
MINUTES OF PUBLIC HEARING
OF PROPOSED EXPANSION AND MODERNIZATION IN

RESPECT OF
M/s. BHARAT PETROLIUM CORPORATION,

VILL: MAHUL, CHEMBUR, MUMBAI 400-074

Date of Public Hearing : 25/09/2012
Time : 11.00 hrs
Venue . Community Hall, The Fine Arts Society, R. C.

Marg, Chembur, Mumbai - 400071

Preamble

M/s. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited (BPCL) has proposed three projects
namely, (1) Hydrocracker unit (Euro 4 and Euro 3 MS and Diesel) by revamp and setting
up of new Continuous Catalytic Regeneration Reformer (CCR). (2) Construction of new
integrated Crude Distillation Unit (CDU) and New Vacuum Distillation unit. (3)
Conversion of Existing Catalytic Reforming unit (CRU) to Isomerization unit at their
refinery Mahul, Chembur, Mumbai, Maharashtra. The matter regarding same was
discussed in 34th meeting of Expert Appraisal Committee (industry) meeting held on 13th

-14th April 2012 and the proposal was recommended to Ministry of Environment and
Forest (MoE&F) Govt. of India New Delhi . Ministry of Environment and Forest, Govt. of
India New Delhi issued their Terms of Reference (TOR) for CCR projects vide letter no-
F. NO. J-11011/582/2011-IA II (I) dated 16th July 2012 copy enclosed herewith as
annexure-l and for CDU project vide letter no- F. NO. J-11011/140/2012-IA II (I) dated
13h July 2012 copy enclosed herewith as annexure-ll. It has been mentioned in the said
TOR that public hearing issues raised and commitments made by the project proponent
on the same shall be included separately in ElA/EMP report. As per the provisions of
the EIA Notification, Ministry of Environment & Forest, Govt. of India dated 14th

September 2006 as amended thereto, such projects requires public hearing prior to
environmental clearance from the Ministry of the Environment Forest, Govt. of India.

Accordingly, project proponent, M/s. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited
(BPCL), submitted an application to Maharashtra Pollution Control Board (MPCB) for
conducting Public Hearing as per the provisions of EIA Notification -2006 and TOR
issued by MoE&F, Govt. of India New Delhi. In this connection, MPC Board decided to
hold public hearing in respect of the said projects on 25th September, 2012 in
consultation with District Collector, Mumbai (Sub-urban). Maharashtra Pollution Control
Board published public notices in Marathi newspaper namely "Maharshtra Times" and
English newspaper "Indian Express" on dated 24/08/2012 mentioning about date, time &
venue of Public hearing. The banners indicating event were displayed at prime location
in Mahul village and in close proximity of the project so as to arrange wide publicity in
the said vicinity. The appeal was made to concerned to submit objections, suggestions,
complaints, comments, if any, in respect of the said project to concerned regulatory
authority (Expert Appraisal Committee) it was also mentioned that written responses will
be accepted by regulatory authorities till the date of public hearing and during the course
of public hearing also. The venue for the said public hearing was decided at Community
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Hall, Fine Arts Society, R. C. Marg, Chembur, Mumbai - 400071. The said venue was
finalized considering easy accessibility to local peoples and close proximity to the
proposed project.

Copy of draft E.I.A. report along with executive summary in respect of the said
project were made available in English/ Marathi in the following offices to apprise the
public.

1) District Collector, Mumbai Suburban District, Administrative Building, 10th

Floor, Near Government Quarters, Bandra (East), Mumbai-400 051.
2) Environment Dept. Govt. of Maharashtra, 15th floor, New administrative

Bldg. Mantralaya, Mumbai.
3) Asstt. Commissioner, B.M.C., M-West ward, Chembur Station Road,

Chembur (E), Mumbai- 400 071.
4) General Manager, District Industry Centre/ Directortae of Industries, ICL

Bldg., Opp. Tata Nagar, V.N.Purav Marg, Chunabhati (E), Mumbai-400
022.

5) Regional Officer (HQ), MFC Board, Kalpatru Point, 3rd floor, Opp. Cine
Planet Cinema, Nr.Sion Circle-(E), Mumbai- 22.

6) Regional Officer- Mumbai/ Sub-Regional Officer, Mumbai-3, Shri
Chatrapati Shivaji Maharaj Mandai Municipal Market Building, 4th Floor,
Mata Ramabai Ambedkar Road, Mumbai- 400 001

All these authorities were requested to arrange wide publicity within their
respective jurisdictions.

A public hearing panel comprising of the following members was constituted by
Maharashtra Pollution Control Board in accordance with the El A Notification dated 14th

September, 2006 and as amended thereto issued by Ministry of Environment and
Forest, Govt. of India.

1. Shri. Shivaji Patil Chairman
Addl District Magistrate,
Mumbai suburban Dist.

2. Dr. J. B. Sangewar Member
Regional Officer,
Maharashtra Pollution Control Board, Mumbai.

3. Shri. P.V. Patil Convener
l/c. Sub-Regional Officer,Mumbai-lll
Maharashtra Pollution Control Board, Mumbai.

Page 2 of 9



MINUTES OF PUBLIC HEARING:

At the outset, on behalf of convener of the public hearing panel, Shri. R.R.
Vasave, Sub-Regional Officer Mumbai-ll, MPCB welcomed all those present and
commenced the public hearing. He apprised the people with the introductory information
about the purpose of the public hearing and appealed them to come forward with
suggestions, complaints, objections & comments, if any, about the environmental
aspects of the proposed project. He thereafter requested Hon'ble Chairman to
commence the hearing procedure.

Hon'ble Chairman briefed people about the concept and objective of Public
Hearing. He made an appeal to participants & all to attend the public hearing peacefully
and place their views regarding Environment aspect. He stated that videography of the
said public hearing is being carried out by MPCB as per the procedure laid down in EIA
Notification 2006. Chairman further stated that the presentation about the proposed
projects will be given by the project proponent and then the questions/ objections shall
be raised by participants. He made an appeal to participants to come forward with their
name & address before raising any query/objections so that the name of the participant
along with views will be included in the proceedings of meeting. Then Chairman
requested project proponent to give the presentation of the projects along with its silent
features.

On behalf of project proponent, Ms. Supriya Sapre, Manager (Energy &
Environment) made a Power Point Presentation on the Environment aspects of the
projects including salient features of EIA Report in Marathi as well as in English
language. The project proponent elaborated the details of proposed project on following
grounds.

• Project Description.
• Base Line Data with respect to Air, Water, Land, Noise, Ecology, Settlements,

etc.
• Impact likely to occur due to the project on Air, Water, Noise, Hydrology,

Settlements and Bio-diversity and forest.
• Mitigation measures and Environment management plan for the project during

construction phase as well as operation.
• Other details as outlined in the EIA Report.

Thereafter, convener of Public Hearing announced that the forum is open for
question answer. The summary of issues raised and reply submitted by project
proponent is as below.
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Sr.
No.
1

Sr.
No.
1

STATEMENT OF ISSUES

1. Mr. Rajkumar Sharma - Diamond Garden, Chembur

Issue raised

Mahul area is the most polluted place
in Chembur, hence people living in
this area should be made aware about
the new plants coming in BPCL
Refinery. The proposed project may be
beneficial to local people. But MPCB
has not given wide publicity about the
proposed project. So it is not possible
for me to comment about the same. So
I request authorities to make available
copies of EIA, so that I will study and
could comment on it in due course of
time.

Comments/commitments made

How much area will be utilized for
proposed plant? Please specify the
area statement with total plot area of
existing refinery.

The convener of public hearing clarified that,
wide publicity regarding upcoming project of
M/s. BPCL was arranged as per procedure
laid down in EIA Notification 2006. Public
notice was published in leading news papers
and copies of EIA report, Executive
summary were made available in the offices
of Authorities so that concerned people shall
study and respond. The posters, banners
were displayed in the vicinity of project so
that nearby peoples may get aware about it.
So it will not be appropriate to conclude that
wide publicity was not made by Authorities.
Project proponent explained that, total area
of the refinery unit is 450 acres, out of which
15 to 16% area is occupied by process units.
Remaining working area is occupied with
storage tanks. Proposed new plant will
require space of 250 mtrs. x 100 mtrs.which
will be made available by vacating existing
storage tanks.

2. Mr. E. C. John - Secretary of the Mysore Co-op. Housing Society, Chembur

Issue raised

I am secretary of Mysore Co-op
Housing Society and representing 600
residents of society. I would like to
bring to notice of panel that wide
publicity regarding project & its
environmental impact is not arranged.
So EIA report shall be made available
to all nearby residential societies. Also
BPCL shall not be allowed to take any
effective step unless detailed study of
EIA and impact shall be studied by
local peoples.

Comments/commitments made

The convener of public hearing clarified that,
wide publicity regarding upcoming project of
M/s. BPCL was arranged as per procedure
laid down in EIA Notification 2006. Public
notice was published in leading news papers
and copies of EIA report, Executive
summary were made available in the offices
of Authorities so that concerned people shall
study and respond. The posters, banners
were displayed in the vicinity of project so
that nearby peoples may get aware about it.
So it will not be appropriate to conclude that
wide publicity was not made by Authorities.
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Sr.
No.
1

Sr.
No.

The Chairman finally intervened that protocol
for public hearing is followed by MPCB and
briefed about role of public hearing Panel.

3. Mr. Deepak Wadhwani -Ashish Cinema BIdg.

Issue raised

I fully agree with Mr. John and I am
staying in the same vicinity. It may be
agreed that protocol of public hearing
is being followed, but problems of area
shall not be ignored. There are various
problems of Chembur regarding traffic
conjection and pollution. So the circular
of public hearing along with details
shall be sent to all the societies.

Comments/commitments made

Mr. S.S. Sunderajan, on behalf of project
proponent replied that the main aim of
project is to reduce vehicular traffic as most
of the products are being transported
through pipelines from refinery to Sewree,
Uran and Mumbai-Manmad-Bijwasan-Piyala
Pipeline (MMBPL) upto Delhi. LPG from
refinery will be sent by pipeline to Uran by
March 2013, which will reduce need of
tanker/ rail wagons in future.

The convener of public hearing explained
that, as per the well settled procedure of
public hearing, distribution of circular to
individual societies is not expected.

4. Mr. P. S. Ranade - Bal Vikas Sangh, Chembur

1

Issue raised

Notice of the Public Hearing is not
available on website and banners not
displayed in the vicinity. The
presentation made focused on CSR
initiatives. Lot of changes have taken
place in this area in the last many
years. Please provide a leaflet on the
presentation made today. I want to
know what will be impact on
environment. Presentation made by
BPCL is good, but actual
implementation is not carried out.

Comments/commitments made

Convener expressed that notice of the public
hearing is to be published in leading news
papers as per provisions of Notification.
MPCB has followed the protocol and
arranged wide publicity by displaying
posters/ banners at the gate of industry and
eight prime locations in Chembur. Copies of
EIA report and allied documents were placed
in the offices of authorities, so that
concerned people can study them. It is not
possible to serve these copies to individuals.

Mr. SS Sunderajan, on behalf of project
proponent replied that M/s. BPCL is leading
Public Undertaking company and is aware
about its corporate social responsibility
(CSR) towards society and environment. The
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proposed projects of BPCL are being
projected with clean fuels like RLNG with
zero percent sulpher content. So the
emissions like Sox, NOx are being
minimized. The waste water generated from
the process will be treated in existing ETP
and recycled back so as to conserve natural
resources.

Existing four plants CDU1, CDU2, HVU/FPU
will be replaced with advanced and
integrated new CDU/VDU unit in which heat
recovery technologies will be employed so
as to save fuel upto 125 MT/day. Catalyst
will not be used in the new plant which will
improve its economy.

The ISOM plant will be useful to provide
Euro 4/5 fuels to society, which will minimize
vehicular pollution and will protect the
environment. He expressed that all the facts
regarding proposed expansion are
elaborated in detail in EIA report.

5. Mr. Ayub Khan - Social Worker of NGO

Sr.
No.

Issue raised Comments/commitments made

1 How can one know about public
hearing if advertisement is published in
only two news papers? So, we need
one more week for studying the report
and comment on it.

Convener expressed that, notice of the
public hearing is to be published in local and
vernacular newspapers as per provisions of
EIA Notification, 2006. MPCB has followed
the protocol Hence, now it is not possible to
provide extra time to respond.

6. Mr. AvinashTambe - Kurla resident

Sr.
No.

Issue raised Comments/commitments made

1 I was staying earlier in Chembur and
now shifted to Kurla. I would like to
suggest MPCB to display
banners/posters for Public Hearing at
prominent places like railway-station,
Chembur Naka so that more
awareness will be created among

Convener expressed that MPCB has
followed the protocol and arranged wide
publicity by displaying posters/ banners at
the gate of industry and eight prime locations
in Chembur

Mr. SS Sunderajan, GM (Ops.) of BPCL
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public.

In case of disaster, what measures will
be taken by BPCL? There should not
be residential area in the periphery of 3
to 5 km from such type of sensitive
industry as followed in foreign country.

What about safety & Security
measures during war time and terrorist
attack?

What are the queries raised by
authority like MPCB, Central Govt.
after receipt of project proposal which
may be in interest of public?

replied that they are well equipped with on-
site & off-site Disaster Management Plan.
HAZOP studies are made for proposed plant
at the design stage for improving safety
factors. Interlocks are available for safe
shutdown the plant in case of any
emergency. Fire water adequacy was
checked as per OISD norms. Mutual Aid is
also implemented amongst all the industries
in Chembur. During the Mantralaya fire, it
was BPCL's fire engine which helped to put
off the fire at the top of the bldg. We are
prepared & equipped for the worst case
scenario with the best technology available.

Mr. SS Sunderajan, GM (Ops.) of BPCL
replied that old LPG spheres have been
mounded with bullets to increase safety.
Mock drills are being carried out in plant, so
that workmen will be alert and prepared in
case of any emergency. During 1971 war,
some of the units were kept shutdown and
the flare in the refinery was put off as a part
of security measure. For the security of the
refinery, we have employed Central
Industrial Security Force (CISF) which is well
equipped and renown organization in the
field.

Convener replied that, the expert committee
constituted under EIA Notification has
scrutinized the proposal & communicated
various points to be cleared / responded by
BPCL through TOR. M/s. BPCL has studied
all the allied aspects and same has been
included in draft EIA report.

7. Mr. E. C. John - Secretary of the Mysore Co-op. Housing Society, Chembur

Sr.
No.

Issue raised Comments/commitments made

Respected Chairman, you are here as
a Jury between BPCL and MPCB. I am
not against the development of
production of Euro 4 fuel, but I want

to know, what would be the impact of

The Chairman replied that, it is not true that I
am here as a Jury, but I am presiding over
the public hearing as per provision of EIA
Notification. As per procedure of public
hearing, all your questions will be included in
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new project on nearby people? Why
this kind of public hearing is required? I
think there must be some hidden
agenda, otherwise public hearing will
not be required. Also I would like to
suggest that environment Impact study
report should have been circulated to
close vicinity by project proponent.

the proceedings of hearing and same will be
submitted to MoEF for their review and
decision.

Mr. SS Sunderajan, GM (Ops.) of BPCL
replied that Public Hearing is required if
there is increase in capacity of any existing
plant in the refinery as per revised EIA
Notification. We are increasing capacity of
CCR Project from 0.9 MMTPA to 1.2
MMTPA in existing refinery. The public
hearing is being conducted as per TOR
issued by Expert appraisal Committee
constituted by MoEF.

8. Mr. Rajkumar Sharma - Diamond Garden, Chembur

Sr.
No.
1

Issue raised

Presentation should be made by
MPCB instead of BPCL.

Comments/commitments made

MPCB is acting as convener body and
presentation regarding project is to be
submitted by proponent as per provisions of
EIA Notification 2006

9. Mr. E. C. John - Secretary of the Mysore Co-op. Housing Society, Chembur:

Sr.
No.
1

Issue raised

What is the present scenario of
emission level?

Comments/commitments made

Mr. SS Sunderajan, GM (Ops.) of BPCL
replied that SO2 emission of 13 T/D was
permissible in 2005. After commissioning of
Refinery Modernization Project (RMP), the
emission level was bring down to 12 T/D.
After commissioning of these three projects,
Emission levels will come down to 11 T/D.
These emission figures are displayed as real
time on the electronic board, located near the
BPT-Wadala Road and are also transmitted
to CPCB online.

10. Mr. Ramesh Patil - Mahul Village

Sr. Issue raised Comments/commitments made

Page 8 of 9



No.
I am a resident of (vlahul village. We
are the 1st native of Mumbai and our
land was sold to M/s. Burmah Shell in
the 1950s for installing this refinery.
BPCL has been taking a lot of CSR
initiatives in Mahul village and this has
helped our residents immensely.
Fishing is our sole occupation. I would
like to know the answers of following
after these new projects are started:

(i) How much effluent will be
released into the sea? (ii) How
much pollutants will be released
into the air after commissioning of
these new projects? (iii) What is
spent catalyst?

Mr. SS Sunderajan, GM (Ops.) of BPCL
replied that we had installed advanced Waste
Water Treatment Plant (WWTP) and treated
waste water is recycled back in process. After
erection of these new plants, additional 130
M3/day waste water will be treated in existing
WWTP & will be reused back in process. So
there will be no effluents discharge outside on
land or Sea.

Spent catalyst is the catalyst after usage in
the refining process. This spent catalyst
contains precious metals which are recovered
before its disposal. The spent catalyst after
metal recovery will be disposed to the MPCB
approved CHWTSDF sites in scientific
manner.

The participants present in hearing requested for photo copy of minutes of public
hearing & videography of the same. Hon.ble Chairman instructed convener to make
necessary arrangement & announced that copy of the proceedings and CD to the public
hearing will be available in due course of time in MPCB office at Shri Chatrapati Shivaji
Maharaj Mandai Municipal Market Building, 4th Floor, Mata Ramabai Ambedkar Road,
Mumbai- 400 001 . Also it was instructed to give a copy of EIA Report to those who need
it by following prevailing office procedure.

The convener of the public hearing called upon the people present if there are
any other question /issues, the same may be asked. However, nobody came with any
question. Thereafter, The Chairman of the Committee while concluding the proceedings,
summarized various points raised and declared that public hearing is ended, and he
concluded the public hearing with vote of thanks.

I (P.V. Patil)
l/c. SRO, MPCB,

Mumbai-lll and Convener
of Public Hearing Panel

(Dr. J.B. Sangewar)
RO, MPCB, Mumbai and
Member, Public Hearing

Panel

(Dr. Shivaji
AddittSfiaTDistrict

Magistrate, Mumbai-
Suburban and Chairman of

Public Hearing Panel
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