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BEFORE THE HON'BLE NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL

WESTERN ZONE, PUNE

EXECUTION APPLICATION NO. 10/2022

IN

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 69/2021

MR. MAHENDRA GOVIND HASBNIS )

Agc about -59 years, Occup- Agriculturist and )

Business Residing at Survey No. 408/7, Lilllbl'ata, )

Mumbai- Pune Road, Talegaon Dabhade, Taluka )

Maval, District Pune- 410506 )

Versus

... Applicant

I. CIKAUTXO INDIA PVT. LTD. )

A Public Limited Company incorporated Under )

the provisions ol'the Indian Companies Act, 1956 )

I-laving its registered address at: Survey No. 662, )

Pune- Mumbai Road, Talegaon- Dabhade, Pune- )

410506 )

Email-cikautxo@cikautxo.c0111 )

2. ALEJANDRO ARANZABAL GOMTEZ )

Email-111mcndibe@cikautxo.com )

3. JOSE ALBERTO AGIRREGOMEZKORTA )

ARANTZETA )

Email-mmendibe@cikautxo.com )
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4. INIGO

I'AGEEGUI

EDUARDO LASCURAIN )

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

Email- mmendibe@cikautxo.cOI11

5. MIGUEL MENDIVEANGEL

AURRECOECHEA

Bmail- mmendibe@,cikautxo.col11

6. ANTARA NANDI

Email-mmendibe@cikautxo.com

No.2 to 6 arc the Directors of Cikautxo India Pvt

Ltd. 1·laving their Office at Survey No. 662, Pune·

Mumbai Road, Talegaon· Dabhade, Pune· 4i 0506

Email- cikautxo0kikautxo.cOlll

7. THE SECRETARY

Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate

Change, I-laving office at Indira Paryavaran

Bhavan, .Jorbagh Road, New Delhi 110003

8.
Email-manju.pandey@nic.in

I'RINCII'AL SECRETARY

Environment Department,

Government of Maharashtra, Mumbai 400032

Email-mah.cnvrmnic.in

9. THE MEMBER SECRETARY,

Maharashtra Pollution Control Board, I-laving its

office a1- Kalpataru Point 3rd Floor, , 01'1'.

Cinepianel, Sian East, Mumbai· 40022

Email- ms@mpcb.gov.in

\
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,
•

Jog Centre, 3,d Floor, Wakdewadi, Old- Pune )

Mumbai Highway, Pune-411003 ) ... Respondents

Email-ropune@mpcb.gov.in

AFFIDAVIT IN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO.

J to 6

I Tilak Aganval, Age 38 years, Occupation Service,

Respondent No.1 and Ii, O/at having my anice at Survey No. 662,

Pune Mumbai Road, Talegaon, Dabhade, Pune - 410506, do hereby

state on solemn affirmation as under: -

I. I state that Authorized Representative of Respondent No. 1

company. I am aware afthe facts involved in the present case

on the basis of the records maintained by Respondent No. ] in

its ordinary course of business. I am, therefore, competent to

depose la the statements in the present Affidavit. I have

perused a copy orthe present Application and I am filing the

present Allidavit in reply thereto on hehalf of Respondent No.

I to 6. 1have been duly authorised to tile the present Affidavit

by Respondent No. I to 6.

2. At the very outset, I deny each and every statement, averment,

allegation and/or contention in the present Application in toto.

3
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\

Nothing contained in the present Application shall be deemed

to be admitted by any afthe answering Respondents for want

of specific traverse.

3. At the further outset, ] say that the present Application as wcIl

as the execution proceedings have been filed by the Applicant

are only with a malafide intention to obstruct the business of

Respondent No. ].

4. I state that the Respondent No. 1 is a company duly

incorporated under the provisions of The Companies Act

]956. It is a Company within the meaning of an existing

company under Section 2 of The Companies Act, 2013,

having its registered office at S.No. 662, Mumbai Pune Road,

At Post: Talegaon Dahhade, Tal. Mava], Dist Pune 4] 0506.

Respondent No. ] is inter-alia engaged in the business of

manufacturing of rubber hose and assemblies for automotive

applications. The company is fully owned subsidiary of

Cikautxo India Pvt. Limited Pune. The plant was set up on

31/01/2011 after the consent was received from various public

authorities including the Maharashtra Pollution Control

Board. I state that the said plant was initially owned by Indus

4
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, Australia Corporation. It subsequently was transferred to

Cikautxo Tauras Flexibles Private Limited and thereafter

demerged into the Respondent NO.1.

5. [further submits that it had received the consent to operate

vide consent order dated 29.9.2011 bearing reference ROP/E-

25/CC/UB/PUNE/484/11 and accordingly the manlll,\ctliring

activities commenced with erfect from 01.07.2011

6. I say that Respondent Nos. I to 6 have tendered various

documents and supporting material before the MPCB vide

Reply dated 12" December 2022 and Reply dated 29"

November 2023. This material was crucial for arriving at a

proper and fair assessment and, therefore, ought to have been

considered by Respondent Nos. 9 and 10 prior to computing

the Environmen Damage Compensation.

7. I say that I am shocked and surprised to note that Respondent

Nos. 9 and 10 have miserably failed to consider any or the

documents tendered. Such inaction is also in breach of the

Order dated 17th October 2022, which expressly directed the

MPCS to consider our documents and material before

5
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arriving at any assessment. Amongst others, MPCB has not

considered the following-

(i) Letter dated 15'" May 2019 addressed by

Respondent No. I to MPCB in response to the Show

Cause Notice dated 9'h May 2019. Along with this

letter, Respondent No.1 had, inter alia, enclosed

Source Emmission Report conducted in March 2019

and May 2019 to detennine the quality of emissions

ITom the stack attached to the hoilers. The said

Reports showed that all emissions \vere \vithin the

Mrcs limited. Hereto annexed and marked as

Exhibit" A" is a copy of the said letter dated \ 51h

May 2019.

(ii) Letters dated 26'h february 2020 and 2S'h September

2020 addressed by Respondent NO.1 to MPC13 in

response to the Interim directions dated 19th

December 2019. By the said letters, Respondent No.

I _ (a) stated that it was sincerely operating the air

pollution control system continuously as well as

carrying out self-monitoring of the stack emission;

(b) set out, in detail, the measures being taken by

6
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, R_espondent No.1 in the operation of air pollution

control systems; (c) stated that it was compliant with

ull MPCB norms and conditions of the Consent to

Operate; and (d) stated that around 300 employees

were working in the ractory or Respondent No. 1

and none of them have faced any effect of the

purported carbon poisoning as were being alleged

by the Applicant. Hereto annexed and marked as

Exhibit "B" and "Cl' are copies of those letters

dated 26'" February 2020 and 25'" September 2020

addresscd by Respondent No. to Mrcs

respectively.

(iii) Leller dated 10'" November 2020 addressed by

Respondent No. I to MPCS. The said leIter, apart

from setting out, in detail, the measures being taken

by Respondent No. I towards operating the air

pollution control systems, Respondent No.1 also

enclosed Stack Monitoring Report dated 6'"

November 2020 whereby it was IQund that the

emissions were within limits as set out in the

Consent to Operale issucd by MPCS. Hereto

7
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annexed and marked as Exhibit "'0" is a copy oCthe

said letter dated IOlh November 2020 addressed by

Respondenl No. I to MrCB.

(iv) Leiter dated 16'h February 202] addressed by lhe

Respondent No. 10 MPCB. By the said Ieller,

Respondent No. set out that it was sincerely

operating the air pollution control systems

continuously as well as carrying out self monitoring

of the stack emission. In the said letter, Respondent

No. \ has also set out, in detail, the mcasures being

taken by Respondent No. ] in that regard. Hereto

annexed and marked as Exhibit "'E" is a copy the

said leiter daled 16'h February 2021 addressed by

Respondenl No. I 10 MPCB.

8. I state that the methodology for assessment of environmental

compensation adopted by the MPCH is per se, erroneous and

is based upon the Cannula set out by the MPCB in conncction

/{,6~~ Wilh. a malter OA NO.. 593/20] 7 in Paryavaran Suraksha

f •.• Mv. \~ Salllll1 Vs Union of indIa dated 28/8/2019. ] slale thai per se
! M1niieet C \:\aha(le\1\\ar * \\* IAull,1l!l1MahQ,':\i~r~ II the methodology adopted by the MPCB is erroneous. The
\ ;~ef!,'\ hlO. ~82. II'
\\,Q f.,'p.ll' ',_,/11/2029 .::::;;

\Pv:;:;-_·/\~'?f
"", I 0" y.:' 8"'-"......• f./ '

"'<~,:;,;:..:":,;:,;::.:;;-;:::>""'~
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lonllula adapted by MPCB is restrictcd to NCR Dclhi. The

indices and factors arc region spccilic and not in connection

with the matter under consideration. I further state that the

MPCI3 ought to have taken a thorough assessment to the

extent of the actual pollution that has caused. The MPCS also

ought to have taken into consideration the location orthe plant

\vhich is situated adjacent 10 the Highway. I state that the

!lumber of days calculated by the Applicant from date of

consent order i.e. 28.09.2015 till 22.03.2023 IS erroneous.

Hence the compensation of Rs. 6,40,54,688/- (Rupees Six

Crores Forty Lakhs Fifty-Four Thousand Six Hundred and

Eighty Eight only) is false, erroneous and without any proper

justification.

9. MPCS has failed to consider the following material facts

be/ore arriving at the impugned assessment-

(i) In 2018, Respondent Nu. I installed a Ildl proof dust

collector cum wet scrubber system with 30-mcter stack

height, dry scrubber system instead ofwct scrubber and

that it undertook stack monitoring at regular intervals.

Respondent NO.1 installed a state of the art Chimney

system, st<lck material M.S., stack height 30 meters

9
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from base, stack diameter 2 meters. Stack Monitoring

Reports and the Source Emission Analysis Reports

between the years 2019 and 2021 arc annexed hereto

and marked as Exhibit "F". The Source Emission

Analysis Reports indicate the carbon particulate matter,

which is well below the limit prescribed by MPCS.

(ii) The exhaust system which was already in place

achieved zero discharge of carbon particle emission.

(iii) Respondent No. I undertook SS dry ty-pc scrubber filter

cleaning every 15 days and boiler internal tube cleaning

every 1110nth.

(iv) Burner fuel and air ratio frequency are set by third pal1y'

using analyzer.

(v) Respondent No.1 enhanced its system and modif"ied the

dust collector with dust removal arrangement with two

sonic horns and rotary actuator.

/{(CJ-!AI'?'p (vi) The hailer burner flame was changed tram furnace oil

1 ~ ~.d,.. Ahh\jeet Ulohaueo,ar * to LPG Gas thereby ruling out any carbon particle
k MIJr,lbi\t !,1nt.al ,,3htra

\ i\egn. No. 2.e284 emisSion
\ r\ \ bQ, Dt.15/1:%!207.9 n"

" ..,; \.. ,',
\O'~ <;)1

'. ,"']';"- \~,/
""'..Q~-/.•.~.___ 10
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10. [state that the respondent \vas never given an opportunity to

remain present in the proceedings of the 17th January 2022

Order directing MrCS to assess the Environmental Damage

Compensation. The order dated 17th January 2022 has been

passed ex-parte without giving us an opportunity for the

respondent to appear and present itself before this I-Ion'ble

Tribunal. 1 further state that the execution proceedings are

premature and not maintainable.

II. I state that the order dated 17'h January 2022, which directs

this impugned assessment, has been passed ex-parte without

giving do you opportunity for the respondent to appe3r and

present itselfbdore this Hon'ble Tribunal.

12, The Impugned Order is passed without jurisdiction and is,

accordingly, a nullity and is liable to be quashed and set aside;

13, That the Hon'ble National Green Tribunal has been

established under the provisions of the National Green

Tribunal Act, 20 I0 ("the said Act"). The provisions ofthe said

Act are binding on the Hon'ble Tribunal, in relation to all

aspects of its functioning and discharge /exercise of powers

11

13564



14. Section 4(3) of the said Aet provides that the Central

Government may, by Notification, specify the ordinary place

or places of the sitting of the Tribunal and the territorial

jurisdiction falling under each such place of sitting. Section

4(4) of the said Act provicles that the Centml Government, in

consultation with the Chairperson of the Tribunal, make rules

regulating generally the practices and procedures of the

Tribunal, inter alia, including in respect of circuit procedure

for hearing at a place other than ordinary place of its sitting

railing 'vvithin the jurisdiction referred to in sub-section (3) of

Section 4 of tile said Act.

15. There are no rules enacted/formulated by the Central

Government as envisaged under Section 4(4) of the said Act

J-ix hearing of a matter under the said Act at a place other than

the place of its sitting falling within the jurisdiction referred

to in sub,section (3) of Section 4 orthe said Act.

16. That Respondent No.3 in exercise orits powers under Section

~"'~>~AR.~/o/~r~ orthe National Green Tribunal and the extant ofthe terri tonal~ , '~

1~/ M'\,o,IO\\" 1<\\' 'd" f' h 113 I (I f"') I tI . e\ I:. ~ allU tW I Juns Ictlon 0 cae sue 1 cnc 1 pace 0 slttmg. n respccMJI'I\'e I) I' ,\,{. , .
41: M\l.t(lb~,l\~\l;1'l~2A' ;

~
\ '\Wt'\ \'~~,0IL\fL')'r.{/; of matters arising \;\lthin the terri tonal limits orthe State ofII ~ \~)\.'1 ..••.••'f

\ \"f\! ' A I'::"<;:- " ' ••."'//"0' /.~,....V----------\>,'.':
• 'C', .:r. 0!-"'", <._.__.~-- ..,~'

4(3) orthe said Act has notified the ordinary places ofslttmg

12
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Maharashtra, the Bench or the I-Ion'ble Tribunal having its

place of sitting at Pune (known as the Western Zone Bench)

has been designated as the Bench having jurisdiction to

adjudicate appeals! applications under the said Act. 'rhe

Petitioners crave leave to refer to and rely upon the said

NotiJication dated 17th August 2011 issued by Respondent

No.3, when produced.

17. That in absence of any rules regulating the procedure for

hearing of appeal/application at a place other than the ordinary

place of sitting, as per Section 4(3) read with the said

Notification dated 17,1>August2011, no Bench of the I-Ion'ble

Tribunal other than the Bench having jurisdiction is

authorised or empowered to hear any appeal/application

under the said Act.

18. That it appears that the Chairperson of the Hon'ble Tribunal

had issued notices constituting a Special Bench seated at New

Delhi, comprising of Members from various benches !places

of sitting of the I-Ion'ble Tribunal. It is submitted that such

notices were without authority oflaw and contrary to the said

,"CO""""",,- Act and the said Notification dated 17th August 2011.
f~o:rA~).~/r Adv. ~\

I " (Abhij"t C.Mahadeokar *,
Mumbai :,Iahi':r..shtra J 13

I Rcen No. 28284:{~~DI~S;2!:;~
--::;-,:-.~:;;.:::;~
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19. That the Full Bench of this Hon'ble COUl1 in its dccision in

the Goa Foundation vs. the National Green Tribunal &

Ors. reported in 2022 sec OnLine Bom 2762 has set aside

the said notices and held that the constitution of the Special

8eneh is illegal. In the said decision, the Full 8eneh of this

Hon'ble Coor! has held that the Mcmhers of only the Western

Bench of the Tribunal can adjudicate matters arising from

Maharashtra; a copy of the Goa Foundation vs. the National

Green Tribunal & Ors. is hereto marked and annexed as

Exhibit "G".

20. That the Western Zone Bench of the Hon'ble Tribunal was the

only Bench which was authorized to adjudicate the said

Original Application and which had taken cognizance of the

same as evidenced from Sushil Kumar Mehta v. Gobind

Ram Bohra (Dead) through his LRS reported in 1990 SCC

193. A copy of Sosh;I Komar Mehta v. Gobind Ram Bohra

(Dead) through his LRS. (1990 SCC 193) is hereto marked

and annexed as Exhibit "1-1".

21 That the Impugned Order, having been passed by the Speciallit:o=:tA~,,\.f~' r \, Bench is thus without jurisdiction and a nullity in the eyes of
Act, tAhhijeet C.Mahadec!(;n 1< law.

I{ MumIJniMBh(lI ..~hlril
I'If'f-;n. I·Jo. 28284

. "117121)~\' iC'l Ew Dt. i5 _., . LJ ~!/

\~t,:;:-_.-¥o'Y'/ 14

'·<·or'/
" ,.-.._._._--;;::;~,
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22. I state that the while the Order dated 17'" January 2022 is

without jurisdiction, Respondents No. 1-6 have not breached

Orders either this Order or Order dated 1" October 2021. [n

compliance with the order dated 17.01.2022, the company had

deposited an amount of Rs.5,00,0001- (Rupees Five Lakhs

Only) vide cheque dated 21.02.2022 bearing no 0113925

drawn on I-1DFC Bank Limited in favour or MPCB, MUlllbai

reserving all rights and contentions that vest in the Company.

The Respondents have complied with the Order dated

01.10.2021 by depositing the amount 01' Rs. 5,00,0001- as

compensation. Rest of the contents of this para arc denied by

me.

23. I state that this impugned assessment is wrongly found. It is

absolutely false that Respondents No. I to 6 have caused

damage to the property 01' the Applicant and to the

surrounding environment due to the pollution activities of the

Respondents and its Directors.

24. Respondent No. I Industry operates two boilers--{)ne in

active use and the other as standby-both LPG-fired and

equipped with a scrubber system connected to a common 30-

meter stack. Since June 2021, the boilers have exclusively

15
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operated on LPG, and furnace Oil has been completely

discontinued. The Industry also maintains two DG sets 01'500

KVA each \vith acoustic enclosures and appropriate APC

systems. It is relevant to note that the Company has never

violated any consent conditions issued by MPCB, nor has

there been any actual carbon emission from the chimney. The

prcmises also maintain substantial green cover, including

periodic tree plantation initiatives and an abundance of fruit-

bearing trees.

25. Accordingly, the purported assessment of environmental

compensation of Rs. 1,44,60,937.5/- is \vhoHy erroneous,

unsupported by any forma! order, and 111 any event, the

Respondent is not liable to pay the said amount.

26. I state that Respondent No. 1 has complied with all the

conditions relating to treatment of domestic effluents. I state

that it is pertinent to note that the Respondents No.9 and IQ

in their visit report had specifically mentioned that the

Company has provided ETP of 5 CMD consisting of

collection tank! reaction tank, sludge drying bed, sand and

carbon 'filter and that the treated effluent is used for gardening

purpose. The industry has upgraded the existing ETP and the

16
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same was found in operation. For domestic effluent, the

Respondent No.1 Industry has provided septic tank and soak

pit.

27. I state that Respondent No. I has been in compliance of all the

environmental norms. The Respondent NO.9 and 10 have

recognized this in their visit report wherein they have stated

that Respondent No. 1 Industry has provided 2 numbers of

boilers, out of 2, one boiler is used and another is kept as

standby. These boilers are LPG tired boilers and provided

with scrubber system with onc common stack of 30 Mtl's

height and that the said boiler is running on LPG since June

2021 on regular basis and industry has stopped using Furnace

Oil as fuel to the boilers. I state that the visit report is sufficient

to prove that the Respondent No. I is complying with the

Consent to operate dated 20.09.2021.

28. I further state that the Respondent No. I has complied with

the contents of Consent to operate dated 20.09.2021 and has

stopped using furnace oil as fuel and has shifted to LPG since

June 2021. I state that the same is evident Crom the Visit report

issued by the Respondent No.9 and IOdated 24.11.2021. I

state that the Respondent No. I had assured the Respondent

17
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·,

No.9 and 10 that it is shilling to LPG from furnace oil and

that it is conducting trials. r state that the same is evident from

the visit report issued by Respondent No.9 and IOdated

15.02.2021, 09.04.2021 and 25.05.2021. I state that the

Respondent No. I by a reply dated 23.06.2021 had informed

that the Respondent No. I has been changing boiler fuel from

furnace oil to LPG gas and trials arc conducted successfully

on December 2020 and the reports are within MPCB limit. ]

state that LPG storage shed work and pipeline work and legal

work is completed and boiler fire on LPG in the Month of

May 2021. I state that the Respondent No.1 by a reply dated

24.11.2IJ21, had inllmned that Respondent No. I Industry has

provided 2 nos of boilers, out of 2, one boiler is used and

another is kept as standby. These boilers are LPG tired boilers

and provided \-vith scrubber system with one common stack of

30 Mtl's height and that the said boiler is running on LPG since

June 2021 on regular basis and industry has stopped using

r'urnace Oil as fuel to the boilers. I stat that the boilers as 011

~:~ ..."' today post installation of the LPG fired Boilers arc kept on
/TA''e./5.0 -......./Yi\ d

''\; I-~ standby and for emergency. The respondent NO.1 has not use! Adv.

II* Abhijellj CMahad20kar * the furnace oil as fllcl post installation of the Gas Fired
l\ !'!~;~:~~.i;~;;;:n~~s2~~~~,
~, () < :C~I,Dt. lS/12/LJJ;<..,'f:J:')

Ov~,_,_...--<..,Q,fi 18

''ct;'_CJ~$:/
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.• Boilers. The doctrine of preponderance of probability does not

come into picture.

29. I slale lhal MPCB has also hliled la consider that Respondent

No.1 by a reply daled 13.03.20]8 had stated that the

Respondent no. 1 have installed and commissioned full proof

dust collector cum wet scrubber system attached to the

furnace oil tired from boiled stack and that such system

started working since 1.5 years and has ensured complete

arrest oremission of carbon particles oozing out orthe boiler

stack. 1 state lhat the for domestic effluents, the Respondent

no. 1 had provided 3 septic tanks for collecting domestic

effluents inside the factory and the same domestic effluent is

treated in the Company's existing ETP/STP as and when

necessary and that sometimes septic tank sewage is disposed

outside lhrough tanker by local contractor. 1state that disposal

of HW is done through MEl'L Ranjaogaon and spent oil is

recyeied through authorized recyclers.

30. 1 state that MPCB has miserably I"ailedto consider the stance

01" the Respondent No. 1 as put forth in its reply dated

15.05.2019,26.02.2020, that the iodustry as well the property

of the Applicant is adjacent to Mumbai- Pune old highway

19
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•,

and hence heavy traffic movement of vehicles and vehicular

emission can be a reason for dust emission. I l1uthcr states that

about 350-400 employees arc working in the Respoodent No.

I industry and none of the employees have faced any effect of

carbon poisoning from last 20 years. I state that the

Respondent undertakes yearly medical checkup of all its

employees. I state that the medical reports of the employees

show that they are not harmed by the carbon poisoning. The

Respondent has stated in the reply that the Applicant is

quoting wrong facts about poisoning to his cow due to carbon

poisoning from the Respondent No. I Industry and that the

Respondents arc not using any chemicals in the process and

hence the question of poisoning docs not arise. In fact, il'thcre

is any poisoning as claimed by the Applicant, the employees

will suffer first before the cows of the Applicant.

31. I state that that the Respondent no. 10 and other ottieials never

checked whether the Respondent no. 1 Company has adequatc

pollution control mcasures installed before giving consent in

year 2015.1 state that the Respondent No. 10 has from time to

time visited the Respondent No. I and has issued visit reports.

I statc that the Respondent no. 1 has replied from timc to time

20
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•\
to the said visit reports and has also complied with the

necessary orders issued by Respondent No.1 O. I also state that

the Respondent no. I has from time to time issued Bank

guarantees. I state that the consent to operate received from

the Respondent No. lOis after due compliance of all the

required formalities and in compliance of all the necessary

norms as prescribed by Respondent No. 10.

32. I state that the Respondent NO.1 has also taken steps to take

care of waste water generated from production is discharged

into open gutter outside premises I state that the treated water

is recycled inside the factory premises for gardening. I state

that the excess treated water is given to CETP, Talegaon as

per agreement made and authorised by MPCS. I state that the

Respondent No. I had already Installed 100 feet height

Chimney to maintain all parameters to avoid emission or
carbon particles in air and also propose to install \Vel

scrubbers. I state that the Company has provided dust

collection systems for air pollution followed by dry scrubber

to the boiler and also provided stack 01'30 meters height to the

boilers. The Company has constructed compound wall and

over the wall green cloth is provided as a barrier to prevent
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23574



•
(

nUIsance to the Applicant however the Applicant is

demolishing the compound \\'all and damaging green cloth.

The Applicant is dumping cmv dung in the premises of the

company I state that the Respondent No.1 is doing air, water

and stack monitoring as per procedure and that sufficient trees

arc planted and greenery is maintained inside the premises. J

state that the said acts do not amount to causing pollution (llld

that the Respondent No. 1 is undertaking the acts 0 f plantation

of trees and maintaining greenery as a part or environment

protection. I state that industry is located in the "Pollution

Prevention Area" under the \vutcr Act, 1974, under the Air

Act, 1981 and Hazardous Waste (Management and hand Iing)

Rules, 1989.

33. I state that Respondent No. 1 has taken vanous steps to

comply with the environmcntal norms including that the

Industry has provided 2 noes of boilers, out of2, one boiler is

used and another is kept as standby. These boilers are LPG

fired boilers and provided with scrubber system \vith one

common stack of 30 Mtrs height and that the said boiler is

running on LPG since June 2021 on regular basis and industry

has stopped using Furnace Oil as fucl to the boilers.
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• 34. ! state that the Enivronment Damage Compensation as

provided by Respondent No.9 and 10 arc as such bad in law,

malafide and improper. I crave leave to rely on the narrations

set out hereinabove. I state that the R.cspondents No. I to 6 are

not liable for an amount or Rs. 1,44,60,937.5/- (Rupees One

Crores Forty Four Lakhs Sixty Thnusand Nin Hundred and

Thirty Seven only) as assessed. I therefore state that the

present Application deserves to be rejected.

Dated this :2G"'day of November 2025.

For Mis. Dhrnve Liladhar & Co. For Cikautxo India Pvt Ltd

Tilak Agarwal
(Authorised Representative of

Respondent Nos. I la 6
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VERIFICATION

•

I, T1LAK AGARWAL, duly authorised representative of

Respondent No. I and also authorised to affirm this Aff-idavit on

behalf of Respondent Nos. 2 la 6 in the above Execution

Application, having my office at survey no. 662, Pune MUlllbai

Road, Talegaon, Dabhade, I'une - 410506, do herehy solemnly state

that "vhat is stated in the aforesaid paragraphs is true to my own

knowledge and belief and 1 believe the same to be true.

PHrtncr
Advocates for Respondent Nos.l to 6

)

)

Tilak Agarwal
(Authorised Representative of

Respondent Nos. 1 to 6

B FO

~I 6 NOV 2025
i\BHIJEET c. MAHADEOKAR
'r,OVOCATE 3 NOTARY GOVT OF INDIA

Vilad Business Ce~lre, 2nd Floor,
Birla Mansion, 134, Nagmdas Master Road,

Nex\ 10Commerce House.
M b· 400001Fort, Kulanhoda, urn al-

NOTED & REGISTERED
Page No\?co'9~<eT~~( NSf. No : .~.;?,...D.-1le ................ ·

I·Origil;;;J.Se7;n & Vel~iiie~
lAadhar PAN D~\Passport Voter Id.r- .,/ e:.fG-~\llP->O::::'

___ _ M'." __

2025

L__

26577



/

likauTxo
INDI,",

Date. 1505.2019

To,
The Regional Officer Mahara,shlra
Pollution €ontrol Board.
Third Floor, Jog'Cenlre, Munibal'Rune'Road.
Wakd:ewadl, Shjvajin~ga(, Puna - 41'H103

Sl~bject: Reply to show cause MITee

Referenc", Your SeN date 09/0512019 tel!.er number ROPI90509-FTS·0116 received.by email on
09/0512019

We have received above referred SeN by email on 09/05/2019, accordingly -we ar:e IJubmiUing
our reply EIS below-

1. Our neiglibour Mr, Hasabnls i,s.frequently submitting complaints to vari'O"us Governmenl
Authorities wlth malBfide intention, He,'t.,ls,ed 10 visit our industry illegally & de mafia, for money
and threats that if w.e will not p.ay h'lm money, he wlll lodge complainfJo various government
departrrlenls:. It is therefore: req'ue'sted loverlfy the truth before taking any 'action aga[nst,.uiS.-.

2. We have stearn boilers (2 nos, one is In standby) for vulcanization process and the fuel used
i~ best quality furnace oil. For alr pollU1ion control, we have provided dusl collectIon sys1em
followod by dry scrubber 10 Ihe boiler and also provided stack· of 3,0 Meters height 10 the boiler.
We are sincerely operating the"air'polJuUorl'conlrol system continuously & also rl39J,Jlarlycarrying
oul self·monitoring lhe stack emission (Copy of stack monitoring report of March'S; May 2019 is
aHached herewiltl). It is very lTluch clear from the reports thattha quality of emission is qualirying
the prescribed norms and you will"agree lhe same with us

3. We have constructed compound wall & over thia wall green cloth was provide,d, a barrier 10
prevent any nuisance 10 Mr. Hasabnis. However he has stared Clemolishi(l9 the,qompound wall
& damagi'1Qthl:' green cloth. He,Is qumping the cow dung in o,ur pJe'mises freql:Jenl!y & threatens
our company employee.s .t9,0.yYe have lodged complaint a:galnsl Mr. Hasa'bnts:, In Talegaon
police stalion due to hIs nuisance 'a.cti.vity (Copy of complaint filed to (¥)Iice stallo"n IS atfached
~ein). '

4. The location of. our industry as well a's properly of Mr. Hasabnis is adjacent 10MUnlbai- Puna
old highway & there is heavy traffic movement of vehicles daily' on this road. Vehicle emission
can also be ana r source of dust emissions and other industries in the same area are
contribUtin' o. J1. requested to,verify this point.

":X'~• Qt)O'<~\S.\-
·~Gu \

~cG\

c: t\.l'\l(l Cikautxo India Private limited /'::?.:;> ... : ~
",." ' Number 662, Old Pune· MumbaiHighway,Talegaon Dabhada, aluk'til~il,"

\"..0·, Dlslrlct Pune·410 506, Mahafastra, India. Phone: 0091·211'4'660100;
r-_ ....•• ,,"~ .••••.• ,.,. •••.••.,. ... _L._a_. _ ,:1,_ ..t.... ....1~1.Il •.•e."" •.•••.,t\ .•'••"".•.•••••••., •••.,.
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5. In our industry about 350-400 employees are working & none of the emplqyees have faced
any effect of carbon poisoning from last 20 years of commissi'oning of industry. Mr. Hasabnis
has quoted' wrong factI! a'~out pofsbnlng:'to his cow dllQ to carbon a'missions fromfDur'll\dustry.
We Bre not at ~II using any chemicels in our process, hence there la no quesllon 9"'poisoning.
In facl, If there,ls any poisoning, emp'loy~es will suffer 6rsl before the cows of Mr~ Hasabnls. It
is therefor.e humbly requested to con'slder this facl cefore deciding any concluSion.

6. We have planned to do intensive tree plantation towards the compound wall adJ,8cent t.o Mr
Hasabnls In the upcoming monsoon too. We ar~ putting Ollr slnce~e ~fforts ror ~:perating the
pollution 90nll'01 system & ndt causing any nuisance In the surrounding area.

In view of above. It is request to verlfy the ftlcts quoted by us & not to Initiate ally·further legal
action agaillst us.

Kindly acknowledge the receipt·of the same.

ThankIng You,

Yours Faithfully,

Far Clkaulxo India Priva~e LImited

Ivan
Chle'r ExecjJtlve OHlcer

End:
• lata.tBoliar Ta.lIng Raport (March& May 2019)
• Copy of complaint fil.ad to pollee station against Mr. Hasabnis
• Pholo~ of cow dung
• Latest Report ror Boiler Chimney scrubber titter cleaning

Copy for information & necessary aellon 10:

Sub Regional Orricer (S.R.O.), Maharashlra PollutIon Control Board (MPCB), Pune.
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_fJJ~~s~!~~a_U_TX_O --.!!!.
Ref: CIPl/HR/Le;saI/12/2018
[}ate: 18/12/2018

lO.
The Pqli'~eInspector,
Talegaan DiJbhade Police Station.,
Tal- Maval, Dist - Pune
410506, Mal1arash'tril

Attend- Mr. Jadhavj Mr. Narayan Pawar

CotTlplaint agaInst Mr. Mahendra Govind Hasilbn!s

C Subject' Damaging, to the c.ompany property ,lnd trying to :.tc41 company assets and things that ure beIOll[{ing [0

company.

Dear Sir,

This is with reference 10our last complai'nt submitted to police station dtd August 03. 2018 that our neighbor Mr
Mahendra G.ovlndHasabnis has brokp..nthe,c.ompany wall compound ami throwing the cow shit Inour company premit.e~
to damage O\JJproperty, such acts will be done wilh the purpose o'r intentlon of sleallng something trom compallV
premlse~.

We wlll also like to inform you that thlsls,nol the first time he ha~ done this act. on the basis on mutual
underj'tanding and human courtesy we were-Informing him for not to do such things blJt n,Owwe hove realized
that the person is not in condition to understln'ld and we have fe;:)r that-such <:lCtSis only be done with the purpose
of 5tealing or rob something from our premise5,

As we ara nlC!nufaclurer of rubber hoses and n;ylon pipes, there are various row materials and Olher costly thirlgs

kept in our pr,emises which can be'easily ,stolen by Mr. MaheMdrdGovind Hasabnisthe way he has-broken the company

~ safety wall cO,mpoL,!nd.

We would like to brinB your notice that he has not only broken the wall compound but every r;iayhe 1$Ulfowing

cow ••hit in oUr premises with the intension to damage our proiJerty clue to which we are unat;lle to make the

i L.material movernent In our prernises',
1'\ ..
-" ," iTherefore, we request you to please register our cottlplaint and help us mllke the further proce~s'as per law .

.).4"'';//
~/1\~~

'9,,\ 1~.').p

Cikautx[} India Private Liinited
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Dale, 26.2201.:0

To.
The Sub Regional Officer Mahar&$hlra
PollutionConltolBoard.
Thin:!FlOOr. Jog Centre, MlJmbai Pune Road,
Wakdewa"dl;Shlvajlnagar, Pune -4'11003

SubJed: R~pl.,.to Interim direction

RelllfertClfI:Your letter dale 19.12. 191elter number MPC8/ROP/IO/1912190001

Dear Sir,

We have received above referred Interim direction on 20.12.19, accordingly we are SUb~ltll('lg our reply

as balow·

1. AI per your direction we're submllted ban~ guarantee (HOFC Bank) on23th January2Q.20,tha
aloresliid Re 25000/. IIll valid up to Dec 31,2026.

2. We nave Iteam boilers ('2 no•. one I. in alandby) for vulcanlz.allon process end the fu~Uudla furnace
oil. Fo' air pollution control. we have provld&d dusl conectlon system followed by dry 'cnJt)ber to the boiler
and altO provided stack or 30 Meters height to the boller, We are sincerely operatlng·;the air pollution
conlrol ~$tem conllnuou,ty & also regularly carrying oul self.monltoring the stack emlnton. Also we ere
IlIke 'ollowlng action on Ihat.

A. S.S, Dry typo scrubber filter's cleaning schedule revIsed from monthly to every 1'51du1. We are
cleaning flUer's and sending the carbon black to MEPL from December, 2019. ~$O scrubber
twitter system will be further anatyzed for improvIng performance.31.3.20

B. SlImer fuel and air ratio frequ,ncy are set by third party usIng analyzer. The Iche4ule hal been
revised fl'tlm yearly to Every lix-monlh Irequency from Dec, 2019.

C, B~lI~r tnt8rnallubtt's c1eanlng carryoul every month Inslead of six months from JiiPua.ry 2020,
O. Outside premIses. and ,stack area, cleaning dally basl15lnslellld of weekly Irom D~mber,2019

1. The location of our indUStry at well as property of Mr. Hasabnis Is adjacent to Mumbal- Pune old
highway & there Is heavy trefflC movement 0' vehicles dally on ltlls road. Vehicle emission can llao be
another source of dust emIssions.

8, In auf: Induslry about 300 employees are workIng 8 none of the employees have raded ~ny effect of
carbon poisoning from last 20 years of commIssioning of Industry. Mr, Hasobnis has quqt'itd;wrong facts
about poioonlng to his cow due to carbon emissions from our Jndu~try. We IrB not at Ill, using any
chemicals In our process, hence there la no quesllon of polwning. In ract, If there Ii,any poisoning.
emptoyef18 w1ttlSuffer flrst before lhe r;owa of Mr. Huabnis Ills therefore humbty reque\ted to conalOO
this fact before deciding any conduaion.

9 We are already doing Intensive tre. plantation towards Ihe compound wall adJacenHo Mr. Haaabnl9
end Increase more tree plantation in Ihe upcoming monsoon 100.We are putting 0\)( slPQere e!forti lor
operatlng the pollution control system & not causing any nuisance In the surrounding area.

~"~<:,):.~;;lon Dl..,;~\o;;.r-it
~!,

!. rt q) M. P. C. D. Puna
-<- •.•.•.•

Clkautxo India Private Limited
survey Number 662, Old Pune - Mumbai Highway.TalogaonDabhade,Taluka~avai,
District Pune-410 506, Maheraslra, India. Phone: 0091-2114-66Ql00;
Fax: 0091-2114-660115,\VJ.bl!ile: ~A!!:'!.'~:ijDGIN; U25199PN2011PTC138415
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We hereby request you to kJ'ndly take a note of the above mentioned pOints and absolve us from
any further legal actions since we are taking enough meaSures to complete compliance procedures
as suggested during your visit to our premises on the aforesaid date.

Kindly acknowledge the receipt of the Same.

Thanking You,

Yours Faithfully,

For Cfkaub::o India Private Umited

~
Hoad - HR & ADMIN

EneJ: Nil

Copy for information &. necessary aClion 10:

S,R.O" Pune I & II, Maharashlra POllution Control Bonrd. Pune

Cikautxo India Private Limited
Survey, Number 662, Old Pune· Mumbai Highway, Talegaoll Dabhade, Talu~a Maval:
Disftiqt Pune-410 506, Maharasfra, India" r",P~~%~aa~~;?~~;~~:16~~~O.;l:.,v.· ·'I"'nO,1_ ?11IL.J~&::n1'",c; woh-c,I.o" "'.\1," ,.,1, ,~. ,f",,., ,~

34585



~ .. ", . ·
'.
~.• SenCler'. N'ull\I'& Mailing Addre ••

·
~ • (IncludIng Phon. No. and E~all): OKAurxo lNlJ,A PVT. LTD., . S.No.612, Mumb~I·Pun. Road

'112. Sendsr's.;;ulhenUcatian No.:
I' "\lfl.OoflV;lJU

·3. Mlnlft't.Oocument No. M'1l>U O~"·;;;~~',~"·~'·'·'·II"U. ' lIU.

4. Trsnlporte(1! Nam" &AddreS9
Tal.Shirur, OIlt.p'ul1e.

Ondudlng Phone No. & E-mail)
T,I. 1021381 61~361

,
:' 6. Type of,VelilclO (Truck I Tanker I Speelal Vehicle)

r6. :Tranaporter's:A;egl.traUon No;,
,

.. , fY\ I~·1'l.. . :rr:- lIT.>
;7. V.hlele Reviltmlon No.

· MABARASHTRA ENVlRO POWER LTD.
B. Receiver's N~8 & MaUlngAddress

I'
(Indudlng PhOn. No. end e·mon):

PLOT NO. P.56, MIDe RANJANGAON. TAL.SHIRU~OIST'PUNE' .i2220.
LonqlineNq. +9'·02131l'870352, Fax No:+91'02138~03 p ••

, 9. Receiver's lIIutf,orlzaUon No.: Eloil'lQ(HQVHWMOJEIC No,PN·27617·' 5/CR/CC.936t.
10. Wut. OeaorlpUon

cat •• II~No.

1) ml or MT

21 (5;;;:\v~ (l,'~I,Ll.. p,~"''/<¥L J,1rf) m~orMT

3)
mJ or:MT

.) ~, mJ or MT
•

, (' on 1,,- !alWM-.
,,,. Total Quantity:

4W' ml'orMT.
No. of Container,:

N•• , & type

i (.qllllloOrn!.,oIld1,IUd9a/ollyAarry/,illrrynlquld)
· 12. PhyslcaUorm: ,< '. " '

· 13. SpeCial Handtlng Instructlons and ,'.•.•- I HdhJ""JcJ'~~ kf'lldSk.Addltlonellmonnatlon, I hereby d,eclare that the contents of the consignment are fully' end accurately
~ 14, Sender!t CertUleat9 described above by proper shipping name and are CBt~ortzed, packed, marked

,
and labeled, and are in .11 respects In propar condition f<>rtransport by IOlld

i /
according to applicable national government reg,ulstl09s,

; Name & Stamp: ~
:~lg'i\8iure Month Day Year,

~ I II I I 01 -, ~~,." .., ~ . .

i 15. Tre:nsportetjAcknowladgert:\enf of, Roeeloto! WastO'I
i Namo & SIan\P~~ EN~

M()Oth OilY Year

I SlgnahJro'f~~ r I I. €I I..,.' "~::l~'." ~ .:1".•. , !<'

i
" ~.~7"" •'. ;}". ":F ni,'

16. ' .,.,~'- r$;6' .Receivers Certlfl ,~r ot Hazardou8 ELndother VVBste

Meharastura Envlro Power Ltd. Stamp: Slgnlllure
Month Day Ve"

I [ I I I 4_~"'I';t;t'::"!':'11

•

COPVTO:
LWHITE:OENEilATOR,toUPCB rv. ORANOE:TRANSPORnR'S COPY
II.YELLOW:,cWi"tATOR'S COpy V. LIGHTGREEN: rsOF OpERATORto iiPcs

'" . " , '" ~I .O'"K . T. TiDF DP~RATORduiy,.i,nOd bYGENERATOR VI. SLUE: rsDF to GENERATDR'4ftor'l1"'T~ENT'& DI$llO$Al
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{see Rule 19 (IJI
MANIFEST FOR HAZARDOUS AND OTHER WASTE

1. Sender', Name & Mailing AddrvlJiS
flKAUTXO INDIA PVt LTD.(Inclllding Phone No, and E-mail):
S.No. 862, lIumbol-Pvno Road.

Taleaaon Oallllldt Puna .41 0 506.
2. Sender's authentication No.:

3. ManIfest Documenl No. Q4'('61 MAHARASHTRA fNV/RD PDWER lTD.4, Transporter's Name 8.Address ' , ,on-412220
(Indudlng Phone No. & E~mall) r.'-Shlrur, Oltt.Pl1nE'

Til. 102131H fi7n3~15, Type of VehIcle (Truck I Tanker I Spet.ier\7~hide)
6. Transporter's Reglstfiltlon No. i

7. Vehicle ReglstraUon No. J'~\'r-\ \ L .:Y j-: - i\IS.8. :Receiver', Name & Mailing Address iI1AHAllASln'RA ENVIRO POWEll r.:rn.
(Including Phone No. and E-mail): PLOT NO. P·S6, MIDC RANJANGAON, TAL-SfIlRUR, DIST.PUNE _, 12220,

Landline No. +9HI.2138--670352. Fax NO:+91.02138-670J.50
9. Re~iver'e,authorlzatlon No.; BO/RO(HOYHWMD/EICNo,PN-27617-15ICR/CC_9363

10. Wute Description
CllIteQory No.

1) .n
~- I 1/'lO m10rMT-

2) U ml or MT

3)
ml or MT

---4)
ml or MT

11. Total Quantity: _._-- '~~T-'-- m3 or MT
No. of Containers:

Nos. 8. type---- -- ---".-"_._--
12. Physical tonn: (Solldlsernl-solldlsludgefolly/larryfslurry/liqufd)
13. Special Handling Instruclions and use-i- ~\b\L1e.. a~~{O),jJk,AddIUonall,Rforma~n-· -, .-
14. Sender's 'frtI~~I

J hereby declare that the contents of the consignment are fully and accuratelyI

~O/ j ,
described above by proper shipping name and are categorIzed, packed, markedI

and labeled, and are In all respects in proper cOl1dltkin for transport by road5 PU - ,
according to applicable national government regulations.

Name & sl.mp~~; .Iure MOflth Day Yearu::J 6 I 6[5Cbi rz I,,~o:.LfC9J' -
15, TransporterACkn~~~~~~\,

Recetol of Waste .\q..~>:':".,I.'}
Name &Slamp

""':~
Monlh Day Year-'. "'"

Slgnalure ("('~'~';. 0
I 1 Cl I ~~,,~';;L U", I, Q

1. ,.'., V ~ ...!" =I. ' :", ,.',~ "

~, :;' -~
~~~,.~~)~, .

16. ReceJver'lICertificaUon for Receipt of Hazardous and oth~r VVaste

MaharasMtTa Envlro Power Ltd. Stamp; Slgnalure
Monlh Day, Year

[ [ I [-r=:l,,' 'I','" I /"1
COPYTO;

I.WHITE; GENERAtOR to MPCS IV. ORANGE: TRANSPORTER'S COpyILYllLOI'i ,'GENERATOR'S COPY V: LIGHT GREEN: TSOF OP,EJlA,TOR to f,fPCB'N ••••• _ ••~ _ •••••••••••••• ~••••••• ~ ,'- ••• _ .... ••• u __ • ___ .......... •.•......- -..•.•.•...•...•.• _... - •......•....._. ---_ ....
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2. Send&"a authenticetlon No.:

3. Manlfe.1 Oocument No.

4. Tranaportor', Name & Address
~ncluding Phone No. & E·mal1)

. TII-Shlru1, OJsto.P.:une.
T•••.(O~1381.70~1

5. Type ofVehide (Truck (Tanker I Special Vehide)

S. Transporter', R~olstratlon No.

k\ \-\\?-~';:'- \ \ \ L.j

8. Receiver's Name & Mailing Address MAHARASJITRA ENVIRO POWER LTD.
(IncludingPho""l<Io. and E-mail): PLOT NO. P-56, MIDC RANJANGAON, TAL-SHlRUR, DIST-PUNE - 412220.

landline N.D.+91-02138-870352, Fax No:+91-0213~70360

V0hlclo Ruglltr.tlcn No.

g, Recelver"alIuU'lOf1:zatlonNo.: BO/RO(HQ)/HVvMOIEIC No. PN-2Ie 17-15/CRlCC-gaea ,
10. Waste DOlcnptlon C.wgprv .110.

11 ~1()QIJ., "'orolul m'orMT

41 nil (1"" (111 ~'~"1'ldm'orMT

11. Tolal Quantity:

No. of Container.: --,---------- -
'12. Physical lorm:

~Nos. & typO'

(Wlldlseml.s.olid/slD-ageJollyll.lilrry/.slurrylllquid)

13. Special Handling Instructions end
Addltionallnform~

.l~ereby declare that the contents of the consignment,fiI~ fully and 8CCiurately
.~scrtbed above by proper shipping name and are categortzed. packed, marked
, 0d labeled, and are In all re6pects In proper condltlo~ for transport by road
. Lpcordlng to appllcable.natlonal government regulation,.

Name & Slamp: ~~~ Month Day

~
~

I I I (> I ClI I

•
16. Receiver', CcrUficationTor Recetpt of Hazardoue and other Waste

Maherashtra Enviro Power ltd. Stamp: Signature
Month Day Year,1----'1='---I,---I__ fJ:,;;{'~~$~.,>I

COPYTO:

L WHITE: GENERATOR to UPCB
II. YELLOW: GENERATOR'S COPY
III.-PINK 1 To TSDF OPERATOR dulv ,roned tiY',GENERATOR

IV, ORANGE: TRANSPORTER'S COPY
V, LIGHT GREEN: TSOF OPERATOR 10 MPCB
VI. Blue: TSOF to GENERATOR atl:et TREATMENT. DISPOSAL

37588



Sender's Name & MelHng Add'roo$ 1 CIIUUTXO INDIA rVf. LTD. -1.
(Including PhOnt No. <'Ind E'ffl<lil): S.n •. 662, MUJlJ!>fI-Pun,Road

ralOSfOn D.bhad •• Pune.moo;-----_.-2. Sender's authentIcation No.:

-3. Manffee;t Document NQ. r; ~3.5..L_. ,
4. Transporter's Nemo & Address .1.1'01 . ' • ',:(1~1t'n n'~

(induding Phone No, 8. E·mail) P'~" ""'~(;.•••nJ~"22Q'- - r"41!i1w.-5. Type ofVehlde (Truck11lt~'102~1If le)
G. Transporter's Regislnltlon No. ! itt'$ 'J.•." ..•t· • '.," '7. Vehicle R~13tratton No. f'lH 'Z- L-T- 639S
•• Receiver's Name 8. MI'lIlIf'l9 Address MAIJAIlASlITRA j,;NVIIlO "OWER LTD.

(IncludIng Phone No. FInd E-mail): PLOT NO. £1-.56,MlDC Rt\NJANGAON, 'IAt.·SH[[{UR, OJST~f?UNE _ 41222lJ.
landline No. 191-02138·670352, Fa;( No:+91.02138.670350

9. Receiver'lJ authorization No,: BO/RO(HQ)/HI'.MD/EIC No PN-27617-15/CR/CC.9363

--10 Waste Description
Catogory No,._--_.

1) t:.fp_ Sll)d_[J£- -., 0') lLA l'I'I'cwMT

-;>..2) !'J4.,m p......,k7~ m'or MT-
3) 0 il " 1._,./ 0"Jh",o WC/111" .5'>H ml or MT
.) ml or MT- .6 :IT? ':::J....c_"_ Total Quantlty: - --- - . -.-ooooriilO1 MT

No, of ContaIners: -._--------------~ , ---Nos, & type-_. -12. Physical form: (soJld/semi·solldJsludge/oily/larryfslurrYlliquidl
13_ Special Han~ling In-slrvctions and Vse UttulJ E/O'\le.b 1..·!--v1us1-l onLYAddlUonallnformalion - -',

14_ Sendor's CertifIcate .. :....,: :-•....
I hereby declare that the conlents ot the consignment are fuJly and acevratel)--"y. \...

II,'. ,,-, .
described above by proper shipping name and are calegorized. packed, marketII:, ( "')'i L..
and labeled, and are in all respects in proper condition for transport by rcae!(.,(, "l .'

" according to applicable national governrnffnt,regul41lons,- "
Name & Stamp: ':'~~;J"'"ur. Month, Oay Yoar

UL::'l Iil 9 I % -Kt') '. . I"'·;' IJ"DiL:J.'. . ',t, \,'" .. _

15_ Tran8pO"~ of
Receiol,of

N.me&Sta p. Month Day YearSignature ,. I @ !;;L:O:=L&l ..go; .1:' .l:I,." r:::::LEIi='- ". " .'.:'.
~ •••• b'

-
-16_ Receiver's Certification for Receipt of H&lClfdous and other 'MIsta

Maharashtra Enviro Power .Lld, Slamp : Sign{lture
Munlh Day Yoar

I I I I I I 1'1. I .:.'9

COPY TO:

I. WHITE : GE~ERATOR t. MPCB IV. ORANGE: TRANSPORTER'S COpyII. YELLOW:: GENERATOR'S COpy V_ LIGHT GREEN: TSOP OPERATOR la MPCB -ill. PINK;! Tn T~nl=nDJ:AATnn lI"t" ~1•.•n04"l h••nl=JJraaTnD v, ttl Ill:: ' TC!nc ••.•nCJJrO"Tnb .ft•••TDCATUI:UT.,,- ••••~Dn~AJ

[See Rule/9 II)}
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2. Sends!'s Buthenticalion No.:

3. Manifest Document No.

4. Tl'9nsporter's Name & Address
(Including Phone No. & E-mail)

5. Typo of Vehicle
,

Transportor'. ,Registration No., e.
, 7. VehIcle Reg.'.ttatlon No.

66638

8. Racelv"", Nome & Mailing Address MAHARASHTRA ENVIRO POWER ·LTD.
(Including Phom;-No. and E_mall):PLOTNO.P-l6.MIDCRANJANGAON.TAL-SHlRUR.DI.sT-PUNE - 412220.

LondUne No. +91-02138-670352. Fox No:+91-02138-6703'50

9. Receive" authorlzsUonNo.: BOJRO(HQ)/HWMDIEIC NO.PN-27617·161CRlCC·9383

'.r.:+.:=:::-.::==~--tr=~======t:'~":r'F===rl10. Wuto Ot.crlptlon CatoQory ~o.

11. Total Quantity:

1) ('/In[., ••• o.l •.••. _.-;LoTI

. m'orMT

rn' or UT

rn' or MT

mJ or MT

mJ or MT

r; ~~N~O~.O~f~C~on~.ta~l:no~ro:: +-.::.=======~2=rl==9~========~N~0'~_~&~ty~P~~o~
~1~.Physical fo(m: (.olld/'0ml~8olldJsludgeioily/tarryf3Iurrylllquld)

:1 13. Special H~n,dqng InstrucUons Bnd
, Addl6onallnfOn'l!a60n

Sender's Corllneale .. ~~"'" I hereby declara lhal tha contents of the consign~ fully and accurately
:', .,>." .-.~.~ .~\ described above by proper shippIng name and are ~~~, pecked, marked
:( .. , \'~ end labeled, and are In all respects In proper co~on'1ortransport by road
~"~( ,J~ ~!Y-,J.=4;' ,a~rdlng toappllcabl~national govern~nt regu!atlor~.

, 14.

; Transporter k • of
Re",lo!,of "
Name & Stlil p'~,,".w';r!.\O{l ~
Slgn8lur~ ~'1;1l:!: ;:

r,W ,'" . .'?:/

Month Day Year

Ir---::t/nCC.•·.--,-,-r---r7T" "-"":',.-r...,.--",,~~"" ,i" " I'. 'II ,_ z.... I J-" l~

,
"16. Rece er's Certlncoaon for Receipt of Haz;Jfdous and other VVaste

Mahirashtra Ehviro Power Lld. Stamp: SIgnature
Month Day Year1 [ 1_1=-"":-:'::;:"", ~''''~T~~~:I

COPYTO,

L WHITE'GENEllATOR to MPCBlu, YELLOW',GENERATOR'S COPY
, nl.PINK: To n;OF OPERATOR du~ 'lgno~'b~GEHERATOR

IV. ORANGE: TRANSPORTER'S COPY
v. UGKT GREEN' TSDF OPERATOR IO,UllCB
VI. BLUE: n;OF to GENERATOR .ftorm~ATMENT' DlSPGSAL

39590



'10. Waa'te D96crlpUon

11. TotaIQ\lantity' _. .-O~.U_~::'_..__._.._..... .m' or MT

No. of, Cpnlainers: --·---·--~·_·----~"-_·_··_------···-Nos.&. l:ype

'12. Phyaicaf fpI'm: (l:lolld/semi-solld/sludge/ollytlarrylslurryniquld)f+t=S~=~-::-+~':":":""~=='::':-=:':""-_----
13,. SpectiaJH3j1dling I~stfuctionsand

AddlUonallnfqrmation
14. Sender's Car I hereby ql;);c1are that the content!i of ~le.cons1g0ment are fully and accurately

Month Day Year

I 0 I :Lj I 1 I L t AI ,',:o~'- 111 [ 1 I. " '"", ,<:.}.' " .> ,':,.

16. Rttceiver's Certification for ReCtlipt of Hazardous sndother VVaste

Maharashtra Enviro Power Lld. Stamp,~,Signature
Mlmlh Day Year

Ir------'Ic--I'-------I_-'-I ""---']7:"t'«'!V ", I"'~&"!II

COpy TO :

L WHITE :GENER'ATOR (0 MPCB
n:VELLOI'!, GENERATOR'SCOPY
III.PINK! To TSDFOPERATORduly:olgn,d by GENERATOR

IV_ORANGe ':TRANSPORTER'S COPY
V, LIGHTGREEN, TSDF OPERATOR loM,~CB
VI. BLUE, TSDFl. GENERATOR.tltrlREIl1M~NH,DISPDSAL
VII.GREY !TSD~I"See.~ in coo. GENERArdRJ,I")','lhor ,I.t,.
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.'--- --
TEST CERTIFICATE

R!por;t No: GES£Ci/2~19-20/091 bate of Report 21/0912019
Cnent N.me end Address: Date of Sampling 21/09/:1019
M/s.Clk.u~o hldla Pvt. ltd. Start Date of A,natysls 2U09:t~019
S.No. 662, T,"I.g~n D.bhade, ,End Date of Analysis 211Qr:i71019.
Tal· Maval, QlSt.·Pune. ;Sample locaUon Non IBRBoIJ~r,¢I1I.mriev(Nyloril

Samole Detail, ' 5lijck
TIme of Samn!in" 13,35 --

Samol. ColI.oted Bv Green Envirosafe Eni.ineers & Consultari,t Pvt. Ltd, Pune

Source Emission Analysis Report
Sr. Parameter Result Unlt(s) Umlts A' Per. ,,:

No. ~PCB Consent

1. Material of Stack MS .-

2. Stack Height 15 Mtr.
f----- -

3. Type.ofStack 'Round --
4. SamplingDurailon 30 Min.

5. Flue Gas Temperature 412 OK

•• Differential Press\lre 3.9 OlmWG

7. Velocity 7.61 MI'
B. DimensIons of Stack 0.45 Mtr.

9. Stick Area 0.1589 M'
10. Gas Volume 3150.80 NMl/Hr

11. partlcura~e -Matter 45.1 m_INM' S 150

12. Sulphur OIoxlde(50,1 19.6 mB/NM' N.S --
B. Sulphur OIoxlde(50,1 1.48 K./dav s 186

14. Oxide oJNlti'(l.en (NO,I 15.2 m-INM' SO

15. AmmonlalNHi) BOl . u./M' N-S

16. AcidMist BOl m.INM' 50
Remark(31:

~ All above results,arewell~wlthin MPC8 Umit
~ N.5.: • Not Specified
~ BOL- BelOwDetectable limit

ANALYZED BY· AU1)iORIZED SIGNATOAY~

r••.••••.,.. COfldIUl>flll
1. 11>fftIlllI1l1,l'ItIrody to 1M ClImfJ/IItt'rttd IIld not 'l'pIa to tM bLlik.
l~ TIl. rvuIt, $MWfI"'lI>;- *t''''P.Oi't my \tIff., bucd _ ~,flt:tdil'lncloJdln. t.empe.llIIIe. h•••••klllV. pl'wu•••mt1ltiOollUIM w;.
!; Th.tm IlflOrt,~nct be lt~.d whOlIvllI'In~irt Il\lf~.~ uitHor ~~I orpublicityP~fPou ~OI/C 1M\¥flilen UlnMIll. of~;'GES!c.

,4; $.ImP""" b:t:mllM4 for. ptfIod pr I•••• " 11l11~ wrcornpltUon 01 ill11ty¥1J;I.on•••. "'mrl\lo~ iM"QdSun la ""'~ll..lIn ~t ofthl,a;mom.r.
", 5'. W. i\!111~!Y'maIbUI!ftIn, ~ftdlnlltlll~,a!'ln ttlt fllSuU.01 ~tll;eotlltttt:lllv ulJ JuPPKld by (Ultomer-Ind riot rtyel IQ '''1nl p.lrt~ unlur ~'by the tlIllIlory or

,~ IlpJllqullnnfi!t;. «, MofIIlIl'QrlWtd l,lib,'ay6O>It.CfInIiL ~rl:l'"1f.'I,Q9/l)2/JOU ttl"0IJ'J2IZ021.

I
-'
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Customer Name: Cikautxo India Pvt. I1d.
Address: Talegaon Pune. G 0 ENGINEERING
System Supplied: Scrubbing
Contact Person: Mr Selva

ROUTINE;SERVICE REPORT
System Supplied; Cyclone with Scrubber arrangements

Specific parameters' Dust Con1rol FiltratIon Arrangements

SERVICE DETAILS

System was cleaned wrt fillers dust deposits on filler beds 2 nos.

Cyclone hammering dust remoyal ,

Rotary Valve servicing wrt dust.

-

IRema~s

-REMARKS I FEEDBACK

-

As per gUidelines all cleaned

Name:Mah~ _\~.'f\ i
- I - -Email: projects.l mmlcrosyst€ms(Wgmail.com

Signature: Date: 21.04.2019 Place: Pune
_.-

42593
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Customer (SUppliel I

Branch Plant

Source of Sample

ftsnk No

Cly 01 Sampleol

DcllsilylType of Sample

•.IQ' Evml AcMy

~ 'OlipUDespatch Modc

• .:unpla ·brawn by

HINDUSTAN PETROLEUM CORPORATION LIMITED

QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY

SEWREE,111ERMINAL
BPT·ROAD. OPP. SEWREE RLY STATION, SEWR6E

MUMOAI·\o0015

TEST REPORT
Product: HP FUEL (FURNACE OIL)

SEWREE 11TMl T~:st Rep<lrt NO BFT!4247

Datc of Sample Druwn OZ/O4f19

Date of Sam pia Receip\ 03/04119

O.:J!eor $3mpllil Testing OJf04!10

Dale olRepolt 03fOAll9

Dale.of Printing OJ/()Jlf1g

JOE Sampht Number 832936

Bl,ltch No

~~if.~atf?~.~
Min M(lx Ro&ult Vallie

TK20J

TK203

l'3LTR. TOP, MIODLE. BOTTOM

Tank Sampl/'l

RECE.IPT FROM HPFR IN rK 20:.1

JKG/RBB

Char.Jclcrls!lcs Units Test MothodTest Line
Numbor,._-\--- J\P"PEAAANCc----'·,··----· ..-,----.- ....-....

2 RELATIVI; OENSfTY -US/WC· rap
~ flELATIVE OENSIWUi/1.5"C·MIOOLE
~ RELAfM: DEN3I1'Y1S1tS"C-aOTTCJM

5 RaAnve OENSITY lMS·C
a FLASH POINY .. PMCC
1 KItIEMATIC V!SCOS(T't'@SO'C

3 WATERCONTF.1.fT
Ii SLU"HUR TOrAl

TU POURPOINT

1 \ SEOIMl:flT

Remarks: ",' .'.," .~'--

'J!S!J1\l DMII':
.,-~'~-;:- _.'--o.:.:ru<~.,'M.,

!l;t6 .ll)OO

\156,3000
'.155,3000

l)~nUOOO

15 iU8 Po 16

IS '~~aP; HI

tS '1~4~1': \(1

IS 14461': 16

of; 1$ 1~4111':21

CSI :s IHe r 2-~
%Vol IS lolol8 l-' ~o

••••MJ~' "'Sf!.! 0 41:11-1
.(; IS '~·lll P:lO

%"':t~~ IS 14.6 ?:JO

'" "\25.0 uHtO 110,S

"" "'.00 '"
" "15 .~,

--_ ...•._-- _.- --_._---_._._- --- -- _._--_. __ ... _.._--_._--_._- -------- .._------_.

NOles; 1) rhe,$arnple~s drown by clif;lnt anQ results relatelo s:lmple lll~le(j
2),Th~ t,Pst repor1 shall 001Tmreprodv",d excopHn' fun without prior wrilten npproval 01UIC l..at.llnchargA
3),Thf3 ieSl-rapOf1 shall ~ot be used in aoy,advetiising,rnodia c. as evldencellnthe Court of t;sw,wlthoul prior written,c.onSiintof LabCJratol'j

4) rest~.i,l~ilts,((,!ported are II'/llid,allhe time of l,csling
5) l"hls IS a syslom genoralcd Iss! repol1 and hence ~~~ not lequire signalVra

Ie-Sled By: 3000a150
BAMANE NANfJKISHOR D,

Reviewed ••nd ApprO;ted By ~ 300f)8150
BAMANE NANDKISHOR, 0

44595



· '(0',tXHIBll .
INOlA

Date: 25.9.20

To,
The Su b Regional Officer Maharallhlra
Pollution C90trol Board,
ThirdFloor,Jog Cenlra, M~mbal PunaRQlld,
Wokdewadl,Shlvajinaga" -Pune -411.063

Glllolt
R, 11. P. c.·e. F'\.Ille

Reference: Letter dated 18.d9.20 submitted'ta MPCS

Subject: Compliance report as per visit remarks on September 16, 2020

Dear Sir,

This is wlth reference to the above mentioned subject, we would like to inform yOU.that the status
or the same as under:

1. We have steam boiler$ (2, f'\OS.one Is In st~ndby) for vulcanization process all'a the fuel' used
Is fum$Of;! oil. For air poUll.t!on control, w9 have provided dust collectlon sY8t~lb (Qlh?we;d'by
dry sc~bber 10 Ihe bolie, ~nd:also provided slack of 30 Malara helghl to tha~bil.' •.;We ere
slnce{ely operaUng,lhe ..air·:pollu:tlon cpnlrol system contlnuously & also regulartY ~rlytng,out
s~J(-rtl(l:nttorlng the:;$tack'-emfssion. AJso we are lake following action' on that.

A. 8.8. Dry type scrubber tHter's creanhig schedule revised from monthly to every .15 days. -
Done from 5fh may 20

B. We,\oh! cleaning filter'$ and· sending'the carbon black to MEPL every two months Done.
C. We,.wlll modify Dust :~ollector'Wllh Dl,J~tRemoval Arrangement with two num~'rs Sonic· Horns

an~;(jn&'number rot~fy aCtuator. 27lh Nov 20
D. We:chsnge boiler burner flame tube on 2()1hSep 20 done
E. Burner fuel and air ratio frequency are set by third party using analyzer. The sc:;hedule has

bee,!,! revised from yearly to Every s:l)(~month frequency done from March 20. &]'21 Sep-2Q
F. 8olfer:lnternal tube's Oleanlng carryout every month Instead of six months frolll;January 2020.
G. Outside premisss and stack area, cleaning daity basis instead ofweekJy from t{ecember,2019

2, The iO<;Slion01 our Industry: as well as property of Mr, Hasabnls Is ~qJ~C~rit.~:illtun:'bel- Pune old
highway & .lhare i. heavy traffic movement 01 vehicles darly on this road. Vehlcl~ ~lllIilSlon can aiSo be
another source of dust emissfOns.

i
3. We ar8j,already doing intensive tree plantation towards the compoundwall adja~no Mt. Hasabnis
and Incre~e 1'T1:Qr'e tree plantstion~ln this year. We are putting our sincere efforts tor optratlhg th&'poIIutton
control system &' not causing any nuisance In the surrounding area.

Clkautxo India Private Limited
Survey NUrribar~2, Old Puna· Mumbai Highway,Talogaon Dabhada, Taluka ~al,
Dlstricl Pune-410 506, Maharastra, India. Phone: 0091·2114.6~P,lQQ;
Fax: 0091·2114-660115·website: www,cikautxo.in CIN:U25199PN2011PTCI~Mf5

45596

http://www,cikautxo.in


We hereby request you to kindly t~ke a note of the above mentioned points and absolve us from
any further legal actions since we are t.lkfng enough measures to complete compliance procedures
as suggested during your visit to our premises on the aforesaid date.

Kindly acknowledge the receipt of the same,

Thanking You,

Yours Faithfully,

For Clkautxo India Private limited

I')r?~_
Mikel Me"dlb.~...r~ t

Chief e)(e(utlv~ Officer & AuthorlledSlgnatory

End: Nil

Copy for information & necessary aclion to

S.R.O .. Pune I & II. Maharashtra Pollution Control Boa/d, Pune

46597



SERVICE REPORT

RllP0rt Dalo :~D 0
No. of Days: II)L
Innm.: GO
DUlnme: 6' 00

aport No +i :S <341 2J}2~

- \

Engineer Name;
\1U1)~' s.~.

Contact No. : .- Fuol : HSDILDOIFOILPGlNG

I OEM~o.tl V Appljo.!lJOnI,TsnIol'COIBoUorlOthe •Nozzlo : 1 st: .2nd :

Intel Pressuro at Burner: Seq. Controller: Servomotor Model:

Service Call'Slatus : Completed/Pending I Awe!led For. ,
I errJJJ? (§VYI 'I' r \J I U1'

Expenses.
Total

. s.rvtce ca4 ~11ftU*t.t-p-'d of c:ompIe1Ion
or II p«WO. J'

Modo 0' P.ymelll m:.y ~euhler cMq~ M UlJ
SeMce InvoiCe wlll be .~~no,)OUIfI9ar1otely.
For mor.ltIlorrMIlon Ol ~ COl\IUIt.....a ~
YCUUllmdywrlJlll'Y~ ".'" '.:.. 1•••••. CCIm

JrrW,IE: Sl.JPfRHEAT ENGINEStiNo,
J-------,----"'~"----jBri: U'IOHlWlK OF1NllI.\"," Rood)

FOfSUPERHEAT ENGINEERIN Name, Doslgnation & Cell No. IFSC: U9Nl54111le Ne.:, ... ,lM003&441

!,;ustomer ;:ugnl:!IUftl

~, {l\~

47598
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Dal.: 18.9.20

To.
The Sub Reglonel OffIcer Maharashtre
PollutionConlJOlBoard.
Third Floor"Jog Centre, Mumbal Pune Road,
WSkdewadliShlvejlneger. Pune -'1 1003

Kind Attention: Mr. J. Sangewar

Subject: Compliance report. as per visit remarks on September 16, 2020

Dear Sir.

This 15wlth reference to the above mentioned sUbJect. we would lik.e to inform you tha11he status
of the same as under.

'1. We have- staom boilers (2 n09, one Is In standby) for vulcanization process and the fuel used
Is furnace 011.For elr pollution <control, we have proIJlded dust collection gystei}l followed by
dry scrubber to the boiler end also provided sieck of 30 Meters height to the boiler. We ere
sincerely operatlng the air polluUon control system continuously & also regutarty carrying oul
sel(·monitoring the stack emisaJon. Also we are take following action on that.

A. S.S. Dry type Bcrubber filter's cleaning schedule revIsed from monthly to every 15 days.-
Done [rom 5lh may 20

B. We are cleaning filter's and sending the carbon black 10MEPl every two months Done.
C. We wlU modify Dust Collector with DUll Removal Arrangement with two numbers Sonic Hams

end one number rolary ectuetor. 21" Nov 20
D. We ere going to change boll~r burner l1ame tube ,2011I Sep 20 1
E. Burner fuel and air ratro frequency are set by thIrd party using analyzer. The sched'ule has

been revt'sed from yearty (0 Every slx-month frequency from March 20. ;
F, Boller Internal tube's cleaning .c:8tryoul every month Instead of sIx months fromrlan"'8ry 2020.
G. OUl.s.ldepremise. snd stack area. cleaning daily basis Instead otweekly from Dec.mber,2019

2. The locatlon of our Industry as well 89 property of Mr. Hasabnls Is adjacent to ~umbaj.. Pune old
highway & there Is heavy (raffle movement ot vehicles daily on this road. Vehicle BrT}1ulon can elsa be
another 80urce of dust emIssions.

3. We are. already doing Intensive tree plantation towards the compound waD adjacent to Mr. Hasabnls
and Increase more tree plantation in Ibis veer We are pllttlng ollC sjncere efforts fnr0pt\rat1ng the po",rtion
con~or.y.tem & not causing enlOlkWuuOllnltll!/ilriwkllMmil9d '

~
ifc;;;;;;4;;:;iiY.J;~~su. ey Number 662. Old Pune - Mumbal Highway, Tole9aon Dabhade.

C~\l'" en luka MavaJ, D1str1c1Pune - 410 506. Maharashtra. Inda
Phone: Q091-2114~100; Fax: 0091-2114~115

ebslte:wwwcik'l1l!lW.in CIN: U25199PN2011 PTC138415

··•. 11. PUM

49600



We hereby request you to kindly take a note of the above menlJoned points and absolve us from
any further legal actions since we are taking enough measures to complete compliance procedurE's
as suggested during your yislt to our premises on the aforesaid date,

Kindly acknowledge the receipt of the same.

Thanking You,

Yours Faithfully,

For Clkautxo India PrIvate Limited

~

. ~-',Il
" 'tMikel Mendlb ~. -r;;..

ChlefElcecd \Ie Officer & Authorized Signatory

Enci: NU

Copy for Infonnallon & necessary action to:

S.R.O .. Puna I &. II, Maharashtra pollution Conlrol Board, Pune

50601
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cikauTxo lliYESTMENT PRoPQSAL

~ n·IndklIt,mIn Izoro:f------:..:e-:::::...----

A(lolyt'col pyrpos.:
ru2if--------

Cost,.n!er:

tlPP1.ICJ,NT BE$!'.' 1c.__ ,,:,V::""'Y:!..!:I'J::s::"'::, _

f--------------------

InellJdll4 In Management Plan: o
I

oLevel of tnvutrncnt:

Pm, of qrdtc:
End d9!Jl 1L-__ l:..::4/c:0:.c0/:.c20c:20,-__ 1('/10/ZOle I Star'" date::

ECONOMIC PAT A

CONCEPT SUPPLI£R

CUo'lptlon u.~ Qty N4I1\c••••
50rIk •.•• ~1M"tt fOt' fIlt•••dol"',, 1 ZOONll'Otary Vtocll ~, wfth •• ~ .~ "s 16!lOOO 1 '.b. Eng'n •• ,.lng

, tu,,,,.
1998

165000 1988

OasERVATIONS' 1>0". 114/00/20201 _

1----------
Managing Director
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SUPERHEAT ENGINEERING
S. N048 H. NO 5/101 WADGAON BUDRIJK

PUNE-411 1141
E~naU;- sllperhcatengg20 14@gmniJ.com

9371191902/7208740946

PERFOMA . INVOICE

Date --20/08/2020MIS - CIKAUTXO INDIA LTD
S,oo'662, ?Ilne -Mumbai Road

Talegllon Dabhade 4 J 0 506, Ptme
---------_ .. _--~-

Pe1forma lnvoice Nu - HS /557

Mr - Vill'ay Kumar Mishra sir

Mobilenu-: + qT2114660JOO

Bum,et Flame Tube
Model -Flame tube G~50/2

Make - Weishaupt

Br.
No

DEBCRlPTON HSN
CODE

QTY

01..

----1._--_._-1-----1-- ------J--..o=
BGST

9%
I-----jf------~---.---- --- ---

01

-_._-~---

AMOUNT

70,500.00

70.500.00

6345.00

6345.00

TOTAL 83l90.DO

• O$T NO: 27ACRFS0840DIZ3
• PAll NO - ACRJ'S0840D
• NAME-SUPERHEAT ENGlNEEl1lNG
• BANK- UNION BANK OF INOlA
• IFSC-UBIN0549886
• A/C· 498801010036468

Receiver's Signature

Ml"-Ounshyam 4>hkare
Supt:rheat Engineering.

~~~~---~------- ---------- ---~~~

52603

mailto:14@gmniJ.com


SUPERHEAT ENGINE' RING
S.No.48, H. No. 5/101. CharwadwasU, Wadgoon Budruk"ful}&;411041.

E.mall: sueerh ••• tongg2014@gmall.com Mob. :9371191ll0~.n(18740946

{SERVICE REPORT

Report Oele : 1.'3103/ VlBportNo : -S I ~6 r 2.1: 2.0

No. 0' Ooys: <1.L

InTImo: 1/'00

Engineer Name :
\-f"ffTU.~..S'CUUO"'-C •

OUI TIino: 000 Typelo Cell: E&CIAMC fBR Down I Othe

Contad'Person : 1<t\J m-1Z2 -S1 ;r . Burner Maka & Modol :RIflI1J' SllIZ.

€bntact No.: .--

O~ (7P.cf,(flYJ

Fuel: HSDfLOOIFOILPGlNI3 -Fo
"Nozzle: 1 51: - 2nd:-ApplcaUon: TenkIPCO/IloIIerlOlhor ,

••
IjJCQ<'7?;lr 7 6>'V ::J 1t'aF)ch·o:",,,,,alIOnl & Flndlng" At~e(.Jr321l (217)1' / /..s I~ .

-".Phd .f-/~IY)e /..s f)aT @Trrrpi'IifI!' tl

SEE Comments: Service Call statlls: Completed/Pending f AwaJledFor

PIS 1f:Wer?ired ~C ('~;a:J ko/)f', S:J CiDe .5ef-'--Me..
,'r.M7C ('eJTfrI12/ Rf!.,c/. .

C/'stomer Comments :

Expenses

Total
StMce Cal Chatgi!.lI·~~ be pIId of campIe1Ion
or .,per WO.
Mode of P.•yment lNy bo ~ cheque on la

SelVlel Invoice w!l1,t>,'~.nt to ~1.l",,8rarolY.
For rnor'Ilnfonn.1IQn or d.ntlcatton ClCi'wIJI'I'''' IMflI.QW
you CIl'I mal yow qutiY.t'fUP~t~.com

"""" : SLOERHfAT ENGmERI<O
Pdr SUPERHEAT ENOINEeRlN 1----:---::---:----,- __----,-1 •••:UNKlN IloINK OF """- \I'Ood 'loo'!

Nemo. O•• !gnallon & Coli No. ..e'wolt."..... ",":'_~l

53604

mailto:E.mall:
mailto:tongg2014@gmall.com


~~i;'"~J'1')-, ·:r'r..iUij, rl~\,J.;" t'I\l~l('Jt"l"'V. Shr,;: ',,~- '1;, ';>,C".;(';(;'1 "':' ',f, '.',',"'j" I'l' ,," '.' '_"n- 1\ I.."\L
~1\()t~-, %-1506,!(O2\) I I;·;n->ill·:,~!~,~o..:I;;!.'~iYl1i1~1:;," r, '''''~,\Ji,"ii' ~''''' ,,~,)_'0 '~~l! \

CUI r'4t, ';/'H)O(lt'N~·~)I~?TC I l£l(j6il

_.-.__ .._--------=::--_._._------------_ ..._--
TEST CERTIFICATEf------.=;-:;.-c-;;:;:=--=1-- ~R.p0r),No:GESEC/202o-l1/qS/20 -Oal.oi"RePort-------T·-oS/06/2oio .-

ClientName and Addre'ss: - Dato~fSampnn-.- •. ---r- .,30ios/2020~'
. - ----- -~ '---,M/s. ClkautxoIndia Pvt. ltd. ~art Date f?f !-naly~_. I 31/05/2020 __

S. No_ 662,Talego.nOaph.d" ~ Oal~ of Analy,I, ~ __..!!."!!.06/202Q _
Tal~'Maval, Dlst~ Pune. Sam Ie Location ._ ~!!ef Chimney r.r:!Y.1on)

San~le Details . Stack ~_
_ .______ Time of S~!11pUng_"____ . __ 12'O~._ .
_Sample Colle~ed B'i- ---::-__ -: _ 2.h.!~. Consultancy Se~ts.~..._,. '_'_.,'__ __.o_

h-- _. ---'S_O_\I~~misSlonAnalysis Report ~ _
Sr. LimIts As Paf

~.:..,r_.-.---~3rnmeter Re,sult unrtf.s!._____ _ MPCB'Consent
1. Material of St•.•ck M.S_._----'---------j----'--

~ ,_S-!ackHei~ht "'.3~,_~__

~L_Type of Stack .__ ,_1- Tf<lpezold j
_.~4: SampJlng O~JraUo:n 30 . --'-MI;;,~~_j

5. Flue Gas Temperature ...,--1- ._'_'8__

~_. ",DIfferential Pi~.~:ure _,_. .~
7. ~J,~_c1_ty_.,_~__ . ._-t- ,,5.06 -__._.1 MJ..~..

r-cB_-_f"O"im=.nc;':cio:.ns=.:0c.I"S''-'',,'k~ . ,U5 __ ~;: _

r'~ ~12_skArea . .______ 1.2265 M'

L",10",.t-'G"'e.'.:V"-01"u"m,,,e 15935.64 NM1/Hr ""__ , _,- --------t-
11. P<trti("LJI"',,'.'-'M=al,,t."" + ~9.7 I~NMJ , ,,__ , _3...150 '-1

_ 12. Sulp.hur Dlo.dde (SO~) _134.8 mB/NM·1
_~_ ':!.:.' _ ~_

13. SlJlp!l,urDlo:<lde(501) .. ",_.., 51.5 .~_K'ej.d-a,Y ".,..... 1.185".
14. Oxideof:t:!!trogen (":l0~) _ _ 3,5,2 ~NMl , ,_?O ._ .._,

L.!S, Ammonia {NH11.. aOl IJg/MJ N.$ _,------ -----
16. AcidMIst _". .-.!:.~,__ _~.L1;i~.__w ~S--,-O_

Remark(s):

mmWG

I'vlrr,

,.. All,"bove resultsafe well wIthin MPCB Umlt.
,. N.$,:· No.t Specified

1-:-::-:-.""""" ). BQL,- 8~.19.W~I!tect,ae!~':u
ANAlYZeD8Y'~

~ ---- ':-:I:L».~.~-'----- ._--------'--

AUll-IORJZED S'lGNA10RY·

+:i--,f----- ....~~-.->.--

f•• "" _ ••"'c.ltI•••••
), n.H.rt·I~,,",,,,1y l~ u., .',,~r>Ic!,"'Id:"""_,~I \<, (~bylt
1, lMl~l~lI"h""n"' 1/>;, '~11'''lIwt"'''I' dlff~1lNo",d.,," •• rlo•••I<I(.l~"1"<1<><tone.""'ll-""'",o, ''''''''~~y,-.J''~i.l'''''.'tltI~'Iu"II",. 0"'-
J. -n..14:ot"~!ia""'" "" ,•. o~""oid ••hol""~ '" pm :lfI'i""nnol b. lIh<I fo<I"'",n~llo"'" ,It Jl',bU•• y 1L'i~~ ,?'I!h~"t ••••••• It•••.•'4~ •• "t qf l~bn'~t~l'I. ~m:_
'" """' ••••• I. lot 'lIl;O:IM,/f1t>ta 1lO,Iod '"~ •••••••• PI,""Y,' ~" •• com(>IH•••••••.,••••••<k.l. ••• "". '.,_~." ~."" <M bt ''''''''$HI,on ,••.••••.••,""'ltt-o.'""~_' .
.$. W. UJ1lltr ••"""••••• lft. """",_ •• "~,,n '.1 """",~'f"",p"'l» (•••.<l.~ "" \161 wppbood lIor__ ~ol ,,"I , ••••1••• "'hl_", '••••LOl.'"',,'od W "", \l;>MlIfY •••
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C-
II' '" ,'h ,"l LI'I/',II~ r.\:. ","O~

Date:10.1120

To,
The,Sub. Regional OffIcer Maharashlra
Pollutl(m Control Board,
Thlrd,Floor, Jog'Gentre, Mumbel Pune. Road,
Wakdewadl, Shfvajinagar. Pune -41 f003

Referenve: Letter dated 25.09.20,submltted to MPCB

Subjeot: Ciompll.nce report.s per'vlslt remarks on September 16, 2020

Dear Sir.

This Is with reference la the,above mentioned subject, we would like to Inform you 'thai the status
of the same as under:

1. We have' stearn boilers (2 ",OS,one Is in standby) for vulcanizatjon process a~d,th8 fuel used
Is furnace oU. For. air pollutIpn'control, we have provided dusl collection systefJl f9-1!owed by
dry scrubber to ~he boiler and also provIded stack of 30. Meters heIght to the ~ol!er. We are
sIncerely operating the air pollution control system conllnuously & also regularly carrying out
salf.monftorlng the stack emissIon. Also we are take following action on that.

A. S.8. Dry type scrubber filter's cleaning schedule revised from monthly 10eve~. H>·days. -
Oo"e 'from 5th may 20

B. We,are cleaning filte'r's'·and':'sending the carbon black to MEPL every two months Done.

C. We will modify Dus;t Colle~Of wt~h D,yst Removal Arrangement with WO numb~9 Sonic Horns
and-one 'number rofa"ry actuator. 27lh det 20 -done

Acoustic cleanlng:.!s:a,maintenance, method usod to remove the buildup 01 m.I1;"rlal on surfaces.
ACoustIc cleaning' 1!IPparatus. usua!ly~bullt Inlo the material·handling equipmen*,w,orks by
generatlng pbW8rfuf sound waves which shake particulates loose from st.lrfacesl reduclng the
need for manual cleaning. AncNlCOuallc cleaner will create a serIes of very rapl~ end powerful
sound Induced pressure fluctuations which are then transmitted into the'solid p,~cles of ash,

dust. granules or powder, This causes them to move at differIng speeds and de' tf6nd from
~cjjolning particles and the surfaclHhat-they are adheringto. Once theyhave be~~l,~eparatedthen
the m8teri~.J.wlU fall, 'off due togravlty, Of It will be carried away ~y th'~' pr9:CEl1515Q.~,t~r air stream.
oporallor! theSonlo generatorslir.·'ciperaled on compressed air and controlled bY maans 01 e
solenoid valve and a mIcroprocessor based control system. The normal fsolatlortcycle Is 10-12
seconds after regular Interval, depending on site situation.

.r ~-- --, ....,",''-"'''r~~'J~'=-, ..,
:;q,ilIVG~OI\ et "~~rrL' ,I.,,'(.~H; I ,.~",,"~' •••,""".. , ~ •.~

/ •...

It; . ! , .....,..., ~"JlJ,.VI

i , ...~
'1" "J. M. P. C, El, PUI1GI \'. , COOt.J'4O ....,. ~y

J I
, """"""'"

• . autxoInlJ'~W1lted~ ..

-•

Survey Number 662, Old Pune • Mumbal Highway,Talogaon Dabhodo, Toluka Mav.':
District Pune-410 506, Maharostra, India. Phone: 0091-2114-66Q100,
Fax: 0091·2114-660115 website: W\WI.dkautxo.in CIN; U25199PN2011PTC1364c15
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0, We change boiler burner name tube on 20th Sep 20 done
E. Burner fuel and air ratio frequency are set by lhird party using analyzer, The schedule has

been revised from yearly la Every slx~monlh frequency done from March 20. & 21Sep-20 Done
F. Boller Internal tube's cleaning carryout every month Instead of six months from January 2020.

Done
G. Outside premises and slack area, cleaning dally basIs instead of weekly from December,2019

Done

We hereby request you to kindly take a note of the above mentioned points and absolve us from
any further legal actions since we are taking enough measures to complete compliance procedures
as suggested durIng your visit to our premises On the aforesaid date.

KIndly acknowledge the receipt of the same.

Thanking You,

Yours FaithfUlly,..
For~l.xO India Private limIted

Ja4l:~ Yadav
System Re.sponslbte

Ene/: Nil

Copy tor information & necessary action 10:

S,R.G., Pune I & II, Maharashlra Pollution Control Board, Pune
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LAbApp~.~ bY'~ClEJII. N.wO.II1f~(011'-0,2.2017 iD lIa-02:~.2022), ~
~~ Q.ABLAc~l1!_~~d,~'T~,'"lJ·Chemlc.1 FJ.lit '" P~~(."iGY:rAtlnlif; ~~""~::' , '

.!ltIr•• ~.II(::!tA"S.No~10.,~~,~ SoclllItv;O~1t8o OHIlamlltlMilIflOUtlblHosIlliIl<P\liW,~~,'004.
• Tel.;020· 2M802Oa,~. ~t3.'215<4$)033 .• !mnll: ktrInCh •• ~" 1IY'IdCt-pl.(o,IIl .~plt'O.1n

TEST CERTIFICATE
, ,(il~1o'2

HSILABMABUl'fl.8.2.t
CPENI'S N~E'& ADDRESS REPORINO. HM.ASI,A1\'il569
UIS Q. D. Engineering REPORT·OATE OSl11/2020

LAIICREFERENCE NO. HSILABI AA!230
5/2, Chandralok Nagarl Dahanukar SAMPLING DATE 0311112020
Colony Kothrud Pune 411038 SAMPLE.RECEIPT DATE 0311112020

START DATE OF ANALYSIS 04111/2020 .
Cikaulxo IndIa Pv1. ltd. END DATE OF ANALYSIS 05/1112020 '
Sr.No.:e62, Pune-MumbaJ Road, SAMPLING REF. I SOP NO. HSINABU AJi'/15
Talegaon.Oabhade. Pune,
Maha~hUe-410506

..

DETAILS OP SM'r,/,!NQ SAMPLE CONT AJNER & NATURE ~OCATION
SAMPLE NE,BY 'QUANTITY

,
Stacki:EmrnJon Hor!zon S"Nlbe6 Plastlc Bottles' and Baas .. '~ 'SCtubbElr

RESULTS

SR. DESCRIPTION UNIT RESULT LIMITS TEsr\o1ETHOD
NO. REFERENCE
01 DATE OF SAMPLING DDlMMiYY 03111/2020
02 TESUOCA ItON Scrubber
03 TIME OF SAMPLlNF 12:20
04 MATERIAL OF ST-ASK MS
05 STACK HEIGHT FROM G.L Mlr
06 TY~,E OF STACK Round
07 FI,UE GAS TEM~ERA TURE DllO K 360 ,

06 DIPFERENTIAL PRESSURE m'mWG 2.6
~

,
VELOCITY wSec 6.35

to DIAMETER OF STACK M 1.25 .
11 STACKAREA M' 1.2266
12 GAS VOLUME. NM'IHr 23209.52
13 SUSPENDEDPARItCUI:ATE . mglNM3

35.26 ASp"" IS11250 {P.rtl):1985
MATTER Consent.Equip •••• , UISd. -1).SlaCk "'or/Wing Kll; Sr.No.l4-B-85 (Ecotoch modlll)

Date br Callbro.ilon: -2:'i02J202,O f\.{extCaIlbmtlon due: ·23/0212021

For'HORIZON SERVICES

MANISHk'NARODLKAR
(Lob lricharue)

····End of Ttlsi Report"H.
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( ~ 1 ,
"EXHIBl" ' .............•..•.

?!l .
I" \'.\~•
;" ,~""o( ''- .~Jl;Il

Oat.: 16.2.21

To,
Th. Sub ,Regional Officer Mahal1l,hlra
Poliullon Control Board.
Third Floor, Jog Centre, Mumbai,Pune Road,
Wakdawadl, ShJvajlnagar, Puno -~J1b03

Rarerence: LeUer dated sUbmlUM to MPCB 10.11.20

Subject: Compliance report as per visit remarks on 15th Feb 21

Dear Sir,

This fa with reference ,to the abpv& mentloned subject. we would like to .Inform yoUrthat the status
of the samELUS under:

We have steam boilers(2 nos, one is in standby) for vulcanization: process a?d'tha fuel used
Is furnace 011. For air p.ollution control, we have provided dust collectfon system~'followed by
d"Y ocrubber 10 tho bolle! elld also provided slack of 30 Malera helghllo the.t\QI~', We are
sincerely operating the air pollution control system continuously & 'also reguJf:{HYcarrying out

" ,I. • .self•.monltoring the BtacJc.emission, Also we are lake followlngaction on that.'

A. W. are changing bol~e~fuel from Furnliill;~oil to LPG Gas in this project - 1. 'l;ifllI conducted
succOs.fully on Dec 20 roport i.also ~nhln MPCB Lim1l2. LP(j SI"",g. sh.d;W,Qr~ & Pip. line
woik &,le,gal work In process,!lpp~oxlrnately 1-mont~ requIre? for complete all'fbr\l:.
Fa •••.reference follp',Vlt!Q' documenl attaoheq' for your IOfoh'tlstlon.

DeC-20 T.s(~.porl
LPG GAS Sh.d Drg.

B. Burner fuel and air raUo frequency are sel by third party using analyzer. The s~.!'9urehas
been revised from yearty to Every six-month f~equency done from March 20. sq24Sep-20 Done

C. Boller Internal lObe's cJeanlng'carryouf every 3 month instead of six months frol:'J1..;'J.anuary2021.
Dane -

We hereqy request you to kindly take a note of the above mentioned points and~bs.9fve us from
any further legal actions since we are taking enough measures to complete comp.lia~ceprocedures
as sugge~ed during your visit to our premises, on the aforesaId date.

Kindly acknowJ~dg. Iha rec.lpt of the sam •.

Thanking You.

Yours FaithfullYI

For ClkIU(xO, lodll Private Limited

:;=::::~,5'{,,_
Mikel MifVUI=e fJ· --
Chltf,becuUve Orne.r & Authorlled,Slgnltory

---jE;"'RoicNIl ,
OolivlQrInJotmaUon & nec •••• ry ~o IndiaPrivateLimited .
S.R.O.,P'81!V~ ~iMifJlII.!'e'IIMo ~elll6/ii.~megaon Dabhade,lalukaMavai,

DistrictPune410 506. MBherastra.India. Phone: 0091-2114-660100;
. Fax: 0091.2114·660115 webslt.:Il:\lIl\',Gika\l\Jio,in GIN;U25199PN20tlPTG13p4~~
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\~;:...:,
TEST CERTIFICATE

R,port.N" GESEC(2Wl,21(12/
.

Date of Rep.ort 1.)(12/2020
Cllent,Name and Address: Date Q( Sampling 05(12(1020
M/s. CikauOlO India Pvt. ltd. 5~art,Oate of Analvsls

..
06(12(,020

S. No. 662, TalegoanDabhade, End Date of Analvsls 11112 2020
T~I~'Maval,Dlst~Pune.

Sample location IBR Boll!')r Chlmnev (Nylon)

-LPG '"
, SamDle Details: St'ac:,k
TIme of Sampling 11.00

Sample Collected By Sl1lok Consullancv Services

Sourc~ Emission AnalY~ls Report
s•.

Parameter Result Unlt(s} L1mits"As Per
No. MPC,8 Consent -_.,.1. MaterialofSta,ck M.S ..

2. Stack Heisht 3D Mtr.
3. Type of Stack , Trapp-wid -
4,. 5'ampling Duration 30 Min..
S, ,Flue Gas Temp~rature 443" 'k
6. Differential Pressure

--
2.S mmWG

7. Veloclty . , ,

6.37 M(,
8" Dimensions of Stack 1.25 Mtr.
9. Stack Mea '.. 1.2265 M,l·

10, Gas Volume 19866.0 NMJ/H.!..-,,,_
II, Particulate Matter 9).0 . mgfNM' S .150
12. Sulohur Dioxide (501) 110,0 mR"/NMl N.S
13. Sulphur DIoxIde (SO}] '520,44 K.fd,y :s 186
14. Oxide of Nltrollen (NO~1 31.0 ma/NM1 SO
15, Ammonia (NHl) 80L "gfM' N.S
1~. Acid Mist 1,2 mgJNr,1' 50

Rqmark{s):
> ,All above results are w,~nwlthin'MPCB limit.
> N.5;': • Not Specified' '~'.
~ aDl-6elo~ ·OetC'ct<\ble;l~lnJlt.,

A,NALYZED BY- AUTHORIZEO ,SIGNATORY-

TafW!'ii:!ll,_ ••IIl1!,,,,- • .
L Thettpoitll.,I1I'~'r~~,I~.lh,',.",p",l.a.d tnd.•.iQi~PpUI(teilldlJlt. , ,
!, Tho••• ultJ s/mIi"lI(Il1I,,}tIl ro"",t"",ydltf.., b~~~ 011~"""" fKW<'Ilncludll\llitrl1ll'llItllA-.~umllfl!y. p",»,~.,"".nIlMtll'l>O o\C.
l, 1'110ttll r,~d~fbil:"'~'.al:~~OI' Jllft~lllJld'tJnnol bi ule<llorPI""",Ilon,1 o'Wbllc:lly ......-po •• wlllKJw111'l.;wrlllf,nco.""I<>1 ~h""W'Y1:0lUC,
~, Sampla$-,•••••booI1IUlflfldfurl ~.'kJd "r._ [7) tl.I''''hl~'''rI'IPIrl'''''<lr •••• !'ISIs,lon'~""'t.nl"'" foOtIod.l-Inboo,,,,,n,ld, o<lf"I~UlftaJ It!~ "'"1.0:>,,,.'.
S. W'lll'kcry /llliIIUIn I"" «(;"Odlnullity of 01 '""1 ".~llar ••m;;~I" toll.~\od by 11)/.upplTld'Do!1'••In••••' and <lOtr~IIO 1~1~ part, unlill r.~ h~ lilt '1Ilu.t,ory<Ir!f.lr

,.q~""fMnl.
~ Mol!flP,."w<l u~ by"""', "rIM"', f,....., dllt. O~fO!/lOJII.fr IllIIO:lJJQll.
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CSVperHhr
SERVICE REPORT

Ou'llme: 6' OD Type to Call. E&C/AMC fBR Down I Otha

Customer

C'\k('~(d:soTrod; (j? ep) rJd·
·....,CQ.j~JaOJl.

Retport Date' Ut

No, 01Deys: to L,

In T'me : "'; 0
Engineer Namo :
\-1t7rJ)OJ/\..f-< S.CUZO".J

r IYI10 Ifiryy . Burner Make & MOdel: C·fl1.!' '1-0
-' EMail: Fuel: HSD/LDO/FO/LPG/NG

,-.

OEM too1 f3:ylC",' Ap~ication: Tanl<lPCOlBollor/Othe 'Nozzle: 1 sI: 2nd:

Contact No, :

Intel Pres$ure al Burner: Seq. Controller: Servomotor Model:

Si' k ~nts: Servl!;;eCallSlal\l$ : CompletedJPllnding I A.••••aitedFor

!At\f(,.,d ':R(P e I c1G?,j? {f24'1 'f r;J; If:[ •

Service Call Charges

Expanses
Sarvlce Call Chal]8S

Tolal.
SlW!ce Cull Chnr'Q8~ muJll be paid of compt.ollr.1t1
Of as per WO.
Mod" of PUYfl'lanlmoy bG c8shi"f ch"Qutl on us
SelVice InyolCBWIllbe -enllo yPU s",parattlly
for rTIOr$in/lDrTM;!lorlor ~ consUll. $fINic, ffWlItll$l
you can flUI~ YOIJf qutly II ~!¢Qtb4al.crw201~QgrntlU.l;Om

NAME; SUPERHEAT ENGINEERlN,O
J-------.,:",-"--j Bulk' UNION BANK OF INDIA, (Prod RO:id)

For $UpeRH~T ENGINEERIN Name, DeslgnatJon & CElli No. IFSC~:lJB1NOS4SI)4ll~; 4seao1G1G036461
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I. TmQRllFICAT!

•.~-Mt..E. _of'
DlIIiIflf~::~ ___ :~1lI. __ of

5<~TII~Do~ ••••Dltllflf
IIIUO"W{Hy!on)T:,•• ' ••••••••. LacoIfcnJ

_oIoDolllII -TIIIo of ·UIIO

~ sI** CcNu""" Sontlooo

~~ AA'1ys1s R.port
I.kiilIi' AI" ••Sr. -, .- UnIt{l)

flo. "'KJe-.
1. _01__ MoS -
I. Sll<~ ~ M'r.

!. ~01~ Trlpuold -
4. ""' ..•..~ ill MIn.

$. ,"'.••.,..•...~,.. 387 'l(

6. ~~IPNu~ 4.5 mmWG

~.~ 1.92 MI.
i, 1lI""';_.of _, 1.25 Mlr.

9. _Aft;I 1.22&(; M'
14 Gallol_ _5.31 N",'!Ht

11. bttkulD Mluer 5'.10 -:;~. SUO

12. "'I~", oi.Ido 1!OJi 10.! ·'M.5

U. SUJDIwt IlIllldd• .I••••' 0.li6 •• /dIN ilN
14. 1<lIddo 01 NO.1 2' 6 • 1.50
15. ' . AmnIonIlIINI/.l BDl uIW hu
.14- au " -
l6. Ad!l.",tit 1.9 maIN"" .50..

~I
~ A11.-.- J'•••••,wIlIlIn"'PCBUmlt.
" M.S.:• HoI;SpojlIIod

~.
. ~ _ V, .•" ••. \~- ~

\~.l -,

\

."T' •• ,~.~ •.•~ ..'
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I
i
!
I

); All ~bove results are 'well within MPCB Limit.
» N.S.:·NO'S~
), SOL-StrOw""_'tU/lJK, 4l'-os~

, i.

"-oJ,W~
-1. ''fM'''II'lI'l.,....,liIIlIIt, .•••••••• I.U\It •••••• kll/l-W.
1.: ~ ••••• -....Ill.,.ttIt"""'fIliT•••••.••••aliVolr_~~~lI,bl/l'll~,~fdlfllltlltllllf«<,
\1. 'fIIt_~~'IIif,~d.jjDllJ"" ••iIN'i •••• ~ •••••• ,.,,--\Il••• ~;,..,.oiiiIiilull".~,Cl:l"""~I.tIklHlot•.••tlt'SfC,
:t;: ~'.,~I.-~_.,...,.(JI~it_~Iit~t4ltI.r ••••·,.w_-..IttIiIlprt •• ,..., ••IH~
is'. •••• ~IlI"lilll.llrln~~ ••II'llI!d"'l •••••.,~~ll\I'"".lIClIed., __ ••••~'"'-....l'"'ltltdl*ttllOl••',.......lIt'lllolttAM1lfV,U"'.Il,...--.. ~
" -"'"""'t"bf ••• "-....,f\IIll ••I•••~11 ••(Ill/QfIO):t.
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"-_. . - .•.._._ ..._--_.-""'- .1

TE$T CERTifiCATE
~;l<- .

~,dfUS!

~~~Md.reof: llI••of_D'"

II•• . .1ndIaM. tlII. SloI1.PIh vi : ni,
S. No'" . 'T•••••• ,Dobll!l!l•• ~Dmol ' l'
TI~'Ma1IIIlllflt,: PUnll, . ." '"lAIqId ••. " .•;~

_.IeDlIll~ ••••••
T1Iii< ofsam"' •• d~~

ii•••••C· . ,$hiO~Con>ultltlCY. ,

lmIWon.Analysls II!lpoi1
St, .

~~11;Patlmeter Result Unltls)No. •. I

1. "'"~.!:I\fSte<l< '"MS -
SteCkH '.' -"-I, ' .. !!flit 30 Mlr.

3\ '.TyPlof~ Ttllp020ld -
SimjlltniGlllraUon

.. I4,- ~ Min.

5, lilII.o.ql. ~\Jl" m '1C I

Si. ,,~ntIIl"""" ~_13 ,11lfl!.W(l, . I,
•

l\IOlcKit:y
,

MI.1, 5,.89' I

B, 0lnt0n.1oM01Stock US Mlr. :
9. SlId<'Al1I U2SS M' I

!
II!, Qj;Volwne 11153.500 NMJMr
,11.

o • Ptrtkullte: Mlt.w· 74,6 nwI~M' $UQ
.11. ISUlPllur1lK!Idd • .iso.) 18.9 I1!IfI~M' • N.s·;
13,' Isl.IDIlu'I:lki$tl!Qal:. - Klr/dev d.l11'.89

melJi~ ,t,14- IQI\ilI01 .' !ill!f!il $4'.6
·is. ' _nII""tbl BOL llI1M,~

1 ,"~'

1&.rOtvan 19.5 !' •
17., ~1d;M~1 4.5 (lW/~M' 5Q

I1\iriiiIlfiIJI'A1labifii. ~"\Ii,"",~ijjiiJ(n l.1:1!c& tiM!t
> N'.&: "Nlit'Sl*Iflold'

1~IY' > 8DL","'1lIlIclilI1tlJtnll.~If"'~ ".,DRT'
~ ""/ ~

~ Wt"
. "'-of(,. I t

"n'- / '" . \., '\.~. I I."""'-.l........ '. "Ib•• ,,, ...,,~ W~'''~JII!I~''''''''''....
"'-"'," "j',' ''It.,",:-:- ',. ••••,-,., rib,_ 1~""-"""""',,""""~1IIl!--' I
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•
$tJl'\Il!IYNO·l,fOliltll, Mavurt ResiCfe.'lriy/;-stIw ~.tl·lfl, 2nd fkJ¢r, SeMsw~i, Tal-$1iM, PH~~"l J12tJ!'

""'.·liREe:l\Jst~VlRO!ilRF.e_"(I;1srl8'«l'" E.m"".",,,,i'Il1l!,,,,Col" ,."",,,,,,,,,,,w""","'"
:~ En1In' •.• ~" • COntl.lltq"j'1t Pvt ltd. GIN 1\10 : V'li19Ql)PN2'J't3PTChl'iltl6B

R~,~d by Mlnlllfjl0' Ell\llrdflmo~l,Por&SI·I·ClImatlChl19. (MoEf),!Joyt, ot'l~ .1Id Ida/le'017a25~ (1'tA8L~IS09lKl~,:2il1• .wKI~AS-1~/IJll~2D~7'cfrUfi.-tCQ"IIlPPIl~

'~"","" ".'.'., -.. .. .... " ...,•......•••.,'.. "-~.,,,. " ~;.,.,~'" •. . ... ...• '",., -,,, ",." ...,,,. - '-.. ",,-," .....:!... ,"

,~ ,- ,.

TEST CERTIFIcATE
, -.,-..----,--R.~Nl!',G$E,"btll2"tJIIl4I04,l. ........:.-... O.b!·~fReport 06/05/2071 --'~Cll.~l '!fol11eRnd lllfdress: ,~E!SR,,!p"nB.,.., .... _. 29/0'l/2021 -~..~~-_."

M/Mllkautxo Indl",PlIl Ltd. Stlih:ollle of Anai'/S!!:~ -,.. aOlo4720ii
s. !i.,6i;t T.r.oI9!Ono.bh.~e. 'EJ:ldJ)ate of Analysl$ 06/05/2021,
r.kM."L Din. Pune. ,sari!"1eLoClltlon" - '~~~p"''rChlm"e, 1!jjj'iiJI'

Semple Detail. Stack '- "----TIi1\eof samp",,"_ 1<li48_,_-~ ~~"""_.
Slim.I.Collected By 'Sh/ok Con.llItanevSerl!(,••

,,- "---_ ..
I-c- _~~I!~ce'Emlsslon'Analysis RePlll't -Sr. Parameter Re.ult Unlt(.)

LimluAs Pe' ,,'- -"I
No. MI't~Con••• t',.-"--"-". -''''~~-~- -,., •...•~~,- ., -''--'_.".._-- --'" ~."..." ' ._"~.~-,,,.,,,-"-
1. Materlai ot:S.tack M.S -
2" Stack He)jht 30 Mt~,

." --S. Type ot,Sfack Trap~Jf«;l:td -
samplll'j.,O~ratlon

,. --4. 35 MIn. _ ..-,- -, 5. Flue G.s Tli:lmperature'- 413 ll'f{- -,._-----6. Olfferl!Dtl,iil.Pres5ure 2.6 mm,W,G
VeloolrV - "7. 6,22 Mh--a. ,Olmenslons,of Stac;k 1.:1$ Mtl'!.,

9. StB<k Are. 1.2265 M', --10' ;Ga.tVolume 19826.45 NM~iHr_." .~-
-',!I , -,,"~~.'·"'n'c.l.te Meller 100.3 rn</NM' :1i:"lS,O. . , . -..--,\'2.' 'SUlphurDlO.ld.,,IsO.) 102,6 ---"'IINM' N.s

1~i','SU'ilh.r,Dloxld~ 48:82 Kud., S,~S.
14.' 'Eirtdtl·of·NllllllenlNO,) :$0,6 ~M' 50..
15. ""''''''nl. INH" 80L ""'M' N.s,
16. 1,01&oo1 14:7 % -' , "n -'- - -17. ~ld:fJlI.t 4;3 """11M' SORernatlllsl: -~""""'-.- - -~.~-

~ A1ll1bo)'l! results, are well wltht" MPCa limit
» N.S.:·N6tspeclfled

, ,.
80L-B'IQ.vi:~il'~ ,"ll'~'(llDtt-

_.
AUT!OI!lf!O:srGll'A'IORY.~t/ ~ \. )1~" rn

'~', ,UNE Ji- - "V~"~ '-'-- ... _._-
'~, ~

." -"., ~~$\l"~:

I
-""~'Ilo:th l'WfIlIltk-)ill~.tii.)iit..,... fWil "'" ~, ••••• I. \'JIll..,.,

'~~,:T,ke"'u"- h~UIf·,..,lI'It ••• ,~ ••••• ""••••• ,.c1l'll~"""",~r ••b"""\lJ ".- ••••J:lII'~lotIt••••~c.
", ,I~ .• IfllIG\'l'~'tI!p:~tIftoIr w.irIP1nllfId~ ,••••••,. prtliIlOtIaI"ll-« I-tIllldW,pu'P'C'l" ;iiltilUt~",~•••__ tl ~r"f¥, !ink.
'" 't~,~ "'r.t"\"dryti',~or''''''I71,~~~~~ 41li •••• ,Lo.-rllt.;'~rI",~1II111lhat•••••,."~td,II~.....-,tUbUlllt_r.
5. t~.~,"""'-~IitY"oI'.I.l'rl:llijI'Oi',.IIlIIiiIlltt"!lrltbfllf/""PPllldlJV~fr'I""IIIldId"""'''''tlllidP'dltYll~IW'~brr1~.J,l_ic~.'tr.t

r.. i=";"'W~"'Q•••'tll •. ~~dJl,,"j(QI'IIJ'11l<JOliit»fam.
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,
.., J, , ' ~:NO-'1405(08, Mayl$JAH"'etlC)', $hop NQ-te;2ndFIoor.~, Tlf.8IWlJt, Ptif\it.4,12208.

II: \~~~ a,'-'IlIVIR()$APE M".t>•._ll2O I E."";I;g_12~ij,_.~ •.",.~
f ~ "".,,,;W4ij::ton,u,ton,' Il!..o't' Ltd, elN No. ; U?:40Cl0PN2013PTC149686

" ••••••• ,._ ••••• _ ••• 0< •• _ •••••••••••• "",.'.,~ •• • •• , •• " ••• --'.- •••• " •• '... • •• ,'. ,.... •• "., •• "". ,,- , ••••••.• , •• "_...... "~ .'. ,~ •• ,~ •• ~ ••••••••• - • ", •. ,,,,,,,:.,,..-,,, •• ,,

.r..',r!'J1!~.~.~.~~.~:~~.~~~~~.~..~,~_~·~c.t~,:~-~~!!.~.~~'~~~~~~.~.
"-_., ._-

"YE;Sil~RTIFICATE ·
~ •••. ' . ~\l3j*. ..Oote DfReDort ~.""

'. .:••••• ;an4idd •••••, .D~of_DUn. 2 ~~

M.I••~lJil"~ Pvt.Ltd. ,.5Illt\ ilotO of AD~~ 24

$, NlIti"" 1'!I1.• lllIbha<l4. ',Iod OIte of A.••••••••

TlI~ _,, QI.hil!Une. SiHltoioLocatlDn . leUlillor·· c •• ';INvlOIiI
Slmolo DeIlIIl. S!olo!\..

.- nne of SlmoM'" 12:30
Sim"'CoI~'" 'Shlok Conwltsncv_ -

• SO\ln;eIi.pn Analysis Report
Sr. p'flmeter _It Unit($)

Uml\, At·,.!

Nl>, M_"",""t

1. M,torl.1Dr~\fpk M's -
2. &laokH<Olght 30 Mtr.,. W"" .ts",~. n..IUlI. -.

$lI.mpllrtl.D~~n4· ~D Mill.

5. ,lu.·GII T,,",,"Illr' s6b '1<
•

6. .DIIf."'ntIa;:~", ••u", 4.5 mmWG
7. VOIOdty 6.83 MI., B. DI'me"!on.oli5~~ \.25 Mu.

$~Ik·M'
.

9. 1.226$ M'
10. GasVolUme 24854.41 NM'{H!

11. P.rtlcuta. Matter SJ.6D mo/NM' $.ISO
.S2. s,.nho~l:II_ Isehl

. --.;;;;JNM' 1<.59.2
13. $UlnhotDlqliId.,so,l 0,54 Kl/dl. . ;116.

.Qlcllli0' ~I_n (NO.1 nvlfNM'
,

14· 19..6 0

15. A",,"DNIsINH~1 eDL wM' ,$.

15• .A.ldM~~ 5DL ~nvlfNM' !!a,l
~1ij11~

.

:.. IIJI.)lovt. (4•• 115III "IIq:wlthlnMPCBUrnlt.
)- N.S.:· NDUpoclftl!l
)- eOL- IloloW,Otll<tOl!to

,h~- AlIlHOlIlfIll·NATOlY-_mo5Y·

V ~~ ~'"I~(l' Ii ' "'.· ,.,
\,,~, ./ t' \~ ~ ~.

~glnHl'"

I.

,

.
I
I,
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'.
T~STCERTIFICAtE

""no<\~.: ~E$!l;/20:w.21J12/ Date of ReDott 11/12/2QtO
alent Hame,lnd Address: Date of Sampling: 05/1'/2020MI •. Clkaullloindil Pvt. Lld. Start Date of AnalV'lls 06/121 t020
S,Nq. 662, TalelOenDabhade, £nd Date of AnalV1ls 11/~t 2020Tar...MaYal, Dfst- pun'e ..

Simple Location laR Boller CHImney rNyldn)
-LPG'ea,

SlmDle Details Stock
Time, of SlmnflnD' 11:00

$omn'. CollIded Bv Shlok Consultancy Services
SOUR. EmIssion Analysls.Report

Sr.
Pirameter Result U"~(sl Umfts As, PerNo.

MIteR Consent
1. MaterIal of Stade' M.S ..
2. Stack. H'etgh~, 30 Mtr.
3. 'Type of Stack Tt,pezold ...4. SjJfnpllns Duration 30 Min,
5. Flue'G1$Temperature 443 'K --6. Dlfferentlal Pressure 2.8 mmWG
7. Velocity

6.37 MI'
8. 01il1Il'Mlons of Stack 1.25 Mtr.
9. 1""k4rea 1.2265 M'..10. Gas Volume 19866.0 NM~/Hr
11. Parttculate Mat~er 92.0 m'lINM' SISO12. ~~Inhur Oioxid.150,1 110.0 me/NM' N.513. SUlnhu, OIoKlde150,1 52.44 Ka!dav , ,$~614. O~11Ie., Nilro •• " INo,l 31.0 melt'lM' 5015. Ammo!ilalNH,1 BOL uolW NoS
16'. ACidMIS't 1.2 mg(NMI 50,. ,Riiimtrlc{s}:

l> All above results are!well ,WithIn MPCB limit.
l> N.S.: . Not 5pe<_
l> aOt ,- Below OetlCtlble Umlt

MAL YlEO 8Y·
AUTH91UZED SIGNATORY-
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I

....-----------===-=-===------------,TEST CERnFICA re
. /IO:.~1/Ot/Z4t4

etloliUII_lIId Addroor.
M/*, ~1It •• IndI.,Pvt.Ltd.
S.No.IQ,.T.'_Dltbhade.
ToI-·MlI!III. DIoI· Pune_

_ aI'RAtaort
Dot. of5llmpll", t

020_-j
o

r5l::•••::;'=D.I'7"••:.;ol"="A"'•• p'/ys':':II=.:.__ +__--=I~
~ 1)0" of _lysis

Locotlon

ozo
.0

IlotlI/b
l1n!o of limon ••

So!IrCll~on AnalysisReport
SlIIok Consultancy Sorvloel

St. PI_ _It unit!.)
No.
i. Matwrof.Stack M;5 -
2. _kHoilh. 30 Mtr.

3. .Type of S,," Trapezoid - ---
4. SamplhllOUration 30 Min.

5. flue Gas Temperature 418 'K
• --

I. OIff••• nlIoJPr.....,. 2.1 mmWG

7. Velocity 5.59 M/l .. _
B. Dlmoru!ool of 911,:1<· 1.25 MU.

9. Slack Ar •• 1.2215 MZ

10. GIs Vol••••• 17839.9& NM'/HI
U. PirtlQJllte ~tter 96.5 moINM'
12. Sulalwr _ISO I 122.9 molNM'
13. Sulohu'llIoldde ISO,} 52.62 'Wd>v
14. O,<ld.·01 N ,INO;} 34.13 mUNM'
15. Am~"'.!&!!lJ BOL <JJIJf,1'
16. Acid MIS. 1.4 mUNM'

IIMwII(sI:

"lMon)IBR
. 5iad<
, 14:00----'-'=---1

:.:lL.. -I-_-""''------I_.-"'''-''-'-::---t- __ ,...N.I=. _
50

<150
N.5

S1l6
50

~ AU_bow..wts •••• woII:_MPCB UmlL
~ N.S.:· No! sr>ociIIaot
~ SOL - P!tJow

fI 1. ftII....."It ••. III, •• '••••••••••••••••••••.• ,•••••.

I L 1"'fMlIlII.••••• _·~ •••.•••• III•••••'•••••••••••...,M1.I'.,~,•.--.,....lIIIIlI •.
J, '- ••• "'llIIt __ •• ~_ ••• ""' ••••••••••••••••••••• ao-lOl,......t •••••••••••• W!IlIM•••••• I•• j ,...-c:.

.1

' •. ~ •• -•••••••••• '••••• .,_[J\ •••••.•.••••••••••••••.•.•..••.~DIItNI--~ •••'••,••I•..,... ,
• S.••••••• asI: ••••. i. !!.b" ••_ ••• fII~ ••••••.,...,....,"' ••••••••__ •••••Hf ••• ,••• ,..., __ ••••••.••

•• '•••• it
I. ...., •••••• _ •••••••••••••"- ••• GIMnIU.~

78629



.• "C" •• 'i<,"''''''';''', ...• " .••.•• ,,,"',.,.,••,.,', .., ", .•.••••.". f"'.""'''' ..-. ..,." -

R1c'1D/ed by'Mln\dly 01 Ell\'!lrOll/lltnt, Fonotf & Clfm5tl, Chtilp (MoEF ) Gi:\¥1.ofrnc!l~iM lSOllEC17O~:2G'OD(NA8L), lao'!Il101:~ll-lSafllf OIl:$AS,'IMO\JOO1 Ctttln~d Company
''0'',,,,,-, ", .••..•••. ,,-<. • •• ,. ",' .••. "'" , ••••• , ••..••.•. .-""." •. ~"., .•., ~" ••. , ..•.• , .•.• "." ••. ,., ",' •. ',-" .. , • ,.,.. " •• ,,"",""

» All aboVtliresults.are weU:Wfthln,MPCB limIt.
~ N.5.: -Not,SpeQlfleci
> BDl-B.I~'~~~eum~

~

~

T•••• ""'~
1. T~t'P~ltrtfrii:,~~lIf~'''l'l'h1tllttd~nJit'~llIlUlNll,
'1. If\.t '-1b,'iIIIN;tf'llillf'F mwlfllf'it~~I!!:AA,~"otlIllIW/I,WIt ItlllUl:!f1I:\IF"'~Y~'p~rtrmenl\l\~~lll~m,

~I1!4!:JJfllj;tdl' lit'*. " .. l!I\dwhllllurlil' '~~tblirwdfvr "'I:I:iI•• Ii·i!r IIlIdl:yIll •.•• Il!JiI,fi,' "I!IWfIri.«l_IQfWta-*",.,i~U(j.1 liIni~ti.iie~__:,'•• ""'(7) ='~'ra~!lIIl ciP.itZ:onli;;~tlli~,pMilor_1M:.tr"""'~~:i,~~,iIf'ltKiCUll'";.',''' '.
5. 'r::..,~~",a;~IWtyIlf"UI. -..tlll':'~"'i"'~..t ""'fill "1lPkd,Jw.-omttllllll' ~dIIIlt~ tD.lM~:I,,,n1f~1IIiIoJ."'t\lnd~tl'UC"llI.1"/ ~r

•. ~":=~l:!f~'tllfttl(••'MmGnir.""01/~,m~:lIl{ll:lI'll'l11.j
I
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~ I,
r J

.
'h

TEST (:ERTlFICATE
_._-.

,
__ Hdl,G_:l!I ,- llSOOB ..Dol, 0/ RellO'! ' .. "fiUCIIlilO,9 ,,~

.' ,'···WAdd ••••;' Datto of 50mpllnIJ J!YQ!1l2oi~ .
~{~~""India Pvt. Lld. Stan Date 01AIlJIWI. 019.

$~i~ Tete&oonllf •••••• Endbite of AnalYsis 2~i$
Tal,~"'iI. Dtst· Pune. Somple Locotion . ISRoSV'lN'IOn}

50mple Details , ,. . .
TIme 01SomplI;;i'"'~- ~- ,,1: ':1al5S. •

Soii1lili!Cdl-.t IV " 'Green Envirosare Enllfnet" & omS~Ud Pun.e.

1-:-.. _ .. ~.. $clU~tnilssion Analysis Report ,
Sf. Pmmeter- lliriIlIAJ p;('.-
No. R...." Unlt(sl ~.,,'-- ..- -.,....--- l:liofIsom ___
I. :, 'Mat,enal of Stack M.S -
2.

,
Stack Hellh' 30 Mtr. ,

3. Type olStId Trapezoid -
4. . lampllna Dur.tI~n ilO Min.

. , , ._---
5. F:lue'Ga.s'Tempt'~~IIilI, 426 .~--- "1;.. Olff~_n\loJ Pro__ 2.1 mmWG ,

- . . •..._-- •7. Vilocity 5.61 MI.-" -
S. QI.".I\SIo"..of Stae~ US Mtr.
9. s,ldArt> 1.;2265 M'
10. quWoIume .11544.3S NM'/H,
11. PaI1:~il~,Matter 48.5 mK!NM' . 5150
U. .Sul. ut~de ISO,) 6.56 .••.. mg/NM~, ~.S, .. -_.-
13. SI<Ia u, i:l_ISO,1 2.16 Kgfda, 5186 ..
14. OxI<!iot;Nl\raoon INO,) 18.9 ITWINM' 50
15. Am",,,,,r.lllIi,J

.
1lUM'

, ..-
SOL . Ii.S

'. . j1~.Addt.1lol" SOL __ fIl.J!!:!M' : .50
' '-._-- •. .- - .-.Roniork('J' : ." ..

j> AlIa~'rtsdIt,1a(W woll'wlthln MPCSLimit.
'; 11.5.: • "at Sptdfted
j> SOL-,"I"", Detectable dnllt. 1/~~~,:"·..·---A~_TDRY.ANAi.'/.lIMY· "--

~
~\ \.~, . .,' m "'N,

\ ~

, "I ~;;;;;;;;. /'

..

J
I I
i I,

!
'I
i•

~_~ I
1. TlIttll!Oi'fI,...ilIt; •••••••••• ·-. ~," "",.N kA. f
l. "¥,..I:i~~.~I:••II •••II!IIl'~_....,".•.••IIcWli,~'*""'*_ ••IwnoIllltl.••• ';¥',ftWllJoft...... ,1:.
J. =;Mt~ ••~'''! •• ."JIl,,...••_IliI •• b'~lN'~ •.•••,~lM,wrilWl_Df'~.(j.•. , ,.."JlItI •••••• ,.,. •••• " __ cn .•••••••... ~lIII~'t •••••.•••••'~••,.......~MllaI~••••....,..••IIW~.

$, ~~ •• "''''IJlllly <iI'~_u •• ;"'~..-...tlI¥'''' _1flIIM WI ••••NIlrtlWlI.'thftIIWW"""",, ~ lIf,",,- j~'"
•. NIU~".....,•. .,••••.iIt\IIIl-.~ .•••,Itll'lll.n.

j
"Ai i
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,,, ~..~, ...•"",,,.,'.,, "" - .' . ' ,',."~ ', .

•.~".;••"••.~.,."..•,,,••,,,.'..~,..."..••••••~••.-••,••.,,,";.•.,,•..••.,-,. ••""'~"~""-~''''''''<~''''''''''...••... """'~""""'"'''''' .-.

- "- -' -_.~-'--_ ..~...•

m;=' ~'~ ••--~~0p0n,1I0'G\l!EC/2019-20/05/769
C1lent,Nlme and AddlesS: Date of sa;;:'plln,-- -- --!3iOslwil----l
M/f.,dk~Llt.Ko India Pvt. LId. Start Oa.e of ~n'!tl.1i _ _=_\3L~9__===1
s. No.m, Talosoan.Dabhadc, End O•••. of Anaiv.l. , 15/0517019 1
Tal- MIVlIl,OI$l .•'Pune. Sarnplo location _. IBR 8011;r(flifm,ney (N.Y1~2L_

sample Oe'"II, Sill••
Time of Som.llng •.•.• '-- ___ ..i~;2!l_-_'_'j

'.mole Collo4'ld f!v Shick Ccn,ultaney Sel'\'ica9 ___ ..~_. ,
Source EmJ~lon Analysis Report. __ ------

Sr. Parameter RlIWlt Unlt(.)
Umtts A.\ Per

No. . ~MPC~"!!'!!L---1
.r,:---- -

1. ryti!l'tl!flat of SUlek M,S .. ,
-, -- - ---- I

2.. Stack Heigh. lO Mtr.

3. Type of Stack Trapezoid --- ~5ampllnB Dur3~ion-4. 3D _~ln.- --
~~ Flue Gu "emperaturf1 378 "k

I~-
6, ottferentfilll.Prenure '.0 mmWG-- .--- -----
7. -Velocity 7.3 -e- ..._. MI' .-- '"
8, Dimenslo~ of $tack 1.25 Mtr.

9, SI.cI<Are. 1.2265 M'.._-- ._--'--'
10. Gas Volume 25704.99 NM'/Hr

m,IN""
-"----" --~-_.. --,

11. P,~culat!iMltfer 56.' s150>----_.
1,2. S"'nhu' OlOJ!ldoISQ.I 10.2 ';'./NM' N.5. ..
i3 .5Uln.hur·Q1Q~!~alSO,L_ 6.2 Kglday Slil~

~.~!
. "-.,,.•_--

24. ,DIldo o(Nl!!!!len, (NO.1 12.3 _r1lg/NM' SO. --,. -
'15'0, .';lJlmOOI.I;~J· 60L ,,"1M' N,S

16. ; I\iildMIS! BOL ....lnslNM• so-----Remeri<{S):
)- All above Il!SUtts are well Within MPC8limlt.
> N.S.: - NOISpedlled
<- BOL- Below oeioctlib~ Limit.

ANAt'l1IllBY· ~~c~~ "UTHORl2sli:lIS,NATORY.

~ \~II'•••
\" .$'

"'\

'~I"'"

~'",.."..--\. "".re~i~''/li;t"tIi'"•.•••••••'• .w ar;d'IlO!~ totllf bud:.
1. ,~,~~~~~ •• ltI:J ~~~_~i;b~¢ •• -'ta«on '"dudtir~!~, lIulnkftly,pnui!1,1, rt\,CrlIlllll1llll~ m.'i ~ .r_~1 "!'~~~~Of'~'~rl~;_1lOI..,"Id'" .-otlMM Gr~lIc#V~ wlll'*ltitli*:jjm."t1II'UIlIlltlllrclr~INI"l"ilIst('
4. --.Wil'tio ""••••••••;••••••••".j •••••• 111'~~"':~~dM <>f _~'~..t4l1llcln,.llMI UI\rii",iriJri:1Jllr'~." '!Iel:l<M'II,""r.'

!S. :t.~t\'If •••• ....,.oI.t.$l •••••"'·••fIlI/IIfildIldrll'" "" """,nu lIVt\I:IfOlI\IIf ,I'lIIl'!lI)IrMlIQihl!'d lJIttr_IN ~\loy tilt t-tl"""'"

f; Mae~.,.,...",.,l:IlI"'lkWLet~r.llIft*",,~f,IQl'.~I.
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SiMfNo-I<fOMI6.".",u -.:y. 5I'<lp'10"""" -.Ilofll!'_ .•••.$IW,•••••..•,,"'"
..GREEN· E'NVlROss:lFfi ••••••_-, '.""",_I2lii>,,"""''''"' 1__ --'''''''

'.I\gl" •• " • c.n,wltant PYt Ltd, CINNo.:U7~20'::lPTC1-t!1666
~~~ " ..~ ...........•... -... .. . .. ,_. -"" . .." - ..~" " ,." .

"1.""_~of,""''''R~'lltMt&cr.utCtwtQrt''''J_'''''lIIdt&Ol1iCI102l:2lO5~JIO.~~ts~.~.~l2IIT~~
•..•..f'.. ,-, ,._"'-. ~._. ,.._-, , _ •... , ,.•....••.......,- H.·." -.,

T£ST CERTIFICATE
~ilt: GlSllC/.101I-1J/OS!6tM DIlle of RlDOI't 019

and'Address, Dole 015omplbl. 2~~",Ii!~::;O IndJIPvt. Lld. SIorlDotI 01An.Iys..~_._ 21i!lSnOl9
5.,I(~i_•••••••"Oebhadl, £ad.,.. of An.lvIls . ",. ~.~ ~19
T'~ MIw~ 0 •••• Puno. - Loc:tt'on IBR_. ~\

I SImoIo Oetollo ~
Timlol50mpUne 11,90

5o_COhcted""!y __ ShIck Consul1anc'lServicla -
.. ~ EJ:nlsslon Analysis Report

Sr. Parameter Rellult Unlt(.) ,:!"AlPer
No. ConIent
I. Materlal ot St;dc M.s 1--

-.
1. SllICkHelin,

. lO Mtr.

3. WpeolStad< TtlIpezoid ..
...._----

4. SimpllntlDurlllon 30 Min.-5. Flue ~ Ttmpeniture 965 .~
6. OItferentilf Prenure 4.!f mmWG--7. VoIoelty 7.61 Mis ..
B, li),lml"slonl of Stack l.15 Mtr.._- ---
9. 5to<;kA••• 1.1165 M'
10. Gal ~llIu"", 274355 NM'/lir
11. ~lJ;late Maner 52.62 Il1IINM' SUO
11. SUlohurO_ISOoI 9.L...... Il1IINM' N.S

I
13. Sulchur O~ (50J 6.12 K./d~ '186-

:511 -14. 0_ 01NI'", ••• IND.I 14.2 Il1IINM'
15. I Anvnonl. (NHJ BOl UIlIM' N.S
16, Ad<IMist 60L mslNMJ 50-

R•••••"l.):
) AlI.bove mulU n,wtll w~ MPCBlimit.
) N.S.;· NOtSpt<1fI1d
) BOL .• Below 0ItIcIabIa limit.

ANAlYIIDII'f' ~""'-"VI"l~ ,-i;:;~, r~.•.•..•• loo
\ "'of\.. ./".," \

"" ..•.•..

82633
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SllEPJ~AU
S/\.N]AY
MQRMARE

lJlql"'IlV ,i~,,<>d
1~'<;IIEhIAI.1

~';jii~~~llE
I)""" )a22_(J~.21
17,nl~~(l~:10
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EXHIBIT ' .......•......•..• '
Shcphali

IREpORTABLEj

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

GOA SEAT, AT PORVORIM

PIL WRIT PETITION NO.4 OF 2022

1. THE GOA FOUNDATION,
Through its Secretary,
Dy. Claude Alvares, Age 73 years,
Having Regd. Office at Room No.7,
Above Mapusa Clinic, Mapusa,
Goa 403 507,
PAN No. AAAAG0249C
Email id:goafoundation@gmail.com

- VERSUS-

1. THE NATIONAL GREEN
TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL BENCH,
Through the Registrar General,
Faridkot House, Copernicus Marg)
New Delhi 110001.

2. THE NATIONAL GREEN
TRIBUNAL, WESTERN BENCH,
Through its Registrar, New
Administrative Building, 1st Floor,
B-wing, Opposite Council Hall,
Pune - 411001.

3. THE UNION OF INDIA,
Through the Secretary, Ministry of
Environment, Forests & Climate
Change, Indira Paryavaran Bhavan,
Jar Bag Road, New Delhi - 110003.
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4. THE STATE OF GOA J
Through its Chief Secretary,
Secretariat, Porvorim, Goa 403521 ... RESPONDENTS

ApPEARANCES

FOR THE PETITIONER:
GOA FOUNDATION

Ms Norma Alvares, with Mr Om
Dcosta.

Mr AbhijeetJoshi, withMs Varsha
Sawant & Mr Namit VLoya.

FOR RESPONDENTS NOS.
1 & 2:
NATiONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL

("NGT") AND NATJONAL GREEN

TRIBUNAL WESTERN BENCH

FOR RESPONDENT NO.3: Mr Anil Singh, Add\. Solicitor
UNION OF INDIA Generat withMr Adirya

Thakkar & Ms Savita Ganoo,
ilb DP Singh.

FOR RESPONDENT NO.4: Mr Deep Shirodkar, Add\.
THE STATE OF GOA Government Pleader) with

Ms Neha Shirodkar.

CORAM DIPANKAR DATTA, CJ.,
G.S.PATEL&
M.S. SONAK, JJ.
(Hearing at Principal Seat
at Bombay through VC and
physical hearing)

14th September 2022

21st September 2022

RESERVED ON

PRONOUNCED ON

JUDGMENT (Per GSPatel J):-

1. Rule. By consent, Rule is made returnable forthwith.
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2. The matter was first listed before a Division Bench (Chief

Justice and MS Sonak J) at the seat of the Bombay High Court at

Porvorim, Goa on 5th August 2022. After outlining the issue, the

Bench was of the view that the matter could be more advantageously

be heard by a Full Bench of three Judges. Hence the present Full

Bench, which took up the matter at the principal seat since all three

of us were presently in Mumbai.

3. This Public Interest Writ Petition is filed by the Goa

Foundation, an environment NGO based in Goa, and represented by

Ms Alvares. Over several decades, the Goa Foundation has

approached this court and the Supreme Court in the public interest,

litigating questions regarding environmental protection in various
fOnTIs.The members of the Petitioner are all Indian citizens. We are
satisfied with the bona fides of the Petitioner, and, indeed, these are

not questioned in the Writ Petition.

4. The Petition assails administrarive notices dated 6th

September 2021 (page 130), 4th January 2022 (page 132), 11th April

2022 (page 133A) and 27th April 2022 (page 133B) and 26th August

2022 (page 227 of the Petitioners' Affidavit dated 8th September

222).1 The last of this was noticed after Affidavits came in. We grant

leave to amend to include a challenge to the 26th August 2022 notice,

without need of reverification. The amendment is to be effected in
two weeks from the date this judgment is pronounced. We allow the

1 There is some duplication in the Affidavits in Reply on behalf of the 1st
and 2nd Respondents and the further Affidavit filed bv the Goa Foundation. Our
references in this judgment are to the Affidavits and their page numbers, both.
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additional challenge because the fifth notice is of a class with the
other four notices.

5. Briefly stated, Ms Alvares's case is that these five notices taken
together have resulted in cases from Goa that were being heard by the
Western Zonal Bench of the National Green Tribunal ("NGT") at
Pune being abruptly taken up, for no good reason and without clarity

as to which case would be taken and when, by a so-called "Special
Bench" sitting in New Delhi, and comprising members of the

Northern Bench joined on VC by members of the Western Zonal

Bench. There is no power, she submits, for the Chairperson of the
NGT to issue such directions or orders. There is no superior or

governing seat or bench. Nothing in the National Green Tribunal
(Practice and Procedure) Rules 2011 ("the Procedure Rules") or in
the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 ("the NGT Act") permits
this. Everyone of these notices is explicitly said on its face to be a
'notice', not an order. Each is said to have been issued by a

"Competent Authority", without identifying that authority; and
neither the NGT Act nor the Procedure Rules speak of any such
'Competent Authority'.

6. That these are administrative directions or notices is accepted

in the Affidavit in Reply filed on behalf of the NGT (the 1st and 2nd
Respondents collectively), which describes them as "office

orders/notices". In other words, all five notices are issued without

underlying any petition, application, or judicial proceeding.
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7. We note this at the forefront because Mr Joshi, learned

Advocate for the NGT raises a preliminary objection as to

maintainability. He relies a decision of the Supreme Court in Union
o/India vA/apan Bandyopadhyay.' Mr Joshi's submission is that since

the impugned notices emanated from the Northern Zonal Bench,

claimed to be "the Principal Bench" of the NGT, therefore, this

Court does not have the territorial jurisdiction to entertain the

Petition. His submission is that Bandyopadhyay's ratio is that it is only

the High Court which has territorial jurisdiction over the notice-

issuing bench that can entertain a petition such as this one. In the

present case that would be the Delhi High Court. He emphasizes

paragraphs 40 to 44 of Bandyopadhyay:

((40. The law thus declared by the Constitution Bench
cannot be revisited by a Bench of lesser quorum or for that
matter by the High Courts by looking into the bundle offacts
to ascertain whether they would confer territorial
jurisdiction {Q the High Court within the ambit of Article 226
(2) of the Constitution. We are of the considered view that
taking another view would undoubtedly result in
indefiniteness and multiplicity in the matter of jurisdiction
in situations when a decision passed under Section 25 of the
Act is to be called in question especially in cases involving
multiple parties residing within the jurisdiction of different
High Courts albeit aggrieved by one common order passed
by the Chairman at the Principal Bench at New Delhi.

41. The undisputed and indisputable position in this case
is that the WPCT No.78/2021 was filed to challenge the
order dated 22.10.2021 in P.T.No.215/2021 of the Central
Administrative Tribunal, Principal Bench at New Delhi, (by
the Chairman of the Tribunal in exercise of the power under

2 (2022)3sec 133

Page 5 of 41
21September 2022

Uploaded on ·21/0912022 Downloaded on - 251111202518:51 :13

87638



Section 25 of the Act sittmg at the Principal Bench)
transferring O.ANo.1619/2021 to its files. On applying the
said factual position to the legal exposition in L. Chandra
Kumar's case (supra) it is crystal clear that the Principal
Bench of the Central Administrative Tribunal at New Delhi,
which passed the order transferring O.A.No.1619/2021 vide
order in P.T.No.215/2021 falls within the territorial
jurisdiction of High Court of Delhi at New Delhi.

42. Needless to say that the power of judicial review of an
order transferring an Original Application pending before a
Bench of the Tribunal to another Bench under Section 25 of
the Act can be judicially reviewed onJy by a Division Bench
of the High Court within whose territorial jurisdiction the
Bench passing the same) falls. In fact) the decision inBhavesh
Mariani's case (supra)) relied on by the respondent is also in
line with the said position as in that case also, as against the
order of transfer passed under Section 25 of the Act by the
Principal Bench of the Central Administrative Tribunal at
New Delhi Writ Petition was filed by the aggrieved party
only before the High Court of Delhi. This is evident from the
very opening sentence of the said judgment) which reads
thus:

"The present petition has been filed being aggrieved by
order dated 30.11.2018passed by the Central Administrative
Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi (the 'Tribunal'), by
the O.A.No.421/20l8 pending before ti,e Ahmedabad
Bench has been transferred to the Principal Bench of the
Tribunal. D

43. In the instant case, the High Court at Calcutta has
usurped jurisdiction to entertain the Writ Petition, viz.,
WPCT No.78/2021, challenging the order passed by the
Central Administrative Tribunal) New Delhi, In

P.T.No.215/2021, even after taking note of the fact that the
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Principal Bench of the Tribunal does not lie within its
territorial jurisdiction.

44. In the circumstances) based on our conclusion the
impugned judgment and final order in WPCT No.78/2021
passed by the High Court at Calcutta is to be held as one
passed without jurisdiction and hence, it is ab initio void.
Accordingly, it is set aside. The writ petition being WPCT
No.78/2021 filed before the High Court at Calcutta is
accordingly dismissed, however, with liberty to the
petitioner therein/the respondent herein to assail the same
before the jurisdictional High Court) if so advised. II

8. We do not believe that the objection to maintainability is well

taken. The facts in Bandyopadhyay were peculiar. The question arose

in respect of tribunals created under Articles 323-A and 323-B of the

Constitution ofIndia, quite unlike a statutory tribunal such as a NGT

constituted its own statute, the NGT Act. But that is not all. What

was in question before the Supreme Court was a judicial
pronouncement, and where - before which High Court exercising

writ jurisdiction such an order could be challenged.

Bandyopadhyay, a former Chief Secretary of West Bengal, (since

superannuated), filed an Original Application challenging certain

disciplinary proceedings initiated against him. He filed this OA

before the Kolkata Bench of the Central Administrative Tribunal

("CAT"). While that OA was pending before the Kolkata bench of

the CAT, the Union of India moved a transfer petition under Section

25 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 seeking a transfer of the

OA from the Kolkata Bench to what is undoubtedly the Principal

Bench of the CAT at New Delhi. The transfer Petition was allowed,

and the OA was then taken up and heard by the Principal Bench in
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New Delhi, which disposed of the OA by an order of 22nd October
2021.3 What Bandyopadhyay next did was to challenge that final

order passed on his OA by the New Delhi bench in a Writ Petition
before the Calcutta High Court. On 29th October 201, the Calcutta
High Court allowed the Writ Petition and set aside the New Delhi
CAT Bench's order of 22nd October 2021' The Union of India
challenged the Calcutta High Court's order of 29th October 2021

before the Supreme Court - and this resulted in the decision that
Mr Joshi cites.

9. The situation therefore was this: Bandyopadhyay initiated his
OA before the Kolkata Bench of CAT. The Union of India sought its

transfer to the Principal Bench at New Delhi. That was allowed.
Having received an adverse order from the Principal Bench in New
Delhi, Bandyopadhyay then challenged that final order (by the New

Delhi Bench of the CAT) before the Calcutta High Court. This was
the factual conspectus before the Supreme Court, and it is at a
considerable remove from undisputed facts ofthe present case where
there neither a transfer petition, application, or judicial proceeding of

any kind, nor a judicial order, but only administrative (or "office")
directions or notices. None of the notices impugned in this Petition
have any of the essential ingredients of a judicial order - the

institution of a proceeding, notice to the opponent, hearing of both
sides and then an order on merits.

3 Public Grievances & Pensions 1J Alapan Bandyopadhyay, 2021 sec OnLine
CAT 3242.

4 Alapan Bandyopadhyay v Union afIndia, 2021 sec OnLine Cal 2793.
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10. In Bandyopadhyay , the Supreme Court relied on its earlier

decision in L Chandra Kumar v Union of India,s particularly

paragraph 99, for the proposition that decisions of tribunals are

subject to scrutiny before the Division Bench of the High Court

within whose jurisdiction the tribunal concerned falls. Far from being

in Mr Joshi's favour, this is actually against him; for L Chandra
Kumar speaks clearly of a decision. It is in this context that

Bandyopadhyay must be understood. It is well settled that a decision

is only an authority for what it actually decides.6

n. We do not think it is permissible to accept an argument such as

the one canvassed by Mr Joshi. Indeed, we do not believe that such

was or could have been the intention of the Supreme Court in

Bandyopadhyay, for the simple reason that if extended as Mr Joshi

would have us do, the result would be an evisceration of the entirety

of Article 226(2) of the Constitution of India even in matters of

judicial r-eview of administrative action, which this Petition

undoubtedly is. We quote Article 226(1) and (2):

"226. Power of High Courts to issue certain writs.-

(1) Notwithstanding anything in article 32, every High
Court shall have powers, throughout the territories in
relation to which it exercises jurisdiction, to issue to any
person or authority including in appropriate ease, any

5 (1997) 3 sec 261.
6 Goodyear Iruita Ltd 1J State of Haryana, (1990) 2 sec 71; State afOrissa v
Mohd llliyas, (2006) 1 sec 275; Sonoa Shramik Sanghatana (KV) v State of
Maharashtra, (2008) 1sec 494; Bhuwafka Steel Industries v Bombay Iron & Steel
Labour Board & Anr, (2010) 2 sec 273; Jitcndra Kumar Singh v State of UP,
(2010) 3 sec 119. The principle was enunciated over a century ago bythe House
of Lords in Quinn v Leathem) 1901 AC 495 (HL).
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Government, within those territories directions, orders or
writs, including writs in the nature of habeas corpus.}
mandamus) prohibition, quo warranto and certiorari) or any of
them, for the enforcement of any of the rights conferred by
Part III and for nay other purpose.

(2) The power conferred by clause (1) to issue
directions, orders or writs to any Government, authority
or person may also be exercised by any High Court
exercising jurisdiction in relation to the territories within
which the cause of action, wholly or in part, arises for the
exercise of such power, notwithstanding that the seat of
such G01Jernment or authority or the residence of such
person is not within those territories. Jl

(Emphasis added)

12. Even within the Bandyopadhyay case itself, there is an internal
or intrinsic clue to support our view. In paragraph 20, the Court said,
in the context ofArticle 226(2), that the lawon that aspect was settled

by the Supreme Court decisions in Kusum Ingots &Alloys Ltd v Union
of India & Anr,' Nawal Kishore Sharma v Union of India & Ors,8and
Navinchandra N Majithia v State of Maharashtra' Each of these
authorities related to judicial review of executive action.

13. In Majithia, a writ petition was filed in this court to quash a
criminal complaint filed in Shillong. The Supreme Court held that
this court erred in dismissing the writ petition on the ground that it
had no jurisdiction. In paragraph 27, the Supreme Court in Majithia
held:

7 (2004) 6 sec 254.

8 (2014) 9 sec 329.
9 (2000) 7 sec 640.
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27. Tested in the light of the principles laid down in the
cases noted above the judgment of the High Court under
challenge is unsustainable. The High Court failed to
consider all the relevant facts necessary to arrive at a
proper decision on the question of maintainability of the
writ petition, on the ground of lack of territorial
jurisdiction. The Court based its decision on the sole
consideration that the complainant had. filed the
complaint at Shillong in the State of Meghalaya and the
petitioner had prayed for quashing the said complaint.
The High Court did not also consider the alternative
prayer made in the writ petition that a writ of mandamus
he issued to the State of Meghalaya to transfer the
investigation to Mumbai Police. The High Court also did
not take note of the averments in the writ petition that
filing of the complaint at Shillong was a mala fide move
on the part of the complainant to harass and pressurise
the petitioners to reverse the transaction for transfer of
shares. The relief sought in the writ petition may be one
of the relevant criteria for consideration of the question
but cannot be the sole consideration in the matter. On the
avennents made in the writ petition gist of which has been
noted earlier it cannot be said that no part of the cause of
action for filing the writ petition arose within the territorial
jurisdiction of the Bombay High Court.

(Emphasis added)

14. In paragraph 9 of Nawal Kishore Sharma, the Supreme Court

said:

9. The interpretation given by this Court in the aforesaid
decisions resulted in undue hardship and inconvenience to
the citizens to invoke writ jurisdiction. As a result, clause (l-
A) was inserted in Article 226 by the Constitution
(Fifteenth) Amendment Act, 1963 and subsequently
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renumbered as clause (2) by the Constitution (Forty-second)
Amendment Act, 1976. The amended clause (2) now reads
as under:

~1226.Power of High Courts to issue certain
writs.-(l) Notwithstanding anything III

Article 32, every High Court shall have power,
throughout the territories in relation to which
it exercises jurisdiction, to issue to any person
or authority) including in appropriate cases any
Government, within those territories,
directions, orders or writs) including writs in
the nature of habeas corpus) mandamus,
prohibition) quo warranto and certiorari, or
any of them, for the enforcement of any of the
rights conferred by Part III and for any other
purpose.

(2) The power conferred by clause (1) to
lssue directions) orders or writs to any
Government) authority or person may also be
exercised by any High Court exercising
jurisdiction in relation to the territories within
which the cause of action) wholly or in part)
arises for the exercise of such power)
notwithstanding that the seat of such
Government or authority or the residence of
such person is not within those territories.

(3)-(4)***"

On a plain reading of the amended provisions in clause
(2), it is clear that now the High Court can issue a writ
when the person or the authority against whom the writ
is issued is located outside its territorial jurisdiction, if
the cause of action wholly or partially arises within the
court's territorial jurisdiction. Cause of action for the
purpose of Article 226(2) of the Constitution, for all
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intent and purpose must be assigned the same meaning as
envisaged under Section 20(c) of the Code of Civil
Procedure. The expression cause of action has not been
defined either in the Code of Civil Procedure or the
Constitution. Cause of action is bundle of facts which is
necessary for the plaintiff to prove in the suit before he
can succeed. The term "cause of action 'I as appearing in
clause (2) came up for consideration time and again before
this Court.

(Emphasis added)

IS. Later, in paragraph 12, the Supreme Court in Nawal Kishore
Sharma relied on Kusum Ingots to say:

12. In Kusum Ingots & Alloys Ltd. ". Union ofIndia [(2004)
6 SCC 254] , this Court elaborately discussed clause (2) of
Article 226 of the Constitution, particularly the meaning of
the word Ucause of action II with reference to Section 20(c)
and Section 141of the Code of Civil Procedure and observed:
(SCC p. 2S9, paras 9-10)

((9. Although in view of Section 141 of the
Code of Civil Procedure the provisions
thereof would not apply to writ proceedings,
the phraseology used in Section 20(c) of the
Code of Civil Procedure and clause (2) of
Article 226, being in pari materia, the
decisions of this Court rendered on
interpretation of Section 20(c) CPC shall
apply to the writ proceedings also. Before
proceeding to discuss the matter further it
may be pointed out that the entire bundle of
facts pleaded need not constitute a cause of
action as what is necessary to be proved
before the petitioner can obtain a decree is
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the material facts. The expression material
facts is also known as integral facts.

10. Keeping in view the expressions used in
clause (2) of Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, indisputably even if a small fraction of
cause of action accrues within the jurisdiction
of the Court, the Court will have jurisdiction
in the matter. "

(Emphasis added)

The Supreme Court in Nawal Kishore Sharma also said:

Their Lordships further observed as under: (Kusumlngots &
Alloys Ltd. case [(2004) 6 SCC 254] ,SCC p. 264, paras 29-
30)

"29. In view of clause (2) of Article 226 of the
Constitution of India, now if a part of cause of
action arises outside the jurisdiction of the
High Court, it would have jurisdiction to issue
a writ. The decision in Khajoor Singh [Lt. Col.
Khajoor Singh v. Union of India, AIR 1961 SC
532] has, thus, no application.

16. This clearly shows that what was before the Court in

Bandyopadhyay was an entirely distinct set of circumstances. The

case at hand is closer to Majith,,,, Nawal Kishore Sharma, and Kusum

Ingots. For the cause of action in the present Petition is clearly within

the jurisdictional remit of this Court: wherever the impugned notices

may have been issued, the situs of the origin of those notices is

immaterial and by no means jurisdictionally determinative. The effect

of the impugned notices is directly on the Western Zonal Bench and
those litigating before that Bench.
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17. When a Writ Court is tasked with judicial reVIew of
administrative action, the contours of Article 226(2) cannot possibly

be fettered by a blind invocation of jurisdictional territoriality. Many

tribunals are administratively centred in Delhi. Some tribunals do

have a principal seat there. Others choose to use Delhi only as a

matter on administrative convenience. An administrative exigency
can never operate to denude a constitutional Court of its power to
issue a high prerogative remedy. The administrative situs of a

tribunal, adopted because of such an administrative need or exigency,
will not operate to confer exclusive jurisdiction only on the Delhi

High court nor rob other High Courts of their wide jurisdiction under

Article 226, particularly Article 226(2). We do not believe that any

Court has ever suggested that all Writ Petitions directed against the

Union Government must only be filed in New Delhi before the Delhi

High Court. Yet that would be the logical - albeit untenable

consequence of accepting Mr Joshi's submission.

18. For this reason, we find Mr Joshi's next submission to be
incongruous, for he also says that it is not his case that merely because

the NGT has a seat in Delhi therefore the Delhi High Court would

have exclusive jurisdiction. If this be so, i.e., if this is not his case,
then there is simply no basis for the submission based on

Bandyopadhyay.

19. The last submission Mr Joshi makes at the threshold is based

on Section 22 of the NGT Act. It reads:

"22. Appeal to Supreme Court. - Any person aggrieved by
any award, decision or order of the Tribunal, may file an
appeal to the Supreme Court) within ninety days from the
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date of communication of the award, decision or order of
Tribunal, to him, on anyone or more of the grounds
specified in section 100 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908
(50f1908);

Provided that the Supreme Court may, entertain any
appeal after the expiry of ninety days, jf its is satisfied that
the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from
preferring the appeal. "

(Emphasis added:)

20. Ex facie, Section 22 is inapplicable because it speaks of an

award, decision or order being appealable. That cannot extend to a
Petition seeking judicial review of administrative action; nor can

Section 22 ever be said to oust the writ jurisdiction of a High Court.

21. Consequently, we hold that the Petition is maintainable.

22. The context in which the NGT and its benches were
constituted is this. The NGT Act replaced the National Environment
Tribunal Act 1995. The Statement of Objects and Reasons (" SOR")
of the NGT Act inter alia notes that India was a party to the decisions
taken at the Stockholm Conference in June 1972. Later, India
participated in the United Nation's Conference on Environment and

Development at Rio de Janeiro in June 1992, which led to the Rio
Declaration. One of the resolutions was to demand that member
states provide "effective access" to judicial and administrative

proceedings, including redress and remedy, and develop national laws
regarding liability and compensation for victims of pol1ution and
other environmental damage. The SOR of the NGT Act also
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recognises that the right to a wholesome and pollution-free

environment has been pronounced by our Supreme Court to be part

of Article 21, the fundamental right to life.lo Then the SOR goes on

to say that the National Environmental Tribunal had a limited

mandate. It was not established. There came a National Environment

Appellate Authority Act 1997, but it had a narrow jurisdictional remit.

Acknowledging that there were many environmental cases pending in

higher courts and that these required a multi-disciplinary approach,

the Supreme Court requested the Law Commission to consider the

need to constitute special environmental courts.

23. Thus, there was a perceived need to establish a specialised

tribunal to handle multi-disciplinary issues involved in environmental

cases; and hence, the enactment of the NGT Act and the constitution

of the NGT The Chairperson is to be a Judge of the Supreme Court

or to be a Chief of the High Court. He is a Judicial Member. A High

Court Judge is also eligible to be appointed as a Judicial Member

(though not as Chairperson). There are provisions for appointing

Expert Members. The NGT has jurisdiction over all civil cases where

substantial questions relating to the environment are involved and

where such cases arise from the implementation of the enactments

specified in Schedule I. The National Environment Act 1995 and the

National Environment Appellate Authority Act 1997 stood repealed

by the NGT Act.

24. On 5th May 2011, the Government of India issued a

Notification under Section 4, specifying Delhi as the 'ordinary place

10 See SubhashKumar v State of Bihar, (1991) 1 sec 74.
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of sitting' of the NGT It was to exercise jurisdiction over the whole
of India. Just a few months later, on 17th August 2011came another
Notification under Section 4(3) of the Act specifying the "ordinary
places of sitting" of the NGT Five zones were specified, and Delhi
was said - parenthetically - to be the principal place. For
completeness, the 17th August 2011Notification is quoted below:

THE GAZETIE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS

NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 17th August 2011

5.0. 1908(E).-ln exercise of powers conferred by sub-section
(3) of Section 4 of the National Green Tribunal Act, 2010 (19th of
2010), the Central Government hereby specifies the following
ordinary places of sitting of the National Green Tribunal which
shall exercise jurisdiction in the area indicated against each :_

Serial Zone Place of Territorial Jurisdiction
number Sitting
1 Northern Delhi Uttar Pradesh,

(Principal Uttarakhand, Punjab,
place) Haryana, Himachal

Pradesh, Jammu and
Kashmir, National
Capital Territory of Delhi
and Union Territory of
Chandiaarh.

2. Western Pune Maharashtra, Gujarat,
Goa with Union
Territories of Daman and
Diu and Dadra and
Nagra Haveli

3. Central Bhopal Madhya Pradesh,
Rajasthan and
Chhattisaarh.

4. Southern Chennai Kerala, Tamil Nadu,
Andhra Pradesh,
Karnataka, Union
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Territories of
Pondicherry and
Lakshadweep.

5, Eastern Kolkata West Bengal, Orissa,
Bihar, Jharkhand, seven
sister States of North-
Eastern region, Sikkim,
Andaman and Nicobar
Islands:

Provided that till the Benches of the National Green Tribunal
become functional at Bhopal, Pune, Kolkata and Chennal, the
aggrieved persons may file petitions before the National Green
Tribunal at Delhi and till such time the notification No. S.O.
1003(E), dated the 5th May, 2011in the Ministry of Environment
and Forests, shall continue to be operative.

[F,NO,17(4)/201O-PL)

RAJNEESH DUBE, Jl Secy.

25. With this background, we turn to an overview of the impugned
notices, The first notice is of 6th September 2021. This is how it

reads:

National Green Tribunal
Principal Bench

Faridkot House, Copernicus Marg
New Delhi- 110001

NGT/PB/JUDL./0512020/339 Dated: 06th September, 2021

NOTICE
It is hereby notified for information of all concerned that

the Competent Authority had been pleased to issue direction for
constituting Special Bench in all the four Zonal Benches. It has
been directed that Special Bench shall take-up such appropriate
matters in consultation with the concerned Bench, which need
to be taken-up by the Additional Bench till constitution of
Additional Bench and/or till further orders. If necessary, sittings
can continue as per requirement for such period as may be
found necessary. It has been further directed that in case the
hearing of any such matter(s) isl are not concluded on the date
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fixed then the matter(s) can be postponed to the next working
day or to any other such date as may be directed by the Special
Bench. In case Monday happens to be holiday, then the matters
of that particular bench will be listed before Special Bench on
the next working day. However the matters of Principal Bench
and the matters of the respective Bench will continue to be
heard on the said days after the hearing of matters fixed for
hearing before the Special Bench in the respective Zonal Bench
is concluded, unless otherwise directed.

It has directed that the sittings of Special Bench shall be
as per the following schedule:

NAME OF THE BENCH DAYS ON WHICH THE MATTERS
ARE TO BE LISTED

Southern Zonal Bench, Every working Monday (unless
Chennai dispensed with on any particular

scheduled Monday) in the first week
of the month or any other day as
decided by the Competent Authority.

Western Zonal Bench, Every working Monday (unless
Pune dispensed with on any particular

scheduled Monday) in the second
week of the month or any other day
as decided by the Competent
Authority.

Eastern Zonal Bench, Every working Monday (unless
Kolkata dispensed with on any particular

scheduled Monday) in the third week
of the month or any other day as
decided by the Competent Authoritv.

Central Zonal Bench, Every working Monday (unless
Bhopal dispensed with on any particular

scheduled Monday) in the fourth
week of the month or any other day
as decided by the Competent
Authoritv.

This Issues with the approval of the Competent Authonty.

(Vidya Prakash)
Registrar General
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Copy to:
1. PPS to Hon'ble Chairperson, NGT
2. PS to all Hon'ble Judicial Members and Hon'ble Expert Member
3. PA to Registrar GeneraL NGT (PS)
4. The Secretary, Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change
5. Ld. Registrars (all Zonal Benches)
6. Ld. Deputy Registrar (PS)
7. NGT Website
8. NIC team

9. Guard file

26. This tells us thatthere is to be a 'Special Bench' constituted for

all four Zonal Benches except the Northern Bench. This' Special

Bench' is to take up 'appropriate matters '. The notice is confusing

because it says that the Special Bench will take up those matters

which need to be taken up "by the Additional Bench till constitution

of the Additional Bench" or till further orders. What this Additional

Bench is, or was meant to be, is unexplained. Then there are

administrative directions scheduling the hearings. For instance,

Southern Zonal Bench matters would be taken up by the Special

Bench on every working Monday in the first week of the month unless

otherwise ordered. On the second Monday of every month would be

the cases of Western Zonal Bench, and the third Monday would be

when the Special Bench would take up the matters of Eastern Zonal

Bench. Central Zonal Bench matters were to be taken up by the

Special Bench on the fourth Monday of each month. Only the

Northern Zonal Bench was excluded.

27. Then came another notice of 4th January 2022, at page 132,

also issued by this 'Competent Authority'. This notice is also

incomprehensible, but seems to suggest that those matters that were

being heard by the Special Bench in Delhi, now described as the

Page 21 of 41
21 September 2022

::: Uploaded on - 2110912022 Downloaded on _ 2511112025 18:51 :13

103654



,.._'
The Go~~~u-ndati~1l vs The National Green Tribunal & Ors
- .~~ '.'; PIL-4-2022-J.docx

'NGT (PB) New Delhi', would be taken first, and that the Western
Zonal Bench would take up its own work thereafter. The Notice of
4th January 2022 says this:

National Green Tribunal/
Western Zone Bench/

New Administrative Building, B-Wing/
1st floor, Opposite Council Hall!

Camp, Pune - 411001/
*"''''''''''*''''''''''''

NOTICE

Dated: 04th Jan, 2022.
It is hereby notified for information of all concerned that

the Competent Authority has been pleased to issue direction
regarding functioning of the National Green Tribunal (WZB),
Pune, through video conferencing w.e.f. 05/01/2022 as under:-

It has been directed that other than admission matter(s)
of the NGT (WZB), Pune to be taken up by the National Green
Tribunal (PS), New Delhi on every working Wednesday and
Thursday of the month, till further order(s), after hearing of the
matter(s), listed before the concerned bench is concluded,
unless otherwise directed in the cause list.

Similarly, it has been directed that all admission
matter(s) ofthe NGT (WZB) Pune to be taken up by the National
Green Tribunal (CZ), Bhopal on every working Tuesday and
Friday of the month, till further order(s), after hearing of the
matter(s) listed before the concerned bench IS concluded,
unless otherwise directed in the cause list.

Registrar

NGT(WZB) Pune.

28. The notice of 11th April 2022 at page 133-Afor the first time

injected some reason, for it said that given the pendency of old
malters instituted before 31st December 2017 pending before the

respective Zonal Benches, further directions were being issued. The
relevant portion of this notice, which we also find unclear, says this:

NATIONAL GREEN Tribunal
PRINCIPAL BENCH

Faridkot House
Copernicus Marg,
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New Delhi-l10001
No.: No.NGT(PB)/Judicial/05/20/112

Dated 1104 2022

NOTiCE

Keeping in view the pendency of old matters instituted
on or before 31.12.2017pending in the respective Zonal Benches,
it is hereby notified for information of all concerned that the
Competent Authority has been pleased to issue direction for
constituting Special Bench for hearing of such old matters
pending In the Zonal Benches. It has been directed that Special
Bench shall take~up such appropriate matters in consultation
with the concerned Bench. If necessary, sittings can continue as
per requirement for such period as may be found necessary. It
has been further directed that in case the hearing of any such
matter(s) is/are not concluded on the date fixed then the
matter(s) can be postponed to the next working day or to any
other such date as may be directed by the Special Bench.
However the matters of Principal bench and the matters of the
respective Zonal bench will continue to be heard on the said
days after the hearing of matters fixed for hearing before the
Special Bench in the respective Zonal Bench is concluded,
unless otherwise directed.

It has been directed that till further orders, the sittings of
Special Bench shall be as per the following schedule:

NAME OF THE BENCH DAYS ON WHICH THE OLD
MATTERS ARE TO BE

LISTED

Western Zonal Bench, Pune Every working Tuesday or any
other day as decided by the
Competent Authority.

Southern Zonal Bench, Every working Wednesday or
Chennai any other day as decided by

the Competent Authoritv.
Eastern Zonal Bench, Kolkata Every working Thursday or

any other day as decided by
the Competent Authoritv

This issues with the approval of the Competent Authority

(Vidya Prakash)
Registrar General
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Copy for information to:
1. PPS to Han'ble Chairperson
2. PA to all Han'ble Judicial and Hon'ble Expert Members
3. PA to Registrar General
4, The Secretary, Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change,

New Delhi
5. Ld. Registrars (all Zona! Benches)
6. PA to Dy. Registrar & Assistant Registrar (PS)
7. NGT Website
8. Guard File"

29. Just a few days later, on 27th April 2022, came the fourth
notice. This again spoke of a need to clear the backlog of pending
cases instituted prior to 31stDecember 2017 in the Zonal Benches. It
was said to be a partial modification of the notices of 6th September
2021 and 11thApril 2022. It said this:

"NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

Faridkot House
Copernicus Marg,
New Delhi-ll0001

No. : NGT(PB)I Judicia1/05/2020/728
Dated 27.04.2022

NOTICE

It is hereby notified for information of all concerned that with a
view to clear the backlog of the old pending cases instituted
upto 31.12,2017 in the respective Zonal Benches, in partial
modification of the directions issued vide Notices dated
06.09.2021 and 11.04.2022, the Competent Authority has been
pleased to issue direction for constituting Special Bench for
hearing such matters through Hybrid Option till further orders,
as per schedule given below:
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NAME OF THE BENCH DAYS ON WHICH THE MATTERS
ARE TO BE LISTED

Eastern Zonal Bench, Every working Monday or any other
Kolkata day as decided by the Competent

Authority.
Western Zonal Bench, Every working Tuesday &
Pune Wednesday or any other day as

decided by the Competent
Authoritv

Southern Zonal Bench, Every working Thursday & Friday or
Chennai any other day as decided by the

Comoetent Authoritv

The matters of the Principal Bench and the matters of the
respective Bench will continue to be heard on the said days after
the hearing of matters fixed for hearing before the Special
Bench in the respective Zonal Bench is concluded, unless
otherwise directed. However, the practice of listing the matters
of the concerned Zonal Benches before Special Bench on every
working Monday once in a month in terms of Notice dated
06/09.2021, shall be discontinued.

The Cause List will indicate that in Part-I of the list, the
matters to be listed before Special Bench and in Part-II List, the
matters before the Zonal Bench after the hearing of the matters
of Special bench. The matters before Special bench will be
heard at 10.30AM onwards. The hearing of the matters of Part-
II shall commence after the conclusion of the hearing of the
matters of Part-I (tentatively 12,00 noon onwards), No request
for adjournment will be entertained. However, in special
circumstances, adjournment may be granted for a period
not beyond one week before listing.

The Special bench will start functioning w.eJ.02.05,2022
as per the above proposed schedule.

This issues with the approval of the Competent
Authority.

(Ravi Dahiya)
Deputy Registrar

Copy for information to:

1. PPS to Hon'ble Chairperson

2. PA to all Hon'ble Judicial and Hon'ble Expert Members

3. PA to Registrar General
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4. The Secretary, Ministry of Environment, Forest and
Climate Change, New Delhi

5. Ld. Registrars (all Zonal benches)

6. PA to Dy. Registrar & Assistant Registrar (PB)
7. NGT Website
8. Guard File"

30. Finally, there is the last notice dated 26th August 2022 (at page

227 of Goa Foundation's Additional Affidavit dated 8th September
2022). This repeated the need to clear the backlog of old cases
instituted up to 31st December 2017 and said it was a partial
modification of the previous notices of 6th September 2021, 11th

April 2022 and 7th April 2022. It constituted a Special Bench for
hearing matters of the Western Zonal Bench through a hybrid option.
The notice of 26th August 2022 reads:

NATIONAL GREEN TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

Faridkot House
Copernicus Marg,
New Delhi·ll0001

No.: NGT(PB)/Judlcial/05/2020/274
Dated 26.08.2022

NOTICE
It is hereby notified for information of all concerned that

with a view to clear the backlog of the old pending cases
instituted upto 31.12.2017 in respect of Western Zonal Bench,
Pune, in partial modification of the directions issued vide
Notices dated 06.09.2021, 11.04.2022 & 27.04.2022, the
Competent Authority has been pleased to issue direction for
constituting Special bench for hearing such matters of Western
Zonal Bench, Pune through Hybrid Option on every working
Monday, Tuesday & Wednesday w.e.f. 29.08.2022 till further
orders.

It is also notified that such pending matters of the
concerned Zonal Benches, which were earlier heard by
Principal Bench through Video Conferencing and/or such other
matters which are, in the opinion of the Hon'ble Members of the
Principal Bench and/or of the concerned Zonal Bench
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depending upon the issues Involved in the matters or their date
of institution etc. or any other matter in which an application is
filed by the concerned party for conducting hearing before
Special Bench, then such matters may be listed before the
Special Bench headed by Hon'ble Chairperson as per the
schedule given below:

NAME OF THE BENCH DAYS ON WHICH THE
MATTERS ARE TO BE

LISTED
Eastern Zonal Bench, Kolkata Working Wednesday In the

first week of the Month or any
other day as decided by the
Competent Authority

Southern Zonal Bench, Working Wednesday In the
Chennal second week of the Month or

any other day as decided by
the Competent Authority.

Central Zonal Bench, Bhopal Working Wednesday In the
third week of the Month or any
other day as decided by the
Competent Authoritv

Western Zonal Bench. Pune Working Wednesday In the
fourth week of the Month or
any other day as decided by
the Competent Authority

However. the matters of Western Zonal Bench, Pune
shall not be listed before the Special Bench on such first. second
and third Wednesday of the month on which such matters ofthe
categories as mentioned above, shall be listed for hearing
before the Special Bench,

The matters of the Principal Bench and the matters of the
respective Zonal Bench will however continue to be heard on
the said days after the hearing of matters of the respective Zonal
Bench before the Special Bench is concluded, unless otherwise
directed.

This issues with the approval of the Competent
Authority.

(Vidya Prakash)
Registrar General
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Copy for information to:
1. PPS to Hon'ble Chairperson
2. PA to all Hon'ble Judicial and Hon'ble Expert Members
3. PA to Registrar General
4. The Secretary, Ministry of Environment, Forest and

Climate Change, New Delhi
5. Ld, Registrars (all Zonal benches)
6. PA to Dy. Registrar & Assistant Registrar (PS)
7. NGT Website
8. Guard File"

31. There are many things missing and much left to be desired in

each of these notices and in all of them taken together. For one thing,
there is a complete lack of clarity. There is no roster for the Special
Bench. It is unclear to anyone, even to us, which matters are to be

taken by the Special Bench or why, and which willcontinue before the

Western Zonal Bench. Ms Alvares confirms that, in practice, this is
indeed so and nobody knows on a day-to-day basis which Bench will
take what matter or for what reason. We are told that the practice is
for the so-called Special Bench in Delhi comprising two Judicial

Members and one Expert Member to sit with the Judicial Member
and the Expert Member of the Western Zonal Bench, to take up these
'Special Bench' matters. A cause list is indeed notified, but without

any indication of which matter will enter that cause list or why.

32. Ms Alvares accepts that there were problems in the functioning
of the Western Zonal Bench for some time until August 2021.
Between August and December 2021, the Bench did function, though

on VC. The Judicial Member resigned on 15th December 2021. The
Chairman permitted the solitary Expert Member to continue.
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33. In 2018, the NGT Bar Association challenged a similar

constitution of a single-member Bench. On 31st January 2018, the

Supreme Court ordered the Chairperson not to constitute a Single

Member Bench and said that there would be a Division Bench

consisting of one Judicial and one Expert Member.lI

34. We pause here to consider some of the statutory provisions in

regard to the composition of any bench of the NGT. Section 4(4) of

the NGT Act says:

((4. Composition ofTribunal~

(4) The Central Government may, in consultation with
the Chairperson of the Tribunal) make rules regulating
generally the practices and procedures of the Tribunal
including-

(a) the rules as to the persons who shall be entitled
to appear before the Tribunal;

(b) the rules as to the procedure for hearing
applications and appeals and other matters including
the circuit procedure for hearing at a place other than
the ordinary place of its sitting falling within the
jurisdiction referred to in sub~section (3), pertaining
to the application and appeals;

(c) the minimum number of Members who shall
hear the applications and the appeals in respect of any
class or classes of applications and appeals;

Provided that the number of Expert
Members shall, in hearing an application or
appeal, be equal to the number of Judicial
Members hearing such application or appeal;

11 Page 105of the Petition.
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(d) rules relating to transfer of cases by the
Chairperson from one place of sitting (including the
ordinary place of sitting) to other place of sitting. ))

(Emphasis added)

35. The proviso emphasised above prima facie indicates that

Judicial Members cannot out-number Expert Members.

36. We also notice Rule 3 of the Procedural Rules which speaks of

distribution of business among different ordinary place or place of
sittings of the Tribunal. Rule 3 reads thus:

(13. Distribution of business amongst the different
ordinary place or places of sittings of Tribunal. _

(I) The Chairperson may constitute a bench of two or
more Members consisting of at least oneJudiciaI Member
and one Expert Member:

Provided that in exceptional circumstances the
chairperson may constitute a single Member bench.

(2) The Cbairperson shall have the power to decide the
distribution of the business of the Tribunal amongst the
Members of the Tribunal sitting at different places by order
and specify the matters which may be dealt with by each such
sitting in accordance with the provisions of clause (cl) of sub-
section (4) of section 4 of the Act.

(3) If any question arises as to whether any matter falls
within the purview of the business allocated to a place of
sitting, the decision of the Chairperson shall be final.

Explanation. -The expression
application for interim reliee'

includes

(Emphasis added)
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37. The proviso was inserted by an amendment of 1st December

2017. The 31st January 2018 Supreme Court order on the NGT Bar

Association Petition did not notice any exceptional circumstances

justifying a Single Member Bench.

38. We must read these provisions along with Section 21 of the

NGT Act and its ftrst proviso.

21. Decision to be taken by majority.- The decision of
the Tribunal by majority of Members shall be binding:

Provided that if there is a difference of opinion
among the Members hearing an application or appeal)
and the opinion is equally diJ,ided, the Chairperson shall
hear (if he has not heard earlier such application or
appeal) such application or appeal and decide:

Provided further that where the Chairperson himself
has heard such application or appeal along with other
Members of the Tribunal, and if there is a difference of
opinion among the Members in such cases and the opinion is
equally decided, he shall refer the matter to other Members
of the Tribunal who shall hear such application or appeal and
decide.

(Emphasis added)
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39. Finally, we note Rule 5 of the Procedure Rules:

"5. Minimum number of Members who shall hear
application or appcal.-

(1) The Tribwlal shall hear an applicationor appeal, as
the case may be, consisting of at least by a Judicial and an
ExpertMember.

(2) Where the Chairperson considers it necessary that a
particular case or cases be heard and decided by the Tribunal
consisting of more than two Members he may by order in
writing direct that such case or case, be heard by such
Members of the Tribunal as may be specified in that order."

40. Ms Alvares draws our attention to a Division Bench order

dated 3rd August 2021 in Meenava Thanthai KR Selvaraj Kumar v

National Green Tribunal" by the Madras High Court. That Court
took the view, one that we affirm, that the Act and the Rules do not

permit a Bench of an odd number of members. Ms Alvares's
submission is that if the number of expert Members on any Bench

must be equal to the number of Judicial Members, then, by necessary
arithmetic, the bench strength must be an eqnal number. That is the

proviso to Section 4(4)(c). This is alsowhy the first proviso to Section
21 speaks of an opinion 'being equally divided', a situation that can
only arise if there are an even number of Members. The provision for
a single Member sitting in the procedure rules only operates in
exceptional circumstances. Ms Alvares submits that this entire

framework has been thrown to the winds by the impugned notices.
Even assuming that the Bench strength could be more than two, it is
unclear how, under the Act and Rules, it can ever be an odd number.

12 WritPetition No. 15112 of 2021.
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But if two Members sit and are available in the Western Zone, then
the statute do~s not contemplate the cases on their docket being
heard by a larger Bench of an odd number of members sitting at a

different location; and especially where the number of Expert
Members is not equal to the number of Judicial Members. That the
Chairperson is aJudicial Member is accepted. Thus, for the so-called
Special Bench, there would be three Judicial Members and two
Expert Members of this Special Bench. The statute does not permit

this.

41. Until 4th January 2022, there was therefore, following the
Supreme Court order of 31stJanuary 2018, no availablebench for the

Western Zone. Admission matters were diverted to the Central Zone
and to the.Northern Zone in Delhi. Even then, there was no clarity,

as paragraph 13 of the Petition says, as to which matters would be
placed before the Northern Bench. Not all non-admission matters
were posted before that Bench. We find to our surprise that in the
Petition there is a tabulation of cause lists prepared for the non-

functional and non-existent Western Bench at that time. It shows that

matters were in fact listed before a non-existent bench and internally
adjourned. Then some matters went off to the Northern Bench and
some to the Central Bench. In the first week of April 2022, a Judicial

Member was appointed for the Western Zone Bench. It is after this
that there came the thin:!impugned notice of 11thApril2022 (at page
133A)and the further notices that then followed. The result was the

sudden composition of a five-member bench in the Northern Zone,

with two members of the Northern Zone, the Chairperson, and the

two members of the Western Zone. We believe Ms Alvares is correct

that nothing in the NGT Act or the Procedure Rules permits this.
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42. Ms Alvaresls next objection is to the ad-hoc assumption,

unwarranted and unsupported by the Act or the Procedure Rules, of

jurisdiction by the Northern Zone Bench of matters that pertain to

the Western Zone. There is no source of power, she says, to take away

matters within the territorial jurisdiction of one Bench. If a particular

Bench is non-functional <as indeed often happens with many

tribunals) then surely the Writ Courts are available.

43. The answer on affidavit from the NGT is, first, to claim that

the matter is one of <conveniencel; Of, more accurately, of

inconvenience. Whose convenience or inconvenience, we are not

told. It is certainly not convenient - and it is certainly most

inconvenient - for litigants and advocates from Goa not to know

which matter is to be heard where by what Bench and for what reason,

and to find that matters in a defined jurisdiction have suddenly been

removed or withdrawn to some other bench with a differently defmed

jurisdiction.

44. The second submission by Mr Joshi is that the arrangement

was purely temporary while there was a vacancy and insufficiency of

Bench strength in the Western Zone. None of the notices say this and

they have continued after there is an adequacy of Bench strength at

the Western Zonal Bench in Pune. Then we were told that in keeping

with the notices and their plain wording the Special Bench was only

taking pre-Z017 matters. This argument is negatived by NGT's own

Affidavit in paragraph 22 from pages 190 to 193 where table after table

per bench shows that the so-called Special Bench has been taking

post-Z017 matters as well.
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45. This does not even begin to answer the questions of

jurisdiction and of the statutory requirement for equalized bench

strength.

46. Mr Joshi lays some emphasis on Rule 3 and Section 4 to suggest

that it is the Chairperson who decides the distribution of business of

the Tribunal amongst Members of the Tribunal sitting at different

places. The argument is misconceived. If there are multiple Benches

in one zone) then it is for the Chairperson to distribute work between
such local benches (just as the Chief Justice or Presiding Judge of any

Court distributes work between the multiple benches in the court

over which he presides). The Rule does not mean that the

Chairperson can randomly cherry-pick matters from any Bench and

withdraw them to himself or to a Bench over which he presides. This

is particularly so if the Benches are co-equal as at least one High

Court has noted.13 The submission is by no means and no stretch of
the imagination, at least not without doing considerable violence to

the language, a legitimate exercise of the power to 'decide the

distribution of business of the Tribunal '. That is not even the stated

purpose of the notices.

47. We are told by Mr Joshi that these notices are the results of

"intemal decisions of the Chairperson". That adds no value

whatsoever to a discussion on law. The Special Bench has no defined

time limit. It is not a pro-rem provision until the temporary manpower
crises is resolved. Strangely, only the Northern Bench has only

13 Madras High Court, paragraph 6 of the order dated 25th June 2021 in K
Saravanan 1J The Nattonal Green Tribunal, Writ Petition No 13266 of 2021, pp.
162-169 of the petition, atp. 164.
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Northern Bench mattersj there is no explanation or rationale

provided why the Western Zonal Bench is not allowed to hear regular

matters when there is a sufficiency of coram, or why some part of its

cause-lists - on no known, disclosed, or discernible basis - should

be taken up by a wholly improperly constituted bench sitting
somewhere else.

48. Mr Joshi claims that the jurisdiction of the Western Zone

Bench is not taken awayby these notices. Truej it is not. And it cannot

be taken away. The ingenious workaround seems to be to leave the
jurisdiction intact, but to take selective matters away from the

jurisdictional bench. So the jurisdiction remains in Pune, but the

matter goes to Delhi; and that, we are expected to accept, is perfectly
all right and within the administrative power of the Chairperson.
What is really happening is that by tllis administrative legerdemain,
the so-called Special Bench, dominated by the Northern Bench, with
an unlawfully odd number of members acquires seizin of matters

beyond its jurisdiction. It actually does not matter whether the

Special Bench has members from the Northern, Eastern or any other
Bench. Matters within the Western Zonal Bench must be heard by
the Western Zonal bench. It is perfectly legitimate for any Member of
any Bench to sit at any other Bench; but the sitting must be of the
Bench at its place of sitting to hear matters filed at that Bench.

49. There is one final telling circumstance, and it is to our mind
entirely dispositive of the issue. We now set out Section 4 in its

entirety.
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4. Composition of Tribunal.-

(1) The Tribunal shall consist of-

Ca) a full time Chairperson;

(b) not less than ten but subject to maximum of
twenty fuJI time Judicial Members as the Central
Government may, from time to time, notify;

Cc) not less than ten but subject to maximum of
twenty full time Expert Members, as the Central
Government may, from time to time, notify.

(2) The Chairperson of the Tribunal may, if considered
necessaryl invite anyone or more person having specialised
knowledge and experience in a particular case before the
Tribunal to assist the Tribunal in that case.

(3) The Central Government may, by notification,
specify the ordinary place or places of sitting of the
Tribunal, and the territorial jurisdiction falling under
each such place of sitting.

(4) The Central Government may, in consultation
with the Chairperson of the Tribunal, make rules
regulating generally the practices and procedure of the
Tribunal including-

(a) the rules as to the persons who shall be entitled to
appear before the TribunaJ;

(b) the rules as to the procedure for hearing applications
and appeaJs and other matters including the circuit
procedure for hearing at a place other than the ordinary
place of its sitting falling within the jurisdiction referred
to in sub-section (3), pertaining to the applications and
appeals;

(cj the minimum number of Members who shall hear the
applications and appeals in respect of any class or classes of
applications and appeals:
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Provided that the number of Expert Members shall, in
hearing an application or appeal, be equal to the number of
Judicial Members hearing such application or appeal;

(d) rules relating to transfer of cases by the
Chairperson from one place of sitting (including the
ordinary place of sitting) to other place of sitting.

(Emphasis added)

50. Section 4(3), emphasised above, makes it abundantly clear that
the Chairperson has no authority whatsoever to specify the place of
sitting of the Tribunal or the territorial jurisdiction under each such
place of sitting. That can only be done by the Central Government,

and it can only be done by notification. It is incapable of being done
by administrative action. Further, Section 4(4)(d) also requires that
rules be made by the Central Government, though in consnltation
with the Chairperson, for the transftr of cases by the Chairperson from

one place of sitting, including the ordinary place of sitting, to any other
place. Absent such rules made by the Central Government and duly
notified, the Chairperson has no power or authority to simply transfer

cases from one place to another, nor to change the territorial

jurisdiction of any bench. Any such executive or administrative

jurisdictional gerrymandering is proscribed by the statute itself

51. "Plus fa change) plus (Jest la meme chose)" says Ms Alvares;

"The more it changes, the more it stays the same.)) In 2017, the NGT

attempted to take away cases coming from Goa, Daman Diu, Dadra

and Nagar Haveli and assign them to the bench that sits in Delhi. This
Court, in its seat at Goa, took up the matter as a Suo Motu Writ

Petition No.1 of 2017 and issued directions on 21st August 2017
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(page 53). One of us, GS Patel J, was a member of that Bench.

Ultimately, the Division Bench rendered a final decision dated 11th

October 2017 (copy at page 57 of the Petition)." The Goa Foundation

was the lead petitioner. Rule was made absolute and the

administrative direction of jurisdictional transfer, at least as it

pertained to Goa, was quashed. Nobody has ever challenged that

decision.

52. This is critical, Ms Alvares says, for between 2017 and 2022

there has been no change in circumstances and nothing at all has

happened to justify an administrative move to hear some Western

Zone cases, i.e., those properly filed and lodged with the Western

Zone Bench in Pune, before a bench or Special Bench with an entirely

different composition in Delhi.

53. Late in the heating, we were furnished some statistics by Mr

Joshi. To our mind, these completely negate the ostensible reason

given for constituting the Special Bench) i.e.) to clear some alleged

backlog. For we find from these notices that while the pendency at

the Western Zonal Bench on 21st July 2022 was 654 cases, that of the

Northern Bench as on 30th June 2022 was 821 cases. The statistics

also show that there were 47 fresh filings in the Western Zone Bench

in August 2022 and that the disposal in that month by the Special

Bench was 78 cases, clearly meaning that the Special Bench was

taking newer as well as older cases. This is also clear from the

tabulations in the NGT Affidavit as well. There is, therefore, no

14 The Goa Foundation v Ministry of Environment) Forests & Climate Change
& Anr, 2017 SCC OnLineBorn 8815 , (2018) I Born CR 232.
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question of any administrative exigency m having matters _

unknown, unspecified and with no clarity - being selectively taken
and cherry-picked for listing before any so-called Special Bench.

54. On both counts, viz., the jurisdictional aspect as well as the
illegal composition of the' Special Bench', the notices are vulnerable.
All five notices are ultra vires the NGT Act and the Procedure Rules.

55. We also find that they are violative ofArticle 14 and suffer from

the impennissible vice of manifest arbitrariness. One of the crucial

components to the administration of justice is transparency. A second
is accountability. IS The third is certainty. All three are conspicuous by

their absence in the regime set up in these notices. Nobody knows
which case will go to the Special Bench and which will not, or which
might cycle back, when, or why. There is no reason why the Western

Zone Bench should have to wait online on VC till the work of the
Special Bench is over except to lend some colour of legitimacy that
the Special Bench is not usurping jurisdiction because the two

Western Zone Bench Members are also present online. In fact, this is
a complete usurpation of jurisdiction of the Western Zonal Bench,
and it fails every test of law and judicial review.

56. Rule is made absolute in terms of prayer clause (a). All five
impugned notices dated 6th September 2021, 4th January 2022, 11th
April 2022, 27th April 2022 and 26th Augnst 2022 are quashed and
set aside. The constitution of the Special Bench seated at New Delhi
is illegal. Only the Members of the Western Zonal Bench can hear

15 Swapnil Tripathiv SupremeCourt ofIndia, (2018) 10 sec 639.
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matters pertaining to the Western Zonal Bench, including matters
arising from Goa and Maharashtra.

57. In this Court's Judgment of 11th October 2017, a
recommendation was made, although no mandamus was issued, that
the authorities must consider in all seriousness a proposal to establish
a circuit bench at Panaji in Goa. It is fair to say that the environmental
concerns of Goa have been pivotal in shaping the face of

environmental law in this country. Those struggles to preserve that
land and its environment have continued; as indeed they should. We,
therefore, reaffirm such recommendation, that far from moving Goa-
centric matters away from Pune, every endeavour must be made to
set up a circuit bench in Panaji. This is the only way that true access
to justice can be achieved; and access to justice has been held to be a
"part and parcel of the right to life ".16 That purpose is not achieved
by taking courts further and further away from litigants, lawyers and
the very people who come to the NGT to seek environmental justice.
It is most appropriately achieved by bringing courts of law to the
litigants' doors. This, in our view, is best done by establishing a circuit
bench at the nerve-centre of this environmental litigation.

58. The Petition is disposed of in these terms. There will be no

order as to costs.

(M. S. SONAK,].) (G. S. PATEL,].) (CHIEF JUSTICE)

16 Anita Kushwaha v Pushap Sudan) (2016) 8 sec 509 (5-Judge Bench);
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an erroneous deCISion of a COurt. '!'herefore, Ihe doctrine of r~,ju~ta11oei
not apply 10 a case of decree of nullity. /7-' -«Para;~6)
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was filed within the limitation frum the date of original orde~( ~issal of the
revision or on a later dale dismissing Ihe review application. ifi:;i;" tfut6thal the
wril petition was filed against the order in revision, but il does ni?~~clude the
appellant 10 comesl ils invalidity in the appeal under Article l:fttt.:.'lne decree
was executed pending the special leave petition. I:heAs.~.reme Coun would
relieve the pany from injustice in exercise of powerU,~r' icle 136 when the
Coun noticed grave miscarriage of juslice. It is alwayS";\pen': the appellant to
take aid of Seclion 144, CPC for restitution. ~W{ci/~.r,:;Irl·erely because Ihe
decree has been executed, on the facts whe~,,\it it rO:YlJd "\hat the decree was a
nullity, .the Court declined to exercise il.<;.l"i?wt..7.i~dWArticle 13?, to set at
nought Illegal orders under a decree of n41111YY,~"y... iF ':"'~ara 28)

Kimn Singh v. Cham(ln Paswan, AIR 1954 ~~'M.O~~!9?'§fr SeR ll,'1;F~zi ~ain v.
Man Mal, (1970) 3 sec 181: AIR 1970 S~}94.~&tmdu"Singh v.' ~un;;§ub~Dass,
(1%9) 2 SeR 432; KWlSlw/)'f1 Del'; "t.jCL~Pa~0(1969) 1 sec 5't.,At~!t970se
838; C/,:,ntlrikn Mi.'ir v. fl!IflI}iflLal, (l~) ?~ec 414; M(l/ll1jra,~~joo Jaiswal
v. DoSSlbm N.B. feeJl:ebIIO)', (1970) 1sec (j.1~;X1970)3 SCR836;',}li,~01J

Ledgard v. BIIII, (1&36) 13 lA 134: (1886) 1t Xt1J,648;Bar/on J;VJit.,fnch"tl(tJ"(1921) 2 KB
29]' IX! U KB 451; Pe(lc"~'i Pn.!J!flty Corpn. Ud. v. RopJt1sdltt•..(1967) 2 OB 543:
(1966) 2 AllER 981; ChOlfdari R(ffi1ltv. Qweshi Eke, (1983rJ AnIih.L T 133,approved

Vasudev Dltanjiblla; Modi v. Raja¥.fni:i4.b.tj1l1 Rehman, (1S/'W) l's}:e tYro, /"umonlStd
Seth Hira/a! Parni v. Ka'; NaIll, ~1it'1~2 se 199".n,?62:t~SCf 747; Phoo/ C/land

S/l(Irmn Y. Clmm/m Shnnb."Y,1,rflM_I~~1963SlfPP 2;fsyR ~S1 AlR 1964 se 782;
Mollan/a! Gocnka v. BendJFJ()'t.~b'frt;;~/lkherjee,~.f 1?f3 sg 65: 1953 srn 377, dlS-
tingllished f' ;j(;,! ~., .t:~~\':'(';:",~,.·t

,"i'1; ,;t\ ;I;,} '''I, ">~~ R M19678/C
If ~>,~ "':lo' ",' '",,~ -

Advoe..,te~who :JPPC:J~tir~lll~'~: f', -~l)
S.P, Gcel, Sentor Ad~lli;;".-.{,G:I1. SlOgh,md,,";~~'~8,~n, Advocates,wllh him) for the

Appellflnt; ,'~}r.\.. ",.~, ,~ ir \~t;"~.;C'

S.M.A-;hn,Advcfi'rtfr,n}4pc]h::spnndent·t~ ,l'·~.,
The JUd~~nfif th~~f=ouTl was ~veir~i6Y

R.~llrk;'~ir,j.-Speci"i r!,ave~finled.
2.~This appeiif unde~f.6!licf~,13§;Jarises against the order dated Sep~

tembe~~16, 19~ of the Fpgh;.{;6\lii.t:"of Punjab and Haryana refusing to
review ~ qr~r dated A~SlJ,~t~,1988 made in Civil Revision No. 2439
,P.t 1980 ori*,li'lifile. The ract§~.'feading to the decision are that the respon-.

i.,i~;'d;rntGobinJ Ram. the fatt(er of the respondentsllandlorJ laid the Suit
f; No. ,kJ8n7 (initially numbd'ed as O.S. No. 276 of 1975) on the file of
~~.Senj~ Sub-Judge for ejectment and recovery of arrears of rent and
<~at1)1{gesfor usc and ocl:upation of the shop in Gurgaon, let out to the

~lIant/tenant. The suit WZlS originally laid in the Court of Sub-Judge,
l~'if
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[IIrd Qass, Gurgaon, which was transferred later to the Senior Sup- :;', '~(~;"
Judge, Gurgaon, which was decreed ex parte on October 20, 1977. Jl1~",\:""".ill
application under Order IX Rule 13 CPC to set aside the ex parte?e~~'j;~,. ';\;\.0"
was dismissed on January 10, 1979 and was confirmed on app'e~l-l:otl '.t~:i
August17, 1979 and in revision by the High Court on October't~. ~J9l:A''''{;
When the landlord laid the execution application for eject~~ .~.~ ,~~-:"
appellant objected under Section 47 of CPC contending th,.~tt«e!L'a~ee
of the civil court is a nullity as the premises in question is g?ver~ by~the
Haryana Urban (Control of Rent and Eviction) Act, 11,Ef 1919. fq:Ji~ort
'the Act'. The Controller under the Act is the competeijt ffj.rum./eg.ard-
ing claims for ejectment on fulfilment of any of;l~ c9P~itlOns
enumerated under Section 13 thereof. The civil court is di~~ of juris-
diction to take cognisance and pass a decree for ejectment Of'the appel-
lant. That objection was overruled and on fQ:rtb.e.:!'~Fvisionthe High
Court dismissed the revision by order dli~d l\(,arch 19, 1980.
Simultaneously he also filed writ petition under ':~.tic~ 227 which was
dismissed on September 30, 1988. This app¢31~~'<iijected against that
order of dismissal. {1~f,,}1~~:.;,'

3. The contention r,aised by S.~{i~;f"'~o.),'~iil,.the leal1i;~ senior
counsel for the appellant IS that by o~atld-n or Section 1$o£.~he~( the
only authority to pass a decree of ~jeci~-eh~~{ t~e a'ppeIl1u~J.tl~~!Hl~isthe
Controller under the Act and byn~~ry Itripltcatlon ~l}eJ~lstlj~hon of
the civil C?urt is ~ustcd. The civi('~f,:~;"lacked inher~ift::lu'~di.ction to
take cogmzance 01 the cause and to pmii:a decree. ,J.'?ij:,~de\):~eeIS thus a
nullity. The challenge t~ a de5Hi~on the ground ~~:rIl.i1tiiYCan be r~ised
at a~y stage and eve": III e~,~~;t1?n. !he court~, bi4£.W~:av~c:ommlHed
mamfest error of law ID not~'f,g:ns,aenngthe 1~:atr;Que6tlOnIII lts proper
perspective, The shop ~~,iS"lf;g~i?e ori~na\~b~,ilCljptbelonging to the
land~o:d, but a sm~11B~tt '~~reof ~n.the ,~fri~~ld5?was eonstrue,ted on
mumclpal land. TenanC!:;Y;,otthe bUlldmgW"~vetried by the speCial Act
~nd, therefore, ~,~,he~;~e~1eeof the c~il ~vrt is a nullity and is
ln~xecuHtbl~.Shrr~~/it,f;;,}~learned .s2~u~I,f§f the r~sp~:)lld~ntsrefuled
thIScontenllon.",~lr~11Y.he argued th:i,d~ lt~ve application IS barred by
limitalion. Sec,~h'd'\,nl"cunlended ~~a,~jY~"appellanthad raised the plea
of want 9-!J,\ld~icti6):lat the tri~!?l.fh~~&"he remained ex parte, the trial
court q§Ti~l'~!~;;•.the objection~pnd~~':fSiueNos. 4 and 5and overruled
the .ot:necllon;,~~ decre$})ecaqJ;~ fi,~al;thereby the decree operates as
res JUlf~ata. Ife also furt1(jer~,n1~ that the Act does not apply to the
buildiriiji·t~q\f~'stion. Un~4r~km 3, municipal land is exempted from
~h,~provJsU:msof the Act ll~thereby the only forum to lay the action is

,i.¢Jrffecivil court. The civi.!co~t having jurisdiction has vali.dlygranted the
!f( decr~. The decree havmg b~n allowed to become final, It IS not open to
tl, the appellant to ask the executing court to go behind the decree.

,i'{~~'i'?i-e.,~, ,'lJ~The question that emerges is whelher the civil court lacked
~7-' "''1i\he:rentjurisdiction to entertain the suit for ejectment of the appellant-

&, \~;
,,', •.~!, ,:~

-""'.'~~ ,j.:" ,!!J
~·'·""i' 'c~, .;,."

~~"-'WEf.Sf'
i;~"'4Wi~'~0{i;;.(:; t

re;,
j~pf]"
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tenant and the decree so passed is a nullity. The Act was enacted WI'"fh 't." :~
the object of controlling the increase of rent of bUildings and re~tS#\'.-~%,~:#'
lands situated within the limits of urban areas and "the eviction::ol'h ~~1·~,..
leltimlS tMrefrom". Section 2(0) defines 'building' which m~~.lIi~.a~,,%
building or a part of a buillJ;.lg let for any purpose whether being:!~.t~.I}>:41
used for that purpose or not, including any land...appurtenanW«tJ§ue:h..
building...but does not include a room in a hotel, host~, or ~poa~,~g
house". Section 2(b) defines 'Controller' as any person wJI'his..ap.~i4tOd
by the State Government to perform the functions of aj¢:on\fbller'~der
the Act. Landlord has been defined under Section 2(c)~Sec~n 2(j)
defines rented lands to mean any land let separately forq~~R~se of
being used princlpally for business or trade. 'Tenant' has Wo i;lefined
under Section 2(h). Section 3 authorises th~ ~la~eGovernment by
notification to exempt any particular building or.~~§nt~land or any class
of building or rented lands from the application <Of anj.'or aI! the provi-
sions of the Ac.t. Section 13 contains the :pt~IS~~for eviction of
tenants, sub-section (1) thereof reads: 4\ it ,\~'r,;:'. '.'

"13. Eviczion OfIeMIlIS.-(I) A'Wri#'l ili!.'possessio,,:~a build-
ing or a .rented land,~hall not ?~~~vi_~t¥,.t1i_efefromr~cettInlccor-
dance Withthe pr~~lons of thiS~~~;. '~.,J .•. i};" ~
5. The other proVISIOnsare Il\'t ne'i;esS""Y'The sole grO\lnll"alsed by

the landlord for evictlon was that t~.{t;PRellant had coJtiM!~tectdefault in
the payment of rent and thereby had ~me liable f9f!~j~,,!,ei1t. Accor-
dingly, he issued a notice under Section H)6 of the;"rapsfeif'of Property
Act determining the tenancy,~laid this suit. Seltio.n I~gjves the right
to the landlord to seek ~ictw~u~ihe te?anl ~RI:~e~~ltIn the payment
of rent. Th~ Act provJ9F,~.-t~~»rotech~,n of ~!Inued tenancy and
remedy of ejectment f(t1jt:r~of ~nv~al~,~ffnl~he lease and other
statutory grounds ~'p~;r.d~!~t provides .J,;blh'~~~medy and the forum
and th~ decree C(;.e~t"l~nt pass~ by q'ie ~?tr<;,lIer or the a~pella~e
authonty or the ~~ttfil authonty fir ~nrthilatlon thereof either 10

appeal or revisi?~._~n'~. under the~:A~,~e'ieby the exclusive jurisdic-
tion to take co~~n~pf the cause;1:lf,~n for ejectment of the tenant
from.~ bUil.~i~',?r ~f.lted !and siJ~~9fe~;i~tirban are~s is governed ~y the
provtslOpQ'f:JRt;;i~t and is ex.c@SlVel:Y~,~be dealt Withunder Section 13
of the.&\cl ~ r«:;cessary,impl~tio~ the jurisdiction of the civil court
~nder ~ction ~ of CPC ~~lucfi~9;):t is undoubtedly true that 0p:c? la?d
IS ~ par,l•.of tt* frontagewr~~~~op and belonged .te:'th~ mUOlclpahty
which t~~~~lord had tal{¢'orl':iJease from the mUOIclpahty.As regards

.t;:~~muniCipality land, the ~'ndlord was a lessee of the Municipal Com-
N' mittee. But on constructioQ>,of the building covering a portion of the
~. muni~palland the landlord became landlord and the appellant his tenant
~,for tti¢ purposes of the Act. This view was held by the Full Bench of the
'~'kb and Haryana High Courl in Hari Prashad Gupta v. Jilender
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Kumar KfJushik'. We agree with the view_ Thereby though there is a J;~'ll;t:".~~"
notification issued by the State Government exempting the lands beloqg- it "·;~c"~'t.~,

ing to Gurgaon Municipality from the provisions of the ~Cl, the bUil~jn~\ '~ik",i1
of the respondent does not gel exempted from the prOVIsionsof the~.',\:l'. ,-;:,/t,.
It is the finding of the forums below that the shop in question';st.a6~ f:~t,
mainly on the land of the landlord and a small ponion is Iot:ate't,h,on;:'':-;..;'':.;'f
municipal land. Therefore, we are of the view that the building ~ gQ'V- ,,:,.;;0'

erned by the provisions of the Act and the exemption accord4d.'~,dr~
government under Section 3 was not attracted to the prem}ses.~!nSliJiftu
Singh v. Distmt Board. Gurdaspllr the question wa~i~he:,~etr,~gj:the
reconstructed building governed by the provisions of E!~t B-(t11jab'Urban
Rent Restriction Act the exemption under Section 3 ap~~ea.Itl,,~asheld
to be so by the Division Bench. But the present (.actsare d~~e'rlL

6. In Barraclough v. BrownJ the House of Lords helcf';~\fjatwhen a
special statute gave a right and also provided a'ifp.~u'M~'Wradjudication of
rights, remedy has to be sought only under the pF~isior;.s of that Act and
the common law court has no jurisdiction. .:":~i<',"4~~~w.J

7. In Doe d. Rochester (BP) v. B~-£es\!~hc:#f~mtillsand oft quoted
words of Lord Tenterdan, oceur: ' \;~ r~,p):: .'

'\« '>f~ . -'2 ,.'.l"","
"Whc:re an A~t creates a~j:t?bhl~tf?)}f.,ll'nde~.for~ "the per·

formance In a speCified manner,\~<!.~\7 It to be a ge~et~1 ru1.ethat
performance cannot be enforf",ediQ:, (I·n:y;,;"tJ,thermanner~~ '~~:";J"j,!'
8. This statement of law was.'~e~ve(f not only1'~.¥'i~Wouse of

Lords in several cases, but also by thhk~,urt in Premiel/Ail:lpmobiles Ltd.
v.KS. Wadke~ where this Court was calf~ij upon to ~.idel~~helher the
civil court can decide a disput~"~Huarelycoming wiffiin''t:J;1,eprovisions at
th.e Industrial Dlspule~ ;\cL?-:.gJf(,\,cOnsidering,;,Yt:~I~~~fion•.this ~urt
1~lddown fo.ur propoSitions i{il1 tJjtrd of t.he"1JfsJ.-e.'"etl~ntfor considera-
tIOn here. It IS as follo"",;;(S[®,.!ll'. 513-14t.pat~ f'lh

"(3) If th~ i~~st~f1!! dispute reJ~l~s';:f,~~'.tReenforcement of a
right or an qbfigCltlOtlcrC'~tedundeW:lh~~ct~,~then the only remedy
available to lh:~~s'ijt~~~~to get cln,~_df~~,ic~~\bnun.der (he Act." . .

. 9. Thus on 5l;,rl~:f.Ut:~~10~of rcle~~J.)~·~~#l'lons 01 [h~ ,Aci Cl~d ID ~he
light of the po~-R'W:I~aw I( must tit ~~'kl,that the provlslon~ 01 Section
13 of the .~cr.,.!~PPIY~,,td(he bUil~...Rftfasf1 out to th~ appellant by the
landlor~,~~hl{:;,p,ntroller wastflie c~eten( authOrity to pass a decree
of ejeC;l'ment"~,g~f)S(the appe!}anl find the civil court lacked inherent
jurisditJion to'ak~ cogni(8.flc~cl(~;{.p'~~!tauseand to pass a decree of eject-
ment tfj~fein~irhe next q~~~AfWhether the impugned decree is a nul-

'~'~)-,\ ,,-ii',';' 1::, .'~~' ',.___
";,,)',,\,' ,.),~,'./

,".,'", "",.'~;:;'''''~f 'f.;
i.i' '""

§ 1 (l~2) 84 Punj LR 150: AIR 19b P&H 165: (t982) I Rem LR 337
~,2 (l,~2) 64 Punj LR 1: AIR 1%2 Punj 204

~}'f;r?3:~i "%,;} .. J;:f¥n AC 6t5: 66 U OB 672: 13TLR 527
,';l , '.r~~:~(183t) t B&Ad 847, 859: J 09 ER lOCH
~~, \~::5 (1976) I SCC 496: 1976 SCC (L&S) 70: (1976) 1SCR 427

,,,'" " .• ,!4~'c-'vt: ',i" ;'2!f
fl." v"'::>-~('
"~' ",,). ,,-"
~~:l1,<D,t.'.tid

rt
':'~,'/?
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SUSHIL KUMAR MEHTAv. GODINO RAM BOHRA (Ramaswamy, 1.) 199 ~~~ ..;r~

lity and whether the plea can be raised in execution and further whether .'f,;••t~!.;)+
the decree in the suit does not operate as res judicata. 0:;< i. 'Itp'

10. In Kiron Singh v. Chnmon Paswan' the facls were that the appel~z::--,".~,>...i
laot had undervalued the suit at Rs 2950 and laid it in the Court ~f~trfe"\r,~"",,,","
Subordinate Judge. Mongh~ for re~v~ry of possession of th~ ~a: .!rb'd~,.,,.:~~~
and mesne profits. The SUitwas dismissed and on appeal It ~,s ~,n-:;:;;i'
firmed. In the second appeal in the High Court the Registry r~~ 'tlJj;: ",
objection as to valuation under Section 11. The value of ttl~ aJ.1iJeaff~~'
fixed at Rs 9980. A contention then was raised by the..pfaint'(tTin~ine
High Court that on account of the valuation fIxed by th#.'~Hig,~,~.'the
appeal against the decree of the court of the SUbordin~a~Atfdge,.didnol
lie to the District Court, bUIto the High Court and on {iii a~.9tJnt the
decree of the District Court was a nullity.Alternatively, it ~~_~ntended
that it caused prejudice to the appellant. In consid.~"\.rjngtha)1!'contention
at page 121, a four judge bench of this ep{if'l~peaking through
Venkatarama Ayyar. J. held that: (SCR p. 121) "~Y1;. )j

"It is a fundamental principle welJ,:'~!Ial.i&»f:dthat a decree
pass~d. by a court without junsd~~tio.? i~~.'il1JlI,i~,and that its
mvahdlty could,be set up whenever lJ.1d)'!~l1er~verIt.IS s~!;',g,htto ~
enforced or relied ~JXln,even atJhe 'tp~",~~~cuhon ~ij eve.n I~
collatc;:.ralproce~dlO.gs. A de~~}?~lu~is(hctlo~~ w~.etheti I~ \s
pecuniary or terntonal! or ~hethe~~}~ In r,espect-~f~.~~bJect
matter of the action, stnkes at'~e'ery~thonty of_!.~e;:g>'~lopass
any decree, and such a defect T:am\OIbe cured ~iby~nsent of
parties: If the question n~w ,ti{\(jer consid;f:~ti?h;",~J1 to .be
determmed only on the ap~hcatlon of gener~Ji-P!R:}ppfesgovernmg
the matter, there ca~ ~;,,':"'6~oubt th.at ~heDls.wct'GPurt of Mong-
hyr wa~~or?m non Judl(f:'!.ii04 that Its JU1~i1,).~nd decree would
be nullities. :'.;l'- ;: .'~ ;i!! '~
n. On merits il ..yh~~%,pJfif-.i(·hatsiri'~.•.t~r~t.Peliant himself had

invoked the jurisdiQiort~Qft~~\civilcourtw·lt:br.,ti~aluation. the pbjec-
flan as to jurisdic~¥)Jt~a~~!.potavailable bt'-op~tion of Section 99 of the
Code and as to the~~~ert.M0t:1a1jurisdiction\',h.ew1t~precluded by operation
of Sec~io~21 of,Sr~t.}n1i on such P'7"~1~1!,".washel? that the decree of
the DISlrlct Co&tt~titonot be tre~t~(f~, be a nullity and. person who
invoked ~~~)~dic1ifpn cannot 1~1~d~~~'tiice to h~mself~ hi~own acl.

12\i!~!t has held th~i It I~,~·,wellestablished principle that a
decre~assed-~y W court~ilhoti~Juri~diction is a nullity and the plea can
be set \~pwhe~ver and ;~'~_~.,.v~~~ decree is sought to be enforced or
relied "B?n. ~'d even at '~e ...~~~ of execution or in collateral proceed-.
ifl~S. \%iji;,'''' ~,~:';~ ;;.'

,:",,-;-;":;..1 13. In the case of Feroit,Lal Jain v. Man Mar the facts were that the~ .~fI appe~'ant was the owner of it;;:Shop.One of the covenants under the lease. ~ .

i~ it;
.;t, il:

. f'~"'" "(ll.,_ .".--

·it••'·... ~f'i'955) 1SCR 117:AIR 1954SC 340
l It;? (1970)3SCC181:AIRI970SC794c:. ,,~
,'! ...

_;,:,~t'ti.' *':~':l. ,.~~
;,>;0.. '·;\l~l.t/
",-" ,,'·'~I, -'.'c. !-.1.•,",,- ,,' ". ~
":,'if t

$.~If;<,·,,~/'"~:i"i"
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200 SUPREMECOURTCASES (1990) 1 sec I ~;f~;,,.,.~
was that the lessee respondent should not sub-let the shop. On the ":r;'l:\!C~,,,'\<r
ground that the respondent had sub-let the shop, a suit was laid for ~\~~ ii' "~jji "?
tion under Section 13 of t~e Delhi and Ajmer ~ent Control Act, 1?52:, "~~<""i
The matter was compromiSed and a compromise decree was eassed."f.r','~,!,;"',..

Twice time '"."as~iven for deli~ery of the vacant P?sse.ssionby tht? re:,:~b~_I'(1~%:.;
dent. On hIS faIlure to deliver vacant possession the appelr.lnt"'lUeii~\.,-?.:-,
execution to recover possession. The tenant raised the object~ t'ijOt+,-l;.'"

unless anyone of the grounds prescribed under Section 13 of;ffi-e'~eilt
Control Act was satisfied, the decree even on compromi!:i.~~'was~nuyj-ty,
and therefore, he could not be evicted. This Court hekflh<M,tli~,Qrder
made did not show that il was satisfied that the ~ub-Iett4iJ ~PI~I"~ed of
had taken place, nor was there any other matenal on re~td to ~ow that
it was so satisfied. It is clear from the record that 'file .~&Jurthad
proceeded solely on the basis of the compromise arrived aL~~tween the
parties. That being so there was hardly any do4!?t~~a..-b.thecourt was not
competent to pass the impugned decree. Hencel* det;ree under execu-
tion must be held to be a nullity. On that basis it w~&h~that the Objec-
tion could be raised even at the execution st(g~tJijijTi'ately, the decree
was held to be void. '!\:, ,{ 'l-if;, '.

. 14. In BahadurSingh.v. Muni St1?ra~~~d~iJ;,~~~decree u,liiJir execu-
tiOnwas made on the basiSof an a~r~Aang It""washeldtJha.(the secree
was passed in contravention of ~cti~,ft1~ro of the Ren~~,~~r~ Act.
Th~reby the decre:ewas held .to bt!:~RIl1~n~nce ~o e",~C;~iif:\0lf"d5uldbe
levied on the basiS of the VOIddecr~",.~ Similar vlewA ..aI~Btaken by
this Court in Kaushalya Devi v. KL. Ba1i5ar.This 'Y~'I.alsait case under
the Delhi and Ajmer Rent ~rol Act and was 9b tll:~;basts of a com-
promise. It was held that the,~eG(ee passed on the '~is ~ the award was
in contravention of Section ~!G!)&fthe Act a§;tlUicilHrt had passed the
decree without satisfyin&\~~~~;;M)p,:tany g~d .~r9#l~Of eviction exist~d.
Therefore, the dec~ee ,;~srr~j~~ of poss~~.ld-,'w~ held to be a nulhty
~nd could n~t be,ex:c~l~~. ~IS IS also "~'d~~iSiQjfby a bench of three
Judges speaklOg~~r~n,J. as h~ th~ wa~~> .'

15. In C~landri!!f1'~~LSLrv. BhmJ;-9"il;eqt)~.;!/!?alekar, J .. ~peakIn~ for a I
bench of two JU.~ ~f:I(Kthat the d~re'~:,:pasS'edby the cIvilcourt In rela-
tion to matttirs 'gg,v&ned by U.~"..i~~~jndari Abolition and Land
Reforms,£YJ~o,195Ztfor poss~n ~\#nullity and in the appeal it was
for theS#fS:t"'ri:we'4?ermittedto tt raiSfH"inthis Court and the decree was
declar~ to b~ ntllity .. t1~·, ~~i-./~l'~~In Leqgard v. BJJlt'~~.Plii'Vy Council laid down that where the i
~)fjginaf{if.-.,?,~rrin a sUi(:~,~l;~f~erently lacking juriSdiction, ~nd was

..JftfOmpeterlt' to try the sa~, on Its transfer by consent of partIes, to a
~.j;...,}1" "~ '~:,
.. ';~;, "

l~p (1!!!>9)2 SeR 432
<;;I}'~i~;\'f~~,k.~'969) 1 sce 59: AIR 1970 se 838
,~' ,",-rW~'(1973) 2 sec 474
~. W!:II (1886) 13 lA 134: (1886) 11 AppC.as648
c,.'j .",, r ii$,;;.,,11':,< 1\ '_,

" "'" { ::;"":"[.'7',~:,' '-~"'~.~ - - - ~,,',
~.~ .,",i~~·8-;:
,~,.,};., ,,<I:

;--t1'l'" .$
'~~

A'f).:<,/f::'
"<~"-!,,
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,.-i~~.
y .••~.

~,,\ ~,;:.
\\/"\ '1":-
"",\"'''''... "':"court with jurisdiction such consent did not operate as a waiver of the .fJ"',,,,~ L

plea of want of jurisdiction. ,;;, )~, ,~"
17.ln Barton v.FinchDm': it was held that: '. 'a:•. '1i,h,.jJ

';'\,& '.~; ,~::~,>'
"Parties cannot by agreement give the courts jUrlsdictioq,wti(£h'~~ -,.•.

the legislature has enacted they are not to have. ,~, ,:-,',-"iii" 'W
...the court cannot give effect to an agreement whethe:~?~ay4lP

of compromise or otherwise, inconsistent with the provisi~ ~
A

•• ,~, .?i:, y

~ / ~ ~
18. In Peachey Property Corporation Ltd. v. Robins""" Winll;,l.Qj'il J.

took the same view. ~f',j,'P ","r~
19. In Choudnri Ranta v. Qureshi Bee14

, one of uS-~'m~amy, J.
was called upon to consider the question on a :setof simila'~~ Therein
the petitioner who died subsequently was protected~der AP.
(Telangana Atea) Tenancy and Agricultural l;Iol!lili~) Act, 1950. The
protected tenant was given possession in exet9f~ 6't statutory power
under Section 38-A of that Act. That was don~,~n~t' the pendency of
the suit for partition between the co-sharen~~ f~~blwas impleaded
co-nominee defendant to the suit. A pre~i~~ui:~d$Cree for partition and
for possession was passed A final decre4:t.~f~9i The dec~r became
final and execution was levied for ~n."?<Jbjectio~, wa! takqr thal
since the tenant was a protected ten~.t"'C!~r the Act, tbp ~r~ was a
nullity and could not be executed;a$aii'jst t6i!Aegalrept"'"'i\!.ati'9d: After
consi~c:ring the scope or r~lev3nt P~,,\ons of the A~~t~, held that
the cIVd court cannot go IOta the legahw or corre<;:~ 'W ('he Ex. B-1
issued by the Tehsildar. The revenue authorities c6;;S6tutd:1under that
Act were competent la go in.p~ validity thereof.'{<;iviltpurt inherently
lacked jurisdiction and the ~of ejectme~r~f, ~ pro.teeted tenant
from tbe lands covered b)qb~'9Ie"ted t~na~ ..l!'~ l>1lulhtybecause of
tbe ptovisions of Cbap~"1¥ Clt4be Act. 'I/leY,J6l!l"n be set up even at
the stage of execu)lor~l..as ~ nghtly d,90~1",lns~t case. OtherwISe It
would have the ~~,ort!puIlJfying the qf)eratWn of the statutory provi-
sions i~Chaptc:r f;¥- or~,h~~Act an,d~rpitv.~l,~~protected tenant of !tis
vested mterest I!!~thl!r'~,a~created ,rvi~la~under the tenancy cerllfi·
cate (Ex. B-1).~t·~,IS''')SObeld in P!i"llii!pb 64 tbat "Its validity can be
assailed in ,the~ec'i4.ion pmcee~.{W€' approve the view of the High
Co -,.,...i\lr _~" ,f .••... -'l.,;e.~

urt. ~~",:."~~-:;.,~ ~f 'if,'l:;r'1

2'!l In M'4!hii/-aPra~ad Bd~ .l!tiswal v. Dossibai N.B. Jeejeebhay"
the be:,ch co~isting or'~ft,,,,h~~$1-Iegde and Grover, n. was called
upon tiS"fons,ler whethef.:;a~:~ passed without jurisdiction operates
~~ judi?~ethe facts th~·¢Ih were that the respondent leased out the

"'·;h~-I! !.,".~, .,. t:i-~~ ~~
iI-i' "'.
H ~I <'
r~,12 (l1fl) 2 KB 291, 299: 90 U KB 45]

:i.,.;/f'-t:::: '~J~.,(~966)2 All ER 981, 983: (1967) 2 OB 543 (CA)
,<1 .~·tf~i(1983)2AndhLT133(AP)K l~ 15 (1970) 1 sce 613:(1970) 3 SCR 830

",",', t.. ,;j'",...,I, d. ,~ft ~ 'Y~j-;'"
~', ...,~:~'~.i:
'~~,.. '{t\f". f,,;,

!~'f.'{/dF
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,fjt:~''''"
:"::'~""'\

'~"~ ~.~;.SUPREMECOURTCASES (1990) 1 sec ";1,::.,.1
,\"',

land for construction of a building to the appellant, which was duly con- fJt~::,~"ti
structed. The tenant applied for fIXation of the standard renL The ciyil ~ '~".,"
court_ rejected the prayer holding that the Bombay Rents. Hotel,"-~n~J.~~~",,,,".f'1
LodgIng House Rat~ Control Act, 1947 ~oes not apply to the 0P'in ~'~"I\h''>;',;!.>.,
let out for construction. But later the High Court reversed that Vi~'!ffi. .~~.,
another decision and held that the Act applied to the open larlij..l~d"§...;;{~9

ouL Relying upon that judgment, an application was again filed1~~_Jf\~'

tion of the standard rent of the premises. Objection was r~ise4ftliil:::tht
earlier rejection operated as res judicata. In that oontext".#1nebtin~rthe
contention. this Court held that the doctrine oE res ju4Itat~;»ei:9:ags to
t~e d,":,mai~of procedure. It ca~not be exalted to .the i~t~~f .a~iegisla-
twc direction between the parties so as to determme th@Lguest19'nrelat-
ing to the interpretation of enactment affecting the jUrisdi'~U~f a court
finally between them, even though no question of fact or m~ question
of law and fact relating to the right in disput~~~n the parties has
been determined thereby. A decision of a com¢t¥ht cd4rt on a matter in
issue may "c: rc:sjudicata in otht?r proceedings_~~~'th~ same parties_
The matter ID Issue may be an ISSueof fact.,tf\~faC3t·'declded by a com-
petent court is final determination bet~etfl t~g -~arties and cannot be
reopened ~~een them ~nan~th:r .Rroit.edm_~~tTheprevi~,';~~cision
on a matter ID Issue alone IS res Judldk.~",~ reasons fOI;~Jhe#lecJSlPnare
not res judicata. A matter in issue-i{.bet.n the parti~ .!th~ right
claimed by one p~rty and denied ti».the,Rth~r1"The. cla!n1-..?t~,&htf-tfomits
very nature depends upon proof or:f~~, and apphcat~tirof{9~ relevant
I~wthereto. A pure question of law un&'l~tee:Ito fac~?i?1\;~ive.rlse to a
nghl, cannot be deemed to ~ a matter ID ISSue.-,;)Ytl~ It ik said that a
previous decision is res jUdi,Qtl~iit is meant that'~F rijht claimed has
been adjudicated upon and~n~again be pJII~llP,conlest between
the: same parties. A J:Jr~Y~~2ii§'~;:e~ision9f a f~o,~~te'nt court .on facts
which are the foundauQ)'1d~lHe\Tlght anif~be,~le~nt law apphcable to
the determination &f t~, tra~actions whW.n-~'(~Source of the right is
res judicata. A pri;tyi6'~ CWfisionon a ma\'~eriij.;,~ue is a composite deci·
sian; the decision cif l.r~,cafinot be dlswC1~ted,f,ffomthe decision on facts
on which the ri~ i-i't(oiinded_A d~i"~)~~'3n issue of law will be res
judicata in a s.'fllsegu~t proceedintit\ih~ the same as in the previous
proceed~~,;~,.bij.tnot\~hen t~e. Cf.'~e'f"aFtion is different, nor when ~he
law ha~)~ii~"1~lfe;;.,earherdCCISlefbe<rn~11eredby a competent authon!y.
norwil?ntheiteciiionrela.!esto I~,eiuJjsdictilJnof thecoon 10 trytheearlier
;:h'!1k;7;,~"::(~';!de:~~~~':.~:~Sa~~ltO)a tramoctionwhichis
"~ '"''';;f.A:~·qu~tionof j'~jct"ion of the cou~t, or'of proced~re, or a'

,,;:i:7"'"'~" pure questIon of lawi(oJinrelated to the fight of the parties to a
i'previous suit, is not res)udiCata in the subsequent suit. Rankin, Cl.,
v Frved in Tarini Charan Bhattacharjee easel':
"j\ :t-

,,;:,~,%,," f*, .'_i
~}";" ,~" -'~~'fr.'A"ijF

~ ~, 160 Tarinl Charon Bhatlncharj~~v. Kroar Nmh Haldor, ILR 56 CaI723: AIR 1928 Cal 717 I
"'" 'i;!i:_ ~

~)~~} '!;&,¥,~<#'-- .'cOl'ill"j.o"·
~l,'i:£~.@:£I:{~,
'4'~"" -t

,':~':}ql/i
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:&~,~
.'," .,,,~

::{ ';'~'..
-'k\. '10

"The object of the doctrine of res judicata is not to fasten ;,~;.-;;tt~';~{.,''
upon parties special principles of law as applicable to the;~ ~f ·~i.,'>1
inter se, but to ascertain their rights and the facts upon whiCh. ~T ;~'

these rights directly and substantially depend; and to pr~Bt+;;;., ..tl-~,~l!
this ascertainment from becoming nugatory Or precludin-~,~ \I\;'\~ ,.•.
parties fr~m r70pening or recontesting that which ~.~ ,~e~",..,'.t;
finally deCided. ' '~. "'\~.'~;'"
A question relating to the ju~diction of 0 court cg~" ~

deemed to have been fInally detel1111nedby an errone9!P'd~If1'J.o!
the court. ~fby an e.r~ne?~ interpretati?n of the ~~u~~ ~'Nc<fiJ'rt
holds that It has no JurisdiCtiOn,the question woulQ:{noL,)pout,.ftldg-
ment, operate as res judicata. Similarly by an erroW decision if
the court assumes juriSdiction which it does not ~ u.PlIer the
statute, the question cannot operate as res judiCata~,tW-een the
same parties, whether the cause of action in thF subseltftent litiga-
tion is the same or otherwise." ·~,~,.i;y"?<~phasissupplied)
21. In that case it was held that si~ce it rel~'~, to ~e jurisdiction of

!he.court as per law declared by the leglslaturt:;!";-!f:~~~:fOtoperate as res
Judicata. ' .r )..I) ..;t,.

..•,.\ "'f ",,'~'"

1.1. In Vasudel' Dhanjibhai Modi .l;V~i.iJblijJi Abdul ~eflrnanl' a
bencb of lbree Judges of lb.s Courl C9eslSli!lg'qr,~ab, J., as b;'jbe~ was,
Hegde and Grover, 11:, was consiJ~~"."~e questiorf;~f ~Plli~': of a
decree. The facts theretO were t~t tiiJ: ap~Jlant, owner'q[ l,);t.£., at of I
land, leased out the same to the '~rdRdent at an an@M~F!f:rit"3'of Rs
4] L The suit was dismissed and on ap$.al it was re~(4,attd suit was
decreed. On revision it was confirmed By the High ,~rt. '~Specialleave
peti~ion filed i~ this Court w~~ dismissed. In ~ ~~ti?n .th~ con-
tennon was raised that the $m~tl'Causes COu~..ha'<t.no';]unsdlcnon to
entertain the suit. It was conW1l';dc#tthat the ct~~ ~ a nullity on the
ground .bal Bombay R~iAJ~~ and 14l!gilj'j;,Ho.jlseRales (Control)
Act 57 of 1947 app~~:~~ t~:: ..facts in thatt,)~6{fJ,IJ;'>hihatcontext Shah, l.,
as ?e t.hen wa~,~aJpfi~lt?r 'the court .w:td~~,at''Cbanenge to a ?ecree
which IS a nulhty '~n"~ ~Ased at any h!'Re,b~t the court executtOg the
decree cannot go b~r.tiW'the dec~Y:9t~~if the parties or on their
representation Jfk.t;aribotf'entertain iin»~~,bJ'£tion that the decree was
incorrect in l~~ d(,'pJt~facts, unl~~1' ~set aside by an appropriate
p~~d~. ~~albr r.evisio~ d~~;e ~en if it be erroneous is ~till
bmdm~tie~n"\be parties. In ~pat ~nt~xt. It ~~s held that th~ quesllo~
wheth~ the U]ui'i of.Sn:tJ.Y;:.,,~~.~,~d Junsdlcl10n to entertam the SUIt
depen~ uN,P the mtewRt~!16'A''''of the terms of the agreement o[
lease, arlg.tl1.p:Useto whiCft~'~nd was PUIat the date of the grant of"

,tf~ lease:~~ questions Wi-nnotbe pe~i!t~ t? be raised in an ex~u-
,i,i"tlonproceedmg so as to <wplace the JUriSdictionof the court which
ff passe~ the decree. It was ful:t'her held thai for the purpose of determin-
~.;.,. ::~
",,- ~;.:'

:-,.,.'$-1;& "l'h A'
.,' "'J!;~rti,'

;,1 ,"",.17 (1910) I SCC670
t< Wi:
1~:!c. ,~
'>:;" :i$

.:",.';:>1',1,.:,',""~
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1.'''..fk';;';-.
204 SUPREMECOURTCASES (1990) 1 sec ~["~1~
iog whether the court which passed the decree had jurisdiction to try the c1;.,tt~'\'f)..,
suit, it is necessary to determine facts relevant to the issue on which tQc i~·· .,,~&\ ';~;
question depends, and the objection does not appear on the face of th _""~;.;;-,_~
record, the executing court cannot enter upon an enquiry into t~"";~t> *;0,,:JjI"
facts. It is seen that on the facts in that case it is for the first ti-Me·the ;'?i4,
executing court is to adjudicate upon the terms of the lease wh~~~!h~i"";-j"'~
Court of Small Causes had jurisdiction to entertain that suit. It'~!10t,a .,~.
case of interpretation of the statutoI)' provisions of inherent lacJf'OPfHriS;,;
diction. It is already seen that in fact for the first tim9~~tbis·l:our;t:--in
Chandrika M"zsir caselO had to go into the statutory proy.ijio~,Jh~~ no
case in that regard had been set up in the courts below1lnd,,~ld that the
civil court lacked inherent jurisdiction to pass the decrei~i~erc46re, the
ratio in this case is not in conflict with the view taken by th~~rt.

23. It is no doubt true that in Seth HiroJaJ Patni v. KiiI;:-Nathl' the
facts were that the suit was instituted on the or~g;;iir"SWeof the Bombay
High Court against the appellant for recovery ot.tcert~n arrears out of
t~ansactions ~ak.ingplace ~t Agra ..The dispu~~i~};nrerred to ~rbitra-
llon. The arbitrator gave hiSaward ID faVQUf(;if"t~re$pondent whIch was
upheld on appeal by the High Court. In ii<~t%n.cf'r6ceedingsan objec-
tion was raised by the appellant th~! th~B~!I~Y High C?~rl' has no
jurisdiction to enterlain the suit to rrl'i.t~tHSawWfda dee;rec~f th~court
as no part of the cause of action ~ad '\r~~?Within its terr~.!paiil,1JWisdic. I

tion. Therefore, the decree was~~with\utjrltisdiction. ,It ~1;fii!ld that
since the parties had agreed to ret&r:!~~ matter to a~t"Y*laif~through
court, which had jurisdiction, he woulIDbe deemed~tQ_haV:~waived the
objec~ion as to the territorial ~,'lJ!~dictionof the COl}~.~~re(ore, i.tis not
a nullity and the appellant w~ '~Id to be estoppe(t'(rom~haUenglDg the
jurisdiction of the Bombay l{iulfYqQurt.The r8;f:ja:i~ereindoes not apply
to the facts of this case. ....wi. 'I~: 4~t 1< ;,f it ;.'i. ~

:.~""'~'" "',!;<;!'Y '.<.'.,,' ,,-' ~~
24. The case 'J! PlJlfo1rJi!]dlid Sharmth'lt"qk~";/!ra Shanker Pathak"

also does not help- ~h~\(espahdc;nt. It ~~, ca'5e where the SUitwas
decr~ and ~~~ ..~ taken thereu'tJder:!19nappeal by the r~pon-
dent It was dlsmls~,. ''€?~second ap~."~~We the Board of Rc:venue
the matter was ,~Pf'9n11sed. whercfn~. 'Rain prasad was recogmsed as
a tenant of thJ'ia'rkt.llFdispute an&4ttte~er of eviction was thus nul-
I~fied:~J.~~Jl~~;flaa~ an appH~f16n ~5#r Sectj~m 144 CPC for restitu-
tion 11 "yas r~sttQ by the tenap:ts su,PS'equentlymducted on the ground
that th(¢respd'4de~~twas ~f)~uct6;!,,~s~nant by the decree· holder, and the
decree,1.?oes.QPt~i~d th'~~;(9~Pi~~ upheld by. the trial court and on
appeaL~ \\'TJf'petItlon ~. al~~mlssed on ments. The decree became
fipal. The':'0roer of the Hiih~':COurtunder Article 227 became final. Then

.if~gl.inst the order of the BO~Idof Revenue an appeal under Article 136
!.y.. ~~. i,;.i,
'i~ ";'
~1 "(.'

,f.if<":O' 'r~ .~i

l""~~'A~~\{'~t~2) 2 SCR 747: AIR 1962 SC 199
~: %.19 (1963) Supp 2 SCR 828: AIR 1964se 782
"r' .,..

"'~!,, .:it
~:'~:',Vi.',·~t".,:'r..

ot)" ~.. ~~.-:~:;,.""
·l':i~'}'~h,,"'~i~.i''',.Ctojt
--1./ ;t

A'"h~.,..~~,\'
'(<;j;:'"
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was filed in this Court. A preliminary objection was raised that the deci- l;···1';tt,'f~.~
&ionof the High Court under Article 227 operated as res judicata. In thilt ~0_ '(~
oontext it was held by this Court that the appeal was barred by ,,.res?:. '~?:,,~...j~1'
judicata as the decision of the High Court was on merits and woulg,bf@ .,{~~.,~,~"
the par~ies unless i~was' modified or reve~ .in appeal or ~ "'-~.fi'e't~.-~..,
appropnate proceedmgs. The facts are clearly dLStmgUlshable.;.k. it,,~, .,~~;;:{.~", ,.. ...

25. The case of Mohan/a/ Goenkn v. Benoy Krishna M~JXj ;1~,
also of little assistance to the respondent The decree passoj by!{ihe'~P'
cuBa Higb Court on its original side was transferred for q:"l:cutibp.to j:'Be
Court of Suoordinate Judge of Asansol with proper cer]jfiedFpY'T@lhe
decree and order of transmission. The execution appli~~4;~n ~s dis-
missed for default and a certificate was sent under Sectioil;141QP'C stat-
ing that the execution case was dismissed for default Wilhou~~nsmitting
the decree or the covering Jetter sent by the tlilltb-.(::ourLthe decree
holder again applied for execution. It was accordj.~'fY"~uted. Then an
application to set aside the sale was made undci!r;.O~r XXI Rule 90
CPC on the ground that the decree is a nullity ~ t~#urt had no juris-
diction to execute the decree. While neg~ingrth,9fl;oRtention it was held
that since the decree sent was not traM~,t~if'wauld be reg~ed as a
fresh application for execution and, .th.~~re~'lP~' executing,frourt had
~urisdiction and ~he.d,:cr~e was not a ~tlli~1:i.lbat case ars~.is\~ot te of
IOherent lack of }unsdlc!lon. ~. ~i ""~"'~<'~;;~" '\+.,-",,~:i

26. Thus it is settled law that ~!:"'~)ya 'decree pa~ liY",a'court of
competent jurisdiction. after adjudicario1t;on merits Qtr'the~ghts of the
parties, operates as res judicata in a sub}~quent suitf6tf::p~ings and
binds the parties aT the persQO*l'i}Iaimingright, tiUd:rC?rih'~rest from the
parties. Its validity should be ¥s~l~ on~yin a.nJ£~").or1evision .as the
case may be.]n sUbsequen~_p~1ngs ItsvallC;ti'ty~.n-tiptbe questioned.
A decree passed by a CQUt1.\~t juris4ti~, •.Qte~ tbe subject matter
or on .other gr~un?S:':w~~~g~to the roo~K i~~rcise or jurisdiction,
lacks ooberenl Jurjsdl~!16I1, It 1<a coram 'liJii~ii~.A decree passed by
such a court is a"'-q~lIIty'¥d is non esti<.,Its·~)'lValiditycan be sel up
whenever it is soug&1t.to~ enforced ~.;-~ iiet~upon as a foundation for
a right, e~e": atA~~t~i~e'(of executi~b ,f{'~""c?llateral proceedings. The
defect of }unschttJott:§lifkes at the ~utQ6f1W'otthe court to pass a decree
which cami@;t"~~urea by conseq,t'tii-~;~r of the party. If the court has
jurisdic~n D\l~.tl\sre is defect (JJ its ll:Xercisewhich does not go to the
~t offits aut~rity, suc~"\;..pef~~Ji~ pecuniary or territorial could be
walvcd';ro-the e"arty.They,~Ute-".~·d)nected by way of appropriate plea
at its in~l?!j~:or in appelr~~;t)r'rhisional forums, provided law permits .
.:,~ doctnH'e!"of res judicat3::~~nderSection 11 CPC is founded on public

,*Fpolicy.An issue of fact or I~ or mixed question of fact and law, which
~ are infissue in an earlier suit 6r might and ought to be raised between the
\\ :'?

'>,'~ .'1- ,,t.tf",'" "l,\.. . of

'Sif\"'~"( ''-i,Iit'.:x,,!/:'/ .... ,,~,
\\ -'"20 1953 SCR 377: AIR 1953 se 65
"'; 1('"
'" ';i, ,;'':" ':i~' ."4,..}~,:ii(, ,j~_, .•~"It ,·'~3:1j.t..,
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206. SUPREMECOURTCASES (1990) 1sec ,~f{\';~;-t::~~{'+.
same parlles or persons claiming under them and was adjudicated,pr?' '~~~)'
allowed uncontested becomes final and binds the parties or pe~ons.i-, '~j~,,~
claiming under them. Thus the decision of a competent court overt\~':fJ:'l';\.\;:~,,\'
matter in issue may operate as res Judicata in sUbsequent suit or p~ '~~
ings or in other proceedings between the same parties and those~la~}n!t,;",.$.,
under them. But the question relating to the interpretation of ~at\!~e ':";"
touching the jurisdiction of a court unrelated to questions of r~l~;Jaw
Or mixed questions does not operate as res judicata evc;~"be~eerifthe
parties or persons claiming under them. The reawn ~.:j)bv~~uS;:W~tPure
question of law unrelated to facts which are the basis ~ fO.J#l'datioriof a
right. cannot be deemed to be a matter in issue, The l.r;ncip)#' of res
judicata is a facet of procedure but not of substantive law~,lbe~decision
on an issue of law founded on fact in issue would operate a5";~judicata.
But when the law has since the earlier decisiog"~tltered by a COm-
petent authority or when the earlier decision dec~es ct~ransaction to be
valid despite prohibition by law it does not oper~,te'~ re!$'judicata. Thus a
question of jurisdiction of a court or of aprociCft'h'...e'Qf,ia pure question of
law unrelated to the right of the parties::ifo~n,9,¢1i,:purelyon question of
fact in the previous suit. is not res jUdirq.ul;~;~b,~~'esubsequ~i1t.,suit. A
question relating to jurisdiction of a ¢O_H[t'tkimetpretatj(;Jn (ft prol(isions
of a statute cannot be deemed to h~e\,~,n finally de't9r~cl1ed)by an
erroneous decision of a court. ~f.'=re~~:)ff~:1;';~edoctrin~" 6~fr~ju!dicata
does not apply to a ca~e of decree -C'>t:.p,~:lity.If the cou:tfii1.h~~ntly lacks
j~risdi~tion consent ca~not. confer jui~jctjon. Wh~ice¥t~.ri'f~tatulory
nghts 10 a welfare legislation are created, the do¢lrd1e olt'walver also
does not apply to a case of dlt~where the oouri\fn.he·t~tly lacks juris-
diction. :':;,,,\.;fF' i~;i ,/.d~,j~~~\)_. -

. 27. In the l.ightof t~.i~,~j"si'in law.,!he~~it~n~tor det~rmination
IS whether the Impl,lgne¢d$;ree"""ofthe CIVJ;.lc<».«t~n be assailed by the
appellant in execuffon:\~,l~is 1tlready held.(l1'I'il",tt£-iis:;t'heController under
the Act t~a~ h~~~~'~$ jurisdiction ~ o~~,r ejectment of a tenant
f~o.ma butl~lOg 10 ~. ittpal\. ar~a ~e~s?tl.~~~Xlhe.landlord ..Thereby the
CIVIlcourt lDher~tly{"la6h JunsdlctWlD'k96iitertam the SUitand pass a
decree of ej~r$l~~;lrherefore, th4tugfi'1be decree was passed and the
jurisdictiQ!lhof~he 6:\urt was g,?~.in\i:l 'P. issue Nos. 4 and 5 at the ex
parte ~l~·~~~);t,~ree. thereurifler ~'~:a1'nuUity,an~ d~ not bind the
appelltnt. Th-ereff,re. It aocs nqt o~rate as a res Judicata The courts
beJow'1PaveeO:tnmilled~~~i:,ert6t,6t law in holding that the decree in
the su~t~per~~ as res jj~ic~~:~d the appellanl cannot raise the same
J?2int onbe:r:a'~inat the eXdldlion~'

iF~':'W 28. It is seen from the d:~tesmentioned that there is no delay in filing
if! the I~ave application. The I~ve application was filed within the limita-
~. tion {tom the date of original order of dismissal of the revision or on a

:t-f}!;!J' it~li;\tt:t.:~{latedismissing the review application. It is [rue that the writ pe[i~
'-ii,- 'l1bR'-'wasfiled against the order in revision. but it does nol preclude theH ',t.,w ",

'1;;, ¥:'
*'" !;1~".~-;:.,li'i~, ,_;j.

~';'. <.' '.<?-~~~/"", ,"~', ....,:':'~"
r ,';;'~'~!i'
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~I, .'.'
BISMIlL\Hv.JANESHWAR PR.ASj\D 2CJ1 '<:t~ ',"':~,

appellant to contest its invalidity in the appeal under Article 136. The:/i,~'~~ "l·
decree was executed pending the special leave petition. This CoUrt ?:. "\, ',r
would relieve the party from injustice in exe.-cise of power under Articl~"~,.;.".,i1

136 of the Constitution when this Court noticed grave misca~gf!':;,~f':;1~~.""-:1{.;,1'
justice. It is always open to the appellant to take aid of Section t44 ~ ·~tlo
for restitution. Therefore, merely beca~ the decree has been ~C~';i.§
on the facts when we find that decree is a nullity, we cannot ~(t10 '~
exercise our power u~de •. Article t3~to set .at nought }Ue~!J ~~fic
under a decree of nulhty. The appeal IS accordmgly allow&L ~t IO,:-,tbe
circumstances parties are di•.ected to bear their own cosM!' 3) ,q~:1Tj/

'.<>. i.It•"\"0'\ ~ ••..
~!'l.,:S,: .--'

'!.i'd'. ",~"
(1990) 1Supreme Court Cases 207 'i~~j;f

(BEFORE M.N. VENKATACHALlAH AND M.M. f.lJNOIHI:'jj.)..~.;;"-":-~~::.:
SMT.BISMILLAH 'h,i 't... AppcllanL:

'r"rl 'KVer:rus ;,,-;,'J,;:

JANESHW AR PRASADAND OTHERS ,Ff':I*;l) 4*j~],l' Respondents.
CMI Appeal No. 4884 or 1989t, dceflied~~l.~rilber S, 1989

;.'-" ,. ,

Tenancy .nd Land Laws - V.P. Z4~InlfJ:rt:~bQ!Iilon and ~;Rerorms
Act, 1951- Section331 - Bor to Juri5d.~n f1I. d"ftourt ~~ul~for apu::rll.o-
don of ule-deeds respecting ogrIcuUur1~f~~;~nd for pos~e~~, htft, not
barred - Provision seeking ouste~"",!f~~ ~'s Jurlsdktid.\:t.~(h~.strktly
construed - Question or Juri5dktii:ift~.~ds upon ul~tpJ "••.•pluln.and
not merit or result of'suit - Commonlo~~ence of'nonest' fo~ni~Modern
application of - DIstinction between fritJdulent ml.~re5~'totion os to
cha.rocter and contents or docu~l'f.. not or general .o~d~ .•.- ControctAct,
1872,SectIon19- Ch1I Procec,1:lire-Axk; 1908tSectIon~t~'\~

The appellant a pardanast3....Q.,~ appointed t~~~ents as her a2CntS
to manage the eslate unde~:lJ",.i~",",~ent of ~en~. !lie;~aKl documem drafted
in Hindi, a language ~t~o~to'~ihe appel1i~ ~' la,l#rdiscovered by her to
have contained an unaui'bQrise(1f.c1auseempgW~rii}l:de or the properties. II
was alleged thai th'C?::,~~\a~ts had entered irtto '~~ulent and collusive sales
respecting th~ prope~eiw fBVouror theiI,,~~ r~,~ihives..The appel1an~~ught
the cancellation .9!...t~,.s~e deeds, d~i~~I?possesslOn and rend Ilion or
8ccoun~s?n in~ji'qtntiWro~IS. The r~p?!~.~ .•s pleaded that the juri~diction
of the clYlIcou~~o l~ cogmzance ~fSik~a$tJ1lwas barred undCr Section 1of
the u.P.~&~.R. ""Cl. The tri~ur~.neld againsl the respondents bUllhe
High q;Jbrt 'ift)re~ion. reversed ~hal~W(lrng.The High Court construed the
8ppel~t's pl~ings to a~~nl I~tl p~ or nullity or the sales and held that
the:praypr fo~~cellaliQn ",f~\~afatietds was 'simply iIIilSOry'amI that such a
reher ~neJl~r necessary~:i)or,~~ ..opriate in the context or a plea of nullity.
The Hj~;~'nfurther hclet,\~'ill tne rclief of possession. though appearing to

.:0~a consequential relief, w%.~eaJly the main relier and would fall within the
j{ statutory jurisdiction. Allowin~he appeal, the Supreme Court
~~ ~I ,C
tJ, :.:t;

rf't,";':' -t~ ~'
"~V'~' .":'.. ":'".,: \i<';.;:',:;.:i,j.

;:;'f '"
~ ~:t ArisinS out or Special Leave Petition (Civil) No. 1053 of 1985
~~- .~~

,f,)':-'f:M j.:,~,. .•;t.',: ',' ',;';>l,~'
..• ;>."

~~ .",;.'l,,1-i,
"""'-','!;,-;'" ~'t'<t~,. _r

j<;l,. .I'.,·;:t:ett
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