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Item No.03: 

BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL 

SOUTHERN ZONE, CHENNAI 
 

I.A. No. 69 of 2020 (SZ) & 

I.A. No. 70 of 2020 

Original Application No. 87 of 2020 (SZ) 

(Through Video Conference) 

IN THE MATTER OF 

 Dasu. Manikantaiah 
          ...Applicant(s) 

Versus 

Union of India and others. 

...Respondent(s) 

Date of order: 21.09.2020.       
 

CORAM:      

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K. RAMAKRISHNAN, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

HON’BLE MR. SAIBAL DASGUPTA, EXPERT MEMBER     

 

For Applicant(s):  Sri. Kamalesh Kannan   
  
For Respondent(s):    Sri. G.M. Syed Nurullah Sheriff for R1 

Sri. Basu represented Smt. Maduri Donti Reddy    

for R2 to R6  

 

ORDER 

 

1. The above case has been posted to today for completion of 

pleadings and also for appearance for parties.  
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2. When the matter came up for hearing today through Video 

Conference, Sri. Kamalesh Kannan represented the applicant. Sri. 

G.M. Syed Nurullah Sheriff represented 1st respondent and Sri. 

Basu represented Smt. Maduri Donti Reddy who is appearing for 

respondents 2 to 6 and submitted that since she is not well, she is 

not appearing before this Tribunal and wanted some time for filing 

their reply statement. 

3. We have also received the inspection report submitted by the 4th 

respondent, stating that since the permitted quantity has been 

exhausted, they have directed the District Sand Officer M/s. 

APMDC Ltd., Chittoor to stop the sand quarrying operation in 

Surutpalli Sand reach of Nagalpuram Mandal and also mentioned 

that they have imposed certain penalty for excess extraction of the 

sand. 

4. They have not mentioned in the report, as to whether any 

environmental clearance is required for such purposes and the 

same has been obtained or not as well.  

5. Even the Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change 

(MoEF & CC) had filed a reply statement where also they did not 

mention whether in the instant case, environmental clearance is 

required or not.  Instead, they said that if is dredging it is not 

required and if it is sand mining, environmental clearance is 

required.  Such an evasive statement is not expected from the 
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Ministry. 

6. When there is an allegation in the Original Application that the 

sand mining is being done in the guise of dredging in state of 

Andhra Pradesh against the directions of the Tribunal and also 

against the EIA Notification, 2006, then the Ministry should have 

obtained some report form their Regional office, regarding the 

allegations in the application and should have come with their 

concrete suggestion as to whether environmental clearance is 

required in a particular matter or not. 

7. When this was pointed out, the learned counsel appearing for the 

Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate change (MoEF & 

CC) submitted that they will get a detailed report from the 

Regional Office regarding the allegations in the application 

independently. 

8. We have directed the applicant to take steps to implead  M/s. 

APMDC to whom permission was granted by the District Collector, 

Chittoor, to extract sand from the sand reaches in this area and if 

they have violated the statutory provision, without hearing them, 

it  is not proper for this Tribunal to pass any order. 

9. When this was pointed out the learned counsel appearing for the 

applicant submitted that he will take steps to implead them as 

party in the proceedings. 

10. The learned counsel appearing for the applicant submitted that 
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even today the illegal mining is going on. 

11. So under such circumstances, we feel that it is necessary to get a 

factual report by appointing an independent joint committee for 

this purpose.  So, we appoint  a joint committee comprising of 1) a 

Senior Officer from Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate 

Change (MoEF & CC),   Regional Office, Chennai,    2) a Senior 

Scientist from State Environment Impact Assessment Authority 

(SEIAA), State of Andhra Pradesh  3) Assistant Director of Mines 

and Geology, Chittoor  District  4) Senior Officer from Central 

Pollution Control Board (CPCB), Regional Office, Chennai  and 5) 

the Distinct Collector, Chittoor District to inspect the area in 

question and submit a factual and action taken report, if there is 

any violation found.    

12. The committee is directed to go into the question as to whether the 

activity that is being carried out in that area requires any 

environmental clearance as provided under EIA Notification, 2006 

and as per the directions of the Hon’ble Apex Court in (Deepak 

Kumar Vs State of Haryana , (2012) 4 SCC 629).If there is any 

violation then, they are directed to assess the environmental 

compensation  

13. The committee is also directed to go into the question as to 

whether what is nature of activity that is being done by the user 

agency, whether they are involved only in dredging for the purpose 
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of clearing the river bed, so as to enable the free flow of water or in 

the guise of dredging, they are doing sand  mining without 

obtaining necessary clearances and how the sand is being dealt 

with, whether it has been used for commercial purpose or for 

spreading the same in the area where replenishment  of sand is 

required under the Sustainable Sand Mining Policy  of the Central 

Government.   

14. The committee is also directed to ascertain the quantity of sand 

that is being extracted by user agency for the purpose of 

assessing the environmental compensation. 

15. The applicant is also directed to produce a set of papers to the 

members of the committee within a week, so as to avoid the delay 

in submitting the report by them. 

16. The Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate change (MoEF & 

CC) Regional Office, Chennai will be the nodal agency for co-

ordination and for providing necessary logistics for this purpose. 

17. The committee as well as the official respondents are directed to 

submit the report in this regard respectively on or before 06.11.2020 

by e-filing along with required hard copies to be produced as per 

rules. 

18. The Registry is directed to communicate this order to the members of 

the committee immediately through e-mail, so as to enable them to 

comply with the direction. 
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19.     For completion of pleadings, filing of response and also for 

consideration of report, post on 06.11.2020.  

`     

 

 

.................................J.M. 
(Justice K. Ramakrishnan) 

 
 

        ................................E.M. 
(Shri. Saibal Dasgupta) 

I.A. No.69 & 70/2020 in 
O.A. No.87/2020, 
21st September 2020. Sr. 


