
PROPOSAL FOR AMENDMENT IN FOREST CLEARANCE 
 
Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited  is expanding its  capacity of Kochi 
Refinery  from  9.5 MMTPA to 15.5 MMTPA at an estimated cost of 
Rs.20,000 Crores . Consequent to the expansion the production of LPG is 
likely to increase from 0.6 MMTPA to 1.26 MMTPA  .  Accordingly it was 
envisaged to lay a 12” dia pipeline from Kochi Refinery to the proposed 
LPG plant at  Coimbatore   and  submitted the expression of interest to 
PNGRB . PNGRB after public consultation desired that the pipeline shall be 
extended upto Salem as IOC was proposing an  LPG Import terminal at 
Puthuvypeen  and  envisaging to transfer LPG to their LPG plants at 
Udayamperoor, Coimbatore, Erode and Salem.  

Extension of the scope  of the project  resulted in doubling of the  financial 
burden and this   necessitated BPCL to look for a strategic alliance with 
IOCL and submit the bid to PNGRB  as a consortium of  BPCL & IOCL 
with BPCL as the leading company. The consortium   was granted 
authorization vide letter no. Infra/PL/PPL/BID/KCSPL/01/2014 dated 
26.2.2014.  A JV has since been formed between BPCL and IOCL by name 
KSPPL and the JV is now entrusted the responsibility of executing the 
project.  

 

BPCL submitted application for the diversion of  forest to the extent of 
1.441Ha vide letter no. REF/KCPL/KOCHI/NOC/FOREST/01 
on25/03/2013 to princiapal chief conservator of forest and for wild life 
clearance vide letter no.REF/KCPL/NOC/FOREST/2 dated 19/11/2013  
to  Divisional Forest Officer, wild life division peechi as per the  pipeline 
route selected based on the following  considerations . 

a) The proposed pipeline was to follow the ROU of  earlier laid Cochin- 
Coimbatore –Karur pipeline  wherever feasible to avoid  fresh  ROU 



acquisition  to the extend possible  to minimize the objections from 
land owners, as per  the consent obtained from Petronet CCK.  

b)  Our proposal was therefore to route the pipeline in the forest portion 
in Kuthiran  along the ROU acquired by  Petronet CCK.  However, 
we had to abandon this route    and had to propose the pipeline route  
circumventing the Peechi Sanctuary along the buffer  zone   at that 
point of time for the following reasons . 
 
i) NH was planning  their highway expansion  in Kuthiran 

portion and  as per the initial alignment, the expanded road 
was fouling with the PCCK pipeline alignment and  Highways  
were even suggesting the removal of the existing Petronet CCK   
pipeline or construction of highway over the pipeline.  
 

ii) We were having a proposal to  have a tap off line towards 
Calicut for meeting the LPG feed requirements.  

 

View above ,  the proposal was submitted with the pipeline  alignment 
along the buffer zone of Peechi Sanctuary and obtained clearance for 
diversion of forest to the extent  of 1.441 Ha acres as well as wild life 
clearance vide letter no. REF/KCPL/KOCHI/NOC/FOREST/01 
on25/03/2013 and REF/KCPL/KOCHI/NOC/FOREST/02 dated 
19/11/2013 Copies annexed.  

MOEF Expert committee also  has cleared the pipeline within Kerala 
during the meeting held on 21.04.2015 and the minutes are published.  

Due to certain developments in the concept of the proposal and other 
factors  during the last two  years  as appended below, there is a need to 
pursue the routing of the  new pipeline along  the CCK  route  in the forest 
area in Kuthiran.  

 



1) NH has  frozen their alignment for the expansion of the highway  in 
the Kuthiran portion and are doing the tunneling  for the proposed 
road in a newly acquired site , which is away from the  existing  road  
and no more infringes with the pipeline alignment .  

2) We are no more pursuing with tap off  to Calicut as BPCL  have 
firmed up a new plot at Palakkad , Kanjikode area for the LPG  bulk 
storage.   

3) The continuing public resistance  for laying  gas pipeline constrains  
us to pursue a route which can reduce the utilization of  private land 
to the extent feasible.  

4) Routing of pipeline along the existing  CCK pipeline  in the forest 
area which was originally envisaged but shelved due to reasons 
highlighted earlier but not prevalent now have the following 
advantages .   
Additional diversion of forest land is not involved in the proposal  
and is therefore advantageous from the environment point of view. 
 
The relative comparison of the forest diversion for which forest 
clearance is obtained for the new line and for pursuing the pipeline 
alignment as proposed now is given below:  
 
Forest diversion 
Earlier 
considered for 
which approval 
is obtained. 

Forest Earlier 
diverted for 
laying PCCK 
pipeline 

Additional diversion 
required by laying 
the new pipeline 
along the forest 
diverted for PCCK 

Reduction in 
forest 
diversion as 
per the new 
proposal 

 
1.441 Ha 

 
0.758 Ha 

 
0.00 Ha 

 
0.683 Ha 
 

 
5) The existing Petronet pipeline is operating safely for the past 15 years 

without any disturbance or impact to the forest environment.  
  



 View above, the proposal is submitted for amendment of the FC 
clearance for the reasons given above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 
 
 
 
 


