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Remarks
it¢m No. 5 Mr. Pradeep Mishra submits that inspection has
Ag(:;li'?z 8, been conducted and copy of the same is filed. We have
Hb

perused it, however, the learned counsel for the project
proponent submits that he may be granted opportunity
to respond to the finding of the report.

Besides, we notice that there are some submissions
in the report which are difficult to understand, for
instance. in the last column there is a mention that on
an average 38 KLD of water is being supplied by M/s A-
One Mineral Water Solution. It is not mentioned in the
report as to whether the company has consent to extract
water and from water where is being extracted.

The very purpose of the inspection was to get direct
material information on the extraction of Ground Water
and quantity of water extracted.

Mr. Pradeep Mishra seeks time to submits an

explanatory note. We permit him to do so. Copy of the




same be made available to the Project Proponent who

Item No. 5 | /&Y file response to it, at least one week before the date

April 28, of hearing.
2017
List it on 15t May, 2017.
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