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the project for environment clearance. None of the Appellants is an expert and/or

has the qualification to analyse the report.

Rapid EIA Report is not barred by any statute and the same is a normal procedure.
Before the grant of Environment Clearance (5C), the EIA Report was examined
in great detail by the Expert Appraisal Conumittee (Mining) which is the apex
body in the Ministry to consider such cases and can decide if the EIA Report is

adeguate or not.

As per para 4.6.1.1 of the EIA Report, there ¢re no surface water body on plateau
top, except rain-fed runoff channels and this runeft is proposed to be diverted
with help of garland channel. Thus there will -e no impact on the existing streams
at the foot hilis and slopes. This fact has been deliberately avoided by the

Appeliants in his submission.

A few springs originate from the focthills ¢ " the plateau below 100-130 meters
from the top and will not get affected by the wilning. Streams and rills originating
from foot hills and slopes either join Khandabinda nallah in the north or San
nalian in the south of the deposit which are located in the valley arca, Thass will
not be disturbed during and after mining operations. River Indravati flows in the
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As regard increase in sedimeniation load dug to surface runoff, para 4.6.2 of the
EIA Report deals with it by providing garland drains and check dams around the
active mine pit to divert the rain water from these drains to the natural drainage
down the hill slope without interfering with any mining activity and thus causing
no sedimentation toad in the runoff. This is established practice adopted in open

cast mine.
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The effluent and waste water generated from the mine will be treated in ETPs and
used for plantation activities and in the workshop. Thus there will be no

discharge in the river that may alter river ecolozy.

It is incorrect to state that the cumulative effect of mining and the refinery has not
been assessed. The proposed green field refincry is located 16-17 Km away from
the mining site. The impact due to refinery will be felt within 1.5 Km. If the
annual wind direction is considered, these imnact will spread in North Easterly
divection which is on farther side and far away from the mines. Hence the

combined impact of mining and alumina factory will have no significance.

It is incorrect to state that air pollution due to fugitive dust has been completely
ignored in the EIA report. The observation of the appellants are on incorrect data.
For example, as against 8 million tonnes of over burden, the estimated production
is 5.29 million tonnes and as stated in the EIA Report, it witl be kept under
protected conditions with spraying of water fo control dust. A simulation model
has been done for fugitive dispersion under para C-4-4 C4-8 and an emission
factor of 0.6 gm per hectare per hour has been zssumed for fugitive dust emission
as per APM 42 Fugitive Dust Manual. All other emissions in the form of SPM,
NOx and hydrocarbons are expected o be within CPCB norms. Similarly the
fugitive dust due to transport witl be kept undar check by automatic spraying of
water both on tricks and on the road. Dust coilectors will be installed in drilling
machines. This is referred in para 5.3 of EMP. Giving the details of elaborate
pollution control measures, the Respondent has stated that the mining activity is

not likely to raise the pollution concentration bovond the permissible Hmits.

The entire extent of 850 ha of ML area will produce 4250000 cubic meters of top
soil, which will be filled back from 4™ yea: onwards to raise plantation for
restoring the area as envisaged in EMP. The mention of removal to other area is
typographical mistake and thus the question of degrading other area does not

arise. Para 5.¢.4 of EIA Revort narrates the erogion control measures,

The Respondent-3  has taken several social vieifare measures viz. 30 km road

connecting 135 villages employing locals; full edge nursery in operation; base






