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EPCA Report No 101 
 
Examination of IA No 77903 and 77914/2019 (Rain CII Carbon Vizag Ltd) in 
compliance with directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 8.7.2019 and IA 
No 90305 and 90306 (Guwahati Carbon Ltd and others) 
 
August 16, 2019 

 
On 8.7.2019, the Hon’ble Supreme Court directed EPCA to file a report with 
respect to IA No 77914/2019 (Rain CII Carbon Vizag Ltd). In the matter of IA 
90305 and 90306 (Guwahati Carbon Ltd and others), the Hon’ble Court 
directed that liberty is granted to the applicant (s) as prayed to apply to EPCA.  
 
EPCA has convened two meetings, on August 1, 2019 and August 8, 2019 with 
all stakeholders to examine the issues (see Annexure 1 for list of participants). 
This report is being filed in compliance with the above directions. As the issues 
in the 2nd matter (Guwahati Carbon Ltd and others) are inter-connected, EPCA 
is taking the liberty to file a combined report for the consideration of the 
Hon’ble Court.  
 
1. Examination of issues in IA No 77914/2019 (Rain CII Carbon Vizag Ltd)  

 
The contention of Ms Rain CII Carbon Vizag Ltd is as follows: 
1. That the October 2018 order of the Hon’ble Court, which permitted annual 
import of 1.4 million metric tonnes of anode grade raw pet coke (RPC) by 
calciner industry, was conditional on the fact that the calciners would be 
required to be equipped with an FGD system with minimum 90 per cent 
scrubbing efficiency (to reduce Sulphur dioxide (SO2) emissions). However, the 
Directorate General of Foreign Trade (DGFT) has in violation of this order 
proceeded to allocate pet coke to calciners that do not have an FGD system.  
 
2. DGFT has not allocated pet coke for its second unit located in APSEZ, 
Achutapuram, which is under development. According to its IA, the company 
had applied for 11,93,600 MT of pet coke, including 7,05,600 MT for the first 
unit and 4,88,000 MT for its second unit. However, DGFT has allocated 
5,53,574.237 MT to the applicant.  
 
EPCA has therefore, examined the following issues: 
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a. Does the October 2018, direction of the Hon’ble Court make it conditional 
that only those units with FGD system of 90 per cent scrubbing efficiency 
should be given the allocation of pet coke. Are there standards for SO2 control 
that have been stipulated for all calciner units in the country?  
 
b. What is the current procedure for allocation of RPC as set out by DGFT and 
in this, is there a need for amendment; also, is there a need for enhancement 
of the amount of RPC that is permitted for import? In this context, it has also 
examined the application of Guwahati Carbon Ltd and others as this states that 
the domestic pet coke of anode grade is not being procured and this is leading 
to shut down of these industries.  
 
1.1: Requirement of FGD 
On 9.10.2018, the Hon’ble Supreme Court had directed as follows: 
“2. Use of anode grade pet coke in CPC manufacturing 
These applications have been filed by several entities and the CPCB has given a 
report dated October 4, 2018, in which it is stated as follows: 

i. Raw Petroleum Coke is feed stock for producing calcinated petroleum 
coke which is a raw material for anode making in aluminium industries. 
Therefore, calcination of Raw Petroleum Coke is a pre-requisite to 
produce anode grade calcined pet coke having sulphur content less than 
3.5%. 
 ii. As per BIS guidelines, calciners are permitted to use high sulphur 
containing raw petroleum coke for making CPC having sulphur content 
less than 3.5%. There still be emission of SO2 in high concentration (para 
1 of results) which needs to be treated in Flue gas desulphurisation system 
having efficiency of sulphur removal more than 90%.” 

 
The views expressed by the CPCB have been considered by the Ministry of 
Environment, Forest and Climate Change which is in agreement with the CPCB.  
It is stated by learned amicus curiae that the views expressed by the CPCB are 
also acceptable to EPCA.  
 Consequently, raw pet coke (domestic and imported) can be used as a 
feedstock for producing calcined pet coke. We make it clear that the imported 
raw pet coke for this purpose cannot exceed 1.4 MT per annum in total. 
Applications stand disposed of.” 
 
The DGFT minutes of April 5, 2019 (see Annexure 2) state that, M/s Rain CII 
wanted that the issue of FGD with 90% efficiency may also be made a criterion 
for allocation of RPC amongst the applicants, but the Committee observed that 
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while this FGD was referred to in the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
order dated 9.10.2018; it was not a pre-condition for allocation of 1.4 MT of 
RPC. The Committee observed that its jurisdiction is restricted only to the 
allocation of RPC. Hence, the Committee decided that for enforcement of FGD 
system/emission requirement the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate 
Change (MoEF&CC) may examine the matter and issue necessary guidelines 
and advisory to the industry, if required.  
 
The questions therefore, are as follows: 

a. Does the Hon’ble Supreme Court direction make FGD (with 90% 
efficiency) mandatory for allocation of pet coke to calciner industry? 

 
b. How many calciner industries have installed FGD (with 90% efficiency) in 

the country? Are there emission standards for calciner industry to 
follow, which would make it a requirement to install the FGD?  

 
c. And if there are no prescribed standards and industries have not been 

asked to install pollution control equipment, would it be correct to stop 
them from getting a share of the permitted import? What would be the 
way ahead? 

 
Hon’ble Supreme Court directions on FGD: It is important to consider the 
background of the directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court on permitting 
calciner industry to use and import raw pet coke. On 23.8.2018 the IAs of steel, 
aluminium, graphite and calciner industry seeking permission to use and 
import pet coke were listed before the Hon’ble Supreme Court. The questions 
were if these industries should be allowed to use pet coke. This would require 
examining if these industries used pet coke as a feedstock and not as a fuel 
and if they should be allowed to use imported pet coke when domestic pet 
coke was available. EPCA and MoEF&CC gave their reports for the 
consideration of the Hon’ble Supreme Court on this matter 
 
EPCA report no 91 of October 6, 2018 examined the applications of the 
calciner industry seeking permission to import pet coke. This report was used 
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court to issue the directions on the import of pet coke 
by calciner industry. In this report, EPCA has stated that there are 28 calciners 
in the country, of which 6 are port based and entirely dependent on imported 
pet coke. It also stated that import by this industry was necessary as domestic 
refineries could not meet its requirement of anode grade pet coke. EPCA also 
stated, in this report, that industry had informed it that it met the emission 
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standards as stipulated by CPCB. Report 91, recommended that based on this 
requirement and the list of industries as provided in annexure 1, the calciner 
industry may be permitted to import 1.4 million metric tonnes of raw pet coke 
of anode grade.  
 
EPCA report, therefore, did not make the requirement of FGD conditional for 
the industry to be permitted the use and import of raw pet coke of anode 
grade.  
 
MoEF&CC affidavit filed on 8.10.2018 in compliance with the orders of the 
Hon’ble Court of 26.7.2018 and 23.8.2018 included the CPCB report of 
4.10.2018, which stated that there will be emissions of SO2 in high 
concentration, which needs to be treated in flue gas desulphurization system 
(FGD) having efficiency of Sulphur removal of more than 90%. The affidavit 
stated that the views of CPCB had been examined and accepted by the 
Ministry. It concluded that based on this, “raw pet coke may be permitted for 
use as feedstock for producing calcined petcoke”. The MoEF&CC also did not 
explicitly recommend to the Hon’ble Court that this should be conditional to 
those industries who had an FGD with 90% removal efficiency. The CPCB 
report was given in annexure of this affidavit. This report only studied one 
plant of M/s Rain Carbon Vishakhapatnam during September 17-18, 2018.  
 
CPCB report found based on the one plant it inspected that calciner industry 
would have high emissions of SO2, which would need to be reduced using 
appropriate technologies, including FGD with efficiency of 90%. The 
conclusions in this report are extracted and reproduced by the Hon’ble Court 
in its directions of 9.10.2018. 
 
Standards for SO2 for calciner industry: EPCA examined if there are standards 
for SO2 for calciner industry or if the Central or State Pollution Boards have 
stipulated that industry should install FGD or any other equipment for control 
of SO2. It wrote to all state pollution control boards to get this information 
(see table) 
 
Table: Response from state pollution control boards regarding SO2 emission standards 
stipulated for calciner industry  

  
State PCB Name of 

Industry 
Location SO2 emission standards for manufacturing 

process 

Andhra 
Pradesh 

Rain CII Carbon 
(Vizag) Ltd. 

Vizag 0.48 TPD (load based standard) is stipulated as 
industry is located in Visakhapatnam bowl area 
(also declared as critically polluted by MOEF&CC).  
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 Sanvira 
Industries Ltd. 

Vizag No standards prescribed as it is located out of the 
Visakhapatnam bowl area (not a critically polluted 
area). But stack height given is 75 metres for 
dispersion of pollutants.   

Chattisgarh M/s Goa 
Carbon Ltd  

Bilaspur No standards prescribed 

 M/S Raipur 
Minerals 
Private limited 

Raipur No standards prescribed 

Goa M/s Goa 
Carbon Ltd  

Goa No standards prescribed 

Orissa M/s Goa 
Carbon Ltd  

Paradeep No standards prescribed 

Orissa M/s Kalinga 
Calciners Pvt. 
Ltd  

Paradeep No standards prescribed 

West 
Bengal 

M/s India 
Carbon Limited 

Budge 
Budge 

No standards prescribed 

 M/s Petro 
Carbon and 
Chemicals Pvt. 
Ltd. 

Haldia No standards prescribed.  
On 6.8.2019 (subsequent to EPCA’s letter asking 
for information) the Board has directed that the 
unit shall install FGD, having efficiency of sulphur 
removal more than 90% immediately.  

Bihar M/s Neo 
Carbon Pvt. 
Ltd  

Barauni No standards prescribed  

Gujarat M/s Vedic 
Petrochemicals 
Pvt. Ltd. 

Vadodara 40 mg/Nm3 annual average 
 

 M/s Sea Som 
Carbon Pvt. 
Ltd. 

Vadodara 40 mg/Nm3 annual average 
 

 
CPCB has also not stipulated SO2 standard for calciner industry. And as can be 
seen from the table above, state boards have by and large not stipulated 
standards and barring one case (M/s Petro Carbon and Chemicals Pvt. Ltd) in 
Haldia, no state board has asked calciner industry to install FGD with efficiency 
of 90%. This has also been done subsequent to the letter by EPCA enquiring 
about the status of pollution control standards in the calciner industry in the 
state.  
 

The Andhra Pradesh Pollution Control Board (APPCB) has stipulated load 
based SO2 standards for M/S Rain CII Carbon (Vizag) because it is located in 
the bowl area of Vizag and this region was categorised as critically polluted 
by MoEF&CC. M/S Rain CII Carbon also informed EPCA in its meeting on 
August 1, 2019 that it had installed an FGD at the time of commissioning of 
its plant because of the condition imposed by its main financier, World Bank.  
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Given the above, it is clear that there is no current regulation in the country 
that requires calciner industry to meet SO2 emission standards or to install 
FGD with 90% efficiency. It would, therefore, be erroneously to argue that M/S 
Rain CII Carbon which has installed FGD because of its financiers condition and 
which was inspected by CPCB to determine pollution potential of this industry, 
should be given the bulk of the allocation of pet coke import. Pollution 
potential is also a factor of the size of the industry and M/S Rain CII Carbon is 
not only located in a critically polluted area but also its production capacity is 
5,00,000 mt/year, which is roughly half of the total capacity of the 6-import 
based calciners (EPCA report 91 Annexure 1). 
 
At the same time, it is important to accept that as per the 2018 CPCB report, 
presented to the Hon’ble Supreme Court by MoEF&CC vide their affidavit of 
October 8, 2018, has found that calciner industry has the potential to emit high 
amounts of SO2. This must be controlled and therefore, it is imperative that 
MoEF&CC and CPCB should be directed to urgently issue national standards for 
SO2 for calciner industry. The calciner industry must be directed to meet these 
standards in a timebound period of 1 year. Post the notification of the 
standard and the time limit set for adherence to the standard, there should be 
regular monitoring by the state boards and if any plant is found to be non-
compliant then its permission for import should be withdrawn or denied. 
 
1.2: Procedure for allocation of imported anode grade pet coke and if there is 
need for enhancement of the permitted amount 

 
The Hon’ble Supreme Court in its order of 9.10.2018 had allowed the following 
quantities to be used and imported by the following industries: 
 
Aluminium industry: Use of calcined pet coke (CPC) domestic as well as 
imported as raw material for anode making with the revised BIS specifications. 
The imported raw material would not exceed 0.5 MT per annum in total.  
 
Calciner Industry: Anode grade pet coke (domestic and imported) can be used 
as feedstock for producing calcined pet coke. The imported raw pet coke (of 
anode grade) would not exceed 1.4 MT per annum in total.  
 
Based on the directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, on 10.9.2018, 
MOEF&CC issued guidelines for regulation and monitoring of imported petcoke 
in India (see Annexure 3). The guidelines stipulate:  
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a. That petcoke importing industries (cement, lime kiln, calcium carbide, 
gasification, graphite, aluminium and calciners) shall obtain the consent of and 
registration with the concerned SPCB.  
 
b. That the Consent issued shall clearly specify the quantity permitted for 
import and its use on a per month and per annual basis.   
 
The DGFT makes the allocation based on the quantity requirement specified in 
the SPCB consent letter.  
 
The draft minutes of DGFT (dated 5.4.2019) set out the procedure for 
allocation of raw pet coke to the calciner industry as follows (Annexure 4): 
 

I. The production capacity of the applicant is to be calculated on annual basis. 

Wherever, SPCB certificate shows production figures in TPD, the annual production 

capacity is to be arrived at by multiplying the capacity with 350 days (average 

operational days for the unit) to bring uniformity. 

II. The production capacity for each applicant to be converted to input/raw material 

requirement by taking industry average conversion rate i.e. 1:1.36 (as mentioned in 

the EPCA report. 

III. The additional capacity added by the applicants after the Hon’ble Supreme Court’s 

order dated 9/10/2018 is not taken into consideration and 

IV. The quota  be divided on a proportionate basis as per the following formula: 

Total pet coke available for allotment divided by total input requirement X requirement/ 
demand by a particular applicant. 

V. In cases where requested quantity is lower than eligible quantity, the surplus on 

their heads are redistributed among others proportionately. 

 
The minutes of the meeting of 5.4.2019 with the draft allocation were 
uploaded and final allocation made and notified on 22.4.2019 (annexure 2).  
 
DGFT has allocated 1.39 million metric tonnes of imported anode grade raw 
pet coke for calciner industry for the current year. This allocation (see 
annexure 2) has been done pro-rata based on the production capacity as per 
SPCB certificate.  
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Table: Final allocation of anode-grade raw pet coke import for calciner 
industry (as per DGFT minutes of meeting of 22.4.2019) 

  Production as 
per SPCB 
certificate 

Input requirement as 
per EPCA report 
(1:1.36) 

Total allocation 
(based on SPCB 
and pro-rata 
allocation of 
excess) 

1 Rain CII (Carbon) Vizag 511,000 694960 553,574 

2 Sanvira Industries 200,000 272000 216,663 

3 Goa Carbon 308,000 418888 333,661 

4 India Carbon    54,000  73440    58,499 

5 Neo Carbon    75,000 102000    50,000* 

6 Amritesh Industries    24,000   32640    25,999 

7 Kalinga Calciner    46,200   48633    50,049 

8 Vedic Petrochemicals    18,000   18948    10,000* 

9 Petro Carbon and Chemicals    93,744   98681  101,553 

 Total 1,329,944 1,399,999 1,399,999 

*Excess allocation re-distributed among other applicants 
 
The EPCA report 91 (annexure 1) states that this allocation is for current 
production capacity in the country. It also states that plants are working at 
85% capacity and therefore, there is no apparent reason to change the 
allocation or procedure for allocation followed by DGFT.  
 
The new plant of Rain CII carbon has not been commissioned. There is also no 
information available on the additional capacity being commissioned by other 
companies. Furthermore, it has come to EPCA’s attention that domestically 
manufactured anode grade pet coke is not being sold in the country. 
Therefore, unless these issues are resolved, it would not be prudent to allow 
increased quantities of pet coke to be imported for this industry.  
 
2.  Examination of IA 90305 and 90306 (Guwahati Carbon Ltd and others) 

Based on the directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, EPCA received a joint 
representation on 26.7.2019 from Guwahati Carbon Ltd; Brahmaputra Carbon 
Ltd; Digboi Carbon Pvt Ltd; Neo Carbon and Vedic Petrochemicals Pvt Ltd.  
 
According to this representation: 
 
a. These industries are producers of domestically manufactured anode grade 
pet coke. They buy raw pet coke, which has low-sulphur from refineries of 
Indian Oil Corporation (Barauni, Bongaigon, Digboi and Koyali) and then 
manufacture calcined anode grade pet coke, which has very low Sulphur 
content.  
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b. Till last year, this domestically produced low-sulphur anode grade pet coke 
was sold to aluminium industry and others.   
 
c. However, it is their contention, that since the aluminium industry has been 
allowed to directly import 0.5 MMT and the calcined industry permitted to 
import 1.4 MMT, there is no demand for their product. As a result, they are 
suffering a loss of livelihood and face closure.  
 
Their demand is as follows: 
 
1. DGFT, MOEF&CC and MoPNG should formulate immediate policies to 
ensure full utilization of domestically manufactured pet coke.  
 
2. DGFT, MoEF&CC and MoPNG formulate policies on import of pet coke and 
ensure that WTO guidelines and rules are not violated and a balance is struck 
between domestic and imported pet coke.  
 
3. State pollution control boards should ensure that aluminium industries and 
manufacturing industries be asked to obtain utilization certificates of domestic 
pet coke.  
 
2.1: Examination of issues regarding non-sale of domestically manufactured 
anode grade pet coke  

 
EPCA in its various reports on the matter of pet coke has held the firm view 
that India must utilize its domestic pet coke (anode grade and fuel grade) first 
before it allows import. This would be responsible practice as pet coke is a 
highly polluting substance and we should not be exporting it to other 
countries, but must utilize it domestically. The DGFT has also cautioned that 
there is a need for parity between policies for use of domestic and imported 
pet coke so as to remain consistent with WTO.  
 
The question therefore, is why domestically manufactured anode grade low-
sulphur pet coke is not being sold, as is the contention of M/S Guwahati 
Carbon Ltd and others.  
 
To examine this issue, EPCA has looked at the following: 
 
a. What is the total imported permitted by DGFT to aluminium industry? 
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b. What is the total domestic anode grade pet coke manufactured and sold in 
the country?  
 
2.1.1: Aluminium industry: DGFT permitted imports 
According to DGFT, the total quantity applied for by the aluminium industry for 
import was 741,235 MMT, while the permissions have been given for 499,999 
(as per directions of Hon’ble Supreme Court).  
 
Table: Final allocation of imported pet coke to aluminium industry (DGFT) 
 
  Quantity 

applied 
(mt) 

Proportionate 
allocation 
(mt) 

1 M/s National Aluminium Company 
(NALCO) 

60,000 43,162 

2 M/s Vedanta Ltd 400,000 269,045 
3 M/s Bharat Aluminium Company  81,235 44,960 

4 M/s Hindalco Industries Ltd 200,000 142831 
 Total 741235 499999 

 
According to this, there is a gap between the quantity applied and what has 
been allocated. This gap should have been filled by the domestically available 
anode grade pet coke.  
 
DGFT Committee has provided (see Annexure 5) that applicants would inform 
the committee of the quantity of pet coke imported by them at the end of 
each quarter and that based on this half yearly review will be done to check 
the utilization of the calcined pet coke to each aluminium smelter so that the 
unutilized quantity can be surrendered and re-allocated.  
 
2.1.2: Domestically available anode grade pet coke 

 
EPCA also sought information from the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
(MoPNG) regarding the production and sale of domestically manufactured pet 
coke (anode grade and fuel grade) (see Annexure 6).  
 
According to this, domestically manufactured low-sulphur anode grade pet 
coke is 0.462 MMT in 2018-19, which was sold by the refineries.  
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The problem, however, remains as the calciners who bought this low-sulphur 
pet coke for calcination, namely M/S Guwahati Carbon and others, have not 
been able to sell their production.  
 
The data about the availability and sale of domestic pet coke (annexure 6) also 
reveals that a substantial portion of the fuel grade pet coke is being consumed 
by industries other than those allowed through the directions of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court. It must be noted that through its various directions, the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court has restricted the use of imported pet coke to 
industries that use it as feedstock and not as fuel. Therefore, to remain 
compliant with WTO, it is important for MoEF&CC to take a final view on the 
use of domestic pet coke by industrial sectors that use it as feedstock and not 
as fuel. It is also important from a pollution standpoint, as pet coke is far more 
polluting than coal and other fuels like natural gas. It is for this reason, pet 
coke use has been banned in NCR states, through the directions of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court.  
 
2.1.3 Examination of possible reasons for the non-sale of domestically 
manufactured anode-grade low-sulphur pet coke 

 
Based on the deliberations and comments received from stakeholders, the 
following possible reasons emerge for the non-sale of anode grade low-sulphur 
pet coke: 
 
1. The amendment in BIS specifications (IS 17049:2018), which specify Sulphur 
content in calcined pet coke (CPC) used for anode making in aluminium 
industry is 3.5% max (upward revision from 1.25%). The BIS standard has a 
footnote which says that based on the available of RPC with varying Sulphur 
content, RPC with Sulphur content more than 7 per cent is not permitted for 
making RPC of Sulphur content of 4 per cent maximum. It would mean that 
aluminium industry could use RPC of Sulphur content of up to 7 per cent. Given 
this upward revision of the Sulphur content in the calcined coke requirement 
for aluminium industry, the market for low-sulphur (1-1.5 per cent) high value 
product has declined. In other words, aluminium industry, which was earlier 
required by BIS specifications to procure only low-sulphur pet coke can now 
higher Sulphur product, which is cheaper and so more economical for this 
industry.  
 
2. There is a local sale requirement that is followed by Indian Oil Corporation, 
under which it has to first sell to local calciners based in Assam and Bihar 
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(where its refineries are located), which may have adverse impacts on price-
discovery.  
 
3. The pricing strategy of this domestically produced low-sulphur anode grade 
pet coke may not be competitive in face of imported products. According to 
data provided by oil companies to EPCA (see Annexure 6), the average price of 
low-sulphur pet coke is Rs 21,500 per tonne as compared to high Sulphur pet 
coke, which is between Rs 7500-12,000 per tonne. But domestic calciner 
industry contends that this price is un-competitive against imports. However, 
IOC argues that the price is set for a high-value product and cannot be 
compared to imports, which have higher Sulphur content.   
 
Given the complex nature of trade and the variable and competing interests 
involved It is not possible for EPCA to determine the exact reasons why the 
domestically manufactured calcined pet coke (low-sulphur) is not being sold.  
 
However, what is clear is the following:  
1. There is additional 0.46 million tonnes of domestically manufactured low-
sulphur pet coke available that should be used by aluminium or calciner 
industry before increasing import quotas.  
 
2. MoPNG with its refineries should discuss strategies for sale of domestically 
available low-sulphur pet coke and change its policies accordingly.  
 
3. EPCA’s recommendations for the consideration of the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court 

 
EPCA has strived to examine the various aspects of this technically complex 
matter, which is made further complex because of the competing interests and 
claims by different sides.  
 
Based on this, EPCA’s recommendations for the consideration of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court are as follows: 
 

 Issue for 
examination 

Examination and findings Recommendation for 
the consideration of 
the Hon’ble Court 

1 M/s Rain CII 
Carbon 
position that 
FGD is 

M/s Rain CII Carbon has installed FGD 
because of the condition set by its 
financier World Bank. It has been 
given load based SO2 standards by 

The Hon’ble Supreme 
Court order of 
9.10.2018 may not be 
amended. The DGFT 
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mandatory for 
the allocation 
of import 
quota of pet 
coke for 
calciner 
industry 

the state board because it is located 
in the bowl area of Visakhapatnam, 
which was also declared as critically 
polluted by MoEF&CC. There are no 
national standards for the calciner 
industry for SO2, which would 
require the installation of FGD. The 
CPCB report, cited by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court in its order of 
9.10.2018 is based on the inspection 
and assessment of only one factory 
of M/s Rain CII Carbon.  

position on this 
matter may be 
maintained.  

2 SO2 emissions 
of calciner 
industry 

CPCB report points to the potential 
of high SO2 emissions from calciner 
industry. This requires urgent action.  

MoEF&CC may be 
directed to urgently 
notify national 
standards for SO2 for 
calciner industry with 
strict timelines for 
implementation. After 
the notification of the 
standard and the time 
for implementation, 
there should be 
regular monitoring 
and if any plant is 
found to be non-
compliant then its 
permission for import 
may be withdrawn or 
denied.   

3 Enhancement 
of import 
quota for 
additional 
capacity and 
or additional 
requirement 
for M/S Rain 
CII Carbon  

Hon’ble Supreme Court vide its order 
dated 9.10.2018 allowed calciner 
industry to import 1.4 million tonnes 
annually and aluminium industry to 
import 0.5 million tonnes annually. 
MoEF&CC and DGFT have set up a 
rigorous and transparent system for 
allocation of the permitted amount 
to different industries. Through this 
system, current demands have been 
sufficiently met and procedures have 
been set up to examine if there are 
unused import quotas that can be re-
allocated to different industries 
based on their requirements.  
It has also come to EPCA’s attention 
(through the IA filed by M/S 

The Hon’ble Supreme 
Court order of 
9.10.2018 may not be 
amended. The DGFT 
position on this 
matter may be 
maintained and 
additional 
requirements, if any, 
should be determined 
and brought to the 
Hon’ble Supreme 
Court after all 
domestically available 
calcined pet coke is 
sold and utilised.  
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Guwahati Carbon and others) that 
0.4 million tonnes of domestically 
manufactured low-sulphur anode 
grade pet coke is not being sold in 
the country because of lack of 
demand.  

 
 
 
 

4 Lack of 
demand for 
domestically 
manufactured 
anode grade 
low-sulphur 
pet coke, 
which could 
lead to 
closure of 
these 
industries 

There are different reasons for the 
lack of demand for domestically 
manufactured low-sulphur high 
grade pet coke in the country, 
including the amendment made by 
BIS in its specifications for aluminium 
industry. This amendment has 
revised the standard for Sulphur 
content in pet coke used by this 
industry from 1.25% to 3.5% max. It 
also allows (through its footnote) for 
aluminium industry to use higher 
Sulphur content pet coke. This has 
changed the market conditions for 
low-sulphur pet coke, which is high 
value. But it is critical that this issue 
is resolved so that domestically 
available high-grade pet coke and 
low Sulphur pet coke is first utilized 
as against imported pet coke. 
EPCA has maintained that it is 
important to utilize domestic pet 
coke before allowing imports. 
Therefore, if the situation continues 
and domestic pet coke is not utilized, 
then it may be necessary to ask for 
reduction in import quantities.  

MoPNG may be 
directed to discuss 
strategies for sale of 
domestically available 
low-sulphur pet coke 
and change its policies 
accordingly.  
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Annexure 1 

Attendance August 01, 2019 – 3:00 PM (Rain Carbon 1st meeting) 

 

1. Dr. Bhure Lal, Chairman, EPCA 

2. Ms. Sunita Narain, member, EPCA 

3. Sh. A.M. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, Delhi Jal Board 

4. Sh. Sunil Kumar, Joint Secretary, MoPNG 

5. Sh. S.P. Roy, Joint Director, Directorate General of Foreign Trade 

6. Sh. Shantanu Dhar, Under Secretary (Supply and CC) Under Secretary, MoPNG 

7. Sh. Nazim uddin, Sc. ‘E’, CPCB 

8. Dr. Sudheer Chintalapati , Joint Director, MoEF & CC 

9. Dr. Priti Singh, Sc.’ C’, MoEF &CC 

10. Sh. Brijesh Kumar, Advisor, Centre for High Technology 

11. Sh P. Raman, Director, Centre for High Technology 

12. Sh. Dinesh Dagar, SLC- Delhi, Oil Companies 

13. Sh. P. K. Sharma, General Manager (IB), IOCL 

14. Sh. Umesh P. Singh, CRM (I&C), HPCL 

15. Sh. Raghavendra Singh, Senior Manager, IOCL 

16. Sh. Madhav Seggam, CMMC, BPCL 

 

Representative of Rain CII Carbon (India) Limited 

17. Sh. K. Madhu, Chief Commercial Officer 

18. Sh. V.P. Srikanth, Deputy General Manager 

19. Sh. Pankaj Verma, Sr. General Manager 

20. Sh. Jafar Alam, Sr. Advocate 

 

Attendance August 01, 2019 – 3:00 PM (Domestic Calciners 2nd meeting) 

1. Dr. Bhure Lal, Chairman, EPCA 

2. Ms. Sunita Narain, member, EPCA 

3. Dr. Navroz K Dubash, Member, EPCA 

4. Sh. A.M. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, Delhi Jal Board 

5. Sh. S.P. Roy, Joint Director, Directorate General of Foreign Trade 

6. Sh. Shantanu Dhar, Under Secretary (Supply and CC) Under Secretary, MoPNG 

7. Sh. Nazim uddin, Sc. ‘E’, CPCB 

8. Dr. Sudheer Chintalapati , Joint Director, MoEF & CC 

9. Dr. Priti Singh, Sc.’ C’, MoEF &CC 

10. Sh. Brijesh Kumar, Advisor, Centre for High Technology 

11. Sh P. Raman, Director, Centre for High Technology 

12. Sh. Dinesh Dagar, SLC- Delhi, Oil Companies 

13. Sh. P. K. Sharma, General Manager (IB), IOCL 

14. Sh. Umesh P. Singh, CRM (I&C), HPCL 

15. Sh. Raghavendra Singh, Senior Manager, IOCL 

16. Sh. Madhav Seggam, CMMC, BPCL 

Representative of Calciner Industries (Guwahati Carbon Limited and Others)  

17. Sh. Om Prakash Maniyar, Director 

18. Sh. Somnath Ghosh, Vice President 

19. Sh. Shariq Ahmed, Advocate 

20. Sh. Tariq Ahmed, Advocate 
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Attendance August 01, 2019 – 3:00 PM (Import based Calciners 3rd meeting) 

1. Dr. Bhure Lal, Chairman, EPCA 

2. Ms. Sunita Narain, member, EPCA 

3. Dr. Navroz K Dubash, Member, EPCA 

4. Sh. A.M. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, Delhi Jal Board 

5. Sh. S.P. Roy, Joint Director, Directorate General of Foreign Trade 

6. Sh. Shantanu Dhar, Under Secretary (Supply and CC) Under Secretary, MoPNG 

7. Sh. Nazim uddin, Sc. ‘E’, CPCB 

8. Dr. Sudheer Chintalapati , Joint Director, MoEF & CC 

9. Dr. Priti Singh, Sc.’ C’, MoEF &CC 

10. Sh. Brijesh Kumar, Advisor, Centre for High Technology 

11. Sh P. Raman, Director, Centre for High Technology 

12. Sh. Dinesh Dagar, SLC- Delhi, Oil Companies 

13. Sh. P. K. Sharma, General Manager (IB), IOCL 

14. Sh. Umesh P. Singh, CRM (I&C), HPCL 

15. Sh. Raghavendra Singh, Senior Manager, IOCL 

16. Sh. Madhav Seggam, CMMC, BPCL 

 

Representative of Calciner Industries 

17. Sh. Arnav Dash, Legal Advisor, Petrocarbon and Chemical Pvt. Ltd. (PCCPL) 

18. Sh. Rajesh Vadera, AGM, PCCPL 

19. Sh. Jagmohan Chhabra, Executive Director, Goa Carbon Limited 

20. Sh. Pravin Satardekar, Company Secretary, Goa Carbon Limited 

21. Sh. Dhananjaya Mishra, Legal Advisor, Goa Carbon Ltd. 

Attendance August 08, 2019 – 3:00 PM (Petcoke meeting) 

21. Dr. Bhure Lal, Chairman, EPCA 

22. Ms. Sunita Narain, member, EPCA 

23. Sh. Vishnu Mathur, Member, EPCA 

24. Dr. Navroz Dubash, Member, EPCA 

25. Sh. N.K. Madan, Assistant Engineer, Delhi Jal Board 

26. Sh. S.P. Roy, Joint Director, Directorate General of Foreign Trade 

27. Dr. B. Madhusudhana Rao, Jt. Chief Environmental Engineer, APPCB 

28. Sh. P.Somakumar, Under Secretary, MoPNG 

29. Dr. S.S.V. Ramakumar, Director (R&D), IOCL 

30. Sh. P.S. Mony, CGM 

31. Sh. Brijesh Kumar, Advisor, Centre for High Technology 

32. Sh P. Raman, Director, Centre for High Technology 

33. Sh. P. K. Sharma, General Manager (IB), IOCL 

34. Sh. Alok Kumar Singh, General Manager (IB), IOCL 

35. Sh. Rajan Kapoor, GM Coordinator (Refineries) 

36. Sh. Rajesh Budhe, DGM, IOCL 

37. Sh. Raghavendra Singh, Senior Manager, IOCL 

38. Sh. Vivek Reddy, ED, Sanvira Industries Ltd.  

39. Sh. Rajiv Reddy, MD, Sanvira Industries Ltd. 
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