT PLEADER (FORESTS)
R3 BY SRI.M.P.SREEKRISHNAN, SC

THIS  WRIT  PETITION  (CIVIL)  HAVING  COME  UP  FOR
ADMISSION  ON  19.08.2022,  ALONG  WITH  WP(C).12829/2022,
THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING: 
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N. NAGARESH, J.

````````````````````````````````````````````````````````````` 
W.P.(C) Nos.12829 and 14883 of 2022

`````````````````````````````````````````````````````````````
Dated this the 19th day of August, 2022

J U D G M E N T
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

The  petitioners  in  both  the  writ  petitions  are

holding quarrying lease for  carrying out  mining operations.

The petitioners are aggrieved by condition No.1 imposed in

the  Environmental  Clearance  granted  to  them  that  as  the

project  proponent's  quarry  site  is  located  within  10  Km.

distance from National Park / Sanctuary, as per OM dated

08.08.2019  of  MoEF  &  CC,  clearance  from  the  Standing

Committee of the National Board for Wildlife is mandatory for

starting a quarry and that the project proponent shall obtain a

clearance  from  the  Standing  Committee  of  the  National

Board for Wildlife (SCNBWL) before starting any activity at

site.  
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2. The  petitioner  in  W.P.(C)  No.12929/2022  is  the

Managing  Partner  of  M/s.Highrange  Metal  Crusher  at

Peermade.   The  petitioner  applied  for  quarrying  lease  for

carrying out mining operations in 4.605 Hectares of land in

Peermade Village.  The petitioner in W.P.(C) No.14883/2022,

who is a grantee of Letter of Intent, holds 2.4843 Hectares of

land in Mananthavady Taluk.  

3. The  petitioners  submit  that  initially  District

Environment  Impact  Assessment  Authority  (DEIAA)  was

taking a stand that application for Environmental Clearance

submitted by the petitioners cannot be considered since the

Notification issued by the Central Government regarding Eco

Sensitive Areas is in draft stage.  This Court in Raji Mathew

v. Director of Mining and Geology [2018 (1) KHC 906] held

that mere fact that there is a delay in finalisation of the draft

notification  by the Central  Government,  ought  not  stand in

the  way  of  consideration  of  the  applications  for

Environmental Clearance.  
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4. The National Green Tribunal held that DEIAA do

not have the technical competence to consider applications

for Environmental Clearance.  Thereupon, all the applications

which were pending before the DEIAA were forwarded to the

State  Environment  Impact  Assessment  Authority  (SEIAA).

The  petitioners  were  asked  to  submit  clearance  from  the

Wildlife Warden.

5. The Central  Government  issued draft  notification

prescribing  Eco  Sensitive  Areas  of  Periyar  Tiger  Reserve

East Division, Idukki.  The petitioners would submit that the

validity  period  of  the  draft  notification  has  expired.   The

petitioners would urge that approval of the National Board for

Wildlife is required only for construction of commercial tourist

lodges,  hotels,  zoos  and  safari  parks  inside  a  sanctuary.

The National  Green  Tribunal  in  Amit  Kumar  v.  Union of

India and others (Miscellaneous Application No.684/2015)

passed an order dated 18.08.2015 holding that distance of 1

Km.  from  the  boundaries  of  National  Park  and  Wildlife

Sanctuaries could be a relevant consideration as recorded in
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the judgment of the Hon'be Apex Court in the case of  Goa

Foundation (II) case.   The  petitioners  would  urge  that  in

view of  the  said  observation  made by the  National  Green

Tribunal,  there can be no prohibition under law to carry on

mining activity beyond 1 Km. of the boundaries of National

Parks or Wildlife Sanctuaries.  

6. The  petitioners  would  further  submit  that  the

Ministry  of  Environment  and  Forests  issued  Ext.P12  OM

dated 08.08.2019 prescribing procedure for consideration of

developmental  projects  located  within  10  Km.  of  National

Park / Wildlife Sanctuary seeking Environmental Clearance.

Clause  (iv)  of  Ext.P12  provided  that  proposals  involving

mining  of  minerals  within  the  ESZ  or  1  Km  from  the

boundaries of National Parks and Sanctuaries whichever is

prohibited  by  the  Hon'be  Apex  Court,  clearance  from

SCNBWL  is  mandatory.  According  to  the  petitioners,  no

clearance  from  the  SCNBWL  is  required  for  carrying  out

mining beyond 1 Km distance.  
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7. The  Administrator  of  SEIAA,  however,  informed

the petitioner  in W.P.(C) No.12829/2022 that  the proposed

quarry  area  is  within  10 Km.  distance  from Idukki  Wildlife

Sanctuary and therefore clearance from Wildlife Warden is

required.  The petitioner informed the Administrator that his

proposed  quarry  is  situated  beyond  10  Km.   The  Deputy

Director, Periyar Tiger Reserve West Division informed that

the  Tiger  Reserve  is  the  closest  protected  area  /  wildlife

sanctuary from the proposed quarry which is situated at  a

distance of 8.66 Km.  It was also stated that the Periyar Tiger

Reserve West Division and Idukki Wildlife Sanctuary are at a

distance from 10.37 Km. and 14.50 Km. respectively from the

proposed quarry of the petitioner.

8. The  State  Environment  Impact  Assessment

Authority  issued  Ext.P20  Environmental  Clearance

No.19/Q/2021 dated 16.04.2021 to the petitioner in W.P.(C)

No.12829/2022.   General  condition  No.(i)  in  Ext.P20

stipulated  that  as  the  project  proponent's  quarry  site  is

located within 10 Km distance from Periyar Tiger Reserve, as
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per  OM  dated  08.08.2019,  clearance  from  SCNBWL  is

mandatory  for  starting  a quarry and the project  proponent

shall  obtain  clearance  from  SCNBWL  before  starting  any

activity at site.

9. The  petitioner  in  W.P.(C)  No.14883/2022  would

submit  that  the  proposed  site  of  his  quarry  lies  9.09  Km.

away from the boundary of the Kottiyoor Wildlife Sanctuary

and  5.63  Km.  away  from  the  boundary  of  the  Wayanad

Wildlife  Sanctuary.   The  SEIAA,  while  issuing  Ext.P2

Environmental  Clearance  No.84/Q/2020  dated  19.08.2020

directed the petitioner to obtain Wildlife Clearance.  

10. The petitioners would argue that the insistence on

clearance from SCNBWL is absolutely illegal,  arbitrary and

unsustainable.  The respondents are imposing a restriction

as to the location of industries/activities/processes etc. which

cannot  be  made  through  an  Office  Memorandum.   Such

restrictions  can  be  imposed  only  by  enacting  a  law  as

contemplated under  Article  13 of  the Constitution  of  India.

The Office Memorandum dated 08.08.2019, based on which
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Wildlife  Clearance  is  insisted,  is  not  one  issued  by  the

Central Government invoking the power under Rule 5(4) of

the  Environmental  (Protection)  Rules,  1986,  nor  is  it  one

issued  in  compliance  of  the  mandatory  procedure

contemplated under Rule 5.  The petitioners therefore seek

to  declare  that  the  OM dated  08.08.2019  to  the  extent  it

stipulates  that  proposals  involving  developmental

activities/projects located within 10 Km. from National Park /

Wildlife  Sanctuaries  where  final  ESZ  Notification  is  not

notified or where ESZ Notification is in draft stage, to obtain

prior clearance from SCNBWL is illegal and violative of the

provisions  of  the  Environment  (Protection)  Act,  1985  and

Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986.

11. The  respondents  entered  appearance  and

resisted the writ petitions.  On behalf of the respondents, it is

submitted that OM dated 08.08.2019 has been issued by the

Director,  Government  of  India,  MoEF  &  CC  (IA  Division)

laying  down  procedure  for  consideration  of  developmental

projects  located  within  10  Km.  of  National  Park  /  Wildlife
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Sanctuary  seeking  Environmental  Clearance  under  the

provisions  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Assessment  (EIA)

Notification, 2006.  

12. In Ext.P12, it has been made clear that proposals

involving  developmental  activity/project  located  within  the

notified  Eco-Sensitive Zones (ESZ) shall  be  regulated  and

governed  by the concerned  ESZ notification.  However,  for

the developmental project/activity located within the notified

ESZ and covered under the schedule of the EIA Notification

2006,  prior  clearance  from  Standing  Committee  of  the

National Board for Wildlife (SCNBWL) is mandatory. In such

cases,  the  project  proponent  shall  submit  the  application

simultaneously for grant  of  Terms of  Reference as well  as

wildlife clearance.  

13. For  proposals  involving  developmental

activity/project  located outside the stipulated boundary limit

of  notified  ESZ  and  located  within  10  Km.  of  National

Park/Wildlife  Sanctuary,  prior  clearance  from  Standing

Committee of the National Board for Wildlife (SCNBWL) may
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not  be  applicable.  However,  such  proposals  from

environmental  angle  including  impact  of  developmental

activity/project  on  the  wildlife  habitat,  if  any,  would  be

examined by the sector specific Expert Appraisal Committee

and  appropriate  conservation  measures  in  the  form  of

recommendations  shall  be  made.  These  recommendations

shall be explicitly mentioned in the environmental clearance

letter  and  shall  be  ensured  by  the  member  secretary

concerned.  For  proposals  involving  developmental

activity/project located within 10 Km. of National Park/Wildlife

Sanctuary wherein final  ESZ notification is  not  notified (or)

ESZ  notification  is  in  draft  stage,  prior  clearance  from

Standing  Committee  of  the  National  Board  for  Wildlife

(SCNBWL)  is  mandatory.  In  such  cases,  the  project

proponent  shall  submit  the  application  simultaneously  for

grant  of  Terms  of  Reference/Environmental  Clearance  as

well  as  Wildlife  Clearance.   Proposals  involving  mining  of

minerals  within  the  ESZ  (or)  one  kilometre  from  the

boundaries of National Parks and Sanctuaries whichever is
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higher,  is  prohibited  in  accordance  with  the  order  of  the

Hon'ble  Supreme Court  dated 04.08.2006 in  the  matter  of

T.N. Godavarman Thirumulpad v. UOI in W.P.(C) No.202 of

1995 and dated 21.04.2014 in the matter of Goa Foundation

v.  UOI  in  W.P.(C)  No.435  of  2012.  It  is  relying  on  the

mandatory directions contained in the OM dated 08.08.2019

that  the  petitioners  were  required  to  obtain  Wildlife

Clearance.  

14. The  petitioners  are  obliged  to  obtain  clearance

from  the  SCNBWL  for  operating  quarry.   The  Central

Government  is  empowered  to  impose  restrictions  in  the

nature  of  one  imposed  as  per  the  Office  Memorandum

referred above.  Prior clearance from SCNBWL is required

for  projects  and development  activities  within  10 Km. from

National Parks.  The writ petitions filed by the petitioners are

therefore without  any merit  and are liable to be dismissed,

urged the respondents.

15. I  have  heard  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioners,  the  learned  Special  Government  Pleader



W.P.(C) Nos.12829 & 14883 of 2022
: 15 :

representing the State Government,  the respective learned

Central Government Counsel appearing in the writ petitions

and the learned Standing Counsel for SEIAA.

16. After  perusing the writ  petitions  and hearing the

counsel appearing on either side, I find that the Hon'be Apex

Court in  T.N. Godavarman Thirumulpad v. Union of India

[2022  (3)  KLT  739  (SC)] has  considered  the  issue.   The

Hon'be  Apex  Court  in   T.N.  Godavarman  Thirumulpad

(supra) gave the following directions:

“44. We accordingly direct: 

(a) Each protected forest, that is national
park  or  wildlife  sanctuary  must  have  an  ESZ  of
minimum  one  kilometre  measured  from  the
demarcated boundary of  such protected forest  in
which  the  activities  proscribed  and  prescribed  in
the Guidelines of 9th February 2011 shall be strictly
adhered to. For Jamua Ramgarh wildlife sanctuary,
it shall be 500 metres so far as subsisting activities
are concerned. 

(b) In  the  event,  however,  the  ESZ  is
already  prescribed  as  per  law that  goes  beyond
one kilometre buffer zone, the wider margin as ESZ
shall prevail. If such wider buffer zone beyond one
kilometre  is  proposed  under  any  statutory
instrument for a particular national park or wildlife
sanctuary  awaiting  final  decision  in  that  regard,
then  till  such  final  decision  is  taken,  the  ESZ
covering  the  area  beyond  one  kilometre  as
proposed shall be maintained. 
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(c) The  Principal  Chief  Conservator  of
Forests as also the Home Secretary of each State
and  Union  Territory  shall  remain  responsible  for
proper  compliance  of  the  said  Guidelines  as
regards nature of use within the ESZ of all national
parks and sanctuaries within a particular State or
Union Territory. The Principal Chief Conservator of
Forests  for  each  State  and  Union  Territory  shall
also arrange to make a list of subsisting structures
and  other  relevant  details  within  the  respective
ESZS  forthwith  and  a  report  shall  be  furnished
before this Court by the Principal Chief Conservator
of Forests of each State and Union Territory within
a period of three months. For this purpose, such
authority shall be entitled to take assistance of any
governmental  agency  for  satellite  imaging  or
photography using drones. 

(d) Mining  within  the  national  parks  and
wildlife sanctuaries shall not be permitted. 

(e) In  the  event  any  activity  is  already
being  undertaken  within  the  one  kilometre  or
extended buffer zone (ESZ), as the case may be,
of  any  wildlife  sanctuary  or  national  park  which
does  not  come  within  the  ambit  of  prohibited
activities as the 9th February 2011 Guidelines, such
activities  may  continue  with  permission  of  the
Principal  Chief  Conservator  of  Forests  of  each
State or Union Territory and the person responsible
for such activities in such a situation shall  obtain
necessary permission within a period of six months.
Such permission shall be given once the Principal
Chief  Conservator  of  Forests is  satisfied that  the
activities  concerned  do  not  come  within  the
prohibited list and were continuing prior to passing
of  this  order  in  a  legitimate  manner.  No  new
permanent structure shall be permitted to come up
for whatsoever purpose within the ESZ.

(f) The minimum width of the ESZ may be
diluted in overwhelming public interest but for that
purpose  the  State  or  Union  Territory  concerned
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shall approach the CEC and MoEF&CC and both
these  bodies  shall  give  their  respective
opinions/recommendations  before  this  Court.  On
that basis, this Court shall pass appropriate order. 

(g) In the event the CEC, MoEF&CC, the
Standing Committee of National Board of Wildlife or
any  other  body  of  persons  or  individual  having
special  interest  in  environmental  issues  consider
necessary  for  maintaining  a  wider  or  larger  ESZ
respect any national park or wildlife sanctuary, such
body or individual shall approach the CEC. In such
situation the CEC shall  be at  liberty examine the
need of wider ESZ in respect of any national park
wildlife  sanctuary  consultation  with  all  the
stakeholders including the State or Union Territory
concerned,  MoEF&CC  as  also  the  Standing
Committee of National Board of Wildlife and then
approach this Court with its recommendations. 

(h) In  respect  of  sanctuaries  or  national
parks  for  which  the  proposal  of  State  or  Union
Territory  has  not  been  given,  the  10  kilometres
buffer zone as ESZ. as indicated the order passed
by this  Court  on 4th December 2006 in the case
Goa Foundation (supra) and also contained in the
Guidelines of February 2011 shall be implemented.
Within  that  area,  the  entire  set  of  restrictions
concerning an ESZ shall operate till final decision in
that regard is arrived at.

(i) I.A. No. 1412 2005 and I.A.No.117831
of  2019 do not  relate  to  the issues involved I.A.
No.1000 2003. These applications may be placed
before  the  appropriate  Bench  to  be  heard
independently. 

(j) For the same reason, I.A. No.1992 of
2007 shall also be dealt with independently by the
appropriate Bench and no order  is  being passed
concerning this application this stage. 

(k) The application of the State Rajasthan
registered  as  I.A.  No.3880  of  2015  relates  to
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clarification of an order passed in the case of Goa
Foundation  (W.P.(C)  No.460  of  2004).  Let  this
application be placed before the Bench taking up
the case Goa Foundation. 

(l) I.A.No.96949  of  2019  and
I.A.No.65571  of  2021  are  disposed  of  with
directions  that  the  MoEF&CC as  also  CEC shall
proceed to take decision regard to draft  proposal
for ESZ made by the State of Maharashtra to the
extent  03.89  kilometres  and  the  MoEF&CC shall
take final decision on that basis within period three
months, said decision has not already been taken. 

(m)  Prayers  for  impleadment  of  the
applicants  I.A.  Nos.  984 of  2003,  1026 of  2004,
1123  2004,  1197  2004  and  1251  of  2004  are
allowed.  Necessary amendments may carried out
these regards. 

(n) For  the  reasons  already  given,
however, prayers of the applicants I.A. Nos.982 of
2003, 1027 2004, 1124 2004, 1198 of 2004, 1210
of 2004, 1250 2004 and 1512 2006 are rejected. 

(o) The CEC shall quantify compensation
to recovered from each of any statutory provision
order  Court.  Specific  recommendations  for
compensatory  afforestation,  reclamation,  clearing
overburden  dumping  as  also  compensation
monetary  units  for  degradation  forest  resources
shall  made.  further  recommendations  concerning
confiscation of earth moving equipments and other
machineries  lying  within  or  periphery  of  the  said
sanctuary  shall  made  CEC.  Recommendations
shall made period of four before this Court in the
form  an  application.  This  Court  shall  consider
passing  appropriate  going  through  such
application.  The  exercise  concerning  such
reparation,  including  quantifying  compensation
shall  be  undertaken  giving  the  mining  operator,
State and MoEF&CC opportunity hearing. 
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(p) In  the  event  there  is  any  subsisting
order  of  High  Court  any  Court  subordinate  such
High covering any the issues Court this order, this
order shall prevail over any such order which may
be contrary these directions. 

(q) We have already observed there  are
certain overlapping issues involved in Writ Petition
the of 2004) and Petition (C) No.435 2012). request
the  Hon'ble  the  Chief  Justice  India  to  consider
having  present  Writ  Petition  i.e.  Re:  T.N.
Godavarman Thirumulpad Union India & Ors., W.P.
(C) No.460 of 2004 (Goa Foundation Union India)
as  also  W.P.  No.435  of  2012  (Goa  Foundation
Union India & Ors.) be heard together before the
same  Bench.  The  registry  may  place  this  order
before the Hon'ble the Chief Justice of India.” 

17.  The  directions  given  by  the  Hon'ble  Apex  Court

would show that if wider buffer zone beyond one kilometre is

proposed  under  any  statutory  instrument  for  a  particular

National Park or Wildlife Sanctuary awaiting final decision in

that  regard,  then till  such final  decision  is  taken,  the ESZ

covering the area beyond one kilometre as proposed shall

be maintained. 

18. The directions at paragraph 44(h) would show that

in  respect  of  Sanctuaries  or  National  Parks  for  which  the

proposal of a State or Union Territory has not been given,

the 10 Kilometres buffer zone as ESZ, as indicated in the
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order passed by the Apex Court on 4th December, 2006 in

the case of  Goa Foundation v. Union of India [(2006 (4)

KLT Online 1110 (SC)] and also contained in the Guidelines

of 9th February, 2011 shall be implemented. 

19.  The  directions  of  the  Apex  Court  contained  in

paragraph 44(p) would show that in the event there is any

subsisting order of any High Court or any Court Subordinate

to such High Court covering any of the issues dealt with by

the Apex Court in the order, then the order of the Apex court

shall prevail over any such order which are contrary to the

directions.

20. In view of the directions given by the Hon'be Apex

Court  and following  the judgment  of  this  Court  in  W.P.(C)

No.19710/2022,  W.P.(C)  No.12829/2022  is  allowed  to  the

extent  of  quashing  general  condition  No.(i)  of  Ext.P20

Environmental  Clearance.   There will  be a direction to the

respondents to consider the application for grant of mining

lease  to  the  petitioner  without  insisting  for  clearance  from

SCNBWL.  
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W.P.(C) No.14883/2022 is allowed to the extent of

quashing  Clause  5(6)  of  Ext.P2  Environmental  Clearance.

There will be a direction to respondents 6 and 7 to consider

the  application  for  grant  of  mining  lease  to  the  petitioner

without insisting for clearance from SCNBWL.

Sd/-

N. NAGARESH, JUDGE
aks/17.09.2022



W.P.(C) Nos.12829 & 14883 of 2022
: 22 :

APPENDIX OF WP(C) 12829/2022

PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS:

Exhibit P1 TRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 2.2.2018
OF SENT BY THE TAHSILDAR TO DEIAA.

Exhibit P2 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  DRAFT  NOTIFICATION
DATED 3-10-2018 ISSUED BY THE MINISTRY
OF  ENVIRONMENT,  FOREST  AND  CLIMATE
CHANGE.

Exhibit P3 TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 20TH
FEBRUARY,  2018 IN W.P(C)NO.31959 OF
2017.

Exhibit P4 TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 12-3-
2019 IN WRIT APPEAL NO.1952/2018

Exhibit P5 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
ISSUED BY THE SYSTEM ADMINISTRATOR OF
ONLINE  SUBMISSION  AND  MONITORING  OF
WILDLIFE CLEARANCE PROPOSALS.

Exhibit P6 TRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 3.7.2019
EVIDENCING  THE  SUBMISSION  OF  THE
APPLICATION BY THE PETITIONER TO THE
DEPUTY DIRECTOR, PERIYAR TIGER RESERVE
WEST DIVISION, PEERMEDE.

Exhibit P7 TRUE COPY OF THE COVERING LETTER DATED
4-9-2019  SENT  BY  THE  PETITIONER  AND
THE ACKNOWLEDGEMETN RECEIPT 

Exhibit P8 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  DRAFT  NOTIFICATION
DATED 31-3-2016 ISSUED BY THE MINISTRY
OF  ENVIRONMENT,  FOREST  AND  CLIMATE
CHANGE.

Exhibit P9 TRUE COPY OF THE COMMUNICATION DATED
16-11-2017  SENT  BY  THE  MINISTRY  OF
ENVIRONMENT,  FORESTS  AND  CLIMATE
CHANGE (ESZ-DIVISION) TO THE PRINCIPAL
CONSERVATOR OF FOREST (WL) AND CHIEF
WILDLIFE WARDEN, FOREST HEADQUARTERS,
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM
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Exhibit P10 TRUE COPY OF THE COMMUNICATION DATED
19TH  DECEMBER,  2017  SENT  BY  THE
SECRETARY,  GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA,
MINISTRY  OF  ENVIRONMENT  FORESTS  AND
CLIMATE CHANGE TO THE CHIEF SECRETARY,
STATE OF KERALA 

Exhibit P11 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  LETTER  DATED
30.3.2020 ISSUED BY MOEF

Exhibit P12 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  OFFICE  MEMORANDUM
DATED 8-8-2019 ISSUED BY MOEF 

Exhibit P13 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  LETTER  DATED
27.8.2019  SENT  BY  THE  SEIAA  TO  THE
PETITIONER 

Exhibit P14 TRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 21-10-
2019 SENT BY THE PETITIONER TO SEIAA).

Exhibit P15 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  JUDGMENT  IN
WP(C)NO.28825/19 DATED 3.12.2019.

Exhibit P16 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  LETTER  DATED
28.2.2020 SENT BY THE 4TH RESPONDENT
TO THE DEPUTY DIRECTOR, PERIYAR TIGER
RESERVE FOREST DIVISION

Exhibit P17 TRUE COPY OF THE LETTER DATED 4.3.2020
ISSUED BY THE DEPUTY DIRECTOR, PERIYAR
TIGER RESERVE FOREST DIVISION TO THE
4TH RESPONDENT.

Exhibit P18 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  LETTER  DATED
16.7.2020 ISSUED BY WILDLIFE DIVISION
OF MOEF.

Exhibit P19 TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 16-2-
2021 IN WP(C)NO.24297 OF 2020 

Exhibit P20 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL
CLEARANCE DT.16.04.2022 ISSUED BY THE
6TH  RESPONDENT  IN  FAVOUR  OF  THE
PETITIONER.

Exhibit P21 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  REFERENCE  ORDER
PASSED BY THE LEARNED SINGLE JUDGE IN
MTR MOONADI QUARRY (M/S.) MALAPPURAM
V.UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS WHICH IS
REPORTED AS 2021 KHC 3262.

Exhibit P22 TRUE COPY OF THE INTERIM ORDER PASSED
BY  THE  HON'BLE  COURT  IN
WP(C)NO.24095/2021, DATED 10.11.2021.
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Exhibit P23 TRUE COPY OF THE INTERIM ORDER PASSED
BY  THE  HON'BLE  COURT  IN
WP(C)NO.25750/2021, DATED 30.11.2021.
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APPENDIX OF WP(C) 14883/2022

PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS:

Exhibit P1 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  LETTER  OF  INTENT
ISSUED  BY  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  MINING  &
GEOLOGY DATED 4.1.2018 

Exhibit P2 RUE COPY OF THE RELEVANT PAGE OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE GRANTED BY THE
3RD RESPONDENT DATED 19.8.2020

Exhibit P3 RUE  COPY  OF  THE  OFFICE  MEMORANDUM
DATED 8.8.2019 

Exhibit P4 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  RELEVANT  PAGES  OF
DRAFT NOTIFICATION ISSUED BY THE MOEF,
DATED 28.1.2021

Exhibit P4a TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  RELEVANT  PAGES  OF
DRAFT NOTIFICATION ISSUED BY THE MOEF,
DATED 24.8.2020. 

Exhibit P5 TRUE COPY OF THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE
GOVERNMENT DATED 29.11.2019

Exhibit P6 A TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER ISSUED TO THE
PETITIONER DATED NIL

Exhibit P7 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  REFERENCE  ORDER
PASSED BY THE LEARNED SINGLE JUDGE IN
MTR MOONADI QUARRY (M/S.) MALAPPURAM
V. UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS WHICH IS
REPORTED AS 2021 KHC 3262

Exhibit P8 A  TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  ORDER  IN  WP(C)
12829/2022 DATED 6.4.2022

Exhibit P9 TRUE  COPY  OF  THE  REPORT  OF  THE
WILDLIFE WARDEN ARALAM, KANNUR

Exhibit P10 TRUE COPY OF THE RELEVANT PAGES OF THE
REPORT OF THE WILDLIFE WARDEN, WAYANAD

Exhibit P10(A) TRUE COPY OF THE REPORT OF THE DEPUTY
CONSERVATOR  FORESTS  AND  WILDLIFE
WARDEN, WAYANAD.
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ANNEXURE 13 - ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING CELL 

 
An environmental monitoring cell was formed with Mr. Raji Mathew head of 

the monitoring cell and made functional. Meeting of monitoring cell is 

arranged monthly and discuss the status of the compliance of the specific and 

general conditions contained in the Environmental clearance order. The 

details of the monitoring cell members are given below: 

 

Sl. 
No. 

 
Post 

 
Name 

1 Head of the monitoring cell Mr. Raji Mathew 

2 Head in charge (Environment) Mr. Joseph George 

3 Senior Environmental Officer Mr. Abin 

4 Environmental Officer Mr. Joshy 

5 Name of the environmental officer in 
charge 

Mr. Rathinaraj 

6 Name of the officer Environment, 
Health and safety 

Mr. Firdhouse 

8 Name of the environment laboratory ECO LABS Private Ltd. 

9 Address of Environmental laboratory Janatha Junction, 
Palarivattom, Kochi- 682 025 

 


