F.No. 10-29/2011-1A-Ill
Government of India
Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change
(IA.11l Section)

Indira Paryavaran Bhawan,
Jor Bagh Road, New Delhi - 3

Date: 13" March, 2020

To,
Shri R.V. Sheshan, Chief Executive Officer,
Mis GMR Goa International Airport Limited,
Survey No. 381/3, Mathura One, 1* Floor, NH 17,
Porvorim, Goa - 403521

Subject: Development of Greenfield International Airport at Mopa, Goa by M/s GMR
Goa International Airport Limited - Addendum to the Environmental
Clearance - reg.

Sir,

This has reference to the Environmental Clearance (EC) accorded to the project
‘Development of Greenfield International Airport at Mopa’, Goa in favour of M/s Directorate
of Civil Aviation vide letter F.No. 10-29/2011-IA.lll dated 28" October, 2015. The
Amendment to the Environmental Clearance was granted to the project vide letter F.No. 10-
20/2011-1A.1ll dated 22™ February, 2018, and the EC was transferred in the name of M/s
GMR Goa International Airport Limited (GGIL).

2, The Hon'ble Supreme Court vide its judgment dated 29" March, 2019, in Civil
Appeal No. 12251 of 2018 in the matter of Hanuman Laxman Aroskar Vs Union of India &
Ors. and Civil Appeal No. 1053 of 2019 in the matter of Federation of Rainbow Warriors Vs
Union of India &Qrs. has inter-alia directed that:

(i) The EAC shall revisit the recommendations made by it for the grant of an EC,
including the conditions which it has formulated, having regard to the specific
concerns which have been highlighted in this judgment;

(i) The EAC shall carry out the exercise under (i) above within a period of one month of -
the receipt of a certified copy of this order;

(i) Until the EAC carries out the fresh exercise as directed above, the EC granted by
the MoEFCC on 28 October, 2015 shall remain suspended;

(iv) Upon reconsidering the matter in terms of the present directions, the EAC, if it allows
the construction to proceed will impose such additional conditions which in its expert
view will adequately protect the concerns about the terrestrial eco-systems noticed
in this judgment. The EAC would be at liberty to lay down appropriate conditions
concerning air, water, noise, land, biolegical and socio economic environment;

(V) The EAC shall have due regard to the assurance furnished by the concessionaire to
this Court that it is willing to adopt and implement necessary safeguards bearing in
mind international best practices governing greenfield airports;

3. In compliance of the judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court, the proposal was placed
before the Expert Appraisal Committee (Infra-2) in its 40" meeting held on 23" April, 2019,
for appraisal/deliberation in the light of observations of Hon'ble Supreme Court.

4. During deliberations the EAC was informed that, M/s Directorate of Civil Aviation,
Government of Goa, submitted application the Ministry on 8" March, 2011, for grant of
Terms of Reference (ToR). The ToR was finalized by the Expert Appraisal Committee in its
meeting held during 11"-12" May, 2011. \T R letter was issued to the project proponent on
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1* June, 2011, for the preparation of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report. The
ToR issued was valid for a period of two years until 31* May, 2013. On 22" November,
2012, the Government of Goa revised the project boundary by decreasing the project area
from 4,500 acres to 2,271 acres and requested Ministry for amendment in ToR. The
proposal was considered by the EAC in its meetings held during 28-29 January, 2013, and
recommended an amendment to the ToR as requested by the state government and also
granted an extension to the validity of the ToR until 31* May, 2014. The amendment in ToR
was issued on 19™ June, 2013. On 20" October, 2014, the Directorate of Civil Aviation,
Government of Goa submitted a draft EIA report to the Goa State Pollution Control Board,
requesting it to initiate steps to conduct a public hearing. Public hearing was conducted at
the project site on 1* February, 2015. The Government of Goa again requested Ministry for
further extension of validitz of ToR. The proposal was considered by the EAC in its
meetings held during 9".11" March, 2015, and recommended an extension of the validity of
the ToR for another year ending on 31% May, 2015. On 29" May, 2015, the McEFCC
communicated its approval for extending the validity of the ToR until 31* May, 2015.
Meanwhile, the State of Goa submitted final EIA report to the MoEFCC on 20" May, 2015,
seeking the grant of EC for the project.

The proposal was considered by the EAC, in its meetings 149" meeting held during
24"_26"June, 2015, 151% meeting held during 7""-0" September, 2015 and 152™ meeting
held on 20" October, 2015. The EAC in its meeting held on 20" October, 2015, had
recommended the project for grant of Environmental Clearance. As per the
recommendation of EAC, the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change accorded
EC for the above-mentioned project on 28" October, 2015, under the provisions of the EIA
Notification, 2006 and amendments thereto and circulars issued thereon and subject to the
compliance of the certain specific and generai conditions as stipulated in the EC letter.
Further, amendment to the EC was granted to the project vide letter F.No. 10-29/2011-IA.iii
dated 22™ February, 2018, and the EC was transferred in the name of M/s GMR Goa
International Airport Limited (GGIL).

The grant of the EC was challenged before the Western Zonal Bench of the Hon'ble
National Green Tribunal (NGT) by the Federation of Rainbow Warriors. Hanuman Laxman
Aroskar also filed an anpeal before the Western Zonal Bench of the NGT. On 7" November,
2017, the NGT issued an ad-interim order restraining the cutting or felling of trees in the
area designated as the site of the proposed airport. On 22™ November, 2017, the order of
restraint was modified on the statement of the Advocate General of Goa that the state shall
not cut or fell any trees, nor allows it to take place without valid permission from the lawful
authority for a fortnight thereafter in crder to enable the appellants to pursue their remedies.
On 6" February, 2018, the Deputy Conservator of Forests granted permission for felling
21.703 trees at the airport site. The appellate authority under the Goa, Daman and Diu
Preservation of Trees Act 1984 dismissed the appeal on 7' March, 2018.

On 8" March, 2018, the High Court of Judicature at Bombay at its seat at Goa set
aside the order of the Deputy Conservator of Forests and remanded the matter to be heard
by the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests. On 2™ April 2018, the Principal Chief
Conservator of Forests stipulated several conditions for the cutting and the felling of trees at
the site of the airport including: (i) enumeration of trees; and (i) the plantation of ten times
the number of trees felled. Upon being moved in a Public Interest Litigation, the High Court
by its order dated 25" April, 2018, allowed the exercise of enumeration to be carried out. As
a result, 54,676 trees were enumerated, including the 1,548 trees which had been felled
earlier in terms of the order dated 6" February, 2018, of the Deputy Conservator of Forests.
On 13" January, 2018, the High Court issued final directions in the PIL directing the State of
Goa to approach the NGT seeking permission for felling and cutting trees. The state was
directed to carry out the cutting and felling of trees only after prior permission was granted
by the NGT.

A Miscellaneous Application was filed by the State of Goa before the NGT on 2™
July, 2018, seeking permission for the fellinwes. By its judgment dated 21* August,
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2018, the NGT disposed of both the appeals and the Miscellaneous Application filed by the
State of Goa, upholding the EC and imposing additional conditions to safeguard the
environment.

During the EAC deliberation held on 23" April, 2019, the projeci proponent

submitted additional information and plans related to various concerns of the judgment of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court dated 29" March, 2019. The additional information included
updated Form-1 especially environmental sensitivity information that had been missed out
inadvertently in the earlier Form-1, The project proponent and the accredited Consultant M/s
Engineers India Limited gave a detailed presentation on the observations raised by the
Hon'ble Supreme Court and comments/response in respect of each.

5.
0]

(i)

(iif)

(iv)

)

{vi)

The EAC observed the following:

The earlier Form-1 did not give proper disclosure in respect of the details of forests
on the land and nearby wet land as well as on the water bodies. The EAC took into
account the supplementary report that has been submitted which takes into account
the deficiency of disclosure and the same thing has been complied with in the
supplementary report. In addition, it is also noticed that the mitigation measures in
respect of the depletion of forest cover on the project land and water bodies have
been taken into account. As against 54,176 trees, which have been felled on the
project site based on earlier approvals given by competent authority, the project
proponent is proposing to plant 550,000 trees (50,000 trees at the project site,
2,50,000 trees in the nearby villages supervised by the Biodiversity Board and
2,50,000 trees under the supervision of DGCA. This is 1:10 times the number of
trees affected as against the standard requirement of 1:3 times number of trees to be
planted. The overall supervision of this compliance within the time frame of 5 years
would be vested with DGCA. DGCA, hawever, needs to constitute a local monitoring
committee for periodic monitoring of this vital exercise.

The EAC noted that neither the project site nor the villages in area under study
(primary data source) falls in any Eco-Sensitive Zone (ESZ). The 10 viliages in
Maharashtra side fall in ESA not ESZ and where the impacts of the project would be
minimal. The EAC also observed that the villages in vicinity of the project in the Goa
and Maharashtra region are not located in very close proximity. The nearest village is
about 4.1 km from the boundary of the project. The EAC also observed that beyond
the runway of 3.75 km, the flight operation generally found at an altitude of about
1000 feet and thus there would not be any adverse impact on flora and fauna in the
surrounding area of the airport,

The EAC observed that a certificate from Chief Wildlife Warden (CWLW) of State
through State Government be obtained confirming that none of the area of the project
falls in.the notified Eco-sensitive Zone (ESZ) in the State of Goa and no activity
prohibited in the Eco-sensitive zone will be taken up be taken by the project
proponent.

The EAC further observed that as per the supplementary report and the proposal of
the water bodies with respect to observation regarding plateau effect of the land and
also laterite surface and the springs, streams and water courses in the project land
have been taken into account and appropriate drainage channels have been
designed to take care of the water flows into the nearest water coursesirivers, etc.

Appropriate storm water drainage channeling has been taken into account not only
for the pre-monsoon seasan but also for monsoon and heavy rainfall. The drainage
plan should have ratification by the concerned water resources department of Goa. It
should be ensured that sustainable water flow in the various channels of watershed
in the plateau is maintained. For the present, base level data on flow of water should
be collected and used for future monitoring.

The EAC observed that in respect of the fauna, the primary data has been collected
from one of the nearest village and the secondary data has been collected from ZSI.

wl
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In respect of the observation of sighting leopard by villager, the authorities have
indicated that they do not have any definitive information on the same and this need
to be verified/authenticated.

(vi)  Itis a well-established fact of silvicultural science and practice that no plantation can
replace the natural forest. The kind of biodiversity in any natural forest is almost
impossible to be replaced by any kind of plantation activity which at the best can be a
mix of various monocultures. We are still far away in our knowledge of replicating the
creation of natural forest. Therefore, to this extent, the EAC does not agree with the
assessment of project proporient that after cutting of trees and planting of 1:10 trees,
richer biodiversity the forest would be created. However, 1:10 plantation activity
under expert guidance can to some extent compensate the loss of natural forest.

(viiy  With respact io the various points raised in the public hearing, the EAC observed that
the supplementary report has made available point-wise clarifications on the various
concerns on the public hearing. However, Hon'ble court shortlisted 14 items of
concern in the public hearing. Solution/management plan to all these need to be
clearly spelt cut in the EMP and implemented in letter and spirit.

6. The EAC in its 40" meeting held on 23 April, 2019, after detailed
deliberations/discussion on the submissions and additional information submitted by the
project proponent recommends additional environmental safeguards/conditions, over and
above the specific and general conditions already included in the EC letter dated 28"
October, 2015, besides additional conditions imposed by Hon'ble NGT vide its order dated
21* August, 2018 in Appeal No. 05 of 2018 and Appeal No. 06 of 2018 in the matter of
Federation of Rainbow Warriors, Margao Vs. Union of India & Ors.and Hanuman Laxman
Aroskar & Anr. Vs Union of India &0rs. As per recommendations of the EAC, the Ministry of
Environment, Forest and Climate Change stipulates additional environmental
safeguards/conditions, over and above the specific and general conditions already included
in the EC letter dated 28" October, 2015, besides additional conditions imposed by Hon'ble
NGT vide its order dated 21* August, 2018 in Appeal No. 05 of 2018 and Appeal No. 06 of
2018 in the matter of Federation of Rainbow Warriors, Margao Vs. Union of India & Ors. and
Hanuman Lagman Aroskar & Anr. Vs Union of India & Ors, as under:-

Statutory compliance: ;

(i) The project proponent shall obtain certificate from Chief Wildlife Warden (CWLW) of
State through State Government that none of the area of the project falls in the
notified Eco-sensitive Zone (ESZ) and no activity prohibited in the Eco-sensitive zone
will be taken up. :

(i) The project proponent shall obtain Consent to Establish / Operate under the
provisions of Air (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and the Water
(Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 from the concerned State Pollution
Control Board/ Committee.

(i) The project proponent shall obtain necessary permission from the competent
authority for drawal of water from Tillari Irrigation Canal.

Air quality monitoring and preservation:

(i)  The project proponent shall install system to carryout Ambient Air Quality monitoring
for common/criterion parameters relevant to the main pollutants released (e.g. PMyg
and PM, s in reference to PM emission, and SO, and NOx in reference to SO; and
NOx emissions) within and outside the airport area covering upwind and downwind
directions.

(i) Notification GSR 94(E) dated 25.01.2018 of MoEF&CC regarding Mandatory
Implementation of Dust Mitigation Measures for Construction and Demolition

Activities shall be complied with. "
W{\l&f\
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.

(i) Soil and other construction materials should be sprayed with water prior to any
loading, unloading or transfer operation so as to maintain the dusty material wet

(iv) The excavation working area should be sprayed with water after operation so as to
maintain the entire surface wet.

(v) Excavated materials shall be handled and transported in a manner that they do not
cause any air pollution.

(vi) The soil/construction materials carried by the vehicle should be covered by
impervious sheeting to avoid leaking of the dusty materials.

Water quality monitoring and preservation:

() Appropriate drainage channels need to be designed to take care of the water flow
into the nearest water courses/rivers, etc.

(ii) It should be ensured that sustainable water flow in the various channels of watershed
in the plateau is maintained.

(iii)  Storm water drains are to be built for discharging storm water from the air-field to
avoid flooding/water logging in project area. Domestic and industrial waste water
shall not be allowed to be discharged into the storm water drains and directed to STP
for treatment.

(iv) Proper drainage systems, emergency containment in the event of a major spill during
monsoon season ete. shall be provided.

(v) The runoff from paved structures like Aprons can be routed through drains to oil
separation tanks and sedimentation basins before being discharged into rainwater
harvesting structures.

(vi) Run off from chemicals and other contaminants from aircraft maintenance and other
areas within the airport shall be suitably contained and treated before disposal. A
spillage and contaminant containment plan shall be drawn up arnd implemented to
the satisfaction of the State Pollution Control Board.

(vii) The project activity shall conform to the General Standards for Discharge of
Environmental Pollutants notified in the Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986, and
amended from time to time.

(viii) Rain water harvesting for roof run-off and surface run-off, as plan submitted should
be implemented. Rain water harvesting structures shall conform to CGWA
guidelines. Before recharging the surface run off, pre-treatment must be done to
remove suspended matter, oil and grease.

Noise monitoring and prevention:

()  Notification G.S.R. S68(E) dated 18.06.2018 of MoEF&CC regarding Ambient Air
Quality Standards with respect to Noise in Airport Noise Zone shall be complied with.

(i) Noise level survey shall be carried as per the prescribed guidelines and report in this
regard shall be submitied to Regional Officer of the Ministry as a part of six-monthly
compliance report,

(i} Noise from vehicles, power machinery and equipment on-site should not exceed the
prescribed limit. Equipment should be regularly serviced. Aftention should also be
given to muffler maintenance and enclosure of noisy equipments.

(iv) Acoustic enclosures for DG sets, noise barriers for ground-run bays, ear plugs for
operating personnel shall be implemented as mitigation measures for noise impact
due to ground sources.

(v)  During airport operation period, noise should be controlled to ensure that it does not
exceed the prescribed standards, During night time the noise levels measured at the

‘&.’ixy{\/v\ "
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boundary of the building shall be restricted to the permissible levels to comply with
the prevalent regulations.

(vi) Where construction activity is likely to cause noise nuisance to nearby residents,
restrict it to only during day time i.e. between 7 amto 6 pm.

V. Energy Conservation/climate change measures:

(i) Energy conservation measures like installation of LED should be integral part of the
project design and should be in place before project commissioning.

(ii) Initiatives such as Green Infrastructure Development program, adoption of less
emission intensive technologies, renewable energy program, electrical vehicles and
Airport Carbon Accreditation need to be adopted to reduce its impact on climate
change and Green House Gas (GHG) emissions as per environmental best practices
governing greenfield airports. ‘

Vl. Waste management:

(i) Soii_.stockpile shall be managed in such a manner that dust emission and sediment
runoff are minimized. Ensure that soil stockpiles are designed with no slope greater
than 2:1 (horizontal/vertical).

(i) The project activity shall conform to the Fly Ash notification issued under the E.P. Act
of 1986.

(i) The solid wastes shall be segregated as per the norms of the Solid Waste
Management Rules, 2016. Recycling of wastes such as paper, glass (produced from
terminals and aircraft caterers), metal (at aircraft maintenance site), plastics (from
aircrafts, terminals and offices), wood, waste oil and solvents (from maintenance arnid
engineering operations), kitchen wastes and vegetable oils (from caterers) shall be
carried out.

(iv) Solid inert waste found on construction sites consists of building rubble, demolition
material, concrete; bricks, timber, plastic, glass, metals, bitumen etc shall be
reused/recycled or managed so as to strictly conform to the Solid Waste
Management Rules, 2016, and Consiruction and Demolition Waste Management
Rules, 2016.

(v) The project proponents shall implement a management plan duly approved by the
State Pollution Control Board and obtain its permissions for the safe handling and
disposal of:

a. Trash collected in flight and disposed at the airport including ‘segregation,
collection and disposed.

b. Toilet wastes and sewage collected from aircrafts and disposed at the Airport.
c. Wastes arising out of maintenance and workshops
d. Wastes arising out of eateries and shops situated inside the airport complex.
e. Hazardous and other wastes

VIl. Green Belt:

(i) Green belt shall be developed in area as provided in project details, with native tree
species in accordance with Forest Department. The greenbelt shall inter-alia cover
the entire periphery of the Air Port.

(i) The plantation species in and around Airport site should be carefully chosen to avoid
' bird nesting and to improve pollution control and noise control measures. \Water
intensive and/or invasive species should not be used for landscaping.

(i) Plantation activity should be taken up under the expert guidance for forest
department cf Goa,.care should be taken that soil erosion measures should be taken
up on priority so that the rich mineralized soil of forest is nut washed away. The

\Wuigh
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VIl

plantation activity should also have an approach of soil conservation where planting
is done along the contours avoiding gully formation. As far as possible monocultural
plantation should be avoided.

(iv) The proposed 10 times compensaiory plantation need to be monitored by the
Government of Goa so that the target of planting 5.5 lakh saplings is achieved in a
time bound manner, their survival rate is monitored and mortality is replenished. As
major chunk of 2.5 lakh of saplings is proposed to be done by the village level Bio
Diversity Committees, it is necessary to ensure that people are largely given native
species and/or fruit bearing saplings so that they will be able to derive economic
benefits from such fruit crops and also such trees will provide better biological
environment to birds.

(v) Top soil shall be separately stored and used in the development of green belt.
Public hearing and Human health issues:

(i) Solution/management plan regarding redressal of all the concerns raised in the
public hearing must be clearly spelt out in the EMP and shall be implemented in letter
and spirit. Compliance for each mitigation plan shall be submitted to Regional Office,
MOEF&CC along with half yearly compliance report.

(i) Provision of Electro-mechanical doors for toilets meant for disabled passengers shall
be ensured. Children nursing/feeding room shall be located conveniently near arrival
and departure gates.

(i) Emergency preparedness plan based on the Hazard identification and Risk
Assessment (HIRA) and Disaster Management Plan shall be implemented.

(iv) Provision shall be made for the housing of construction labour within the site with all
necessary infrastructure and facilities such as fuel for cooking, mobile toilets, mobile
STP, safe drinking water, medical health care, créche etc. The housing may be in the
form of temporary structures to be removed after the completion of the project.

(v)  Occupational health surveillance of the workers shall be done on a regular basis.

Additional Conditions to be incorporated as per Hon'ble NGT's order dated 21"
August, 2018:

A. Air Environment

1. Total Suspended Particulate Matter (SPM), Respirable Particulate Matter (RPM)
during construction phase and un-burnt and Hydro Carbons (HC), Lead (Pb), CO,,
80,3, CO,, SOOT and Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) during operation phase are going to
be major pollutants in this kind of project. Besides, fugitive emissions of Volatile
Organic Compounds (VOC) during fuel handling can be another issue for ambient air
environment. The provision of only 6 (six) Air Quality Monitoring Stations is
inadequate as sampling duration has been given as ‘twice a week, 4 week in a
season as per CPCB standards for NAAQM, 1994. It would be appropriate if the
Project Proponent establishes real time online continuous Air Quality Monitoring
Station also which is connected to CPCB server and capable of monitoring all
relevant and critical parameters and mitigation measures taken.

2. Although all parameters w.r.t ambient air parameters have been found to be within
limits for all 6 (six) locations monitored, we feel for the purpose of giving/depicting
holistic picture with regard to ambient air in the area, at least 3 (three) more
locations falling in the State of Maharashtra be also monitored and documented.

B. Water Environment

1. Only two number of Rain Water Harvesting pits have been provided which we feel
are not adequate and there is a need to place other pits at such locations so as to
capture all the excess drainage for water re-charge.

AN
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2, More frequent Water Quality Monitoring i.e. once every month may be carried out by
Project Proponent at bore wells and STP discharge plants instead of 4 (four) times in
a year as proposed.

C. Noise Environment

1. It has been proposed that ambient noise levels shall be monitored around the
premises of airport, near DG sets and at main entrance/boundary of airport once a
week at 7 (seven) locations which we feel are inadequate. Besides these,
continuous rionitoring of occupational noise exposure limits in such industrial
environments would be appropriate with audible or visual alarm output capability.

2. Integrated Noise Model (INM) be more frequently used and mitigation undertaken
during the operational phase of project at regular intervals.
3. Although ambient noise levels have been found to be within limits at 9 (nine)

locations monitored, we feel for the purpose of giving/depicting holistic picture with
regard to ambient noise levels in the area, at least 3 (three) more locations falling in
the State of Maharashtra be also monitored and documented.

D. Land Environment

1. There is a potential for impact on soil quality due to project related spills and leaks of
fuel and chemicals and uncontrolled disposal of wastes and waste water. Adequate
care be taken to avoid spills and leaks of hazardous substances and all project
related wastes. Littering on sites and beyond the sites needs to be adequately
prevented and controlled.

2. Debris and NMiuck Management Plan to be prepared and implemented so az to avaid
spillage of muck and debris on the slopes.

3. Soil conservation and stabilization measures needs to be undertaken by deploying
both mechanical and bio-engineering methods.

4, Remediation, restoration and compensation needs to be integral part of policy so as

to provide adequate relief for any environmental or project related disasters.
E. Biological Environment

1. Efforts be made to transplant the trees to other locations in the same vicinity by using
appropriate mechanical devices which are available these days.

2. Efforts be made to plant indigenous species which are tall in size rather than small
saplings.

3. Concerns have been raised by appellants with regard to plant species 'Dipcadi

concanense’ which has been claimed to be a threatened plant. This claim of the
appellants have been negated by the respondent by producing a documentation of
Botanical Survey of India, Western Regional Centre, Pune, Maharashtra titled as “A
Note on Occurrence and Distribution of Dipcadi concanense’. By invoking
Precautionary Principle, we direct the Project Proponent to draw up a Conservancy
by Plan/Scheme for 'Dipcadi concanense' in collaboration with Forest Department,
State of Goa and Botanical Survey of India and ensure its implementation.

F. Socio-economic Environment ‘

1. Adequate drills with respect to implemen{ation of Disaster Management plan needs
to be carried out at regular intervals so as to ensure preparedness and rapid
response to any disasters both man made or natural,

2. Although ‘Disaster Management Plan’ as Annexurs-ll is part of EIA Report under the
Sub head 1.2.1- National Disasters needs further elaboration especially in terms of
Emergency Response Measures, Rules aEd Responsibility, Mitigation, etc.
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7. All other terms and conditions mentioned in this Ministry's EC letter F.No. 10-
29/2011-IA.Ill dated 28" October, 2015 and subsequent amendment in EC dated 22™
February, 2018 shall remain the same besides additional conditions imposed by Hon'ble
NGT vide its order dated 21° August, 2018 in Appeal No. 05 of 2018 and Appeal No. 06 of
2018 in the matter of Federation of Rainbow Warriors, Margao Vs. Union of India & Ors. and
Hanuman Laxman Aroskar & Anr. Vs, Union of India &0rs.

8. The project proponent shall also comply with the direction(s) given by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court in its judgment dated 16" January, 2020 in M.A. No. 965 of 2019 in Civil
Appeal No. 12251 of 2018 in the matter of Hanuman Laxman Aroskar Vs Union of India &
Ors.

9. This issues with the approval of the Competent Authority. \ Q
\}%m b
(Dr. Vino Singh)
Sciéntist E
Copy to:
1. The Principal Secretary, Department of Science, Technology & Environment, 1*

Floor, Pandit Deendayal Upadhay Bhavan, Behind Pundalik Devasthan, Near Sanjay
School, Porvorim, Bardez - 403 521, Goa.

2. The Addl. Principal Chief Conservator of Forests (Central), Ministry of Environment,
Forests and Climate Change, Regional Office (S82), Kendriya Sadan, 4" Floor, E&F
Wing, Il Block Koramangala, Bengaluru - 560034, Karnataka,

3. The Chairman, Central Pollution Control Board Parivesh Bhavan, CBD-cum-Office
Complex, East Arjun Nagar, New Delhi - 110 032.
4, The Member Secretary, Goa State Pollution Control Board, Dempo Towers, 1% Floor,

EDC Patto Plaza, Panaji - 403001, Goa,
5. Monitoring Cell, MOEF&CC, Indira Paryavaran Bhavan, New Delhi.
. Guard File/ Record File/ Notice Board.
7. MoEF&CC website,

A u\g}_‘b -
(Dr. Vinod K, gh)

Scientist E
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