olic, Patna ‘
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— I,Rupa Kumari, GenderfemaleAged about 34 years, director of M/s Manirani Construction Pvt Ltd and
} w/o- S/o Pritam Kumar, resident of post- Gaura-1, PS- Teghra, Kadam Kuan, DIST- Begusarai-851113. |
~ am the project proponent / of Lease owner of sand mining lease on Dhadhar river of Pasaibalughat

~ (Block-10) at Mouza no- 12, Khata no-104 Khasra no-1489, Mauza- Pasai, Block- Nardiganj, District-
. Nawada, Bihar (Total Area- 11.6 Ha). Proposed Production- 139200 cum per annum , do hereby
L solemnly affirm and declare as under:-
QE\ 5 [ [ —— LSy o ———— have authorized .........ccceuuee. LY Lo ST For signing and
authentication the documents relating to Environmental clearance application (If Applicable)
Not Applicable
' 2. That | have engaged M/s Oceao-Enviro Management Solutions (India) Pvt. Ltd. for preparation

of EIA/JEMP report on my behalf and | endorse the acts of my consultant. .
There is no litigation pending against the above mentioned project or land in which the project

3.
is proposed in any such litigation, whatsoever, the sole project proponent alone shall be
responsible.

4. As per DMO, Nawada vide letter no 1203/kha, dated 09.05.2024 no mining has been done
previously.

5. There is no difference in the documents submitted i.e, Form-1, Pre- Feasibility Report,
Conceptual plan, EIA/EMP report, Mining plan and presentation being made to the SEAC/SEIAA,
Bihar.

6. That the project has been uploaded for the first time on parivesh portal. In case the same
project has been accepted by SEIAA, Bihar on parivesh portal.Not Applicable

7. That there is no mismatch between information/data provided on online application and hard
copy/presentation submitted.

8. That the data and information given in the application and enclosures for environmental
clearance are true to the best of my knowledge and belief without concealing any fact.

9. That if any part of data and information submitted is found to be false or misleading at any stage

the project proponent’s application will be rejected and clearance given, if any to the project
progengnt’s apptication will be rejected and clearance given, if any to the project will be

révoked 4t our risk a;id.,\qost.
10. Thitthere is no construction done at the site or the construction done without any deviation as

H,‘e’&}j.])\lot Applicable in Mining Project)
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truction carried out at project site as pn date or construction of ... sam out

date as per previous EC obtained ( (Not Applicable in Mining Project))
ruction/production activities done only. which was approved by the

s a fresh lease
11.6 ha, which was approved

11. That there is no cons
of ....sqm done as on

12. That there are present const
concern authorities. The present mining lease i

13. The mining will be done in the lease area i.e

authority.

by the concerned

Qu_f;,,q l(,.urvoM'

VERIFICATION

g affidavits are trué and to the
d nothing material has been

he contents of the accompanyin
thereof is false an

Verified at ... ON this wuseemees that t
best of my knowledge and belief and no part

suppressed/concealed therein.




