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1. The appeal is filed challenging the Environmental Clearance dated

For Respon Saraswathy

ORDER

31.03.2022. The appellant, who has taken up the cause, has filed the
appeal on various grounds.
2. Admittedly, the project now under challenge is an expansion of the active

pharmaceutical unit of the 5™ respondent. The basic allegation is that the



expansion project granted under the impugned Environmental Clearance
is falling within the 05 km boundary of the Vedanthangal Lake Bird
Sanctuary. It is pointed out in Form-I filed by the project proponent under
the heading of the ‘Environmental Sensitivity’ that the Vedanthangal
Lake Bird Sanctuary is approximately 3.72 km of away from the said
project. It is also pointed out by the Learned Counsel for the appellant

that an undertaking was given by the project proponent that in an event

information furnished in Form-1.is found‘to be fals misleading at any

stage the WIII be rejected and the clearance. glvewe revoked.

. It is ngw clearly demonstrated-by the Llearned Counsel fo th pellant

that ‘e exPansmn of the 5" respondent, Pharma unit is coming W‘Hm the
proh rad§ of ‘the Vedanthangal Lake Bird Szﬁctuar d the

distventm@i in the Form-I is @lsgmisleading. g
. In tthneﬁ vironmental Clearance give IS stWrat the
project [@fé&thﬂ e unit is located at 3. 7 est from

W X
the bird sancu@nd the w%lﬂ%!)ﬁg)rs etc W%O km from the

project site and the pro;’proponent had

which is under consideration by the Wildlife Division. The project

lied for NBWL clearance

proponent also has assured zero liquid discharge and no treated or
untreated waste water shall be discharged.
. Learned Counsel appearing for the Pollution Control Board is also not

able to answer at this point of time that whether any inspection of the

2



same was conducted or not. The apprehension of the applicant is that the
5™ respondent is proceeding with the expansion project based on the
Environmental Clearance given. The Expert Appraisal Committee had
noted that the PFR/EMP reports are in order, reflecting the present
environmental stages and the projected scenario for all the environmental
components. The Committee deliber’ate.d' on the proposed mitigation
measure towards air, water, hois’e and soil pollutions. The Committee

Wal/products shall

with .utmost precautlons and followm

suggested that the _storage of toxm/exploswe raw

be undert@ g@fety norms
and be&ice& - - “
. Evenyon the Iaét hearing, it was pointed out that Environfnenta Clearance
cann“grar%i onthe basis of the undertaking gl\m by“roject
proy“ parﬂ@arly when it deal$ with storage of téfc an“oswe
mater“ blrc%@ctuary area. 5 ‘l

. In view above ds e are conV| ~that a facie case

has been madé by the appe”ﬁt‘%\s the orde%bemg dictated,

for the 5" res%nt requests that a short

Learned Counsel appea
accommodation may be granted. However, considering the above aspects,
we are of the opinion that at least the status quo as on date has to be
maintained by the 5" respondent till the date of next hearing.
Accordingly, there shall be a order of status quo as on date to be

maintained by the 5" respondent.



8. It is stated that one Mr. A. Saravanan is appearing for 5™ respondent. He
Is also directed to file his VVakalat at the earliest and file his response.
9. Post the matter on 12.07.2022.
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