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The prevalent narrative around environmental assessment and clearance for projects is of causing delay and 
hindrance in development. Analysis of state level environmental clearance data done by Legal Initiative 
for Forest and Environment (LIFE) finds evidence to disprove this. Of the total 2,414 fresh proposals that 
appeared before 16 State level Environment Impact Assessment Authorities (SEIAAs) only 1.5% have 
been rejected. Nearly 76% or 1,831 projects have been approved. This averages to over 10 approval or 
environmental clearances per day. Many states have zero rejections. Majority of the approved projects are 
from mineral mining and construction sectors, which are infamous for high pollution footprints. The findings 
are especially alarming because this has become an ongoing trend: LIFE’s analyses from 2019 also found 
maximum clearances for mining and construction sectors. 

Key Findings:

 SEIAA considered 2,414 proposals for new, expansion or modernisation projects, out of which 1,831 
projects (76%) were granted environmental clearance and 36 projects (1.5%) were rejected rest were 
deferred.

 Bihar, Haryana, Maharashtra, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Punjab had zero rejections.

 Out of the 1,831 granted projects, 871 or 47.6% were mining of minerals projects.

 Second most clearances were for building and construction sector with 513 projects (28%).

 Gujarat granted maximum clearances (731 projects), followed by Madhya Pradesh (324 projects) and 
Telangana (294 projects).

 

Summary



Analysis of State level Environmental Clearances in India, 2020 (January to June)

Analysis of State level Environmental Clearances in India, 2020 (January to 
June)

4

The State level Environment Impact Assessment Authority (SEIAA) is constituted by the Central Government 
under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. It comprises of three members, who are nominated by their 
respective state government or the union territory administration1. The SEIAA is responsible for granting 
prior environmental clearance to all the Category B projects or activities in the Schedule of the Environment 
Impact Assessment Notification, 2006 (EIA Notification, 2006). The SEIAA’s decision is based on 
recommendations of the state- or territory-level Expert Appraisal Committee constituted under the EIA 
Notification2. 

According to the Schedule of EIA Notification, 2006, 39 types of projects and activities require prior 
environmental clearance from the concerned regulatory authorities before any construction work, or 
preparation of land by the project management except for securing the land, is started on the project or 
activity. Environment Impact Assessment (EIA) is the process of addressing all relevant environmental 
concerns of the project or activity for which prior environmental clearance is sought.

This paper attempts to ascertain the number of projects approved or rejected at the state level and to get a 
sense of the kind of projects that have been approved. Legal Initiative for Forest and Environment (LIFE) 
has been coming out with these analysis reports since 2019. This paper studies the status of environmental 
clearances granted by the SEIAAs from January to June 2020. 

Methodology
The minutes of meetings of SEIAA from January to June 2020 were analyzed to calculate the number of 
projects granted environmental clearance (EC) in various categories. Minutes of sixteen states and two 
Union Territories (UTs) were available in public domain, which were analysed as part of the study. The 
states include Bihar, Chhattisgarh, Gujarat, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra, 
Meghalaya, Madhya Pradesh, Odisha, Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Telangana, Uttarakhand and West Bengal and 
the UTs are Jammu and Kashmir and Chandigarh.  

The total number of projects have been divided in three groups: (i) Environmental Clearance to the new, 
expansion and modification projects, (ii) Amendment in Environmental Clearance3 and (iii) Validity 
Extension of Environmental Clearance. Within these groups, projects have been further bifurcated in three 
categories namely, granted, rejected and deferred4 based on SEIAA’s decision.

However, 443 projects that appeared before the SEIAA did not have any information on the type of proposal. 
Therefore it was not clear as to whether the proposals were for fresh EC or amendment or for the validity 
extension. Hence these proposals were kept out of the present analysis and were not clubbed under any of 
the category. 

Introduction

1. Para 3 of the EIA Notification, 2006: State level Environment Impact Assessment Authority (SEIAA)

2. Para 4 of the EIA Notification, 2006: Categorisation of projects and activites

3. Proposals for Amendment in EC include proposals appeared for transfer of EC and proposals appeared for corrigendum 
in EC

4. Deferred denotes decisions like returned, referred back and delisted  
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A total of 2,414 proposals for new, expansion or modernisation projects appeared before SEIAAs for 
environmental clearance between January and June 2020. Out of these, 1,831 projects were granted 
environmental clearance and only 36 projects were rejected. This means that 76% of the total projects were 
granted environmental clearance whereas the rejection rate was just 1.5%. Rest of the projects were deferred 
on various grounds. Graph 1 represents the share of approved, deferred and rejected projects.

Further analysis was done to separately assess the decisions taken by SEIAAs across different states. 
Gujarat granted the maximum number of environmental clearance (731 projects) during the first 
half of the year. This was followed by Madhya Pradesh (324 projects) and Telangana (294 projects). 
The state of Bihar, Haryana, Maharashtra, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu and Punjab have zero rejections. The 
state-wise distribution of the proposal status is given in the Graph 2. 

Status of Environmental Clearance 

Graph 1: Status of project proposals presented to SEIAA in 2020 (Jan-June)
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Graph 2: State-wise status of Environmental Clearance to new, expansion and modernisation 
proposals in 2020 (Jan-June)
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Type of Projects Granted Environmental Clearance

Out of the total 1,831 projects that have been granted environmental clearance, 871 or 47.6% are mining of 
minerals projects, the highest for any sector. This is followed by the building and construction industry, with 
513 projects (28%) getting environmental clearances in this sector. The third dominant sector is synthetic 
organic chemicals industry. A total of 355 projects have been granted environmental clearance in this sector.

State-wise distribution of projects that have been granted environmental clearances is studied. Graph 3 
shows the state- and union territory-wise distribution of projects. The graph shows that Telangana and 
Bihar have high presence of both building construction and mining of minerals projects, which reflects 
the direct demand-supply chain between these two sectors. Another interesting link is seen between West 
Bengal and Odisha. West Bengal is dominated by building and construction projects whereas Odisha has 
a considerable share of mining of minerals projects. Similar trend is seen among Maharashtra, Madhya 
Pradesh and Chhattisgarh. Maharashtra has dominance of building and construction sector, whereas Madhya 
Pradesh and Chhattisgarh mainly have mining of minerals projects. Considering their proximity, it is highly 
likely that West Bengal will get the necessary raw materials for building and construction sectors from 
Odisha whereas Maharashtra will source them from Madhya Pradesh and Chhattisgarh. This will eventually 
lead to the pollution owing to the long distance transportation of raw materials.

OthersBuilding & Construction Synthetic Organic Chemicals Industry Mining of minerals
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Graph 3: Category-wise grant of Environmental Clearance in various states and UTs

Note: "Others" include sugar industry, treatment, storage and disposal facility, thermal power plant, petroleum products and petro-
chemical-based processing, mineral beneficiation plant, metallurgical industries (ferrous and non-ferrous), distilleries, chlor-alkali indus-
try, Common Effluent Treatment Plant (CETPs), cement plants, Common Bio-medical Waste Treatment Facilities (CBWTF) and airport.
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Note: At the time of the present analysis, no separate SEIAA for Ladakh was there in the web portal of environmental clearance (http://environmentclearance.
nic.in/state_portal1.aspx), hence the old map of India with J&K single state boundary is used
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UTTARAKHAND 
EC Granted  21
districts       10

MEGHALAYA 
EC Granted 12
districts      4

TELANGANA 
EC Granted  294
districts          27

MADHYA PRADESH
EC Granted  324
districts        46

KARNATAKA
EC Granted  27
districts       14

TAMIL NADU
EC Granted    125
districts         30

PUNJAB
EC Granted  26
districts         5

ODISHA
EC Granted  28
districts       14

KERALA
EC Granted   1
districts        1

MAHARASHTRA
EC Granted  39
districts        9

GUJARAT
EC Granted   731
districts        27

HARYANA
EC Granted    33
districts           8

J&K
EC Granted  1
districts       1

BIHAR 
EC Granted  62
Districts       12

CHHATTISGARH
EC Granted  100
districts         22

WEST BENGAL
EC Granted  7
Districts       3

Figure 1: State-wise distribution of Environmental Clearances in India

Legend
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Spatial Distribution of Projects Granted Environmental 

Clearance

The projects approved from January to June 2020 have been mapped to study their spatial distribution. 
This is represented in a district level map of India (Figure 1). It shows the projects granted environmental 
clearance were largely located around central, southern and south-western parts of the country. 

Spatial distribution analysis has also been done to assess the pattern of mining of minerals and building 
and construction projects, as these are the sectors with the highest and second-highest numbers of project 
approvals. Figure 2 represents the spatial distribution pattern of mining of minerals projects and Figure 3 
represents the spatial distribution pattern of building and construction projects.

Figure 2 shows that mining of minerals projects are largely concentrated in central India with some others in 
southern India. Some projects can also be seen coming up in the north-eastern state of Meghalaya. Further, 
according to Figure 3, building and construction projects are mainly concentrated in western India. Small and 
scattered presence of these projects can also be seen in the northern, eastern and southern parts of the country.

Mining of minerals and building and construction projects are inter-dependent in nature, as the mining 
industries largely meet the raw material demand of building and construction projects. A close look at 
Figure 2 and Figure 3 shows there is no overlapping in terms of spatial distribution of these two sectors, 
save a few cases. This implies that mined materials are likely to be transported over long distances to cater 
to construction needs. This will inevitably increase the pollution load from transportation.

Inference 
The trend of environmental clearance during the first half of 2020 remains quite similar to that of 2019. Mining 
of minerals sector was granted the maximum number of environmental clearances. Building and construction 
got the second highest number of clearances. Gujarat granted maximum number of environmental clearances 
in 2019 too. Madhya Pradesh, Tamil Nadu, Bihar, Chhattisgarh and Kerala pre-dominantly had mining of 
minerals projects in 2019. Similar pattern continued in the first half of 2020, with a couple new states added to 
last year’s tally. 
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UTTARAKHAND 
EC Granted    13
districts         6

MEGHALAYA 
EC Granted    12
districts  4

TELANGANA 
EC Granted    164
districts         27

MADHYA PRADESH
EC Granted    306
districts         46

KARNATAKA
EC Granted   14
districts        11

TAMIL NADU
EC Granted    109
districts          28

ODISHA
EC Granted    16
districts         9

KERALA
EC Granted  1
districts       1

GUJARAT
EC Granted  101
districts       18

HARYANA
EC Granted  2
districts       2

BIHAR 
EC Granted    37
districts         5

CHHATTISGARH
EC Granted   96
Districts         18
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Figure 2: District-wise distribution of mining of minerals projects granted Environmental Clearance
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BIHAR 
EC Granted    19
districts         6

CHHATTISGARH
EC Granted    2
districts         2

MADHYA  PRADESH
EC Granted    9
districts         1

WEST BENGAL
EC Granted    6
districts         3

TELANGANA
EC Granted  120
districts       5

ODISHA
EC Granted    4
districts         4

TAMIL NADU
EC Granted  14
districts       5

MAHARASHTRA
EC Granted    32
districts         6

KARNATAKA
EC Granted    12
districts         4

PUNJAB
EC Granted  13
districts       3

HARYANA
EC Granted  27
districts       6

GUJARAT
EC Granted    255
districts         11

10

Legend

Figure 3: District-wise distribution of building and construction projects granted Environmental Clearance



January 2021 11

Conclusion
The trend in the procedure of granting environmental clearance in 2020 has remained similar to that of 2019. 
State- and UT-level Environmental Impact Assessment Authorities across India have hardly rejected any 
proposal as the rejection rate is just 1.5%, while the clearance rate is 76%. With this, SEIAAs have simply 
become clearance granting bodies that hardly reject any proposal. There is a strong connection between the 
mining of minor minerals and the building and construction sectors, as they have been granted majority 
of the clearances. State-wise distribution of projects of these two sectors clearly indicates dependence of 
construction projects in one state on the mining of mineral projects in its neighbouring states for raw materials. 
This aggravates the pollution problem because of the inter-state transportation of raw materials and increases 
the burden on natural resources.

Status of Amendment in Environmental Clearance and Validity 
Extension of Environmental Clearance
During the study period of January to June 2020, 238 projects appeared for amendment in environmental 
clearance. Out of this, amendments were granted to 220 proposals. Only one project was rejected, while 17 
projects were deferred. Additionally, there were 366 proposals for validity extension of environmental clearance. 
Out of these, 354 proposals were granted the extension, and only 2 proposals were rejected. Remaining 10 
proposals were deferred. 


