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HARYANA STATE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
C-11, SECTOR-6, PANCHKULA
Ph-0172-577870-73, Fax No. 2581201
E-mail — hspcbhazardouswaste@gmail.com

Office Order

Whereas, the Hon’ble National Green Tribunal (NGT) issued
directions in several cases to impose the Environmental Compensation
for wviolation of Hazardous & Other Wastes (Management &
Tranboundary Movement) Rules, 2016 on non- complying polluting units
and has been directing CPCB, all PCBs, including Haryana, to implement
“Polluter Pays” principle in right spirit and to recover environmental
compensation from polluting units and to use the same for restoration of
environmental damages caused to the public;;

Whereas, as per the orders of the Hon'ble Tribunal dated
12.04.2019 in the matter of OA No. 804/2017; Rajiv Narayan & Anr. Vs.
Union of India & Ors. various recommendations of the Monitoring
Committee are to be complied with and one of the recommendation is as
below:-

“4. [4(5)] There is need to have an enforcement framework for
effective enforcement of Rules based on principle of proportionality and
also, precautionary principle. Such framework will remove ambiguity in
regulatory actions and bring transparency, predictability and consistency
in enforcement for actions.”

Whereas, the Hon’ble NGT in the matter of OA No. 804/2017; Rajiv
Narayan & Anr. Vs. Union of India & Ors. has directed the Central
Pollution Control Board to determine the scale of compensation to be
recovered for violation of the Rules within one month and the CPCB on
11.05.2019 has filed a report regarding determination of environmental
compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous & Other Wastes
(Management & Trans-boundary Movement) Rules, 2016 in compliance
of Hon'ble NGT order dated 12.04.2019 and the Hon'ble Tribunal vide
order dated 26.08.2019 stated that the recommendations of the CPCB
with regard to the compensation regime on the subject may be adopted,
subject to further consideration of orders.

Whereas, the Central Pollution Control Board vide it’s letter dated
18.07.2019 has forwarded “Enforcement Framework for Effective
implementation of Hazardous & Other Waste (Management & Trans-
boundary Movement) Rules, 2016”.

Whereas, the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) of the Board, in
its meeting held on 23.06.2020, has recommended to adopt
methodology/modalities issued by the CPCB for determination of
environmental compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous
& Other Wastes (Management& Trans-boundary Movement) Rules, 2016
and the necessary approval for implementation of the above said
methodology/modalities may also be taken from the Board/Government.

Whereas, the said methodology/modalities issued by the CPCB for
determination of environmental compensation to be recovered for
violation of Hazardous & Other Wastes (Management& Tranboundary
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Movement) Rules, 2016 was placed before the Board in its 192nd
meeting vide agenda item no. 192.8 (S) for consideration and approval
and the same has been approved by the Board.

In view of above, it is hereby ordered to adopt the said

methodology/modalities issued by the CPCB for determination of
environmental compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous
& Other Wastes (Management& Trans-boundary Movement) Rules, 2016.

These orders shall come into force with immediate effect

Dated Panchkula, the
07/09/2022 Chairman,
HSPCB

Endst. No. HSPCB/HWM/2022 Dated:
07/09/2022

A copy of the above is forwarded to the following for information

and necessary action:-

1.

2.

3.

O

~N O

The Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. of Haryana, Department of
Environment & Climate Change, Chandigarh.

The Director General, Department of Environment & Climate
Change, Haryana, Chandigarh

All the Branch In-charges dealing with Consent Management in
Head Office of the Board.

. All the Regional Officers in field.
. Nodal Officer (IT) for uploading the orders on the website of the

Board.

. P.S. to the Chairman, HSPCB.
. P.A to the Member Secretary, HSPCB.

Signed by Naveen Gulia
Date: 08-09-2022 10:28:10
Reason: Approved

Sr. Environmental Engineer (HQ)
For Chairman, HSPCB
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Enforcement Framework for Effective
Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary

Movement) Rules, 2016

July 2019

Central Pollution Control Board

(Ministry of Environment, Forest & Climate Change, Government of India)
Parivesh Bhawan, East Arjun Nagar,

Shahdara, Delhi - 110032
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Enforcement Framework for Effective Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

1. Background

The Govt. of India has notified Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and
Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016, as amended thereof, (herein after
called as HOWM Rules, 2016) for the safe and environmentally sound
management of hazardous and other wastes. The Rules lay down provisions for
storage, packaging, transportation, recycling, utilization, pre-processing, co-
processing, treatment, import, export, offering for sale, transfer or disposal, etc.
of the hazardous and other wastes (“hazardous waste” and “other wastes” have
been defined under the said Rules).

Enforcement of the HOWM Rules, 2016, would ensure safe and
environmentally sound handling and management of hazardous and other
wastes. The State Pollution Control Boards (SPCBs)/Pollution Control
Committees (PCCs) have been entrusted with duty to ensure compliance of the
various provisions stipulated under the Rules through monitoring and taking of
actions against defaulters as per Rule 21 of the Rules.

In order to remove ambiguity in regulatory actions as well as bring
transparency, predictability and consistency in enforcement for actions, it is
felt to develop an enforcement framework for effective implementation of these
Rules based on principle of proportionality and precautionary principle. These
guidelines have, therefore, been prepared with the said objectives.

This framework includes various enforcement tools, tracking of Non-
compliances, categorization of non-compliances and approach for application of
the said enforcement tools in cases of non-compliances of the HOWM Rules,
2016.

2. Salient Features of the Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and
Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016 Pertaining to Occupiers

Occupier of any factory or premises as defined under Rule 3(1)(21) of the Rules,
means a person who has, control over the affairs of the factory or the premises
and includes in relation to any hazardous and other wastes, the person in
possession of the hazardous or other waste.” It is responsibility of the occupier
for safe and environmentally sound management of hazardous and other
wastes as stipulated under Rule 4 of the HOWM Rules, 2016.

The occupier is required to obtain authorisation from the concerned SPCB/PCC
for handling, generation, collection, storage, packaging, transportation, use,
treatment, processing, recycling, recovery, pre-processing, co-processing,
utilisation, offering for sale, transfer or disposal of the hazardous and other
wastes and shall carry out the same as per the authorisation granted and
provisions stipulated under the HOWM Rules, 2016. The occupier is also
required to maintain records and manifests and submit annual returns as
stipulated under the Rules. The Rules also lays down provisions for import and
export of hazardous and other wastes for the purpose of
recycling/recovery/reuse /utilisation.

1|Page
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3.

Enforcement Framework for Effective Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

Enforcement tools

(a) Issuance of directions for closure or stoppage of electricity or water supply

or any other services

HOWM Rules, 2016, have been notified under the Environment (Protection) Act,
1986, and section S5 of the Act empowers Central Government to issue
directions to any person, officer or any authority for closure, prohibition or
regulation of any industry, operation or process; or stoppage or regulation of
the supply of electricity or water or any other service and such person, officer
or authority shall be bound to comply with such directions.

The Central Government in exercise of powers conferred under section 23 of
the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, has delegated the above powers under
section 5 of the said Act to the Chairmen of SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB, vide
various notifications by. Copies of such notifications of delegation of powers to
Chairman of SPCBs/PCCs is given at Annexure I for ready reference.
Therefore, SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB too have the powers conferred under the
aforesaid section 5 of the Act.

Procedures of issuing the aforesaid directions under section 5 of the
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, including opportunity or no opportunity of
being heard, have been laid down under Rule 4 of the Environment (Protection)
Rules, 1986, notified by the Central Government under the Environment
(Protection) Act, 1986.

(b) Imposition of liability for damages caused to the environment or third

party including financial penalty for violation of provisions under HOWM
Rules, 2016

The HOWM Rules, 2016, lays down provisions with regard to liability for
damages caused to the environment or third party including financial penalty for
violation of provisions of the Rules under Rule 23 of the said Rules.

CPCB has issued “Guidelines on Implementing Liabilities for Environmental
Damages due to Handling & Disposal of Hazardous Waste and Penalty” for
implementing the aforesaid provisions of Rule 23. The guidelines include
description of liabilities, approach for valuation of the same, methodology for
levying financial penalty, role of SPCB/PCC and other stakeholders etc.
SPCBs/PCCs are required to follow procedures laid down under these guidelines
while enforcing the aforesaid provisions of Rule 23. Copy of the said guidelines is
available at CPCB website i.e
https://cpcb.nic.in/uploads/hwmd/Guidelines_Environmenal Damages Costs_

200116.pdf.

(c) Imposition of Environmental Compensation

The Hon’ble National Green Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi through its
various orders has directed the regulatory authorities (i.e CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs)
to assess and recover the environmental compensation for the damages caused

2|Page
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Enforcement Framework for Effective Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

to the environment apart from prohibiting the polluting activities or prosecution
so as to render polluting activities to be unprofitable.

Relevant text of various orders of the Hon’ble National Green Tribunal in this
regard is given at Annexure II for ready references.

CPCB in compliance with orders dated 12/4/2019 of the Hon’ble National Green
Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi, in the matter of Original Application No.
804/2017 (Earlier O.A. No. 36/2012) With M.A. No. 1302/2018 in Interlocutory
Application No. 63 in W. P. (C) No. 657/199 (Rajiv Narayan & Anr Versus Union
of India & Ors. With The Research Foundation for Science, Technology and
Natural Resource Policy Versus Union of India & Ors.), has prepared and
submitted document on “Determination of Environmental Compensation to be
recovered for violation of Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and
Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016”. Copy of the same is available at
https://cpcb.nic.in/NGTMC/HW /Deter-EnvComp-Recovered-Vio-HOWMRules-

2016.pdf

(d) Prosecution for imprisonment with fine

(a)

3|

Section 15 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, lays provisions of
punishment with imprisonment including fine in case of failure to comply with
or contravenes any of the provisions of the Act, or the rules made or orders or
directions issued thereunder.

Section 19 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, stipulates about
cognizance of the offence to be taken by the Hon’ble Court on complaint made by
Central Government or any authority or officer authorised in this behalf by that
Government. The said section 19 is reproduced as below:

The Central Government has authorised various authorities and officers for the
purpose along with the jurisdiction vide notifications under the said Act and
compiled copy of the same is given at Annexure III. The authorised authorities
and officers require to file complaint for the said offence in the District Court.

Relevant abstract of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986; Environment
(Protection) Rules, 1986 and Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and
Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016 is given at Annexure-IV for ready
reference.

Monitoring/Tracking of Non-compliances

Through technology interventions:
Most of the provisions stipulated under the HOWM Rules 2016 applicable to

hazardous and other wastes handlers (such as quantity of wastes generation,
day wise record maintenance of waste generation & its storage, wastes sent to
authorised recyclers/utilizers/pre-processors/co-processors/disposal facility
operators, waste movement manifest documents & their reconciliation, etc.) can
be tracked with application of information technology.

A suitable software with features of entering the data by waste handlers w.r.t.
day wise record maintenance, manifest document, etc. as stipulated under the

Page
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(b)

Enforcement Framework for Effective Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

HOWM Rules 2016, may be developed which can easily trace non-compliances
so as to enable SPCBs/PCCs in identifying/tracking and acting upon the same.
Further, camera at the facility and GPS based movement of hazardous or other
wastes linked to the said software may also be very helpful in identifying
violations.

Central Pollution Control Board is in process of developing such software.
However, till such software is developed, SPCBs/PCCs may develop their own
system with suitable information technology based application for identifying
non-compliances and enforcing provisions stipulated under the regulations.

Through Filed Investigation
Inspection of hazardous and other waste handling units is important tool to

verify if such units are practicing environmentally safe waste management
practices, complying with various conditions laid down under the authorization
granted by SPCBs/PCCs and the HOWM Rules 2016, etc. Verification of
various documents like manifest documents, annual returns, etc. submitted by
the units shall also be taken into account while enforcing HOWM Rules.
Following may be adopted for monitoring the compliances of HOWM Rules,
2016, in case of hazardous and other waste handling units:

(i) Periodic inspections

The hazardous and other waste generating units shall be inspected
periodically and actions shall immediately be taken for violations, if any.

Selection of hazardous and other waste handling units for the aforesaid
inspection may be carried out with the help of technology for fair selection.
In this regard, a simple software may be developed featuring list of all the
waste generators.

(ii) Frequent monitoring of units engaged in waste collection/ recycling/
utilization/ pre-processing/ co-processing/ disposal and import of
wastes

Units engaged in recycling/utilization / pre-processing/ co-
processing/disposal, are involved in handling of wide range of wastes from
different industries and therefore needs to be closely monitored through
frequent inspection of such units.

Such waste collection/recycling/utilization/pre-processing/ co-processing/
and importer of hazardous and other wastes may require inspection/
monitoring by SPCBs/PCCs preferably once in 03 months, whereas,
common TSDFs may be inspected once in a month.

(iii) Random verification in case of interstate movement of hazardous

and other wastes

Hazardous and other wastes are often transported to other State/UT for
recycling/ wutilization/ pre-processing/ co-processing/disposal. Random
verification of waste reaching to such facilities in other State/UT shall be

4|Page
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Enforcement Framework for Effective Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

carried out by both the SPCBs/PCCs (sender and receiver State/UT).
Further, SPCB/PCC (of receiving waste) shall also check accounting of
wastes received by such facilities and also ensure they do not exceed their
authorised waste handling capacity.

(iv) Investigation of Complaints

Any complaint related to hazardous and other waste shall be examined
properly and depending upon nature of complaint a thorough investigation
shall be done so as to identify non-compliances, if any.

(v) Sampling & Monitoring in case of accidental or illegal
discharge/disposal or fire of hazardous and other wastes for fixing
liability and financial penalty

Accidental or illegal discharge/disposal or fire of hazardous and other wastes
may often lead to air/water (surface or ground water)/soil contamination. In
such incidences, proper sampling & analysis are required to be carried out by
SPCBs/PCCs, as outlined in the aforesaid “Guidelines for Implementing
Liabilities for Environmental Damages due to Handling & Disposal of
Hazardous Waste and Penalty” published by CPCB, which would be helpful in
imposing appropriate liability and financial penalty, as applicable.

5. Categorization of Violations

For the purpose of imposing financial penalty and environmental compensation,
various violations of HOWM Rules, 2016, can be broadly classified into the
following two categories:

A. Category A: Only procedural violations of HOWM Rules, 2016, which has
not caused damage to environment or third party

Certain violations of HOWM Rules, 2016, are procedural violations in nature
and do not cause any damage to environmental or third party.

For instance, non-submission of annual return within the stipulated time
period to SPCB/PCC (as required under Rule 20(2) of the Rules), non-
maintenance of records (as required under Rule 20 (1) of the Rules) no prior
intimation to SPCB of the States of transit in case of inter-state movement (as
required under Rule 18(5) of the Rules, 2016), etc. by the authorised occupier.
In such cases, though there have been violations of provisions of the Rules
which are procedural requirements in nature but has not caused damaged to
the environment. However, financial penalty would be applicable in such cases
for violations of each and every relevant provision of the HOWM Rules, 2016, as
outlined under section 7 of this document.

B. Category B: Violations causing environmental damage including
procedural violations

5|Page
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Enforcement Framework for Effective Implementation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

These are violations of the HOWM Rules, 2016, causing environmental
damages including procedural violations of the Rules. The same may further be
classified into two categories as below:

(i) Category B1l: Cases where mismanagement of hazardous or other waste
has resulted or resulting into environmental damage and such damages
liability including assessment of remediation required can be assessed in
terms of cost also by applying provisions laid down under CPCB’s

“Guidelines on Implementing Liabilities for Environmental Damages due to

Handling & Disposal of Hazardous Waste and Penalty”.

For example, disposal of hazardous or other waste on land or
surface/ground water by an occupier, operator, transporter, importer,
exporter, etc. as the case may be, has been identified by SPCB/PCC and
damages to the environment and remediation work as well as cost thereof
can also be assessed by SPCB/PCC in accordance with the said guidelines.

In such cases, liability of the responsible party (occupier, operator,
transporter, importer, exporter, etc., as the case may be) can be fixed in
terms of various required activities and amount of money required in such
activities (i.e. taking up immediate Emergency Response Plan Measures such
as containment of hazardous or other waste; assessment of contamination
and required remediation work, and; execution of selected remediation plan)
in accordance with provisions laid down under the said CPCB’s “Guidelines
on Implementing Liabilities for Environmental Damages due to Handling &
Disposal of Hazardous Waste and Penaltyl”. The responsible party (occupier,
operator, transporter, importer, exporter, etc., as the case may be) is
required to pay bank guarantee to SPCB/PCC and compensation liability
(loss of property, loss of crop, loss of life, treatment cost towards human
health impacts, etc.) as suggested in the guidelines.

Besides above liability, financial penalty would also be imposed as given
under section 7 of this document.

! https:/ /cpcb.nic.in/uploads/hwmd /Guidelines Environmenal Damages Costs 200116.pdf
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Categorization of violations

h r

Category A Category B
(Only procedural (Viclations causing to environmental damage including
violations of HOWM procedural violations)

Rules, 2016, which
has not caused to
environmental

r h 4

damage) Category Bl Category B2
(Where damages caused to (Where damages caused
the environment can be to the environment are
assessed and liabilities can difficult to assess)
be fixed)

Figurel: Categorization of violations

(ii Category B2: Cases where mismanagement of hazardous or other waste
may have caused environmental damage and such damages & remediation
required including cost thereof are difficult to assess.

For example, an authorised occupier, operator, transporter, importer,
exporter, etc., as the case may be, of hazardous or other wastes has illegally
disposed hazardous or other waste on place which is unidentifiable or even if
identified, damages to the environment and remediation work as well as cost
thereof is difficult to be assessed by SPCB/PCC. Such difficulty may arise
due to very small quantity of wastes involved in such acts, wastes disposed
along with municipal solid waste, wastes may have been washed off with
runoff water, etc. In such cases, it may be difficult to assess damages caused
to the environment and liability of the responsible party (occupier, operator,
transporter, importer, exporter, etc., as the case may be) as well as cost
thereof.

Under such circumstances, methodology for imposing financial penalty and
environmental compensation may be followed as outlined in section 7 of this
document.

6. Approach for Application of Enforcement Tools

Approach for application of enforcement tool among the available tools (as
outlined in section 3 of this document) may be linked to nature of violations.
Accordingly, the following approach for application of enforcement tools may
be used:

7|Page
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Application of Enforcement Tools

Y

of show

given in

Category A: Issuance

u/s 5 of EPA, 1986, to v
pay financial penalty
followed by collection of
financial penalty as

L J

Category B

case directions

Y

Table 1.

collection of financial

Category B1: Issuance of
directions u/s 5 of EPA,
1986, for closure and/or
taking immediate response
measures, as applicable.
Also show cause notice for

penalty as given in Table 1.

Category B2: Issuance of
directions u/s 5 of EPA,
1986, for closure, wherever
applicable. Also show cause
notice for collection of
environment compensation
and financial penalty as
given in Table 1.

Figure 2: Approach for application of enforcement tools in brief

Detailed approach for application of various enforcement tools (as given in section

3 of this document) vis-a-vis category of violations has been given in Table 1 below:

Table 1: Category of violations and Enforcement Tools

of this document)- Only procedural
violations of HOWM Rules, 2016,
which caused to
environmental damage or third party.

has not

1?:; Category of Violations Enforcement Tools
1 Category A (as described in section 5 | Directions to show-cause u/s S of

the EPA, 1986, about why financial
penalty be not levied outlining
procedural violations
observed by SPCB/PCC/CPCB.
This shall be followed by directions

to pay financial penalty on each of

various

such violations after considering
objections, if any, in response of
such notice. The penalty amount be
the
guidelines? prepared by CPCB in

derived as outlined in

this regard.

In case of non-submission of

financial penalty within stipulated

2 “Guidelines on Implementing Liabilities for Environmental Damages due to Handling & Disposal of Hazardous
Waste and Penalty” which has been circulated to all SPCBs/PCCs and copy is also available at CPCB website
https://cpcb.nic.infuploads/hwmd/Guidelines Environmenal Damages Costs 200116.pdf
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Sl.
No.

Category of Violations

Enforcement Tools

time period, deterrent amount to be
imposed and action be initiated as
per the CPCB document3.

Category B (as
described in

section S of this
document) -
Violations
causing to
environmental
damage
including
procedural
violations

Bl:
where

Category
Cases
mismanagement of
hazardous or other
waste has resulted
or resulting into
environmental
damage and such
damages including
assessment of
remediation
required
assessed.

can be

The unit may be directed u/s 5 of
the EPA, 1986, any
opportunity of being heard to:

without

(i) take up immediate Emergency
Response Plan Measures such as
containment of hazardous or other
waste, assess damages and execute
plan with
submission of bank guarantee, as

remediation along
outlined in CPCB guidelines!, as
the case may be, and;

(i) close industrial or other
activities, in cases where there is
likelihood of a grave injury to the
environment

due to continued

industrial or other activities.

Besides above, collection and
imposition of financial penalty for
violation of various provisions of the
HOWM Rules, 2016, as outlined
above for Category A violation shall
be followed including imposition of
deterrent amount in case of non-
of financial

timely submission

penalty.

In case unit fails to comply with the
directions, the unit shall be closed
and cases be filed u/s 15 of the
EPA, 1986, wherever applicable.

B2:
where

Category
Cases

mismanagement of
hazardous or other

In cases where there is likelihood of
a grave injury to the environment
due to continued industrial or other
activities, the unit may be directed

3 “Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous and Other

Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016”, and copy of the same is available at
https://cpcb.nic.in/NGTMC/HW/Deter-EnvComp-Recovered-Vio-HOWMRules-2016.pdf

9|Page
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Sl

No. Category of Violations

Enforcement Tools

waste may have
caused or causing
environmental
damage and such
damages &
remediation
required is difficult
to assess

u/s S5 of the EPA, 1986, to close
such industrial or other activities
without any opportunity of being
heard.

For imposing and  collecting
financial penalty for violation of
various provisions of the HOWM
Rules, 2016, similar procedure as
outlined above for Category A
violation shall be followed.

In addition to the above financial
penalty, Environment
Compensation (EC) towards the
damages caused to the environment
shall also be imposed as per the
CPCB document3 including
deterrent amount for non-timely
submission of the EC as per the
said document.

In case unit fails to comply with the
directions, the unit shall be closed.

3. Repeated Violations despite imposing
liability /environmental compensation
and financial penalty or directions or
both

Authorisation of the habitual and
repeated violators of Category A be
cancelled and the unit be closed
u/s S of the EPA. Whereas in
addition to the said actions, case be
filed u/s 15 of the EPA, 1986, in
case of habitual and repeated
Category B violators.

Further, the deterrent amount of
EC and financial penalty be
imposed in case of such repeated
violators as per the CPCB

document3

3 “Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous and Other

Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016”, and copy of the same is available at
https://cpcb.nic.in/NGTMC/HW/Deter-EnvComp-Recovered-Vio-HOWMRules-2016.pdf

3 “Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016”, and copy of the same is available at
https://cpcb.nic.in/NGTMC/HW/Deter-EnvComp-Recovered-Vio-HOWMRules-2016.pdf

10| Page
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Apart from above category of violations vis-a-vis enforcement tools, following
scenarios may also be considered alongwith enforcement tools to be adopted:

» The occupiers not displaying relevant information about hazardous waste
outside their factory gate (as directed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court vide
orders dated 14/10/2003 in the matter of WP NO. 657/1995; Research
Foundation for Science Technology and National Resource Policy Versus
Union of India & Anr) - Issue show cause or be close down under section 5 of
the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986,

» The occupier handling significant quantity of hazardous waste and has not
applied for authorization for such wastes- Issue closure directions along with
environmental compensation for damages caused to the environment. In
case such unit does not close its unit or does not deposit the environmental
compensation, as directed, proceedings under section 15 of the Environment
(Protection) Act, 1986, be initiated.

7. Assessment of Financial Penalty and Environmental Compensation

In compliance with orders dared 12/4/2019 of the Hon’ble National Green
Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi, in the matter of Original Application No.
804/2017 (Earlier O.A. No. 36/2012) With M.A. No. 1302/2018 in
Interlocutory Application No. 63 in W. P. (C) No. 657/199 (Rajiv Narayan & Anr
Versus Union of India & Ors. With The Research Foundation for Science,
Technology And Natural Resource Policy Versus Union of India & Ors.), CPCB
has prepared and submitted document on “Determination of Environmental
Compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous and Other Wastes
(Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016”, Copy of the same is
available at https://cpcb.nic.in/NGTMC/HW /Deter-EnvComp-Recovered-Vio-
HOWMRules-2016.pdf

For calculating environmental compensation pertaining to Category B2
violations (as described in section 5 of this document), methodology as outlined
in aforesaid CPCB document shall be followed. Further, the financial penalty as
outlined in the aforesaid document may be followed including the imposition of
deterrent amount for non-timely submission of Environmental Compensation
and Financial Penalty.

11| Page
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ANNEXURE-I

Notifications under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986

DELEGATION OF POWERS TO THE STATE POLLUTION

CONTROL BOARDS/POLLUTION CONTROL COMMITTEES

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS

NOTIFICATION

New Delhi, the 8" January, 1997

S.0. 23(E).- In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 23 of the Environment
(Protection) Act, 1986 (29 of 1986), the Central Government hereby delegates the powers
vested in it under Section 5 of the said Act to the Chairman, State Pollution Control
Boards/Committees as given in the Table below, to issue directions to any industry or any
local or other authority for the violations of the standards and rules relating to hazardous
wastes notified under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, subject to the conditions
that the Central Government may revoke such delegation of powers or may itself invoke
the provisions of Section § of the said Act, if in the opinion of the Central Government
such a course of action is necessary in the public interest:-

| RS

TABLE
; Name of Board/Committee Jurisdiction
2 3 ]
1. Andhra Pradesh State Pollution Control Board Whole of State |
2. Arunanchal Pradesh State Pollution Control Whole of State
Board
2 77’7}7\ssam State Pollution C ontrol Board Whole of State

4. Bihar State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

5. | Goa State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

6. | Gujarat State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

r F{aryzma State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

8. | Himachal Pradesh State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

9, Jammu & Kashmir State Pollution Control

Whole of State

Board
10. | Karnataka State Pollution Control Board Whole of State |
I'l. | Kerala State Pollution Control Board Whole of State

"\

2 ‘l Maharashtra State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State
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13.

Madhya Pradesh State Pollution Control Board T ~ Whole of State \

14.

Manipur State Pollution Control Board

15.

Meghalaya State Pollution Control Board

=5

Whoioﬂ—ﬁtutb
T = re— !

Whole of State

16.

Mizoram State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

17.

Nagaland State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

18.
19.

Orissa State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State |

Punjab State Pollution Control Board

Whole of State

20.

Rajasthan State Pollution Control Board

Whole o f’—g_tgllc

2.

Sikkim State Pollution Control Board

“Whole of State |

22.

Tamil Nadu State Pollution Control Board

23

| Whole of State

Tripura State Pollution Control Board

| Wholeof State |

24,

Uttar Pradesh State Pollution Control Board

T Whole of State

25.

West Bengal State Pollution Control Board

[  Whole of State |

26.

Committee, Andaman & Nicobar Union

Territory

*! Whole of U. LEE:

Committee, Chandigarh Union Territory

Whole of UT, |

Committee, Dadra & Nagar Haveli Union

Territory

Whole of U.T.

Committee, Daman & Diu Union Territory

Whole of U.T.

Committee, National Capital Territory of Delhi _JL Whole of N.C.T. |

Committee, Lakshadweep Union Territory

Whole of UT.

Committee, Pondicherry Union Territory

Whole of U.T.

[No.1(35)96-P1 |
VIAY SHARMA. 1. Secy,
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MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS
NOHFICATION '
_New Delhi, the 2nd November, 2004. _

S.0. 1211(E).—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 23 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 (29.0f
1986), the Central Govermment hereby delegates the powers vested in it imder Section. S of the said Actto the Chairman,

3289 GL2004 (1}
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State Pollution Control Boards, as given in the Table below, to issue directions to any industry or any local o1 other
quthorities for the violations of the standards and rules relating fo hazardous wagtes notified under the Environment
{Protection} Act, 1986, subject to the conditions that the Central Government may revoke such delegation of powets or may

itselfinvoke the provisions of Séction 5 of the said Act, if in the opinion of the Central Government, such a course of action .
“is néoessary i the public inferest .— o - T R
SNo.  Name of the Boards Jurisdiction
1L . Chhattiggarh Environment Conservation Board .. Whols of State
2 Jharkhand Pollution Control Board . Whale of State
3 Uttaranchal Enviromment Protection and Pollution Whole of State

Control Board -

[No. 1(35)/96-P1]
SUDHIR MITAL, Jt. Secy.

Printed by the Manager, Gowt. of Indin Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064
and Published by the Controlter of Publications, Delhi-110054.
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Annexure IT

Various orders of the Hon’ble National Green Tribunal to the regulatory authorities (i.e
CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs) to assess and recover the environmental compensation for the
damages caused to the environment

(i) In the matter of OA No. 95/2018 (M.A. Vo. 1029/2018): Aryavart Foundation Vs. M/s Vapi
Green Enviro Ltd. & Ors, vide orders dated 11/01/2019 has passed the following orders:

"... (25) This was considered in the recent order of the Tribunal (by four Member Bench) in
Paryavaran Suraksha Samiti and Anr. Vs. Union of India & Ors.?, Parveen Kakar & Ors. Vs.
Ministry of Environment & Forests & Ors.” and in News Item published in "The Asian Age”
Authored by Sanjay Kaw titled "CPCB to rank industrial units on pollution levels™ wherein this
Tribunal held that:

"11. Needless to say that it will be open to the SPCBs/Committees and CPCB to take
coercive measures including recovery of compensation for the damage to the
environment on ‘Polluter Pays’ principle as well as also to direct taking of such

7 mnr

precautionary measures as may be necessary on the basis of 'Precautionary principle’.

(i) In the matter of OA No. 593/2017 (WP (Civil) No. 375/2012): Parayavaran Suraksha Samiti &
Anr. Vs. Union of India & Ors., vide orders dated 03/08/2018 has passed the following orders:

"... (vi) The Central Pollution Control Board may take penel action for failure, if any, against those
accountable for setting up and maintaining STPs, CETPs and ETPs Central Pollution Control Board
may also assess and recover compensation for damage to the environment and the said fund be
kept in a separate account and utilized in terms of an action plan for protection of the
environment. Such action plan may be prepared by the Central Pollution Control Board within
three months from today...”

(iii) In the matter of OA No. 807/2018 and OA No. 996/2018: News item published in “The Times of
India” Authored by Paras Singh Titled “Ignoring NGT orders, Mayapuri ‘graveyard’ spews toxic
fumes” and News item published in "The Times of India" Authored by Paras Singh Titled "In
factory setting, Mayapuri's scraping through” vide orders dated 29/01/2019 has passed the
following orders:

"...Thus, strong precautionary and remedial measures are required, as eatlier observed by
this Tribunal in some cases’. Heavy amounts of damages must be recovered for any illegal
polluting activities found. In the present case, despite severely polluting activities, the
statutory authorities are consistently failing to perform their duties of recovering damages
caused to the public health and to environment and have chosen to shut their eyes in breach
of trust reposed by law...”

(iv) In the matter of OA No 739/2018: Residents of Gram Panchayat Varahiya versus State of M.P,
the Hon’ble National Green Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi, in its order dated 21.02.2019

4 0.A. No. 593/2017 Order dated 03.08.2018: The Tribunal directed CPCB to take penal action against those
accountable for failure in setting up CETPs/ETPs/STPs and to recover compensation for damage to the
environment.

5 0.A. No. 661/2018, Order dated 08.01.2019: The Tribunal stated that the Pollution Control Board had failed
to perform its duties in taking statutorily mandated coercive measures under Section 31A of the Air
(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981 and 33B of the Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act,
1974 or initiating prosecution. This Tribunal directed CPCB to exercise its statutory powers to determine and
recover damages for violation of environmental norms by the respondent therein.

50.A. No. 1038/2018, Order dated 13.12.2018.

70.A. No. 681/2018, O.A.No. 400/2017, order dated 02.11.2018: wherein the Tribunal directed the authorities
to take immediate steps to stop activities that are contributing to the pollution and prepare action plan.
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has referred to the various orders of the Hon’ble Tribunal pertaining to recover compensation for
the damages caused to the environment. The same is reproduced as below:

"...7) Form the above, it is clear that inspite of fact that the stone crushers have been found to be
operating illegally, no compensation has been assessed and recovered for causing damage to the
environment by illegally activities. As laid down by this Tribunal repeatedly®, the Regulatory
Authorities are not only required to prohibit illegal polluting activities but they are also required to
recover compensation for the damage caused apart from prosecution or other steps so as to
render polluting activities to be unprofitable. Failure to do so many call for action against the
regulatory authorities themselves...”

"...7) the Regulatory Authorities are not only required to prohibit illegal polluting activities but
they are also required to recover compensation for the damage caused apart from prosecution or
other steps so as to render polluting activities to be unprofitable. Failure to do so many call for
action against the regulatory authorities themselves...”.

8 Order dated 04.01.2019 in Threat to life arising out of coal mining in south garo hills district v. State of
Meghalaya & Ors., OA No. 110(THC)/2012, Order dated 11.01.2019 in Aryavrat Foundation Vs M/s Vapi Green
Enviro Ltd. & Ors., O.A. No. 95/2018, Order dated 16.01.2019 in Compliance of Municipal Solid Waste
Management Rules, 2016, OA No. 606/2018, Order dated 24.01.2019 in Mayank Manohar & Paras Singh,
Reporter Times of India v. Govt. of NCT of Delhi & Ors., OA No. 601/2018.
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OFFICERS AUTHORISED FOR TAKING COGNIZANCE OF OFFENCES

NOTIFICATION

S.0. 394(E).-In excrcise of the powers conferred under clause (a) of section 19 of the
Environment (Protection)Act, 1986 (29 of 1986), the Central Government hereby
authorises the officers and authorities listed in column (2) of the Table hercto for the
purpose of the said section with the jurisdiction mentioned against each of them in
column (3) of that Table:

TABLE

Serial
No

Officer

Jurisdiction

2)

()]

(1)

Any Director, Joint Secretary, Adviser or
Additional Secretary to the Government of
India in the Department of Environment,
Forests and Wildlife,

The Chairman or Member-Secretary of the
Central Pollution Control Board constituted
under section 3 of the Water (Prevention and
Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 (6 of 1974).

The Government of the State (represented by
the Secretary to the State Government
incharge) of environment.

The Chairman or Member-Secretary of the
State Pollution Control Board constituted
under section 4 of the Water (Prevention and

" Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 (6 of 1974) or

a State Pollution Control Board constituted
under section 5 of the Air (Prevention and
Control of Pollution) Act, 1981(14 of 1981).

Collector.

Zonal Officers of the Central Pollution Control
Board who have been delegated powers under
sections 20,21,23 of the Water (Prevention and
Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 (6 of 1974) and
section 24 of the Air (Prevention and Control
of Pollution) Act, 1981 (14 of 1981).

Whole of India

Whole of India

Whole of State

Whole of State

Whole of Revenue District

Area as laid down by the
Central Board
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V

30

12

113

[11.

Notifications under the Environment (Protection) Act. 1986

Regional Officers of the State Pollution
Control Board who have been delegated
powers under section 20, 21 and 23 of the
Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution)
Act. 1974,

Regional Officers of the State Pollution
Control Board who have been delegated
powers under section 24 of the Air (Prevention
and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981.

Any Regional/Zonal Officers or a Director in
charge of a Region/Zone of the Ganga Project
Directorate.

Any Deputy Secretary, Director, Joint
Secretary or Additional Secretary to the
Government of India in the Ganga Project
Directorate.

Joint Secretary (:Legal) in the Department of
Environment., Forests and Wildlife, Ministry
of Environment & Forests, New Delhi -
110003.

Chairman or Member Secretary of the
Committee  notified under the Water
(Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act,
1974 and the Air (Prevention and Control of
Pollution) Act, 1981 in respect of Union
Territories.

Seed Inspector(s)

Area as laid down by the
State Board

Area as laid down by the
State Board

Zonal/Regional arca as laid
down by the Ganga Project
Directorate

Whole of the State in which
the Ganga Action Plan is
under implementation |

Whole of India ]

Whole of Union Territory ]

Area(s) as laid down by the
respective State Govts. in
the  Notification issued
under Clause 12 of the
Seeds  Controller  Order,
1983]

Note :

Principal Notification No. S.0. 394(E), published in Gazette No, 185, dt.16.4.1987. Nos.
9 and 10 and entries relating thereto inserted vide $.0.237(E), d.29.3.89 published in the

Gazeue No. 171, d1.29.3.89. S.N. 11 and entries relating thereto inserted vide S.0.656(E)

'

dt.24.8.1989 published in the Gazette No.519, dt. 21.8.1989

Inscried by $.0.23%(E), dated 29.3.1989.

Inseried by S 0.656(E). dated 21.8,1989.

Inserted by Nonfication $.0.624(E), dated 3 9.1996,
Inserted by Notification G.S.R_S87(E). dated 1.9.2006




332
Poaadwa/ 02 A/RVMABr Attachment:Guidelines CPCB.pdf

Annexure-1V

Relevant Abstract of Environment (Protection) Act 1986; Environment
(Protection) Rules, 1986 and Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and
Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

» Environment (Protection) Act, 1986 —

"Section 5. POWER TO GIVE DIRECTIONS

Notwithstanding anything contained in any other law but subject to the provisions of this
Act, the Central Government may, in the exercise of its powers and performance of its
functions under this Act, issue directions in writing to any person, officer or any authority
and such person, officer or authority shall be bound to comply with such directions.’

Explanation--For the avoidance of doubts, it is hereby declared that the power to issue
directions under this section includes the power to direct--

(a) the closure, prohibition or regulation of any industry, operation or process, or
(b) stoppage or regulation of the supply of electricity or water or any other service”.

"15. PENALTY FOR CONTRAVENTION OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE ACT AND THE
RULES, ORDERS AND DIRECTIONS

(1) Whoever fails to comply with or contravenes any of the provisions of this Act, or the
rules made or orders or directions issued thereunder, shall, in respect of each such
failure or contravention, be punishable with imprisonment for a term which may
extend to five years with fine which may extend to one lakh rupees, or with both, and
in case the failure or contravention continues, with additional fine which may extend
to five thousand rupees for every day during which such failure or contravention
continues after the conviction for the first such failure or contravention.

(2) If the failure or contravention referred to in sub-section (1) continues beyond a period
of one year after the date of conviction, the offender shall be punishable with
imprisonment for a term which may extend to seven years.”

“19. COGNIZANCE OF OFFENCES

No court shall take cognizance of any offence under this Act except on a complaint made
by:
(a) the Central Government or any authority or officer authorised in this behalf by that
Government?° or

(b) any person who has given notice of not less than sixty days, in the manner
prescribed, of the alleged offence and of his intention to make a complaint, to the
Central Government or the authority or officer authorised as aforesaid.”

> Environment (Protection) Rules, 1986
"4. Directions
(1) Any direction issued under section 5 shall be in writing.

(2) The direction shall specify the nature of action to be taken and the time within which it shall
be complied with by the person, officer or the authority to whom such direction is given.
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(3) (a) The person, officer or authority to whom any direction is sought to be issued shall be
served with a copy of the proposed direction and shall be given an opportunity of not less than
fifteen days from the date of service of a notice to file with an officer designated in this behalf
the objections, if any, to the issue of the proposed direction.

(b) Where the proposed direction is for the stoppage or regulation of electricity or water or any
other service affecting the carrying on any industry, operation or process and is sought to be
fssued to an officer or an authority, a copy of the proposed direction shall also be endorsed to
the occupier of the industry, operation or process, as the case may be and objections, if any,
filed by the occupier with an officer designated in this behalf shall be dealt with in accordance
with the procedures under sub-rules (3a) and (4) of this rule:

Provided that no opportunity of being heard shall be given to the occupier if he had already been
heard earlier and the proposed direction referred to in sub-rule (3b) above for the stoppage or
regulation of electricity or water or any other service was the resultant decision of the Central
Government after such earlier hearing.®

(4) The Central Government shall within a period of 45 days from the date of recejpt of the
objections, if any or from the date up to which an opportunity is given to the person, officer or
authority to file objections whichever is earlier, after considering the objections, if any, received
from the person, officer or authority sought to be directed and for reasons to be recorded in
writing, confirm, modify or decide not to issue the proposed direction.

(5) In case where the Central Government is of the opinion that in view of the likelihood of a
grave injury to the environment it is not expedient to provide an opportunity to file objections
against the proposed direction, it may, for reasons to be recorded in writing, issue directions
without providing such an opportunity.

(6) Every notice or direction required to be issued under this rule shall be deemed to be duly
served

(a) where the person to be served is a company, if the document is addressed in the name
of the company at its registered office or at its principal office or place of business and
Is either-

(i) sent by registered post, or
(i) delivered at its registered office or at the principal office or place of business;

(b) where the person to be served is an officer serving Government, if the document is
addressed to the person and a copy thereof is endorsed to this Head of the Department
and also to the Secretary to the Government, as the case may be, in-charge of the
Department in which for the time being the business relating to the Department in
which the officer is employed is transacted and is either-

(1) sent by registered post, or
(if) given or tendered to him;

(¢c) in any other case, Iif the document is addressed to the person to be served and-
(1) is given or tendered to him, or

(ii) if such person cannot be found, is affixed on some conspicuous part of his last
known place of residence or business or is given or tendered to some adult
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member of his family or is affixed on some conspicuous part of the land or
building, if any, to which it relates, or

(7ii) is sent by registered post to that person,
Explanation.-For the purpose of this sub-rule, -

(a) "company"” means any body corporate and includes a firm or other association
of individuals;

(b) "a servant” is not a member of the family.

> Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement)
Rules, 2016

"23. Liability of occupier, importer or exporter and operator of a disposal facility. -

(1) The occupier, importer or exporter and operator of the disposal facility shall be
liable for all damages caused to the environment or third party due to improper
handling and management of the hazardous and other waste.

(2) The occupier and the operator of the disposal facility shall be liable to pay
financial penalties as levied for any violation of the provisions under these rules by
the State Pollution Control Board with the prior approval of the Central Pollution
Control Board.”
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Compliance Repo& in the matter of OA No. 804 of 2017 (Earlier DA
No.36/2012) titled Rajiv Narayan & Anr. Vs Union of India & Ors. in
compliance of Hon’ble National Green Tribunal Order dated 12.04.2019

(1} The Hon'ble National Green Tribunal. Principal Bench, New Delhi, vide orders
dated 12.04.2019 in the matter of O.A. No. 80472017 (Earlier O.A, No. 36/2012)
with M.A. No. 1302/2018 in Intetlocutory Application No, 63 in W.P. (C) No.
657/1995; Rajiv Narayan & Anr Versus Union of India & Ors. with The Rasearch
Foundation for Sclence, Technology And Natural Resource Policy Versus Union of
India & Ors, passed the following orders:

- o -

.. 8. CPCB may determine the scale of compensstion to be recovered for
violation of the Rules within one month from today and furnish a report to this
Tribunal by e-mail at pgt. filing@gmail.com...”

(2)In compliance with above orders of the Hon'ble Tribunal, “Determination of

| Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of Hazardous and
Cther Wastes {Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016”, has
been prepared by CPCB and is given at Annexure A.

(3) The above document given at Annexure A is submitted herewith to the Hon'ble
Tribunal in compliance of aforesaid order of the Hon’ble Tribunal, as at paras 1
above, for passing appropriate orders.
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for vialation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

1. Background

Hazardous wastes are wastes which by reason of characteristics such as
physical, chemical, biological, reactive, toxic, flammable, explosive or
corrosive, causes danger or is likely to canse danger to health or environment,
whether alone or in contact with other wastes or substances. Such wastes are
generated from most of the industries engaged in manufacturing process and
require to be managed without having impact on human health and
environment.

The Govt. of India has notified Hazardous and Other Wastes {Management
and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016, as amended thereof, (herein
after called as HOWM Rules, 2016)- for the safe and environmentally sound
management of hazardous wastes. The Rules lay down provisions for storage,
packaging, transportation, recycling, utilization, pre-processing, co-
processing, treatment; import, export, offering for sale, transfer or dispaosal,
etc. of the hazardous and other wastes (“other wastes” has been defined under
the said Rules).

In the matter of Original Application No. 804/2017 (Earlier O.A. No. 36/2012)
With M.A. No. 1302/2018 in Interlocutory Application No. 63 in W. P. {C) No.
657/199; Rajiv Narayan & Anr Versus Union of India & Ors. With The
Research Foundation for Science, Technology And Natural Rescurce Policy
Versus Union of India & Ors., the Hon'ble National Green Tribunal, Principal
Bench, New Delhi directed CPCB, vide orders dated 12/4/2019, to determine
within one month the scale of compensation to be recovered for violation of
the Rules. These guidelines have been prepared in compliance of the same
and include methodology for calculating financial penalty and compensation
for various violations of provisions of the HOWM Rules, 2016, in cases of the
facilities requiring authorisation under the said Rules, 2016.

2, Salient features of the Hazardous and Other Wastes
{(Management and Transboundarv Movement) Rules, 2016

pertaining to occupiers

The accupier of any factory or premises as defined under Rule 3(1)(21) of the
Rules, means a person who has, control over the affairs of the factory or the
premises and includes in relation to any hazardous and other wastes, the
person in possession of the hazardous or other waste.”

The salient features of the HOWM Rules, 2016, applicable to the occupiers
are as follow:
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for viclation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes [Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

A. Responsibilities of the occupier

Responsibility for safe and environmentally sound management of hazardous
andd other wastes remains with occupier as per Rule 4 of the HOWM Rules,
2016.

The Rule also stipulates waste management hierarchy that an occupier is
required to follow i.e. prevention, minimization, reuse, recycling, recovery,
utilisation including co-processing as preferential steps over disposal of
hazardous and other waste. Sending/ selling/ transportation/ recyclingf
disposing of the hazardous wastes shall be in accordance with the provisions
laid down under the Rules. Further, occupier shall take all the steps while
managing hazardous and other wastes to contain contaminants and prevent
accidents and limit their consequences on human beings and the
environment and provide persons working in the site with appropriate
training, equipment and the information necessary to ensure their safety.

B. Requirement of autherization

Handling, generation, storage, packaging, transpertation, use, treatment,
processing, recycling, recovery, pre-processing, co-processing, utilisation,
offering for sale, transfer or disposal of the hazardous and other wastes are to
be carried out by every occupier (requiring Congent to Establish or Conseni
to Operate under the Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974
and Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act, 1981) after obtaining
authorization from the concerned SPCB/PCC. Further, the SPCBs/PCCs are
required to grant the same after such enquiry as it considers necessary, and
on being satisfled that the applicant possesses appropriate facilities as
stipulated under Rule 6.

C. Storage of hazardous or nther wastes

Hazardous and other wastes are not to be stored for more than ninety days
in the premises and a record of such wastes should be maintained and made
available for the inspection. SPCBs/PCCs can extend the said period of ninety
days in cases of small generators (up to 10 Tonnes/Annum), actual users and
disposal facility operators, occupiers not having access to any common
treatment, storage, disposal facility in the concerned State, etc., which have
also been laid down under Rule 8 of the HOWM Rules, 2018.

D. Utilisation of hazardous or other wastes

Procedures for utilisation of hazardous and other wastes as a resource or after
pre-processing either for co-processing or for any other use have been laid
down under Rule 9 of the HOWM Rules, 2016, and the same are to be carried

2|Page



Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for viclation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes [Management and Transhoundary Movement) Rules, 2016

out only after obtaining anthorization from the concerned SPCB/PCC on the
basis of standard operating procedures or guidelines provided by CPCB.

E. Import and Export (Transboundary Movemeunt) of hazardous and
other wastes

Import of hazardous and other wastes from any country is permitted only for
recycling/reuse/recovery and utilisation including co-processing and list of
wastes which are prohibited for import to the country has alsc been
stipulated. Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change (MoEF&CC)
has been stipulated as the nodal Ministry to deal with the transboundary
movement of the hazardous and other wastes.

Procedures for import and export of hazardous and other wastes have been
prescribed such as making an application to MoEF&CC, furnishing
information to custom department, etc. It also lays down conditions where
Import/Export shall be deemed illegal and the role of Customs authority and
SPCB/PCC in such cases. Rule 11 to Rule 14 of the HOWM Rules, 2016, lays
down provisions with regard to the said import and export.

@

F. Treatment, storage and disposal facility lor hazardous waste

State government, occupier, operator of facility or any association of occupiers
are individually or jointly or severally be responsible for identification of sites
for establishment of facility for treatment, storage and disposal of hazardous
and other wastes in the State.

Operator of cornmon facility or occupier of captive facility is required to set up
the same as per technical guidelines issued by CPCB and obtain approval for
design and layout from the SPCB/PCC. Occupier/Operator of facility is also
responsible for maintaining records, safe and environmentally sound
operation of facility and its closure and post-closure phases as per CPCB
guidelines, SPCB/PCC is required to monitor setting up and operation of the
common facility, regularly. Such provisions have been stipulated under Rule
. 16 of the HOWM Rules, 2016,

G, Packéging, Labelling and Transportation of hazardous waste

Procedures for packaging have been prescribed for safe handling, packaging,
storage and transportation of hazardous wastes under Rule 17 of the HOWM

Rules, 2016. Procedures for transportation of hazardous wastes such as in .

accordance with Motor Vehicles Act, 1988; providing relevant information
regarding hazardous nature of wastes, emergency measures, labelling,
obtaining no objection certificate from SPCB/PCC in case of transportation

3|Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to he recovered for violation of
Hazardous and Other Waytes (Management and Transhoundary Movement) Rules, 2016

for final disposal to other State, transportation by sender or receiver, etc. have
been laid down 1under Rule 18 of the HOWM Rules, 2016.

H. Manifest System {(Movement Document) for movement of hazardous
waste

The Rule 19 lays down provisions of Manifest System {Movement Document)
in various colour-coded manifest (07 colour codes) prescribed as Form 10
which travels with hazardous waste from the point of generation, through
transportation, to the final recycling, utilization or disposal facility, as the
case may be, as well as intimation of the same to the sender, transporter,
receiver and the concerned SPCB/PCC at various stages such as at the time
of handing over the waste to transporter and transporter to the receiver.

I. Records and returns

Occupier/ Operatc;r is required to maintain date wise records of handling and
management of hazardous wastes and send annual returns to SPCB/PCC by
30t June of every financial year about hazardous wastes generation, storage,
recycling, utilisation, disposal, etc. Based on which SPCBs /PCCs are required
to prepare annual inventory of the waste generated, recycled, utilized,
disposed, etc. for the respective State/UT and submit the same to CPCB by
30th September of every financial year. CPCB is required to prepare
consolidated report on management of hazardous wastes and submit the
same to the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change before 30th
December once in every year. The SPCBs/PCCs shall prepare an annual
inventory of the waste generated, recycled, recovered, utilised including co-
processed; re-exported, disposed, etc. and submit by 30th day of Septemi:uer
every year along with the inventory of hazardous waste generators, actual
users, and common and captive disposal facilities to CPCB every two years.
CPCB shall prepare the consolidated review report on management of
hazardous and other wastes and forward it to the Ministry of Environment,
Forest and Climate Change along with its recommendations before 30th day
of December once in every year. Provisions in these regards have been
stipulated under Rule 20 of the HOWM Rules, 2016,

J. Liability of occupier, importer or exporter and operator of a disposal
facility and Financial Penalty

The occupier, importer or exporter and operator of the disposal facility is liable

for all damages caused to the environment or third party due to improper

handling and management of hazardous and other wastes. Further, occupier

and operator of a disposal facility are also liable to pay financial penalty levied
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to he recovered for violation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

by SPCBs/PCC for violation of provisions under these Rules with prior
approval of CPCB, as laid down under Rule 23.

K. Accident reporting

Occupier/Operator of facility is required to immediately intimate the
SPCB/PCC through telephone/ e-mail/ about the accident and subsequently
send a report as stipulated under Rule 22 of the HOWM Rules, 2016.

3. Provisions about financial penalty and liability for damages
caused to the environment under the Hazardous and Other
Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules.
2016 o

Rule 23 of the HIOWM Rules, 2016, lays down provisions with regard to
liability for damages caused to the environment or third party including
financial penalty for violation of provisions of the Rules and the same is
reproduced as below:

°23. Liability of occupier, importer or exporter and operator of a disposal
Sfacility.-

(1) The occupier, importer or exparter and operator of the disposal Jacility shall
be liable for all damages caused to the environment or third party due to
improper handling and management of the hazardous and other waste. '

{2) The occapier and the operator of the disposal facility shall be liable to pay
financial penalties as levied for any violation of the provisions under these rules

by the State Pollution Control Board with the prior approval of the Central
Pollution Control Board.”

CPCB has issued “Guidelines on Implementing Liabilities for Environmental
Damages due to Handling & Disposal of Hazardous Waste and Penalty” for
implementing the aforesaid provisions of Rule 23. The guidelines include
description of liabilities, approach for valuation of the same, methodology for
levying financial penalty, role of SPCB/PCC and other stakeholders etc.
SPCBs/PCCs are required to follow procedures laid down under these
guidelines while enforcing the aforesaid provisions of Rule 23. Copy of the
sald guidelines is given at Annexure I and is also available at CPCB website

http://cpch.nic.in/uploads/hwmd/Guidelines Environmenal Damages
Costs 200116.pdf

S|Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

yCategorization of violations and financial penalty &
# environmental compensation thereof

For the purpose of imposing financial penalty and environmental
compensation, various viclations of HOWM Rules, 2016, can be broadly
classified into the following two categories:

A. Category A: Only procedural violations of HOWM Rules, 2016, which
has not caused damage to environment or third party

Certain violations ‘of HOWM Rules, 2016, are procedural viclations in
nature and do not cause any damage to environmental or third party.

For instance, an authorised occupier has collected, stored, packaged,
transparted and handed over all his hazardous or other wastes generated
to authorised recyclers/utilizers in environmentally safe manner but has
not sent annual return within the stipulated time period to SPCB/PCC (as
required under Rule 20(2) of the HOWM Rules, 2016} or has not given
prier intimation to SPCE of the States of transit in case of inter-state
movement {as required under Rule 18(5) of the HOWM Rules, 2016, ete.
In such cases, though there have been violations of provisions of the Rules
which are procedural requirements in nature but has not caused damaged
to the environment. However, financial penalty would be applicable in
such cases for violations of each and every relevant provision of the HOWM
Rules, 2016, as outlined under section 5 of this decument.

B. Category B: violations causing environmental damage including
procedural violations

These are violations of the HOWM Rules, 2016, causing environmental
damages including procedural violations of the Rules. The same may
further be classified into two categories as below;

{i) Category Bl: Cases where mismanagement of hazardous or other
wagte has resulted or resulting into environmental damage and such
damages liability including assessment of remediation required can be
assessed in terms of cost also by applying provisions laid down under

CPCB's “Guidelines on Implementing Liabilities for Environmental
Damages due to Handling & Dispogal of Hazardous Waste and

Penalty”.

For example, disposal of hazardous or other waste on land or
surface/ground water by an occupier, operator, transporter, importer,
exporter, etc. as the case may be, has been identified by SPCB/PCC and
damages to the environment and remediation work as well as cost thereof
can alse be assessed by SPCB/PCC in accordance with the said
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of

Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

guidelines. In such cases, liability ‘of ‘the responsible party {occupier,
operator, transporter, importer, exporter, etc., as the case may be) can be
fixed in terms of various required activities and amount of money required
in such activities (i.e. taking up immediate Emergency Response Plan
Measures such as containment of hazardous or other waste; assessment
of contamination and required remediation work, and; execution of
selected remediation plan) in accordarice with provisions laid down under
the said CPCB's “Guidelines on Implementing Liabilities for
Environmental Damages due to Handling & Disposal of Hazardous Waste
and Penalty”. The responsible party (occupier, operator, transporter,
importer, exporter, etc., as the case may be) is required to pay bank
guarantee to SPCB/PCC and compensation liability {loss of property, loss
of crop, loss of life, treatment cost towards human health impacts, etc.) as
suggested in the guidelines. Copy of the said guidelines is given at
Annexure I. .

Besides, financial penalty would also be imposed as given under section 5
of this document :

Catégorization of violations

¥

Category A Category B
(Ouly procedusal [Violations eausing to environmental damage including
vialations of HOWM procedural volations)

Rules, 2016, which |
has not caused to
cnvironmental |

3 r

drunage)

Category Bl Category B2
[Where damages caused o [Where damages caused
the environment eauy he to the environment are
{ssessed and Labilities can difficull Lo nssess)
e fixed)

Figurel: Categorization of violations

(i) Category B2: Cases where mismanagement of hazardous or other
waste may have caused environmenial damage and such damages &

remediation required including cost thercof are difficult to assess.

For example, an authorised occupier, operator, transporter, importer,
exporter, etc.,, as the case may be, of hazardous or other wastes has
illegally disposed hazardous or other waste on place which is
unidentifiable or even if identified, damages to the environment and

7]Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of

Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

5.

remediation work as well as cost thereof is difficult to be assessed by
SPCB/PCC. Such difficulty may arise due te very small quantity of wastes
involved in such acts, wastes disposed along with municipal solid waste,
wastes may have bheen washed off with runoff water, etc. In such cases, it
may be difficult to assess damages caused to the environment and liability
of the responsible party (occupier, operator, transporter, importer,
exporter, etc., as the case may be) as well as cost thereof,

Under such circumstances, methedology for imposing financial penalty
and environmental compensation are given under section 5 of this
document.

Methodology for Assessing Financial Penalty and
Environmental Compensation

A. Financial Penalty

In accordance with provisions under Rule 23(2) of HOWM Rules, 2016
and section 15 of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986, CPCB
guidelines on “Implementing Liabilities for Environmental Damages due
to Handling & Disposal of Hazardous Waste and Penalty” (given at
Annexure I) stipulate that financial penalty to be levied by the
concerned SPCB/PCC for any violation may be limited to maximum of
one lakh rupees per provision violated so as to ensure that levying of
financial penalty remain within the brief of the Environment (Protection)
Act, 1986, since the sdid Rules have been notifled under the
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. However, non-compliance may
attract viclation of one or several provisions of the said Rules and thus
the total financial penalty amount may be arrived by adding up number
of provisions violated. Further, additional fine up to Rupees five
thousand rupees for every day may also be imposed in case of failure
continues by the responsible party beyond pericd by which
remedial/corrective measures would have been implemented as
suggested by the SPCB/PCC.

Therefore, financial penalty requires to be imposed and collected from
the violators as maximum of Rs. 1 lakh for violation of each provision
stipulated under HOWM Rules, 2016 {in addition to the environmental
compensation which has been discussed in section B below). List of
various violations vis-a-vis provisions of HOWM Rules, 2016 is given at
Appendix A for ready reference.

Total numbers of viclatiort will vary on case to case basis, For instance
(indicative only}, unit found generating any hazardous or other waste

Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for vialation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes [Management and Transhoundary Movement) Rules, 2016

E)

and disposing or handing over their waste to unauthorized
person/places without complying any provisions of the HOWM Rules,
2016, may attract violation of 25 numbers of provisions (at S. No. 1, 2,
3, 4, 5(a), 5{(b), 6 number of violations at 6{4), 6(D}, 8, 31, 32, 33, 34,
39, 40, 41, 42, 49, 47 and 50 of Appendix A). There could be other
several scenarios, therefore, total financial penalty amount be derived
using the said approach.

Environmental Compensation-

For category Bl violations, steps as suggested in the above section
4(B)(i) may be followed in accordance with provisions laid down
under the said CPCB’s “Implementing Liabilities for Environmental
Damages due to Handling & Disposal of Hazardous Waste and
Penalty” (given at Annexure I). For category B2 violations,
environmental compensation as suggested below may be considered.

Quantity of hazardous or other wastes, which may have caused
environmental damages, may be proportionate to extent of damages
thereof. Environmental compensation may, therefore, be directly
correlated with the quantity of hazardous or other waste under
reference. It may be difficult to assess extent of damages which may
haye been caused elsewhere or the damages which have been
assimilated by nature. At the same time, sometimes it may not be
practically feasible to know quantity of hazardous or other wastes
which have been disposed illegally. For instance, a facility,
particularly unauthorised unit, is operating for certain years who
has never assessed or documented hazardous or othér wastes
generated by them and has no document to support that the same
have been dispesed in environmentally sound manner in compliance
with the regulations existing since 1989. Further, such facility may
have changed their industrial process or raw materials or products,
thereby variation in quantity of the wastes generated during such
period. Whereas a facility possessing authorization under the Rules
is granted the authorisation specifying categories and quantity of the
hazardous or other wastes based on declarations made by the unit
while making application for the same.

9]Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for viclation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes [Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

Environmesital Compensation

} ' !

Far B1 violation {where For B2 violation (where
damages & Liability can be damages caused is
assessed) difficult to assess)

Proceed as per CFCB
Guidelines given at Annexure I l I 1

: "D t di
Damages directly related m?ar?cadgig ggange;tgf
to quantum (Q} of wastes

waste
I h
l l Follow Equation 5 ]
Where Q is known, Where Q is not
Follow Equation 1 known,
|
y !
If granted authorization, take Where authorization
Q as per authorization; never obtained
(Follow Equation 2) {(Follow Equation 3}

Figure 2. Approach for calculating environmental
compensation in brief

Under such wide variables, the following quantity based
environmental compensation calculation in Rupees may be used and
be imposed on violating facility operator:

Environmental Compensation ([EC)=Q x ERFx R
[eeeins Equation 1]

Where
| r
; Q is noticed! or observed! quantity {in tonne) of hazardous or other
| wastes which have not been managed in compliance with various
| provisions of the Acts/Rules/Guidelines/conditions of the
|

1 Noticed or observed quartity is the reported quantity or that has come to the notice of
SPCB/PCC/CPCB/MOEFRCE, For instance, an authorised utilizer has authorisation to utilise 100
tonnes of certain hazardous waste/annum from which 200 tonnes of preduct is derived whaose
use has been specified in SOP issued by CPCB for industrial use only. He may have produced
say 150 tonnes of product but it has come to the notice {thraugh inspection ar complain
| verification) of SPCB/PCC/CPCB that he has sold 10 tonnes of the product in open market and
not to any [ndustry. Here, Q would be 5 tones. Similarly, an authorised industrial unit authorised
for 100 tonne of per annum generation of weste has not sent such waste to common TSDF or,
any other authorised Facility nor is found stored in his premise. Here Q would be 100 tonne.
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transhoundary Movement] Rules, 2016

authorisation/directions issued .by CPCB/SPCB/PCC/MoEF&CC

(barring procedural violations which have not ¢

damage)

aused environmental

ERF = Environmental Risk Factor which is a number (as given in Table
1 below] denoting the increasing degree of risk to the environment
and human health due to the scenarios as given in the Table 1.

Table 1: Environmental Risk factor (ERF)

S. _No.

Viglation

ERF

For

For

Hazardous | Other*

Wast

e Waste

When hazardous and other wastes is
disposed at unauthorised place or
handed over or sold to unauthorised

party

1.5

0.3

When treatment has not been
imparted , as required, but only
partial treatment has been given [by
TSDF/Actual user)

1.0

0.2

When  product {derived from
hazardous or other waste) is mnot
confirming to prescribed specification
or is specified for restricted use but
sold in open market against (in case of
actual user)

1.0

02

Wastes found stored beyond the
stipulated period (refer Rule 8 of the

| HOWM Rules, 2008)

0.1

0.05

. *Applicable to waste generated indigenously only.

R= Environmental Compensation factor, which may be taken as Rs.
30,000.

Note:

{i) For facilify engaged in generation/ recycling/ utilizing/ disposing of

hazardous or other waste and such wastes have never been handed.

over to common TSDF/ actual user:

11_|_P ag e
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for viclation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes {Management and Transhoundary Movement) Rules, 2016

Case I: If authorisation has been taken at any point of time, in such
cases, Q) may be taken as below:

Q= Quantity in terms of tone/per year, as specified in authorisation
(one vear =300 days) x ¥
[-.-e Equation 2|

Where, Y is Number of years of operation of the facility and may be
considered as given in Table 6 below. In case authorisation is given
in quantity/day, then convert in tone/year by multiplying the same
with 300 days.

Case II: If authorisation has not been taken at any point of time for all
or any given category of hazardous or other waste being
generated/ utilized

When above scenario comes to the notice of SPCB/PCC/CPCE, it may
be difficult to find Q as records pertaining to quantity ol
generation/futilization of hazardous or other waste may not be
available, In such case, a generalised way of calculating
Environmental Compensation (EC) in Rupees may be used as below:

EC (in Rupees) =TxSx CxECFrY
i [correr Equation 3]
| Where, -
T = Type of facility factor and may be taken as below from Table 2
| below:
| Table 2: Type of facility factor
Sl. No. Bcale of operation Factor
1. i) Actual user procuring hazardous waste
from outside their premises including 1.5
‘ importing hazardcus or cther waste from :
other country
‘ 2. [i) Actual user engaged in utilizing/ recycling
of only other wastes which are generated
indigenously, and; 1

[ii) All facility other than at S1. No. (1) and 2(i)
above

8 = Scale of Operation factor of the facility and may be taken from Table
3 as below:
Table 3: Scale of operation of the facility

Scale of operation | Scale Factor
Large 1.3
Medium 1
Small or Micro Q0.5

12[Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of
Hazardous and Other Waster [Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

ECF = Environmental Compensation Factor, which is summation of one
or more ECF, as applicable, as given in Table 4 below:

Table 4: Environmental Compensation Factor

S. Type of operations from where waste is ECF
No generated

1. | Main Process (when significant quantity of 45,00,000
waste generation like spent acid, process
sludge, spent solvent, etc.]

2 | Pollution control equipment like ETP, APCDs, 35,00,000
etc. such as ETP sludge, incingration bottom |
residues, cyclone residue, ete.

3 | Ancillary equipment used for supporting the 10,00,000
industrial precess such as DG set, etc.

4 | Handling of hazardous chemicals and wastes 20,00,000
(waste packaging materials like  emptied
| drums/bags/etc. contaminated with
hazardous chemicals/wastes) and Cleaning
activities like cotton/cloth waste contaminated
with oil/grease/grease, hazardous chemical
storage tank, etc.

5. | Other operations not listed above 10,00,000

C = Category of Facility factor and be taken from Table 5 as given below;
. Table 5: Category of Facility Factor

Type of Facility | T Factor |
Red Category 1
Orange Category 0.2
Green Category 0.05

Y = Number of years of operation of the facility and may be considered
from Table 6 as below:

Table 6: Number of days of operation of the facility

8.No | Years of Operations Factor to be taken

1. More than 03 years 5

2. Equal to less than 03 Actual duration of
years ' 6peration in months/12

(ii) In cases where non-compliances have been observed for known
period wherein quantity (Q) of hazardous or other waste correlated to
such violations is also known — e.g. in-adequate storage' facility in
cases of authorised facility or failure to comply with any directions
of SPCB/PCC/CPCB (say directions issued w.r.t. non-compliance
of incinerator emission standards and facility continued to

iB]Pa‘geh
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for viglation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

operate). Amount of EC for such cases may be calculated based on
Q associated with such violations period and number of days for
which viclation took place. Such number of days for which violation
took place is the period between the day of viclation observed/ due

date of compliance of directions and the day of compliance verified by
CPCB/ SPCB/ PCC.

EC = EC (as derived from Equation 1) + (Rs. 5000 x Nos. of days
for which violation took place]
[sreses Equation 4]

fili) Apart from the above cases, there could be following violations or

other similar type viclations (which are not covered in the various

above mentioned scenarios) in hazardous waste TSDF or actual user
facility:

a. The leachate is illegally disposed or send to unauthorised party

b. Violations In leachate management or the leachate management
facility requires upgradation as per direction of CPCB/ SPCB/
MoEF&CC

c. Waste Water generated during the process is disposed illegally
or not as per the consent conditions

d. Effluent Treatment Plant is not meeting the norms stipulated
under EPA, 1986 or CTO issued by SPCB/PCC

e. Effluent Treatment Plant exist but requires upgradation so as
to meet the conditions specified under CTC or CPCB’
guidelines/SoP

[. Treated effluent not managed as per the conditions specified
under CTO or CPCB’ guidelines/SoP '

Under such circumstances, the environment compensation may be
calculated as below:

Environmental Compensation (EC} = PIxXNxRxSxLF

..... Equation 5]

Where,

PI is Pollution index (based on the CPCB guidelines on Revised

Classification of Industrial Sectors under Red, Orange, Green and
White Categories) ard to be taken from Table 7 below:

‘Table T: Classification of industrial sector

Category | Pollution Index
Red 80
Orange 50
Green 30

13| Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to he recavered for viclation of ‘
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016

N is Number of days for which violation took place is the period ‘
between the day of violation observed/ due date of compliance of
directions and the day of compliance verified by CPCB/ SPCB/ |

PCC.
R is Environmental Compensation factor in Rupees R to be taken
| as 250
|
' 8 = Scale of Operation of the facility and may be taken from Table
8 below;
Table 8:Scale of operation
Scale of operation | Factor
Micro or small 0.5
! Medium 1.0
Large 1.5
4 LF could be based en population of the city/town and location of
4 the industrial unit. For the industrial unit located within |

municipal boundary or up to 10 km distance from the municipal
boundary of the city/town, following factors (LF) may be taken
from Table 9 below:

Table 9: Location factor based on population

! : 8. No. | Population* (million) | Location Factor#
| 1 |Less than 1 . 1.0
- 2 lto<5 ) 1.25

3 5 to <10 1.5

4 10 and above 2.0

*population of the city/town as per the latest Census of India

# LF will be 1.0 in case unit is located > 10km from municipal
boundary

For critically populated areas/Ecologically sensitive areas, the
scope of LF may be examined further.

C. Deterrent Factor

{a)In case of non-timely submission of Environmental
Compensation and Financial Penalty
, The Environmental Compensation Charges and Financial Penalty

: shall be deposited by the violating facility within the stipulated time
period specified under directions issucd by CPCB/SPCB/PCC. In case,
such facility does not submit the same within the stipulated time frame |
the amount will be exponentially increased, The details of exponential
increase are given below:

15|Page
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Determination of Environmental Compensation to be recovered for violation of
Hazardous and Other Wastes (Management and Transhoundary Movement) Rules, 2016

Table 10: Environmental Compensation Charges and Financial
Penalty w.r.i. non-timely submission ]

sl Amount Depoeition time Environmental Compensation
No. period and Financial Penalty Amount
1. Within 15 days from the Original amount with interest @
stipulated time period as 12% per annum for number of
directed by days delayed after the stipulated
CPCB/SPCB/PCC date of amount deposition
2. After 15 days but within 03] Two times the original amount
months after the stipulated | with interest @ 12% per annum
time period as directed by | for number of days delayed after
! CPCB/SPCB/PCC 15 days of the stipulated date of
| 3. Four times the original amount
After 03 menths and up to | with interest @ 12% per annum for
06 menths from the number of days delayed after three
stipulated time period months of the stipulated date of
amount deposition \
4. After 06 month Closure of unit/facility and court -\

\
(b) In case of repeated violations \
' In case the viclators found reoeatedly non-complying with previous

violations or new violations, the amount of Environmental
Compensation and Financial Penalty be exponentially increased. The
details of exponential increase in such cases are given below:

Table 11: Environmental Compensation Charges in case of
repeated vinlation

SL Time Period for Environmental Compensation
No. compliance and Financial Penalty Amount
1. | First time viclation Original amount

Second time violation | Two times the original amount
Four times the original amount

| Closer of unit and Court case

2
3. Third time violation
4 Fourth time violation

S o T

16]Page
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AA— HARYANA STATE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
SRR C-11, SECTOR-6, PANCHKULA
:“’ﬁwi" Website — www.hspcb.gov.in  E-Malil :hspcbsolidwaste@gmail.com
- Ph:0172-2577870-873
N NO.HSPCBWMCISWM/2020/ § §-¢) Dated: 2.0[0i-]1020
o4 To
Senior Environment Engineer,
},CTMé e Hazardous Waste Management Cell,
B~ HsPeB
el

by the CPCB in status report submitted to Hon’ble NGT in matter of OA No.

9.~ 606/2018 titled as “Compliance of Solid Waste Management Rules.”

| Sub: Information desired by GPCB for forthcoming appearance of Worthy Chief
Secretary before Hon’ble NGT and information on Gap analysis observed
‘ 3*/&{\*5
) rd

Kindly refer to this office Jetter No. 8105 dated 07.02.2020 on the subject noted

@,above.

| In this connection, you were requested vide above referred letter to submit the
| W information suggestive format regarding control of river pollution in State supplied by
’ ,:j_-’f‘,‘kCPCB for the forthcoming appearance of Chief Secretary before Hon'ble NGT and
! ,"P bt 4le No. B06/2018 titled as “Compliance of Solid Waste Management Rules” within 07 days,
iw-‘c‘al\“"d&'ut no reply has been received till date.
L Medom, _
4) | DeVevera & The detail of gap analysis observed by the CPCB with respect to Hazardous
A 1 - i i
'\ Lartere M::fa;:z li"»;ﬁl'anagement & E-Waste Management with reference to the State of Haryana is

information on gap analysis report submitted by CPCB in Hon'ble NGT in matter of OA

1

( }CJ'J e~ A. Hazardous Waste Management Rules

1. CPCB has given the remark i.e., relevant information not submitted for point no. 1
(at page no. 54) and 4 (at page no. 55) in status report

B. E-waste Management Rules

1. CPCB has given the remark i.e., no information provided by state of Haryana for
point no. 3 (at page no. 47) in status report.

In view of the above, it is requested to provide the information in suggestive
formats enclosed herewith for the forthcoming appearance of Chief Secretary before
Hon'ble NGT and information's on gaps observed by CPCB in its status reports
submitted to Hon'ble NGT in the matter of OA No. 606/2018 titled as "Compliance of
Solid Waste Management Rules” immediately, so that the report could be submitted to
the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Haryana.

DAJAs above. C)l,

/"

Senior Environmental Engineer
For HSPCB
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Format for State wise review of compliance to Hon’ble NGT Directions for control of Air Pollution
. in Non-attainment cities :

ER gre

Name of the State/UT

Number of cities identified as Non-attainment cities

1.
2.
3. Detail on Air quality monitoring infrastructure with regard to Manual, real time station:
4. Whether city action plans prepared for all Non-attainment Cities : Yes/No

5.

Whether the assessment and installation of the requisite number of monitoring stations in the non-

attainment cities completed 1 Yes/No
if yes , please provide details in table 1, if not
time for completion?
6. Have polluting sources identified ! Yes/No

(Source Apportionment/Emission Inventory)

7. Does short term actions to control dust
emissions as per eity action plan, regularly
implemented & monitored?

8. Does short term actions to control emissions
from waste burning and dumping as per city

If yes, please provide details if not, has any
Source  Apportionment/Emission Inventory
initiated in the city? (Table2)

: Yes/No

If yes please provide details

: Yes/No
If yes, please provide details

action plan, regularly implemented & monitored?

9. Micro level planning for each of
actions in the city plan framed?

10. Implementation status of city plans in %

11. Status of Emergency Response System
developed including GRAP

_-';.1 2. Public Grievance Redressal Portal status

13. Progress in line with the timelines mentioned
in the approved plan

14: Constitution of District level Committee
covering each Non-Attainment city

: Yes/No
If yes, please provide details in Table 3

Please provided details in Table 4
Yes/No

If yes, please provide Details
: Yes/No

If yes, complain redressal status, so far

- : Yes/N_o

: Yes/No
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Table 1: Status of Monitoring Station
) Name of the City Name CAAQMS Manua) Stations
State (with Existing | Required | Existing | Required Remark
- population) | Stations | Stations | Stations | Stations
Total

Table 2; Status of Source Apportionment (SA)/Emission Inventory (EI)

Study Year | Expected fime | Remark
Name of the City Status of | conducted for
State Name SA/E] by completion of
’ ! the study
Table 3: Status of Micro-level planning of city action plan
City Source . Action hflcro' Time Implementation | Target
. evel . .
Name Point \ Target agencies Reduction
planning :

Table 4: Format for progress of implementation of action plan

Implementation e Deviation | Expected
Measurement status tions! from date of !
; of Progress % Detalls |2 = t?rge.ted completion %
HULD { timelines,
Completed i3 o,
if any

T 7
%‘im 2
MBS T Ao K Y

¥The b ghTighted portions will be as P

er the approved city actlon plans.
¢ Date of direction for ground implementation of action plan (Zere Date)

882
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River Pollution

1. Name of State/ UT
2. No of identified Polluted River Stretches P-I to P-V
3. Water Quality

A. Polluted River Stretch (Range in Year 2019)

Format for State wise review of compliance to Hon’ble NGT Directions for Control of

BOD (mg/l) Min

Max

Fecal Coliform Min

(MPN/100mD) | Max

In absence of FC, TC may be given

B. Has the State identified all pollution contributing drains

. Action plan addressing the gaps

A. Gap assessment in sewage treatment completed

B. Gap assessment for industrial pollution completed '

C. Solid waste management addressed

D. Other Wastes

. Measures taken for

A. Control of Illegal Ground Water Abstraction

B. River catchment/ Basin Management

C. Flood Plain Zone Protection

D. E Flow maintenance & Watershed Management

E. Ground water recharge/ Rain water harvesting

F. Setting up of Biodiversity Parks, Greenery/ plantation
along the banks of river stretch

G. Removal of encroaclunents

6. Progress in line with target dates of March 2021

: Yes/ No

If ves, please provide details in table 1

' Yes/No
If yes, please provide defails in table 2

: Yes/ No

If yes, please provide details in table 3

Yes/No
If yes, please provide details in table 4

: Yes/No
If yes, please provide details in table 3

: Yes/No
: Yes/No
: Yes/ No
: Yes/ No
: Yesf No
: Yes/ No

: Yes/ No

: Yes/ No

888 ‘
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1
Table 1: Details of drains contributing to pollution in polluted river stretch |
|
|

. River Stretch: Priority:
Drain Type Quantity BOD (mg/T) FC (MPN/100ml})
Domestic/ industrial/ (MLD)
mixed )
1
2
3

In absence of FC, TC may be given

Table 2: Details for sewage management (in MLD)

. Generated Processed/ Treated Gap

Table 3: Details for industrial effluent management (in MLD)

Generatéd Processed/ Treated Gap

Generated Processed/ Treated Gap

Table 5: Details for other wastes (in TPD)

Type of Waste Generated Processed/ Treated Gap
. ‘| BMW

. HW .

. -~ | Plastic Waste
E Waste

C& D waste

Table 4: Details for MSW (in TPD)
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sl. Issue Remarks
No '
. i a |What is the quantity of MSW penerated in the state
2 a |What is the quantity of MSW processed in the state
3 a8 [Whatis the quantity of MSW sent to the landfills
) 4 a |Is door-to-door collection fsegregation & transportation of segregated

waste being done in the entire State

b |If not, please provide percentage coverage of the State as per "4a" above
¢ |If not, please provide timeframe for coverage of entire state as per "4a"
above
d [If not, has destination of disposal for mixed wasta been identified for
areas in which segregation of waste is not being done
5 a [Is all waste generated in the state processed in the waste processing
..... facilities .
| b |If not, please provide percentage coverage of the State as per "5a" ahove
_. ¢ |If not, please provide timeframe for above for coverage of entire state for
"5a" above
B a |Have all dumpsites in the state heen cleared
b |If not, please indicate the number of dumpsites in which work has
commenced and percentage of waste cleared
¢ |If not, please provide timeframe for clearing of all dumpsites
7 a [Have rates for procurement of services/equipment (to do away with the
tendering process) required for solid waste management been
standardized
b |If not, please provide timeframe for standardizing of the same
5 a |What action has been initiated against the defaulting officers/
organization { financial penalty, Entry in ACR,etc) responsible far Solid
Waste Management
b [If yes, please provide the details
¢ |[If, no ,please provide the details of action proposed to be taken against
the defaulting officers/organizations (financial penalty, Entry In ACR,EC,
Prosecution etc)
_. a |Has environmental management cell been created in the state for

monitoring key environmental issues
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SI.No - |lssue Remarks
Quantity of Sewage generated in the State
Quantity of Sewage treated in the State
Existing Coverage of Sewerage Network
Has Sewage generation (town / City wise) been estimated for
B present and future population? Please provide details of the
Has adequate treatment capacity been developed for treatment
If not, then what is present percentage of sewage being
c |If not, please provide the the timeframe by which ail sewage
generated in the State shall be treated
8 a |Please provide details of STPs (Town/ City Wise) along with
details on compliance status and treatment capacity
‘ 7 la [Is entire sewage generated from each town being linked with

] sewerage network in the state?
B b |\f not, then what is the present current percentage of sewage -
being coliected through the existing sewerage network? '
“le . |if not, then please provide the the timeframe by which ali sewage
generated in the State shall be collected through sewerage
a |Have all drains carrying waste water in each town / city been
b Provide details on the pollution load due to these drains
¢ |Has In-situ treatment of wastewater being carried out in all such
drains for reduction of pollution load?
d  |If not, then please indicate the number of drains in which in-situ
treatment of waste water has commenced
e |If net, then please provide the the timeframe within which in-situ
| : treatment of wastewater shall be carried out in all such drains for
reduction of pollution load
|Have all bulk users for reuse of wastewater been identified ?
Is all treated wastewater from the STPs being reused for different
If not, then what is current percentage of wastewater being

If nat, then please provide the the timeframe within which all
treated wastewater from STP shall be reused for different
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-ANNEXURE- XW E DETAILED INFORMATION FOR 122 NON-ATTAINMENT
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‘18,
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.‘ .
Cot v Lot

i
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24,

DATE: 27.12.2019
PLACE: DELHI

: ANNEXURE xvm DETAILED - INFORMATION' FOR GROUND WATER | l.iuk.:’
' EXTRACTION/CONTAMINATION &RECHARGE PROVIDED BY STA’I‘ES[UTS G
ANNEXURE- XIX HON'BLE NG!‘ ()RDFR DJ".T ED 12.09.2019.
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P "1 CcENTRAL I’OLLUTION CONTROL BOARD DELHI R
T i : Decem'ber27,2019 SRR
: | STATUS REPORT ON ACTION PI.AN ONMTHEEMA.TIC AREAS BV

L REFERENCE 0O.A NO. 606 OF 2018; TITLED COMPLIANCE OF’ MUNICIFAL
{ - SOLID WASTE MANA.GEBENT RUI,EB 2016..

i
i
.‘

. - LOBACKGROUND

30 . - Hon! bile National Green Tnbuna] in the maiter of O. A No. 506 of 2018 titled
S : Co Comphance of Municipal Selid Waste Management Rules, 2016 v1de order dated
R 12 09.2019 directed as follows: S
¢ e i : :
- @ b Tha information with regard to above thematic nreas needs to be submitted fo - Lo
o CPCB by the Chief .S‘eeremnes of all the States and Union: Territories in ferms B
e o fllowing - L
S .t e Current sigius : ' S
° Desirable level of camplfﬂnc‘e in terms of' statufes.
o Gap between current status and desired levels,
©  Proposal of attending the grp with time Hngs, ’ '
o Nameand designation of deszgna#e*d oﬁ’icer ﬁn‘ erzs;mng campltmzce ta
promszons under statute, :
(,PCB is permitied to file revised updated re repa; s on the sub]ecf nﬁer coi!echng : .
mfomr;tzon Jfrom concerned Stafes/u‘T sby15.11.2019" o

s i aky iy s

P '2j0-ACTION TAKEN BY CPCR | |
In compllance to direction issued, CPCB has taken follomng actlons '

e I e T e

el : (1) CPCB formulated templates for 06 themat-lc areas to facﬂltate subrmssion of
"mfmmaton : . R . .
@ &MuﬂmpalSoHdWasbe o . , o
' B. B-Waste ' P
i ¢. Bio-Medical Waste S
g d. Noise Pollution : T ' O
N g e Hazardous Waste
e - f. Sewage Treatment Plant '
Copy of the templates is enclosed at Annexure-l

() CPCB communticated the directions of Hon'ble NG’I‘ o alI Chlef Secretanes of Lo
“all States / Union Territories for I:Lmely submissior| of mfon’nation vide letter o

dated 27.09.2019. Copy of letter is enclosed af Annexure-']] “The- templates i
_ .prepared by CPCB were forwarded to all Sfates/ UTs et . g

L

(ﬁi] As per Hon' ble NGT Duecﬁons mformahon has been rece:VecI from’' 24
States /UTs (Assam, Andhra Pradesh, AndMan a.nd Nlcobar Island

? 1
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Lo 'Chandlgarh Daman and Dm, Delhu Chhatﬂssarh Gujasat, Faryana, Kerals,

- Madbya Pradesh, Maharashtra; Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab, Rajasthar,
Tamil Nadu, Tnpura, Dadar-and Nagar Haveli, , Lakshadweep, Puducherry,
. Goa & Kamataka) and.. information from remaining 11 States / UTs
o (Arunachal Pradesh, Bihar, Jammu & Kashmir, Jharkhand Meghalaya,
Nagaland, Sikkim, Telanigana, Uttarakhand, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal) had
' ‘not been received tll 18:11.2019. Reports from Bihar, Jammu & Kashmiz,
: I—Ixmachal Pradesh, Meghalaya and Telangana have been received late and the
_ _same have not been analysed by CPCB :

]
I
.

Lty ) Nme States / UTs ha.ve provided information on all 14 thematic areas, theu‘
' ames are mentmned at Annexure-HI. ., §

(v) CPCB again mformed the concerned States/UTs to provide the mformaﬁon
for all ﬂlemahc areas vide ema.ll da’cecl 14. 11 2019 (Annexux:e'-l"\f)

3 OGAP AN ALYSIS

1l '

In.Eormatlon recetved from above menhoned 24 States/UTs has been analysed
and C.PCB’S observahons on the same have been detailed in the subsequent
sections

3 ‘1Mun'cipa1 Solid Waqte.Manggegmnt'

. 311 Information Status -+ | ;
i - Information for compliance of Solid Waste Management has been received
S from 22 States/UTs (Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Andaman and Nlcoba:

‘Island, Chandigarh, Goa, Gujarat®, Chhattisgarh, Haryana, Kerala( ‘

' Madhya Pradesh, Maharashira, Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab, Tami]

Nadu, Tripura, Daman and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep ;JPuducherry &.

' Rajasthan) State/ UTs wise detaﬂs as per the format provided by CPCB i is

‘enclosed at A.nnexure-V .

© *Gujarat has submitted reportm complmnce of Crder dnted 09% April,2019in OA
60672016, .. | ‘

.1.2 OBSERVATIONS.

- ' The States/ UTs were. reqmred to provide- information against 6Q
. parameters as per CPCB ‘format, However, few States /UTs have not
provided information. against. all these sixty parameters, the details are
gwen in the table below
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. Stafus of Informatmn F.t'ow.ded by State sj’UTs ( SWM)

Teerns

Name df States/UTs which
have submiﬁed mformation

Name S "
States}UTs which Y
‘ not | '

have
Submitted

information - or

submitted partial

3] .y |infoimation

| "Percentage of Districts in | Information provided by 19 |‘Andhra Pradesh, .
i which Special Task Force | States/UTs (Assam, © . . Goa&Madhya
(Four meimbers nominated by | Chhattisgarh, Gujarat, Pradesh

i DM, SP, RO SPCB & District Haryena, Kerala, '

il . | Legal Services Authority) for | Mharashita, Manipur,

whE '-At«raxanesshasbeen created - | Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab,

‘| Rajasthan, Tamil Nady, -

+ (' Triputa, Andamanand - .
{ Micobar Island, Chandigarh,

| Daman end Din, Delhy; - '

Lakshadweep&l’uduche:ry) '

Percentage of ULBs Which
have  framed - byelaws
incorporating provisions -of
SWM Rules (15¢)7

-Maharashtta,
| Mizoram,

', Trj.i.'ﬂ]]‘.'ﬁ,

Information pgowded b}[ 2
Statesggl .
(Assam, - Chlwttzsgarh, Goa,’

Giijarat, - Ha_lygna, Kerala,

Orissa, * Punjab,
Rajasthan,
Andaman
Nicobar Island, Chandigarh,
Daman . and Diu, Delhi;

| Lakshadweep & Puducherry)

& Madhya

Marupur, '

Tamil - Nadu,
:a_nd

Andhra Pradesh .

Pradesh

‘Dereeritdge of operators of

Solid  Waste processing
facility who have submitted

.Annua[ report.

B R P

: ‘Maharashh-ai
-Mizoram,

Information’ govxded by 19
 States/UTs
jCh.hattisgarlL Goa, tharat

(Assa.m,

-+ [Hezyana, .
c Mampul,
Onssa{ Punjab,

Tamil ;' Nadu,’

Delhi,
Puducherry) Ly

Kerala, L

Tripura, |
-Andaman and Nicobar Island,
'Chandzga:h Daman and 'Diu(
Lakshadweep‘ tEk|

Andlwa Pradesti, | .

Madhya Pradesh
& Rajasthan -

. W s A A e e




283083 £70000AMYWNVBB

", L :...:.', Il.:- S;No'

Daman

-and Diu, Delhi,

| | Lakshadweep & Puducherry)

N “1 :
S " . =
. Status of mformahon Prowded by States/UTs ( SWM) i CER
Ttems - . | Name of States/UTs which |Name ! !~ of| . .. o
o - .| have submitted information Sta’cestTs which. o
! o ' have §-‘ not | .
Submitted SR
. informatien ot
_ submitted: partial |
‘. e informatibn
|4 -Percentage of. ULBs which | Information provided by 18 | Daman &iDix,
;| have . appointed nodal States/UTs (Andhra Pradesh, | Delhi, Gujarat & S
| officer/ committee, - .[ Assam, Chhattisgarh, Goa, Madhya Pradesh; | . i
S s '+ | Haryana, Kerala, LA R
R |- Maharashtra, Manipur,
‘Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab, ot
| Rajasthan,  Tamil Naduy, R
o | Tripura, Andaman and 0
‘Nicobar Island, Chandigarh,
Lakshadweep & Puducherry)
5 - | Percentage of ULBs which | Information provided by 19
1 ' |have. submitted = Apnual | States/UTs (Assam, Jﬁ e
- | Report it Form'IV to Secy Chhattisgarh, Goa, Haryana, Madhya Prades‘h. ’
' UD and SPCB Kerala, Maharashtra, | e
Meanipur, Mizoram, Orissa, . ot
) Puijab, Rajasthan, Tamil e [T
" | Nadu, Tripura; Andaman and R (RN
| Nicobar Island, Chandigarh, = '
‘" |Daman eand Diu, Dell, S
Lakshadweep, & Puducherry) :
:|6 . |Percentage of ULBs in which:| Information provided by 20 Andhra Pradesh
| Sweeping is carried out twice States/UTs (Assam, &Madhya _ ..--  e
‘ ormorempubhcareas Chhathsgarh, Goa, Gujarat, Prades'l. " B SRR
: Har Kerala, SRR FEROEY
: aharashtra, Mardput, S IR
) " Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab, e
* - | Rejesthan, - Tamil Nadu, o I o
-| Tripura, Andaman and g
"¢ | Nicobar Island, Chandigarh,

.| Percentage of ULBs. in which

Sweeping is. carried out once
or more in residential areas .

Information providpd by 19
States/UTs (Assam,

 Chhattisgarh, Goa, Haryana,

Kerala, Maharashtra,
Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa,
Punjab, Rajasthan, Tamil




Sl

L}

Sfafus of InEormatnn ?ramded b}r Sfates/UI‘s ( SWM)

1 Items

Name “df States/UTs which

- hawe submitted mformaﬁon

. ‘!

‘information .
.| submitted partial

Name

| have. -
Subnutted :

Nicobar Island, Chandigarh,
Daman and Diu, Delk,

' | Lakshadweep & Puducherry)

: ' *__|information -
Nadu, Tripura, Andamanand |, . -

Petcentage of ULBs in which
|nser  fees  has
.| incorporated in Byelaws

'beer;

] Haryana,

- Infotmafion provided bv 17

tai-e s@ Tg {Andhra Pradesh,
Chhattisgarh,

" Maharashtra,
Mardpuz,. .Mizorem, . Orissa,
Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tripura,

Andaman and Nicobar Island, |-
Chand1ga:h, Daman and Dig,

Lakshadweep &‘ -
' Puducherry) '

Delhi,

‘Goa, Gujarat,
Kerala; Madhya
Pradesh &
Rajasthan

| Percéntage of ULBs haviJ:-lg
| Door - to door ' collection
| system

- | Tripura,
| Nicobar Island, “Chendigash, |
{ Daman -
R Lakshadweep &:Puducherry)

Informafion ‘provided by 22

States/UTs (Andhra Pradesh,

| Assam, Chhathsga.th, Goa,

; Gu_]arat, Hargana, . Kerala, |
: Madhya _

: _Isﬁzaran‘-l,

Orisss, Punjab,
Rajasthan, © Tamil © Nadu,
Andaman  and

and Diu, Delhi,

Pradesh,
, Manipur;’

Percentage of UL'B‘B
iransparting  wastes  in
covered vehicles .

Information govzded bg 20

States/UTs(Andhia Pradesh,

Assam, . C}ﬂlathsgaxh, -Goa, |

I;Imgua, Ke:t'ala, Madh}ra
Pradesh; |

Andamanand Nicobar Island,
Chandigarh, Darmnani and Dm,
Deilhi,

LakshadWeep & [ -

Gujar:ﬁt & .
Réjasthan

Maharashiia, E -
Mampur, Mizoram, Origsa, |-
Pufjab, Tarmi Nadu, Tripura;|

F [

[

Puduchen'y) SRR S

<o af
'States/UT$ which |,
©o'mot|r U

or| .
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Status uf Informanun Promded by States/UTs ( SWM) |

s o' [8No: [Items ~ ‘., *.nf ot | Name of States/UTs which Name | fgi' L
AP N e g ' 'have submitted infermation States,fUTs wh.ich SR
‘ . Co T ' have fomot]s. T o
- Submitted Ao
| ' information©  or '.
, submitted partial SRR
. o S information. . fhe- ol
m - Percentage of ULBs ‘Taving | Information provided by 18 | Andaman and SR
1| GPS installed .. on - garbage | States/UTs (Andhra Pradesh, | Nicobar Island,
v collection vans., (> 5 Tk Assam, Chhattisgarh, | Goa, Gujarat & .
‘ 'popﬂaﬁon) -\ Haryana, Kerala, Madhya Rajasthan I |
N i 70 .| Pradesh, Maharashtra, S Y
Misipw, Mizowam, Orisse | [} gL
' . | Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tripura, T r ' “ .
‘. Chandigarh, Daman and Diu, i C Y e e
- .| Delhi, . Lakshadweep & l i -1} -
" | Puducherry) : 3
12 Percentage .of "ULBs - using ‘Information provided by 16 - Andhra Pradesh '
' » | Compartmentalized ‘vehicles | States/UTs (Assam, Goa, Gp]arat, ) § :
! * |:for . collection, of dﬁferent' Chhattisgarh, Haiy Lakshqdweep, 4 R
B fractions of waste -+ - | Kerala, Maharashtra, Madhya Pfadesh H
-~ - .| Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa, &:Ra]asthan‘ (re
' A+ . | Punjab, Tarmnil Nadu, Tripura, Y
| Andaman and Nicoba SO |
Island, Chandigarh, Daman iyl
and Diu, Delhi & -
e B Puducherry) ’ '
13 - | Percentage of ULBs having Information provided by 17
‘ ‘Computerized - . weighing | States /UTs (Andhra Pradesh,
machine for welghmg aohd Assam, Chhattisgarh, Kerala,
Waste Maharashtra, Manipur,
Tt Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab,
Tamil Nadu, Triputs,
Andaman and Nicobar
| Island, Chandigarh, Daman
and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep.
. ) o . ' &EP’I-'ldT.IChEI'I.'}’ &
- {14 - | Percentage of ULBs havmg_ Information provided by 17 | Andhrp: Pradesh E
. L hppmgfee based op quantuin States/UTs (Assamn, Goa, Gujarat, N RS A5
s of - waste genarai-ed/ ‘Chhattisgarh, Haryana, Madhya Pradesh | = -
L : processed Kerala, Maharashtra, &Rajasthe;’r Jo
. ; ' | Manipur, Mizorasn, Orissa, - e
A <| Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tripura,
| Andaman and Nicobar . s
Island, Chandigarh, ,Daman P
. , 1 !
6 Pod
RE ’ i I :
' : I ’ 't . I;
‘ o SRR S
. v T ; T
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Status of Informanon Prov:cded by States/UTs { SWM)

- |SNo. [Hems Name of States/UTs. which | Name -~ of{ ..

" - . " | have submitted information States/UTs which S

: ' have . net] .~
" Subrmt_ted : T

informationr .or| .-
* | submitted. partial [ -

1 '-:.‘;{:{.".} .
ks
i

. { and Din; Delh{, Lakshadweep

& Puducherty

information -

Percentage of ULBs having
twin-bin system installed at
public places.

Information provided by 17 |
States/UT's (Assam, L
Kerala, Maharashira, . -
Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa,

Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tripura,

Andarnan and Nicobar

| Island, Chandigarh, Daman -

Andhra Pradesh, - | -
- | Goa, Gujarat, '

Madhya Pradesh |

& Rajasthan

and Dit, Delh, Lakshadweep o I

& Puducherry

16

I
|
]
!
l
|1
|
1
f

Percentage of ULBs having
transfer stations instead of
secondary storage bins

States/UTa (Assam,

Information provided by 18

Chihattisgarh, Goa,Ij_é:y_ana :
Kerala, Maharashtra,
Manipur, Mizcram, Orissa, -

Punjab, Tamil Nadn, Tripura, | -

Andaman and Nicobar

Island, Chandigarh, Daman ,

and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep

& Puducherry ' ...

Pradesh &

'| Rajasthan

.17}

Percentage of ULBs in which
EPE has been provided to
workers

’Infonnation provided by 17 _

‘Stateg/UTs (Assarn, °
Chhattisgarh, Haryana, :-

Kerala, Maharashl:ra, :
Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa,

.| Punijab, Tamil Nadu, T&‘ipura, [
“‘Andaman and Nicober -

Island, Chandlgarh Daman K

.| and Din, Delh§, La_kshadw'eep‘ o

& Pudncherry -

Andhra Pradesh,
Goa, Gujarat,

Madhya Pradesh |
" | & Rajasthan -

- ]
' |

18

Percentage of ULBs in which
Capacity building of Ilocal
bodies has been taken up by
State Dept. of UD

{

Infmf!__wa_mmml_:ﬂ_«
States/UTs (Assam,”: ~ .

Chhattisgarh; Goa, Haryana,
Kerala, Maharashtra,™ -
Manipur, Mizoram, Orlssa,

Andhra Pradesh, -

Gujarat; Madhya

‘Pradesh &~
‘| Rajasthan -~

Tt ”‘;J.'s}

Pun]ab TamJl N adu, Tnpura, '

| Andhra Pradesh, ]+
Gujarat, Madhya,
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B Stat-us oflnformatwn Provided by States/UTs ( SWM)
v [8No: [Tems - L0 Neme of States/UTs which| Name | 7
S RV R SR '*.-_, ' lhave subm:.’cted jnformation | States/UTs which [ -
PN -, : have | | " met{. -
Submitted D
information or| .-
e - submtted 'partial |
. mformaﬁon '
Andaman and Nicobar © !
N ’ " "} Island, Chandigarh, Daman ! :
) * | and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep ! 1 .
‘ Sl o | & Puducherry b ’
‘119 Percentage of ULBs in, wlruch Information provided by17 | Goa, Gu]arat 1
.| workers have been educated . stateg (Andhra Pradesh, . Madhyf. Pradesh : 2
.on Door to doot collection of | Assam, Chhattisgarh, : Mzoram .
waste Tl Haryana, Kerala, Ra]astha.n*;; L
: v Maharashtra, Manipur, A
Orisss, Punjab, Tamil Nadu, ‘-'
n . | Tripura, Andaman and !
;‘ . | Nicobar Island, Chandigarh, T
i - | Daman and Diu, Delhi, o
g R | Lakshadweep & Puducherry v
120 ['Percentage of ULBs in which | Information provided by 18 | Goa, Gu}arat, el phoe T
R Trauung has ‘beeri imiparted'| States/UTs {Andhra Pradesh, | Madhysa Pradesh L
- : -waste plckers/ W&Ste Assam, Chhattisgarh, & Rajagthan 1
g ' collectors : + | Hatyana, Kerala, AT "
' Maharashtra, Manipuz, o e
‘ Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab, SRR I
-+ | Tamil Nadu, Tripura, 170
© .. | Andaman and Nicobar SO B Y
. { Island, Chandigarh, Darnan el Ly
' a and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep . @ :
. s & Puducherry T
21 | Percentage of ULBs having Information provided by 18 | Andhrg Eradesh;
" | separate St:reet sweepmgs States/UTs (Assam, Gujaraby; Madhypr e
collection + disposal Chhattisgarh, Goa, Haryana, Pradesh & o
system | Kerala, Maharashtra, szoram - ;
N ; . | Manipur, Crissa, Punjab, ' -
o - - | Rajasthan, Tamil Nadu,
L . | Tripura, Andaman and AR
| - ", Nicobar Island, Chandigarh, R
1., , N . | Daman and Diu, Delhi, f
y 1 '| Lakshadweep & Puducherry o
122 Percentage of ULBs mwl-uch Information provided by 18 Gu;araj:, Madhya, .
L Sagregaﬁon of waste. at | States/UTs (Andhra Pradesh, | Pradesh) Ivﬁzorggl_;
: - Assam, Chhattisgarh, Goa, | & Rajasthan .

e




b

"L ;

i S’tal-uﬂ of hlfui:matfon l’rovxded b.y States/UT g'( SWM)*

.|| Ifems

.4 Name -of States/UTs which
.| have subnut&d information '

1]

States/UTs which
. *{have .’ ' mot| .
" | Submitted:

iiformhation =~ or

- been implemented

Z{'

household Ievel/source hasi
1 Maharashtra,
| Orissa, Punjab, Tamil Nadu,

'f Tripura,

| Paman - and: Din,
‘ Lakshadweep & Puduchenry
| displayed on' ULB's webgite .

Hary : ana, Kerala,

Andaman :'and
Nicobar. Island, -_Cl'tandigetrh,
-Delhi,

"Manipur;

4

Percentage of ULBs in which

-'waste Segregation by sfrest.

andors : has been

fmplém’ented.-

|- Maharashtra, Manipus,

| Orissa, Tail Nadu, Tripura,
 Andaman and Nicobar

‘| Istand, Chehdigarh, Daman. -

| and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep

| & Puducherry

Information providéd by 14

States/UTs (Assam, -
Clihattisgarh, Kerala, *

| Goa, Gu]arat, ,

@y |

Andhra‘Pradiesh

Pradesh, .

gated

Percentage of ULBs in which'
_ | Segregation of waste by
| RWAs, market associations,
. communities;-
institutions (> 5000 sgm area),
; hotels, restaurants etc has-i-
.| Tamil Nadu, Tripura, -
| Aindaimen and Micobar
-| Island, Chandigarh, Daman
| and Divy; Delhii, IakshadWeep'
&Puducherry) | L

E been implemented

e s

Information provided bz 1 :

States/UTe {Andhra Pradesh,
Assam, Chhattisgarh, Goa,
Haryana, Ketala, Madhya
Pradesh, Meharashtra, -
Manipur, Orissa, Punjab '

& Rajasthan -

Percentage of ULBs int which
Segregation of Waste at
source for inerts and C&D
Waste has been implemented-
' ‘| Madhya Pradesh; I
‘| Maharashiza, Mampur, . ."

.| Mizoram, Orissa, Pun]ab

*-| Tamil Nadu, ‘I‘npura,

.| Andaman and Nicobar *

| Istand,: Damain arid D,

H
i

Information prov:ided by 30 -
 Sfates/UTs (Andhra Pradesh,

Assam, Chhattisgarh, Cea, .
Gujazat, H_a_rggn,a,l(erala, K

Name" e R

submitted partial| -
|} Information * © . | V7

Mizoram, Punjab 1
| & Rajasthan

Gujarat; Mizorain | -

| Chandigarh & * | ;.
"| Rajasthani .. -

B 3 " 3 .
b B L
Porhn AR

9.

438

..
T
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Si:atus of Informatmn ‘Provided by States/UTs ( SWM) . T ; ;.

[tems

.‘[
LI .
i [
#
* 1
+ Y
« .
] ¥
L} ’-.
'
] = .
P
] LRI Y

| Name of States/UTs which
" | have submitted information -

Name !

suhnufte
mfoma{'

) noiﬁ

rlparﬁal_.

on - X,

. " Delhi, Lakshadweep&

Puducherry)

Te o o -

e e
L

" | recycling -
Ce reducmgwastemstate pehcy
- basbeen engaged

Percenfage of UT..Bs in. whmh

infoimal séctor’ of : waste
plckers, waste collectors and

mdusl:ry

in |-Kerala, Madhya Pradesh,

‘| Tamil Nadu, Tripura,

{ and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep -

Information provided by 1

States/UTS (Assam,
Chhattisgarh, Haryana,

Maharashtra, Manipur,
-Mizoram, Orissa, Purjab,

Andaman and Nicobar
Island, Chandigarh, Daman -

& Puducherny)

At al'-'" .

Goa, GuJ

Rajasthan;;

[ 5000",
, allccated

.Percentage of U'L.Bs in wluch
" | Space ‘for SW’ segregauon,,
' storage and ‘progessing of
'solid . waste, for 200" units. /.
square has - been

\

.Information provided by 18

't Rajasthan, Tamil Nadn,

't Nicobar Island, Chandigarh,

States/UTs (Assam,
‘Chhattisgarh, Goa, Kerala,
Maharashtra, Manipur,
Mizoram, Otissa, Punjab,

‘Tripura, Andaman and

Daman and Diu, Delhi,
LakshadWeep & Puducherry)

i T "
1 M U
T

e ks b
- ;_; ' -

Pementage of ULBsin yx:luch
Scheme- for registration, of

“waste.pickers and dealers has

been implemented - ..

¥
. 4 . v
[

i [ -

| Kerala, Meharashtra,

"| and Diu, Delhi &

Information provided by 17

States/UTs ( Assam,
Chhattisgarh,

Meanipur, Mizoram, Orissa,
Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tzipura,
Andaman and Nicobar
Island, Chandigarh, Daman

Lakshadweep & Puducherry).

r . [ - -
':. PR g N L e s
T - Lr .

P ey it e
- ce o =

i R
:

‘Percentage of ULBs in w}uch '
Jand: has been 1denj:1f1ed, for
.| setting up. waste processing

: ..faaﬂttles{zz (1))

.| Assam, Goa, Gujrat,
| Chhattisgerh, Haryana,

Information provided by 21
States/UTs (Andhra Pradesh,

Rajasthan.
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Kerals;, Madhya Pradesh,

10

e e e e e, ;-4'-»-.-.-{-,- -
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Lafl

Si'atequTs whi¢h>
|have |]”
Submitted: :
informaﬁpn

o -._

-—f.-
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Status of Information Provided b by Stateg/UTs ( SWM)

S8.No.

Items

Name of States/UTs which
have subm.itted infonnation

‘| have :
Submxﬂ"ed

8%

Name:X . of|. . -
States/U’I‘s Wthh o
: . not

information or; * -

submitted partial |+

information

Maharaghtra, Manipur,
‘Mizoram, Orissa; Punjab
Tamil N adu, Tnpura,
Andarnan and Nicobar-
Island, Chandigarh, Daman-

and Diu, Delhi, La.kshadweep '

& Pu ducherry)

Percentage of ULBg in which
non-biodegradablewaste and
inert waste are used for filling:
up of constraction areas and
constructmn of roads

t
i
!
I
I

!

Infoxmation provided ’Iav 14
States/UTs (Assam, ; \
Chhattisgarh) Kerala,
Maharashtra, Manipur,
Orissa, Punjab, Tamil Nadu, -
Tripura, Andaman and
Nicobar Islend, Damian and
Diu, Delh, Lakshadweep &
Puducherry)

Andhu Pradesh;

Chandigarh, Goa; v

Gujara

Madhya Pradesh, .
Mizoram & '
Rajasthan, .

Perceritage of ULBs in whi'c:h'
Usage of RDF by Cement’

plants /Power
plants/Industries  lacated
wiﬂﬂn 200 km of such facility
has been implemented

i

Information provided by 18-
States/UTs (Assam,

Chhattisgarh, Goa, Halyma, '

Ketala, Mafiaraghira,
Manipsr, Mizaram, Onssa,
Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tnpura,
Andarnan and Nicobar
Tsland, Chandigarh; Daman
and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep
& Puducherryp)- - "+, |

Andhra Pradesh,

Pradesh & |
Rajasthan

Percentage of ULBs in which
home /decentralized and
centralized compostmg has
been initiated

Information provided by 19
States/UTs (Assam, ,
Chhattisgarh, Goa, Gujarat

Haryana, Kerala, *
Maharashtra, Mampur,
Mizoram, Orissa, Punjab,
Tamil Nadu, Tnpura, .
Andaman and Nicobar
Island, Chandigarh, Daman

Andhia Pradesh, |, -
Madhya Pradesk - | -

& Rajasthan -

S n-“‘ “ﬁi‘-“&\- % . . ‘.!

11

-Gujarat, Madhya v
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e , Stai-us of Informal:ionProw.ded by States/UTs { SWM)
,  [8No, .I_'te_mg ‘_-“‘ ;0 0 )| Name of States/UTs which | Name
B R T Vi ¢ . | have submitted information | Stateg/UTs wh |
i I AR S have | i

5 , ‘: . L ] Subm;il'ted .; :
K f informafion’
- , ‘ submitted {partialll. = .-
P ol informations [ lGeiei ol
L R e | and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep ; R '
L S et e .\ |. & Puducherry) 3
SRR =R .PErcentage ‘of ULBs mwhlch- ‘Tnformation provided by 17 { Gos, Gu]araf
e | Stoxage of Horhculmre waste Sfates,{QI {Andhra Pradesh, MadhyaPradeah, ST BN
e ' 1. f-on generators own premseSv.Assam, Chhattisgarh, Mzoram& - .
L . 'has been tmtlated .. | Haryana, Kerala, '|'Rajasthan "}

L}
“
.- o
y
e
Lt
", -
A
4 .
[ ]

I\Taﬁar?sh&a, Manipur,

.|-Orissa, Punjab, Tamil Nadt,

Tripura, Andaman and
Nicobar Island, Chandigarh,
Daman and Diu, Delhi,
Lakshadweep & Puducherry)

T s i et s e ,-w...g....
e S

PR

e 3

processing facilities has been
.mcorporated in Master- ‘Plan
of thecmty _—

. Perceniage LTLBS in which-
| 'setting up of solid Waste and

Information provided by 16
states {Assam, Chhattisgarh, -

'Goa, Kerala, Maharashtra,

Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa,
-1 Temil Nadu, Tripura,
Andaman and Nicobar

] Island, ‘Chandigarh, Daman
“ ¢ | and Diu, Delhi, Lakshadweep
"'| & Puducherry)

Andht|a Pradesh,i
GujargtFaryars)
Madhya Pz‘adesh‘
Pumjeb & |

Rﬁlaﬂ?‘m f?;

Information provided by 15
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Assam, Chhattisgarh, Goa,

, Kerala, Madhya
Pradesh, Maharashtra,

.’ | Manipur, Mizoram, Orissa,
.| Punjab, Tamil Nady, Tripura,

' {‘having |
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| Puducherry) «

Delh, Lashadweep &

1

tnformation

Percentage  increase iy
number of Authorizations
granted
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Andhra Pradesh,

Gujarat, Madhya |

tjab, Tamil =

Percentage of ULBs In which
lIand has been identified for

Information provided by 30
States/UTs (Andhra Fradesh,
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Information p;ovided by 17
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than o el

Percentage of. landfﬂl sites

o wh1ch efforts have been tal-:en

Information provided by17 -
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j Andarnan and Nicobar
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}

& Puduckerty) '
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information” or
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Tripura, Andamanand | |
Nicobar Island, Chandlgarh, -
Daman and Diu, Delhi,

Lakshadweep & Puducherry)
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Pert:entage of ULBs havmg

Citizen Grievance redressel
mechanism:

Andamian and Nicobar

Information provided by, 17 |
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Chhattisgarh, %ﬂana, ,
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and Diu, Delhj, Lakshadweep

& Puducherry)

Andhra Pradesh,
Goa, Gujarat,
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Percentage of ULBs
uploading Month wise details
of SWM targets on MIS
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Information ; mvided 16
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fwluchmatenalrecovery - - Co . = | L
-} facilities for sorting of - T e
recyclablesbymfurmal . L S ’ . L
sector have been setup * - B N S N B e -
- 7 | Percentage of ULBsin " * . AV TAV . | Gl AV No |- Nonfo | P [ B G Av L.
. whlcthdegradable waste | . . 7 | LIRS A ~Mfo | o |t T B SRR TR T
<~ lissentto " o - oo, R R 2 e BRI R
'compost/bmn:m&mnahon R ) 2P
Partial

-3 Percentage QFULBs havmg
| own fregional operational
-| Landfill sites

o | Pamat | B[ - —F [ Neth | - -

Info | Iofo .

9 | Percentage of ULBs in
which Investigation of old

[ existing dumpsites for bio-

mining has been inftiated

| Partal

_info Info

P
((:' . -
Partal | P .| P .| .E- | P
p s

G- Good {(>75 %) , Av-Average(>50% upto 75%),

P-Paor (<50%), No Infe- No snformation/Partial information

- Sl - LS
- ' " "
. . .
e e - w * ~
. - it ) -
. I -~ L] '
s . .
.




-
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'_frév__ERALp ‘PERFORMANCE OF STATES, fUTs ( svm)

lil _: .

Based on the above agsessment, overall performance ‘of fhe St&bes/ UTs agajnst these )

nine parameters is given in the table below

SN |

Important Items

|
P
i
i
i

Num]:lEr nf‘Btntes:in the Speaﬁed Categoxy

Good

A‘veragé

POm- .

Submitted No
JPartial

-".Ilﬁnnnatiog "

ek _Percentaga of ULBs
- leﬂchhave submitted

A.J;mua] Report in Formt

o1 ¢4 | v toSecy, UD and SPCB

18 -

ércentage of ULBs in

| which user feeshas been *
1 ccrporated in Byelaws

Pe:centage of ULBs
Having Door to door

. cePecﬁon gystem

19"

' 4] Petcentage of ULBs using

Coinpartmentalized
vehicles for collection of
ditferent fractions of
waste

‘Perceritage of ULBs.in

wlﬂch Segregation of
waste at household
level,’smm:e has been

implemented

13-

Percentage of ULBsin

which material recovery
gl Rk facﬂi!iesfnr sorting of
T recyclablesbyinformal

ector have been set up

Lot -

Pe.rcentage of ULBs in
Whidl Biodegradable.
waste is sent to
compest/ biomethanatio
n plant

Percentage of ULBs
having owr /regional
operational Landfill sites

Peicentage of ULBs in
which Investigation of
old /exdsting dumpsites
for bio-mining has been
initiated

e e e et A LA i S
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.1.|-|-.|'
S LI

CPCB’s observatlons basedu on the abeve assessment are as given below ; '

N "Imtl.at:ves have been taken by States/ UTs for compliance of Solid ]/l\!qste
B ManagementRules, 2016 o !
o P Lo .. . . i

‘:t:}:'

: : -I:_' '_ . -".- . per as doer-to-deor celle;non of waste is concern, it decreases progresszvely as

+ .1 solid waste management mhoves from collectlon to segregation to processmg to 1

K. ﬁnaldmposalmthat erder ‘ A

SR - o Complmnce by mextmuin S’cates/ UTs was found inadequate on followmg . :

e L parameters
o " a  Imposition of Ueer fees:
.b,"  -Segregation of Waste at source

L

" waste,

A3 pef the asbessment: of' infermauon provided by the States/UTs, it is -
. observed that although perfermance of most States/ UTs is in good category as

¢ .. Using comparmlentahzed vel'ucles for collection of different ﬁ‘actzlene of -

. e - N
- BO8
ey, -

4 Setting up of Material recovery facilities for sorting of reeyclab{e :by IRy

e S ‘mformalsector

- e Waste processing.

et Investigation of old/ existing cdumpsites for bio-mining,
- LT g Information on engagement & training of informal sector conemt?.ng»of

Lug]

-‘'waste pickers,” waste - eollectore and recycling industry in wi aste . R

© management, | - .

. h '.Preventlen/ management of leachate and methane gas generahon"frg':u;n_i:- e |

Ceriles oo *.. land fill site. *, -,
RERAEIIL DR CCTV mstallatlon at dumps:te

.1 3 Recommendaﬁons. '-‘ .

N ji. Segregatmn of waete atsonree, usmg compartment‘ahzed vehides far- collectlon
- of different fractions of waste, processing of waste, Bio-mining of- legacy waste
and scheme for engagement of informsl sector in Solid Waste mana.gement
“needs further strengthemn ‘ '

LR

Jactionplan

SRR m In compliance with NGT's Dlrectlons dated March 06, 2019 in OA No. 606 2@18'_, o g

;, CPCB has develeped an online portal for to monitor compliance of States / Uts

' wir.t provisions of SWM Rules and uploaded on SPCB Sanyojan’ on EPCB R

N * website, Only.- 8 States/UTs (Goa, Himachal Pradesh, Meghalaya, Mizoram, ' :
" Keraln, Puducherry, Sikkim and West Benga! have uploaded their mfc:rmai:on RN
; - 50 far-All States/UTs are requ.tred to subnu’c their compliance report quartefly et e
) “on the sa1d portal.' R _ _ Ll
;- 7 o i L

Y N v .
B T e e
2 Y

o u . . The states/UTs ; requife to spemfy the time line for implementation of; Hheir, i L ?




— : -

. 32*3EwageMan gg‘ ement .- R ER
i To’cal 22 no. of States and UTs (Andhra ’Pradesb, Andamen & Nicobar, Assam,

Chahchgarh Chhattisgarh, Dadar and Nagar Havell, Damar and Diu, Delhi, Goa,:

N Gujaraf Haryana, Karnataka, Kerala, Medhya Pradesh; Maharashtra, Manipuz, ~
, :Mlzbram, ‘Orissa, Pondicherry, Rajasthan, Tatmil Nadu, Tripura) have provided the
repurts to CPCB as requued State-wise uﬁormaﬁon recewed for Sewag;e Management .
v-_isa chedasAnnexure : . o -
2 Dbsen'atiens. - ‘ '
I The Statea/ UTs wete refuired to prov:de informat:on agamet gaven parametere as,per
L CI-’CIIB forrnat, Howevet, few States /UTs have riot pravided information agajnst all -
¢ :'thess seve%i parametera, the details of the same are g;tvenin fhe table below "

R 1

el . ¢ '
’_'.‘ "I'I{e_ obseriraﬁons on the information prcmded by‘ the State5/ UTs are given

(ETATUS|OF INFORMATION PROVIDED B;Y'STA;TES?UT&(Sewase Wﬂ?‘gemeﬂ) o

,,A.';ﬂon Pc.int | REMARKS

]
1 1]

"Estimabeq " Sewage Reply recewed from 22 Stateq/UTs Andh.ta Pradesh Andaman
Haveli, Daman And Diu, Dellii; Goa, Gujarat,. Har}:ana

Karnataka, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Manipur,
Mizoram, OmBSa, Pond:cherrjr, Ra]asﬂ'Lan, Tamll Naclu, 'I'nptu:a

Pradesh. . 1 R

Machya I-‘radesh, Maha:‘ashh'a Chand:garh)

No- informaﬁon-'? States (Dadar and Nagar Haveh,

Nadu). .- ¢

Geiherano ' ‘ & Nicobar, Assam, Chandigarh, Chihattisgarh, Dadar and Nagar -

Chbattisgarh, Gos, Karnateke; Mizoram, Rajasthan Taandl | '

'(Projection for 05years | & Nicobar, Assam, Chandigarh, Chha’ctisgarh, Dadar and Nagar

E Mizoram, Orissa, Pondicherry, Rajasthar, Tamil Nadu; Tripura.

i Nicobar, Delhi, Orissa, Ma.haraehh'a)

Tréatment - Capaeiqr Reply received from?.?.StatesjUTs- Andhra Pradesh Andaman it

t5| be itaken into|Haveli Daman and Diu Delt, Goa, "Gujarat; Haryana,
.consideration) Karnataka, Kerala, Madhya Pradmh ‘Maharashtra, Manipur, [ " - |

Complete infprmaﬁon reéewed from 5 Statea' (And.hra'_
- Pradesh, Andaman, &: Nicabar, e]lu, Kerala, and Madhya" o

ﬁ:complete ihformatmn received from-lO States. (Daman and- e N '-
Div, Gujara: Ha:yana, Mampur, nese, , Pondicherry,’ Tnpura, e

| Complete information received:from 04 ,states (Andaman & .

¥ Incomplete information’ recewed from 10 etetes (And.'hra .

i Pradesh, - Daman and Dm,Harvana, Kerala, Mampur, PN |
i i .: - .i.: -.‘-'5 i, ". .' . ..‘. .

. | v T . .

s I R i S|

g I R .
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B ! ) . :.. '

. . . . o I P . 4 RGN
e ST Lol r 3 . R N -
B R .t U T
A L 3 . L0 LI ] o - (’\ i \ : T
oola ’ v ) | . . Lo i i “-
g e
M . A Y . . . . 'i'.f o : .

;- [STATUS OF INFORMATION PROVIDED BY STATEGUTs (Sewage Management)
.- 1'8L | Action Pojint - . " . |REMARKS . ‘ N

. .*  :Pondicherry, Tripura, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, |
. 7| Chandigarty. . | [
, SRR P2 I t . |No- information-8 States: {Dadar and Naga.:r » Haveli;it.
| s L Chhattisgrh, Goa,’ Karnataka, Mizovam, Rajesthar, Tamil| .
| R N R . .| Nadu, Gujarat). | , i -
L[ 3 Status  of Sewerage | Reply received from 22 States/UTs: Andhra Pradegh!Andaman:[- . =
|- | System (inKm) , 7 |.& Nicpbar, Assam, Chandigarh, Chhattisgarh, Dadar and Nagar'j. .. >
T " . | Haveli; Daman “'And Diu, Delhi, Goa, Gujarat,  Haryana 1. .
Ceron e .| Katndtake,. Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra,| Maniput; s e
o Mizoramy; Orissa, Pondicherry, Rajasthan, Tamil Nadu} TripUgy s~ 4 1
‘Complete information received from 04 States: (Delld, Daman| - - -
,And Diu, Orissa, and Maharashtra). |

..

| Incomplete information received from 08 statesf: (Andaman,| ..
And Nicobar, Haryana, Kerala, Manipur, Pondicherry; Tripura, | * . -

. : | Madhya Pradesh and Chandigarh), N P
AP R ... ,| No- information-10 States: (Andhra Pradesh, Ass:amGﬁ]arﬁf e
EPNEE PUERE I ., |Dadar and Nagar Haveli, Chhattisgarh, Goa,; Karnataka, |
RS ' Mizotam, Rajasthan, Tamil Nadu), c b |

v |0 4'No. of STPs (Details to |- Reply received from 22 States/UTs: Andhra Pradesh, &ndamgn'
Cnt|t e [ber provided. as’ per | & Nicabar, Assam, Chandigath, Chhattisgarh, Dadar and Nagas
UL | Annexirey ‘| Haveli, . Daman’ And Diu, Delhi, Goa, Gujara}:,.%]}i.gr‘_éiia;a;_.:.“
oo .. 0 Karnatake, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtr , Mariipur, |©
ot b oo 1 | Mizoram, Orisea, Pondicherry, Rajasthan, Tamil Na uTriputa.:|. " 4
el T e ‘Complete information received from. 03 States:. (Andhral .. .y
P - "' -7 .. |Pradesh, Delhi, ,Orissa) RIS
n - | Incomplete information received from 10 States! (Andaiary| © 7
| And Nicobar, Daman And Diu, Gujarat, Haryana/, Kerala, [ ...
- | Pondicherry, Tripura, Maharashtta, Madhya Pradesh -and{ ..
- | Chandigark). T

g o ) No-. information. 09 States: (Dadar and Nagar |- Have

T : Chhattisgarh, Assam Goa, Karnataka, Mizeram) R sthatt; i -
RN | Témil Nadu, Manipuz). 1R S
5.|Has -  bulk .  users Reply received from 22 States/UTs: Andhra Pradaslrfl, Andaman }
47|+ identified for reuse of:| & Nicobar, Assam, Chandigarh, Chhattisgarh, Da rArid Nagar|.: . -5
- | treated- Wiiter such,as | Havell, Daman And Dim, Delhi, Gog. Gujarat, Haryena,.
Industridl ~ Clusters, | Karnataka, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Ivfciampur,.

1

0 - " e - » - - N == - -;'
- r Metro - Rail, " Indian | Mizoram, Orissa, “Pondicherry, Rejasthan, Tamdl {Natli® and: ,
AN Railways, - | Tripura, v e
s | Infrastructiire Projects, | - 7, : T P
wo | Apricalnae; - cBus| b v SR P
":l'-: ' I 28 .- l::t 17 = I!
. - " L. 1
'.'I § ee ] 1 ' { i
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INFORMATION PROVIDIED BY STATES{UT& ( Sewage Management) j

1 Point

REMARKS

1

-and PWD?(Y

i .
- [

Pradesh, Delhi and Haryana)

and Nlcohér Orwsa, Pondlcherry Tnpura, Maha.rashtra)

A f__Qt.iantit;}’r: of teated
“| | ewater being used
g e .ifay BulklUser (in MLD)

l

Reply received Eroii 22 States/UTs; Andhra Pradesh Anda:rmn |

Tripura).

Complete mformaﬁon recewed from 01 State' De1h1

JIncomplete informahon received from 06 States: (Andhra L )

Pradesh, Andaman and’ Nicobar Daman ahd Diu, Pondlchmy '
Tripuraand Maharashtra) : { Vo

No mfurmaﬂon-f 15 States (Andhra
Chandigarh; Chhathsga:rh, Gujarat, Haryana, Kerala, Man@ur,

Rejasthan; Tamil' Naduu).

Complete mformation rece:ved from 03 Stafes' (Andhra. : )
Incompleﬁe infm‘merﬁon received fmm 05 States' (Andama:n'

No- information-14 States: { Daman And Dm, Gu]arat Dadar| .+
.| And Nagar Haveli, Chihattsgath, Goa,, Kamataka, Kerala,| . . -
- | Madhya Pradesh, Chandigarh, Assam. Mizcram, Ra}as&tm, St
.| Tamil Nadu, Mantpuz). 1T

& Nicobat, Assam, Chandigarh, Clmatt;sgarh DadarAnd Nagar| " - -
Haveli, Daman . And Diu, Delhi, Goa, Gujarat, | ‘Haryana i/ " *
Karndtake, Kerale, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashta, Maniput, = .
Mizoram, - Orissa, Pondicherry Rajasthan Tam:l Nadu, ‘and |- e

Orissa, Dadar and Nagar Haveli, Goa, Kama’caka, szmam, |

b e st e "

498

Pradesly Assam, ;.'1':

‘Np. of Watér Aqual:m Reply recetved frmnﬂStates/UTls -Andhra Pradesh Andaman Cwl
= |: Hm‘ces (T_.ekes, Pond, | & Nicobar, Assam, Chandigach, Cl'ﬂ'lattisgarh DadaIAndN&gﬁr o <
il -'fetf) beihg developed | Haveli, Daman And Diu, Delhi; Goa, Gujarat, Haryana, |
‘through treated { Karnataks, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Mendpur, |+ - .

e 'wastewater Mizoram, Orissa, - Pondlcherry, Ra]asthan, Tamnil Nadu and’| 0" 7
R : Tripura) , - _ . :

e Complete imformaﬁunrecewedﬁom.uz SfatestI‘s—(Delhl and.
3 Pondicherry). - U
X Incomplete informaﬁon xeceiveifrom 02 sfates(Tnpura and-- MR
; Maharashtra) - - N ARV

X No- mforjriation- IB StateanIs-(Andhra Pradesh, Andaman L

= : And Nicobar, Assam, Chandlgarh, 'Chhattisgarh) Daman And o
Kl Diu, Gujarat, Haryana,. Kerala, Mampur, Orissa " Mad.hya R
:l; | Lot . I,'. I!'.. ,Ii . - - | ..—- |
Y . 29-..‘;.__".. ] ._"l.'-ll . ‘II‘!: E I'

S|
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N S’I‘A'IUS oF MOMﬂON PRC}VIDED BY STATBs,fUTs (Sewage Managemenf) . | -

A-:hon Pumt f

K REMARI{S

: | P
l T
[

Pradesh,. Dadar And Nagar Haveli, ,Goa, Karnataka, Mzoram .

DN BEREAY . Ra}asthan, Tamil Nadu). E ,; ‘
s ’ : Ly S
: , . e % i '

; ., N - .
>3 L \ , ! o
‘Ilhe mfo::mahon prowded by the States/ UTs has been, further analysed for two-key -
N parameters of Sewage. State wise performance of the States/UTs against these two key .
' parameters is gwenmtable belcuW' : L
S B R *PERFORMANCE OF STATES JUTs { Sewage Management) [ .
SI No. States/UTs . | * | % Gap'in Treatment Capasity % Gap in SewageiNetm:rk ns
" “{" 1 {- AndhraDradesh - | 63.47% No Information  -oiar
. +2. | - Andaman & Nicobar,*| . o 98.14% Partial Information (Existing 1.
AR L ' lglands’ 0 o t sewerage system tem Nét Provided)
SN [Ta [TT T Assam .+ NolInformation No Infdrmiation - =<7
o 4. . ] Partial Information (Sewage Partal lnformatlon (Deslred e
! B T - Cha.ndigarh " Generation Not Provided) Projected seweragesystgm Not s =%
cT s . : Frovided) ... .
80 5. Chhattlsgarh No Information No Information P!
6. Partial Information (Sewage Partial Information (Desired /" .
" ' Dad.raNagar& Haveli. Ganeration Not Provided) Projected seweraga systeu_tNot ; _
, Provided) o L
- 7. Daman & Diu. 43.86%  7BBI%L . - g
. Delhl” 17.06% No Informiation.. Lo res |
: -9 Goa No Informaton No Informiation & -7 - jgwd
10, " Gujarat No Information MNo Information. ° . y
AL} e Ty Partial Information (Sewage Partial Information (Déstéd /" -
o : {( © _ Haryama Generauon & Treatment Capacity Projected seweragesystam Nol:____ _
o : : Not Clear) ‘Providéd) 7).
© 12 Kamataka .- " No Information No Irnformaﬂonu . T T
13. R e Partial Inforthation {Sewage Partlal Information (Desired,/*
’ ' Kerala- " [ Generation & Treatment Capadty Frojected sewemgesyatemNot'.“'j Ty
. R - " ", . *NotClear) Provrded)
, ’ 14.7 .. Madhya Pradesh ', . 79.96% No Infnrmatlon
C ey 15. | ' 'Maharaghtra. .\ | 21,74% oa% - - G
e te R 5211% Partial Information (Demed I
Ll . Manipur’ T Projected sewqrage system Not
3 ' _ : ‘ Providad). .
17, Mizoram - - No Information No Informahon
i _ R Partial Information (Sewage 72 639?
e Odisha " * Generation & Treatment Capacity
L S -~ Not Clear) ' ; e
L A [, 0% (No gap-Treatment capacity is
i ' Pondicherry . more than sewage generation ) Projectedseweragesystem Nojﬁ'z-.f.*q
. - . . : Provided), , 5
- 20/ T _ Partial Information (Sewage No Infurmaﬁcn
. * Rajastham .' . Generation & Treatment Capacity iL o
L - ' Not Clear) {* .
{om (2
'-l . : f i__ . p
30 . {‘: N 8| e '.¢
' \ y ‘.; . d ,{-: i




._‘:-tr"ﬁ“,ll-'i A

"'.:zaaesmeewer o - 308

(2%

R ! PERFORMANCE OF STATES /UTs ( Sew. E M___gement) .
toe oL | Tamil Nadu No Information . .. NoInformation -
Partial Infoymation (Sewage ° Partial Information (Destred /. -
l Tdpura Generation & Treatment Capacity - Prnjer.‘ted sewerage: system Not .
: Not Cledr} : Provided> ST

' Based orl,l the above assessment, overall perfonnance of the States/ UTs agams’c these "
; two parameters is: given in the table below : .

P | - OVERALL PERFORMANCE GFSTAiESfUTs(Eerge Managemgnf) ’ PR
- ._"'f--;,;_;_ i Parameters || Good Average  Poor - Partial Information |- No information o
D Gapin 2 De]hi} AndhraPraﬁesh, Chandigarh, Dadra, - | Assarh, Chhatfisgarh, .| .. -
Lo ‘Bewage. . Ma.haraahf:ra, Damar & Andaman & Nagar& Havel .~ '} Goa,Gujarat, -~ . . SR
| Treatment ‘|| Pondicherry | Di () Nicobar, Madhya | Haryans, Kerala, © - | Kamataka, Mizoram, |

AL I 3 (3) I ' Pradesh, Odisha, Raja.stha.n, N Tamil Nadu (07 I

3 i Manipur.(4) Tripura (07 States/ UTs). | States/UTs).

Te) -+ | Mahatashtra - Daman & Din, - . Andhra Pradesh, .
| ewemge - | (@ Oclisha. (2) : fﬁg%ﬁmi" * | Assam, Chhattisgarh,
il O NGOk : . i 8% | Delhi, Goa, Gujarat,
e, 2 i Dadra Nagar & Havell, | yorgtaks, Madhyn
e G . .. . . |Haryana Kerala, ° - Pradesh Mizoram, -
L S Menipur, Pondicherry, . jasthar, TamﬂNadu
Trhpura (08 States/ UTs). (.ﬂ States/ TT8).

A G- Good (>75 %) , Av-Average(>50% upto 75%),1’-1’001: {<50%),No Infn-No mformaﬁon, Parﬂal ) " = .
l"informaﬁon | ;

Gi’CB’s observahons based cn the above assessmenfare as gwem belorw A
ik . .
_f . M ishtra is the-only state in wl-uch Sewage treatmen’c capamty and Sewerage '
tvi ork provided is more than 75% of the requirement.
Most States/UTs have either partial or no information w.r.t to requn'ement of
_ Sewage treatment capacity and that of Sewerage network |
i ‘_ Pez:formance of States/ UTs w.r.t provision of sewerage network is worse than'
provision of sewage treatment facilities = '

1

3.2:2 Recommendations: - _' S e

I'

/ (i) The States / U'I‘sneedto address the various aspects relatedtp Sewage managenient

. including strengtl'nenmg of treatment capacity by increasing no. Of 8TPs, assessment .
of treated] sewage data, identification of hotspots and taking' remedial measures, -
dfeetgnatmg authorities for developing mechanmn fm: t.alung action agemst
defaulters; :
(i) The States/ UTs need to identify bulk users for Teuse of tréated Water such a8,
Industnal ‘Clusters, Metro Rail, Indmn Raﬂweys, Infras’cructure Pro]ects, Agriculture, : T
Bus Depots and PWD. ~ e
" (iif) The Sta.’res/ UTs need to develop no. ofWater/ Aquahc Sou:rces (Lellceer Ponds, etc Yo
by using treated wastewater. -
*(iv) The States/ UTsneed to provide complete mformaﬁon as per ch:ecﬁons of Hon’ble . o
NGTs inctuding current status, desirable status, gap and the hmelme fort'ne proposed,- " S 2

- action. 5 | I.
% W A S . .1_." . I-_':I . I".
i

Lo L I *
] ] . ’

et bt
TRE
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i . .r.,t -‘I_'“..li.:'- "'."". ‘.-.“-'-_..‘-:'.;:‘I 'I‘-- .:1.-':_ ' .,I‘_ ol ' | N -..
| ' .t!";."@,_ l: ' . . ) ‘ ','h'.‘." ‘; ' .I,..-_. : .-, _.",:.‘,‘ L',._ » . . N i! :: LS
'--1'.‘,',," . , Lo ' it “I'.'--ll'. . '.,. P ' ' H ) : :
"L (v) The States/ UTs need to provide complete information on the various issues qeliafed N
i toSewage management covering £ igsues in the template pravided by CPCBand as ., " |
1.7 pertheDirections of the Hon'ble N&T. toensure completion of &eacﬁonpoints*within»
.o the specified timelines. e ) -
- : . . ' s . . \ Y - . o

= 7 _3.3_Ndfse Maﬁag’emen't'-i_ SR : ;

L AT foraton Stas

a e e e e

: v e AT i
fa Out of 24 States and UTs, 10 statés and UTs e, g.'Andaman & Nicobar Island, !}a.ssﬁm, AT
' Chandigarh, Delhi, Mahataghtra; Tamil' Nacu, Odisha, Daman & Diu, ipur ?nd ok
- . Punjab have provided the information regarding noise. Detailed information is Placed... &
o at Apmexwre VIL © . 0 - L T L
ST X V) Observations. , © . ' .. - . . g A
: . ‘TheStates/ UTs were'required to provide information against fourteer parametergas -+, . .
. pet CPCB format. However, few States /UTs have not provided information against -
w0 allthese fourteen parameters, the'details of the same are given in the table be;lo;w: TR
v L7 [[BTATUS OF INFORMATION PROVIDED BY STATES/UTs ( Nelse)d . . ] &
“w | Tesued related to noise ‘| - . Summary ’ SR Gl R
.. .| No. of stations for Ambient | Out of 24 States and UTs, 8 states e, g Assam, l?ell‘gi, Lo
| Ngise Monitoring - -, * -| Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Odisha, Darman & Diu an;rl
ST .. | Manipur -have provided the number of stations for
ch B : .| ambient noise monitoring and among them number Jf.
;b o0+ monitoring station is higher in Odisha and | the
A " | number is 56 . i
.-+ | No.of stations in Industrial | 8 no, of States and UTs e.g. Assam, Delhi)
.. | Zone o

et st e

N

Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Odisha, Daman & Din anél -
_ , | Manipur have provided the number of a’caﬁoris ff—ﬁ - g
R ; ambien’cno_ise,m_omtoringandamongthemnuml;er_l;'xl Mg
TR A L /' | monitoring station ishigherin Odisha and the number:| - R
- St g 14, ' ' 1,
v [ Noa o of stations * in |8 states Assam, Delhi, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu,:|
Commercial Zone. - " (Odisha, Datman & Diu -and Manipur. have proyided:/-
ST T T ey, .’clhginumber,'of'_staﬁons for ambient noise monitpring}- -
IR ;.| and among them .number of monitoring ata',ﬂ_c'?n i3:

R higher in Odisha and rumber i 14.
+. " INo. . of " stations "in|8 states Assam; Delhi, Maharashtra, Tandl - adu,

1

.| Residential Zone, -, | Odisha, Daman & Diu and Manipur have p;ogided: e
woed SRR © .+ | the number of stations for ambient noise mons: ring:|.’
" 1and among them number of monitoring statipn -is|. .
: : | higher in Odisha and aumpber js 14, .

.. | No. of stations in"Silence { 8' states Assam, Delhi, Maharashtra, Tamil- aduy,t!
© o "lZome'- . 10Odisha, Daman & Dig and Manipur have provided)| .
oLt v | the number of stations for ambient noise monitoringk.;

t

.32
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| STATUSOF INFORMATION PR cmmn BY smms;mrs ( Noise)

Iaaued rélated to noise

Summary -

| and amgngz fhem tiumber. of mionitoring: statxon is :

higher in Odisha and number'is 14,

- Lompﬁame of Ambient

S’candards (No. of Stations)

568

Monitoring of ‘ambient standard report given by 4 . .':,"

states Assarh, Daman & Diu, Manipur and Odisha'and |

b repared for granting

pe::mfsslon for installation

.. |'0f Public Address System.
| (Detailslo be provided)

' Indusl-nal Zone other states have no’c prowded any data.
' Commérmal Zone
'Remdenﬁal Zone ot
‘SllencelZone o = IR
Identification of Hot Spots | Only Kerala and Mampur 1denhfy the hot spotsand| .::"
; |- other states have not provided any data, ‘ '
Des1gna’ced Authorities | Designated Authorities détalls provided by 6 States '
defined as per Noise Rules | and UTs e.g. Deihi, Manipur, Maharashtrs, Kéralg, |
(Yf N) I Odisha and Andaman & Nicobar Island a
:(Details to be provided)
.| Has Methodology been | Methedology for granting permmﬂon for installation |-

of Public Address: Syatem have been'prepared 'anid

provided by 7 States/UTs"e.g. Delki, Maharashira,

Odisha, Daméan & Div, Keralaf Andaman & Nlcobar: _,

Island and Manipiy,. © "

:Has ~Methodology been

o Preparel'l for redressal of

complamt on,

Polluﬁon (Y/Ny
(Detaila o be provided

noise

Methodology for redréssal” of complamt on noise

Pollution have. been ‘prepared. and provided by- §
States and UTs’ e.g. Delhi, Maharash'!:ra, Odisha,
Daman & Din, Kerala, Tamil. Naduy, Andaman &-'
Nicobar Islarid and Manipur. | ‘

I meter,

No. .of Police Stations
e'éuippe'd with Sound level

5 States and UTs e. g Chanxllgarh Chattisgaih, Delhl
Meharashira and Odisha provided the.data of. no. of
pelice station equipped with sound level mater: '

No of
having officers tyained as

Police ' Stations

. per Nolée Pollutiori Rules

5 States and UTs e.g/ Chandigechi, Chattisgarh, Deli, | =" -
Maharashtra and Odisha provided the no.:of pahce _

station equipped w:th sound level meter.

by SPCBs/PCs, S
Has  Protocol  been | 5 States and UTs.e. g. Deth, Manipur, Maharashu'a, . R
de"EIOPéd for  taking | Tamil Nadu and Andaman & Nicobar Island provided| . & - i

ippropnate action against

' th{e defanilters?

the protocol developed for takmg appmprlate actton

j i

apainst the defaulf:er& !

The i mforrtnatlon provided by the States/ UTs has heen further analysed for fwe key

P .
ageinst these five key parameters s given in table below . " Pt

mls.meters of control of noise po]lutton ‘ Statewise perfcrm‘ance of Jche States/ U'I's T
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. S . ;
LB | R T .
T ' . PERFDRMANCE OF STATES/ UTs { Noise)
S N T -States ]
S A R «':hl | Manara | Tamit Dam |
Parameters | amé’ |-, | Chandi i ara ' P .
| : ':'f' ] Nicaba. Assam . garh.: Dethl’ } ~ pira | Nadu | O%ish2 a;j: Max

K ‘rIsland
% Gapin . '
Network

1100 |

100 -

80.7

Pl

333

17.6

.l_,' :‘I.". o, 100
l SR e on !
| % Gapot |] S Ly Ll
ol Comphancé ‘ NI 8318 Pl|.

of Ambient 1.\]'1
Standard b

NI |

installe

station

NI

NI

75

Nloof vl

1 Autho:iues

Designated | Pl .

CPpL

¢

Pl

.| {Indica

tes no
orders

issoed

)

Pl |

"No' of Pofice |
| Stations |

. with sound’
-level meter -

equipped” | 10

FI
(Indicat
esall,
Numbe
r not
provide

dj

NI

Pl

- | No. of Police
=,: +Stations
g -having
. | officats
| trained as+*

vlo
' perNom.e '

PL %

hid
(Indicat
esall,

. Numbe

-znot

[ Pollitien : , K .- -,"r,_ ‘.;,;prp“vide

PI

HGTE

- PI Pa:'hal Informahon, NI No mformahon ;

!

34

Baaed on the above assessfnent_;l overall performance of the States/UTs against
¢ °, five parameters is given in the table below:




K
KR T

£ | OVERALL PERFORMANCE OF STATRS (TS { Nojeg) .

' __No. of'Stét'tes
: o Partial

] ‘ Good | Average | Poor * |ion

Informat Informaho

‘e .4} [ No; of Network 1 =T
. .»{'‘Complifitice of amblent . ,. . —
<.t Standard .- T -

[ET R

. "1.‘

41| No'of DeSignated Authorifies | . 0]~ 0 3

Nb. of Police Stations
- it equipped with sound lavel
L et |

5. -

1 ING, 5 Police Biations baving ‘
. “Shofficers tratned as per Noise ; R P
4+ Polliitioh Rules _of ol " o2

L M)

e -J(‘zl_i):"Q_' ishia hes set up maximum numbler of szations as per plan, -

‘*3;-5-3 Rect . inidations:

IERI ._i_iévaloping mechanism for taking action against defanlters .

(-i1) The States/UTs need to provide quarteily progress reports

T

A PR

.. the speciﬁ?d timelines,

34.1 Infotmation Status

. H’CB's-’oLséifx}étions based on the above aégéssriiéﬁt are as given below: S

R Information has been received &oﬁ 11 fio. -of States/ UTs{Andhia fI"r'agI_esh,-

- (ii TheS{a‘fes /UTs need to address the various -asf;:e’cts related to Noise management |
s . Mcluding strengthening of monitoring network, assessment of noise moritoring data,
L eriﬁ.ﬁcéui:"on of hotspots and taking remedial measures, ‘designating authiorities for

P

4 - A !,r‘|. . _"- J"-'_; . vt
l X . ’ o . ) " ";’I'I]‘:« :‘.",. ";: oo I
;94 Construction'and Demolished Wagte """+ .

C‘.Hatbshgalirh, Dadra & Nagar Haveli, Delhi,- Gog, :Gujatat;
. 38 E 'll ".. ‘..,'-: ' ] T'E.
"}' | B ' 14 .. '.' 4 l
i g r \

. HEL) Maﬁmabh_‘cra has achieved maximum compliance w.r.t equipping the police . - o
R stations withi noise monitoring equipment and training of its officials o
| (c): Substantial non-compliance observed w.rt to provisions of Noise Rules for

g ;.‘, (11) The Stdtes/UTs need to provide complete information as per tli'rections of Hp'n’blé R
~*  *NGTs including current status, desirable status, gap arid the timeline for the propgsed

i

Madhya Pradest; .., |

- telated to Noise Poltution covering the issues in the template proyided by CPCBand " . ..
. asiper the Directions of Hon'ble NGT to énsure . completior of the action points within - -




e T T \‘-’\0\-'
. -'.. :l‘ . o . ) : | "1 ‘
.t - Maharashre) Rajasthar, Tamil Nadu and Tripura). Details are enclosed at Annexure:
g VIL' 5 s e T e o . !
Co .420bsewahons L »;" ) S |
! ) *, “" . T i
; A k]fonnatmn recewed from the states UTs Has been evaluated based on four key
_l -, ' parametets namely Bstimation of Quantity of C&D Waste, provision of facilities fo .
| IR coﬂecﬂon&transportaﬁon of C&D Waste, Setting up of fac:hhes for C&D waste and
| S utilization: of processed C&:D waste . 1
‘ ] 'State/ UT wise assessment based on these key parameters is given in the table below
; o ol o - 5,
‘ . t - ' [ ' \ ot ] L \ i
?‘.f . . ‘ . ’ , ' -
I s " 1‘ "‘ f‘ T . ' ", ." vyl ! 1;.
) N .;,ui o : I ' N . Lo ‘,' ' ' %'
.". | t * ¥ 1_: v ' ..: ' ' ' }
A . ) N 1 s ; ;
.. ‘ o : _LP:
Lt b o
e 36 3
Il ' ;;T_ , s ' _l‘l- ‘ L
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T

PEREORMANCE OF STATES/UTs { C&DWASTE MANAGEI\»IENT}

—

Stafe Waste generated “Waste collection & Waste processing | Off-take of processed C&D waste for
(Estimated/Not transportation facilities facilities Te-use
estimated/Did not (Adecuate/Not adeqﬁathDld (Capacity/Id not {Quantity/Did not provide)
provide) not provide) provide) : . : s
AndhraPradesh | Not Not adeguate. Proper Total ULBs=110 | Actual quatitity of processed |.
estimated/provide -| details of collection and : waste off-take not provided.
d. transportation not | Waste
provided. ' Pprocessing The end product is being|.
facilities= Qnly | supplied to industries and also
02 UlBs bhave own({2 . = TULBs | used forroads cons{ruchon.
| processing  plants and (Visakhapatnam :

'-Detaxled )
- | plan not proyided. -

transportatlon
arrangements.

Waste of ULBs producing
above 50 TPD will go to
processmg plants

H Waste of ULBs: producmg
less than 50 TPD will goto_
-crushmg umts - -

‘| 45 ULBs established C&D |- -
waste -collectionn centers |-

uﬂxmportauun E

& Viayawada)

' | have processing
facilities.

Capacity=_* 200

| TPD- 4-01- 100

TED.. . capacity
plant is under

consh'uc;tton at|

T]J_:upatl

37
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- I’ERFDRMANCE OF STATES/UTS(C&D WAS']['E MA,NAGEMEN’I’)
_ i U R -and 88 'ULBs establlshed X - o - -
- - - tallcenters - : T .
- . ) Has pla:n. fou: augmentmg ) - T s
| waste collection centers |- ) T
-and ca]l centers. - L RS o T - ’
Chattishgark. . [Not. . -~ . . - Fan:ly adequate.. T Lcical ST Demﬂs notpmwded e
SRR S estimated/provide. |- T = -] Authorities - | TS
e T d - - . - . The C&D waste is collected claim' “to have _'Noﬂ-ung mentoned rega_rdm"g- Lt i
- - e by ULB's separate vehicles | facilities - fgy off-take of C&D waste B j? R
A " | in covered mianner. ULBS | processing C&D | TR I
o - are ifting the C&D waste | waste.- There is Asper the short—-term plan,t&D -
- - Eromwaste genefators after [ no requirement | waste managemerit - facilities: -
. receiving - complam’cs for new C&D |have been established in the
- througha .~ - waste existing SLRM.centers and waste
toll-free ' number ~or by | processing is being wutilized by ULBS in- | -
written complaints. facilities. house or by making recycled
- - products such as tiles, britks,
Directions  issued for paver blocks etc. :
proper management of
’ Cé&D waste in accordance
with provisions of rules.
The Vidhvonsh Se Srojon
miodel is used. It is a low
cast,
Sustaindble, decentralized
model based on extensive ) h o T .

segregation-and-recyding’-|:




. .'..a

2aaasmaaaﬂuwwsBr

,je
.

*‘OFS'I'ATESIUTS(C&DWASTEMANAGEMEQT = T ]
Bt It-'is combined with the :
T benefits - of citizen
} _ participationatid atban
h livelihood promotion.
Waste generators are also
directed to submit action
plan for management of
C&D waste.
3 ({Dadrma & Nagar | Not . Notadequate. Not provided. Not provided.
Haveli estimated/provide : .
d.. . Sllvassa Municipal Council
vide its Order dated.
"113/12/2018 had notified e
‘the provisions for  the| - -
] - B | management, handling arid .
2, . _ T - - ‘| disposal of. C&D waste | - . - .
T S B - - " |&emerated in the UT of] - - -
o o D . Fooe oo Dadra&.NagarHaveh .
4 | Delhi s~ | Approximately: - ULBs - have 1dent1ﬁed. DSfaclhhes ex:{st 100% oFf take notaduevedas of
) S PO S .~ | 8900 IPD of C&D’ demgnated places ~ for. and are’ in | now Hewever, . Govm:ment :§
o T L “| waste is generated dumping of C&D waste in _opqxatzog_ working on - and- Tequesting-
- co : mDeri [ their areas of jurisdiction oo | different ‘departments: to . use
. - Coe T and those are taken f5 the Directions’ /s | more recycled or /processed
] processing facilities. 31(A) of the Afr | C&D . waste for the:r new
) e P&CP) . Act, comstructions, " o
. (- North DMC has "taken | 1981 and-'ufs 5[ - L
. ) ] measures - for . making of ‘the E(P) Act | - -
: . - 39"

T e D .,
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e : .o ST . s e B
I’ERI‘ORMANCE OF STATES{UT s ( C&D WASTE MANAGEMENT) -
: ] : - surprise inspection in night | 1986 ‘was 1ssued : h
) ; to firid out the violatorsand | by  DPCC. ] o i “
S ’ t0 necessary. action mbemg C&D - ~Waste - - - :
. " - | taken including issuing of prbééssing N -
'ChallaIL IR facility = -~ as - -
’ B _Tequired. - - o
V- . .. ) 4 SDMC 15 m process of o - S
. vmstallmg ‘CCTV “at” hot I R T 'ro .
_ Sovs T . | spots, whereC&Dwastezs ” i ) e RN
- - P " .| illegally dumped | LT S
- : S —DPCC has xssuedletteriao L . ST Il -, ‘
- . North* MCD  fof. ‘taking - ,
- necessary - ' -action  for - -
removal. of heap of C&cD
) waste. CETS e ' -
-DPCC had deployednight
| patrolling  teams  for )
detection of unauthorized
dumping of C&D waste in
industrial areas of Delhi
and took necessary action
as required.
5. | Goa No . information | Presently, all the ULBs" | Notadequate. Did not provide any details.
wrovided/not have their suitable sites for -
| estmiated. | treatment "of ~wasteexcept- -Identification-~of { - T
Rtk ol T T R S T T T o T Cacora ~ Carchiorem” | syitablersites-for — e e




. PERFORMANCE OESTA' 'I'ES,IUI‘s (C&DWASTE Mmacﬁmgm_g T
ziz : e SRS ABiitpal - Counell | setiing p solid |-
(CCMC)mS:Juth Goa_w_aste__-_ -
~~~~~ — dmtnct*Tha-SIte“nrrespett Processing oy
' of CCMC has been handed | facilities.
over to Goa: Waste| -
. managemenf: Corporation

(GWMC) for setting up
Solid Waste Management
Facility at Cacora. .

AII 191 village panchayats
are uhdertaking door-to-
door collecdon / street
cleaning "/ donversion of
black-spots ~into  green-
spots

v

g

Naf ade;luaﬁ;

State Anﬂlonhes only
drafted plan in this rega:rd

-

Nota'daqu"

State Board. lru’cs

REPCJI't - .t.".-‘- -
sl.ll:'IIIJ.‘::l:ed~ " that'}

300 TED facility

is' - operatmnal -

for C&D waste.
Ne . -further
details |
provided.. ...

‘Faéilities being set-up:

':thpli'qvidec’-l._' '

=

= -
-
- . -
1 -
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s PERFORMANCE OF 5T. ATES]UTS (C&D WASI‘E MANAGEI\[ENT} : ! " -
7. | Madhya Pradesh No ~ information No’c adequal:e o A NoEadequate ' Systemahc off—take not started
"o . . prov1ded/ estunate e L
- - od T 7 Thé’ ULBs fotified C&D At prgsént, only - addmon, 255 ULBs have )
- ‘collectmn & transportation | one ULB (Indore established a me::hamsm for R
: mechanism  jn . local CJty) has set up’ 'co]]echon, storage and, usage of. o
newspapers.” This “has{.a . facility for | C&D Waste ] I
_ - o enstired that citizeris do not processmg of |- - . : BN P
- . - g R i.’nrow ‘wastem open. areas. C&:D Waste. -The U'L.Bs are usmg collec{.ed ~
- wT - - ) C&Dwastemmnlyforﬁlhnglow . Q/‘:
- o - :.Pohcy for C&D waste 02 more ULBs lying areas and . providing the|.. - .=
N ; - p;ocgs_smg' facilides has | are currenﬂy in | C&D Waste a5 raw material fo | . 7 -
i - | been prepared. | the process’ of | the mam:l.factures of paver N
N et setting up C&D blocks, bnc'ks ele. - - -
= g '| Waste ‘
: processing
: ' L E facility.. - R ._ A
8. | Maharashira No information Not adequate. Not adequate. | No information provided. Y
: provided/not _ _
estimated. Regarding C&D
waste
processing
facility  please
find Table-1
- below.
9. ;| Rajasthan ‘No information Not adequate. Not adequate. | No information provided.
provided/not )
i o -estimated. . Draffof_the _C&D_"Waste m@mrmam- —— e
LSt el T Ges Rl - ) Mfanagement Pohcy has ’ ]

lmdiﬂ 1

. -.;.‘.".';;-I T
R 6(- b




: PERFDRMANCEOEEEAI‘ES/UH(_C&D WASTE'.MANAGEI\‘IENTI*

‘| been prepared and s under
process of approval. B

construction  at
Udalpur for 50¢ .

———————_ el Bt Bl

Tamil Nadu

No information -
provided/not
estimated.

Action Plan preparedin the
ULBs and separate store
sites- for C&D waste
earmarked. Suitable
Collectan

Proper mechanism for
inflow:and. outflow of C&D.
waste is being planned by

+ | 31.12.2020 and will be fu].ly
estabhshed :

Adequate

Adequate (100%). Utilization is
dn?ne.

't day of C&D wasteis,

- et

el in 20 UE.BS, _o_f

- { which’ - generated
: aboutE 00 MT/day

| A preaent tota]
i about2075Mrper _
ATl 'the 20 ULBs are

'N ot adeqjuate.

T bemg genera'ted e

.| separately collecbng— and

“transporting t'he. -C&D

waste using tuppers and
d.tsposmgthem

Notadequat&. ’ Notdanemw.; g -
Pohcy—for o
management to

be notl.fled more proce&sed C&D waste,

-

-Has pla:n for senatlz:lng_"

Govemment Agenmeé fo qse

e

Govermneﬁthzis B

. Processmg Plant (m PI-’P .- T
.+ ['mode) : for ‘mannfacturing setting up one| .~
. w7 eco-bricks, mechanical " - e : T -
] ' hollowbncksf - ‘ )
- - H 43 : ' ’ ) =

"__ f“' N 1--“11
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B e e fPERFOl?MANCEQFSTATES/UTs(C&DWASTE-MAGEM- :
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L GPCB’J_obserﬁaﬁom based on the above 'ass'éésmeﬁt-aré ds gtve.n Eelow: )

L] Lo 2 A8 per information teceived, Desirable Level of Compliznce in tertns of ;.. . 7.
TR ;sffatutenhaue-beenaaﬁevedbyveiyfmstafas/mé : LT
Ji il [Only two states- Delbt. & Tripura have provided information regarding e
ST S cidaﬁﬁtyofC&DwaafegenefatedhthéirSiéiés]UT ST i

L1 Adequate facilities for collection and fransportation of C&D Waste provided - =
Lo in Chhattisgarh. Good initfatives in this regaid taken in Delhi and Goa SR
ot i, Adequate facilities for C&D Waste Processing provided in Tamil Nadu. Waste - PRSI E
! rocessinig facilities hava been set up in fivé other states namely Maharashtra,, = - .* St
| . - Delbi, Andhra Pradesh, Rejasthan, MP and Chhattisghrh . e e
SN B I"c!équate utilization of processed C&D- Waste achieved in Tamil Nadu,, ' -, -
 ER _ﬁﬁ;ere as utilization of processed C&D Waste retiains a major isstie in'other .
states. Do e e T -
i Namé and Designatior, of Designated Officer far Ensuring Compliance have . Ty
g ‘bteenh provided by Chhattisgarh, Madhya Pradesh and Tripura whereas .. =~ » .00 v
. Maharashtra has only commmnicated the number of officials, - . RRETET

o "»f;ﬁ.-s Redomendations e LT T T
¢ ij-i ! The States /UTs need to address the virious aspects telated to C&D Waste' . - ~.
- . management indluding collection and tranaportation of C&D Waste, settingup. . - .
of waste processing facilities as well as utilization.pf C&D Waste processed ‘.. '
] plodudts , . ° e rocesRe |

i Tl’zeS‘catea/ UTs need to provide complete information as per directions of : .
.-eqi-f. Hon'ble NGTs including cutrent status, desirable status; gap and the timeline * - '
ERCANIE fok the proposed action, [ S, .
- UjHL. THe States/UTs need to provide quartetly, progress reports on the varjous , R
Lo e iegies related to C&D Waste management covering the major issugs .
Y Tue -t highlighted in Section 3.4.2 and as per the Directions of the Hon'ble NGT to « .
ensure completion of the action Points within the specified. imelines - e

g 35 B-Waste S A o

, &'.SISIInfO{’marﬁunSfa’cus
"itrh 7 Incomphance to the Hon'ble National Gréen Tribunal Order daterd 24-04-2019,& 1209201947 - - ¢
SV e L. DA No 606 of 2018, seventeen (17} states/UTs have submitted information rélated to B- » R

o ++ :Waste, Bleven (11) states have submitted merepbrts-ﬁi{hepieécﬂ.bb,glfdrmatmme}jiﬂssm e
L ST :-t:_‘handigar;y Chhattisgarh, Delhi, Haryans; Kerals,- Lakshadweep,” Mantpur,” Odisha, - ' ¥ "

? .,-Eéiducherry and Triptra, Six (06) states narmely Andhra Pradesh, Dadar Nagar H, Madhya '’ e _‘ L '-
. Pradesh, Maharashtra, Rajasthan and Tamil Nadu havenotsubmitted report in the prescribed Co B
... format. Complled tnformation received from States/UTs is attached il Annexure-IX'. IV

¥y ¥ v 8,52 Observations: A T . R
- sk N The information provided by the States/UTs has been"further analysed for.six: key * .- EI
S - ﬁel:rmleter'sofE-Wastemanagemem Stabgmﬁsepeﬁonhgncéhfthe.f'{tgtjes/msglgamst SR
;'fhieisesixk'cy parameters is given in table below: , . * - .. 0T s
S S e A
‘; ' 4.'?‘,.'»_. e . .
TR BN
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! Pat T
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1 4

!

i

oot

) I’ERFORMANCE OF STATES/UTs (E-Waste)

T

*, | Parameters.

| Good -

CAverage

Poor

Np-
Information
Provided

Remarks S P

i
!
;

Chedd:ng of

* ‘informal ' L :

| Pradesh;

Madhya
Pradesh,

As| Per feport |
submitfed - by |, 5%

| colle

collechon '
.dBPOSRI of
- .e-washe

Hemy

|- Kerala, ¥

Odisha,
‘Puduch ' -

s DD&
Delbd, Haryana,

:Pradesh,

[ Chandlgarh,
Chhatﬁagarh
DNH

Manipur, -
Madhya
Pradesh,

Tripura,  Tamil
Nadu |

Maharashira, " °

.1?‘.'

Rajasthan,
Arunachal-
Pradesh,
Bihar,

Goa,
Grgarat,
Himachal,
Pradesh,
Jharkhand,
Kamataka,
Meghalaya,
Mizoram,
Nagaland,
Punjeb,
Sikkim,
Telangana,
Uttarakhand,
Uttar Pradesh,
West, Bengal
Andaman and
Nicobar,

' Y i-
gmading ' b7 Assamy Rejasthan, secretatles  vof o 7
_dlsm?ntﬁns' “ o Chandigath, L[ Arunachal States/UTs under | <
. i - ©' 0| Cobattisgarh, | Pradesh, 04 No. 606/2018 -
sl e of *\'DD&: -DNH, | . Bihar, of Hor'ble. NGT
| D ‘ﬁgte._g oo, < b | Delhd, Haryana, n Goa,
! IR S A Kerala, " .- ° Gujarat, ) :
s e | Lakshadweep, - Himachal, & '
! :. 1 Od:sha, P Pradesh,
PR : -Mampm, . Jharkhand,
R 'Maharashtra, Karnataka, .
‘Paducherry, Meghalaya, x
. | Tripura, Tamil Mizorem, :
JNadu .~ ° Nagaland,
i Punjab,
x Sikkim, o
" . Telangana, -
' : Uttarakhand, B
Uttar Pradesh, i
‘ West, Bengal B
- R Andamanand | 3 |*
' col Nicobar,
Jamma & '
n ' ! - Kashmir - Ay
Facilitate .- Andhra . Lakshadwes et A |

As Per rgport '
bnﬂttedby
sec-etarie L

.....
T b
W N
FEEEE Y
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i - o
i PERFORMﬁNCE OF STATES]UTS( E-Waste) x R
Parameters | Good Average "Poor © " |No- . . Remarks ., . .~
' Monnnﬁun BRI
| Provided ° a
N Jammu‘ . & o
Covernance |Kerala, | Andnra . .. | DD& .DNH, - ‘Ha:gana, - . {As.. Per -report |.
franie Odisha | Pradesh,, ' ' | Lakshadwee" Ma;ﬂpur,, . | submitted " " by
work for |. Assam, P v [Madhya | secretaries "of |
morfitormg Chandigarh, * | Pradesh, States/UTs uhder;
compliance '

Chhattisgarh, " *

Tamil Nadt:

Delhi, Tripura,

: Maha.rashl:ra,

Ra;asﬁmn

0A No 606/2018
1 of Hon"ble NGT

Capecity

building at
district/Ste
te/CPCB

- Andhra

Pradegh,

Assam,
Chandigarh,

Lakshadwee
P

.| Madhya -
v, | Pradesh, .,
"\ |"Artnachal -

L submitted
| secretiries 'of'.'
‘[ States/UTs under;| *

As Pér

report '
by -

level e - | Pradesh,
Tripura |DD& DNH, | . | Bthar,” - OA No 606/2018" | .
Delhi, Haryana, .+ Goa, 'of Hon’ble NGT T
Kerala, Odisha, | - - " "| Gojarat,
Tamil Nadu .| =~ .0 077 Himachal,
Manipur, P , i | Pradesh, "
, Maharashtza, " [ "+ ¢ 0 -‘Jhérkhand,
. Rajagthan - v ' ' I'Karnataka, " : ‘
i Lo tr Meghalaya,
;e | Mizoramy: ’
! "0 [ Nagaland,
' Pugjab,
: Telang;mav
: Utta.rakhand,
Uttar Pradesh, .
‘West, Bengal -
Andaman artd
Nicobar,” - L
" [ Jammu &: L
: ) o KRShﬂ'IjI N . K
-':Ev;i IEC planbs | Chandig | Andhra | Lakshadwee :|Kerala, - . . |Ag Per  report, |
ﬁrmed.up arh, Pradesh, P . | Mahardghtra, . | 'submitted ' By .
and Chhattis | Assam, . DD& '] Rafastham, . . Secretaries of;{_
executed gal'h DNH, Delhi, : - I'I. Arunachal v - StateB/UTs under_' .
Odisha | Haryana, e NI Pradesh,. .. .| O&: No.605/2018 v
Manipur, o B | of HonbleNGT -
Madhys. . o h .I‘.: ’ Goa: : ‘”I- - n N
Pl'adESh;.' o - . quaraf: ’ ] .
Puducherry = -7 7wl Hmﬂ‘!hal' . | k
Tripura, Tamll' S . | Pradesh, -
Nadu _ ) " Jharkhand,
a7 Lo S
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'--,: et e . * T v,
FE . s HR- Vot Mgt Y . '
. i . . i .

C . : ' T 3 . - .
P . ca : .
i - P | - LA T .

e P LN L N i,
3 .@ e . . ; L ! i, T
ol ., . . E - 1 N
. T - . v

VLo, o

" PERFORMANGE OF STATES/UTs {

E-Waste)

No-
Information
TProvided

Karnataka,
Meghalaya,
Mizoram,
Nagaland,
Punjab,
Sikkim,

-| Telangana,

Uttarakhand,
Uttar Pradesh,
West, Bengal
Andaman and
Nicobar,
Jamumu &
Kashrnir

" "F§: | Parameters | Good: ; [Average. . . ..} Toor
: _II' . ’I‘!.-.-:” . : . ." ..' . D . "' - EEY .
! SN L S
. ‘ o .
. . ' . | !
4 ; q . '
»l.'; -:_':.'.".'_6;. | Stengthen .| 77 _Asgam, -+, | Lakshadwee
ip| systemof 4. o Chandigah, T
) enforceten | 7| Chihatiogath, | Mabarashtra
.._-:' ‘: 1 t.. IR " | DDé& ',D_NI‘I; T -

‘ o c S Cor De]hi, Harya.na;
el 1 oL Kerda, Odisha;
RN e .. " l'Puducherry,

R .-.1’ : ' . i ‘.. ; ‘ .' I[ilPuJ;a_ ' -l'- .

Andhra
Pradesh,
Manipur,

- Madhya

Pradesh,
Rajasthan, Tamil
Nadu,
Arunachal
Pradesh,
Bihar,

Goa,
Gujarat,
Himachal, -
Pradesh,
Jharkhand,
Karnataka,
Meghalaya,
Mizoram,
Nagaland, :

- | Punjab,

Sikidm,
Telangana,
Uttarakhand,
Uttar Pradesh,
West, Bengal
Andaman and
Nicobar,
Jammu &

Kashmir

v . . ' [
: [

"""""" . a
H 1

,‘-‘ :. .l. :.l ‘I_‘.. . ’.. ." : ' ,I . . ' 48

(Z':PC-‘E}’S ohservations based on the above assessment is as given below:
. - a) Checkingof informal trading; dismantling, and recycling of e-waste:

Per’ - zepor
subgritied -

No. '606/2018%




|
It L:s per information submitted by ;17 SPCBs/PCC, 2 GPCBS/PCCs iare dn’ "'y
ol boprdination with' District Administration .in- carrying. out quartérly drive for. 7 L.
- il checking of informal trading, dismantling, and recyclinig of e-waste, 05SPCBs/PCCs ~ . ;700
ére?etto'startt‘cﬁsdnve‘ . R A B Ll

& I.’a’cilita*éiinlle;:ﬁon and disposal of e~ waste: . SR A " ) ot
:;kaperi_nfﬁrmaﬁonsubxxﬁttedbyl?SPCBs/PCCé, 155PCBs/PCCs arein'the process © . .0
of formulating mechanism for collection and for fncentivizing setting up of recycling - ¢ 00
' faicilities. 02 btates have niot provided information regarding thivactivity. . . - -~ R

Governaiite framework for montforing complisheer = * " . SR
A p_er:infermaﬂnﬁsubmi‘ctedbyl?SPCBaﬁPCCs,_OGSPCBa}PCCéhave;iedgmﬁtad" T
state, district and mumicipal level Nodal officers for mbnitoring of compliance, 03", « ., ¢,
SPCBs/PCCs .are under process to designated state, district and municipal level - .= ' - @
Nodel officers, 08 SPCBs/PCCs have not provided any information regarding this e
activity. Lo L A, '

‘C?aPacity building at distriet/State/CPCB Ie'veI: L. oo e
A per information submitted by 17 SPCBs/PCCs, 13 SPCBs/PCCs have conductéd .
.Special workshops to educate functionaries in government /NGOQs, 028PCBs/PCCs, - <4 * "
ate under process and 02 SPCBs/PCCshavenatyetstarted, -, . 7 -

IEC plan be firmed up and execated: ©. © .- G4 T L Lo
Ab per information submitted by 17 SPCBs; PCC, 10 SPCBs/PCCs have formed [EC . -
plém for educating public at large sbout the systém of collection; incentiva structute - Sl
. .. and facilities for recycling. 02 SPCBs/PCCs are imder processtoform ECplanand~ - ¥
) 0515PCBG/PCC5havenol:formed]BGpIar;yet.- T

Eééngfhbuafsiéméf enfnrcen{éigh_ ! N RSO

1], -Ad per information submitted by 17 SPCBs/PCCs, 09 SPCBs/FCCs have agreed to -

conduct quarterly review of violations and enforcement actions atcity/disprict/state - .* 7 -7
".léiie‘l, 02 SPCBs/PCCs are under process to comply this activity and 06 8PCBs/PCCs .~ .0 .
‘ha e not provided any information regarding this activity, * e e i

", 85:3 Recommendations : R
.. 1l All the S8PCBs/PCCs need to follow the actior plan for implement of . . Ly
«. 2l Software Portal has been developed uhder OA No 512/2018 of Hon'ble'; _
1" NGT for compliance monitoring of action plan fore;waste management. Allthe .=~ . ° |
8PCBs/PCCs haveto:egu.larlyupdatémeirir&ormaﬁpﬂbn-ﬂﬂgpoﬂai.:‘, S R AN |
) { . O A oo T

) : . 1 . ' - ..‘ \ -, .,'. N ) ' .:. . " - Nt I . , .: . "i_.ll . N :.I . i iy : ] .
',BDGM_E% C S 1-,:_ L H I'-';, I, _:'..l ' I :"T’.,J' . !__ . .‘ ' L . . .' H \ *
> ‘ . N e Vo - :I .:_‘3 {-;"} v [ -,.. ':‘.. P ‘.v . .'. -‘ ‘-.I .

. 861 Information Statwst  © -~ R A A

'I' t { ’ 3 ‘ . ‘I' "l:‘ .'.’h‘ ‘ .|.-.-' _"-'I. ; :"1‘ N
~t., “Ti ptusuant to the Order dated 12.09.2019 passed by Hon'ble' National Green *

L "'I.nbunal (Hon'ble NGT) in the matter of O.A, No. 606/2018, CPCB has I;ecen_red R
¢ ¥, progress rl_ePort on action plan related to implementation: of__‘B.iomec]icla__l_ Waste ™" |

‘
i ! .';I' L.k .
H ) N [ n Lo
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Ay : E . - 49 ! [ O T L
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S, — v .. . HE . . ' ..
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ol i Lot : s e " T -
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‘.« BMWM Rules, 2016, . .,

.~ .22 Statés/UTs namely. Andaman’ and Nicobar, Andhra Pradesh, Assam,!
© /7., w: Chandigarh, Chhattisgarh, Daman, Diu and Dadra Nagar Haveli (DD &DNH),;
. ' Delhi, Goa,. Gujarat; Haryana,  Kerala, ‘Lakshadweep, Madhya Pradesh,

- Méharasht'a} Manipur, 'Ldigoram, Odisha, Puducherry, Rajasthan, Tamil N::lclu,gI .
-+ .- Tripura,shave submitted. progress Teport on Gap analysis. Karnataka also; 1
i prqv;‘_det{’ih.formatiprg but"not provided ag per desired format. Information: ; |

o7 pertaining o Yemaining States/ UTs has been taken from Status report submitted
i | by States.in the matter of O.ANo. 710/0f 2017 filed by Sh Shailesh Singh before |-
Hon'bl,e!NG:F- T, '

4 II 1 )

- . 362 Observations - - ¢ .

“" ., Based onfthe revised ‘actioir plan"subrmitted by State Governments/State

s £ reparér:I by CPCB is given below

L Managemeanﬂes,ZDIﬁAqﬁestmnnane containing 15 nos. of Key Performanceli-
* v, Indicators was prepared'by CPCB for -assegsing the implementation status off] -

- " Pollution Control Boards; status of compliance on Key Performance Indicatorg i

.. _ PERFORMANCE OF STATES/UTs { BMW) N TR

1 | 8. K_eype_rform::mcé‘

Good -
SN | Noit indicator "

1

“Average Poor Not P-q‘:fli.de‘f i

O Rt Y Inventory of all- - Andaman &: Andhea Assam, Arungchal. " -
P B '| Healthcare Facilities * Nicebar, " [ Pradesh, Maharashtra, P.radeih,{B_ ar,:'_: o
and biomedical /. | Chandigarh, - Chhattisgarh, | Manipur Himachal

4o | . |wastegeneration , | DD & DNH, | Delhi, Goa,
el o 0 | Hayamy. | Gujarat,
IR S - ~'|'Kerala, " | Karnataka, -
Y DR IS - . | Lakshadweep, | Mizoram,
KRR RS B .+ | Madhya Rajasthan
.<.'E',‘." i ", . _.' , '. ! . Odisha;.
TR R Y EE ' . . Puducherry, :
A ) £ Tamilnaduy, )
S ~ | Tripura’

oo™ [ 2] Authorizafionto all | [Andaman& | Assam
“U. || Healthcare Facilitles'| < ... | Nicobar, Manipur
R . includingnon- 1 . bt Andhrg

Himathal|

ARSI VY .+ ' |DD&DNH, | Nagalan
. :r‘:‘ 'I N N - I ,' o - SRR I‘.l .o De_lh_l’_ Gea" . Pm;ﬁlb’ Sﬂ
: ! B T Y P Gujaraf:, ) : Telt gans,

o R | AL Lakshadweep,
SRR R T | Madhya |
p;,»'.,- N " - ' Pradesh, ' 4

o|Bedded HCPs ", - I | " ¢l Pradesh, - Pradesh, J&K

’

il B AT NS vy e, ¢ o | Chiandigarh,. . ]hark'i{‘land(;f .
e C L s I.‘,". B . . ™ Chhafﬁsgarh’ Megl’!alaY?;-, ..
. . : d"f;: o, o

el LT ] Haryana, Uttarakhangd;"
L : Lo o 7 0 [ Kemnataka, . Ul-tar;PracI!asly
N : Kerala, - WestjBengal . |+~

TSN




‘_' i PERFORMANCE OF STATES/OTs (BMW) - ...~ . | " '
J Kéy petformance | Good * - Average T+ [Poor. | NotProvided | =~ '\,
Nu. inélicator S e 7 T BT
.— .. Maharashtra; i
: T | Mizoram, * - W
Qdisha,
.PUdUCheuy; ,
3 Rajzsthan, C g i ._
. Tamiinady, beoox .
N Tripura TR RO : s
- 13] Padilitate setting-up Andhra Assaém, Andaman & ‘Karnataka, -
adequate number of | Pradesh, Chhattisgath, |Nicobaz, . - | Odisha,
Common Chandigarh, |DD&DNH, |~ -~ - {Awunachal.
Biomedical Waste Delhi, Goa, Gujarat, ' - .| Pradesh, Bihar, ,
- "! Tréatment Facilidtes | Haryana, - Kerala, .- - .| Himachal |
i H (CBWI’FS) to cover | Madhya Lakshadweep, * _Pfﬂdes-hr J&K,
;1 | enfire State or all Pradesh, Maharashira, Tharkhand,
HCPFs Tamilnadn | Manipuz,, Meghalaya, . _
' - | Mizoram, | . | Nagatand, - |, -0
» .Puducherry ) *| Punjab, Sikkima, |+ "
\Ra]asﬂ'tan, A . .| Telangana, B
A ) ‘Tripura A I E Uttarakhand, . - e
s to N Uttar Pradesh, -
., . - -‘_ - _-r k. '.. : ; .o WestEéngal s
4| Iimplementation DD & DNH, A.ndl-ua‘_ | Andaman & , | Goa, Karnataka, |-
status of Barcode Tamilnadw . | Pradesh, Nicobdr, . | Kerala, _
syslem ' Chandlga:h, Apsam, . | Arunachal
. Chhattisgarh, ;Lakshadweep,'- Pradesh, Bihar;
Delhi, : Mampur, . | Himachal . '
Gujarasi:, '| Mizoram, ; .+ | Pradesh, &K, '
Haryana, . | Tyipura. ' | Tharkhand, .
\ Madhye Coe Meghalays,.
Pradesh, - | Nagalarid, |
Mzharashtrs, s | Purjab, Siikim,
Odisha, .. I% Telangamna,
‘Puducherry, Uttarakhand, -
Rajasthan . | . }° | UttarPradesh,
i | o - i | West Bengal e
=.t 5] Installation of Andhra Assam;.- 1] Manipur Andaman-de’ ;
) OCEMSby ‘ Pradesh, Maharaghtrg, + |« < » | Nicobar, . ' :
CBN{WTsasasel- | Chandigarh, ‘Odisha, . * W F e Chihattisgarh
moidtoring toot and. | Delbi, - ‘Puducherry | L ' DD & DNE, -
| tranlsmission of data | Haryana, R B P, 'QO?-:-GF}J“% .
with servers of Kerala, R e .| Karnataka, AL
SPCBa/ CPCB Madhya P L 4 ¢ .| Lekshadwéep,. | ~ o
[ Pradesh, 8 wi. e 'Mizoram, .
Tamilnadu , * -| Rajasthan, _ R
i ' . o Tripura, .
: o e, VArunachal |
: * ¥ .| Pradesh, B1ha1:
! ° -5_*‘1&5...,; & : ' a ; !
L .
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" ’Bes,

R I L T ! - !
= ' R _ _PERFORMANCE.OF STATES/UTs { BMW) i - g
o S Key pedformance; - Good . | | Average - Poor NotProvided |,
|No. |indieater - ¢t f L ' . R
| ) Pradash, J&K,
. ! Ihar.klif!ndx
‘ Meg'ﬁa‘laya,
Nagaland, ~
“ ' Punjab, Sikid,
o Telangena, b7 .
[ Uttazakhand, . | 7.
g y : Uﬁai?radesh, oo
: n s F e _ | WestBengal .| ..
o ", . 64 Monitoring of ‘Aridhra - - [ Andaman & | Mizoram . Amx__!ei;chqu:f..f&_ - ;
C Heallméare‘FaqjiHﬁesr Fradesh, .. |Nicobar, Pradesh, Biliar, |
|+ | andCommon ; [ Chandigach, | Acsam, Himpachal " :
Jow ' | Biomedical Waste . | Delhi, - . | Chhattisgath,
TR AN B Treatment Facilities | Gujarat, .| DD & DNH,
L e Haryans, - | Goa,
&, Y : R T ! 1‘ Kerﬂ.lag ' ,Kamataka,
R N e Madhya: © Lakshadweep,
, § * o) Pradesh, ° | Manipur,
E . " I'Maharashtra, ‘Odisha, :
: ; " "7 | Tamilnaduy - Puducherry,
g | .+ .0 [ Rajasthan,’ 11
YA Tripura = .
. " Good- States/ UTs which have subrititied progress report and compleled te action pim, s . 3
LT Amernge - Sntos/UTs which have submitted Progiess report but action plan is under process, | -

Poor~ States/UTs wltich have submitted progress report but action plan is 1ot upto the mark and siatiss, "
| of completion isvery pooy. - - . PR
" Not probided - States/UTs which have nos subinitled progress report as per O.A, no, 606/2018 ' . "

. . '+ As per reports submittecl by the States, Observations are as follows:. AR,
. . oo R o, . . - ) - IR
', 7 v Inventory has been completed by.16 out of 35 States/UTs namely{. - .
%L Mizoram,, Andhra Fradesh, Haryana, Chhattisgarh, Goa, Jharkhand,: e
... . Delbh Gujarat, Kerala, Bitor, Uttarakhand, Wos Bengal, Karnatakg, 1"
- Chandigarh; Punjab and Manipur, - - ' o B HE
R ® - As required . under BMWM ‘Rules, 2016, every non-bedded HCT ds s e
S L :equiljed'to-p]:'t;in'.a_.ut_horigaﬁonfgr ensuring proper treaﬁnent&dispos;ﬂ_i g :
P e _bfbio;’ned.ical wagte, States/UTs like Mizoram, Nagaland, Odisha,SJ’.kkirF,f : %

IR 2 UP, Tripura, Haryana, DD & DNH,. Goa, Lakshadweep, Jharkhand, West, ;. -0 .

R " Bengal, I‘«Ianipui‘,'DeHﬁ;Ke:‘raIa,_Gujarat, Bihar, Kamnataka, Telangana, J & i - - o

*. K, Uttarakhand, Punjab and ‘Arunachal Pradesh are required to ensuse s
that one time authorisation 5 granted to non-bedded HCFs, ool




: .

; , ¢ ,InS’fates/UTssuch as Blhar, Chhafhsgarh Himachalpmdegh, ]harkahnd ST
© 7 Jammu & Kashmir and Kerala, CBWTFs are not. adequafe fo cater al o E T
,HCFsloca‘cedm the States/UTs, - S
vle Deep Burial is still practiced in States/UTs namely Andaman & Nmobar, NV
't Arunachal Pradesh, Bihar, Chhattisgerh, Goa,’ Himachal Praesh, . = . '+ °.
]li.arkhand, Karnataka, Kerala, Lakshadweep, Madhya - Pradesh, .
Maharahstra, Manipur, Meghalaya, Mizoram, Nagaland Odzsha, RIS
'v 'Rajasthan, Silkim, Tamilnadu, Tripura, Uttarakhand, © . e
e Implementahon of bar code system is not yet completely’ nnplementedm ST
- States/UTs namely Andaman & Nicobar, Assam, Jammu & Kashmir,- R
1 Odisha, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal Jharkhand, " Madhya Pradesh, AR
- Ra]astbanandTam:llNadu ) ce .
. le  Ation plan related to monitoring of zmplementahon ¥o BMWM_Rules, RN
. :] 2015 by Healtheare Facilities i not’ completed' by ‘Nagaland, Odisha, SR
Y e Sﬂ»:klm,. Andhra Pradesh, Mampur, Kerala, Meghalaya, and Karnatela. - oo
CF e Onlmeemisswn monitoring systems is not yetmstaﬂed in CBWTPS of all SR
; Sfates/UTs o T
S e Trmnmgand capamty‘bmldmgprogramsw sti]llaclangmfewS{ates/ Uls: 0 oo
C L llke Mizoram, Nagaland, Odisha, Sikkim, J& K, Ttipura, DD & DNH, - e
o ; Meghelaya, Puducherry,. Ra]asthan, Kerala, Bihar, Manjpur and: . . Ll
Karnataka ‘ . . ' Lo

.

) ::3;'6.3 Recommendations:
:State-wise progress report on revised action plan along w1f:h :recomendaﬂons
sdte glvenat Annexure-X Cot e ‘

R _E'o._'/"I-IazalrduusWaste - A

371 Information Status ' A .

In this regard, a format on compliance of I—Iazardous & Other Waste (Management and. Lo
TransboundaryMovemenl:) Rules, 2G16 has been prepardd. requestitgall ChiefSecreterfes "~ - /|- -
cf dlt Stabes/ UTs to provide compliance gtatus report. The format covers aspects suchas - | ..
Action plan along with time line for implementation, of orders of Fon'ble Tribimal,
Current Status of implementation, Gaps identified for implementing ‘the dizections of ' |
Hon'ble Tribunal, Details of state level comnuttee qonstl’cuted for t‘ne purpose of,'.
comphance of HOWM Rules, 2016. - ° : TR IN
In res;mns}e to the said format, States/‘U’I‘s mse responses 20 SPCBs/PCCs have been S
ccmlpiled andprowded as Annexure XI. T_ast of the 20 SPCBS/ PCCS who have responcled" EE

1o the format i as given below; - . :

STATUS OQF INFORMATION PROVIDEDr BY STATES[UTB ( HVVM]
SPCBg/PCCs Responded . | - - SPCBg/PCCs not Réspondeid -
1 Andhra Pradesh 0 - Andamian & Nicobar . .
i Assam . Arunachal Pradesh . ‘ o
t  Chandigarh © Bhar o e
Chbatfisgarh ' T Gwanat |
DD & DNE " FmachalPrdesh. |, . ..
i Delhi Y Iammu&l(ashmﬂ SR

P PR " .o

e

. * - .
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a

Jharkhand

i el

Karnataka

-Meghalaya

" Lakshadweep:

‘Nagaland

* - Maharashtra

A

S

. Madhya Pradesh

Telangana

Mandpur | .

Uttar Pradesh

Mizoram

Uttarakhand

Qdisha

West Bengal

Puducherry

Tnpura

Punjab . - {
; _Rajasthan, B
' Tam:lnadu '

.7.2 Observatlons " ,

The summary of the smtus ‘of. mplementauon of the Hazerdous and Other Wasfes: .
(Management and Transboundary Movement) Rdles, 2016 based on the information

recelved in the format dretlated in thé matter of O.A no. 606/2018 has been assesqed for

penformance of the States/UTs based on key indicators namely, Hazardous
Aumormauon, Annua] Invenfmy, COmm-:m TSDFS, Enforcement Action, Cap&ciqr :

Buﬂding

i
1
J

The erformance of the states/UTs based..on key indicators w.r.t nnplememta Hori: of
HOWM Rules, 2016 is prowded in Table below. 8
' I’erf.ormance of the States/UTs (FIWM)} "

Key Indicatars

Status of Implementzton of HOWM Rulcs, 2016 in the matter of-0.Ano. Gﬂﬁﬁ.ﬂl& bl

i !

Waste oL

Good+

Average

Paor

Relevant
information not
axbmilted,

5hteWTamt" o

rospanded ™

M Hazardous', Waste
Anthorizafon

(Adloption and
anclositre'of Unifar
| bispection - report
with - m:ﬂmriz;;ﬁ;:;

wted i stpuln

ﬁ:lq?mr& Cfnﬁ?m i
miedz of management

Andhrz  ; Pradesh,
Madhbya*  Pradesh,
Chhatlagarh, ,
Cdisha
. Rajesthan

and

-Assam,
Chandigarh,
Mahnrashira,
Tamdlnadu,
Delld
Tripusa

Gog, | Pudecherry

and

LOBNH
Haryana,
Manipu,
Mizoram,

Kerala and Punjab’

Annual Invtory
‘Submitted
201819

provided, . all

and

Andhra - Pradesh,
Chandi

, Chibatiisgark, Dilh, |

Goa,,, Haryang

DDDNH, Punfab
and Rajasthan

Andaman
Ni@bﬂn
Arunzchal
Pradesh, i
Gujarat, a:'hal
Pradesh, l-.Elm
Kashmir,
Tharkhan :
Kamalnkaj )
Meghalaysg, b
Nagalaned,| Stkkim,
Telanganal
Pradesh,

Utiarakhand, West |
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formats)-’ ' " | Kerala, Mahacachra, | - Bengal | 417,
: Madhya Pradesh, ['. " .
. Mizorain,; . Odisha, |
: Pud.uchen'y, \
Tamilnadu®  and : "
Tripura . i
3. Comman TSDFs Andhmm. " Pradésh, |-Assam, 1 Mizorany, -
(Available. or | DDDNH, Haryana, | Chandigarh, Puducherey
Action Inftiated for | Mabarmshira, ¢ | Chhattisgarh, and Tripura
establisiment of | Madhya » Pradesh, | Delhl, Goa, ETan
! b ' ' 54 - :\:
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ie o S A
N ¢ ‘ . ’ Performance of the Stateg/UTs (HWM) e
“Key Tndicators Siais o Tmplementation of FTOWM Todles, 2076 in thamatter of O.A fo. 606/2018 - _
. : Good kverage- Foor | | Relevan.l' T StateyyUTs not '
. , | informationpot .| . responded -’ LT
ISR - gubmitted | (ISBtatesUT®) |+ o, L
"TEDF and opening Odisha,  Punjab, | Kerala and - e . , AL P |
- of Escrow sccount) Rajasthan and | Manipur N ’ N A |
i { “Tamiinadu : ) L ' CLL T Y |
- Enforcement Madhya Dradesh, | Goa, . Assam . | Andim - Pradesh, T Lt
raction | and Tamllnadu Chhattisgarh, _ + +. | DDDNH, - VR

(Non-compliances Chandigarh, -Raryana, Kemild, | R, s
& acton ftaken Mahavashizs,, + Pamjan,” Mizoram, - : o '
-thereof §.  and Manipur, - Jio | Odisha, . and : g PR
. remndlia!icm of Puducherzy, ‘ ) Refastham .., - . PR L
... |Menifest | Delld,.. and]: k . o o Lo
tocument) Tripura ‘ L oL o
{ Capadiiy bullding | Andhra Predesh, | Chhaltisgarh | Assam Punjab and L S s
(Avallsbility  of | Chandigarh, Goa, | andDelhl Manipur ' | TDDNHE N I UL
Laboratory faclfty [ Heryana,  Kecala, : a0 '
-1 for analyges of all | Maharashtra, ' TN 1"u.i:h:.r.'herryI

parameters Hsted | Madhya Pradesh, T e I . : :
4n:lar Schedule T | Mizoram,  Gilisha, P T L P o ) Lol
of HOWM Rules, | Rajasthan, N T RV - .
ey - b Tamilaadu and S T K : N . . »

. N_’ut}ez It case ofukslrrmu;ae';fj EE:rpzrfon;mm eriegorizalioi Tias not been carved tmkrasI!u:mm}bﬁr‘oﬂmz'ar;innsmsrsxenmtmg ui:uslm-keen'l _’ -_ i ; g
"+ regarted as iy howavey, # 5 expecid that Inzardons unmsies smeh as frsed/tonste oif, nsed lend ncid batterics, etc. me generted from nnfontoblles’ ) "
’ wlfcslwp.v%cri}!c_esmtfmsferc. . , N P e . -
- 373 Recommendations: ~ L . T .‘ ' ! L
. For effedtive implementation of Hazardous and Other Wastes {(Management and
- Transboundary Movement) Rules, 2016 concerned SPCBs/PCCs and State Gevt./UT
Admin afe requested to ensure the following ~ . s o .
.1 Itjis recommended that 03 SPCBs/PCCs {namely Dadar Nagar Haveli. &'~ . . .
‘i Daman & Diu; Haryana; Lakshadweep; Manipur and Nagaland) directed to. - .5 * |
: submit the status on implementation of recommendations made by the "
| Monitoring Committee in its inferim report, as ‘CPCB has notreceived any = . ¢ .
information from these SPCBs/PCCs. e s T . . I
1 . - . . '

L}

B & SPECBS/ PCCsneed to implemenchSactidﬁ points, out of which 11 action points '

. needs to be implemented immediately and other 14 in regular.and. mon=". . 7.
iminediate manmer. It is recommended that SPCBs/PCCs which are mot '
complying with the recommendations made by Monitoring Cornmittee ghould- . . .. "
suli:mitthe status report to CPCB irmymediately. .0 ., PRI C PR

| rd. B . ' W

.

il It 115 recommended. that ill National ‘Hazardous Waste: Tracking Systemi . .- i

I (NHWTS) which is being developed by CFC ismiade functional SPCBS/PECs "7
s be directed to ensure and verify reconciliatfon of mariifest, . ' LT 0 o -
iv. SP(tTBa)'PCCs shall stricdly follow the guidelines " for: iriventorization of &
hagardous and other waste issued by CPCB and ensure’ verification and™ | T .
validation of the annual returns submitted by the occupiersfretycler/pre-" = .- .o

prdcesscr/utﬂizerf CO-prOCessor operator'.‘ of * dilslaééal faqhﬁes :jnd‘f!d_ing- ) R
submission of the annual inventory to CPC ﬁﬁﬂmm'&le‘sﬁpulateg time period:, » + - Lo
E %5 AT vy o S oo _-.;‘ : ‘
l S UL oo !
L '-:_‘I -\ I. , ' ! o . ‘. d ‘
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T ..‘-'- e " . " " . [ Y .
. P . HIE T . .
Tah . '..‘_ ’ ' ) ! ' L . - ‘_' . . "
et ‘!l'- ' . - . LI P . L Hie .
B . . e ' b ol ‘ i s,
- . Cat . N ¥ 'I Cw ;
' :

104w ltds retommended that SPCBs/PCCs (namely Himachal Pradesh, Sikkim,
et T Purjab, Kerala and Jharkhand) which have reported non-compliance but; not

Lo A B taken any dction ghall be directed to take action against such violators gs per
i T provisions of HOWM Rules! 2016, | '

e oo f.,'a}{Purt_he’r;it;_is'eillég'rgtgfnmr,ﬁerided that SPCBs/PCCs may be directed to SURRIIN 5
L v o initiate actions against all.such units which are violating one or other: ~ . .. “3u
S ‘provisions of HOWM Rule; 2016 including non- compliance to the i )
documenting submission such annual returns, manifest document, ?tc.
. ." , - ':'-.-‘__'. ) ' . gl . L
;L' vk | Ttisrecommended thatthetimeline provided by the SPCBSs/PCCs withiegard -. . ¢ '
e "' to:adopting waste management hierarchy (as stipulated in the IOWM Rules) - 7
i, .- ltoensure the level playing for the industries shall be stricily adhere to, |
¢y %oy D al Purther, SPCBs/PCCs shall also initiate development of certain  [;% -
S .2 -benchimarks/ ghidelines for the possibility of hazardous waste '
» recycling/ utilization on case to case to basis as most of the
' SPCBs/lTCCs have not taken any initiative on the same. *

| vu tis recoﬁimcn&éd*fﬁat SPCBs/PCC may be directed to initiate deveIcRIgezﬁt
| < Y707 'of sectoral process based HW generation range to have uniformity in, assessing:.-

' L L the HW generation-from ind}istriesvanc:l benchmarking the same, J -
o5 Wil | It ds recommended that SPCBe/PCCS of (Keunataks, Maharashiza, Raja%&;ap, o

L Kerala 'a'nd',Uft_takhand.)‘ll}aving‘:Coﬁ}mon TSDF to immediately open the = -

. Esciow Account as per O.M of MoEF&CC including deposition of mandatory |
) amourlt. . i o :

. a Further, SPCBs/FCCs of Gujarat, Tharkhand, Karnataka, Odisha, | 1" ‘
SRET . Rajasthar; Tamil Nadi and West Bengal shall take action against the}
Ml . Common TSDF(s) for not displaying the details of mandatory amount.. -
DI -deposited inthe Esciow Account on their website, e
S E Cix Si"CBs/ PCCs may be directed to expedite conducting of environment audi’c-éf‘ |

. the Common/c_aptivg SLFs in. the time bound manmner as specified’ nthe
.t 7. . Inkerim Report of the Monitoring Committee Report.

. laboratory facilities for analysis of all hazardous waste parameters ag requiré:d-.f '

. Fo. 0 under HOWM Rules, 2016, Therefore, it is tecommended that a1l the remaini ‘g} IR
"7t . "' 1 8PCBs/PCCs (Andaman drid Nicobar Islands, Aranachal Pradesh,Delhi/ - : -\
LT 2T Goa, Jamma % Kashrir, Jharkhand, Meghalaya, Odisha, Puducherry, Sikkim .
CTee o and Uttrakhand) should be equipped.with all the facilities for analysig of -all,

!, hazardous waste parameters as required under HOWM Rules, 2015, R

xL Tt is ;;g'cammended to. direct Bfatg’ii/ UTs (namely Andaman and NiCQBa,i‘E
e dslands, Assam, ArunachalPradesh, Bihar, Chhattisgarh, Chandigarh, Delk,

'
5 R L

.".""..':“._' T .';_ ‘ . 56 -
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Goa, Jammu & Kashmir, Lakshaﬂwee.p,' Ma.rﬁp:ﬁr,r'Meghalaya, Méoram - .

381 Inflrmatmn Status: S

" 'SPAs: Nos of PIAs with CEPI scares 2 60 & <70 is 31
'OPAs Nos of PIAs with CEPI scores < (0ig 31

. In jcompli
- inf-nrmatmn has been received from . eight. state/ UTs(- Andhra Pradesh,

" Ch.ha’:hsgarh Delhi, Gujarat, Kerala, MadhyaPradesh, Meharashtra, Ra]asﬂ'tan) N
Sf:a’ce-mse information received is encldséd at "Annexure XIL 12 States/WTs , .

. below:

- UL ey h . .
) . -
"o
H - 1
I : I

] _Nagaland Puducherry, Tripura and Sikkim) where. common TSDF is-not.
: avaﬂable to immediately set up adequate number/ capacﬂ:y of Common TSDFs

L
I

xii. Cl‘uef Secretaries of the Sl:al:esf UTs may e du:ected to’ subn‘u’c blam'lually

Government/ Departments like Labour/ Industnes/Envxronment and
SPCBs/PCCs . C .

‘I . { . ' : CT
?3.'8 100 Industrial Clusters

CBPI is a rational number between 0 and 100; asslgned to'a given Ioca’non ’co -
.haractetize . the environmental quality” following the -algorithm of soutce,

pathwayiand receptor, CPCB, conducted. envu'onmental quality momtormg in

"lUEJ Mdustrial clusters/aveas located in 21 states across the country for CEPI!
: evaluatlon based on the revised CEPI-2016 under MoEFCC sponsored préject |

durmg Déc. 2107 ~March 2018. 'I'heleaff:er, CPCB undertook evaluatmn of CEPI

scores .
. I ll . g
b As}a tesult of CEP! evaluation during Dec. 2107 —-March 2018 fo]lowmg is {'he

numbex df CPAs/SPAs .; RN
CEAs: Nos of PIAs with CEPI scores = 701s 38 . '. S

, |
1t i5 to beltc:ed that 69 CPAs/SPAs are located in 20 States/UTs

ce with Order dated September 1 2019-in: OA No 606/2018

whlch have not provided nformation on CPAs mdlude Assam Bﬂlar,'Haryana, ;
I-TP, TharKhand, Karnataka, Odisha, Punlab Tamll Nadu, U,P, U’ttarakhand, _
Telangana and West Bengal, ' ) ‘ . o

882 Obsérvations: '. ' !

Informaton received from the nine States/ UTs have been assessed wrl:h respﬁcf:
to {hzee key patameters. An overview of the assessment is gnven in the table

i . L VoL

Y
oy . rf . - ,
ey f Lo . - Rt
A . . .

compllance report to CPCB by collecting information fom the State L

B22

. msuchStatea/UT o i ‘._:,L-.-.__ .



28@883&0000AYNVBB

<

4.

758

i

58§ .

", PERFORMANCE OF STATES/UTs ( CPA/SPA) J o
1 Sac|State T No Of | Status of Status of Statusiof
s e e el CPA/SP constituiio | submission SPC]?,B
TR I a LA n of of action Petfo:manc
: L e s | committee | plan e for 100
. A | ' Indlwmal
S N s .‘ Lo, . clusters
1 ANDHRA . , v 1] Committee | Action plan | Very Gc?oc._l
PRADESI—I s h s constituted | Subrmitted i
N S T e for i '
L e ‘ | structuring | Vijayawada
. | action plan. | om'12.3,2019. !
: < o © 1 29.1.2019. i
.2 | CHHATTISGARH; " 2| Committee | Action plan | Very Good
S R ' constituted | Submitted
EIN for for Siltara
- - _ stracturing | JA and
T o CRS ' action plan | Raipur on
N ori 28.3.2019. .
e 24.1.2015. L E
3 |DELHI - . Committee | Action plan | Very Good¥
. : ': C constituted | Submitted At
- - ,,I ; for for : i
R ; structuring | Najafgarh- i
R C '|-action plan’ | Drain basin {,
' S | on- | 1642009,
oL g oL b 20.2.2019, '
© 4| GUJARAT 1R | Updated / | Good | If:
'- | ST new Action -4
Plan for six L,
| N 1 CPAsand )
" one SPA of
: ' | Gujarat has
' - been
. "’ = . prepared by
NE - o GPCB and
i _______ a submitted :
v ; o the same to g
5 .' CPCB Delhi - i
e and i
<o Regional ,
o . b Directorate, .
C A CPCB West
. ‘ _— BRI R -1 Zone, :
c RSN [ Vadodara
; _ on




R IR

Jottoaees [, [
ari.d . -II .".' ' ' v E (. ) Ji'{"l;.'-:;':"
E 04.,130;2919 N ‘ .""',-: i‘
Respectively.| , -+~ )~ o000

]
) -

O[NA_~ INA . TVeyGood | @ = ::
OINA. . [NA. = [VeryGood | ' st

-6 | Committee | Actionplan; VeryGood | . I .-
constituted '| - Subrmitted T AR
“for coforall  f e o T
- .stmcturmg CPA/SPA - . EE P
‘._.actmn plan inFeb 2019 T
.on = T R
o mazams, | SRR LN PR
o5 |-Comumiittee - Draft_of' 1Geod' T R
v, | cotstituted | ActionPlan | 7 - 0 L
for | fot Jodhpur S
stiucturing endPalibas -~ . |
actionplan: | beerr .. o AR C
on . - preparedby A ceil
13.06.20119; | MNIT - PR BT
0 fmiptrand | S L
| has-been S Y I A
sentto |- -~ R

] .|+ ¢ Y| CcPCBon ,

; ol (80082009, |- T D

CLU | Draftef.. |
4l Action Plan’ LR I
5 ool (forBhiwadd [, Lt s Ea ) E

: CE T [

S b , . Dol | prepared byl e e I
S e [ ] e isundes |
st d. : S TN examma"hon S ST
R s - e arstate’ e T
SRR 1 R Govtlevel ARSI SR
o | o N AEESIER I
i ' R ":IAc’c:onPlan ) SRR IR
. , . o forJatpui o 7 - [
- . . " | has'been, A PR AL
L | Sl |preparedbyf. e T T
: - © O ITKempur C| T rt
" |end®under | -0 Ll
o ,exammatmrn o BRI g

PP




283083 £70000AMYWNVBB

1" The concerned States/'{ UTs: to prepa.re and

.
i
-

R at State
' Govt. level.

38.3 Recommandahons' Lt - }
submit action plans within

"three moriths - foi “improvement of env ronmental quality in the
o CPAS/SPAS, prohlbmon of non-¢ omplymg po]luhon activities

| i, The, concemed SPCBS/PCCs to levy and recover environmentg]-

compensahon ﬁom non-complymg units/ common facilities.

3 9 tatus of CETPS[EIE

3 9 1' Infoxmatmn Sta{-us .'_

" In comphame wzth Order
. information has been received from twelve state/ UTs (Andhra Pradesh, Delhl

G‘u]ara';r Haryana, Kamataka,l(erala, MP, Maharashtra, Punjab, Rajasthan, Tarml :

~ Nadu and Tripura) State-wise: information received is enclosed at Ann

XTIL R;may be noted that 191 opérational CETPs are Jocated in 19 StatestT
57, StatestTs which . have’ .not ‘provided. information on CETPs are nam
Hlmachal Pradesh, Jharkhand, Uttar: Placlesh,
Telangana and ]ammu & Kas];umr _ ' I

Iniormahon on ETPs have been prowded by 13 States/UTs (Andhra Prades]i'(,
- Delkhi, Gu]arat,Haryana,Kamataka,Kerala, MP, Maharashtra, Punjab, Rajasthan,
Tamil Nadu, Chhattisgarh and’ TI.‘[PUI‘E.) ‘Remaining States/UTs have n?
p10v1ded mformatlon on’ i:he matter *

Informaﬁon conta:mng cu.trent status, desizable level of compliance in terms Of. : ‘
stamtes, gap between current and desiréd levels and proposal of attending the o

gap *w1th time hnes is gwen as Annexxme-XIII

3 9.2 Observaﬁons

The mformauon recewed from the States/ UTs has been assessed for key™{: '

parameters. An OVEI'VIE‘.W of the assessment 15 given in the table helow:

dated September 12, 2019 in OA No, 606/2018 |

Uttarakhand, - West Bengal,




S ’ e B2
ERFORMANCE OF STATES/UTs (CELRS
iy . " r. ‘ Lo - : N
No.of | wur <
I 5t |CETPs with-( . © - L[ e
ety © " {theinlet. |y e e Percentage -
S State No.of (quality " ~ Igc?x‘noprNqn-”-' of CETPs
ik . ' CETPs |-standards CETP .o " [Nom- | .. LI PR
» <o CBLYS . S ’
- : . |‘preserdbed, |77 . - . [complying | SOt b
R - o dbywme o e Y o et |
' o ’SPCBB _i.’ n _l".-“ " .I R 1. L Funct
. "Peimil Nadu 36 ‘_;‘. 0 ' 3_" S ‘ ’ 8 N -
|2 Kamatka | 10 |7 . o1 0 (ST TN - S R
‘Mahavashira |- 25 . [ 22 SRR - R |
4 5 Andﬁ;:a ST | . " ) o
Cfeet Pracdesh 6. 5 S 1 o 16 Lo R I
“ % Kerala | -6 [0 T B e 6 |
A7 .| Haryzna. 190 |16 e e T e T .
. | Madhya o e e e T e e
L S & A - KU N T IR
s? ‘ Pra.dESh 2 2 - ' ',_' - "-f-'. 'II‘,."- S N ’»'. 1 . . o
v»'"i'. % - . * I' U . . ,.". 0 -I' o .,l.
18 . | Gujarat BRI AR ETRRINN - S A A
,,{ ‘ . . " ’ ‘:I' R _',* ..




2638838100 MNNEB : IR
8 T o i
"' [PERFORMANCE OF STATES/UTs ( CETPs) T
:i:‘ ! - '.' I IR "' l- "1 _." .__I - ]E L _'\I.;I '_-:
I A N .| No. of i il
e ey T v | CETPs with P con |-
T i 0, K ; - thgii’l],Et Percei'ﬂage‘, s
L No. gt {!""'-I' | No. of | quality rcqﬁ;nc’le-in' of CETEb - ']E:f@’s' L
SN0 eS| CETPs standards - i 0 Non-{. (" yoo -7,
. S G, | SRS standa CETPs e
v r 3 AU U Pxescu‘bed cgmp'{}!jrn_g g - ) '
CE T T i by the ~
el Lo el L | SPCBs
._: -‘f ~ : . — - T I_ — t
S 100 Rajesthans ] 5T 18 - 11 73
AR b TR ¥ I BT BT S P 92
a2t o Thpwe L o1 [1 1 100
393 I_{g;:ommehdatiuné a \

engaging Expert'agencies’ . |’

water , high TDS and toxic effluents -

- operation'and maintenance of CETPg"

L 310 I3_.51-'Pbﬂui;er‘5;&e&ifes in the couﬁt_ry_

" 8101 Information Statis

R 1. . Based on water quality mdnifo;ihg cavried out in the years 2016 and 2017, |
v CPCB!identified 351 pollpted river stretches in the Country, The critedfa o -
'~ pollutant, Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) was considered for identification. -. i

2o’ - and prioritization of polluted river stretchés in the country.

o _ . river stretchés are now critically polluted: CPCB” divected all State Governments - . , |

SR and_ UT. Administrations to.prepare-action Plans for restoration of identified’ -
4. " Polluted River Stretches and execution of approved action plans within 2 years® |

"
| b
- e
Y *
* [

L. I Sy [
e L T |.||' i " " P 62 '
r_'_ ) o v =
‘. - . v

Db proper technological ‘combiriation for CETPs has to be identified By |
L) . Seperate treatment technology should be provided for hazardous waste ?,

flfl-)_ . | .CETP. operators.should Bé. given .p_rbper Eﬁowledge and training Erfr

10T U Honble NGT vide orders dated 20092018, 19.12.2018 & 08.04.2019 nOA
i o+ NoG/B/20181n themiatierof News item published in“THE HINDU' tifled “Moe




- 4 3

sith

. 5,
i‘. Ta.

mwml

L 3.19.2 OBservation:
i -

rmahon provided by the States /UTs have been assessed for key

.. parametérs. An overview of the assessment-is given below:

L Aprll, 2019) for bringing all the pollﬁted river éjtféfcﬁeé to be fit at least ' I- _' "
ng purposes (i.e. BOD <3 mg/L and FC <500 MPN/ 100 mL) ' ‘

1]

.1 As per Hon'ble NGT order dated 8.4. 2019 States/ ’UTs were ‘are s lio
: reqmred to submit performance guarantee (for No. of Polluted River Stretchesin
. a Sta’ce/ UT>10;5 ’co 10 &< 5, the performame guarantee in Rupees 15 Crore, 10 _
- Glored ‘5 Crore respectively), : - B
)J ; T
AS pet I-Ion’ble NGT order dated 8 A.2019; Assam, Mampur &: UP State' S
. are. Irable to pay compensation in terms of orc{er dﬁted '19.12 2018 for deiay m' o
IrIiBS]anOf action plans within a month 0 CPCB s '

A.!B per Hon'ble NGT order dated 84 2019 Dell'u, Meghalaya, Nagaland v
mil Nacu, UP & Uttarakhand are liable to pay compengation ‘as per order
ated 19:12.2018 for delay at the scale of 50% of the compensation payable by the
'b’cates which have failed to submit complete action plans, S{-abe~w15e mformaton
recewed.for Hazardous Waste is attached as Annexure-)ﬂv : e

b PERFORMANC OF STATES/UTS { Polluted River Streches)

3

Themutie
atea |

Best
Performing

irameter/

Average

l’uor

Ne

information -

ﬂ

E 351, l
X I’:nﬂuted!‘

(on the basis
of approval by
iver Task team in

-G

g .
Wi e

.v-.".- 5
o i

“
JER

" letde _
ountry}.

etches in |Ist review)

. Gujarat
. Haryana
. Himachal

(o

! Pradesh

. Kerala
Punjab
Telangana

. West Bengal

N oo

{On the basis of
submission of
action plang witihin
tHmelines)

(Dn the basis of |

.. [compensation mlpused

by Hon'ble NGT for

submission ofim:ompln'eté S

- |action pIans a.nd delayin -E

Andhra Pradesh

Bihar )

Chhattisgath . -

Daman, Div énd

Dadra Nagar °

Haveli

5. Goa

6. Jammu &
Kaghmir

7. Jharkhand

8. Kamnataka

W Ne

9. Madhya Pradesh]| -

10.Maharashtra’
11.Mizoram
12.0disha .
13.Puducherry * |

§ suhmissmn) et

1. Tanul Nadu

2. 'Nageland, | ,-'.'-‘.1_'_'

3. Delnd '

4. Mamipar v ¢ 4. "

5. Meghalaya”" !
6., Assam i v
7. Uttax Pra&esh
8 Uﬁarakhand

1¢ Rajasthan =", 1| -

R L o e
[ : LEPER ]
'-,’. At e Ty e
. s o ' . ' N
N ' ]
- E [ v
PR
.

B28



283883&2002AMYNNBB r
N %
L T 16 Tnpura . :
,‘,' CPCB 8 observatlons ‘based 011 the above assessment is given below : c
y .4+ All States and Union Territories have submitted acton plans approved by |

3 10 3 Recammendatmns

R - 3 11 Remvenatinn of water bodies

. 'River Rejuvenstion; Comnuttee (RRC) of respective State Gowt/ UT
' v"Adnunmtraﬁons .-.',-. H

| CPCB thas revlewed actlon plans w.1. it Priority I and Priority II polluted
. river stretches., CPCB. has reviewed action plans w.rt. Priority I and
. Priority II po]luted tiver, stretches. So far, 60 action plans out of 61 Pnonty

' _0111: of 31 Statesj UTs, 12 States/ U’I‘s (Daman, Dm and Dadra Nagar i, -
', Haveli, Delhi, Goa, Gujarat, Haryana, Jharkhand, Madhya Pradeaq, R

Manipur, Mizoram, Odisha, Puduchetry, West Bengal) have subnuttes‘:{ L
; Performance/ Bank Guarantee to CPCB _ i

coiw :

' .- All States/ UTs are reqm:ed to ensine mplemen’raﬁon of all actien plars
e Wlthin 2'yeats from 18+ April, 2019) -for bringing all the polluted river

Y-
oL

i

3.1‘1 1 Informahon Sta.'rus '

H
i

Iand Pl'lUI‘lfYII polluted ziver stretches partanﬁng to 18 States &1 UT havF -'
_ been a.ppraved by: CPC'B Task Team L

!
i

e .

None of the States (Assam, Dethi, Mampur, Meghalaya, Nagaland, T

~

" gtetches to be fif af least for baﬂ*ung purposes ie. BOD <3mg/Land FC 3
 <SMEN/I0aL). :

‘S’cates/ UTs viz - Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Blhar, Chhattisgarh, Hima

- " Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir, Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra, Meghalaya,
. ‘Nagaland, Punjab, Rajasthan, Sikikim, Tamil Nadu, Telangana, Tnpura, S
* Uttar Pradesh:and Utterakhand are’ reqmred to submit Performance/_ o o

£l

Bank Guarantee to. C[-’CB

States/UT (Assam, Delk, Mazupur, Meghalays, Nagaland, Tamil Nadi, |: -
' UP'& Uttarakhand) to subinit compensation for delay in submission of
‘. action pla:ns or subzmsswn of mcomplete action plans to CPCB '

. -+ Nadu, UP" & Uttarakhand) have submitted compensation for delay i 1’11 T "
- ' submisgion of ‘action plans or submission of incomplete action plans fo |
CPCB e L . _ N
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-y Hoﬁ'bIeNGdee orderdated 10.5.2019in O. A ‘No 325 of 2015M A:No 26/2019 e

. _'-.m '0.A. No. 325/2015 in the matter of Lt. Col. Saxvadamian Singh OberoiVs UOL . *. .~ ~.-i';, .
" 1 & Ors Before Hon'ble NGT, PB, New Delhi directed all the States and UTs to ¢ 4. "
- feview the exdsting framework of restoration Al the water bodies by preparing . . 7L v
anapprapriateacﬂonplan within I:hreemonﬁxs andfurmshtotheCPCB Ceat e

Ci’CB I:Irepared Inrltcal:we Guidelinés- fm.‘ R:estorah;on of, Water Boches and T _f
“citelated to all States/ UTs sothat it can,be used'as B ‘reference for . preparation - - el

oflaction plans for restoration.of watez bodies in respecﬁve States/UTsin . - . ' -
""_f:b'_zlnpli'a'.'lce to Hon'ble NGT order dated 30.5.2019 in O, A: No 325/2015. "~ o 7% -
- State-wise information received for Polluter Stretches and Rejm?enaﬁon of Water ' o
v._f@icidies ii attached as Annexure XV, . ;o

3 11.20 gervation: .

S ) -nformation provided by States/UTs have been assessed for key paramaters An S :'. e
S overwe of the assessment is given inthe table below: * - : S

it

. PERFORMANCE OF STATES/UTs ( Re;uvenatmn of Water Bod.ies)
% [Réstoration[(onthe basis |(on the basis of  |(fornmpt-submissionof - |- - .7 R
"‘m( Water |ofreviewby |submissionof :actmnplan) L I S
e Jydies * {Bxpert - action plans) _ , _- Lo A
: Committee) R E ' L T
1. Andaman and -'AndhraPradesh co S
None Nicobar Islands
’ 2. Chandigarh
3. Chhattisgarh

P'—‘

AmnachaIPradash S IRV
'ASSam R . .- l. "' - l" ' ._- I ) ', TR
Bihar o S AU I

-'U‘-t'“ o

Lo . |4 Baryana © v .. Dadra and Nagar !
21 N ' -+ [8. Meghalaya .| . Haveli.,. N -
AT R S 6. Tamil Nadu - .-} 6, Darhan andDm, :

7. Tipura -0 |70 Dei 0 o f T n
- . B Goa - T .

-, Gu;arat s I ) “
|10 I-HmachalPrad&sh A I S
{11, Jamiou and Kashmdr -|© " -
12.}1181']‘1’1&11& .;-, :', .I” el __’. . - : :". L

13 'Kamataka
14.Kerala ' . . 1‘:"._‘,-',“. ‘
15. Lakslmdweep J IR IR
_ . : 16. Madhya Pradesh .| -, Vo Y
. i _ ' . I'17. Maharashitra X - SRS
,: .o 18. Mampur . - C
S I - co |19 Mizoram T ‘-"I T P
RN - 20. Nagaland R O e 3
R . L |2tOdishat. ) T e
, . T : ';22Puducher:y L TR R ST N I
s ‘ o PRREINE CE AU SLRET
SO A Co T 24.Ra]asthan RN R B

. 4
-  , e am "‘ l e ,", " L .
uog . Ty Wt ot Ae 'I"‘r ¢ ek "'1 Yo | '
: A . + : . . e b Tl P .
N { . . 65 e T - )
R e S e ]
" g o el Wgeooed .
K vl
' 4 1y ’ 1 -1
' | .
oy Yo !
a: | \
- 5o " . ¥
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- CPCB 5 observaﬁona based an the above assessment is given below:

SR Data on water quality of water bodies may not be readily avallable to
L arzive at the water body is po]luteci ox not.

3. " No provmlons for prlontlsa’non of water bodies;

. 4. Lack of knowledge o) gmdelmes on the subject matter; and

5 There is confusmn among the States/ UTs w.r.t the definition of Wat
;. bodies as it covers all runhing watei bodies as well as stagnant water bodies sucl'l --':
oas lakes or ponds or tanks Glanty should be given in this regard.

R O P 26. Telangana
SR . 127. Ottar Pradesh
s, o ** | 28. Uttarakhand
B - 29, West Bengal

P I,

i~ Qut of 36 States/ UTs, only 5 States provided action plans for restoratio:
o ofwaierbodles S

"4, "~ None of ‘the States have submitted action plans in line with indicative': -

guidelines for, restoration of water bodies circulated by CPCB.

fif, Based on water quahl'y assessment of lakes, ponds & tanks in the yeair
" 2018, qut of 435 locahons momtored 357 locations were not complying to;’

: the pnmary waf:er qua{ ty cnte,na for bathmg

i J'._l‘

3113Recommendahons' LTy

'I'he response from the States/ UTs is not adequate to ensure restoration of a[ll
. polluted water bodies (Lakes or Ponds) which may be athributed to

' 1.-‘ . No basic mformatmn onwater bodies is available as the ponds or lakes azej:-

owned by both public and;private owners.

In view of ‘above, Hon' bLe NGT- may consu:lel following actions as proposed.

.CPCB and to consider, extension' of appropuate time Eor preparation of action!:.
plans far res’coraoon of water bodies (especially polluted ponds or lakes) by the

= N

States /1 UTs .and thereafter CPCB to review the action- plans received fro;

. States/UTs - as well a5 nnplemen’rahon of ‘action plans by the concerned!:;

" Btates/UTs."

... Bxpert Comxrﬁf:tee eonstxtui:ed by CPCB suggested CPCB for seeking time of six.
. ‘months for finalisation of the ‘guidelines for restoration of Ponds or Lakes.
- However, CPCB. wﬂlmake all POSBlble efforts to finalise the same within for 15

months' time.
. Thereafter, all the concerned States or UTs may finalise and submission of ach?n

: plans within four months to CPCB as well as implementation of approved action ;. ;

- plans’in a time frame of not more than two years. Details of activities to pe{."

performed are deta.lled below: -

|PROPSOED ACTIVI’I’IES FOR RE]UVENATION OF WATER BODIES | _




‘¢ J§N | [Actvity Proposed T Dngamzaﬁonnespmmible R
fol S : SARTRE

Identification and 'Geo-' . |NRSA, State Space Apphcaton e
Tagging of Ponds or Lakes in _ . Centre’ and Concemed State- Bl ISR
the Courtry .- v |Departments . ', e
: |Through Laboratories approved _ ol
. "7 lunder E.(P) Act, 1986. by the
t Assessment of Wate1 Quahty?__ o (Concerngd ;UL "State” [, fi0
-~ |of Ponds or lakes BRI Department/ULBs/State SRR I
© -7 ' . |Bnvitonment.: rDept. - o/ - [ "o
| N .'SPCB/PCC " S LA
- [Prioritization of Ponds or- : N
' [Lakes for restoration in 'State L i-' Bavironment .| L -
"] |consultetion  with the Department/ SPCB/PCC : -
" Irespective SPCB o N HCA A L
- {Preparation and submission S R DRI
of action plans for restoration - o " - Environment-‘ L ‘

of prioritized ponds or Lakes RS s
to CPCB for random scrutiny- Dep ent/ SPCB/ PCC . S I l
of proposed action plans et . IR

.- o - 2T
. . . . . N - 3
s S8 - - -1
W, D [N (o ——— ar
L R L
' N - - P e
. \

i e fen i —

. Sj:ate ‘ - '.‘Environment-' . ,
- |[Execution of approved action EIZP an::;e;‘;'f Sl;g:/ Pcigndz SEY I
1 plass S o . [Principal . Secretaf}',"'. El
S IR 3 ) N Enwronnient Department

12. Nmn-a’l:tamment cmes O P .:' EEERIE
: SnilnfomahonStatus SRR ' - . SRR
o *‘122n0n-attainmantc1ﬁes are Iocaf:edZBStates/’UTs Incomp]iancemth Directions: = SRS
L fof Hon'ble NGT to matter (C.A. 606/2018), no information has been providedby = ¥ . =
i ata{es - Jammu & Kashmir,® Jhatkhand, Himachal.  Pradlesh; Megha]aya, !
& agaland Orissa, ‘Punjab, Telangsna, U.P,, Uttrakhand; West Bengal Bihar, . e
' "Taﬂ'lﬂnadu, Karnataka, Chandigarhi and Assam, on the thematie ‘aréa, Detailed - _ @ " .ot
" . information provided by remaining 7 State/UTs (Andlua Pradesh; Chha’d:lsgarh CLo e
Maharashtra, Delhi, Gujarat, Madhya Pradesh & | Rajastha.n) is placed at Annexure : ;‘f‘, o

- ‘ 4 . . (R " . ' 0 ’ N i . H *
4 : : ' v

3:10.2 Obgervations R RN
Informatmn received from (7 States / UTs have been assessed foi' key parameters and AR

rhesamezsgnrenbelow ‘ R

} . . e |'_ “u R - " ae

o *Perfonhance of States/UTs { Non-aftainment Gﬁes] R A S DS S
. { Pataméter | Performance of States, . . ... | Nojuformatton ¢} .. ..
ST ‘ Good Average . | ¢ . Poor " ot Avaﬂable e e
L Submiéainnofl Chhattisgarh Ana}uraPradesﬁ j';-r" R VN Y B
._cilyaclionplans Delhi N . R S | U R
Ul i Gujarat j . N S SRR PP
! i ’67"‘ \ :I o E " ,
¢ . . o e .
i by it : L
{ . L ,i | ' .
i r
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I o
L " | N L I e " Lo ’ &
. . (IR 4 \ - $
L t ' . . ! - .
vty 3 . X. . P .
a- ! s iy Y " :"II L @
s ; J' \ o v o, . . ' . 1o i
; ' ! ’, Co T !
- HiL i
: Eid

Parameter

. Performance gf S’cates/UTs (Nonqattamment Cmes)

Performance of Siates

T

Good. Lo

Average

Poor

." b v

Mardhya P radesh
Mahara shtra
Rajastlwn '

- i o
.1 ®

Evaluafa exiﬁl'mg

Anmﬂmdesﬁi T

.o fairquality 7 Chhattisgarh . - "
~ ! | moenitoring © . | Deld ! v " \
F meohamsm . 'Guja.rat‘ S
o , L MadhyaPradesh .
SRS FR Lt  Mehayashfra -
R I ' | Rejasthan !, f..
e PreparationofAir ~do-. " v e ~
Quahty ' - < . rt: ELR I :r o '
Monitormg . PR R
i: | ‘Committee TR AL
.. [.Submission of Chhatr::sgqrh' S LR Andhra Pradesh
‘| Quartedy - *, . | Deli - T Maharashtra

N . Madhya Pradesh
! ) ' ' Maharashira
el Lo B Rajasthan
] jDe:velopment of .| Delhi: - Maharashtra
17| Publie . Maghya Pradesh .~ !
& | complaint. . S e
..: |'redressal .
.+ | mechanisms - :
L Submissionof - |- e Dethi : -
“'| Emezgeney. et e L :
o [Respomse System: | s T | T e
1'5" - .. Jha \ I""”$ S
‘.‘,,.“'-. " . A ! Rajasthan
[ ' '*Good. Component Subnmtted Average component partially submitted; Pq
Lo ' > information submitted
X CPCB’s observations based on the above assessment are given below: )
o R 1. I comp]mnce ‘with directions of Hon'ble NGT in the matter (©.A. 606/2018)"
: ,out of 122 cities in 23 Staf:es/ UTs (102 + 20), ,'status is received from only|39
cities (07 States) . - ’

o Progress Report'

' | Madhya Pradesh

Rejasthan -
Gujarat

', Sﬁbmissmnof

Consent Fund
Details '

Andhea Pradesh |

Delhi
Gujarat

i Clty action plans prepared through respective State Air Quality Momtorii;l el
""" committee. (AQMC] and approved for implementation for 39 non-attmp.;:néij L

(NA) cmes in 07 Stabes.

t

68

e
A
(s )




' :zeaeasmaaﬂﬂuwer

’ 1

- 2’.7%; a@

Ton . A
- L
L

| cltfes. ‘
vl Out of 39 cities Quarterly. Prcgress Repcrf is I'ECEI'VEd f'rom 17 c1t1es .
E dnd no compliance status received from.any of the state, except Delhi.

I attion plan as per Hon'ble NGT ' order provxded by afl 7 States.

|

5 '12 3 Recommendaﬁons

eﬁclosed format. (Antiexure XVI A). -
i

sdbmlf:tecl by respective States to CPCB within 2 montha from the order.

order dated November 'Jl "019 (O Al 68'1/‘7018) S

R

{‘J‘:.;]f"l' o | Jarjuary 31, 2020. - . . i

\ I'NGT order dated August 06,2019 - OA 681/‘7018)

3; i"i. Illegal sand mining.

3 13.1 Informa{:lon Status: ' L :
Total 11 States and Union Territories (Andbra Pradesh, Chhatnsgarh, Dadrs and: -

.Nagar Ha\reh, Delhi, Goa, Gujarat, Kerala,’ Madhya * :Pradesh, Mahe;rashtra, .
Ra]asthan, Tripnra) have submitted information; regardmg the illegal zhiring,
The information provided is per the points and diréctions of ‘Hon'ble NGT QA -
" No. 606/2b18 order dated-12.09.2019 Para 4 by.Triputa and Madliya Pradesh.’
State-wise mformanon received for Illegal sand rmnmg ds attached as’ Annexure

XVIL

PR S

69 : ,1 '-'I'ﬂ.IL: I. !

-

|
|
.
|
|
i
|

il Pubhc Complaint Redressal Mecharusms (PCRM) is to be prepared by all the.
| states harbouring Non-attainment c1t1es Out of 39 PCRM develoPed by 10 - -

2 ﬁmergency response system to be geveldped By all States/Uts is part of ordég, I o

vi} - No information/ proper 111rormahon on details of consent funds: alorlg with ’ o S

L Compliance status/Quarterly Progress Repnrt may bel submitted as per '

ot . i Public complamt redressal mechanism is to be p1epa::ed by a]l the St'ates/ UTs, .
) " ‘ A hé.rbourmg Non-attainment cities, as per Hon'ble NGT order dated November @ °
e BT e 21, 2019 (O.A. 681/2018), the portal is to-be developed -and report to be

o .
fiii Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu to submlt cﬂy act‘lon plan of newly. added s
s non-attmmnent cities in their state by January.31, 2020, as per Horl ble NGT _

L ivi- Hmergency response system to be developecl by all states and sublmtted to
ey C15CB by December 20, 2019; as: pe:r Hon’ble NGT order dated November 21,
U X 2019 (O.A. 681/2018) g S '

Detalls of consent funds a[cmg' w-;th action plan as per Hon’ble NGT order. -
‘daled August 06, 2019 (O.A. 681/2018) to be provided by all states, latest by :

" vk The States/UTs which are abIe to successfully conh‘ol air pollutton i, L
e et mehs“urable terms in respecl of 122 NACs may place their successfil models R
. i and best practices on their respective websites for the benefit of others. (Hon’ble -

836
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RS S

!.'-3.1:3;2 dﬁserﬁt’iﬁns

.3 13 3 Recommendahons- R
I - All States and UTs should 5ubmlt the mfornﬂ tion in the matter of Hon' bll;:':
NGT OA No. 606/ 2018 as per Para 4 of order«ated-12.09.2019 regardin

@Cu"

CPCB’s observahons on the m.formatmn submnitted by the States/TUTs is gweq:

- below:

i Tformation regardmg actmn taken in r:esncct of illegal mining in the!,
. States/UTs has been reported in the information prov 1ded by States/UTs!
.+ 1. --No illegal miring has been n.pcnted by Dadra and Nagra Haveli, DeIIu

S regu]atmns of sand mining. -
LR _,-Meehrlgs held at State/ District level on the matter.

- mining apphcable to individual states/ UTs.
Loen -Cases of ﬂlegal nunmc' and amount TRCOV ered therein reported.

l"'
-

the ﬂlegal sand mlmng

3 14 Ground Water extractmnfcontammaﬂon and re-charge

E ' _The StatesK UTs have not prov;ded any status on the issue- illegal extraction of
v ground water, hence, CPCB has no comments to offer. A note has been preparer‘r'l ;

.r.t Ground Water extrachon issues and is enclosed at Annexure XVIII,

|

'
!‘:
:
i
[
1:

é

' I3

.+ + - Keralaand Tripura, | -
© il Brief of action taken by States/UTs regarcing the illegal mining is as
oL follows, v
e Local regulatlons framed regardmg sand mining operatlon

" . Special Comirittee at.District level setup for 1mplemen’catmn of r

/
1

g

-4

.

N

: L StePs taken in compliance of Hon'ble NGT cases regarding illegal 1
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Item No. 04 & 05

24240
Attachment:Order NGT.pdf

Court No. 1

BEFORE THE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL

PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI

(Through Video Conferencing)

Original Application No. 804/2017

(Earlier O.A. No. 36/2012)
WITH
M.A. No. 1302/2018
IN
Interlocutory Application No. 63
IN
W. P. (C) No. 657/1995

Rajiv Narayan & Anr Applicant(s)
Versus

Union of India & Ors. Respondent(s)

With

The Research Foundation for Science, Technology

And Natural Resource Policy Applicant(s)
Versus

Union of India & Ors. Respondent(s)

Date of hearing: 12.04.2019

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ADARSH KUMAR GOEL, CHAIRPERSON
HON’BLE DR. NAGIN NANDA, EXPERT MEMBER

For Applicant(s):

For Respondent (s):

Mr. Raj Panjwani, Senior Advocate

Ms. Meera Gopal, Advocate

Mr. Rahul Choudhary, Advocate

K. Enatoli Sema and Mr. Amit Kumar Singh Advocates
for State of Nagaland

Mr. Manish Kumar, Advocate

Mr. Sriansh Prakash and Mr. Raj Kumar Maurya,
Advocates for EDMC

Mr. Daleep Dhyani, Advocate for UPPCB

Mr. Amit Tiwari, Advocate for SOUP

Mr. Raj Kumar, Advocate for CPCB

ORDER

The issue for consideration is non-compliance of the Hazardous and

Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement) Rules,

2016. The status reports filed by the States were considered with

reference to the following:
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“1. As to what is the total generation of hazardous waste in
their respective States.

2. Which agencies have been authorized in terms of rules
to collect, transport, disposed of and the process of the
hazardous wastes.

3. What is the capacity of the plants which have been
given due authorization for that purpose.

4. What happens and how the remnant hazardous waste
is being dealt with.

5. The members who have been allotted any of the
authorized plants and are not sending hazardous
waste to those plants. What action the concerned
authorities i.e. the State Government and the respective
States and State Pollution Control Boards have taken
so far, against such members.

These details should be filed within one week from
today.”

Vide order dated 30.07.2018, the Tribunal found that Central
Pollution Control Board (CPCB) was required to prepare a
consolidated review report every year under Rule 20, based on
reports of the State Pollution Control Boards (SPCBs). The Tribunal

directed as follows:

“(i) All the States, where the hazardous waste is being generated must
set up Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facility (I'SDF) facility of
adequate capacity at appropriate locations within three months
from today and forthwith imitate action against erring units.

(ii) Central Government and Central Pollution Control Board must
forthwith monitor the compliance of the rules by reviewing the need
for action in all the states.

(iii) The Central Pollution Control Board may forthwith constitute a
monitoring Committee for the purpose it may appoint a Nodal
Officer exclusively to oversee the compliance of the rules. The
Member Secretary CPCB may act as a Nodal Officer till a substitute
is found. The action taken must be placed on the website of the
Central Pollution Control Board within 3 months from today.
Compliance report be filed before this Tribunal on or before 30th
November, 2018, which will be treated as a separate application.”
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Setting up of Treatment, Disposal and Storage Facility (TSDF) being

an urgent and important requirement which was required to be

monitored as above. In compliance of the directions of the Tribunal,

an affidavit has been filed on 08.02.2019 by the CPCB stating that on

09.08.2018 a Monitoring Committee was constituted headed by Dr.

Ajay A. Deshpande, former Expert Member, NGT. CPCB also issued

directions under Section S of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986

on 30.01.2019 for all the SPCBs/Pollution Control Committees

(PCCs) as follows:

“a) Ensure that all the solvent recovery industries in the state have

b)

d)

mandatory Authorisation for the same in compliance with the SOP
and Checklist issued by CPCB for solvent recovery units, within
one month. The said SOP and checklist have been circulated to all
SPCBs/PCCs vide letter no. B29016/(SC)/1(55-1V)/ 17-18/ WM-
II/18152-86 dated 08/3/2018 and is also available at CPCB
website http://cpcb.nic.in/ uploads/ hwmd/ utilizaionspent
solvent.pdf.

Ensure that these solvent recovery industries shall immediately
follow the SOP, for safe and scientific spent solvent handling,
processing and storage.

Ensure that such solvent recovery units shall comply with the
provisions of HOWM Rules, 2016, in terms of interstate transport of
Hazardous waste and manifest document prescribed under Rule
18 and 19 of the HOWM Rules, 2016, with immediate effect.
Stringent action be taken against the erring industries who are
giving the spent solvent to such recycling industries without
following the manifest systems.

Conduct industry interaction programs within a month to create
awareness and sensitization on HOWM Rules, 2016 with all the
stakeholder industries of Spent Solvent generation/ utilization.

Prepare an inventory of such solvent recovery units and publish the
same on their website for information of all, stakeholders within
one month with copy to CPCB within one month.”

The Monitoring Committee furnished its interim report in compliance

of orders of this Tribunal after reviewing the various aspects of

enforcement of the Rules proposing actions as follows:

“|

Sl

| Observations | Proposed Actions (Responsible |
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No. Agency and timeline of action)
1 Hazardous waste | 1. There is a need to wurgently

identification: - Uniformity
in assessment, Byproducts
and solvents (Details in
Chapter 4 — Section 4.1.1)

a. The Rules define by-
products very categorically
linking it to its intended use.
Presently, there is no
verification or appraisal of
such continuous intended use
before  classifying  certain
waste as a byproduct. There is
a need for SOP/guidelines for
identification of by-products
based on the manufacturing
process as well as intended
use.

b. Applicability of various
clauses of the HW Rules to
the ‘other waste’ also needs to
be defined clearly in the Rules
itself.

c. Presently, there is hardly
any scientific examination or
scrutiny for identification and
quantification of HW prior to
grant of authorisation.

d. The HW Rules basically

focuses on a close loop
approach for the HW
Management which is

reflected in the adoption of
manifest system in order to
ensure that the HW
movement is continuously
tracked till its final disposal
(Cradle to Grave approach).

e. However, in case of spent
solvent sent for solvent
recovery, such manifest
system seems to be ending at
the door step of the spent
solvent recycler. It would be
advisable to continue this
manifest system right upto
the actual user of such
recovered solvent from solvent
recovery plant to ensure
appropriate  regulation  of
spent solvent plant
performance and appropriate
accounting and use of
recovered solvent.

The similar approach is also
required to be adopted in all
cases of recycling/recovery/
utilisation such as used oil,
waste oil, lead scrap, spent
acid, spent catalyst, etc.

prepare a guidelines or protocol on
how to decide the by-product on
specific criteria. This can be done
based on chemical process involved
in order to bring consistency in
approach.
(MoEF&CC and CPCB: 06 months)
2. Other waste is presently missing
from all the regulatory actions,
including inventory. It is necessary
to bring such waste in regulatory
domain, as envisaged in the rules.
(SPCBs/PCCs: inventory of 2018-

19 onwards).
3. SPCBs/PCCs need to take steps
to ensure closing of the manifests
received and reconcile the HW
handling data. This work is
humungous and need support in
terms of software and online
submissions.

(SPCBs /PCCs).
4. Pan India IT based solution is
suggested for tracking HW. Such
integrated data handling and
management solution is under
implementation by CPCB which the
committee would like to review in
next phase.
S. The pre-processing and
recycling/utilisation facilities need
to be treated as critical
environmental infrastructure
facilities for sound environmental
management of hazardous waste so
as to ensure enhanced level and
frequency of enforcement and
environmental monitoring.
Elaborate protocols are needed to
be developed.
(SPCBs /PCCs: continuous activity).
6. According to Rules, the
identification and quantification of
the hazardous waste generation is
to be done at the authorisation
stage itself and therefore, it is
necessary that SPCBs shall adopt
the scientific principles as
enumerated for such identification
and quantification of HW.

(SPCB/PCCs: Immediate)
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Grant of Authorisation by
SPCBs/PCCs (Details in
Chapter 4 - Section 4.1.2)

a. The Rules stipulates
requirement of enclosing field
inspection report while
granting authorisation

b. The committee observed
that only in few cases the
SPCBs are enclosing the said

field inspection report
alongwith authorisation
granted.

C. Further, such filed
inspection report lacks details

w.r.t to adequacy of the
facilities on storage,
transportation, treatment,

recycling/utilisation, disposal,
etc.

1. Uniform format for visits and
inspections of HW  handling
facilities is necessary to ensure
comprehensive inspections as per
the provisions of the Rules. A
format is proposed by the

Committee which is given at
Annexure XVI.
2. The authorisation document

should clearly stipulate respective
mode of management (such as
common or captive
incineration/secured landfilling or
pre-processing or recycling or
utilization or export or captive
storage, as applicable) for each
category of HW being generated.
(SPCB/PCCs: immediate)

Inventory (Details in
Chapter 4 - Section 4.2)

a. Inventories are based on
reporting by the
generators/occupiers through
annual report as well as
authorisation.

b. The inventory data do not
cover all the industries who
have been granted
authorisation. It also does not
cover the hazardous waste
from domestic sources,
interstate movement,
import/export of hazardous
waste, and other waste.

c. The inventories are not
verified and validated based
on the scientific principles by
the State Pollution Control
Boards/Pollution Control
Committees (SPCBs/PCCs).

d. There is a substantial
variation in the quantity
declared in the authorisation
and actual quantity of
hazardous waste generation
declared in the annual report.
e. Quantities reported in the
captive utilisation of
hazardous waste appear to be
on higher side and are not
verified.

f. There are no standard
protocol/guidelines for
preparation of HW inventory
based on sound scientific
principles and approach
which is a basic necessity to
ensure uniform and
consistent preparation of HW
inventory by different

1. Standard guidelines and protocol
based on scientific fundamentals
for preparation of inventory should
be prepared by CPCB and strictly
followed by the SPCBs/PCCs to
ensure reliable and credible
inventory.
(SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB/:
inventory of 2018-19 onwards)
2. SPCBs/PCCs shall verify and
scientifically validate the HW data
and facilities before grant or
renewal of authorisation.
(SPCBs/PCCs: inventory of 2018-

19 onwards)
3. There is an emergent need to
develop  sectoral process based

reasonable HW generation range to
have uniformity in assessing the
HW generation from industries and
benchmarking the same with its
peers, rather than solely depending
on industry data. (SPCBs/PCCs:
continuous activity)
4. All occupiers who have
authorisations shall submit the
Annual report and in case of non-
compliance, action needs to be
taken by SPCB/PCC.
(SPCBs/PCCs: inventory of 2018-
19 onwards)
S. The timelines for inventory
preparation as envisaged in Rules
be strictly complied with by
SPCBs/PCCs. Preparation of
country’s inventory by CPCB is
dependent on such timely
submission by SPCBs/PCCS.
(SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB)
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SPCBs/PCCs.

Enforcement actions.
(Details in Chapter 5)

a. Though there have been
several incidents on record of
noncompliance of HW
Regulations resulting in
discharge of HW in

environment, the  powers
vested with the
CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs for
recovering environmental

damages under Rules 23(1)
has not been invoked.

b. Only three States namely
Maharashtra, Telangana and
Madhya Pradesh have
reported prosecution actions
under Section 15 of EP Act,
1986.

c. There are hardly few cases
where the SPCBs/PCCs have
invoked provisions related to
revocation and/or refusal of
authorisation in view of the
observed noncompliances.

d. Inspection report, mostly is
not attached along with the
authorisation granted.
Wherever inspection reports
have been attached such
reports lack in required
information for appraisal.

1. SPCBs/PCCs shall invoke the
powers conferred under clause 23
(1) and (2) of the Rules, related to
all damages caused to the
environment or third party due to
improper handling and
management of the hazardous and
other wastes, and non-compliance
respectively. CPCB has already
issued guidelines for Liability
assessment, for invoking clause
23(1) and (2) of HW Rules. CPCB
shall also take consequential
actions under clause 23 (1) as per
the said guidelines wherever
directions under section 5 of the
E(P) Act have been issued by CPCB,
noticing environmental damages.
(SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB:

Immediate).

2. The habitual and serious
defaulters shall be prosecuted
under provisions of the

Environment (Protection) Act, 1986.
Other alternative regulatory actions
including refusal and revocation of
Authorisation can also be explored
following the due process.
(SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)
S Non-compliance to be
documented while processing
authorisation for renewal or
inspections in order to invoke
powers of refusal or revocation of
Authorisation as per Rules.
(SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)
4. Urgent updation of concerned
websites of SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB
with respect to all enforcement
actions along with details of
industries and action taken.
(SPCBs/PCCs/ CPCB: Immediate)
S. There is need to have an
enforcement framework for effective
enforcement of Rules based on
principle of proportionality and
also, precautionary principle. Such
framework will remove ambiguity in
regulatory actions and bring
transparency, predictability and
consistency in enforcement for
actions.
(SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB: within 06
months)

Hazardous waste utilisation
and recycle. Issues and need
of improvements (Details in
Chapter 4 - Section 4.3)

a. The inventory data shows
skewed variation in utilisation
of HW pattern among different

1. The inventory data needs to be
verified and validated before
accepting the same. The states
shall adopt the proposed guidelines
immediately while preparation of
HW inventory.

(SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)
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States. For example in
Gujarat about 36 % of the HW
generated is either recycled or
utilised, whereas in
Maharashtra 0.98 % HW
generated is recycled and

utilised.
b. Maharashtra is  not
authorising and promoting

the co-processing which is
one of the major option of
utilisation of HW, although

the HW Rules provided
hierarchy of waste
management promoting

recycle and utilisation of the
HW. There is a need to have a
consistent and scientific
approach to promote the HW
recycle and reuse in
consonance of the objective of
the HW Rules expressed in
terms of hierarchy,
throughout the country.

. There are certain
environmental risks
associated with the recycle
and utilisation of the HW in
case of non-compliance. It is
therefore necessary that such
recycle and utilisation of HW
is strictly regulated in terms
of the performance of such
recycle and utilisation.

d. There is need to
immediately prepare
guidelines for high volume low
impact waste like slags from
pyrometallurgical operations,
fly ash, red mud, Jarosite,
mine  tailings and ore
beneficiation rejects.

€. More clarity is required on
the application of Rule 9
particularly in case of captive
utilisation. Presently, it is very
difficult for SPCB/PCC field
staff to investigate and
analyse such claims of
industry. Therefore, presently,
the data given by industry is
relied upon in totality.

f. The pre-processing facilities
collect the HW from different
industries and carry out the
homogenization/blending
activities to achieve the
required calorific value and
other desired specification for
co-processing. As this
industry sector indulge in
handling the wide range of

2. There is emergent need of
consistent approach in recycle and
utilisation of HW in terms waste
management hierarchy mandated
in the rules across all the States in
order to ensure the level playing
field for the industry. This can be
achieved by advocacy programme
such as concept of waste exchange
banks, know your waste
programme, circular economy,
documentation of the success
stories along with regulatory
interventions wherever required.
(SPCBs/PCCs)
3. It is also necessary to develop
certain benchmarks/guidelines for
the possibilities of HW
recycle/utilization on case to case
basis. For example, for co-
processing at Cement plants the
Thermal Substitution Ratio (TSR)
can be an objective criterion to
decide the potential to use HW for
utilisation purpose. The range of
TSR at different cement plants can
be collated to develop a database
for sound coprocessing practices.
(SPCBs/PCCs)

4. The concept of environmental
benchmarking among the similar
industries generating HW can be
useful to ensure consistency and
uniformity. The emerging trend of
circular economy would be a key
intervention for rationalising the
HW generation and
reuse /utilisation

(SPCBs/PCCs: continuous activity)
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wastes from different
industries, it would be
prudent to have improved
enforcement regime in terms
of number of inspections,
detailing of inspection,
environmental monitoring and
reporting of waste
receive/disposed etc. on the
lines of common facilities.

Common Treatment,
Storage and Disposal
facilities: reporting. (Details
in Chapter 4 - Section 4.5)
a. The Committee has
observed that in some cases
the TSDF rejects the
consignment received from
the waste generator for non-
compliance of acceptance
criteria. This consignment is
returned back to the waste
generator.

b. The site selection criteria,
design and layout are the
critical parameters for
establishment of the TSDF. In
addition, waste storage,
stabilization, landfilling,
incineration and leachate
management are critical
operations. The committee
has observed non-compliance
of these guidelines For
example TSDE at Balotra,
Roorkee, Kanpur, etc.

c. Of 18 SPCBs/PCCs having
common secured landfills, 06
SPCBs have still not opened
Escrow Account provision for
postclosure  monitoring of
common SLF.

d. Compliance of the Hon’ble
NGT orders dated
30/07/2018 with regard to
setting of TSDFs and taking
imitating  actions  against
erring units- Only Goa and
Odisha have submitted action
plan with timeframe for
setting of Common SLF +
Incinerator and Common
Incinerator respectively. Only
Odisha has taken action
against erring units

1. The practice of returning the HW
consignment needs to be
immediately stopped and the
consignment needs to be stored
within the TSDF with information
to the waste generator and also the
concerned SPCB. The TSDF shall
take appropriate measures to
dispose this waste at the risk and
cost of the waste generator under
due information to the SPCB
immediately on priority. Though the
present guidelines prescribed that
the waste shall be sent back to the

waste generators, this practice
needs to be immediately
discontinued in view of non-

accounting of the waste once it is
out of manifest protocol and the
associated environmental risks.
(SPCBs/PCCs/TSDFs: immediate)
2. SPCBs/PCCs shall conduct
environmental audit including the
site selection criteria, design and
layout for the TSDFs in next one
year. They can engage expert
institutes for the purpose and seek
CPCB’s technical advice on the ToR
of the study, if  required.
(SPCBs/PCCs: 01 year)

3. All the Common SLF shall
disclose the mandatory amount
deposited in Escrow Account
annually to SPCB/PCC, CPCB and
display on their website.
SPCB/PCC to take action in case of
non-compliance. (SPCBs/PCCs:
immediate)

4. It is necessary that the Hon’ble
NGT orders dated 30/07/2018 with
regard to setting up of TSDF and
taking imitate actions against
erring units be strictly complied
with by the concerned State/UT
Government and SPCBs/PCCs.
(State/UT Governments and
SPCBs/PCCs: immediate)

Contaminated sites: Status,
identification, need of
urgent action, investment,
capacity building,

1. It is mnecessary that such
contaminated site database is
developed after due verification by
SPCBs/PCCs and validation by
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guidelines. (Details in
Chapter 4 — Section 4.7)

The Committee has initiated
work on  monitoring  of
direction of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court with regard to

contaminated site WP
657/1995 and has discussed
the matter with

SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB and the
petitioner Shri Sanjay Parikh,
Adv. The Committee
recognised the monitoring of
this aspect has a large scope
and the committee intends to
focus on this specific issue in
coming days. In the mean-
time committee has made

following preliminary
observations and record the
need of immediate
interventions.

a. MoEF&CC/CPCB have
identified total 329 potentially
hazardous waste
contaminated sites and
subjected them for screening
based on verification by the
SPCBs. After the verification
by SPCBs, the total 144 sites
have been identified as
contaminated sites and 57
sites are still under
evaluation. The Committee is
of the opinion that the
identification of the
contaminated sites is an
elaborate process involving
objective criteria and standard
protocols. It is expected that
SPCBs and CPCB shall follow
such objective criteria and
standard protocol to identify
the contaminated sites and
also to assess their scope and
extent of contamination.

b. Out of 144 identified
contaminated sites, CPCB has
prioritised 8 sites for which
DPR for assessment and
remediation has been
prepared. However, there is
an urgent need to execute this
remediation plan on top
priority. The Committee has
been informed that the
required financial resources
for such remediation have not
been mobilised so far.

c. There is a change in
number of such identified
sites over the period which

CPCB or some expert third party,
so as to ensure the reliability of
such data base. The entire process
of screening, verification and
validation needs to be as per
standard protocol and the data
needs to be owned by both
SPCB/PCC and CPCB, not leaving
the things at state level alone.
(SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB: continuous
activity)

2. CPCB should update national
priority list of such confirmed
contaminated sites. (CPCB:
continuous activity)

3. Concerned SPCBs/PCCs shall
identify the responsible
person/industry, for each of these
contaminated sites for suitable
application for polluter pays
principle for the remediation
programme in line with the CPCB
guidelines ‘Implementing Liabilities
for Environmental Damages &
Disposal of Hazardous Waste and
Penalty’. (SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate
and continuous activity)

4. Both SPCBs and CPCB shall
continue the process of
identification of probable
contaminated sites and subject
them to identification criteria and
decide their status as well as scope
and extent of such contamination.
This process is a dynamic and need
to be a regular feature of
enforcement. (SPCBs/PCCs and
CPCB: continuous activity)

5. In case of the contaminated sites
where the polluter is not identified,
the State/UT Government would be
required to finance remediation of
such sites to safeguard the people
living in contaminated areas from
adverse health effects, in terms of
their constitutional responsibility to

protect and improve the
environment.
(States /UTs Government and

SPCBs/PCCs) 6. SPCBs/PCCs need
to initiate immediate intervention
measures for containing immediate
threats from existing contaminated
sites (in both active and inactive
sites) and also further ingress of
HW. (SPCBs/PCCs: immediate)
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could be due to Ilisting/
delisting of probable
contaminated sites as a result
of increased enforcement and
monitoring  activities, and
variations in criteria.

Impact of other regulations
(Details in Chapter 4 -
Section 4.2)

The committee notes that HW
resulting from enforcement of
other regulations like E-waste,
SW rules etc are presently not
accounted in the HW
management plans under HW
rules. Committee finds a need
to consider impact of other
regulations while planning
HW management including
preparation of inventory and
assessing the impacts.

a. As per E-waste regulation,
in case of fluorescent and
other mercury containing
lamp where recyclers are not
available, such waste is
channelized to common TSDF
for disposal after
pretreatment/immobilization
of mercury. Such waste
should also be accounted into
HW inventorisation.

b. In case of solid waste rules,
there is a separate category of
domestic = HW. . which is
expected to be disposed in the
Common Hazardous facility,
however, there is no data or
information available on the
quantity and quality of such
domestic HW available so far.

SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB need to
take cognizance of these aspects
while enforcing the relevant rules
and also, preparation of HW
inventory and other interventions.
(SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB)

Import and export. (Details
in Chapter 4 — Section 4.6)
a. Harmonization of Basel
codes with ITC (HS codes):
The Ministry (MOEF) provides
permission on the basis of
Basel codes while DGFT uses
HS codes. There is a need to
synchronize the two codes to
avoid confusion.

b. Risk management
assessment: The customs
authorities use the risk
management system (RMS) to
enable low risk consignments
to be cleared based on the
acceptance of the importer’s
self-assessment and without
examination. Roughly 30
percent of containers covered
under risk management out of

Committee would deliberate on this
issue further for making detailed
recommendations. Still however,
following recommendations on co-
ordination and data management
are made;

1. There is need to synchronise
Basel code and HS codes to cover
all scheduled items as per HW rules
in customs verification and control
more effectively. (MoEF&CC,
Custom and Port Authorities)

2. CAG has come out with details of
illegal HW import and its storage in
ports and ICDs. This needs to be
verified on priority and action be
taken for disposal of the same in
terms of earlier orders of Hon’ble
Supreme Court. (Custom and Port

Authorities)

3. Improve traceability of importers:

10
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which 10 percent are | The Customs authorities could
physically verified. There are | make the registration process of
different types of waste | importers more stringent as there
streams which have not been | have been cases where importers
integrated in the RMS. There | have never been able to be traced
is a need to review the |when their illegal imports were
import/export data of various | intercepted (MoEF&CC, DGEFT,
waste streams and include | Custom and Port authorities)
them in RMS. Further, waste
streams in Schedule III -

Parts A, B and D and
Schedule VI that are often
mis-declared by importers
need to be identified and
added to the RMS.

c. Collaboration between
regulating authorities:
Regular interaction between
the Ministry of Environment,
Forest and Climate Change,
CPCB, SPCBs/PCCs, customs
and ports authorities should
take place with frequent
consultative meetings and
trainings in order to avoid
working in silos.

10 Capacity building in CPCB | 1. Each of the
and SPCBs/PCCs and other | SPCBs/PCCs/Custom/TSDF, as
agencies (trained adequate | listed in report, need to have at
manpower, laboratory, | least one laboratory where all HW
budget) (Details in Chapter | parameters as required under the
4 - Section 4.7 and 4.8) Rules can be analysed.

(SPCBs/PCCs/Custom/TSDF: 06
months)

2. Capacity building in
SPCBs/PCCs for rapid preliminary
assessment of contaminated sites,
which ~ may include practical
training on use of tools for soil and
groundwater screening such as
hand-held XRF instruments,
Colorimeter, PID for VOCs/ SVOCs,
hand operated augers, groundwater
pumps, level meters, etc. (CPCB: 06
months)

3.SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB needs
capacity building in terms of
qualified and experienced
manpower and also, tools and
techniques for effective governance.
Committee is informed about steps
being taken by SPCBs and would
review the same in detail.
(MoEF&CC, State/UT Government,
CPCB and SPCBs [/ PCCs:
Immediate)

11. Duties performed by | 1. There is need to sensitize
State/UT Govt. as stipulated | State/UT Govts. about duties
under the HOWM Rules, | required to be performed by the
2016 (Details in Chapter 5) concerned department/agency as
The State Govts. have been | stipulated under Rule 5(1), 5(2),

11
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entrusted with duties of | 5(3) and Schedule VII of the HOWM
authorising Dept. of | Rules, 2016.

Industry/other Govt. agency | Hon’ble NGT may issue appropriate
and Dept. of Labour/other | directions in this regard.

Govt. agency with regard to | (All State/UT Govts.: Immediate)
allocation/earmarking of
industrial space, recognition/
registration/ health &
safety/etc. of workers involved
in recycling/ preprocessing/
other utilization activities of
HW and submission of
integrated plan under Rule
5(1), (2) and (3) respectively:
The State Govt. has also been
entrusted with duties of
identification and notification
of sites for common TSDF and
publishing periodically
inventory of disposal sites as
stipulated under Schedule VII
of the HOWM Rules, 2016.

It has been observed that
actions have not been taken
on the above (except
identification and notification
for common TSDFs in few
States) by the State/UT Govt.
and there is lack of awareness
among them in this regard.

Having regard to the sensitiveness of the issue and impact of non-
compliance on environment and public health, the above
recommendations need to be fully implemented and monitored by the
Chief Secretaries at State Level and by the MoEF&CC and CPCB at

national level.

The affidavit of CPCB further states that the Committee has not
covered all the aspects and certain other aspects which remain to be
considered include contaminated site, capacity building of regulators,
issues related to import and export of hazardous waste etc. for which

further time of six months is required.

We are of the view that the Committee must complete its task

expeditiously within three months from today. In view of the fact that

12
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two months have already gone by after the affidavit was filed, its final

report may now be submitted on or before 31.07.019.

It is made clear that if the progress in implementation of the Rules is
not found to be adequate, the States may be required to furnish
performance guarantees to comply with the Rules in a time bound

manner.

CPCB may determine the scale of compensation to be recovered for
violation of the Rules within one month from today and furnish a
report to this Tribunal by-email at ngt.filing@gmail.com. CPCB may
furnish final action taken report in the matter on or before 15.08.019

by e-mail at ngt.filing@gmail.com.

The Chief Secretaries may look into the issue of capacity building of

the SPCBs/PCCs to deal with the issue of compliance of the Rules.

List for further consideration on 26.08.2019.

Adarsh Kumar Goel, CP

Dr. Nagin Nanda, EM

April 12, 2019

Original Application No. 804 /2017
(Earlier O.A. No. 36/2012)

DV

13
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VI. | Directions 20

Preface

The matter has been taken up in continuation of order dated
12.04.2019 on the subject of review of compliance of the Hazardous
and Other Wastes (Management and Transboundary Movement)
Rules, 2016 (HOWM Rules).

Due to alarming situation created by generation and unscientific
dumping of hazardous waste resulting in serious and irreversible
damage to the environment and public health, the issue was
considered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court inter alia in Writ Petition
No. 657/ 1995, The Research Foundation for Science, Technology and
Natural Resource Policy Vs. Union of India & Ors., (2005) 10 SCC 510.
Directions were issued for preparation of a comprehensive report on
illegal hazardous waste dump sites, inventory of generation of such
waste, National Inventory for Rehabilitation of Hazardous Waste
Dump Sites and Regulation of Import etc. The Hon’ble Supreme
Court referred to Basel Convention and MARPOL Convention and also

considered and accepted the recommendation of the High Powered
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Committee on the subject of handling of hazardous waste generated
by the ship breaking process and also the waste oil or such other
material. MOEF&CC was directed to consider making a provision for
bank guarantee by the importers using used oil, furnace oil and zinc
waste to regulate illegal transboundary movement of hazardous
waste. Directions were also issued for publication of toxic inventory
and community participation. Timelines were prescribed for twenty
nine specified activities to be undertaken by MoEF&CC, CPCB,
SPCBs/PCCs. The matter was disposed of vide judgment dated
06.07.2012 reported in (2012) 7 SCC 769 reiterating continued
compliance of earlier directions with further directions for scientific
handling of hazardous waste including ship breaking, banning import
of hazardous waste and reviewing and revising Hazardous Waste
(Management and Handling) Rules, 1989 to cover the aspects not
satisfactorily dealt with and also to provide adequate protection to the

workers and the public.

II. Proceedings before the Tribunal

We may note the background of proceedings of this matter in this
Tribunal. The Original Application (O.A No. 36/2012) sought
regulation of polluting activities in Ghaziabad in the light of
newspaper reports that Ghaziabad was topping the list of polluted
areas. The application was disposed of on 13.01.2015 with certain
directions. Thereafter while considering various reports on

environmental pollution vide order dated 29.08.2017, scope of

386
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proceedings was extended to all the states in the country relating to

compliance of HOWM Rules, with following direction:

1.

2.

“As to what is the total generation of hazardous waste in their
respective States.

Which agencies have been authorized in terms of rules to collect,
transport, disposed of and the process of the hazardous wastes.

What is the capacity of the plants which have been given due
authorization for that purpose.

What happens and how the remnant hazardous waste is being
dealt with.

The members who have been allotted any of the authorized
plants and are not sending hazardous waste to those plants.
What action the concerned authorities i.e. the State Government
and the respective States and State Pollution Control Boards
have taken so far, against such members. These details should
be filed within one week from today.”

Thereafter vide order dated 25.10.2017 the Tribunal disposed off the

application with liberty to file independent application on the subject

of HOWM Rules. This led to application being assigned new O.A No.

804/2017.

In the course of consideration of the said matter on 30.07.2018 the

Tribunal noted the status of compliance of the HOWM Rules in

various states and directed as follows:

“(i) All the States, where the hazardous waste is being
generated must set up Treatment, Storage and
Disposal Facility (TSDF) facility of adequate capacity at
appropriate locations within three months from today
and forthwith imitate action against erring units.

(ii) Central Government and Central Pollution Control
Board must forthwith monitor the compliance of the
rules by reviewing the need for action in all the states.

(iii) The Central Pollution Control Board may forthwith
constitute a monitoring Committee for the purpose it
may appoint a Nodal Officer exclusively to oversee the
compliance of the rules. The Member Secretary CPCB
may act as a Nodal Officer till a substitute is found.
The action taken must be placed on the website of the
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Central Pollution Control Board within 3 months from
today. Compliance report be filed before this Tribunal
on or before 30th November, 2018, which will be
treated as a separate application.”

6. On 18.07.2018, the Hon’ble Supreme Court considered the prayer to

deal with the issues which according to the applicant had not been

earlier covered. The said issues were transferred to this Tribunal. The

application mentioned the said issues to be as follows:

“A.

B.

SICN!

Q'

Preparation of a National Inventory of Hazardous
wastes;

Complete identification and registration of Hazardous
wastes generating units in the country;

Construction of TSDF/ Land fills;

Hazardous Waste Dump Sites;

Waste oil/used oil read with the order dated
23.10.2007;

Setting up of laboratories at the dock/ ports;
Institutional Reforms in MoEF, CPCB, SPCB, PCC;
National policy documents on Hazardous Wastes as
well as cleaner technology;

Regarding workers handling hazardous wastes.”

7. In pursuance of the above M.A No. 1302/2018 was filed before this

Tribunal. Vide order dated 05.12.2018, this Tribunal directed that

the issues being connected to the implementation of judgment dated

06.07.2012 of the Hon’ble Supreme Court may be considered by the

Committee constituted by the CPCB in pursuance of order of this

Tribunal dated 30.07.2018 on 09.08.2018.

III.Constitution of Committee by CPCB and Direction

SPCBs/PCCs

to
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8. We may note that the CPCB in compliance of the order of this
Tribunal constituted a Monitoring Committee on 09.08.2018 and
issued directions on 30.01.2019 to all the SPCBs/PCCs as follows:

“a) Ensure that all the solvent recovery industries in the
state have mandatory Authorisation for the same in
compliance with the SOP and Checklist issued by
CPCB for solvent recovery units, within one month.
The said SOP and checklist have been circulated to
all SPCBs/PCCs vide letter no. B29016/(SC)/ 1(55-
IV)/17-18/WMII/ 18152-86 dated 08/3/2018 and is

also available at CPCB website
http://cpcb.nic.in/uploads/hwmd/ utilizaionspent
solvent.pdf.

b) Ensure that these solvent recovery industries shall
immediately follow the SOP, for safe and scientific
spent solvent handling, processing and storage.

c) Ensure that such solvent recovery units shall comply
with the provisions of HOWM Rules, 2016, in terms of
interstate transport of Hazardous waste and
manifest document prescribed under Rule 18 and 19
of the HOWM Rules, 2016, with immediate effect.
Stringent action be taken against the erring industries
who are giving the spent solvent to such recycling
industries without following the manifest systems.

d) Conduct industry interaction programs within a month to
create awareness and sensitization on HOWM Rules,
2016 with all the stakeholder industries of Spent
Solvent generation/ utilization.

e) Prepare an inventory of such solvent recovery units and
publish the same on their website for information of
all, stakeholders within one month with copy to CPCB
within one month.”
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9.

IV.Reports of the Committee, Action by the SPCBs/PCCs Further

Reports of the CPCB and consideration by this Tribunal

Interim Report dated 29.01.2019 by the Monitoring Committee -

The Monitoring Committee gave its interim report dated 29.01.2019

under the following headings:

1.

10.

11.

Hazardous waste identification: - Uniformity in
assessment, Byproducts and solvents (Details in
Chapter 4 — Section 4.1.1)

Grant of Authorisation by SPCBs/PCCs (Details in
Chapter 4 — Section 4.1.2)

Inventory (Details in Chapter 4 — Section 4.2)
Enforcement actions. (Details in Chapter 5)

Hazardous waste utilisation and recycle. Issues and
need of improvements (Details in Chapter 4 — Section
4.3)

Common Treatment, Storage and Disposal facilities:
reporting. (Details in Chapter 4 — Section 4.5)

Contaminated sites: Status, identification, need of
urgent action, investment, capacity building,
guidelines. (Details in Chapter 4 — Section 4.7)

Impact of other regulations (Details in Chapter 4 —
Section 4.2)

Import and export. (Details in Chapter 4 — Section
4.6)

Capacity building in CPCB and SPCBs/PCCs and
other agencies (trained adequate manpower,

laboratory, budget) (Details in Chapter 4 — Section
4.7 and 4.8)

Duties performed by State/UT Gout. as stipulated
under the HOWM Rules, 2016 (Details in Chapter 5)

On each of the above subjects, the Committee

recommendations for time bound action.

made
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10.

11.

12.

Order of the Tribunal dated 12.04.2019- The report was considered

by the Tribunal on 12.04.20109. The Tribunal accepted the
recommendations and directed the Chief Secretaries of the States at
the State level and Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate
Change (MoEF&CC) and CPCB at the national level to monitor the
compliance of the recommendations. The Committee was directed to
complete its remaining task within three months. The CPCB was to
complete its report on the regime of compensation for violation of the

HOWM Rules.

Report of CPCB on Compensation regime - Learned Counsel for

the CPCB states that as per order of this Tribunal dated 12.04.2019,
report dated 10.05.2019 has been prepared on the subject of
compensation regime and will be filed, if the same has not been

earlier filed.

Final Report of the Committee dated 23.07.2019- The CPCB has

also filed “Final Report of Monitoring Committee on Management of
Hazardous Waste” on 23.07.2019. The issues dealt with in the report
are:

[. Contaminated Sites and Related Issues

II. Import and Export of Hazardous Wastes and Issues

[II. Waste Reception Facilities for wastes generated from ships and

issues
IV. Impact of HW on Workers’ Health
V. Status of compliance of issues with regard to orders of Hon’ble

Supreme Court dated 14.10.2003
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The committee has suggested disposal of accumulated waste
through Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities (TSDFs) or on-
site secured landfilling (SLF), preparation of guidelines for
identification and assessment of contaminated sites, capacity
building programme for officials of SPCBs/PCCs to deal with the
subject, assessment of 195 sites for probable contamination,
resolution of issues relating to financial arrangement between
Central-State Government for remediation of contaminated sites,
revising policy framework, speedy disposal of confiscated
consignments imported illegally, upgrading the laboratories,
finalizing procedure for taking bank guarantee from importers to
safeguard against illegal import of hazardous waste, strengthening
risk management systems while verifying documents for import of
waste, laying down requirement of reception facilities at each cargo
loading and wunloading port, terminal and ship repair ports
providing safeguards for the workers handling the waste,
institutional reforms and finalizing a national policy for effective
enforcement of the HOWM Rules. Summary of observations and

recommendations of the Committee are as follows:

Sl. Observations Proposed Actions (Responsible

No. Agency and timeline of action)
I. CONTAMINATED SITES AND RELATED ISSUES

1 Disposal of hazardous wastes | (i) CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs to ensure

accumulated at identified sites: | that the hazardous waste
accumulated at all such identified
sites shall be disposed of either
through Treatment, Storage and
Disposal Facilities (TSDFs) or on-

various parts of country where | g0 secyred landfilling (SLF) on
hazardous and other wastes were

(i The Committee has observed
that there are several
contaminated dumpsites in
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dumped historically, which
resulted in contamination of soil,
groundwater and surface water
thereby  posing health and
environmental risks.

priority to stop further
contamination

(CPCB/ SPCBs/PCCs: 06 months)

Guidelines for Identification and
Assessment of Contaminated
Sites:

(i) The Committee notes that CPCB
is working on standard uniform
identification and assessment
guidelines for the  probable
contaminated sites and any new
additional sites, such guidelines
will bring a consistency and
uniformity in dealing with the
contaminated sites issues.

() For a consistent and uniform
application and approach across
the country, guidelines for
identification and assessment of
contaminated  sites shall be
published.

(CPCB: 03 months)

Assessment and remediation of
Contaminated sites:

(i The Committee has observed
that there is a need of awareness
and capacity building in
SPCBs/PCCs on the entire
remediation process including
identification, detailed
assessment, DPR preparation and
execution of remediation.

(ii)) Further, the committee notes
with regret that even today there
are about 195 probable
contaminated sites (329- 134)
which needs a thorough
assessment for its confirmation as
contaminated site or otherwise.
Though the DPRs of 17 sites out of
21 are prepared under NCEF
Project and the same have been
forwarded to respective State
Governments and State Boards.
However, no remediation efforts
have been initiated at such sites.

(i) Capacity building program for
officials of SPCBs/PCCs on the
entire process of remediation, which
may include practical training on
use of tools for soil and
groundwater screening such as
hand-held XRF instruments,
Colorimeter, PID for VOCs/ SVOCs,
hand operated augers, groundwater
pumps, level meters, etc. shall be
organized by CPCB.

(CPCB: 06 months)

(i) Assessment of about 195
probable contaminated sites and
any new additional sites
recommended by
CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs shall be
completed within period of 1 year
after publication of such guidance
document by CPCB.

(CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs: 1 year)

(II) For effective implementation of
the remediation plan at State level,
Empowered Monitoring Committee
chaired by Principal Secretary,
Department of Environment having

10
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representatives from department of
Industries, SPCB/PCC, Ground
water development agency, etc.
shall be constituted.

(State Govt: 04 months)

Financial Arrangements for
remediation of contaminated
sites:

(i) The Committee while taking
note of public trust doctrine read
with provisions of section 9 of E
(P) Act, it is the duty of the Govt.
both Central and State to protect
environment by taking remedial
measures irrespective of the
financial arrangements which
seems to be a matter of ongoing
deliberations.

(i) Financial arrangements between
Central-State Governments for the
proposed remediation projects shall
be resolved immediately so that the
remediation works as proposed in
DPRs can be undertaken on
priority. These DPRs (2017-18 and
2018-19) may need to be revisited if
no action is taken in a reasonable
time for execution of remediation
works.

(ii) Govt. should take up on priority
not only remediation projects at the
sites where DPRs have been
prepared but also the assessment of
about 195 sites, besides any new
addition of potentially contaminated
site, if any. (MoEF&CC/State
Govt.: 06 months)

Networking of Academic and
Research Institutes:

(i) Execution of remediation
program would require necessary
interdisciplinary expertise at the
SPCBs/PCCs. The
CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs may find it
difficult to work on these aspects
unilaterally and therefore there
has to Dbe coordination and
information sharing among these
agencies Dbeside developing a
network of academic and research
institutes which can help in
creating an “Expertise Pool”. (ii)
The committee also notes that a
part of such capacity building
efforts specific action research
programs can be initiated by these
agencies and more particularly

(i) MoEF&CC/CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs
shall undertake action research and
also promote academic courses on
this subject in association with
academic and research institutions.
(MOEF&CC/CPCB/ SPCBs/PCCs:
06 months)

11
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professional courses on
remediation and restoration can
be sponsored at
academic/research institution
which will help to create a critical
mass of expertise in this subject.

II. IMPORT AND EXPORT OF HAZARDOUS WASTES AND ISSUES

Disposal of illegally imported
consignments:

(i) In case of confiscated items,
responsibility to dispose lies with
Customs. CBIC vide Circular
No.31/2004- Cus, dated 26-4-
2004 has referred to the orders of
the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the
matter of WP(C) 657/1995 for
disposal of hazardous waste. The
committee observed that the above
circular needs to be amended for
disposal of hazardous waste
including allocation of fund by the
concerned agency for bearing the
cost of disposal.

(ii) The committee observed that in
case  of wunclaimed/uncleared
consignments (where the
claimants of the goods/wastes are
nontraceable), disposal is to be
carried out by port authorities/
ICDs (custodian of the
unclaimed /uncleared
consignments) in consultation
with customs and considerable
delay in clearing those
consignments lying in ICDs/CFSs
is a major concern as also referred
in the CAG Report.

(i) The customs circular dated 26-
4-2004 requires amendment by
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and
Customs (CBIC) and it is
recommended that CBIC to also
devise policy framework for speedy
disposal and bearing the cost of
disposal of confiscated
consignments (illegal / banned and
non-conformity to the specifications
of the products as applicable / as
per Schedule V of HOWM Rules,
2016).

(CBIC: 03 months)

(ii) Port authorities/ICDs may also
devise a policy, if necessary, in
consultation = with customs, to
ensure HW disposal and its cost so
as to expedite the disposal all the
unclaimed cargo lying at various
ports (and CFSs)/ICDs in a time
bound manner.

(Port Authorities: 03 months)

Laboratory Upgradation in
Ports/Docks:

(i) For upgradation and setting up
of laboratories at various
docks/ports to prevent entry of
hazardous waste, Customs have
informed  that the revenue

(i) The committee is of the opinion
that list of equipments as provided
by CBIC for upgradation shall also
be provided at major ports, with
import and export facilities by
CBIC. However, at other ports,
arrangements for analysis of

12
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laboratories at 05 zones (Chennai,
Delhi, Kandla, Kolkata and
Mumbai) were identified for
upgradation for testing of
Hazardous waste as per the
directions of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court on 11.06.2004. Process of
replacing nonfunctional
equipments required for testing of
Hazardous Waste is being further
undertaken with  the latest
configuration/specificati on and
technology. Further details of the
laboratory facilities available in
customs for analysis of hazardous
materials in those five locations
were also provided by customs.

relevant parameters with
EPA/NABL accredited laboratories
having minimum requisite
laboratory

infrastructure/equipment can be
put in place in advance by CBIC.

(CBIC: 03 months)

Bank Guarantee procedure:

(i) Para 2.35 of Foreign Trade
Policy 2015-20 stipulates that
wherever any duty free import is
allowed or where otherwise
specifically stated, importer shall
execute, Legal undertaking (LUT) /
Bank Guarantee (BG) / Bond with
the customs authority, as
prescribed, before clearance of
goods. However, execution of the
same has not been clarified by
DGFT and Customs.

(i) Applicability of bank guarantee
for the list or category of items and
procedure of executing BG by
importer/PSIAs, as applicable, need
to be specified by DGFT.

(DGFT: 03 months)

(ii) Procedure of executing bank
guarantee by PSIAs and importer in
case of import of restricted items
(including hazardous wastes
specified under Schedule III and
VIII) and other items respectively,
be devised and mandated by DGFT.

(DGFT: 03 months)

Verification of documents for
HW in Part D:

(i) Schedule VIII of HOWM Rules,
2016 lays down list of documents
for verification by customs for
import of other wastes (specified in
Part D of Schedule III of the said
Rules). For instance, in the CAG
report, it has been reported that
49 consignments of restricted
goods viz., steel sheets, steel
melting scrap etc. were cleared by
Customs in four ICDs (viz.,

(i) CBIC shall strengthen their Risk
Management System (RMS) for
improved vigilance while verifying
documents for import of other
wastes (Part D of Schedule III of
HOWM Rules, 2016) especially
those goods/wastes that are similar
to hazardous wastes (regulated or
banned/prohibited for import), as
there is a possibility that prohibited
wastes are imported under the
other wastes category.

13
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Chennai, Marmagoa, Ahmedabad
and Shillong) for importation
without proper documents such as
clearance from MOoEF, conditions
as specified in Schedule 1 and 2 of
ITC(HS) policy etc.

(CBIC: immediate)

RMS system:

(i) The customs authorities use the
risk management system (RMS) to
enable low risk consignments to
be cleared based on the
acceptance of the importer’s self-
assessment and without
examination. Roughly 30 percent
of containers covered under risk
management out of which 10
percent are physically verified.
There are different types of waste
streams which have not been
integrated in the RMS. There is a
need to review the import/export
data of various waste streams and
include them in RMS. Further,
waste streams in Schedule I -
Parts A, B and D and Schedule VI
that are often mis-declared by
importers need to be identified
and added to the RMS.

(ii) RMS has to be made robust so
as to cover all the
goods or consignments listed with
HS code classification in
accordance with ITC (HS) policy,
2017 for complete verification and
testing of the consignments.

hazardous

(i) There is need to synchronize
Basel code and HS codes to cover
all scheduled items as per HW rules
in customs verification and control
more effectively.

(MOEF&CC, Custom and Port

Authorities: 06 months)

(ii)) In order to tackle illegal import
of HW consignments
(misdeclaration) and those similar
to unrestricted items without HS
code, such items need to be
identified and classified with HS
code and brought under the ambit
of RMS for stringent verification and
testing procedure (for example
‘other’ waste oil, ‘other’ oils, furnace
oil, Rubber/Tyre oil, Lead / Zinc
scrap etc. with hazardous
characteristics beyond the limits
specified in the HOWM Rules, 2016
be classified with HS Code).

(CBIC and DGFT: 06 months)

(iii)This process is a continuous
process and the  monitoring
committee recommends that this
compliance be reviewed jointly by
MoEF&CC and Customs in their
coordination meetings.

(MoEF&CC, Custom authority: on
a regular basis)

10

DGFT license in public domain:

(i) Details of licenses issued to
import restricted items not placed
on DGFT website, which may
require to be communicated to the

(i) Details of licenses issued to
import restricted items be placed on
DGFT website so as to keep the
concerned agencies such as
Customs and MoEF&CC informed.

14

396



2606298/2022/HWM Br

concerned agencies such as
Customs and MoEF&CC.

(DGFT: 03 months)

11

Harmonization of ‘other’
category in line with HWM
Rules, 2016:

(i) Harmonization of Basel codes
with ITC (HS codes): The Ministry
(MOEF) provides permission on
the basis of Basel codes while
DGFT uses HS codes. There is a
need to synchronize the two codes
to avoid confusion.

(ii)) Import of items under ‘other’
waste oil (ITC code: 2710 99 00)
are restricted, however these items
are not clearly specified. As the
item ‘other’ (ITC code: 2710 19 90)
along with certain list of oils are
allowed freely, so there is a
possibility of import of used/waste
oil under the garb of oil under the
‘other’ category.

(iiijNo HS code has been specified
categorically for any of the
hazardous and other wastes
except for metal scrap and waste
oil.

(i) Items that require to be provided
with HS code under the
classification of oils be specified
categorically under the ‘other’ class
in consultation with MoEF&CC.

(DGFT: 06 months)

(ii) HS code for all the hazardous
and other wastes listed in Part A,
Part B and Part D of Schedule III of
the Rules be specified by DGFT and
Customs. The Committee recognizes
that notifying HS code is an
elaborate and time consuming
procedure which requires
international deliberations and
confirmation and therefore the
committee recommends to
streghthen the RMS which can
provide an expeditious alternative
safeguard mechanism.

(DGFT and Customs: 03 months)

12

Pre-Shipment Inspection Agency
(PSIAs) for certain category of
oils as per Annexure 13 of the
ASG Report:

(i) Pre-shipment Inspection
Agencies (PSIA) notified by DGFT
are available for metal scrap
wastes only and there is a need for
pre-shipment inspection for
certain category of oils (i.e. list of
oils suggested for pre-shipment
inspections certificate for imports
in the Recommendations of the
former ASG, Sh Gopal
Subramaniam.

(i) Initiatives similar to that of
metallic scrap wastes be taken by
DGFT for notifying PSIAs for certain
category of oils suggested for pre-
shipment inspections certificate for
imports in the Recommendations of
the former ASG, Sh Gopal
Subramaniam.

(ii) Once the PSIAS procedure are
specified, the same must be shared
with MoEF&CC,
CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs and  other
regulatory authorities.

(DGFT: 06 months)

15
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13

Penal Action against the
defaulters in case illegal import:

(i) Section 135 of Customs Act lays
down provisions for prosecution of
importer for the offences such as
mis-declaration of value or
fraudulent evasion or attempt at
evasion of any duty or any
prohibition, where the person is
liable to be punished with
imprisonment for a term exceeding
up to seven years and with fine.
Violations with regard to
prohibited goods, namely,
hazardous and other wastes are
not categorically notified under
section 135.

(i) As a means to improve
traceability of importers, the
Customs authorities could make
the registration process of importers
more stringent as there have been
cases where importers have never
been able to be traced when their
illegal imports were intercepted. All
incidences of illegal import of HW
shall be immediately reported to
MOoEF & CC as per provisions of the
Rules.

(MoEF&CC, DGFT, Custom and
Port authorities: 03 months)

(i) In case of illegal import of
hazardous wastes, MoEF&CC may
consider delegation of power vested
under section 19 of  the
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986
to CBIC, to enable them to take
credible action against such
violators under the E(P) Act, 1986.

(MoEF&CC: 06 months)

14

Re-export of illegal
consignments after
confiscation:

(i) With regard to re-export of
illegally imported items DGFT has
referred to a recent order of
Hon’ble High Court of Kerala,
where in the case pertaining to
import of Multifunctional Devices

(MFDs) without
permission/license from DGFT,
the Hon’ble High Court had

directed that the powers to direct
importers to re-export lies with the
DGFT under FT (D&R) Act, 1992
not with the
authorities.

and customs

(i) As of now, DGFT can take action
against the erring importers as per
the provisions of Foreign Trade
(Development & Regulation) Act,
1992, the feasibility of
delegating such powers to the
Customs Authorities is Dbeing
examined in DGFT. The committee
recommends to expedite the process
in a time bound manner (preferably
within 3 months) so as to ensure
speedy disposal of consignments
lying in ICDs/CFSs.

since

(DGFT: within 03 months)

15

Clearance of Waste Oil/Sludge
from Ships:

(i) Used/ Waste Oil generated from

(i) Used/ Waste Oil generated from
ships collected by the reception
facilities of various ports shall be
covered under Authorisation by

16
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ships are collected by the
reception facilities of various ports
without authorization by
concerned SPCBs/PCCs.

(ii) Therefore, Waste oils may get
disposed illegally in the garb of
waste oil from ships under the
obligation of MARPOL.

SPCBs/PCCs for its designated
disposal and facilitate tracking of
waste under HOWM Rules, 2016.
(Port Authorities/ SPCBs/PCCs:
Immediate)

16

Findings of CAG Report:

(i) Findings and recommendations
of Report No. 16 of 2018 of the
Comptroller and Auditor General
of India on ‘Performance Audit of
Inland Container Depots (ICDs)
and Container Freight Stations
(CFSs)’ needs to addressed by
concerned agencies such as port
authorities and customs.

(i) CBIC shall prepare annual
inventory of the illegally imported
consignments stored in

Ports/ICDs/CFSs and submit the
same to CPCB and MoEF&CC by
30th September of every year and
publish on its website.

(ii) Wherever importer of illegally
imported consignments is traceable,
importer shall not be allowed to
import/export, directly or indirectly
any material until illegally imported
consignments is safely disposed off
scientifically as per HOWM Rules,
2016.

(Customs, Port Authorities and
DGFT: 03 months)

17

Authorization under HWM
Rules, 2016 from concerned
SPCB/PCC:

(i) Custom and Port authorities
have not obtained  requisite
authorization for handling,
storage, transportation, recycling,
utilization, offering for sale,
transfer or disposal, as the case
may be, from the State Pollution
Control Board.

(i) Necessary authorization for
handling, storage, transportation,
recycling, utilization, offering for
sale, transfer or disposal, as the
case may be obtained by Customs
and Port authorities to deal with the
hazardous
confiscated and waste from ships
respectively.

wastes that are

(Port authorities and Customs:
Immediate)

18

Collaboration between

regulating authorities:

(i) The committee observed that
regulatory agencies
Ministry of Environment,
and Climate Change,

such as
Forest
CPCB,

(i) Regular interaction between the
Ministry of Environment, Forest and
Climate Change, CPCB,
SPCBs/PCCs, customs and ports
authorities should take place with
frequent consultative meetings and
trainings in order to avoid working

17
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SPCBs/PCCs, customs and ports
authorities do not interact on a
regular basis.

in silos.

(MoEF&CC, CPCB, SPCBs/PCCs,
customs and ports authorities:
On a regular basis)

III.

WASTE RECEPTION FACILITIES IN PORTS TO DEAL WITH WASTES
GENERATED FROM SHIPS (MARPOL)

19

Availability of Waste Reception
Facilities at ports:

(i) In accordance with the orders of
the Hon’ble SC, the Ministry of
Shipping has to notify availability
of reception facilities as per
MARPOL Convention. No clear
information could be received from
DG(shipping) who represented
Ministry of Shipping in the
interactions with the committee.

(ii)) According to notification dated
07th Jan 2010 of Department of
Shipping the Central Government
is required to determine the types
of facilities required for the
purpose of provision of reception
facilities at each cargo loading and
unloading port, terminal and ship
repair port and  notify the
organization thereof.

(i) Ministry of Shipping needs to
urgently prescribe requirement of
reception facilities at each cargo
loading and unloading port,
terminal and ship repair ports
preferably within 06 months, if not
done earlier, and such reception
facilities shall be provided by such
authorities within a period of one
year thereafter. (Ministry of
Shipping: 06 months and 01 year)

20

Authorization for the waste
reception facilities and ports:

(i) The committee observed that
Port authorities have not obtained
authorization under HW rules for
waste reception facilities in ports
to deal with wastes generated from
ships. The annual report of wastes
generated and disposed are not
reported to concerned
SPCBs/PCCs. Concerned
SPCBs/PCCs need to enforce
provisions of HOWM Rules, 2016.

(i) State Pollution Control Boards
shall enforce provisions of HW
Rules, 2016 for grant of
authorisation and manifest
submissions at such waste
reception facilities as well as port
operations. SPCBs shall ensure that
the HW handled at such facilities
and ports should be covered in the
Annual report to be prepared as per
HOWM Rules, 2016.

(SPCBs/PCCs and Port Authority:
with immediate effect)

21

Swachh sagar portal:

(i) DG(S) has developed

(i) The committee recommends
Ministry of Shipping to ensure that

18
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Centralized port reception facility
portal: Swachh sagar which is an
online system to facilitate early
information sharing of waste
category and quantity by ships to
the port authorities. The
committee was informed that this
online information management
system is not widely and regularly
used at several ports.

all the major and nonmajor ports
utilize the Swachh sagar online
portal immediately which will
ensure better HW management. The
MoEF&CC/CPCB/SPCBs should
also have an access to this portal
for enforcement purpose.

(Ministry of Shipping: 03 months)

IV. IMPACT OF HW ON WORKERS’ HEALTH

22

Coverage of all workers under
ESI act, 1948:

(i) The Special Committee
constituted by Apex Court has
recommended all workers (covered
under ESI Act, 1948 and not
covered under ESI Act, 1948) to

get medical benefits and
compensation under ESI Act,
1948. However, the

recommendations of the Report of
the Special Committee, May 2004
has not been implemented.

(i) The committee recommends that
all the workers engaged in HW
handling, storage, transport,
preprocessing, utilisation and
disposal (covered under ESI Act,
1948 and not covered under ESI
Act, 1948) need to get medical
benefits and compensation under
ESI Act, 1948 as per the
recommendations of the Report of
the Special Committee, May 2004
and the same be implemented on
priority.

(Ministry of Labour &
Employment: 03 months

23

Implementation of Rule 5(2) of
HOWM Rules, 2016:

(i) The committee regrets to note
that most of the State Labour
Departments are not fully aware of
the responsibility cast upon them
under Rule 5(2) of HW Rules, 2016
and have not complied with.

(i) The committee recommends
Hon’ble Tribunal to direct Chief
Secretaries of States to ensure
effective and urgent implementation
of the provisions of the rules as
stipulated under Rule 5(2) of
HOWM Rules, 2016 by Department
of Labour. (Department of Labour,
Respective State/UT
Government: Immediate)

24

Unauthorized industries be
brought under the ambit of ESI
Act, 1948:

(i) It is a known fact that there are
several unauthorized industries
involved in hazardous
handling like EWaste processing,
battery recycling, solvent reuse

waste

(i) Ministry of Labour need to devise
a scheme similar to the provisions
of ESI Act, 1948 to cover the
workers employed in unorganized
sector. (Ministry of Labour &
Employment : 06 months)
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etc., which employ significant
number of workers. It is necessary
that all such industries need to be
regulated by concerned
SPCB/State labour department so
that the workers employed therein
are brought under the ambit of
health and other social support
scheme similar to the provisions of
ESI Act, 1948.

25

Implementation of provisions of
statute for safety and health of
all workers handling HW:

(i) The scope of Rule 5(2) of
Hazardous Waste (Management
and Transboundary Movement)
Rules, 2016 is restricted to only
workers involved in Recycling,
Preprocessing and other utilization
activities. As per recommendations
of Expert Committee constituted
by Apex court, the scope of such
health related considerations need
to be for all persons handling
hazardous waste.

(i) The Monitoring committee is of
the view that even at HW generating
industry/activity, the workers
involved in HW handling including
storage and transportation and also
in-plant reuse/ recycle/
reutilization will also be exposed to
similar environmental health risks.
Therefore, the committee
recommends that MoEF&CC may
examine the same and may
consider amendment of the ambit of
Rule 5(2) of HOWM Rules, 2016.

(MoEF&CC: 06 months)

26

DISPLAY OF INFORMATION
OUTSIDE THE FACTORY GATE:

(i) The committee notes with regret
that many of the SPCBs/PCCs
have not responded to the
correspondence of CPCB in this
regard.

(ii) The committee has also
observed mnon-compliances with
regard to display of information
outside the factory gate in most of
the States/UTs inspected by
CPCB.

(i) Considering the orders of the
Hon’ble Apex court and also the
need of information sharing with
the local community the committee
recommends that the SPCBs need
to ensure the compliance of the
directions of the Hon’ble Apex court
on regular basis rather than a
onetime compliance.

(ii) The verification of the updation
of display board should be an
integral part of any inspection
carried out by CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs
without exception. In case of
noncompliance the concerned
officer should be subjected to
departmental actions.
(CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)

27

INSTITUTIONAL REFORMS:

(i) Capacity building in CPCB and
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(i) The committee is of the opinion
that there is an urgent need to
develop an appropriate and sound
institutional framework at SPCBs
consisting sound policies, trained
and experienced manpower,
necessary infrastructure including
the laboratories besides having
proper enforcement protocol at the
State and Central Board level for
the effective enforcement of the
HW rules.

(ii) The committee is of the opinion
that there is a need of impetus for
action research specifically in the
areas of green chemistry, cleaner
technology, waste minimization,
circular economy and LCA by
SPCB/CPCB. It is also necessary
that findings of such research
shall be shared among all the
stakeholders so that there can be
environmental benchmarking of
the relevant processes across the
country.

SPCBs/PCCs and other agencies
(viz., trained adequate manpower,
laboratory, budget etc.) shall be
expedited as recommended in the
orders of Hon’ble NGT dated
12.04.2019.

(CPCB, SPCBs/PCCs, MOEF&CC
and State/UT Government:
Immediate)

(ii) The committee recommends that
CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs  shall take
efforts similar to that of the State of
Gujarat where a separate institution
named Gujarat Cleaner Production
Centre (GCPC) which conducts such
action research supported by
adequate information dissemination
program and advocacy programs for
promoting the cleaner technology.

(iii) CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs shall
proactively engage in research and
development activities by

supporting research in clean
technology and cleaner production
and also, awareness program for
the purpose.

(CPCB and SPCBs/PCCs:
Immediate)

28

NATIONAL POLICY:

(i) HW management is a complex
technical and scientific subject
which require a multidisciplinary
approach for the effective
management and enforcement of
HOWM Rules, 2016. There is a
continuously improving
understanding and knowledge
about the impacts of Hazardous
material at the national and
international level. India is also an
important stakeholder in many
international treaties and
conventions in the field of
Hazardous chemicals and wastes

(i) MoEF&CC can examine the need
of having specialized HW policy
which can be appropriately aligned
with the National Environment
Policy (NEP), 2006 which will
promote use of Clean Technology
and also ensure sufficient financial
allocations for technology research
and information sharing resulting
into improved HW management.

(MOEF&CC: 06 months)
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besides other environmental
issues. There is a need of further
documentation as well as policy
framework for promotion of Clean
Technology, financial incentives
and research.

13.

Report dated 14.08.2019 by the CPCB with reference to

compliance by the SPCBs/PCCs- An action taken report on

implementation of recommendation of the Monitoring Committee of
Management of Hazardous Waste has also been filed by the CPCB in
terms of order dated 12.04.2019 on 14.08.2019 on the subject of
compliance of the directions with regard to solvent recovery units.
The recommendations of the CPCB are as follows:

“Recommendations:

1. It is recommended that SPCBs/PCCs (namely Assam, Bihar,
Delhi, Haryana, Jammu & Kashmir, Lakshadweep,
Manipur, Tripura, Uttar Pradesh, Uttarakhand and
DDD&NH) may be directed to submit the compliance status
on the directions issued by CPCB as the same has not
received from these SPCBs/PCCs

2. SPCBs/PCCs of Goa, Karnataka, Maharashtra and Odisha,
to ensure that that all the authorized solvent recovery units
in States are verified for compliance to CPCB’s SOP.

3. It is recommended that SPCBs of Andhra Pradesh, Goa,
Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Odisha,
Punjab, Rajasthan, Telangana and West Bengal to ensure
enforcement of manifest system as per the provisions of
HOWM Rules, 2016 and initiate action against the erring
units.

4. SPCBs of Himachal Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and
Rajasthan to immediately prepare inventory of Spent
Solvent Recovery Unit available in their States and publish
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14.

the same on their website. Further, all the SPCBs/PCCs
having Spent Solvent recovery units to ensure updation and
publishing of the inventory at their website on regular basis.

It is recommended that SPCBs/PCCs of Rajasthan, Odisha,
Goa and Punjab, shall immediately conduct interaction
programs to create awareness and sensitization on HOWM
Rules, 2016 with stakeholders of Spent Solvent
generation/ utilisation.”

It may be noted that the directions of the CPCB dated 30.01.2019 on

the subject are as follows:

“a) Ensure that all the solvent recovery industries in the state

b)

d)

have mandatory Authorization for the same in compliance
with the SOP and Checklist issued by CPCB for solvent
recovery units, within one month. The said SOP and
checklist have been circulated to all SPCBs/PCCs vide
letter no. B-29016/(SC)/ 1(55-1V)/17- 18/ WM-II/ 18152-86
dated 08/3/2018 and is also available at CPCB website
http:/ /cpcb.nic.in/ uploads/ hwmd/ utilizaion _spent_solvent

pdf.

Ensure that these solvent recovery industries shall
immediately follow the SOP, for safe and scientific spent
solvent handling, processing and storage.

Ensure that such solvent recovery units shall comply with
the provisions of HOWM Rules, 2016, in terms of interstate
transport of Hazardous waste and manifest document
prescribed under Rule 18 and 19 of the HOWM Rules,
2016, with immediate effect. Stringent action be taken
against the erring industries who are giving the spent
solvent to such recycling industries without following the
manifest systems.

Conduct industry interaction programs within a month to
create awareness and sensitization on HOWM Rules, 2016
with all the stakeholder industries of Spent Solvent
generation/ utilization.

Prepare an inventory of such solvent recovery units and
publish the same on their website for information of all
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15.

The

stakeholders within one month with copy to CPCB within
one month.”

report finds following deficiencies in compliance

of

recommendations of the Committee and orders of this Tribunal by the

States, the CPCB and the SPCBs/PCCs:

“4.1. BY STATE/UT DEPARTMENTS

II.

I

4.2.

Recommendation No. 6.4: It is necessary that the Hon’ble
NGT orders dated 30/07/2018 with regard to setting up of
TSDF and taking imitate actions against erring units be
strictly complied with by the concerned State/UT
Government and SPCBs/PCCs. (State/UT Governments and
SPCBs/PCCs: immediate).

Recommendation No. 7.5: In case of the contaminated sites
where the polluter is not identified, the State/UT
Government would be required to finance remediation of
such sites to safeguard the people living in contaminated
areas from adverse health effects, in terms of their
constitutional responsibility to protect and improve the
environment. (States/UTs Government and SPCBs/PCCs)

Recommendation no. 10.3: SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB needs
capacity building in terms of qualified and experienced
manpower and also, tools and techniques for effective
governance. Committee is informed about steps being taken
by SPCBs and would review the same in detail. (MoEF&CC,
State/ UT Government, CPCB and SPCBs / PCCs:
Immediate)

Recommendation no. 11.1: There is need to sensitize
State/UT Gouts. about duties required to be performed by
the concerned department/agency as stipulated under Rule
5(1), 5(2), 5(3) and Schedule VII of the HOWM Rules, 2016.
Hon’ble NGT may issue appropriate directions in this
regard. (All State/UT Gouts.: Immediate)

BY CENTRAL POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD (CPCB)

Recommendation no. 1.1: There is a need to urgently
prepare a guidelines or protocol on how to decide the by-
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II.

11

VL

VII.

product on specific criteria. This can be done based on
chemical process involved in order to bring consistency in
approach. (MoEF&CC and CPCB: 06 months)

Recommendation no. 1.4: Pan India IT based solution is
suggested for tracking HW. Such integrated data handling
and management solution is under implementation by CPCB
which the committee would like to review in next phase.

Recommendation no. 3.1: Standard guidelines and protocol
based on scientific fundamentals for preparation of
inventory should be prepared by CPCB and strictly followed
by the SPCBs/PCCs to ensure reliable and credible
inventory. (SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB/inventory of 2018-19
onwards).

Recommendation no. 3.5: The timelines for inventory
preparation as envisaged in Rules be strictly complied with
by SPCBs/PCCs. Preparation of country’s inventory by
CPCB is dependent on such timely submission by
SPCBs/PCCS. (SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB).

Recommendation no. 4.1: SPCBs/PCCs shall invoke the
powers conferred under clause 23(1) and (2) of the Rules,
related to all damages caused to the environment or third
party due to improper handling and management of the
hazardous and other wastes, and non-compliance
respectively. CPCB has already issued guidelines for
Liability assessment, for invoking clause 23(1) and (2) of
HW Rules. CPCB shall also take consequential actions
under clause 23 (1) as per the said guidelines noticing
environmental damages. (SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB:
Immediate).

Recommendation no. 4.4: Urgent updation of concerned
websites of SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB with respect to all
enforcement actions along with details of industries and
action taken. (SPCBs/PCCs/ CPCB: Immediate).

Recommendation no. 4.5: There is need to have an
enforcement framework for effective enforcement of Rules
based on principle of proportionality and also, precautionary
principle. Such framework will remove ambiguity in
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VIIL

1.3.

II.

1

Iv.

regulatory actions and bring transparency, predictability
and consistency in enforcement  for actions.
(SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB: within 06 months).

Recommendation no. 8: SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB need to
take cognizance of these aspects (i.e. HW resulting from
enforcement of other regulations) while enforcing the

relevant rules and also, preparation of HW inventory and
other interventions. (SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB).

Recommendation no. 10.3: SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB needs
capacity building in terms of qualified and experienced
manpower and also, tools and techniques for effective
governance. Committee is informed about steps being taken
by SPCBs and would review the same in detail. (MoEF&CC,
State/UT Government, CPCB and SPCBs / PCCs:
Immediate)

BY STATE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARDS/ POLLUTION
CONTROL COMMITTEES (SPCBS/PCCS)

Recommendation No. 1.2: Other waste is presently missing
from all the regulatory actions, including inventory. It is
necessary to bring such waste in regulatory domain, as
envisaged in the rules (SPCBs/PCCs: inventory of 2018-19
onwards)

Recommendation No. 1.3: SPCBs/PCCs need to take steps
to ensure closing of the manifests received and reconcile the
HW handling data. This work is humungous and need
support in terms of software and online submissions.
(SPCBs/PCCs)

Recommendation No. 1.5: The pre-processing and
recycling/ utilisation facilities need to be treated as critical
environmental infrastructure  facilitties  for  sound
environmental management of hazardous waste so as to
ensure enhanced level and frequency of enforcement and
environmental monitoring. Elaborate protocols are needed to
be developed. (SPCBs/PCCs: continuous activity)

Recommendation No. 1.6: According to Rules, the
identification and quantification of the hazardous waste
generation is to be done at the authorization stage itself and
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VL

VIL

VIIL

therefore, it is necessary that SPCBs shall adopt the
scientific principles as enumerated for such identification
and quantification of HW. (SPCB/PCCs: Immediate)

Recommendation No. 2.1: Uniform format for visits and
inspections of HW handling facilities is necessary to ensure
comprehensive inspections as per the provisions of the
Rules. A format is proposed by the Committee.

Recommendation No. 2.2: The authorization document
should clearly stipulate respective mode of management
(such as common or captive incineration/secured landfilling
or pre-processing or recycling or utilization or export or
captive storage, as applicable) for each category of HW
being generated. (SPCBs/PCCs: immediate)

Recommendation No. 3.2: SPCBs/PCCs shall verify and
scientifically validate the HW data and facilities before

grant or renewal of authorization. (SPCBs/PCCs: inventory
of 2018-19 onwards)

Recommendation No.3.3: There is an emergent need to
develop sectoral process based reasonable HW generation
range to have uniformity in assessing the HW generation
from industries and benchmarking the same with its peers,
rather than solely depending on  industry data.
(SPCBs/ PCCs: continuous activity)

Recommendation No. 3.4: All occupiers who have
authorizations shall submit the Annual report and in case of
non-compliance, action needs to be taken by SPCB/PCC.
(SPCBs/PCCs: inventory of 2018-19 onwards)

Recommendation No. 4.1: SPCBs/PCCs shall invoke the
powers conferred under clause 23 (1) and (2) of the Rules,
related to all damages caused to the environment or third
party due to improper handling and management of the
hazardous and other wastes, and non-compliance
respectively. CPCB has already issued guidelines for
Liability assessment, for invoking clause 23(1) and (2) of
HW Rules. CPCB shall also take consequential actions
under clause 23 (1) as per the said guidelines wherever
directions under section 5 of the E(P) Act have been issued
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XL

XII.

X111

XIV.

XV.

XVI.

by CPCB, noticing environmental damages. (SPCBs/PCCs
and CPCB: Immediate)

Recommendation No. 4.2: The habitual and serious
defaulters shall be prosecuted under provisions of the
Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. Other alternative
regulatory actions including refusal and revocation of
Authorization can also be explored following the due
process. (SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)

Recommendation No. 4.3: Non-compliance to be documented
while processing authorization for renewal or inspections in
order to invoke powers of refusal or revocation of
Authorization as per Rules. (SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)

Recommendation No. 4.4: Urgent updation of concerned
websites of SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB with respect to all
enforcement actions along with details of industries and
action taken. (SPCBs/PCCs/ CPCB: Immediate)

Recommendation No. 4.5: There is need to have an
enforcement framework for effective enforcement of Rules
based on principle of proportionality and also, precautionary
principle. Such framework will remove ambiguity in
regulatory actions and bring transparency, predictability
and consistency in enforcement  for actions.
(SPCBs/PCCs/CPCB: within 06 months)

Recommendation No. 5.1: The inventory data needs to be
verified and validated before accepting the same. The states
shall adopt the proposed guidelines immediately while
preparation of HW inventory. (SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)

Recommendation No. 5.2: There is emergent need of
consistent approach in recycle and utilisation of HW in
terms waste management hierarchy mandated in the rules
across all the States in order to ensure the level playing field
for the industry. This can be achieved by advocacy
programme such as concept of waste exchange banks,
know your waste programme, circular economy,
documentation of the success stories along with regulatory
interventions wherever required. (SPCBs/PCCs)

28

408



2606298/2022/HWM Br

XVII.

XVIIIL

XIX.

XXI.

Recommendation No. 5.3: It is also necessary to develop
certain benchmarks/guidelines for the possibilities of HW
recycle/ utilisation on case to case basis. For example, for
co-processing at Cement plants the Thermal Substitution
Ratio (TSR) can be an objective criterion to decide the
potential to use HW for utilization purpose. The range of TSR
at different cement plants can be collated to develop a
database for sound co-processing practices. (SPCBs/PCCs)

Recommendation No. 5.4: The concept of environmental
benchmarking among the similar industries generating HW
can be useful to ensure consistency and uniformity. The
emerging trend of circular economy would be a key
intervention for rationalizing the HW generation and
reuse/ utilization. (SPCBs/PCCs: continuous activity)

Recommendation No. 6.1: The practice of returning the HW
consignment needs to be immediately stopped and the
consignment needs to be stored within the TSDF with
information to the waste generator and also the concerned
SPCB. The TSDF shall take appropriate measures to dispose
this waste at the risk and cost of the waste generator under
due information to the SPCB immediately on priority.
Though the present guidelines prescribed that the waste
shall be sent back to the waste generators, this practice
needs to be immediately discontinued in view of non-
accounting of the waste once it is out of manifest protocol
and the associated environmental risks.
(SPCBs/PCCs/TSDFs: immediate)

Recommendation No. 6.2: SPCBs/PCCs shall conduct
environmental audit including the site selection criteria,
design and layout for the TSDFs in next one year. They can
engage expert institutes for the purpose and seek CPCB’s
technical advice on the ToR of the study, if required.
(SPCBs/PCCs: 01 year)

Recommendation No. 6.3: All the Common SLF shall disclose
the mandatory amount deposited in Escrow Account
annually to SPCB/PCC, CPCB and display on their website.
SPCB/PCC to take action in case of non-compliance
(SPCBs/PCCs: immediate)
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XXII.

XXIIIL

XXIV.

XXV.

Recommendation No. 6.4: It is necessary that the Hon’ble
NGT orders dated 30/07/2018 with regard to setting up of
TSDF and taking imitate actions against erring units be
strictly complied with by the concerned State/UT
Government and SPCBs/PCCs. (State/UT Governments and
SPCBs/PCCs: immediate)

Recommendation No. 8.0: SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB need to
take cognizance of these aspects while enforcing the
relevant rules and also, preparation of HW inventory and
other interventions. (SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB)

Recommendation No. 10.1: Each of the
SPCBs/PCCs/Custom/TSDF, as listed in report, need to
have at least one laboratory where all HW parameters as
required under the Rules can be  analysed.

(SPCBs/PCCs/ Custom/TSDF: 06 months)

Recommendation No. 10.3: SPCBs/PCCs and CPCB needs
capacity building in terms of qualified and experienced
manpower and also, tools and techniques for effective
governance. Committee is informed about steps being taken
by SPCBs and would review the same in detail (MoEF&CC,
State/UT Gouvt, CPCB and SPCBs/PCCs: Immediate)”

16. Recommendations of the CPCB to rectify above deficiencies are:

“6.1. RECOMMENDATIONS:

1.

It is recommended that 05 SPCBs/PCCs (namely Dadar
Nagar Haveli& Daman & Diu; Haryana; Lakshadweep;
Manipur and Nagaland) directed to submit the status on
implementation of recommendations made by the
Monitoring Committee in its interim report, as CPCB has not
received any information from these SPCBs/PCCs.
SPCBs/PCCs need to implement 25 action points, out of
which 11 action points needs to be implemented
immediately and other 14 in regular and nonimmediate
manner. It is recommended that SPCBs/PCCs which are
not complying with the recommendations made by
Monitoring Committee should submit the status report to
CPCB immediately.

It is recommended that till National Hazardous Waste
Tracking System (NHWTS) which is being developed by
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CPCB is made functional, SPCBs/PCCs may be directed to
ensure and verify reconciliation of manifest.

6. SPCBs/PCCs shall strictly follow the guidelines for

inventorization of hazardous and other waste issued by
CPCB and ensure verification and validation of the annual
returns  submitted by the  occupiers/recycler/pre-
processor/ utilizer/ coprocessor operator of disposal facilities
including submission of the annual inventory to CPCB
within the stipulated time period.

It is recommended that SPCBs/PCCs (namely Himachal
Pradesh, Sikkim, Punjab, Kerala and Jharkhand) which
have reported non-compliance but not taken any action
shall be directed to take action against such violators as
per provisions of HOWM Rules, 2016.

Further, it is also recommended that SPCBs/PCCs may be
directed to initiate actions against all such units which are
violating one or other provisions of HOWM Rule, 2016
including non- compliance to the documenting submission
such annual returns, manifest document, etc.

It is recommended that the timeline provided by the
SPCBSs/PCCs with regard to adopting waste management
hierarchy (as stipulated in the HOWM Rules) to ensure the
level playing for the industries shall be strictly adhere to.
Further, SPCBs/PCCs shall also initiate development of
certain benchmarks/guidelines for the possibility of
hazardous waste recycling/ utilization on case to case to
basis as most of the SPCBs/PCCs have not taken any
initiative on the same.

7. It is recommended that SPCBs/PCC may be directed to

initiate development of sectoral process based HW
generation range to have uniformity in assessing the HW
generation from industries and benchmarking the same.

It is recommended that SPCBs/PCCs of (Karnataka,
Maharashtra, Rajasthan, Kerala and Uttarakhand) having
Common TSDF to immediately open the Escrow Account as
per O.M of MoEF&CC including deposition of mandatory
amount.

Further, SPCBs/PCCs of Gujarat, Jharkhand, Karnataka,
Odisha, Rajasthan, Tamil Nadu and West Bengal shall
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10.

take action against the Common TSDEF{(s) for not displaying
the details of mandatory amount deposited in the Escrow
Account on their website.

SPCBs/PCCs may be directed to expedite conducting of
environment audit of the Common/ Captive SLFs in the time
bound manner as specified in the Interim Report of the
Monitoring Committee Report.

SPCBs/PCCs have reported that out of 30 SPCBs/PCCs
only 19 are having laboratory facilities for analysis of all
hazardous waste parameters as required under HOWM
Rules, 2016. Therefore, it is recommended that all the
remaining 11 SPCBs/PCCs (Andaman and Nicobar Islands,
Arunachal Pradesh, Delhi, Goa, Jammu & Kashmir,
Jharkhand, Meghalaya, Odisha, Puducherry, Sikkim and
Uttarakhand) should be equipped with all the facilities for
analysis of all hazardous waste parameters as required
under HOWM Rules, 2016.

11. It is recommended to direct States/UTs (namely Andaman

12.

and Nicobar Islands, Assam, Arunachal Pradesh, Bihar,
Chhattisgarh, Chandigarh, Delhi, Goa, Jammu & Kashmir,
Lakshadweep, Manipur, Meghalaya, Mizoram, Nagaland,
Puducherry, Tripura and Sikkim) where common TSDF is
not available to immediately set up adequate
number/ capacity of Common TSDFs in such States/UT.

All the Chief Secretaries of the States/UTs may be directed
to submit biannually compliance report to CPCB by
collecting information from the State Government/

Departments like Labour/ Industries/ Environment and
SPCBs/PCCs.”

V. Consideration by this Tribunal and Directions

17.

has

been raised by any of the parties. Accordingly,

recommendations are accepted..

We have given due consideration to the report of the Committee as
well as the report of the CPCB on the follow up action. We do not see
any objection to the recommendations being accepted. No objection

the
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18.

19.

VI.

20.

The States/UTs, CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs, Central Board of Indirect Taxes
and Customs (CBIC), the Port Authorities, the DGFT, the MoEF&CC,
the Ministry of Shipping, Ministry of Labour and Employment and
the Department of Labour of all the concerned States/UTs may take
necessary steps in terms of the recommendations of the Committee
within the timelines specified. If there is any default, the Tribunal
may consider requiring environmental compensation to be paid by
the defaulting parties.
Hazardous waste being highly toxic in nature, having potential for
irreversible damage to the environment and public safety, scientific
handling of such waste has to be ensured.
Directions
In the light of above, the States/UTs, CPCB/SPCBs/PCCs, the
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs (CBIC), the Port
Authorities, the DGFT, the MoEF&CC, the Ministry of Shipping,
Ministry of Labour and Employment and the Department of Labour of
all the concerned States/UTs may take necessary steps in terms of
the recommendations of the Committee within the timelines specified.
If there is any default, the Tribunal may consider requiring
environmental compensation to be paid by the defaulting parties.
While doing so following specific steps may be ensured:
i. Hazardous waste inventory be updated and verified by way of
test checks to ensure that the same is credible, reliable and
robust in terms of contents and scope, as already

recommended in the interim report of the Monitoring
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ii.

1ii.

iv.

Committee dated 29.01.2019 which was accepted by the

Tribunal on 12.04.2019.

Since it has been reported that State Boards/PCCs of Dadra &
Nagar Haveli, Haryana, Daman & Diu, Manipur, Lakshadweep
and Nagaland have not furnished the relevant data, the said
States/UTs may furnish the data within one month to the
CPCB, failing which they will be liable to pay a sum of Rs, 1

lakh per month with effect from 01.10.2019.

As already directed, all the States which have not set up TSDF
may do so and the States which fail to set up the same up to
31.03.2020, will be liable to pay environmental compensation
of Rs. 10 lakh per month. However, with regard to States which
may be categorized as small States, having regard to the
quantum and nature of generation of hazardous waste, the
liability to pay compensation will start from 01.01.2021. The
categorization based on threshold limit of generation of
hazardous waste be made by the CPCB within one month from

today and placed on its website.

126 sites which have already been identified as contaminated
may be cleared of the hazardous waste within six months so
that remediation process may start. The remediation work may
start at the 55 sites for which DPRs have been completed
within the timelines specified in the DPRs. For the remaining

71 sites, DPRs may be completed expeditiously but not later
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Vi.

vii.

Viii.

than one year and thereafter remediation may be done as per

the timelines in the DPRs.

Failure to remove the waste from the 126 identified sites, will
result in environmental compensation to be paid at the rate of
Rs. 10 lakhs per site from 01.04.2020 by the concerned
SPCBs/PCCs to the CPCB. Same rate will apply in respect of
such of the 195 sites as are identified as contaminated with

effect from 01.01.2021.

With regard to 195 probable contaminated sites, the
assessment may be completed within six months and thereafter
the waste may be removed within next six months form sites

cleared by the CPCB to be contaminated.

The clearance of site by way of disposal or transfer should be
strictly as per the HOWM Rules, to be monitored by the CPCB.
The cost of removal of waste may be first paid out of the
environment funds/consent funds available with the State
PCBs/PCCs and thereafter recovered from the persons

concerned.

Whenever any difficulty arises, the CPCB may, on being so
satisfied, allocate funds from environment funds available with
it, which may thereafter be recovered from the concerned

defaulters.
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ix. The recommendations of the CPCB with regard to the
compensation regime on the subject may be adopted, subject to

further consideration of orders.

x. The CPCB may oversee the compliance of these directions
compile data from all quarters and furnish an interim

compliance report before 15.04.2020 by email at judicial-

ngt@gov.in.

List for further consideration on 28.04.2020

Adarsh Kumar Goel, CP

S.P. Wangdi, JM

K. Ramakrishnan, JM

Dr. Nagin Nanda, EM

August 26, 2019
Original Application No. 804 /2017
AK
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