File No: 11502
Government of India
Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change
(Issued by the State Environment I mpact Assessment Authority(SEIAA),
TAMIL NADU)
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Date 04/12/2025 .,éﬁs., 9

To,
T Kumaresan
T Kumaresan
6-122, moolakottu vilai veedu, Painkulam, KANNIYAKUMARI, TAMIL NADU, 629173
sgjishanul4@gmail.com

Subject: Rejection of Environmental Clearance (EC) to the proposed Project under the EIA Notification 2006-
and as amended thereof -regarding.

Sir/Madam,

This is in reference to your application submitted to SEIAA-TN vide proposa number
SIA/TN/MIN/506634/2024 for Environmental Clearance (EC) to the project under the provision of the
EIA Notification 2006-and as amended thereof - Proposal rejected - Reg.

2. The particulars of the proposal are as below :

(i) EC Identification No. EC24C0108TN5901901N
(ii) File No. 11502

(iii) Clearance Type Fresh EC (Mining)

(iv) Category B2

(v) Project/Activity Included Schedule No. 1(a)

T. Kumaresan, Rough Stone and Gravel Quarry
Project at over an Extent of 0.47.5Ha of Pattaland

(vi) Name of Project in S.F.Nos. 214/1C2 and 221/1A(P) of Painkulam
Village, Killiyur Taluk, Kanniyakumari District,
Tamil Nadu State.

(vii) Name of Company/Organization t kumaresan
(viii) Location of Project (District, State) KANNIYAKUMARI, , TAMIL NADU,
(ix) Issuing Authority SEIAA

(x) Applicability of General Conditions as per

EIA Notification, 2006 No

Remarksof SEIAA:

The subject was placed in the 925th SEIAA Meeting held on 01.12.2025.
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The authority noted that the proposal was placed in the 643rd SEAC meeting held on 14.11.2025. Based on the
presentation and details furnished by the project proponent, SEAC-II decided not to recommend the proposal for the
following reasons:

1. The existing depth of mining is reported as 36m Above Ground Level (AGL) in the approved mining plan, whereas the
approved depth is 20m as mentioned in the previous Environmental Clearance dated 01.04.2015. This discrepancy
made the proposal to be considered as a violation category.

2. The applied mining lease areais relatively small (0.47.5 Ha). Further, it has been ascertained from the kml uploaded in
the PARIVESH portal that the Project Proponent (PP) has not conducted quarrying operations in a proper manner and
no proper benches are maintained as per the mining plan. Hence the scientific mining in this proposed site is not
possible.

Hence, the Mining activity in this proposed areais not recommendable.

The Authority, after detailed deliberations, decided to accept the decision of SEAC-2 and reject the proposal.
Hence, thefileis closed and recorded.

Further, any appeal against this rejection shall lie with the National Green Tribunal, if preferred, within a period of 30
days as prescribed under Section 16 of the National Green Tribuna Act, 2010.

CopyTo
1. Chairperson, Tamil Nadu Pollution Control Board, 76, Mount Salai, Guindy, Chennai-32.
2. Integrated Regional Office of MoEF& CC, 34, HEPC Building, Cathedral Garden Road, Nungambakkam, Chenani-34.

Send Approval Copy To (In case of multiple use comma as separ ator

Signature Not Verified

Digitally Signed“ﬁ{:}( Rahul Nadh IAS
Member Secretary, SpAA

Date: 04/12/2025 |_|
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